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THIRD  SESSION,  FIFTH  PARLIAMENT.-  48  VIC. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 

Monday,  11th  May,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Three  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

CHARLES  STEELE. 

Mr.  TROW  (for  Mr.  Mulock)  asked,  Why  was  Charles 
Steele  removed  from  the  office  of  postmaster  at  Maitland,  in 
the  County  of  Yarmouth,  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  He  was  removed  from  office  because  of 
complaint  being  received  that  the  office  was  badly  managed, 
which  complaint,  on  enquiry  being  made  by  the  Post  Office 
Inspector,  appeared  to  be  well  founded, 

THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST— DUCK 
LAKE  FIGHT. 

Mr.  TROW  (for  Mr.  Mulock)  asked,  Has  the  Government 
received  any  official  report  from  Col.  Irvine  or  Major  Crozier, 
of  the  Duck  Lake  fight?  If  not,  has  the  Government  called 
for  such  report  ?  If  so,  when  and  from  whom  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  A  report  has  been  received 
from  Major  Crozier.  It  is  short  and  imperfect,  and  further 
particulars  have  been  demanded.  When  they  have  been 
obtained,  all  the  papers  will  be  submitted. 

MANITOBA  HALF-BREED  MINORS. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  Whether 
on  the  application  of  Manitoba  half-breed  minors  and  others 
who  were  temporarily  absent  in  North-West  Territory  or 
elsewhere  during  the  enumeration  and  allotment,  a  Govern¬ 
ment  official  was  directed  soveral  years  ago  to  take  their 
claims  and  evidence  ?  And  whether  such  claims  and  evidence 
were  taken,  the  names  entered  on  a  supplementary  list  and 
the  result  repoi  ted  to  the  Government  ?  And  when  was  such 
report  made  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Messrs.  Ryan  and  Machar, 
who  were  appointed,  in  18*75,  to  make  this  enumeration, 
reported  in  March,  1876,  that  their  work  was  incomplete; 
and  Mr.  Ryan  was  authorised,  by  Order  in  Council  of  the 
14th  June,  1876,  to  take  evidence  in  regard  to  claims  of  this 
sort  if  offered,  either  at  Swan  River,  where  he  was  to  have 
his  headquarters  as  stipendiary  magistrate,  or  any  other 
point  in  the  Territories  where  his  duties  as  magistrate  might 
take  him.  His  authority  was  by  the  Order  limited  to  a 

Kriod  of  two  years.  On  9th  April,  1875,  the  agent  of 
uninion  lands  at  Winnipeg  was  authorised  to  take  evidence 
in  support  of  the  same  class  of  claims.  Messrs.  George 
Newcombe  and  Augustus  Mills,  agents  of  Dominion  lands  at 
Emerson  and  Portage  la  Prairie,  respectively,  were  similarly 
authorised  on  7  th  May,  1877. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  Whether 
the  claims  of  unenumerated  Manitoba  half-breed  minors 
and  others  have  been  before  the  Government  for  several 
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years  past,  and  whether  applications  have  been  made  to 
Government  for  their  settlement  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  are  no  unenumer¬ 
ated  Manitoba  half-breed  minors’  claims  before  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  with  the  exception  of  one  or  two  at  Prince  Albert,  in 
respect  of  which  the  North-West  half-breed  commission  has 
power  to  take  evidence. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  Whether 
a  report  was  made  to  the  Minister  by  the  Deputy  Minister, 
recommending  a  settlement  of  the  claims  of  unenumerated 
Manitoba  half-breed  minors  and  others  in  the  summer  of 
1884  ?  And  whether  action  was  taken  thereon  by  the 
Minister  in  that  year  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  A  report  was  made  in  the 
summer  of  1884  by  the  Deputy  of  the  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  recommending  a  settlement  of  the  claims  of  the 
Manitoba  half-breeds,  enumerated  upon  what  is  known  as 
the  supplementary  list,  but  not  as  to  unenumerated  half- 
breed  minors  or  others.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  there  was  no 
information  in  the  Department  to  justify  the  assumption  that 
any  considerable  number  of  the  Manitoba  half-breeds  had  not 
already  been  enumerated. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  Whether 
on  or  about  April,  A.  D.  1885,  action  was  taken  by  Order 
in  Council  or  Departmental  Order,  recognising  the  claims 
of  unenumerated  Manitoba  half-breed  minors  and  others,  and 
settling  them  on  the  basis  of  orders  or  scrip  for  240  acres  or 
otherwise  ?  And  how  many  claims  were  recognised  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  An  Order  in  Council  of 
20th  April,  1885,  providing  that  the  enumerated  Manitoba 
half-breeds,  on  what  is  known  as  the  supplementary  list,  be 
granted  $160  in  scrip  to  heads  of  families,  and  $240  in  scrip 
to  children  of  half-breeds,  was  passed.  The  Order  provides 
that  any  claims  of  the  same  class  not  already  enumerated 
shall  be  proved  before  the  Commissioners  of  Dominion  Lands 
on  or  before  1st  May,  1886. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  Whether 
the  settlement  of  the  claims  of  unenumerated  Manitoba 
half-breed  minors  and  others  is  now  proceeding  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  issue  of  scrip  to  the 
enumerated  half-breeds  of  Manitoba  whose  claims  have  been 
proved  since  the  reserve  of  1,400,000  acres  of  land  set  apart 
by  the  Manitoba  Act  was  exhausted,  is  now  proceeding. 

SUPERANNUATION  OF  J.  W.  PEACHY. 

Mr.  RXNFRET  (for  Mr.  Langelier)  asked,  Whether  J.  W. 
Peachy,  Secretary  of  the  Department  of  Customs,  has  been 
superannuated  ?  If  so,  has  it  been  done  at  his  own  request 
or  against  his  wishes  ?  On  what  grounds  has  he  been  sup¬ 
erannuated  ?  If  by  reason  of  health,  whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  intend  to  add  seven  years  to  his  period  of  service,  in 
order  to  increase  his  retiring  allowance,  as  they  did  for  E. 
C.  Barber  ?  If  the  Government  do  not  intend  to  adopt  that 
course  with  J.  W.  Peachy,  what  is  the  reason  ?  Who 
succeds  J.  W.  Peachy  in  his  position  ? 
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Mr.  BOWELL.  Mr.  Poachy,  Corresponning  Clerk  in  the 
Customs  Department,  has  been  superannuated.  It  was  not 
at  his  own  request ;  it  was  not,  so  far  as  I  know,  against  his 
wishes;  but  it  was  on  the  ground  of  disability,  he  having 
been  deprived  of  his  health  by  an  attack  of  paralysis  thirteen 
months  prior  to  his  superannuation,  during  which  period  he 
was  unable  to,  and  did  not  perform  his  duties.  He  was  paid 
his  full  salary  up  to  the  date  of  his  superannuation.  It  is 
not  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  add  seven  years  to 
Mr.  Peachy’s  period  of  service.  Mr.  Peachy’s  duties  are 
now  performed  by  a  third-class  clerk,  at  a  salary  of  $500  per 
annum. 

RELIEF  FOR  THE  NORTH-WEST  SETTLERS. 

Mr.  WATSON  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  ask  for  a  vote  for  the  relief  of  the  settlers  in 
the  North-West  who  have  been  driven  from  their  homes  and 
have  had  their  property  destroyed  by  the  insurgents  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  subject  is  under  the 
earnest  consideration  of  the  Government. 

RAILWAY  LINES  BETWEEN  MONTREAL  AND 
MARITIME  PORTS. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny)  asked,  Whether  Mr.  Light, 
C.E.,  has  quite  recently  made  a  second  report  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  on  the  comparative  advantages  of  the  several  lines 
between  Montreal  and  the  maritime  ports,  with  a  view  to 
the  selection  of  the  shortest  and  most  acceptable  line  ;  and 
whether  the  Government  intend  to  bring  down  the  said 
report  forthwith  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Mr.  Light  quite  recently 
made  a  second  report.  That  has  been  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  Senate  and  will  be  printed  ;  when  printed  it  will  be  laid 
before  this  House. 

Mr.  LESAGE  asked,  Whether  the  Government  have 
received  the  report  of  Mr.  Wickstoed,  C.E.,  on  his  survey 
of  the  valley  of  the  Etchemin  River  made  by  order  of  the 
Department ;  and  if  so,  whether  it  is  their  intention  to  bring 
it  down  with  those  already  laid  before  the  Senate,  and 
when  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  report  was  laid 
before  the  Senate,  and  is  now  being  printed  ;  when  printed 
it  will  be  laid  before  the  House. 

•  BOOTS  FOR  THE  TORONTO  CORPS. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  Has  the 
Government  been  informed  that  boots  were  served  out  at 
Winnipeg  or  elsewhere  to  the  Toronto  corps  ?  Has  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  any  information  as  to  what  has  become  of  the  six 
hundred  pairs  of  boots  sent  up  to  Winnipeg  for  the  Toronto 
corps  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  At  Lieutenant  Colonel  Otter’s  request, 
boots  and  trousers  were  forwarded  to  Winnipeg.  They  were 
shipped  from  Ottawa  on  30th  March,  by  special  car.  Col¬ 
onel  Otter  reached  Winnipeg  on  7th  April.  The  boots 
arrived  after  Colonel  Otter  had  left,  and  were  sent  to 
Qu’Appelle  on  10th  April.  I  cannot  give  any  more  informa¬ 
tion  about  the  boots. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— POSTAL  AND 
TRANSPORT  SERVICE. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  What 
amount  has  been  earned  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  for  postal  service  and  what  amount  for  transport 
service  for  the  Government  since  the  7th  November,  1883  ? 
Has  any,  and  if  so,  what  part  of  these  amounts  been  paid  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  and  when  ?  Has 
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any,  and  if  so,  what  part  of  these  amounts  been  retained  by 
the  Government  under  the  agreements  in  connection  with 
the  guaranty  of  dividends  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  move  for  thi& 
information  it  will  be  brought  down. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— CHANGE  OP 
ARRANGEMENTS  WITH  THE  GOVERNMENT. 

M>\  CAMERON  (Huron)  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  Was 
there  any  correspondence  between  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  and  the  Government,  subsequent  to  the 
18th  March,  1885,  on  the  subject  of  the  proposal  for  a  change 
in  the  arrangements  between  the  company  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  ?  Was  there  any  report  from  the  chief  engineer  in 
connection  with  the  matter  ?  Was  there  any  report  from 
any  Minister  on  the  matter  ?  Was  there  any  Order  in 
Council  on  the  matter  ?  Was  any  report  from  any  officer 
of  the  company  laid  before  the  Government  ?  Has  the 
Government  the  balance  sheets  prepared  by  Mr.  Miall,  but 
not  appended  to  his  letter  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  hon.  gentleman, 
will  allow  this  question  to  stand  until  to-morrow,  it  will  be 
answered. 

INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY  EXPENSES. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  (for  Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
asked,  What  were  the  receipts  and  expenses  of  the  Interco¬ 
lonial  Railway  from  the  1st  day  of  July  to  the  1st  day  of 
May,  in  the  years  1884  and  1885  respectively  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  is  impossible  for  us  to  give  the  receipts, 
for  1885,  as  they  have  not  yet  come  in. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Will  you  give  those  for  1884? 

Mr.  POPE.  That  would  not  give  you  a  comparative 
statement. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Well,  give  us  the  figures  for  1884. 
Will  you  allow  it  to  stand  until  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Yes. 

LOANS  BY  THE  GOVERNMENT. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  (for  Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
asked,  What  adlitional  sum  or  sums  (if  any)  have  been 
borrowed  by  the  Government  since  the  1st  day  of  April  to 
the  date  of  this  enquiry,  and  from  whom  and  for  what  length 
of  time  have  they  been  borrowed  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  allow 
that  question  to  stand,  as  I  have  not  the  data  upon  which  to 
give  the  correct  information. 

DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST — COMMUNI¬ 
CATION  WITH  THE  IMPERIAL  GOVERNMENT. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron)  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  Whether- 
any  communication  has  taken  place  between  the  Canadian 
and  the  imperial  Government  on  the  subject  of  the  distur¬ 
bances  in  the  North-West,  with  inference  to  any  suggested 
action  by  the  latter  Government  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  on  and  after 
Tuesday  next  the  House  shall,  for  the  remainder  of  the 
Session,  meet  at  one  o’clock  in  the  afternoon  of  each  day. 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  would  make  it  halL- 
past  one,  it  would  be  more  convenient. 
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Mr.  CAMBEON  (Huron).  For  my  own  part  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  motion.  I  desire,  and  I  think  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  this  side  desire,  that  the  business  of  the  Session 
frlxuld  be  closed  at  as  early  a  period  as  possible,  and  I  have 
\,>  objection  to  our  commencing  now  an  hour  or  two  earlier 
uijan  ordinarily.  I  think,  however,  the  First  Minister  will 
see  that  it  is  very  inconvenient  to  meet  at  one  o’clock,  as 
he  knows  perfectly  well  that  almost  every  member  of  the 
House  lunches  at  that  hour.  If  he  would  make  it  half-past 
one  it  would  give  us  an  opportunity  of  having  the  neces¬ 
sary  refreshment  before  entering  on  the  arduous  labors  that 
are  now  upon  Parliament.  As  we  have  to  remain  here 
until  one  or  two  o’clock  in  the  morning,  I  think  if  we  begin 
at  half-past  one  in  the  afternoon  we  will  be  putting  in  a 
long  day. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  cannot  resist  the 
solicitations  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  would  be  the 
last  man  in  the  world  to  injure  their  health- — 

Mr.  MILLS.  Or  deprive  them  of  their  meals. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  may  say  that  I  had 
arranged  to  take  my  lunch  at  half-past  twelve,  but  as  hon. 
gentlemen  desire  it - 

Mr.  CAMBEON  (Huron).  We  are  not  at  home  like  the 
hon.  gentleman ;  we  live  at  the  hotels. 

Sir  JOHN.  A.  MACDONALD.  As  hon.  gentlemen  desire 
it,  we  will  make  the  hour  half  past  one. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  intend  to 
have  two  sessions  a  day  or  only  one.  , 

Sir*  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Only  one. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

THE  DISTUEBANCE  IN  THE  NOETH-WEST. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  We  have  heard  a  good  many  rumors 
of  a  battle  having  taken  place  in  the  North-West,  and  we 
would  like  to  know  if  the  Government  has  any  information 
which  has  not  yet  been  given  to  the  public. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  only  information  we 
have  got  is  contained  in  the  published  reports — the  reports 
at  the  command  of  the  press. 

THE  FEANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  motion  before 
the  committee  is  that  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  (Mr.  Macdonald),  excepting  the  Province  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  from  the  operation  of  the  clause  now 
before  the  consideration  of  the  committee.  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  yield  to  that  amendment,  and  for  two  reasons.  In 
the  first  place,  I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  by  the  time  the 
qualifications  are  settled  by  this  committee,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  find  that  there  are  very  few,  if  any,  of  those  who 
have  the  franchise  in  Prince  Edward  Islard,  who  will  not 
still  continue  to  have  it,  from  the  peculiar  position  of  that 
interesting  island.  Then,  Sir,  whether  I  am  correct  or 
not  in  that  opinion,  I  think  this  is  the  wrong  time  to  move 
the  amendment.  This  amendment  excepts  Prince  Edward 
Island  from  the  operation  of  the  franchise  clause,  before  we 
know  how  the  franchise  clause  will  get  through  the  com¬ 
mittee.  We  do  not  know  what  the  decision  of  this  com¬ 
mittee  may  be  as  regards  the  several  franchises  that  are 
given  by  that  clause.  Now,  it  will  be  quite  clear  that  we 
must  first  settle  what  the  general  franchise  is  which  may 
be  adopted  for  the  whole  Dominion,  and  if  any  portion  of 
the  Dominion,  or  any  class  in  the  Dominion,  desire  to  be  1 
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excepted,  the  time  to  move  for  such  exception  is  after  the 
general  franchise  is  settled.  We  must  first  settle  the  general 
franchise  over  the  whole  Dominion,  and  then  consider  any 
claims  for  exception,  but  until  we  settle  the  general  system 
it  is  quite  impossible  to  consider  the  exceptions.  Then, 
Sir,  the  motion,  although  it  is  limited  to  Prince  Edward 
Island,  has  caused  a  long  discussion  in  the  House  which  has 
gone  over  the  whole  Bill,  and  that,  I  think,  has  been  felt  in 
this  discussion  in  the  committee  from  the  beginning.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill,  the  principle  that  there  should  be  a 
franchise  for  the  Dominion,  passed  by  the  Dominion  Parlia¬ 
ment,  was  adopted  after  two  amendments  by  this  House, 
and  according  to  regular  practice  we  ought  tohave  proceeded 
to  consider  clause  after  clause  consecutively,  on  their  own 
merits,  without  entering  into  a  general  discussion  on  the 
whole  Bill.  From  the  importance  of  the  Bill  and  the 
earnestness  of  the  gentlemen  who  are  on  your  left,  there 
was  no  serious  objection  made  to  a  renewal  of  the  discussion 
in  committee.  However,  Sir,  that  must,  I  should  think, 
according  to  parliamentary  practice,  have  its  limits.  At 
present,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  the  question  before  this 
House  and  this  country  is  not  the  Franchise  Bill ;  the 
question  is  whether  representative  institutions — whether 
responsible  Government— -is  going  to  continue  in  this  coun¬ 
try  or  not. 

Some  hon.  MEMBEES.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  very  glad  to  have 
the  approbation  of  both  sides  of  the  House  on  that  point. 
Eepresentative  institutions,  if  we  are  worthy  of  them,  will 
be  carried  out  in  a  proper  spirit,  in  a  constitutional  spirit. 
And  what  is  a  constitutional  spirit  ?  It  is  this  that  after 
the  minority  of  the  House  have  had  every  opportunity  of 
expressing  their  views,  the  will  of  the  majority — the  decided 
opinion  of  the  majority — must  prevail.  If  we  might  trust 
the  language  of  some  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite — cer¬ 
tainly,  I  cannot  say  of  the  leaders,  except  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  — there  appears  to  be  a  regularly 
contrived  and  organised  plan  of  obstruction.  There  is  no 
doubt  about  it ;  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  have  stated  so. 
The  hon.  member  for  the  North  Eiding  of  York  (Mr.  Mulock) 
stated  so  at  our  last  meeting  in  so  many  words.  Other  gen¬ 
tlemen  have  said  they  were  going  to  fight  out  on  this  sub¬ 
ject  all  summer.  Others  have  told  us  this  Bill  could  be 
fought,  and  it  never  would  pass.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
language  is  quite  inconsistent  with  representative  govern¬ 
ment,  and,  if  acted  upon,  must  destroy  representative  gov¬ 
ernment — must  show  that  we  are  unfit  for  the  institutions 
that  we  have  obtained  from  the  mother  country.  I  think 
that  great  latitude  ought  to  be  given  to  an  Opposition  ;  I 
have  been  in  opposition,  and  I,  with  those  in  the  same  cate¬ 
gory  as  myself;  have  taken  strong  grounds  as  to  the  rights 
of  an  Opposition  ;  but  there  must  be  an  end  to  opposition, 
because,  when  it  is  ascertained  that  all  the  arguments,  all 
the  efforts,  all  the  zeal  of  the  minority  in  the  House,  have 
been  insufficient  to  change  the  opinion  of  the  majority,  then, 

I  think,  according  to  the  well  understood  principle  of  the 
British  constitution,  the  minority  should  yield  to  the 
majority.  With  respect  to  this  particular  measure,  there 
can  be  no  doubt  of  an  organisation  to  oppose  the  Bill 
from  the  beginning.  The  hon.  member  for  Megan- 
tic  (Mr.  Langelier)  brought  down  several  resolutions 
— half  a  dozen  or  more — against  the  very  first  clause — the 
very  first  word  of  the  second  clause,  which  is  in  fact  the 
first  clause  of  the  Bill ;  and  so  it  has  been  continued,  and  its 
object  has  not  been  concealed.  Now,  I  do  not  impugn  the 
motives  of  these  hon.  gentlemen  ;  I  have  no  parliamentary 
right  to  impugn  their  motives,  and  I  do  not  desire  to  impugn 
the  motives  of  their  course.  It  may  have  been  in  their 
opinion  highly  important  to  oppose,  by  every  legitimate 
opposition,  a  measure  which  they  think  is  not  for  the  benefit 
of  the  country.  1  would  be  the  last  to  attempt  in  any  way 
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to  fetter  the  rights  of  the  minority,  1  should  be  very  sorry 
to  see  in  a  Canadian  Parliament  that  such  a  necessity 
existed  as  appeared  to  exist  in  the  minds  of  Mr.  Gladstone’s 
Government  when  they  introduced  ’  certain  resolutions 
respecting  the  cloture.  I  should  b9  still  more  sorry  to  see 
here  the  system  adopted  in  the  United  States  Congress, 
where,  on  the  motion  for  the  previous  question,  a  debate 
can  be  summarily  cut  off  by  the  will  of  the  majority.  I 
should  regret  deeply  to  see  either  course  taken  in  Canada. 
In  England,  the  course  taken  by  Mr,  Gladstone,  though  an 
extreme  one,  is  not  so  dangerous  as  it  would  be  in  this 
country.  In  England,  there  is  a  conservative  feeling — I  do 
not  speak  in  a  party  sense — in  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
England  and  of  their  representatives  in  Parliament,  against 
extremes.  Both  sides  in  England — those  on  the  right  and 
those  on  the  left  of  the  Speaker — know  that  only  in  the  most 
extreme  cases  would  the  powers  that  Mr,  Gladstone  claimed 
and  succeeded  in  carrying,  be  exercised.  We  are  a  younger 
country,  we  have  not  got  the  same  steady  anchorage  that 
they  have  in  the  old  country  of  England,  and,  whether  we 
on  this  side  continue  on  this  side,  or  the  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  should  succeed  in  ousting  us,  I  am  afraid  we  should 
not  be  so  conservative.  I  am  afraid  that  the  power  of  clos¬ 
ing  a  debate  in  a  manner  such  as  is  now  authorised  in  Eng¬ 
land,  would  be  bad  for  us  to  enforce.  I  should  be  afraid  of 
my  own  party  ;  I  need  not  say  I  should  be  still  more  afraid 
of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ;  and  therefore  any  sugges¬ 
tion  of  the  kind  that  has  been  made  to  me — -and  the  com¬ 
mittee  can  well  understand  that  in  the  present  Btate  of 
things,  in  the  impatience  of  the  general  public  against  what 
seems  to  them  obstruction,  all  kinds  of  suggestions  have 
been  made  to  me  either  to  introduce  the  one  system 
or  the  other,  and  to  press  it  upon  Parliament— I  have 
steadily  resisted,  and  I  design  to  resist  it.  I  think 
it  is  not  for  the  permanent  interest  of  Canada — I  think  it  is 
not  for  the  permanent  interest  of  any  Parliament  of  Canada — 
that  any  Government,  until  we  are  an  older  country  and 
perhaps  a  wiser  country,  should  have  the  power  of  shutting 
down  the  gate  on  the  Opposition  of  the  day.  Therefore, 
Mr.  Chairman,  we  can  only  offer  such  resistance  as  the 
majority  can  offer,  by  stating  that  eventually  our  will  must 
succeed, that  the  conclusions  we  have  come  to  must  eventually 
prevail,  or  all  representative  government  is  a  farce,  or  worse 
than  a  farce ;  the  end,  Sir,  is  tragedy.  Now,  Sir,  with 
respect  to  this  measure  which  is  before  the  House,  the  dis¬ 
cussion  which  has  been  continued  so  long  was  principally 
on  a  mere  detail — on  the  interpretation  clause.  There  is  some 
speciousness  in  that  argument,  I  must  admit,  that  looking 
at  the  Bill  as  a  whole,  some  definitions  were  of  more  impor¬ 
tance  than  merely  as  definitions;  but  I  have  explained,  and 
I  pressed  on  the  consideration  of  the  committee,  that  the 
definitions  being  once  settled,  when  we  came  to  the  enacting 
clauses,  that  was  the  time  to  fight  out  the  difference  of 
opinion,  if  any  existed,  between  the  majority  and  the  minor¬ 
ity.  Had  that  view  been  taken,  we  should  have  been  far  on 
in  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  and  the  different  clauses — with 
respect  to  the  different  franchises,  with  respect  to  the  mode 
of  registration  of  voters,  with  respect  to  the  selection  of  the 
proper  parties  to  settle  the  voters’  lists— all  these  would 
have  been  discussed  and  discussed  relevantly  to 
the  several  propositions ;  and  we  should  have  been 
spared  the  painful  scene  of  gentlemen  being  deprived 
of  their  rest,  and  speaking — avowedly  speaking — 
not  for  the  purpose  of  advancing  or  defeating  the 
measure,  but  simply  for  the  purpose  of  obstruction. 
In  1871,  when  I  first  introduced  this  Bill,  I  had  the  joint 
support  of  the  present  leader  of  the  Opposition  and  my 
hon.  friend  who  sits  opposite  me  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  on  the 
necessity  for  an  election  Bill.  Anybody  who  looks  at  the 
debates  of  that  day  will  see  that  that  was  admitted.  The 
hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake),  in  his  speech 
in  1870,  said  we  should  have  an  election  Bill  at  once ;  he 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


thought  it  would  be  well  to  keep  the  franchises,  as  then 
existing  in  the  several  Provinces,  as  being  the  proper 
franchises,  and  not  the  franchises  which  were  mentioned  in 
the  Bill  of  1870.  In  other  words,  he  thought  an  election 
Bill  should  bo  passed,  but  that  it,  should  incorporate  the 
vaiious  franchises  of  the  four  Provinces.  That  was  the 
opinion  of  those  two  gentlemen  as  to  the  necessity  of  an 
election  Bill,  an  opinion  which  nobody  gainsaid,  and  which 
was  not  gainsaid  by  any  gentleman  who  had  studied  con¬ 
stitutional  law,  except  perhaps  the  hon,  member  for  Both- 
well  (Mr.  Mills),  who  has  several  times  spoken  of  the 
measure  as  being  unconstitutional.  But  the  fact  that  these 
gentlemen,  in  1870,  took  that  line,  and  at  the  same  time 
thanked  me  for  having  invited  both  sides  of  the  House  to 
consider  the  question  of  the  franchise,  not  in  a  party  sense, 
destroys  the  argument  which  has  been  used  here,  more  for 
the  purpose  of  discussion  than  for  the  purpose  of  conviction, 
that  the  measure  was  unconstitutional.  I  invited  at  the 
outset  the  House  as  a  whole  to  consider  every  clause  of  this 
Bill,  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  reasonable  franchise.  In  the 
discussion  which  took  place  on  the  motion  in  amendment, 
when  the  Speaker  was  in  the  Chair,  I  took  the  same  line ;  I 
invited  the  Opposition  to  discuss  the  several  clauses  of  the 
franchises  as  they  came  up.  I  failed,  however,  to  succeed 
in  inducing  them,  for  I  forget  how  many  days,  to  pass  the 
first  clause,  the  interpretation  clause.  I  hope  this  is  not 
going  to  go  on.  The  Government  desire,  and  I  believe  I 
speak  the  will  and  desire  of  those  who  oppose  us,  that  the 
various  clauses  of  the  Bill  shall  be  fairly  discussed,  that 
there  will  bo  give  and  take  in  opinion,  and  that  we  may 
arrive  at  a  satisfactory  conclusion,  or  at  some  conclusion. 
At  all  events,  it  is  quite  clear  that,  viewing  it  as  I  do, 
representative  institutions  are  on  their  trial,  to  use  Prince 
Albert’s  expression,  here;  it  is  not  possible  for  the  majority 
in  this  House  to  yield  to  the  menace,  the  threat  of  obstruc¬ 
tion  of  the  constitution  by  the  minority,  by  yielding  to  the 
obvious  attempt  to  worry  out  the  patience  of  the  House, 
the  patience  of  the  majority,  and  the  physical  strength  of 
some  of  the  majority.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  quite 
prepared,  and  am  quite  prepared,  to  discuss  all-  the 
various  objections  which  have  been  taken  to  the  measure 
as  they  arise;  I  invito  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to 
join  with  us  in  trying  to  reach  some  common  con¬ 
clusion,  or,  at  all  events,  if  we  do  not  succeed  in  coming 
to  some  common  conclusion,  that  they  will  come  to  this 
conclusion,  that  they  have  fully  done  their  duty,  that  they 
have  called  the  attention  of  Parliament,  of  the  public,  of 
those  to  whom  we  are  responsible,  to  the  alleged  defaults 
of  this  measure,  and  having  done  their  duty  in  this  regard, 
they  will  not  destroy  all  respect  for  representative  institu¬ 
tions  by  adopting  the  course  taken  continually  in  the  South 
American  republics,  where  they  have  a  semblance  of  repre¬ 
sentative  institutions,  a  semblance  of  Parliament,  but  where 
—in  every  little  South  American  Congress  or  Cortes,  or 
whatever  they  may  call  it— the  minority  worries  the 
majority  to  the  utmost  extent,  and  when  they  cannot  do 
that  any  more,  they  rise  in  arms  and  issue  a  pronancia- 
mento.  I  hope  in  this  House,  in  this  northern  clime,  men 
who  are  accustomed  to  British  institutions,  who  respect 
representative  institutions,  will  not  use  the  forms  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  which  were  devised  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  legis¬ 
lation  to  be  made,  as  the  means  of  obstructing  all  legisla¬ 
tion.  I  speak  with  all  earnestness,  I  speak  with  every 
desire  to  put  an  end  to  this  abnormal  state  of  things.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  have  pressed  such  a  strong  view  in 
opposition  to  this  measure  and  its  consequences,  that  I  am 
willing  to  give  them  every  credit  for  conscientious  motives, 
but  every  man  of  common  sense  must  know  that  after 
every  possible  view  in  opposition  to  a  measure  has  been 
again  and  again  given  and  reiterated  with  painful  reitera¬ 
tion,  the  time  has  now  come  to  allow  the  measure  to 
succeed.  I  appeal  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  I  appeal 
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with  some  confidence,  especially  to  those  older  members 
who  know  the  value,  who  have  studied  the  value  of  the 
British  constitution,  no  longer  to  continue  this  policy. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  is  one  observation  made  by  the  hoo. 
gentleman  in  which  I  concur;  I  agree  with  him  that  repre¬ 
sentative  institutions  in  Canada  under  this  Bill,  are  upon 
their  trial.  I  say  that  with  all  earnestness,  and  I  believe 
that  opinion  is  shared  by  every  hon.  gentleman  on  this  side. 
We  believe  if  this  measure  be  carried  a  very  serious  blow 
will  be  struck  at  representative  institutions  ;  we  regard  it 
as  wholly  incompatible  with  all  those  principles  of  repre¬ 
sentative  government  which  have  hitherto  prevailed  in  this 
country ;  and  we  think  the  course  taken  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  in  bringing  forward  this  Bill,  in  endeavoring  to  press 
it  through  this  House  in  such  an  extraordinary  way,  at  such 
a  late  period  of  the  Session  bears  a  very  strong  resemblance 
to  the  course  pursued  by  some  political  chiefs  in  some  of  the 
South  American  republics.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  com¬ 
plained  that  we  have  discussed  for  a  very  long  time  the 
various  sections  of  the  interpretation  clause.  The  hon. 
gentleman  himself  invited  discussion  upon  that  clause. 
A  friend  of  his  moved  an  amendment  in  reference  to  woman 
suffrage,  on  the  very  first  portion  of  the  second  section  of 
the  clause,  and  we  had  a  discussion  upon  that  subject.  That 
discussion  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  admits  was  appropri¬ 
ately  taken  ;  there  were  exactly  the  same  reasons  for  car¬ 
rying  on  the  discussion  on  the  subject  of  the  Indian  fran¬ 
chise  because  it  was  expressed  in  precisely  the  same  way  as 
was  the  woman  suffrage  question  in  that  same  clause.  It 
is  true  we  have  had  a  great  deal  of  discussion  upon  this  ques¬ 
tion,  but  it  is  equally  true  that  the  subject  has  not  been 
considered  in  many  of  its  phases,  and  to  a  large  degree  the 
discussion  of  which  the  hon.  gentleman  complains  is  due  to 
the  persistency  with  which  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
was  forced  at  an  unusual  hour  upon  Parliament. 
The  hon.  gentleman  introducedhis  measure  after  the  House 
had  been  in  session  nearly  three  months.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  when  ho  introduced  the  Bill  at  an  earlier  period  in  a 
former  year,  admitted  that  it  was  a  matter  of  such  vast 
importance  that  it  would  require  a  whole  Session  for  its 
consideration,  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman,  following  the 
practice  which  has  served  his  purpose  for  a  series  of  years, 
failed  to  bring  forward  this  very  important  measure  until 
nearly  three  months  had  elapsed,  and  then,  before  a  large 
number  on  this  side  of  the  House  had  any  opportunity  to 
consider  the  merits  and  principles  of  the  Bill,  insisted  upon 
a  second  reading.  It  is  only  necessary  to  look  at  the  pub¬ 
lished  Debates - 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  House  met  on  the 
29th  January,  and  the  Bill  was  introduced  on  the  19th 
March. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  true  that  he  gave  notice  on  the  19th 
March. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  was  introduced  on  the 
19th  March. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  was  several  weeks  afterwards  before  the 
Bill  was  in  our  hands.  A  considerable  time  had  gone  by 
before  he  moved  the  second  reading,  and  then  he  introduced 
a  measure  of  such  vast  consequence  in  an  expository  speech 
of  less  than  ten  minutes.  I  hold  that  we  have  not,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  said,  tx’avelled  beside  the  question 
before  us  in  this  discussioo.  If  you  look  at  the  two  amend¬ 
ments  in  your  hand,  you  will  see  that  every  observation 
addressed  to  the  Chair  from  this  side  of  the  House  was 
strictly  pertinent  to  one  or  the  other  of  those  two  motions. 
We  have  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  from  Prince 
Edward  Island,  and  we  have  the  general  amendment  to 
substitute  the  Provincial  franchises  moved  by  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Norfolk,  and  we  have  the  third  clause 
itself.  All  these  are  before  you  for  consideration,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  on  this  side  who  addresses  himself  to  any 


one  of  these  motions,  or  to  all  of  them,  is  acting  strictly 
within  his  right.  I  regard  this  measure  as  one  of  very 
!  great  importance.  It  proposes  to  take  from  the  people  of 
this  country  the  control  of  the  preparation  of  the  voters, 
lists.  It  proposes  to  confer  the  suffrage  upon  women,  and 
it  proposes  to  confer  the  franchise  upon  every  Indian  over 
21  years  of  age  in  any  one  Province  of  the  Dominion. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No,  it  does  not. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  First  Minister  says  no,  but  the  Bill 
itself  will  show  the  House  conclusively  that  it  does  pre¬ 
cisely  what  I  have  stated.  In  not  one  of  these  instances 
did  the  hon.  gentleman  submit  the  question  to  the 
people  of  this  country  ;  in  not  one  instance  did  he  ask 
the  popular  verdict.  If  the  government  of  this  country 
is  to  be  carried  on  according  to  the  well  understood  wishes 
of  the  people  as  expressed  at  elections,  will  anyone  tell 
me  what  is  the  conclusion  at  which  the  electorate  has 
arrived  on  any  one  of  the  three  important  propositions 
involved  in  the  Bill  now  before  us  ?  The  hon.  gentleman 
submitted  the  question  of  woman  suffrage ;  he  told  us  he  was 
in  favor  of  that,  he  intimated  to  us  that  it  was  his  anxious 
desire  that  that  motion  should  be  carried,  but,  as  soon  as  it 
was  discovered  that  a  very  considerable  number  of  gentle¬ 
men  on  this  side  were  prepared  to  vote  for  that  motion,  a  con¬ 
siderable  number  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  supporters  seem  to 
have  been  instructed  to  oppose  it,  and  so  that  portion  was 
struck  out.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  so  readily  yielded 
on  this  question  of  the  Indian  franchise.  He  seems  to  think 
that  the  intelligent  and  Christian  women  of  this  country  ai'e 
entitled  to  much  less  consideration  than  the  tribal  Indians 
who  reside  on  the  reservations  in  the  various  Provinces. 
We  know  that  this  question  of  woman  suffrage  was  voted 
down  by  the  friends  of  the  Government,  and  there  is  little 
reason  for  doubt  that  the  conclusion  at  which  the  majority 
of  the  House  arrived  met  with  the  approval  of  the  promotor 
of  the  Bill.  The  Indian  suffrage,  we  find,  is  tenaciously 
adhered  to.  The  public  will  not  fail  to  observe  that,  while 
the  one  proposition  has  been  readily  abandoned,  the  other 
proposition  lias  been  supported  with  all  the  vehemence  and 
all  the  pertinacity  that  hon.  gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House  command.  I  do  not  regret  the  course  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  taken.  It  leaves  no  doubt  on  the  public  mind 
as  to  the  object  of  this  Bill,  it  leaves  no  doubt  that,  instead 
of  proposing  to  fight  the  battle  of  his  Government  before 
the  electors  of  this  country,  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes 
that  it  shall  be  fought  in  Parliament,  and  it  is 
here,  where  there  is  no  doubt  as  to  the  numerical 
strength  which  he  commands,  that  he  proposes  to  take 
advantage  of  the  opportunity,  and  to  load  the  dice,  in  order 
that  there  may  be  no  doubt,  so  far  as  he  is  concerned,  as  to 
what  will  be  the  result  of  the  elections  which  will  follow 
two  years  hence.  It  is  perfectly  clear  by  this  Bill  that  the 
First  Minister  doubts  the  capacity  of  all  white  men  in  the 
country  to  exercise  the  elective  franchise.  He  says  they 
must  give  evidence  of  their  fitness  to  exercise  it.  He  pie- 
poses  by  this  clause  and  by  the  four  or  five  subsequent 
clauses  that  a  certain  amount  of  real  property  shall  be  held 
in  some  form  or  other  by  the  white  man  or  the  colored  man 
in  order  to  entitle  him  to  exercise  the  elective  franchise, 
but  nothing  of  this  sort  is  required  of  the  Indian.  He 
resides  upon  his  reservation.  If  there  is  no  ticket  of  allot¬ 
ment  or  division  of  the  l’eservation,  under  this  6th  section 
of  the  Bill  there  is  a  provision  that,  if  the  whole  property 
taken  together  is  worth  a  sufficient  amount  to  entitle  each 
individual  Indian  to  a  vote,  he  shall  have  the  elective  fran¬ 
chise.  So,  by  the  provision  of  the  Bill  submitted  to  us, 
every  Indian  who  is  over  21  years  of  age  in  Canada  will  be 
entitled  to  the  elective  franchise.  While  the  question  of 
property  is  of  consequence  to  the  white  man,  it  is  of  no 
consequence  to  the  Indian.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows 
that  the  Indian  does  not  own  his  property.  Why  does  he 
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ask  for  the  ownership  of  property  in  the  case  of  the  white 
man?  It  is  not  to  the  property  that  the  ho  a.  gentleman 
proposes  to  give  the  vote,  but  he  takes  that  as  an  evidence 
of  the  qualification,  of  the  capacity,  of  the  industry  and  fru¬ 
gality  of  the  white  citizen,  to  qualify  him  for  the  exercise 
of  the  franchise.  If  he  is  incapable  of  holding  or  retaining 
his  property,  he  is  not  allowed  to  exercise  the  elective 
franchise,  but  loses  the  right  to  vote  when  he  loses  his 
property.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  declared  over  and  over 
again,  in  his  report  as  Superintendent  General  of  Indian 
Affairs,  that  the  Indian,  if  he  were  given  his  property, 
would  not  retain  it  six  months  in  the  great  majority 
of  cases.  He  knows  that  in  giving  the  Indian  posses¬ 
sion  of  his  property,  he  knows  he  would  cease  to  be  a 
voter  before  this  Act  would  come  into  effect,  he  knows 
that  he  would  lose  that  property  by  which  alone  he  could 
be  qualified.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  has  no  capacity 
to  take  charge  of  his  own  affairs,  that  he  is  wanting  in 
intellectual  capacity,  and  he  therefore  acts  as  trustee  to 
him,  he  takes  charge  of  his  estate,  and  in  consequence  gives 
him  a  vote  on  that  estate,  a  vote  which  he  would  not  have 
at  all  if  the  Government  did  not  interfere  and  secure  the 
property  on  his  behalf.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman’s  Bill 
disfranchises  a  large  number  of  white  men  in  this  country. 
He  cannot  give  a  single  instance  in  the  history  of  England 
where  any  portion  of  the  community  were  disfranchised 
except  for  offences  against  (he  election  law.  If  a  man  had 
been  convicted  of  bribery,  if  he  has  been  shown  to  have 
violated  the  law,  he  may  be  disfranchised.  When  the 
Eeform  Bill  was  proposed,  parties  who  had  proprietary 
rights  in  Gaton  and  Old  Sarum,  claimed  it  is  a  property, 
they  claimed  that  the  Government  ought  not  to  take  it  from 
them  without  compensation  ;  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman 
proposes,  without  any  offence  being  committed  by  a  large 
number  of  the  electors,  without  any  wrong  being  done,  and 
without  popular  sanction  in  any  way,  to  disfranchise  those 
people  ;  and  he  proposes  to  confer  the  electoral  franchise 
upon  a  large  number  of  persons  who  are  notoriously  unfit  to 
exercise  it ;  and  he  proposes  to  do  this  without  appeal  to  the 
country,  and  without  having  any  sanction  given  him  by  the 
electors.  The  unemancipated  Indian  controls  no  property. 
The  hon.  gentleman  admits  that  he  is  unfit  for  citizenship. 
He  is  not  allowed  to  make  a  contract,  and  no  contract  can  be 
enforced  against  him.  He  does  not  serve  upon  a  jury,  he 
does  not  serve  with  the  militia,  he-does  not  assist  in  bearing 
any  of  the  expense  of  the  administration  of  justice,  and  yet, 
while  retaining  the  Indian  in  his  condition  of  tutelage,  in  a 
condition  of  servitude  to  the  Government,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  proposes  to  confer  the  highest  franchise  known  to  free¬ 
men  upon  him.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  Indian 
is  not  a  citizen  ;  he  does  not  mingle  with  the  rest  of  the 
community  ;  he  forms  a  member  of  a  tribe,  and  they  stand 
apart.  They  have  their  own  customs  and  their  own  regula¬ 
tions  and  direct  their  own  affairs,  to  a  limited  extent,  sub¬ 
ject  to  his  control  and  to  his  interference.  And  without 
changing  that  condition,  without  emancipating  the  Indian, 
without  conferring  upon  him  the  franchise  which  tho  Indian 
Act  authorises  him  to  confer,  admitting  that  he  is  incapable 
of  being  enfranchised,  admitting  that  he  would  lose  what 
he  possesses  if  he  were  enfranchised,  the  hon.  gentleman 
proposes  to  take  an  individual  who,  if  left  to  himself, 
would  be  reduced  to  a  condition  of  penury,  and  to  put  in 
his  hands  the  electoral  franchise  by  which  he  may  control 
and  determine  the  destiny  of  this  country.  Now,  Sir,  our 
free  institutions  rest  tupon  the  habits  of  self-reliance 
existing  amongst  our  people.  It  is  that  self-reliance, 
which  renders  free  institutions  not  only  possible  but  prac¬ 
ticable  in  this  country.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that 
the  mere  framing  of  a  free  constitution,  the  wide  extension 
of  the  franchise,  the  establishment  of  popular  government 
in  form,  will  not  make  a  free  people.  The  history  of 
Mexico  and  the  South  American  republics  evidence  that. 

Mr.  Mills. 


The  hon.  gentleman,  therefore,  proposes  to  make  a  man 
who  is  without  public  spirit,  who  is  without  any  enterprise, 
who  is  without  any  habits  of  self-reliance,  who  knows 
nothing  about  our  institutions,  who  can  neither  read  nor 
write,  who  possesses  no  property  which  he  can  control,  a 
voter,  and  put  into  his  hands  the  electoral  franchise  for  the 
purpose  of  electing  members  to  sit  in  this  great  council  of 
the  nation.  I  say  he  has  no  authority  for  that ;  I  say  he  is  not 
morally  competent  to  do  that  thing ;  I  say  we  are  justified  in 
resisting,  by  all  the  constitutional  means  that  Parliament 
places  at  our  disposal,  a  proposition  so  monstrous  and  so 
unjust  in  itself.  Why,  Sir,  this  measure,  in  this  respect,  is 
nothing  less  than  revolutionary;  It  is  a  proposal  to  change 
the  institutions  and  the  government  of  this  coun¬ 
try  without  the  sanction  of  the  people  and  without  the 
authority  of  the  people.  Sir,  I  admit  that  if  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  chooses  to  go  to  the  country,  if  he  chooses  to  make 
that  an  issue,  if  he  puts  it  fairly  before  the  electors,  and  if 
he  were  returned  with  a  majority  to  support  that  proposi¬ 
tion,  then  he  would  be  morally  competent,  as  well  as  having 
the  abstract  legal  right  to  deal  with  the  subject.  But  he 
has  not  done  so ;  he  has  taken  no  such  course ;  he  has  no 
authority  for  what  he  proposes  to  do.  It  is  an  abuse  of  the 
power  with  which  he  is  entrusted  ;  it  is  a  gross  violation  of 
his  duty  as  trustee  for  the  people  of  this  country,  to  under¬ 
take  to  force  through  Parliament  a  measure  of  so  extra¬ 
ordinary  a  character  and  so  unjust  as  that  which  is  now 
before  us.  Sir,  it  is  an  insult  to  the  people  of  this  country, 
it  is  an  insult  to  those  who  have  been  exercising  their  con¬ 
stitutional  right  in  resisting  a  measure  so  grossly  unfair, 
for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  complain  that  we  are  obstructing 
legislation  of  this  sort.  Why,  Sir,  a  burglar  might  as  well 
complain  of  the  resistance  of  the  man  who  is  defending 
his  own  house  and  seeking  to  protect  his  own  property 
from  pillage.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  bringing  forward  a 
measure  which  he  dared  not  submit  to  the  people  of  this 
country,  which  he  knows  is  abhorrent  to  the  vast  majority 
of  his  own  supporters;  and  if  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  sit 
around  him  discharged  their  duty  as  loyal  party  men,  they 
would  reject  this  measure,  they  would  oppose  it  as  strongly 
as  we  do  on  this  side  of  the  House.  Sir,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  told  us  that  property  is  no  evidence  of  capacity  or 
fitness  to  vote. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  When  ?  Where  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  it  in  this  House  ; 
he  did  it  from  his  seat.  He  instanced  the  case  of  Charles 
James  Pox  who,  he  said,  could  not  manage  his  own  affairs, 
who  was  incompetent  to  manage  his  own  estate,  and  yet 
he  was  one  of  the  greatest  statesmen  of  his  age  and 
generation.  The  hon.  gentleman  argues  in  effect  that  while 
the  Indian  is  incompetent  to  take  charge  of  his  own  prop¬ 
erty  and  manage  his  own  affairs,  he  is  competent  to  take 
charge  of  the  affairs  of  the  nation.  Why,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  attacks  the  very  basis  upon  which  he  proposes  to 
establish  the  electoral  franchise.  He  says :  I  admit  the 
Indian  is  incompetent  to  manage  his  own  affairs,  but  his 
incapacity  to  control  his  own  property  is  no  evidence  of 
unfitness  to  exercise  the  electoral  franchise.  Well,  if  it  is  not 
with  the  Indian,  why  is  it  with  the  white  man  ?  Why  does 
the  hon.  gentleman  put  it  in  his  Bill  at  all?  Why  does  he 
come  to  this  House  and  say :  I  will  not  allow  the  white 
man  to  vote,  unless  he  possesses  property  of  a  certain 
amount,  and  yet  he  says :  I  will  allow  the  Indian  to  vote 
whether  he  has  any  property  or  not,  whether  he  is  compe¬ 
tent  to  control  property  or  not ;  because,  forsooth,  the  pos¬ 
session  of  property  is  no  evidence  of  a  man’s  fitness  to 
exercise  the  electoral  franchise.  If  it  is  not  evidence  why 
put  it  in  his  Bill  ?  Why  say  a  man  shall  have  a  certain 
amount  of  property  before  he  shall  exercise  the  electoral 
franchise,  if  property  is  no  evidence  of  political  intelli¬ 
gence  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  says  :  Oh,  it  is  necessary  to 
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elevate  the  Indian ;  we  want  to  confer  the  electoral 
franchise  upon  the  Indian  in  order  that  we  may 
elevate  him.  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  ele¬ 
vate  the  Indian,  but  he  will  degrade  Parliament. 
To  the  ordinary  Indian  the  value  of  the  vote  is  just  the 
sum  it  will  bring — its  mercantile  value  determines  its 
value  to  him.  The  hon.  gentleman  stands  in  the  position 
of  the  patriot  who  addressed  the  needy  knife-grinder.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says :  He  knows  the  Indian  may  have  a 
hole  in  his  coat,  but  he  is  ready  to  listen  to  his  pitiful 
story ;  he  is  ready  to  confer  on  him  the  electoral  franchise ; 
he  is  ready  to  make  him  a  citizen  of  this  Dominion  and 
enable  him  to  cast  a  vote  at  elections  while  he  is  still  a 
ward  of  the  Government,  and  under  the  control  of  the 
agents  and  superintendents  of  the  Indian  Depai'tment 
throughout  the  country.  The  public  will  understand  this 
measure.  They  will  understand  the  motives  of  the  hon. 
gentleman.  They  know  why  this  measure  is  brought  for¬ 
ward  at  this  time.  They  know  that  if  the  political  outlook 
was  as  bright  as  it  was  some  time  ago  the  hon.  gentleman 
would  not  have  pioposed  this  measure.  It  is  true  it  has 
been  before  Parliament  occasionally  during  the  last  18 
years;  but  there  has  been  no  such  necessity  for  passing  it 
as  there  is  at  the  present  time.  The  public,  therefore,  will 
certainly  understand  why  that  is  being  done.  The  hon. 
member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  proposed  a 
motion  to  adopt  the  electoral  franchises  of  the  vari- 
ious  Provinces  instead  of  adopting  the  electoral  franchise 
suggested  by  section  3  and  subsequent  sections.  The  hon. 
member  for  King’s,  Prince  Edward  Island,  moved  an  amend¬ 
ment  that  Prince  Edward  Island  be  exempted  from  the 
operation  of  this  section.  He  proposed,  in  effect,  that  the 
Island  should  retain  its  provincial  franchise.  If  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  had  supported  the  motion  of  the  member  for  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton),  and  if  that  motion  were  successful, 
the  electoral  franchise  in  Prince  Edward  Island  would  be 
retained.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  satisfied  to  do 
that.  He  is  anxious  that  the  Island  should  retain  its  own 
electoral  franchise,  but  he  is  unwilling  that  any  other 
Provinces  should  do  so.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  determined 
to  force  on  the  other  Provinces  a  franchise  that  he  is  un¬ 
willing  Parliament  should  force  on  his  own  Province. 
The  hon.  gentleman  reminds  me  of  some  of  those  religious 
sects  during  the  lfith  century  who  complained  loudly  of 
persecution,  and  demanded  toleration  for  themselves,  while 
not  willing  to  grant  toleration  to  any  other  denomination. 
So  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  we  want  the  franchise  selected 
by  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  but  we  are  opposed 
to  other  Provinces  enjoying  the  same  right.  I  am  so  much 
in  favor  of  the  principle  of  provincial  rights  in  this  matter 
that  I  will  vote  for  whatever  proposition  comes  first.  I 
will  vote  for  every  proposition  of  this  sort.  If  I  cannot 
procure  provincial  rights  for  all  the  Provinces,  I  am  ready  to 
secure  them  for  as  many  as  I  can.  I  regret  the  hon.  member 
for  King’s,  Prince  Edward  Island,  has  not  seen  proper 
to  deal  with  other  hon.  gentlemen  as  we  would  have  them 
deal  with  him.  The  hon.  member  for  King’s,  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  (Mr.  Poster),  accused  us  the  other  night  of  obstruc¬ 
tion.  He  declared  that  we  on  this  side  had  a  right  briefly 
to  express  our  views  on  public  questions  ;  we  had  a  right 
briefly  to  state  our  opposition  to  this  measure ;  but  beyond 
that  we  had  no  right  to  go.  The  hon.  gentleman  laid  down 
a  number  of  mutually  destructive  propositions,  and  I  will 
read  them  to  the  committee.  The  hon.  gentleman  said : 

“  In  one  sense,  Parliament  is  here  to  register  the  opinions  of  the  Got- 
ernment.” 

In  what  sense  ?  Is  it  here  to  register  the  opinions  of  the 
Government  on  questions  on  which  public  opinion  has  not 
been  pronounced?  Is  it  here  to  register  the  opinions  of  the 
Government,  and  to  change  the  constitution  and  institutions 
of  this  country  ?  Is  it  here  to  register  the  opinions  of  the 


Government  in  favor  of  Indian  suffrage  and  against  woman 
suffrage  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  goes  on  to  say  • 

“  In  another  sense  it  is  not.  If  the  proposition  is  that  Parliament  is 
simply  to  shut  its  eyes  and  stop  its  ears  and,  when  the  13  members  of 
the  cabinet  bring  down_  their  measures,  to  swallow  them,  without  the 
opportunity  of  accepting  or  rejecting  them,  then  Parliament  is  not  here 
for  any  such  purpose.” 

If  I  understand  this  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement, 
Parliament  is  free  to  accept  or  reject  any  measure  of  the 
Government.  It  is  free  to  criticise  anj'  measure  of  the  Gov- 
eminent,  and  free  to  oppose  it.  But  he  withdraws  from 
this  position  and  again  asserts  the  doctrine  of  implicit 
obedience,  I  suppose,  seeing  that  the  Government  have 
opposed  the  amendments  to  the  Scott  Act,  which 
they  thought  they  could  do  safely  in  the  other  Chamber, 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  be  disposed  to  follow  the 
Government  when  that  measure  comes  back  to  this  House. 
I  suppose,  seei  ng  that  the  Government  secretly  sought  to 
defeat  the  proposal  for  woman  suffrage,  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  feel  himself  called  on  to  agree  with  the  Government  and 
oppose  woman  suffrage.  I  suppose,  as  the  Government  are 
now  pressing  so  earnestly  and  obstinately  the  question  of 
the  Indian  franchise,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  be  prepared 
to  support  the  Indian  franchise,  and  oppose  those  who  think 
the  Indians  who  are  enfranchised  are  not  qualified  to  exer¬ 
cise  the  highest  privilege  and  trust  of  freemen.  The  hon, 
gentleman  went  on  to  say  : 

“  But  if  the  question  is  whether  Parliament  is  here  to  register  the 
opinions  of  the  Government,  who  are  put  in  power  by  the  majority  of 
the  people,  and  who  hare  the  confidence  of  the  people,  I  say  that 
Parliament  is  here  for  that  and  no  other  purpose.” 

This  is  an  extraordinary  doctrine.  I  should  like  to  know 
what  constitutional  authorities  the  hon.  gentloman  relies 
upon  for  such  a  doctrine.  The  hon.  gentleman  gravely 
asserts  that  any  other  theory  would  be  destructive  of 
responsible  parliamentary  government.  I  should  like 
to  know  how  the  hon.  gentleman  is  free  to  criticise, 
to  reject  a  measure,  if  he  is  here  simply  to  register  the 
wishes  of  the  Government,  because  it  is  supported  by  a 
majority.  I  can  subscribe  to  no  such  doctrine.  I  hold  that 
so  far  from  it  being  a  doctrine  consistent  with  parliamentary 
government,  it  would  be  entirely  destructive  of  any  such 
system.  What  is  a  political  party  ?  It  is  a  number  of  men, 
Burke  says,  that  are  united  together,  agreeing  in  their 
views  on  questions  of  public  policy,  for  the  pro¬ 
motion  of  a  common  end.  That  is  Burke’s  definition  of 
party.  These  hon.  gentlemen  went  to  the  country  upon 
certain  questions.  They  were  supported  by  the  country, 
and  their  party  is  bound  to  support  in  this  House  the 
principles  enunciated  on  platform  and  hustings.  But  with 
respect  to  new  questions,  questions  that  were  not  before  the 
elections,  the  rule  is  wholly  different.  The  hon.  gentloman 
is  bound  to  support  the  National  Policy,  as  are  all  those  who 
were  elected  by  the  people  for  that  purpose,  but  he  is  not 
more  bound  than  is  his  leader.  He  is  not  bound  because 
his  leader  supports  it,  but  because  the  country  has 
sustained  himself  and  his  leader  on  that  question,  and 
his  loader  is  as  much  bound  as  he  is  himself.  It  is 
not  a  question  of  the  servility  of  a  number  of  gentlemen  to 
a  leader,  but  it  is  a  question  of  the  devotion  of  a  number 
of  gentlemen,  leader  and  all,  to  certain  principles  to  which 
they  have  committed  themselves  and  which  have  been 
sanctioned  by  the  country.  But  we  are  here  to  oppose 
their  views  on  this  question,  and  wo  are  here  to  oppose 
them  as  much  as  they  are  here  to  support  them.  We  are 
here  to  oppose  them  by  the  same  authority — the  authority 
of  our  constituents.  We  stated  our  views;  they  were  in 
accord  with  the  views  of  the  electorate,  and  so  we  have 
seats  in  this  House.  We  are  here  to  enunciate,  explain,  and 
defend  them,  and  make  them  known  hero  and  to  the  country, 
as  much  as  are  the  Government  and  those  who  support 
them  are  bound  to  support  the  views  they  enunciated  on 
platform  and  hustings.  It  is  because  of  this  public  discus- 
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eion  that  parliamentary  government  is  superior  to  any 
other.  It  is  a  great  school  of  thought  by  which  intelligence 
is  disseminated  among  the  electors,  by  which  the  common 
standard  of  attainment  is  raised,  and  by  which  the  country 
is  made  more  self  reliant  upon  questions  relating  to  public 
affairs.  But  this  question  is  a  wholly  different  one.  When 
was  public  opinion  expressed  upon  this  question  ?  I  read 
the  other  day,  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  an  extract  from 
a  speech  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  upon  the  question  of  the 
disestablishment  of  tho  Irish  Church.  He  said  that  the 
House  of  Commons,  without  the  sanction  of  the  country, 
was  not  morally  competent  to  deal  with  that  question.  He 
denied  the  moral  competency - 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  He  did  deal  with  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  did  what  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  He  did  deal  with  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Gladstone  did  deal  with  it,  but  it  was  after 
an  election  was  had,  and  after  the  country  had  sustained  it. 
Mr.  Gladstone  proposed  some  resolutions,  and  those  resolu¬ 
tions  were  carried  through  the  House  of  Commons,  but  no 
further  step  was  taken  until  an  election  was  had.  The  views 
expressed  by  Mr.  Disraeli  were  acquiesced  in,  an  election 
was  had,  and  then  he  admitted  the  moral  competence  of 
Parliament,  to  deal  with  that  question.  Did  he  say  that  the 
supporters  of  the  Government  were  obliged  to  support  tliat- 
measure  ?  He  said  a  majority  were  committed  to  the  prin 
ciple,  but  beyond  that  the  majority  were  not  called  upon  to 
go.  I  will  read  the  views  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  and  we 
will  see  what  a  great  difference  there  is  between  the  views 
of  the  hon.  momber  for  King’s  and  his  leader,  and  the  views 
of  the  great  leader  of  the  Conservative  party  of  Great  Britain 
at  that  time.  And,  be  it  remembered,  this  speech  was  made 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  after  the  election  wero 
had,  and  after  a  majority  of  the  country  had  voted  in  favor 
of  disestablishment: 

“I  take  the  fair  interpretation  “of 'the  decision  of  the  country  at  the 
general  elections  to  be  this,  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  country  that 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  should  have  the  opportunity  of  dealing  with 
the  question  of  the  church  in  Ireland.  I  do  not  understand  that  the 
country  pledged  itself  to  support  any  particular  measure.  No  particular 
measure  was  then  before  it ;  but  it  declared  and  decided,  in  a  manner 
which  could  not  be  mistaken,  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  should 
have  a  fair  and  full  opportunity  of  dealing  with  the  question  of  the 
church  in  Ireland.  I  cannot,  therefore,  take  this  occasion  which  might 
otherwise  have  been  a  mo9t  legitimate  one,  of  preventing  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  from  placing  his  policy  before  the  country,  and  I  shall  advise 
none  of  those  whose  conduct  i  can  influence  to  oppose  the  motion  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  hasjust  made.” 

What  does  that  mean  ?  He  says  it  would  have  been  a  legi¬ 
timate  and  proper  thing  for  him  to  prevent  the  passage  of 
that  measure,  if  an  election  had  not  been  had  upon  it,  but 
an  election  having  been  had  upon  it,  the  views  of  the 
country  having  been  expressed  in  its  favor,  he  had  not  a 
moral  right  to  oppose  the  measure  by  all  those  resoui’ces 
which  the  rules  of  Parliament  placed  at  his  disposal,  as  ho 
would  have  had,  if  the  views  of  the  country  had  not  been 
taken.  Now,  Sir,  those  are  very  different  views  from  those 
advanced  by  the  First  Minister,  and  the  hon.  gentlemen 
behind  him.  Wby,  Sir,  what  protection  have  we  under  our 
constitutional  system  against  the  conduct  of  an  arbitrary 
and  unprincipled  Minister,  and  a  servile  majority,  if  the 
views  of  these  hon.  gentlemen  are  recognised  as  sound 
constitutional  views  ?  The  hon .  gentleman  might  propose 
the  annexation  of  this  country  to  the  United  States.  He 
might  get  a  majority  of  his  supporters  to  support  such  a 
measure. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No  fear. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  says,  No  fear;  but  I 
would  ask  him  if  there  is  any  man  in  this  House  who,  if  he 
had  been  told  two  years  ago  that  a  motion  to  enfranchise 
all  the  Indians  residing  on  the  reservations,  from  ocean  to 
ocean  in  this  country,  would  be  submitted,  would  not  have 
indignantly  repudiated  such  a  thing.  Why,  Sir,  the  descent 
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of  Avernus  is  easy ;  hon.  gentlemen  are  going  down  hill 
with  facility ;  they  are  ready  to  support  propositions  which 
they  would  have  indignantly  rejected  a  short  time  ago,  and 
I  say  the  only  protection  we  have  against  the  abuse  of  par¬ 
liamentary  authority  is  that  every  proposed  change  in  the 
constitution  shall  only  be  made  after  public  sanction  has 
been  given  at  an  election.  There  is  no  necessity  for  this 
haste,  no  reason  for  this  hurry.  What  reason  has  the  hon. 
gentleman  given  for  taking  this  extraordinary  course  on 
this  occasion  ?  Why  not  go  to  the  country  on  this  question, 
as  well  as  the  question  of  tho  National  Policy  ?  The  hon. 
gentleman  was  so  anxious  to  obtain  the  views  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  so  anxious  to  find  out  whether  tho  people  had  changed 
their  minds  on  that  question,  that  he  dissolved  Parliament 
two  years  before  its  time,  to  ascertain  the  views  of  the 
country ;  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  in  this  matter 
to  carry  through  a  measure  vitally  affecting  our  constitution, 
without  any  recourse  to  the  people,  and  without  giving  them 
the  opportunity  of  expressing  their  views  on  it  at  all.  Sir,  if 
the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.B.,  was  right,  there  was  no 
necessity  for  examining  this  or  any  other  measure.  All  he 
needed  was  to  ascertain  the  views  of  the  Government  to 
give  them  his  earnest  and  active  support.  It  is  not  the 
exercise  of  judgment  but  of  implicit  obedience  which  is 
sought  under  such  a  doctrine.  The  hon.  gentleman  as  a 
political  philosopher,  as  a  disciple  of  the  First  Minister, 
might  be  anxious  to  know  his  views,  to  make  himself 
conversant  with  them,  but  that  would  be  a  matter  for  his  own 
individual  pleasure  or  amusement,  because  a  knowledge  of 
a  measure  or  of  its  merits  would  not  at  all  be  of  any  conse¬ 
quence  to  enablo  him  to  do  what  he  says  is  the  boundon 
duty  of  the  supporters  of  the  Government — simply  to  regis¬ 
ter  the  wishes  of  the  Government  on  this  and  every  other 
question.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  hon.  gentleman’s  line  of 
discussion  suggests  the  question :  To  what  extent  a  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  entitled  to  the  support  of  a  party — how  far 
ought  party  allegiance  to  go  ?  I  say  that  when  a  Govern¬ 
ment  goes  to  the  country  upon  a  question  of  public  policy, 
and  the  supporters  of  that  Government  go  to  the  country 
taking  tho  same  views  as  the  Administration,  they  are 
bound  if  sustained  to  give  effect  to  the  wishes  of  the 
country  in  that  particular.  Bat  it  does  not  at  all  follow 
that  they  are  bound  to  support  tho  Government  on 
every  other  question  which  may  come  up,  during  the  five 
years  of  its  administration.  Take  the  case  of  Mr.  Glad¬ 
stone,  when  he  carried  the  United  Kingdom  with  him,  in 
tho  policy  which  he  initiated  in  his  Midlothian  speeches. 
The  country  supported  those  views,  and  the  great  majority 
of  those  taking  the  same  view  were  elected.  But  does 
that  bind  Parliament  to  support  Mr.  Gladstone’s  views  on 
the  Egyptian  war,  the  war  in  the  Soudan,  or  the  disputed 
boundaries  of  Afghanistan  ?  These  are  questions  which 
have  forced  themselves  on  the  attention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  nation,  and  the  members  who  usually 
support  the  Administration  are  just  as  free  to  take 
that  course,  which  an  independent  judgment  suggests  to 
them  as  being  in  the  public  interests,  as  any  other 
portion  of  the  community.  Sir,  upon  this  question 
the  country  was  never  consulted.  I  look  at  the  third 
soction  of  the  Bill  and  I  see  there  no  provision  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  explained  to  the  country,  no  provision  as 
to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  said,  if  I  am  elected  I  will  seek 
to  carry  out  these  views.  There  was  nothing  of  that  sort 
enunciated ;  and  this  is  not  a  question  of  emergency  forcing 
itself  on  the  attention  of  the  Government,  but  a  question 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  dangled  before  Parliament 
during  the  last  18  years,  and  which  no  one  supposed 
that  he  would  undertake  to  force  upon  this  House. 
Sir,  there  was  in  this  Bill  a  provision  relating  to  woman 
suffrage.  When  was  that  question  submitted  to  the  people 
of  this  country  ?  When  were  they  asked  to  say  whether 
they  were  willing  or  not  to  enfranchise  the  widows  and 
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spinsters  of  Canada  ?  At  what  election  question  was  that 
made  an  issue  ?  What  opportunity  have  the  members  of 
this  House  had  to  consult  their  constituents  on  that  ques¬ 
tion?  And,  again,  with  regard  to  the  Indian  suffrage. 
Have  the  views  of  the  people  of  this  country  taken 

upon  that  question  ?  Has  any  hon.  gentleman  ’a  ?r-v/  elec¬ 
tion  told  the  people  of  this  country  that  if  he  was  returned 
to  Parliament  he  would  vote  to  enfranchise  the  Indians  on 
their  reserves — not  to  enfranchise  them  under  the  Indian 
Act,  not  to  make  them  free  men,  to  give  them  control  of 
their  own  affairs,  but  that  they  might  vote  at  elections,  and 
mark  their  ballots  under  the  supervision  of  the  deputy 
returning  officers.  Why,  Sir,  we  know  that  more  than  90 
per  cent,  of  those  Indians  cannot  read  or  write ;  they  can¬ 
not  mark  their  own  ballots.  We  know  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  charge  of  these  men ;  we  know  the  class  of  men  they 
are — I  have  had  personal  experience  in  this  matter,  we  know 
the  kind  .of  men  [that  will  be  appointed  deputy  returning 
officers  on  the  Indian  reserves ;  we  know  that  they  will  take 
care  how  the  Indian  ballots  shall  be  marked  ;  we  know  pre¬ 
cisely  as  well  what  will  be  done  under  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill,  as  we  shall  know  after  the  next  general  election. 
Sir,  I  admit  that  a  Government  has  a  right  to  deal  with 
questions  that  cannot  be  foreseen,  and  that  are  forced  upon 
its  attention.  Especially  is  this  true  of  independent  states 
in  their  relations  with  other  states ;  and  the  Government 
must  act  as  far  as  it  can  upon  its  own  individual  judgment, 
to  be  sustained  by  the  independent  opinion  of  Parliament 
itself.  But  there  are  various  ways  in  which  the  opinions 
of  the  country  are  expressed,  and  which  give  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  not  that  satisfactory  aid  and  guidance  which  it  can 
recoive  at  a  general  election,  but  an  imperfect  aid — by  means 
of  the  press,  by  public  meetings,  and  by  other  means  known 
under  our  constitution.  But  in  England,  when  there  has 
been  a  change  in  the  constitution  itself,  whon  the  institu¬ 
tions  of  the  country  have  been  altered,  when  the  franchise 
has  been  extended  or  the  representation  lias  been 
changed,  a  general  election  has  always  first  been 
held,  and  a  majority  has  been  returned  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  support  the  policy  lhat  has  before  been  enunciated. 
This  was  the  case  with  the  Eeforra  Bill  of  183 1.  On 
two  occasions  the  views  of  the  country  wore  obtained 
before  the  question  was  dealt  with  ;  and  when  Parliament 
was  dissolved  the  last  time  it  was  expressly  stated  by  the 
King  that  he  was  proroguing  Parliament  with  the  view  to 
its  dissolution,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether 
those  who  supported  the  Government  were  doing  so  in 
accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the  country.  Now,  Sir,  that 
is  a  wholly  different  thing  from  acting  contrary  to  our 
commission.  We  are  here  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on 
the  Government  under  the  constitution  as  it  is,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  changing  the  constitution  or  making  it  different 
from  what  it  is ;  that  is  no  part  of  our  ordinary  parlia¬ 
mentary  duties.  Let  us  not  confound  two  wholly  distinct 
and  independent  things.  Under  the  English  system  of  par¬ 
liamentary  government  the  alteration  of  the  constitution  is 
brought  about  by  the  same  body  which  is  entrusted  with 
law-making  power ;  but  the  alteration  of  the  con¬ 
stitution  is  not  made  in  the  way  that  ordinary  legis¬ 
lation  is  carried  on.  Ordinary  legislation  the  Govern¬ 
ment  may  deal  with  from,  time  to  time  as  they  may 
think  proper ;  if  the  country  does  not  approve,  the  country 
can  change ;  but  whon  you  attack  the  constitution  itself, 
when  you  undertake  to  alter  the  system  of  government 
under  which  wo  live,  you  can  never  go  back  to  the  same 
people  again.  You  give  no  opportunity  to  those 
who  entrusted  you  with  authority  of  saying  whether 
you  are  deserving  of  having  continued  to  you  the  confi¬ 
dence  they  once  reposed  in  you.  I  say,  then,  that  a  change 
in  the  constitution  is  made  on  a  different  plan 
and  on  different  principles.  It  is  made  under  pop¬ 
ular  sanction  after  the  nation  has  been  consulted,  and  after 


its  approval  has  been  obtained.  Sir,  we  know  what  is 
thought  of  Captain  Kidd.  He  was  entrusted  with  the 
king’s  commission,  he  was  authorised  under  the  commission 
to  give  protection  to  the  commerce  of  the  nation  ;  but, 
instead  of  acting  according  to  Ms  commission  he  became  a 
pirate,  and  by  the  violation  of  Ms  commission  he  made  war 
on  that  commerce  that  it  was  his  duty  under  his  commis¬ 
sion  to  protect.  What  is  the  hon.  gentleman  doing  ?  Has 
he  been  authorised  by  the  people  of  this  country  to  make 
changes  in  the  constitution  ?  Not  at  all.  He  has  been 
commissioned  to  legislate  under  the  constitution  as  it  is; 
and  in  violation  of  that  trust,  he  is  calling  on  his  sup¬ 
porters  to  change  the  constitution  itself,  and  to  place 
the  power  in  this  country  in  other  hands  than 
those  to  which  it  is  committed  at  this  moment.  That 
is  what  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes.  It  is  making  war 
upon  our  rights  ;  it  is  making  war  upon  those  rights  which 
it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  Parliament  to  guard  ;  and  we  are 
bound,  in  our  duty  to  our  constituents  and  to  this  country, 
to  resist  by  all  constitutional  means,  this  attempt  at  usurpa¬ 
tion — this  revolutionary  act — this  proposal  to  change  our 
constitution  and  to  make  it  something  different  from  what 
it  is.  Sir,  let  me  read,  for  the  benefit  of  the  hon.  member 
for  King’s,  an  extract  from  an  essay  by  Lord  Jeffrey  on  the 
subject  of  pai’ty  government : 

“  One  party,  that  of  the  rulers  or  the  court,  is  necessarily  formed  and 
disciplined  from  the  permanence  of  its  chief,  and  the  uniformity  of  the 
interests  it  has  to  maintain  ihe  party  in  opposition,  therefore,  must 
be  marshalled  in  the  same  way.  When  bad  men  combine,  good  men 
must  unite — and  it  would  not  be  less  hopeless  fora  crowd  of  worthy 
citizens  to  take  the  field  without  leaders  or  discipline,  against  a  regular 
army,  than  for  individual  patriots  to  think  of  opposing  the  influence  of 
the  Sovereign  by  their  separate  and  uncombined  exertions.  As  to  the 
lengths  they  should  be  permitted  to  go  in  support  of  the  common  cause, 
or  the  extent  of  which  each  ought  to  submit  his  private  opinion  to  the 
general  sense  of  his  associates,  it  does  not  appear  to  us — though  casuists 
may  varnish  over  dishonor,  and  purists  startle  at  shadows — either  that 
any  man  of  upright  feelings  can  be  often  at  a  loss  for  a  rule  of  conduct, 
or  that,  in  point  of  fact,  there  has  ever  been  any  blameable  excess  in  the 
maxims  upon  which  the  great  parties  of  this  country  have  been  gener¬ 
ally  conducted. 

“The  leading  principle  is,  that  the  man  should  satisfy  himself  that 
the  party  to  which  he  attaches  himself  means  well  to  the  country,  and 
that  more  substantial  good  will  accrue  to  the  nation  from  its  coming 
into  power,  than  from  the  success  of  any  other  body  of  men  whose  success 
is  at  all  within  the  limits  of  probability.  Upon  that  principle,  therefore, 
he  will  support  that  party  in  all  Ibingi  which  he  approves — in  all  things 
that  are  indifferent — and  even  in  some  things  which  he  partly  dis¬ 
approves,  provided  they  neither  touch  the  honor  and  vital  interests  of 
the  country,  nor  imply  any  breach  of  the  ordinary  rule  of  morality.  Upon 
the  same  principle,  he  will  attack  not  only  all  that  he  individually  dis¬ 
approves  in  the  conduct  of  his  adversary,  but  all  that  might  appear 
indifferent  and  tolerable  enough  to  a  neutral  spectator.  If  It  afford  an 
opportunity  to  weaken  this  adversary  in  the  public  opinion,  and  to 
increase  the  chance  of  bringing  that  party  into  power  from  which  alone 
he  sincerely  believes  that  any  sure  or  systematic  good  is  to  be  expected. 
Farther  than  this  we  do  not  believe  that  the  leaders  or  respectable  fol¬ 
lowers  of  any  consiberable  party  intentionally  allow  themselves  to  go. 
Their  zeal  indeed,  and  the  passions  engendered  in  the  course' of  the  con- 
flet,  may  sometimes  hurry  them  into  measures  for  which  an  impartial 
spectator  cannot  find  this  apology — but  to  their  own  conscience  and 
honor  we  are  persuaded  that  they  generally  stand  acquitted — and,  on 
the  score  of  duty  or  morality,  that  is  all  that  can  be  required  of  human 
beings.  For  the  baser  retainers  of  the  party,  indeed— those  marauders 
who  follow  in  the  rear  of  every  army,  not  for  battle  but  for  booty — who 
concern  themselves  in  no  way  about  the  justice  of  the  quarrel  or  the 
fairness  of  the  field— who  plunder  the  dead,  and  butcher  the  wounded, 
and  desert  the  unprosperous,  and  betray  the  daring — for  those  wretches 
who  truly  belong  to  no  party,  and  are  a  disgrace  and  drawback  upon 
all,  we  shall  fassuredly  make  no  apology  or  propose  any  measure  of 
toleration.” 

Now,  I  think,  with  slight  modifications,  owing  to  tho 
chance  of  circumstances  in  the  nation,  those  views  are 
still  adapted  to  the  parties  in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  I 
wish  that  his  general  description  of  party  were  equally 
applicable  hero  ;  but  if  we  are  to  be  governed  by  the  doc¬ 
trines  laid  down  by  the  member  for  King’s,  N.B.(Mr.  Foster), 
that  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  the  majority  of  the  House  to 
register  the  views  of  the  Administration,  no  matter  what 
those  views  may  be,  no  matter  whether  the  country  has  been 
consulted  or  not,  it  seems  to  me  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
are  fighting  for  booty  rather  than  principle,  and  are  seek¬ 
ing  to  promote  tbe  general  well  being  of  individuals  rather 
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than  that  of  the  nation.  We  have  been  told  again  and  again  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  this  Parliament  has  the  power 
to  pass  this  Bill,  that  the  constitution  authorises  us  to  pass  it, 
and  that  therefore,  because  we  have  the  power,  we  must 
necessarily  have  the  right.  I  do  not  deny  that  we  have 
the  power  ;  I  admit  that  we  have  the  power  to  pass  such  a 
Franchise  Act ;  but  I  deny  that  it  is  at  all  expedient  to 
deal  with  the  question  at  this  moment.  I  wholly  deny 
that  wo  are  morally  competent  to  pass  an  Act  like 
this  that  radically  changes  our  whole  constitu¬ 
tional  system.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  read 
the  clause  in  the  British  North  America  Act  to  show  that 
the  franchise  existing  under  the  law  of  the  old  Provinces 
was  to  continue  to  be  the  franchise  of  Canada  until  the  Par¬ 
liament  of  Canada  otherwise  provided,  and  they  say  that  is 
conclusive  evidence  that  it  was  intended  Parliament  should 
otherwise  provide.  If  it  were  necessary  that,  by  other¬ 
wise  providing,  a  Dominion  Franchise  Act  should  be  made, 
certainly  it  was  the  duty  of  Parliament  otherwise  to  provide, 
and  Parliament  did  otherwise  provide.  Under  that  law  is  our 
present  franchise  constituted  ?  Under  the  law  of  the  Prov¬ 
inces  ?  Not  at  all ;  under  the  law  of  this  Dominion.  It  was 
under  the  law  of  this  Dominion,  passed  in  1874,  that  our 
last  general  election  took  place,  and  it  was  under  that  law 
the  election  in  1878  took  place.  Let  us  look  for  a  moment 
at  the  law.  The  40th  election  of  the  Dominion  Election  Act 
provides :  Subject  to  the  exceptions  here  and  above  contained 
all  persons  qualified  to  vote  at  the  election  of  representatives 
in  the  House  of  Assembly  or  Legislative  Assembly  of  the 
several  Provinces  composing  the  Dominion  of  Canada  and 
other,  and  no  others,  Bhall  be  entitled  to  vote  at  the  election 
of  members  of  the  House  of  Commons  of  Canada  for  the 
several  electoral  districts  comprised  within  such  Provinces 
respectively.  It  is  under  that  authority  our  elections 
are  held.  That  is  the  law  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
as  much  as  the  Bill  you  have  before  you  would  be, 
if  it  passed  this  House  and  received  the  sanction  of  the 
Governor  General.  The  Provincial  'franchises  are  the 
electoral  franchises  for  this  Dominion,  in  virtue  of  that  law 
under  the  authority  of  this  Parliament,  and  therefore  it 
is  a  question  of  expediency  and  convenience  whether  this 
system  shall  be  continued  or  not.  I  do  not  deny  that  wo 
have  the  power  ;  I  say  we  have  exercised  the  power,  but  it 
does  not  follow  that  we  are  bound  to  exorcise  every  power 
we  possess.  We  have  the  power  of  taxing  commerce 
out  of  existence,  but  it  does  not  follow  that  it  would  be 
wise  or  expedient  to  do  so.  We  have  the  power  of  legis¬ 
lating  that  the  property  of  shipping  shall  be  transferred 
from  those  who  now  hold  it  into  other  hands  without  com¬ 
pensation.  Would  it  be  wise  to  exercise  that  power  ?  We 
have  the  power  of  doing  a  score  of  things  that  would  be 
atrociously  unjust.  To  possess  a  power  and  to  justify  the 
exercise  of  it  are  two  wholly  distinct  things.  We  have  the 
power  of  saying  that  no  man  over  21  years  old  shall  exer¬ 
cise  the  franchise,  that  no  man  with  blue  eyes,  or  that  no 
man  with  red  hair  shall  have  the  right  to  vote,  or  that  the 
electoral  franchise  shall  be  entrusted  to  persons  under  2 1 
years  of  age.  But  because  we  have  the  power  to  do  these 
things,  it  would  be  preposterous  to  conclude  that  we  are 
called  upon  to  exercise  them.  The  basis  of  the 
authority  of  the  Government  would  be  destroyed 
by  the  very  exercise  of  such  powers.  This 

system  that  we  now  have  has  been  in  force  for  18 
years ;  we  have  had  five  general  elections  under  it.  What 
abuses  have  grown  up  to  show  that  we  should  change  it? 
I  think  it  is  a  sound  principle  in  legislation  tha ,  Parlia¬ 
ment  ought  not  to  legislate  except  where  necessity1  can  be 
shown,  and  upon  every  one  who  proposes  to  alter  a  law,  the 
burden  of  proof  is  to  show  that  the  change  in  the  law,  is 
necessary.  Who  has  undertaken  this  duty  in  this  case  ?  I 
listened  to  the  expository  speech  of  8  or  9  minutes  of  the  First 
Ministei’,  and  did  not  find  that  he  attempted  to  justify  any 
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provision  of  the  Bill  or  to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  question 
at’ali.  He  said  a  few  words  on  the  subject  of  woman  suffrage, 
but  not  a  word  about  Indian  suffrage,  not  a  word  about 
proposing  to  confer  votes  upon  unenfranchised  Indians, 
residing  on  reserves  and  who  are  wards  of  the  Government. 
Not  a  word  did  he  say  with  regard  to  the  other  import¬ 
ant  features  of  the  Bill,  nor  did  he  attempt  to  justify  the- 
measure,  or  show  any  necessity  for  it.  He  showed  no  abuse  un¬ 
der  the  existing  law  as  a  justification  of  the  change  proposed. 
Two  members  on  that  side  of  the  House  undertook  to  justify 
these  changes  by  a  statement  which  applies  rather  to 
another  part  of  the  Bill  than  to  that  which  is  now  before 
us,  but  which  is  strictly  pertinent  under  the  amendment  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  North  Norfolk.  The  hon.  member  for 
North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson)  and  the  hon.  member  for  West 
York  (Mr.  Wallace)  said  the  change  was  necessary  because 
the  voters’  list  was  improperly  prepared  by  partisan  asses¬ 
sors,  that,  in  fact,  the  elections  for  municipal  councils  had 
degenerated  into  struggles  for  the  appointment  of  an  asses¬ 
sor.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Perth  told  us  that  his 
friends  were  successful  in  this  struggle,  that  the  majority  of 
the  assessors  were  on  his  side,  but  that  they  were  partisans, 
that  they  were  guilty  of  perjury,  and  were  not  to  be 
trusted;  that  they  were  committing  perjury  throughout 
the  country.  In  fact,  he  was  so  shocked  at  the  perjury 
which  had  been  committed  in  his  own  county  by  those 
who  had  been  entrusted  with  the  preparation  of  the  voters’ 
list,  that  he  says  this  ought  to  be  taken  out  of  their  hands 
and  put  into  the  hands  of  the  fair-minded  men  whom  the 
Government  will  appoint.  Well,  for  my  part,  I  would 
rather  trust  my  case  in  the  hands  of  those  whom  he  called 
perjured  partisans  than  in  the  hands  of  these  fair-minded 
men  whom  the  Government  will  appoint. 

Mr.  HESSON.  The  hon  gentleman  is  misrepresenting 
me.  I  never  used  the  words  “  perjured  partisans  ”  at  all. 
Ho  has  no  right  to  misrepresent  what  I  said,  and  to  put  in 
my  mouth  language  not  at  all  implied  by  anything  which 
I  said.  What  1  said  is  upon  the  record.  I  do  not  wish  to 
waste  time  by  reading  it,  but  I  stated  that  I  was  perfectly 
satisfied  that  the  elections  were  carried  in  the  counties 
throughout  Ontario  upon  partisan  principles,  and  that  the 
Reform  party  were  responsible  for  that ;  that  it  was  made 
the  cry  to  look  after  the  voters’  lists,  to  see  to  the  voters’ 
lists.  How  could  you  do  that  unless  it  were  done  at  first  by 
the  election  of  the  council,  and  afterwards  by  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  the  assessors,  and  then  the  Court  of  Revision ;  and 
then  there  is  a  final  appeal  to  the  judge,  and  I  presume  that 
will  be  the  same  in  the  present  case. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  assessor 
is  sworn  to  do  his  duty.  He  represents  the  assessor  as  a 
partisan.  He  said  the  conduct  of  the  assessors  was  so 
partisan  that  he  desired  to  see  the  matter  taken  out  of  their 
hands  and  out  of  the  hands  of  the  council  and  put  into  the 
hands  of  the  appointee  of  the  Government.  What  is  the 
inference  ?  Is  not  the  assessor  sworn  ?  Did  he  by  his 
speech  intend  to  imply  that  the  assessor  had  acted  honestly, 
that  he  had  acted  fairly,  that  he  had  discharged  his  duty 
and  prepared  a  proper  list,  that  his  list  was  not  a  partisan 
list,  that  some  names  had  not  been  unfairly  left  off  and 
some  names  unfairly  put  on,  contrary  to  the  oath  of  office 
which  the  assessor  had  taken  ?  If  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
observations  did  not  mean  that,  they  did  not  mean  any¬ 
thing.  That  is  precisely  what  his  observations  meant,  they 
could  not  mean  anything  else,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  the 
assessors  and  the  municipal  councillors  not  only  in  his  own 
county,  but  in  every  other  county  throughout  Ontario  will 
appreciate  the  slander  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  here 
spoken  against  them.  I  know  of  but  a  single  case  of  the 
character  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  referred.  In  my 
own’  constituency,  there  was  a  case  of  Mr.  Craig,  who  was 
I  appointed  assessor,  and  it  was  afterwards  discovered  that 
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about  sixty  names  had  been  improperly  left  off  in  the 
township.  He  was  prosecuted,  and  he  was  obliged  to 
flee  the  country,  but  it  happens  that  he  was  not  a  friend 
or  a  supporter  of  mine  but  belonged  to  that  class 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  says  did  not  begin  this 
struggle  for  the  control  of  the  voters’  lists.  But  the  hon. 
gentleman  should  bear  in  mind  that  the  adoption  of  the 
provincial  franchise,  as  proposed  by  my  hon.  friend,  is  more 
in  harmony  with  the  genius  of  our  constitution  than  the 
proposal  of  the  First  Minister,  even  though  the  Bill  were 
made  perfectly  fair  and  its  partisan  features  were  wiped 
out.  But  I  know,  and  every  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House, 
whether  on  this  side  or  on  that,  knows  that,  if  those  parti¬ 
san  features  were  wiped  out,  the  First  Minister  would  have 
no  interest  in  pressing  this  Bill  on  the  attention  of  Parlia¬ 
ment.  I  say  that,  under  our  federal  system,  the  adoption 
of  the  provincial  franchise  is  more  consistent  with  our 
system  than  this  proposal.  Under  our  constitution, 
we  have  the  principle  of  representation  by  popula¬ 
tion.  Is  it  applied  to  the  whole  country  as  a  unit  ? 
Are  there  to  be  equal  electoral  districts  ?  No,  it  is  applied 
by  Provinces.  Quebec  is  to  have  sixty-five  members,  and  all 
the  other  Provinces  are  to  have  numbers  in  proportion  to 
their  population  according  to  that  of  the  Province  of  Quebec. 
If  the  proportion  is  changed  in  Quebec,  and  the  number  is 
made  something  less  than  65,  then  a  different  proportion  is 
to  be  adopted  in  the  other  Provinces,  so  that  the  principle 
of  represention  by  population  between  the  Provinces  may  be 
preserved.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  was  right  and  if  his  views 
were  sound,  it  would  be  necessary  to  apply  the  principle  to 
the  entire  countiy  as  a  unit  and  to  make  the  electoral  dis¬ 
tricts  equal,  to  redistribute  the  seats  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  to  add  to  the  smaller  constituencies  and  reduce  the 
larger  constituencies,  and  so  with  every  other  Province  of 
the  Dominion.  The  House  has  not  adopted  that  view.  It 
has  not  attempted  to  deal* with  this  country  as  a  unit. 
Parliament  has  so  far  recognised  the  principle  laid  down  in 
this  constitution,  that  the  representation  by  population  is 
representation  by  population  between  the  Provinces  and  not 
as  between  the  constituencies,  that  the  Province  is  the  unit 
of  which  Canada  is  the  multiple  and  Canada  is  not  the  unit 
of  which  the  Provinces  are  fractions.  There  is  not  a 
word  said  about  uniformity  between  the  Provinces  with 
a  view  of  securing  equal  electoral  divisions.  There  are 
some  features  of  our  legislation  that,  it  seems  to  me,  have 
been  lost  sight  of.  We  have  on  other  matters  proceeded  on 
exactly  the  same  lines  that  we  have  proceededjhere  ofore  in 
reference  to  the  elective  franchise.  In  1873, the  First  Minister 
introduced  a  Controverted  Elections  Act,  and  he  proposed  to 
create  an  election  court,  and  he  proposed  to  constitute  that 
court  in  some  instances  of  the  judges  who  compose  the 
other  courts,  and  he  gave  as  a  reason  for  adopting  that 
course  that  we  had  no  power  to  confer  jurisdiction  upon 
provincial  courts.  We  took  a  different  view,  and  in  1874 
another  Controverted  Election  Act  was  adopted,  and  by  that 
Controverted  Election  Act  the  different  courts  were  made 
election  courts.  The  courts  are  specified  in  the  Contro¬ 
verted  Election  Act,  which  says  that  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench,  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  and 
the  Court  of  Appeals  in  Ontario  shall  be  election  courts  for 
the  trial  of  controverted  elections.  Some  of  the  judges  in 
Lower  Canada  took  exception  to  this  legislation.  They 
said :  You  cannot  adopt  this  rule,  you  cannot  confer  civil 
juiisdiction  upon  these  courts;  and  the  case  of  Yallin 
against  Langlois  was  taken  from  the  provincial  courts  to 
the  Privy  Council  and  we  have  the  judgment  of  the 
Privy  Council  upon  that  case.  What  did  the  Lords  of 
the  council  say  ?  They  said  :  The  trial  of  controverted 
elections  is  not  an  ordinary  matter  of  civil  procedure,  it  is 
a  question  lying  wholly  within  the  jurisdiction  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and  it  was  within  the  power  of  Parliament  to  deter¬ 
mine  for  itself  who  should  try  these  controverted  elections. 
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It  was  in  the  power  of  Parliament  to  confer  that  jurisdic¬ 
tion  upon  judges,  to  confer  that  duty  upon  existing  provin¬ 
cial  courts,  because  it  was  a  question  that  lay  wholly  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  Parliament.  Now,  it  is  just  upon 
precisely  that  principle  that  we  have  proceeded  in 
adopting  the  provincial  franchises.  The  question  as  to 
who  shall  vote  for  members  of  this  House  is  wholly  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  this  Parliament.  It  does  not  rest  with 
the  Local  Legislature.  The  Local  Legislature  has  no  power 
to  pass  an  Act  to  say  who  shall  be  an  elector  for  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  members  of  the  House  of  Commons.  We  say  that 
we  have  settled  that ;  we  said  it  in  the  Act ;  wo  said  that 
the  people  in  the  different  Provinces  whom  the  Local  Legis¬ 
latures  say  shall  be  electors  for  the  election  of  members  to 
the  Local  Legislature,  shall  also  be  electors  for  the  election 
of  members  to  the  House  of  Commons.  That  is  what  we 
have  said.  It  is  by  virtue  of  that  declaration  that  the  local 
law  has  become  our  law.  It  is  not  because  it  is  a  local  law 
that  it  is  binding  upon  us  at  this  moment ;  it  is  because  we 
have  said  that  it  shall  be  the  law  of  Canada,  and  the  juris¬ 
diction  being  vested  in  us,  we  have  the  right  to  say  it. 
Now,  we  have  a  right  to  say  what  a  town  clerk  shall  do ;  we 
have  the  right  to  say  what  an  assessor  shall  do  ;  we  have  the 
right  to  say  who  shall  prepare  the  voters’  lists  ;  we  have 
the  right  to  say  that  those  voters’  lists  shall  be  prepared  by 
municipal  officers,  or  any  other  persons  acting  in  the 
capacity  of  municipal  officers — not  under  any  power  they 
possess  as  municipal  officers,  but  under  the  power  we 
confer  upon  them,  under  the  duty  conferred  upon  them  in 
the  exercise  of  a  power  we  possess.  Now,  that  being  the 
case,  we  have  the  same  right  to  impose  the  duty  upon  a 
clerk  that  we  have  to  impose  a  duty  upon  a  judge.  Surely 
no  one  can  contend  that  we  can  impose  a  duty  upon  a 
judge  of  a  superior  court  that  would  be  binding  upon  him, 
and  we  cannot  impose  a  duty  upon  an  ordinary  township  or 
municipal  clerk  that  shall  be  equally  binding  upon  him.  Any¬ 
one  knows  that  in  the  one  case  we  act  under  our  authority  just 
as  we  do  in  the  other in  the  one  case  our  authority  is  just 
as  binding  as  it  is  in  the  other.  And  why  do  we  choose 
those  officers  ?  We  choose  them  because  they  are  acquainted 
with  the  locality,  because  they  are  appointed  by  the  people 
themselves  ;  because,  in  the  preparation  of  the  voters’  lists, 
the  people  are  acting  in  their  own  behalf;  they  are  exerting 
their  own  authority.  We  are  not  putting  the  matter  into 
the  hands  of  a  partisan  Government  that  is  interested  in  the 
results,  but  we  are  putting  the  matter  into  the  hands  of 
officers  who  are  supposed^to  belong  to  neither  one  party  or  the 
other.  The  rule  upon  which  we  act  is  a  rule  of  conveni¬ 
ence.  We  have  adopted  this  system  because  it  is  conve- 
nientj  because  it  is  better  than  the  system  now  proposed.  If 
the  motion  of  my  hon.  friend  from  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton)  is  carried,  what  will  happen  ?  That  the  ordinary 
mode  of  preparing  a  voters’  list  that  prevails  now  in  the 
Provinces,  will  be  retained,  that  it  will  remain  in  the 
hands  of  parties  who  possess  local  knowledge ;  it  will 
remain,  as  it  is  in  England,  in  the  hands  of  parties  possess¬ 
ing  local  knowledge.  But  if  this  motion  is  rejected,  and  if 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  prevail,  what 
will  happen  ?  Why,  the  whole  affair,  from  the  first 
inception  to  the  end,  unlike  the  law  in  any  other  Govern¬ 
ment  in  the  world  where  Parliamentary  government  exists, 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Minister  whose  position  may 
depend  upon  the  conduct  of  unscrupulous  men  whom  he 
may  appoint.  What  could  be  more  mmstrous  than  such  a 
proposition  ?  Have  they  any  such  plan  as  that  in  England  ? 
Why,  sir,  you  find  in  the  county  of  Middlesex,  and  in  the 
city  of  London,  that  the  appointment  of  the  revising  officer 
is  in  the  hands  of  the  Chief  Justice,  and  that  in  every  other 
county  it  is  in  the  hands  of  the  judge  who  is  on  the 
circuit  during  the  summer  assize.  In  whose  hands  is 
it  in  the  United  States?  In  the  hands  of  men  elected 
by  the  people,  in  the  hands  of  a  body  in  whom 
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both  parties  are  represented.  Look  at  the  Australian  col¬ 
onies.  In  every  one  there  is  the  recognition  of  the  princi¬ 
ple  that  the  Government  is  an  interested  party  and  cannot 
be  entrusted  with  the  appointment  of  the  officers.  And  yet 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  proposes  here — what?  Before 
the  last  election  he  had  taken  into  his  hands  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  returning  officers,  and  before  the  next  election  he 
proposes  to  assume  the  appointment  of  revising  officers 
who  shall  prepare  as  well  as  revise  the  list.  Could 
a  proposition  be  more  monstrous  ?  Yet  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  says  parliamentary  Government  is  on  its  trial  in 
the  discussion  of  this  Bill.  I  agree  with  him,  I  say  it  is  on 
trial.  I  say  every  vote  given  in  favor  of  this  Bill  is  a  direct 
stab  at  the  principle  of  Parliamentary  Government.  Isay 
that  no  friend  of  Parliamentary  Government,  no  man  who 
is  not  opposed  to  our  system  of  Government,  can  support 
this  measure.  It  is  utterly  impossible  for  Parliamentary 
Government  to  endure  with  the  adoption  of  such  a  mea¬ 
sure.  Why,  Sir,  look  at  the  condition  of  things.  Here  you 
propose  to  enfranchise  some  50,000  Indians  who  will  com¬ 
mand  some  10,000  votes  in  the  next  election — all  to  be 
thrown  on  one  side.  Everyone  knows  that  not  more  than 
two  per  cent,  of  them  will  be  given  in  any  other  way  than 
for  the  Administration  for  the  time  being.  That  is  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  things.  You  have  only  to  look  at  ihe  vote  polled  at  the 
last  election  to  see  what  that  result  must  be,  if  that  result 
were  alone  to  operate.  Sir,  I  admit  that  in  my  opinion,  it 
will  not  have  the  disastrous  effect  that  the  Minister  intends  ; 
I  admit  that  his  scheme  will  not  succeed  to  as  large  an 
extent  as  he  anticipates.  I  believe  that  there  is  a  moral 
sense  in  the  Conservative  party  of  this  country,  no  less  than 
in  the  .Reform  party,  that  will  revolt  at  such  a  proceeding. 
The  hon.  gentleman  may  bring  his  supporters  in  this  House 
to  accept  such  a  proposition,  but  he  will  find  that  he  cannot 
discipline  the  fair-minded  men  outside  of  Parliament  to  sup¬ 
port  this  measure.  It  is  so  monstrous  that  if  it  were  adopted, 
it  is  perfectly  obvious  that  it  would  be  impossible  that  Par¬ 
liamentary  Government  could  be  maintained  in  this 
country  ;  and  it  is  perfectly  obvious  that  it  would  be 
the  duty  of  the  majority  of  the  electors  of  this  country  to 
consider  what  is  prudent  in  resisting  such  a  measure,  to 
consider  whether  they  were  bound  to  obey  this  as  an  ordi¬ 
nary  law.  The  member  for  Montreal-Centre  (Mr.  Curran) 
dec  lared  that  it  was  right  and  proper  to  bring  forward  this 
Bill,  although  the  country  had  not  been  consulted,  because, 
he  said,  we  carried  the  Act  ofConfederation  without  an  appeal 
to  the  country.  Well,  sir,  we  did  did  that.  I  think  it  was  a 
great  misfortune,  I  think  it  was  one  of  the  most  serious 
blows  ever  aimed  at  Parliamentary  Government  in  this 
country.  Every  body  knows  that  the  union  is  wanting  in 
those  elements  of  cohesion  that  it  would  have  possessed, 
had  this  measure  been  supported  by  the  people  of  the  differ¬ 
ent  Provinces,  had  their  sanction  been  given  to  it  before  it 
became  law.  But  I  was  rather  surprised  to  hear  such  a  pro¬ 
position  defended  by  the  hon.  member  from  Montreal 
Centre.  Why,  Sir,  this  was  the  way  the  union  between 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  was  carried,  without  an  appeal 
to  the  country,  and  without  popular  sanction.  Was  there  a 
single  leading  man  among  the  Liberal  statesmen  of  that 
day  who  supported  that  proposition  ?  Did  Gratton,  Plunket, 
Curran  support  it  ?  There  was  not  a  distinguished  Irishman 
or  statesman  whose  name  has  come  down  to  us,  who  did  not 
denounce  that  measure  ;  not  one  who  did  not  declare  that 
it  was  a  gross  violation  of  the  powers  of  the  parliamentary 
majority  to  pass  such  a  measure,  Mr.  Plunkett  declared 
they  were  there  not  to  create  Legislatures  but  to  make  laws, 
and  that  no  one  was  bound  to  obey  such  a  measure.  It  has 
no  other  authority  than  that  of  force,  and  has  no  other  sup¬ 
port  than  that  of  bayonets.  Was  it  a  wise  act  ?  Has  the 
result  shown  that  it  was  a  wise  act  on  the  part  of  those  who 
carried  that  measure  without  the  sanction  of  the  nation  ? 
Everyone  knows  that  Ireland  has  been  a  discontented  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  union  from  that  day  to  this,  and  that  until  home 
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rule  is  granted,  Ireland  will  never  cordially  support  a  union  ; 
that  until  home  rule  is  granted  there  will  be  discontent ; 
that  the  present  Legislative  Union,  carried  by  fraud,  carried 
by  the  influence  of  the  Crown  and  by  an  ambitious  and 
servile  Government,  has  produced  one  of  the  greatest  mis¬ 
fortunes  that  has  ever  affected  and  afflicted  the  United  King¬ 
dom.  It  is  rather  extraordinary  to  find  the  hon.  member  for 
Montreal  Centre  (Mr.  Curran)  justifying  the  course  that  was 
then  taken,  by  declaring  it  was  right  and  proper  for  the 
Government  to  carry  this  measure  without  popular  sanction. 
Let  me  for  a  moment  consider  this  question,  consider  the 
changes  that  have  taken  place  in  the  constitution  of 
England.  There  have  been  reforms  carried  from  time  to 
time  ;  sometimes  a  large  stride  has  been  taken,  some¬ 
times  a  shorter  one ;  but  it  has  never  gone  back  upon  the 
constitutional  reforms  which  have  been  effected.  Each  step 
taken  has  been  forward  and  has  only  served  as  a  basis  for 
another  step  forward.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  who  leads 
the  present  Government  in  this  House  has  been  trying  to 
unsettle  everything.  The  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr. 
Mackenzie)  in  1874  went  to  the  country  upon  this  question. 
The  hon.  gentleman  claimed  that  the  Provincial  franchises 
should  be  adopted ;  that  the  local  circumstances  of  the  dif¬ 
ferent  Provinces  were  such  as  to  make  it  desirable  to  adopt 
that  system.  He  pointed  out  that  the  municipal  machinery 
under  the  control  of  the  Local  Government  made  it  highly 
convenient  to  adopt  that  course,  and  highly  inconvenient 
to  adopt  any  other  course.  The  Liberal  party  were 
returned  to  power  by  an  overwhelming  majority.  That 
measure,  as  a  consequence  of  an  appeal  to  the  country, 
was  put  upon  the  Statute  Book.  It  has  been  there  now  for 
eleven  years.  The  hon.  gentleman  opposite  proposes  to  take 
it  off ;  he  proposes  to  do  what  was  never  done  in  England — 
to  go  back  on  the  Parliamentary  record.  And 
by  what  authority  ?  Who  has  sanctioned  the  change ; 
Who  has  authorised  it?  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  appealed 
to  the  country  ?  Have  the  people  reconsidered  their  con¬ 
clusions  and  decided  to  alter  them  ?  Not  at  all.  So  far  as 
we  know,  public  opinion  now  sanctions  what  was  settled  in 
1874.  Public  opinion  may  differ  from  us  on  other  ques¬ 
tions,  but  not  in  regard  to  this  question.  I  ask  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  from  Quebec  who  support  the  Government  whether 
the  electors  of  that  Province  are  not  satisfied  with  the 
Quebec  franchise  as  they  have  it;  whether  they  are  not 
favorable  to  leaving  any  alteration  in  that  franchise  to  the 
Local  Government  ?  Quebec  does  not  want  this  Bill ;  it 
does  not  want  the  representatives  of  Ontario  and  the  other 
Provinces  to  vote  them  a  franchise  different  from  that 
which  they  have  adopted  for  themselves.  The  Ontario 
meetings  tell  precisely  the  same  story.  They  leave  no 
doubt  in  the  mind  of  any  hon.  member  who  looks  into  the 
question  that  at  this  moment,  whether  public  opinion  agrees 
with  the  Government’s  fiscal  policy  or  their  policy  respect¬ 
ing  public  expenditure,  public  opinion  does  not  agree  with 
them  in  regard  to  this  Bill.  That  opinion  is  expressed 
scarcely  less  by  Conservatives  than  by  Reformers.  There  is 
not  a  gentleman  on  this  side  who  has  not  receive!  numerous 
letters  from  Conservatives  declaring  opposition  to  the  Bill. 
There  is  not  a  gentleman  opposite  who  has  not  had  similar 
com  munications. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  deny  it.  Produce  your  letters  from 
Conservatives  and  lay  them  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  I 
challenge  you  to  do  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  challenge  amounts  to 
very  little.  There  are  gentlemen  around  mo  who  have 
received  such  letters. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Why  should  Conservatives  write  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  Because  some  of  them  are  my  constituents. 
I  suppose  the  hon .  gentleman  has  no  Reformers  in  his  con¬ 
stituency. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Yes,  I  have. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find 
he  has  more  at  this  time  than  he  ever  had  before.  The 
constitution  provides  that  the  Province  of  Quebec  shall 
return  65  representatives  to  this  House,  By  whom  are  they 
to  be  returned?  By  the  whole  electorate.  Who  is  to  say 
who  those  electors  shall  be?  Is  it  for  this  Parliament  to 
determine,  or  should  we  leave  it  to  the  Province  of  Quebec 
or  to  the  representatives  of  that  Province  todetermir  e? 
Our  whole  system  of  Government  is  thus  based  upon  the 
theory  that  we  are  self-governed. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Quebec  is  represented  in  this  House. 

Mr.  MILLS.  But  it  may  be  voted  down. 

Mr.  McOALLUM.  We  shall  see. 

Mr.  MILLS.  This  Parliament  may,  under  the  present 
Bill,  decide  upon  an  elective  franchise  to  which  the  people  of 
the  Province  are  opposed.  In  regard  to  Prince  Edward 
Island  the  Bill  proposed  is  one  which  its  representatives  do 
not  approve.  An  hon.  member  from  the  island  has  asked 
that  the  island  be  exempted  from  the  operation  of  that 
franchise.  What  does  that  mean  ?  Does  it  not  mean  that 
by  this  Bill  the  island  will  not  be  allowed  to  determine  who 
within  it,  shall  exercise  the  electoral  franchise.  This  mat¬ 
ter  ought  to  be  left  where  it  now  is.  Some  hon.  gentlemen 
have  attacked  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton)  because  he  alluded  to  the  constitution  of  the 
United  Statos  in  this  particular.  Those  hon.  gentlemen 
forget  that  some  six  or  seven  years  ago  they  had  very 
great  admiration  for  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
They  ridiculed  the  political  economy  of  Gladstone, 
Bright,  Lord  Salisbury  and  Sir  Stafford  Northcote, 
and  appealed  to  General  Butler  and  other  eminent 
lights  in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  When¬ 
ever  the  question  of  the  tariff  is  before  this  House,  they 
appeal  to  the  extraordinary  wisdom  and  sagacity  of  the 
men  of  superior  information  who  represent  the  United 
States  in  Congress.  But  when  we  undertake  to  make  any 
illustrations  from  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
they  at  once  accuse  the  hon.  member  of  American  proclivi¬ 
ties.  The  people  of  the  United  States  were  at  one  time 
colonists  of  Great  Britain.  They  stood  in  relation  to  the 
mother  country  in  much  the  same  position  as  we  stand  at 
this  moment.  They  became  independent.  The  powors 
which  the  Imperial  Government  itself  had  exercised  passed, 
by  the  fortunes  of  wax*,  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
Aod  the  States  were  left  in  possession  of  the  powers  which 
belonged  to  the  provincial  establishments;  and  in  the  adopt¬ 
ing  of  that  constitution  they  provided  that : 

“The  House  of  Representatives  shall  be  composed  of  members  chosen 
every  second  year  by  the  people  of  the  several  States,  and  the  electors 
in  each  State  shall  have  the  qualifications  requisite  for  electors  of  the 
most  numerous  branch  of  the  State  Legislatures.” 

But  with  regard  to  the  times  and  places  of  elections  they 
make  the  following  provisions  : 

“The  times,  places  and  manner  of  holding  elections  for  Senators  and 
Representatives  shall  be  prescribed  in  each  State  by  the  Legislature 
thereof  ;  but  the  Congress  may,  at  any  time,  by  law,  make  or  alter  such 
regulations,  except  as  to  the  places  of  choosing  Senators.” 

Now  the  time  and  place  is  under  the  control  of  Con¬ 
gress.  It  is  left  to  the  State  Legislatures,  subject  to 
the  supervision  of  Congress.  Congress  may  interfere, 
but  with  regard  to  the  qualifications  of  the  voters,  Con¬ 
gress  has  no  power  to  make  a  different  rule.  Now, 
our  constitution  is  not  the  same  as  the  United  States 
constitution  in  that  particular,  but  wo  have  prac¬ 
tically  by  an  Act  of  this  Parliament  adopted  the 
same  rule,  and  we  have  undertaken  to  give  effect 
in  practice  to  exactly  the  same  principles  as  are  there  laid 
down.  An  experience  of  one  hundred  years  and  upwards 
has  shown  the  wisdom  of  the  course  they  adopted  there, 
and  an  experience  of  eighteen  years  has  shown  the  wisdom 
of  the  course  we  have  adopted.  Sir,  we  have  a  right  to 
profit  by  the  experience  of  othei’S.  British  statesmen  do 


so.  What  statesman  of  England  does  not  carefully  study 
the  system  of  government  existing  elswhere — does  not 
watch  the  operation  of  the  various  measures  adopted  in  other 
countries  ?  He  would  be  unworthy  the  name  of  statesman 
who  would  fail  to  profit  by  the  experience  of  others,  and 
tfe  would  be  unworthy  of  the  name  of  statesmen  in  this 
country,  if  we  refused  to  profit  by  the  experience  of  the 
great  and  powerful  neighbor  that  exists  beside  us.  In  some 
respects  our  constitution  resembles  theirs,  and  to  that 
extent  it  is  our  business  and  our  duty  to  carefully  observe 
the  working  of  their  institutions,  and  pi’ofit  by  them  to  the 
utmost  extent  possible.  We  find,  Sir,  that  our  whole  sys¬ 
tem  is  based  on  the  ground  of  Provincial  representation. 
Take  the  representation  in  the  Senate.  It  is  true,  the  Crown 
has  the  appointment  of  the  Senators,  but  the  number  to  be 
appointed  from  the  different  Provinces  is  limited  and  pre¬ 
scribed.  The  Maritime  Provinces,  which  are  spoken  of  as 
one  great  division,  have  twenty-four  Senators  ;  Quebec,  the 
second  great  division,  has  twenty-four  ;  and  Ontario, the  third 
great  division,  is  represented  by  the  same  number.  So  we 
find  that  this  federal  feature  of  our  constitution  is  preserved, 
the  autonomy  of  the  Provinces  is  kept  in  view,  not  merely  for 
Provincial  purposes,  but  for  Provincial  representation  in 
both  branches  of  Parliament.  Mr.  Coairman,  if  you  look 
at  the  clause  before  the  committee,  you  will  see  that  it 
provides  certain  qualifications  for  electors  in  towns  and 
cities.  Now,  where  do  you  go  to  find  what  a  town  or  a 
city  is?  Why,  Sir,  to  the  law  giving  a  charter  to  the  town 
or  city,  and  passed  by  the  Provincial  Legislature.  In  one 
Province  a  town  may  be  1,000  inhabitants,  and  in  another 
it  may  be  5,000,  so  that  the  qualifications  of  electors  in  two 
places,  both  of  which  are  called  towns,  and  two  places  con- 
taing  different  populations,  may  be  wholly  different.  And 
therefore,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  even  in  this  Bill  taken 
it  out  from  the  provincial  influence,  and  given  it  a  purely 
Dominion  character.  If  we  look  at  the  Manitoba  Act 
of  1870,  we  find  there  a  Provincial  Franchise  and  a 
franchise  for  the  Dominion,  proposed  by  the  leader  of  the 
Government.  Was  that  the  franchise  existing  in  any  other 
Province  of  the  Dominion  ?  Not  at  all.  He  could  not  give 
such  a  franchise  to  Manitoba.  He  admitted  that  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  of  the  population  were  different,  and,  that  being 
the  case,  he  was  compelled  to  adopt  a  different  franchise. 
He  could  not  say  that  the  electors  should  be  on  the  assessor’s 
roll  for  a  certain  sum,  because  there  was  no  assessor’s  roll. 
He  could  not  say  that  the  property  should  be  of  a  certain 
value,  because  the  property  was  of  compara  ive'v  little 
value.  He  was  compelled  to  adopt  wholly  different  qualifi¬ 
cations,  and  if  representation  wei'e  given  to  the  territories 
to  morrow,  hon.  gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House  know 
right  well  that  he  could  not  apply  to  the  territorial  divisions 
of  the  North-West  the  franchise  which  the  hon.  gen  leman 
is  adopting  in  this  Bill,  to  apply  to  the  different  Provinces 
of  the  Dominion.  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  undertaken 
to  adopt  the  principle  of  uniformity,  but  to  my  mind  that 
is  rather  a  pretext  than  a  reason  for  this  Bill.  I  do  not 
apprehend  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  so  much  of  a  doctri¬ 
naire,  so  much  of  a  theorist,  that  he  would  be  prepared  to 
create  great  inconvenience  and  expense  to  this  country, 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  adopting  the  same  fran¬ 
chise  in  the  different  Pi’ovinces  of  the  Dominion. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  always  taken  a  much  more 
practical  view  of  politics,  and  if  we  wish  to  know  the 
reasons  for  this  measure  we  must  look  somewhere  else 
than  to  the  principle  of  uniformity,  which  is  expressed  in 
the  Bill.  Why,  Sir,  we  know  how  thoi’oughly  this  prin¬ 
ciple  of  uniformity  failed  formex’ly.  We  know  that  in  1841 
we  had  a  legislative  union.  We  know  that  union  was 
given  a  single  Govei’nmeut;  that  the  intention  was  to  adopt 
uniform  laws  for  the  United  Province  of  Canada.  But  what 
was  the  result  in  practice?  Practically  you  had  a  double 
Government.  You  had  an  Attorney  General  for  Lower 
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Canada  and  another  for  Upper  Canada;  you  had  a  Solicitor 
General  for  Lower  Canada  and  another  for  Upper  Canada 
— a  double  set  of  officers,  each  responsible  to  its  own 
Province.  You  adopted  the  theory,  and  you  carried  reso¬ 
lutions  through  the  Legislature  adopting  the  principle,  of 
double  majority,  but  the  differences  did  not  end  there.  You 
have  but  to  look  at  the  great  volumes  of  the  Consolidated 
Statutes  of  old  Canada  to  see  that  you  had  one  volume  of 
consolidated  laws  operating  over  the  entire  Province  equally, 
another  large  volume  operating  only  in  the  Province 
of  Lower  Canada,  and  another  equally  large  oper¬ 
ating  exclusively  in  the  Province  of  Upper  Canada. 
This  shows  that  the  experience  from  1841  to  1866  proved 
conclusively  that  you  could  not  establish  in  ordinary  legis¬ 
lation  the  principle  of  uniformity.  How,  then,  are  you 
going  to  adopt  and  work  satisfactorily  the  principle  of 
uniformity  for  general  elections  ?  There  is  only  one  ground 
of  uniformity  that  can  be  taken,  and  that  is  manhood 
suffrage.  The  moment  you  go  away  from  that  you  under 
take  to  base  the  qualifications  on  something  which  is  not 
under  the  control  of  this  Government.  Beal  property  you 
do  not  control — how  much  shall  be  held,  in  whom  it  shall 
be  invested,  what  shall  be  the  interest  of  tenant  and  what 
the  interest  of  occupant — all  these  questions  upon  which 
you  base  the  right  of  the  franchise  is  not  under  your  con¬ 
trol,  but  in  the  control  of  another  Government.  Why,  Sir, 
it  is  preposterous  to  establish  a  franchise  of  our  own,  inde¬ 
pendently  of  the  Provinces,  and  to  undertake  to  base  that 
franchise  on  property  which  is  wholly  under  the 
control  of  the  Piovinces.  If  we  want  to  deal  logi¬ 
cally  and  consistently  with  this  question,  there  is  but 
one  basis,  and  that  is  manhood  suffrage.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  one  class  of  voters  whose  property 
he  does  control,  that  is  the  Indians,  He  will  not  allow 
them  to  hold  their  property,  he  says  they  are  incapable  of 
managing  or  controlling  it ;  and  yet  he  proposes  to  enfran¬ 
chise  this  class  whose  property  he  controls  and  he  will  not 
allow  them  to  hold  the  property  by  which  they  are  to  be 
qualified.  Sir,  this  principle  of  uniformity,  for  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  contends,  and  which  he  makes  the  pretext 
for  proposing  a  measure  in  the  interest  of  his  party,  is  one 
that  has  led  to  arbitrary  government  wherever  it  has  been 
adopted.  The  principle  of  uniformity  is  a  principle  that  is 
inconsistent  with  free  institutions.  We  have  only  to  look 
at  France  after  the  revolution  of  1798.  What  was  the  ideal 
that  all  her  statemen  had  in  view,  whether  they  belonged 
to  the  Gii’ondists  or  to  the  more  radical  republicans  ?  They 
were  all  worshippers  of  uniformity,  all  advocates  of  sym¬ 
metry  ;  and  what  was  the  result  there?  The  result  was 
that  the  revolution,  like  Saturn,  devoured  its  own  children. 
They  carried  but  that  principle  until  they  sepa¬ 
rated  the  Church  from  the  State  and  eliminated 
religion  from  the  universe.  Those  attempts  at  sym¬ 
metry  led  to  arbitrary  government,  and  to  the  over¬ 
turning  of  those  principles  with  which  the  advocates  of  the 
revolution  themselves  started  out.  What  the  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  pioposes  here,  is  not  to  advance  Parliamentary  Gov¬ 
ernment,  but  to  restrain  it.  He  proposes  not  to  increase 
the  liberties  of  the  people — not  to  increase  the  free  action 
of  the  people  in  political  matters — but  a  measure  for  the 
purpose  of  controlling  their  action.  I  listened  to  the  Con¬ 
servative  views  expressed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bou- 
ville  (Mr.  Gigault)  and  the  hon.  member  for  Bagot  (Mr. 
Dupont).  Ido  not  agree  with  them  as  to  the  extent  to 
which  the  franchise  might  be  safely  entrusted  to  the  people 
of  thib  country;  but,  Sir,  I  admire  their  consistency,  and  the 
enlightened  sentiments  which  they  expressed.  Those  hon. 
gentlemen  are  ardent  lovers  of  liberty.  If  they  oppose  the 
extension  of  the  franchise  in  their  own  Province,  if  they  were 
afraid  to  extend  that  franchise  to  the  extent  of  manhood 
suffrage,  it  was  because  they  were  more  anxious  to  subserve 
substantial  freedom  than  they  were  to  adopt  an  ideal  of 
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absolute  perfectiblity  and  absolute  uniformity.  Sir,  I  have 
no  doubt  that  the  great  majority  of  the  representatives  from 
the  Province  of  Quebec  in  this  House  entertain  the  same 
views,  and  it  is  greatly  to  be  regretted  that  these  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  have  not  the  courage  of  their  convictions.  It  is  greatly 
to  be  regretted  that  those  gentlemen  who  hold  to  the  federal 
principle  and  are  anxious  for  its  maintenance— anxixus  for 
the  rights  of  the  Provinces  and  for  the  continuance  of  the 
control  the  people  have  over  the  representation  of  this 
country — do  not  act  in  accordance  with  their  convictions 
and  cordially  support  the  propositions  of  hon.  gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  So  far  as  I  have  been  able  to, 
gather,  during  the  past  two  years  in  this  House,  the  great 
majority  of  those  who  support  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public 
Works  and  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  agree  with  us  in 
our  views  of  the  constitution  and  in  our  policy  with  regard 
to  it,  and  sympathise  with  us  on  those  questions  of 
constitutional  law  which  have  aiisen  between  the  hon. 
First  Minister  and  the  Opposition  in  this  House.  Holding 
those  views,  and  entertaining  those  sympathies  which  they 
do  with  us,  it  is  a  misfortune  for  this  country  that  these 
hon.  gentlemen  do  not  act  with  us  and  support  us.  I  can¬ 
not  but  regard  every  other  question  as  a  question  of  minor 
importance — as  a  question  of  indifference — compared  with 
the  important  constitutional  questions  which  the  hon.  First 
Minister  has  put  in  issue  during  the  past  few  years.  The 
hon.  First  Minister  has  made  war  upon  the  Government  of 
the  Provinces ;  he  has  sought  to  destroy  their  influence  and 
their  autonomy;  he  has  sought  to  put  an  end  to  Parliamen¬ 
tary  Government  in  the  Provinces;  he  has  done  this  delibe¬ 
rately  ;  he  has  declared  over  and  over  again  that  he  is  in 
favor  of  legislative  union,  and  opposed  to  the  principle  on 
which  our  constitution  is  based.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
deny  that  ? 

Mr.  CHAIBMAN.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  out  of 
order  in  discussing  that  question  on  this  amendment. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  discussing  the  amendment  of  my 
hon.  friend,  I  am  pointing  out  why  the  amendment  should 
be  adopted.  I  say  this  measure  is  an  attack  on  the  federal 
system  of  the  Government — the  most  serious  attack  that 
has  yet  been  made.  The  hon.  gentleman  attacked  that 
system  when  he  disallowed  the  Streams  Bill,  and  when  he 
opposed  the  Controverted  Elections  Act  of  1874,  and  the 
Privy  Council  said  he  was  wrong.  The  hon.  gentleman 
attacked  that  principle  when  he  proposed  the  Licence  Bill, 
an!  he  is  attacking  it  in  proposing  this  Franchise  Bill ;  and 
I  tell  my  hon.  friends  from  the  Province  of  Quebec  that  this 
is  a  life  and  death  struggle  in  upholding  this  constitution.  I 
tell  them  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  making  war  upon  the 
vital  principle  of  this  constitution.  I  tell  them  that  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  succeeds,  unless  the  public  opinion  of  this 
country  politically  destroys  him,  he  will  have  destroyed 
the  constitution. 

An  hon.  MEMBEB.  Carried. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No,  the  hon.  gentleman  must  not  cry 
carried.  The  Honorable  First  Minister  has  forced  this 
question  into  committee  before  we  had  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  principles  of  the  Bill  on  its  second  reading, 
and  he  must  expect  that  these  principles  will  be  discussed 
in  the  committee  on  the  details.  We  are  fighting  here,  Sir, 
for  Parliamentary  Government,  we  are  resisting  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  attempt  to  introduce  the  South  American 
system  of  Government  in  preference  to  the  English  system 
of  Parliamentary  Government.  That  is  the  issue  between 
us,  and  it  is  a  question  of  whether  the  hon.  gentleman  shall 
succeed  in  introducing  such  a  system  as  Santa  Anna  intro¬ 
duced  into  Mexico,  or  whether  we  shall  retain  the  system 
we  have.  The  question  is  a  serious  one,  and  let  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  not  under-estimate  its  importance.  Let  me  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  an  observation  made  by  a  great 
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thinker  and  public  man  of  the  United  States  upon  the 
system  of  free  government.  I  hold  in  my  hands  an  essay 
on  free  institutions  and  Government  by  Senator  Calhoun. 
I  do  not  subscribe  to  his  views  as  to  State  rights;  I  think 
they  are  altogether  erroneous ;  but  he  has  been  pronounced 
by  Mr.  Mill,  the  greatest  political  thinker  that  the  United 
States  has  produced,  and  his  views  on  this  subject  are  of 
great  importance  and  well  worthy  of  the  serious  considera¬ 
tion  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House ;  because 
the  question  we  have  now  before  us,  is  whether  we  are  to 
continue  our  system  of  Parliamentary  Government,  or 
whether  the  majority  in  the  House,  for  the  time  being,  is  to 
take  control  of  the  constitution  and  to  so  alter  and 
amend  it  as  to  perpetuate  themselves  in  office.  Hon. 
gentlemen  will  remember,  in  the  history  of  England,  that 
after  the  death  of  Anne,  when  the  house  of  Brunswick  came 
to  the  throne,  aParliament  that  was  elected  for  three  years, 
changed  the  law  and  continued  its  existence  for  seven  years. 
No  one  has  ever  undertaken  to  defend  that  measure  upon  any 
other  ground  than  this, that  it  was  a  measure  of  extreme  State 
necessity,  forced  upon  the  Government  and  Parliament  for 
the  time  being  by  the  intrigues  of  traitors  and  revolutionists. 
The  hon.  gentleman  is  proposing  here  a  change  in  our  con¬ 
stitution,  without  the  sanction  of  the  people,  not  less  radi¬ 
cal  and  far  more  dangerous  than  that  which  was  proposed 
by  Sir  Robert  Walpole  at  the  period  to  which  I  referred. 
He  is  doing  this  in  the  interest  of  the  party  ;  he  is  doing 
this  because  it  is  possible — may  I  go  farther  and  say,  because 
it  is  highly  probable— that  the  current  of  public  opinion  is 
running  strongly  in  a  direction  contrary  to  his  wishes,  and 
this  measure  is  lor  the  purpose,  not  of  securing  uniformity 
--that  is  the  pretext — but  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the 
hoc.  gentleman  in  his  position  of  First  Minister  of  Canada. 
Now,  let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  views  of 
Mr.  Calhoun,  to  whom  I  referred  a  short  time  ago.  He 
says  : 

“A  broader  position  may,  indeed  be  taken,  viz.:  That  there  is  a 
tendency,  in  constitutional  Governments  of  every  form,  to  degenerate 
into  their  respective  absolute  forms ;  and,  in  all  absolute  Governments, 
into  that  of  the  monarchical  form.  But  the  tendency  is  much  stronger 
in  constitutional  governments  of  the  democratic  form  to  degenerate  into 
tbeir  respective  absolute  forms,  than  in  either  of  the  others  ;  because, 
among  other  reasons,  the  distinction  between  the  constitutional  and 
absolute  forms  of  our  aristocratical  and  monarchical  Governments,  is  far 
more  strongly  marked  than  in  democratic  Governments.  The  effect  of 
this  is,  to  make  the  different  orders  or  classes  in  an  aristocracy,  or 
monarchy,  far  more  jealous  and  watchful  of  encroachment  on  their 
respective  rights ;  and  more  resolute  and  persevering  in  resisting 
attempts  to  concentrate  powers  in  any  one  class  or  order.  On  the  con¬ 
trary,  the  line  between  the  two  forms,  in  popular  Governments,  is  so 
imperfectly  understood,  that  honest  and  sincere  friends  of  the  constitu¬ 
tional  form  not  unfrequently,  instead  of  jealouslj  watching  and  arresting 
their  tendency  to  degenerate  into  their  absolute  forms,  not  only  regard 
it  with  approbation,  but  employ  all  their  powers  to  add  to  its  strength 
and  to  iucrease  its  impetus,  in  the  vain  hope  of  making  the  Government 
more  perfect  and  popular.  The  numerical  majority,  perhaps,  should 
usually  be  one  of  the  elements  of  a  constitutional  democracy ;  but  to 
make  it  the  sole  element,  in  order  to  perfect  the  constitution  and  make 
the  Government  more  popular  is  one  of  the  greatest  and  most  fatal  of 
political  errors.” 

The  Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

Mr.  MILLS.  When  the  House  rose,  I  was  referring  to 
the  views  of  a  distinguished  statesman  on  the  subject  of  the 
comparative  merits  as  a  means  of  promoting  human  liberty 
and  human  progress  of  the  federal  and  consolidated  forms  of 
Government.  I  shall  read  an  extract  from  a  speech  from 
the  same  writer,  on  the  same  subject.  He  says : 

“In  reviewing  the  ground  over  which  I  have  passed,  it  will  be  appa¬ 
rent  that  the  question  in  controversy  involves  that  most  deeply  important 
of  all  political  questions,  whether  ours  is  a  federal  or  a  consolidated  Gov¬ 
ernment — a  question,  on  the  decision  of  which  depends,  as  I  solemnly 
believe,  the  liberty  of  the  people,  their  happiness,  and  the  place  which 
we  are  destined  to  hold  in  the  moral  and  intellectual  scale  of  nations. 


Never  was  there  a  controversy  in  which  more  important  consequences 
were  involved  ;  not  excepting  Persia  and  Greece— decided  by  the  battles 
of  Marathon,  Platea  and  Salamis — which  gave  ascendancy  to  the  genius 
of  Europe  over  that  of  Asia,  and  which,  in  its  consequences, 
has  continued  to  effect  the  destiny  of  so  large  a  portion  of  the 
world  even  to  this  day.  There  are  often  close  analogies 
between  events,  apparently  very  remote,  which  are  strikingly 
illustrated  in  thi9  case.  In  the  great  contest  between  Greece 
and  Persia,  between  European  and  Asiatic  policy  and  civilisation, 
the  very  question  between  th9  federal  and  consolidated  form  of 
Government  was  involved.  The  Asiatic  Governments,  from  the  remo¬ 
test  time,  with  some  exceptions  on  the  eastern  shore  of  the  Mediter¬ 
ranean,  have  been  based  on  the  principle  of  consolidation,  which  consi¬ 
ders  the  whole  community  at  but  a  unit,  and  consolidates  its  powers 
in  a  central  point.  The  opposite  principle  has  prevailed  in  Europe — 
Greece,  throughout  all  her  States,  was  based  on  a  federal  system. 
All  were  united  in  one  common  but  loose  bond,  and  the  Governments 
of  the  several  States  partook,  for  the  most  part,  of  a  conflex  organisa¬ 
tion,  which  distributed  political  powers  among  different  members  of 
the  community.  The  same  principles  prevailed  in  ancient  Italy  ;  and, 
if  we  turn  to  the  Teutonic  race, our  great  ancestors,  the  race  which  occu¬ 
pies  the  first  place  in  power,  civilisation  and  science,  and  which  pos¬ 
sesses  the  largest  and  fairest  part  of  Europe— we  will  find  that  their 
Governments  were  based  upon  federal  organisation,  as  has  been  clearly 
illustrated  by  a  recent  and  able  writer  on  the  British  constitution  (Mr. 
Palgrave)  from  whose  works  I  take  the  following  extracts.” 

Mr.  Calhoun  then  reads  from  the  able  work  of  Mr.  Pal¬ 
grave  the  following  extract : — 

“  In  this  manner  the  first  establishment  of  the  Teutonic  States  was 
effected.  There  were  assemblies  of  septs,  clans  and  tribes  ;  they  were 
confederated  hosts  and  armies,  led  on  by  princes,  magistrates  and  chief¬ 
tains  ;  each  of  whom  was  originally  independent,  and  each  of  whom  lost 
a  portion  of  his  pristine  independence  in  proportion  as  ne  and  his  com¬ 
peers  became  united  under  the  supremacy  of  a  sovereign,  who  was  super¬ 
induced  upon  the  State,  first  as  a  military  commander,  and  afterwards 
as  a  king.  Met,  notwithstanding  his  political  connection,  each  member 
of  the  State  continued  to  retain  a  considerable  portion  of  the  rights  of 
sovereignty.  Every  ancient  Teutonic  monarchy  must  be  considered  as  a 
federation  ;  it  is  not  a  unit,  of  which  the  smaller  bodies  politic  therein 
contained  are  the  fractions,  but  they  are  integers,  and  the  State  is  the 
multiple  which  results  from  them.  Dukedoms  and  counties,  burghs  and 
baronies,  towns  and  townships,  and  shires,  form  the  kingdom  ;  all,  in  a 
certain  degree,  strangers  to  each  other,  and  separate  in  jurisdiction 
though  all  obedient  to  the  supreme  executive  authority.  This  general 
description,  though  not  always  strictly  applicable  in  terms,  is  always  so 
substantially  and  in  effect  ;  and  hence  it  becomes  necessary  to  discard 
the  language  which  has  been  very  generally  employed  in  treating  of  the 
English  constitution.  It  has  been  supposed  that  the  kingdom  was 
reduced  into  a  regular  and  gradual  subordination  of  Government,  and 
that  the  various  legal  districts  of  which  it  is  composed,  arose  from  the 
divisions  and  sub-divisions  of  the  country.  But  this  hypothesis,  which 
tends  greatly  to  perplex  our  history,  cannot  be  supported  by  fact ;  and, 
instead  of  viewing  the  constitution  as  a  whole,  and  then  proceeding  to 
its  parts,  we  must  examine  it  systematically,  and  assume  that  the 
supreme  authorities  of  the  State  were  created  by  the  concentration  of 
the  powers  originally  belonging  to  the  members  and  corporations  of 
which  it  is  composed.” 

It  will  be  seen  from  this  statement  that  the  English  Govern¬ 
ment  itself  had  certain  federal  features,  and  anyone  who  has 
carefully  studied  the  growth  of  British  institutions  and  tbo 
British  constitution  knows  that  the  practice  of  treating  all 
the  great  documents  of  the  constitution  as  not  within  the 
control  of  Parliament,  as  not  subject  to  be  altered  or  abol¬ 
ished  by  Parliament,  has  been  uniform,  and  they  are  as 
much  regarded  as  above  the  ordinary  action  of  Parliament 
as  our  Federal  Act  is  recognised  as  being  above  the  action 
of  this  Parliament.  It  is  because  of  this  fact  that  the  Eng¬ 
lish  Parliament  has  been  careful  not  to  alter  the  constitu¬ 
tion  without  popular  sanction.  It  has  been  dealt  with  in  a 
way  wholly  different  from  that  which  has  been  adopted  in 
regard  to  ordinary  legislation,  and  it  is  in  recognition  of 
this  principle  that  I  have  contended  here  to-day  that  a  mea¬ 
sure  like  this,  altering  our  institutions,  altering  the  basis 
upon  which  representation  in  Parliament  rests,  ought  not 
to  be  undertaken,  ought  not  to  be  dealt  with  without  popu¬ 
lar  sanction.  I  have  said  before  in  this  debate  that  the 
representative  system  of  Government  is  in  a  great  degree  a 
system  of  forbearance.  It  is  never  the  course  of  a  Govern¬ 
ment  acting  upon  sound  constitutional  principles  to  press 
their  power  to  the  utmost.  They  have  always  exercised 
towards  the  Opposition  a  very  great  degree  of  forbearance. 
The  recent  Representation  Bill  in  the  House  of  Commons 
in  England,  although  it  was  carried  through  the  House 
of  Commons  not  only  by  a  large  majority  but  without  any 
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dissent,  was  rejected  in  the  House  of  Lords,  although  it 
was  well  known  that  the  country  was  decidedly  in  its 
favor,  although  this  was  so  much  felt  to  be  the  case, 
that  no  one  ventured  to  oppose  it  Even  men  like  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill  and  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  who, 
months  before,  had  expressed  themselves  in  opposition  to 
the  extension  of  the  franchise  in  counties,  after  the  second 
reading  had  been  defeated  in  the  House  of  Lords,  declared 
that  they  were  in  favor  of  the  extension  of  the  franchise, 
but  said  the  Bill  was  not  only  to  be  used  for  the  extension 
of  the  franchise  but  for  the  purpose  of  altering  the  consti 
tuencies  and  unduly  increasing  the  strength  of  the  Liberal 
party,  and  as  a  matter  of  protection  and  in  order  to  protect 
the  rights  of  their  party,  and  for  no  other  purpose,  the 
House  of  Lords  exercised  its  power  and  defeated  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  What  was  done  by  the  Government? 
The  Government  had  an  overwhelming  majority  in  the 
House  and  in  the  country  in  their  favor.  Public  indigna¬ 
tion  was  excited  to  such  an  extent,  that  it  was  only  neces¬ 
sary  tor  Mr.  Gladstone  to  have  said  that  he  would  insist 
upon  an  alteration  of  the  constitution  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  the  whole  country  would  have  followed  him. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS.  One  hon.  gontlemau  says  no.  I  think  he 
is  the  only  one  in  this  country  who  would  say  no.  Anyone 
who  knows  the  course  of  English  public  affairs  knows  that 
that  is  ti  ue. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  No,  certainly  not. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Well,  I  differ  with  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  differ  with  you. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  can  express  his  opinion 
when  he  comes  to  make  his  speech;  he  will  allow  me  now 
to  state  my  view.  I  say  that  public  opinion  in  England 
would  have  sustained  Mr.  Gladstone  if  he  had  taken  a 
position  antagonistic  to  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  would  have  done  nothing  of  the 
kind. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Did  he  do  so.  No,  he  agreed  to  a  con¬ 
ference  with  Lord  Salisbury,  and  they  agreed  ;  so  that 
the  plan  of  redistribution  became  a  matter  of  treaty 
or  compact  between  the  leaders  of  the  two  parties,  the 
one  having  an  overwhelming  majority  in  the  House  of 
Commons  so  great  that  there  was  no  division  when  that 
Bill  was  read  the  third  time,  and  yet  Mr.  Gladstone 
agreed  with  Lord  Salisbury  as  to  the  plan  'upon  which 
the  seats  in  Parliament  should  be  distributed.  That  was  a 
matter  of  compact  or  arrangement.  Why  ?  Because  it 
was  felt  that  it  would  not  be  proper  for  the  Government  to 
use  to  the  utmost  the  power  they  possessed  in  order, 
as  Lord  Salisbury  expressed  the  opinion,  to  increase 
the  strength  of  the  Liberal  party  in  the  House  to  an 
extent  beyond  that  to  which  it  would  be  properly  entitled 
in  proportion  to  its  strength  in  the  country.  An  agreement 
was  come  to  between  the  leaders  of  the  two  parties,  and  an 
assurance  was  given  that  the  power  of  the  majority  would 
not  be  abused  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  the  interest  of 
that  party  against  the  minority.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman 
given  any  such  assurance  here?  We  say  that  the  object 
of  this  measure  is  to  unduly  increase  the  strength  of  the 
Tory  party  in  Parliament,  and  to  take  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  people  that  control  which  they  have  over  the  voters’  ^ 
lists  and  put  it  into  the  hands  of  the  majority.  It  is  not 
representation  in  regard  to  the  strength  of  parties,  but  a 
representation  by  which  the  Tory  party  is  to  have  a  majority 
in  this  House,  whether  it  is  supported  by  a  majority  of  the 
voters  in  the  country  or  not.  There  is  a  violation  of  every 
principle  of  Parliamentary  Government  in  the  measure  now 
before  ue,  and  what  assurance  have  we  that  this  will  not  be 
abused  most  seriously,  not  only  by  carrying  the  Indian 
Mr.  Mills. 


clause  but  by  the  character  of  the  men  who  are  to  be 
appointed  revising  barristers?  Has  the  leader  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  approached  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  as  Mr. 
Gladstone  approached  Lord  Salisbury?  It  is  true,  the 
measure  has  not  been  defeated  in  the  Senate,  because  the 
Government  has  a  majority  in  both  Houses,  but  Mr.  Glad¬ 
stone  was  supported  by  the  nation. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  nation  was  overwhelmingly  in  favor 
of  Mr.  Gladstone’s  Bili,  so  much  so  that  Lord  Salisbury 
declared  himself  in  favor  of  the  extension  of  the  franchise 
which  twelve  months  before  he  was  opposed  to.  We  are 
exercising  our  rights  here  as  the  House  of  Lords  did  in 
England.  Our  rights  are  as  much  secured  to  us  as  the 
rights  of  a  second  chamber  under  the  constitution  itself, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  we  have  not  abused  the 
power  which  we  possessed  and  which  is  our  constitutional 
right.  We  have  confined  ourselves  to  a  strict  discussion  of 
this  question.  We  have  pointed  out  its  objectionable 
features  and  have  sought  to  point  them  out  to  the  country, 
and  how  are  we  met  by  the  press  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite?  The  organ  of  the  Minister  of  Customs  himself 
has  not  ventured  to  state  the  facts  in  regard  to  this 
measure. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  What  paper?  I  did  not  know  that  I 
had  an  organ. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  reputed  to  have  one. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  occupy  the  position  towards 
any  journal  that  you  do  towards  the  London  Advertiser. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  well  known  that  the  hon.  gentleman, 
for  many  years  while  a  member  of  this  House,  was  con¬ 
nected  wi{h  the  Belleville  Intelligencer. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No,  Sir,  I  was  not. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Was  either  the  editor  or  controlled  the 
paper. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Neither  the  one  nor  the  other.  There 
is  just  as  much  truth  in  the  assertion  you  have  made  now 
with  reference  to  my  connection  with  the  Belleville  Intelli¬ 
gencer ,  as  there  is  in  nineteen-twentieths  of  what  you  have 
said  in  the  three  hours’  speech  you  have  been  making. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Well,  then,  even  if  that  be  so,  there  is  no 
doubt  whatever  with  regard  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  position 
on  that  paper. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes,  if  you  are  to  be  judge  of  what  con¬ 
stitutes  the  truth. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  did  not  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
a  present  connection  with  the  paper,  that  he  was  now 
controlling  it  ;  I  said  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  when  he 
came  into  this  House,  and  for  a  long  time  afterwards, 
was  the  editor  of  that  paper — at  all  events,  he  was  reputed 
to  be  so  ;  and  when  that  paper  was  receiving  advertise¬ 
ments  from  the  Government,  we  know  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
seat  was  vacated,  and  we  know  his  leader  stated  that  he 
had  vacated  his  seat  under  the  Independence  of  Pailiament 
Act. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  challenged  you  and  your  party  to  con¬ 
test  it,  and  you  did  not  dare  do  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman,  then,  challenged  his 
leader. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  leader. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No,  he  had  not ;  but  the  leader  did  have 
something  to  say  with  regard  to  the  report. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No;  these  62J  cents  I  received  was 
while  you  were  in  power.  You  know  it  very  well,  and  what 
is  the  use  standing  there  and  talking  in  that  manner  ? 
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Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  received  $600,  I  look 
at  the  Toronto  Mail ,  and  what  does  it  say  ?  It  says 
that  Mr.  Laird,  when  Minister  of  the  Interior,  that  I, 
with  other  members  of  the  Government,  supported  the 
enfranchisement  of  the  Indians.  Well,  Sir,  we  did  favor 
the  enfranchisement  of  the  Indians,  but  we  did  not  favor 
giving  them  votes ;  yet  that  is  the  impression  the 
newspaper  seeks  to  make  upon  the  public  mind.  It 
conceals  the  fact  that  the  enfranchisement  proposed  was 
giving  the  Indian  the  right  of  citizenship,  and  the  power 
to  make  contracts  for  himself.  It  was  to  give  him  the 
rights  of  one  who  had  obtained  his  majority,  instead 
of  one  who  was  in  the  position  of  a  minor.  I  find  exactly 
the  same  representation  in  the  Hamitton  Spectator  and  the 
London  Free  Press.  Now,  if  these  gentlemen  had  a  good 
cause,  would  it  be  necessary  to  misrepresent  the  issue 
between  the  parties  in  this  House  ?  And,  yet,  that  is 
precisely  what  is  done  in  every  Tory  paper  that  I  have 
examined  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  The  only  Conserva¬ 
tive  paper  published  in  English,  where  a  different  view  is 
presented,  that  has  yet  come  under  my  notice,  is  the  Mon¬ 
treal  Gazette,  where,  I  think  it  was  one  Friday,  an  article 
was  published  which  fairly  represents  the  issue  between  the 
parties.  But  not  in  any  other  Tory  paper  that  I  have  seen 
is  this  the  case. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Has  not  the  Herald  done  it? 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  thought  the  hon.  gentleman  claimed  to 
be  Independent.  My  impression  was  that  the  Montreal 
Herald  claimed  to  stand  evenly  between  the  parties. 

Mr.  MITCHELL..  So  it  does,  but  with  a  strong  leaning 
to  Conservatism,  I  am  afraid. 

Mr.  MILLS.  1  think  there  is  a  strong  leaning  that  way, 
and  that  the  bias  is  so  great,  1  would  hardly  be  willing  to 
accept  the  Herald  as  independent,  and  as  holding  the 
balance  evenly  between  the  Opposition  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Now,  the  hon.  member  for  Kings,  Nova  Scotia,  (Mr. 
Foster),  in  discussing  the  question  of  a  uniform  franchise 
said :  have  we  no  federal  rights  ?  And  he  declared  that 
provincial  rights,  so  called,  were  a  hydra  headed  monster, 
that  it  was  a  disintegrating  principle,  that  would  lead  to 
the  destruction  of  our  union  if  it  were  at  all  recognised. 
Now,  I  do  not  admit  that  contention  at  all ;  on  the  con¬ 
trary,  I  hold  that  the  chief  element  of  strength  in  the  union 
is  the  autonomy  of  Provinces,  and  the  extent  to  which  the 
federal  principle  is  recognised.  We  had  a  legislative  union 
between  Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  and  everyone  conver¬ 
sant  with  the  history  of  that  union,  knows  the  results. 
Instead  of  binding  the  Provinces  more  strongly  together, 
they  grew  more  and  more  antagonistic  to  each  other.  The 
majority  of  one  Province  was  arrayed  against  the  majority 
of  the  other,  and  it  was  only  by  Confederation  that  we  escaped 
dissolution  by  revolutionary  means.  The  hon.  gentleman 
said  the  Opposition  were  wrong  in  referring  to  the  provision 
of  the  American  constitution,  in  which  the  State  franchise 
is  adopted  for  congressional  representation.  The  hon.  gentle, 
man  said  the  adoption  of  that  franchise  was  under 
circumstances  wholly  different  from  those  which  prevail 
under  our  system  of  Government;  and  that,  under  the 
American  system,  this  provision  of  the  franchise  is  embraced 
in  the  State  constitutions.  Sir,  that  is  not  the  case. 
There  was  not  a  State  constitution  that  had  this  principle 
embraced  within  it  at  the  time  the  federal  constitution  was 
adopted.  The  State  constitutions  were  charters  that  the 
Provinces  had  received  from  the  Crown.  They  had 
power  to  fix  the  franchise  by  legislative  Act.  It  was  an 
Act  within  the  competence  of  the  State  Legislature,  when 
this  provision  of  the  constitution  was  adopted.  It  was  a 
reasonable  pi’ovision,  based  upon  the  fact  that  the  local  cir¬ 
cumstances  of  the  population  differed,  and  that  the  people 
of  each  State  knew  what  franchise  was  best  suited  to  their 
circumstances.  That  is  precisely  the  principle  that  we  have 


acted  upon  during  the  eighteen  years  that  our  union  has 
been  in  existence.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  we  were  advo¬ 
cates  of  State  rights.  Sir,  we  are  not  advocates  of  S'ate 
rights  in  the  sense  in  which  that  expression  was  used  by  the 
old  Democratic  party.  We  are  simply  contending  that, 
under  the  constitution,  each  Province  has  its  rights  that 
ought  not  to  be  interfered  with  by  this  Government,  and 
that  the  people  of  each  Province,  under  this  provision  of 
the  constitution  relating  to  representation  in  Parliament, 
should  be  allowed  to  decide  for  themselves  who  shall  possess, 
within  their  limits,  the  electoral  franchise.  The  Secretary 
of  State  said,  in  reference  to  this  question  : 

J‘  Is  it  worthy  of  our  Parliament,  is  it  according  to  the  dignity,  which 
this  Parliament  should  possess,  to  allow  the  smallest  Legislature  of  the 
smallest  Province,  not  only  to  dictate,  but  to  judge  at  its  will  and  sole 
caprice,  so  as  to  give  direction  to  the  general  politics  of  -the  country  by 
its  representation  in  the  general  Parliament.” 

Now  I  say  it  is  not  beneath  the  dignity  of  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  that  that  should  be  done.  Who  is  to  determine 
the  electoral  franchise  ?  I  say  that  primarily  it  ought  to 
be  determined  by  those  who  possess  the  franchise  at  an 
election,  whether  it  be  for  members  of  the  Local  Legislature 
or  of  this  House,  before  any  change  is  made  in  the  franchise, 
because  the  opinion  of  all  the  people  at  a  general  election 
should  be  taken  ;  whether  that  opinion  is  expressed  in  the 
Legislature  or  in  this  House,  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  people 
of  that  Province.  When  you  propose  a  general  franchise, 
you  propose  to  take  from  the  Province  the  absolute  power 
to  decide  who  shall  be  entrusted  with  the  electoral  franchise 
within  its  limits,  and  you  put  it  under  the  control  of  a 
majority  of  this  House.  The  whole  representative  body  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  may  favor  manhood  suffrage,  and  if  it  is 
introduced  here  it  may  be  voted  down.  Now,  are  not  they  the 
best  judges  of  who,  in  that  Province,  shall  exercise  the  elec¬ 
toral  franchise  ?  I  say  they  are.  I  say  it  is  the  people  who  are 
represented  in  the  local  legislature  who  are  best  qualified  to 
make  a  wise  choice.  The  same  thing  may  be  said  of  every 
other  Province.  I  do  not  know  what  the  people  of  Quebec 
require;  I  am  not  acquainted  with  the  ciicumstances  of  the 
population,  but  I  say  they  are  the  best  judges  of  what  is 
necessary  to  qualify,  in  their  Province,  for  the  exercise  of 
the  electoral  franchise.  If  you  bring  the  question  here,  you 
take  it  out  of  the  control  of  the  sixty-five  representatives  of 
Quebec,  and  you  put  it  under  the  control  of  the  210  mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House.  Every  representative  of  Quebec  might 
vote  for  one  franchise,  and  might  fail  to  obtain  it  against  the 
will  of  the  majority  here.  I  say,  therefore,  it  is  right  and 
proper  that  the  question  as  to  who  shall  exercise  the  electoral 
franchise  in  Quebec  should  be  left  to  the  people  of  that  Pro 
vince  to  determine,  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  and  intent 
of  our  constitutional  system.  And  the  same  thing  is  true 
of  every  other  Province  of  the  Dominion,  and  it 
is  neither  wise  nor  proper,  nor  in  the  public 
interest  to  take  from  the  Provinces  the  power  to  decide 
this  question.  The  hon.  member  for  West  York  (Mr. 
Wallace)  said  he  could  not  accept  Mo wat’s  Act  relating  to 
the  franchise,  and  that  it  would  disfranchise  at  least  500 
voters  in  his  own  county.  I  am  inclined  to  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  greatly  exaggerated  the  fact.  I  do 
not  believe  it  will  disfranchise  any  such  number.  When 
the  Ontario  Government  went  to  the  country  in  1883  both 
parties  declared  themselves  in  favour  of  extending  the 
electoral  franchise.  Both  committed  themselves  to  that 
principle.  Why?  Because  they  knew  public  opinion 
pointed  in  that  direction.  The  elections  took  place,  and  the 
Franchise  Bill  passed  through  the  Legislature  as  a  result  of 
those  elections.  Did  any  member  propose  to  restrict  the 
franchise;  did  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  take  such 
action  ?  Not  at  all.  He  proposed  to  go  further  and  adopt 
manhood  suffrage,  and  thereby  confer  the  franchise  on  a 
class  of  men  who  had  never  previously  possessed  it.  The 
question  was  referred  to  the  electors  in  Ontario,  those  who 


1 760 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


May  11, 


elect  members  for  this  Parliament  as  well  as  tor  the  Local 
Legislature.  They  decided  not  merely  that  the  present 
franchise  should  be  the  electoral  qualification  for 
voters  at  provincial  elections,  but  also  for  elections  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  They  knew  what  the  provision  of  the 
law  of  1814  was.  They  knew  that  an  extension  of  the  fran¬ 
chise  must  extend  to  the  House  of  Commons  as  well  as  to 
the  Local  Legislature.  The  people  decided  that  the  exten¬ 
sion  should  take  place.  With  respect  to  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  member" for  West  York,  as  to  500  voters  being  dis¬ 
franchised  in  his  constituency  by  the  MowatBill,  I  am  satis¬ 
fied  that  not  a  dozen  voters  are  disfranchised.  The  prin¬ 
ciple  of  that  Bill  is  that  there  shall  be  one  vote  for  one  man, 
and  that  a  man  shall  vote  in  the  constituency  where  he 
resides  and  nowhere  else.  Why  should  a  man  holding 
$100,000  worth  of  property  in  one  constituency  have  one  vote, 
while  a  man  holding  $10,000  worth  of  property  in  ten  consti¬ 
tuencies  should  have  ten  votes.  If  it  is  not  intended  to  give 
representation  to  wealth,  then  one  vote  only  should  be  given 
to  one  man,  or  else  a  vote  should  be  given  for  so  many  dol¬ 
lars  worth  of  property.  There  is  no  middle  principle. 
Either  you  have  representation  of  property,  as  of  a  bank¬ 
ing  institution,  or  you  have  representation  of  persons, 
a  man  of  ability  and  influence  should  exercise  those  quali¬ 
fications  upon  other  members  of  the  community  and  not  by 
having  additional  votes  because  he  happens  to  possess  half 
a  dozen  properties  in  as  many  constituencies.  Under  the 
old  law  if  a  man  had  ten  village  lots  worth  $200  each,  in 
len  different  constituencies,  he  had  ten  votes;  but  if  he  had 
$100,000  worth  of  property  in  one  constituency  he  had  only 
one  vote.  And  yet  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  con¬ 
tended  that  a  law  containing  such  anomalies  ought  to  be 
perpetuated.  There  is  nothing  to  prevent  an  amendment 
being  made  to  the  present  Ontario  law,  retaining  that 
system  if  it  were  thought  that  the  principle  is  a  wise 
one.  There  has  been  no  necessity  shown  for  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House,  neither  by  the  first  Minister  nor  by  any 
hon.  gentleman  opposite.  No  one  has  shown  that 

the  present  law  has  worked  unsatisfactorily,  that 

any  wrong  has  been  done  under  it,  that  any 
class  of  the  community  has  suffered  injustice  in 
consequence  of  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  propounded 
a  measure  whieh  is  revolutionary  in  its  character,  a  measure 
destructive  of  the  principle  of  Parliamentary  Government, 
a  measure  which  is  an  act  of  legislation  in  the  interests  of 
a  party  and  not  for  the  purpose  of  correcting  any  defect  in 
our  constitutional  system.  The  hon.  gentleman  first  pro¬ 
posed  to  give  certain  classes  of  women  votes.  He  did  not, 
however,  undertake  to  show  the  necessity  of  it,  or  that  it 
was  demanded  by  the  women  themselves,  or  as  to  how  many 
would  be  enfranchised  under  it.  Take,  again,  the  Indian 
clause.  Here  we  had  a  most  extraordinary  change  proposed 
in  our  constitutional  system,  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  did 
not  say  a  word  as  to  the  number  of  Indians  who  would  be 
enfranchised,  nothing  with  respect  to  their  intelligence,  as 
to  how  many  could  read  and  write  and  as  to  the  number  who 
took  newspapers.  He  said  nothing  to  show  that  those 
people  were  demanding  the  franchise,  or  that  they  would 
be  benefited  if  it  were  conferred  upon  them.  We  know 
the  contrary.  It  is  a  proposal  to  enfranchise  a  large 
number  of  persons  who  are  wards  of  the  State,  who  are 
under  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  personal  control,  .who 
will  be  directly  influenced  by  his  agents  and  deputies; 
and  yet  there  was  not  a  word  said  to  show  that  those 
people  were  demanding  the  suffrage  or  that  they  were  qualifi¬ 
ed  to  exercise  it.  All  the  information  which  it  is  usual  for  a 
Minister  to  give  under  such  circumstances  was  withheld. 
An  attack  was  made  upon  the  propriety  of  making  property 
a  test  of  the  qualification  of  a  voter  ;  and  yet  notwithstand- 
ing  that  attack,  made  for  the  purpose  of  defending  the  pro¬ 
position  to  give  Indians  votes,  we  find  that  is  the  basis  of  the 
Bill  with  respect  to  all  other  voters.  In  my  opinion  it  is  im- 
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possible  to  support  such  a  Bill  without  deliberately  intending 
to  change  our  whole  constitutional  system.  It  is  impossible 
to  regard  those  who  support  such  a  proposition  as  other 
than  hostile  to  our  present  system  of  parliamentary  Gov¬ 
ernment.  There  is  a  motto  of  the  Crown,  “  God  and 
my  right,”  and  that  is  the  motto  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House  in  opposing  this  monstrous  proposition. 
We  propose,  Sir,  to  stand  up  for  the  higher  law.  We  pro¬ 
pose  to  stand  up  in  this  House  for  that  which  is  right.  We 
propose  to  defend  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people  of 
this  country  against  an  attempt  to  overturn  them  by  tho 
provisions  of  this  Bill.  We  propose  to  retain  to  the  people 
of  Canada  the  right  to  control  the  elective  franchise  for 
themselves,  instead  of  putting  it  in  the  bauds  of  a  M  nister, 
who  is  resolved  to  keep  himself  in  power  no  matter  what 
may  be  the  views  of  the  people  of  this  country.  Sir,  I  dare 
say  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  represent  the  Province 
of  Quebec  in  this  House,  will  remember  the  story  of  Fran¬ 
cois  Hertel,  the  hero  of  the  Long  Sault;  how  he  with 
eighteen  others,  held  at  bay  several  hundred  Indians,  who 
had  resolved  to  exterminate  the  French  race  on  the  St. 
St.  Lawrence.  They  will  remember  how  that  small  band 
of  heroes — for  they  were  such,  no  less  than  those  who 
fought  at  Thermopylae—  how  they  held  those  savages  at 
bay  for  weeks  together,  and  by  the  sacrifice  of  their  lives 
defended  the  lives  and  liberties  of  the  people  of  Quebec.  The 
question  of  whether  there  should  be  a  French  system  or  a 
French  race  in  Canada  was  decided  atthe  Long  Sault  by  Fran¬ 
cois  Hertel  and  those  who  manfully  fought  with  him.  We  are 
here  to  day  in  a  fight  not  less  significant.  We  are  here  to-day 
in  a  battle  upon  which  issues  quite  as  important  hang.  We 
are  here  to-day  seeking  to  defend  tfee  maintenance  of  British 
Government  in  this  country,  as  against  the  South  American 
system  which  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  introduce. 
We  are  here  to-day  to  decide  whether  the  people  of  this 
country  shall  continue  to  be  governed  under  the  British 
system,  or  whether  they  will  put  their  liberties  and  rights 
into  the  hands  of  an  ambitious  Minister,  to  determine  in  the 
future  as  he  may  think  best.  That  is  the  issue.  We  are 
here  as  the  guardians  of  the  people’s  rights  and  liberties. 
We  are  here  to  do  our  whole  duty  and  nothing  but  our  duty. 
We  are  here  to  inform  the  people  of  this  country  as  to  the 
true  character  of  this  measure,  and  I  have  no  doubt  as  to 
tho  conslusion  to  which  they  will  come.  I  do  not  believe 
they  are  ready  to  take  sides  with  the  burglar  against  tho 
bell-man.  I  do  not  believe  that  those  who  are  being 
warned  of  the  danger  which  threatens  them  are  indignant 
with  the  watchman  who  tells  them  of  the  danger, 
rather  than  with  the  enemy  who  is  seeking  to  destroy 
that  which  they  hold  dear.  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  told 
the  House  this  afternoon  that  he  had  no  one  to  complain  of 
among  the  leaders  on  this  side,  except  myself — that  they 
had  all  acted  quite  fairly  and  legitimately  except  me.  Well, 
Sir,  I  was  somewhat  at  a  loss  to  know  what  egregious 
offence  I  had  committed.  I  had  said  very  little  on 
the  Bill.  I  had  discussed  the  propriety  of  a  postponement, 
I  think  for  about  half  an  hour ;  l  had  discussed  the  import¬ 
ance  of  an  adjournment  at,  I  think,  eight  or  nine  u’clock  in 
the  morning.  What  did  the  hon.  gentleman  do  ?  If  1 
offended  I  am  quite  ready  to  justify  the  act.  I  have  done 
nothing  I  regret.  I  have  done  nothing  of  which  I  am 
satisfied  my  constituents  or  the  country  will  complain.  I 
am  here  to  do  my  duty  and  my  whole  duty,  and  there  is 
nothing  the  hon.  gentleman  can  say,  whether  it  be  offensive 
or  otherwise,  which  will  hinder  me  in  the  smallest  degree 
from  discharging  those  duties  which  I  believe  my  con¬ 
stituents  and  the  country  require  at  my  hand.  I  am 
satisfied  corruption  wins  not  more  than  honesty,  and  I  have 
not  the  slightest  fear  whether  the  hon.  gentleman  will  suc¬ 
ceed  or  fail — and  I  believe  he  will  fail,  because  he  ought  to 
fail,  and  I  believe  the  country  is  coming  to  that  conclusion 
very  rapidly — I  say  whether  he  succeeds  or  fails  here,  I 
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have  no  doubt  he  will  fail  in  the  country,  for  our  aims  are 
our  country’s,  our  God’s  and  truth  of  his  power,  and  I  care 
hut  little  for  the  malevolonce  or  the  threats  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men.  I  am  satisfied  the  country  will  sustain  us  in  resisting 
to  the  utmost  a  measure  which  was  properly  characterised 
by  the  leader  on  this  side  as  an  infamous  measure. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  As  I  understand,  Mr.  Chairman,  there  are 
three  propositions  before  this  committee :  A  proposition  by 
the  First  Minister  that  there  shall  be  a  certain  franchise  for 
cities  and  towns,  an  amendment  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton),  that  we  shall  adopt  the  franchise 
of  the  several  provinces,  and  an  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Macdonald),  that 
we  shall  make  an  exception  in  the  case  of  that  island,  and 
leave  the  franchise  of  that  Province  as  it  is  at  present.  As  I 
understand  parliamentary  practice,  it  is  not  usual,  when  the 
House  is  in  committee  to  discuss  anything  except  simply 
the  clause  under  consideration.  But,  Sir,  that  rule  has 
been  relaxed  to  a  very  great  extent  on  this  occasion.  I  am 
not  sorry  for  it,  because  it  enables  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
to  discuss  the  question  as  frequently  as  they  like.  They 
have  been  able  to  repeat  their  speeches  over  and  over 
again,  to  repeat  them  worse  than  in  the  first  place,  and  yet 
they  are  not  satisfied, — they  still  desire  to  go  on  and  speak, 
no  matter  how  obstructive  they  may  appear.  Now  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  occupied 
the  time  of  this  committee  for  something  like  three  hour’s. 
Two  hours  and  three  quarters  of  that  speech  were  occupied 
in  quoting  passages  from  the  Encyclopedia  Britannica  ;  a 
portion  in  speaking  of  the  history  of  the  United  States  aud 
its  institutions,  a  large  portion  devoted  to  giving  us  the 
history  of  the  different  franchises  in  the  several  States, - 
a  large  number  of  extracts  from  Bancroft  and  other 
writers,  and  a  long  dissertation  about  the  advantages 
of  universal  suffrage,  and,  Sir,  what  was  left  of  the 
speech  was  a  little  loud-mouthed  ranting  against  the 
present  Government,  and  charges  against  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  and  their  supporters  ot  violating  the  principles 
of  the  constitution  and  sacrificing  the  privileges  and 
rights  of  the  people.  That  is  the  sum  and  substance  of  that 
speech.  In  other  words,  strip  off  the  Yankeeism  and  nothing 
whatever  is  left  of  it.  Now,  Sir,  the  Opposition  cannot  at  all 
complain  of  the  course  we  have  adopted  during  this  debate. 
We  have  allowed  those  gentlemen  to  read  the  speeches 
they  prepared  in  the  Library;  we  have  made  no  objection 
to  that,  although  it  is  contrary  to  Parliamentary  usage. 
We  have  allowed  hon,  gentlemen  to  read  their  speeches, 
to  send  them  in  to  the  reporters,  to  send  copies  to  their  own 
papers  and  periodicals  to  be  printed.  We  have  allowed  the 
utmost  latitude  in  this  debate.  We  have  allowed  them  to 
degrade  all  Parliamentary  rules,  by  their  reckless  assertions, 
by  charges  which  no  honorable  men  should  make  on  the 
floor  of  any  House  of  Parliament.  We  have  allowed  these 
hon.  gentlemen,  I  say,  the  utmost  latitude ;  we  have  allowed 
them  to  discuss  this  question  day  after  day  and  night  after 
night  for  a  period  of  about  three  weeks;  yet  they  are  not 
satisfied.  They  say  the  country  has  not  yet  been  informed 
upon  the  measure,  and  the  hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr. 
Mulock)  tells  us  that  they  have  only  entered  on  the  thresh- 
hold  of  this  measure,  and  that  they  intend  to  keep  it  up  for 
a  great  length  of  time.  Well,  Sir,  to  that  we  have  no  objec¬ 
tion,  so  long  as  they  can  satisfy  the  country  that  they  are 
acting  in  the  right  way ;  but,  Sir,  I  will  warn  those  hon. 
gentlemen  that  they  must  recollect  that  this  debating  for  a 
series  of  three  or  four  weeks  upon  a  question  that  does  not 
require  more  than  a  day  or  two  of  discussion  on  different 
points,  will  involve  an  expenditure  of  a  large  amount  of 
money.  They  must  recollect  that  there  have  been  350  odd 
speeches  made  by  forty-nine  members  of  Parliament  at  a 
cost  to  this  country  of  some  $80,000  or  $70,000  extra. 
While  they  complain  of  the  large  amount  of  money  to  be 
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expended  in  preparing  the  voters’  lists  and  paying  the 
officers  to  be  appointed  under  this  Act,  they  must 
remember  that  they  are  causing,  by  this  useless  debate, 
a  cost  to  the  country  larger  than  the  preparation  of 
all  the  voters’  lists  will  cost  in  the  first  year. 
I  am  one  of  those  who  freely  admits  that  the  Parliamentary 
minority  have  the  right  to  be  respected ;  that  they  have  their 
rights  equally  well  with  the  majority  in  Parliament.  We 
have  conceded  to  them  their  rights,  and  have  not  endeavored 
to  infringe  on  them  ;  but  I  must  tell  these  hon.  gentlemen 
that  they  must  conform  to  the  rules  of  Parliament,  to  consti¬ 
tutional  rules,  and  allow  the  majority  to  govern,  so  long  as 
that  majority  expresses  the  will  of  the  people ;  and  the  best 
proof  I  can  give  that  we  do  express  the  will  of  the  people  is, 
that  twice  we  have  had  the  verdict  of  the  people  in  our 
favor.  Therefore  it  must  be  assumed  that  the  majority  in 
this  House  fairly  represents  the  feelings  of  the  people ;  and 
so  long  as  they  do  that,  according  to  the  usages  of  constitu¬ 
tional  Government,  they  have  a  right  to  have  their  will 
obeyed  and  enforced,  so  long  as  they  keep  within  constitu¬ 
tional  bounds  ;  and  it  makes  no  difference  whether  we  remain 
here  until  next  December  or  not,  the  majority  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  feeling  that  they  are  representing  the  views 
of  the  people  from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other,  are 
determined  to  see  this  Bill  carried,  no  matter  what  the  con¬ 
sequences  to  the  Opposition  may  be.  Hon.  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  have  made  appeals  to  the  passions 
and  prejudices  of  the  different  classes  of  electors  throughout 
the  country.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charl¬ 
ton)  strongly  appealed  to  the  Lower  Canadians  to  vote  down 
this  Bill,  for  fear  that  they  might  some  day  have  woman  suff¬ 
rage  forced  upon  them,  and  at  the  same  time  we  find  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  friends  voting  for  woman  suffrage  and 
endeavoring  to  force  it  upon  them  whether  they  will  or  not. 
That  is  a  specimen  of  the  consistency  of  these  hon.  gentle¬ 
men.  Now,  Sir,  the  principle  of  this  Bill  has  been  admitted 
on  the  second  reading,  and  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  an 
opportunity  to  discuss  it  in  all  its  details.  They  could,  as 
the  right  Lon.  First  Minister  said  this  afternoon,  offer  sug¬ 
gestions  to  this  side  of  the  House,  and,  if  they  were  found 
satisfactory,  they  would  receive  favourable  consideration  at 
his  hands.  The  hon.  First  Minister  has  not  laid  down  a 
cast-iron  theory,  so  far  as  the  different  clauses  are  con¬ 
cerned.  The  principle  of  the  Bill  has  been  adopted  by  a 
large  majority  of  this  House,  and  yet  hon.  gentlemen  stand 
up  night  after  night  and  speak  on  the  general  principle  of 
it.  If  they  are  determined  to  meet  this  question  fairly  and 
squarely  and  to  discuss  the  Bill  on  its  merits,  there  will  bo  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  the  way  of  their  placing  their  views 
before  the  Government,  and,  no  doubt  about  those  views 
receiving  full  consideration  at  the  hands  of  the  Government. 
Those  hon.  gentlemen  have  shown  their  inconsistency  all 
through  the  debate.  They  argue  in  favor  of  Provincial 
franchises  ;  they  say  it  is  an  infringement  upon  Provincial 
rights  to  endeavor  to  have  a  uniform  franchise  in  all  the 
Provinces  ;  and  while  making  that  statement  what  do  we 
find  them  doing?  We  find  them  deliberately,  for  a  party 
purpose,  advocating  female  suffrage  when  they  know  it  is 
not  recognised  by  the  different  Provinces  ;  and  I  venture  to 
assert  that  this  fight  in  this  Parliament  does  not  come  from 
the  several  Provinces  of  the  Dominion.  The  whole  fight 
comes  from  Ontario ;  there  is  hardly  a  speaker  who  is  not 
an  Ontario  member ;  and  these  gentlemen  seem  determined, 
whether  this  House  desires  it  or  not,  that  the  franchise 
adopted  in  Ontario  shall  be  the  franchise  for  the  Dominion 
Parliament  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  But  see  how  incon¬ 
sistent  they  are ;  while  they  ask  us  to  adopt  a  provin¬ 
cial  franchise  for  Ontario  which  does  not  recognise  female 
suffrage,  they  stand  up  in  this  Legislature  and  argtie  for  48 
hours  that  we  should  have  female  suffrage.  If  they  had 
carried  that  resolution  the  other  night  and  female  suffrage 
had  been  adopted,  the  consequence  would  have  been  that 
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we  should  have  been  compelled  to  have  our  voters’  lists  differ¬ 
ent  from  the  "Provincial  voters’  lists ;  and  yet  they  tell 
us  that  they  desire  to  have  provincial  franchises  adopted  by 
this  Legislature.  But,  says  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen),  we  are  prepared  to  accept  the 
franchise  as  it  now  exists  in  Ontario,  no  matter  how  it  may 
be  changed  in  the  future.  Is  that  a  correct  principle  ?  If 
you  once  adopt  the  provincial  franchises,  and  recognize  the 
principle  that  the  Local  Legislatures  have  the  right  to  fix 
the  franchises,  then  we  must  accept,  from  time  to  time,  what¬ 
ever  franchises  they  choose  to  adopt.  But  these  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  say,  we  will  will  meet  you  half  way ;  adopt  the 
franchise  that  now  exists,  no  matter  what  it  will  be  in  the 
future.  Well,  Sir,  we  have  the  past  record  of  these  hon. 
gentlemen.  We  can  see  exactly  what  course  they  pursued 
in  1874.  While  they  were  strong  advocates  of  provincial 
rights,  they  were  willing  then  to  interfere  with  the  franchise 
of  Prince  Edward  Island.  I  recollect  well  what  a  cry  there 
was  in  this  Legislature  at  that  time,  and  how  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Laird  was  abused  for  introducing  a  clause  in  the  Bill  then, 
before  the  House,  by  which  a  number  of  people  in 
Prince  Edward  Island  should  be  disfranchised.  They 
were  willing  then  to  accept  the  franchise  which  was  the 
basis  of  the  election  of  members  for  the  Upper 
House  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
force  on  the  other  Provinces  their  provincial  franchises. 
Another  very  important  feature  of  this  debate,  which  shows 
the  inconsistency  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  is  the  manner 
in  which  they  advocated  manhood  suffrage.  There  is  hardly 
a  gentleman  from  Ontario,  who  has  spoken  in  this  debate,  who 
has  not  spoken  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage.  If  they  are 
sincere  in  that,  knowing  that  their  own  party  in  the  Pro¬ 
vincial  Legislature  refused  manhood  suffrage,  how  is  it 
possible  to  adopt  the  provincial  franchise,  and  to  have  man¬ 
hood  suffrage  for  this  Parliament  ?  That  shows  exactly 
how  consistent  these  hon.  gentlemen  are,  and  how  desirous 
they  are  to  protect  provincial  interests.  But  we  know  that 
these  hon.  gentlemen  have  a  record  so  far  as  the  provincial 
franchise  is  concerned.  I  recollect  that  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  when  making  his  famous  Aurora  speech, 
declared  in  favor  of  compulsory  voting.  He  has  never 
relinquished  that  view ;  and  this  shows  distinctly,  if  we 
place  ourselves  at  the  mercy  of  Ontario,  what  we  shall  be 
brought  to.  Within  the  last  few  days,  we  find  the  Globe, 
the  organ  of  the  party  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  advo¬ 
cating  the  same  thing.  We  find  in  the  paper  of  the  10th 
this  statement : 

“  The  names  of  the  voters  who  had  failed  to  vote  should  be  struck  ofl 
as  a  stigma  for  neglect  of  duty  unless  one  of  several  recognised  pleas  of 
justification  is  at  the  proper  time  entered.  This  should  be  done  for  the 
purpose  of  emphasising  the  idea  that  in  a  self  governing  country  it  is  a 
duty  to  vote.” 

That  is  one  of  those  other  views  of  the  organ  and  of  the 
party,  and  those  views  are  in  accord  with  the  views  of  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  which  were  dealt  with  so  unmer¬ 
cifully  by  the  same  organ  in  1874 ;  but,  as  I  say,  if  we 
adopt  the  provincial  franchises,  we  must  subject  ourselves 
to  those  periodical  changes  which  will  be  made  according 
to  the  whims  and  impulses  of  gentlemen  on  the  other  side. 
We  have  had  on  this  occasion  as  on  former  ones,  hon. 
gentlemen  of  the  Opposition  prophecying  what  will  be  the 
result  if  this  measure  be  passed.  The  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s  P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies),  who  usually  is  good  tempered 
and  shows  a  considerable  amount  of  good  feeling  towards 
members  of  this  side,  waxed  wroth  and  warned  us,  if  we  pass 
ed  this  Bill,  what  the  consequences  would  be.  I  wondered 
whether  it  was  the  warning  that  ho  received  a  short  time 
ago  from  his  own  county  that  made  him  so  angry  ;  I  won¬ 
dered  whether  the  recent  return  of  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Jen¬ 
kins)  from  Queen’s  County,  P.E.I.,  by  a  large  majority,  was 
the  reason  why  he  treated  us  to  so  much  abuse,  and  prophe¬ 
sied  we  were  going  to  be  dofeated.  No  doubt  the  hon. 
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gentleman  feels  somewhat  chagrined  at  the  position  he 
occupies,  and  some  excuse  may  bo  made  for  his  uttering 
these  prophesies.  But  he  is  not  the  only  prophet;  the  poet 
of  that  party,  the  hon.  gentleman  who  lately  received  his 
seat  by  the  grace  of  Mr.  Mowat,  I  mean  the  member  for 
West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  although  on  the  female  franchise 
question  he  did  not  know  where  he  stood,  although  after 
speaking  two  hours  on  this  question,  he  could  not  make  up 
his  mind  what  position  he  would  take,  but  said  he  wanted 
first  to  see  how  the  feeling  was  on  this  side, — he  also 
indulged  in  prophecy  couched  in  the  following  language  : 

“  I  do  not  believe  any  hon.  gentlemen  can  go  back  and  face  their  con¬ 
stituents  successfully  after  doing  that.  I  believe  that  the  indignation 
of  the  constituents  who  will  be  left  out,  will  be  so  great  that  the  mem¬ 
ber  will  suffer  the  consequence  of  the  Act.” 

If  that  be  so,  what  is  the  use  of  all  this  debate  ?  Why  not 
allow  the  verdict  to  go  by  default  ?  Why  not  allow  the 
Bill  to  pass,  if  we  are  to  be  condemned  by  the  electors  at 
the  polls  ?  But  hon;  gentlemen  opposite  know  better.  They 
know  right  well  that  we  are  acting  in  the  interests  of  the 
people,  that  we  are  not  betraying  their  trust ;  and  that,  as 
in  1879  and  in  1882,  the  verdict  will  again  be  granted  in 
our  favour  should  we  go  to  the  polls.  The  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s,  P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies)  said: 

“  I  warn  them  they  will  be  brought  face  to  face  with  the  people  whose 
rights  they  are  surrendering  and  violating.” 

We  have  also  prophetic  utterances  from  the  organ  of  the 
party  on  the  6th  of  May,  when  it  said  : 

“  Let  the  Franchise  Bill  pass,  with  its  Indian  voters’  clause  and  its 
lawyer-made  voters’  clause,  and  the  Tory  conspirators  will  soon  learn 
thax  Canada  is  too  hot  a  place  for  them.” 

Why  not  let  the  Bill  pass  if  we  are  going  to  be  condemned 
at  the  polls  ?  Why  not  let  the  condemnation  come  ?  Let 
the  Bill  pass  with  all  its  iniquitous  revising  barristers  and 
Indian  clauses.  But,  no  ;  they  know  better.  Hon  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  have  repeatedly  declared  in  their  speeches, 
that  we  are  invading  provincial  rights  by  passing 
this  Act.  Three  or  four  of  the  gentlemen  who  have  last 
spoken  have  declared  that  we  have  the  power  to  pass  this 
Act,  while  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John  (Mr.  Weldon) 
still  protests  that  wo  have  not  the  power.  It  is  just 
as  well  to  place  upon  record  what  is  the  law  on  that  sub¬ 
ject,  as  determined  by  the  founders  of  our  constitution,  to 
show  how  inconsistent  these  gentlemen  are  in  their  speeches, 
to  show  how  various  are  the  views  they  have  expressed  in 
Parliament  upon  that  question,  in  order  that  the  electors 
may  see  exactly  the  position  we  occupy  in  this  country. 
The  hon.  member  for  North  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen) 
who  no  doubt  is  a  high  constitutional  authority,  and  who 
can  talk  as  much  and  say  as  little  as  any  person  in  or  out 
of  Parliament,  declared  boldly  that  we  have  not  the  power 
to  pass  this  Bill.  The  hon.  member  for  Brome  (Mr.  Fisher) 
says  he  thinks  we  have  a  technical  right  to  pass  the  Bill, 
but  he  believes  we  have  no  right  to  infringe  on  the  rights 
of  the  Provinces.  In  his  speech  he  made  this  observa¬ 
tion  : — 

“  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  that  it  is  the  right  of  this  Parliament 
to  pass  this  measure.  No  one  on  this  side  of  the  House  has  denied  that 
Parliament  possesses  the  legal  and  technical  right.” 

And  yet  the  hon.  gentloman  goes  on  to  say  wa  are  infringing 
upon  provincial  rights.  The  hon.  member  for  Quebec  East 
(Mr,  Laurier)  says  : 

“  No  one  has  contended  that  it  is  not  within  the  power  of  this  Govern¬ 
ment  to  enact  such  a  law.  No,  no  one  has  disputed  it.  It  must  be 
admitted  by  everyone  that  it  is  within  the  power  of  every  Parliament  to 
regulate  the  franchise  to  elect  members  to  that  Parliament.” 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say  : 

“We  contend  that  it  is  not  within  the  spirit  of  the  constitution  to 
have  two  separate  bodies  of  electors,  one  for  the  Provinces  and  oce  for 
the  Dominion.” 

He  admits  in  one  breath  that  we  have  the  right,  while 
in  another  ho  says  we  have  not.  Another  high  constitu- 
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tional  authority,  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John  (Mr.  Weldon), 
seems  to  have  made  up  his  mind  positively  on  the  question, 
and  his  decided  opinion  is  that  we  have  not  the  power. 
He  said  : 

“  I  believe  that  the  power  of  regulating  the  franchise  is  rightly 
vested  in  the  Province.  I  believe  that  the  people  in  their  Local  Legis¬ 
lature  are  the  parties  who  have  the  right  to  regulate  the  franchise,  and 
that  is  one  of  their  civil  rights  which  may  fairly  be  said  to  be  under  the 
control  ot  the  Local  Legislature.” 

There  we  have  the  different  opinions  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  and  I  will,  therefore,  in  order  to  set  the  matter  at 
rest,  place  upon  record  the  views  of  one  of  the  founders  of 
our  constitution,  a  gentleman  whose  opinions  are  recognised 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  as  undoubted  authority,  a 
gentleman  who  on  constitutional  questions  was  looked  upon 
as  a  very  high  authority.  I  refer  to  the  Hon.  George 
Brown.  His  opinion  will  settle  the  question,  I  believe,  so 
far  as  this  debate  is  concerned.  I  hope  these  legal  lumin¬ 
aries  who  ai  e  so  apt  to  place  their  views  on  record  before  the 
House  on  legal  questions  will  see,  so  far  as  this  Bill  is  con¬ 
cerned,  that  we  have  the  right  to  pass  it,  whether  there  be 
necessity  for  it  or  not.  The  Hon.  George  Brown  said  : 

“  It  has  also  been  objected  that  though  the  resolutions  provided  that 
existing  Parliaments  of  Canada  shall  establish  the  electoral  divisions  for 
the  first  organization  of  the  Federal  Parliament,  they  do  not  determine 
in  whose  hands  the  duty  of  distributing  any  additional  members  is  to 
be  voted.  No  doubt  on  this  head  need  exist.  The  Federal  Parliament 
will,  of  course,  have  power  to  regulate  all  arrangements  for  the  election 
of  its  new  members.  ” 

So  that  those  who  knew  best  what  the  Act  really  meant 
declared  that  this  Parliament  has  the  right  to  regulate  its 
own  franchise.  Then  we  find  that,  in  regard  to  a  measure 
affecting  the  franchise  which  was  introduced  in  1869,  the 
organ  of  the  party  used  this  language,  showing  that  the 
Reform  party  was  of  opinion  that  the  Dominion  franchise 
should  be  settled  by  this  Parliament  and  that  we  should  not 
be  dependent  on  the  uncertain  franchises  of  the  Provinces  . 

“  The  Provinces  moreover  are  constantly  altering  their  assessment 
laws  and  it  would  hardly  do  to  pass  a  new  electiou  law  for  the  Dominion 
every  time  the  mode  of  assessment  changes  in  the  Provinces.  A  way  out 
of  the  difficulty  might  be  found  in  accepting  the  franchise  as  adopted 
(not  to  be  changed)  in  the  different  Provinces  a3  the  franchise  of  the 
Dominion,  but  that  would  be  at  the  expense  of  uniformity.  If  we  intend 
to  avoid  the  inconsistencies  in  the  United  States  [how  does  the  hon. 
member  for  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  like  that?]  and  to  have  the  same 
conditions  confer  the  Dominion  franchise  on  all  parts  of  the  Dominion, 
we  cannot  leave  the  qualification  or  regulation  of  voters  to  the  Pro¬ 
vinces.” 

So  you  will  see  that,  at  that  time,  it  was  fully  understood 
and  conceded  that,  sooner  or  later,  they  must  have  the 
franchise  fixed  and  determined  by  this  Parliament.  Then 
we  recollect  that,  when  the  Bill  was  introduced  in  1870,  to 
regulate  the  franchise,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  who 
spoke  long  upon  that  question,  who  discussed  the  Bill  in  all 
its  details,  said  not  a  word  against  this  Parliament,  fixing 
its  own  franchise.  Those  who  were  then  in  Parliament  will 
recollect  that  a  motion  was  made  in  1870  by  Mr.  Ferguson, 
seconded  by  Mr.  Drew,  that  the  franchises  of  the  several 
Provinces  should  be  the  franchise  recognised  by  the  Domin¬ 
ion.  That  resolution  received  no  favor  at  the  hands  of  the 
House.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  did  not  speak  in  favor 
of  it,  did  not  recognise  it ;  on  the  contrary  it  was  lost  with¬ 
out  a  division,  or,  as  we  call  it,  “  lost  on  a  division,”  the 
House  not  being  divided  upon  it.  Then,  on  April  22nd, 
1874,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  speaking  upon  this  sub¬ 
ject  said  : 

“He  denied  that  in  passing  the  Bill,  Government  were  abandoning 
the  power  of  regulating  the  franchise.  The  House  hid  not  exercised 
that  franchise  for  many  years,  and  if  it  turned  out  that  the  Province 
abused  that  power,  the  House  had  the  power  of  taking  it  into  their  own 
hands.’  ’ 

Our  justification  for  passing  this  Act  is  that  Ontario  has 
abused  its  powers  and  has  usurped  a  power  which 
it  had  no  right  to  usurp.  Since  these  gentlemen 
have  spoken  so  much  about  our  violating  the  provin¬ 


cial  rights,  and  violating  the  trust  of  the  people,  I 
propose,  though  I  know  it  is  distasteful  to  my  hon.  friend 
from  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson),  to  bring  these  gentlemen 
face  to  face  with  their  own  record,  and  to  show  that  the 
Beform  party  in  this  Province  has  studiously  and  system¬ 
atically,  since  1866,  opposed  the  extension  of  the  franchise, 
opposed  the  rights  of  the  lower  orders,  as  they  call  them, 
opposed  the  rights  of  the  people,  opposed  the  rights  of  the 
poor  man,  and  sought  to  keep  the  franchise  limited  to  pro¬ 
perty,  and  to  keep  it  as  high  as  possible.  I  am  sorry  I  am 
obliged  to  annoy  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant,  by 
bringing  him  face  to  face  with  his  record,  but  I  cannot  help 
it.  I  shall  first  take  the  year  1866.  In  the  old  Parliament 
of  Canada,  an  effort  was  made  to  reduce  the  franchise  in 
cities  from  $600  to  $500.  My  hon.  friend  the  Postmaster 
General,  made  a  very  strong  appeal  to  the  House  in  favor 
of  that  reduction,  but  every  leading  Beformer  in  that  Par¬ 
liament  voted  that  the  franchise  should  be  kept  at  $600. 
But  the  hon.  member  was  rather  tenacious  of  his  opinion. 
He  was  a  member  of  the  first  Conservative  Government  of 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  I  had  the  pleasure  of  support¬ 
ing  him  during  the  whole  time  he  was  in  that  legislature. 
The  very  first  act  he  did,  in  1868,  was  to  reduce  the  fran¬ 
chise  in  cities  to  $500,  in  towns  to  $300,  and  in  villages  and 
townships  to  $200. 

Mr.  CABLING.  $400  in  cities. 

Mr.  BYKERT.  No,  $500  first.  In  1868,  he  reduced  it 
in  cities  to  $500 ;  the  following  year  he  followed  that  up 
by  reducing  it  to  $400,  $300  and  $200 ;  but  something  very 
remarkable  took  place  during  the  course  of  that  debate. 
An  hon.  gentleman  who  then  occupied  a  seat  in  that  House 
for  the  County  of  Welland,  who  was  rather  democratic  in 
his  views,  as  these  gentlemen  then  supposed,  moved  that 
the  franchise  be  reduced  in  townships  from  $200  to  $1C0. 
One  would  suppose,  after  hearing  the  speech  of  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  and  the  views  expressed  by  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  on  this  question,  that  the  hon.  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  would  have  voted  for  that,  but  we  find  that 
he  and  my  genial  friend  from  South  Perth  (Mr.  Trow) 
voted  against  that  proposition  as  an  invasion  upon  the  rights 
of  the  people.  My  hon.  friend  from  South  Perth  will 
recollect  that  very  well.  Mr.  Blake,  1  beg  his  pardon,  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  was  very  indignant  at  that  time. 
He  used  this  language  : 

“He  thought  the  member  for  Victoria  (Mr.  Cockburn)  had  let  the  cat 
out  of  the  bag.  The  real  difficulty  was  net  that  persons  were  prevented 
by  the  election  law  from  voting  who  ought  to  vote,  but  that  the  system 
of  assessment  was  defective.  People  were  anxious,  on  the  one  hand,  to 
vote,  but  were  anxious,  on  the  other  hand,  to  pay  a  very  small  tax.  The 
hon.  gentleman  said  that,  in  the  new  townships,  they  did  not  care  to  be 
assesssed  at  more  than  $1  per  acre  ;  because,  in  that  case,  when  the 
county  council  came  to  equalise  the  assessment,  injustice  would  be  doDe 
them.  The  result  of  this  feeling  was  that  a  nefarious  system  of  sham 
and  mock  assessment  was  carried  on  in  the  country.  The  assessments 
were  ridiculously  small — a  state  of  things  degrading  to  the  morals  of 
the  country.  It  might  be  that  in  a  very  few  cases,  in  townships  and 
villages,  there  might  be  a  man  intelligent  enough  to  exercise  the  fran¬ 
chise,  who  was  the  owner  of  a  lot  and  house  on  which  he  resided,  really 
worth  no  more  than  $200 — but  this  must  be  a  God-forsaken  part  of  the 
country,  and  the  domicile  must  be  of  a  peculiar  description.” 

That  was  the  opinion  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  then. 
He  thought  it  must  be  a  God-forsaken  part  of  the  country 
where  the  franchise  should  be  reduced  lower  than  $200,  and 
where  a  man  would  not  have  property  worth  that  to  vote 
upon.  We  find  also  that  my  hon.  friend  from  South  Perth,  on 
that  occasion,  made  a  somewhat  short  speech,  but  to  the 
point,  as  usaal.  He  said  : 

“  He  thought  the  franchise  low  enough,  but  particularly  in  the  rura 
districts.” 

That  is  the  way  he  is  reported  in  his  organ  of  December  4th, 
1868.  He  wanted  to  keep  it  up  to  $'300.  Then  a  motion 
was  made  in  favor  of  female  suffrage,  and  I  would  direct 
the  attention  of  the  Opposition  to  the  views  of  their  leader 
at  that  time.  A  few  nights  ago  he  spoke  two  or  three 
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hours,  and  it  would  take  half-a-dozen  Philadelphia  lawyers 
to  tell  how  he  was  going  to  vote  on  that  question.  We 
know  how  he  did  vote.  He  voted  by  leaving  the  Chamber. 
He  would  not  vote  on  the  question  of  female  suffrage.  On 
a  motion  made  by  Mr.  Coyne,  then  member  for  Peal,  in  favor 
of  female  suffrage,  the  present  leader  of  the  Opposition 
said : 

“He  hoped  the  sober  sense  of  the  House,  of  the  country  and  of  the 
fair  sex  would  be  arrayed,  as  he  believed  it  was,  against  the  proposition.  ” 

Thus,  so  far  as  the  franchise  was  concerned,  he  was  not 
liberal  enough  to  grant  it  to  females  or  to  a  man  with  pro¬ 
perty  only  worth  $100.  Then,  on  the  4th  December,  1868, 
when  the  same  Bill  was  under  discussion,  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  used  this  language  : 

“  He  thought  if  hon.  gentlemen  had  acted  wisely  they  would  have 
kept  up  the  franchise  in  cities  to  $500.  Had  they  done  so  we  would  not 
have  seen  hon.  gentlemen  urging  this  downward  course  which  this 
reaction  sought.” 

So  you  will  see  that,  while  to-day  they  profess  to  be  favor¬ 
able  to  granting  the  franchise  to  a  large  body  of  the  elec¬ 
tors,  they  have  systematically  opposed  a  reduction  of  the 
franchise.  I  think  I  can  satisfy  the  House  that  every  reduc¬ 
tion  of  the  franchise  that  has  been  granted  by  the  Keform 
party,  was  at  the  instance  of  the  Conservative  party,  and 
only  when  the  Eeform  party  was  driven  into  the  last  ditch. 
How,  Sir,  we  find  that  the  organ  of  the  party,  at  that  time, 
had  the  same  view  upon  this  question.  On  the  27th  No¬ 
vember,  1868,  we  find  this  language  : 

“  II  he  (Hon.  J.  S.  Macdonald)  would  take  the  trouble  to  enquire  as  to  the 
practical  effect  of  his  $400  real  estate  franchise  in  Toronto,  where  it  will 
include  nearly  all  but  the  very  poorest  tenements,  he  would  be  able  to  see 
that  he  is  enfranchising  in  this  city  alone, 'hundreds  of  persons  who  are, 
to  say  the  least,  no  more  worthy  to  be  enfranchised  than  the  class  he 
resolutely  excludes.” 

So  that  the  House  will  see  the  organ  was  not  favorable  to 
giving  the  franchise  to  even  the  $400  men.  On  the  11th 
December,  1868,  it  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  If  there  is  any  danger  of  our  drifting  to  universal  suffrage,  that 
danger  will  be  enhanced  by  a  persistence  in  the  palpable  injustice  of 
enfranchising  nearly  every  householder  and  refusing  to  enfranchise  any¬ 
body  else  no  matter  how  worthy  or  thrifty.  There  are  many  persons 
who  do  not  in  the  least  favor  universal  suffrage,  who  still  hold  that  it 
would,  in  cities  at  all  events,  be  no  worse  than  the  present  franchise.” 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  seen  over  and  over  again,  that 
the  Eeform  party  has  claimed  credit  for  the  introduction  of 
the  income  franchise.  I  am  not  accustomed  to  boast  of 
what  I  have  done  in  Parliament,  but  I  assert  that  the  first 
person  who  proposed  the  income  franchise  was  the  indivi¬ 
dual  now  addressing  you.  In  1868  I  introduced  a  Bill  into 
the  Ontario  Legislature,  recognising  the  principle  of  the 
income  franchise,  and  declaring  at  the  same  time  that  it 
should  be  extended  to  all  university  men,  so  that  education 
should  be  represented  as  well  as  money.  That  did  not  meet 
with  the  favor  of  the  House.  Upon  that  occasion,  in 
endeavoring  to  induce  the  House  to  accept  the  more  libera] 
view,  I  made  use  of  this  language,  as  quoted  by  the  Globe  : 

“  For  his  own  part,  he  would  prefer  that  this  matter  be  left  over  until 
a  more  comprehensive  scheme  could  be  adopted,  by  means  of  which 
not  only  those  enjoying  an  income  should  have  the  right  lo  vote,  but 
also,  that  university  men  and  others,  who  really  take  an  interest  in 
everything  affecting  the  welfare  and  prosperity  of  this  country  should 
have  some  voice  in  choosing  their  representatives.” 

The  House  was  not  willing  to  accept  the  income  franchise, 
and  at  the  instance  of  the  then  member  for  Welland  (Mr. 
Currie)  the  income  franchise  was  struck  out  of  the  Bill. 
Those  gentlemen  came  into  power  in  December,  1871  ; 
they  remained  in  power  for  a  number  of  years,  but  they 
granted  no  extension  of  the  franchise.  In'  1874,  I  intro¬ 
duced  into  the  Ontario  Parliament  a  Bill  giving  the  franchise 
to  men  enjoying  an  income,  and  that  Bill  was  taken  up  by 
the  Government  and  passed  just  as  I  introduced  it.  While 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  claim  credit  for  having  been  in 
favor  of  an  income  franchise,  I  can  show  that  I  was  the  one 
who  first  proposed  it  in  the  Local  Legislature.  Now,  that 
Mr.  Bykert. 


clause  relating  to  the  income  franchise  was  encumbered  by 
a  clause  requiring  the  payment  of  taxes  by  the  14th  day 
of  December.  In  1877,  Mr.  Meredith  tried  to  remove  that 
feature  of  that  franchise.  There  were  hundreds  of  persons 
who  would  like  to  enjoy  the  franchise,  but  were  not  pre¬ 
pared  to  pay  the  taxes,  because,  at  that  time  in  Ontario, 
as  well  as  at  present,  any  persons  having  an  income 
under  $400  were  exempt  from  taxation ;  but  they  could  not 
be  placed  upon  the  voters’  list  unless  they  were  willing  to 
be  assessed  and  pay  taxes.  In  1877  Mr.  Meredith  moved 
that  that  obnoxious  clause  should  be  repealed,  but  his  motion 
was  rejected  at  the  instance  of  the  Mowat  Government.  In 
the  year  1877  an  agitation  was  got  up  in  the  Local  Legisla¬ 
ture  of  Ontario  to  give  farmers’  sons  the  franchise.  Now, 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  claim  that  they  are  the  champions 
of  the  farmer’s  son  franchise.  I  have  before  me  a  quotation 
from  their  own  organ,  denouncing  the  franchise  being 
extended  to  farmers’  sons,  and  pointing  out  that  they  might 
just  as  well  give  it  to  the  sons  of  mechanics  and  merchants 
as  to  farmers.  On  the  8th  January,  1877,  the  organ  said : 

“  If  the  farmer’s  son  is  to  have  a  vote,  why  not  anybody’s  son  ?  If 
the  farmer’s  son  is  to  be  enfranchised— who  remains  for  convenience 
under  the  family  roof — why  is  not  the  storekeeper’s  son,  or  the  mechan¬ 
ic’s  son,  or  any  other  son  for  that  matter,  who  follows  the  same  laud¬ 
able  and  political  line  of  conduct  to  be  disfranchised  ?  ” 

It  proceeds : 

“  And  as  every  male  person  is  the  son  of  somebody,  the  real  point  to 
be  decided  is,  what  is  there  between  giving  a  particular  person  a  vote 
because  he  is  a  farmer’s  son  and  giving  every  male  person  a  vote  because 
he  is  the  son  of  somebody  not  a  farmer?  In  other  words,  what  stands 
between  the  proposal  and  what  is  called,  perhaps  not  very  correctly, 
but  popularly,  universal  suffrage  ?  ” 

Now,  Sir,  in  order  to  justify  the  legislature  in  not  giving  the 
franchise  to/armers’  sons,  the  organ  quoted  from  Mr.  Bright 
and  said  : 

“  Mr.  Bright  has  always  opposed  ‘  fancy  franchises  ’  as  merely  color¬ 
able  attempts  to  give  manhood  suffrage  to  those  who  did  not  dare  to 
advocate  it  openly  and  honestly.  Pretty  hard  that.” 

Now  you  will  see  that  the  farmer’s  sons  franchise  when  first 
proposed  in  Ontario,  was  strongly  opposed  by  the  party 
organ.  I  have  several  articles  before  me  in  which  it  takes 
the  sameviow,  one  of  February,  1877,  in  which  it  says  : 

“  But  we  have  never  heard  yet  a  sufficient  reason  given  why  the  far¬ 
mer’s  sou  should  be  expressly  selected  for  the  enjoyment  of  the  privilege 
while  the  son  of  nobody  else  is  to  be  allowed  to  share  it.  *  *  * 

“  But  it  is  a  bogus  qualification  nevertheless,  a  mere  blind  to  hide 
manhood  suffrage  from  view. 

“  It  would  be  better  to  do  in  a  direct  manner  what  is  thus  sought  to 
be  attained  in  a  circumlocutory  fashion  by  this  Bill.  But  then  public 
opinion  in  this  country  certainly  does  not  favor  manhood  suffrage  or 
any  departure  from  the  old  lines  of  the  constitution.” 

Then  it  grew  violent  and  a  few  days  afterwards  went  on  to 
say: 

“  We  cannot,  however,  but  reiterate  that  all  which  has  been  stated  in 
its  favor  has  not  removed  one  objection  to  the  measure  which  we  have 
entertained.  We  still  think  that  it  is  based  on  a  wrong  principle,  that 
it  is  invidious,  and  by  its  very  nature,  can  only  be  characterised  as  a 
piece  of  class  legislation.  We  have  never  been  able  to  see,  noi  has  any 
of  the  supporters  of  the  measure  attempted  to  show,  the  reason  for  one 
man  who  is  called  a  farmer,  and  who  is  possessed  of  twenty  acres, 
having  accorded  to  his  son  who  works  with  him,  and  who  may  have  the 
prospect  of  one  day  succeeding  him,  a  vote  in  the  election  of  municipal 
office-bearers  and  members  of  Parliament,  while  another  man  with  ten 
acres,  which  with  the  help  of  a  grown  up  son  he  cultivates  as  a  market 
garden,  and  from  which  he  raises  three  or  four  times  more  produce, 
should  be  denied  the  same  privilege  or  honour,  whichever  it  may  be 
supposed  to  be.” 

“  All  over  Ontario  there  is  a  large  population  of  handicraftsmen  who 
are  socially,  intellectually,  and  pecuniarily  quite  equal  to  the  farmers 
among  whom  they  live,  and  whose  necessities  they  supply.  These  men 
are  often,  as  far  as  their  sons  are  concerned,  exactly  in  the  same  position 
as  their  neighbours,  the  farmers.  The  tailor,  the  shoemaker,  the  grocer, 
the  carpenter,  and  the  blacksmith,  to  mention  no  others,  have  often  one 
or  more  grown-up  sons  working  with  them  on  the  same  deliberately 
formed  understanding  as  in  the  case  of  the  farmers,  that  these  sons  shall 
succeed  to  the  business  when  their  fathers  are  laid  aside  either  by  sick¬ 
ness  or  death.  Everyone  who  knows  anything  of  the  rural  life  of  our 
country  knows  that  as  a  class  these  young  mechanics  are  equal  to  that 
class  enfranchised  by  this  measure.  ” 

Now,  I  point  this  out  to  show  the  House  that  while  the 
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organ  strongly  opposed  the  farmer’s  son  franchise,  it  was 
not  favorable  to  enfranchising  any  others.  I  shall  Bhow 
that  when  we  proposed  giving  a  franchise  to  mechanics’ 
sons  they  opposed  it  in  the  most  bitter  terms.  Now,  we  find 
that  the  Conservative  party  in  the  House  advocated  the  suf¬ 
frage  being  given  to  mechanics’  and  merchants’  sons,  and 
the  organ  delivered  itself  in  this  style  : 

“  On  what  principle,  either  in  the  1  British  stake  in  the  country  ’  theory 
or  the  Democratic  idea  of  human  brotherhood  and  equality,  are  the  mer¬ 
chants,  mechanics  and  others  to  be  regarded  as  specially  entitled  to 
vote  ?  Only  in  exceptional  cases  is  the  young  man  whose  father  hap¬ 
pens  to  be  a  merchant,  tradesman,  mechanic  or  professional  man  a  virtual 
though  not  finally  acknowledged  partner  in  his  parentis  business,  keep¬ 
ing  it  up  for  the  common  benefit  of  the  family,  and  while  there  are, 
doubtless,  good  reasons  for  extending  the  franchise  to  include  many  of 
the  young  men  in  cities  aad  towns  at  present  debarred  from  it,  the 
proposition  to  make  the  sons  of  merchants,  mechanics  and  others  a 
privileged  caste,  and  to  endow  them  with  the  suffrage  by  reason  cf 
their  fathers’  vocation,  is  altogether  too  absurd  and  untenable.” 

Mr.  Meredith  in  January  1883  moved  this  resolution  : 

“  That  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  jnstice  to  large  and  important 
portions  of  the  community  demands  a  liberal  extension  of  the  franchise, 
particuliarly  in  the  direction  of  conferring  on  the  sons  of  mechanics, 
and  others  not  now  entrusted  with  the  iranchise,  the  same  privileges  a3 
are  now  conferred  on  farmers’  sons.  ” 

One  would  suppose  that  this  being  a  very  liberal  measure 
it  would  have  been  received  with  favor  by  Mr.  Mowat.  But 
instead  of  replying  to  it  himself,  he  put  up  Mr.  Cascaden, 
M.  P.  for  West  Elgin.  He  said  : 

“  It  was,  however,  a  question  in  which  they  should  hasten  slowly,  for 
once  it  was  extended  they  could  not  recede — they  could  not  contract  it 
— however  evidently  desirable  it  might  be.  ” 

So  you  see  that  so  far  as  the  franchise  was  concerned,  the 
Reformers  steadily  opposed  it.  Recollect,  too,  that  was  in 
the  face  of  a  resolution  of  the  Reform  convention  of  Janu¬ 
ary,  1883,  which  declared  that  there  should  be  a  liberal 
extension  of  the  franchise,  and  that  the  people  should  be 
consulted  upon  it.  Upon  that  occasion  a  number  of  persons, 
though  not  the  leading  members  of  the  party,  discussed  the 
question  of  tbe  franchise,  and  two  minor  members  of  the 
party  moved  and  seconded  a  resolution  to  this  effect : 

“That  this  convention  rejoices  in  the  successful  operation  of  these 
extensions  of  the  franchise,  which  have  from  time  to  time  been  placed 
on  the  Statute  Book,  records  its  opinion  that  a  further  extension  should 
form  a  plank  in  the  platform  of  the  Reform  Party  at  the  ensuing 
elections,  and  expresses  its  hopes  that  the  popular  voice  will  endorse  the 
proposal  and  will  return  a  liberal  majority,  authorized  to  accomplish 
this  reform.’  ’ 

We  see  that  Mr.  Mowat  refused  to  extend  the  franchise  up 
to  that  time.  In  January,  1883,  Mr.  Meredith  moved 
again  to  strike  out  the  clause  imposing  a  tax  upon  income. 
That  was  voted  down.  He  moved  another  motion,  to  reduce 
the  income  franchise  from  $400  to  $300.  That  was  also 
voted  down.  But  Mr.  Mowat,  finding  that  he  was  acting 
against  the  will  of  the  people,  knowing  that  the  desire  was 
that  the  franchise  should  be  extended,  on  the  following  day 
had  the  following  lesolution  moved  by  Mr.  Fraser  : — 

“  That  the  Liberal  party  of  this  Province  stands  pledged  to  extend 
the  franchise  ;  that  if  this  House  should  now  legislate  to  extend  the 
franchise,  any  law  passed  for  that  purpose  could  not  be  brought  into 
operation  in  time  for  the  coming  general  election  ;  that  any  considerable 
extension  of  the  franchise  is  especially  a  subject  upon  which  the  people 
ought  to  be  consulted  ;  that  the  approaching  general  election  will  afford 
an  opportunity  for  so  consulting  and  ascertaining  the  wishes  of  the 
people  ;  but  the  Hause,  meanwhile,  does  not  hesitate  to  affirm  its  opinion 
that  no  such  extension  of  the  franchise  will  prove  satisfactory  which 
does  not,  with  proper  checks  and  safeguards,  give  the  right  to  vote  to 
all  classes  who  can  fairly  and  reasonably  claim  to  be  endowed  there¬ 
with.” 

That  was  carried,  because  be  felt  that  public  opinion  was 
with  the  motion  of  Mr.  Meredith,  and  although  he  had 
voted  that  motion  down,  he  was  compelled  to  put  up  Mr. 
Fraser  to  move  the  motion  I  have  read.  During  the  elec¬ 
tions  of  1883,  only  once  did  Mr.  Mowat  speak  about  the 
franchise.  When  attending  a  meeting  in  West  Toronto, 
he  said  he  had  no  decided  views  on  the  subject ;  Mr.  Mere¬ 
dith  was  able  to  say  specifically  what  he  had  to  propose ; 


but  he,  Mr.  Mowat,  did  not  choose  to  take  that  position.  So 
up  to  the  general  elections,  Mr.  Mowat  had  no  idea  of 
extending  the  franchise.  Then  we  find  that  the  Dominion 
Parliament  met  upon  tbe  17th  January,  1884  ;  the  Franchise 
Bill  was  promised  by  the  Government  in  a  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  and  the  Globe  on  the  18th  January,  said  : 

“It is  promised  that  the  Franchise  Bill  of  last  Session  will  be  again 
introduced.” 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  rise  to  a  point  of  Order. 
There  is  no  desire  on  this  side  to  prevent  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  reading ;  but  I  remember  that,  only  the  other  day,  the 
hon.  gentleman  quoted  parliamentary  authorities  with  a 
great  deal  of  zeal  to  prevent  an  hon.  member  from  reading 
an  extract.  During  the  three-quarters  of  an  hour  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  already  spoken,  not  more  than  five  minutes 
have  been  occupied  by  expressing  his  own  sentiments.  I 
am  pleased  to  hear  the  extracts;  I  only  wish  to  call  your 
attention,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  this  point. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  have  not  seen  the  hon.  gentleman 
reading  his  speech.  I  noticed  that  he  read  one  or  two 
extracts. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  The  only  difference  is  that  I  exercised 
discretion.  X  know  that  discretion  is  not  possible  with  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  X  read  from  an  authority  which  laid 
down  that,  whem  members  read  extracts,  discretion  must 
be  used.  I  have  felt  that  I  can  use  discretion,  and  that 
while  quotations  of  three  or  four  lines  are  in  order,  extracts 
are  not  in  order  when  they  reach  three  or  four  chapters. 
That  rule  you  applied,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  other  day,  when 
an  hon.  member  was  reading  eight  or  ten  pages  on  female 
suffrage.  I,  however,  have  no  doubt  that  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  do  not  like  to  hoar  these  extracts  read. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  do. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  do  not  like 
to  be  brought  face  to  face  with  the  records  of  their  party. 
There  is  not  any  position  taken  by  tbe  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  but  we  can  confront  them  with  their  speeches  made  on 
former  occasions.  When  the  great  tariff  question  was  under 
discussion  in  Parliament  in  1879,  we  cited  the  opinions  and 
speeches  of  the  members  for  North  Norfolk  and  South 
Brant  to  prove  that  we  were  justified  in  adopting  the 
National  Policy,  and  quoted  their  speeches  of  1876  in  answer 
to  their  argument  in  opposition  thereto.  We  showed  by 
their  speeches  that  they  had  turned  political  somersaults. 
In  fact,  whenever  they  advance  any  arguments  on  any 
question  in  this  House,  all  wo  have  to  do  is  to  turn  up 
former  speeches  in  Parliament  to  answer  them. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  That  is  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  re¬ 
mark,  not  an  extract. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  When  interrupted  I  was  quoting  an 
authority  which  will  be  recognised.  On  the  24th  January, 
1884,  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Ontario,  forced  by  the  leader 
of  this  Government,  who  had  declared,  upon  the  17th  Janu¬ 
ary,  that  he  would  introduce  a  Franchise  Bill,  announced 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Thi’onethe  extension  of  the  franchise. 
The  words  were : 

“  In  this  connexion  I  invite  your  attention  to  the  expediency  of  further 
extending  the  already  liberal  Franchise  which  prevails  in  this  Province.” 

Upon  that  occasion  neither  the  mover  nor  the  seconder  of 
the  Address  spoke  a  word  in  favor  of  that  clause,  in  fact  it  was 
entirely  ignored  ;  and  even  the  Globe ,  which  anticipated  the 
Speech,  said  nothing  about  the  franchise.  Notwithstanding 
the  promises  made  in  the  speech,  the  Session  of  1884  passed, 
without  the  Ontario  Government  introducing  any  Bill 
increasing  the  franchise  in  accordance  with  the  promises 
made  before  the  elections.  Then  we  came  down  to  1885, 
the  present  Session.  This  Parliament  met  on  the  29th 
January,  and  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  promised  an 
extension  of  the  franchise.  The  Ontario  Government  find- 
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ing  they  were  driven  into  a  corner  were  compelled  to  do 
something  towards  redeeming  their  pledge.  They  saw 
that  the  First  Minister  of  the  Dominion  was  determined 
to  go  on  with  the  Franchise  Bill ;  then  those  hon. 
gentlemen  thought  they  must  have  a  new  Franchise 
Bill,  and  on  the  5th  of  March,  something  like  six 
weeks  after  the  Ontario  Legislature  met,  the  Bill  was 
introduced ;  it  was  read  the  second  time  on  the  24th  of 
March,  and  was  passed  on  the  28th  of  March.  So  those 
hon.  gentlemen  were  actually  forced  to  adopt  not  only  an 
extension  of  the  franchise,  so  far  as  property  was  concerned, 
but  they  were  compelled  to  reduce  the  income  franchise 
and  to  adopt  other  liberal  clauses  which  had  been  advocated 
year  after  year  by  the  Conservative  party  in  Ontario.  We 
find  to-day  that  Mowatt’s  Bill,  instead  of  placing  the  fran¬ 
chise  at  $400,  has  reduced  it  to  $300  ;  and  subsequently  in 
the  Legislature  it  was  reduced  to  $250.  I  think  I  have 
satisfactorily  shown,  by  the  record  of  the  Reform 
party  in  this  Dominion,  that  they  have  systemati¬ 
cally  opposed  the  extension  of  the  franchise.  We 
find  that  they  never  conceded  one  inch,  until  they  were 
driven  into  the  last  ditch  by  the  Conservative  party. 
Now  these  hon.  gentlemen  have  been  discussing  this  Bill 
day  after  day  and  night  after  night,  they  have  been  declar¬ 
ing  that  it  should  not  be  passed  because  the  people  have  not 
had  time  to  consider  it,  that  its  contents  are  not  known  to 
the  people.  Well,  Sir,  we  had  a  similar  Bill  introduced  in 
1869.  That  Bill  is  almost  precisely  similar  to  this,  with  the 
exception  of  the  revising  barrister  clause.  That  Bill  pro¬ 
vided  that  there  should  be  commissioners  instead  of  revis¬ 
ing  barristers.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  at  that  time 
strongly  favoured  that  Bill,  as  mentioned  by  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  today.  On  the  11th  March,  1870,  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  said . 

“  The  House  must  feel  gratified  at  the  full  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  mover  of  the  Bill,  and  also  at  the  mode  taken  to  discuss  its  pro¬ 
visions,  as  well  as  with  the  announcement  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  receive  with  consideration  any  suggestions  which 
might  be  offered.” 

That  Bill  was  fully  discussed,  it  went  to  a  second  read¬ 
ing,  it  went  into  committee  and  was  discussed  in  all  its 
details.  The  Globe  newspaper  and  other  Beform  papers, 
published  an  analysis  of  the  Bill,  giving  all  its  leading 
features,  and  if  the  Globe  had  any  circulation  in  the  country 
the  people  must  have  been  informed  on  the  details  of  that 
measure.  Yet  we  find  hon.  gentlemen  still  declaring 
unhesitatingly  that  the  country  do  not  know  anything 
about  the  Bill ;  that  the  people  are  entirely  ignorant  of  it ; 
that  the  people  have  not  had  time  to  consider  it.  On 
the  20th  May,  1869,  the  Globe  referred  to  the  details 
of  the  measure,  pointed  out  its  leading  features  and 
said  it  was  similar  to  the  Bill  of  the  preceeding  Session, 
which  was  identical  with  the  Bill  of  to  day,  except  as  to  the 
clause  providing  for  revising  barristers.  The  Globe  said : 


before  the  country  for  some  time,  that  it  was  understood  by 
the  people,  and  yet  hon.  gentlemen  say  the  Bill  should  not 
be  passed  because  the  people  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
considering  it.  Now,  on  the  19th  January,  1884,  at  the 
opening  of  Parliament,  to  show  that  the  Bill  was  fully  dis¬ 
cussed,  Mr.  Blake  said : 

“  At  the  opening  of  last  Session  I  pointed  out  what  I  thought  was  the 
true  need  with  reference  to  the  Franchise  Bill.  I  don’t  intend  to  repeat 
those  words  to-day.  The  Bill  has  been  before  the  House  and  country. 
It  has  not  received  the  advantage  of  vindication  by  its  proposer.” 

Then  he  found  fault  with  the  First  Minister  for  not  entering 
into  the  details  of  the  measure,  and  said  he  recognised  the 
fact  that  the  Bill  was  fully  understood  by  the  country.  He 
then  goes  on  further  to  make  some  remarks  which  show 
that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  was  a  little  at  fault — that 
he  is  troubled  with  a  treacherous  memory.  He  spoke 
about  the  Bill  of  1883,  that  Bill  having  a  clause  providing 
for  revising  barristers,  precisely  as  the  Bill  of  the  present 
time,  but  on  the  19th  January,  1884,  he  said  : 

“  At  the  time  I  spoke  I  did  not  know  and  could  not  know  that  the 
Bill  would  contain  so  objectionable  or  unheard  of  a  provision  as  it  is 
proposed  to  have  in  it,  which  proposal  [  hope  will  not  be  carried  out,  of 
the  appointment  of  revising  barrister.” 

Now,  in  January  1884,  he  noticed  that  clause  of  the  Bill, 
although  he  never  noticed  the  previous  Bill,  and  although, 
as  I  have  shown  you,  he  discussed  that  Bill  in  all  its  details, 
and  said  it  was  well  known  to  the  country,  and  yet  I  should 
like  to  know  if  the  Bill  introduced  to  the  House  was  not 
understood  by  that  hon.  gentleman.  Now,  in  order  to  show 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  mistaken,  I  refer  you  to  page 
594  of  the  Hansard  of  January  1883,  where  you  will  find 
that  the  First  Minister  referrod  particularly  to  the  clause 
providing  for  the  revising  barristers,  and  upon  the  25th 
January,  the  Globe  newspaper  said: 

“Sir  John  a.  Macdonald  has  introduced  the  Franchise  Bill.  It  is  not 
his  practice  to  introduce  in  the  early  days  of  the  Session  any  measure  to 
which  he  attaches  any  importance.  This  is  almost  exactly  the  same 
Bill  as  last  Session.  One  of  the  most  objectionable  features  of  the  Bill 
is  that  which  provi  les  foj  a  revising  barrister. 

Still  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  says  he  knew  nothing 
about  it — that  it  took  him  by  surprise.  Now,  this  Bill  has 
been  denounced  to  a  very  great  extent,  but  we  recollect,  as 
I  said  a  few  minutes  ago,  that  the  same  Bill  was  introduced 
in  1870,  and  that  on  that  occasion  the  loader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  declared  that  they  were  all  agreed  as  to  the  necessity 
of  an  Election  Act,  and  although  he  might  oppose  some  of 
the  details,  he  had  no  idea  of  opposing  a  second  reading,  of 
the  Bill.  The  Globe  of  the  16th  April  said  : 

“It  will  be  noticed  that  the  conferring  of  the  franchise  upon  unmar¬ 
ried  women  is  the  only  liberal  feature  of  the  Bill.  As  to  this  feature, 
it  is,  we  are  pleased  to  say,  a  truly  liberal  measure,  but  we  shall  be  very 
much  surprised  if  the  majority  of  the  present  House  do  not  take  the 
opportunity  of  eliminating  a  proposition  which  seems  really  out  of  place 
amid  its  surroundings.” 


“  The  Premier’s  Bill  proposes  a  franchise  which,  though  a  little  com¬ 
plicated,  and  not  altogether  consistent,  is  on  the  whole  liberal.  It  pro¬ 
poses  a  freehold  franchise  of  $200  in  counties,  $400  in  cities  and  $300  in 
towns.  A  tenant  franchise  of  $20  in  counties  and  $30  in  cities,  and  an 
income  franchise  of  $400.  The  income  franchise  is  an  excellent  feature 
of  the  Bill,” 

Now,  Sir,  that  Bill  was  introduced  again  sometime  early  in 
1883.  On  April  16th,  the  Globe  referred  to  it  as  a  measure 
similar  to  the  one  introduced  in  1870.  When  the  Bill  was 
before  Parliament  for  a  certain  time  the  leader  of  the 
Government  withdrew  it,  stating  that  he  withdrew 
the  Bill,  and  that  it  would  now  go  before  the 
country  to  be  submitted  next  Session.  Parliament  was  not 
taken  by  surprise,  and  hon.  gentlemen  must  have  known 
the  principles  of  the  Bill,  for,  as  the  hon.  member  for  Brome 
said  a  few  nights  ago,  he  had  thoroughly  discussed  the 
measure  before  his  constituents,  and  had  come  back  for  the 
purpose  of  opposing  the  Bill.  The  hon.  member  for  West 
Lambton  made  a  similar  statement ;  he  said  the  Bill  was 
Mr.  Rykert, 


These  gentlemen  say  that  the  Bill  is  an  obnoxious  Bill,  and 
still  you  find  the  the  same  Bill  approved  by  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition.  Now,  I  think  this  House  must  have  come 
to  the  conclusion,  after  listening  to  this  debate  for  some- 
ting  like  three  weeks,  that  the  sole  object  of  the  opposition 
to  this  Bill  is  that  there  is  a  clause  in  it  relating  to  the 
revising  barrister.  If  that  clause  were  eliminated  from  the  Bill 
now,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  allow  it  to  pass  without 
a  single  word  of  opposition,  although  it  is  true  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  have  for  fifty-seven  hours  fought  upon  the  one  word 
Indian.  Would  it  not  be  well  now  to  bring  my  hon.  friend 
from  Brant  face  to  face  with  his  own  record  on  that  question . 
I  think  it  has  already  been  published  abroad,  and  no  doubt 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  seen  it,  that  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Brant  and  other  gentlemen  on  that  side  who  arq  now 
so  strongly  opposed  to  the  enfranchisement  of  the  Indians, 
were  strongly  in  favor  of  it  in  1876.  I  have  in  my  hand 
the  Bill  which  was  introduced  at  that  time  by  Mr.  Laird. 
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Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Ona  moment.  I  am  not 
opposed  to  Indian  enfranchisement— I  doBire  it. 

Mr.  RYEERT.  It  is  a  very  hard  to  tell  where  the  hon. 
gentleman  stands.  His  speech  on  this  Bill  was  condemna¬ 
tory  of  the  principle  of  enfranchising  the  Indian. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  No,  no. 

Mr,  RYEERT.  Yes,  every  line  of  it ;  and  when  brought 
face  to  face  with  his  record  we  see  that  he  would  not 
enfranchise  one  Indian.  The  hon.  member  for  Elgin  also 
denounced  it  in  unmeasured  terms.  These  hon.  gentlemen 
said  :  Why  enfranchise  Pie-a-Pot  and  Poundmaker  and  the 
others,  when  they  knew  that  the  Bill  did  not  refer  to  the 
Territories  at  all  ?  They  knew  that  very  well,  but  they 
thought  to  make  a  little  capital  out  of  it,  a  little  by-play  out  of 
the  remarks  of  the  First  Minister,  because  the  First  Minister 
in  answer  to  some  questions,  in  a  jocular  manner  said  yes. 
Was  there  a  single  hon.  gentleman  who  raised  his  voice  to  say 
one  word  on  behalf  of  the  poor  Indian— not  a  word  until  they 
were  driven  into  a  corner,  and  brought  face  to  face  with  their 
record.  Now  it  has  gone  to  the  country  that  this  Govern¬ 
ment  has  endeavored  to  enfranchise  the  Indian,  who  is 
placed  in  the  same  position  as  the  white  man. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  No. 

Mr.  RFEERT.  Yes,  the  Act  says  so. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  That  is  what  we  proposed  and  voted 
for  and  the  hon.  gentleman  voted  down. 

Mr.  RYEERT.  Well,  we  shall  see.  I  know  that  it  is 
most  unpalatable  to  these  hon.  gentlemen  to  be  brought  face 
to  face  with  their  own  record.  The  Bill  says  : 

“  Person  means  a  mile  person  including  an  Indian.” 

Section  3  says  : 

“  Every  person  shall,  upon  and  after  the  first  day  of  November,  in 
the  year  of  Our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-five,  be 
entitled  to  be  registered  on  the  lists  of  voters.” 

Thon  it  goes  on  to  provide  that  he  must  be  of  the  full 
age  of  21  yeai’s,  that  he  must  be  a  British  subject  by  birth 
or  naturalisation,  that  he  must  be  the  owner  of  real  pro¬ 
perty  or  a  tenant,  or  have  an  income,  and  so  on  ;  and  the 
Indian  must  have  the  same  franchise  and  the  same  qualifi¬ 
cation  as  the  white  man .  What  were  these  gentlemen  in 
favor  of  three  years  ago  ?  They  were  in  favor  of  enfran¬ 
chising  the  Chinese  and  granting  them  every  privilege  that 
the  white  man  enjoys ;  yet  they  say  now  he  is  no  better 
than  an  Indian,  and  the  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr. 
Casey)  says  the  Indian  is  no  better  than  a  negro.  They 
were  then  in  favor  of  the  poor  Chinese  being  included,  and 
now  they  want  to  exclude  the  poor  Indian.  They  say  that 
they  were  not  in  favor  of  excluding  the  Indian  who  had  the 
same  qualifications  as  the  white  man.  Well,  what  does  this 
Bill  say  but  that  a  person  means  an  Indian,  and  that  he 
must  have  the  qualification  required  by  law.  Suppose  the 
tribal  Indians,  as  they  call  them,  had  a  vote,  would  that  be 
wrong  ?  Who  owns  their  property  ?  Who  owns  the  pro¬ 
perty  of  the  Tuscorora  Indians  ?  Do  the  Indians,  or  does 
the  Government  ?  The  Indians  own  that  property,  and  no 
law  of  the  land  can  take  it  from  them.  They  have  as  much 
right  to  it  as  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant  has  to  his ; 
and  if  they  have  that  property,  which  they  work,  and  enjoy 
the  benefits  of,  why  should  they  not  have  the  same  rights  as 
white  men  ?  What  did  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant 
say  in  1875? 

"Mr.  Paterson  desired  to  impress  upon  the  hon.  Minister  of  the 
Interior,  the  necessity  that  existed  for  the  revision  and  codification  of 
the  Indian  laws,  and  also  with  respect  to  the  desirability  of  the  enfran¬ 
chisement  of  the  Indians.” 

In  1876,  the  Bill  I  have  before  me  was  introduced,  and  it 
has  these  clauses  : 

“  86.  Whenever  any  Indian  man,  or  unmarried  woman,  of  the  fall  age 
of  twenty-one  years,  obtains  the  consent  of  the  band  of  which  he  or  she 


is  a  member  to  become  enfranchised,  and  whenever  such  Indian  has 
been  assigned  by  the  band  a  suitable  allotment  of  land  for  that  purpose, 
the  local  agent  shall  report  such  action  of  the  band,  and  the  name  of 
the  applicant  to  the  Superintendent  General  ;  whereupon  tho  said 
Superintendent  General,  if  satisfied  that  the  proposed  allotment  of  land 
is  equitable,  shall  authorized  some  competent  person  to  report  whether 
the  applicant  is  an  Indian  who,  from  the  degree  of  civilization  to  which 
he  or  she  has  attained,  and  the  character  for  integrity,  morality  and 
sobriety  which  he  or  she  bears,  appears  to  be  qualified  to  become  a  pro¬ 
prietor  of  land  in  fee  simple  ;  arid  upon  the  favorable  report  of  such 
person,  the  Superintendent  General  may  grant  such  Indian  a  location 
ticket  a3  a  probationary  Indian,  for  the  land  allotted  to  him  or  her  by 
the  band. 

“  88.  Every  such  Indian  shall,  before  the  issue  of  the  letters  patent 
mentioned  in  the  next  preceding  section,  declare  to  the  Superintendent 
General  the  name  and  surname  by  which  he  or  she  wishes  to  be  enfran¬ 
chised  and  thereafter  known,  and  on  his  or  her  receiving  such  letters 
patent,  in  such  name  and  surname,  he  or  she  shall  be  held  to  be  also 
enfranchised,  and  he  or  she  shall  thereafter  be  known  by  such  name  or 
surname,  and  if  such  Indian  be  a  married  man  his  wife  and  minor 
unmarried  children  also  shall  be  held  to  be  enfranchised  ;  and  from  the 
date  of  such  letters  patent  the  provisions  of  this  Act  and  of  any  Act  or 
law  making  any  distinction  between  the  legal  rights,  privileges,  disabi¬ 
lities  and  liabilities  of  Indians  and  those  of  Her  Majesty's  other  subjects 
shall  cease  to  apply  to  any  Indian.  ” 

Now,  the  hon.  First  Minister  declared  that  when  we  came 
to  the  enfranchising  clauses  he  would  have  clauses  with 
respect  to  the  Indians ;  but,  whether  he  does  or  not,  the 
fact  stares  us  in  the  face,  that  the  Indian  who  has  the  fru¬ 
gality  and  the  industry  to  cultivate  a  piece  of  property, 
and  works  that  property,  and  who  chooses  to  take  advantage 
of  this  Act,  can  claim  the  right  of  suffrage  and  nothing 
further  ;  and  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant  strongly  ap¬ 
pealed  to  this  House,  years  ago,  that  Indians  should  be 
rolioved  from  the  tutelage  and  the  bondage  under  which 
they  then  existed. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  understand 
the  Bill  to  bo  what  he  said  now — that  only  Indians  who 
are  assessed  and  have  the  same  responsibilities  as  white 
men,  are  to  have  votes  ? 

Mr.  RYEERT.  I  understand  by  this  Bill  that  a  person 
means  an  Indian,  or  a  white  man,  or  a  negro,  and  that  that 
person  must  be  an  owner,  tenant  or  an  occupant  or  have  an 
income. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Must  bo  assessed  for  it;  the  hon. 
gentleman  said  assessed  twice. 

Mr.  RYEERT.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  read  tho 
Bill.  In  fact,  I  would  judge  that  most  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  had  not  read  the  Bill — from  the  erratic  manner  in 
which  they  have  discussed  the  question,  and  the  absurd  and 
reckless  statements  they  have  made — as  they  seem  to  know 
nothing  at  all  about  the  Bill.  The  hon.  gentleman  also  said, 
in  1880  : 

“  Then  the  Bill  does  not  provide  for  the  enfranchisemant  of  the  In¬ 
dians,  for  according  to  them  the  rights,  opportunities  and  privileges  of 
citizens  is,  I  think,  the  only  solution  of  the  Indian  question,  more 
especially  the  only  solution  which  affects  the  more  advanced  tribes,  on 
whose  behalf  and  with  respect  to  whose  circumstances,  I  am  more  par¬ 
ticularly  acquainted.  Any  change  that  has  been  made  in  the  law  is 
only  in  the  direction  of  still  more  firmly  fastening  the  shackles  of  tute¬ 
lage  upon  them — a  change  tending  to  keep  the  Indians  in  their  present 
condition.  I  speak  on  behalf  of  3,000  Indians - " 

That  is,  the  Indians  of  Tuskarora,  the  same  as  are  going 
to  be  enfranchised  by  this  Bill - 

Mr.  PATERSON.  You  are  not  enfranchising  them. 

Mr.  RYEERT.  And  are  going  to  have  the  right  to  vote 
and  the  same  privileges  as  white  men. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  No. 

Mr.  RYEERT - 

“ - 3,000  Indians,  among  whom  six  missionaries  have  been  laboring 

for  the  past  thirty  years,  and  who  have  twelve  public  schools  and  an 
industrial  institute.  In  that  band  there  never  has  been  but  one  enfran¬ 
chised  under  the  Act  of  1838,  and  that  Indian  was  unable  to  get  the 
land  to  which  he  was  entitled  ,  he  petitioned  to  be  restored  to  his  former 
condition  as  an  Indian.  If  there  is  such  a  record  after  twelve  years 
experience  is  it  not  time  that  some  step  was  taken  by  which  more  pro¬ 
gress  might  be  made  ?  The  whole  Indian  law  discourages  the  assimila¬ 
tion  of  the  whites  and  the  Indians,  and  the  solution  of  the  Indian 
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problem  can  only  be  found  in  wiping  out  the  distinction  which  exists 
between  the  races,  in  giving  the  red  man  all  the  liberties  and  rights 
enjoyed  by  the  white  man,  and  entailing  upon  him  all  the  responsibili¬ 
ties  which  attach  to  those  rights  and  privileges.” 

Therefore,  if  the  Indian  be  located  upon  a  piece  of  land 
worth  the  proper  value,  why  should  he  not  be  enfranchised  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  He  has  not  the  responsibility. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  What  responsibility  has  he  got?  He 
has  to  work  his  land  the  same  as  everybody  else,  and  he 
does  exactly  what  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant  does, 
consumes  tea  and  coffee  and  sugar,  and  uses  all  the  other 
necessaries  of  life,  on  which  he  pays  duty. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  So  does  my  boy  of  eighteen  who  has 
not  a  vote. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  I  do  not  suppose  he  cares  very  much. 
So  hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that  the  view  taken  by  these 
gentlemen  was  that  the  Indian  should  be  enfranchised. 
The  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  who  was 
very  strong  on  the  point,  said  : 

“  I  think  Indians  who  are  equal  to  whites  in  intelligence,  who  are 
superior  to  many  whites  in  wealth,  and  who  are  fall  grown  citizens  of 
the  Dominion,  should  not  be  placed  in  a  worse  condition  than  the 
negro.” 

So  that  you  will  see  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  who  for 
the  last  three  or  four  weeks  have  been  discussing  the  Indian 
question,  and  especially  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills),  who  devoted  an  hour  and  a-half  to  the  Indian  fran¬ 
chise,  took  the  same  position  that  the  Government  occupy 
to-day  in  favor  of  enfranchising  the  Indians  so  long  as  he 
came  within  the  definition  of  the  word  person.  These  hon. 
gentlemen  have  made  a  great  deal  of  argument  against  the 
revising  barrister  clause.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the 
merits  of  that  clause  while  we  are  in  committee,  discussing 
another  branch  of  the  Bill,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  violate 
the  rules  of  debate,  but  I  simply  wish  to  remind  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  of  their  own  views  on  this  question. 
1  want  to  show  that  these  same  gentlemen  who  complain 
so  loudly  of  this  clause  are  the  very  ones  who,  a  few 
years  ago,  when  the  First  Minister  proposed  to  appoint  three 
commissioners,  advocated  it;  They  were,  moreover,  in 
favor  of  having  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  registrar  of  the 
county,  the  sheriff  and  county  attorney,  or  other  county 
officials  this  power  ;  these  officials  to  be  paid  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  revising  barrister.  In  the  Bill  of  1869  intro¬ 
duced  by  the  First  Minister  he  appointed  three  commis¬ 
sioners  from  whom  there  was  to  be  an  appeal  to  the  county 
judge.  At  that  time  the  organ  of  the  party  strongly 
advocated  that  the  registrar  of  the  county  or  the  county 
attorney  should  be  appointed.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition 
was  not  quite  so  decided  on  that  point,  he  preferred  having 
the  revising  barrister.  In  1870  he  said  : 

“The  way  to  remedy  the  system  was  not  the  way  proposed  by  the 
mover  of  the  Bill,  but  the  proper  mode  was  to  adopt  the  English  system 
of  revising  barristers,  who  were  appointed  by  the  judges  Another 
plan  which  he  propose  1  was  to  appoint  some  one  of  the  persons,  who 
for  the  time  being,  he  found  filling  the  county  offices,  but  then  the  hon 
mover  said  we  had  no  jurisdiction  over  the  county  officers.  He  asserted 
there  was  no  difficulty  in  the  House  declaring  that  men,  who  at  the 
time,  would  be  found  filling  particular  offices  should  discharge  particular 
functions,  and  should  be  liable  to  penalties  if  they  did  not  discharge 
them.” 

The  Globe  also  declared  in  favor  of  the  revising  barrister, 
but,  in  the  event  of  his  not  being  appointed,  thought  it  was 
advisable  that  the  registrar  of  the  county,  or  the  county 
attorney,  or  the  sheriff,  should  bo  appointed.  Hod.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  say  this  Bill  interferes  with  provincial  rights. 
Was  there  anything  said  about  provincial  rights  in  1870? 
Not  one  word.  Though  it  was  the  same  Bill,  the  same 
clauses,  everything  identical,  except  the  clause  providing 
commissioner;  instead  of  revising  barrister ;  notone  voice 
was  raised  on  behalf  of  provincial  rights.  Again  they  say, 
this  Bill  is  not  asked  for  by  the  public.  The  best  argument 
in  reply  to  that  statement  is  the  instance  quoted  by  the  hon. 

Mr,  Rtkert. 


member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills).  He  referred  to  the  Bill  ex¬ 
tending  the  franchise  in  Great  Britain,  which  was  introduced 
lately  by  Mr.  Gladstone.  Were  any  petitions  sent  to  the 
British  House  of  Commons  asking  for  that  Bill  ?  Did  Mr. 
Gladstone  consult  the  people  ?  No ;  although  this  Bill  was 
most  revolutionary  in  its  character,  extending  the  privileges 
granted  to  the  people,  making  the  franchise  still  lower  than 
it  was,  Mr.  Gladstone  had  it  passed  through  the  House 
without  consulting  the  people,  and  not  one  word  was  said 
about  the  people  not  asking  for  it.  Was  Mr.  Mowat’s  Bill, 
passed  a  few  days  ago,  ever  discussed  before  the  people  or 
asked  for  by  the  people  ?  Did  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Brant,  in  stumping  the  country  during  the  last  election 
ever  say  a  word  about  extending  the  franchise  ?  Or,  if  he 
did,  did  he  say  in  what  direction  he  wanted  it  to  be  extended  ? 
I  followed  hon.  gentlemen  throughout  many  contests,  and 
did  not  hear  them  say  a  word  about  it.  Mr.  Mowat  was 
not  asked  to  pass  the  Bill.  True,  the  Reform  party, 
driven  to  it  by  the  Conservative  party,  had  to  acknowledge 
it  as  a  plank  in  their  platform,  but  although  Mr.  Mowat 
placed  it  as  a  plank  in  his  platform,  as  laid  down  by  the 
Lieutenant-Governor,  he  did  not  endorse  it  in  Parliament, 
and  allowed  a  whole  Session  to  pass  without  saying  a  word 
about  it.  Can  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  point  to  a  single 
voter  who  having  had  a  vote  in  1882  or  1878  will  not  also 
have  a  vote  ia  1887  under  this  Bill?  They  cannot  point  to 
one.  Yet  they  say  we  have  no  right  to  speak  for  the 
people,  we  who  are  commissioned  to  speak  for  the  people 
by  two  mandates  given  us  by  large  majorities  in. 
1878  and  in  1882.  These  hon.  gentlemen,  some  time  ago, 
thought  it  necessary,  when  a  former  Bill  was  passed  through 
Parliament,  to  call  for  meetings  throughout  the  country. 
That  Bill  was  passed  without  consulting  the  people.  When 
they  went  before  the  people  did  they  discuss  the  measure  ? 
No;  in  1882,  when  they  went  to  the  people  on  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  measure,  they  would  not  discuss  it ; 
but  they  went  off  on  a  side  issue  and  talked  about  invading 
the  rights  of  the  Province,  the  Rivers  and  Streams  Bill,  the 
Boundary  Award — these  were  the  questions  they  discussed, 
and  not  the  question  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  So 
it  will  be  at  the  next  election.  This  Bill  will  pass,  and 
what  will  be  the  result?  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  go 
off  on  some  other  side  wind ;  they  will  draw  some  other 
red  herring  across  the  trail,  but  they  will  not  meet  the 
people  fairly.  Now  they  say,  this  Bill  is  being  hurried 
through  Parliament.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills)  said  this  Bill  was  introduced  only  three  months 
after  the  House  met.  That  statement  is  about  as  correct 
as  any  other  statement  he  has  made,  and  is  on  a  par  with 
the  reckless,  random  statements  that  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  generally  make.  They  want  it  to  go  forth  to  the 
country  that  this  House  did  nothing  the  first  three  months 
of  the  Session,  so  that  the  people  will  say  the  Govern¬ 
ment  was  wasting  time,  and  three  or  four  weeks  more 
wasted  by  the  Opposition  would  not  make  very  much 
difference.  What  is  tho  fact  ?  The  Bill  was  introduced 
the  19th  of  March. 

Mr,  VAIL.  Ten  days  short  of  three  mouths. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  six  weeks  out  of 
his  calculation  again,  just  about  as  near  as  he  can  count. 
I  have  from  the  Clerk  of  the  House  a  statement  showing 
that  the  Bill  was  distributed  the  27th  of  March,  not  two 
months  after  the  House  met,  yet  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  deliberately  says  it  was  not  brought  down  until 
three  months  after  the  House  opened.  I  believe  that  when 
the  Hansard  report  comes  down  to-morrow,  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Bothwell  will  correct  that  statement;  but  if  it  comes 
down  as  he  delivered  it,  it  will  be  seen  that  he  deliberately 
stated  that  it  was  three  months  before  the  Bill  came  before 
the  House,  although  it  was  but  little  more  than  seven  weeks 
before  it  was  actually  distributed  to  the  House.  Let  us 
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compare  that  with  what  Mr.  Mowat  did  of  whom  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  are  so  fond  of  talking.  We  find  that 
Mr.  Mowat’s  Parliament  was  in  Session  six  weeks  before 
his  Bill  was  introduced.  His  Parliament  met  on  the  28th  of 
January,  and  on  the  5th  of  March  the  Bill  was  read  the  first 
time.  It  was  not  printed  until  the  20th,  it  was  read  the  second 
time  on  the  24th,  and  passed  on  the  28th  ;  and  this  was  a  Bill 
more  revolutionary  in  its  character  than  any  previous  Fran¬ 
chise  Bill — a  Bill  which  enfranchised  the  Indians  and 
extended  the  franchise  almost  in  every  direction. 
Mr.  Mowat  went  one  better  than  the  First  Minister. 
The  hon.  gentleman  was  determined  to  go  one  better  than 
the  First  Minister.  He  saw  what  the  First  Minister’s  Bill 
was,  the  same  as  the  previous  Session,  lie  sits  down,  draws 
his  Bill,  almost  all  the  clauses  drawn  in  such  a  way  as'to 
go  one  better  than  the  First  Minister.  This  Bill  had  been 
before  Parliament  and  had  been  discussed  before  the  people 
as  the  member  for  Brome  (Mr.  Fisher)  said.  But  one 
member,  the  hon.  member  for  Brant,  admitted  that  he  had 
never  heard  of  the  Bill  before.  A  newspaper  man,  a  man 
who  knows  so  much  of  what  is  going  on  in  the  country, 
says  ho  knew  nothing  about  the  Bill.  That  shows  what 
reliance  can  be  placed  on  this  gentleman  who  cannot 
keep  a  faithful  record  of  the  affairs  of  the  country. 
Hon.  gentlemen  say  the  Bill  is  going  to  be  too  expensive 
Although  that  is  somewhat  out  of  the  record,  I  will 
simply  say  that  the  estimates  made  by  hon.  gentlemen 
in  regard  to  that  are  something  like  their  estimates 
a  few  years  ago  in  regard  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Hailway.  One  hon.  gentleman  said  it  would  cost 
$500,000.  Another  said  it  would  cost  $7 15,000.  When 
the  question  of  the  revising  barrister  is  under  discussion,  I 
shall  take  the  liberty  to  give  my  view  of  what  the  cost 
really  is,  but  I  repeat  what  I  said  before,  that  the  cost  in 
the  first  year  of  the  revising  barrister  and  his  clerk  and  his 
constable  will  not  be  as  much  as  what  hon.  gentlemon  have 
cost  the  country  by  the  unreasonable  obstruction  which 
they  have  exhibited  in  regard  to  this  Bill,  nor  as  much  as 
it  has  cost  to  publish  all  the  absurd  returns  which  they 
have  asked  for — some  700  or  800.  These  gentlemen  are 
never  at  home  unless  they  are  reckless  in  assertion.  Tho  hon. 
member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  stated  a  few  nights 
ago  that,  if  this  Bill  passed,  there  would  be  150,000  men 
disfranchised  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  in  order  to 
show  that,  he  went  into  an  estimate.  The  member  for  West 
Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  went  25,000  hotter.  The  next  night  he 
said  there  would  be  150,000  disfranchised.  Let  us  come  to 
the  record.  It  may  surprise  the  hon.  gentlemen  when  I  tell 
them  the  results  from  tho  official  documents,  but  I  want  to 
show  how  reckless  these  gentlemen  are  in  their  random 
statements,  how  regardless  they  are  of  the  facts,  how  econ¬ 
omical  of  the  truth,  in  fact,  they  kick  it  around  in  every 
direction.  According  to  the  last  official  return,  there  were  in 
the  Province  of  Ontario  only  472,411  persons  of  the  age  of 
twenty-one  years  and  upwards.  Let  us  turn  to  the  record 
of  the  Ontario  Government,  and  see  how  many  persons  are 
enfranchised  to-day  in  that  Province  without  Mr.  Mowat’s 
new  Bill,  because,  mark  you,  that  is  not  now  the  law  of  the 
land,  it  does  not  come  into  operation  till  next  January. 
According  to  the  law  in  force  to-day  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  the  franchise  is  $400  in  cities,  $300  in  towns,  $200 
in  townships  and  villages,  and  $400  income.  The  total 
number  of  persons  er  franchised  under  that  law  to-day,  is 
417, 112,  so  that  there  are  only  55,309  persons  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario  above  twenty  one  years  of  age  who  had  not 
the  franchise, including  lunat;cs,  criminals,  insane,  deaf,  dumb 
and  blind.  Yet  the  hon.  gentleman  says  this  Bill  will  di  fran¬ 
chise  125,000  people.  How  is  it  going  to  do  that  ?  The  hon. 
member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  will  say:  Oh,butsomo 
of  you  vote  twice.  On  his  own  estimate,  according  to  his 
first  statement,  there  were  15,000  who  voted  twice. 
Subsequently,  he  said  there  were  7,500.  I  will  take  his 


statement  of  15,000,  and,  adding  that  to  the  55,309,  we  have 
70,309  against  150,000  or  125,000,  the  number  given  by  the 
member  for  West  Elgin  and  the  member  for  West  Huron 
respectively,  and  this  is  assuming  that  not  one  additional 
person  will  be  enfranchised  under  this  Act.  You  see 
how  reckless  they  are.  There  are  not,  from  the  age 
of  21  years  up  to  99  years,  more  than  55,309  who 
have  not  votes  to-day  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and 
of  the  voters  286,000  voted  in  1883,  at  the  last  general 
election,  and  the  votes  unpolled  were  120,153.  When  they 
deliberately  told  the  House  and  the  country  that  150,000 
men  will  be  disfranchised  by  this  Bill,  they  were -talking 
what  they  know  is  not  correct,  they  were  making  random 
and  reckless  statements  for  political  purposes,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  casting  some  obloquy  and  some  disgrace  upon  the 
First  Minister,  and  getting  the  people  to  stir  up  meetings 
and  arouse  a  feeling  in  the  country  against  the  Bill.  I 
assert  that  not  a  gentleman  on  that  side  of  the  House  can 
point  to  a  single  person  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  who, 
to-day,  has  a  vote  who  will  be  disfranchised  by  this  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hear,  hear.  Not  one. 

Mr.  EYKERT.  When  we  go  back  to  render  an  account 
of  our  stewardship,  there  will  not  be  one  who  had  a  vote 
for  us  before  who  will  not  have  a  vote  on  that  occasion. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  And  a  great  many  more. 

Mr.  EYKERT.  And  a  great  many  more,  as  I  shall  show 
presently.  These  gentlemen  must  have  a  little  shame  when 
they  look  at  the  record  they  have  made  in  this  House.  In 
analysing  this  Bill  I  take  my  own  constituency.  I  have  taken 
the  trouble  since  last  Friday  to  have  all  the  assessment 
rolls  of  my  constituency  sent  to  this  House,  in  order  to  see 
the  effect  of  this  Bill  and  of  Mr.  Mowat’t  Bill  on  my  county. 
In  the  first  place,  Mr.  Mowat’s  Bill  will  deprive  of  their 
votes  269  non-resident  freehold  voters,  who  have  exercised 
the  franchise  for  twenty-five  or  thirty  years.  I  myself  have 
voted  in  tho  county  of  Welland  for  nearly  thirty  years, 
and  I  am  cut  off  from  that ;  but,  while  they  adopt  that 
principle,  viz.,  that  non-residents  shall  not  vote  as  far 
as  parliamentary  elections  are  concerned,  in  municipal 
elections  fr  is  different.  I  voted  ten  times  in  one  day 
in  ten  different  places.  That  shows  that,  while  they 
are  willing  to  allow  that  for  municipal  purposes,  they 
are  not  willing  to  allow  it  for  parliamentary  purposes.  I 
should  like  to  know  why  I  should  have  the  privilege  of 
voting  in  the  city  of  St.  Catharines  in  six  wards  for  eighteen 
aldermen,  and  in  the  township  of  Grantham  for  four  coun¬ 
cillors  and  a  reeve,  and  in  th9  township  of  Niagara 
in  my  own  county,  and  in  the  village  of  Merritton,  and 
yet,  when  it  comes  to  a  parliamentary  election,  where  my 
responsibilities  are  greater  than  in  municipal  affairs, 

I  can  only  vote  where  I  live,  and  not  where  I  have  the 
largest  amount  of  property.  There  are  in  my  own  county 
269  people  disfranchised  by  reason  of  being  non-resident. 
Taking  Mr.  Mowat’s  Bill,  there  are  in  that  county  of 
Lincoln,  outside  of  the  city  of  St.  Catharines,  only  49 
persons  who  are  assessed  for  an  amount  under  $200.  To¬ 
day  there  are  only  49  persons  who  will  gain  the  franchise 
by  Mr.  Mowat’s  Bill.  I  am  assuming  that  they  are  only 
assessed  for  $100,  but  they  are  assessed  under  $200, 
so  that  while  I  lose  269  of  non-residents,  I  gain  49  as  voters 
having  $100  and  upwards.  Now,  we  will  take  tho  city  of 
St.  Catharines,  this  shows  tho  fact  that  every  person  assessed 
for  property  in  the  Province  of  Ontario — unloss,  as  tho 
leader  of  the  Opposition  says,  ho  lives  in  a  God  forsaken  part 
of  the  country — is  assessed  for  $200.  There  is  hardly  anyone 
living  with  a  roof  over  h'S  head  at  all,  who  is  not  worth  $200. 
Hon.  gentlemon  know,  in  canvassing  the  country,  that  every 
elector  trios  to  be  assessed  for  an  amount  sufficient  to  give 
him  a  vote.  Now,  take  the  city  of  St.  Catharines,  with  a 
franchise  of  $400.  I  find  there  are  only  twenty- nine  persons 
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assessed  between  $300  and  $400,  and  only  twenty-six  persons 
between  $200  and  $300,  who  will  be  entitled  to  vote.  Ihe 
only  gain  under  the  Mowat  Bill  in  the  city  of  St.  Catharines, 
with  its  population  of  10,000,  will  be  twenty-six.  .This  Bill 
also  recognises  the  principle  recognised  years  ago  in  the  old 
Parliament  of  Canada,  of  what  is  called  “  tenancy  franchise. 
Although  some  objection  has  been  taken  to  some  of  the  details 
of  that  section,  the  principle  of  tenant  franchise  is  fully 
recognised.  In  Mr.  Mowat’s  Bill  a  man  must  have  property 
worth  a  certain  amount,  but  in  the  present  Bill  a  person  repre¬ 
senting  a  piece  of  property,  no  matter  how  small  or  how 
large,  if  he  pays  $2  a  month,  can  have  a  vote.  I  would 
like  to  know  where  there  is  a  tenant  who  pays  less  than  $2 
a  month  ?  We  come  now  to  the  income  franchise.  In  the 
Province  of  Ontario  there  is  a  large  number  of  persons 
with  salaries  of  $400,  who,  at  the  present  time,  claim 
exemption  and  will  not  be  assessed.  They  do  not  appear 
upon  the  voters’  lists  because  they  are  not  assessed, 
and  the  courts  have  determined  that  no  man  can  be  placed 
upon  the  list  after  the  assessment  roll  is  revised,  for  income, 
unless  he  is  assessed.  So  that,  in  the  Province 
of  Ontario,  a  man  must  be  assessed  for  $400  before  he  can 
irave  a  vote.  Under  this  Bill  a  man  need  not  be 
assessed  for  anything,  he  has  only  to  have  an  income 
of  $400,  so  there  is  the  advantage  under  this  Bill.  In 
the  Province  of  Ontario  he  must  pay  taxes  and  be  placed 
upon  the  assessment  roll,  so  that  in  these  two  respects  this 
Bill  is  far  better  than  the  other.  I  have  been  struck  with 
the  fact,  during  this  discussion,  that  some  hon.  gentlemen, 
particularly  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton),  have  exhibited  a  great  deal  of  anxiety  for  Nova 
Scotia,  and  have  pointed  out  that  this  Bill  is  going  to  dis¬ 
franchise  large  numbers  in  that  Province.  Well,  I  find  that  on 
the  7th  May,  1885,  the  Halifax  Chronicle,  a  good  Grit  organ, 
as  I  understand,  denounced  the  Franchise  Bill  in  almost  as 
strong  terms  as  the  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House.  That 
paper  says  this : 

“The  difference  between  the  proposed  franchise  and  those  nowin 
operation  are  more  in  name  than  in  reality.  Very  few  of  the  youngmen 
who  would  be  entitled  to  vote  under  the  Dominion  Act  as  having  an 
income  of  $300  a  year,  would  not  possess  $300  personal  property 
entitling  them  to  vote  in  this  Province.  We  believe  the  two  lists  which 
we  require  to  be  made  up,  if  the  Dominion  Bill  becomes  law,  will,  if 
fairly  made  up,  be  nearly  identical.’’ 

I  quote  that  as  an  answer  to  those  hon.  gentlemen  who  say 
this  Bill  is  going  to  work  great  injustice  in  Nova  Scotia. 
Now,  the  principal  difference  between  this  Bill  and  the 
Local  Bill  of  Ontario  is  this :  In  the  Local  Legislature 
the  assessment  rolls  are  the  guide,  and  every  one  knows 
that  in  townships  particularly,  men  are  assessed  as 
low  as  possible,  and  still  have  the  right  to  vote,  in 
order  to  evade  the  taxation  imposed  by  the  county  council. 
Hon.  gentlemen  who  know  anything  about  municipal  affairs 
in  Ontario,  know  that  the  rolls  are  equalised  by  the  county 
council,  and  therefore  in  rural  municipalities  and  towns  not 
separated  from  the  county,  property  is  assessed  as  low  as 
possible  in  order  that  the  owners  may  reduce  the  county 
taxation.  But  in  this  Bill  the  revising  barrister,  or  the 
judge,  takes  the  actual  value  of  the  property ;  he  does  not 
take  the  assessed  value  at  all,  so  that  where  the  assessed 
value  is  $100  in  the  municipality,  the  actual  value  might 
be  $250,  and  in  cities  where  the  value  is  assessed  at  $200,  the 
actual  value  may  be  $100.  In  this  Bill  the  revising  barris¬ 
ter  states  the  actual  value,  irrespective  of  the  assessed 
value,  the  voter  under  this  law  not  being  liable  to  pay  any 
taxes.  Now  I  have  briefly  pointed  ont  the  inconsistencies 
of  hon.  gentlemen  in  opposing  this  Bill.  I  think  they  have 
manifested  a  disposition  to  obstruct  legislation  in  reference 
to  this  Bill.  Anyone  who  will  examine  the  Hansard  will 
see  that  these  hon.  gentlemen  have  occupied  something  like 
400  or  500  pages  in  the  discussion  of  a  measure  that  might 
have  been  discussed  in  15  pages ;  and  they  have  done  so, 
Mr.  Rykert. 
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not  for  the  purpose  of  defending  provincial  rights,  but  with 
a  view  of  obstructing  this  Bill  so  that  the  Government  will 
be  forced  to  withdraw  it.  The  First  Minister  has  declared 
that  this  Bill  shall  become  law  this  present  Session,  and  his 
supporters  believe  he  is  right.  The  House  has  affirmed  the 
principle  on  the  second  reading  by  a  large  majority,  and  we 
would  be  false  to  our  trust,  and  to  the  position  we  occupy 
as  representatives  of  the  people,  if  we  were  to  allow  the 
Opposition,  simply  because  we  might  be  inconvenienced  by 
sitting  here  three  or  four  months,  to  obstruct  the  Bill  and 
prevent  the  legislation  being  carried  through.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  support  this  Bill  because  I  believe  that  we 
ought  to  have  a  uniform  franchise  that  cannot  be 
interfered  with  or  altered  by  the  Local  Legislatures. 
As  I  have  pointed  out,  the  Local  Legislature  of  Ontario 
has  unjustly  and  unfairly  disfranchised  thousands  of  people 
who  have  heretofore  enjoyed  the  privilege  of  the  fran¬ 
chise  and  who  voted  for  us  in  1882,  who  when  we 
go  back  for  re-election  will  have  no  right  to  pass 
judgment  on  our  action.  For  example,  non-resident  voters 
at  the  last  election  will  have  no  right  to  pass  judgment 
on  our  actions  because  they  are  disfranchised,  and  judgment 
will  be  passod  upon  us  by  a  different  set  of  men.  That  is 
not  a  just  course  to  pursue.  We  have  no  guarantee  that 
the  franchise  will  not  be  altered  by  Mr.  Mowat  before  the 
next  general  election ;  that  there  will  not  be  compulsory 
voting,  that  woman  suffrage  will  not  be  granted,  that  man¬ 
hood  suffrage  will  not  be  granted.  Knowing  all  these  facts, 
and  what  are  the  views  of  members  of  this  House  on  these 
three  important  questions,  manhood  suffrage,  woman  suff¬ 
rage  and  compulsory  voting,  and  having  strong  views  on 
these  questions,  are  we  to  place  ourselves  in  the  hands  of 
politicians  like  Oliver  Mowat,  who  has  shown  his  deter¬ 
mination  to  fight  against  the  interests  of  the  Dominion  ?  I 
feel  as  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  felt  in  1871,  that  there 
should  be  no  entangling  alliance  between  Ontario  and  the 
Dominion.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Durham,  when 
leader  of  the  Opposition  in  the  Local  House  in  1871,  said  : 

“  As  citizens  of  Ontario  we  are  called  upon  to  frame  our  own  policy 
with  reference  to  our  Provincial  rights  and  interests  and  to  conduct  our 
own  affairs  ;  and  we  deprecate,  nay  more,  we  protest  most  strongly 
against  any  interference  on  the  part  of  any  Government  with  our  perfect 
freedom  of  action.’  ’ 

Again  said  Mr.  Blake  : 

“  Their  position  was  this,  that  the  Local  Government  should  be  per¬ 
fectly  independent  of  the  Central  Government  and  should  neither  be 
entangled  by  alliance  nor  embarrassed  by  hostility.’’ 

Those  are  true  and  sound  principles.  If  they  are  adhered 
to,  then  I  say  that  the  Local  Legislature  of  Ontario  will 
occupy  its  true  position.  I  am  in  favor  of  an  entirely 
different  franchise  for  the  Provincial  as  compared  with 
Dominion  elections.  We  are  sent  here  to  advocate  measures 
entirely  different  to  those  coming  before  the  Local  Legis¬ 
lature.  When  we  have  narrow-minded  men  who  hold  that 
local  matters  are  paramount,  when  a  Local  Legislature 
arraigns  itself  as  the  Ontario  Legislature  has  done  against 
the  interests  of  the  Dominion,  we  have  a  right  to  fortify 
ourselves  and  protect  ourselves,  and  take  care  not  to  place 
ourselves  in  the  hands  of  such  politicians  as  at  the  present 
time  control  the  Legislature  of  Ontario. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  do  not  rise  to  engage  in  further 
discussion  as  to  the  amendment  I  placed  in  your  hands 
some  days  ago  and  which  is  still  before  the  House.  I  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  referring  to  one  or  two  points  made  by 
the  Premier,  when  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  first  took  the  Chair 
this  afternoon.  Wo  have  great  satisfaction  in  the  declara- 
ation  made  by  that  hon.  gentleman  that  he  has  resisted  the 
demands  of  his  followers,  that  the  cloture  should  be  applied. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MA.CDONALD.  I  did  not  say  that.  I 
said  nothing  about  my  followers.  1  said  that  demands  hat} 
been  made  from  various  sources. 
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Mr.  CHARLTON.  They  were  not  made  from  this  side 
of  the  House ;  and  if  they  were  not  made  by  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  followers,  I  do  not  know  by  whom  they  could  have 
been  made.  The  reason  for  such  a  suggestion  does  not  exist. 
The  application  of  the  cloture  in  England  was  after  vexatious 
opposition  by  a  mere  faction,  blocking  the  wheels  of  legis¬ 
lation.  No  mere  faction  in  this  House  opposes  this  measure  ; 
but  a  great  party,  representing  the  vast  majority  of  the 
people  of  Canada  to-day,  oppose  a  measure  which  the  people 
do  not  want ;  and  for  that  reason  there  is  no  justification 
for  the  cloture  or  for  that  gag-law,  the  so-called  appli¬ 
cation  for  the  previous  question,  which  obtains  in  the  United 
States  House  of  Representatives.  1  rise  to  refer  more  parti¬ 
cularly  to  the  charge  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  mem¬ 
bers  on  this  side  of  the  House  had  been  guilty  of  organised 
obstruction.  In  my  opinion  this  Bill  has  been  discussed 
properly  and  temperately,  except  on  one  or  two  occasions 
when  the  House  insisted  on  sifting  past  two  o’clock.  As 
to  the  speeches  on  this  side  of  the  House,  we  have  a  very 
fair  specimen  in  the  excellent  speech  delivered  by  the  hon . 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  this  afternoon.  Of  course, 
some  may  have  been  somewhat  diffuse.  Some  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  may  not  have  spoken  with  that  terseness,  with  that 
degree  of  parliamentary  skill  which  old  parliamentarians 
may  possess ;  but  all  of  those  hon.  gentlemen  have 
addressed  themselves  to  the  discussion  with  a  sincere  desire 
to  present  their  views  to  this  House  and  the  country.  The 
hon.  gentleman  asserted  that  but  for  this  obstruction  the 
discussion  would  not  have  been  kept  up  the  week  before 
last,  and  the  painful  scene  enacted,  by  which  members 
were  deprived  of  their  rest.  During  the  week  before  last, 
the  first  attempt  made  at  the  Monday  Session,  and  con¬ 
tinued  until  10  o’clock  Tuesday  night  was  against  the 
protest  of  the  Opposition.  The  Opposition  demanded 
an  adjournment  at  2  o’clock  on  Tuesday  morning. 
That  adjournment  was  refused  by  the  Government 
majority.  We  were  not  obstructing  the  proceedings 
at  that  time.  The  discussion  was  conducted  in  a  proper 
manner  till  two  o’clock,  when  we  were  entitled  to  an  adjourn¬ 
ment.  When  the  House  met  on  Thursday,  an  adjournment 
was  asked  at  4  o’clock  on  Friday  morning,  the  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies),  speaking  for  the  Opposition,  said, 
we  would  take  a  vote  on  the  Indian  clause  and  adjourn.  That 
suggestion  was  declined,  and  we  continued  to  sit  through  the 
entire  day  of  Friday.  We  continued  to  discuss  the  question 
until  Saturday  morning  at  1  o’clock.  At  that  time  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  suggested  that  the  House 
should  take  a  vote  on  the  Indian  clause,  pass  all  the  sub-sec¬ 
tions  of  the  interpretation  clauses,  and  adjourn.  The  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  of  Public  Works  rose,  and  in  some  heat  and  with  some 
warmth,  refused  to  accede  to  that  proposition,  and  the  House 
continued  to  sit  till  Saturday  at  midnight,  against  our  protest. 
The  obstruction  was  against  our  protest.  On  Thursday 
evening  the  supporters  of  the  Government  came  into  this 
House  suppliod  with  pillows  and  bedding,  and  gave  us  notice 
that  they  intended  to  encamp  on  the  field  of  battle.  They 
came  here  with  a  declaration  that  they  would  wear  the  Op¬ 
position  out,  and  we  knew  it  was  their  intention  to  sit  here 
until  Saturday  midnight,  and  so  far  as  obstruction  being  prac¬ 
tised  by  the  Opposition,  such  was  not  the  case.  When  two 
o’clock  arrived  we  refused  to  proceed  further  with  the  discus¬ 
sion  of  the  question,  and  we  gave  notice  of  our  desire  to  ad¬ 
journ,  as  it  was  perfectly  proper  for  us  to  do.  The  hon.  First 
Minister  informed  us  that  the  minority  should  yield  to  the 
majority.  When  should  they  yield  ?  Should  they  yield 
upon  demand,  or  has  the  minority  a  right  to  insist  on  a  free 
and  full  discussion  by  members  of  this  House  ?  An  hon. 
gentleman  says,  yield  “  ere  long.”  We  will  probably  yield 
ere  long.  We  will  probably  delay  “  ere  long,”  as  the  First 
Minister  sometimes  does.  But  we  have  a  right  as  a 
minority  to  debate  every  measure  laid  before  this  House  and 
to  give  it  full  discussion;  and  it  is  a  fault  which  has 


characterised  this  House  that  many  important  measures  have 
been  permitted  to  pass  without  receiving  proper  discussion. 
Many  important  measures  have  gone  on  our  Statute  Books 
without  that  consideration  which  they  should  have  received 
from  this  House.  Now  a  measure  of  the  importance  of  the 
one  which  is  before  the  House  at  this  time,  is  one  deserving 
of  full  discussion.  It  was  introduced,  Sir,  at  a  time  when 
full  discussion  was  hardly  possible.  The  second  reading  of 
this  Bill  was  taken  just  twelve  days  short  of  three  months 
of  the  time  the  House  assembled.  That  Bill  was  introduced 
at  a  late  period  of  the  Session  as  we  all  know,  and  when  the 
consideration  of  that  Bill  was  taken  up  we  had  many 
important  measures  to  take  into  consideration.  We  had, 
for  instance  the  terms  of  the  re-adjustment  with  Manitoba  ; 
we  had  the  Pacific  Railway  resolutions  to  consider;  we 
had  a  number  of  Government  measures  with  regard  to  the 
Inland  Revenue  Department ;  we  had  the  Supply,  and  we 
all  know  that  the  Estimates  cannot  possibly  be  put  through 
this  House  in  less  than  two  or  three  woeks,  with  anything 
like  proper  discussion  ;  we  had  the  Bill  to  modify  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  Consolidated  Insurance  Act  of  1877  ;  we  had 
another  Bill  to  provide  for  the  distribution  of  the  assets  of 
insolvent  debtors ;  we  had  a  Bill  providing  for  the 
establishment  of  a  court  of  claims ;  wo  had  a  Bill 
respecting  real  property  in  the  North-West  Territories ; 
a  Bill  regarding  the  salaries  of  the  Judges  and  other 
officers  to  be  appointed  under  the  Court  of  Claims 
Bill;  wo  had  a  measure  with  regard  to  restricting  and 
regulating  the  immigration  of  the  Chinese ;  we  had  a  Bill 
to  provide  for  the  fitting  representation  of  Canada  at  the 
Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition  to  bo  held  in  London ;  we 
had  an  Act  respecting  the  Revised  Statutes;  we  had  a  Bill 
to  provide  for  the  better  preservation  of  the  peace  in  the 
vicinity  of  public  works ;  we  had  an  Act  with  regard  to 
liquor  licenses,  and  we  had  an  Act  with  regard  to  the  North- 
West  Mounted  Police.  These  are  a  few  of  the  important 
measures  which  were  before  this  House  when  this  Bill 
received  its  second  reading.  This  Bill  was  not  introduced 
at  the  proper  time.  There  is  no  use  arguing  before  the 
House  that  the  Bill  now  under  consideration  was  introduced 
at  as  early  a  stage  of  the  Session  as  it  ought  to  have  been 
introduced ;  and  it  is  a  measure,  if  the  evident  expectation 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  in  introducing  this  measure  has  been 
met,  which  would  not  have  received  full  consideration.  It 
would  have  gone  through  the  House,  as  the  Gerrymander  Act 
of  1882  did — against  the  protest  of  the  minority,  but  without 
that  full  consideration  of  its  details  which  it  deserved.  Now, 
all  measures  deserve  full  consideration,  and  especially  a 
measure  of  the  great  importance  of  the  measure  now  before 
the  House.  I  take  the  liberty  of  reading  one  clause  from 
Lieber  on  Civil  Liberty  and  Self  Government,  with  regard  to 
the  degree  of  discussion  which  public  measures  should 
receive.  He  says  : 

“  An  election  which  takes  place  to  pass  judgment  on  a  series  of  acts 
of  a  person,  or  to  decide  on  the  adoption  or  rejection  of  a  fundamental 
law  can  have  no  value  whatever,  if  the  following  conditions  are  not 
fulfilled  : 

“The  question  must  have  been  fairly  before  the  people  for  a  period 
sufficiently  long  to  discuss  the  matter  fairly,  and  under  circumstances 
to  allow  a  free  discussion.  Neither  the  police  restrictions  of  Govern¬ 
ment  nor  the  riotous  procedures  of  mobs,  nor  the  tyranny  of  associa¬ 
tions  ought  to  prevent  the  formation  of  a  well  sifted  and  duly  modified 
public  opinion.  The  liberty  of  the  press,  therefore,  is  a  conditio. sine  qua 
non.  If  this  be  not  the  case,  a  mere  general  opinion  of  the  moment,  a 
panic  on  the  one  hand  or  a  maddened  gratitude,  for  real  or  imaginary 
benefits,  of  a  multitude  excited  for  the  day  or  a  period,  may  hastily  and 
unrighteously  settle  the  fate  of  generations  to  come,  and  passion,  fear 
or  vain-glory  may  decide  that  which  ought  to  be  settled  by  the  largest 
and  freest  interchange  of  opinions  and  the  broadest  reciprocal  modifica¬ 
tion  of  interests.  It  requires  time  for  a  great  subject  to  present  itself  in 
all  the  aspects  in  which  it  ought  to  be  viewed  and  examined,  and  for  a 
great  public  opinion  to  form  itself, — the  more  time  the  vaster  the 
subject.  All  the  laws  regulating  the  formation  of  opinion  in  the  indi¬ 
vidual  apply  with  greater  force  to  the  formation  of  public  opinion. 

“  All  elections  must  be  superintended  by  election  judges  and  officers 
independent  of  the  executive  or  any  other  organized  or  unorganized 
power  of  Government.  ” 
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Now,  Sir,  wo  have  in  the  discussion  upon  and  the  attempt 
to  pass  upon  this  Bill  a  violation  ot  that  first  principle 
demanding  a  foil  discussion  and  a  careful  sifting  and  weigh¬ 
ing  of  the  features  of  the  Bill.  We  have  in  this  Bill 
another  measure  which  is  in  antagonism  to  that  feature 
which  requires  that  the  Government  should  not  have  any¬ 
thing  to  do  with  the  election  officers,  or  the  machinery 
which  is  to  decide  the  question.  We  are  told  that  we  must 
yield  to  the  majority.  Well,  Sir,  does  the  dictum  of  a 
majority  always  make  a  thing  right  ?  Supposing  a  majority 
of  this  House  should  solemnly  resolve  at  this  moment  that 
it  was  now  three  o’clock  in  the  morning,  would  that  make 
it  three  o’clock  ?  Supposing  that  a  majority  in  this  House 
should  resolve  that  Darwin’s  theory  of  evolution  was  right, 
would  that  settle  the  question  ?  Supposing  a  majority  of 
this  House  should  determine  the  question  of  eternal  punish¬ 
ment — would  that  settle  it  ?  I  remember  reading  of  a  con¬ 
vention  of  pilgrims  fathers  in  Massachusetts,  who 
decided,  by  resolution,  First,  that  the  Saints  of  God 
should  inherit  the  earth,  and  they  passed  a  second 
resolution  declaring  that  they  were  the  Saints  of  God.  I  do 
not  suppose  that  that  settled  the  question,  although  a  ma¬ 
jority  decided  that  that  was  the  case.  Here  a  majority  are 
inclined  to  resolve  that  they  should  stay  in  power,  and 
secondly,  they  would  resolve  that  as  they  intend  to  stay  in 
power,  they  should  take  the  power  of  manipulating  the  voters’ 
lists  so  that  they  should  be  able  to  do  so.  That  is  the  deci¬ 
sion  which  the  majority  are  about  to  arrive  at.  The  hon. 
gentleman  told  us  this  afternoon  that  their  conclusions  must 
prevail  or  else  there  will  be  a  tragedy.  I  do  not  know  to 
what  the  hon.  gentloman  refers,  or  what  the  character  of 
this  tragedy  will  be.  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand.  I  hope 
he  has  no  violent  designs  against  the  Opposition  ;  I  hope 
we  are  not  to  be  punished  for  our  contumacy  in  this  matter, 
by  the  condign  wrath  of  the  First  Minister  and  his  follow¬ 
ers.  Now,  Sir,  this  measure  has  not  been  understood  by 
this  country ;  it  has  not  been  understood  by  this  House. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  This  measure  is  not  understood  to¬ 
day  by  a  majority  of  this  House.  The  hon.  member  for 
Lincoln  does  not  himself  understand  it. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Speak  for  your  own  side. 

Mr.  CHARLTON,  The  country  is  just  at  this  moment 
fairly  arousing  itself  as  to  the  character  of  this  measure. 
We  hold  that  this  measure  is  one  of  such  importance  that 
it  should  not  be  passed  hastily.  We  hold  that  the  opinions 
of  the  great  mass  of  the  people  of  Canada  should  be  obtained 
upon  this  measure — the  people  who  ai'e  to  be  affected  by 
this  measure,  whose  interests  are  at  stake  in  this  matter — a 
measure  which  will  affect  their  interest  not  only  this  year 
but  for  all  years  to  come,  which  will  affect  not  only  this 
generation,  but  all  generations  who  may  live  in  future  in 
this  Dominion,-— we  hold  that  this  measure  should  be  taken 
into  consideration  by  the  people  of  Canada,  and  that  some 
authoritative  expression  of  their  opinion  should  be  furnished 
to  their  representatives  in  this  House,  before  a  measure  of 
this  importance  should  pass.  We  believe  on  this  side  that 
although  in  a  minority  here,  we  represent  the  great 
majority  of  people,  with  regard  to  this  measure. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Yes.  yes  ;  no,  no. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  We  believe  that  we  are  standing 
here  the  champions  of  the  people,  the  advocates  of  the 
people’s  rights,  in  resisting  an  attempt  to  perpetrate  on  this 
country  a  great  wrong.  We  believe  that  the  assertion  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  correct,  that  representative  institu¬ 
tions  are  on  trial.  The  question  is  whether  the  defendants, 
the  party  in  power,  who  are  shortly  to  be  arraigned  before 
the  people  of  this  country— -whether  these  defendants  in 
that  trial  shall  be  permitted  to  pack  the  jury.  The  question 
Mr,  Charlton. 
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is  whether  we  shall  have  a  free  unbiased  expression  of  the 
opinion,  a  declaration  of  the  will  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  or  whether  the  Government  in  power  shall  snatch 
a  verdict,  by  means  of  an  improper  manipulation  of  the 
voters’  lists,  as  it  is  proposed  to  do  by  this  Bill.  I  cannot 
say  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech  this  afternoon  was 
anything  but  Parliamentary  and  moderate  in  its  tone  and 
spirit.  The  hon.  gentleman,  in  that  speech,  indicated  a 
desire  to  make  concessions.  Well,  Sir,  unfortunately  this  is  a 
matter  where  the  very  principle  at  stake  is  a  principle  on 
which  no  concession  can  be  made.  We  stand  on  the 
principle  that  any  attempt  to  take  the  fixing  of  the  fran¬ 
chises  from  the  Provincial  Governments,  that  have  enjoyed 
and  exercised  that  power  for  eighteen  years,  and  through 
five  general  elections,  and  have  exercised  it  in  a  manner  that 
has  been,  in  the  highest  degree,  satisfactory  to  the  people 
of  the  various  Provinces — we  hold,  I  say,  that  any  attempt 
to  take  that  power  from  the  Provinces,  and  to  exercise  it  by 
the  Dominion,  is  an  infringement  of  a  principle  that  we 
cannot  permit  if  we  can  help  it ;  and,  consequently,  at  the 
very  threshold,  we  stand  face  to  face  with  a  principle  that 
prevents  us  from  offering  or  accepting  any  concessions  in 
this  matter.  We  meet  that  issue  in  the  resolution  in  your 
hands,  and  the  issue  presented  in  that  resolution  is  one  that 
does  not  admit  of  compromise  or  concession.  For  that 
reason,  Sir,  we  cannot  accept  the  assertion  that  the  dis¬ 
cussion  of  this  great  and  momentous  measure  has  been 
obstructive.  It  is  our  duty  as  an  Opposition  to 
discuss  this  measure  fully,  and  we  intend  to  discharge 
that  duty.  Now,  I  may,  perhaps,  refer  to  one  or  two 
personal  matters  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Lincoln  (Mr.  Rykert).  He  asserts  that  I  took  broad  ground 
in  favor  of  universal  suffrage.  I  did  nothing  of  the  kind. 
I  took  the  ground  that  if  the  Dominion  Government  were 
to  adopt  a  uniform  franchise,  they  would  be  compelled  to 
accept  universal  suffrage — (hat  nothing  else  would  be  accept¬ 
able  to  the  people  of  this  country,  because  we  could  not 
consistently  adopt  a  franchise  that  was  less  liberal  in  its 
character  than  the  most  liberal  franchise  in  any  of  the  Pro¬ 
vinces.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  speaks  about  Yankeeism, 
in  respect  of  my  having  made  quotations  from  the  American 
Constitution.  Well,  I  pointed  out  that  a  great  nation, 
which  has  grown  to  be  a  power  with  56,000,000  inhabit¬ 
ants,  originated  the  federal  system  of  government ;  that  it 
was  the  system  we  copied,  that  the  Australian  colonies 
were  just  adopting  it,  that  it  was  likely  to  become  very 
wide-spread  in  the  world,  and  that,  inasmuch  as  we 
had  copied  the  institutions  of  that  country,  it  was 
only  proper  that  we  should  examine  into  their 
working,  and  should  endeavor  to  learn  the  lesson 
that  has  been  taught  by  the  hundred  years’  experience  of 
that  nation.  I  pointed  out  that  the  United  States  had 
adopted  that  very  system  of  suffrage  that  we  have  had  in 
this  country  for  eighteen  years,  that  it  had  worked  well 
there,  and  that  no  public  man  had  raised  his  voice  agamst 
it ;  and  I  think  the  example  I  quoted  ought  to  have  weight 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite,  who  has  not  been  above 
copying  from  that  country.  With  regard  to  the  implied 
charge  of  Yankeeism,  I  have  this  to  say :  I  have  been  a 
resident  of  this  country  for  thirty -five  years ;  I  came  here  a 
boy ;  and  I  am  a  British  subject  by  birth.  But  leaving  all 
personal  questions  to  one  side,  if  I  were  an  annexationist, 
which  I  am  not,  and  if  I  desired  to  see  the  institutions  of 
this  country  changed,  I  would  ask  no  better  means  to  secure 
that  result  than  to  have  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  now  in 
power,  stay  in  power  for  five  or  six  years  longer.  The 
men  who  are  involving  this  country  in  inextricable  diffi¬ 
culties,  who  are  driving  this  country  into  debt,  who 
are  violating  the  very  principles  of  responsible  Govern¬ 
ment — these  are  the  men  to  drive  the  country  into 
annexation,  if  that  result  is  to  be  produced,  and  hiot  the 
gentlemen  on  this  side.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  I 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


177S 


addressed  myself  to  the  French  Canadians  and  warned 
them,  and  then  voted  for  female  suffrage.  Sir,  I  did 
address  myself  to  the  French  Canadians,  and  warned  them 
that  if  they  allowed  this  Bill  to  be  passed,  the  very  thing  I 
voted  for,  as  well  as  universal  suffrage  and  perhaps  other 
objectionable  things  would  be  forced  on  Quebec,  and  that  if 
they  wished  to  avoid  universal  suffrage  or  female  suffrage, 
it  behoved  them  to  keep  in  their  own  hands  the  power  they 
possessed,  and  not  throw  down  the  barrier  that  prevented 
the  other  Provinces  from  forcing  upon  them  a  suffrage  they 
do  not  desire.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  says  Ontario 
demands  that  her  suffrage  shall  be  forced  on  the  Dominion. 
Ontario  demands  nothing  of  the  kind.  Ontario  demands 
that  her  suffrage  shall  be  respected  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  and  that  every  other  Province  shall  have  the 
liberty  that  Ontario  demands  of  fixing  the  suffrage  to 
suit  the  wishes  of  its  own  people.  That  is  what  we  demand. 
We  have  no  desire  or  expectation  that  the  suffrage  of 
Ontario  shall  be  accepted  in  any  Province  except  Ontario. 
Then,  the  hon .  gentleman  says  no  person  shall  be  disfran¬ 
chised  in  Ontario  who  has  a  vote  to-day,  and  that  the  Bill 
passed  by  the  Ontario  Legislature  last  Session  will  not  come 
into  force  until  the  1st  of  January  next.  When  does  this 
Bill  come  into  force? — on  the  1st  of  January  following.  In 
making  the  assertion  he  did,  the  hon.  gentleman  sought  to 
create  a  false  impression.  The  Bill  now  under  consideration, 
when  it  comes  into  operation,  will  supplant  the  Bill  lately 
passed  and  then  in  operation  in  Ontario  and  will  disfran¬ 
chise  scores  of  thousands  of  people  who  will  then  be  enfran¬ 
chised  by  the  Ontario  Act.  So  much  for  the  points  made  by 
the  hon.  gentleman.  I  rose  just  to  refer  to  a  few  statements 
made  by  the  hon.  First  Minister’,  and  chiefly  to  the  charge 
that  the  Opposition  have  obstructed  legislation,  which  I 
deny. 

Mr.  McCRANEY.  I  did  not  intend  on  this  occasion  to 
say  a  word  ;  but  I  feel  that  I  owe  a  deep  responsibility  to 
my  constituents  and  to  myself  to  say  something  on  this 
question.  I  have  listened  very  attentively  to  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln,  and  I  must  confess  that  I 
have  been  somewhat  surprised  at  some  of  the  statements  he 
has  made.  The  hon.  gentleman  referred  to  the  Franchise 
Bill  that  is  now  before  the  House,  and  to  the  Franchise  Bill 
which  has  been  passed  recently  in  the  Ontario  Legislature, 
and  drew  a  comparison  between  the  two,  and  I  think  was 
very  unfair  in  that  comparison.  He  stated  thero  would  be 
none  or  very  few  disfranchised  under  this  Bill.  He  stated 
also  that  there  were  only  some  50,000  persons  over  twenty- 
one  years  of  age  in  this  Province  who  were  not  already 
enfranchised.  I  do  not  understand,  for  my  part,  how 
the  hon.  gentleman  could  come  to  any  such  conclusion.  I 
find  th  t,  practically,  under  the  Ontario  Act,  when  it  comes 
into  force,  we  will  have  manhood  suffrage.  I  know  of  no 
class  of  persons  that  will  not  be  enfranchised  if  they  are 
earning  $250  per  annum.  Let  me  read  some  few  clauses  of 
the  Ontario  Act. 

“  Firstly. — Every  male  person  entered  on  the  revised  assessment  roll 
upon  -which  the  voters’  list  to  be  used  at  the  election  is  based  for  any 
city,  town,  incorporated  village  or  township,  for  real  property  of  the 
value  hereinafter  mentioned,  and  being  at  the  time  of  the  final  revision 
and  correction  of  said  assessment  roll,  and  also  at  the  time  of  the  elec-, 
tion,  a  resident  of  and  domiciled  within  the  Electoral  District  for  which 
he  claims  to  vote. 

(2)  Such  person  must  (subject  to  the  provisions  hereinafter  contained) 
have  been  rated  on  such  assessment  roll  as  the  owner,  tenant  or  occu¬ 
pant  of  real  property  of  the  actual  value  of  not  less  than  the  follow¬ 
ing  : — 

In  cities  and  towns,  two  hundred  dollars  ; 

In  incorporated  villages  and  townships,  one  hundred  dollars: 

(3)  Where  any  real  property  is  owned  or  occupied  jointly  by  two  or 
more  persons,  and  is  rated  at  an  amount  sufficient,  if  equally  divided 
between  them,  to  give  a  qualification  to  each,  then  each  of  them  Bhall 
be  deemed  rated  within  this  Act,  otherwise  none  of  them  shall  be  deemed 
so  rated. 

Secondly.—  Every  male  person  who  is  residing  at  the  time  of  the  elec¬ 
tion  in  the  local  municipality  in  which  he  tenders  his  vote  and  has 
resided  therein  continuously  since  the  completion  of  the  last  revised 


assessment  roll  of  the  municipality,  and  derives  an  income  from  some 
trade,  occupation,  calling,  office  or  profession  of  not  less  than  two 
hundred  and  fifty  dollars  annually,  and  has  been  assessed  for  such 
income  in  and  by  the  assessment  roll  of  the  municipality  upon  which  the 
voters’  list  used  at  the  election  is  based. 

Thirdly. — Every  male  person  entered  on  the  last  revised  assessment 
roll  as  a  wage-earner  who  is  residing  at  the  time  of  the  election  in  the 
local  municipality  in  which  he  tenders  his  vote,  and  has  resided  therein 
continuously  since  the  completion  of  the  last  revised  assessment  roll  of 
the  municipality,  and  who  has  during  the  twelve  mouths  next  prior  to 
being  so  entered,  derived  or  earned  wages  or  income  from  some  trade, 
occupation,  calling,  office,  or  profession  of  not  less  than  two  hundred 
and  fifty  dollars. 

(2)  In  estimating  or  ascertaining  the  amount  of  wages  or  income  so 
earned  or  derived  by  any  person  so  entered  as  a  wage-earner  in  the 
assessment  roll  of  a  municipality,  not  being  a  city,  town  or  village,  the 
fair  value  of  any  board  or  lodging  furnished  or  given  to  or  received  or 
had  by  such  person  as  or  in  lieu  of  wages  or  as  part  thereof  shall  be 
considered  or  included. 

So  that  any  person  who  is  earning,  any  farm  laborer  who 
is  earning  $150  a  year  with  his  board,  will  be  entitled  to  a 
vote.  Practically  this  means  manhood  suffrage.  I  will 
also,  with  your  permission,  Sir,  read  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  introduced  this  Bill  in  the  Local  House,  the 
hon.  Mr.  Fraser.  He  said  — 

“  I  say  that  this  Bill  is  going  far  towards  conferring  the  franchise 
upon  every  resident  in  the  Province  who  is  twenty-one  years  of  age. 
The  broadest  basis  of  all  is  that  which  is  included  in  the  word  house¬ 
holder.  Hereafter  if  this  Bill  becomes  law  every  man  who  is  a  tenant, 
every  man  who  occupies  a  separate  dwelling  house,  even  though  it  only 
be  a  part  of  one  house,  so  long  a3  it  has  a  separate  entrance,  no  matter 
who  occupies  it,  whether  as  a  tenant,  occupant  or  owner,  no  matter 
what  its  value  may  be,  will  hereafter,  provided  that  it  is  his  residence 
in  the  sense  in  which  this  Act  requires,  have  the  right  to  vote.  Now, 
hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  this  House,  will  see  what  a  vast  advance 
that  is  on  the  law  as  it  stands  to-day.  The  Act  now  provides  that  no 
man  can  vote  unless  he  has  $400  worth  of  property  in  cities,  $300  worth 
in  towns,  and  $200  worth  in  incorporated  villages  and  townships.  Here¬ 
after  there  will  be  no  question  of  rental  at  all.  Hereafter  there  will  be  re¬ 
quired  nothing  of  a  voter  except  that  he  rates  as  a  householder.  Well, 
then,  next  to  that  the  broadest  basis,  I  think,  is  that  which  gives  the  right 
to  vote  to  every  man  who  has  $300  by  way  of  income  or  wages.  Here¬ 
tofore  the  right  to  vote  was  limited  to  an  income  of  $400 
and  then  it  could  only  be  exercised  by  those  who  were  so 
assessed  who  paid  the  taxes  to  which  they  were  liable  to  being  assessed. 
So  in  these  two  features  we  have  extended  the  franchise  so  as  to  make  it 
almost  equal  to  manhood  suffrage.  It  would  be  extremely  hard  to  find 
any  class  in  this  country  who,  under  one  or  other  of  these  broad  pro¬ 
visions  of  which  I  am  speaking,  will  not  have  the  qualifications  neces¬ 
sary  to  entitle  them  to  vote  at  parliamentary  elections.  But  we  are 
extending  the  franchise  in  other  directions.  Hereafter  every  man 
who  is  assessed  for  $200  in  cities  and  towns,  whether  as  owner, 
tenant  or  occupant,  will  be  entitled  to  vote,  and  in  incorporated  vil¬ 
lages  and  townships  the  assessed  value  will  be  reduced  to  $100.  The 
farmer’s  sons  franchise  will  be  no  longerknowu  by  that  name,  but  by  the 
name  of  the  landholder’s  franchise.  We  have  broadened  the  basis,  until 
not  only  the  sons,  but  the  grand-sons  and  owners,  shall  have  the  right 
to  vote ;  in  other  words,  we  intend  putting  a  premium  on  mothers-in-law 
in  this  country.  But  we  propose  to  give  a  vote,  also,  to  the  sons  of  those 
who  are  tenants.  Hitherto  the  franchise  has  been  confined  to  the  sons 
of  farmers  who  owned  the  land.  By  this  Bill  we  propose  to  give  to  the 
son  of  a  farmer,  even  though  his  father  is  not  the  owner 
of  the  land,  provided  the  father  is  occupying  a  separate  dwelling. 
In  all  the  municipalities,  the  franchise  will  be  of  the  same  character. 
That  is  to  say,  that  the  son,  grandson,  or  the  son-in-law,  or  any  man 
who  is  assessed  for  $400  in  cities  or  towns,  or  $200  in  incorporated  vil¬ 
lages,  will  be  entitled  to  vote  with  him  on  that  property.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  will  see  that  this  is  a  very  extensive  addition  to  the  franchise, 
because  hitherto  a  farmer’s  son  could  only  vote  provided  he  appeared 
as  joint  owner.  In  other  words  he  could  not  vote  unless  the  farm  was 
assessed  for  $400,  and  then  only  one  son  could  vote.  Two  sons  could 
vote  on  a  farm  assessed  for  $600,  three  on  a  farm  assessed  for  $800,  and 
a  farm  had  to  be  assessed  for  $1,000  to  allow  four  to  vote.  This  Bill 
will  extend  to  every  son  of  every  father,  who  either  owns,  or  who  occu¬ 
pies  land  as  a  tenant,  because  it  will  be  difficult  to  find  any  man  who  is 
not  assessed  for  $200  upon  his  farm,  and  it  will  be  equally  difficult  to 
find  any  respectable  family  occupying  a  house  which  is  not  assessed  for 
$100  in  villages,  and  $200  in  cities  and  towns.” 

It  appears  to  mo,  in  comparing  this  Act  with  the  one  now 
before  the  House,  that  there  are  a  vast  number  of  persons 
who  will  be  disfranchised  by  this  measure.  During  the 
greater  portion  of  my  life  I  have  been  connected  with  the 
laboring  class ;  and  I  have  employed,  and  have  to-day  in 
my  employ,  a  large  number  of  laboring  men ;  and,  after 
looking  into  the  matter  carefully,  I  can  say  that  not  more 
than  one-fifth  of  those  men  will  be  enfranchised  under  this 
Bill,  while  they  will  all  be  enfranchised  under  the  Act 
passed  last  Session  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  We  feel 
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that  this  Act  is  an  infringement  upon  the  rights  of  our  Pro¬ 
vince.  I  am  speaking  now  as  an  Ontario  man.  The  leader 
of  the  Government  stated  this  afternoon  that  the  question 
was  whether  the  representative  institutions  of  our  country 
were  to  continue  or  not.  We  claim  that  this  is  a  blow  at 
our  representative  institutions;  that  the  voters’  lists  for  the 
Province  of  Ontario  have  been  used  ever  since  Confedera¬ 
tion,  and  there  has  been  no  fault  found  with  them,  and  we 
claim  that  there  is  no  system  upon  which  you  can  obtain  a 
voters’  list  that  is  as  fair  as  the  present  system.  We  believe 
that  our  municipal  institutions  in  Ontario  are  superior,  or 
at  any  rate  are  equal,  to  any  municipal  system  in 
the  world.  The  member  for  West  York  (Mr.  Wallace) 
stated  a  few  evenings  ago,  in  reply  to  a 
remark  which  I  made,  that,  if  the  Tory  assessors  were  as 
unfair  as  the  Keform  assessors,  I  ought  to  go  in  with  him 
and  pass  this  law.  That  is  not  my  experience,  and  I  have 
had  considerable  experience  in  reference  to  the  matter. 
While  I  believe  there  is  a  certain  amount  of  unfairness  on 
the  part  of  some  assessors  under  the  present  system,  it  is 
not  to  the  extent  that  hon.  gentlemen  suppose.  The  hon. 
gentleman  may,  perhaps,  be  a  stronger  partizan  than  I  am, 
which  I  believe  he  is,  but  I  have  found  the  assessors,  whether 
Conservative  or  Eoform,  usually,  at  any  rate,  moderately 
fair  in  their  assessments^  and,  rather  than  see  this  Bill 
become  law,  I  would  see  every  assessor  a  Conservative  in 
the  constituency  I  represent,  because,  I  believe  there  would 
be  more  fairness,  and  less  danger  of  dishonest  actions  on  the 
part,  especially,  of  the  revising  officer.  Under  this  Bill, 
the  revising  officer  has  the  full  control  of  the  voters’  lists, 
and  is  acting  under  instructions  from  the  Firs’t  Minister. 
What  is  to  prevent  the  First  Minister,  or  those  who  have 
charge  of  the  appointment  of  the  revising  officer,  saying  to 
him  :  I  want  John  Smith  to  come  from  this'  county,  and  I 
want  Mr.  Jones  to  come  from  that  county,  and  I  want 
the  hon.  member  for  Bast  Durham  to  stay  at  home,  and 
the  hon,  member  for  Huron  need  not  apply,  and  so 
on  all  the  way  through  the  chapter?  1  think  this 
Bill  is,  without  exception,  the  most  unfair  and  the  most 
dishonorable  that  has  ever  been  brought  before  this 
House.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Rykert), 
spoke  about  the  Indian  clause.  Either  he  did  not  under¬ 
stand  the  Bill  or  I  do  not  understand  it.  I  understand 
that  this  Bill  enfranchises  tribal  Indians  in  the  Provinces, 
Indians  who  are  subject  to  the  control  of  the  agent,  who 
have  no  deed  for  their  property,  who  cannot  buy  and  sell, 
who  cannot  sue  and  be  sued.  If  an  Indian  owns  his 
property,  if  he  has  a  deed  of  his  property,  and  that  property 
is  separate  from  any  other  property,  if  ho  can  buy  and  sell 
property,  and  can  buy  and  sell  anything  else,  and  can  sue 
and  be  sued,  or  can  be  drafted  as  a  militiman,  then  an 
Indian  has  as  much  right  to  vote  as  a  white  man.  But 
that  is  not  the  way  in  which  I  understand  this  Bill.  I  have 
made  out  a  list  of  various  industries  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  and  while  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  the  state¬ 
ment  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  who  spoke  the  other  evening 
is  correct  or  is  not  correct,  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  a  large 
percentage  of  the  men  who  are  referred  to  in  this  list  will 
be  disqualified.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  bear  in  mind  that  the 
difference  between  $150  for  the  wage-earners,  and  an  income 
of  $400,  is  a  large  amount,  and  that  difference  will  exclude 
a  large  number  of  persons  who,  under  the  wage  earners 
clause  in  the  provincial  Act,  would  bo  enfranchised.  I  find 
that  of  the  following  classes  nearly  one-third  will  be  disen¬ 
franchised  under  this  Bill : 

“  Cabmen  and  draymen,  carders  and  weavers,  carpentei'3  and  joiners, 
commercial  clerks,  engineers  and  machinists,  factory  operatives,  farmers’ 
sons,  laborers,  lumbermen  and  raftsmen,  carriage  builders,  sailors, 
millers,  painters  and  glaziers,  plasterers,  railroad  employees,  black¬ 
smiths,  saddlers  and  harness  makers,  sawyers  and  millmen,  male 
servants,  butchers,  boot  and  shoemakers,  stone  masons,  male  teachers, 
edge-tool  maKers,  teamsters  and  drivers,  telegraph  operators,  foundry- 
men,  tin  and  coppersmiths,  tailors  and  clothiers.” 

Mr.  McCraney. 


I  am  certain  that  so  far  as  my  own  knowledge  goes  of  many 
of  the  above  classes — and  1  have  a  number  of  men  belong¬ 
ing  to  some  of  those  classes  in  my  employ— a  large  propor¬ 
tion  of  them  will  be  disfranchised  under  this  Bill— I  believe 
one-third. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  How  much  do  you  pay  them  a  day  ? 

Mr,  McCRANEY.  I  pay  my  men  as  much  wages  as 
other  employers  of  labor ;  I  have  as  good  men  as  other 
men  have ;  I  have  men  who  have  remained  with  me  longer 
perhaps  than  they  would  remain  with  the  hon.  member  for 
Lincoln  (Mr.  Rykert).  Now,  Sir,  I  consider  that  in  the 
whole  history  of  Canada  this  is  the  worst  Bill  that  has 
ever  been  brought  before  Parliament ;  and  I  believe  hon. 
gentlemen  will  find  that  the  people  of  this  country  will 
speak  out  in  such  a  manner  as  will,  perhaps,  surprise  some 
of  them.  A  few  days  ago  a  meeting  was  held  in  the  city  of 
Toronto,  and  resolutions  were  passed  condemning  this  Bill. 
I  am  told  that  quite  a  large  number  of  Conservatives  are 
signing  petitions  against  the  Bill.  I  have  several  letters 
myself  stating  that  certain  Conservatives  are  strongly 
opposed  to  this  Bill.  For  the  benefit  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  I  will  read  this  resolution  passed  at  the  Toronto 
meeting  : 

“  That  this  meeting  denounces  the  proposal  of  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  to  establish  a  separate  franchise  for  elections  to  the  House  of 
Commons  : 

“  1.  Because  it  is  entirely  unnecessary,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
provincial  voters’  lists  have  been  always  used  with  complete  success  for 
Dominion  elections  ever  since  Confederation. 

“2.  It  will  cause  an  enormous  additional  expense  to  the  country  to 
prepare  and  keep  up  a  separate  set  of  voters’  lists  every  year  in  every 
municipality. 

“  3.  Each  Province  is  the  best  judge  of  the  qualifications  for  parlia¬ 
mentary  voters  to  elect  its  members  to  the  House  of  Commons. 

“4.  That  the  proposed  qualification  for  Dominion  voters  is  entirely 
different  from  the  qualification  of  the  voters  for  the  Provincial  Legis¬ 
lature,  and  will  create  confusion  and  annoyance  in  every  polling  sub¬ 
division. 

“5.  In  British  Columbia  and  Prince  Edward  Island,  where  they  now 
have  manhood  suffrage,  a  large  number  will  be  disfranchised. 

“  6.  In  Ontario  the  qualification  as  it  now  stands  embraces  a  great 
number  of  persons  whom  it  is  proposed  to  exclude  from  the  right  to  vote 
at  the  Dominion  elections.  In  cities  and  towns  owners  and  occupants 
of  property  worth  $200  have  votes,  but  the  proposed  Act  will  prevent 
them  from  voting  unless  they  have  property  worth  $300.  In  counties  a 
man  can  now  qualify  on  property  worth  $100 — it  is  proposed  to  deprive 
him  of  a  vote  unless  he  has  $150  worth.  All  who  have  an  income  of 
$250  can  vote  now  ;  but  it  is  proposed  to  exclude  all  who  have  not  an 
income  of  $400.  Every  householder  can  now  vote,  no  matter  what  his 
house  is  worth,  but  he  will  be  excluded  by  the  present  Act,  unless  he  can 
show  the  value  required  above. 

“  7.  The  Province  of  Ontario  does  not  wish  to  dictate  what  shall  be 
the  qualification  for  voters  in  other  Provinces,  and  she  will  not  submit 
to  have  the  rest  of  the  Dominion  dictate  what  shall  be  the  qualification 
of  voters  within  Ontario. 

“  And  this  meeting  earnestly  protests  against  the  disfranchisement  of 
the  large  and  intelligent  body  of  electors  who  have  been  granted  the 
franchise  by  the  recent  Act  of  the  Ontario  Legislature.” 

Now,  I  want  to  show  the  House  what  the  people  think 
about  giving  the  franchise  to  Indians.  I  think  it  is  a  great 
outrage  to  give  the  franchise  to  Indians  who  are  now  in 
open  rebellion  against  the  Government  of  this  country, 
whilst  you  refuse  it  to  the  young  men,  to  our  noble  vol¬ 
unteers,  who  are  fighting  in  defence  of  their  country. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  state  what 
section  of  the  Bill  gives  a  vote  to  the  Indians  of  the  North- 
West  Territories  ? 

Mr.  McORANEY.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  read  the 
Bill  he  will  find  out : 

1.  That  the  Indians  have  not  expressed  any  desire  to  become 
enfranchised. 

“2.  That  they  are  minors  in  the  eyes  of  the  law. 

“  3.  That  they  are  wards  of  the  Crown. 

“  4.  That  they  are  declared  by  law  to  be  incapable  of  managing 
their  own  affairs. 

“5.  That  they  are  entirely  under  the  control  of  the  Government 
agent?,  through  whom  they  receive  their  annuities  from  the  Crown. 

“  6.  That  they  do  not  share  in  the  responsibilities  of  municipal  or 
federal  government. 

“  7.  That  they  are  not  liable  for  assessment  or  municipal  taxation. 
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“  8.  That  they  are  not  qualified  to  serve  as  jurors,  or  liable  for 
service  in  the  militia. 

“9.  That  they  have  no  interest,  beyond  the  receipt  of  their  annu- 
ities,  in  the  government  of  the  country. 

“  10.  And  that  they  can,  by  severing  their  tribal  relations,  and  con¬ 
forming  to  the  provisions  of  the  Indian  Act  of  1880,  assume  the 
duties  of  citizenship  by  accepting  the  responsibilities  attached  to  the 
rights  and  privileges  enjoyed  by  the  whites,  and  thus  secure  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  the  franchise  : 

“  Therefore,  this  meeting  heartily  endorses  the  means  that  have  been 
taken  by  the  Liberal  party  in  the  House  of  Commons  to  expose  the 
full  meaning  of  this  measure,  which,  if  it  became  law,  could  not,  in 
its  result,  but  be  fraught  with  most  serious  consequences  to  the  pro¬ 
gress,  peace  and  permanency  of  this  Dominion.” 

Those  are  the  opinions  that  are  expressed  throughout  the 
country,  and  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  find  they  are 
more  largely  entertained  than  they  are  aware  of.  The  hon. 
member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Eykert)  spoke  in  regard  to  assess¬ 
ments,  remarking  that  assessments  were  frequently  lower 
than  the  actual  value.  I  know  of  my  own  knowledge  that 
in  towns  and  villages  the  assessment  is  frequently  above  the 
actual  cash  value ;  and  so  the  hon.  gentleman’s  argument  is 
of  very  little  value. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  How  is  it  in  townships  ? 

Mr.  MoCRANEY.  I  am  not  so  well  acquainted  with  the 
assessments  in  townships,  but  I  believe  they  are  about  the 
actual  cash  value  of  the  property.  I  look  upon  this  Act  as 
one  of  the  most  hateful  ever  submitted  to  Parliament.  I 
desire  to  express  my  strongest  dissent  from  its  provisions, 
and  I  feel  that  this  is  a  measure  striking  below  the  belt,  that 
it  is  a  measure  intended  to  centralise  the  whole  Conservative 
power  of  the  country  in  one  man,  and  in  doing  so,  to  secure 
control  of  the  elections. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  There  has  been  a  good  deal  said  to-night 
about  Indian  enfranchisement,  and  all  sorts  of  topics,  and  as 
the  discussion  has  taken  such  a  wide  raDge,  I  suppose  I 
shall  be  at  liberty  to  refer  back  to  what  has  occurred.  This 
question  of  Indian  enfranchisement  is  not  understood,  or  at 
least  it  has  been  alluded  to  by  hon.  gentlemen  who  should 
understand  it,  and  especially  by  the  hon.  member  for  Both- 
well  (Mr.  Mills),  as  if  they  did  not  understand  it.  Enfran¬ 
chisement,  as  set  out  in  the  Indian  Act,  simply  relates  to 
Indians  on  reserves,  and  does  not  apply  to  Indians  outside  of 
reserves ;  and  it  provides  that  an  Indian  shall  be  considered 
enfranchised  when  he  becomes  possessed  of  a  lot  of  land  in 
his  own  right  within  the  reserve,  and  has  gone  through  cer¬ 
tain  forms.  But  this  enfranchisement'has  nothing  to  do  with 
voting.  If  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  had 
passed  it  would  have  disfranchised  the  Indians  who  are 
now  enfranchised.  The  Indians  of  the  older  Provinces,  who 
are  living  outside  of  reserves  like  other  people  and  who 
now  vote,  would,  if  that  motion  had  carried,  have  been 
obliged  to  again  go  on  reserves  and  acquire  land  before 
they  could  exercise  the  franchise.  I  point  this  out  to  show 
that  some  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  spoken  do  not  exactly 
understand  what  is  meant  by  enfranchisement  under  the 
Indian  Act. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  How  many  are  outside  of  Indian  reserves? 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Not  a  great  many ;  a  few  in  all  our  vil¬ 
lages  and  towns  throughout  the  Dominion.  I  oould  give  the 
numb  or  in  my  constituency  of  those  who  live  outside  the 
reserves.  Another  point  to  which  I  desire  to  call  attention 
is  this,  that  the  Act,  as  regards  Indians,  contains  noth;ng 
new.  The  same  thing  occurs  in  the  Confederation  Act, 
which  in  section  41  provides  : 

“  That  until  the  Parliament  of  Canada  otherwise  provides  at  any  elec¬ 
tion  for  a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons  for  the  district  of  Algoma, 
in  addition  to  persons  qualified  by  the  law  of  the  Province  of  Canada  to 
vote,  every  male  British  subject  of  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  or  up¬ 
wards,  being  a  householder,  shall  have  a  vote.” 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  This  Bill  cannot  affect  that. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  A  householder  is  to  have  a  vote.  The 
Confederation  Act  gives  the  Indian  a  vote  if  he  is  a  house¬ 


holder,  and  all  this  Bill  gives  him  is  the  right  to  vote 
if  qualified  like  other  people.  I  repeat  it  is  plainly 
said  in  the  Confederation  Act  that  every  person  of  twenty- 
one  years  and  upwards,  and  being  a  householder,  in  the 
district  of  Algoma,  shall  have  a  vote  at  elections  there. 
There  are  no  exceptions  made,  and  that  is  in  a  district  cov¬ 
ering  one-half  of  the  territory  of  Ontario.  Some  hon. 
members  have  said,  and  more  particularly  the  member 
for  Bothwell,  that  we  have  been  exceedingly  liberal  about 
extending  the  franchise  to  Indians.  That  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said  it  would  enfranchise  50,000,  10,000  of  whom 
would  vote,  but  he  is  alone  in  that  opinion.  The  hon. 
member  for  Halton  (Mr.  MeCraney)  has  spoken  very 
strongly  on  this  subject,  saying  that  it  was  monstrous 
to  give  Indians  votes.  At  the  same  time  he  quoted  from 
the  Ontario  Act  to  show  how  it  extended  the  franchise  and 
how  very  liberal  its  provisions  were  as  compared  with  those 
of  the  Bill  now  before  the  House.  What  is  the  effect  of 
that  Act  ?  It  goes  quite  as  far  in  giving  the  franchise  to 
Indians  as  this  Dominion  Bill  does.  Sucb  is  the  effect  of  the 
Ontario  Act,  which  is  esteemed  by  the  Opposition  as  such  a 
perfect  measure.  In  order  that  the  House  may  understand 
how  the  Legislature  of  Ontario  deals  with  this  matter  in  its 
election  law,  I  will  read  from  the  revised  statutes  the  clause 
relating  to  Indians  all  over  the  Province  of  Ontario.  The 
old  law  of  Ontario  says  this  : 

“  All  Indians  or  penons  with  part  Indian  blood  who  have  been  duly 
enfranchised,  and  all  Indians  or  persons  with  part  Indian  blood  who  do 
not  reside  among  Indians,  though  they  participate  in  the  annuities, 
interest  moneys  and  rents  of  a  tribe,  band  or  body  of  Indians,  subject 
to  the  same  qualifications  in  other  respects,  and  to  the  same  piovisions 
as  other  persons  in  the  electoral  districts.” 

That  law  was  interpreted  and  supposed  to  mean  that  all 
Indians  outside  of  reservations  and  living  as  other  people  do, 
were  at  liberty  to  vote  like  other  people,  and  also  that  all 
enfranchised  Indians  within  the  reservations  were  at  liberty 
to  vote.  In  1882  a  new  election  law  was  passed  in  Ontario, 
and  it  provided  that  all  Indians  might  vote  who  did  not 
receive  interest  moneys  or  annuities  from  the  Government. 
Tnis  provision  was  made,  notwithstanding  that  the  annuity 
was  something  which  no  Government  had  the  slightest 
influence  over,  and  was  money  which  was  received  from  his 
lands,  and  therefore,  although  it  has  been  spoken  of  in  this 
House  as  a  gratuity  or  a  gift  to  these  people,  it  is  not  a  gift 
in  any  sense,  but  a  payment  to  which  they  are  justly 
entitled,  a  payment  confirmed  to  them  by  treaty,  and  a  pay¬ 
ment  over  which  no  Government  can  exercise  the  slightest 
influence.  Now,  what  are  the  provisions  in  the  last  Bill 
passed  by  the  Ontario  Legislature.  It  says  : 

“  Where  there  is  a  voters’  list,  all  Indians,  or  persons  with  part  Indian 
blood,  who  have  been  duly  enfranchised,  and  all  Indians  or  persons 
with  part  Indian  blood  who  do  not  reside  among  Indians,  though  they 
participate  in  the  annuities,  interest,  moneys  and  rents  cf  a  tribe,  band 
or  body  of  Indians,  subject  to  the  same  qualifications  in  other  respects, 
and  to  the  same  provisions  and  restrictions  as  other  persons  in  the  elec¬ 
toral  districts. 

“  But  the  Indians  or  persons  with  part  Indian  blood  who  are  entitled 
to  vote  where  there  is  no  voters’  list,  shall  be  only  the  following, 
namely  : — All  Indians,  or  persons  with  part  Indian  blood,  who  have 
been  duly  enfranchised,  and  all  unenfranchised  Indians  or  persons  with 
part  Indian  blood  who  do  not  participate  in  the  annuities,  interests, 
moneys  or  rents  of  a  tribe,  band  or  body  of  Indians,  and  do  not  reside 
among  Indians,  subject  to  the  same  qualifications  in  other  respects  and 
to  the  same  provisions  and  restrictions  as  other  persons  in  the  same 
electoral  districts” 

That,  in  fact,  enfranchises  all  Indians  who  are  qualified  as 
other  people  are,  or,  in  other  words,  all  Indians  who  live  like 
white  people.  Now,  all  Indians  pay  taxes  to  the  Dominion 
Government.  I  saw  a  calculation  not  long  ago  by  a  gentle¬ 
man  who  takes  an  interest  in  Indian  matters,  showing  that 
the  indirect  taxes  which  the  Indians  pay  are  greater  on  the 
average  than  those  paid  by  white  men.  Before  now  we 
have  seen  Indians  in  Parliament,  and  they  have  not  shown 
themselves  to  be  inferior  to  other  men.  I  believe  that  at 
one  time  a  large  portion  of  the  Legislature  of  Manitoba  was 
composed  of  Indians,  and  they  did  not  show  any  inferiority 
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to  their  white  neighbors.  In  my  opinion,  the  Ontario  Act 
does  not  differ  very  materially  from  the  Bill  now  before  us,  and 
on  the  whole,  I  think  that  the  Bill  is  quite  as  liberal  as  the 
former  Ontario  Act,  though  the  Act  lately  passed  by  Ontario 
extends  the  franchise  a  little  further.  It  looks  much  as  if 
the  Ontario  Government  had  this  Bill  before  them  and  that 
they  wished  to  go  a  step  further  than  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  were  willing  to  go.  I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that  the 
Dominion  Parliament  should  regulate  the  franchise  for  the 
election  of  its  own  members.  1  heard  some  hon.  mombers 
on  the  Opposition  side  almost  agree  that  the  Dominion  Par¬ 
liament  should  fix  the  franchise,  if  they  made  it  suitable  to 
the  different  Provinces.  Probably  there  is  a  great  deal  of 
truth  in  that,  and  instead  of  having  a  uniform  franchise  we 
might  make  a  franchise  adapted  to  the  different  Provinces ; 
but,  at  any  rate,  I  think  it  is  highly  injudicious  that  the 
Provinces  should  regulate  the  franchise  for  the  election  of 
members  to  this  House.  I  heard  an  hon.  member  the  other 
night  state  his  views  very  eloquently  and  clearly,  and  he 
seemed  to  think  that  the  last  Ontario  Act  was  a  very  proper 
one,  where  it  provides  that  residence  should  be  a  condition 
to  a  person  voting  who  has  property  in  different  electoral 
districts.  I  think  there  are  circumstances  where  that  might 
act  very  harshly.  Take  the  case  of  my  own  district.  There 
are  there  a  great  many  absentee  proprietors,  if  you  may  call 
them  so ;  that  part  of  the  country  is  divided  into  two  sepa¬ 
rate  districts,  and  I  think  it  would  be  very  hard  that  jieople, 
who,  perhaps  dur  ng  the  winter  season  live  in  some  other 
part  of  the  country,  should  not  be  allowed  to  record 
their  votes  where  they  have  their  property;  and  yet 
the  Ontario  Act  would  not  allow  them  to  do  so.  I  think 
there  are  some  other  cases  in  which  this  provincial 
legislation  for  Dominion  purposes  would  not  be  very 
desirable.  Take  one  instance.  Clause  19  of  this  Act  provides 
for  a  case  in  which  a  gentleman  was  unseated  and  dis¬ 
qualified  by  the  courts  of  the  country,  and  yot  by  a  clause 
of  this  very  election  Act,  which  we  are  called  upon  to  adopt 
as  a  law  for  the  Dominion — by  tint  very  Act  the  decision 
of  the  court  is  overruled.  The  court  declared  the  gentleman 
to  be  unseated,  and  the  Legislature  of  Ontario  steps  in  and 
declares  that  he  was  legally  elected,  and  shall  take  his  seat 
in  Parliament.  It  goes  so  far  as  to  say : 

“  This  Act  may  be  pleaded  as  a  bar  and  discharge  to  any  petition  or 
action  pending  or  which  may  be  filed  or  brought  against  the  said 
gentleman  for  any  matter,  cause  or  thing  mentioned  in  this  Act,  and 
shall  also  be  a  discharge  of  any  judgment,  decree  or  order  for  any  such 
penalty  as  is  mentioned  in  the  next  preceding  section,  with  any  costs 
in  such  judgment.” 

Here,  the  law  of  Ontario,  which  we  are  called  upon  to  adopt, 
and  which  these  hon.  gentlemen  admire  so  much,  upsets  a 
judgment  of  a  court  under  the  law  of  the  land,  and  declares 
a  gentleman  qualified  to  sit  in  the  Legislature  whom  the 
courts  have  declared  not  to  bo  qualified.  Are  we  to  adopt 
a  law  of  that  kind  as  the  law  of  the  Dominion  ?  If  we  adopt 
it  in  one  of  its  parts  we  must  adopt  it  in  all,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  is  desirable.  Now,  the  hon.  member  for  Both- 
well  has  expressed  himself  in  the  most  unmeasured  terms 
about  the  Indians  being  incapable  of  exercising  the  fran¬ 
chise,  and  in  speaking  .he  took  a  very  wide  sweep,  and 
referred  to  the  Mexican  and  South  American  .Republics.  It 
is  curious  that  it  did  not  occur  to  him,  when  he  was  so 
speaking,  that  the  Indians  of  that  region  showed  capacity 
for  great  development,  and  that,  at  the  time  of  the  invasion 
of  the  Spaniards,  they  were  very  far  advanced  in  civilisa¬ 
tion  ;  they  showed  that  they  were  capable  of'  being  civilised 
and  capable  of  self-government;  in  fact,  they  were  equal  to 
tbe  people  who  conquered  them,  except  in  the  use  of  firearms. 
If  the’Indians  are  not'equal  to  the  white  man, whose  fault  is  it? 
I  think  the  white  man  has  a  great  deal  to  answer  for  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  degradation  in  which  the  Indians  i  re  kept. 
The  hon.  member  for  Bothwoll  (Mr.  Mills)  says  this  question 
should  be  placed  before  the  electors  before  any  decision  is 
Mr.  Dawson. 


had  upon  it  by  this  House.  We  heard  the  same  cry  in  the 
winter  of  1881-82,  when  some  resolutions  were  being  passed 
with  regard  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway ;  we  were 
dared  to  go  to  the  country  and  see  whether  the  people 
would  sanction  those  resolutions.  The  Government  went 
to  the  country,  and  what  was  the  result  ?  We  all  know 
they  were  sustained  ;  and  I  have  no  doubt,  if  they  went  to 
the  country  on  this  Bill,  and  it  was  thoroughly  understood 
by  the  people,  they  would  be  in  like  manner  sustained. 
The  hon.  member  for  Bothwoll  speaks  very  fluently  about 
an  arbitrary  Minister  and  a  servile  majority.  He  might 
apply  the  same  remark  to  minorities.  I  think  it  is  not 
becoming  in  a  member  of  this  House  to  apply  these  terms  to 
those  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House.  Members  on  one  side, 
I  presume,  have  their  ideas,  and  are  quite  as  independent :  s 
on  the  one  side  as  on  the  other  side  ;  and  for  an  hon.  memb.r 
to  express  himself  in  that  manner,  in  the  heat  of  discussion 
— I  suppose  that  must  account  for  it — is,  to  say  the  least, 
highly  improper.  The  hon.  gentleman  went  on  to  compare 
the  present  position  with  that  of  the  Greeks  before  the 
battle  of  Marathon.  He  went  over  the  whole  wide  world, 
and  back  into  remote  history.  I  think  there  is  another 
battle  of  much  older  date  than  the  battle  of  Marathon, 
and  it  is  told  of  in  a  very  philosophic  strain,  from  which 
even  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  might  have  gained 
a  great  deal  of  knowledge  ;  that  is  the  battle  of  the  frogs 
and  mice.  But  supposing  the  Act,  instead  of  including 
Indians,  had  said  “excluding  Indians  and  Chinamen,”  what 
would  then  have  been  the  course  of  the  Opposition  ?  They 
would  have  said  to  the  supporters  of  the  Government:  Oh, 
you  are  excluding  the  Indians,  who  are  well  qualified  to 
vote  ;  here  you  are  bringing  forward  an  Act  which  shows 
that  you  have  no  sympathy  for  the  Indians;  and  those 
troubles  in  the  North-West  have  been  caused  by  your 
want  of  sympathy  for  them,  and  future  trouble  may  arise 
from  the  Indians  seeing  that  the  Government  of  this 
country  has  declared  that  they  are  aliens  an  1  has  placed, 
them  by  this  Act,  in  such  a  position  that  they  cannot  exer¬ 
cise  the  franchise  or  possess  the  same  rights  as  white  men. 
That  is  what  we  should  have  heard  from  the  Opposition,  if 
the  Indians  had  been  excluded  from  the  operation  of  the 
Act ;  we  should  have  heard  loud  lamentations  about  the 
cruelty  of  excluding  them.  I  only  rose  to  say  a  few  words 
on  this  subject,  and  I  shall  no  longer  detain  the  House. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth  )  I  certainly  do  not  intend  to  apoV 
gise  to  the  House  for  speaking  on  this  question  to-night,  al¬ 
though  perhaps  under  different  circumstances  I  might  have 
done  so.  When  I  listened  to  my  hon.  friend  opposite,  who 
hails  from  Lincoln,  I  had  considerable  doubt  of  the  nature  of 
the  resolution  before  the  Chair.  I  remember,  on  a  previous 
occasion  in  this  debate,  we  were  reminded  that  it  was  con¬ 
fined  to  clause  3,  and  some  of  our  friends  on  this  side  were 
somewhat  summarily  called  to  order  when  they  wandered  a 
little  away  from  that  subject,  I  should  like  to  ask  where 
that  hon.  gentleman  travelled  this  evening.  Why,  he  gave 
us  the  history  of  legislation  in  Ontario  ever  since  Confeder¬ 
ation.  We  were  treated  to  the  usual  stock  of  extracts, 
which  my  hon.  friend  is  so  notable  for  collecting,  displaying, 
as  he  remarked,  the  inconsistency  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  this 
side,  notably  the  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson) 
and  the  hon.  member  for  Perth  (Mr.  Tivw.)  These  gentle¬ 
men  are  perfectly  able  to  take  care  of  themselves  and 
their  constituencies,  but  I  wondered,  when  he  began 
to  discuss  the  revising  barristers  section,  where  it  came 
under  clause  3,  and  concluded  he  had  some  how  or  other 
widened  out  very  considerably  the  argument.  I  should 
have,  at  the  same  time,  been  very  sorry  if  some  one  had 
called  the  hon.  gentleman  to  order,  because  it  was  very 
pleasant  to  hear  an  hon.  gentleman  on  that  side  rise  and 
express  his  opinion  in  any  form  on  this  Bill.  The  hon.  the 
First  Minister  said  this  afternoon  that  representative  insti- 
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tutions  were  on  trial  here  ;  I  think  they  are,  but  I  wonder 
if  the  systematic  attempt,  not  to  use  a  disrespectful  word  to 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  by  which  they  persistently  refuse  to 
discuss  the  features  of  the  Bill, show  their  idea  of  representative 
institutions.  I  wonder  if  that  was  the  mode  in  which  repre¬ 
sentative  institutions  were  established  in  this  House.  It 
seemed  to  me  that  if  the  hon.  gentleman’s  argument  was 
worth  anything  it  lay  in  the  direction  that  the  minority 
were  entirely  to  give  up  their  views  and  sentiments  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  any  measure,  the  majority  believed  was  in  the  poli¬ 
tical  interests  of  their  party,  and  tamely  having  that  mea¬ 
sure  thrust  upon  them,  whether  they  liked  it  or  not.  If  I 
understand  representative  institutions  at  all,  the  power 
we  have  here  is  delegated  by  the  people;  we  are  sent 
here  by  the  people  for  the  purpose  of  voicing  their 
sentiments,  not  for  the  purpose  of  sitting  down  quietly, 
accepting  any  measure  that  may  be  presented  to  the  House 
by  the  majority,  without  discussing  it  on  its  merits.  How 
many  gentlemen  opposite  have  attempted  to  discuss  this 
question  on  its  merits  ?  During  the  famous  three  days  dis¬ 
cussion,  when  they  broke  out  from  their  silence  and  on 
Saturday  night  discussed  the  issues  before  the  House,  I  ven¬ 
ture  to  say  that  there  is  not  one  of  those  gentlemen  who 
spoke  that  evening  who  would  not  gladly  recall  the  words 
he  then  uttered.  I  believe  representative  institutions  are  on 
their  trial  on  this  occasion,  because  I  believe  the  first  ele¬ 
ment  involved  in  them  is  that  we  should  have  a  full  and  free 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  questions  before  the  House.  So 
far  as  my  opinions  are  concerned,  I  do  not  regard  this 
measure  with  any  favor.  The  circumstances  under  which  the 
hon.  First  Minister  introduced  that  question  to  us  this  after¬ 
noon  were  not  calculated  to  strengthen  our  respect  for  the 
mode  in  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  handled  the 
question.  The  hon.  gentleman  now  suggests  it  is  time  to 
discuss  the  measure  in  a  calm,  dispassionate  manner,  and 
was  willing  to  accept  any  suggestions  that  would  make  the 
measure  perfect,  and  shadowed  forth,  as  I  understood  him, 
some  serious  changes  he  proposes  to  introduce.  How 
different  that  ground  is  to  the  ground  he  took  up  at  the 
commencement  of  the  debate.  When  the  measure  was 
first  brought  down  we  were  told  distinctly  that  it  would  be 
a  measure  to  establish  a  uniform  suffrage  throughout  the 
Dominion,  that  we  were  to  have  equitable  representation 
through  all  parts  of  the  Dominion,  and  that  no  longer  the 
system  of  Provinces  selecting  their  representatives  undor 
their  own  systems  should  obtain.  Another  distinguished 
feature  of  this  measure,  the  woman  franchise  clause  was  aban¬ 
doned  by  the  First  Minister,  without  a  word  of  protest.  He 
made  no  attempt  to  defend  it,  but  left  it  to  the  tender  mer¬ 
cies  of  his  own  followers.  How  did  he  deal  with  the 
next  important  section,  the  one  more  directly  affect¬ 
ing  Ontario  ?  I  refer  to  the  Indian  question.  Was  the 
same  freedom  granted  to  his  followers  in  that  matter  ?  No, 
Sir.  It  was  something  remarkable,  in  connection  with  that 
whole  discussion,  to  witness  the  persistent  attempt  being 
made  by  certain  members  in  discussing  that  question  to 
cover  up  the  issues  involved  in  the  discussion  of  the  parti¬ 
cular  word  “  Indian.”  There  is  another  point  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  this,  to  which  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  committee.  At  first  the  leader  of  the  House  told  us 
that  all  Indians  were  to  bo  enfranchised  if  they  came  under 
the  qualification  clause.  After  a  while,  when  this  matter 
was  turned  over,  and  I  suppose  troubles  began  to  spread  in 
the  North  West,  the  Government  saw  it  was  not  desirable 
that  the  Indians  who  are  in  open  rebellion  should  be 
entitled  to  vote,  and  the  Indians  in  the  North-West,  Mani¬ 
toba  and  British  Columbia  were  excluded  from  the  op  ration 
of  this  Bill.  It  was  somewhat  strange  that  out  of  the 
Indians  that  remained  to  be  enfranchised,  as  this  Bill  calls 
it,  over  one-half  are  president  in  Ontario,  and  a  large 
portion  are  scattered  in  little  bands  on  reserves  in  various 
sections  of  the  other  Provinces.  In  connection  with  this 


feature  there  crops  up  the  inference  that  one  prime  object 
of  this  Bill  is  to  reach,  in  certain  connections,  certain  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Opposition  in  Ontario  who  otherwise  could  not  be 
readily  defeated.  We  have  been  told  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Lincoln  and  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma  that  this  was  an 
enfranchisement  of  the  Indians,  and  that  if  the  amendment 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  had  carried  it  would  dis¬ 
franchise  all  the  Indians.  All  I  have  to  say  is,  that  in  turn¬ 
ing  to  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills)  I  find  it  reads  : 

“  That  after  the  word  (Indian)  the  following  words  be  added :  who  has 
been  enfranchised  under  the  Indian  Act  and  has  had  conferred  upon  him 
the  same  social  capacities  as  other  persons  who  are  qualified  to  vote  in 
this  country  ” 

I  give  my  hon.  friend  from  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson)  credit 
for  having  the  welfare  of  the  Indian  at  heart,  but  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  this  Act  to  bestow  upon  the  Indian  the 
qualifications  of  citizenship  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the 
word.  He  is  simply  to  vote  under  the  occupancy  clause,  by 
which  it  is  not  necessary  that  he  should  have  any  control  over 
the  portion  of  the  reserve  on  which  he  is  located,  excepting 
that  he  must  live  in  a  bark  hut,  or  a  tepee,  or  any  kind  of 
residence  which  enables  him  to  occupy  a  piece  of  ground, 
which  the  revising  barrister  may  be  satisfied  is  worth  $150. 
It  is  not  enfranchising  the  Indians.  It  is  simply  creating 
a  number  of  voting  machines.  We  do  not  enfranchise  a 
Chinaman  or  a  negro,  or  any  other  man,  white  or  black, 
mixed  or  colored,  unless  he  has  qualified  himself  for  the 
duties  of  citizenship,  by  taking  all  the  responsibilities 
attached  to  it.  Other  men  can  be  sued  for  their  debts,  but 
you  cannot  reach  the  Indian  under  the  ordinary  contracts. 
He  is  as  much  a  minor  as  a  child,  and  is  absolutely  under 
the  control  of  the  Government  of  the  day.  When  we 
remember  that  more  than  half  the  Indians  in  the  older 
Provinces  of  the  Dominion  are  located  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  on  reserves  which  are  within  the  bounds  of 
existing  constituencies,  it  is  easy  to  see  the  reasons 
for  introducing  this  iniquitous  measure.  It  is  a  gross 
wrong  to  the  electorate  of  those  ridings.  The  Indians 
have  nothing  in  common  with  the  rest  of  the  people, 
politically,  socially  or  industrially’.  In  any  of  those 
counties  there  is  more  than  enough  of  an  Indian  vote  to 
swamp  the  free  choice  of  the  people  of  the  liling,  and  thus 
a  great  injustice  is  being  done  to  the  people.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  say  they  are  anxious  to  elevate  the  Indian.  So  are 
we ;  but  will  they  tell  us  how  giving  him  an  opportunity 
once  in  five  years  to  deposit  a  ballot  which,  in  half  the 
cases,  he  will  not  be  able  to  deposit  for  himself,  without  the 
instructions  to  voters  who  cannot  read  or  write,  will  have 
that  effect  ?  He  is  still  under  the  control  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  day  as  much  as  ever.  Yet  they  pretend  to  say 
this  is  enfranchising  the  Indian.  I  say  it  gives  him  no 
rights  of  citizenship  whatever.  He  takes  no  responsibilities 
with  it.  It  does  not  enable  him  to  go  out  into  social  life 
and  take  any  of  the  various  positions  that  are  open  to  every 
citizen.  He  is  still  an  Indian  on  his  tribal  reserve,  and 
except  for  the  opportunity  of  having  his  ballot  marked  for 
him  once  in  five  years,  he  is  no  nearer  elevation  than  he 
was  before.  Sir,  I  despair  of  the  Indian  ever  being  elevated 
if  these  are  the  elevating  influences  that  are  to  surround  him. 
The  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  the 
other  night,  had  the  independence  to  express  his  opinion  with 
reference  to  the  quality  of  the  Indian  vote  in  his  riding. 
He  said  one  thing,  which  I  think  expresses  moi’e  than  any¬ 
thing  else  the  feeling  he  had  in  reference  to  the  power 
involved  in  that  and  one  or  two  other  clauses  of  this  Bill. 
He  said  he  wanted  the  leader  of  the  Government  to  remain 
the  leader  of  this  House  for  many  years  to  come,  but  he 
must  say  that  if  the  Liberal  party  came  to  control  the 
affairs  of  this  country,  and  had  the  power  conferred  upon 
them  by  this  Bill,  he  would  dislike  to  have  that  applied  to 
his  own  county  if  he  were  a  candidate.  Sir,  could  there  be  a 
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more  emphatic  condemnation  of  this  Bill  ?  Yet  they  call 
this  elevating  the  Indian  to  a  position  of  citizenship,  and 
giving  him  equal  rights  and  privileges  with  the  rest  of  the 
electorate  of  this  Dominion. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Give  us  something  fresh.  We  have  had 
that  already  four  times  from  you. 

Mr.  BAIN.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  need  to  hear 
it  four  times  more  before  they  can  understand  it. 
If  my  hon.  friend  will  get  up  and  say  this  is 
placing  the  Indian  in  a  position  of  citizenship, 
the  same  as  he  and  I  occupy,  then  I  will  abandon 
any  attempt  to  make  him  understand  this  question. 
But  he  knows  right  well,  and  the  leader  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  knows  right  well,  that  tho  Indian’s  hands  will  be  tied, 
and  they  do  not  expect  that  he  will  exercise  the  Franchise 
freely  and  independently.  Sir,  if  intelligence  should  regu¬ 
late  tho  adjustment  of  the  franchise  I  would  ask  the  leader 
of  the  Government  how  it  was  that  he  so  readily  abandoned 
the  principle  of  giving  the  franchise  to  women  who  repre¬ 
sent  property,  and  who  show  that  they  have  the  intelligence 
to  take  care  of  it,  while  he  is  yet  so  tenacious  of  giving  the 
Indian  a  vote,  when  he  dare  not  trust  him  with  control  of 
his  own  property  ?  Is  not  that  a  proof  that  on  this  occasion 
intelligence  does  not  count,  and  that  something  else 
made  the  right  hon.  gentleman  so  tenacious  of  the 
Indian  vote  and  so  easy  to  abandon  woman  suffrage. 
There  is  another  feature  in  this  Bill  which  shows  that, 
after  all,  it  does  not  secure  a  uniformity  of  franchise  in  this 
Dominion,  I  refer  to  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  while 
the  hon.  gentleman  declined  to  give  it  the  concession  that 
its  members  asked  for,  he  hoped  yet  to  broaden  out  the 
Bill  so  as  to  qualify  nearly  all  the  people  there  who  now 
exercise  the  suffrage.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  that  if  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  some  of  the  other  Provinces  would  speak  out  hon¬ 
estly  they  would  rise  up  and  object  to  having  what,  in 
former  years,  has  been  the  parliamentary  qualification  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario  obtruded  upon  their  Province,  just  as  our 
friends  from  Prince  Edward  Island  have  objected  to  the 
franchise  of  the  other  Provinces  being  imposed  upon  their 
Province.  One .  of  the  hon.  members  for  King’s,  P. 
E.  I.,  has  shown  his  independence  by  placing  an  amend¬ 
ment  in  your  hands  that  proposes  to  retain  manhood 
suffrage.  The  provision  he  proposes  to  insert  would  cer¬ 
tainly  fce  unique  if  it  was  placed  in  the  Bill  providing  for  a 
uniform  franchise  in  this  Dominion,  It  is  nothing  less  than 
this,  that  in  that  clause  which  recites  the  qualification  in 
cities  and  towns  for  the  various  electoral  districts  in  this 
Dominion,  after  the  words  “  every  person  shall,”  and  then 
the  definition  follows,  he  proposes  to  insert  “  except  in  the 
Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island.”  Now,  if  this  Bill 
had  met  their  approbation  would  these  gentlemen  have 
asked  that  that  particular  clause  should  be  inserted  in  it? 
I  confess  that  I  felt  a  little  amused  at  the  report  that  Han¬ 
sard  has  given  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  remarks  on  moving 
this  amendment.  He  is  reported  as  saying  that  it  was 
absurd  to  think  that  the  various  Legislatures  should  have 
power  to  fix  the  franchise  of  the  various  electoral  divisions 
that  elect  representatives  to  this  House  ;  and  ho  went  on  to 
say  that  in  their  island  they  had  had  manhood  suffrage  for 
twenty-five  or  thirty  years,  both  with  respect  to  the  Local 
Legislature  and  with  respect  to  this  House,  and  that  it  had 
worked  well.  Yet,  while  in  one  breath  he  said  it  was 
absurd  that  the  Provinces  should  fix  the  qualification  for  tho 
election  of  members  to  this  House,  in  the  very  next  breath 
he  says:  We  have  a  qualification  different  from  what  is 
pi’oposed  to  be  established  for  members  of  this  House,  and 
which,  if  he  carries  his  amendment,  will  be  retained,  and 
he  tells  us  it  has  worked  admirably  in  his  Province.  I  say 
thetre  is  no  gentleman  in  this  House,  if  he  spoke  the  honest 
se  ntiments  of  his  heart,  who  would  not  get  up  and  re-echo 
the  statement  that  the  provincial  franchises  in  the  various 
Mr,  Bain. 


Provinces  had  worked  satisfactorily,  both  as  respects  the 
election  of  members  for  the  Provincial  Legislatures  and  as 
respects  the  election  of  members  for  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  venture  to  prophesy  that  if  the  Govornment  refuse,  and 
the  leader  of  the  Government  has  indicated  that  he  will 
refuse,  to  concede  to  Prince  Edward  Island  the  right  to  have 
its  own  franchise,  we  shall  not  find  the  mover  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  continuing  his  opposition  to  the 
Government  Bill.  He -Will  quietly  accept  the  situation  and 
support  the  Government,  although  they  have  perpetrated 
this  gross  outrage  upon  the  Province.  It  must  be  remem¬ 
bered  that  values  vary  in  the  different  Provinces,  and  that 
$300  will  not  represent  the  same  voting  power  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces  as  in  British  Columbia  or  the  North- 
West,  so  there  will  not  be  uniformity.  The  hon.  member 
for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Eykert)  had  a  peculiar  dread  of  the  Ontario 
Legislature  and  seems  to  imagine  that  nothing  should  be 
allowed  in  their  charge.  He  undertook  to  tell  the  House 
that  the  Opposition  wished  the  Ontario  franchise  to  be 
imposed  on  the  rest  of  the  Dominion.  But  if  the  leader 
of  the  Government  copied  his  Franchise  Bill  from  any 
Province  he  copied  the  cast-off  franchise  of  the  Province 
of  Ontario,  which  he  now  proposes  to  use  as  a  mould 
in  which  all  the  rest  of  the  Dominion  is  to  be  run. 
Wo,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  do  not  propose  to 
impose  the  Ontario  franchise  on  the  other  Provinces 
at  all.  But  we  say  that  in  all  the  Provinces  they 
should  pursue  the  same  course  which  they  have  pursued 
satisfactorily  for  tho  life-time  of  this  Confederation — 
leave  the  various  Provinces  to  work  out  their  own  local 
destinies  and  regulate  their  own  franchises  as  they  see  fit. 
The  leader  of  the  House  is  not  only  attempting  to  impose 
the  franchise  of  one  Province  on  the  rest,  but  he  is  attempt¬ 
ing  to  resist  the  steps  in  advance  which  have  been  taken 
by  the  Province  of  Ontario  in  the  matter  of  the  franchise. 
His  own  friends  in  Ontario,  represented  by  Mr.  Meredith 
and  his  followers,  are  ultra-Librals  in  this  matter.  They  do 
not,  like  this  Government,  propose  to  exclude  all  the  wage 
earners  of  the  people  below  $400  income  from  the  right  to 
have  a  vote.  I  remember  when  hon.  gentlemen  were 
extremely  soliticious  about  the  wage-earners  and  the  work¬ 
ingmen  of  the  Dominion.  But,  when  it  comes  to  the  question 
of  who  shall  control  the  destinies  of  the  country,  we  find 
them  going  back  to  the  old  proposition  that  no  man  with  an 
income  of  less  than  $400  a  year  should  be  entitled 
to  a  vote,  a  provision  which  has  been  left  far  behind  by  the 
Legislature  of  Ontario.  I  wish  to  tell  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  that  if  they  are  true  to  the  traditions  and  associa¬ 
tions  of  their  own  political  party  in  Ontario  they  will  step 
out  further  in  this  matter  of  the  franchise,  as  Mr.  Meredith 
and  his  followers  have  declared  themselves  in  favor  of  man¬ 
hood  suffrage,  as  applied  to  provincial  legislation.  I  say, 
if  there  is  one  case  more  than  another  where  manhood 
suffrage  should  be  applied  it  is  not  in  the  case  of  the 
Provinces,  where  they  deal  with  local  rights  and  the  rights 
of  property,  and  when  they  have  direct  taxation,  but  in  the 
case  of  this  Dominion,  where  our  taxes  are  indirect,  and 
where  every  man  who  wears  clothes,  consumes  groceries, 
or,  for  that  matter,  smokes  cigars  or  drinks  liquor,  contri¬ 
butes  to  the  taxation.  We  found  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Lincoln,  with  that  modesty  which  characterises  him,  said 
that  he  did  not  wish  to  blow  his  own  trumpet,  but  that  so 
far  back  as  1868  he  had  advocated  this  income  franchise, 
and  that  two  or  three  years  afterwards  he  introduced  a 
Bill  which  the  Ontario  Government  of  the  day  adopted,  and 
it  became  law.  I  would  point  out  to  him  that  this 
Dominion  has  made  immense  strides  within  the  past 
fifteen  years,  and  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  perhaps,  owing  to 
his  associations  since  that  time,  has  not  maintained  his  pro¬ 
gressive  instincts,  because  we  find  him  now  supporting  a 
proposition  that  unless  a  man  earns  $400  a  year  income  he 
shall  not  be  entitled  to  vote.  It  seems  to  trouble  that  hon. 
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gentleman  very  much  that  the  Local  Legislature  of  Ontario 
have  devoted  themselves  to  the  management  of  their  pro¬ 
vincial  affairs  and  the  maintenance  of  their  provincial 
rights.  I  would  ask  him  if  it  was  not  their  bounden  duty 
to  take  charge  of  provincial  affairs  and  to  resist  the  encroach¬ 
ments  of  the  Federal  Government,  or  of  any  other  Govern¬ 
ment  which  attempted  to  encroach  upon  their  rights. 
I  think  the  history  of  the  last  few  years  shows  that 
their  resistance  has  been  just  and  equitable,  and  that 
there  has  been  an  unfair  attempt  on  the  part  of  the 
Federal  Government  to  encroach  on  the  rights  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario ;  and  I  say  the  leader  of  the  Provincial 
Government  would  have  been  false  to  the  interests  of 
his  Province  if  he  had  not  taken  every  justifiable  means 
to  prevent  the  Dominion  from  overriding  provincial 
rights.  I  fear  that  the  result  which  was  ■  demonstrated 
so  often,  that  the  Province  was  right  and  that  the  leader 
of  this  House  was  wrong,  is  one  reason  why  that  hon. 
gentleman  has  displayed  such  a  dislike  to  the  Province  of 
Ontario  and  its  Government,  and  is  determined  that  on  no 
opportunity  shall  that  Province  have  anything  to  say  or  do 
in  vindication  of  its  rights,  where  it  is  possible  to  avoid  it. 
I  say  distinctly  and  advisedly  that  the  action  of  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  and  his  associates  has  done  more  to  place 
the  Province  of  Ontario  in  antagonism  to  the  rest  of  the 
Dominion,  that  his  unjust  and  illegal  demand  have  done 
more  to  cultivate  a  feeling  of  dislike  towards  Confedera- 
tion,  and  towards  the  Government  now  administering 
the  affairs  of  the  Dominion  in  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
than  anything  else.  I  say  this  is  only  natural,  and 
I  should  despise  the  man  who  was  a  citizen  of  that 
Province  who  would  not  stand  up  for  the  rights  of 
his  own  Province  against  the  federal  authority,  because 
I  say  that  just  in  proportion  as  they  preserve  those  provin¬ 
cial  rights  shall  we  strengthen  this  Dominion  ;  and  it  is  the 
best  guarantee  of  the  perpetuity  of  this  Dominion  that  while 
we  are  Provinces  of  the  Confederation  each  Province  shall 
have  absolute  and  distinct  control  of  its  own  affairs. 
With  regard  to  the  propositions  before  this  House,  so  far 
as  my  own  Province  is  concerned,  I  say  that  no  unbiased 
man  can  come  to  any  other  conclusion  than  that 
the  Ontario  franchise  is  the  more  liberal  one.  Any 
unbiassed  individual  looking  at  the  two  can  only  come 
to  this  conclusion,  that  for  taking  in  the  largest  number  of 
citizens  and  spreading  abroad,  as  far  as  possible,  the  right  to 
vote,  the  Ontario  Act  is  far  ahead  of  the  Bill  now  proposed. 
All  we  ask  is  that  we  be  allowed  to  administer  our  local 
affairs  according  to  our  own  peculiarities.  While  I  do  not 
dispute,  and  no  hon.  gentleman  on  this  side  has  disputed, 
the  rinht  of  the  Government  to  fix  a  uniform  franchise  for 
this  Dominion,  I  say  their  action  will  plunge  the  various 
Provinces  into  many  inconveniences,  aside  from  the  question 
of  expense.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  says  we  have 
caused  more  expense  by  this  debate  than  the  Bill  will  cost 
in  one  year ;  but  the  result  will  show  differently.  I  never 
knew  the  class  from  whom  the  revising  barristers  will  be 
taken  to  work  for  small  fees  if  they  can  get  better,  and  I  do 
not  understand  that  the  right  hon.  leader  of  the  House  is 
going  to  ask  his  friends,  to  whom  those  positions  will  be 
given,  to  work  for  a  paltry  pittance.  These  gentlemen  are 
going  to  have  extraordinary  powers  conferred  upon  them, 
which  will  make  it  utterly  impossibly  for  anybody  who  is 
not  in  their  favor  to  have  his  name  placed  on  the  voters’ 
list.  They  are  to  have  autocratic  power ;  they  are 
to  say  who  shall  and  who  shall  not  be  on  the  list.,, 
and  there  is  no  provision  for  an  appeal ;  they  are  the  final 
court  of  resort.  Yet  that  is  the  mode  in  which  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  propose  to  work  out  free  institutions.  The 
hon.  member  for  Lincoln  knows  very  well  how  that  pi’O- 
vision  will  operate  in  many  counties  I  could  name ;  and,  I 
fear,  if  the  truth  were  known  about  this  Bill,  that  that  is 
one  of  its  recommendations  to  the  supporters  of  the 


Government.  That  arbitrary  provision  in  this  Bill  makes 
it  such  an  intolerable  measure  that  I  feel  that  I 
would  be  false  to  the  best  interest — not  of  the  Opposition 
of  the  day,  because  that  is  a  small  matter,  in  view  of  the 
changes  in  political  parties — but  to  the  interests  of  the 
people  of  this  whole  Dominion,  did  I  not  protest  against  any 
such  scheme  as  this  being  carried  out.  It  is  deliberately 
designed  to  take  from  the  people  a  right  that  belongs  to 
them,  in  which  the  Government  step  beyond  the  ordinary 
ground  that  the  majority  of  a  deliberative  body  are  entitled 
to  occupy.  The  provisions  of  this  Bill  are  of  a  nature  that 
make  it  a  gross  infringement  on  the  liberties  and  rights  of 
the  people  of  this  country ;  and  are  wo  to  be  told  that  we 
are  to  sit  quietly  here  and  submit,  without  raising  a  voice 
against  it  ?  I  do  not  so  understand  my  legislative  duties, 
and  I  am  satisfied  that  my  people  at  home  will  not  so  regard 
them.  The  principles  involved  in  this  Bill,  while  thoy  may 
bring  a  temporary  success  to  the  Government  of  the  day, 
are  grossly  unjust  to  the  people,  and  have  in  them  the 
elements  that  will  one  day  work  destruction  and  ruin  to  our 
representative  institutions. 

Mr.  FA1BBANK.  In  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  First 
Minister,  this  afternoon-remarks  that  we  have  not  often 
been  favored  with  in  this  discussion — doubt  was  expressed 
as  to  whether  we  were  in  earnest.  Had  I  the  ability  or  tko 
power,  I  should  not  leave  that  question  in  any  doubt,  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned.  I  think,  Sir,  our  earnestness  has  been 
to  a  considerable  extent  tested  already.  Daring  the  week 
before  last  it  was  put  to  the  test  of  work  day  and  night ; 
there  was  no  let-up ;  applications  for  adjournments  wore 
refused ;  on  one  occasion,  some  ten  days  ago,  We  saw  those 
who  evidently  believed  they  had  nothing  to  do,  provide 
themselves  with  pillows,  saying  to  us  very  distinctly :  Go 
on,  we  will  test  your  bottom.  That  test  has  been  made,  to 
some  extent,  and  I  trust  that  gentlemen  opposite  are  satis¬ 
fied  with  it.  We  have  been  charged,  during  this  discussion, 
with  designedly  intending  to  destroy  the  health  of  the  First 
Minister.  .  That  has  been  emphatically  repudiated ;  for  my 
part,  I  most  emphatically  deny  it.  I  believe  there  are  a 
number  of  undertakings  on  hand  which  it  is  very 
desirable  the  Prime  Minister  should  carry  out. 
This  charge  is  reiteraled  in  the  Mail,  under 
the  head  “  Be  Beady,  Steady  :  ”  “  The  attempt  to  ruin 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald’s  health  in  Parliament  has  been 
accompanied  with  the  same  systematic  attempt  to  ruin  his 
public  reputation  in  the  Grit  press.”  Those  charges  may 
have  some  weight  with  those  who  were  not  in  this  Chamber 
at  any  time  during  this  debate,  but  they  will  have  little 
weight  with  those  on  the  floor  or  in  the  gallery,  who  wit¬ 
nessed  the  proceedings.  They  must  have  noticed  that  at 
an  early  hour  the  Prime  Minister  wound  up  the  legislative 
clock,  put  his  seal  on  his  supporters  lips,  and  went  to,  I  hope, 
comfortable  rest.  Certainly,  he  did  not  experience  the 
fatigues  others  did.  We  have  been  reminded  of  our 
responsibility.  But  it  is  quite  possible  we  have  a  pretty  dis¬ 
tinct  idea  of  our  own  responsibility.  The  question  involved 
is  not  a  question  of  money  alone,  although  considerable 
money  is  involved  in  it.  Speaking  for  myself,  it  would  be  a 
very  important  question  indeed  that  would  place  me  on  my 
feet  after  one  o’clock  in  the  morning  to  address  any  committee 
on  business  questions.  But  we  consider  it  to  be  of  much 
more  value,  touching  principles  which  our  people  value 
higher  than  even  questions  of  considerable  amounts  of 
money,  and  I  believe  the  question  before  us  is  one  which 
“  can  only  escape  condemnation  by  avoiding  observation.”  I 
believe  it  is  our  intention  to  do  our  duty  in  this  respect,  neither 
more  nor  less,  let  the  charges  come  in  any  shape^they  may. 
Whether  of  obstruction,  whether  it  unnecessarily  pro¬ 
longs  the  debate  or  otherwise,  we  intend  to  discharge  our 
duty.  We  were  glad  that  one  member  on  the  other  side,  the 
hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Kykert),  obtained  permission 
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from  the  First  Minister  to  address  the  House.  He  spoke 
at  some  length  of  what  they  were  going  to  allow.  We  have 
had  illustrations  of  that  in  days  gone  by.  We  have  seen 
attempts  to  cripple  this  debate ;  on  one  occasion  we  saw  nearly 
the  entire  front  rank  hunting  up  authorities  by  which  we 
could  be  kept  more  clearly  to  the  finest  point  under  consider¬ 
ation.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  said  that  Ontario  was 
assuming  too  much  importance  in  this  matter.  Any  one 
can  see  that  this  is  at  the  bottom  of  the  whole  measure,  for 
I  believe  if  we  could  eliminate  from  this  question  the 
antipathy  to  the  Mowat  Administration  you  would 
take  a  very  large  element  out  of  the  Act.  If  Mr. 
Mowat  would  only  resign  or  leave  the  country  and 
surrender  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  the  Government  he 
manages,  one  great  cause  of  disturbance  and  irritation  and 
discontent  would  bo  removed  from  the  Ministerial  benches. 
The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Eykert)  gave  as  a  rea¬ 
son  for  this  measure  that  the  Provinces  might  pass  new 
franchises.  Further  on,  he  said  that  Ontario  had  passed  an 
Act  which  disfranchised  non-resident  property  holders.  Of 
course,  that  was  incorrect;  Ontario  did  not  disfranchise 
them,  but  limited  them  in  effect  to  one  vote  where  they 
reside.  I  shall  not  follow  that  hon.  gentleman,  who 
went  back  as  far  as  1866,  but  will  refer  simply  to  his  con¬ 
tention  that  the  people  thoroughly  understood  the  Bill ;  on 
the  contrary,  I  believe  that  not  one  person  in  a  thousand  in 
this  Dominion  knew  anything  about  the  franchise  Bill  at 
the  beginning  of  this  discussion.  He  said  the  statements 
we  were  making  with  regard  to  the  expense  were  as 
exaggerated  as  those  we  had  made  with  reference  to  the 
cost  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway,  Well,  that  may 
come  back  to  the  hon.  gentleman  before  long.  If  the 
expenses  under  this  Bill  are  indicated  as  clearly  as  were 
the  estimates  of  the  cost  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kail¬ 
way,  I  fancy  our  predictions  will  not  fall  far  short  of  the 
mark.  In  discussing  the  Ontario  Act  the  hon.  gentleman 
ignored  a  large  number  to  whom  it  gives  the  franchise 
under  the  provision  of  householders  and  wage-earners.  I 
propose  to  address  my  remarks  to  the  question  of  the 
provincial  franchise  as  against  the  franchise  proposed  by 
this  Bill..  Certainly,  the  constitution  gave  the  Dominion 
Parliament  the  authority  to  choose  what  franchise  it  would 
have.  But  whether  it  gave  them  the  right  under  exist¬ 
ing  circumstances  is  another  question.  In  1874,  undor 
Mr.  Mackenzie’s  Administration,  after  the  people  had 
received  notice  and  their  support  had  been  asked,  the  mea¬ 
sure  was  carried  under  which  we  are  now  acting.  In  first 
submitting  this  to  the  peoplo,  Mr.  Mackenzie  acted  like 
himself  and  liko  tho  party  he  led ;  in  declining,  first,  to  sub¬ 
mit  it  to  the  people,  the  present  action  is  like  the  party 
opposite.  It  is  not  urged  that  the  measure  which  was  then 
drawn  by  Mr.  Dorion,  a  gentleman  who  possesses  the  res- 
poet  of  everyone,  has  not  given  satisfaction.  It  is  true  that 
the  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  stated  that  the  13 
members  of  the  Government  would  be  disfranchised 
under  the  Ontario  law.  It  was  news  for  us,  that  the  13 
ministers  were  all  from  Ontaido,  and  it  is  not  the  case  in  a 
single  instance  that  one  of  those  members  will  be  disfran- 
ch’sed.  The  system  which  we  have  pursued  in  the  past  is 
not  a  new  one  on  this  continent,  but  has  been  adopted  by  the 
United  States  under  circumstances  as  identical  with  ours^as 
it  is  possible  for  a  republican  form  of  Government  to  be  with 
that  under  which  wo  live.  I  believe  we  might  well  consider 
their  experience  in  this  regard,  and  I  shall  not  be  debarred 
from  the  consideration  by  the  sneers  which  have  been  made 
in  reference  to  the  speech  of  the  hon,  member  for  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton),  by  the  hon.  member  for  Montreal 
Centre  (Mr.  Curran),  who  said  of  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Norfolk : 

s<  The  hon.  gentleman  can  never  stand  up  in  this  House,  he  can  never 
speak  on  any  subject,  he  can  never  deal  with  any  branch  of  the  public 
affairs  of  this  country,  without  dragging  in  the  United  States,  without 
Mr.  Fairbank. 


dragging  in  the  practice  of  the  United  States,  without  dragging  in  all 
the  great  and  glorious  beauties  of  the  constitution,  without  holding  up 
to  us  as  models  the  great  men  of  the  United  States,  as  if  we  had  not  men 
in  our  empire,  and  especially  in  our  own  country,  whose  example  is 
worthy  of  being  followed,  as  a  bright  shining  light  to  guide  us  in  the 
way  we  shonld  go-” 

Sir,  there  are  great  men  in  the  empire.  Great  names 
who  never  sneer  at  the  great  men  of  that  country;  that 
work  is  left  for  small  men.  The  great  men  of  England  are 
proud  of  their  kinsmen  in  the  United  States,  and  rejoice 
in  the  assistance  they  have  given  to  the  advance¬ 
ment  of  civilisation ;  they  rejoice  in  the  additions  they 
have  made  to  the  sum  of  human  freedom.  The  question 
of  the  franchise  is  not  a  now  one  with  them.  When 
our  grandfathers  were  young  their  ablest  men  had  given 
their  best  thought  to  it,  and  had  decided  it,  and  the  result 
has  proved  that  they  decided  it  wisely.  I  mention  no 
unknown  name  when  I  refer  to  Col.  Alex.  Hamilton,  one 
of  the  brightest  intellects  this  hemisphere  has  produced, 
one  whom  tho  United  States  desires  to  claim  as  all  her  own, 
although  he  was  a  West  Indian  by  birth.  His  remarks  read 
as  if  they  were  written  during  these  debates.  In  relation  to 
the  action  of  the  founders  of  their  institutions,  Hamilton 
said  : 

“  To  have  reduced  the  different  qualifications  in  the  different  States 
to  one  uniform  rule  would  probably  have  been  as  dissatisfactory  to 
some  of  the  States  as  it  would  have  been  to  the  convention.  *  *  * 

It  must  bo  satisfactory  to  every  State,  because  it  is  conformable  to  the 
standard  already  established,  or  which  may  be  established  by  the  State 
itself.” 

Of  these  measures  Bancroft  has  said  : 

“They  disturb  no  more  than  was  needed  for  the  success  of  their 
work.” 

In  those  two  lines  there  is  a  lesson  of  wisdom  that  we  would 
do  well  to  follow.  Those  gentlemen  who  are  in  earnest  in 
desiring  to  perpetuate  Confederation  would  do  well  to  take 
those  words  to  heart,  and  in  the  action  of  this  Parliament 
disturb  as  little  as  possible  the  autonomy  of  the  Provinces. 
“  A  State,”  said  Ellsworth,  “  is  the  best  judge  of  the  cir- 
cumstahces  and  temper  of  its  own  people.”  Is  not  that 
equally  true  of  us  ?  Can  we  have  a  better  maxim  to  go  by  ? 
Are  not  the  Provinces  the  best  judges  of  their  own  circum¬ 
stances,  their  own  wants  and  peculiarities  ?  After  careful 
deliberation  that  convention  came  to  their  decision  and 
embodied  it  in  the  second  article  of  the  constitution  : 

“  The  House  of  Representatives  shall  be  composed  of  members 
elected  by  the  people  of  the  several  States,  and  the  qualification  in  each 
State  shall  be  the  qualification  recognised  for  electors  of  the  most  num¬ 
erous  branch  of  the  State  Legislature.” 

Why  the  most  numerous  branch  ?  Because,  in  dealing  with 
national  matters  they  were  dealing  with  matters  which 
applied  to  the  greatest  number  of  people;  in  dealing  with 
local  matters  they  were  dealing  with  property  mainly;  and 
their  revenue,  like  ours,  being  derived  from  Customs  and 
Excise,  it  was  very  proper  that  it  should  have  the  most 
extended  franchise.  They  carefully  avoided  the  error 
which  we  seem  to  be  about  to  commit,  of  curtailing  the 
franchise  in  many  of  the  Provinces — in  some  regards,  in 
every  one  of  them — because  there  is  not  a  single  Province  in 
the  Dominion,  as  the  Bill  stands  now,  in  which  a  consid¬ 
erable  number  of  voters  will  not  bo  disfranchised. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  Yes  ;  there  is  British  Columbia. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness).  Nova  Scotia. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  Thero  is  not  a  single  Province  in 
which  this  Bill  does  not  disfranchise  many. 

Mr.  BAKER.  I  take  objection  to  the  word  “  considerable,” 
more  particularly. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  I  do  not  attempt  to  say  to  what  extent 
this  Bill  will  disfranchise  people  in  the  Pacific  Province, 
but  I  believe  it  disfranchises  in  that  Province  to  almost  as 
great  as  an  extent  as  it  does  in  any  Province,  and  there  is 
certainly  one  class  of  persons  in  that  Province  which  I 
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know  must  be  disfranchised  to  a  large  extent,  and  that  is 
the  miners.  In  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  there 
was  a  disfranchisement  of  no  one.  Any  person  who  had  a 
vote  in  any  State  retained  it  in  the  nation.  Said  Mr. 
"Wilson  : 

“  It  would  be  very  hard  and  disagreeable  for  the  same  persons,  at  the 
same  time,  to  vote  for  representatives  in  the  State  Legislature  and  to 
be  excluded  from  a  vote  for  those  in  the  National  Legislatures.” 

Is  not  that  equally  applicable  to  us  ?  Trace  it  through,  from 
heginniug  to  end,  and  you  cannot  find  a  point  in  it  that  is 
not  applicable  to  us.  If  the  slurs  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Montreal  Centre  and  the  talk  about  Yankeeism  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Lincoln  constitute  statemanship,  then  I  do  not 
know  what  it  means.  The  proposition  is  that  many  people 
should  have  a  vote  in  provincial  matters  but  have  nothing 
to  do  with  national  affairs,  beyond  paying  taxes.  It  resem¬ 
bles  the  treatment  some  children  receive  when  told  :  You 
can  sit  at  the  table  when  we  have  no  company,  but  when  we 
have  you  must  stand  behind  the  door  and  wait.  That  was 
not  the  way  the  Americans  have  bound  their  people  to  the 
nation,  and  the  history  of  the  last  twenty-five  years  has 
shown  the  wisdom  of  their  action,  as  there  is  no  nation  whose 
citizens  are  more  attached  to  their  country  than  are  the 
Americans,  not  even  the  English  or  the  German.  Would  it 
not  be  wise  on  our  part  to  follow  their  example  ?  Is  it  not 
desirable  to  give  our  citizens  votes,  and  in  no  case  to  deprive 
them  of  the  power  of  voting,  which  they  have  previously 
possessed  ?  The  American  system  has  withstood  severe 
test*  It  has  stood  the  test  of  the  country  containing 
millions  bondmen.  It  has  stood  the  test  of  receiving  an 
immense  of  body  of  people  who  were  untrained  in  the  art  of 
civil  government.  But  the  foundation  was  laid  broad 
enough  and  abiding  enough  to  serve  their  own  people,  and 
all  that  came  to  them  from  across  the  sea.  It  served 
for  the  homes  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  Canadians. 
It  served  as  the  home  of  millions  of  the  race  from  which  the 
member  from  Montreal  Centre  came,  and  yet  the  member 
for  Montreal  Centre  sneers  at  reference  to  that  nation.  I 
do  not  think  that  when  the  American  fathers  decided  those 
constitutional  matters  they  were  influenced  by  any  questions 
as  to  the  result  of  the  next  election.  They  were  statesmen 
and  patriots  in  the  true  sense.  Some  time  ago  the  Mail 
newspaper  remarked  editorially  that  it  did  not  want  to  hurt 
anybody’s  feelings,  but  “  really  the  Opposition  did  not 
count.”  I  do  not  want  to  hurt  anybody’s  feelings,  but  the 
sneers  of  the  member  for  Montreal  Centre  and  the  “  Yan¬ 
keeism  ”  of  the  member  for  Lincoln  do  not  count.  We  have 
reason  to  be  thankful  for  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Montreal  Centre  (Mr.  Curran),  and  when  he 
came  down  from  his  high  pinnacle  and  condescended  to  dis¬ 
cuss  fho  question  with  this  plebeian  Opposition  we  were 
pleased.  Discussing  manhood  suffrage  he  said  : 

“  Neither  Ontario  no^  Q-’ebec  have  for  one  moment  thought  of  adopt¬ 
ing,  but  which  Ontario,  ai  the  last  session  of  its  Legislature,  voted  down 
by  a  considerable  majority.” 

If  no  one  had  thought  of  it  who  wore  the  minority.  With 
respect  to  the  Ontario  Act,  it  is  practically  manhood  suf¬ 
frage  with  the  assessment  roll  for  registration.  It  is  true 
that  the  Government  stepped  just  one  step  short  of  it.  How 
long  they  will  leave  that  step  untaken  I  do  not  know,  but 
I  suspect  not  very  long.  The  hon.  member  for  Montreal 
Centre  goes  on  to  favor  us  with  the  character  of  those  not 
included  in  this  Bill.  He  says : 

“  Sir,  1  can  say  to  those  people,  and  to  the  people  of  Canada  generally, 
that  if  we  have  not  in  this  Bill  what  is  commonly  known  as  manhood 
suffrage,  we  have,  at  all  events,  that  which  give3  a  vote  to  everyone  who 
deserves  to  be  called  a  man  in  this  country.” 

Those  who  are  left  out  are  not  worthy  of  being  called  men. 
He  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  Is  it  possible  that  you  can  go  lower  than  the  person  who  earns  $300 
n  the  country  and  $400  in  the  city,  per  annum ?  Why,  Mr.  Chairman, 


under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  every  man  who  contributes  in  any  way, 
by  his  wealth,  or  by  his  labor,  to  the  good  of  the  country,  will  be  entitled 
to  be  registered  under  this  system.” 

Of  course,  there  was  a  little  mistake  there,  but  probably  he 
did  not  read  the  Bill.  But  why  should  he  read  it,  when 
he  was  simply  told  that  it  had  to  pass,  when  the  decree  was 
registered  in  caucus,  and  it  was  not  necessary,  even  for  a 
legal  gentleman,  to  read  the  Bill,  and  therefore  he  fell  into 
the  error  of  making  the  qualification  $300  instead  of  $400. 
He  says,  further : 

“  We  are  giving  here  the  vote  to  every  deserving  man  in  the  country, 
to  every  man  who  has  succeeded  in  showing,  by  his  industry,  his  acti¬ 
vity  and  his  energy,  that  he  is  worthy  of  being  recognised  as  a  man  in 
the  eyes  of  the  law  of  the  land.” 

Who  are  these  men  who  are  not  deserving  men,  who  are 
not  worthy  of  being  recognised  as  men  in  the  eyes  of  the 
law.  They  are  all  those  freeholders  in  the  cities  and  towns 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario  who  own  property  valued 
between  $200  and  $300,  and  those  in  villages  and  townships 
who  own  real  property  between  $100  and  $150.  Iam  pre¬ 
pared  to  discontinue  my  remarks  if  there  is  any  intention 
of  adjourning. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Better  not  cut  it  in  two,  because  we 
could  not  follow  you  to-morrow. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK,  I  am  prepared  to  go  on,  if  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  say  so. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  How  long  will  it  be  ? 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  If  the  sun  gets  up  before  I  get  down, 
it  will  not  be  my  fault. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  So  much  the  worse  for  the  sun,  I  suppose. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  The  sun  has  further  to  go  than  you 
have. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  we  had  better 
rise  and  report  progress,  and  I  move  accordingly. 

Committee  rose  and  reported. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Before  the  House 
adjourns  I  wish  to  ask  the  First  Minister  if  there  is  any 
further  information  from  General  Middleton. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  have  no  further 
information.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  has  seen  that 
the  wires  are  down,  but  it  is  believed  that  they  will  be  put 
up  during  the  night,  and  that  we  will  hear  to-morrow. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  stated — 1  do  not 
know  whether  on  authority  or  not — that  some  further 
regiments  have  been  put  under  orders  to  be  ready  to  go  to 
the  front.  Can  the  Minister  tell  us  whether  that  is  the  case 
or  not  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  cannot  speak  exactly, 
but  I  believe  the  Minister  of  Militia  has  warned  one  or 
two  regiments  to  be  ready. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at  two  o’clock 
a.m.,  Tuesday. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  12th  May,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  committee  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise.— (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald). 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  When  the  House  adjourned  at  two 
o’clock  this  morning  it  necessarily  cut  my  line  of  argument. 
I  am  therefore  forced  to  proceed  to  splice  the  line.  I  do  not 
propose  a  long  splice,  but  I  shall  have  to  ask  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  to  sit  quietly  on  deck  while  I  make  the  splice.  As  you 
may  remember,  I  had  the  hon.  member  for  Montreal  Centre 
in  tow,  and  I  shall  have  to  make  the  splice  sufficiently 
strong  to  oontinue  towing  him,  not  so  much  on  account  of 
the  size  of  the  vessel  as  on  account  of  the  shallow  water  I 
found  him  in.  I  was  proceeding  to  review  his  description 
of  the  persons  who  would  be  disfranchised  by  this  Bill,  and 
it  is  not  necessary  to  repeat  the  description  he  then  gave. 
He  alluded  to  them  as  people  who  were  not  entitled 
to  be  called  men,  or  recognised  in  the  eyes  of 
the  law.  I  was  proceeding  to  point  out  who  those 
parties  were,  and  had  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  they  included  all  those 
assessed  for  real  property  in  cities  and  towns  between  $200 
and  $300  ;  that  if  they  were  assessed  lor  $200  they  would 
have  a  vote  under  the  Mowat  Bill,  and  if  of  value  of  less  than 
$300  they  would  not  have  a  vote  under  the  Bill  before  us,  and 
hence  they  came  within  the  class  who  were  not  entitled  to 
consideration  under  the  law.  In  villages  and  townships 
those  rated  between  $100  and  $150  come  within  that  class, 
and  householders  who,  although  owning  their  property,  do  not 
appear  on  the  assessment  roll  to  the  extent  of  $300,  or  is  of 
that  value  in  towns  and  cities.  If,  however,  they  are  tenants 
of  that  property,  no  matter  what  its  value  is,  if  they  pay  a 
rental  of  $20  a  year,  they  would  be  entitled  to  vote,  and  there¬ 
fore  this  class  also  belonged  to  those  who,  according  to  the 
hon.  member  for  Montreal  Centre,  are  not  entitled  to  consid¬ 
eration  under  the  law.  Again,  in  the  matter  of  income ;  all 
that  class  of  persons  whose  income  is  between  $250  and 
$400  come  within  this  class.  Then  we  come  to  an  immense 
class— the  entire  class  of  wage-earners,  whose  wages  amount 
to  over  $250  a  year — all  such,  under  the  Mowat  Act, 
are  entitled  to  the  franchise.  I  believe  there  is  a  very 
prevalent  mistake  on  this  point  —  that  wage-earners 
are  to  be  included  under  the  income  provisions  of  this 
Bill.  Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  profess  to  be  an  expert  in 
these  things;  I  have  not  studied  law,  but  I  understand  frorrr 
those  who  have  that  the  income  franchise  does  not  include 
the  wage-earner.  I  believe  that  to  be  the  correct  view  of 
it — certainly  it  was  so  considered  by  Mr.  Mowat  and  his 
Government,  and  I  believe  this  House  is  prepared  to  regard 
him  as  pretty  good  authority  on  law,  including  constitu 
tional  law,  at  the  present  time.  They  evidently  considered 
that  income  did  not  include  the  wage-earners,  and  hence 
they  ha've  given  the  franchise  to  all  wage-earners  of 
$250  ;  they  have  inserted  a  special  clause,  providing  for 
wage-earners,  and  under  that  term  an  immense  number  are 
enfranchised  who  are  excluded  by  this  Bill,  and  who,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  member  for  Montreal  Centre,  are  not  “  entitled  to 
consideration  under  the  law.”  There  &y6  tens  of  thousands 
of  the  people  in  Ontario  who  will  be  disfranchised  by 
this  Bill ;  and  I  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Lincoln  to  the  fact,  so  that  he  may  think  it  advisable 
thoroughly  to  revise  his  figures  of  last  night.  In 
Quebec  the  disfranchisement  is  less  than  in  Ontario,  Those, 
Mr,  Fairbank, 


in  cities  or  towns,  forming  a  part  of  a  county,  and  who  are 
assessed  between  $200  and  $300,  are  excluded,  and,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  are  not  entitled  to  consideration 
under  the  law.  Now,  Sir,  I  was  anxious  to  test  the  effect 
of  the  Ontario  law  and  this  law  in  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
and  I  made  an  experiment,  taking  a  certain  class  of  men, 
twenty-five  men  who  are  employed  in  concerns  in  which 
I  am  interested.  I  could  decide  from  my  own  knowledge  of 
their  position.  I  found  that  under  the  Ontario  Act  every  one 
of  these  were  enfranchised — every  man  of  them  had  a  vote ; 
some  of  them  had  it  on  two  grounds,  but  all  had  a  vote 
under  the  clause  which  provides  for  the  wage-earner. 
About  half  of  them  would  also  have  had  a  vote  under  the 
householders  clause,  which  embraces,  as  I  remarked  last 
night,  95  per  cent,  of  the  married  men  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario.  Under  the  Bill  before  you  there  are  three  of 
these  twenty-five  of  whom  I  am  not  quite  certain,  as  I  do 
not  know  exactly  their  position — whether  they  are  occu¬ 
pying  their  own  property  or  are  tenants.  But  eighteen 
I  know  would  be  disfranchised,  and  four  would  have  a 
vote  out  of  the  twenty-five  under  this  Bill.  I  submit  this 
to  the  member  for  Lincoln  as  a  reason  for  revising  his 
figures ;  and  I  may  say  that  there  is  not  one  of  those 
twenty-five  men  who,  by  industry,  sobriety,  obedience  to 
the  law  and  readiness  to  defend  the  law,  is  not  the  peer  of 
any  member  in  this  House.  Now,  I  shall,  perhaps,  be  asked : 
Are  not  some  of  these  men  so  circumstanced  that  they  could 
be  given  the  franchise  ?  That  is  not  the  point ;  the  ques¬ 
tion  is,  does  the  law  give  it  to  them.  Some  of  them  are  so 
circumstanced  that  their  employer  could  give  them  the 
franchise,  as  some  of  them  are  householders  without  paying 
rent,  some  have  theirdwellings  on  leased  land  which  does  not 
pay  a  rental  equal  to  $20  a  year.  That  is  the  condition  of 
some  of  these  men,  and  so  they  are  cut  off.  I  do  not  profess 
to  be  as  familiar  as  the  members  from  British  Columbia  are 
with  the  condition  of  their  people ;  but  I  shall  be  much 
surprised  to  learn  if,  they  having  manhood  suffrage,  this 
Bill  does  not  cut  off  an  immense  number,  particularly 
of  those  who  are  engaged  with  drill  and  blast  in 
opening  the  vaults  where  nature  has  concealed  her 
treasures — I  refer  to  the  miners.  From  New  Brunswick 
I  have  seen  an  official  statement  from  one  county  which 
shows  that  500  are  disfranchised  there  of  those  who  hold 
the  franchise  as  their  fathers  and  grandfathers  did.  In  Nova 
Scotia  the  disfranchisement  is  less,  but  shipowners  there 
are  disfranchised.  We  have  to  remember  that  in  these  two 
Provinces  personal  property  is  recognised.  This  Bill  does 
not  provide  for  personal  property.  Hence,  those  who  may 
have  been  in  the  habit  of  {exercising  their  rights  as  voters 
since  they  came  of  age,  and  their  fathers  before  them,  are  1o 
be  disfranchised.  There  are  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands 
in  Ontario  and  in  every  other  Province  who  will  be 
disfranchised  by  this  Bill,  and  who,  consequently,  under  the 
law  as  laid  down  by  the  member  for  Montreal  Centre  (Mr. 
Curran),  are  not  entitled  to  be  recognised  as  men.  In 
Ontario  and  other  Provinces  there  are  hundreds,  I  do  not 
know  but  thousands,  of  the  young  men  who  are  now  in  the 
field  under  arms  who  will  be  disfranchised,  and  tens  of 
thousands  more  who  are  ready  to  take  the  field  if  necessary. 
The  member  for  Montreal  Centre,  I  presume,  is  an  excellent 
authority  on  law,  but  I  do  not  think  much  of  his  arithmetic. 
For  instance,  he  states  that  every  man  earning  $1  a 
day  will  be  enfranchised.  I  did  not  know  that  they  had 
a  peculiar  kind  of  year  in  his  section,  but  it  is 
a  long  year  in  Ontario  that  has  400  working  days 
in  it.  Even  supposing  the  Bill  did  include  the  wage- 
earners,  the  sum  is  a  fixture  at  $400.  The  Bill  might  be 
amended  to  include  them ;  we  are  dealing  with  it  as  it  now 
stands  and  as  it  came  from  the  hands  of  its  framers. 
Perhaps  no  rate  of  wages  is  so  common  all  over  the  country 
as  the  sum  of  $1.25  a  day.  If  a  man  receiving  that  wage 
works  every  day  in  the  year  he  is  just  cut  off ;  his  wages 
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would  amount  to  $391 ;  and  the  man  who  works  for  $1.00 
a  day  would,  of  course,  be  cut  off.  Yet,  Sir,  this  is  the 
kind  of  information  that  is  given  to  the  public.  In  the  Mail 
of  a  day  or  two  ago,  under  the  heading,  “Will  They 
Define  It  ?’’  the  writer,  speaking  of  a  member  in  this 
House,  asks : 

“Was  he  justified  in  hinting  that  the  people  of  Ontario  would  becor»e 
traitors  if  Sir  John  enfranchised  more  of  the  workmen  of  Ontario  ?” 

When  the  Bill  proposes  to  disfranchise  tens  of  thousands, 
this  leading  paper  has  the  cheek  to  ask  a  question  of  that 
kind.  When  the  gentlemen  occupying  seats  in  this  House 
return  to  their  constituents  and  stand  before  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  those  who  enjoyed  the  franchise  up  to  this 
time,  but  whom  this  Bill  cuts  off,  or  who  would  enjoy  it  but 
for  this  Bill,  if  they  never  blushed  before,  I  think  that  fact 
will  bring  the  blush  of  shame  to  their  cheeks.  I  have  not 
referred  to  Prince  Edward  Island,  where  every  man  who  pays 
his  road  tax  is  entitled  to  vote.  The  member  for  Montreal 
Centre  provided  for  that  in  his  own  mind.  He  said : 

“  I  am  pleased  to  find  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  made  the 
sub-amendment  is  likely  to  carry  it  in  this  House,  and  that  in  the  Island 
of  Prince  Edward  the  franchise  that  has  existed  there  for  so  many  years 
is  likely  to  be  maintained.” 

Fortunate  Island  1  What  a  pity  it  is  we  do  not  all  live  on  an 
island !  We  should  all  be  exempt  from  this  Bill ;  I  could 
then  gladly  vote  for  it.  What  deep  heartrending  regrets 
must  have  stolen  over  that  member  when  he  heard  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister  yesterday  that  he  could  not 
consent  to  that  exception.  But  1  suppose  he  will  still  support 
the  measure.  The  member  for  Montreal  Centre  closed  his 
remarks  with  an  apology  to  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and 
stated  to  them,  by  way  of  consolation,  that  their  Local  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  not  be  interfered  with.  I  hope,  Sir,  they 
will  make  the  most  of  this  consolation.  I  shall  now  cut 
the  tow  line  and  let  the  member  for  Montreal  Centre  go.  Mr. 
Chairman,  how  changed  is  the  measure  now  before  us,  even 
though  we  are  only  on  section  3,  from  what  it  was  when  it 
came  to  us.  As  that  beautiful  craft  came  sailing  in,  we  saw 
a  fair  spinster  and  a  charming  widow  standing  on  the  deck ; 
the  “heathen  Chinee”  was  in  the  cabin,  and  the  banded 
Indian  was  concealed  in  the  hold.  Sir,  we  have  quickly 
disposed  of  the^ladies ;  we  have  kicked  them  on  shore ;  the 
“  heathen  Chinee”  we  have  strangled;  the  banded  Indian 
we  have  dragged  from  his  concealment,  and  those  of  them 
that  were  of  no  immediate  use,  we  have  put  on  shore, 
but  we  will  retain  those  in  the  old  Provinces.  We  will 
particularly  retain  those  that  may  be  useful  in  scalping  the 
member  for  Bothwell  and  the  member  for  Brant.  We  have 
been  surprised,  from  time  to  time,  at  the  silence  on  the 
Ministerial  benches  upon  these  points.  I  have  read  in  an 
old  volume  I  was  taught  to  respect,  but  which  is  sometimes 
neglected,  the  sentence  :  “  Brayeth  the  wild  ass  when  he 
hath  grass,  or  loweth  the  ox  when  he  hath  fodder.”  In 
view  of  this  silence,  one  is  forced  to  enquire  :  Is  this  Bill 
so  friendless  that  it  has  no  one  to  defend  it  ?  Is  it  despised 
in  the  House  of  its  friends  ?  In  well  regulated  courts, 
when  a  criminal  is  found  to  have  no  one  to  plead  his  case, 
the  judge  appoints  some  one  to  defend  him.  It  would  seem 
to  be  necessary  to  do  so  in  this  case.  In  the  absence  of 
defence  from  the  Ministerial  benches,  we  are  forced  to  seek 
it  elsewhere  ;  and  the  next  best  authority  we  have  is  their 
organs.  There  are  some  people  who  do  not  read  the  Mail. 
It  is  a  mistake.  There  is  lots  of  fun  in  it ;  it  aids  digestion  ; 
I  have  tried  it.  I  will  give  you  an  example,  taken  from  a 
recent  number,  in  defence  of  this  measure.  It  says,  referring 
to  those  who  oppose  the  measure : 

“They  encouraged  the  dynamitish  propagandism  in  every  form. 
They  had  friendly  words  for  the  Nihilists.  They  adopted  the  doctrines 
of  Henry  George  regarding  the  confiscation  of  land.  They  encouraged 
disaffected  Nova  Scotians  to  rebel.  They  encouraged  British  Columbia 
to  secede.  They  incited  the  Manitoba  settlers  to  rebel.  *  *  * 

It  is  the  intention  of  the  Grit  party  to  break  up  the  Confederation  if 
they  cannot  rule  it.” 


Then  the  writer  proceeds  to  give  advico*~to]  the  Minister. 
He  expresses  some  doubts  as  to  whether  the  Minister  will 
receive  it  or  not ;  I  have  more  serious  doubts  than  he.  He 
advises  a  dissolution  and  proceeds  to  say : 

“We  should  force  through  all  the  necessary  measures,  sacrificing  every¬ 
thing  not  essential  to  public  business,  and  drag  these  Grit  traitors  and 
treason-mongers  to  the  foot  of  the  polls,  which  the  people  of  Canada 
would  speedily  convert  into  a  gallows.  That  would  teach  them  a  lesson 
in  loyalty  as  understood  by  the  people  of  Canada,  and  especially  by  the 
people  of  Ontario.” 

The  writer  of  that  article  is  only  joking.  He  does  not 
mean  to  erect  a  gallows  ;  he  is  not  going  into  the  hanging 
business.  He  is  not  ignorant  of  the  story  of  Haaman  and 
Mordecai ;  he  is  not  going  to  stand  the  chance  of  the  parties 
getting  mixed  at  the  gallows.  He  is  not  going  to  take  the 
chance  of  the  people  enquiring  who  it  is  that  defend  the 
public  treasury  and  who  do  not,  who  invade  the  people’s 
liberties  and  who  defend  them.  He  asks  in  the  same 
number  :  “  What  will  they  say  at  the  front  ?” 

Mr.  CHAIBMAN.  I  think  you  are  going  very  far  from 
the  question  before  the  House.  You  are  not  citing  matters 
relevant  to  the  question. 

Mr.  FAIBBANK.  I  understand  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  to 
rule  that  these  articles  are  not  relevant.  You  and  I,  Sir, 
exactly  agree.  I  should  have  said  this  article  in  the  Mail 
was  not  relevant  to  the  question  at  all,  but  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  would  not  have  accepted  my  decision.  I  hope  they 
will  accept  that  of  the  Deputy  Speaker.  I  shall,  in 
obedience  to  your  ruling,  have  nothing  more  to  do  with  the 
Mail  as  an  authority  on  this  question,  and  proceed  at  once 
to  show  that  from  the  beginning  of  this  discussion  to  the 
present,  there  has  been  no  attempt  whatever  to 
show  dissatisfaction  with  the  existing  law.  There 
has  been  no  call  for  a  change.  The  present  system 
has  stood  the  test  of  eighteen  years  successfully.  From 
this  side  of  the  House  the  charge  has  been  made  and 
repeated  that  the  object  of  this  measure  was  to  gain 
political  advantage.  That  charge  has  not  yet  been 
denied.  If  it  be  denied,  I  should  like  to  hear  stated  the 
ground  of  'the  denial.  I  believe  this  change  is  contrary  to 
the  wishes  of  the  people.  If  you  would  eliminate  from  the 
question  all  consideration  of  party  advantage,  I  do  not 
believe  one  man  out  of  a  hundred  in  the  whole  Dominion 
will  approve  of  it.  Let  us  apply  to  it  the  test,  whether  it 
comes  under  that  class  of  subjects  with  which  the  Dominion 
can  deal  better  than  the  Provinces,  because  in  the  Confe¬ 
deration  that  rule  should  hold.  Those  things  the  Pro¬ 
vinces  can  do  best  should  be  reserved  to  them  to  attend  to. 
We  have  in  the  Dominion  seiious  disadvantages  to  deal  with, 
vastly  greater  than  those  the  American  States  had  to  con¬ 
tend  against.  They  were  a  compact  succession  of  Provinces 
along  the  Atlantic  coast,  closely  connected,  not  even  a  moun¬ 
tain  range  separating  them,  while  our  territory  stretches 
from  ocean  to  ocean  with  long  gaps  of  “  unbroken  desolation 
intervening.”  Under  any  circumstances  Canada  is  a  diffi¬ 
cult  country  to  govern,  and  these  geographical  difficulties 
which  cannot  be  overcome,  add  immensly  to  the  difficulty. 
Each  Province  has  its  local  history,  its  local  preju¬ 
dices,  its  local  business  and  interests.  It  is  exceed¬ 
ingly  difficult  to  weld  them  into  uniformity.  It 
tends  to  block  the  advance  of  views  in  relation  to  the 
franchise,  and  will  anyone  contend  that  the  disposition  to 
extend  the  franchise  is  not  growing  ?  Any  one  who  has 
examined  the  Ontario  franchise  must  come  to  the  conclu¬ 
sion  that  it  is  manhood  suffrage,  with  the  assessment  roll  as 
a  registration.  In  fact,  tho  opposition  to  it  was  based  on 
the  ground  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough,  and  that  opposi¬ 
tion  ’came  from  those  who  entertain  the  political  views 
to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  If  this  Bill  passes  in  its  pre¬ 
sent  form,  and  is  enforced  as  it  is  possible  to  enforce  it,  it 
will  cause  a  loss  of  a  class  of  citizens  to  Canada  that  we  do 
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not  wish  to  lose,  and  that  cannot  be  replaced  by  immigra¬ 
tion  machinery.  The  principles  underlying  this  measure 
are  of  far  greater  importance  than  any  mere  party  con¬ 
siderations.  It  strikes  deeper  than  we  can  afford  to  go. 
Once  it  was  a  proud  privilege  to  say :  I  am  a  Koman  citizen  ; 
and  it  should  be  a  proud  privilege  to  say :  I  am  a  Canadian 
citizen ;  but  if  this  Bill  is  put  in  force,  that  will  be  deprived 
of  half  its  value.  Party  feeling  is  sufficiently  intense  in 
Canada,  but  no  measure  has  been  passed  in  the  last  thirty 
years  which  will  tend  to  produce  so  intense  a  party  feeling  as 
this.  I  believe  it  will  even  create  personal  hatred,  that  it 
will  invade  church  relations,  business  relations,  and  social 
relations,  and  will  inflict  irreparable  injury  upon  Canada. 
vIt  is  claimed  that,  the  measure  having  gone  so  far,  it  is 
difficult  to  withdraw  it.  We  were  told  yesterday,  in  the 
mild  speech  of  the  First  Minister,  that  representative 
government  was  on  trial.  Wo  glory  in  our  representative 
government,  but  whom  does  it  represent  ?  It  represents  the 
people  of  Canada.  We  claim  that  the  people  of  Canada  do 
not  want  this  measure,  and  we  are  willing  to  rest  our  poli¬ 
tical  existence  on  this  fact,  we  throw  down  our  challenge 
to  submit  it  to  the  people.  If  they  sanction  it,  our  mouths 
are  forever  closed.  The  feeling  prevails  that  the  measure 
cannot  be  dropped  without  a  sacrifice  of  dignity,  but  it 
would  give  the  Government  a  claim  to  patriotism  if  they 
would  withraw  it.  I  should  be  glad  to  see  this  measure 
dipped  in  carbolic  acid,  sprinkled  with  chloride  of  lime, 
and  burnt  upon  the  altar  of  the  Dominion  in  atonement  for 
the  sins  of  the  people,  and  I  recommend  that  course  to  be 
pursued. 

Mr.  PLATT.  When  the  First  Minister  rose  at  the  open¬ 
ing  of  the  House  yesterday,  I  cherished  the  hope  that  he 
was  about  to  reveal  to  the  House  that  he  had  realised  the 
situation  and  was  prepared  to  remove  this  Bill  from  the 
Orders,  or  place  it  in  such  a  position  that  it  would  relieve 
the  strain  on  those  who  have  claim-  d  therightand  performed 
the  duty  of  discussing  it  fairly;  but  the  careful  precision 
with  which  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  was  given  to  the 
House,  soon  showed  that  he  had  some  object  in  view  other 
than  that  which  I  have  indicated.  Before  he  had  proceeded 
very  far,  his  remarks  led  me  to  the  conclusion  that  he 
wished  to  relieve  himself  and,  to  a  certain  extent,  his  fol¬ 
lowers,  from  a  threatened  censure.  He  had  not  talked  very 
long  before  he  referred  to  the  word  “  cloture,”  and  he  took 
occasion  to  relieve  himself  from  the  censure  of  having  sug¬ 
gested  it  by  stating  to  the  House  that  he  had  resisted  the 
suggestions  that  had  been  made  in  that  direction.  I  am 
very  glad,  for  the  credit  of  the  country,  that  the  Premier 
has  relieved  himself  of  the  possibility  of  being  accused 
of  having  intended  to  apply  so  odious  and  disgusting  a 
measure  to  the  people  of  this  country,  but  he  took  occasion 
later  in  the  day  to  relieve  his  followers  also  from  the  cen¬ 
sure  of  having  suggested  it.  He  told  the  House  that  such  a 
course  had  been  suggested,  and  that  he  had  resisted  it,  but 
later  he  said  that  he  would  not  say  that  it  was  his  followers 
who  had  suggested  it.  He  did  not  tell  us  who  had  ;  he  did 
not  tell  us  that  the  people  of  this  country  had  suggested  the 
application  of  the  cloture,  or  that  it  had  come  from  anyone 
outside  of  this  House.  We  know  that,  in  the  corridors,  we 
have  heard  the  word  cloture  floating  in  the  air,  and  I  am 
very  glad  that  the  Prime  Minister  has  stated  that  there  is 
no  intention  on  his  part  to  adopt  such  a  means  here.  I  am 
also  glad  that  he  has  relieved  his  followers  from  the  imputa¬ 
tion  of  suggesting  such  an  odious  measure  in  this 
free  country  as  the  “  cloture  ”  or  the  “  previous  question.” 
The  people  of  the  country  would  not  submit  to  it.  The 
opposition  which  this  measure  is  receiving  is  not  the 
opposition  of  a  faction.  It  is  the  opposition  of  a  small 
number  of  men,  to  be  sure,  but  they  represent  as  near  as  j 
may  be  one-half  the  people  of  this  country.  The  fact  that 
they  hold  diametrically  opposite  views  upon  this  question  [ 
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to  the  views  of  horn  gentlemen  opposite,  is  the  reason  why 
this  discussion  has  been  prolonged  to  so  unusual  a  length . 
This  opposition  arises  from  a  firm  conviction  that  our  duty 
to  the  people  is  to  continue  this  discussion,  even  at  the 
hazard  of  being  accused  of  obstruction,  until  the  Govern¬ 
ment  realise  the  fact  that  a  majority  of  the  people  of 
this  country  look  upon  this  measure  as  unnecessary  and 
offensive.  The  last  speaker  has  given  us  one  reason 
why  there  is  no  necessity  for  applying  any  of  the  gag-laws 
that  have  been  attempted  in  other  countries.  In  this  country 
the  policy  of  arbitration  to  settle  disputes,  is  decidedly 
popular.  We  know  that  if  this  discussion  were  carried  out 
to  such  a  length  as  to  produce  a  dead  lock  in  this  House,  so 
that  it  would  be  impossible  for  either  the  Government  or 
the  Opposition  to  yield,  we  could  submit  the  matter  to 
arbitration,  and  the  people  of  this  country  would  be  the 
natural  arbitrators  to  whom  we  could  appeal.  If  we  cannot 
succeed  in  any  other  way  let  us  adopt  this  suggestion  and 
appeal  to  the  people  to  decide  for  us.  Now,  the  discussion, 
instead  of  being  narrowed  by  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
gentleman,  has  been  very  considerably  widened,  and  has 
taken  a  wider  scope  since  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
addressed  the  House.  He,  in  fact,  reopened  the  question. 
It  almost  seemed  to  me,  from  his  remarks,  that  he  wished 
the  discussion  to  go  on,  and  to  take  a  still  wider  scope. 
Now,  there  is  another  remark  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
to  which  I  wish  to  enter  my  earnest  protest,  and  that  is 
that  the  discussion  on  this  side  of  the  House  is  the  result  of 
an  organised  obstruction.  I  presume  I  know  as  much  of 
that  matter  as  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House;  and  I  challenge  them  to  look 
at  the  history  of  this  debate  and  say  if,  on  a 
single  occasion  during  the  first  twelve  hours  of 
any  sitting,  there  was  the  loast  attempt  on  our®  part 
to  drag  it  to  an  unseemly  length,  or  to  bring  in  irrelevant 
matter.  After  the  fatigue  we  endured  in  keeping  up  a 
legitimate  debate,  and  after  fatigue  had  rendered  us  unable 
to  continue  it,  the  only  constitutional  means  we  had  at  our 
command  was  to  prolong  the  discussion  until  we  could  get 
an  adjournment  of  the  House,  in  order  to  refresh  ourselves 
and  renew  a  legitimate  discussion ;  and  I  repeat  that  that 
cannot  be  called,  in  any  sense,  the  result  of  an  organised 
o  t  struction.  W e  have  s  ucceeded  in  our  designs  thus  far,  and 
we  have,  from  time  to  time,  succeeded  in  getting  an  adjourn¬ 
ment  of  the  House,  which,  bear  in  mind,  was  denied  us  at  the 
first.  We  heard  the  order  given  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
that  there  should  be  no  adjournment  of  the  House  until  such 
and  such  vote  were  had,  that  we  were  to  sit  from  day  to  day 
until  this  measure  became  law.  These  threats  were  hurled 
across  the  House  after  the  last  caucus  of  the  Government 
party.  But  we  were  not  the  men  that  our  constituents 
took  us  to  be  when  they  sent  us  to  Parliament  if  we 
were  to  yield  to  those  threats,  and  allow  half-a-dozen  of  the 
principal  clauses  of  this  measure  to  be  passed  at  any  single 
session  of  the  House.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Westmoreland  (Mr.  Wood),  in  his  short  and  pithy  address 
of  a  few  nights  ago,  with  a  great  deal  of  precision,  went 
over  the  arguments  that  have  been  adduced  in  favor  of  the 
Bill.  He  seemed  to  think  that  the  arguments  which  he 
recapitulated  on  that  occasion  were  sufficient  to  convince 
every  member  of  this  House  of  the  unnecessary  length  to 
which  the  debate  was  extended.  At  the  commencement  of 
his  speech,  however,  he  used  these  words  : 

“  I  desire,  before  the  debate  reaches  its  termination,  that  my  protest 
shall  be  recorded  against  the  manner  in  which  this  discussion  has  been 
conducted,  against  the  length  of  time  that  it  has  occupied,  and  against 
the  heavy  expense  imposed  on  the  people.” 

Now,  I,  in  common  with  that  hon.  gentleman,  desire  to 
enter  my  protest  against  the  manner  in  which  discussion 
has  been  conducted.  Public  discussion  is  of  very  little  use 
where  one  side  do  all  the  talking,  as  has  been  the  case  with 
j  this  debate.  We  have  met  with  no  opposition,  and  the  argu- 
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ments  we  have  adduced  have  remained  unanswered.  Seven 
or  eight  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  have 
spoken  consecutively,  and  no  attempt  has  been  made  to 
reply  to  them.  That  'weakens  the  debate,  and,  to  a  great 
extent,  prevents  us  from  receiving  that  benefit  from  dis¬ 
cussion  which  usually  is  derived  from  it.  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  gentleman  also  in  condemning  the  expense  to 
which  the  country  is  subjected  by  this  measure.  He  seems 
to  desire  to  curtail  the  expense  by  curtailing  the 
length  of  this  discussion,  while  we  of  the  Opposition  wish 
to  curtail  the  expense  by  preventing  a  measure  being  forced 
on  the  country,  the  result  of  which  will  cost  an  enormous 
sum  of  money  to  the  people.  It  has  been  pointed  out  that 
if  this  Bill  is  carried  the  cost  of  it  in  one  year  will  be 
greater,  indeed,  than  the  cost  of  this  entire  Session  of 
Parliament.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  if  this  Bill 
becomes  law,  that  expense  will  be  continued  from  year  to 
year,  and  if,  at  a  single  Session  of  Parliament,  we  can  pre¬ 
vent  its  becoming  law,  we  shall  have  saved  the  country  a 
great  sum  of  money.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  still 
further : 

“  I  think,  Sir,  that  this  discussion  has  been  useless,  unnecessary  and 
unstatesmanlike.” 

Now,  I  cannot  agree  that  the  discussion  has  been  useless. 
Has  it  been  useless  because  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  support 
this  Bill  have  no  other  duty  to  perform  than  to  record  the 
wishes  and  the  decrees  of  the  Government  ?  Is  it  because 
Ephraim  is  joined  to  his  idols,  and  that  we  may  as  well  let 
him  alone  ?  If  that  be  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
when  he  used  that  expression,  so  far  as  he  himself  is  con¬ 
cerned,  he  is  correct  in  saying  this  discussion  was  useless. 
He  said,  further,  that  this  discussion  was  unnecessary. 
The  explanations  made  have  shown  that  it  was  not 
unnecessary.  On  the  contrary,  it  was  necessary  in  order  to 
obtain  a  true  understanding  of  this  Bill.  It  is  said  this  dis¬ 
cussion  is  unstates manlike.  It  is  so  only  in  so  far  as  it  has 
been  limited  to  one  side  of  the  House.  To  the  objection 
that  this  measure  is  being  brought  before  the  country 
at  a  time  when  the  people  were  not  asking  or  expecting  it, 
and  at  an  unreasonable  period  of  the  Session,  the  hon. 
gentleman  replies  that  the  measure  has  been  three  times 
introduced,  that  there  has  been  ample  time  afforded  to  dis¬ 
cuss  its  principles,  and  that  a  large  number  of  members  came 
to  this  Session  with  their  opinions  largely  formed  upon 
the  question.  Those  hon.  members  who  so  came  were 
members  who  came  to  register  the  opinions  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Even  the  First  Minister  had  not  »his  opinions 
thoroughly  ripened  at  the  opening  of  the  Session.  The 
hon.  gentleman  had  not  the  same  opinion  as  to  the  view 
which  would  be  held  by  the  House  on  the  woman  suffrage 
question  three  or  four  months  ago  as  he  has  to-day,  other¬ 
wise  he  would  not  have  inserted  it  in  his  Bill.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says : 

“  I  support  the  measure  because  Parliament  has  a  right  to  say  who 
shall  elect  its  members.” 

That  has  been  said  by  every  hon.  gentleman  opposite  who 
has  spoken  and  has  not  been  denied  by  any  one  on  this  side. 
It  is  a  stock  argument  without  force.  The  hon.  member 
for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  did  not  deny  the  right  of 
Parliament  to  construct  its  own  electorate  ;  but  he  urged 
that  it  was  inexpedient  and  we  were  not  obliged  to  do  all 
we  have  power  to  do.  We  have  power  to.  disfranchise 
nine-tenths  of  the  people,  but  it  is  not  expedient  to  do  so. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  further: 

“  I  support  it,  secondly,  because  I  believe  the  measure  which  was 
adopted  in  1867  was  adopted  as  a  temporary  measure,  that  it  was  never 
designed  by  those  who  framed  the  constitution  that  the  provincial 
franchises,  or  the  franchises  which  might  exist,  from  time  to  time,  in 
the  various  Provinces  of  this  Dominion,  should  form  the  franchise  by 
which  members  of  this  Parliament  should  be  elected  ;  that  the  reasons 
which  led  to  its  adoption  then  have  long  ceased  to  exist  and  that  there¬ 
fore  the  system  itself  should  be  abandoned.” 

Although  it  ia  said  this  ia  a  mere  temporary  measure  it  has 
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continued  18  years.  During  that  period  there  has  been  no 
desire  for  change  expressed.  The  hon.  gentleman  further 
says  : 

“  I  support  this  measure,  thirdly,  because  I  believe  that  the  present 
system  is  lacking  in  the  essential  elements  of  certainty,  stability  and 
permanence,  and  the  important  element  of  uniformity,  and  therefore  it 
should  not  be  continued.” 

Who  wants  stability  ?  Is  it  intended  that  the  measure  should 
be  unchangeable  ?  Is  there  to  be  no  advancement?  The 
present  system  is  not  stable, because  it  was  not  the  wish  of  the 
people  that  it  should  be  stable,  because  we  are  constantly 
advancing  in  this  age.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the 
opinions  of  this  side  of  the  House  are  that  the  proposed 
measure  is  unnecessary,  that  the  present  system  is  working 
well  and  that  no  change  is  demanded.  If  those  three 
assertions  can  be  substantiated,  the  strongest  reasons  have 
been  brought  forward  why  this  Bill  must  be  set  aside.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  that  these  are  weak  arguments  ;  but  I 
maintain  they  have  all  possible  force  to  show  why  it  is 
necessary  and  desirable  that  this  Bill  should  be  withdrawn. 
If  this  Bill  is  unnecessary,  if  the  present  system  is  working 
well,  there  is  no  reason  for  seeking  to  force  this  measure  upon 
Parliament  and  the  country.  The  hon.  gentleman  went  on 
to  say  : 

“If  au  evil  exists  are  we  to  wait  until  its  consequences  are  proved  to 
be  so  disastrous  that  public  indignation  forces  us  to  adopt  remedial 
measures.” 

I  answer  no  ;  but  I  ask  where  does  the  evil  exist  ?  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  attempted  to  show  the  evil,  and  yet  we 
are  asked  to  remove  an  imaginary  evil  and  adopt  areal  evil. 
The  hon.  gentleman  said  further  : 

“I  feel,  when  a  reform  measure  is  presented  to  this  House,  if  the  prin- 
ciples  upon  which  it  is  based  are  sound,  if  they  are  just  and  equitable 
and  right,  if  the  changes  which  are  proposed  will  improve  the  existing 
state  of  things,  if  the  system  which  it  is  proposed  to  introduce  is  an 
improvement  on  the  system  which  now  exists,  it  is  the  duty  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  under  such  circumstances,  to  adopt  that  measure  without  delay.” 

There  ia  not  an  hon.  member  who  does  not  heartily  agree 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  in  that  expression.  H  a  Reform 
measure  is  founded  on  principles  of  justice  and  right,  then 
it  becomes  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  adopt  that  measure 
without  delay.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  deals  in  general¬ 
ities  and  in  unmeaning  platitudes.  The  hon.  gentleman 
holds  that  this  Franchise  Bill  is  based  upon  principles  of 
justice  and  equity.  Such  is  not  the  fact,  and  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  taken  that  for  granted  because  the  Bill 
was  introduced  by  the  hon.  First  Minister.  Because 
it  is  the  view  of  the  Government  of  this  country, 
he  assumes  that  the  Bill  is  based  on  principles  of  right¬ 
eousness,  justice  and  equity,  and  that  there  is  no  question 
about  the  matter.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  a  difference  of 
opinion  exists  in  this  country  on  that  question.  I  believe 
the  majority  of  the  people  of  this  country  think  that  neither 
of  these  virtues,  neither  of  these  attributes  of  righteousness 
and  justice,  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  alludes,  have  even 
cast  a  shadow  on  tho  measure  which  is  now  before  the 
House.  I  believe  it  is  looked  upon,  from  one  end  of  the 
country  to  the  other,  to  be  a  measure  just  such  as  has  been 
described  by  gentlemen  on  this  side,  and  I  ask  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  if  it  is  fair,  if  it  in  keeping  with  the  true  principles  of 
parliamentary  government  that  when  we  are  face  to  face  with 
an  expression  of  public  opinion,  such  as  has  already  reached 
this  House,  we  should  attempt  to  force  this  measure  through 
Parliament.  The  hon.  gentleman,  like  a  Daniel  come  to 
judgment,  not  only  finds  fault  with  the  action  of  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  his  own  Province,  with  regard  to  the  franchise, 
but  he  refers  to  the  Province  of  Ontario  and  the  other  Pro¬ 
vinces,  he  looks  abroad  over  the  whole  Dominion  to  see  where 
wrongs  are  to  be  righted  in  every  Province.  He  tells  the 
people  of  Ontario  and  New  Brunswick  that  they  do  not 
know  how  to  construct  their  own  franchise.  Now,  Sir,  I  do 
not  think  it  well  becomes  an  hon.  gentleman,  coming  from 
any  one  Province  of  this  Dominion,  to  sit  in  judgment  on 
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the  doings  and  sayings  of  the  people  of  some  other  Pro¬ 
vince.  1  take  it,  Sir,  that  this  attack  on  provincial  rights 
-—for  1  think  it  is  nothing  less — goes  further  and  that  it 
becomes  an  absolute  insult  to  the  people  of  the  Province  so 
attacked.  If  a  popular  franchise  does  not  exist  in  the 
Province  of  New  Brunswick,  who  are  to  blame  for  it  ?  Are 
we  in  this  House  at  fault  ?  No,  it  is  the  people  of  New 
Brunswick,  and  are  they  not  sufficiently  interested  in  the 
welfare  of  their  own  Province  to  adopt  a  franchise  which 
is  best  suited  for  themselves?  Hon.  gentlemen  may  say 
that  the  Parliament  or  the  Government  of  that  Province 
are  at  fault,  but  they  are  the  representatives  of  the  people 
of  that  Province  just  as  the  Legislature  or  the  Government 
of  Ontario  represent  the  people  of  Ontario,  and  I  say  that 
anything  that  is  said  against  the  recent  Act  passed  in  that 
Province  is  an  insult  to  the  people  of  Ontario.  Have  the 
people  of  that  Province  ever  asked  us  to  take  part  in  this 
Parliament  in  the  conduct  of  their  own  affairs  ?  No ; 
the  people  believe  they  are  competent  to  do  so 
themselves  and  they  do  not  ask  us  to  interfere.  They 
have  the  power  to  arrange  the  franchise  for  their 
own  Province,  and  if  the  recent  Act  is  not  what  it  should 
be,  the  people  of  that  Province  will  find  it  out  and  they  will 
remedy  the  evil  by  the  repeal  or  amendment  of  the  Act 
through  their  own  representatives.  The  hon.  member  for 
Lincoln,  who  seems  to  have  Mowat  on  the  brain  whenever 
he  speaks,  has  characterised  that  Bill  in  the  most  odious 
terms.  But  why  does  he  not  go  to  the  people  of  Ontario, 
who  have  the  power  to  say  that  the  Bill  shall  be  changed, 
and  that  their  wrongs,  if  they  have  wrongs,  shall  be  made 
right.  But  whether  or  not  it  is  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
influence  is  declining  in  that  Province,  or  that  he  thinks  he 
has  a  better  chance  here  to  say  harsh  words  against  the 
Premier  of  that  Province,  I  do  not  know,  but  instead  of 
exerting  his  influence  in  favor  of  a  just  and  righteous  fran¬ 
chise  Bill  he  comes  here  where  he  has  no  right  to  deal  with 
provincial  affairs,  and  he  speaks  of  Mr.  Mowat  in  a  manner 
insulting  to  the  people  of  the  Province  from  which  he 
comes.  The  hon.  member  for  Westmoreland  says  : 

“  Then,  Sir,  another  important  feature  of  the  present  system  is  its 
uncertain  and  unchanging  character,  the  constituencies  which  elected 
us  may  before  another  election  may  be  entirely  swept  away." 

Well,  Sir,  that  is  a  very  strange  theory  to  be  proposed  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  We  know  that  fortunately  it  is 
not  in  the  power  of  the  Provinces  to  sweep  away  constitu¬ 
encies,  but  unfortunately  it  is  in  the  power  of  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  and  Government,  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  for  West¬ 
moreland  had  had  a  seat  in  this  House,  in  1882,  he  would 
have  had  a  chance  to  see  that  under  a  measure  proposed  in 
this  House  it  would  not  be  impossible  that  before  another 
election  some  of  us  would  find  that  our  constituencies  had 
been  swept  away.  He  says  further  : 

“ 1  for  one,  Sir,  feel  that  the  present  system  is  not  calculated  to  pre¬ 
serve  that  harmony,  but  that  it  is  calculated  eventually  to  promote 
provincial  discord  and  provincial  strife.” 

And  now  I  take  issue  with  the  hon.  gentleman  in  that  part 
of  his  remarks.  I  believe  that  the  present  system  has  been 
conducive  to  provincial  harmony,  and  that  the  principle 
which  is  now  sought  to  be  forced  on  the  people  of  this 
country  will  be  productive  of  provincial  discord  and  strife. 
He  goes  on  to  state,  that  under  the  existing  system,  mem¬ 
bers  may  be  sent  from  the  different  Provinces,  with  parti¬ 
cular  parties,  largely  in  a  majority,  by  reason  of  franchise 
adopted  to  that  end,  and  that  therefore  we  may  have  parties 
in  this  House  divided  by  provincial  lines  instead  of  on  lines 
of  public  policy.  Now,  the  very  principle  of  our  federal 
system  is  that  we  should  have  federal  representation,  and 
that  the  party  which  is  in  the  majority  in  one  Province 
should  have  the  largest  representation  in  this  Parliament, 
and  so  on  with  the  other  Provinces.  The  reason  why 
provincial  discord  will  be  produced  by  the  measure  now 
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before  us  is,  that  it  is  not  a  measure  of  permanency.  Before 
long  we  may  have,  and  I  believe  we  will  have,  in  one  Pro¬ 
vince  or  another,  a  stiong  feeling  in  favor  of  manhood 
suffrage  or  of  woman’s  franchise.  The  feeling  in  favor  of 
these  measures  in  a  particular  Province,  will  find  expression 
in  this  Parliament,  and  the  result  may  be  attempts  to  force 
the  views  and  wishes  of  one  Province  on  the  other  Pro¬ 
vinces  in  the  matter  of  the  franchise ;  that  is  the  manner 
in  which  strife  and  discord  will  be  roost  likely  to  arise,  and 
more  strife  and  discord  on  this  subject  of  the  franchise  than 
has  existed  from  Confederation  down  to  the  present  time. 
He  says : 

“la  one  Province,  where  one  party  has  a  large  majority  in  the  Local 
Legislature,  an  Act  may  be  passed  adopting  a  franchise  which  will 
give  that  party  a  large  representation  for  that  Province  in  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  ;  in  another  Province,  where  another  party  may  have  a  large 
majority  in  the  Local  House,  a  different  franchise  may  be  adopted,  with 
a  corresponding  result;  what  have  we  then?  ” 

I  wish  hon.  members  on  both  sides  to  listen  to  that  remark  ; 
I  am  not  sure  that  there  is  not  something  in  it,  and  if  there 
be  anything  in  it  so  far  as  the  Local  Legislatures  are  con¬ 
cerned,  what  is  likely  to  take  place  under  the  measure 
before  us  here  ?  Is  not  the  same  thing  being  attempted  in 
this  Parliament  ?  Here  is  an  attempt  made  by  a  Govern¬ 
ment  having  a  large  majority  in  Parliament,  to  secure  the 
adoption  of  a  franchise  that  would  give  them  more  than 
their  fair  share  of  representation  in  this  Chamber.  Now,  I 
do  not  think  there  is  anything  more  in  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Westmoreland  to  which  I  need  address 
myself.  The  hon.  member  for  Prince  County,  P.  E.  I., 
(Mr.  Hackett)  followed  him  a  few  days  later,  and  I  wish  to 
make  a  few  remarks  concerning  his  address  in  the  same 
manner  in  which  I  have  reviewed  the  rather  admirable 
address  of  the  hon.  member  for  Westmoreland.  The  hon. 
member  for  Prince  says  : 

“  It  is  of  vital  importance  that  this  Parliament  especially  should  not 
be  subject  to  the  whims  and  fancies  of  the  Local  Legislatures,  and  that 
we  should  take  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Local  Legislatures  the  right  to 
fix  the  franchise  for  the  election  of  members  to  the  Dominion  Parlia¬ 
ment.” 

He  strongly  supports  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  that  this 
Parliament  should  use  the  right  of  constructing  its  own 
electorate.  Then,  he  says : 

“  Another  reason  why  I  support  the  Bill  is  that  it  provides  for  the 
registration  of  voters  in  all  the  Provinces  of  this  Dominion.” 

That  is  another  principle  of  the  Bill  he  supports. 

“  Now,  Sir,  I  ask  what  reason  or  right  has  this  Parliament  to  provide 
for  registration  f6r  the  election  of  members  to  this  House?  If  we  want 
voters'  lists,  is  it  not  the  duty  of  this  House  to  pay  the  expense  of  pro¬ 
viding  those  voters’ lists?” 

That  seems  one  of  the  strongest  reasons  the  hon.  gentleman 
gives  for  supporting  this  Bill — the  fact  that  this  Govern¬ 
ment  will  have  to  pay  for  the  construction  of  the  voters’ 
lists  in  Prince  Edward  Island ;  for  the  sake  of  getting  that 
small  pittance  from  the  Canadians,  as  I  suppose  he  would 
term  them,  he  is  willing  to  forego  the  privileges  and  to 
sacrifice  the  franchise,  which  he  says  the  people  of  his 
Province  hold  most  near  and  dear  to  themselves.  First,  he 
says,  he  is  in  favor  of  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  and  a 
moment  afterwards  he  .expresses  the  hope  that  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  will  not  be  applied  to  his  own  Province.  Then 
he  says : 

“  Another  reason  why  I  support  this  Bill  is,  that  it  extends  the  fran¬ 
chise  in  most  of  the  other  Provinces.” 

I  daresay  most  of  the  other  Provinces  will  be  thankful  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  for  making  that  discovery.  Although 
supporting  this  Bill,  ho  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  For  the  last  twenty-five  or  thirty  years  we  have  had  in  the  Province, 
Prince  Edward  Island,  a  system  of  manhood  suffrage.  E  very  man  in 
that  Province,  twenty-one  years  of  age,  and  a  British  subject,  having 
paid  a  certain  poll  tax  and  performed  a  certain  amount  of  statute  labor, 
is  entitled  to  a  vote.  That  system  has  become  very  popular  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Prince  Edward  Island ;  the  people  there  have  become  very 
much  attached  to  it ;  they  have  made  great  progress  under  it,  and  they 
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are  very  tenacious  of  their  rights  in  that  direction.  There  is  no  privil- 
franchise  ” *  c^er^8^  80  dearty  as  the  right  of  exercising  this 


But  notwithstanding  that  they  so  highly  prize  and  cherish 
that  right,  this  hon.  gentleman  seems  willing  to  sacrifice  it 
tor  the  paltry  gain  of  a  few  dollars  out  of  the  Dominion 
treasury  for  the  construction  of  voters’  lists  in  Prince 
Edward  Island.  The  hon.  gentleman  then  proceeds  to  pass 
judgment  on  fellow  members.  He  tells  us  of  an  outrage  that 
was  sought  to  be  perpetrated  upon  Prince  Edward  Island 
by  an  Act  passed  in  1874,  which  he  says  deserved  condem- 
na,tion  because  it  sought  to  apply  a  different  rule  to  Prince 
l^and  from  that  applied  to  the  other  Provinces, 
and  ho  say8  that  at  that  time  the  hon.  First  Minister,  to  his 
honor  and  credit,  stood  up  and  defended  the  rights  of  the 
people  of  Prince  Edward  Island.  Does  the  hon.  First  Min¬ 
ister  stand  up  to-day  to  defend  the  rights  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  in  the  same  sense  ?  And  what  has  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Prince  to  say,  who  then  condemned  what  he  is 
asking  to  have  done  now  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  made  an 
unprovoked  attack  on  the  hon.  member  for  Prince  (Mr. 
Yeo),  who  sits  near  me,  and  endeavored  to  arouse 
religious  prejudices  against  that  hon.  gentleman,  who 
has  done  nothing  to  provoke  such  an  attack,  who 
nas  deservedly  obtained  the  respect  of  both  sides  of 
this  House,  and  who  during  his  long  parliamentary 
career  has  proved  himself  a  strong  and  true  friend  of  the 
Province  from  which  he  comes.  The  hon.  gentleman  then 
proceeds  to  give  credit  to  an  hon.  Senator  who,  he  said,  in 
1874  stood  up  nobly  in  defiance  of  his  party  in  defence 
of  the  rights  of  Prince  Edward  Island.  But  what  does  the 
hon.  member  for  Prince  do  ?  Is  he  standing  up  in  defence 
of  the  liberties  that  are  held  dear  by  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  ?  Ho ;  he  is  supporting  hon.  gentlemen  who 
are  seeking  to  oppress  and  tyrannise  over  the  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island.  The  hon.  gentleman  then  says: 

”  What  will  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  to  that?  How  does  it  cor¬ 
respond  with  their  idea  of  provincial  rights,  that  this  Parliament,  that 
the  Government  of  1874,  ied  by  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr. 
Mackenzie),  should,  by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  endeavor  to  coerce  Prince 
Edward  Island  into  the  expenditure  of  a  large  amount  of  money  in  the 
preparation  of  voters’  list!  to  return  members  to  this  Parliament?” 

Does  not  this  Bill  coorce  every  Province  in  the  Dominion 
into  the  expenditure  of  a  large  amount  of  money  in  the 
preparation  of  voters’  lists  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  can  con¬ 
demn  the  Act  of  1874,  which  coerced  only  one  Province, 
which  placed  one  Province  in  the  same  position  as  the  others 
with  regard  to  the  expense  of  preparing  but  one  set  of 
voters’  lists,  but  with  strange  inconsistency  he  can  support 
this  measure  which  coerces  every  Province.  The  hon. 
gentleman,  then  speaking  of  the  revising  barrister  clause 
which  was  in  force  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  which  was 
similar  to  the  Bill  now  before  us,  said : 

“  The  people  tried  it  for  two  or  three  years  ;  it  worked  well  enough, 
but  it  cost  a  large  amount  of  money  ;  it  was  too  expensive  a  plaything 
for  them  and  they  repealed  it.” 

Will  not  this  system  be  an  expensive  one  as  well  ?  Will  it 
not  prove  too  expensive  to  the  people  of  Prince  Edward 
Island?  Will  they  not  seek  to  have  it  repealed?  The 
present  Bill  will  impose  restrictions  and  penalties  upon  the 
people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  far  in  excess  of  any  which 
the  Government  measure  in  1874  imposed,  and  which  the 
hon.  member  for  Prince  Edward  Island  so  strongly  con¬ 
demns.  At  the  close  the  hon.  gentleman  becomes  pathetic, 
having  spoken  so  loDg  in  defence  of  this  measure,  he  is 
afraid  to  see  it  applied  to  his  own  Province.  Ho  said  :  “  I 
hope  that  the  House  will  support  the  amendment  of  my 
hon.  friend  and  exclude  Prince  Edward  Island  from  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  this  clause.”  (The  disfranchising  clause.)  He  then 
whispered  across  the  floor  to  tho  Government :  “  We  think 
it  only  proper  that  this  Parliament  should  have  the  control 
of  its  own  electorate but  he  added  : 


We  think  that  Prince  Edward  Island,  under  its  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances,  being  apart,  almost  from  thereat  of  the  Dominion,  shut 
out  for  a  large  portion  of  the  year  from  the  mainland  by  almost  impass¬ 
able  barriers  of  ice.  Having  no  floating  population,  being  pretty  well 
filled  up,  there  would  be  no  danger  at  all  in  continuing  to  it  the  man¬ 
hood  suflrage  so  long  enjoyed  by  its  people.  While  I  favor  manhood 
suffrage  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  I  think  it  would  hardly  be  right  to 
apply  to  the  whole  country.” 

That  is  an  example  of — I  will  not  say  impertinence,  but  of 
an  hon.  gentleman  extending  his  judgment  too  far.  He 
thinks  manhood  suffrage  is  a  good  thing  for  Prince  Edward 
Island.  Let  him  think  so  and  fight  to  maintain  it  there, 
but  he  has  no  right  to  express  the  opinion  that  it  would  not 
work  well  for  the  rest  of  the  Dominion.  The  rest  of  the 
Dominion  must  have  a  Franchise  Bill  forced  on  it,  whether 
it  likes  it  or  not,  but  Prince  Edward  Island  must  be  allowed 
to  have  a  law  of  its  own.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  his 
Province  stands  in  the  peculiar  position,  because  it  is  an 
island.  Well,  with  all  my  heart,  I  shall  support  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Macdonald),  for 
several  reasons.  First,  because  it  is  right  that  the  Pro¬ 
vinces  should  have  the  right  of  saying  to  whom  the 
franchise  should  be  given.  Then  he  moved  that 
Prince  Edward  Island  should  have  that  right ;  but 
bv-and-bye  there  will  be  two  Prince  Edward  Islands, 
Merely  judging  the  question  from  that  geographical  point, 
which  the  hon.  member  for  Prince,  P.  E.  I.  (Mr.  Hackett), 
raised  I  may  say  that  the  county  of  Prince  Edward, 
Ontario,  will,  by-and-bye,  when  the  Murray  Canal  will  be 
dug,  will  be  also  an  island,  and  be  entitled  on  that  ground  to 
regulate  its  own  franchise.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  argued 
so  far  in  favor  of  uniformity,  in  favor  of  this  Parliament 
saying  who  shall  be  the  electors.  He  says  : 

“  I  support  this  Bill  again,  because  it  very  materially  extends  the 
franchise  to  the  different  people  of  the  different  Provinces  ;  although  it 
restricts  it,  is  a  small  degree,  in  the  Province  from  which  I  come.” 

He  is  willing  that  this  Bill,  because  it  extends  the  franchise 
in  the  other  Provinces,  should  apply  to  Prince  Edward 
Island,  although  it  restricts  the  franchise  there  ;  but  repent¬ 
ing  of  this  adhesion  to  the  principle  of  uniformity,  he  goes 
on  to  say : 

“  I  hope  this  House  will  support  the  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend, 
which  would  retain  the  present  franchise  ia  Prince  Edward  Island,  and 
then  I  think  no  harm  can  come  of  it.” 

Then  he  thinks  no  harm  can  come  of  it.  Of  course  not,  so 
long  as  Prince  Edward  Island  is  exempted.  Leave  me,  he 
says,  outside,  and  I  will  assist  in  passing  the  measure  for 
the  other  Provinces.  He  adds  : 

“  An  exception  made  in  favor  of  Prince  Edward  Island  can  scarcely 
be  called  a  breach  of  uniformity,  as  that  Island,  on  account  ofits  insular 
position,  is,  for  a  large  portion  of  the  year,  separate  from  the  rest  of  the 
Dominion  by  the  ice  in  the  Straits  of  Northumberland.  Therefore  1 
trust  that  the  Government  will  accede  to  the  proposition  of  my  hon. 
friend.  I  can  assure  those  who  will  vote  for  this  amendment  that  they 
will  be  long  remembered  and  long  revered  and  respected  by  the  people 
of  Prince  Edward  Ialand.  There  is  no  privilege  they  cherish  so  dearly 
as  tbs  privilege  of  exercising  manhood  suffrage.  The  man  who  will 
continue  that  privilege  to  them  will  be  held  in  the  highest  esteem  by 
them  for  all  time  ;  and  the  man  who,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Hon.  David 
Laird,  attempts  to  rob  them  of  their  franchise  will  always  be  execrated 
by  them.” , 

The  First  Minister  has  thus  recoived  his  sentence.  He  has 
said  the  Government  could  not  grant  the  request  made  by 
hon.  gentlemen.  What  is  the  answer  of  the  hon.  gentlo- 
man  ?  Those,  he  says,  who  deny  that  franchise  will  bo 
eternally  execrated  by  them.  What  about  us  ?  We  will 
receive  tho  unanimious  support,  no  doubt,  of  the  people  of 
Prince  Edward  Island,  for  we  will,  taking  tho  ground  we 
do,  support  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for  King’s 
(Mr.  Macdonald)  ;  and  doing  so,  we  are  to  be  held  in  eternal 
grateful  remembrance,  while  those  opposed  to  us  will 
receive  the  eternal  execration  of  the  people  of  that  Island. 
The  hon.  gentleman  goes  farther;  and  this  is  the  first  time  I 
remember  having  heard  a  man  read  his  own  death  warrant. 
Ho  supports  the  Government  here  ;  he  is  going  to  assist  the 
Government  in  depriving  the  people  of  their  rights  and 
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privileges ;  and  he  therefore  expects  to  receive  the  eternal 
execration  of  the  people  who  sent  him  to  this  House.  He 
says  that,  to  the  credit  of  the  hon.  Senator  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  (Senator  Haythorne),  when  the  measure  of  1874  came 
before  the  Senate,  he  rose  superior  to  his  party  feelings  and 
stood  out  like  a  man  for  the  Province  he  represented.  Will 
the  hon.  gentleman  follow  that  noble  example  ?  Will  he 
rise  above  party  feelings,?  Will  he,  when  he  reads  the 
amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  from  North  Norfolk,  which 
is  a  far  better  amendment  than  that  moved  by  the  hon. 
member  for  King’s,  which  gives  the  same  glorious  privilege 
to  all  the  Provinces,  support  that  amendment  and  give  to  all 
the  Provinces  the  justice  which  he  demands  for  his  own  ? 
Will  he  support  that  measure  of  justice  which  he  demands 
for  his  own  Province,  or  will  he  fold  his  arms  and  sacrifice 
the  interests  of  those  who  sent  him  to  Parliament  ? 
I  fear  that  the  last  of  the  clauses  which  I  have  read  will 
indicate  that  the  hon.  gentleman  will  do  the  latter. 
Why  does  he  not  rise  in  his  might,  like  the  hon.  Senator 
whom  he  has  praised,  and  burst  the  chains  and  fetters 
which  bind  him  to  his  party,  and,  when  he  sees  they  are 
determined  to  force  au  obnoxious  measure  upon  the  people 
of  his  Province,  why  does  he  not  stand  redeemed  and  dis¬ 
enthralled  and,  as  the  immortal  Curran  would  say,  by 
the  genius  of  self-emancipation  ?  I  have  spoken  to  this 
amendment,  because  it  involves  the  question  of  provin¬ 
cial  rights.  I  think  it  may  be  fairly  considered  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  claims  made  for  Prince  Edward  Island. 
What  those  hon.  gentlemen  claim  for  that  Province  we 
claim  for  every  Province  in  this  Dominion,  and,  if  their 
proposition  be  voted  down,  they  are  in  duty  bound  to  stand 
up  manfully  and  support  the  Opposition  and  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton). 
I  have  heard  it  repeated  that  this  is  our  own  franchise.  I 
do  not  know  how  Ministers  may  use  that  pronoun  “  our,” 
but,  if  the  First  Minister  spoke  for  himself  and  his  col¬ 
leagues,  I  think  the  Bill  will  meet  what  he  wants  and 
will  create,  a  franchise  for  the  Ministry.  If  the  members 
of  this  House  want  a  franchise  of  their  own,  they  have  one 
to  day,  because  the  provincial  franchises  were  adopted  by 
an  Act  of  this  Legislature.  They  speak  of  uniformity,  but 
that  means  that  the  people  of  any  one  Province  may  be 
placed  in  a  position  to  have  forced  upon  them,  at  any  time, 
the  opinions  and  the  prejudices  of  other  Provinces.  In  the 
attempts  to  get  uniformity  you  are  paying  altogether  too 
dear  for  the  whistle.  If  there  is  anything  wrong  in  the 
provincial  franchises  the  people  of  the  Provinces  must  be 
held  responsible,  and  they  have  the  power  to  remedy  it. 
This  measure  is  unnecessary,  uncalled  for,  and  unjust.  As 
to  the  expense,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  this  is  not  a 
Bill  to  be  used  only  at  election  times.  It  is  an  annual 
expense  for  the  preparation  of  these  voters’  lists,  and  involves 
five  revisions  for  every  general  election  under  our  Act.  If, 
therefore,  the  cost  of  each  year  be  estimated  at  the  moderate 
amount  of  $400,000,  each  election  will  cost  $2,000,000. 
There  is  no  justification  for  that,  as  we  already  have  lists 
which  are  prepared  without  any  cost  to  the  people,  as  repre¬ 
sented  in  this  Parliament.  This  discussion  has  given  rise 
to  a  stronger  argument  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage  than  any 
discussion  which  has  ever  taken  place  in  this  House.  The 
very  idea  of  a  Dominion  franchise  gives  us  the  idea  of  man¬ 
hood  suffrage.  If  we  are  to  have  uniformity  at  all,  the  only 
way  in  which  it  can  be  reached  is  manhood  suffrage,  and 
that  fact  will  force  itself  upon  the  minds  of  hon.  gentlemen 
in  this  House  to  such  an  extent  that,  before  another  year 
comes  round,  the  opinion  will  be  so  largely  entertained  that 
an  effort  will  be  made  to  amend  this  Franchise  Bill  by  giv¬ 
ing  us  manhood  suffrage,  there  is  where  I  see  the  danger  of 
provincial  discord.  If  the  Province  of  Quebec  is  not  as  far 
advanced  as  the  other  Provinces  in  regard  to  that  question, 
what  danger  threatens  that  Province  ?  One  Pi’ovince  will 
be  trying  to  force  its  opinion  on  another  Province,  and  by 
Mr.  Platt. 
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the  force  of  the  majority  the  smaller  Province  will  have  to 
yield.  It  would  be  far  better  to  retain  our  prose nt  easily 
worked  and  satisfactory  system,  and  to  leave  the  present 
Bill  until  the  people  demand  it.  In  justification  of  the  con¬ 
tinued  discussion  which  has  been  going  on  in  this  House,  I 
will  read  the  following  extract  from  Bailey’s  “  Political 
Eepresentation  ” : 

“  The  peculiar  advantages  of  oral  discussion  are  that,  from  the  number 
and  variety  of  minds,  simultaneously  handling  the  subject,  it  is  rapidly 
turned  on  all  sides  and  scrutinised  in  every  part ;  and,  secondly  that  a 
state  of  clear-sightedness  is  produced  in  the  understanding,  which  is 
seldom  to  be  purposely  created,  and  is  only  the  occasional  visitant  of 
the  closet.  In  the  process  of  debate,  the  doubt  which  hung  over  the 
mind  clears  away,  the  information  wanting  and  searched  for  in  vain  is 
supplied,  the  absurdity  before  unnoticed  is  made  palpable,  the  fond 
conceit  blown  up  by  eome  partial  experience  melts  into  air,  the  attention 
is  animated  and  the  perception  sharpened  by  the  alternate  exposition 
and  reply,  attack  and  defence.” 

1  say  that  we  should  have  alternato  exposition  and  reply  ; 
we  should  have  alternate  attack  and  defence. 

“  It  can  hardly  be  questioned  that  if  a  number  of  men  with  adequate 
information  come  together  and  freely  discuss  a  subject  to  the  best  of 
their  ability,  they  will  arrive  at  a  truer  conclusion  than  the  same  men 
could  attain  in  the  ssme  time  by  any  other  means.” 

We  have  here  the  very  strongest  opinions  expressed  by  this 
writer  in  favor  of  discussion.  Now,  Sir,  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  people  should  be  brought  to  an  understanding  of 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  I  wish  to  quote  an  expression  of 
Hume : 

“  In  all  cases  it  must  be  advantageous  to  know  what  is  most  perfect 
in  the  kind,  that  we  may  be  able  to  bring  any  real  constitution  or  form 
of  government  as  near  it  as  possible,  by  such  gentle  alterations  and 
innovations  as  may  not  give  too  great  disturbance  to  society.” 

The  author  then  goes  on  to  say : 

“  If  we  narrowly  examine  the  subject,  we  shall  find  that  the  condition 
required  for  the  introduction  of  a  measure,  whether  of  abolition  or  posi¬ 
tive  innovation,  may  be  comprised  in  two  ;  1st.  That  the  measure  shall 
be  for  the  public  good.  2nd.  That  the  majority  of  the  people  shall 
have  a  clear  and  steady  conviction  that  it  is  so.” 

Now,  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  if  they  believe  that  the 
majority  of  the  people  of  this  country  have  a  clear  and 
steady  conviction  that  this  measure  is  in  the  public  interest. 
I  say  we  have  no  evidence  that  such  is  the  case . 

“  The  latter  condition,  indeed,  is  more  than  is  absolutely  required  in 
all  cases.  To  justify  the  introduction  of  some  measures  the  negative 
condition  might  be  alone  sufficient;  namely,  that  the  majority  of  the 
people  should  be  exempt  from  any  prepossession  against  them.  In 
laying  down  the  second  condition,  therefore,  in  its  positive  form,  we 
assume  less  than  would  probably  be  conceded.  Either  the  absence  of  all 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  introducing  a  measure  is  implied  in  these  two 
conditions  or,  if  there  are,  the  absence  of  which  is  not  implied,  they 
cannot  be  obstacles  of  much  resisting  force.  It  is,  for  example,  implied 
in  the  conviction  of  the  majority  as  to  the  expediency  of  any  proposed 
alteration  that  their  feelings  and  prejudices,  if  they  ever  were,  are  no 
longer  arrayed  in  opposition  to  it.” 

Now,  Sir,  we  know  from  the  opposition  this  measure  is 
receiving  in  this* House,  and  from  the  excitement  it  has 
caused  outside  the  House,  that  a  large  number  of  people 
have  feelings  and  prejudices  against  this  measure. 

“  It  is  also  implied  in  the  conviction  the  people  at  large  entertain 
of  the  expediency  of  a  measure  that  they  no  longer  regard  it,  if  they 
ever  did,  as  inimical  to  their  interests.  *  *  *  * 

This  statement  of  the  matter,  again,  brings  round  to  our  view  with 
more  vividness,  and  in  ampler  magnitude,  the  importance  of  publicly 
discussing,  incessantly  repeating,  and  intrepidly  urging,  all  great 
principles  and  measures  of  policy  ;  certain  as  we  are  that  a  true  know¬ 
ledge  of  the  measures  will  continually  spread,  and  animated,  as  we 
cannot  fail  to  be,  by  the  consideration  that  all  which  is  required  to 
enable  them  to  pass  into  laws,  is  that  general  conviction  of  their 
utility  which  public  discussion  will  sooner  or  later  inevitably  estab¬ 
lish.” 

Now,  Sir,  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  assist  in  this 
discussion.  If  they  have  arguments .  to  bring  in  favor  of 
this  measure,  let  the  ablest  men  on  that  side  of  the  House 
rise  and  explain  its  provisions,  and  show  why  we  are  called 
upon  to  pass  this  measure.  We  demand  reasons,  and  no 
reasons  have  been  given  us,  and  because  no  reasons  have 
been  given  in  favor  of  this  measure,  the  country  is  becoming 
aroused  from  one  end  to  the  other  in  such  a  manner  as 
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justifies  us  in  continuing  the  discussion  on  this  Bill.  I  have 
petitions  in  my  desk,  which  I  shall  present  at  the  proper 
time,  signed  numerously  by  men  of  both  parties,  people  who 
believe  this  is  not  a  necessary  measure,  who  know  that  they 
have  never  asked  for  it,  who  believe  that  our  present 
systom  works  well ;  and  they  desire  that  this  Bill  may  not 
become  law.  I  believe  that  every  hon.  member  on  this  side 
of  the  House  can  say  the  same,  who  has  received  petitions 
at  all ;  he  will  find  the  names  of  Conservatives  amongst  the 
signers.  Therefore,  I  judge  that  a  large  portion  of  tho 
people  of  this  country  see  no  necessity  for  this  measure,  and 
believe  it  is  inimical  to  their  interests.  For  these  reasons  I 
think  we  are  justified  in  opposing  it  at  every  stage. 

Mr.  GIGAULT.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Chairman,  I  desire 
to  offer  a  few  remarks  in  answer  to  a  statement  which  has 
been  made  in  this  House  with  regard  to  Sir  George  Etienne 
Cartier.  It  has  been  rightly  said  that  that  statesman,  for 
whoso  memory  we  have  a  great  deal  of  respect,  had 
admitted  tho  principle  of  a  franchise  law,  which  was  pre¬ 
sented  in  this  House  in  1870.  But  that  statesman,  whose 
energy  was  well  known,  would  certainly  never  have  con¬ 
sented  to  withdraw  that  measure  if  he  had  been  convinced 
that  it  was  necessary  and  indispensable  to  the  proper  work¬ 
ing  of  the  Government.  He  showed  deference  towards  the 
opinion  of  the  representatives,  and  ho  acted  wisely,  because 
eighteen  years  have  elapsed  since  tho  establishment  of  Con¬ 
federation,  and  these  eighteen  years  have  proved  that  no 
inconveniences  and  no  abuses  have  resulted  from  the  elec¬ 
toral  system  which  is  in  force  to-day.  Besides,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  it  we  read  the  measure  which  was  supported  by  Sir 
George  Etienne  Cartier,  we  find  that  it  is  the  condemnation 
of  tho  Bill  which  is  now  before  the  House.  Is  it  to  be  sup¬ 
posed  that  Sir  George  Etienne  Cartier  would  have  abandoned 
the  principle  that  property  ought  to  be  the  basis  of  the 
qualification  of  voters  ?  Is  it  to  be  supposed  that  Sir  George 
Etienne  Cartier  over  intended  to  drag  the  women  into  the 
electoral  contests  ?  Is  it  to  be  supposed  that  he  ever  intonded 
to  introduce  into  families  a  new  element  of  discord,  by 
giving  the  right  to  vote  to  the  sons  of  owners  who  are 
living  under  the  paternal  roof?  Is  it  to  be  supposed  that  that 
man  would  ever  have  consented  to  clothe  the  revisers  with 
the  arbitary  powers  which  are  conferred  upom  them  by  the 
law  which  is  now  under  our  consideration  ?  Is  it  to  be  supposed 
that  he  would  have  put  the  whole  electorate  of  Canada  at 
the  mercy  of  one  man  ?  No,  Mr.  Chairman  ;  I  do  not  believe 
it,  and  the  measure  of  1870  proves  that  I  am  right  in  mak¬ 
ing  this  supposition,  because  that  measure  did  not  enfran¬ 
chise  the  women  nor  the  sons  of  farmers  living  under  the 
paternal  roof ;  it  did  not  give  the  right  of  voting  to  Indians 
who  are  not  emancipated,  to  people  who  are  not  allowed  to 
manage  their  own  business,  and  who,  under  the  new  law, 
will  be  allowed  to  take  part  in  the  most  important  admin¬ 
istration — the  administration  of  public  affairs.  The  motion 
which  was  made  within  a  few  days  by  the  hon.  member  for 
King’s,  P.E.I.  (Mr.  Macdonald),  fully  justifies  the  position 
which  I  have  taken  with  regard  to  the  Franchise  Bill.  This 
Bill  has  hardly  been  introduced,  it  has  hardly  been  submit¬ 
ted  to  the  country,  and  already  there  has  been  a  clashing  of 
interest  and  a  state  of  uneasiness  and  discontent.  The 
motion  of  the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  P.E.I.,  who  has 
given  his  support  to  the  measure  which  wo  are  now  con¬ 
sidering,  shows  that  in  Prince  Edward  Island  people  are 
not  ready  to  submit,  without  grumbling,  to  tho  measure 
which  the  Dominion  Parliament  wishes  to  impose  on  that 
Province.  That  motion  shows  clearly  that  in  a  country 
like  ours,  which  is  composed  of  Provinces  which  are  dis¬ 
similar  in  habits,  customs,  institutions  and  nationalities,  we 
should  not  look  for  uniformity  in  legislation,  and  especially 
as  regards  tho  electoral  franchise.  Mr.  Speaker,  when  I 
opposed  this  measure  I  did  not  think  that  a  motion  would  be 
made  so  soon,  which  would  give  so  much  force  to  the  objec¬ 


tions  I  have  made  to  this  Bill.  If  we  desire  to  see  this 
Confederation  remain  powerful  and  solid,  we  must  grant 
the  other  Provinces  as  many  powers  as  it  is  possible  to 
give  them.  The  Dominion  Parliament  must  only  interfere 
with  the  legislation  which  affects  each  Province  when  the 
Provincial  Parliament  has  no  right  to  enact  laws  which 
specially  concern  that  Province.  Otherwise,  if  we  use  all 
the  powers  which  we  have,  if  we  attempt  to  rule  every¬ 
thing,  we  will  bring  to  life  again  a  state  of  things  which 
existed  before  1867.  Before  that  time,  a  part  of  the  country 
tried  to  rule  another  section  of  tho  country,  and  to  enact 
laws  which  were  not  in  harmony  with  the  character  of  the 
people  for  whom  they  were  destined.  The  result  was  a 
state  of  uneasiness  and  trouble,  which  had  led  us  into  politi¬ 
cal  anarchy  and  which  rendered  government  almost  impos¬ 
sible.  Is  it  that  same  state  of  things  which  is  sought  to  bo 
revived?  Is  it  intonded  to  do  away  with  this  spirit  of  con¬ 
tentment  which  exists  in  Canada  since  1867  ?  The  moment 
we  wander  away  from  tho  federal  system  we  are  sure  to 
give  rise  to  clashing  and  discontent,  such  as  have  been 
manifested  by  the  motion  of  tho  hon.  member  for 
King’s,  P.E.I.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  citizen  should  be 
governed  for  his  own  benefit,  and  not  for  the  benefit  of 
his  ruler.  When  we  are  legislating  we  must  seek  to  pro- 
cure  advantages  or  to  prevent  misfortunes  on  the  commu¬ 
nity.  I  wonder  what  benefit  is  going  to  result  to  the  com¬ 
munity  from  the  legislation  which  will  probably  be  adopted 
by  this  Parliament.  The  electors  will  certainly  not  reap 
any  benefit  from  it.  On  the  contrary,  in  order  to  carry  out 
this  law  we  will  imposo  on  tho  people  a  burden  of  $100,0UQ 
or  $500,000.  Such  is  the  great  advantage  which  will 
result  to  society  from  this  electoral  law.  Not  satisfied 
with  depriving  the  people  of  all  control  in  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  voters’  list,  not  content  with  depriving  the  pro¬ 
vincial  Legislatures  from  a  power  which  they  have  exercised 
until  this  day,  and  which  has  been  recognised  as  belonging 
to  them,  both  by  tho  constitut:on  and  by  the  law  of  1874,  in 
order  to  crown  this  policy,  in  order  to  substitute  for  a  sys¬ 
tem  which  works  well  a  system  which  is  unknown  and 
which  has  not  been  submitted  to  the  crucial  test  of  expe¬ 
rience,  we  are  to  saddle  our  population  with  an  additional 
burden  of  half  a  million.  The  United  States  have  main¬ 
tained  the  most  powerful  and  the  most  solid  Republic  that 
ever  existed  in  the  world ;  but  in  order  to  obtain  this  result, 
each  State  was  allowed  to  govern  itself  according  to  its 
own  notions,  to  pass  laws  which  were  in  harmony  with  the 
character  of  the  inhabitants  of  each  territory.  The 
American  public  men  have  understood  that  the  mode  of 
determining  tho  qualification  of  voters,  not  only  for  State 
elections  but  also  for  Congressional  elections,  ought  to  be 
left  with  the  local  Government  of  each  State ;  and  it  is 
this  policy  which  has  contributed  to  maintain  this  harmony 
which  has  made  tho  Republic  one  of  the  most  powerful  in 
the  world.  A  member  of  this  House  has  pretended  that  we 
had  no  need  to  consult  the  constitutions  and  legislations  of 
other  countries,  that  we  have  here  prominent  statesmen,  to 
whom  we  ought  to  give  our  full  and  entire  confidence. 
Indeed,  I  admit  the  ability  and  knowledge  of  tho  leaders  of 
both  political  parties  in  this  country,  but  I  am  not  ready 
to  admit  that  they  have,  between  them,  the  monopoly  of 
wisdom.  In  order  to  guide  ourselves  in  our  legislation  we 
would  do  well  to  profit  by  the  knowledge  and  experience 
which  have  been  acquired  in  other  countries.  In  France  the 
pernicious  influence  of  that  centralisation  policy  which  is 
sought  to  be  introduced  here  has  been  felt.  I  was  recently 
asking  a  Fronch  Conservative  how  it  was  that  the  policy  of 
the  last  Government  in  France,  which  is  so  arbitrary,  so 
unjust,  so  tyrannical,  was  always  approved  of  by  the  people 
at  each  election.  The  first  cause,  he  answered  is,  in  the 
cities,  universal  suffrage,  which  gives  to  a  dost  of  persons 
an  electoral  right,  whose  responsibility  they  do  not  under¬ 
stand,  and  which  they  use  to  send  to  Parliament  men  of 
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bad  principles.  The  second  cause  is  centralisation,  and 
the  great  number  of  public  officials  whom  the  Government 
have  under  their  control.  These  Government  agents,  and 
the  candidates  to  public  offices,  prefer  their  personal  inter¬ 
est  to  public  interest,  which  causes  the  French  electorate  to 
lose  that  character  of  independence  which  is  so  necessary 
to  give  a  sound  judgment  on  the  measures  and  policy  of  a 
Government.  On  that  question  I  will  take  the  liberty  of 
quoting  Pontalis,  the  author  of  a  work  on  electoral  laws 
and  habits.  This  distinguished  writer,  after  having  studied 
the  position  in  which  France  happens  to  be,  and  after  hav¬ 
ing  shown  the  difficulty  of  electing  candidates  who  are 
hostile  to  the  Government,  gives  the  cause  and  reason  of 
that  state  of  things.  He  says : 

“  On  this  ground,  the  contest  is  so  unequal  and  so  perilous  that  at  first 
sight  it  seems  impossible  to  attempt  it.  The  moment  it  is  the  Govern¬ 
ment  who  are  openly  fighting  the  electoral  battles,  they  have  in  their 
hands  a  marvellous  weapon  which  ensures  victory  to  all  the  candidates 
in  favor  of  whom  they  use  it — it  is  the  weapon  of  centralisation.  In  the 
face  of  universal  suffrage,  which  is  deprived  of  the  most  elementary 
means  of  education  and  deprived  ot  training,  to  a  certain  extent,  central¬ 
isation  is  the  instrument  which  puts  almost  the  whole  country  under  the 
dependency  of  the  Government.  ‘I  have  too  much  power.  I  suffer 
from  it,  and  France  is  suffering  from  it  with  me,’  said,  one  day,  from  the 
tribune,  p,  great  citizen,  General  Cavaignac,  who  felt  preoccupied  with 
the  authority  which  he  held  in  the  Republic.  Of  course,  from  time  to 
time  we  hear  about  decentralisation,  but  up  to  this  day  this  decentralisa¬ 
tion  has  only  resulted  in  increasing,  in  each  Department,  the  powers  of 
the  wardens  to  whom  the  Ministers  confer  a  part  of  their  powers  ;  it  has 
only  resulted  in  tightening  the  centralisation  of  all  the  Commons  of  the 
Empire,  by  fixing  it  in  place,  so  as  to  render  its  power  more  irresistible.” 

And  further  on  this  author  adds: 

“  At  the  first  call  made  in  favor  of  the  Government  candidate,  whoever 
fills  a  public  office,  no  matter  how  low  nor  how  high  his  functions  may 
be,  no  matter  how  foreign  to  political  parties  these  functions  may  be,  by 
their  nature,  has  his  post  assigned  to  him  to  cut  the  way  to  all  candida¬ 
tures.  The  passing  of  all  routes  is  thus  stopped  *  *  *” 

Such  is  the  unfortunate  state  of  things  which  prevails  in 
France.  If  the  electorate  has  lost  its  independence,  if  the 
bad  causes  can  always  succeed,  if  the  Conservative  party  is 
always  beaten  in  France,  of  late  years,  at  all  the  elections 
which  have  taken  place,  this  is  due,  as  that  author  says,  to 
centralisation  and  to  the  fact  that  the  municipal  authorities 
have  been  deprived  of  the  powers  which  they  formerly  had  ; 
it  is  because  the  powers  of  the  commons  have  been  concen¬ 
trated  into  the  hands  of  Government  officers.  Is  it  to  be 
desired  that  this  state  of  things  should  be  sought  to  be 
established  here  ?  No,  Mr.  Chairman  ;  and  it  seems  to  me 
that  we  ought  to  reflect  seriously  before  inaugurating  here 
a  state  of  things  which  has  produced  such  deplorable  results 
in  other  countries.  Unfortunately,  in  the  country  of  which 
I  have  just  spoken,  the  Conservative  party,  before  1879,  did 
something  towards  establishing  that  policy  of  centralisation, 
and  to-day  they  are  reaping  the  fruits  of  what  they  have 
sown  ;  they  are  going  from  defeat  to  defeat;  and  this  result 
is  the  disastrous  consequence  of  a  policy  which  they  them¬ 
selves  have  tried  to  inaugurate.  The  Radicals  of  1879  have 
continued  that  policy  of  centralisation,  by  depriving  the 
Provinces  of  privileges  which  they  had  enjoyed  until  then. 
In  1800  they  substituted  to  the  directories  of  the  Depart¬ 
ments  the  wardens  who  are  appointed  by  the  Government. 
These  corrupt  men  said  :  In  order  to  maintain  ourselves  in 
power  wo  must  necessarily  corrupt,'the  people  by  the  exer¬ 
cise  of  patronage  ;  we  must  cover  up  the  country  with  pub¬ 
lic  officials.  The  great  number  of  Government  agents  and 
candidates  to  public  offices  will  deprive  the  electorate  from 
its  independent  character,  and  then  it  will  be  easier  for  us 
to  escapo  from  a  condemnation.  Unfortunately,  they  have 
succeeded.  Unfortunately,  to-day,  it  does  not  seem 
possible  that  good  principles  may  prevail  again  in 
that  country,  where  the  source  of  legislation  has  been 
defiled  by  the  corruption  of  the  electorate.  And  we  know 
what  impurities  have  run  out  of  that  source,  especially  since 
1871.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  oppose  this  measure  because  I 
think  it  is  a  dangerous  weapon  in  the  hands  of  a 
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Government.  I  will  readily  believe  that  the  Ministers  will 
not  use  that  weapon,  that  they  will  not  take  advantage  of 
the  aibitrary  powers  which  are  put  into  their  hands  by  this 
legislation ;  but  the  men  who  are  to-day  on  the  Treasury 
benches  may  be  superseded,  sooner  or  later,  by  men  who 
might  be  fanatical  and  unjust,  and  it  is  then  that  we  will  see 
the  disastrous  consequences  of  the  legislation  which  we 
are  about  to  adopt.  These  men  may  use  this  weapon  to 
tyrannise  over  our  population,  to  paralyse  public  opinion 
and  to  prevent  any  resistance  against  abuse  of  powers. 
This  is  a  state  of  things  which  we  ought  to  avoid.  These 
are  misfortunes  from  which  we  should  guard  our  country. 
And  if  there  is  one  thing  under  constitutional  rule  which  we 
should  be  anxious  to  keep,  it  is  the  independence  of  our 
electorate,  which  should  be  free  from  all  undue  influence  on 
the  part  of  the  Government.  I  have  heard  several  times 
here  the  Conservatives  of  Ontario  denouncing  the  Mowat 
Government  for  having  endeavored  to  establish  administra¬ 
tive  centralisation,  this  same  kind  of  centralisation  whose 
principle  is  consecrated  in  the  measure  we  are  now  con¬ 
sidering.  The  Mowat  Government  was  denounced  for 
having  deprived  the  municipal  authorities  of  the  power 
<-f  granting  licenses  to  liquor  dealers,  and  for  having  con¬ 
ferred  that  power  on  Government  agents.  It  has  been 
stated  that  great  injustice  had  been  the  result,  and  that  the 
Mowat  Government  used  that  power  to  promote  the 
interest  of  their  party.  Well,  if  these  men  wish  to  be 
logical,  since  they  condemn  administrative  centralisation 
in  Ontario,  they  ought,  for  the  same  reason,  to  oppose,  ia 
this  House,  a  measure  which  has  the  same  defect.  Besides, 
this  centralisation  was  condemned  by  the  First  Minister 
himself  in  1883,  in  connection  with  the  license  law,  which 
enacts  that  the  majority  of  the  commissioners  will  be  com¬ 
pletely  independent  from  any  governmental  influence.  One 
is  the  warden  of  the  county  and  the  other  is  an  officer  of 
the  Local  Government.  Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  it  is  dan¬ 
gerous  to  leave  the  granting  of  licenses  in  the  hands  of 
Government  agents  it  is  ten  times  more  dangerous  to  charge 
them  with  the  duty  of  preparing  the  voters’  lists.  As  I 
said  at  the  beginning  of  my  speech,  if  we  deure  to  see  this 
Confederation  of  ours  remain  great  and  prosperous,  we 
must  remain  faithful  to  the  federative  system;  and  it  is  by 
being  faithful  to  this  idea  that  we  will  avoid  all  causes  of 
uneasiness  and  discontent.  It  seems  to  me  that  a  part  of 
the  centralising  character  of  this  measure  might  have  been 
removed  from  it,  by  having  the  voters’  lists  prepared  by 
the  secretary-treasurers  of  the  municipalities.  I  may  be 
told  that  the  Dominion  Government  have  no  control  over 
the  municipal  officers.  Neither  had  they,  in  1883,  when 
they  decided  to  appoint  the  wardens  as  commissioners,  and 
left  the  granting  of  licenses  in  the  hands  of  the  latter.  It 
is  just,  and  it  is  in  the  interest  of  society,  not  to  deprive  the 
people,  for  that  reason,  from  all  control  over  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  voters’  lists.  The  preparation  of  those  lists  should 
be  left  to  the  secretary- treasurers,  and  then  the  lists  should 
be  revised  by  a  superior  authority.  If  we  take  this  course 
we  will  have  a  law  about  similar  to  that  which  exists  in 
England,  where  the  lists  are  prepared  by  officers  who  are 
absolutely  independent  of  the  Government.  It  is  the 
officers  of  the  local  authorities  who  prepare  those  lists,  and 
these  lists  are  revised,  not  by  Government  agents,  but  by 
revisers  who  are  appointed  by  judges.  Besides,  this  is  the 
principle  ^which  is  followed  by  all  countries  whose  elec¬ 
toral  laws  we  have  been  studying,  and  it  is  that  principle 
which  I  would  like  to  have  carried  out  in  the  legislation 
with  which  we  are  dealing  to-day. 

Mr.  MoINTYRE.  Before  the  vote  is  taken  on  this  section 
I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  in  reference  to  the  manner 
in  which  it  is  going  to  affect  the  franchise  in  Prince 
Edward  Island.  As  is  well  known  to  hon.  members  on  both 
sides  of  this  Houbo,  we  have  in  Prince  Edward  Island  two 
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sets  of  franchises,  one  for  the  Legislative  Council  and  one 
for  the  Assembly.  The  franchise  for  the  Legislative  Coun¬ 
cil  is  that  each  elector  shall  hold  freehold  property  to  the 
value  of  £100,  or  $324,  or  a  leasehold  interest  to  the 
same  amount.  This  entitles  him  to  vote  for  a  candi¬ 
date  for  the  Legislative  Council.  The  candidate  requires  no 
qualification.  For  the  Assembly  we  have  what  is  known  as 
manhood  suffrage.  Each  elector  who  is  21  years  of  age  or 
over,  and  who  has  performed  his  statute  labor,  or  paid 
$1  in  lieu  thereof,  has  a  right  to  vote.  On  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  a  receipt  showing  that  the  labor  has  been 
performed,  or  the  money  paid,  he  is  entitlod  to  vote. 
This  system  has  been  in  force  in  Prince  Edward  Island  for 
the  laBt  thirty  years,  and  has  given  the  greatest  possible 
satisfaction  to  all  classes.  It  is  a  franchise  of  which  the 
people  of  Prince  Edward  Island  are  extremely  jealous,  and 
I  am  sure  that  they  will  be  very  much  grieved  to  see  that 
there  is  an  attempt  made  in  this  House  to  deprive  them 
of  the  privilege  they  have  enjoyed,  and  for  which  they 
fought  thirty  or  forty  years  ago.  I  wish  to  refer,  for  a 
moment,  to  a  few  of  the  classes  who  are  going  to  be 
affected  by  this  Bill — who  are  going  to  be  completely  dis¬ 
franchised.  There  is  that  large  and  intelligent  class — which 
is  known  to  every  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House — the 
teachers.  Under  this  Bill,  teachers  of  public  schools  will 
bo  disfranchised,  for  the  reason  that  they  depend  on  their 
income  for  a  vote.  Indeed,  there  are  few,  if  any,  teachers 
outside  the  city  of  Charlottetown,  who  receive  an  income  of 
$100,  ani  the  most  of  them  do  not  receive  over  half  that 
amount.  That  large  and  intelligent  class  will  be  disfranchised 
by  this  Bill.  There  is  an  equally  lai'ge  class  known  as  clerks 
in  stores,  young  men  who  have  no  property,  who  are 
unmarried  and  pay  no  rent.  Most  of  those  young  men  do 
not  receive  the  amount  of  $400  which  entitles  them  to  a 
vote  under  this  Bill.  They  will,  therefore,  form  another 
large  and  intelligent  class  who  will  be  disfranchised. 
Then,  again,  we  have  young  men  who  are  learning  trades. 
These  have  no  qualifications  under  this  Bill,  and  will  be 
disfranchised.  There  are  men  servants  in  families,  and 
laborers  who  are  dependent  on  their  incomes.  They  will 
also  be  deprived  of  the  power  of  voting  which  they  for¬ 
merly  had.  I  observe  that  a  fisherman  who  has  boat  and 
tackle  to  the  value  of  $150  is  entitled  to  vote  ;  but  there  is 
no  provision  under  which  his  sons  will  be  allowed  to  vote. 
Each  and  every  one  performing  statute  labor  formerly  had 
a  right  to  vote.  It  is  a  rather  lamentable  state  of  affairs 
when  the  young  men  of  the  Island,  and  in  fact  some  of  the 
older  ones,  are  going  to  be  entirely  disfranchised,  and  a 
new  class  is  going  to  be  introduced,  namely  Indians.  In 
fact,  under  this  Bill  the  Indian  is  the  coming  man  and 
young  white  men  will  have  to  take  a  back  seat. 
So  far  as  the  amandment  of  my  Colleague  is  con¬ 
cerned.  I  think  he  would  have  done  much  better 
had  he  accepted  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton),  that  amendment  which  has 
for  its  object  to  leave  the  provincial  franchise  to  each  Pro¬ 
vince,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  would  have  secured  all  he 
desired,  because  in  singling  out  one  Province  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  likely  to  arouse  a  certain  amount  of  opposi¬ 
tion  from  both  sides  of  the  House.  I  shall  vote  for  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  also  for  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk.  I  wish  to  refer 
for  a  moment  to  a  speech  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Prince  County  (Mr.  Hackett),  a  few  evenings  ago.  The  bon. 
gentleman  took  occasion  to  refer  to  the  election  law  of  1874, 
and  he  stated  that  the  clause  referring  to  the  franchise  in 
Prince  Edward  Island  was  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
disfranchising  a  large  body  of  the  people,  I  refer  to  the 
Catholics.  I  believe  that  statement  is  utterly  incorrect.  I 
will  read  the  clause,  which  that  hon.  gentleman  took  good 
care  not  to  read,  because  it  explains  itself.  We  had  no 
registration  at  that  time,  nevertheless  there  was  a  clear  and 


distinct  qualification.  Every  farmer  knows  who  is  the 
owner  of  50  or  100  acres  in  that  Province,  and  there  is  no 
difficulty.  The  Act  provided  for  a  registration.  It  was 
well  known  at  that  time  that  the  Local  Government 
of  the  day,  which  was  a  Conservative  Government,  was  about 
to  introduce  a  registration  list.  The  clause  in  question  reads 
as  follows  : 

“  In  the  several  electoral  districts  in  the  Province  of  Prince  Edward 
Island,  all  persons  qualified  to  vote  for  the  election  of  members  of  the 
Legislative  Council  of  that  Province,  under  the  law  in  force  in  that 
Province  at  the  passing  of  this  Act,  Bhall  henceforth  be  the  electors 
qualified  to  vote  for  the  election  of  a  member  or  members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  of  Canada;  but  whenever  the  Legislature  of  that  Province 
shall  have  provided  for  the  registration  of  voters  and  for  the  making  of 
lists  of  qualified  voters  for  the  election  of  members  for  the  House  of 
Assembly  of  the  said  Province,  and  when  lists  of  voters  shall  have  been 
made  and  prepared,  then  the  persons  qualified  to  vote  under  such  pro¬ 
visions  for  the  election  of  a  member  or  members  of  the  House  of  Assem¬ 
bly  of  that  Province,  shall  be  entitled  to  vote  at  the  election  of  members 
of  the  House  of  Commons  of  Canada  for  the  several  electoral  districts 
in  the  said  Province  ;  and  all  lists  of  voters  so  made  and  prepared  and 
which,  according  to  the  laws  then  in  force,  would  be  used  in  the  said 
several  electoral  districts,  if  the  election  were  that  of  a  representative 
or  representatives  to  the  House  of  Assembly  for  the  said  Province,  shall 
be  the  list  of  voters  which  shall  be  used  at  the  election  of  members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  be  thereafter  held  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Act.  ’’ 

This  clause  was  of  a  merely  temporary  character,  and  was 
inserted  only  to  make  provision  until  the  Local  Legislature 
passed  a  Registration  Act,  which  they  did  the  very  next 
Session.  So,  whatever  difficulty  was  caused  by  inserting 
this  clause,  was  completely  removed  by  the  Act  of  the 
Local  Legislature.  This  clause  would  never  have  been 
inserted  had  it  not  been  known  that  the  Local  Legislature 
was  about  to  pass  a  Registration  Act.  This  was  a,  merely 
temporary  clause,  and  whether  it  was  thrown  out  by  the 
Senate  or  not,  made  no  difference  in  regard  to  the  Island. 
How  very  different  is  the  present  position.  In  this  Bill  we 
have  no  provision  of  a  temporary  nature,  and  the  onus  is 
not  thrown  on  the  Local  Government.  If  it  were,  we 
would  be  very  glad  of  it.  But  the  present  Bill  is  final,  and, 
being  so,  will  remain  on  the  Statute  Book  of  Canada.  So 
far  as  there  being  any  intention  to  disqualify  any  sec¬ 
tion  or  denomination  in  Prince  Edward  Island  by 
the  clause  I  have  read,  the  charge  is  utterly  unfounded. 
There  was  no  such  intention  at  any  time,  and  there 
was  no  reason  to  do  so,  because  the  Government  of  that 
day  were  largely  indebted  for  their  election  to  the  very 
denomination  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  alluded.  The 
Opposition,  indeed,  are  largely  indebted  to-day  lor  their 
seats  to  the  same  class.  The  hon.  gentleman  also  made 
allusion  to  revising  barristers.  Probably  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  very  good  reasons  for  approving  that  provision  of 
the  Bill.  He  is  not,  however,  alone  in  this  House  in  that 
respect.  I  hope  the  Government  will  come  to  some 
arrangement  so  as  to  retain  the  franchise  at  present  exist¬ 
ing  in  Prince  Edward  Island.  If  not,  they  will  have  com¬ 
mitted  a  grievous  act  of  injustice  against  those  people  who 
had  in  former  times  underwent  a  very  severe  struggle  in 
order  to  obtain  the  enfranchisement  of  so  large  a  body  of 
the  people. 

Amendment  to  the  amendment  (Mr.  Macdonald,  King’s 
P.E.I.)  negatived.  Yeas,  51  ;  Nays,  72. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
an  additional  motion  to  make  in  amendment  to  the  main 
motion,  and  I  shall  read  it,  in  order  that  its  nature  may  be 
understood : 

That  all  the  word3  after  “  that  ”  in  the  amendment,  be  struck  out,  ih 
order  to  add  the  words  :  That  clause  number  three  be  amended  by 
inserting  after  the  words  “  every  person  shall  ”  at  the  beginning  of  the 
same,  the  words  :  “  except  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.” 

Now,  that  the  nature  of  the  amendment  is  known— — - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Speak  louder. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  (Translation.)  I  believe  I  am  speak¬ 
ing  distinctly  enough  to  be  understood.  Those  who  are 
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trying  to  make  noise  will  not  pi-event  me  from  speaking. 
I  believe  they  hear  mo  well  enough  ;  my  voice  is  strong 
enough  to  be  understood,  and  I  am  going  to  continue  in  tho 
same  key.  I  wish  to  make  a  preliminary  remark  on  this 
discussion,  which  may  seem  to  have  been  a  little  too 
lengthy;  but  if  it  has  been  lengthy,  this  is  due  to  the 
position  taken  by  the  Government.  When  I  speak  of  the 
Government,  I  mean  the  leader  of  the  Government,  who  is 
responsible,  being  the  first  promoter  of  the  mode  of  discus¬ 
sion  which  has  been  followed.  Hon.  members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  have  been  charged  with  having  been  too  long 
in  their  remarks,  with  having  ondeavored  to  obstruct 
legislation.  The  least  that  can  be  said  of  this  attack  is  that 
it  is  unfair ;  and  I  may  say  here  that  if  the  discussion  has 
been  protracted  it  is  due,  to  a  largo  extent,  to  the  position 
taken  by  the  Government,  and  especially  by  the  First 
Minister,  who  told  us  that  he  would  pass  the  measure  and 
force  it  upon  us  de  die  in  diem ,  without  leaving  off.  For 
my  part,  and  I  speak  for  myself  only,  I  will  never  submit 
to  any  threat,  to  any  violence,  to  any  oppression. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Question. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  (Translation.)  As  I  said,  we  have 
resisted  the  pressure  which  has  been  brought  to  bear 
against  us,  and  I  rise  again  to  say  that  I  will  oppose  it  to 
the  bitter  end.  It  has  been  attempted  to  wring  a  vote 
from  us  through  length  of  time,  by  exhausting  our  physical 
strength  ;  there  was  an  attempt  to  starve  us  out,  so  to 
speak,  but  our  opponents  were  mistaken;  and  if  it  is 
intended  to  starve  us  out,  I  believe  that  will  be  another 
mistake.  We  can  perfectly  well  discuss  the  Bill  as  gentle¬ 
men  ought  to  do,  but  not  during  unreasonable  hours,  like 
we  did  a  few  days  ago,  but  during  proper  hours.  Now,  Mr. 
Chairman,  let  us  consider  the  subject  of  the  debate.  The 
object  of  this  Bill  is  to  deprive  the  Province  of  Quebec 
from  a  right  which  it  possesses;  and  I  hope  that  the  hon. 
members  from  that  Province  will  break  the  silence  which 
they  have  observed  until  now,  saving  two  or  three  honor¬ 
able  exceptions,  which  I  cannot  help  noticing  with  praise. 
But  it  seems  to  me  that  the  other  members  who  support  tho 
Government  have  observed  a  forced  silence.  Never  since 
I  am  a  member — and  this  is  my  fourth  Parliament — have  I 
witnessed  such  a  silence,  such  crouching,  as  I  witness  now. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order;  question. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  (Translation.)  The  best  proof  of 
what  I  state  is  that  tho  shots  take  effect.  The  best  proof  is 
the  yells  I  hear  from  the  other  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  In  French. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  (Translation.)  If  tho  hon.  member 
for  Montmagny,  instead  of  doing  like  the  bird  in  the  fable, 
instead  of  repeating  what  ho  hears,  like  a  parrot,  would 
himself  answer  the  objections  which  have  been  raised 
against  the  Bill,  ho  would  do  better  than  he  does  by  making 
obstruction.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  there  has  been 
obstruction,  I  am  glad  to  notice — and  I  do  not  know 
whether  a  watch-word  has  been  given— that  for  some  time 
past  these  noises,  this  cock-crowing,  which  we  were  wont 
to  hear,  has  ceased.  But  if  it  is  intended  to  renew  them  I 
believe  these  gentlemen  who  are  accustomed  to  it,  who  are 
sheep-like,  will  not  gain  much,  and,  for  my  part,  it  does  not 
make  a  bit  of  difference  to  me. 

Somo  hon.  MEMBERS.  Question,  question.  Speak 
to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  (Translation. )  Well,  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  was  saying,  when  I  was  interrupted,  that  I  was  in  hopes 
that  the  members  from  the  Province  of  Quebec,  on  so 
important  a  question,  which  concerns  them  directly,  and 
with  regard  to  which  they  will  be  called  to  account 
by  the  electors  at  tho  next  election,  and  even 
before,  because  it  is  the  custom  to  go  before  one’s 
Mr.  CASGRAIN. 


constituents  after  the  Session,  to  give  an  account 
of  one’s  parliamentary  conduct — I  say,  I  believe  that  they 
will  have  to  explain  the  vote  which  they  are  going  to  give 
to-day.  It  is  true  the  vote  will  not  be  recorded  to-day,  but 
it  wiil  be  recorded  ultimately,  and  that  record  will  tell  who 
supported  the  amendment  and  who  opposed  it.  I  said  that 
a  more  unpopular  measure  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  could 
not  be  brought  down  ;  and  I  here  declare  that  if  I  had 
a  bad  wish  to  make  to  the  Government,  it  would  be 
to  have  that  measure  passed,  which  would  he  the  crown¬ 
ing  point  of  a  host  of  other  measures  which  are  now 
before  Parliament  and  which  will  go  further  than  any¬ 
thing  else  towards  destroying  the  prestige  with  which  the 
First  Minister  has  been  surrounded  up  to  this  day.  Now, 
taking  public  sentiment  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  for  a 
basis,  I  openly  declare  that  I  am  happy  to  find,  even  in  tho 
ranks  of  the  Conservative  party,  the  real  expression  of  the 
sentiments  of  that  Province,  as  given  a  moment  ago  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Rouville  (Mr.  Gigault).  That  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  has  explained  in  firm,  calm  and  moderate  language  the 
position  he  has  taken,  and  I  completely  endorse  what  he 
has  said.  I  should  like  to  hear  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House  a  reply  which  would  be  an  answer  to  the  arguments 
he  has  brought  forward.  His  arguments  appear  to  me  to  be 
incontrovertible.  Will  they  be  answered  on  the  other  side? 
I  do  not  know;  but  if  the  obstinate  silence  which  has  been 
kept  until  now  is  persisted  in,  it  is  quite  clear  that  hoD. 
gentlemen  will  not  try  to  answer  them,  or  will  refuse  to 
answer  them.  I  was  struck — I  am  still  struck— with  the 
enormity  of  the  cost  which  this  change  ‘  of  system  will 
involve.  Taking,  for  the  five  years,  the  minimum  of  the 
costs  of  the  preparation  of  the  lists  at  $300,000  for  each 
year,  for  tho  counties,  you  will  have  $1,500,000  of  expenses, 
merely  to  have  the  votors’  list  for  a  new  Parliament.  I 
say  this  expense  is  entirely  out  of  proportion  to  the 
resources  of  the  country.  I  do  not  even  add  the  ordinary 
expenses  of  the  whole  number  of  general  elections  which 
will  take  place,  and  which  will  necessitate  another  expense 
of  $300,000  to  $  100,000.  So  that,  if  we  reckon  up  the 
bye-elections,  we  have  an  amount  of  nearly  $2,000,000.  I 
say  this  is  out  of  proportion  with  the  resources  of  the  country. 
Now,  why  should  we  change  the  present  system  ?  Is  there 
any  advantage  whatever  to  do  this  ?  The  only  advantage  is 
that  which  the  Government  hopes  to  get  out  of  this  law. 
There  is  no  other  for  the  Province  of  Quebec,  nor  for  the 
other  Provinces  in  Canada.  As  to  the  clause  concerning 
qualification,  a  mechanic,  a  school  teacher,  a  good  citizen, 
will  be  deprived  of  their  right  of  voting,  and  an  Indian, 
who  will  happen  to  own  a  small  property,  worth 
$300  or  $400  will  be  brought  forward  and  put 
alongside  of  the  civilised  and  reasonable  man  who  has  a 
direct  interest  in«the  State.  Our  population  is  going  to 
revolt  against  such  a  proposition,  and  I  believe  that  it  has 
a  perfect  right  to  do  so.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  that  if 
we  would  only  give  to  the  people  of  the  country  time 
enough  to  express  their  opinion  wo  would  receive,  before 
long,  a  host  of  petitions  against  this  Bill.  The  more  it  is 
known  in  some  Provinces  the  more  it  is  unpopular.  And 
if  the  discussion  is  prolonged  for  some  time  yet,  I  am  sure 
that  the  Province  of  Quebec — as  tho  Province  of  Ontario 
has  already  done — will  not  fail  to  send  in  its  protestation 
against  the  Bill  which  is  now  submitted  to  us.  Perhaps 
before  the  end  of  this  Parliament  we  will  have  occasion  to 
receive  a  host  of  petitions,  which  will  express  the  views  of 
the  people  on  this  question  ;  but  still,  if  the  people  cannot 
bo  warned  and  informed  in  pi’oper  time  on  the  true  bearing 
of  this  law,  at  least  during  vacation,  I  have  no  doubt,  that  a 
host  of  petitions  will  be  sent  to  the  new  Parliament,  asking 
for  tho  repeal  of  the  law.  Now,  as  the  Government  wanted, 
on  this  occasion,  to  create  a  precedent,  by  depriving  Prince 
Edward  Island  of  its  electoral  franchise,  I  believe  I  can  see 
what  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  towards  the  Pro- 
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vince  of  Quebec,  and  I  can  foresee  that  the  effect  of  this 
precedent  will  also  apply  to  the  Province  of  Quebec.  I  am 
afraid  of  the  weakness  of  the  members  from  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  who  are  going  to  give  up  our  last  safety  plank. 
I  see,  by  the  example  which  I  have  bad  under  my  eyes,  that 
they  are  going  to  sacrifice  the  Province  of  Quebec.  Neverthe¬ 
less,  as  far  as  I  can  protest  in  my  own  name,  and  on  behalf 
of  the  electors  of  the  Province  which  I  have  the  honor  to 
represent,  I  protest,  with  all  my  might,  against  this  Bill, 
and  I  specially  call  the  attention  of  the  French  Canadian 
Ministers  who  represent  the  Province  of  Quebec  in  the 
Cabinet,  to  this  Bill  ;  I  entreat  them  to  examine  carefully 
the  bearing  of  the  vote  they  are  going  to  give  on  this  ques¬ 
tion,  before  they  continue  to  support  this  Bill.  I  entreat 
them,  for  the  sake  of  their  personal  interests  and  for  the  sake 
of  the  interests  of  the  Province.  The  vote  they  are  about 
to  give  will  be  a  vole  which  will  be  a  reproach  to  them 
hereafter,  and  which  will  always  be  on  their  conscience. 
^But,  in  spite  of  my  bumble  efforts,  I  believe  that  I  will  not 
be  able  to  persuade  them  to  retrace  their  steps.  I  know  that 
it  is  difficult  to  give  up  a  settled  purpose,  but  whatever  may 
be  the  result  I  shall  have  fulfilled  a  duty,  and  1  am  proud  of 
fulfilling  a  solemn,  grave  and  important  duty  towards  my 
fellow  citizens.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  charged  with  taking 
advantage  of  the  indulgence  of  the  House  by  prolonging  this 
debate  beyond  the  ordinary  limits,  but  I  desire  to  enter  here 
my  mo.1 1  emphatic  protest  against  this  Bill.  Many  members 
on  this  side  of  the  House  have  given  the  reasons  why 
the  Bill  ought  not  to  be  adopted,  i  do  not  wish  to  recall  a 
host  of  arguments  which  have  been  used,  and  which  should 
have  induced  the  Government  not  to  persist  in  this  Bill.  I 
will  simply  say  that  one  of  the  strongest  objections  is  that 
which  relates  to  the  Government  officers,  who  are  called 
revising  officers,  and  who  have  the  control  of  the  voters’ 
list,  while  we  have  the  municipal  officers  who,  in  good  faith, 
legally,  without  any  prejudices  nor  any  preconceived  ideas, 
prepare  voters’  lists  which  give  full  justice  to  the  Province 
of  Quebec.  Consequently,  I  do  not  think  that  it  will  be 
beneficial  to  the  Province  of  Quebec  to  change  its  franchise. 
On  the  contrary,  we  have  the  greatest  possible  interest  to 
keep  the  present  system,  and  1  desire  that  it  should  be 
maintained,  until  there  are  abuses  of  such  a  serious  charac¬ 
ter  as  to  necessitate  a  change.  Until  now,  not  a  single  case 
has  been  pointed  out  in  this  House  which  would  show  that 
the  system  led  to  abuses.  On  the  contrary,  it  has  been 
asserted,  and  the  fact  was  not  denied  by  the  other  side  of 
tbe  House,  that  the  system  has  worked  perfectly  well  until 
now.  I  trust  that  we  may  expect  that  this  Bill  will  not 
pass;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  if  it  passes  it  seems  to  me  that 
it  is  a  mental  abberation  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
insist  on  the  adoption  of  such  a  Bill.  With  these  few 
remarks  1  leave  the  amendment  in  your  hands,  and  I  hope 
it  will  meet  with  the  assent  of  the  House. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  desire  to  embrace  the 
privilege  which  has  been  kindly  conceded  to  members  of 
the  House,  to  make  a  few  remarks  upon  the  amendment 
which  has  just  been  moved,  and  in  doing  so  I  shall  endea¬ 
vor  to  speak  pointedly  to  the  quession  under  discussion. 
The  First  Minister  yesterday  charged  members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  with  obstructing  the  passage  of  the  Bill.  He 
seemed  to  have  formed  some  misconception  of  this  matter. 
Taking  the  First  Minister’s  own  definition  of  the  latitude 
that  pertains  to  a  minority,  I  claim  that  we  are  quite  within 
that  limit.  He  says  there  should  be  full  and  ample  time 
given  to  a  minority  to  discuss  the  question  in  all  its 
features.  Sir,  that  is  all  we  want,  all  we  ask.  He  says 
after  that  full  and  ample  time  has  been  afforded  for  dis¬ 
cussing  a  measure,  and  after  the  minority  have  availed  them¬ 
selves  of  the  opportunity  which  is  afforded  them,  the  will  of 
the  majority  must  prevail.  And  so  it  will  in  this  case.  All 
that  the  Opposition  are  doing. — those  who  are  opposed  to  this 
225 


Bill  in  its  principle  and  details  has  been  that  a  number  of 
them — not  the  whole  of  them,  though  everyone  has  a  perfect 
right  to  express  his  opinion  on  this  Bill — .but  some  members 
of  the  Opposition  have  expressed  themselves  with  reference 
to  the  principles  of  the  Bill,  some  addressing  themselves  to 
the  discussion  of  a  particular  clause,  and  others  may  per¬ 
haps  do  so  yet.  While  the  Bill  itself  is  objectionable  in  its 
principle,  the  clauses  that  we  hold  to  be  very  objectionable, 
to  be,  in  fact,  almost  dangerous  in  their  nature,  require 
ample  discussion  before  the  Bill  becomes  law,  and  so  that 
we  do  confine  ourselves  within  the  limits  laid  down  by  the 
First  Minister.  I  am  sorry  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  found  it  necessary  to  charge  us  with  a  desire  to  destroy 
parliamentary  institutions,  and  have  stigmatised  the  course 
which  has  been  taken  by  the  Opposition  in  this  debate  as 
one  which  tends  to  bring  parliamentary  discussion  and 
responsible  government  into  disrepute.  I  do  not  think  we 
are  amenable  to  that  charge.  As  an  instance,  showing  the 
unfounded  nature  of  the  charge,  let  me  bring  a  circumstance 
to  your  notice.  On  May  2nd,  I  find  the  following  editorial 
in  the  Mail  newspaper — and  I  hope  you  will  not  look  so 
sternly  at  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  because  it  is  not  very  long. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  hope  it  is  relevant. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  It  is  pertinent,  as  you  will  see. 
On  the  2nd  May  the  Mail  said :  (The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  then  quoted  from  the  Toronto  Mail,  of  the  2nd  May.) 
Now,  that  is  the  plan  followed  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
In  the  first  place,  the  correspondent  of  the  Mail  sends  to 
that  newspaper  a  statement  which  is  incorrect.  I  listened 
to  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  criticising  this  Bill,  and 
I  noticed  that  he  read  largely  from  the  Indian  Act ;  but  I 
do  not  think  it  can  be  truly  said  that  he  read  that  Act  from 
beginning  to  end,  with  the  other  Acts  amending  it.  There¬ 
fore,  an  incorrect  statement  is  sent  out :  an  editorial  is  based 
upon  it,  and  it  is  given  to  us  as  true.  Now,  it  must  be 
within  the  knowlege  of  the  members  of  this  House,  though 
some  people  in  the  country  might  be  deceived  by  the 
editorial,  that  when  it  was  charged  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  when  he  spoke  at  the  very  introduction  of  this 
Bill — - 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN,  Order.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  going  beyond  the  record,  when  he  is  discussing  what 
has  taken  place  before.  The  question  now  is,  the  third 
clause  of  the  Bill,  Mr.  Charlton’s  amendment,  which  has 
been  read  over  and  over  again,  and  the  amendment  which* 
Mr.  Casgrain  has  just  put  into  my  hands  ;  and  the  discus¬ 
sion  of  subjects  outside  of  these  is,  I  think,  irregular. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  will  bow  to  your  ruling,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man  ;  but  I  think  you  will  admit  that,  in  closely  replying 
to  the  arguments  used  by  the  hon.  First  Minister  on  these 
same  propositions,  I  am  quite  within  my  limit. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  not  whether  the  time 
of  the  House  has  been  delayed  or  not.  It  is  the  question  of 

these  amendments. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  trust,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  you  will 
not  find  it  necessary  to  attempt  to  restrain  me  beyond  what 
I  consider  proper  bounds  if  1  convince  you  that  I  am  within 
my  rights. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Chair,  chair. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  feel  that  I  am  entitled  to  refer  to 
this  matter,  and  I  think  that  the  sense  of  the  House  and  of 
the  hon.  First  Minister  himself  would  be  against  the  state¬ 
ments  he  made  on  precisely  the  same  motions  on  which  I 
am  speaking  now  being  considered  in  order — proceeding 
with  the  quiet  hearing  and  the  pleased  hearing  we  gave  him 
on  this  side— and  then  my  being  told  that  in  replying  to 
his  statements  I  am  out  of  order.  I  am  replying  to  the  charge 
that  in  the  speeches  made  and  the  course  pursued  by  the 
Opposition  they  have  endeavored  to  obstruct  this  Bill,  and 
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the  same  charge  might  be  made  against  him.  Sir,  that  is  not 
my  motive  or  intention,  and  that  will  not  be  my  act.  I  am 
here  to  speak  to  the  amendments  in  your  hands,  and  inci¬ 
dentally  I  may  have  occasion  to  refer  to  the  sub-amend¬ 
ment.  Now,  speaking  of  the  course  of  the  Opposition,  and 
having  reference  to  the  remarks  1  am  about  to  make,  I 
would  challenge  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  point  out 
how  they  can  be  considered  factious  or  obstructive 
when  I  am  addressing  myself  closely,  as  the 
other  members  of  the  Opposition  have  done,  to  the  prin¬ 
ciples  involved.  Sir,  the  charge  is  as  foundationless  as  was 
the  charge  made  against  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
who,  I  think,  spoke  only  a  little  over  an  hour  altogether  on 
that  occasion.  I  think  I  have  a  right  to  allude  to  that 
charge,  and  I  allude  to  it  as  an  answer  to  the  statements 
made  by  the  other  side. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Chair,  chair. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Yes,  I  admire  the  spirit  of  fair  play 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives), 
coming  back  from  his  ranches,  where  he  has  been  enjoying 
himself. 

Mr.  IYES.  I  rise  t)  Order.  You  have  ruled  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  not  following  the  rules  of  the  House.  I 
merely  called  his  attention  to  the  ruling  @f  the  Chairman, 
and  now  he  proposes  to  read  me  a  lecture  which  I  shall 
not  submit  to.  There  is  no  pertinency  or  relevancy  in  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  think  there  is  a  pertinency  in  refer¬ 
ring  to  an  impertinent  interruption.  The  Chair  is  able  to 
maintain  order  without  suggestions  from  the  hon.  member 
for  Richmond  andjWolfe.  The  hon.  gentleman  came  back  here 
yesterday,  and  he  heard  the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln 
travelling  over  the  whole  history  of  the  Local  House,  from 
1861  to  1878,  and  there  never  was  a  word  of  exception 
taken.  I  am  speaking  in  precisely  the  same  line  as  was 
taken  by  the  hon.  the  First  Minister  himself.  While 
there  is  no  member  who  respects  the  Chair  more  than  I  do, 
and  while  I  will  endeavor  to  confine  myself  closely  within 
the  proper  limit,  the  hon.  First  Minister,  I  am  sure,  will  not 
contend  that  I  should  not  be  allowed  to  touch  on  the 
ground  which  he  has  covered  himself.  I  am  within  the 
rules  of  debate  when  I  refer  to  charges  which  have  been  made 
against  myself,  and  which  may  be  made  against  me  when  I 
sit  down,  that  I  have  endeavored  to  obstruct  the  business  of 
the  House. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order;  Chair. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  If  the  idea  of  hon.  gentlemen  is 
to  break  the  thread  of  a  discourse  that  might  prove  very 
interesting  and  instructive  to  them - - 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Question. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  would  you  kindly 
give  me  an  idea  of  the  words  I  should  use  and  the  senti¬ 
ments  which  you  want  me  to  express,  before  I  finish  the 
sentence  I  was  about  to  make.  It  is  quite  impossible,  of 
course,  to  proceed  if  we  are  to  bo  hampered  in  that  way  ;  it 
cannot  be  done.  The  hon.  First  Minister  assured  us  that 
there  was  to  be  an  opportunity  given  for  full  and  ample 
discussion.  He  discussed  the  principle  and  the  details  of 
the  Bill.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  did  the  same. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  No,  I  did  not. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  If  I  had  spoken  before  on  this  amend¬ 
ment,  there  might  be  some  justification  in  hon.  members 
calling  me  to  order  in  the  summary  manner  in  which  they 
are  disposed  to  do  it,  but  I  submit,  under  the  circumstances, 
latitude  greater  than  I  desire  to  take,  having  been  allowed 
to  others,  that  it  is  not  a  very  fair  thing  that  they  should 
avail  themselves  of  points  of  order,  which  they  really  fail  to 
maintain.  Now,  a  resolution  you  have  in  your  hands,  pro¬ 
poses  that  the  provincial  franchises  shall  be  retained  for  tho 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 
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Dominion  elections,  and,  in  discussing  that  proposition,  we 
have  been  told  that  we  are  injuring  representative  institu¬ 
tions — that  if  a  course  like  that  is  permitted,  responsible 
government  is  at  an  end.  The  hon.  First  Minister  took 
that  line,  the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  Foster), 
took  that  line.  Sir,  responsible  government  is  not 
thus  easily  destroyed.  In  order  to  maintain  responsible 
government  in  this  country,  the  hon.  First  Minister  was 
quite  right  in  turning,  as  he  told  us,  a  deaf  ear  to  those  of 
his  supporters — for  I  suppose  it  was  his  supporters,  it  cer¬ 
tainly  was  not  gentlemen  on  this  side — who  inti¬ 
mated  the  desire  that  the  cloture  of  some  kind 
or  other,  English  or  American,  should  be  applied  to 
us.  There  is  no  danger  of  parliamentary  institu¬ 
tions  being  brought  into  disrepute  by  this  debate. 
The  safety  of  responsible  government  in  this  Canada  of  ours 
rests  on  the  good,  sound,  common  sense  of  the  people.  If 
an  Act  is  before  the  House  that  is  a  wise  Act,  an  Act  in  the* 
interests  of  the  people,  designed  for  the  general  good  of  the 
people,  and  if  a  party  in  the  House,  a  minority,  were  to  set 
themselves  to  prevent  its  passage  by  resisting  it  at  every 
stage,  such  a  course  would  be  fatal  to  the  minority.  There 
is  where  the  safeguard  of  responsible  government  and  Par¬ 
liamentary  institutions  rests  ;  it  rests  in  the  fact  that  the 
people  will  not  countenance,  will  not  support  or  endorse  the 
course  of  men  who  would  offer  obstruction  to  a  measure  that 
is  in  the  public  interest  and  designed  for  the  public  weal; 
and  the  people  will  be  the  judge  of  that.  Therefore,  the 
First  Minister  is  safe  ;  he  need  not  tremble  for  responsible 
government,  and  the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.B. 
(Mr.  Foster),  need  not  vex  his  righteous  soul  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  that  point,  because  responsible  government  is  safe 
in  the  hands  of  the  people.  If  the  policy  which  has  been 
pursued  by  the  Opposition  were,  and  I  deny  it  is,  one  of 
obstruction  to  a  measure  designed  in  the  interests  of 
the  country,  such  a  policy  would  be  fatal  to  us,  individually, 
and  as  a  party,  and  the  remedy  lies  in  the  hands  of  the  First 
Minister.  If  the  Government  and  their  supporters  believe 
the  charges  they  make,  let  them  apply  the  remedy 
that  is  in  their  own  hands  ;  let  them  dissolve  the  House 
and  appeal  to  the  people.  Let  them  say:  We  wanted  to 
pass  a  Franchise  Bill,  and  the  Opposition  took  occasion  to 
debate  it,  clause  by  clause  ;  they  objected  to  it  in  principle 
and  in  detail ;  for  days  and  hours  they  continued  to  debate 
it,  though  we  made  them  sit  up  three  days  and  nights  con¬ 
tinuously  to  wear  them  out.  That  is  the  course  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  take.  Will  they  dare  to  take  it  ?  Will 
they,  as  their  organ  advised,  dissolve  the  House  ?  Then, 
when  the  people  pronounced  on  the  question,  we  would 
willingly  accept  their  decision,  because  they  are  the  final 
arbiters.  They  say  they  should  not  be  asked  to  dissolve 
the  House.  I  tell  you  it  is  my  fixed  opinion  that  this  is  a 
more  important  question  upon  which  to  appeal  to  the 
people  at  the  polls  than  the  reason  assigned  for  the  prema¬ 
ture  appeal  to  the  people  in  1882,  namely,  that  a  few 
millions  of  dollars  were  waiting  investment  in  this  country 
to  know  what  the  National  Policy  was  going  to  be.  Is 
this  not  a  more  important  question,  when  the  whole  control 
of  the  people,  as  far  as  election  lists  are  concerned,  is  to  be 
taken  out  of  their  hands  and  placed  in  the  hands  of 
irresponsible  men,  nominees  of  the  Crown,  not  even 
responsible  to  the  power  who  appointed  them,  with 
power  given  them  to  strike  off  or  put  on  any 
name  they  please?  A  Bill  which  proposes  to  give  a  vote 
to  the  untutored  savages  of  the  West  as  well  as  those  who 
are  bound  down  under  the  Government  of  the  day  in  the 
older  Provinces  ?  Is  not  the  enlargement  of  the  voting 
power  to  these  people  a  question  of  more  vital  interest  to 
the  people  than  to  ask  them  whether  they  should  pro¬ 
nounce  again  on  the  National  Policy,  so  that  a  few  millions 
of  money  might  come  to  be  invested  in  the  country,  but 
which  never  came  in.  There  is  every  reason-— if  we  had 
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any  reason  in  1882 — why  this  question  should  be  submitted 
to  the  people.  If  our  course  be  as  hon.  gentlemen  say,  if 
as  they  claim  as  they  would  feign  claim,  though  not  openly, 
this  Bill  is  all  that  is  good  and  fair  and  decent  in  the  public 
interest,  then  let  them  appeal  to  the  people  to  send  them 
back  and  justify  responsible  government  and  secure  the 
safety  and  permanence  of  parliamentary  institutions.  No  ; 
the  charge  does  not  lie.  I  think  one  great  reason  why  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton)  should  pass  is  this,  that  if  it  prevails,  this  Bill 
will  be  disposed  of  virtually,  and  we  will  be  enabled  to  pro¬ 
ceed  to  the  transaction  of  the  public  business  of  the  country 
which  is  imperatively  demanding  attention  at  our  hands. 
That  leads  me  to  look  at  the  present  condition  of  the  coun¬ 
try  ;  for  looking  at  that,  I  can  give  you  a  very  strong  rea¬ 
son  why  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Norfolk  should  prevail.  On  this  point  allow  me  to  bring 
into  the  discussion  the  views  of  the  organ  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite.  I  do  not  often  read  extracts,  but  as  the 
minority  seemed  to  be  blamed  by  the  majority  for  urging 
the  Government  to  drop  this  measure  and  proceed  to  pub¬ 
lic  business,  let  me  read  some  of  the  views  of  the  friends  of 
the  Government  outside.  On  April  28,  the  organ  of  the 
Government  said : 

“  The  illness  of  the  Finance  Minister,  the  preoccupation  of  the  Premier, 
and  the  absorption  of  the  Department  of  Militia,  make  it  obvious  that  it 
will  be  wise  to  get  parliamentary  business  finished,  to  drop  what  cannot 
be  carried,  and  then  to  prorogue.  The  public  have  really  ceased  to  take 
interest  in  parliamentary  proceedings;  and  though  these  are  not 
intended  for  public  amusement,  the  lack  of  interest  in  them  ought  to 
render  winding  up  easy.  The  Opposition  may  take  objections  ;  but  the 
Opposition  in  limes  like  this  does  not  count.  Indeed  it  is  probable  that 
there  does  exist  a  decent  degree  of  pride  and  enthusiasm  in  our  troops 
among  the  Opposition  ;  and  that  the  rank  and  file  are  willing  to  act 
generously  towards  the  Government.  The  country  would  respond  to 
generosity  much  more  readily  than  to  hostile  criticism  just  now.  And 
in  any  case  criticism  is  almost  useless  since  it  can  find  no  echoes  in  the 
press.  The  newspapers  that  published  speeches  now  would  be  doomed 
Thus  both  the  Government  and  the  Opposition  seem  to  have  the  same 
interest  in  a  prorogation  ;  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  business  will  be 
pushed,  and  the  Ministers  left  free  to  devote  themselves  to  the  serious 
duties  of  the  situation.  ’ 

'These  are  sorious  duties- the  Ministry  have  to  attend  to  and 
it  is  desirable  Parliament  should  be  prorogued  in  order  to 
do  that  business.  If  the  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Norfolk  were  to  prevail,  one  Bill  that  is  not  demanded 
by  the  public,  and  is  not  in  the  interest  of  the  country 
would  be  disposed  of,  and  we  would  be  able  to  proceed  to 
other  business.  On  glancing  at  the  Order  paper,  further 
reasons  will  be  seen  why  this  amendment  should  pre¬ 
vail.  Supposing  it  did  prevail,  and  that  the  reason  was 
that  the  amount  of  business  that  had  to  be  done.  I  had  the 
curiosity  to  take  up  the  journals  of  1878,  when  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  wore  in  Opposition,  and  being  in  Opposition 
of  course  behaved  themselves  with  the  same  noble  conduct 
that  distinguishes  them  as  a  Government  majority.  Anything 
they  may  have  done  in  Opposition  certainly  would  not  be 
called  obstruction  or  delay  of  public  business  ;  there  could 
be  no  objection  taken  to  the  course  they  pursued.  Therefore, 

I  looked  up  their  record,  in  order  that  I  might  influence 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  coming  to  a  determination  as  to 
the  amount  of  business  to  be  done  and  the  time  it  would  take 
us  to  discharge  it  even  if  we  were  not  troubled  with 
the  consideration  of  this  Bill,  as  we  would  not  be 
if  the  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  were  carried. 
I  found  that,  in  1878,  when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were 
in  Opposition,  we  were  in  committee  on  the  Estimates 
twenty  days,  apart  from  the  days  spent  in  debate  on 
motions  in  amendment  to  Committee  of  Supply.  This 
House  has  been  in  Committee  of  Supply  three  days.  In 
that  case  seventeen  days  more  are  necessary  for  us  to  be 
in  Supply,  taking  our  precedent  from  the  course  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  when  they  thought  it  was  necessary, 
and  who  will  say  it  is  not  necessary  now,  when  the  Esti¬ 
mates  embrace  millions  and  millions  more  than  they  did  in 


1878.  Then  we  have  to  concur  in  the  Estimates,  and  I 
think  I  shall  not  be  extravagant  if  I  say  that  we  ought  to 
take  three  days  in  doing  that.  Then  we  have  the  Manitoba 
better  terms,  arranging  terms  with  one  Province  of  this 
Dominion,  which  will  bring  up  a  discussion  that  is  very 
important,  and  may  introduce  the  financial  condition  of 
many  other  Provinces  that  are  even  now  asking  for  addi¬ 
tional  grants.  I  think  it  would  not  be  unreasonable  to 
say  that  three  days  would  be  required  to  do  anything  like 
justice  to  those  resolutions.  They  would  have  to  be  adopted 
first,  to  be  formed  in  a  Bill  which  would  have  to  pass  its 
first,  second  and  third  readings,  and  to  be  considered  clause 
by  clause  in  Committee.  We  are  still  in  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means.  No  concurrence  has  yet  been  taken  in  matters 
affecting  the  whole  industries  of  the  country.  It  would  not  be 
unreasonable  to  suppose  that  two  days  would  elapse  before 
we  could  finish  the  business  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means.  Then  there  is  the  Insolvency  Bill.  I  think  I  shall 
be  quite  within  the  mark  if  I  say  that  we  ought  to  take 
three  days  in  discussing  that  Bill,  putting  it  through  all  its 
various  readings,  and  settling  a  matter  which  is  of  the 
deepest  interest  to  the  mercantile  people  of  this  country, 
on  which  great  diversity  of  opinion  prevailed  in  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  on  which  a  similar  diversity  of  opinion  will 
prevail  in  this  House.  I  do  not  think  I  am  beyond  the 
mark  in  saying  that  three  days  should  be  given  to  the  dis¬ 
cussion  of  that  measure. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Six  days. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  No  one  would  charge  upon  this  House 
anything  like  a  desire  to  obstruct  public  business  if  it  took 
six  days  to  discuss  this  measure,  but  I  have  only  put  down 
three  days.  Then  we  have  the  Insurance  Act.  We  know 
the  diversity  of  opinion  that  exists  in  regard  to  that  mea¬ 
sure,  but  I  have  ventured  to  put  down  only  one  day  for  that 
Government  measure,  and  1  think  the  House  will  agree 
that  I  have  not  estimated  too  much  in  that  case.  Then 
there  are  the  resolutions  respecting  the  Court  of  Claims, 
and  the  first,  second  and  third  reading  of  the  Bill  to  be 
founded  on  them,  and  the  consideration  in  the  committee. 
I  have  put  down  only  one  day  for  that.  Then  there  is  the 
Bill  in  regard  to  the  North-West  Mounted  Police,  enlarging 
the  force,  which  may  bring  up  the  whole  question  of  the 
North-West.  Who  will  say  that  one  day  will  be  too  much 
to  give  to  that  subject.  Then  there  is  the  Chinese  Bill.  An 
expensive  commission  was  sent  out  last  year  to  enquire  into 
that  matter. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Question. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  am  speaking  to  the  question.  I  am 
giving  my  reasons  why  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk  should  pass,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
not  following  me  closely,  or  he  would  see  how  pertinent 
my  remarks  are.  In  a  measure  of  the  magnitude  of  the 
Chinese  question,  which  required  many  weeks  to  decide  in 
the  neighboring  republic,  I  think  I  am  very  reasonable  in 
limiting  the  discussion  here  to  two  days.  Then  we  have 
the  representation  of  Canada  at  the  International  Exhibition 
in  London.  Who  will  say  that  we  should  not  hava  one  day 
to  discuss  that  ?  Certainly  we  should  have  a  proper  exhi¬ 
bition  before  the  assembled  colonies  and  the  Indian  Empire, 
and  we  require  a  certain  amount  of  time  to  discuss  that 
matter.  Then  there  is  the  Bill  for  the  Consolidation  of  the 
Statutes,  with  all  the  lawyers  in  the  House  anxious  to  speak 
in  reference  to  it,  and  in  regard  to  these  two  large  volumes 
that  are  before  us  now.  Will  not  two  days  be  reasonable 
for  the  consideration  of  that  matter  ?  Then  we  have  the 
Act  suspending  the  operation  of  the  McCarthy  License  Act, 
a  question  which  has  thrown  the  whole  country  into  confu¬ 
sion,  but  I  have  only  put  down  one  day  for  considering  that 
matter.  Then  we  have  the  Library  of  Parliament,  where 
we  are  putting  in  an  extra  head  and  changing  the  whole 
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programme  ;  but  I  put  down  only  one  day  for  that.  Then 
there  are  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  resolutions,  which 
are  so  important  in  their  nature  that  it  would  not  be  a  waste 
of  time,  in  the  interests  of  this  country,  if  ten  days  of  this 
House  were  given  to  debating  that  question,  when  the  Com¬ 
pany  has  come  back,  for  the  third  time,  for  a  re-arrangement 
-of  the  terms  that  we  made  with  them  and  of  the  bargain 
which  we  supposed  was  final. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Question. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Again  I  say  that  hon.  gentlemen  are 
not  following  the  thread  of  my  argument,  which  is  perfectly 
pertinent  to  the  question  before  the  Chair.  There  are 
many  other  Acts  which  hon.  gentlemen  have  to  consider. 
There  are  sis  notices  of  motion  by  members  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  the  resolutions  for  which  have  not  yet  been  taken, 
but,  leaving  them  out  altogether,  I  find  that  there  would  be 
forty-eight  days  consumed  in  the  business  which  I  have 
enumerated.  I  am  within  the  sense  of  the  House  when  I 
ask  whether  the  House  should  not  take  that  time  to  dis¬ 
charge  its  duty  in  regard  to  these  matters.  You  have  but 
forty -three  days  from  now  to  the  1st  July,  giving  every  day 
to  the  Government,  for  we  will  not  sit  on  Sabbath.  You 
have  on  your  paper  business  that  cannot  be  done  satisfac¬ 
torily,  receiving  the  attention  which  it  ought  to  receive  at 
the  hands  of  Parliament,  and  finished  before  the  10th  or 
15th  July,  even  if  you  do  not  go  into  a  discussion  of  the 
more  important  .matters  before  the  House,  even  if  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  should 
prevail  and  should  relieve  us  from  further  consideration  of 
this  question.  I  think  I  have  shown  that  there 
is  business  enough  on  the  paper  to  demand  the 
attention  of  the  House,  even  on  every  day  except 
Sundays,  even  if  this  amendment  should  prevail. 
Sir,  I  have  another  reason  to  offer  why  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  should 
prevail,  and  that  is,  I  believe  that  the  people  of  the  country 
desire  to  retain  the  provincial  franchises  as  the  basis  for  an 
election  to  the  Dominion  House.  Why  do  I  say  so  ?  I  think 
so  because  there  has  been  no  demand  from  any  quarter, 
from  any  Province,  from  any  municipality,  from  any  of  the 
people  of  this  land,  from  any  individual  in  the  land,  so  far 
as  I  know,  asking  to  have  the  present  state  of  things 
changed.  If  there  are  any,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ought 
to  know  it,  and  it  will  be  something  new  for  them  to  rise 
and  give  it  to  the  committee.  We  find  that  no  section  of 
the  press  has  asked  for  it,  which  is  the  great  mouth  of  the 
people.  There  have  been  no  petitions  presented,  there 
have  been  no  requests  from  any  direction,  not  only  from 
any  Province,  or  from  any  municipality,  but  from  any 
individual,  asking  for  it.  Has  there  been  any  indication  of 
the  popular  will  on  the  other  hand  ?  Yes.  I  believe  there 
is  not  an  independent  political  paper  in  Canada  to-day,  that 
I  know  of,  that  does  not  say  that  this  Bill  is  not  demanded, 
that  this  Bill  is  not  in  the  interests  of  the  country, 
that  this  Bill  ought  not  to  become  law.  I  say  it  ought 
not  to  pass,  either,  because  hon.  members  in  this 
House  have  not  been  able  to  defend  this  Bill. 
Neither  in  the  House,  nor  in  the  country,  nor 
in  the  press,  have  they  been  able  to  defend  the  Bill,  or  the 
provisions  of  their  Bill.  Any  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
who  have  risen  to  speak  in  reference  to  this  Bill,  have 
spoken  aside  from  the  question,  have  not  confined  them¬ 
selves  to  the  question,  as  I  am,  doing  at  the  present  time. 
And  their  press  has  not  dared  to  defend  it,  and  whenever 
their  press  have  attempted  a  defence  of  the  Bill,  they  have 
misstated  its  provisions,  and  have  not  stated  what  the  Bill 
really  is,  and  their  defence  has  been  no  defence.  They 
have  misstated  the  effects  of  the  Indian  clause,  they  have 
misstated  the  revising  barristers  provision,  and  the  clauses 
that  pertain  to  that.  There  has  been  no  defence  of  the  Bill, 
properly  so  called,  made  either  in  this  House  or  by  the 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


press  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  And  petitions  are  before 
the  House  demanding  that  it  shall  not  become  law ;  meet¬ 
ings  are  being  held,  and  the  people  pronounce  against  it. 
Yet  in  face  of  all  that,  hon.  gentleman,  with  their  organ 
advising  them  to  drop  useless  measures,  and  go  on  with  the 
48  days’  business  before  us,  outside  of  this  Bill — hon. 
gentlemen  are  disposed  to  vote  down  the  proposition,  I  sup¬ 
pose,  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr .“Charlton), 
which,  if  it  prevails,  will  render  this  Bill  unnecessary. 
For  18  years  we  have  been  working  under  the  old 
system.  In  18  years,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  there  has 
never  been  one  single  complaint  heard  in  this  House 
or  out  of  the  House,  in  reference  to  it  working  unequally, 
with  reference  to  it  doing  any  injury  to  any  of  the  people 
of  the  country.  Under  the  law,  as  it  has  been  in  the  years 
past,  hon.  members  opposite,  as  well  as  hon.  gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  find  themselves  in  their  seats  as 
members  of  Parliament.  The  only  pretension  they  give  is 
that  we  have  a  right  to  regulate  our  own  franchise. 
Granted;  and  we  have  done  it.  The  hon.  member  for  Both- 
well  (Mr.  Mills)  pointed  out,  in  the  clearest  manner  yester¬ 
day,  how  this  Parliament,  recognising  its  rights,  had 
declared  its  rights,  and  had  placed  on  the  Statute  Book  its 
willing  reference  to  this  matter.  Parliament  has  main¬ 
tained  its  rights,  and  therefore  the  only  argument  we  have 
heard — if  argument  it  may  be  called — that  we  have  a  right 
to  do  it,  was  most  effectually  disposed  of  by  my  hon.  friend. 
Now,  Sir,  we  have  been  blamed  because  we  do  not  come 
down  to  what  they  call  the  enacting  clauses.  The  First 
Minister  blamed  us  yesterday,  and  other  members  have 
done  so,  as  having  spent  too  much  time  discussing  the  inter¬ 
pretation  clauses,  saying  that  if  we  had  come  down  to  the 
enacting  clauses  and  discussed  them  there,  we  might  arrive 
at  conclusions.  Now,  what  were  the  facts  with  reference 
to  that  ?  We  discussed  the  whole  woman  question 
on  the  interpretation  clause  at  the  request  of  the 
leader  of  the  Government,  and  yet  he  found  fault  with  us 
immediately  afterwards  because  we  discussed  the  Indian 
question  on  precisely  the  first  interpretation  clause.  But 
more  than  that :  In  the  very  section  of  the  interpretation 
clause  on  which  we  were  discussing  the  Indian  question, 
and  for  which  we  were  rebuked  for  discussing  the  Indian 
question  in  the  improper  place,  what  did  the  First  Minister 
do  ?  It  was  on  that  very  same  section  of  the  interpreta¬ 
tion  clause  that  the  First  Minister  dealt  with  the  whole 
Chinese  question,  for  it  was  in  there  that  he  put  in  the  words 

excluding  the  Chinese.”  Such  is  the  consistency  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  They  undertake  to  lecture  us  for  bring¬ 
ing  on  the  discussion  at  improper  places,  and  yet  the  very 
same  gentlemen  settle  the  whole  Chinese  question  in  pre¬ 
cisely  the  same  sub-section  of  the  interpretation  clause 
and  on  the  previous  one  they  settled  the  woman  question. 
Now  you  can  see  how  captious  the  objections  are  that  we 
do  not  discuss  these  questions  in  their  proper  places.  But 
hon.  gentlemen  say  :  If  you  go  on,  as  you  get  further  down, 
we  will  listen  to  the  arguments  that  have  to  be  advanced. 
On  this  point  I  see  the  right  hon.  gentleman  is  reported  in 
his  organ,  the  Ottawa  Citizen — for  I  have  not  seen  the  Han¬ 
sard  of  yesterday — as  saying  what  I  did  not  exactly  under¬ 
stand  him  to  say.  I  understood  him  to  say  that  it  could 
perhaps,  be  give  and  take  when  we  got  done ;  that  he  could 
meet  the  views  of  hon.  members  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
But  I  see  the  Citizen  reports  the  hon.  gentleman  as  sayiDg: 

“If the  Government  and  those  who  supported  the  Government 
desired  that  every  clause  of  the  Bill  should  be  fully  and  fairly  discussed 
by  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  that  there  should  be  a  give  and 
take  in  settling  the  details  of  the  Bill - ” 

That  is  the  whole  thing.  If  the  Govern mon  and  their  sup¬ 
porters  desired  it,  there  might  be  give  and  take.  Well, 
now,  that  “  if  ”  there  is  rather  an  uncertain  thing.  I  do 
not  know,  even,  that  if  that  “  if  ”  was  left  out,  and  the 
proposition  were  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  say  : 
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We  will  have  a  little  give  and  take  on  this  matter.  I  do  not 
know,  from  past  procedure  in  Parliament,  whether  we  would 
be  warranted  in  anticipating  much  of  the  “  give  ”  on  their 
part  unless  we  had  something  a  little  more  definite  with 
reference  to  what  it  was  to  be.  I  am  afraid  their  division 
with  us  would  be  something  like  the  division  of  the  man 
who  was  all  the  time  quarrelling  with  his  family,  and  who, 
one  day,  surprised  his  neighbors  by  saying  that  the  quarrel 
had  ceased,  and  that  he  had  settled  the  matter 
satisfactorily  now,  because  he  had  divided  the  house 
with  his  family.  They  asked  him  :  How  he  had  managed 
that  ?  “  O  !  ”  he  says,  “  I  gave  the  family  the  outside  of 

the  house,  and  I  took  the  inside.”  Now  I  think  that  is 
about  the  way  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  do  in  this  give 
and  take  business.  They  would  be  willing  to  take  the  inside 
of  the  House  and  give  us  the  outside — give  it  to  us  wil¬ 
lingly,  there  is  no  doubt  about  that ;  because  they  under¬ 
stand  that  the  Bill  will  do  that  for  them,  and  that  is  the 
design  of  it.  They  mean  to  get  us  out.  We  have  succeeded 
in  getting  back  here  in  spite  of  them,  under  very  difficult 
circumstances— many  members  of  the  Opposition ;  and  now 
they  design  to  make  it  still  more  difficult;  they  design  by 
their  Bill  to  secure  for  themselves  almost  the  entire  repre¬ 
sentation  in  this  House  for  the  Conservative  party.  Sir,  we 
want  something  a  little  more  definite  about  that  give  and 
take,  before  we  could  have  very  much  faith  in  their  offer. 
Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  read  you  a  comment 
from  the  Montreal  Gazette  with  refei’ence  to  the  Bill  befoi’e 
the  House.  I  propose  to  answer  that,  and  in  the  answers  I 
shall  give,  you  will  see  our  reasons  why  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  should  prevail.  The  Mon¬ 
treal  Gazette,  I  quote  the  article  from  another  paper — but 
no  doubt  it  is  correctly  given — says : 

“  There  are  three  principal  objections  urged  by  the  Opposition  against 
the  measure :  first,  that  it  enfranchises  the  Indians  of  the  plains ; 
secondly,  that  it  contracts  the  suffrage,  taking  the  country  over; 
thirdly,  that  it  gives  over  absolutely  the  preparation  of  the  voters’  lists 
to  the  henchmen  of  the  Government  of  the  day  ;  and  we  are  bound  to 
say  that,  if  these  objections  were  well  taken,  the  measure  would  deserve 
to  be  rejected  by  Parliament.” 

As  to  the  first  question  :  That  it  enfranchises  the  Indians  of 
the  plains,  if  it  is  true,  what  will  hon.  gentlemen  do  with 
the  definite  statement  made  from  his  place  by  the  First 
Minister  when  he  said  the  Bill  would  enfranchise  the 
Indians  of  the  plains  ;  when  he  said,  in  answer  to  a  direct 
question  put  to  him,  that  it  would  enfranchise  Poundmaker 
and  Big  Bear.  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  if  it  is  not 
true,  how  was  it  that  the  First  Minister,  in  l’eply  to  a 
direct  question  I  put  to  him  on  Monday  last  as  to  whether 
it  would  enfranchise  the  tribal  Indians,  he  replied,  to  the 
amazement  of  many  of  his  followei’s,  that  it  did  if  they  had 
the  same  pi’operty  qualifications.  It  is  a  mere  technicality 
to  say  that  the  North-West  is  not  represented  in  this 
House.  The  North-West  is  to  be  represented.  At  all 
events,  the  Indians  on  the  plains  of  Manitoba,  dwelling  on 
their  reserves,  ignorant  and  besotted  as  they  are  described 
by  many,  are,  under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  enfran¬ 
chised — that  is,  if  you  may  so  degrade  the  word  ;  they  are 
given  the  same  pi’ivilege  as  the  white  man  who  has  the 
responsibilities  of  manhood  upon  him.  If  the  First  Minister 
has  subsequently,  when  he  found  himself  sorely  pressed, 
announced  that  he  would  exempt  British  Columbia  and 
Manitoba  from  the  operations  of  this  Bill  when  he  came  to 
the  clauses,  that  statement  proves  that  under  the  Bill  they 
are  not  exempt.  They  are  there,  and  the  Montreal  Gazette 
can  make  up  its  mind  that  the  Bill  gives  the  vote  to  Indians 
on  the  plain.  This  statement  has  been  made  by  the  First 
Minister ;  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  heard  it  from  his 
own  lips ;  they  can  read  it  in  Hansard. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  given  a  chal¬ 
lenge  that  no  hon.  gentleman  can  deny  that  the  decision  of 
this  House  as  regards  this  Bill  has  been  to  enfranchise  the 


Indians  of  the  plains.  That  may  he  so  ;  but  I  do  not  so 
understand  it.  I  understand  that  what  was  done  in  relation 
to  the  interpretation  clauses  was  to  make  a  declaration  in 
regard  to  the  Indian  that  he  was  a  person  ;  but  the  House 
has  yet  to  declare  when  it  comes  to  the  section  dealing  with 
the  question  whether  they  will  enfranchise  the  Indians  of 
the  plains.  If  they  enfranchise  the  Indians  of  the  plains  or- 
anywhei’e  else  unless  qualified  as  white  men  are  qualified 
either  by  intelligence  or  property  it  will  meet  with  my 
hostility,  and  I  do  not  believe  this  House  will  do  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  it  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  catch  the  statement  I  had  made. 
My  statement  was  that  they  were  enfranchised  under  the 
Bill  as  drawn.  With  the  great  influence  ofthe  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  and  his  independent  position,  and  with  the  influence  of 
supporters  of  the  Government  who  may  hesitate  to  accept 
such  a  proposition  now  that  it  has  been  pointed  out  may  lead 
to  some  change  ;  but  the  very  fact  that  any  exemption 
needs  to  be  put  into  the  Bill  shows  it  is  not  there. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  If  hon.  members  utter  tones  of 
delusion  they  are  deriding  the  explicit  statements  of  the 
leader  of  the  Government.  We  now  come  to  the  next 
point:  That  it  contracts  the  suffrage,  taking  the  country 
over.  That  has  been  abundantly  proved  by  hon.  gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  No  one  can  controvert  the  state¬ 
ment.  Does  any  one  deny  that  this  Bill  contracts  the  fran¬ 
chise  in  British  Columbia,  where  there  is  manhood  suffrage, 
or  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  when  members  who  support 
the  Government  are  moving  and  supporting  an  amend¬ 
ment  declaring  that  the  Act  does  injustice  to  them  ?  The 
hon.  member  for  Lambton  (Mr. -Lister)  and  other  speakers 
have  abundantly  proved  that  in  Ontario  it  will  not  give  the 
suffrage  to  thousands  who  are  enfranchised  under  the  Act 
passed  by  the  Mowat  Government.  In  Nova  Scotia  I  am 
told  it  will  contract  the  franchise  In  New  Brunswick  it  is 
claimed  that  the  Bill  will  contract  it. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  It  is  very  well  for  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  to  say  no,  but  let  them  rise  and  show  in  what 
particulars  our  statements  are  wrong.  In  the  Province  of 
Quebec  the  franchise  is  not  contracted.  With  respect 
to  the  third  proposition,  which  runs  as  follows : 
That  it  gives  over  absolutely  the  preparation  of  the 
voters’  lists  to  the  henchmen  of  the  Government  of  the  day. 

I  do  not  use  the  term  “  heuchmen  ;  ”  I  do  not  know  what 
the  connection  may  be.  No  one  can  deny  that  the  clause 
with  respect  to  revising  bai*risters  hands  over  the  power  to 
make  and  revise  the  lists  to  nominees  of  the  Government. 

I  have  conclusively  proved  the  truth  of  the  three  proposi¬ 
tions  set  out  in  the  Gazette,  and  therefore  I  am  justified  in 
opposing  this  Bill,  for  the  editor  himself  says  that  we  are 
bound  to  say  that,  if  those  objections  are  well  taken,  the 
measure  deserves  to  be  rejected  by  Parliament.  Hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  cannot  deny  that  the  Bill  as  drawn,  without 
considering  amendments  that  may  have  been  suggested  in 
caucus,  will  enfranchise  tribal  Indians.  They  cannot 
deny  that  the  suffrage  is  contracted  in  Ontario,  that 
it  is  conti’acted  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  in  British 
Columbia,  in  Nova  Scotia,  in  New  Brunswich,  and  in  Mani¬ 
toba  if  they  can.  U  ntil  they  do  maintain  their  case  we  hold 
that  our  case  has  been  px-oved  by  the  statements  and  facts 
which  have  been  elicited  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side. 
With  regard  to  the  revising  barrister,  I  would  like  to  see  a 
man  on  that  side  bold  enough  to  say  that  the  control  of  the 
list  is  not  handed  over  to  these  gentlemen.  Their  news¬ 
papers,  which  do  not  feel  the  same  x’esponsibility  that  is 
felt  by  members  of  Parliament,  may  say  so,  but  I  do  not 
think  any  hon.  member  will  venture  upon  such  a  statement. 

I  do  not  know  wbat  changes  may  be  made,  but  changes 
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have  been  promised,  because  the  Opposition  in  this  House 
stood  up  for  the  rights  of  the  people  and  pointed  out  to  the 
amazement  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  what  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  are,  but  we  have  had  only  one  amendment  of 
those  which  have  been  promised,  thus  far.  There  may  be 
an  amendment  with  reference  to  the  revising  barristers, 
but  we  do  not  know  what  it  is  to  be,  we  are  discussing  the 
Bill  as  it  is  now,  we  have  no  such  amendment  before  us,  and 
I  repeat  is  any  hon.  gentleman  here  bold  enough  to  say  that 
the  control  of  the  voters’  lists  will  not  be  handed  over 
absolutely  to  the  gentlemen  who  are  appointed  revis¬ 
ing  barristers?  I  say  that  a  more  shameless  provision 
never  was  found  in  any  Bill.  Hon.  gentlemen  talk  about 
English  practice  and  precedents,  but  can  you  mention  any 
English  statesman  who  would  so  far  forget  himself  and  the 
duty  he  owes  to  his  country  as  to  introduce  a  Bill  into 
Parliament  to  give  to  the  nominee  of  a  Government  the 
control  which  is  given  by  this  Bill  to  the  revising  barrister  ? 
These  hon.  gentlemen  say  in  their  papers  that  it  is  the 
same  system  that  is  in  force  in  England,  but  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  do  not  say  so  here,  because  they  know  that  it  is  not 
the  same  system.  They  know  that  the  revising  barristers 
in  England  are  not  appointed  as  it  is  proposed  to  appoint 
them  here,  and  have  not  the  power  entrusted  to  them  so 
absolutely  as  these  men  will  have  it  if  the  Bill  passes.  Mr. 
Chairman,  have  you  thought  that  the  gentleman  who  rose 
last  night  and  attempted  a  defence  of  this  Bill — I  refer  to 
the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln — could  be  appointed  a  revis¬ 
ing  barrister  under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill. 

Mr  CHAIRMAN”.  I  do  not  think  that  is  the  clause  we 

are  discussing. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  How  does  it  come  under  the  clause 
or  the  amendment? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  It  comes  under  the  amendment,  because 
if  this  amendment  prevails  the  revising  barrister  clause  would 
be  wiped  out. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Besides,  Sir,  I  am  only  following 
the  line  of  argument  adopted  by  the  hon.  member  tor 
Lincoln,  and  so  I  cannot  be  out  of  order — it  is  impossible. 
I  am  alluding  to  his  argument  with  reference  to  this  clause, 
I  am  speaking  to  the  same  motion,  and  I  say  that  it  must 
have  struck  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  under  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill,  that  gentleman  being  a  barrister  of  over  five 
years’  standing,  could  have  himself  appointed  as  revising 
barrister  for  Lincoln,  could  fix  up  the  rolls  for  himself, 
could  then  resign  his  office,  and  could  run  as  a  member  of 
Parliament.  The  rolls  might  be  fixed  up  by  himself;  no 
one  could  appeal  against  them  ;  and  that  any  man  should 
support  and  defend  such  a  proposition  in  connection  with 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk,  is 
something  very  difficult  of  comprehension.  Shall  it  be  said 
that  it  would  be  a  shameless  thing  for  a  man  to  do  anything 
of  that  kind  ?  Granted  ;  but  how  much  more  shameless 
would  it  be  than  that  a  member  of  Parliament  should  sit 
here  and  use  his  power  along  with  the  power  of  others, 
before  a  general  election  came  on,  to  have  Reform  town¬ 
ships  thrown  off  his  riding  and  Conservative  townships 
thrown  in,  in  order  to  make  his  seat  secure.  I  say  there  is 
a  danger  that,  under  this  Bill,  any  hon.  gentleman  who  is  a 
barrister  of  over  five  years’  standing  might  himself  be 
appointed  to  that  position,  might  make  up  the  lists,  might 
then  resign,  and  be  elected  as  a  member  of  this  House  on 
those  lists. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that 
we  are  not  discussing  the  Bill  as  a  whole,  but  the  third 
clause,  and  that  the  revising  barrister  does  not  come  up 
under  that  clause. 

Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


Mr.  PATERSON.  There  is  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Yes,  there  is  the  amendment,  but 
the  revising  barrister  is  not  discussed  in  the  amendment, 
and  T  hope  that  the  hon.  gentleman  will  observe  that  I  have 
so  ruled. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  do  not  think,  Sir,  you  have  ruled  as  to 
whether  the  amendment  affects  the  revising  barrister  clause 
or  not.  If  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Norfolk 
carries,  change  must  necessarily  be  made,  and  the  revising 
barrister  clause  must  go  out  with  the  others,  so  it  is  cer¬ 
tainly  in  order  to  discuss  that  provision  in  connection  with 
an  amendment  which  proposes  to  substitute  something  else 
for  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Norfolk  is  a  proposition  to  adopt  generally  the  provincial 
franchise,  instead  of  the  third  clause  of  the  Bill,  and  one  of 
the  provisions  of  the  provincial  law  relates  to  the  way  in 
which  the  voters’  lists  are  prepared.  I  think  it  is  quito 
open  to  my  hon.  friend  in  arguing  this  question  to  arguo 
that  you  should  get  rid  of  this  objectionable  feature,  the 
revising  barrister,  by  the  adoption  of  the  amendment.  It  is 
an  argument  to  show  why  the  amendment  should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Under  the  provincial  franchise  we 
hold  courts  of  revision  whose  functions  are  somewhat  the 
same  as  those  of  the  revising  barrister,  and  it  will  be  impos¬ 
sible  to  discuss  this  question  of  a  provincial  franchise  with¬ 
out  having  to  refer  to  the  revising  barrister,  who  is  the 
chief  functionary  under  this  Bill. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  It  seems  to  me  that  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  provincial  franchises  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
manner  in  which  the  lists  are  prepared.  It  has  simply  to 
do  with  the  question  of  the  qualification  of  voters  under  a 
provincial  franchise.  The  thiid  clause  of  this  Bill  declares 
what  shall  be  the  basis  of  the  franchise  in  cities  and  towns. 
It  is  moved  in  amendment  that  the  provincial  franchises — 
that  is  to  say,  the  qualifications  under  the  provii  c  al  f  an- 
chises — shall  be  substituted  for  these  qualifications.  That  is 
all. 

Mr.  CASEY.  No,  no. 

Mr.  WHITE,  That  is  all,  as  I  understand  it.  The 
question  therefore  as  to  how  those  provincial  franchises 
are  to  be  embodied  in  voters’  lists  does  not  come  up  under 
the  amendment. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  on  a  precisely  similar  amendment — unless 
I  misunderstood  it — the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  undoubt¬ 
edly  adopted  a  line  of  argument  which  would  fully  justify 
the  reply  of  the  hon.  member  for  Brant. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Not  at  all. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  so  understood  it  and 
others  beside  me  understood  the  same.  I  have  not  Hansard , 
or  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  could  convince  you,  on  that 
question.  No  doubt  you  have  not  been  as  able  as  some  of 
us  to  follow  closely  the  intricacies  of  this  discussion,  but 
when  Hansard  comes,  I  think  you  will  find  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Lincoln  took  a  great  deal  more  latitude  than 
the  hon.  member  for  Brant  has  taken. 

Mr.  CASEY.  In  answer  to  the  objection  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell,  I  would  say  that  the  amendment 
says  that  all  persons  qualified  to  vote  shall  be  qualified  and 
enrolled  under  this  Act.  Now,  no  person  is  qualified  in 
any  Province  where  there  is  a  voters’  list  until  his  name  is 
on  the  list  and  it  has  been  revised  with  his  name  on.  I 
think,  therefore,  the  whole  machinery  of  making  the 
voters’  lists  comes  up  on  this  amendment. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  If  you  say  we  are  all  out  of 
order  in  this  discussion,  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  to  take 
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your  ruling  and  to  sit  down  ;  but  if  I  understood  you  to 
invite  discussion,  I  will  go  on. 

Mr.  CHAIKMAN.  I  am  ready  to  hear  discussion. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  Then,  I  think  the  hon.  member  on  this 
side  of  the  Houso  has  taken  the  proper  stand.  The  amend¬ 
ment  proposed  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  is 
in  precisely  the  same  words  as  the  law  at  present.  It  has 
been  copied  from  the  Act  of  1874.  What  it  says  is  that  all 
persons  qualified  to  vote  for  members  for  the  Legislative 
Assembly  shall  te  those  who  vote  for  members  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  How  are  we  to  arrive  at  who  the  persons 
qualified  are  ?  How  are  we  to  get  the  evidence  ?  If  this 
amendment  should  be  adopted,  cannot  we  establish  our  own 
tribunal  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  who  are  qualified? 
Cannot  we  say  who  shall  be  the  tribunal  to  determine  those 
who  are  qualified  to  vote,  either  revising  barristers  or  muni¬ 
cipal  councils,  or  anybody  you  like  ?  You  may  adopt  the 
lists  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  or  in  the  Province  of  New 
Brunswick,  but  that  is  not  adopting  the  tribunal.  Look  at 
the  law  of  1874,  and  you  will  find  that,  in  the  same  para¬ 
graph  that  contains  the  words  of  the  amendment,  it  says: 

“  And  all  lists  of  voters  made  and  prepared,  and  which  would, 
according  to  the  laws  in  force  in  the  said  several  Provinces,  be  used  if 
the  election  were  that  of  a  representative  or  representatives  to  the 
House  of  Assembly  or  Legislative  Assembly  ot  the  Province  in  which 
the  election  is  held,  shall  be  the  lists  of  voters.” 

It  was  thought  necessary  to  say  what  list  should  be  used, 
and  in  this  amendment  nothing  is  said  about  the  lists.  It 
simply  says  that  we  shall  take  the  qualifications  in  the  dif¬ 
ferent  Provinces.  If  we  adopted  it,  I  claim  that  we  could 
still  say  what  tribunal  shall  establish,  who  possess  those 
qualifications  ;  and  in  view  of  that,  it  is  entirely  improper 
io  discuss  now  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  which  refer  to  the 
tribunal  which  shall  establish  what  persons  shall  vote. 

Mr.  R  INERT.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  entirely 
misunderstood  my  argument  of  yesterday.  In  all  their 
speeches,  hon.  gentlemen  have  complained  that  the  revis¬ 
ing  barristers  would  cause  a  great  deal  of  expense.  In 
reply  to  that,  I  stated  that  they  had  always  been  in  favor  of 
revising  barristers,  and  I  quoted  extracts  from  speeches  to 
show  that  they  had.  I  said  nothing  more  nor  less  than  that. 

Mr.  MILLS.  In  reply  to  what  the  hon.  member  for  Kent, 
N.B.,  has  said,  I  hold  that  the  adoption  of  the  amendment 
does  necessarily  imply  the  adoption  of  the  voters’  lists  and 
the  machinery  of  the  Provinces.  How  is  it  possible  to  say 
that  the  party  who  is  qualified  under  the  law  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  to  exercise  the  franchise  shall  be  qualified  under  this 
law  unless  you  adopt  all  the  machinery  that  the  Province 
provides  ?  Suppose  you  adopt  the  revising  barristers  under 
this  Bill,  and  they  came  to  a  different  conclusion  from  that 
of  the  provincial  authorities  ;  you  would  have  two  voters’ 
lists  different  from  each  other.  If  you  adopt  the  amend¬ 
ment,  which  provides  for  adopting  the  qualifications  that 
prevail  in  the  different  Provinces,  you  adopt  the  lists  of  the 
Provinces.  Therefore,  under  that  clause,  you  have  the 
whole  question  brought  up  as  to  the  revising  barristers,  and 
it  is  an  argument  in  favor  of  that  policy  that  by  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  it  you  adopt  the  local  machinery  and  save  the  cost 
of  this  operation. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Surely  it  will  be  admitted  that  we  are 
discussing  the  qualification  under  the  amendment  of  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk.  The  qualification  of  voters 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  for  example,  under  the  present 
law,  is  entirely  based  upon  the  assessment  roll ;  if  a  per¬ 
son’s  name  is  on  the  assessment  roll,  he  is  qualified,  other¬ 
wise  he  cannot  be  qualified.  When  we  are  discussing  that 
we  discuss  the  assessment  roll  as  against  the  other  machin¬ 
ery  provided  in  this  Act  for  making  the  lists  of  voters.  It 
is  proposed  in  this  new  law  to  base  the  lists  on  something 
different  from  the  assessment  roll,  and  how  wo  can  discuss 


the  qua’ifications  without  bringing  that  into  the  discussion 
I  fail  to  see.  This  very  clause  3  provides  that  a  person  to 
be  entitled  to  vote  must  be  registered  on  the  lists  of  voters 
for  any  electoral  district ;  and  in  the  interpretation  clause, 
which  we  have  passed,  we  find  that  “  lists  of  voters  means 
the  lists  of  registered  voters  to  be  prepared  and  revised 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Act  in  each  year.”  If  there  is 
anything  that  it  is  plain  on  the  face  of  this  section  is  to  be 
discussed,  it  is  the  creation  of  that  voters’  list,  and  that  can 
only  be  done  by  discussing  the  mode  of  revision  provided 
by  this  law. 

Mr.  TROW.  Custom  should,  in  a  great  measure,  govern 
your  ruling.  Members  have  often  travelled  out  of  the 
record  in  this  debate,  and  you  have  to  take  their  conduct 
into  consideration  in  ruling  upon  others.  The  hon.  member 
for  Lincoln  last  night  travelled  all  over  creation  and  part  of 
the  States.  No  one  can  deny  that  he  invariably  travels  all 
over  the  world. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  think  any  one  reading  this  amend¬ 
ment  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that  your  ruling  is 
strictly  correct. 

Mr.  CASEY.  He  has  not  ruled  yet. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  understood  that  he  had  ruled.  How¬ 
ever,  I  am  ready  to  admit  with  the  hon.  member  that 
nearly  every  speaker  has  travelled  beyond  the  record  ;  but 
as  I  understand,  if  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  be 
carried,  it  exempts  the  Province  of  Quebec  from  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  this  law  so  far  as  the  qualifications  for  voters  are 
concerned.  If  you  adopt  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  Norfolk,  it  substitutes  the  qualifications  for 
voters  in  the  different  Provinces  for  the  qualifications  which 
are  contained  in  the  clause  under  discussion,  and  nothing 
more.  We  will  suppose,  for  argument  sake,  that  this  motion 
is  carried,  and  that  clause  No.  3  is  striken  out  of  the  Bill. 
That  clause  provides  what  will  be  the  qualifications  of 
voters  in  towns  and  cities  of  the  Dominion.  Strike  it  out 
and  substitute  the  amendment  which  says  : 

“That  all  the  words  in  section  3  be  struck  out  and  the  following 
substituted  in  place  thereof:  Subject  to  the  exceptions  herein  con¬ 
tained,  all  persons  qualified  to  vote  at  the  election  of  representatives  in 
the  House  of  Assembly  or  Legislative  Assembly  of  the  several  Provinces 
comprising  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  no  others,  shall  be  entitled 
to  vote  at  the  election  of  members  of  the  House  of  Commons  of  Canada 
for  the  several  electoral  districts  comprised  within  such  Provinces 
respectively.” 

That  affirms  the  qualification  for  th9  voters  in  each  of  the 
Provinces,  as  it  exists  at  present  in  towns  and  cities,  and 
nothing  more.  It  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with,  nor 
does  it  refer  even  incidentally  to,  the  mode  in  which  the 
lists  hereafter  may  be  made  up.  Tfre  hon.  member  for 
West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  says  a  person  is  not  qualified  to 
vote  unless  he  is  on  the  assessment  roll.  That  is  true,  but 
he  must  be  qualified  under  the  law  in  regard  to  property 
and  age  and  to  being  a  British  subject  and  in  other  respects 
before  he  can  be  placed  on  the  assessment  roll,  so  that  the 
assessment  roll  is  only  evidence  that  the  man  whose  name 
is  entered  upon  it  has  all  the  qualifications  necessary  to 
enable  him  to  vote.  If  improperly  placed  on  that  roll  he 
can  be  taken  off  it ;  if  it  be  shown  that  he  cast  an  illegal 
vote  ho  can  be  struck  off  in  the  scrutiny.  I  am  of  opinion 
that  all  that  should  be  strictly  discussed  is  the  qualification 
of  voters  in  the  cities. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  qualification  is  composed  of  two 
things:  first  of  a  certain  amount  of  property,  and  then  of 
the  fact  that  the  name  is  recorded  on  the  assessment  roll. 
A  man  must  have  the  qualification  before  he  can  be 
assessed  ;  and  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  qualifica¬ 
tion,  we  have  to  ascertain  whether  he  has  a  certain  amount 
of  property  and  whether  he  is  assessed.  His  qualification 
is  that  ho  is  not  only  an  owner  of  property,  but  that  he  is 
a  qualified  voter  on  the  register. 
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Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  After  the  voters’  lists  are  made  up, 
and  a  gentleman  has  managed,  somehow  or  other,  to  get  his 
name  on  the  roll,  who  is  not  entitled  to  vote,  through  his 
not  being  a  British  subject,  or  through  his  being  an  alien, 
or  not  being  of  age,  or  from  other  cause,  is  put  to  his  oath, 
his  vote  then  can  be  rejected.  Therefore  the  evidence  is 
not  the  list  but  the  qualification. 

Mr.  WELDON.  If  he  is  on  the  register,  he  is  entitled 
to  vote ;  that  is  not  the  place  to  test  the  qualification, 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  My  hon.  friend  says  that  is  not  the 
place  to  test  the  qualification.  True,  that  is  not  the  place 
the  law  has  provided  to  test  the  qualification ;  but  if  when 
a  man  goes  to  vote,  knowing  that  he  is  not  entitled  to  vote, 
and  the  testis  put  to  him,  he  cannot  take  the  oath  without 
perjuring  himself,  and  therefore  does  not  take  it. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  By  the  oath  he  swears  he  is  a  qualified 
voter,  2 1  years  of  age,  and  a  British  subject,  and  a  resident, 
etc.  He  must  swear  to  the  three  things,  if  called  on. 

Mr.  WELDON.  He  has  got  to  have  the  qualification' 
showing  where  he  resides,  and  that  he  is  the  person  named 
on  the  register.  If  not  on  the  register  he  cannot  vote. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  proposition  is  that  this  debate  shall 
be  confined  simply  to  the  qualification  of  those  who  have  a 
vote.  That  clearly  confines  it  in  much  narrower  bounds 
than  even  the  original  proposition  before  the  House.  The 
hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  has  already 
pointed  out,  that  by  the  propositions  already  submitted  in 
the  3rd  clause,  every  person  shall  be  entitled  to  be  regist¬ 
ered  on  the  list  of  voters  if  he  possesses  certain  qualifica¬ 
tions.  What  is  the  list  ?  You  have  already  passed  a  clause 
defining  what  that  is,  “  The  list  to  be  prepared  and  revised 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Act.”  In  discussing  the  3rd 
clause  we  must  discuss  therefore  in  what  manner  the  lists 
are  to  be  prepared  and  revised  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Act.  To  determine  whether  a  man  can  vote  or  not  we 
must  ascertain  in  what  manner  the  list  of  voters  is  to  be 
made  up.  The  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Norfolk  deals  with  all  persons  qualified  to  vote.  But  no 
one  can  be  qualified  to  vote  unless  he  be  on  the  list  of  voters. 
It  is  essential  to  be  on  the  list  of  voters  as  to  be  possessed 
of  the  qualifications. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  You  may  be  on  the  lT’st  and  cannot  vote. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Unless  he  is  on  the  list  he  cannot  vote. 
What  we  must  discuss  is  the  system  of  putting  him  on  the 
list,  whether  that  system  put  in  force  by  the  Provincial 
Legislatures  is  cheaper  than  the  one  proposed.  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  therefore  for  him,  before  he  can  give  an  intelligent 
vote,  to  contrast  the  one  wiih  the  other,  and,  if  he  comes  to 
the  conclusion,  as  he  was  pointing  out  to  the  House,  that 
this  system  was  much  more  extravagant  than  the  local 
system,  he  will  vote  for  the  local  on  that  ground  alone. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  sui-ely  cannot  be  contended  at  this 
stage  of  the  debate  that  any  hon.  gentleman  could  be  out  of 
order  by  referring,  incidentally  at  least,  to  the  revising 
officer,  because  there  seems  to  have  been  no  limit  to  the 
latitude  allowed  previous  speakers.  Yesterday,  the  First 
Minister  was  permitted  to  have  as  much  latitude  as  he 
desired,  and  I  think  my  hon.  friend  from  Lincoln  (Mr. 
Rykert)  was  in  no  way  controlled.  If  I  remember  rightly, 
the  hon.  member  for  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson)  also  dealt  with 
some  matters  that  did  not  relate  to  the  franchise  in  cities 
and  towns.  I  think  that  yesterday  we  discussed  the  whole 
question  of  Indian  franchise  over  again,  and  that  was  con¬ 
sidered  in  order. 

Mr.  LANDRY  .  That  is  no  good  reason  why  there 
should  be  disorder  to-day. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  do  not  think  that  hon.  gentlemen  on 
one  side  should  be  allowed  a  latitude  which  is  not  given  to 
those  on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  Weldon. 
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Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  any  reason  to  complain  of  my  not  having  allowed  every 
latitude  to  any  remarks  which  could  be  at  all  considered  as 
having  a  bearing  upon  the  question  before  the  House.  I 
have  given  that  latitude  from  the  commencement  of  this 
debate,  and  I  have  never  raised  a  question  of  order'  in 
regard  to  any  incidental  reference  to  the  revising  barrister 
provisions,  but,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  took  that  up  as 
the  main  question  before  the  House  and  discussed  it  in  that 
way,  I  think  it  was  out  of  order,  and  therefore  I  have  called 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  momber  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson) 
to  the  fact  that  the  question  is  not  whether  the  persons  on 
the  lists  to  vote  for  the  Provincial  Legislature  should  be 
those  who  should  be  entitled  to  vote  at  the  Dominion  elec¬ 
tions,  but  as  to  “  all  persons  who  ai’e  qualified  to  vote,”  not 
all  persons  who  are  on  the  lists.  It  does  not  raise  the  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  the  lists.  Of  course,  the  question  of  the  manner 
of  preparing  the  lists  for  the  Local  Legislatures  has  been 
fully  discussed,  but  I  think  hon.  members  ought  to  consider 
what  is  the  amendment  mainly  before  the  House,  and 
should  refer  incidentally  to  other  matters,  but  not  as  if  they 
were  the  main  questions  before  the  committee.  I  thought 
the  hon.  member  for  Brant  was  addressing  himself  to  this 
rather  as  if  it  were  the  main  motion  than  as  an  incidental 
question  arising  out  of  the  motion  before  the  House. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  is  unfortunate  that  I  was 
unable  to  let  you  see  that  I  was  alluding  to  the  revising 
barrister  incidentally.  I  was  not  proposing  to  discuss  the 
revising  barrister  clause  at  all,  but  was  only  alluding  to  it 
incidentally  and  endeavoring  to  point  out  how  it  bore  on 
the  clause  under  consideration. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Six  o’clock. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Time  is  precious,  so  I  will  speak  up 
to  six  o’clock.  It  is  something  admirable  to  witness  hon. 
gentlemen,  who  listen  for  one  whole  hour  to  a  gentleman 
on  one  side  of  the  subject,  continually  taking  points  of  order 
when  a  gentleman  on  the  other  side  is  speaking. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  feel  that  gentlemen  who  act  in  such  a 
way  deserve  to  be  enlightened  and  to  have  information  given 
to  them.  That  is  what  such  gallant  and  chivalrous  conduct 
demands.  I  hope  they  will  continue  to  maintain  the  pro¬ 
prieties  of  deb  de  and  will  call  me  to  order  at  every  possible 
opportunity.  In  this  way  they  may  become  educated  as  ro 
the  bearing  of  clause  3.  There  is  a  difference  of  opinion 
between  the  learned  gentlemen  from  New  Brunswick  as  to 
how  this  clause  affects  their  lists,  and  that  is  a  question 
which  should  be  discussed,  because,  when  lawyers  do  not 
agree,  it  can  hardly  be  expected  that  laymen  will.  The 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  has  not  spoken 
except  on  a  point  of  Order,  but  I  should  like  to  hear  him 
speak  on  this  subject  to  see  if  he  could  keep  in  order.  I 
think  that,  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session,  every  minute 
we  have  is  valuable,  and  when,  after  hon,  gentlemen  have 
consumed  20  minutes  of  valuable  time  in  arguing  a  point  of 
order,  they  want  to  make  it  six  o’clock  at  five  minutes 
before  six,  that  manifests  a  desire  to  waste  time  which 
should  be  reprehended. 

Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant.)  I  shall  have  to  trespass  on 
the  patience  of  the  committee  for  a  short  time  only,  while 
I  allude  to  one  or  two  other  points  which  I  was  unable  to 
treat  before  yon  left  the  Chair  at  six  o’clock.  In  doing  so, 

I  will  endeavor  to  conform  to  what  you  have  laid  down  as 
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the  proper  subjects  that  may  be  discussed.  I  desire  to  say 
a  few  words  with  reference  to  the  Indian  question ;  as  the 
Indian  is  to  be  included  in  this  word  “  person,”  and  as  such 
be  entitled  to  be  registered  on  the  voters’  list,  it  is  pertin¬ 
ent  that  we  should  enquire  in  what  condition  he  is  found. 
In  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr. 
Eykert)  last  night  on  this  question,  I  find  a  justification  for 
the  lengthened  debate  that  has  taken  place  upon  that  sub¬ 
ject  on  the  interpretation  clause.  It  appeared  from  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  while  we  thought  that 
question  had  been  thoroughly  discussed  a  week  ago  last 
Monday,  we  find  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  mind  is  still  in 
the  dark  as  to  the  difference  that  exists  between  the  person 
Indian,  and  the  other  persons  that  are  mentioned  in  the  Bill. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Lincoln  also  referred  to  some  remarks 
of  mine  with  reference  to  my  advocacy  of  the  enfranchisement 
of  the  Indians  in  the  year  1880,  and  in  1876.  Perhaps  he 
was  away  when  I  went  fully  into  that  explanation  of  my 
position,  which,  I  think,  satisfied  most  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  that  we  occupy  precisely  the  same  position  now, 
with  reference  to  the  matter,  that  we  have  always  done.  It 
must  be  clear  now,  that  in  the  Bill  before  us,  the  names  of 
Indians  that  it  is  proposed  to  enter  upon  the  voters’  lists, 
are  not  the  names  of  those  who  are  in  the  same  position  as 
the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  thought,  and  are  not  in  the 
same  position  as  their  white  brethren.  The  proposition  in 
the  Bill  is  that  the  word  “  person  ”  shall  include  an  Indian, 
and  that  being  so,  we  would  find  that  under  section  3.  he 
would  be  entitled  to  be  ranked  on  the  list  of  voters.  Now, 
if  that  referred  to  the  enfranchised  Indians,  the  House 
would  agree  with  it.  No  one  pretends  to  deny  that  the 
Indian  who  is  enfranchised,  and  in  the  same  position  as 
other  citizens  of  this  country,  should  not  have  the  same 
rights.  The  Bill  under  consideration,  however,  does  not 
enfranchise  the  Indian ;  it  is  impossible  for  the  Bill  to 
enfranchise  the  Indian.  If  the  Indian’s  name  be  entered 
upon  the  list  of  voters  under  the  operations  of  this  Bill,  he 
is  not  thereby  enfranchised,  he  does  not  thereby  assume  the 
responsibilities  of  other  citizens.  The  Indian  will  be  on  the 
list  of  voters,  but  he  will  be  there  in  a  state  of  tutelage, 
a  ward  of  the  Government,  his  actions  controlled 
by  the  Government,  unable  to  make  any  contract 
on  his  own  account,  and  unable  to  deal  with  his 
own  property  without  the  direction  and  supervision  of  the 
Superintendent  General,  not  liable  to  the  duties  that  devolve 
upon  other  classes  of  citizens ;  he  will  simply  have  his 
name  entered  upon  the  list  of  voters  and  be  entitled  to  vote 
while  he  maintains  his  tribal  relation,  while  he  is  still 
under  the  operation  of  the  Indian  Act,  while  he  is  still  the 
ward  of  the  Government.  The  clauses  of  the  Indian  Act 
have  been  read  by  different  members  of  this  House,  and 
every  one  of  those  clauses  declare  that  in  almost  all  his 
actions  he  is  subject  to  the  control  and  will  of  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  General ;  and  therefore,  I  hold,  Sir,  that  Indians  in 
that  position  are  not  entitled  to  have  their  names  entered 
upon  the  list  of  voters.  The  Indian  can  only  be  enfran¬ 
chised  under  the  operations  of  the  machinery  provided  in 
the  enfranchising  clauses  of  the  Indian  Act,  and  whenever 
he  is  thus  enfranchised  he  is  entitled  to  all  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  other  citizens  of  this  country,  including  the 
right  to  vote.  The  distinctions  between  him  and  other 
citizens  are  then  wiped  out,  and  until  thoy  are  wiped  out, 
and  until  he  has  assumed  those  responsibilities, 
it  is  an  injustice  and  an  inequality  to  give  him 
a  vote.  But  my  hon.  friend  from  Lincoln  says  that  the 
Indian  pays  his  share  of  taxes  by  way  of  customs  and 
excise  revenues  that  are  collected  in  this  country  on  the 
goods  he  consumes  and  the  clothes  he  wears.  Granted  ; 
but,  as  I  said  to  him  last  night,  the  son  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Lincoln,  my  son,  your  son,  the  sons  of  all  the  whitemen 
and  all  the  freemen  in  this  country,  take  them  at  18  years 
of  age,  pay  their  taxes  to  the  general  Government.  They 
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wear  clothes  on  which  duties  are  paid,  they  consume  goods 
on  which  taxes  are  levied,  they  contribute  as  much — in  the 
vast  majority  of  cases,  they  contribute  more-— to  the  rev¬ 
enues  of  this  country  than  the  unenfranchised  Indian. 
Who  will  deny  that  the  young  men  of  this  country  over  18 
years  of  age  do  not  contribute  more  to  the  revenue  of  this 
country  than  the  Indian.  Yet  this  Bill  proposes  to  give  to 
the  unenfranchised  Indian  who  is  a  minor  in  the  eye  of  the 
law,  who  is  a  ward  of  the  Government,  whom  you  cannot  sue, 
who  assumes  none  of  the  responsibilities  of  citizenship,  the 
right  to  have  his  name  put  upon  the  voters’  list,  and  to 
exercise  the  franchise ;  but  your  son,  and  my  son, 
and  the  sons  of  all  the  freemen  of  this  country, 
under  2 1  years  of  age,  may  not  be  entered  on  that  list. 
Your  boy,  Sir,  18  years  of  age,  and  the  boy  of  every  other 
man  contributing  to  the  revenues,  is  subject  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  laying  its  hand  upon  him  and  saying :  We  want  you 
to  march  to  the  front  to  defend  the  life  and  property  of  the 
citizens  of  this  Dominion.  When  he  is  over  18  years  of  age 
he  is  subject  to  military  duty,  and  though  he  contributes  to 
the  revenue  of  this  country  he  is  denied  the  franchise.  Sir, 
if  there  is  any  effect  in  the  argument  of  the  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  that  the  enfranchised  Indian,  while  continuing  his 
tribal  relations,  and  in  a  state  of  subjection  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  is  to  be  permitted  to  vote,  I  say  there  is  no  reason¬ 
able  ground  upon  which  you  can  stand  and  deny  that  vote 
to  the  young  men  over  18  years  of  age  in  this  country,  who 
pay  more  taxes  than  the  unenfranchised  Indian,  who 
are  liable  to  military  duty,  when  the  older  members 
of  the  community  are  exempted ;  and  yet  the  Bill 
does  not  propose  to  give  the  franchise  to  them. 
I  suppose  a  proposition  to  that  effect  would  be  voted  down 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln,  and  at  the  same  time  he 
proposes  to  give  a  vote  to  unenfranchised  Indians  who  have 
not  so  much  control  of  their  actions  as  have  young  men  of 
18  years  of  age.  You  cannot  bind  youths  without  the  con¬ 
sent  of  their  parents ;  but  in  the  vast  majority  of  cases  they 
are  allowed  to  make  what  arrangements  they  can  with 
their  employers,  to  draw  their  own  pay,  and  spend  their 
own  money,  and  control  their  own  actions,  and  such  young 
men  who  have  been  educated  in  our  public  institutions,  who 
are  the  first  to  volunteer  in  defence  of  the  country,  who 
read  the  newspapers  and  study  political  history,  are  not  to 
be  allowed  to  vote  ;  but  the  unenfranchised  Indians  under 
the  control  of  the  Government  to  a  greater  degree  than  the 
boy  is  under  the  control  of  the  father,  unable  to  read  or 
write,  who,  in  many  cases,  take  the  position  that  they  are 
not  subjects  but  aliens,  are  to  be  given  the  franchise.  These 
are  questions  that  must  suggest  themselves  to  members  of 
the  committee.  I  desire  to  repeat  that  hon.  gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House  desire  to  see  the  Indian  enfranchised. 
That  is  the  only  solution  of  the  matter,  but  I 
agree  with  the  First  Minister  that  it  does  not 
do  to  force  measures  on  the  Indians,  to  declare 
that  the  unenfranchised  Indians  shall  lfe  enfranchised,  shall 
have  their  own  property  and  look  out  for  themselves.  That 
would  not  be  a  wise  course  when  they  have  been  so  long  in 
a  state  of  tutelage.  But  there  should  be  votes  given  to 
them  under  the  operation  of  the  enfranchising  clauses  of 
the  Indian  Act,  and  I  would  be  glad  to  assist  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  in  such  a  measure,  which  only  could  be  carried  by 
amendments  to  the  Indian  Act.  But  this  Bill  gives  Indians 
the  right  to  vote,  and  still  leaves  them  in  a  state  of  tutelage 
and  dependence  upon  the  Government.  In  respect  to  clause 
3,  members  of  the  committee  cannot  have  failed  to  observe 
that  in  the  history  of  Parliament  we  have  had  questions  of 
assessment  rolls  and  assessments,  and  voters’  lists,  brought 
before  the  House  for  the  first  time.  It  is  not  to  be  won¬ 
dered  at  that  so  many  of  us  require  so  much  information  and 
discussion  in  order  to  enable  us  to  rightly  understand  them. 
We  have  to  get  to  understand  the  machinery,  the  mode  of 
assessment  and  the  qualifications,  not  in  one  Province,  but 
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in  all  the  Provinces  of  the  Dominion.  I  do  not  yet  under¬ 
stand  the  system  in  vogue  in  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  and  even  with  respect  to  other  Provinces.  When  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  this  kind  is  discussed  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that 
members  should  understand  how  the  voters’  lists  are  made  up 
in  every  Province.  The  committee  will  therefore  see  there 
is  a  vast  field  of  information  with  which  members  have  to 
make  themselves  acquainted.  We  are  now  being  simply 
trained  in  the  matter ;  the  question  was  never  before  Par¬ 
liament  at  any  previous  time;  When  this  Bill  becomes 
law,  when  the  will  of  the  majority  shall  prevail,  as  prevail 
it  will,  after  there  has  been  reasonable  and  full  discussion, 
the  difficulty  has  not  been  wiped  out.  Every  single  year, 
for  days  and  days,  if  not  weeks  and  weeks,  the  attention  of 
this  House  will  be  occupied  in  discussing  this  measure.  It 
cannot  be  supposed  that  if  the  Dominion  franchise  is  adopted 
and  Parliament  settles  the  matter  this  year,  it  will 
remain  settled  for  all  time  to  come.  It  will  be  quite  open  to 
every  hon.  member,  and  hon.  members  will  avail  themselves 
of  the  privilege,  to  propose  amendments.  Can  it  be  sup 
posed  that  the  indomitable  member  for  Northumberland 
(Mr.  Mitchell),  who  has  given  notice  of  an  amendment  to 
adopt  manhood  suffrage,  will  not  bring  up,  at  subsequent 
Sessions,  amendments  embodying  that  principle,  if  he  should 
fail  to  secure  its  incorporation  into  this  Bill  ?  Will  not  the 
First  Minister,  having  failed  to  incorporate  the  ladies  fran¬ 
chise  into  this  Bill,  bring  up  the  question  again  ? 
It  may  be  that  this  very  Chinese  question,  decided 
in  this  Bill,  may  again  be  brought  up,  and  there 
may  be  a  revulsion  of  feeling  with  respect  to  it;  and 
any  member  is  at  liberty  to  bring  it  up  as  to  who  shall  or 
who  shall  not  vote,  and  having  done  so  we  may  depend  upon 
it  that  it  will  be  discussed  warmly  in  this  House.  So  with 
your  Indian  proposition  and  your  property  qualification. 
Who  will  say  that  on  some  future  occasion  a  man  who 
believes  that  $250  is  a  high  enough  income  franchise,  will 
not  introduce  an  amendment  to  that  effect.  So  it  must  be 
seen  that  such  amendments  will  come  up,  that  they  will  be 
dealt  with  by  this  House,  and  consume  the  time  of  this 
House,  for  days  if  not  for  weeks.  That  is  one  of  the  cer¬ 
tainties  of  the  passage  of  this  Bill  and  the  fixing  of  the 
franchise  as  it  is  proposed.  I  wish  to  refer  to  the  question 
of  expense,  as  to  which  you  have  ruled  that  it  is  in  order  in 
the  present  discussion.  My  hon.  friend  from  Lincoln  doubted 
the  figures  which  have  been  given  with  reference  to  the 
expense  of  this  Bill,  and  he  said  that  the  discussion  which 
had  taken  place  on  this  Bill — the  time  wasted,  I  think  he 
said — by  the  members  of  the  Opposition,  would  cost  the 
country  more  than  one  year’s  preparation  of  the  voters’  lists 
under  this  Act.  I  differ  from  the  hon.  gentleman.  It  is 
true  there  is  some  expense,  but  not  as  much  as  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  want  to  make  the  House  believe.  If  members  of  the 
Opposition  are  here  discussing  this  Bill  at  length,  they  are 
discussing  it  at  the  expense  of  their  own  pockets.  I  presume 
they  will  draw  no  more- sessional  allowance  if  they  spend  six 
months  here  than  if  they  spend  three.  The  officers  of  the 
House,  the  messengers  and  the  vast  bodies  of  the  employes 
will  not  draw  one  dollar  more  salary  if  we  remain  here  six 
months  in  the  year  than  if  we  remain  here  three.  Where, 
then,  is  the  additional  expense  ?  It  is  not  coming  out  of 
the  country.  There  is,  1  suppose,  a  little  additional  sum 
f>r  gas,  and  there  will  be  some  addition  for  printing,  but 
what  will  be  the  amount?  Will  the  hon.  member  for 
Lincoln  give  us  the  figures  ? 

Mr.  RYKERT.  In  due  time. 

Mx*.  PATERSON.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  undertakes 
to  say  that  the  extra  expense  which  the  country  is  boing 
put  to  on  account  of  the  two  weeks  the  Opposition  have 
been  discussing  the  Bill  comes  to  more  than  the  total  cost 
of  the  machinery  required  by  this  Act  for  a  year,  he  should 
be  able  to  give  us  an  estimate  now.  Members  of  the  Oppo-  j 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 
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sition  are  staying  here  at  as  great  financial  loss  as  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  ;  but  what  do  we  care  for  that  ?  We 
have  engaged  to  discharge  our  duties  as  members  of  Par¬ 
liament,  and  there  is  no  fixed  time  by  law  as  to  when 
our  labors  shall  be  completed  here.  Do  we  hear 
any  grumbling  or  complaining  that  we  do  not  get 
enough  for  our  work?  We  might  fairly  grumble  at  the 
Ministry  keeping  the  House  sitting  lor  a  total  of  only 
some  sixty  odd  hours  for  several  weeks  at  the  beginning  of 
the  Session,  and  keeping  us  fifty-six  hours  in  one  continu¬ 
ous  session  on  this  Bill,  but  we  do  not  complain  or  whine 
about  it.  Our  business  affairs  demand  our  attention  at 
home,  and  if  the  Ministry  had  brought  down  their  mea¬ 
sures  at  the  proper  time,  we  might  have  been  at  home 
attending  to  our  business,'  But  we  do  not  complain.  A 
majority  of  the  House  voted  down  the  proposition  that  this 
Bill  was  brought  in  too  late  for  a  full  and  fair  discussion  of 
its  provisions,  and  they  declared  by  their  vote  that  it  was 
brought  down  in  ample  time,  and  that  ample  time  would 
be  given.  Why,  then,  not  give  us  ample  time  ?  The  dis¬ 
cussion  was  needed  not  only  by  the  people  of  this  country, 
but  by  the  members  of  this  House,  as  shown  by  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  ;  and  why,  then,  say  that  we 
are  pursuing  a  policy  of  obstruction.  We  feel  it  our  duty 
to  remain  here  and  discuss  this  Bill,  as  we  will  feel  it  our 
duty  in  regard  to  all  other  measures  which  are  brought 
before  us,  and  we  do  not  stay  here  with  a  view  of  obstruct¬ 
ing  this  Bill,  or  discussing  it  or  any  other  Bill  further  than 
the  public  interests  demand.  How  can  a  Bill  which  is  not 
understood  by  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  be  understood 
by  the  people  of  this  country,  until  more  light  is  let  in  upon 
it?  How  can  this  Bill  be  understood  by  a  large  number 
of  the  people  of  the  country,  who  take  their  information 
from  one  set  of  political  organs,  none  of  which  have  stated 
fairly  and  correctly  the  issues  at  stake  in  this  Bill.  Some 
of  them  declare  that  the  Indian  clause  means  the  giving  a 
vote  to  Indians  who  are  in  the  same  condition  as  white 
men,  a  statement  which  is  absolutely  incorrect,  not  to  say 
untrue,  and  still  you  will  find  that  stated  in  the  ministerial 
prints.  They  say  that  the  revising  barrister  is  the  same  as 
under  the  English  system,  which  is  not  true,  and  hon. 
gentlemen  know  it.  So  that  we  must  either  speak  with 
tones  loud  enough  to  be  heard  from  this  House,  or  wait 
until  the  attention  of  these  people  who  are  restricted  to 
one  source  of  information  is  drawn  to  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  by  discussion  with  their  neighbors,  or  until  they 
see  a  copy  of  the  Bill,  as  hundreds  of  them  are  now  sending 
in  requests  for  copies  of  the  Bill,  that  they  may  see  it  for 
themselves.  The  people  have  a  right  to  see  and  understand 
this  Bill,  which  is  subverting  the  electoral  system  and 
introducing  a  new  system  in  the  place  of  the  one  that  has 
worked  so  long  and  so  successfully  in  the  Provinces.  The 
assessor  in  Ontario  is  sworn  to  do  his  duty,  and  besides 
there  is  the  appeal  to  the  court  of  revision,  the  members 
of  which  are  directly  responsible  to  the  people,  as  they  are 
members  of  the  municipal  councils ;  and  if  they  do  not  do 
justice  the  people  have  the  remedy  in  their  own  hands,  and 
can  exercise  it  within  twelve  months.  Besides,  there  is 
provision  for  an  appeal  to  the  county  judge.  The 
elector  lays  his  case  before  him,  and  if  his  case  is  good 
his  name  is  enterod  on  the  list.  That  is  the  provision  we 
have  in  Ontario.  Who  will  say  it  is  not  a  wise  provision, 
or  that  under  it  the  people  have  not  the  whole  control  of 
the  voters’ lists  in  their  hands?  But  who  will  say  that 
under  this  Bill  the  people  have  any  control  over  the  lists  at 
all,  when  the  provision  is  that  there  shall  be  one  man,  nomi¬ 
nated  by  the  Government  of  the  day,  practically  a  supporter 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  who  will  make  the  list  up  from 
such  sources  as  he  pleases,  and  having  made  it,  will  revise 
it,  and  from  his  revision  there  will  be  no  appeal  on  points 
of  fact  ?  If  he  does  any  injustice,  the  people  have  no  remedy, 
because  he  is  to  bo  appointed  for  life,  and  they  have  no 
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control  over  him  at  all.  Tell  me  that  is  a  measure  that 
ought  to  be  introduced  into  a  free  Parliament !  Tell  me 
that  is  a  Bill  that  has  had  ample  discussion  in  the  course  of 
two  weeks,  when  every  man  in  this  House  and  the  consti¬ 
tuents  of  every  man  in  this  House  are  so  vitally  interested 
in  it !  Tell  me  that  we  are  obstructionists  in  discussing  it 
for  two  weeks,  when  we  have  the  statement  of  the  First 
Minister,  that  a  whole  Session  would  be  required  to  do 
justice  to  it !  Hon.  gentlemen  must  understand  that 
we  have  a  duty  to  perform  to  our  constituents,  and 
with  a  sense  of  that  duty  weighing  upon  our  minds  we 
intend  to  discharge  it.  We  do  not  desire  to  tyrannise  over 
the  majority ;  we  recognise  the  fact  that  the  majority 
should  rule  in  a  country  whore  representative  institutions 
prevail ;  but  the  majority  have  no  right  to  use  the  power 
placed  in  their  hands  by  the  electors,  to  take  away  from  the 
people  the  liberty  they  have  of  pronouncing  on  their  con¬ 
duct,  and  fortify  themselves  more  securely  in  their  seats. 
The  Bill  is  the  more  reprehensible  when  we  find  that  there 
seems  to  be  an  intent  on  the  part  of  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site,  by  means  of  it,  not  only  to  strengthen  themselves  in 
their  seats,  but  also  to  strike  at  the  safety  of  the  seats  of 
men  who  oppose  them.  A  seat  or  two  in  this  House  is 
nothing ;  it  matters  not  to  a  constituency  what  particular 
man  may  represent  them  in  this  House  ;  we  may  have  such 
an  idea  of  our  ability  as  we  choose,  but  the  country  has 
before  got  along  without  us,  and  no  man  is  so  valuable  that 
the  country  cannot  do  without  him.  If  the  principle 
embodied  in  the  Bill  is  a  righteous  or  just  principle,  then 
enact  the  law,  no  matter  what  man  falls  or  what  man  is 
elected ;  but  it  does  matter  to  the  people  of  this 
country  to  take  away  their  right  to  determine  freely 
in  the  future,  as  they  have  done  in  the  past,  who  shall  be 
the  men  to  elect  their  representatives.  We  think  we  dis¬ 
cover  in  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  I  shall  not  say  a  design, 
but  something  that  will  produce  the  effect  I  have  pointed 
out.  Now,  having  shown  that  the  hon.  member  for  Lin¬ 
coln  has  overrated  the  expense  of  this  debate,  allow  me  to 
call  your  attention  to  the  matter  of  expense  in  connection 
with  this  Bill.  It  has  been  estimated  variously  by  gentle¬ 
men  on  this  side ;  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  given  us 
no  estimate,  and  therefore  we  have  to  fall  back  on  the 
estimates  made  on  this  side.  And  in  this  connection  I 
would  say  that  we  have  the  satisfaction,  at  any  rate,  of 
feeling  that  if  the  expenditure  under  this  Bill  is  reduced 
below  half  a  million  dollars  a  year,  it  will  be  due  to  the 
thorough  discussion  it  is  receiving  at  the  hands  of  the 
members  of  the  Opposition  in  this  House.  How  many 
officers  will  be  appointed  under  this  Bill  ?  Some  gentleman 
told  us  that  we  shall  not  need  to  have  211  revising  barristers 
— that  one  can  do  the  work  of  more  than  one  constituency. 
We  do  not  know  how  that  will  be  ;  but  the  hon.  Minister 
who  has  the  charge  of  the  measure  made  a  remark  the 
other  day  which  leads  me  to  believe  that  it  is  the  inten¬ 
tion  to  have  a  revising  officer  in  each  riding.  When 
he  was  asked  if  it  was  the  intention  to  make  the  county 
court  judges  revising  barristers,  he  said  something  like 
this:  “  We  will  endeavor  to  make  the  county  judges  bar¬ 
risters  where  we  can,  but  gentlemen  must  remember  that 
there  are  only  some  40  judges  in  Ontario  and  some  92 
constituencies.”  What  was  the  inference  from  that  remark, 
but  that  there  are  not  judges  enough  to  give  one  to  each 
riding,  and  therefore  he  would  appoint  revising  officers 
outside  of  the  judges.  Therefore,  I  judge  that  his  idea  is 
that  there  must  be  one  for  each  riding — not  211,  because  ; 
there  are  some  double  constituencies,  but  something  in  the 
neighborhood  of  200  revising  officers,  200  more  lawyers  > 
saddled  on  this  country — unheard  of,  almost  undreamed  of.  i 
The  country  is  satiated  now  with  office  holders,  and  with  : 
lawyers  in  positions.  If  the  number  is  any  less  than  200  ' 
it  will  be  due  to  the  full  and  fair  discussion  of  this  measure  1 
by  the  Opposition.  What  then  ? — 200  clerks,  in  addition  to  < 


the  revising  barristers.  What  more  ? — 200  bailiffs  to  serve 
the  notices — 600  sure  ;  and  if  you  have  200  constables,  800 
in  all,  and  the  travelling  expenses  of  all  these  officers  in 
addition.  Sir,  is  the  estimate  made  on  this  side  of  the 
House  a  large  one— that  the  salaries  of  600  or  800  offi¬ 
cials,  their  travelling  expenses,  and  the  printing  connected 
with  this  business,  will  amount  to  half  a  million  dollars 
a  year  ?  What  does  it  mean  ?  Is  there  not  in  the  matter 
of  expense  alone  a  reason  why  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  of  North  Norfolk  should  prevail  ?  If  it  prevails, 
what  will  it  cost  the  country  to  get  up  these  lists  ?  Not 
one  single  cent,  because  the  expenses  of  the  municipalities 
are  had  in  reference  to  their  lists,  and  they  will  have  to  be 
had  whether  this  Bill  passes  or  not.  What  is  the  expense 
of  a  general  election  in  this  country  ?  Is  it  not  about 
$120,000?  I  think  so.  After  every  five  years  a  Parlia¬ 
ment  has  lasted  the  country  is  put  to  an  expense  of 
$120,000,  in  order  that  a  new  election  may  be  held,  and 
in  order  that  a  new  House  of  represen  tat  :ves  may  be 
chosen  ;  but  pass  this  Bill  and  what  will  be  the  cost  ?  Five 
years  at  $500,000  a  year — $2,500,000  added  to  the  $120,000. 
The  cost  of  a  Dominion  election  without  the  Bill  is  $120,000, 
with  the  Bill  it  will  be  $2,620,000. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  No. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  You  will  have  to  answer  it  on  the 
platform  if  you  do  not  answer  it  here.  You  will  have 
to  meet  these  facts  before  the  electors.  If  the  cost  will 
be  less  it  will  be  due  to  the  efforts  of  the  Opposition  in 
pointing  out  the  nature  of  the  Bill  and  enforcing  economy 
upon  the  Government.  What  does  this  $500,000  a  year, 
capitalised  at  4  per  cent.,  mean  ?  It  is  equivalent  to  an 
addition  to  the  public  debt  of  $12,500,000.  This  House 
will,  if  my  figure  be  correct,  by  the  passage  of  this  Bill, 
by  voting  down  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Norfolk,  cost  this  country  some  $12,500,000,  for  it  is 
equivalent  to  voting  that  large  addition  to  the  public  debt. 
It  is  time  the  committee  should  hesitate ;  it  is  not  too  late  yet. 
I  want  to  give  an  idea,  by  comparison,  what  an  amount  is 
involved  in  this  measure.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  the 
people  shall  know  what  it  costs  the  country  to  have  the 
views  of  the  minority  in  this  House  voted  down.  No  better 
idea  can  be  had  of  the  vast  amount  of  money  added  to  tho 
public  debt,  virtually  by  the  passage  of  this  measure,  than 
by  a  comparison  of  the  total  earnings  of  the  wage-earners  of 
the  different  cities  in  this  country.  For  that  reason  I  took 
the  census  returns  for  1881,  showing  the  wages  earned  by  the 
different  classes,  comprising  skilled  labor  and  other  labor, 
in  all  167  different  kinds,  including  the  men  who  work  in 
saw  mills,  ship-yards,  the  employes  in  factories,  and  all  that 
are  employed  in  manufacturing,  and  what  is  the  result  ? 
It  would  take  the  combined  earnings  of  all  the  wage-earn¬ 
ers  of  the  city  of  Kingston,  under  the  head,  I  have  spoken 
of,  thirty-three  years  to  make  the  amount  that  will  virtually 
be  added  to  the  public  debt  if  the  Bill  should  pass.  It  will 
take  the  entire  earnings  of  all  the  mechanics,  artisans  and 
employes  in  saw  mills  in  this  city  twelve  and  three  quarter 
years  to  make  up  the  amount ;  it  will  take  ten  years 
of  the  entire  wages  of  all  these  classes  of  the  city  of 
London  to  wipe  out  the  debt  you  propose  to  add  to 
this  Bill ;  it  will  take  five  aDd  a-half  years  of  the  entire 
wages  of  these  classes  in  the  great  manufacturing  city 
of  Hamilton  to  wipe  it  out ;  it  will  take  three  and  one-third 
years  of  the  entire  earnings  of  the  vast  army  of  workmen, 
amounting  to  12,708  in  the  great  city  of  Toronto,  to  wipe 
it  out,  and  yet  there  is  to  be  a  debt  put  upon  these  men,  in 
order  to  pay  the  interest  on  which  they  will  have  to  toil  and 
sweat — for  the  sake  of  what  ?  For  the  sake  of  disfranchising 
many  of  themselves.  Let  us  go  to  our  sister  Provinces. 
In  the  great  city  of  Montreal,  with  its  immense  army  of 
22,132  workmen,  it  will  take  one  year  five  and  a-half  months 
of  their  entire  earnings  to  cover  this  debt;  it  will  take 
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thirteen  and  three-quarter  years  of  the  entire  earnings  of  all 
these  classes  in  the  city  of  Halifax  to  come  up  to  the  amount 
involved  in  this  Bill ;  it  will  take  seventeen  years  of  the 
entire  earnings  of  the  same  people  in  the  city  of  St.  John  to 
meet  this  heavy  charge.  In  the  Province  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  it  will  take  fifteen  and  a-half  years  of  the  total  earn¬ 
ings  of  all  these  classes  in  order  to  get  the  inestimable 
privilege  of  having  this  Bill,  that  is  going,  politically,  to  cut 
off  the  heads  of  many  of  the  men  who  will  have  to  pay 
for  it. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  want  to  read  the  hon.  gentleman 
a  decision  in  the  English  House  of  Commons  as  to  the  right 
of  a  man  to  weary  the  House  with  repetition.  Mr.  Speaker 
Brand  ruled  :  “  I  have  to  suggest  to  the  hon.  member  that 
h«  is  drawing  too  much  on  the  indulgence  of  the  House  in 
repeating  observations  which  he  has  made  more  than  once.” 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  did  not  look  up  what  Mr.  Speaker 
Brand  said,  but  I  knew  the  Chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  who  is  now  presiding,  had  ruled  decisively  the  other 
night  that  the  question  of  expense  could  be  gone  into,  and 
he  was  quite  sufficient  authority  for  me;  but  I  understand 
now  he  prefers  the  decision  of  Mr.  Speaker  Brand  to  his 
own, 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  have  ruled  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  repeating  what  he  has  said  before  in  this  House.  That 
has  nothing  to  do  with  previous  decisions. 

Mr.  PATERSON,  I  would  ask  you  to  read  the  rule  which 
prohibits  a  member  from  repeating  what  he  has  said. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  have  read  the  rule,  according  to 
English  practice,  the  rule  laid  down  by  Mr.  Speaker  Brand, 
that  the  Speaker  occasionally  appeals  to  hon.  gentlemen  not 
to  weary  the  House  : 

“  Mr.  Whalley,  in  making  a  pergonal  application,  was  exceeding  due 
limits,  amid  cries  of  order.  Mr.  Speaker  reminded  the  hon.  member  that 
he  was  exceeding  the  bounds  of  personal  explanation.  The  hon.  member 
continuing,  and  renewed  cries  of  order  being  raised,  Mr.  Speaker :  1 1 
hare  to  suggest  to  the  hon.  member  that  he  is  drawing  too  much  on  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  in  repeating  obserrations  which  he  has  made 
more  than  once.'  ” 

Mr.  PATERSON.  What  proceedings  were  before  the 
House  at  that  time  ?  Was  the  House  in  committee  ?  Was 
it  on  a  motion  to  adjourn  ?  Or  what  was  the  motion  ? 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Whether  in  committee  or  not,  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  exceeding  the  rules. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  had  not  finished  my  observations, 
but  I  will  bring  them  to  a  close  now. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  feel  called  upon  to  say  a  few  words  on 
the  motion  before  the  Chair,  I,  to-day,  voted  in  favor  of  the 
motion  to  exempt  the  Island  of  Prince  Edward  from  the 
operation  of  this  Bill,  believing  it  to  be  wise  and  right  that 
the  provincial  franchises  should  be  adopted  in  place  of  the 
new  franchise  proposed  by  this  Bill,  and  I  now  feel  bound  to 
support  the  motion  of  my  hon.  friend  from  L’lslet  (Mr. 
Casgrain),  to  exempt  the  Province  of  Quebec— my  own 
Province— from  the  operation  of  this  Bill.  In  that  Province 
we  have  a  more  restricted  franchise  than  that  now  proposed, 
but  it  is  not  principally  on  that  account  that  I  support  the 
amendment.  I  am  not  going  to  quarrel  with  the  extension 
of  the  franchise,  if  that  extension  were  proposed  in  the 
Provincial  Parliament,  which  I  believe  is  the  right  body  to 
deal  with  the  question.  If  the  extension  proposed  by  this 
Bill  were  proposed  in  the  Local  Legislature  of  Quebec  I 
would  advocate  it,  but  finding  that  it  is  to  be  forced 
upon  that  Province  by  the  majority  of  this  House,  in 
whioh  the  Province  of  Quebec  is  not  represented  in 
sufficient  numbers  to  hold  its  own,  I  consider  it  my 
duty  to  oppose  the  over-riding  of  the  desires  of  the  Province 
from  which  I  come.  Propositions  have  been  made  in  the 
Local  Legislature  of  that  Province  to  extend  the  franchise, 
Mr.  Patebson  (Brant). 


and  I  believe  they  have  generally  emanated  from  my  own 
political  friends  in  that  Legislature  and  have  been  voted 
down  by  the  successors  of  the  Secretary  of  State  in  the 
Government  of  that  Province.  Knowing  the  position  which 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  his  friends  have  taken  on  this 
subject,  I  expect  that,  if  they  are  true  to  their  traditions, 
they  will  support  the  proposition  of  my  hon.  frier  d  from 
L’lslet.  It  may  by  some  be  considered  that  I  am  incon¬ 
sistent  in  supporting  this  motion  when  it  is  known  that  I 
am  in  favor  of  extending  the  franchise  in  that  Province, 
but  it  is  very  different  to  have  this  extension  forced  upon 
the  Province  by  the  majority  of  this  House,  who  do  not  come 
from  that  Province,  and  to  have  it  adopted  in  the  House 
which  rules  the  Province  and  is  composed  altogether  of 
members  who  truly  represent  it.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  said  that  they  represent  the  Province  of  Quebec  as 
much  as  members  of  the  Local  Legislature.  That  I  deny. 
I  do  not  believe  that,  in  this  House,  where  the  voice 
of  any  one  Province  must  be  more  or  less  merged 
in  that  of  the  other*  Provinces,  it  is  possible  for  the 
comparatively  small  number  from  any  one  Province 
to  be  able  to  represent  and  enforce  the  views  of  that  Pro¬ 
vince  so  truly  and  energetically  as  they  can  be  enforced 
in  the  Local  Legislature.  I  contend  that  this  law  should 
not  apply  to  the  Province  of  Quebec,  chiefly  on  the  ground 
that  in  that  Province,  up  to  the  present  time,  the  holding  of 
real  estate  has  been  the  basis  of  the  electoral  qualification, 
while  under  this  Bill  a  vote  is  given  to  farmers’  sons  who 
do  not  own  any  real  estate,  to  people  earning  a  certain 
income,  and  to  fishermen  holding  personal  property.  This 
is  making  a  radical  change  in  the  franchise  of  the  Province 
of  Quebec.  Referring  to  the  fishermen’s  qualification, 
I  cannot  refrain  from  wondering  why,  if  personal 
property  in  boats  and  fishing  tackle  is  to  qualify 
a  voter,  other  personal  property,  such  as  that  of 
the  mechanic  in  his  tools,  or  of  a  person  owning 
horses  and  carriages  for  hire,  should  not  also  qualify. 
When  this  thin  end  of  the  wedge  is  once  entered  I  believe 
it  must  of  necessity  follow  that  personal  property  in  other 
things  besides  fishing  tackle  and  fishing  boats  will,  within 
a  short  time,  be  given  the  franchise.  This  is  creating 
specially  a  revolution  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  because  in 
that  Province,  at  the  present  time,  there  is  no  such  a  thing 
as  qualification  on  personal  property.  Now,  there  is 
another  reason  why  Quebec  should  be  exempted  from  the 
operation  of  this  Bill.  We  are  especially  jealous  of  our 
municipal  institutions.  We  believe  that  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec  we  have  a  first  rate  municipal  code,  with  local 
government  in  each  municipality.  Hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  who  come  from  Ontario  have  decried  the  municipal  insti¬ 
tutions  of  their  Province,  and  have  given  an  account  of 
them  which  I  do  not  like  to  believe.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  proud 
of  the  municipal  institutions  of  my  own  Province,  and  I  am 
glad  to  believe  that  they  are  worthy  of  the  high  trust 
which  they  possess  in  controlling  the  voters’  lists.  I  am 
glad  to  know  that  in  our  municipal  councillors  and  assessors 
we  have  men  to  whom  we  can  safely  confide  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  electoral  lists,  and  I  think  it  is  a  great  injustice 
to  take  away  that  duty  from  the  municipalities,  as  is 
proposed  by  this  Bill.  Moreover,  if  you  impose  this  Bill 
upon  the  Province  of  Quebec  you  impose  a  heavy  tax  upon 
the  municipalities  of  that  Province,  and  you  impose  upon 
the  electorate  a  burden  which  they  can  ill  afford  to  bear  in 
the  present  state  of  the  Dominion  finances  and  in  the 
present  financial  condition  of  that  Province.  I  say,  advisedly, 
the  financial  condition  of  that  Province,  because  I  regret 
to  say  that,  just  as  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  representing 
the  Tory  party  of  this  country,  have  brought  the  finances 
of  this  Dominion  to  their  present  deplorable  condition,  so 
also  their  colleagues  and  friends,  who  have  for  years  back 
controlled  the  destines  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  the  Tory 
Local  Government  there,  have  brought  the  financial  con- 
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dition  of  that  Province  to  such  a  pass  that  it  is  even  worse 
than  the  position  of  the  Dominion  finances.  Now,  Sir,  I 
believe  this  double  list  of  voters  which  this  Bill  is  going  to 
impose  upon  the  Provinces  is  a  feature  that  will  be 
especially  obnoxious  to  the  people  of  the  Province  of  Quebec. 
In  that  Province  there  are  a  large  number  of  independent 
electors,  who  do  not  allow  the  wire-pullers  of  their  res¬ 
pective  parties  to  arrange  how  they  shall  vote,  nor  to  say 
who  shall  be  put  upon  the  list  and  who  shall  not.  I  have 
been  told  by  some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  in  some  of 
the  Provinces,  for  instance,  in  Nova  Scotia  and  New 
Brunswick,  probably  the  local  franchise  will  be  assimilated 
with  the  Dominion  franchise,  so  that  there  will,  in  time,  be 
only  one  voters’  list.  But  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  think  that 
the  Province  of  Quebec  is  going  to  do  that  they  are  very  much 
mistaken.  The  Province  of  Quebec  has  peculiar  institu¬ 
tions  to  which  it  is  wedded,  and  which  it  defends  with  great 
tenacity.  I  believe  that  no  greater  strain  can  be  put  upon 
this  Confederacy  than  to  impose  such  a  Bill  as  this  upon  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  where  it  will,"  to  so  large  an  extent, 
interfere  with  our  municipal  institutions.  There  is  another 
reason  why  it  is  especially  important  that  this  Bill  should 
not  apply  to  that  Province.  I  pointed  out  the  other  night, 
what  I  believe  in  my  inmost  heart  to  be  true,  that  if  this 
Dominion  franchise  is  made  uniform  over  the  whole 
Dominion  it  will  be  but  very  few  years  before  we  shall 
have  manhocd  suffrage;  within  a  few  years,  indeed,  if  this 
Bill  becomes  law,  we  shall  see  uniform  suffrage  become 
universal  suffrage.  Now,  universal  suffrage  is  particularly 
obnoxious  to  the  people  of  the  Province  of  Quebec.  I 
believe  those  who  oppose  it  in  that  Province  stand  upon 
fair  ground  when  they  say  that  in  that  Province  the  educa¬ 
tion  of  a  very  large  number  of  people  is  not  sufficiently 
advanced  to  justify  the  introduction  of  universal  suffrage. 
Universal  suffrage  is  obnoxious  to  them,  also,  for  the  reason 
that  they  have  hitherto  based  their  suffrage  on  the  posses¬ 
sion  of  real  estate.  Indeed,  it  has  almost  become,  so  to 
speak,  a  part  of  their  religion,  that  the  suffrage  should  be 
based  upon  the  possession  of  real  estate,  and  1  believe  that 
is  the  great  reason  why  the  people  of  that  Province  are 
so  much  opposed  to  manhood  suffrage.  Sir,  I  believe  mo3t 
sincerely  that  if  this  Bill  becomes  law  it  will  lead,  within  a 
very  few  years*  to  universal  suffrage  all  over  the  Dominion. 
When  that  time  comes  the  Province  of  Quebec  will  have  to 
accept  universal  suffrage  for  its  Dominion  elections.  If 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  coming  from  Quebec,  will  con¬ 
sider  these  points,  and  are  prepared  to  go  that  length, 
which  I  say  is  a  necessary  conclusion,  if  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  vote  down  this  proposition,  let  them  vote  with 
their  eyes  open  and  seeing  what  is  to  come.  But  if  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  do  not  desire  this  result  to  come  about, 
then  I  call  on  them,  as  well  as  hon.  members  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  from  the  Province  of  Quebec,  to  support  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  L’lslet  (Mr.  Casgrain), 
and  I  sincerely  trust  that  the  Government  which  controls 
tho  majority  of  this  House  will  not  refuse  this  amendment, 
but  that  it  will  pass  triumphantly. 

Amendment  to  amendment  (Mr.  Casgrain)  negatived  : 
yeas,  44;  nays,  71. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  beg  to  move  tho  following  amend¬ 
ment  : — 

That  the  following  words  be  inserted  in  section  3:  This  clau  e  shall 
not  apply  to  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick,  but  the  laws  respecting 
the  election  of  members  from  that  Province  to  the  Dominion  Parliament 
shall  be  such  as  are  now,  or  shall  be,  from  time  to  time,  provided  by  the 
Legislature  of  that  Province  for  the  election  of  members  of  the  House 
of  Assembly. 

I  move  this  amendment  because  I  feel  that  as  regards  New 
Brunswick  two  leading  principles  of  franchise  legislation 
have  been  violated  by  the  proposals  of  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House.  The  first  is  the  question  of  assessment,  and  the 
next  is  the  question  of  personal  property.  I  have  already 


pointed  out  that  as  regards  the  city  and  county  of  St.  John, 
and  also  Portland,  there  are  special  circumstances,  and  that 
persons  who  hold  long  leases  at  nominal  rents,  on  which 
valuable  property  has  been  placed,  will  be  prevented  from 
having  an  opportunity  of  being  placed  upon  the  assessment 
list  and  entitled  to  vote.  The  reason  I  ask  that  New 
Brunswick  be  excluded  from  the  provision  of  this  clause  is, 
first,  with  respect  to  the  assessment ;  and  second,  with 
respect  to  personal  property.  By  the  operation  of  this  Bill 
a  tenant  at  $20  a  year  will  have  a  right  to  vote,  while  a 
person  deriving  an  income  from  Government  stock  or 
municipal  bonds  will  not  be  entitled  to  a  voice  in  the  repre¬ 
sentation  of  the  country.  If  the  principle  of  property  is 
that  upon  which  we  are  to  base  representation,  surely 
personal  property  has  an  equal  right  to  have  a 
voice  in  the  control  of  the  country  with  real  property. 
Take  the  position  in  which  many  of  our  people  are  placed 
—those  who  are  engaged  in  the  shipping  trade.  Among  the 
boat-owners  on  the  liver  St.  John  are  a  large  number  of 
people  who,  by  the  law  of  New  Brunswick,  would  be  entitled 
to  vote,  though  they  would  not  under  this  law.  These  boats 
are  generally  owned  by  farmers,  or  by  young  men  who  can¬ 
not  qualify  as  farmers’  sons,  but  who,  accumulating  a  little 
money,  put  it  into  this  class  of  property, which  makes  a  larger 
return  than  real  property.  There  are  vessels  of  different 
kinds,  some  carrying  cargoes  to  the  United  States,  and  I 
think  if  the  basis  of  the  franchise  is  to  be  property  these 
men  should  have  the  right  to  vote.  We  have  a  personal 
property  franchise  in  our  Province,  and  in  addition  to  that 
the  person  must  be  assessed  on  his  property,  and  thus  be  in 
a  position  to  contribute  to  the  revenues  of  the  country.  I 
think  it  will  not  be  disputed  that  taxation  is  the  basis  of 
representation,  and  that  the  principle  on  which  a  man  is 
enfranchised  is  that,  as  he  contributes  to  the  revenues  of  the 
country,  he  should  have  a  voice  in  choosing  those ^who  shall 
have  the  disposition  of  those  revenues.  That  is  one  of  the 
first  principles  adopted  in  the  mother  country,  and  it  was 
upon  that  principle  that  the  New  England  States  separated 
from  Great  Britain.  The  system  we  have  adopted  in  New 
Brunswick  has  worked  well,  and  it  is  very  inexpensive,  the 
principle  being,  that  if  a  man’s  name  is  on  the  assessment  roll 
— and  it  is  the  duty  of  the  assessor  to  see  that  he  is  placed  on 
the  roll — he  shall  have  the  right  to  vote.  In  the  municipal 
elections  we  went  further,  and  required  that  a  man’s  taxes 
should  be  paid.  But  this  does  not  apply  to  parliamentary 
elections.  One  result  of  this  Bill  will  be,  to  a  large  extent, 
to  disfranchise  those  who  are  entitled  to  vote  on  personal 
property.  An  hon.  gentleman  on  the  other  side  misunder¬ 
stood  me  when  he  stated  that  I  considered  this  Bill  uncon¬ 
stitutional.  I  think  it  is  clear,  from  the  British  North  Ame 
rica  Act,  that  this  Parliament  has  the  power  to  pass  such  a 
Bill ;  but  I  pointed  out  that  it  was  not  granted  as  a  primary 
power,  but  was  given,  just  as  the  veto  power  was  given,  as 
a  check  on  the  legislation  of  the  Provinces,  for  the  purpose 
of  preserving  the  federal  union  intact  and  preserving 
harmony  in  all  its  parts.  The  question  is  not  a  question  of 
legal  rights,  but  of  policy,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  as  no 
cogent  reason  has  been  given  why  so  important  a  change 
should  be  made  it  would  be  unwise  and  impolitic,  at  this 
moment  and  at  this  stage  of  the  Session,  to  bring  forward  a 
measure  which  so  seriously  affects  the  rights  of  the  people 
ot  the  Provinces.  Heretofore,  in  the  Provinces,  the  tendency 
has  been  not  to  restrict  the  franchise — as  will  be  the  case 
under  this  Bill,  if  it  passes — but  as  different  classes  became 
more  educated  and  intelligent,  as  education  became  more  dif¬ 
fused,  to  do  as  they  have  done  in  the  mother  country — intro¬ 
duce  new  classes  into  the  franchise— new  colleges  of  electors. 
The  principle  of  uniformity  is  destroyed  at  once  by  provid¬ 
ing  that  a  man  in  a  city  has  not  the  same  qualification  as  a 
man  in  a  county.  The  representative  of  a  county  has  the 
same  rights  and  privileges  as  the  representative  of  a  city  in 
this  House ;  and  yet  we  say  in  this  very  Bill  that  a  man  in 
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a  city  cannot  have  a  vote  unless  he  has  $300  worth  of  real 
estate,  while  his  neighbor  across  the  boundary  line  has  the 
same  privilege  on  a  property  worth  $150.  Thus  the  principle 
of  uniformity  itself  is  destroyed;  but,  for  the  sake  of  a 
theoretical  principle  of  uniformity,  persons  who  have  the 
right  to  vote  for  members  in  the  .Dominion  Parliament,  and 
who  will  still  have  the  right  to  vote  for  the  members  of  their 
Local  Legislatures,  we  are  going  to  deprive  of  that  right.  I 
say  that  any  Government  that  brings  forward  a  Bill  that 
will  have  that  effect  is  bound  to  give  a  special  reason 
for  it,  showing  that  it  is  necessary,  either  in  the  public 
interest  or  because  the  present  system,  which  has  worked 
without  a  jar  for  eighteen  years,  is  fraught  with  danger 
to  the  Dominion.  When  this  Parliament  chose  to 
change  the  mode  of  carrying  on  the  elections,  it  acted 
upon  a  principle  entirely  different  from  the  principle 
involved  in  the  franchise.  It  did  not  interfere  with  any 
liberty,  but  was  simply  adopting  additional  safeguards  for 
the  protection  of  the  electors,  and  in  order  to  secure  an 
honest  and  fair  vote,  so  that  each  elector  would  be  able  to 
exercise  his  privilege  without  being  subject  to  bribery  or 
other  corrupt  influences.  But  this  measure  touches  the 
status  of  the  individual ;  it  destroys  his  right;  and  I  contend 
that  to  destroy  the  right  of  any  individual  is  not  a  thing  to 
be  lightly  regarded ;  but  if  it  is  considered  advisable  to  take 
away  that  right  it  must  be  shown  that  it  is  done  upon 
some  strong  principle  of  public  policy  or  because  the  con¬ 
tinuance  of  that  right  is  fraught  with  danger  to  the  com¬ 
munity.  It  is  for  these  reasons  that  I  press  my  amendment. 
I  put  it  forward  because  I  feel,  so  far  as  our  Province  is 
concerned,  that  this  Bill  is  a  complete  revolution;  that  it 
destroys  the  principle  on  which  we  have  acted  for  over  a 
quarter  of  a  century,  a  principle  which  I  believe  is  sound, 
that  taxation  is  the  basis  of  representation,  and  that  pro¬ 
perty,  no  matter  whether  it  is  real  or  personal,  whether  it  is 
in  land  or  ships,  or  anything  else,  entitles  the  owner  of  that 
property,  if  he  has  the  amount  required  by  law,  to  a  voice 
in  the  election  of  members  to  this  House.  That  right  will  be 
taken  away  by  this  Bill.  The  men  who  own  our  ships — the 
wooden  boats  which  ply  up  and  down  our  rivers,  or  the 
vessels  which  sail  along  our  coasts — will  be  deprived  of  that 
right.  The  Maritime  Provinces  are  dependent,  to  a  great 
extent,  upon  their  shipping,  and  it  is  our  duty  to  see  that  it 
is  protected.  If  the  owner  of  a  vessel  is  entitled  to  vote  on 
other  grounds,  that  is  aside  from  the  question ;  we  have  to 
consider  his  case,  irrespective  of  aDy  other  right  be  has ; 
and  I  say  that  a  man  who  owns  a  ship  of  1,200  or  1,500 
tons,  worth  perhaps  $50,000  or  $70,000,  should  have  a  voice 
in  the  representation  of  the  country  by  virtue  of  that 
property.  In  the  Provinces  of  New  Brunswick,  Nova 
Scotia  and  Prince  Edward  Island  a  large  amount  of 
capital  is  invested  in  property  of  that  kind,  and  it  is  unfair 
that  that  pi’operty  should  not  be  represented  on  the  floor 
of  this  Parliament.  It  is  by  the  laws  of  this  Parliament  that 
ship-owners  have  to  look  for  the  protection  of  their  ve-sels ; 
and,  therefore,  I  take  the  ground  that  a  person  owning 
personal  property  should  have  the  right  to  the  franchise 
equally  with  the  man  who  owns  20  or  100  acres  of  land. 
By  means  of  the  assessment  we  can  ascertain  exactly  who 
are  entitled  to  vote.  There  may  be  defects  in  the  assess¬ 
ment  ;  a  party  may  be  rated  too  low,  but  I  think  a  man  is 
seldom  rated  too  high ;  if  he  is,  he  takes  care  to  rectify  that 
error.  If  a  man  is  anxious  to  have  a  vote  he  will  see  that 
he  is  placed  upon  the  assessment  roll  and  has  sufficient 
qualification  to  enable  him  to  vote.  If,  by  neglect  of  the 
assessors,  he  is  assessed  at  a  lower  rate  than  he  is  fairly  and 
justly  entitled  to  be  assessed,  and  is  thus  deprived  of  his 
vote,  he  has  an  opportunity  to  rectify  the  error,  and  the 
result  is  that  not  only  does  he  get  the  advantage  of  his  vote 
but  the  municipality  gets  the  benefit  of  the  increased  assess¬ 
ment  be  has  to  pay.  Now,  so  far  as  this  Bill  is  concerned, 
there  is  no  provision  of  that  sort  at  all.  It  simply  provides 
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that  while  the  assessment  roll  may  be  taken  as  prima  facie 
evidence  the  party  is  not  bound  to  take  it.  The  elector  has 
no  interest  in  seeing  that  his  name  is  put  on  the  voters’  list, 
nor  has  the  country,  because  in  the  assessment  list  the 
country  gets  the  benefit  of  the  tax  the  elector  is  b)und  to 
pay  in  order  to  have  a  vote. 

Mr.  KING.  I  took  occasion,  some  days  ago,  to  point  out 
that  this  measure,  if  it  became  law,  was  calculated  to  dis¬ 
franchise  a  large  number  of  my  constituents,  and  stated 
that  I  would  apply  at  the  proper  quarters  for  official 
documents  that  would  give  the  facts.  I  have  done  so,  and 
have  now  a  statement  which  I  obtained  from  the  treasurer 
of  the  county  I  have  the  honor  to  represent.  I  asked  him 
to  go  through  the  voters’  lists  carefully,  and  to  send  me  a 
s  atement  showing  the  number  of  persons  who  were  assessed 
on  real  estate  in  that  county  for  less  than  $150  and  more 
than  $100.  I  have  that  list  before  me,  and  according  to  it 
there  will  be,  in  the  ten  parishes  in  my  county,  427  persons 
disfranchised  who,  to-day,  have  the  right  to  vote  on  real 
property  qualification,  under  the  law  that  exists  in  New 
Brunswick.  The  following  are  the  particulars :  In  New 
Brunswick,  13;  Cambridge,  10;  Canning,  31;  Chipman, 
65;  Gagetown,  41  ;  Hempstead,  10;  Johnston,  20;  Peters- 
ville,  58;  Waterboro’,  35;  Wickham,  3J.  It  is  claimed 
that  the  assessment  rolls  in  the  Province  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  do  not  actually  represent  the  value  of  real  estate. 
That  is  an  imputation  no  man  has  a  right  to  make 
against  the  revising  officers  or  assessor,  who  are  gentlemen 
selected  by  the  people,  sworn  to  do  their  duty,  and  thor¬ 
oughly  posted  with  regard  to  the  values  of  property  in  the 
several  districts ;  and,  besides,  there  is  a  check  even  upon 
them — that  of  the  board  of  valuators.  Then  we  have  the 
assessors  who  make  valuations  for  the  assessment  for  parish 
purposes,  and  who,  if  they  err  at  all,  err  in  assessing  pro¬ 
perty  too  high.  On  the  whole,  I  think  the  valuation  put 
on  real  estate  in  the  county  I  represent  will  be  quite  as  near 
the  mark  as  any  that  could  be  put  upon  it  by  the  percons 
who  will  be  appointedtofi.il  the  positions  of  revising  officers 
— barristers  of  five  years’  stauding.  We  have  barristers  of 
twenty-five  years’  standing  in  that  county,  and  I  am  quBe 
sure  no  solitary  individual,  if  they  were  appointed,  would 
say  they  were  at  all  qualified  to  value  property  in  that 
county,  compared  with  the  men  selected  by  the  people  them¬ 
selves.  I  called  attention,  on  a  former  occasion,  to  another 
feature  of  this  Bill  with  which  the  hon.  member  for  St. 
John  had  dealt  at  length.  He  pointed  out  that  in  New 
Brunswick  we  have  what  is  known  as  personal  qualifi¬ 
cation,  under  which  a  latge  number  of  vessel  own¬ 
ers  and  other  owners  of  personal  property  have 
the  right  to  vote.  I  asked  the  secretary-treasurer  of 
my  county  to  give  me  a  list  of  those  who  were  thus 
qualified,  so  as  to  arrive  at  the  number  who  will  be  dis¬ 
franchised  under  this  Bill,  in  which  there  is  no  such  quali¬ 
fication.  In  the  parish  of  Cambridge,  alone,  there  will  be 
31  persons  disfranchised,  the  owners  of  vessels  ranging 
from  75  to  100  tons,  vessels  engaged  in  coasting  service 
and  in  transport  on  inland  waters  ;  in  Canning  the 
number  of  this  class  that  will  be  disfranchised  is  9 ; 
in  Chipman,  2;  in  Gagetown,  11;  in  Hempstead,  17; 
in  Johnston,  7;  in  Petersville,  9;  in  Waterborough,  7; 
in  Wickham,  5  ;  total,  98.  It  might  be  said  that 
these  people  have  farms  or  other  qualifications.  I  know 
the  most  of  them,  and  I  am  satisfied  nearly  all  have 
no  qualification  other  than  their  interest  in  vessels 
property,  and  if  they- are  to  be  deprived  of  their  privilege 
of  voting  because  personal  property  qualification  is  not 
recognised  in  this  Bill,  I  know  of  no  other  means  by 
which  they  can  obtain  that  right.  The  men  leave  their 
homes  generally  about  the  1st  April,  and  are  absent  till 
navigation  closes,  so  that  they  could  not  be  included,  as  some 
I  of  them  might  otherwise  be,  under  the  heading  of  farmers’ 
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sons.  I  would  not  80  much  object  to  this  measure  if  any  com¬ 
plaints  had  arisen  in  my  Province  in  regard  to  the  working 
of  the  present  law,  but  I  have  never  heard  of  any.  It  is 
true  that  while  this  law  disfranchises  a  large  number  of 
voters  in  New  Brunswick  it  will  give  the  right  to  somo 
who  have  not  that  right  to-day ;  but  is  it  fair  to  disfran¬ 
chise  one  individual  and  supply  his  place  with  another  ?  I 
am  very  glad  that  there  is  an  enlargement  of  the  franchise, 
but  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  come  here  for  that. 
The  present  Government  of  New  Brunswick  are  willing  to 
extend  the  franchise  to  farmers’  sons  and  tenants,  and  others 
in  that  Province  who  have  not  at  present  the  right  to  vote ; 
and  if  they  have  been  prevented  from  giving  that  right,  it 
is  due  to  the  opposition  in  one  branch  of  that  Legislature,  of 
gentlemen  holding  the  same  political  opinions  as  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite.  The  First  Minister  is  not  entitled  to  all 
the  credit  for  having  introduced  the  woman  suffrage  pro¬ 
position,  because  the  local  Premier  of  New  Brunswick, 
last  winter,  carried  that  through  one  branch  of  that  Legis¬ 
lature,  and  it  is  possible  that  next  year  it  may  become  law 
in  that  Province.  If  there  were  no  other  reason  than  that 
of  cost  I  would  oppose  this  measure.  The  people  of  my 
county  are  not  disposed  to  submit  to  a  tax  of  at  least  $2,000 
a  year  or  $10,000  for  each  election  of  a  member  to  this  House 
under  this  Bill.  They  will  still  have  to  prepare  the  list  for 
local  purposes,  in  addition  to  this  new  burden.  It 
may  be  Baid  that  this  Government  pays  the 
cost,  but  though  that  may  go  down  with  some 
counties,  it  will  not  go  down  with  the  people  whom  I 
represent,  who  know  that  they  pay  a  large  share  of  any 
expenditure  by  this  Government.  I  am  anxious  to  go  back 
to  the  same  constituency  which  has  hitherto  returned  me, 
and  I  want  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  return  to  the  con- 
Btituences  which  elected  them.  I  want  the  bon.  member 
for  Westmoreland  (Mr.  Wood)  to  go  back  to  the  same 
county  which  rejected  a  worthy  representative  and  accepted 
him  in  his  place.  If  any  county  in  New  Brunswick  has 
been  benefited  by  the  National  Policy  it  is  the  county  in 
which  that  hon.  gentleman  resides.  I  think  gentlemen  on 
this  side  are  entitled  to  as  much  credit  for  any  amendments 
which  may  be  made  to  this  Bill  as  those  who  have  sat  still 
during  this  discussion.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  goes  back  to 
that  constituency  I  want  him  to  go  back  to  the  vessel- 
owners  and  farmers  of  that  county  who  elected  him,  and 
not  to  the  town  of  Moncton,  to  appeal  to  Ihe  operatives  in 
the  sugar  refineries  and  in  the  cotton  mills,  who  are  to  be 
entitled  to  vote  under  this  Bill,  who  are  to  be  placed  on  the 
list  as  tenants,  paying  what  ? — $20  a  year  house  rent. 
There  is  no  great  interest  in  the  country  involved  in  that. 
They  can  get  up  and  leave,  if  times  are  not  prosperous, 
while  the  farmers  and  vessel-owners  and  others  who  voted 
for  him  have  to  stay.  These  are  the  men  whom  I  want  to 
see  retain  the  franchise.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  extension 
of  the  franchise,  but  I  do  not  want  the  other  classes  to  be 
struck  off  the  list  and  their  places  supplied  by  people  who 
have  not  one-half  the  interest  in  the  country  that  they  have. 
Hon.  members  from  my  own  Province  and  the  other  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces  have  for  some  time  been  calling  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  to  the  importance  of  securing  free 
trade  relations  with  the  United  States,  and  to  other  matters 
of  a  similar  character.  Now,  the  people  who  are  proposed 
to  be  enfranchished  by  this  Bill,  with  the  exception  of 
farmers’  sons,  are  opposed  to  any  such  policy  ;  they  are 
peoplo  whose  interests  are  bound  up  with  the  National 
Policy  instead  of  with  the  interests  of  the  Province.  When 
an  election  comes  arourid  again  1  want  to  see  the  right  to 
vote  remain  in  the  hands  of  the  people  who  will  vote  for 
securing  free  trade  relations  with  the  United  States,  and 
for  the  interests  of  our  Province.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
perhaps,  may  see  some  advantage  in  this  measure  for 
themselves  that  may  outweigh  any  other  consideration  ;  if 
so,  it  is  possible  that  they  may  have  to  assist  the  majority 


of  this  House  in  making  this  Bill  the  law  of  the  land.  I 
expect  myself  that  it  will  become  law,  but  I  cannot  allow  it 
to  pass  without  entering  my  protest  against  these  people 
being  disfranchised. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  It  is  well  known  to  hon.  gentlemen 
that  several  days  ago  I  gave  notice  of  a  motion  for  testing 
a  very  important  principle  connected  with  this  Bill  ;  and 
at  an  early  stage  of  this  debate,  as  soon  as  the  right  oppor¬ 
tunity  arrives,  I  propose  submitting  that  motion  for  the 
consideration  of  the  House,  and  at  that  time  I  shall  briefly 
state  the  reasons  which  have  induced  me  to  support  the 
proposed  amendment  to  the  Bill  under  consideration.  But 
I  now  rise  simply  for  the  purpose  of  explaining  why  1  vote 
against  excepting  New  Brunswick  from  the  operation  of 
this  Bill.  It  is  not  that  I  approve  of  the  Bill,  though,  as  I 
have  stated  before,  I  approve  of  the  principle  of  a  franchise 
Bill  emanating  from  this  House  rather  than  from  the  Local 
Legislatures.  I  hope,  beforo  this  Bill  gets  through  this 
committee,  that  this  committee  will,  after  the  arguments 
which  may  be  adduced,  and  after  they  hav.e  had  time  for 
reflection,  see  the  propriety  of  introducing  an  element  in 
this  Bill  which  will  remove  a  great  many  of  the  objection¬ 
able  features  which  it  possesses,  and  will  adopt  a  principle 
that  will  extend  to  almost  every  man  of  intelligence,  and 
of  the  age  of  21,  the  right  to  vote,  based  upon  manhood 
taxation  suffrage.  I  shall  not  discuss  that  at  the  present 
time,  but  I  simply  rise  to  justify  to  this  House  and  the 
country  the  vote  I  am  now  going  to  give  against  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  the  county  of  St.  John 
(Mr.  Weldon).  I  do  it  because  I  propose,  at  an  early  stage 
of  this  Bill,  to  introduce  the  amendment  to  which  I  referred, 
which,  I  think,  will  remove  the  objectionable  features  of 
this  Bill,  and  simplify  its  character,  especially  the  cost  of 
working  it,  and  make  it  more  satisfactory. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  My  hon.  friend  from  Northumberland 
(Mr.  Mitchell)  is  no  doubt  sincere  in  preferring  a  Dominion 
to  a  provincial  franchise.  But  I  would  be  pleased  if  a  gen¬ 
tleman  possessing  his  talents  had  given  some  reasons  for 
that  opinion.  With  me  it  is  a  very  important  question. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  At  an  early  stage  in  the  discussion  of 
this  Bill  the  hon.  gentleman  will  remember  I  gave  my 
reasons  at  length,  and  he  will  find  them  in  the  Hansard. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  do  remember  that  my  hon.  friend 
spoke,  but  if  those  are  all  the  reasons  he  could  give  for  the 
change  they  failed  to  convince  me.  My  hon.  friend  was 
not  in  the  House  the  other  night  when  I  made  a  few 
remarks.  The  article  in  the  paper  of  which  he  is  proprietor 
was  to  me  very  gratifying.  I  was  acquainted  with  my 
hon.  friend  tsventy -five  years  ago.  A  generation  has  grown 
up  since  he  and  I  first  met.  I  have  seen  him  at  times  when 
I  thought  he  was  not  himself,  but  that  article,  written  by 
himself,  carried  me  back  to  twenty-five  years  ago,  and  I 
thought  he  was  the  same  man  again,  influenced  by  justice 
and  by  liberal  and  noble  sentiments.  Not  perfect,  but  as  a 
man  I  have  always  admired  his  outspoken  and  liberal  views. 
That  article  was  well  worthy  of  consideration  and  worthy 
of  the  source  from  which  it  emanated.  Now,  with  regard  to 
this  question.  There  is  no  necessity  for  this  change.  I  hope  to 
hear,  before  this  amendment  is  disposed  of,  some  arguments  in 
its  favor  from  those  who  come  from  New  Brunswick,  if  any 
arguments  there  be.  We  are  not  very  numerous  here,  but 
I  shall  want  to  hear  some  definite  arguments  for  this 
change.  If  a  man  is  convinced,  he  ought  to  be  able  to 
advance  arguments  that  will  have  some  weight  to  those 
who  are  anxious  to  hear  arguments.  The  change  contem¬ 
plated  in  this  Bill  is  very  important.  As  my  hon.  friend 
from  Northumberland  knows,  we  had  a  great  battle  in  New 
Brunswick  to  obtain  popular  rights.  He  knows  that,  for 
fifty  years,  the  people  of  New  Brunswick  had  not  any 
privileges  at  all.  He  was  one  of  the  oldest  men,  one  of  the 
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ablest  men  who  fought  for  those  privileges,  when  we  had 
arrived  at  that  time  of  life  when  we  could  take  part  in  pub¬ 
lic  affairs.  He  knows  that  for  fifty  years  the  Legislature  of 
New  Brunswick  had  no  control  over  the  Crown  lands  of 
that  country  ;  he  knows  that  commissioners  were  sent  out 
from  England  that  were  not  responsible  to  the  people,  and 
that  for  fifty  years  after  Parliament  was  established  they 
could  not  sell  an  acre  of  Crown  land.  He  knows  that  dele¬ 
gation  after  delegation  was  sent  home  to  England  to  try  to 
got  concessions.  He  knows  that  for  a  long  time  we  con¬ 
tended  for  municipal  powers  to  regulate  our  own  local 
affairs,  and  that  was  another  matter  of  twenty-five 
years’  contest.  Those  battles  have  been  fought  out, 
and  now  we  possess  a  measure  of  self-government  and  a 
right  to  control  our  own  affairs.  Since  we  came  into  Con¬ 
federation  one  right  after  another  has  been  taken  away ; 
and  here  is  a  proposal  to  take  from  the  people  the  rights 
which  they  fought  for  and  which  they  now  possess.  Now, 
I  think  that  before  hon.  members  from  New  Brunswick 
vote  to  take  away  the  right  of  making  the  voters’  lists 
from  the  Provincial  Government,  they  ought  to  give  some 
reasons  for  it.  The  local  authorities  are  better  qualified 
than  any  other  class  of  men  can  be  to  prepare  the  voters’ 
lists.  No  one  has  denied  the  constitutional  right  of  this 
Parliament  to  make  the  change  proposed;  but  it  is  the 
expediency  of  this  change  we  are  discussing.  A  charter 
was  asked  for  building  a  railway  bridge  across  the  falls  at 
St.  John.  It  was  an  important  matter,  and  consent  was 
granted,  and  constitutionally  so.  But  yet  it  would  have 
been  constitutional  if  the  power  had  been  withheld,  although 
the  people  would  have  been  deprived  of  the  right  to  build 
the  bridge,  which  was  in  the  public  interest.  It  is  more  in 
accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the  constitution  that  the  fran¬ 
chises  should  be  left  with  the  people  of  the  different 
Provinces  rather  than  brought  under  the  power  of 
this  Parliament.  Although  the  United  States  have 
had  an  experience  of  100  years,  they  have  not 
found  it  to  be  in  the  general  interest  to  change  their  system, 
and  it  is  held  that  the  autonomy  of  the  different  States  is 
thus  preserved.  This  is  another  right  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  are  taking  away  from  the  Provinces,  and  it  is 
calculated,  more  than  anything  else,  to  create  discord  and 
cause  the  people  to  regret  that  they  gave  their  interests 
into  the  hands  of  this  Parliament.  I  have  heard  no  com¬ 
plaint  made  about  the  working  of  our  municipal  institu¬ 
tions.  The  voters’  lists  could  not  be  more  simple  and  less 
expensive.  I  have  never  heard  of  a  man  being  improperly 
put  on  the  voters’  list  intentionally,  or  left  off.  Those 
revisers  entertain  various  views  with  respect  to  local  and 
Dominion  politics  ;  but  we  do  not  trouble  about  that  circum¬ 
stance.  If  the  revisers  do  not  do  their  duty  they  are 
removed.  No  difficulty  occurs  with  the  existing  system. 
The  very  reverse  will  be  found  to  be  the  case  with  respect 
to  the  proposed  system.  The  revising  barrister  may  be  a 
stranger,  and  he  will  go  about  ascertaining  the  value  of 
property  and  fixing  the  list  of  those  entitled  to  vote.  It 
will  be  a  very  objectionable  system.  The  change  is 
revolutionary  in  its  character,  and  it  deals  with  the 
dearest  rights  of  the  people  of  the  Province.  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  has  sixteen  members  in  this  House,  ton  on  one  side  and 
six  on  the  other — one  has  been  removed  by  death— and  this 
great  revolution  respecting  the  Province  will  be  carried  by 
a  majority  of  two  or  three  men.  Without  wishing  to  point 
out  to  them  their  duty,  it  is  evident  that  a  serious  respon¬ 
sibility  attaches  to  them.  Unless  the  very  best  reasons  are 
given  for  the  change,  unless  there  is  some  evil  to  be 
remedied,  we  should  hesitate  before  we  make  this  change. 
I  do  not  know  what  the  change  will  be,  as  to  the  number  of 
people  who  will  be  placed  on  the  lists.  Our  qualifications 
for  electors  are  very  simple — $100  of  real  estate,  $400 
income  and  $400  personal  property.  We  are  asked  to 
change  that  for  a  most  intricate  and  difficult  system  to 
Mr.  Gillmor. 


understand.  The  present  Bill  makes  the  qualifications  $300 
in  cities  and  towns.  It  requires  $100  under  our  local  law  ; 
and  so,  instead  of  extending  the  franchise,  it  will  be  reducing 
it  very  much.  Again,  $20  rental  per  annum,  that  will  increase 
the  number  of  voters ;  $300,  the  party  being  a  bond  fide  occu¬ 
pant.  There  is  great  chance  of  a  difference  of  opinion  taking 
place  on  that  point.  Another  qualification  is  $400  income  from 
real  property  in  cities.  In  counties  it  will  be  $150  worth 
of  real  propety-— that  is  to  say,  $50  more  than  the  provincial 
qualification,  Farmers’  sons  and  sons-in-law  are  to  be 
enfranchised.  I  do  not  object  to  that,  but  the  sons  of 
artisans,  fishermens’  sons,  merchants’  sons  are  equally 
entitled  and  there  are  other  difficult  qualifications  in 
the  Bill.  By  a  revising  barrister,  whether  intentionally  or 
otherwise,  injustice  will  be  done.  I  most  sincerely  and 
honestly  oppose  the  change  proposed,  not  from  party  feel¬ 
ings  at  all,  although  I  am  not  different  from  other  men  in 
having  party  prejudices,  but  because  I  believe  it  is  one  of 
the  most  infamous  measures  ever  introduced  into  a  Parlia¬ 
ment.  It  is  revolutionary  ;  it  is  calculated  to  produce  discord, 
and  to  give  a  party  advantage — and  that  is  the  moving 
motive  that  prompted  it,  for  it  has  been  shown  that  there  is 
no  necessity  whatever  for  it.  With  respect  to  the  franchise, 

I  may  say  that  I  am  inclined  to  favor  a  very  extended  fran-  , 
chise.  It  is  the  spirit  of  the  age  in  which  we  live  to  extend 
the  franchise.  1  never  yet  could  understand  why  there 
should  be  such  a  gulf  fixed  between  the  man  who 
happens  to  have  $100  worth  of  real  estate  and  the 
man  who  has  not  $100  worth.  I  cannot  understand 
why  such  a  gulf  should  be  fixed  between  the  men  who 
have  property  and  the  men  who  have  not  property  in  this 
country.  We  have  only  to  look  abroad  to  see  that  the  hope 
for  the  future  advancement  and  progress  and  greatness  of 
this  country  does  not  depend  on  the  money,  does  not  depend 
on  the  wealthy  men  of  the  country,  on  the  land-owners  of 
the  country  alone,  but  upon  the  young  men,  with  their 
strong  right  arms,  their  energy,  their  force,  their  ability  to 
make  the  country  great.  We  are  forced  to  vote  on  this 
question,  upon  which  I  should  like  to  consult  my  consli- 
tuents,  whose  opinion  upon  the  matter  of  manhood  suffrage, 
for  instance,  I  do  not  know.  It  is  not  fair  to  this  Parliament 
or  this  country  to  bring  in  a  measure  of  such  importance 
as  this,  and  drive  it  through  at  the  rate  at  which  it  has 
been  attempted  to  put  through  this  measure,  and  without 
that  consideration  which  ought  to  be  given  to  it.  And 
after  all  our  consideration,  it  is  only  the  consideration 
of  210  men.  We  have  5,000,000  of  people  in  this 
country  who  ought  to  be  consulted  on  this  measure,  and 
who  ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  a  measure 
of  so  much  importance.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  may  know 
by  intuition  the  opinions  of  their  constituents,  but  for  my 
part  I  do  not  know  what  they  want  until  I  consult  them, 
and  I  am  delicate  about  making  important  changes  without 
knowing  their  wishes.  Should  we  adopt  this  Bill  we  are 
not  going  back  to  the  same  constituents  who  sent  us  here, 
for  I  know  that  in  my  own  county,  and  in  many  others  in 
New  Brunswick,  a  large  number  of  people  who  formerly  had 
votes  will  be  disfranchised.  The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s 
states  that  this  Bill  would  reduce  his  voters’  list  500 ;  he  may 
be  correct.  I  think  not  so  great  a  number  in  proportion 
would  be  disfranchised  in  my  county.  I  do  not  think  this 
measure  will  increase  the  votes  of  fishermen  to  any  extent. 
It  will  disfranchise  those  who  own  $400  of  personal  property 
in  vessels,  and  there  are  few  who  have  $100  of  real  estate 
who  have  not  $  150  ;  it  will  not  change  the  vote  of  fishermen. 

I  am  opposed  to  this  Bill  on  every  principle.  I  am  opposed 
to  the  Indian  enfranchisement  and  to  the  revising  barrister. 

I  do  not  believe  that  in  my  county,  or  in  any  other  county 
of  Now  Brunswick,  where  the  people  have  fought  the  battle 
for  municipal  institutions,  they  want  irresponsible  men  to 
come  down  and  take  charge  of  their  own  business,  and  to 
say  who  shall  and  who  shall  not  vote.  If  these  men  do 
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wrong,  to  whom  are  they  responsible  ?  Would  they  be 
responsi  ble  to  the  electors  of  Charlotte  ?  By  no  means.  To 
the  Province  of  New  Brunswick?  By  no  means.  Even 
this  Parliament  unless  both  branches  are  agreed  cannot 
remedy  the  evils  that  may  arise;  they  have  not  the 
power,  for  these  men  will  be  fixtures.  This  is  a  retrograde 
step.  We  have  fought  for  responsibility,  and  now  the  Con¬ 
federation  is  proposing  to  put  on  us  irresponsible  men,  men 
we  cannot  reach,  and  we  have  had  enough  of  irresponsible 
officials  in  New  Brunswick,  through  family  compacts,  and 
so  on.  If  hon.  gentlemen  from  the  Province  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  intend  to  support  this  Bill  their  duty  is,  first,  to  con¬ 
vince  themselves  that  their  Province  wants  it,  and  having  j 
satisfied  themselves  on  that  point,  they  would  be  justified  in  jj 
voting  for  it.  For  my  part,  I  am  justified  in  voting  against  3 
it,  because  I  do  not  want  it,  and  I  do  not  believe  the  people  S 
want  it. 

Mr.  BURNS.  It  is  refreshing  to  hear  hon.  gentlemen 
say  that  an  attempt  has  been  made  to  drive  the  Bill  through 
the  House.  It  seems  to  me  that  we  have  discussed  this 
measure — -and  I  mean  by  that  that  the  House  as  a  body  has 
discussed  the  measure  at  great  length  indeed.  Ever  since  J 
fehe  21st  of  April  the  House  has  been  in  committee  on  this  I 
Bill,  and  it  has  been  more  than  discussed.  It  has  appeared  1 
to  those  who  have  listened  on  this  side  that  no  serious 
attempt  was  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  to 
discuss  the  measure,  but  that  a  serious  attempt  was  made 
to  burk  the  passage  of  it  in  its  entirety.  Had  they  been 
desirous  for  a  measure  of  this  kind,  had  they  been  solicit" 
ous  for  what  I  consider  the  best  interests  of  the 
Dominion,  they  would  have  reserved  all  their  speaking 
powers— all  the  words  they  have  used  and  wasted — until 
such  time  as  we  came  to  what  we  might  call  the  details 
of  the  Bill.  But,  Sir,  that  they  did  not  do.  They  set  out 
with  what — I  think  we  can  truthfully  say— -was  a  policy 
of  obstruction,  an  avowed  policy  of  obstruction.  That 
policy  was  shown  clearly  by  the  fact  that  hour  after  hour, 
day  after  day  and  night  after  night,  hon.  gontlemen  on  the 
other  side  treated  us-— not  to  a  discussion  on  the  merits  of 
the  Bill,  but  to  matters  totally  irrelevant  thereto.  But  I 
i i^e,  not  for  the  purpose  of  entering  into  any  general 
argument  with  regard  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  The 
House,  by  a  solemn  vote,  assented  to  the  principles  of  the 
Bill,  and  now  we  are  in  committee  to  discuss  its  details  and 
provisions.  I  rise  to  address  myself  to  the  observations  made 
by  the  gentlemen  from  my  own  Province,  and  to  treat  of  the 
resolution  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John.  I  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  issue  with  the  statement  made  by 
him,  by  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  and  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Charlotte.  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  stating  that  in 
my  opinion  the  effect  of  this  Bill  would  not  be  in  any  way 
to  restrict  the  franchise  in  New  Brunswick,  but  largely  to 
extend  it,  and  it  is  because  it  will  extend  the  franchise  in 
New  Brunswick  that  I  purpose  giving  my  vote  in  support 
of  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  St.  John  slated  | 
that  under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  a  large  class  of  people 
will  be  disfranchised.  He  made  particular  allusion  to 
those  who  own  property  in  ships,  property  in  wood  boats 
on  the  river  St.  John,  and  other  holders  of  personal  pro-  j 
perty.  To  my  mind — and  I  have  carefully  considered  the  j 
whole  question— that  class  of  persons  will  not  be  disfran¬ 
chised.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  any  person  in  j 
the  receipt  of  $400  a  year,  any  person  earning  that  amount, 
no  matter  from  what  calling  or  source,  will  be  entitled  to 
vote,  under  this  Bill. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  BURNS.  I  say,  Sir,  that  is  my  reading  of  the  Bill, 
and  I  think  my  reading  is  the  same  as  the  reading  of  it  by, 
at  all  events,  all  those  on  this  side  who  give  their  support 
to  the  measure,  and  all  on  this  side  do  give  their  support  to 
the  measure. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  Supposing  he  made  no  profit  ? 

Mr.  BURNS.  It  is  not  necessary  that  he  should  make 
a  profit ;  it  is  only  necessary  that  he  should  earn  that  sum 
in  order  to  entitle  him  to  vote.  Had  hon.  gentlemen  reserved 
that  question  until  we  came  to  discuss  the  particular 
part  of  the  measure  bearing  upon  it,  they  would  be 
enlightened  on  that  score  ;  but  they  have  not  chosen 
to  do  so.  They  have  chosen  to  obstruct  the  passage  of  the 
measure,  and  to  my  mind  they  have  done  so  because  they 
are  afraid  of  an  extension  of  the  franchise.  The  very 
best  proof  I  can  give  of  that,  so  far  as  New  Brunswick  is 
concerned,  is  that  the  hon.  member  for  Charlotte  (Mr.  Gill- 
mor)  knows  that  in  his  constituency,  which  is  a  large  fish¬ 
ing  constituency,  a  large  number  of  fishermen  would  be 
enfranchised  under  the  operation  of  this  Bill.  Is  the  hon. 
gentleman  afraid  to  meet  the  votes  of  the  fishermen  when 
he  goes  back  ? 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  got  two  out  of  every  three  of  them, 
and  I  expect  to  get  them  if  I  want  them. 

Mr.  BURNS.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  got  two  out  of 
every  three  of  them,  he  should  respect  the  confidence 
they  reposed  in  him,  by  not  opposing  a  measure  which 
will  enfranchise  a  larger  number  of  them.  I  can  speak  from 
personal  knowledge,  so  far  as  the  Province  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  is  concerned,  but  more  particularly  with  regard  to  the 
county  I  have  the  honor  to  represent.  There,  I  know  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  a  very  large  number  will  be  enfranchised.  I 
have  carefully  gone  through  the  list  of  voters  for  that 
county,  which  I  have  now  before  me,  name  by  name — and  I 
am  familiar  with  the  name  of  almost  every  man  in  the 
county — and  I  fail  to  find  the  name  of  one  who  will  be 
disfranchised  under  the  operation  of  this  Bill,  while  I  know 
of  hundreds  who  will  be  enfranchised  under  it.  Therefore, 
I  can  only  come  to  the  conclusion  that  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  are  afraid  of  what  they  call  a  new  constitu¬ 
ency.  They  would  be  satisfied  to  get  here  at  any  time,  bat 
they  are  afraid,  if  this  Bill  becomes  law,  that  the  number  of 
voters  will  be  so  increased  that  there  will  be  greater  danger 
of  their  being  left  at  home.  I  feel  no  such  danger.  I  leel 
confident,  in  going  back  to  my  constituency,  that  the  greater 
the  number  of  voters  the  greater  my  majority  w.ll  be.  I 
prefer,  Sir,  that  this  Dominion  should  regulate  its  own  fran¬ 
chise  ;  and  because  I  prefer  that,  I  shall  support  this  measure, 
Hon,  gentlemen  opposite  have  c'aimed  that  while  it  is  consti¬ 
tutional  to  pass  this  measure  it  is  inexpedient  to  do  so, 
because,  as  they  say,  we  should  go  back  to  the  electorate  and 
ask  them  for  an  expression  of  opinion  thereon.  I  ask  hon, 
gentlemen  opposite  if  the  Government  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario  or  the  Government  of  the  Province  of  New  Brun¬ 
swick  thought  it  advisable  or  necessary  to  go  back  to  their 
constituents  before  bringing  in  a  Franchise  Bill  dar¬ 
ing  the  last  Sessions  of  the  Legislatures  in  those  Provinces, 
No,  Sir,  they  did  not.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  declare 
that  the  members  of  this  House  should  be  sent  here  under 
the  provincial  franchises.  I  am  not  of  that  opinion.  I 
believe  this  House  should  deal  with  its  own  composition, 
and  not  leave  it  to  the  Provincial  Legislatures  to  declare 
what  qualifications  shall  be  necessary  for  voters  to  send 
representatives  here.  I  do  not  think  that  is  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  dignity  of  the  Parliament  of  Canala.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  in  accordance  with  the  safety  and  independ¬ 
ence  of  Parliament,  that  it  should  be  in  any  way  at  the 
mercy  or  under  the  control  of  the  Local  Legislatures,  no 
matter  bow  well  disposed  they  may  be.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  for  Charlotte  made  the  statement,  which  I  took  down 
at  the  time,  that  all  those  who  voted  on  income  to  the  extent 
of  $400  a  year  would  be  disfranchised. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  On  personal  property,  I  said. 

Mr.  BURNS.  Well,  for  my  purpose  it  is  the  same  thing 
whether  it  is  income  or  personal  property.  Is  the  hon. 
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gentleman  serious  in  saying  that  ?  Does  he  mean  to  con¬ 
vey  to  this  House  the  impression  that  those  who  vote  on  $400 
worth  of  personal  property  in  his  county  have  no  other  means 
of  subsistence — have  no  incomes,  that  they  are  not  household¬ 
ers,  occupants,  tenants,  merchants,  ship-owners,  fishermen, 
farmers,  or  anything  else  ?  He  also  stated  that  all  those 
who  voted  on  $100  of  real  estate  would  be  disfranchised. 
Was  the  hon.  gentleman  serious  in  making  that  statement  ? 
Those  statements  are  quite  in  keeping  with  other  reckless 
statements  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  made.  I  do  not 
think  they  seriously  consider,  sometimes,  what  they  are 
going  to  say,  but  si  mply  aim  at  expressing  themselves  in 
some  way  that  will  convey  to  their  constituents  the  idea 
that  their  liberties  will  be  very  much  trampled  upon  by 
the  operation  of  the  Bill.  Hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  have,  time  after  time,  taunted  those  on  this  side  with 
sitting  in  silence,  and  not  discussing  the  Bill.  It  is  fresh 
in  the  minds  of  hon.  members  of  this  committee  that  after 
a  week  of  debating — I  cannot  call  it  debating,  but  after  a 
week  of  reading  reports  and  documents — after  a  week 
of  lost  time,  one  Saturday  evening  arrived — and  I 
think  those  hon.  gentlemen  have  a  lively  recollection 
of  what  occurred  on  that  evening— a  few  speeches 
were  made  by  members  of  this  side,  and  they  demo¬ 
lished  all  the  arguments  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
used.  We,  on  this  side,  are  content  to  wait  and 
perfect  the  measure  ;  we  do  not  desire  unnecessarily  to  oc¬ 
cupy  the  time  of  the  House  ;  we  are  prepared  to  wait  until  we 
reach  those  stages  of  the  Bill  under  which  it  is  proper  for  us 
to  express  our  opinions,  and  we  then  express  those  opinions 
in  a  fearless  and  independent  manner.  We  do  what  I  think 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  should  do,  endeavor  to  perfect  the 
Bill  and  make  it  workable,  and  to  give  the  Dominion  a 
franchise  under  which  it  can  work. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  I  wish  to  make  a  strong  and  solemn  pro¬ 
test  against  this  Bill.  I  prefer  the  franchise  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  referred  to  in  the  amendment  before  you,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  to  the  franchise  indicated  in  this  measure.  I  prefer  it 
for  a  good  many  reasons,  which  1  will  endeavor  to  state  in  as 
few  words  as  I  can.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  simple ;  i(  is  inex¬ 
pensive  ;  it  is  the  franchise  chosen  by  the  people  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince.  It  i3  a  franchise  that  has  given  universal  satisfaction 
in  that  Province,  and  they  have  never  asked  for  any  other. 
To  give  you  an  idea,  Mr.  Chairman,  of  how  they  make  up 
the  voters’  lists,  and  to  show  the  House  the  simplicity 
and  the  fairness  and  the  honesty  of  it,  I  will  state 
briefly  how  it  is  done.  In  the  first  place,  the  county 
council  appoint  three  valuators  for  the  county. 
These  valuators  value  the  property  in  the  whole 
c:unty.  The  different  parishes  send  two  members  each  to 
the  county  municipality,  and  these  three  valuators  are 
appointed  by  the  whole  municipality,  so  that  the  valuation 
in  the  whole  county  may  be  uniform,  and  that  no  parish 
can  adopt  a  valuation  different  from  another.  These  valua¬ 
tors  go  through  the  county  every  third  year.  Then  assessors 
are  appointed  for  each  parish,  who  go  through  each  parish 
every  year  and  value  the  property.  According  to  the 
law  of  New  Brunswick,  the  municipality  also  appoints 
two  revising  officers,  and  these  two  appoint  a  third.  They 
are  bound,  by  law,  to  check  the  assessors’  lists,  to  take 
from  them  the  people  who  have  not  property  enough  to 
enable  them  to  vote.  In  New  Brunswick  a  man  is 
entitled  to  vote  who  has  $100  worth  of  real  estate,  in  con¬ 
trast  with  this  proposed  Bill,  which  proposes  to  make  it 
$150.  New  Brunswick  gives  a  vote  also  to  a  man  who  has 
$400  worth  of  personal  property,  or  personal  property  and 
real  estate  combined  ;  and  as  there  is  no  personal  property 
qualification  in  this  Bill,  in  those  two  classes  alone  a  large 
number  of  persons  will  be  disfranchised.  The  hon.  member 
for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Burns)  claimed  that  he  prefers  this 
Bill  to  the  New  Brunswick  franchise.  I  read  the  law  very 
Mr.  Burns. 


differently.  I  believe  it  will  disfranchise  a  very  large  num¬ 
ber,  principally  of  the  two  classes  to  which  I  have  referred. 
This  Bill  readjusts  and  decreases  the  franchise.  In  the  towns, 
some  small  tenants  will  be  enfranchised,  and  in  the  factory 
towns  there  will  be  quite  a  number  of  this  class,  which  is 
the  only  additional  class  that  will  be  enfranchised  under 
this  law.  In  fact,  this  Bill  will  take  the  franchise  from  the 
bone  and  sinew  of  the  country  and  give  it  (o  the  floating 
population,  who  are  the  tenants  in  small  towns  and  in  the 
factory  towns ;  it  will  give,  practically,  to  the  owners  of 
factories,  the  parties  through  whom  this  Government  are 
seeking  to  control  the  country,  the  control  of  the  voting 
power,  at  the  oxpense  of  the  bone  and  sinew  of  the  country. 
It  is  a  revolutionary  measure,  a  measure  which  I  cannot 
characterise  in  fit  terms.  If  I  were  to  read  to  you  some 
letters  I  have  received  this  day,  you  would,  Sir,  declare 
that  the  language  by  which  the  writers  characterise  the 
principles  of  this  Bill  to  be  out  of  order.  I  assure  you,  that 
instead  of  obstructing  the  business  of  the  House,  by  calling 
the  attention  of  this  House  and  the  country  to  the  objectiona¬ 
ble  features  of  this  Bill,  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  have  not 
done  their  duty;  they  have  not  sufficiently  educated  the 
country  with  regard  to  its  defects,  and  every  day  proves 
that  more  and  more  plainly.  The  only  great  merit  claimed 
for  this  Bill  in  the  first  discussion  was  that  it  would  make 
a  uniform  franchise  for  the  whole  Dominion.  I  do  not  think 
it  will.  It  will  fail  to  make  a  uniform  franchise.  Make 
the  figures  supposed  to  represent  the  value  of  the  property 
qualification  exactly  the  same  in  the  different  Provinces, 
scattered,  as  they  are,  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  with 
so  many  different  circumstances,  conditions  and  values.  It 
will  not  only  fail  to  make  it  uniform  but  it  will  increase  the 
friction  between  these  different  Provinces.  The  more 
latitude  you  give  to  the  Provinces  to  do  do  their  local  busi¬ 
ness  in  their  own  way,  the  less  friction  you  will  have ;  and 
the  stronger  you  endeavor  to  bind  them  together  by  Acts  of 
Parliament  the  more  friction  you  will  have.  Under  this 
Bill  the  voters’  list  is  to  be  made  up  by  an  officer  appointed 
by  this  Government,  who  is  not  obliged  to  take  the  assessors’ 
list  for  a  foundation,  who  may  put  on  or  take  off  any 
names  he  thinks  proper,  who  is  not  amenable  to  any  person 
for  having  done  what  he  thinks  proper.  There  is  no  appeal 
on  matters  of  fact,  and  though  there  is  said  to  be  an  appeal 
on  points  of  law,  it  can  only  take  place  with  the  consent  of 
the  man  whose  decision  is  to  be  appealed  against.  I  regret 
to  see  the  misstatement  in  some  of  the  Government  papers 
in  New  Brunswick — some  which  are  said  to  be  organs  of  the 
Government,  some  of  which  are  controlled  by  members  of 
this  House,  some  of  whom  are  contributors  to  them — 
that  there  is  an  appeal  in  matters  of  fact  as  well  as  in  mat¬ 
ters  of  law.  I  am  sorry  to  see  these  misstatements  reite¬ 
rated,  because  some  people  will  believe  them.  The  appeal, 
even  if  it  be  allowed,  will  be  so  expensive  that  not  one 
man  in  five  hundred  will  take  advantage  of  it.  In  fact, 
there  is  no  appeal  at  all.  You  can  suppose  a  Province  in 
which  there  is  not  a  member  supporting  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Who  is  to  appoint  the  revising  barrister?  Some 
outsider,  perhaps,  from  some  other  Province,  and  you 
can  imagine  the  friction  that  will  be  occasioned  by  this  line 
of  action.  I  know  of  several  counties  that  have  not  a  bar¬ 
rister  of  five  years’  standing  qualified  for  the  position,  and 
in  which  there  are  no  resident  judges.  According  to  the 
interpretation  of  the  Prime  Minister,  the  Government  will 
have  to  send  a  revising  barrister  from  another  county,  and 
the  man  most  likely  to  be  sent  is  a  red-hot  partisan,  and 
you  may  imagine  the  amount  of  indignation  that  will  be 
occasioned  by  these  appointments.  I  will  vote  for  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment,  and  if  that  fails  I  will  vote 
for  the  amendment.  I  believe  that  every  Province  should 
have  the  privilege  of  electing  its  own  delegates  in  its  own 
way.  If  wo  had  a  legislative  union  this  measure  would  be 
a  necessity,  but  this  is  a  federal  union,  and  my  strongest 
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objection  to  the  measure  is  that  it  is  a  direct  blow  at  the 
federal  union  of  the  different  Provinces.  I  believe  this 
measure  is  sapping  and  mining  the  foundation  upon  which 
this  Confederation  rests.  If  this  line  of  legislation  is  con¬ 
tinued,  no  Acts  of  Parliament  will  bind  these  Provinces 
together  very  long.  It  has  been  asserted,  and  it  has  not  been 
contradicted,  that  the  Premier  is  not  a  federal  unionist,  but 
is  in  favor  of  a  legislative  union.  I  have  not  heard  him  say  so 
in  so  many  words,  but  the  line  of  conduct  followed  by  the 
party  he  leads  certainly  leads  me  to  that  concluison. 
Ever  since  we  came  into  the  Union  we  have  been 
drifting  in  that  direction.  Laws  have  been  continually 
made  in  this  House  that  entrenched,  little  by  little, 
upon  the  rights  of  the  Provinces.  I  know  that  a  different 
construction  was  put  upon  Dominion  rivers,  and  upon 
railways.  Formerly,  a  Dominion  river  was  a  river  dividing 
two  provinces,  or  dividing  a  Province  from  a  State ; 
but  that  has  been  changed,  and  at  present  the  Domi¬ 
nion  takes  charge  of  every  stream  and  every  river.  For¬ 
merly,  a  Dominion  railway  was  construed  to  be  a  railway 
that  united  two  or  more  Provinces,  but  now  the  Dominion 
has  taken  charge  of  nearly  all  the  railways.  Acts  dealing 
with  purely  local  railways  have  been  disallowed.  Uncon¬ 
stitutional  Acts  regulating  and  licensing  the  liquor 
traffic  have  been  passed,  and  so,  from  one  thing  to 
another,  the  Dominion  has  gone  on  encroaching 
upon  provincial  rights.  This  measure  now  before  us 
appears  to  be  an  advanced  measure — an  advanced  entrench¬ 
ment— from  which,  I  suppose,  a  last  attack  will  be  made 
upon  provincial  autonomy.  I  do  think  that  the  smaller 
Provinces  are  in  danger.  I  will  not  say>  anything  about 
Quebec.  They  are  numerous  enough  in  Quebec  to  take 
care  of  themselves,  but  I  do  believe  that  the  only  safety  of 
the  smaller  Provinces  is  in  keeping  up  the  federal  union. 
The  Quebec  people  may  take  care  of  themselves,  but  if 
they  assist  the  right  hon.  Premier  gradually  to  encroach 
upon  the  rights  of  the  Provinces,  the  time  will  come 
when  Quebec  will  rue  her  present  course.  I  am  mistaken 
if  she  does  not  before  long  awake  to  the  fact  that  she  has 
gone  so  far  in  that  direction  that  it  will  be  impossible  to 
recede.  For  instance,  take  this  Bill.  The  Premier  has  told 
us  very  plainly  that  he  was  in  favor  of  female  franchise. 
We  are  informed  that  the  members  from  the  Province  of 
Quebec  are  against  female  suffrage  almost  unanimously.  I 
ask  the  representatives  from  Quebec  how  long  it  will  be, 
if  the  Premier  remains  in  power  and  carries  out  his  policy, 
before  woman  suffrage  will  be  made  the  law  of  the  land.  It 
will  not  be  long.  There  are  other  ways  in  which  their 
privileges  will  be  encroached  upon,  and  I  ask  you,  gentle¬ 
men,  in  your  own  interests,  to  assist  the  smaller  Provinces 
in  resisting  this  encroachment  upon  their  rights.  I  say  it 
is  a  privilege,  according  to  the  federal  constitution,  for  each 
Province  to  elect  its  own  delegates,  in  its  own  way,  to 
represent  its  own  interests.  For  the  last  eighteen  years 
the  Provinces  have  enjoyed  that  privilege,  and  it  has  worked 
satisfactorily.  There  has  been  no  good  reason  shown  for 
changing  it.  I  know  of  no  reason  in  the  world  why  it 
should  be  changed,  excepting  it.  be  for  party  purposes. 
Now,  I  say  that  if  that  is  the  only  reason  it  is  not  a  good 
reason.  The  hon.  member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Burns) 
made  a  serious  charge  of  obstruction  against  this  side 
of  the  House.  He  says  we  have  obstructed  the 
business  of  this  House.  Sir,  the-facts  of  tho  case  con  ; 
tradict  that  assertion.  What  are  the  facts  ?  This  Bill  did  ' 
not  receive  its  second  reading  until  the  16th  day  of  last 
month,  after  we  had  been  in  session  for  nearly  three  months, 
and  when  we  ought  to  have  been  ready  to  wind  up  the 
affairs  of  the  Session  and  go  home.  Then  it  was  thrown 
in  upon  us,  with  only  a  few  minutes’  explanation  ;  in  fact, 
with  no  explanation  at  all.  We  were  not  told  what  the 
provisions  of  tho  Bill  were.  I  say  deliberately  that  1  did 
not  know  what  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  until  after 


several  days’  debate,  and  it  is  my  opinion  that  three-fourths 
of  the  members  of  this  House  did  not  know  the  full  extent 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  until  after  several  days’ 
debate.  During  those  three  days,  upon  which  we  discussed 
the  merits  of  the  Bill  upon  the  second  reading,  I  ask  you 
if  we  had  fair  play.  During  one  or  two  nights  were  we  not 
kept  here  until  six  o’clock  in  the  morning,  and  on  other 
days  until  hours  long  past  midnight  ?  It  was  impossible 
for  any  hon.  gentleman  on  this  side  to  be  beard.  The  noise, 
the  cat-calls,  the  songs  and  the  revelry  of  all  description 
indulged  in  by  supporters  of  the  Government  made  it 
impossible  for  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  to 
discuss  this  matter  intelligently,  and  yet  we  are  accused  of 
obstruction.  Sir,  I  ask  you  if  that  accusation  is  in  accordance 
with  the  facts.  Instead  of  being  confined  to  three  days  in  dis¬ 
cussing  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  we  should  have  had  a 
week.  On  the  fourth  day  we  were  limited  in  our  discussion, 
for  upon  the  motion  to  go  into  committee  it  was  ruled  that 
we  could  notdiscuss  the  merits  of  the  Bill.  The  second  week 
we  went  into  committee.  What  is  a  committee  for,  either 
in  England  or  here?  It  is  where  we  are  to  deliberate  as  to 
the  particular  sections  of  a  Bill,  where  we  ask  questions  and 
ascertain  tho  real  meaning  of  the  words  contained  in  the 
several  sections.  Was  that  discussion  afforded  ?  No.  After 
twelve  o’clock  on  the  first  day  it  was  impossible  to  hear 
anything;  discussion  was  entirely  dropped.  On  the  second 
night  the  tactics  were  changed.  Hon.  gentlemen  came 
here  with  pillows,  with  beds,  and  they  said  they  were  going 
to  sleep.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  brought  lunches  with 
them  and  said  they  were  going  to  eat  and  sleep 
and  let  us  talk  till  we  were  tired.  Was  it  possible 

for  us  to  discuss  the  details  and  obtain  explana¬ 

tions  when  our  remarks  were  being  drowned  by  cat-calls, 
cock-crowing,  songs  and  revelry,  during  the  first  few  days  ? 
After  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  went  to  sleep.  Is  that 
obstructing?  If  so,  it  is  all  behind  the  Government.  It  is 
unfair  to  educate  the  people  by  the  press  that  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  have  been  obstructing  the  business  of  the  House.  I 
say  we  have  not.  The  Premier  himself  declared  that  it 
would  take  a  whole  Session  to  satisfactorily  discuss  a 
Bill  of  this  description.  He  told  us,  however,  that  this  was 
the  old  Bill,  with  a  few  amendments.  But  when  we  came 
to  look  at  it  we  found  it  was  not  the  old  Bill.  Was  the 
tribal  Indian  in  the  old  Bill  ?  No.  It  was  a  new  provision. 
It  is  true  that  in  the  second  week  of  the  discussion,  in 
answer  to  almost  defiant  speeches  from  this  side,  a  few  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  spoke.  But  they  did  not  explain  any¬ 
thing.  The  hon.  member  for  Algoma  explained  that  he 
knew  nothing  about  the  Bill ;  he  demonstrated  that  fact 
most  conclusively,  because  he  gave  a  construction  with 
regard  to  Indians  which  the  Premier  said  was  not  in  tho 
Bill.  We  have  been  badly  and  unfairly  Heated  in  accusa¬ 
tions  having  been  thrown  across  the  floor  which  were  con¬ 
trary  to  the  facts.  The  hon.  member  for  Kent,  N.  B.  (Mr. 
Landry),  who  is  generally  fair-minded  and  always  voluble, 
poured  out  a  volume  of  speech  that  was  overwhelming;  it 
was  a  perfect  torrent  of  words— a  blizzard  of  words.  I 
really  was  alarmed  for  the  safety  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  as  he  was  so  much  in  earnest.  He,  like  the  hon. 
member  for  Algoma,  proved  that  be  knew  nothing  about 
the  Bill,  and  he  had  to  be  put  right  by  the  leader  of 
the  Government.  Then  the  hon.  member  for  King’s 
(Mr.  Foster)  rose.  He  is  always  calm,  deliberate,  and 
grammatically  correct,  and  he  made  a  long  speech,  evidently 
timed  by  the  clock,  so  as  to  all®w  the  Premier  to  speak  and 
him  alone  that  night,  which  only  terminated  a  few  minutes 
hefore  twelve,  and  he  again  proved  that  he  knew  nothing  about 
tho  Bill ;  that  he  had  been  out  of  the  House,  though  not, 
perhaps,  asleep.  I  need  not  refer  to  other  hon.  members, 
because  even  the  Secretary  of  State,  on  the  very  first  day  or 
two  of  the  debate,  proved  that  he  did  not  understand  the 
Bill,  He  explained  it  in  a  way  different  from  its  pro- 
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visions.  I  hope,  therefore,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will 
not  charge  us  with  obstructing  this  Bill.  Unless  there  is  a 
change,  three  weeks  longer  will  be  occupied  in  getting  this 
measure  into  their  heads.  We  were  not  allowed  sufficient 
time  at  the  second  reading ;  I  had  not  then  an  opportunity 
of  speaking  upon  the  general  principals  of  the  Bill,  and  I 
shall  have  to  protest  against  every  section,  and  especially  to 
affirm  this  amendment  which  refers  to  my  Province  ;  and  I 
know  that  if  this  Bill  passes  a  wave  of  indignation  will 
sweep  over  that  Province,  such  as  never  swept  over  it  before, 
and  there  is  quite  enough  indignation  there  already. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  When  I  heard  hon.  gentlemen 
from  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick,  previous  to  the  last 
Speaker,  address  the  Chair  on  this  Bill,  I  was  rather  dis¬ 
posed  to  compliment  them  on  the  general  tone  they  had 
adopted,  and  on  the  fact  that  their  speeches  were  a  contrast 
*— without  being  egotistical,  as  coming  from  the  same  Pro¬ 
vince  myself — to  those  of  many  hon.  gentlemen  from  the 
other  Provinces,  who  spoke  on  that  side  of  the  House,  and 
to  say  that  they  had  been  eminently  fair  in  the  discussion 
of  this  Bill.  I  say  this  in  the  presence  of  hon.  gentlemen 
on  this  side  representing  that  Province ;  but  I  do  not  know 
but  the  last  speaker  has  taken  a  little  from  the  sincerity  with 
which  I  would  have  uttered  that  remark.  If  he  had  pro¬ 
ceeded  throughout  his  speech  as  he  did  for  the  first  half  or 
three-quarters  of  an  hour,  and  if  he  had  not  concluded  his 
remarks  as  he  did,  I  would  have  been  in  a  position  to  have 
uttered  this  sentiment  with  more  sincerity  than  I  am  able 
to  do,  after  listening  to  his  speech.  But  it  does  seem  to  me 
strange  that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  conclude  his  speech 
by  excluding  everybody  on  this  side  from  those  who  knew 
anything  about  this  Bill,  and  by  saying  that  for  the  last 
three  or  four  weeks  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  had  been 
enlightening  members  on  this  side,  including  members 
of  the  Government,  as  to  the  provision  of  this  Bill. 
If  it  is  enlightenment  it  is  really  a  source  of  the 
greatest  inconsistency  with  their  action  with  regard  to  the 
different  sections  of  the  Bill,  and  if  it  is  enlightenment  I 
must  confess  that  I  must  be  even  more  ignorant  than  they 
say,  for  I  certainly  cannot  understand  that  kind  of  enlighten¬ 
ment.  If  it  were  necessary,  their  speeches  could  be  taken 
up,  and  it  could  be  shown  that  their  inconsistencies  and 
contradictions  in  the  course  of  the  debate  were  so  great 
that  there  could  not  be  a  great  deal  of  enlightenment, 
because  one  member  uttered  one  thing  and  the  next  some¬ 
thing  entirely  dffferent,  and  so  on  throngh  the  whole  discus¬ 
sion.  Now.  a  few  days  ago  some  hon.  gentlemen  from  the 
other  side — I  will  not  mention  them,  because  there  were  too 
many  of  them,  though  not  all  of  them—found  fault  with  the 
bon.  member  for  King’s,  P.  E.  I,;  they  said  that  he  was 
entirely  inconsistent,  and  they  asked  him  why  he  did  not 
adopt  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk, 
which  included  what  he  was  asking  for,  and  did  the  same 
work  as  his  amendment.  Since  then  we  have  found  two 
moro  amendments,  moved  by  these  boa.  gentlemen  who 
found  fault  with  him.  They  allow  their  colleagues  and 
friends,  those  who  are  in  sympathy  aad  harmony  with 
them  in  opposing  this  Bill,  to  go  back  and  move  similar 
sub-amendments  as  the  hon.  member  for  Prince  Edward 
Island,  with  whom  they  found  fault.  I  made  an  exception 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  for  New  Brunswick,  and  I  do  yet.  I 
say  that  those  gentlemen,  with  the  exception  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Sunbury,  who  did  not  devote  himself  entirely  to 
the  principles  of  the  measure,  discussed  in  a  fair  spirit ; 
and  the  only  fault  I  can  find  with  them  is,  that  they 
have  too  great  confidence  in  the  utterances  of  gentlemen 
on  that  side,  and  that  they  look  with  too  much  suspicion 
on  anything  that  comes  from  this  side.  Some  of  them 
admitted,  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  that  they 
did  not  know  anything  about  it;  they  said  that  we 
spoke  little  upon  the  measure,  but  they  swallowed 
Mr.  Burpee. 


everything  that  was  said  by  speakers  on  that  side, 
some  of  whom  pronounced  the  Bill  to  be  an  outrageous 
measure.  They  do  not  use  their  own  judgment ;  and,  not 
knowing  anything  about  the  measure,  as  some  of  them 
admitted,  they  still  have  implicit  confidence  in  all  they  are 
told  by  their  leaders  and  colleagues,  and  they  use  the  same 
strong  words  in  discussing  the  Bill.  They  say  it  is  out¬ 
rageous,  tyrannical,  revolutionary,  and  they  describe  it  by 
a  number  of  other  words,  with  which  they  are  very  familiar, 
but  which  I  cannot  pretend  to  repeat;  they  have  swallowed 
all  that ;  they  repeat  all  these  words  as  being  absolutely 
true,  but  without  advancing  any  argument  to  show  that 
they  are  true.  Where  is  the  revolutionary  character  of 
this  measure  ?  How  long  have  we  been  discussing  it 
since  we  came  to  the  third  section.  I  have  not  kept 
time,  but  it  is  a  long  time ;  and  what  have  we  been 
discussing  ?  We  have  been  discussing  just  one  clause,  as  to 
who  shall  be  entitled  to  vote,  who  shall  be  put  on  the  register, 
and  that  having  reference  to  a  person  being  at  the  full  age  of 
twenty-one  years,  if  he  be  not  otherwise  disqualified  by  this 
Act,  or  some  other  Act  of  the  Dominion.  ,;Now,  it  appears  to 
me  that  if  there  had  been  no  intention  of  obstruction —this  is 
my  candid  opinion— if  there  only  had  been  a  desire  on  the 
part  of  these  hon.  gentlemen  to  perfect  this  Bill,  to  make  it 
as  perfect  as  it  could  be,  to  offer  such  amendments  as  they 
sincerely  believed  would  have  the  effect  of  amending  it,  in 
the  way  of  making  it  more  perfect,  they  would  have  said  : 
Let  that  go;  surely  we  cannot  say  that  twenty-one  years  of 
age  is  not  the  right  age.  Then  they  would  come  to  the 
next  part  of  the  clause,  that  he  must  be  a  British  subject, 
by  birth  or  naturalisation,  and  they  would  say :  Is  that 
reasonable,  and  if  it  is,  let  that  go.  Then  he  must  be  the 
owner  of  real  property  of  the  value  of  $300  ;  and  as  to  that 
there  might  be  some  difference  of  opinion.  If  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  are  not  engaged  in  obstruction,  if  it  is  their  purpose  to 
amend  the  Bill  and  submit  to  the  majority,  if  they  are 
not  simply  obstructing  it  to  such  an  extent,  either  to  make 
the  Government  abandon  it,  or  obstructing  it  in  such  a 
way  that  it  cannot  be  passed  at  all,  if  that  is  not 
the  object,  why  not  let  those  things  which  are  not 
objectionable  pass,  and  when  they  come  to  the  others, 
discuss  them  in  a  reasonable  and  rational  way.  Why  not, 
if  $30  J  is  too  high,  say  so  ;  or,  if  they  think  it  is  too  low, 
let  them  say  so,  and  offer  amendments  accordingly,  and  let 
the  majority  decide  whether  their  amendments  shall  be 
accepted.  In  that  case  we,  on  this  side,  or  at  all  events  I, 
myself,  would  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  a  reason¬ 
able  and  legitimate  discussion,  a  proper  discussion,  one 
which  tended  to  enlighten  the  members  of  the  House,  and 
that  they  were  trying  to  make  the  Bill  perfect.  But  nothing 
of  that  kind  has  been  done,  and  here  we  have  been  on  a 
section  as  to  whether  these  persons  shall  be  twenty-one 
years  of  age,  whether  they  shall  have  the  other  necessary 
qualifications  —we  have  been  kept  hero  for  three  days  or 
more— - 

Mr.  MILLS.  No. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  Well,  I  have  not  kept  the  time,  but  it  is 
a  long  time,  at  any  rate,  and  some  hon.  members  beside  me 
say  it  is  three  days. 

An  hon.  MEMBE R,  Yes  it  is. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  says  no, 
and  I  do  not  know  whether  ho  moans  that  I  have  over¬ 
stated  the  time  or  not. 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  I  say  is,  that  wo  propose  to  adopt 
the  provincial  franchises.  That  has  been  the  subject  under 
discussion,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  if  we  adopt 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  we 
could  not  adopt  the  first  clause  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  Let  us  take  the  first  clause  of  this  Bill, 
and  I  venture  to  say  there  is  not  a  Province  in  the  Dominion 
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which  has  not,  as  one  of  the  qualifications  of  a  voter,  that  he 
must  be  twenty-one  years  of  age,  that  he  must  not  be  other¬ 
wise  disqualified  from  voting,  and  therefore  I  say,  why 
should  not  hon.  gentlemen  let  that  pass.  That  is  my  view, 
at  any  rate,  and  hon.  gentlemen  can  have  theirs.  I  have 
alluded  to  this  matter  and  to  the  course  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  as  a  reason  why  I  think  this  is  a  system  of  obstruc¬ 
tion.  But  why  are  they  ashamed  to  acknowledge  that  it  is  a 
system  of  obstruction.  I  wish  to  speak  frankly  and  can¬ 
didly,  and  I  say  that  if  I  were  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,'  if  I  had  declared  as  loudly  as  they  have  declared 
that  this  Bill  is  an  outrage,  that  it  is  an  attempt  at  tyranny, 
that  it  is  a  revolutionary  measure,  and  if  I  thought  that, 
although  myself  and  my  friends  were  in  a  minority  in  this 
House,  we  represented  the  views  of  the  majority  of  the 
people  in  that  matter,  if  I  were  using  every  means  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  Bill  from  passing,  even  if  it  kept  this  Parliament 
sitting  here  for  six  or  even  nine  months,  I  would 
admit  at  once  that  it  was  obstruction  ;  that  we  would  take 
every  opportunity  to  oppose  it,  that  we  would  notallow  one 
clause,  one  line  or  one  word  to  pass,  without  obstructing  it. 
What  for  ?  For  the  purpose  of  killing  it.  I  would  stand  or 
fall  on  it,  and  1  would  let  the  country  know  and  believe 
that  that  was  our  object.  I  would  not  pretend  that  I  was 
not  obstructing  it ;  I  would  not  pretend  that  I  was  act¬ 
ing  so  simply  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  measure 
better,  of  perfecting  the  measure,  of  enlightening  the 
people  or  the  House,  and  making  the  country  understand 
it.  I  would  simply  say  that  I  had  convinced  myself  that 
it  was  an  outrageous  and  a  revolutionary  measure. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  I  say  that  I  would  say  that,  after  being 
convinced  of  it — after  being  convinced  that,  though  being 
in  a  minority,  I  still  represented  the  sentiments  of  the 
country  and,  believing  that  as  I  do,  I  am  going  to  throw 
myself  on  that  sentiment  in  the  country,  and  I  will  obstruct 
this  Bill  in  every  way  I  know  how.  I  would  not  be 
ashamed  of  it ;  if  I  was  obstructing  it  I  would  say  so  ;  that 
is  the  difference  between  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  me. 
Perhaps  their  course  is  better  ;  I  do  not  say  anything  as 
to  that.  Perhaps  it  is  letter  to  say,  as  they  do: 
We  want  this  thing  to  go  on — we  want  legitimate  and  fair 
discussion  of  this  measure.  What  does  that  mean  ?  Does 
it  moan  two  or  three  or  four  months?  I  do  not  know. 
There  are  partisans  on  both  sides  of  this  House,  no  doubt. 
There  are  partisans  on  that  side  strong  enough  to  believe 
what  they  say,  and  there  are  strong  partisans  on  this  side, 
perhaps ;  but  there  is  a  sentiment  in  this  counti’y  that  is 
not  controlled  by  partisans,  and  I  believe  that  sentiment 
will  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  system  pui’sued  on  the 
other  side  is  obstruction.  Hon.  gentlemen  may  deny  it,  but 
it  is  not  their  denial  that  will  be  accepted  ;  it  is  by  their  acts 
and  their  conduct  that  they  will  be  judged.  So  far  as  New 
Brunswick  is  concerned,  I  think  hon.  gentlemen  have  dis¬ 
cussed  fairly  the  case  of  that  Province,  and  have  endeavored 
to  show  that  New  Bnxnswick  is  going  to  suffer  under  this 
Bill.  I  give  them  credit  for  sincerity,  but  I  think  they 
have  done  that,  not  from  studying  the  Bill,  but  from  hear¬ 
ing  the  incessant  ci’y  that  it  is  so— saying  that  so  many 
clever  men  will  know,  or  they  would  not  assert  it,  and 
therefore  they  believe  it.  What  does  the  Bill  do,  in  the 
matter  of  New  Brunswick,  to  make  is  so  l’evolutionary  and  to 
make  it  so  objectionable  ?  It  does  much  to  extend  the  fran¬ 
chise— is  there  any  harm  in  that  ?  Hon  gentlemen  say  it  is 
something  outrageous,  and  the  last  speaker  said  it  would  be  so 
resisted  by  the  people  that  the  Conservatives  would  not 
come  back  to  the  Parliament  of  Canada  again.  That  should 
bo  all  the  better  for  them,  and  for  the  country,  if  they 
l’epresent  public  sentiment.  All  this  only  goes  to  show 
what  I  said  a  little  while  ago,  that  they  look  with  too  much 
suspicion  at  what  comes  from  this  side  of  the  House,  If 


this  same  measure  had  come  from  the  leader  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  New  Brunswick  there  would  not  have  been  a  word 
said  against  it.  Look  at  the  Bill  as  it  passod  the  Lower 
House  in  New  Brunswick.  It  would  not  only  change  the 
franchise  for  the  election  of  members  to  the  Legislature  of 
New  Brunswick,  but  the  franchise  for  the  election  of  mem- 
bers  to  this  House  also  ;  yet  these  hon.  gentlemen  did  not 
say  a  word  against  it.  Thei’e  is  a  little  difference  between 
that  measure  and  this  as  to  pi’operty;  but  what  does  it 
signify  whether  the  property  qualification  is  $40  or  $50, 
higher  or  lower  ?  It  is  not  sufficient  to  say  that  it  is  a  revo¬ 
lutionary  measure ;  it  is  a  small  matter  whether  the  pro¬ 
perty  qualification  should  be  $100  or  $150.  That  Bill  also 
pi-ovides  for  a  revising  barrister — not  exactly  in  the  same 
words  as  are  used  in  this  Bill,  and  not  precisely  with  the 
same  machinery,  but  the  revising  barrister  is  the  tribunal 
of  last  resort,  and  he  is  an  appointee  of  the  Government,  to 
be  removed  for  cause  only. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Not  during  pleasure. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  Yes  ;  during  pleasui’o  and  for  cause.  Let 
the  hon.  gentleman  read  the  measure  again,  and  ho  will 
find  those  very  words.  The  revising  barrister  is,  there,  not 
to  be  l’emoved  by  another  party  but  the  party  that 
appointed  him.  Now,  if  a  Bill  of  this  kind  passed  in  this 
House  can  bo  used  for  a  party  pui’pose,  surely  a  similar 
measure  passed  by  another  House  can  be  used  for  a  party 
purpose  in  the  same  way.  Therefore,  my  hon.  friends  from 
the  Province  of  New  Brunswick  would  not  have  made  that 
objection  against  the  Bill  if  it  had  been  proposed  by  some 
one  else,  bat  he  simply  does  so  because  it  was  proposed  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  Another  argument  used  by  the  last 
speaker,  as  well  as  by  a  lai’ge  number  of  others,  is  that  wo 
ought  to  give  to  the  different  Pi’ovinces  all  the  latitude  we 
can  give  them.  I  do  not  agi’ee  with  that  idea  of  making 
these  different  Provinces  feel  that  is  their  interest  to  be 
separate  and  isolated  fi’om  the  l’est  of  the  Dominion,  and 
that  they  are  not  to  work  in  harmony  with  the  rest  of  the 
Dominion.  Wo  should  teach  the diffei’ent  Provinces  that  thei’e 
is  a  community  of  interest  and  sentiment  among  them,  that 
we  are  here  representing  the  whole  Dominion— I,  represent- 
ing  a  constituency  in  New  Brunswick,  feeling  that  I  also 
l’epresent  British  Columbia,  and  a  gentleman  from  Bi’itish 
Columbia,  feeling  that  he  also  l’epresents  New  Brunswick, 
we  should  teach  the  lesson  that  we  represent  a  nation,  a 
Dominion  ;  we  should  teach  them,  by  our  legislation  and  by 
our  speeches  here,  and  on  the  hustings,  that  we  belong  to  a 
gi’eat  nationality,  or  to  what  is  to  be  a  great  nationality  in 
the  future,  and  that  their  x-epresentatives  come  here  in  the 
interest  of  everybody  in  the  country,  not  seeking  for  the 
interests  of  the  particular  part  of  tho  country  they  repre¬ 
sent,  against  the  intei’ests  of  every  other  part  of  the  counti’y. 
And  when  we  come  here,  representing  the  whole  Dominion, 
as  we  do,  and  a  question  of  this  kind  comes  before  the 
House,  is  it  not  better  that  the  peeple  should  be  taught  that 
it  is  safe  in  the  hands  of  their  representatives — that  the 
franchise  of  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  is  perfectly  safe  in 
the  hands  of  the  representatives  who  come  from  tho  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario,  and  that  the  franchise  of  the  Provinco  of 
Quebec  is  sale  in  the  hands  ot  the  representatives  of  tho 
other  Provinces,  in  conjunction  with  their  own  representa¬ 
tives,  than  to  teach  them  the  reverse  ?  Is  it  not  better  to 
do  that  than  to  say  :  Don’t  trust  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia 
with  the  franchise  of  Ontario  ;  they  are  hostile  to  you  and 
will  be  inimical  to  your  interests  ?  Do  not  let  us  teach  them 
that.  Let  us  teach  them  that  we  are  here  on  an  equal  footing 
— that  our  interests  are  identical.  If  there  be  some  different 
circumstances  which  require  to  be  treated  in  a  different 
way  from  the  rest,  let  us  have  proper  regard  to  them  ;  but 
let  the  case  be  placed  before  Parliament  as  before  fair- 
minded  men.  I  speak  of  the  country  as  a  whole,  and  I  say 
let  us  teach  the  people  that  the  interests  of  one  part  of  this 
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Dominion  are  safe  in  the  hands  of  the  representatives  of  an¬ 
other  part ;  and  when  yon  teach  the  people  a  lesson  like  that, 
you  do  something  of  much  greater  importance,  even,  than 
to  pass  a  Franchise  Bill.  Thei’e  is  no  better  educator  than 
legislation ;  the  people  learn  from  their  representatives, 
from  the  speeches  they  make,  and  from  their  legislation — 
I  was  going  to  say  more  than  in  any  other  way  ;  they  look 
up  to  them  and  pay  respect  to  whatever  opinions  they 
express ;  and  their  representatives  ought  to  so  conduct 
themselves  that  the  people  will  have  faith  in  their  actions 
and  in  their  sincerity  to  serve  them.  In  view  of  these  con¬ 
siderations,  is  it  not  much  bettor  for  this  Dominion  to  have 
its  own  franchise,  that  is  not  subject  to  interference  by 
another  Legislature,  which  may  be  to-day  a  Liberal  and 
to  morrow  a  Conservative  Legislature  ?  We  should  have 
the  control  of  the  franchise  and  make  use  of  it  in  a  legiti¬ 
mate  way,  not  hostilely  to  British  Columbia,  or  to  Ontario, 
or  to  Quebec,  or  to  Nova  Scotia,  or  to  New  Brunswick,  but 
friendly  to  every  body.  I  think  that  is  the  sentiment  to 
inculcate  in  the  minds  of  the  people,  and  not  that,  if  Quebec 
only  lets  go  what  she  has,  she  will  go  to  the  wall ;  that  she 
is  jealous  of  her  rights — that  was  a  soft  spot,  and  they  took 
advantage  of  it— and  if  Quebec  once  let  this  right  go, 
Ontario  would  get  the  whole,  and  the  people  of  Ontario  are 
so  hostile  to  the  people  of  Quebec  that  if  thoy  once  get  a 
chance,  if  they  once  get  a  warranty  to  do  it,  they  will  drive 
the  people  of  Quebec  to  the  wall.  It  seems  to  me  that  is 
not  a  proper  utterance  to  make  in  this  Parliament.  The 
proper  position  to  take  is  to  say  thkt  the  Province  of 
Ontario  will  take  no  advantage,  will  never  make  use  of  that 
greater  strength  it  is  possessed  of  for  the  purpose  of  driving 
the  Province  of  Quebec,  or  any  other  Province,  to  the  wall. 
Let  us  feel  that  our  lot  is  being  thrown  in  together  and  that 
we  will  deal  with  it  in  that  way.  That  is  the  proper  educa¬ 
tion,  it  seems  to  me,  that  should  be  given  to  these  different 
Provinces,  and  for  that  reason  wo  ought  to  have  control  of 
our  franchise.  There  is  nothing  more  calculated  to  create 
discord  and  animosity  between  Provinces  than  for  one  to  feel 
that  another  has  a  high  franchise — than,  for  instance,  New 
Brunswick  to  feel  that  she  sends  representatives  here  on 
a  high  franchise,  while  a  neighboring  Province  sends  repre¬ 
sentatives  on  a  low  franchise. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  her  own  concern. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  Suppose  the  next  day  Now  Brunswick 
says  .:  We  will  try  to  equalise  with  our  neighbors,  and  we 
will  lower  our  franchise  down  to  theirs  ;  and  the  other 
Province  says  :  We  will  raise  ours.  The  one  comes  down 
to  day  and  the  other  goes  up  to-morrow.  Do  you  pretend 
that  we  are  here  to  say  we  do  not  know  what  are  the  con¬ 
cerns  of  the  different  Provinces  ?  I  would  be  ashamed  to 
admit  that  I  do  not  represent  New  Brunswick  here  as  much 
as  I  would  in  the  Local  Legislature.  I  feel  that  I 
represent  it  more,  because  this  is  a  more  important  Par¬ 
liament.  I  would  be  loath  to  think  I  do  not  represent 
New  Brunswick  quite  as  much  here  as  I  would  in  the 
Local  Legislature,  in  matters  that  pertain  to  us — I  do  not 
mean  in  matters  that  pertain  to  the  Provinces.  In  matters 
that  belong  to  them,  in  the  matter  of  electing  their  own 
members  for  their  own  Houses,  I  would  not  have  anything 
to  say  hero  ;  but  in  the  election  of  members  for  this  House 
I  would  be  loath  to  admit  that  I  do  not  know  as  much 
about  that  as  they  do.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  I  would 
not  take  lessons  from  what  they  have  done  or  what  they 
say,  but  I  would  do  so  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to  equalise 
with  the  other  Provinces  on  as  equal  a  level  as  we  possibly 
could,  always  remembering  that  if  any  one  Province  or 
section  could  show  any  exceptional  circumstances  I  would 
have  proper  regard  in  legislating  for  those  exceptional  cir¬ 
cumstances.  1  do  not  believe  in  forcing  a  strict,  rigid 
measure  for  every  body.  It  may  be  said  that  I  have  dealt 
in  generalities  and  not  in  details,  but  I  do  not  think  this  is 
Mr,  Landry  (Kent). 
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the  proper  place  to  deal  in  details.  The  only  details  are 
the  details  of  twenty  one  years  of  age,  and  of  naturalised 
British  subjects,  so  far  as  this  clause  is  concerned.  If, 
by-and-bye,  there  should  be  an  amendment,  making  a 
$300  basis,  or  $250,  or  $500,  and  it  is  necessary  to  discuss 
it,  we  can  then  discuss  it ;  but  there  is  no  necessity  now, 
that  we  should  enter  into  every  detail  of  the  Bill.  I  would 
not  have  spoken  at  this  time  only  I  know  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  who  have  spoken  have  friends  in  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  ;  I  know  that  they  represent  a  large  and  respectable 
body  there— I  do  not  wish  to  disparage  them  or  belittle 
their  position  in  any  way,  or  the  great  interest  they  repre¬ 
sent — and  when  they  spoke  of  this  measure  as  such  an  out¬ 
rageous  one  I  felt  called  upon  to  reply.  I  admit  these  hon. 
gentlemen  represent  a  large  and  influential  and  highly 
intelligent  party,  but  while  they  do  that  I  think  it  is  only 
right,  when  they  make  utterances  in  this  entirely  one-sided 
manner,  and  their  friends  make  it  their  business  to  publish 
those  utterances,  that  they  should  not  be  published  without 
our  showing  that  there  are  two  views  in  this  House,  and 
that  when  they  say  it  is  an  outrageous  and  revolutionary 
measure  they  are  not  justified  in  so  describing  it  by  any 
fair  comparison  with  any  electoral  measure  in  New  Bruns¬ 
wick.  Some  of  their  leaders,  however,  have  been  talking 
about  the  iniquities  of  this  Bill  so  long  these  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  have  ultimately  become  convinced  that,  if  not  entirely 
convinced  themselves,  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to  try  and 
convince  the  country  that  the  measure  is  of  this  nature,  and 
thus,  in  any  case,  they  would  benefit  by  it.  There  is  nothing 
in  this  Bill  to  justify  the  language  used  by  those  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  in  its  regard  ;  and  for  my  part  I  am  ready  to  take 
the  full  responsibility  of  it,  and  discuss  it  at  the  hustings, 
when  the  timo  comes. 

Mr.  IRYINE.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken 
his  seat  has  delivered  his  second  lecture,  having  delivered 
his  first  on  last  Saturday,  and  I  confess  he  stood  a  little 
higher  in  my  estimation  before  than  ho  does  now,  after 
having  given  these  two  lectures.  The  lecture  he  has  just 
given  was  a  very  good  one,  and  this  is  the  proper  place  to 
offer  it,  but  the  audience  to  which  he  ought  to  deliver  it 
was  not  present.  Before  attempting  again  to  deliver  a  lecture 
on  the  unity  of  the  various  members  of  the  Confederacy 
— and  I  quite  agree  he  can  do  the  subject  justice— he  should 
wait  until  the  First  Minister  is  in  his  seat.  Before  we 
formed  part  of  the  Confederacy  we  knew  something  of  the 
bickerings  and  troubles  that  existed  in  old  Canada,  and  had 
not  the  slighest  intention  of  sharing  in  those  troubles,  trials 
and  bickerings  ;  we  had  not  the  slighest  intention,  when 
we  entered  the  Union,  to  throw  fuel  upon  the  fire  which 
had  been  kindled  many  years  ago.  The  hon.  gentleman 
must  know,  as  well  as  every  hon.  gentleman  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House,  with  some  of  whom  I  have  conversed 
upon  this  very  subject,  the  real  motive  of  this  Bill. 
VVhen  I  conversed  with  the  hon.  gentleman,  as  two 
hon.  gentlemen  would  with  one  another,  in  reference 
to  a  uniform  franchise,  I  stated  I  had  no  objection  to  it, 
if  it  was  thought  necessary  to  promote  the  satisfactory 
working  out  of  our  federal  principle.  He  said :  Do 
you  not  see  the  point?  It  is  the  old  feud  between  the  Mowat 
Government  and  the  Federal  Government;  it  is  the  old  quar¬ 
rel  of  supremacy ;  it  is  an  attempt  to  take  the  control  from 
the  local  authorities  and  place  it  in  the  Federal  Parliament. 
It  is  a  fight  of  revenge.  Now,  it  is  rather  too  bad  that  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  who  have  always  been  a  law-abiding 
and  peace-loving  people,  should  be  brought  into  a  quarrel 
that  concerns  these  two  parties.  We  have  no  desire  to  inter¬ 
fere  in  the  petty  feuds  between  Mr.  Mowat  and  the  First 
Minister.  As  I  stated,  the  hon.  gentleman  delivered  a  lec¬ 
ture,  but  he  should  have  waited  until  the  First  Minister  was 
in  his  seat.  If  he  cannot  get  the  First  Minister  in  his  place 
he  should  go  to  his  office  or  to  his  room. 
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Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  hope  that  hon.  gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House  will  not  interrupt.  We  all  got  a  fair  hear¬ 
ing,  and  on  this  New  Brunswick  question  we  are  conduct¬ 
ing  this  discussion  on  argument,  and  I  hope  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  be  listened  to  patiently,  as  we  were. 

Mr.  IRYINE.  I  thank  the  hon.  gentleman  for  his  inter¬ 
ference.  The  hon.  member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Burns) 
accused  the  hon.  member  for  Charlotto  (Mr.  Gillmor)  of 
misrepresenting  this  question,  in  regard  to  the  county  of 
Charlotte,  and  said  that  he  was  afraid  to  have  the  franchise 
widened  for  fear  that  he  would  not  get  his  proportion  of 
votes  at  the  nest  election.  I  do  not  understand  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  logic.  I  think  my  hon.  friend  from  Charlotte 
differs  from  the  hon.  gentleman  in  this  respect,  that  while 
the  member  for  Charlotte  wishes  to  have  the  sole  control 
vested  in  the  local  authorities,  the  member  for  Gloucester  is 
willing  to  transfer  that  jurisdiction  to  the  Federal  Parlia¬ 
ment.  He  wishes  to  transfer  the  fixing  of  the  franchise  for 
New  Brunswick  to  the  British  Columbians,  the  Nova 
Scotians,  the  Ontarians  and  the  Quebecers.  We  want  to 
keep  it  in  the  hands  of  our  own  people.  I  cannot  say  that  this 
Franchise  Bill  is  an  old  friend  of  mine,  but  I  can  recognise 
it  as  a  very  old  acquaintance.  I  have  been  acquainted  with  it 
for  three  years,  but  I  think  older  parliamentarians,  who  have 
been  in  the  House  since  1867,  have  had  a  longer  acquaintance 
with  it  than  I  have.  It  made  its  first  appearance  in  the 
very  first  Session  of  the  very  first  Parliament  of  the  Union, 
ana  has  been  a  regular  visitor  since.  It  strikes  me  as 
exceedingly  strange  why,  if  it  was  a  necessity  then,  as  a 
part  of  the  machinery  required  to  work  out  the  Union,  it 
was  not  taken  up  when  the  people  came  from  the  various 
Provinces  that  formed  the  Confederacy,  free  of  prejudice 
and  partisanship,  and  when  the  First  Minister  was  in  the 
prime  of  life.  I  can  only  account  for  its  not  having  been 
passed  then  by  the  fact  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  formed 
the  first  and  the  second  and  the  third  Parliament  who  were 
men  sent  by  independent  constituencies  to  maintain  their 
independent  position  in  this  Parliament,  were  really  inde¬ 
pendent,  and  that  the  hon.  gentleman  had  not  then  the  servile 
following  of  which  he  boasts  to-day.  They  were  men  whom  he 
could  not  handle,  men  who  respected  their  rights,  and  who 
could  not  bo  trampled  upon.  In  order  to  trace  the  history 
of  the  measure,  I  will  quote  a  few  words  from  the  speech 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Wellington  a  few  days 
ago.  (Extract  quoted.)  It  was  stated  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Westmoreland  that  the  franchise  was  not  fixed  by  law. 
the  section  under  which  the  franchise  is  fixed  in  the  several 
Provinces  I  will  read.  (The  hon.  gentleman  read  section 
40  of  the  Dominion  Elections  Act,  1874.)  These  were  the 
views  that  the  Liberal  Government  held,  and  they  are  the 
views  I  hold  now.  I  believe  that  the  people  are  the  best 
judges  of  how  the  whole  work  should  be  done ;  therefore,  I 
believe  in  retaining  the  present  system,  that  has  worked  so 
well  for  eighteen  years.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln 
(Mr.  Rykert)  harped  a  great  deal  upon  the  expense  the 
Opposition  were  putting  this  country  to  in  discussing  this 
measure.  Whenever  the  Government  want  anything  done 
of  .  a  doubtful  character,  or  of  a  doubtful  meaning,  they 
generally  choose  the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln,  and  there  is 
no  one  can  do  it  with  a  better  grace  then  he  can.  He 
stated,  in  glowing  terms,  that  we  were  putting  this  country 
to  a  great  expense.  I  beg  to  say  that,  so  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned,  I  believe  lam  paying  my  own  expenses.  I  believe  my 
time  here,  and  the  time  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  of  this  House, 
and  of  the  messengers  and  reporters — of  all  who  are  paid  by 
salary — whether  we  remain  a  longer  or  a  shorter  time, 
does  not  make  any  difference  in  the  expenses  of  the 
country.  I  believe  that  all  the  additional  expense  involved 
is  merely  the  printing  of  what  we  say,  and  I  am  sure,  so  far 
as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  care  very  little  whether  it 
is  printed  or  not ;  I  do  not  care  a  rap  about  it.  With  how 


much  grace  does  the  charge  of  obstruction  come  from  sup¬ 
porters  of  the  Government,  when  that  Government  kept  us 
here  during  the  first  mouth  of  the  Session,  and  only  kept 
Parliament  sitting  sixty-five  hours.  Were  they  economising 
time  then  ?  Surely,  if  they  expected  this  Bill  should  be 
passed  at  this  Session,  would  it  not  have  been  brought  down 
earlier  ?  It  is  stated  here  that  the  First  Minister  said,  a  few 
years  ago,  that  to  pass  this  Franchise  Bill  was  the  work  of 
a  Session.  If  he  made  that  statement,  that  to  pass  this  Bill 
would  be  the  work  of  a  Session,  with  what  grace  does  the 
hon.  member  for  Kent,  N.  B.  (Mr.  Landry)  stand  up  and 
attempt  to  lecture  this  House  upon  obstruction  ?  After  that 
right  hon.  gentleman  had  made  so  many  abortive  attempts 
to  pass  a  Franchise  Bill,  and  was  then  obliged  to  withdraw 
it,  what  does  he  mean  by  bringing  down  this  measure,  after 
three  months  of  the  Session,  minus  twelve  days,  have  passed, 
and  expect  us  to  pass  it  ?  After  the  Government  and  their 
supporters  had  frittered  away  many  days  of  the  Session,  then 
they  attempt  to  pass  this  measure,  in  face  of  the  fact 
that  all  the  important  business  of  the  Session  still 
remains  unattended  to.  It  is  contemptible— I  use 
the  word  unhesitatingly,  as  the  only  one  that 
describes  their  conduct.  Besides  that,  if  they  had  any 
respect  for  themselves,  or  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  or  the  feelings  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
the  blood  of  whose  sons  redden  the  snows  of  the  North  Wost, 
they  would  have  taken  another  opportunity  to  introduce 
this  Bill.  The  First  Minister  must  have  known,  when  he 
said  it  would  take  a  Session  to  pass  this  Bill,  that  it  was 
not  an  easy  matter  to  carry  through  ;  he  must  have  known 
that  there  was  a  great  deal  of  bickering  and  bitterness 
between  the  Ontario  Government  and  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  ;  he  must  have  known  the  bitter  foeling  this  Bill 
would  excite;  he  must  have  known  that  the  men  whom  ho 
was  going  to  injure  by  this  Bill  would  fight  to  the  death. 
I  would  call  them  poltroons  if  they  did  not.  If  I  were 
Paterson  of  Brant  — excuse  me  for  mentioning  his  name— if 
L  were  that  hon.  gentleman,  before  I  would  allow  a  Bill  of 
that  kind  to  pass  I  would  die  in  my  tracks.  This  is  a 
measure  that  we  have  great  difficulty  in  understanding.  It 
is  one  of  a  very  peculiar  character.  It  is  one  some  of  the 
clauses  of  which  have  been  very  summarily  dealt  with. 
When  I  look  at  the  summary  manner  in  which  the  First 
Minister  disposed  of  the  clauses  enfranchising  women,  I  am 
astonished.  We  heard  the  hon.  gentleman  state  in  this 
House  that  he  was  in  favor  of  enfranchising  the  women  ; 
that  it  was  only  a  question  of  time.  He  said  :  This  will  not 
carry. 

Some  bon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  IRVINE.  I  am  discussing  the  clause  respecting  the 
enfranchisement  of  women,  and  I  say  it  was  summarily  dis¬ 
posed  of. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  IRVINE.  I  really  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  you  should 
name  some  hon.  members. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  keep  order. 

Mr.  KIRK.  Who  is  obstructing  now  ? 

Mr.  IRVINE.  I  contend  that  this  is  about  the  way  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  obstruct  the  Bill.  It  does  not  add  much 
to  the  dignity  of  this  Chamber.  I  was  discussing  the  sum¬ 
mary  way  in  which  the  First  Minister  dropped  the  clause 
to  enfranchise  women.  I  thought  it  was  very  summarily 
disposed  of.  At  once  he  stated  very  plainly  that  the  clause 
would  be  lost,  and  of  course  he  anticipated  that  result.  I  do 
not  know  but  that  some  good-looking  damsel  had  danced 
before  him,  and  had  made  him  give  a  rnsh  promise,  and 
•j  in  order  to  carry  out  the  promise  he  had  to 
!  go  so  far,  and  no  further.  When  the  Bill  was  introduced  ho 
j  put  in  that  clause  and  intended  to  get  rid  of  it  in  the  most 
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summary  manner.  I  confess  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
have  been  rather  imperfectly  understood.  There  are  some 
clauses  that  I  frankly  confess  I  am  unable  to  understand.  I 
remember  a  long  time  was  spent  on  the  Indian  clause,  I 
was  a  little  surprised  that  a  week  ago  last  Saturday,  after 
so  much  had  been  said  on  that  clause,  there  was  such  a  mis¬ 
understanding  between  hon.  members  who  ought  to  undei’- 
stand  it.  I  "heard  many  speeches,  but  I  was  unable  to 
understand  the  clause,  knowing  but  very  little  of  the  Indian 
character  and  of  the  Indian  laws ;  of  course,  I  knew  the 
Indians  were  under  the  control  and  supervision  of  the 
federal  authorities. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Oh,  oh. 

Another  hon.  MEMBER,  He  is  tight. 

Mr.  IRVINE.  I  think  men  who  are  tight  should  be 
somewhere  else.  I  do  not  think  the  Chamber  is  a  place  for 
maudlin  drunkards.  I  stated,  a  week  ago  last  Saturday,  that 
the  Indian  question  was  not  perfectly  understood  ;  perhaps 
it  was  better  understood  by  other  hon.  gentlemen  than  by 
myself ;  but  up  to  that  day  we  had  not  a  very  correct 
knowledge  of  what  was  in  the  Bill.  A  prominent  lawyer 
stated  that  while  he  did  not  know  what  changes  were 
intended,  the  Bill  as  printed  gave  the  right  to  vote  to  every 
Indian  on  the  reservations  in  the  old  Provinces.  That 
was  denied  by  some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  would 
refer  for  a  moment  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Ivent,  N.B.  (Mr.  Landry).  His  speech  of  last  Saturday 
did  him  very  little  credit.  He  very  severely  reprimanded 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  it  turned  out 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  had  misunderstood  the  clause  of 
the  Bill  under  consideration.  In  that  respect  hte  remarks 
were  similar  to  those  of  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma,  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Grey  and  the  hon.  member  for 
King’s,  N.B. 

Mr.  LABROSSE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  the  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  confine  his  remarks  to  the  question 
which  is  before  the  Committee. 

Mr,  CHAIRMAN.  I  tbirk  the  hon,  gentleman  has  a 
right  to  reply  to  the  observations  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  IRVINE.  For  the  sake  of  brevity  I  will  deal  with 
those  four  gentlemen  collectively,  and  not  individually. 
They  stated  very  distinctly  that  the  Bill  was  not  intended 
to  give  the  right  to  vote  to  Indians,  on  the  reservations  who 
were  not  enfranchised  according  to  law.  The  hon.  member 
for  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  explained  what  enfranchise¬ 
ment  of  the  Indians  meant:  that  he  severed  his  tribal 
relations,  received  his  portion  of  the  reserve,  and  asumed  the 
duties  and  responsibilities  of  citizenship.  Several  hon. 
gentlemen  on  that  side  denied  that  it  was  the  intention  to  give 
these  tribal  Indians  a  vote  ;  but  when  the  hon.  member  for 
Brant  asked  the  First  Minister,  he  distinctly  contradicted 
them,  and  he  said  it  was  the  intention  to  give  these 
tribal  Indians  a  vote.  Now,  this  is  a  serious  matter  ;  and 
if  any  hon.  gentleman  had  stated  to  me  that  there  was 
a  man  in  Canada  so  lost  to  a  sense  of  honor,  or  honesty, 
or  propriety,  as,  under  cover  of  a  Bill  like  this,  to  give 
the  right  to  vote  to  these  tribal  Indians  on  reservations,  I 
Would  not  have  believed  it.  If  it  took  a  whole  week 
to  drill  this  idea  into  the  craniums  of  bon.  gentlemen 
— if  I  may  use  that  expression — and  if  they  had  to  go  to 
the  First  Minister  for  an  explanation,  when  may  we  expect 
that  all  the  other  clauses  of  the  Bill  will  be  drilled  into 
their  heads  ?  Certainly,  it  will  take  fully  the  time  which 
the  First  Minister  declared  a  few  years  ago  would  bo 
required  to  pass  a  Franchise  Bill,  and  that  is  a  whole  Ses¬ 
sion.  Still,  when  we  had  been  here  three  months,  min  us 
ten  days,  they  will  rush  this  Bill  through,  and  leave  other 
measures  to  be  unattended  to.  But  they  are  a  very  patri- 
otic  set  of  men.  After  being  here  for  two  months,  leading  the 
Mr.  Irvine. 


people  to  believe  they  are  doing  the  work  of  this  country, 
when  gentlemen  are  wearied  and  anxious  to  go  homo,  they 
bring  down  this  Bill,  and  put  up  one  gentleman  and  another 
to  lecture  us  on  this  side  as  to  our  duty,  as  to  the  need  of 
unity,  and  as  to  the  need  of  our  being  brethren  united  to 
build  up  this  great  country.  They  wish  us  to  build  up  the 
country,  but  they  want  to  tie  our  hands  behind  our  backs. 
Does  the  hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Landry)  not  think  this 
is  a  revolutionary  measure  ?  If  there  is  another  word  in  the 
English  vocabulary  which  might  be  used  to  describe  it  I 
would  use  it ;  but  to  introduce  a  measure  of  this  kind,  to  take 
the  place  of  a  system  which  has  been  in  use  so  long,  is 
nothing  less  than  revolutionary — it  is  something  serious  to 
contemplate.  And  this  is  done  at  a  time  when  there  is  a 
feeling  of  partisanship  existing  between  the  Tories  and  the 
Liberals  of  this  country,  and  between  the  different  members 
of  the  Confederacy,  at  the  time  when  we  have  a  war  on  our 
hands,  when  our  sons  are  in  the  North-West  trying  to  quell 
a  rebellion,  which  some  people  think  is  the  result  of  care¬ 
lessness,  and- - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  IRVINE.  There  is  one  point  I  wish  to  speak  of 
particularly,  and  I  will  not  waste  any  words.  If  there  is 
anything  which  I  would  feel  disposed  to  fight  lor  it  would 
be  to  retain  every  vestige  of  the  power  which  properly 
belongs  to  New  Brunswick.  With  some  hon.  gentlemen  it 
may  he  Ontario,  Ontario  ;  but  with  me  it  is  New  Brunswick, 
New  Brunswick,  first,  last  and  forever,  and  sooner  than 
have  any  of  her  rights  taken  away  from  her  I  would  see  a 
great  gulf  across  our  boundaries  to  keep  us  from  passing  to 
you,  or  you  to  us.  One  reason  I  am  in  favor  of  provincial 
franchise  is,  that  I  believe  that  we  are  the  best  qualified  to 
do  our  own  business  and  regulate  our  own  franchise. 
Another  very  strong  reason  is,  that  many  years  ago  we  had 
to  fight  for  our  rights,  for  responsible  government,  the 
right  to  appoint  those  who  would  do  our  business  for  us ; 
and  now,  when  we  come  here  to  this  Federal  Parliament 
they  propose  to  give  away  our  liberty  of  appointing 
these  officers  and  to  take  the  power  of  appointing 
officers  themselves,  without  saying  by  your  leave,  to 
appoint  men  without  any  recommendation  and  without 
any  power  to  remove  them.  That  is  going  back  to  the 
old  family  compact  system.  Another  reason  I  am  in  favor 
of  provincial  franchise  is,  that  for  eighteen  years  our  elec¬ 
toral  lists  have  been  prepared  without  expense  to  the 
Federal  Government,  and  there  never  has  been  a  word  of 
complaint  about  that  system.  Surely,  in  introducing  a 
system  entirely  different,  it  was  necessary  for  the  First 
Minister,  in  presenting  the  Bili,  to  have  shown  the  House 
that  the  old  system  had  been  faulty,  and  had  not  answered 
its  purpose.  But  it  is  singular  that  though' this  is  called  a 
uniform  franchise  we  are  not  going  to  have  a  uniform 
franchise  at  all.  We  have  a  franchise  for  fishermen,  another 
for  tenants,  another  for  farmers,  another  for  laboring  men, 
and  so  on.  It  is  a  mongrel  franchise,  a  fancy  franchise,  as 
some  hon.  gentlemen  called  it.  As  I  stated  before,  I  can 
see  no  impropriety  in  having  a  uniform  franchise, 
but  to  have  such  a  franchise  we  will  have  to  abandon 
everything  else  and  adopt  manhood  suffrage.  I  can  see  no 
other  suffrage  that  will  be  uniform  throughout  this  Dominion. 
I  am  not  very  much  opposed  to  that.  I  would  rather  give 
a  worthy  young  man  of  twenty-one  years  of  age  a  vote  than 
I  would  to  an  old  miser  who  has  great  wealth.  I  believe  in 
intelligence  and  moral  worth  more  than  in  property  as  a 
qualification  for  the  franchise.  I  believe  that  no  matter  how 
much  property  a  man  has  he  should  not  have  more  than 
one  vote  to  elect  representatives  to  this  Parliament.  I 
believe  that  every  intelligent  and  moral  young  man  who 
is  twenty-one  years  of  age  ought  to  be  considered  as 
trustworthy  as  the  wealthiest  man  in  the  country.  It  is 
said  that  there  are  two  reasons  why  this  Bill  should  become 
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law.  I  think  there  are  two  reasons,  but  neither  of  them 
are  such  as  would  induce  me  to  vote  for  the  Bill.  The 
first  is — although  I  believe  it  will  never  become  law— that 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  to  give  the 
suffrage  to  a  number  of  friendly  Indians  in  the  older  Pro¬ 
vinces  who  are  supported  and  cared  for  by  the  Government, 
to  enable  them  to  vote  for  the  party  that  cares  for  them. 
What  can  be  more  reasonable  than  that  the  Indian,  with  his 
native  instinct,  if  I  may  say  so,  will  vote  for  the  person 
who  takes  care  of  his  property,  who  advises  him  in  every¬ 
thing,  who  does  not  give  him  power  to  buy  or  sell,  or  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  his  property,  either  in  life  or  in  death  ?  I  object  to 
that  part  of  the  Bill.  There  is  another  part  that  is  not  in  my 
interest  or  in  the  interest  of  the  country  ;  that  is,  the  provi¬ 
sions  under  which  this  Government  will  appoint  revising 
barristers  or  persons  to  prepare  the  electoral  lists,  and  to 
revise  those  lists.  The  power  the  Government  will  have 
over  those  officers  would  be  an  advantage  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  ;  I  do  not  know  how  far  that  advantage  would  go  ;  it 
would  depend  on  the  character  of  those  officers  ;  but  1 
would  hesitate  to  give  them  such  power.  I  saw,  with  pain 
and  regret,  that  before  the  last  election  they  took  a  similar 
power ;  they  were  not  satisfied  that  the  sheriffs  or  regis¬ 
trars  should  be  the  returning  officers,  and  one  of  the  return¬ 
ing  officers  returned  a  gentleman  to  this  House  who  bad  no 
right  to  be  here,  and  who  sat  here  for  two  years ;  and  the 
returning  officer  received  a  gold  watch  for  that.  1  think 
here  will  be  more  gold  watches  after  these  revising  bar¬ 
risters  are  appointed.  I  am  opposed  to  that  provision  of  the 
Bill ;  I  think  it  is  the  living  principle  of  the  Bill ;  in  fact,  I 
think  it  is  the  head  and  the  tail  and  the  middle.  It  has  an 
ugly  look,  to  me.  I  do  not  like  these  revising  barristers  ; 
I  do  not  like  to  take  out  of  the  hands  of  the  people  the  pre¬ 
paration  of  the  voters’  lists,  and  to  place  it  in  the  hands  of 
a  creature  of  the  Government,  and  I  protest  against  that 
provision.  If  hon .  members  opposite,  instead  of  lecturing 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side,  would  throw  some  light  upon 
some  of  these  obscure  parts  of  the  Bill  and  assist  us  in 
this  difficult  matter,  we  might  get  through  with  this  mea¬ 
sure.  Another  provision  of  the  Bill  which  I  do  not  like  is 
the  difference  which  it  makes  between  the  cities  and  the 
rural  districts.  I  have  the  honor  to  represent  a  farming 
constituency,  and  I  cannot  say  that  there  is  that  difference 
between  the  New  Brunswick  franchise  and  the  franchise 
this  Bill  contemplates  in  my  constituency  as  there  is  in 
some  other  constituencies.  I  think  the  difference,  perhaps, 
is  greater  in  cities  than  in  the  rural  districts.  But  there  is 
a  principle,  of  course,  which  we  have  always  contended 
against  in  New  Brunswick.  The  farming  population  always 
contended  against  enfranchising  the  laboring  classes  in  the 
cities,  on  the  ground  that  there  is  a  considerable  floating 
population.  I  am  not,  however,  against  enlarging  the  fran¬ 
chise  to  any  class,  but  rather  like  the  view,  though  I  cannot 
say  I  am  very  decided  on  that  point. 

Sir  BICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  have  listened  with 
very  considerable  attention  to  the  arguments,  pro  and  con, 
on  this  question  of  the  New  Brunswick  franchise.  I  am 
perfectly  certain  of  one  thing,  that  the  great  majority  of 
members  of  this  House,  hailing  from  other  Provinces,  had, 
before  this  discussion,  very  little  idea  indeed  of  the  altera¬ 
tions  proposed  to  be  made  in  the  constituencies  of  the 
Province  of  New  Brunswick.  It  is  very  remarkable  that, 
during  a  discussion  affecting  the  constituencies  of  those 
Provinces,  not  only  has  the  Minister  who  is  in  charge  of  this 
Act  been  absent  during  the  whole  of  this  discussion , 1  ut  during 
the  greater  part  of  the  time  the  only  remaining  Minister  in 
the  Cabinet  from  New  Brunswick,  now  in  Canada,  1  believe, 
has  not  been  here  either,  nor  has  he  or  the  First  Minister 
vouchsafed  one  single  word  of  explanation  to  us  on  this  side, 
or  to  his  own  followers,  as  to  the  effect  the  introduction  of 
this  measure  would  have  in  that  Province.  Knowing  the 


habits  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  the  First  Minister,  in 
these  matters,  I  am  tolerably  well  convinced  that,  although 
he  may  have  supplied  two  or  three  of  the  leading  ideas  for 
the  formation  of  this  Bill,  he  has  not  bestowed  half  a  dozen 
hours’  serious  consideration  upon  its  details  ;  and,  more  par¬ 
ticularly,  has  not  bestowed  any  consideration  at  all  on  the 
way  in  which  it  will  affect  the  constituencies  of  the  smaller 
Provinces  in  this  Dominion.  It  is  in  the  recollection  of  the 
members  of  the  committee  that  when  the  First  Minister 
introduced  the  Bill,  he  gave  us  the  most  meagre  possible 
explanation  of  its  details.  Now,  on  any  occasion,  when  a 
measure  of  this  kind,  involving,  as  my  hon.  friend  behind 
me  has  truly  said,  great  constitutional  changes,  is  introduced, 
it  has  always  been  hitherto  customary  for  the  hon.gentlemam 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  to  explain  with  reasonable  fullness  and 
minuteness  what  effect  this  measure  would  produce  in  the 
various  Provinces  affected  by  its  provisions.  That  has 
always  been  done.  That  is  done,  as  anybody  who  pays  the 
least  attention  to  the  debates  in  the  House  of  Commons 
knows,  by  English  statesmen,  whom  the  hon.  gentlemen  pro¬ 
fess  to  set  before  them  as  authorities,  when  they  have 
occasion  to  introduce  measures  of  a  similar  character. 
Now,  what  is  the  consequence  in  this  instance  ?  Hon. 
gentlemen,  as  I  have  said,  have  discussed  this  measure,  so 
far,  very  fairly  on  both  sides.  I  did  not  see  any  hon. 
gentleman  on  the  other  side  attempt,  in  the  least,  to  meet 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  King), 
with  respect  to  the  effect,  the  extraordinary  effect,  which  the 
substitution  of  this  particular  measure  for  the  Act  now  in 
force  in  New  Brunswick  would  create  in  his  own  constituency. 
I  took  particular  note  of  that  hon.  gentleman’s  remarks, 
and  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the 
extraordinary  results  of  the  measure.  That  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  at  his  last  election,  was  returned  by  about  1,100  votes, 
against  800  or  900  votes ;  in  other  words,  about  2,000  votes 
were  cast.  My  hon.  friend  showed  in  detail — from  authentic 
official  information — that  of  those  2,000  votes  nearly  25  per 
cent.,  420  votes,  would  be  disfranchised  by  the  operation  of 
a  single  clause  of  this  Bill.  He  also  showed 
that  a  very  considerable  number  of  the  remainder 
of  his  votes  would  be  disfranchised  by  another  clause 
of  this  Bill.  The  total  number  I  do  not  exactly 
recollect,  but  it  amounts,  practically,  to  this :  that 
about  one-third  of  my  hon.  friend’s  constituency  would, 
according  to  the  official  documents,  be  disfranchised  if  the 
measure  now  before  you  becomes  law  in  its  present  shape. 
If  that  is  at  all  a  fair  representation  of  the  way  in  which  this 
measure  would  affect  the  other  sixteen  or  seventeen  con¬ 
stituencies  in  New  Brunswick,  then  I  do  not  believe  that  a 
measure  working  such  important  changes  was  ever  before 
introduced  into  a  House  of  Commons  of  any  country  enjoying 
representative  institutions  without  full  and  particular 
explanations,  none  of  which  have  been  given  to  us  from  the 
Ministerial  benches,  from  the  time  this  measure  was  intro¬ 
duced  up  to  the  present  moment.  Now,  I  cannot  say,  I 
have  no  means  of  knowing,  how  far  the  hon.  member  for 
Gloucester  (Mr.  Burns)  may  have  been  correct  in  his  view 
of  the  operation  of  this  measure  in  his  own  particular  con¬ 
stituency.  If  I  followed  his  argument  correctly,  his  idea 
was  that,  in  his  particular  constituency,  as  many,  or  perhaps 
more,  would  secure  a  vote  under  this  measure,  in  conse¬ 
quence,  I  think,  of  the  vote  bestowed  upon  fishermen 
possessing  a  certain  amount  of  real  property  and  a  certain 
amount  of  personal  property,  as  would  lose  it.  That  may  be 
the  case  in  that  constituency ;  but,  according  to  the  census 
returns,  there  are  only  J,854  fishermen  in  all  New  Bruns¬ 
wick.  If  those  returns  bo  correct — as  to  which  I  express 
no  opinion — if  all  those  fishermen  were  enfranchised,  it 
would  not,  if  the  statements  made  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Queen’s  (Mr.  King)  are  coiTect,  more  than  compensate  for 
the  loss  of  votes  in  two  or  three  constituencies.  And  when 
we  remember  that  a  great  number  of  these  fishermen  are 
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«ure  to  have  votes,  whether  or  no,  we  can  judge  for  ourselves 
how  vast  a  change  is  to  be  worked  in  this  particular  Pro¬ 
vince,  if  this  measure  becomes  law.  My  point  is,  that  it  was 
the  bounden  duty  of  the  First  Minister,  and  of  his  colleagues 
from  New  Brunswick  at  any  rate,  to  have  placed  this  fact 
before  the  House,  and  to  have  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  forcibly  to  these  results.  It  is  not  fair  to  the  House, 
it  is  not  fair  to  the  country,  and  least  of  all  is  it  fair  to 
those  whose  seats  are  going  to  be  so  largely  affected,  that 
important  facts  like  these  should  be  kept  in  the  dark.  I 
believe  most  firmly  that  the  whole  information  that  we 
have  received  to-night  on  the  subject  of  the  New  Brunswick 
franchise  would  be  entirely  new  information  to  the  First 
Minister,  if  he  had  been  here  to  get  it ;  and  I  can  only  hope 
that  his  colleague,  who  has  set  a  most  excellent  example  of 
patient  attention,  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  will  call 
his  attention  to  the  enormous  effect  which  apparently  will 
be  produced  in  New  Brunswick  by  the  introduction  of  these 
franchises  in  preference  to  the  franchise  they  at  present 
enjoy,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that,  at  another  time,  my  hon. 
friends,  who  have  argued  this  question  so  well  and  so  clearly, 
will  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  matter,  and  will 
cause  the  votes  of  all  the  New  Brunswick  members,  at  all 
events,  to  be  put  on  formal  record  in  a  matter  of  such 
importance  to  the  Province. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (Albert).  There  will  not  be  260  altered. 
It  is  absurd. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Well,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  did  not  choose  to  refute  the  statements  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s,  which  were  given  in  great  detail, 
parish  by  parish,  on  the  authority,  1  understood,  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  who  prepared  those  rolls,  the  secretary-treasurer  of 
the  county,  an  official,  I  suppose,  exercising  something  like 
the  functions  of  the  assessors  in  Ontario.  I  call  again  the 
attention  of  the  committee  to  the  fact  that,  though  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  speaking  in  regard  to  their  own  coun¬ 
ties,  may  have  held,  perhaps  rightly,  that  similar  results 
would  not  be  produced  in  their  case,  it  has  not  been 
attempted  to  impugn  or  contradict  these  statements ;  and  if 
they  be  true,  and  if  they  afford  the  slightest  indication  of 
the  general  effect  of  this  measure  upon  New  Brunswick,  it 
is,  as  regards  that  Province,  one  of  the  largest  measures  of 
disfranchisement  ever  introduced  into  Parliament.  We  all 
know,  there  is  no  use  denying  so  plain  and  patent  a  fact, 
that  from  various  causes  a  great  many  persons  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces  are  seriously  discontented  with  the 
practical  working  out  of  Confederation.  It  is  no  secret ;  I 
am  very  sorry  for  it ;  because,  being  one  of  those  who  con¬ 
tributed  in  a  small  degree  towards  the  bringing  about  of  this 
Confederation,  I  desire,  as  earnestly  as  any  man  opposite  can 
desire,  to  see  the  Confederation  become  a  success  ;  and 
therefore  it  is  with  very  sincere  sorrow  that  I  say  that  no 
one  can  deny  that  in  many  important  respects  Confederation 
has  been  very  far,  up  to  the  present  moment,  from  bringing  to 
the  people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces  that  prosperity  which 
we  hoped  and  desired  it  should  impart  to  them.  There  can 
be  no  doubt  whatever,  although  it  is  largely  due,  I  have  no 
doubt,  to  questions  over  which  the  Government  has  no  con¬ 
trol,  that  the  condition  of  those  Provinces,  as  to  their  trade, 
as  to  their  population,  as  to  their  future  prospects,  is  far 
from  being  what  we  would  desire.  I  will  not  at  this  moment 
go  further  than  to  point  out  how  deeply  that  feeling  has 
worked,  from  various  causes,  in  the  larger  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces.  But,  assuming  that  it  exists,  and  we  know  only  too 
well  that  it  does  exist  among  a  great  number  of  the  people, 
I  ask  the  committee,  can  anything  be  conceived  which  is 
more  likely  to  exasperate  these  people,  to  embitter  existing 
relations,  and  to  put  a  dangerous  strain  on  the  amicable 
relations  which  ought  to  exist  between  us  and  these  compa¬ 
ratively  distant  Provinces,  than  by  a  measure  of  this  kind, 
somewhat  hastily  conceived,  somewhat  carelessly  con- 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright, 
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sidered,  to  take  away  from  a  great  number  of  these 
people  the  right  of  exercising  the  franchise  in 
the  election  of  people  to  the  Dominion  Parliament. 
I  do  not  see  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr. 
Mitchell)  in  his  place,  but  I  may  say  that,  whatever  I  may 
think  of  the  question  in  the  abstract,  I  entertain  no  doubt 
whatever  of  these  two  propositions :  First  of  all,  that  if  you 
have  a  uniform  suffrage  for  the  whole  Dominion  that 
suffrage  will  become  a  manhood  suffrage  in  a  very  short 
time.  I  entertain  no  doubt  whatever  that  that  will  be  the 
inevitable  result  of  introducing  a  uniform  suffrage.  In  the 
next  place,  although,  as  I  have  said  more  than  once,  for  my 
own  part,  I  prefer  the  system  we  now  have,  of  allowing 
each  Province  to  regulate  its  own  franchise,  still,  Sir,  I  say 
that  as  between  the  project  introduced  by  the  First 
Minister  and  the  amendment  proposed  to  be  introduced  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland,  I  think  that  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  latter  project  is  infinitely  the  more 
logical  and  infinitely  the  more  acceptable  to  the  great 
bulk  of  the  population.  Now,  one  hon.  gentleman — I 
think  it  was  the  member  for  Kent,  N.  B.  (Mr.  Lan¬ 
dry),  whom  we  always  like  to  hear  speak  on  this  or  aDy 
other  question — one  hon.  gentleman  drew  an  argument 
from  the  conduct  of  the  Provincial  Legislatures,  and  his 
argument  was  this :  Because  we  relegated,  about  eleven  or 
twelve  years  ago,  the  care  of  the  franchise  to  the  Provin¬ 
cial  Legislatures,  and  because,  in  the  discharge  of 
their  ordinary  duties,  those  Provincial  Legislatures 
have,  from  time  to  time,  enlarged  the  borders  of  the 
franchise,  therefore,  he  said,  we  might  safely  and  properly 
do  precisely  the  same  thing ;  that  there  was  no  occasion  for 
us  to  appeal  to  the  people  on  such  questions.  Now,  Sir, 
that  is  a  mere  technical  plea  ;  that  is  an  evasion  of  the  real 
issue.  To  all  intents  and  purposes  we  are  now  proposing  to 
make  a  great  constitutional  change.  You  must  look,  in 
these  things,  to  the  spirit  as  well  as  to  the  letter  of  our 
constitution.  When,  in  1864-65,  we  determined  to  create  a 
federal  union  in  opposition  to  a  legislative  union,  we, 
from  that  time,  bound  ourselves  to  carry  out  the  compact 
between  the  several  Provinces  on  a  federal  basis;  and 
although  it  may  have  been  well — perhaps  it  was  well ;  until 
now  I  rather  thought  myself  that  it  was  well — to  have  a 
reserved  power,  a  reserved  right,  in  the  hands  of  this  Par¬ 
liament,  in  order  to  prevent  any  of  the  Provinces  from 
exercising  the  power  which  we  left  with  them  in  a 
manner  calculated  to  diminish,  largely,  the  number 
of  persons  whom  we  represent  here,  still  it  was  not  our 
intention  to  exercise  that  power  needlessly.  The  onus  lies 
clearly  on  those  who  propose  to  make  the  innovation,  to 
show  its  necessity,  to  show  its  expediency,  to  show  that 
there  is  a  demand  for  it;  They  are  not  called  upon  to  do 
this  thing ;  this  is  wholly  and  entirely  a  voluntary  act 
on  their  part.  No  man  can  say,  they  cannot  pretend 
to  say  themselves,  that  they  believe  that  a  Parliament  can¬ 
not  be  elected  now  which  truly  represents  the  wishes  of  the 
nation.  The  argument  has  always  been  dinned  into  our 
ears,  on  every  conceivable  occasion,  that  we,  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  are  a  set  of  factious  partisans,  because  we  will 
not  obey  the  will  nor  recognise  the  well-understood  wishes 
of  the  majority  of  the  people.  That  is  their  argument. 
They  declare  that  they  do  represent  the  wishes  of  the 
majority.  Well,  Sir,  so  far  as  my  own  Province  is  con¬ 
cerned,  they  may  technically  do  so,  but  after  the  Act  of 
1882,  I  deny  that  they  do,  in  reality,  represent  a  fair 
majority  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.  But  however  that 
may  be,  I  deny  that  they  are  justified  in  assuming  that  a 
Parliament  cannot  bo  elected  now  which  will  fairly  repre¬ 
sent  the  wishes  of  a  majority  of  the  people  of  Canada,  and 
that  being  so,  and  admitted  by  themselves  to  be  so,  I  say 
that  they  are  utterly  without  excuse  at  this  time  in  disturb¬ 
ing  this  at  all.  The  people  from  whom  they  took  their 
mandate  expressed  no  wish  on  the  matter — or,  at  any 
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rate,  have  had  no  opportunity  of  saying  whether  they  wish 
the  present  system  to  be  disturbed.  Now,  there  can  be  no 
doubt  whatever  that  this  measure,  unless  the  amendment  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  prevails, 
will,  to  a  great  extent,  subvert  the  federative  basis 
and  substitute  for  it  a  legislative  basis.  It  will 
also  have  the  other  result,  which  some  of  us  deprecate,  and 
which  others  of  us  may  think  a  great  step  in  advance — the 
result  of  very  greatly  widening  the  basis  of  representation. 
Now,  the  hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Landry)  spoke,  and 
spoke  well,  of  the  desirability  of  all  the  members  of  this 
House  remembering  that,  besides  the  Provinces  which  they 
represent,  they  also  represent  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and 
to  a  very  considerable  extent  I  agree  with  that  senti¬ 
ment.  But,  Sir,  in  remembering  that,  it  ought  to  be  recol¬ 
lected  that  we  are  bound  to  preserve  the  federal  character 
of  the  present  Confederation.  We  ought  to  remember  now 
that  we  do  not  form  a  perfectly  homogeneous  body.  If  all 
these  Provinces  were  alike ;  if  all  these  Provinces  were 
inhabited  by  men  of  the  same  race ;  if  they  had  the  same 
interests;  if  they  were,  in  one  word,  a  perfectly  homo¬ 
geneous  body,  then  1  could  understand  that  a  great  deal 
might  be  said  for  this  and  many  other  measures  of  a  similar 
character.  But,  Sir,  there  is  no  use  whatever  in  our  blink¬ 
ing  the  well-known  fact,  patent  to  every  man  who  has  ever 
paid  the  slightest  attention  to  the  constitution  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Confederation,  that  far  from  being  a  homogeneous 
body  we  are  a  body  not  only  widely  separated  in  a  geo¬ 
graphical  sense  but  a  body  having  widely  diverse 
interests  in  many  points;  that  in  addition  to  those 
diverse  interests  there  are  diverse  tastes,  diverse  senti¬ 
ments,  diverse  prejudices,  among  large  portions  of  our 
people.  Now,  I  recollect  having  heard,  over  and  over  again, 
the  present  First  Minister — and  I  think  I  have  heard  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works  and  other  public  men  of  note — 
point  out  that  real  statesmanship  consists,  not  in  ignoring 
but  in  recognising  these  differences ;  that  real  statesmanship 
would  lead  you  to  pay  a  careful  regard  to  the  prejudices,  if 
you  choose  to  call  them  so,  at  any  rate,  the  sentiments  and 
tastes,  the  habits  and  customs,  of  those  various  races  who 
compose  the  present  Confederation  of  Canada.  If  you  look 
abroad,  all  the  world  over,  you  will  see  that  some  of  the 
greatest  misfortunes  that  have  ever  befallen  nations,  situated 
as  we  are,  have  arisen  from  the  attempt  to  force  a  legislative 
union  on  countries  inhabited  by  men  having  different  habits 
and  modes  of  thought.  Why,  Sir,  we  need  go  no  further 
than  to  our  own  mother  country  to  see  the  result  of  attempt 
ing  to  govern  countries  inhabited  by  different  races  in  pre¬ 
cisely  the  same  way.  I  need  not  remind  the  members  of 
this  committee  that  two  or  three  years  ago,  we,  travelling, 
peradventure,  a  little  outside  of  our  legitimate  bounds,  ten¬ 
dered  our  advice  to  the  mother  country  practically  to 
dissolve  her  legislative  union  and  attempt  a  Confederation 
very  much  like  our  own,  and  having  regard  to  the  different 
habits  and  modes  of  thought,  as  I  have  said,  of  the  various 
races  who  compose  it.  I  advise  that  precisely  the  same 
thing  should  be  done  here,  that  precisely  the  same  care 
should  be  exercised,  lest  we,  with  good  intentions,  perhaps, 
but  lest  we  unwittingly  adopt  a  uniform  system,  not  merely 
in  this  matter,  because  this  is  very  apt  to  be  the  stepping 
stone  to  uniformity  in  a  good  many  other  ways  which  we  do 
not  at  pi’esent  foresee,  that  we  should  abstain  from  attempt¬ 
ing  to  obtain  a  pedantic  uniformity,  to  quote  the  words  of  the 
First  Minister,  and  that  we  should  rather  recognise,  in  the 
fullest  and  most  extensive  way  we  can,  the  indefeasible 
right  of  every  Province  to  regulate  her  own  affairs,  and, 
among  other  things,  to  regulate  the  franchise,  on  which 
depends  the  character  of  the  representation  that 
she  shall  have  on  the  floor  of  this  Parliament. 
This  is,  I  say,  the  sensible,  practical  way  of  dealing  with 
this  very  intricate  question.  Theoretically,  something  may 
be  said  for  this  Bill.  I  am  not  prepared  to  deny  that  the 


hon.  gentlemen  have  got  the  technical  right  to  do  this  thing. 
What  I  do  dispute  is  that  it  is  expedient  or  wise,  more 
particularly  at  this  juncture ;  because,  without  going  into 
detail  to  endeavor  to  ascertain  the  exact  cost  of  this  measure 
—although  hero  again  I  may  remark  that  it  was  the 
bounden  duty  of  the  Ministers,  and  more  particularly  of 
the  First  Minister  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  to  have  given  us,  at 
all  events,  an  approximate  estimate  of  what  the  cost  of  this 
thing  will  be — I  say  at  this  particular  time  it  is  inexpedient, 
and  undesirable,  to  add  to  our  already  swollen  expenditure 
the  large  sum  which,  at  the  lowest  computation,  will  be 
necessary  to  put  this  measure  into  effect.  Then  there 
is  another  consideration  which  I  think  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  will  do  well  to  regard.  There  is 
danger — there  is  no  use  in  disguising  it — that  if  this 
kind  of  thing  be  pressed  too  far,  if  it  be  made  patent  to  a 
large  portion  of  the  population  of  the  Dominion  that  one 
party  is  determined,  by  fair  means  or  foul,  to  perpetuate  its 
ascendency  on  the  floor  of  Parliament,  you  may  succeed, 
not  in  perpetuating  that  ascendency,  but  in  practically 
dividing  the  Provinces  of  Canada  into  two  hostile  camps. 
That  is  a  danger  which  statesmen  ought  to  regard.  Hon. 
gentlemen  may  say  what  they  please  or  think  what  they 
please,  but  they  know  right  well,  in  their  secret  hearts,  that 
the  Opposition  do  in  certain  Provinces  represent  a  full 
moiety,  and  it  may  be  more  than  a  moiety,  of  the  total 
population.  It  is  not  wise  that  that  moiety  in  any  Province, 
more  particularly  in  large  and  important  Provinces, 
should  be  led  to  consider  that  the  design  of  the  pi’esent 
Government  and  party  in  power  is  to  deal  unfairly  with 
them,  because  this  measure,  on  the  face  of  it,  appears  to 
place  a  power  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  which, 
unless  they  were  endowed  with  superhuman  excellencies 
they  would  be  almost  certain  to  abuse*  I  say,  for  that 
reason  alone,  if  there  was  no  other,  this  measure,  as  it 
stands,  ought  and  must  receive  the  utmost  opposition 
of  every  genuine  patriot,  of  every  real  lover  of  his 
country.  I  am  not,  at  this  late  hour  of  the  night, 
especially  as  there  will  be  other  opportunities,  going  to 
discuss  this  matter  further,  although  I  think  I  might 
justly  do  so  on  this  clause.  All  I  want  to  say  is  this :  I 
want  to  enter  my  protest  against  the  introduction  of  the 
legislative  principle,  which  this  is  in  reality,  and  the 
uprooting  of  the  federative  principle  on  which  our  constitu¬ 
tion  is  based.  These  measures,  I  repeat  again,  must  be 
judged,  not  according  to  the  mere  letter  of  an  Act  of  Par¬ 
liament,  but  according  to  the  spirit  of  the  constitution  under 
which  we  live ;  and  it  is  because  I  believe  that  this  particu¬ 
lar  measure  is  in  direct  and  utter  opposition  to  the  spirit  of, 
not  only  Confederation, but  of  all  confederative  union,  that  I, 
for  one  will  oppose  it  to  the  very  utmost  of  my  power. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  would  not  have  risen  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  committee  to-night,  as  I  have  before  spoken  on 
the  subject  of  the  franchise,  had  it  not  been  for  some  of  the 
remarks  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his 
seat.  H I  believed  that  the  measure  now  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  would  be  fraught  with  all  the  evils  which  have  been 
so  vividly  pictured  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  I  would 
hesitate  very  much  before  giving  my  vote  in  favor  of  the 
measure.  It  is  because  I  do  not  believe  that  the  evils  so 
predicted  are  probable  or  possible,  and  because  I  have  in  my 
own  mind  certain  strong  reasons  for  believing  directly  the 
opposite,  that  I  exercise  my  own  right  of  judgment,  and  I 
find  myself  in  a  position  to  support  the  Bill  and  to  vote  against 
the  amendment.  Hon.  gentlemen  who  have  spoken  to-night 
and  who  have,  in  the  main,  calmly  discussed  this  matter, 
have  been  wont  to  say  that  we,  on  this  side,  have  not 
studied  the  Bill,  have  not  looked  into  the  measure;  that 
we  do  not  know  what  it  is  going  to  do,  that  we  are  voting 
in  the  dark,  and  so  on.  They  also  say  we  have  given  no 
reasons  and  they  ask  us  repeatedly  for  our  reasons.  I  do 
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not  suppose,  if  a  man  as  wise  as  Solomon,  were  to 
rise  on  this  side  and  spend  an  hour  in  giving  most 
cogent  and  comprehensive  arguments  for  the  passage  of 
this  measure,  we  "would  find  any  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
who  would  admit  afterwards  that  any  reason  had  been 
given.  For  my  own  part,  I  have,  on  one  or  two  occasions, 
given  some  reasons  why  I  am  in  favor  of  this  measure.  1 
think  hon.  members  from  my  own  Province  have  done  the 
same.  I  am  quite  willing,  in  this  House  or  before  the  coun¬ 
try,  to  leave  the  opinions  which  had  been  stated  by  hon. 
gentlemen  on  this  side  from  New  Brunswick  and  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  on  that  side  from  New  Brunswick — to  see  those 
statements  go  to  the  country  and  be  judged  by  the  country, 
as  to  which  have  the  most  reason  or  as  to  which  have  the 
most  cogency  of  argument.  I  am  in  favor  of  this  Fran¬ 
chise  Bill,  and  therefore  against  the  proposition  in  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment,  because,  as  I  said  before, 
it  is  within  the  power  and  the  constitutional  right 
of  this  Parliament  to  pass  such  a  measure.  When 
hon.  gentlemen  rise  and  say  that  in  passing  a  mea¬ 
sure  which  we  have  a  perfectly  constitutional  right 
to  pass  we  are  making  a  revolutionary  change  in  the 
constitution  of  the  country,  they  are  saying  some¬ 
thing  which  it  is  beyond  my  power  to  understand  and  say¬ 
ing  something  which  I  cannot  admit  to  he  true.  I  am  in 
favor,  also,  of  the  passage  of  this  measure,  which  this 
Parliament  has  a  perfectly  constitutional  right  to  pass, 
because  I  want  to  see  a  uniform  franchise  basis  for  the 
election  of  members  for  the  House  of  Commons.  I  think 
that  is  a  fair  reason  for  any  hon,  gentleman  to  give.  I 
think  it  is  fair  for  hon,  gentleman  opposite  to  accept  that  as 
something,  at  least,  in  the  way  of  a  reason.  Hon.  gentlemen 
have  said  to-night  that  you  cannot  have  a  uniform 
franchise,  and  that  you  do  not  have  one  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  Bill.  1  think  they  mistake  uniformity  for 
something  else.  They  say  :  You  give  a  labor  franchise,  an 
income  fra,nchise,a  tenancy  franchise, and  therefore  the  fran¬ 
chise  is  not  uniform.  I  do  not  understand  that  to  be  what 
we  mean  by  a  uniform  franchise.  What  I  mean  by  a 
uniform  franchise,  when  I  use  the  term,  is  this:  That  in 
every  Province  which  makes  up  this  Dominion,  every  class 
in  each  Province  will,  as  compared  with  a  similar  class  in 
every  other  Province,  have  similar  right  of  franchise.  We 
have  not  that  uniform  franchise  to-day,  because  there  are 
different  qualifications  in  almost  every  Province  of  the  Dom¬ 
inion.  What  I  am  in  favor  of  is,  that  in  every  Province  of 
the  Dominion  there  shall  be  an  equal  basis  of  suffrage,  so 
that  we  may  get  at  a  uniform  franchise.  Now,  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  may  not  believe  that  that  is  a  good 
reason ;  they  may  get  up  and  say  that  no  reason  has  been 
given  at  all ;  but,  to  me,  that  is  a  reason,  and  I  am  willing 
to  trust  the  case  to  the  public  on  that,  as  one  reason  why  I 
shall  vote  for  the  Bill.  Now,  to  except  the  Province  of 
New  Brunswick  from  the  measure  which  is  before  us,  to 
give  it  a  franchise  which  we  have  not  given  to  Prince 
Edward  Island,  and  which  we  do  not  propose  in  the  Bill  to 
give  to  any  other  Province,  is  to  destroy  that  uniformity, 
and  so  to  take  away  one  of  the  reasons  for  which  I  support 
the  Bill,  I  am  in  favor  of  this  Bill,  in  the  third  place, 
looking  to  my  own  Province  particularly,  because  I  believe 
it  will  largely  increase  the  number  of  electors  in  that  Pro¬ 
vince.  Now,  a  gentleman  gets  up  on  the  other  side,  and 
says  be  does  not  think  it  will.  I,  from  my  basis  of 
observation,  from  the  knowlege  I  have  of  my  own  and 
some  other  constituencies,  and  from  conversations  I 
have  had  with  other  gentlemen  representing  other 
constituencies,  come  to  the  conclusion,  and  I  can¬ 
not  get  rid  of  the  conclusion,  that  this  Bill  will, when  put  into 
■operation,  largely  increase  the  franchise  and  the  exercise 
of  the  right  of  the  suffrage,  and  I  am  prepared  to  go  to  a  very 
considerable  length  towards  increasing  the  number  of  the 
electorate  who  shall  take  part  in  the  legislation  and  govern- 1 
Mr.  Foster. 


ment  of  this  country.  The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  N.B., 
has  given  a  calculation.  It  is  a  remarkable  calculation. 
I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say  that  it  is  not  correct, or  that  it  is, 
simply  because  I  have  not  the  documents  from  which  he  has 
formed  his  conclusions  ;  but  I  say,  when  a  gentleman  rises 
iu  this  House,  and  tells  us  that  out  of  a  total  of  about  2,000 
voters  in  his  county  one-fifth  of  those  electors  are  voting 
on  a  real  property  qualification  of  more  than  $100  and  less 
than  $150,  I  say  it  is  a  most  wonderful  thing  to  say  about 
any  county.  I  cannot  say  that  about  my  own  county. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  He  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  wish  to  misrepresent  him.  The 
hon.  member  for  Both  well  (Mr.  Mills)  says  he  did  not  say 
that.  The  hon.  member  for  Huron  said  he  did.  I  took  it 
down,  and  I  have  it  here.  The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s 
said  that  it  would,  on  property  qualification  alone,  disfran- 
chis  432  voters.  Am  I  right  ? 

Mr.  KING.  Four  hundred  and  twenty,  and  some  odd. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  We  will  take  that;  the  difference  is  not 
much  ;  it  will  disfranchise  420  on  a  real  property  qualifica¬ 
tion  alone.  Now,  I  say  that  is  an  extraordinary  statement 
to  make.  I  do  not  say  that  it  is  not  true,  but,  if  true,  the 
county  he  represents  must  be  an  extraordinary  county,  and 
I  do  not  think  it  can  be  taken  as  a  rule  upon  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Huron  could  found  a  conclusion  which  will 
hold  for  the  whole  Province  of  New  Brunswick.  And  I  am 
strengthened  in  that,  not  only  from  my  own  experience, 
but  from  the  statement  of  the  hon.  memoer  for  Gloucester. 
He  said  that  in  his  county — and  he  had  evidence  on  which 
to  base  that  conclusion — he  thought  it  would  not  disqualify 
any,  or  scarcely  any,  of  those  who  at  present  voted,  while 
it  would  add  a  large  number  to  the  present  electorate. 
Why  does  not  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  take  the  county 
of  Gloucester  upon  whmh  to  make  his  generalisation,  and 
why  does  he  simply  taku  the  one  county,  which,  if  what  is 
stated  about  it  “is  true — and  I  do  not  say  it  is  not — must 
be  a  most  exceptional  county.  So  I  say  I  am  in  favor  of 
this  franchise  because  I  am  in  favor  of  going  as 
far  as  I  possibly  can  in  enfranchising  persons, 
and  making  them  citizens  of  our  country,  so  that 
the  basis  on  which  the  Government  of  the  country  rests 
may  bo  as  broad  as  it  can  be,  compatible  with  safety,  order 
and  good  government ;  and  I  will  go  as  far  in  that  line  as  I 
possibly  can.  The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  did  not  take 
into  account  some  other  facts.  If  it  be  that  under  the 
present  assessment  there  are  420  out  of  the  2,000  voters 
who  are  voting  on  a  real  property  qualification  of  more 
than  $100  and  less  than  $150  of  assessed  value  there  is  this 
fact  to  be  taken  into  account,  that  the  difference  in  the  two 
is,  that  in  the  present  law  we  have  the  assessed  value  and 
that  in  the  Bill  before  the  House  we  have  the  actual  value, 
and  I  do  not  care  what  the  hon.  gentleman  says  as  to  what 
the  assessors  are  supposed  to  do,  I  go  by  the  common 
experience  in  New  Brunswick — and  I  think  I  will  be  borne 
out  by  hon,  gentlemen  representing  counties  there — that 
the  actual  value  and  the  assessed  value  are  not  the  same. 
And  it  may  be,  whon  the  hon.  gentleman  comes  under  the 
revising  officer  to  have  the  list  arranged  for  voting  for 
this  House,  he  will  find  out,  when  the  actual  value  is  placed, 
that  a  great  many  of  those  420  will  be  rated  on  real  pro¬ 
perty  of  actual  value  sufficient  to  give  them  a  vote.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  not  taken  into  account  the  fact  that 
we  are  giving  farmers’  sons  the  franchise  ;  that  there  are 
a  good  many  farmers  in  his  own  county  whose  sons 
do  not  vote  now,  but  who  will  be  allowed  to  vote 
when  the  Bill  comes  into  operation .  He  may  set 
that  off  as  an  enlargement  of  the  franchise,  which 
will,  to  a  certain  extent,  compensate  for  any  who  may 
be  bereft  of  the  franchise — if  there  be  such — by  the  Bill. 

!  Then  there  is  a  tenancy  and  an  occupation  clause,  and 
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mechanics’  sons  and  the  like  will  also  add  largely  to  the 
general  roll  of  enfranchised  persons  and,  therefore,  to  the 
voters.  Now,  Sir,  when  you  take  these  things  into  considera¬ 
tion,  and  also  take  into  consideration  that  it  is  quite  possible 
that  if  hon.  gentlemen,  with  the  same  diligence  and  ability 
they  have  hitherto  shown,  apply  themselves,  when  they 
come  to  the  details  of  the  Bill,  they  may,  by  the  force  of 
their  reason  and  their  logic,  shed  such  light  on  the  subject 
that  some  of  these  details  may  be  changed,  and  that  more 
liberal  provisions  than  are  printed  in  the  Bill  may  be  found 
in  the  Bill  as  it  is  passed  ;  for  the  lead er'of  the  Government, 
the  promoter  of  the  Bill,  gave  these  hon.  gentlemen  as  calm 
and  courteous  an  invitation  as  the  promoter  of  any  Bill  could, 
to  sit  down  and  reason  with  him  as  to  what  should  be  the 
ultimate  character'of  the  Bill — to  stop  their  obstruction  and 
go  to  work  on  the  real  clauses  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Ves  ;  he  is  listening  to  the  reasoning  to¬ 
night. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  Bill  for  another 
reason,  and  that  is,  it  takes  no  power  from  the  Provincial 
Legislatures  which  they  are  at  present  holding.  The  Pro¬ 
vincial  Legislatures  at  present  hold  certain  powers.  One  of 
those  powers  is  to  regulate]their  own  franchise.  This  Bill 
does  not  propose  to  interfere  with  that  power,  and  if  not  with 
that  power,  with  what  other  power  does  it  interfere  ?  It  can¬ 
not  be  shown  that  there  is  a  single  power  possessed  by  the 
Legislature  of  any  Province  that  the  Bill  interferes  within 
the  slightest  degree.  They  are  allowed  to  fix  their  own 
franchises ;  we  are  taking  our  franchise.  Have  not  we 
fixed  our  franchise  already  ?  Upon  what  basis  of  franchise 
are  members  elected  to  this  House?  Is  it  on  a  basis  fized 
by  the  Provincial  Legislature,  irrespective  of  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  ?  I  think  not.  I  think  we  took  the  power  and  exercised 
it,  and  stated  what  should  be  the  franchise  for  election  for  this 
House;  and  in  1874  [that  power  was  embodied  in  the  Sta¬ 
tute  Book,  And  in  passing  this  measure  we  are  going  out¬ 
side  of  no  lines  that  were  not  gone  out  of  in  fixing  the  fran¬ 
chise  as  it  at  present  exists.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  to  one  argument  he  used,  which 
was  not  quite  logical.  He  was  very  much  concerned  that 
my  hon.  triend  from  Westmoreland  (Mr.  Wood)  should  go 
back  to  the  very  same  constituency  which  elected  him — to 
the  very  same  electorate  which  gave  him  his  commis¬ 
sion.  Now,  Sir,  what  happened  ?  This  very  year 
the  Provincial  Government  brought  in  a  measure,  and 
carried  it  through,  as  far  as  they  had  power  to  carry 
it — it  was  not  their  fault  that  it  did  not  become  law— 
which  would  have  materially  altered  the  electorate  of  West¬ 
moreland,  and  my  hon.  friend  would  then  have  gone 
back  to  an  electorate  that  was  not  the  same  as  that  which 
sent  b  m  he.e.  Now,  if  there  is  any  pertinency  in 
that  argument  it  is  one  of  the  strongest  arguments  why 
this  Parliament  should  take  the  matter  into  its  own  hands, 
so  that  we  be  i.ul  obliged  to  go  back  to  a  constituency 
that  may  be  altered  in  any  way  the  Local  Legislature  may 
choose  to  alter  it.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  member  for  Huron 
went  beyond  the  record  a  little,  in  his  desire  to  exaggerate 
the  sweeping  character  of  this  measure  in  the  Province  of 
New  Brunswick.  He  made  the  calculation  that  Queen’s, 
N.B.,  had  2,000  electors.  He  read  that  420  would  be 
disfranchised  on  one  basis,  and  that  32,  or  about  that 
number,  would  be  disfranchised  on  another  basis,  making  a 
total  of  some  450  ;  and  then  ho  leaped  to  the  conclusion — 
and  his  argument  thereafter  was  based  upon  it— that  one- 
third  of  the  electorate  of  Queen’s  would  be  disfranchised  ; 
and,  reasoning  from  that,  one-third  of  the  electorate  of  the 
Province  of  New  Brunswick.  Now  42Q  and  30  make  450, 
which  is  less  than  25  per  cent,  of  the  whole  number  of 
voters,  and  when  he  leaps  from  that  to  one-third  he  leaps 
to  exaggeration,  to  which  the  hon,  gentleman  is  prone,  and 
which  detracts  from  arguments  which  would  otherwise 


have  greater  force  with  the  country.  I  am  in  favor  of  this 
Bill,  in  the  next  place,  because  it  provides  for  a  fair  voters’ 
list,  and  so  for  a  fair  expression  of  the  people’s  voice. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  “Hear,  hear,’’  says  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell,  and  he  is  almost  always  “  there.”  Now,  I  protest 
against  what  has  been  a  too  prevalent  sentiment  indulged 
in  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite ;  whether  they  believe  it  or 
not  I  am  not  here  to  say ;  if  they  do,  they  have  a  perfect 
right  to,  and  I  am  not  blaming  them  for  it;  but  I  say  it  is 
not  the  best  kind  of  a  sentiment,  either  for  the  government 
of  this  country  or  for  promoting  the  confidence  of  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  this  country  in  the  Government.  They  go  upon  the 
assumption  that  the  moment  the  Government  appoint  any 
person  for  any  object,  that  moment  he  becomes  the  servile 
tool  and  instrument  of  the  Government — that,  being 
appointed  and  paid  by  the  Government,  he  cannot  act  fairly 
and  squarely,  but  must  become,  perforce,  a  dishonest  man, 
and  therefore  suspicion  should  dog  his  every  footstep  land 
be  cast  upon  every  one  of  his  actions.  Now,  I  dissent  from 
that.  I  believe  men  can  be  as  honest  men  under 
an  appointment  and  a  salary  as  they  can  be  in  trade, 
in  their  social  relations  or  in  their  political  rela¬ 
tions.  I  hold  that  the  inducements  which  are  offered 
to  men  in  trade,  in  society,  and  in  political  relations, 
to  make  them  swerve  from  the  right  path,  are  greater  than 
the  inducements  offered  to  a  man  who  is  appointed,  for 
instance,  as  a  revising  barrister,  who  is  appointed  for  life, 
during  good  behavior,  and  can  only  be  removed  from  that 
office  on  an  address  from  the  House  of  Commons.  A  man 
so  appointed  and  so  paid  can  be  in  a  position  to  act  far 
more  fairly  and  independently  than  almost  any  man  of 
business  in  the  country  ;  and  I  entirely  dissent  from  that 
idea,  which  is  altogether  too  prevalent  in  the  country,  and 
which  is  made  too  much  of  in  this  House,  that  men  are  to 
become  objects  of  suspicion  and  must,  perforce,  become 
servile  tools  of  a  Government  from  whom  they  hold  their 
appointment  and  from  whom  they  receive  their  pay.  If 
that  was  the  case,  the  same  suspicion  would  dog  the  foot¬ 
steps  of  every  judge  in  the  land,  for  every  judge  in  the 
land  is  an  appointee  of  the  Government,  and  occupies  his 
position  during  good  behavior.  So  I  say  it  is  not  to  be 
reasoned  upon — and  I  will  not  reason  upon  it,  or  base  my 
action  on  ihis  Bill  upon  such  reasoning— that  the  revising 
barrister  must  become  a  dishonest  man  the  moment  he 
gets  the  voters’  list  in  his  hands.  So  I  am  in  favor  of  this 
measure,  because  it  takes  no  power  from  the  people, 
because  it  assumes  no  power  for  the  Dominion  which  the 
Dominion  has  not  already  assumed,  and  has  power  to 
assume,  and  because  provision  has  been  made  for  a  fair 
voters’  list  and  consequently  for  a  fair  expression  of  the 
voice  of  the  people.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  gone 
through  the  modus  operandi  of  getting  a  voters’  list 
arranged  in  one  of  the  counties  of  New  Brunswick,  and 
one  of  the  strong  points  they  made  was  that  it  was  posted 
up  in  every  parish,  so  that  the  people  could  read  it  and 
know  whether  their  names  were  on  it  or  not.  If  you  look 
through  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  you  will  find  that  every 
care  is  taken  that  all  the  possible  publicity  shall  be  given 
to  the  making  up  of  the  voters’  lists,  so  that  there  will  not 
be  a  man  in  a  polling  district  who  will  not  be  advertised  as 
to  whether  his  rights  have  been  served  in  the  matter  or  not. 
All  these  precautions  are  to  be  taken  in  order  that  the  voters’ 
lists  shall  be  made  in  a  manner  to  secure  the  rights  of 
every  citizen.  Now,  Sir,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  havo 
been  declaring  in  favor  of  the  position  taken  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell).  He  must  be 
proud  to  see  that  he  has  so  large  a  following  from 
that  side  of  the  House.  They  go  in  for  a  wide  extension  of 
the  suffrage ;  and  yet  what  did  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Huron  say  ?  That  this  Bill  was  but  the  entering  wedge  of 
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a  wider  suffrage.  If  I  wore  iu  favor  of  a  wider  suffrage,  and 
if  I  felt  that  in  present  circumstances  it  was  not  possible  to 
get  an  affirmative  vote  upon  that  proposition,  and  here  was 
a  proposition  which  I  was  satisfied  in  my  mind,  if  carried 
out,  would  pave  the  way  to  that  wider  suffrage  to  which  I 
was  attached,  it  would  certainly  not  be  a  ground  for  me 
to  oppose  the  Bill ;  it  would  rather  be  a  ground  for  me  to 
put  forth  the  best  effort  I  could  to  have  it  carried,  and  thus 
bring  the  accomplishment  of  the  wider  suffrage,  of  which  I 
was  in  favor,  a  little  nearer  to  its  completion.  It  is  stated 
that  there  is  a  great  deal  of  discontent  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces.  That  hobby  horse  of  discontent  must  always 
be  mounted  and  ridden  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  when 
they  have  an  object  to  gain.  When  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  wanted  to  defeat  this  legislation, 
he  threatened  that  Ontario  would  not  remain  loyal  very  long 
if  it  were  passed ;  so  when  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Sir 
Eichard  Cartwright) wants  to  put  hisgreat  spike  into  this  gun 
which  he  professes  to  think  is  directed  against  his  side  of  the 
House,  he  immediately  rides  outthe  hobby  of  discontent,  great 
discontent  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  since  Confederation — 
unhappily  and  unfortunately  so,  to  his  great  pain  and  sorrow 
of  heart,  for  had  he  not  a  part  in  the  establishment  of  this 
Confederation  ?  And  is  not  every  father  solicitous  for  the 
welfare  of  his  children  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  is  pained,  but 
not  so  much  pained  as  to  prevent  his  coming  out  and  talking 
of  this  discontent,  as  he  calls  it,  and  giving  it  a  wider  place 
than  it  occupies  in  reality,  and  setting  up  here,  in  the  coun¬ 
cils  of  the  country  and  before  the  world,  that  thing  which, 
in  the  Maritime  Provinces  themselves,  hides  its  head,  and 
is  not  a  prevalent  sentiment  by  any  means.  About  the  time 
of  Confederation  two  hostile  camps  were  formed,  some  in 
favor  of  and  some  against  Confederation,  and  a  strong,  a 
long  and  a  fierce  battle  was  fought  over  that  question.  The 
hon.  member  for  St.  John  will  bear  me  out  in  saying  that 
so  keen  was  the  contest  that  it  became  almost  impossible 
for  any  one  who  chose  to  take  strong  sides  to  become  con¬ 
vinced  or  to  acknowledge  that  he  was  wrong  ;  and  the  anti- 
Confederates  of  that  time  are  the  anti-Conlederates  of 
today,  and  they  will  remain  so,  a  great  many 
of  them,  until  they  will  have  been  removed 
by  a  higher  power.  But  to  say  that  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces  Confederation  has  been  disastrous; 
that  discontent  has  been  widespread ;  that  there  is  any  con¬ 
siderable  feeling  which  shows  itself  in  the  practical  carrying 
out  of  that  discontent  with  Confederation,  says  what  is  not 
consistent  with  the  facts  ;  and  that  is  shown  by  this  potent 
argument,  that  there  is  not  a  man  in  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  who  has  run,  or  is  willing  to  run,  for  a  constituency, 
carrying  in  his  hand  the  flag  of  dismemberment  of  the 
Union,  and  of  taking  Nova  Scotia,  Prince  Edward  Island  or 
New  Brunswick  out  of  the  Union.  The  best  evidence  that 
can  be  given  ot  that,  other  than  that  which  I  have  just 
mentioned,  is  what  took  place  in  the  Nova  Scotia  House  of 
Assembly  this  year.  Hon.  gentlemen  who  are  conversant 
with  that  know  what  I  mean,  and  it  is  not  necessary  for 
me  further  to  mention  it  here.  I  have  stated  these  things 
because  of  the  remarks  that  were  made  by  gentlemen  from 
New  Brunswick,  and  especially  by  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Huron  (Sir  Eichard  Cartwright),  who  tried  to  make 
it  appear  that  New  Brunswick  would  be  largely  disfranchised 
by  this  Bill.  If  I  believed  that  New  Brunswick  would  be 
disfranchised  to  a  third  or  a  quarter  of  its  voters  I  should 
be  very  careful  as  to  how  I  supported  this  measure.  I  do 
not  believe  it,  and  therefore  it  does  not  weigh  with  me. 
On  the  contrary,  I  believe  that  the  electorate  will  be 
broadened,  that  more  men  in  the  Province  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  will  take  their  places  as  citizens  and  take  their  share 
in  the  election  of  members  to  this  Parliament,  under  this 
Bili,  when  it  becomes  law,  than  under  the  present  franchise. 
The  hon.  gentleman  said  the  Eirst  Minister  should  have 
been  in  his  seat  to  hear  this  astounding  information,  the 
Mr.  Foster. 


new  information  which  was  given  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  King).  I  am  afraid  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Huron  (Sir  Eichard  Cartwright)  was  not  in  his 
seat  either,  for  if  he  had  been,  at  a  certain  time,  he  would 
have  heard  the  member  for  Queen’s  give  almost  the  same 
identical  information,  a  night  or  two  ago  here,  that  he  gave 
to-night,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it  has  been  conned  over  and 
largely  pondered  on  by  hon.  gentlemen  from  New  Brunswick 
and  others  who  havo  this  Bill  at  heart. 

Committee  rose  and  reported. 

Sir  EICHARD  CAETWEIGHT.  Has  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  received  any  further  information  about  the 
expedition  in  the  North-West,  and  more  particularly  about 
the  steamer  Northcote  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No;  we  have  not  heard 
any  more  news.  She  is  supposed  to  be  down  the  river, 
most  likely  making  progress  towards  Prince  Albert. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at  2  a.m.  Wed¬ 
nesday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  13th  May,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

PBINTINGr  OF  PABLIAMENT. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell)  moved— 

That  the  Seventh  Report  of  the  Committee  of  both  Houses  on  the 
printing  of  Parliament  be  adopted. 

He  said :  This  report  contains  a  recommendation  for  the 
printing  of  certain  documents,  and  requests  an  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $20,000  towards  the  continuation  of  the  printing,  as 
it  is  voted  at  this  period  every  year.  Of  course,  if  it  is  not 
all  required  it  will  not  be  used. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

ASCENSION  DAY— ADJOUENMENT. 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGEVIN  moved— 

That  when  this  House  adjourns  this  day,  it  do  stand  adjourned  till 
Friday  next,  at  half-past  one  o’clock  in  the  afternoon. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  DISTUEBANCE  IN  THE  NOETH-WEST. 

Mr.  GABON.  I  desire  to  read  an  important  telegram 
which  I  received  this  morning  about  five  o’clock,  from  Major 
General  Middleton,  conveying  news  which  I  know  will  be 
welcomed  by  the  House  and  the  country : 

“  Batoche’s  House,  11th,  via  Clarke's  Crossing,  12th.. 

“Have  just  made  a  general  attack  and  carried  the  whole  settlement- 
The  men  behaved  splendidly.  The  rebels  in  full  flight.  Sorry  to  say 
have  not  got  Riel.  While  I  was  reconnoitering  this  morning  Mr.  Ash¬ 
ley,  one  of  the  prisoners,  galloped  with  a  flag  of  truce  and  haaded  me  a 
lettter  from  Riel,  saying,  ‘If  you  massacre  our  families  I  shall  massacre 
the  prisoners.’  I  sent  answer  that  if  he  would  put  his  women  and  chil¬ 
dren  in  one  place  and  let  me  know  where  it  was,  not  a  shot  should  be 
fired  on  them.  I  then  returned  to  camp,  and  pushed  on  my  advance  par¬ 
ties,  who  were  heavily  fired  on.  I  so  pressed  on  until  I  saw  my  chance 
and  ordered  a  general  advance.  The  men  responded  nobly,  splendidly 
led  by  their  officers  and  Col.  Straubenzie  ;  drove  the  enemy  out  of  rifle 
pits  ;  after  rifle  pits,  forced  their  way  across  the  plain  and  seized  the 
houses,  and  we  are  now  masters  of  the  place,  and  most  my  force  will 
bivouac  there.  Right  in  the  heat  of  the  action  Mr.  Ashley  came  back 
with  another  missive  from  Riel,  as  follows ;  1  General,  your  prompt 
answer  to  my  note  shows  that  I  was  right  in  mentioning  to  you  the  cause 
of  humanity.  We  will  gather  our  families  in  one  place,  and  as  soon  as 
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it  ia  done  we  will  let  you  know.  Yours,  etc.  (Signed)  Louis  David 
Riel.’  On  the  envelope  he  had  written  as  follows :  ‘I  do  not  like 
war,  and  if  you  do  not  retreat  and  refuse  an  interview,  the  question 
remains  the  same  concerning  the  prisoners  ’ 

“  Our  loss,  I  am  afraid,  heavy,  but  not  so  heavy  as  might  be  expected. 
As  yet,  I  find  it  is  five  killed  and  ten  wounded. 

‘‘Killed — Oapt.  French,  commanding  scouts  ;  Lieut.  Fitch,  10th 
Grenadiers  ;  Oapt.  Brown,  Boulton’s  scouts  ;  M.  M.  Kippen,  surveyors’ 
scouts  ;  Private  Wheeler,  90th  battalion. 

“  Wounded — Lieut.  Garden,  surveyors’  scouts;  Lieut.  Laidlaw,  10th; 
Major  F.  Dawson,  10th  (slightly);  Sergt.  -Major  Watson,  90th  (slight, 
in  ankle)  ;  Sergt.  Jakes,  90th  (in  hand)  ;  Private  Young,  90th  (flesh 
wound  in  thigh)  ;  Private  W.  Cook,  10th  (shot  in  arm)  ;  Bugler  M. 
Gaughan,  10th  (in  finger)  ;  Private  Barber  (slight  wound  in  head)  ; 
Private  J.  W.  Quigley  (flesh  wound  in  arm)  ;  Private  J.  Marshall,  10th 
(flesh  wound  in  calf)  ;  Private  W.  Wildon,  10th  (slight,  across  back)  ; 
Private  V.  Barton,  Midland  (thigh  and  groin,  seriously)  ;  Corporal 
Helliwell  (mid-shoulder). 

“  This  is  all  I  know  at  present.  Prisoners  all  released  and  safe  in  my 
camp.  Among  them  :  Jackson,  white  man,  who  was  Riel’s  secretary, 
but  who  is  mad  and  rather  dangerous." 

I  also  beg  to  read  another  telegram  which  I  received 
shortly  after,  giving  some  information  in  reference  to  the 
Northcote  : 

“  Steamer  Northcote  and  another  coming  up  river  with  Company 
‘O’  School  of  Infantry,  and  some  police,  and  will  cut  off  retreat  of 
rebels.  Rebel  loss  is  believed  to  be  very  severe,  but  as  yet  unknown. 
Wounded  breed  brought  in  is  Ambroise  Jobin,  member  of  Riel’s 
council.” 

CIVIL  SERVICE  AdS  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU  moved  that  the  amendments  made  by 
the  Senate  to  Bill  (No.  31)  to  amend  and  consolidate  the 
Civil  Service  Acts  of  1882,  1883  and  1884,  bo  read  the  first 
lime.  He  said:  The  amendment  is  only  this.  That  a 
candidate,  after  having  passed  his  examination,  shall  have 
the  right,  on  paying  a  certain  fee,  to  have  a  copy  of  his 
paper. 

Mr.  MILLS.  On  what  terms  ?  What  is  the  fee  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  fee  to  be  fixed  by  Order  in 
Council. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  do  not  object  at  all  to  this  Bill  going 
through  without  the  usual  forms,  but  I  believe  the  rules  of 
the  House  require  that  Bills  amended  in  the  Senate  should 
remain  on  the  Table  of  the  House  two  days.  The  distin¬ 
guished  leader  of  the  Opposition,  last  year,  on  a  Bill  in  which 
I  was  interested,  took  occasion  to  point  out  the  propriety 
of  the  two  days  rule  being  followed.  That  was  a  proper 
suggestion,  and  I  think  we  had  better  adhere  to  it  in  the 
future. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  1  was  informed  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  in  charge  of  the  Bill  in  the  Senate  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  was  but  of  little  importance,  or  I  would  not  have  asked 
that  it  should  go  through  now. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  do  not  object  to  the  Bill  going 
through  to-day,  only  I  thought  it  would  be  well  to  follow 
the  rule,  so  as  to  avoid  difficulties  in  the  future. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  would  be  well,  instead  of  leaving  the  cost 
to  be  fixed  by  Order  in  Council,  that  it  should  be  fixed  by 
this  House.  We  are  constantly  divesting  ourselves  of  our 
legislative  functions  and  handing  them  over  to  the  Governor 
in  Council,  and  I  think  this  is  a  course  we  should  avoid 
following. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  What  good  purpose  is  to  be  served  by 
allowing  candidates  to  obtain  copms  of  the  examination 
papers  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  A  suggestion  was  made  that  can¬ 
didates  who  complained  of  the  result  of  their  examinations 
m:ght  like  to  have  copies  of  their  papers,  and  that  copies 
should  be  furnished  them,  the  fee  to  be  fixed  by  the 


Governor  in  Council.  It  was  not  to  be  presumed  that  a 
heavy  fee  will  be  charged. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  copies  of  the  papers  are  to  be  handed  to 
those  who  have  not  passed,  the  object  of  those  who  ask  for 
the  papers  will,  no  doubt,  bs  to  scrutinise  them  and  appeal 
to  the  public  on  the  merits  of  the  answers.  I  have  endea¬ 
vored,  as  far  as  I  could,  without  success,  to  insure  a  more 
satisfactory  method  of  examination  than  that  which  the  hon, 
gontleman  proposes.  Those  who  have  had  some  experience 
in  examinations  know  that  frequently  unreasonable  com¬ 
plaints  are  made,  and  if  it  is  intended  that  unsuccessful 
candidates  should  have  the  right  to  get  back  their  answers, 
I  am  afraid  the  hon.  gentleman  is  going  to  create  for  him¬ 
self  much  trouble. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any 
difficulty  or  danger.  The  thing  is  a  matter  of  course,  and  I 
am  surprised  the  hon.  gentleman  takes  exception  to  it. 
These  candidates  have  a  right  to  get  copies  of  their  answers 
and  should  not  be  refused  copies  when  thoy  ask  for  them. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  matter  of  right. 
I  am  not  aware  of  such  a  practice  prevailing  in  any  insti¬ 
tution  where  young  men  are  examined.  I  think  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  find  that  if  he  yields  to  this 
amendment  he  is  going  to  make  a  lot  of  trouble  for  the 
board.  The  only  object  an  unsuccessful  candidate  can  have 
in  securing  copes  of  his  answers  must  be  to  enable  him  to 
sit  in  judgment  on  the  finding  of  the  examiners.  That  is 
not  a  desirable  state  of  affairs  to  bring  about.  The  exami¬ 
ners’  judgment  is  final.  These  candidates  will  appeal  to  the 
examiners  or  endeavor  to  appeal  to  some  higher  body,  and 
the  Government  may  be  flooded  with  petitions  from  unsuc¬ 
cessful  candidates,  their  petitions  being  fortified  with  copies 
of  their  answers,  on  which  the  Government  will  be  asked  to 
sit  in  judgment.  Thus,  attempts  will  be  made  to  weaken 
the  Act  by  making  the  reports  of  the  examiners  not  final. 
How  does  the  Secretary  of  State  make  out  that  an  unsuc¬ 
cessful  candidate  has  a  right  to  get  a  copy  of  his  papers  ? 
Is  it  the  rule,  in  any  public  institution  where  young  men  are 
examined,  that  the  unsuccessful  candidates  should  have 

copies  of  their  papers  ? 

• 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  At  the  bar  examinations  in  Quebec, 
if  a  candidate  asks  for  a  copy  of  his  answers,  he  has  the 
right  to  have  it,  and  he  should  have  it. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  That  may  be  the  rule  of  the  bar  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  but  it  is  not  the  rule  in  examinations 
conducted  for  the  bar  in  Ontario,  nor  in  conneclion  with 
any  public  system  of  examination  in.  the  Province  of 
Ontario.  There  is  not  a  precedent  at  all  to  be  found  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario  for  such  a  course  being  adopted.  It 
must  tend  to  unsettle  the  finding  of  the  examiners.  It  is 
putting  a  weapon  in  the  hands  of  the  candidates,  with  which 
to  question  the  findings  of  the  examiners.  There  is  no 
right  about  it,  and  I  think  it  is  an  unw:se  procedure.  I 
submit  that  these  amendments  are  not  of  the  formal  char¬ 
acter  that  might  be  passed  at  once ;  but,  that  the  proper 
way  to  deal  with  them  is,  to  have  the  Bill  with  the  amend¬ 
ments  placed  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  do  not  want  to  force  this,  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  wants  to  keep  up  the  discussion  which  has 
been  gone  over  three  or  four  times,  to  the  loss  of  the  time 
of  the  country,  and  wearying  the  patience  of  hon.  members. 
If  he  wants  to  begin  over  again,  it  is  his  right,  and  I  will 
leave  the  amendment  on  the  paper.  I  stated  that  it  was 
an  amendment  of  no  consequence,  and  that,  if  it 
was  not  a  matter  of  right,  it  should  be  a  matter 
of  right.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  objects,  I  do  not 
care  at  all.  The  matter  will  come  on,  I  suppose,  when  the 
Franchise  Bill  is  over.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  been  all 
the  time  fighting  for  the  candidates,  lor  the  young  men 
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who  are  submitted  to  such  tyrannical  or  arbitrary  treatment. 
If  now  he  turns  his  back  upon  that,  and  says  they  should 
not  have  a  copy  of  their  answers,  he  is  entitled  to  contra¬ 
dict  himself  again  in  the  House,  and  he  may  take  forty- 
eight  hours  to  do  it. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  am  not  intending  to  contradict  myself, 
hut  I  say  that  this  point  has  never  been  under  discussion. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  These  amendments  will  be  put  upon 
the  paper,  unless  there  is  unanimous  -consent. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  And  follow  out  the  rule  always.  We 
will  have  no  more  Graud  Trunk  fiascoes. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved: 

That  when  the  House  adjourns  on  Friday  next,  it  stand  adjourned 
until  Saturday  following  at  1:30  p.  m.,  and  that  Government  measures 
shall  have  precedence  after  Routine. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  suggest  to  the  First 
Minister  that  he  would  lose  nothing  whatever,  and  probably 
save  a  good  deal  of  inconvenience  to  members  of  the  House, 
if  he  made  that  from  half-past  one  to  six.  We  know  that 
between  half-past  eight  and  twelve  practically  nothing  can 
be  done,  or  will  be  done,  on  Saturday  night. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Why  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  had  a  great  deal  of  experience  in  Saturday  nights,  and 
I  think  his  experience  is,  as  mine  is,  that  in  those  three 
hours  practically  nothing  is  done. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  As  we  are  getting  older, 
we  are  getting  wiser,  and  X  have  no  doubt  that  we  shall 
jnake  good  use  of  the  time  between  six  and  twelve. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  doubt  that  very 
much. 

Motion  agreed  tq, 

QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (York).  I  rise  to  a  question  of  privilege. 
I  see  in  the  Globe  of  yesterday  a  report  of  a  speech  made 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  in  which  he 
refers  to  myself.  I  was  not  in  the  House  when  he  made  his 
remarks,  and  the  Hansard  report  of  his  statement  is  not  at 
all  in  accordance  with  that  which  appeared  in  the  Globe, 
which  I  must  say  is  most  incorrect  and  unjust  towards  me. 
It  speaks  in  this  article  of  my  having  maligned  not  only  the 
assessors  of  the  municipalities  but  the  municipal  councillors. 
I  can  say  that,  of  what  I  have  stated  with  regard  to  the 
assessors,  I  do  not  wish  to  retract  or  modify  one  word.  I 
have  made  no  assertion  whatever  with  reference  to  the 
municipal  councillors.  They  are  a  body  of  gentlemen  for 
whom  I  have  the  highest  respect.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  portion  of  the  community  of  Canada  whose  labors  are 
so  patriotic,  so  disinterested  as  the  municipal  councillors  of 
this  country,  because  they  work  very  largely  without  any 
remuneration  whatever,  and  perform  their  duties  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  people.  The  remarks  that  I  made  in 
reference  to  the  assessors  had  no  reference  whatever  to  the 
municipal  councillors,  because  we  know  that  the  assessors 
are  as  independent  of  the  councils  as  the  Auditor -General  is 
of  the  Government  of  Canada.  I  will  read  the  report  as  it 
appears  in  the  Globe  of  yesterday.  The  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  is  thus  reported  : 

“The  member  for  West  York  (Mr.  Wallace)  had  de' ’ared  that  parti¬ 
sanship  was  shown  by  the  assessors  and  municipal  councillors  in  Ontario, 
in  fact  that  those  officers  were  perjured  partisans,  and  that  so  gross 
and  outrageous  had  been  their  conduct  that  it  was  necessary  that  the 
Government  should  place  it  beyond  their  power  longer  to  deal  with  the 
list3  of  voters  in  elections  for  this  Parliament.” 

"  Mr.  Chapleau. 
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Now,  what  I  did  say  is  reported  correctly  in  the  Hansard, 
as  follows : 

“  My  own  experience  is  that,  when  you  get  a  lot  of  Grit  assessors  in 
your  riding,  you  cannot  have  confidence  that  a  fair  result  is  reached, 
and  that  those  who  are  entitled  to  be  on  the  assessment  roll  and  on  the 
voters’  list  are  placed  there.  Our  experience  in  the  West  Riding  of 
York,  where  we  have  had  Grit  assessors,  is  that  we  have  each  year  to 
appeal  against  the  assessment,  and  to  get  40  to  50  names  added  to  the 
voters’  list  which  were  left  off  by  the  assessors. 

“  Mr.  MoCRANEY.  What  about  Tory  assessors  ? 

“  Mr.  WALLACE.  If  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  no  more  confi¬ 
dence  in  the  Tory  assessors  than  I  have  in  the  Grit  assessors  they  will 
vote  for  thU  Bill  and  try  to  make  it  law.” 

I  further  stated  casually  a  day  or  two  afterwards  that  the 
Grit  assessors  very  often  performed  their  duties  in  a  per¬ 
functory  manner,  that  their  principal  duty  was  to  assess 
property,  that  very  frequently  farmers’  sons,  tenants’,  and 
others’  names  were  left  off,  which  did  not  affect  the 
collection  of  the  taxes,  which  was  the  principal  object  the 
assessors  had  in  view.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  more  than  to 
characterise  this  assertion  made  in  the  Globe  newspaper 
with  regard  to  myself  as  entirely  untrue. 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  DAV 1ES.  I  propose  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
justice  of  the  proposition  contained  in  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  member  for  St.John  County  (Mr.  Weldon),  to 
exempt  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick  from  the  opera¬ 
tions  of  this  Bill.  It  will  be  generally  admitted  by  those 
who  listened  to  the  debate,  as  conducted  by  members  on 
both  sides,  that  it  was  an  essentially  practical  debato. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  An  example  to  all  the  rest. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Yes,  it  was  a  good  example  to  all  the  rest, 
not  only  upon  the  Franchise  Bill,  but  upon  any  other  pro¬ 
position  that  may  come  before  the  House.  I  will  venture 
to  say  that  no  proposition  on  this  Bill  has  been  maintained 
with  stronger  arguments  than  those  which  were  advanced 
by  hon.  gentlemen  who  sit  around  me,  with  reference  to  the 
proposition  under  discussion,  and  I  regret  very  much  that 
the  First  Minister,  who  has  charge  of  the  Bill,  was  not  in 
bis  place  to  hear  those  arguments.  If  his  public  duties 
prohibit  his  presence  here,  I  wish  very  much  he  could  have 
placed  the  Bill  in  charge  of  some  hon.  gentleman  who  would 
have  listened  to  those  arguments,  and  been  in  a  position 
to  accede  to  them.  I  listened,  myself,  as  one  who  was 
desirous  of  forming  a  fair  and  honest  opinion  as  to  whether 
this  proposition  should  be  acceded  to.  I  came  to  the  conclu¬ 
sion  that  the  statements  made  and  the  arguments  advanced 
were  so  cogent  that  they  ought  to  be  acceded  to.  No  reply 
of  a  special  character  was  vouchsafed  to  those  arguments. 
Some  general  remarks  were  made — powerful  in  themselves 
— in  support  of  the  general  proposition  contained  in  the 
Bill,  but  there  was  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
member  for  King’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  Foster)  and  Kent,  N.B. 
(Mr.  Landry),  who  took  up  the  cudgels  on  behalf  of  the 
present  Bill,  to  evade  the  particular  arguments  advanced 
by  mi^  hon.  friends  from  Queen’s,  N  B.  (Mr.  King)  and 
Sunbury  (Mr.  Burpee).  Now,  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s 
produced  a  list  of  his  electors,  and  showed  how  many  there 
were  in  his  district. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  Was  the  hon.  gentleman  in  when 
I  spoke  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Not  all  the  time. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  Half  the  time  ? 

Mr,  DAVIES.  I  was  here  half  the  time. 
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Mr.  LANDRY.  No,  not  a  third  of  the  time. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  member  from  Queen's  (Mr. 
King)  produced  a  list  of  the  electors  in  his  district,  and 
showed  on  what  their  right  to  the  electoral  franchise  was 
based,  that  it  was  not  based  entirely  upon,  the  possession  of 
freehold  property,  but  it  was  based,  also,  upon  the  posses¬ 
sion  of  a  certain  amount  of  personal  property.  He  advanced 
these  two  propositions  :  First,  that  the  value  of  the  real  pro¬ 
perty  which  gave  a  man  the  right  to  vote,  had  been 
increased  from  $100  to  $150,  and  that  increase  would  dis¬ 
franchise  a  certain  number  of  electors,  and  he  gave  the  num¬ 
ber;  secondly,  that  a  large  number  of  electors  voted  upon  a 
personal  property  qualification,  and  that  this  Bill  would 
disfranchise  every  one  of  them.  The  hon.  gentleman  went 
on  further  to  say,  that  the  mere  possession  of  real  property 
might  be  a  fair  test  in  some  parts  of  the  Dominion,  but  in 
other  parts  of  the  Dominion  it  was  not  a  fair  test, 
because  in  New  Brunswick,  for  instance,  the  peculiar 
habits  and  business  of  the  people  led  them  to  invest 
their  money,  not  in  real  property,  but  in  boats, 
barges,  and  small  schooners  that  navigate  and 
carry  on  trade  on  the  St.  John  River.  Now 
these  two  propositions  were  not  answered  by  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite.  The  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.  B.  (Mr. 
Foster),  who  spoke  last  when  the  Committee  rose  at  two 
o’clock  this  morning,  dwelt  some  time  upon  the  fact  that 
no  discontent  existed  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  at  all ; 
that  there  was  no  such  thing  as  discontent;  if  it  did  lurk  in 
any  secret  place  there  was  no  man  of  any  political  or  social 
position  in  the  Province  who  would  have  the  courage,  or 
the  manliness,  to  express  his  discontent  in  public.  The 
hon.  gentleman  said  so  in  almost  those  words,  some  of  my 
hon.  friends  behind  me  took  note  of  his  remarks  and,  all  of 
them  expressed  themselves  as  possessing  knowledge  that 
those  remarks  were  not  consistent  with  the  facts.  I  will 
only  recall  to  the  attention  of  the  Committee  the  fact  that 
some  few  months  ago - 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  make 
words  which  I  did  not  utter,  and  put  them  into  my  mouth, 
and  upon  them  to  base  an  argument,  ho  is  at  perfect  liberty 
to  do  so;  but  I  warn  him  to  day  that  that  is  his  course,  and 
it  is  more  ingenious  than  ingenuous. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  understand,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  it  is 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  constant  practice,  when  ho  is 
challenged  with  a  statement  made  by  him  of  an  important 
character,  to  deny  the  correctness  of  the  statement.  Ho  has 
done  that  half  a  dozen  times  since  this  debate  on  the 
Franchise  Bill  began.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  is  prepared 
to  withdraw  his  statement  that  discontent  does  not  exist, 
and  dare  not  show  itself  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  I  shall 
pass  on  from  it.  But  the  hon.  gentloman  most  certainly 
made  that  statement,  and  made  it  in  the  most  solemn  and 
emphatic  manner  that  he  was  capable  of.  I  will  recall  to 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention  the  fact  that  in  the  metro¬ 
politan  city  of  his  own  Province,  within  the  last  six  months, 
several  meetings  of  malcontents,  or  discontents,  wore  held, 
and  these  meetings  embraced  the  leading  merchants  of  St. 
John,  and  only  did  they  feel  discontent  with  the  existing 
state  of  matters,  but  they  formally  expressed  that  discon¬ 
tent  in  resolutions  which  were  thrown  broadcast  over  the 
Dominion.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  stated  that  no  public 
man  who  gave  expression  to  discontent  with  the  existing 
political  system  of  the  Dominion,  could  hold  up  his  head  in 
Canada,  I  would  remind  him  that  in  the  metropolitan  city 
of  New  Brunswick,  a  gentleman  whom  he  a  short  time  ago 
designated  as  a  rebel — and  the  expression  is  now  in  the 
Hansard—  was  elected  in  the  city  of  St.  John  to  represent 
that  city  in  the  Local  Legislature,  by  a  very  large  majority, 
by  a  majority  very  largely  in  excess— — 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Will  you  read  that  in  the  Hansard ? 


Mr.  DAVIES.  Of  the  majority  by  which  the  Finance 
Minister  was  elected. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  ask  the  bon.  gentleman  to  read  that  in 
the  Hansard. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  On  the  2nd  May,  the  hon.  gentleman,  in 
addressing  the  House,  said  : 

“  Who  is  it  that  countenanced  secession  in  the  city  of  St.  John  ? 

“  Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  The  Tories. 

“Mr.  POSTER.  Is  it?  Then  my  hon.  friend  who  sits  for  the  county 
of  St.  John  countenances  secession,  but  of  course  he  is  not  a  Tory.  In 
the  city  of  St.  John  one  of  the  political  friends  of  the  member  for  West 
Ontario  is  the  only  man,  I  am  thankful  to  say,  in  the  Province  of  New 
Brunswick,  who  runs  an  annexation  sheet.  He  favors  secession,” 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  misstated  my  position.  He  has  deliberately 
put  into  my  moutb  words  that  I  did  not  use, 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  stated  that— 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh, 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Hon.  gentlemen  are  afraid  to  hear  m®. 
I  will  take  an  opportunity  later  on. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  am  not  going  to  continue  the  debate. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  must  ask  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  keep 
order. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Order. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  ha3  raised  the 
point  of  order  has  been  himself  guilty  of  a  breach  of  order. 
He  has  "been  guilty  of  the  breach  of  one  of  the  best  known 
rules,  that  even  he,  with  his  short  experience  of  Parliament, 
should  have  known.  He  has  stated  that  the  member  for 
Queen’s,  P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies),  has  been  guilty  of  delibe¬ 
rately  putting  into  his  mouth  words  which  had  not  been 
uttered.  That  is  to  say  that  the  hon.  member  of  whom  I 
am  speaking,  knowingly  made  a  false  statement ;  that  he 
deliberately  put  into  his  mouth  words  which  he  did  not  say 
— that  he  told  a  lie.  I  leave  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s 
to  defend  himself  a3  to  tho  facts  ;  I  am  speaking  as  to  the 
point  of  order.  On  the  point  of  order  I  say  that  language 
is  utterly  inadmissable  and  the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N. 
B.  (Mr.  Foster),  must  withdraw  that  statement  befoi’e  we 
proceed  any  farther.  I  ask  your  ruling,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  behind  me  was  out  of  order  in  making  that  statement ; 
but  before  he  can  be  called  upon  to  withdraw  that  state¬ 
ment,  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.  E,  I.,  must  with¬ 
draw  tho  statement,  that  it  was  the  habit  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  behind  me  to  make  statements  and  then  deny  them. 

Mr.  CASEY.  We  are  at  present  considering  the  point  of 
order  with  respect  to  the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.B  ,  and 
we  can  take  up  the  other  point  of  order  if  hon.  gentlemen 
desire  it  without  the  interference  of  the  Premier.  After 
we  have  settled  this  point  of  order,  it  will  bo  quite  open  to 
them  to  take  up  the  other  point  of  order.  I  ask  your 
ruling,  Mr.  Chairman,  on  the  point  of  order  I  have  taken. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  out  of  order, 
in  stating,  as  he  has  dono,  that  the  hon.  member  put  words 
into  his  mouth  which  bo  did  not  use;  at  the  same  time  I 
think  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.,  had  provoked  it 
by  the  language  he  himself  had  used. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Withdraw. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  cheerfully  withdraw  those  words,  if 
they  are  objectionable,  being  sorry,  at  the  same  time,  to 
have  to  withdraw  the  truth. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  hope  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s 

will  do  the  same, 
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Mr.  DAVIES.  What  is  the  expression  I  have  to  with¬ 
draw  ? 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  That  the  hon.  member  is  in  the  habit 
of  making  statements  and  then  denying  that  he  made  them, 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon,  gentleman  has  said  half  a  dozen 
times  during  the  Session  that  ho  had  not  made  use  of  certain 
language,  although— 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  If  1  did  not  make  the  statement,  I  cannot 
withdraw  it.  I  say  and  I  repeat,  and  if  I  am  not  in  order 
I  will  withdraw  it,  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  not  once  but 
half  a  dozen  times  this  Session,  denied  that  he  mado  state¬ 
ments  which,  on  reference  to  the  reoords  of  the  House,  it 
appears  he  did  make. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s  said  that  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Foster)  was  in 
the  habit  of  making  statements  and  afterwards  denying 
them. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  made  that  statement  and  I  repeat  it 
now.  I  am  in  the  judgment  of  the  House  as  to  whether 
the  charge  made  by  me  is  not  correct ;  as  to  whether  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  not  time  and  again  done  so. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  think  hon.  gentlemen  are  bound  to 
accept  the  hon.  gentleman’s  explanation,  'i  hat  is  what  he 
now  says. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  have  read  from  Hansard  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  said  :  That  an  hon.  gentleman  who  is  a  poli¬ 
tical  associate  of  the  member  for  West  Ontario  coun¬ 
tenances  secession  ;  that  in  the  city  of  St.  John,  one 
of  the  political  friends  of  the  member  for  West 
Ontario  is  the  only  man  in  the  Province  of  New 
Biunswick  who  runs  an  annexation  sheet,  that  he  favors 
secession.  The  hon.  gentleman  cooly  stands  up  and  says 
that  such  is  the  satisfaction  of  the  people  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces  with  the  existing  state  of  affairs,  that  no  man 
who  values  his  public  position  daro  express  discontent  with 
it.  I  have  disproved  that  statement  by  one  of  the  most  pro¬ 
minent  men  in  his  own  Province,  and  out  of  his  own  mouth.  If 
further  evidence  is  required,  I  ask  hon.  members  to  read 
the  repoits  of  the  meetings  hel  1  in  St.  John  ia  November 
and  December,  attended  by  the  principal  merchants,  in 
which  language  was  used  expressive,  not  only  of  discontent, 
but  of  a  feeling  that  that  discontent  was  based  upon  the 
political  injustice  from  which  they  were  suffering,  and 
calling  on  members  of  this  House  to  remove  those 
grievances  and  the  injustice  which  caused  the  discon¬ 
tent.  I  do  not  want  to  take  up  time  with  irrelevant 
matter;  but  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  points  made 
with  regard  to  this  amendment.  What  position  do 
wo  occupy?  We  are  now  discussing  whether  any  Province 
shall  be  exempted  from  the  general  operation  of  the 
Bill.  We  have  had  an  amendment  with  respect  to  Prince 
Edward  Island,  before  the  House,  and  it  has  been  voted 
down.  What  is  the  effect  of  the  Bill  on  that  Province  ?  It 
has  been  said,  not  by  opponents  of  the  Government  who 
might  bo  accused  of  political  exaggeration  in  making  state¬ 
ments,  but  by  supporters  of  the  Government,  by  members 
who  follow  them  on  almost  all  occasions,  that  the  effect  of 
the  Bill  will  be  to  disfranchise  a  very  large  number  of 
electors.  I  heard  the  hon.  member  for  Cumberland  (Mr. 
Townshend)  express  a  sentiment  the  other  night,  which  I 
hope  was  entertained  by  others  around  him,  that  if  the 
clause  would  have  the  effect  of  disfranchising  a  large  class 
of  persons,  he  would  oppose  it.  We  have  proved  that  it  will 
disfranchise  a  large  class  in  Prince  Edward  Island  who,  for 
thirty  years  have  exercised  the  franchise,  and  who,  by  con¬ 
sent  of  both  parties,  have  exercised  that  right  fairly  and 
well,  and  these  are  now  being  disfranchised  by  this  Bill,  I 
Mr,  Davies. 
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ask  that  hon.  gentleman,  therefore,  to  give  effect  to  his 
declaration,  for  no  hon.  gentleman  has  dared  to  deny  that  it 
is  true  that  the  effect  of  this  Bill  will  be  to  disfranchise  a 
large  number  in  Prince  Edward  Island.  We  next  come  to 
New  Brunswick.  The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  N.B,, 
says  the  Bill  will  disfranchise  '100  electors  in  his  own 
constituency.  Why  should  we  single  out  those  400 
and  say :  Heretofore  you  have  exercised  the  franchise,  but 
we  will  prevent  you  exercising  it  hereafter.  Can  the  hon. 
member  for  King’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  Foster),  justify  it?  That 
hon.  gentleman  argued  at  some  length  that  the  House 
had  a  constitutional  right  to  pass  such  a  Bill.  He  was 
only  floggiDg  a  dead  horse  in  using  that  argument.  We 
have  admitted  from  the  inception  of  the  debate  that  the 
legal  and  technical  right  to  pass  this  Bill  is  vested  in  this 
Parliament ;  but  we  did  deny  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
knows  we  deny,  that  it  was  expedient  or  just  to  exercise 
that  right.  We  told  him  that  the  onus  of  proving 
that  the  time  had  come  to  exercise  that  right  lay  upon 
him,  and  he  would  not  accept  that  onus,  and  could  not 
justify  the  exercise,  except  on  special  grounds,  of  that  legal 
right.  Is  that  any  satisfaction  to  the  400  electors  who 
are  being  disfranchised  in  Queen’s  County  alone  to 
tell  them  that  we  have  the  constitutional  right  to  do  this 
thing?  We  have  the  constitutional  right  to  d)  many 
things.  If  we  find  that  to  exercise  that  right  brings  with  it 
injustice,  disqualification  and  disfranchisement,  we  are  not 
justified  in  exercising  that  right.  The  exercise  of  such  a 
right  is  tyranny.  The  hon.  gentleman  sneered  at  those  who 
said  this  Bill  was  a  revolutionary  measure,  and  he  laid  down 
the  pi  oposition  that  because  it  was  constitutional  it  could  not 
be  revolutionary.  When  did  the  hon.  gentleman  make  that 
discovery  ?  A  number  of  measures  are  perfectly  constitu¬ 
tional  in  themselves,  and  yet  they  may  be  revolutionary  in 
their  effects.  If  you  transfer  from  one  set  of  men  the 
exercise  of  the  franchise  and  give  it  to  another  body  of  men, 
the  effect  is  a  political  revolution,  more  or  less.  If  you 
admit  to  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  a  large  mass  of  those 
who  are  incompetent  to  exercise  it,  and  so  swamp  existing 
constituencies, as  we  say  you  are  doing  in  the  case  of  the  tri  bal 
Indians,  that  amounts  to  a  political  revolution  ;  to  the  transfer 
of  the  power  of  the  people  from  those  who  have  heretofore 
exercised  it  to  another  class — I  say  it  amounts  to  a  political 
revolution  whether  you  have  the  constitutional  right  to 
exercise  that  power  or  not.  The  question  which  is  before 
this  committee,  the  question  to  which  it  should  bend  its 
mind  is  not  the  abstract  question  of  constitutional  rights, 
but  whether  or  not  the  proposition  before  the  committee  is 
based  on  justice,  fair  play  and  equity.  The  hon.  gentleman 
said  he  supported  the  Bill  because  it  proposes  a  uniform 
franchise.  Uniform  it  is  in  one  sense — uniform  on  paper, 
but  diverse  in  its  application.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows 
that  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  a  large  class  exist  who  have 
invested  their  money  in  personal  property  and  that  the 
same  class  do  not  exist  in  Ontario,  and  to  base  the  exercise 
of  the  franchise  on  one  particular  kind  of  property,  and 
exclude  a  large  class  of  people  who  have  chosen  to  invest 
their  money  in  other  species  of  property,  is  not  justice  or 
fair  play.  It  is  not  creating  uniformity  over  the  Dominion 
but  diversity.  Tho  man  who  possesses  a  barge  floating 
down  the  St.  John  river  and  carrying  lumber  to  market, 
possesses  just  as  much  property  in  the  country  as  the  man 
who  owns  a  ten  acre  field  near  Toronto,  Brockvillo  or  Lon¬ 
don.  Tho  possession  of  a  field  does  not  augur  more  intelli¬ 
gence  or  more  aptitude  for  tho  possession  of  the  fran¬ 
chise  than  the  ownership  of  tho  barge,  and  when  you  find 
statesmen  framing  what  they  call  a  uniform  franchise 
for  the  Dominion,  unless  you  recognise  the  fact  that  we  are 
not  a  homogeneous  people,  that  there  are  people  engaged 
in  various  occupations,  trades,  and  callings,  unless  you 
recognise  the  practical  vocations  of  life  as  they  exist  in  the 
Dominion,  you  will  have  a  uniform  franchise,  not  in  the 
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broad  sense  of  the  term,  but  one  which  will  be  uniform  on 
its  face,  while  in  reality  it  will  be  diverse,  unfair,  and 
unjust.  The  hon.  gentlemen  said  he  supported  this  franchise 
because  it  was  uniform,  but  let  him  answer  that  point. 
Does  it  create  that  uniformity  which  is  based  on  justice, 
excluding  as  it  does  those  400  men  residing  in  the 
county  of  Queen’s,  because  they  do  not  own  real  property. 
Is  uniformity  to  be  carried  out  ?  The  First  Minister  declared 
that  while  he  was  going  to  admit  the  Indians  of  one  portion 
of  the  Dominion  to  the  franchise,  he  would  exclude  those 
of  another  portion.  Are  not  the  Indians  of  British  Columbia 
as  well  qualified  and  better  qualified  from  their  education 
and  habits  to  exercise  the  franchise  than  many  of  those 
who  are  to  be  admitted  ?  Why,  then,  are  they  to  be 
excluded.  If  the  principle  of  uniformity  is  to  be 
the  governing  principle  of  the  Bill  why  should  you  not 
apply  it  in  that  case  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the 
principle  has  been  exploded  and  given  up  long  ago.  I  ask 
him,  when  he  claims  that  this  Bill  should  be  more  uniform, 
can  he,  dare  he,  does  he  justify  the  admission  of  the  Indians 
of  his  own  Province  to  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  ?  I 
dare  him  to  do  it.  He  is  a  practical  man,  he  has  lived  most 
of  his  life  there,  and  he  knows  that  the  Indians  of  that  Pro¬ 
vince  are  unfit  to  exercise  that  franchise,  unfit  from  their 
manner  of  life,  their  educational  position  and  their  whole 
training,  unfit  from  their  gross  ignorance.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows  it,  his  constituents  know  it,  every  man  in  this 
House  from  that  Province  knows  it,  and  he  dare  not  defend 
it  in  this  country.  Why  should  the  hundreds  of  Indians 
from  New  Brunswick,  who  are  known  to  be  incapable  of  ever 
exercising  the  franchise  be  included  while  hundreds  of  able- 
bodied,  well  educated  men,  possessing  a  large  amount  of 
personal  property,  and  who  have  exercised  the  franchise  for 
years  past  should  be  disfranchised.  Is  that  fair  or  just  ?  I 
say  this  Bill  is  unjust  in  those  it  admits,  and  ten  times 
more  unjust  in  those  it  excludes.  I  say  you  take  away  the 
rights  from  the  people  of  New  Brunswick  which  they  have 
enjoyed  for  half  a  century,  and  you  confer  those  rights  on 
Indians,  who  never  have  claimed  them,  who  have  never 
enjoyed  them,  and  whom  you  admit  are  unfit  to  enjoy 
them.  You  call  in  a  class  who  are  unfit  to  manage 
their  own  affairs,  and  you  call  them  in  to  assist 
in  managing  yours.  Is  there  any  justice  in  that? 
You  admit  that  the  Indians  are  not  capable  of 
managing  their  own  affairs,  and  you  take  them 
under  your  wardship  and  control,  and  the  argument  seems 
to  be  that  because  they  are  unfit  to  manage  their  own 
affairs  you  call  them  in  to  assist  in  managing  yours.  I 
would  like  to  hear  hon.  gentlemen  from  the  Province  of 
New  Brunswick  justifying  that  proposition.  You  heard 
the  remarks  of  one  of  the  most  experienced  parliamentari¬ 
ans  from  that  Province.  He  told  you  that  the  Indians  were 
totally  unfit  in  that  Province  to  exercise  the  franchise;  still 
you  admit  them  while  you  exclude  a  large  number  of  those 
who  have  heretofore  enjoyed  the  franchise,  because,  for¬ 
sooth,  they  possess  personal  and  not  real  property.  How, 
on  what  principle,  is  this  justified  ?  On  the  most  extraor¬ 
dinary  argument  ever  advanced  in  this  Parliament  in  my 
hearing— on  the  law  of  compensation.  Where  do  the  hon. 
gentlemen  get  that  law,  as  applied  to  the  politics  of  this 
country  ?  Looking  at  the  Bill  all  through,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  :  It  is  true  you  disfranchise  a  lot  of  men  whom 
he  dare  not  say  are  incapable  of  exercising  the  franchise, 
but  on  the  othor  hand  you  confer  the  franchise  on  another 
class,  whom  he  will  not  say  are  fit  for  the  franchise,  but 
the  law  of  compensation  comes  in,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact 
the  total  number  of  voters  remains  the  same.  Why,  Sir, 
the  argument  is  childish.  We  will  next  have  advanced  in 
favor  of  this  Bill  the  law  of  averages,  which  is  trotted  out 
so  often  here  in  financial  matters.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  in  his  secret  soul  that  the  argument  of  the  law  of 
compensation  is  trifling  with  the  House  as  a  justification  for 


the  disfranchisement  of  a  large  number  of  people  who  are 
fit  for  the  franchise,  and  the  enfranchisement  of  another 
class  who  are  incapable  of  exercising  it.  The  argument  is 
perfectly  absurd.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  went  so  far  as 
to  say  that  he  supported  the  Bill  because  the  enlarged  fran¬ 
chise  was  consistent  with  good  government.  That  was  a 
pretty  and  well  rounded  phrase,  but  it  meant  nothing, 
because  the  hon.  gentleman  failed  to  show  that  those  who 
were  to  be  brought  within  the  scope  of  the  new  Bill  were 
fit  to  exercise  the  franchise,  that  the  introduction  of  the 
Indians  would  be  the  means  by  which  better  government 
would  be  obtained,  and  because  he  also  failed  to  show  that 
the  exclusion  of  those  from  the  franchise  who  have 
heretofore  enjoyed  it,  would  be  conducive  to  good 
government.  It  is  no  use  to  indulge  in  general¬ 
isations  of  this  kind,  unless  you  show  in  detail 
that  the  argument  is  a  sound  one.  But  when  the  hon. 
gentleman  closed  his  remarks  I  was  prepared  almost  lor 
anything.  He  is  the  first  gentleman  I  have  heard  from 
the  Maritime  Provinces  who  has  defended  the  revising  bar¬ 
rister  clause.  Does  he  think  that  the  object  which  we  ought 
to  have  in  view- — the  attainment  of  good  government —is 
to  be  facilitated  by  making  the  appointment  of  the  revising 
barrister  a  political  appointment?  Does  he  think  it  either 
justice  or  fair  play,  or  that  good  government  will  result 
from  vesting  in  the  Government  for  the  time  being  the 
appointment  of  the  men  who  are  to  arrange  the  voters’ 
lists  from  which  members  of  this  House  will  be  elected  ? 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  result  must  be  bad  in 
every  sense.  He  knows  that  politics  run  so  high  in  this 
country,  that  the  several  representatives  from  the  several 
Provinces  will  insist  upon  the  appointment  of  revising 
barristers  who  will  advance  the  interests  of  their  own  party 
in  the  several  constituencies.  He  knows  that  is  the  reason 
why  the  Bill  is  being  supported  so  strongly  by  one  party, 
and  so  fiercely  opposed  by  this  side.  He  knows 
it  means  political  annihilation  for  large  numbers  of 
the  members  on  this  side,  not  because  they 
have  lost  the  confidence  of  their  constituents,  not 
because  the  majority  who  returned  them  before  is  not 
prepared  to  return  them  again,  but  because  political  machin¬ 
ery  is  to  be  arranged,  so  that  when  they  cannot  be  defeated 
by  the  voice  of  the  people,  they  are  to  be  defeated  by  the 
pulling  of  the  political  wires.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that 
these  revising  barristers  are  to  be  at  the  beck  and  call  of  the 
Government,  and  ho  knows  that  the  very  amount  of  money  to 
be  paid  to  them  will  be  dependent  on  the  way  they  please  their 
masters.  There  is  no  provision  in  the  Bill  fixing  the  salar¬ 
ies  they  are  to  receive ;  they  are  to  be  dependent  on  the 
whim  of  the  Governor  in  Council ;  but  the  political  party 
that  appoints  them  is  to  reward  them  according  to  their 
merit — according  to  the  way  in  which  they  turn  out  the 
lists.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  Bill  he  defends 
has  met  with  condemnation  from  one  end  of  this  Dominion 
to  the  other ;  he  knows  that  there  is  not  an  impartial  man 
who  defends  it ;  he  knows  that  the  results  will  be  that  not  the 
people,  but  appointees  of  the  Government  for  the  time  being, 
will  elect  men  to  Parliament;  and  he  knows  that  these  very 
men  whose  appointment  he  defends  are  not  to  be  removable 
except  by  an  address  from  the  very  Parliament  they  elect.  I 
believe  there  are  large  numbers  on  that  side  of  the  House 
who  see  the  injustice  of  that  provision,  and  who  are  prepared 
to  amend  it ;  but  when  such  men  as  the  hon.  member  for 
King’s  get  up  and  defend  it,  they  weaken  the  hands  of  every 
fair  minded  and  independent  member  in  the  House  and  in 
the  country;  he  defends  a  scheme  which  is  tyrannical  and 
unjust,  and  puts  himself  outside  the  pale  of  independent 
men,  and  among  those  who  follow  blindly  after  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  I  did  not  wonder  that  he  defended  the  Bill  on  those 
general  principles,  because  he  is  very  fond  of  general  prin¬ 
ciples  :  but  when  he  came  out  boldly  in  defence  of  that  pro¬ 
position,  which  has  not  been  defended  by  any  independent 
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member  of  this  House,  I  gave  him  up.  But  I  look  forward 
in  the  hope  that  that  clause  will  yet  be  amended  in  the 
proper  direction.  Why,  Sir,  this  is  not  a  faction  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  know 
that  the  turn  of  the  political  wheel  must  come,  and 
that  the  Liberal  party  of  this  country  must  rule  some 
day.  I  would  like  to  know  how  they  would  like  to  have 
applied  to  them  this  rule  that  they  are  laying  down  and 
applying  to  us.  I  would  like  to  know  how  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  King’s  would  like  a  revising  barrister  to  be  appointed 
by  his  opponents  to  prepare  the  lists  on  which  he  should 
be  elected  ?  Put  yourself  in  his  place,  is  a  very  good 
motto  when  you  want  to  judge  whether  a  certain  action  is 
fair  or  not.  When  he  has  the  wire  in  his  own  hands  the 
hon,  gentleman  is  quite  satisfied,  but  he  would  not  be  so 
well  pleased  if  it  was  in  the  hands  of  his  opponents.  I  say 
that  proposition  is  unjust  and  indefensible,  and  I  look  for¬ 
ward  in  the  hope  and  belief  that  before  this  debate  closes, 
its  unjustness  will  become  apparent  to  the  majority  of  the 
House,  and  that  it  will  to  some  extent  at  least  be  amended. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Foster)  told 
us  last  night  that  he  did  not  believe  that  even  if  as  wise  a  man 
as  Solomon  were  to  address  this  side  of  the  House,  he  would 
make  us  believe  that  this  Bill  was  a  good  Bill.  Well,  Sir, 
for  once  I  have  some  reason  to  agree  with  the  hon.  gentle- 
mad,  for  that  eventuality  has  occurred.  At  the  very  time 
the  hon.  gentleman  was  speaking  we  had  arguments  address¬ 
ed  to  us  by  an  individual  of  the  description  he  mentioned,  and 
those  arguments  did  not  seem  to  convince  this  side  of  the 
House  very  much  of  the  goodness  of  the  Bill.  Notwith¬ 
standing  that  the  wisdom  of  Solomon  was  expended  upon 
us,  we  cling  to  the  opinions  we  formerly  held  of  the  Bill, 
and  this  hon.  gentleman  did  not  appear  to  know  much  more  of 
political  necessities  of  Canada  than  Solomon  did  himself. 
Solomon  was  a  very  wise  man,  but  he  did  not  know  much 
of  Canadian  politics.  The  hon.  member  for  King’s  is  a  wise 
man ;  yet  he  did  not  show  much  more  knowledge 
of  Canadian  politics  than  would  Solomon  if  he  had  been 
present.  He  did  not  even  show  much  knowledge  of  the 
wants  and  views  of  his  own  Province.  He  said  the  Bill 
would  be  acceptable  in  his  Province  and  that  this  par¬ 
ticular  clause  would  largely  increase  the  franchise  there; 
but  the  array  of  figures  shown  to  us  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s  proved  that  the  Bill  would  disfranchise  a  great 
many  in  that  Province.  I  sympathise  with  the  people  of 
New  Brunswick  because  the  Bill  seems  likely  to  have  the 
same  effect  there  as  it  will  in  Ontario,  in  the  way  of  dis¬ 
franchising  a  large  number  of  people.  It  will  be  more 
oppressive,  however,  in  New  Brunswick  than  in  Ontario. 
It  happens  that  the  late  Ontario  franchise  under  which  we 
were  elected  is  practically  the  same  as  that  in  the  Bill ; 
tut  in  New  Brunswick  the  provincial  qualifications  appear 
to  be  so  different  that  a  large  number  of  the  very 
constituents  of  the  members  now  sitting  for  that 
Province  will  be  disfranchised  under  the  Bill.  A 
large  number  of  the  constituents  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  King's  will  be  disfranchised.  What  he  will 
say  to  them  I  do  not  know.  He  smiles  at  the  sugges¬ 
tion,  and  I  suppose  he  can  smile  in  safety,  because  these 
people  will  not  have  votes  at  the  next  election,  and  he 
does  not  feel  any  necessity  of  securing  their  good 
will,  because  they  will  have  no  power  to  wreak  poli¬ 
tical  vengeance  on  the  man  who  has  disfranchised  them. 
The  hon.  gentleman  came  here  as  an  Independent  mem¬ 
ber,  and  he  still  claims  to  be  such.  Yet  he  has  on  two 
occasions  treated  us  to  theories  as  to  the  duties  of  members 
supporting  the  Government,  which  one  would  suppose  could 
only  come  from  the  mouth  of  a  strict  Government 
supporter.  He  told  us  it  is  the  duty  of  such  mem¬ 

bers  to  support  the  Government  on  all  measures  which 
they  consider  of  vital  importance  during  the  five  years 
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of  their  reign,  and  let  the  people  judge  of  their  action 
at  the  next  election.  That  is  scarcely  the  language 
of  an  Independent  member  of  Parliament.  The  Independ¬ 
ent  members  from  New  Brunswick  do  not  all  adopt  that 
tone,  for  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  is  not  the  only  Inde¬ 
pendent  member  from  that  Province.  Another  gentleman 
claims  the  title  quite  as  strongly  as  that  hon.  gentleman, 
and  it  seems  to  me  more  justly.  I  wish  to  cite  the  opinion 
of  one  Independent  member  against  that  of  the  other  as  to 
the  effect  this  clause  will  have  upon  that  Province  and  upon 
the  Dominion  generally.  One  of  the  leading  papers  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec  and  of  the  Dominion  is  known  to  express 
the  views  of  the  other  Independent  member  from  New 
Brunswick.  I  refer  to  the  hon.  member  for  Northumber¬ 
land  (Mr.  Mitchell)  whose  views  are  known  to  be  expressed 
in  the  Herald  of  Montreal.  That  hon.  gentleman  does  not 
mince  matters  when  he  speaks  through  the  press,  and  1  do 
not  think  he  will  mince  matters  when  he  will  speak  to  the 
House.  It  is  not  his  way  to  mince  matters.  In  the  Herald 
issue  of  Thursday  last,  he  says  : 

“  It  13  hard  to  understand  why  the  Premier  will  persist  in  forcing  his 
Franchise  Bill  upon  Parliament.  He  must  see  that  there  is  no  hearty 
sympathy  with  it  in  any  quarter.  The  Opposition  to  a  man  are  against 
it.  This,  perhaps,  might  be  expected  under  party  Government.  But 
the  Governm -nt’s  supporters  are  also  against  it — but  the  other  Inde¬ 
pendent  member  for  King’s,  iff.  B.  (Mr.  Foster),  is  in  favor  of  it.  Two 
Provinces  claim  to  be  exempted  from  its  operation.  Some  Provinces 
will  not  have  one  class  of  new  voters  and  other  Provinces  reject  another 
class  or  those  whom  Sir  John  would  enfranchise.  The  Government 
have  been  obliged  to  submit  to  radical  changes  already,  and  others  are 
imminent.  It  has  seldom  happened  that  a  strong  Government  has 
encountered  such  strenuous  opposition — from  whom  ?  From  all  sides. 
The  time  of  introducing  the,  measure,  the  determination  to  push  it 
through  regardless  of  consequences,  as  well  as  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  itself,  are  all  against  sound  party  and  public  policy  and  out  of  har¬ 
mony  with  skilful  leadership.  If  it  is  a  party  advantage  that  is  looked 
for  in  Ontario,  it  is  just  possible  that  to  gain  this  the  Premier  may 
imperil  the  cohesion  of  his  party  as  a  whole  ;  and  where  would  the  party 
gain  in  this  event?  ” 

I  will  skip  a  part  of  the  remarks  that  follow,  which  are  apt 
and  relevant,  but  too  long  to  quote  in  extenso.  He  goes  on 
to  say  : 

“  He  cannot  be  unaware  of  the  extreme  character  of  the  demand  he 
has  made  on  their  party  fealty.  Probably  no  leader  ever  had  more 
devoted  followers ;  certainly  no  party  leader  ever  consulted  his  support¬ 
ers  less  or  treated  them  in  a  more  autocratic  fashion.  But  there  is  a 
point  beyond  which  no  leader  can  count  upon  his  followers  following.” 

This  gentleman,  who  was  at  one  time  a  colleague  of  the  right 
hon.  the  First  Minister,  and  who  is  one  of  the  most  impor¬ 
tant  and  influential  members  from  New  Brunswick  to-day, 
who  is  an  independent  man,  says  there  is  a  point  beyond 
which  the  Premier  cannot  count  on  his  followers  following 
him,  but  it  appears  the  point  has  not  yet  been  reached  when 
the  Independent  member  from  King’s,  N.  B.  (Mr.  Foster), 
may  not  be  counted  on  to  follow. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  Turn  over  the  next  leaf  and  read  the 
editorial  of  the  13th. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  shall  look  at  that  editorial.  I  do  not 
know  what  is  in  it,  and  I  am  reading  what  applies  to  my 
argument. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  would  like  to  know  what  the 
views  of  the  Independent  members  of  the  Province  of 
New  Brunswick  have  to  do  with  this  question  which  is 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  appears  the  point  has  been  reached  when 
the  right  hoD.  gentleman’s  late  colleague  cannot  follow 
him,  but  that  point  has  not  been  reached  in  the  case  of  the 
Independent  member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Foster).  The  hon. 
member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  goes  on  to  say.’ 

“  The  true  standing  ground  for  him,  for  any  party  leader  who  has 
faith  in  the  people,  is  manhood  suffrage,  and  anything  short  of  this  is  a 
delusion  and  a  snare.  If  he  must  declare  his  present  opposition  to  this 
principle,  so  equitable,  so  broad,  so  well  calculated  to  bind  the  people 
together,  let  him  wait  until  he  has  heard  the  popular  demand  for  the 
application  of  the  principle  rising  higher  and  higher,  as  he  certainly 
will  within  the  next  twelve  months  ;  ami  if  he  needs  inspiration,  he  will 
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probably  bo  gratified  iby  Jthe  roar  of  the  multitude  demanding  what 
should  hvre  been  gracefully  conceded  without  compulsion. 

“  At  any  rate,  if  Sir  John  is  astute  as  his  admirers  would  have  us 
to  believe,  he  will  not  further  attempt  to  impose  upon  the  public  this 
enormous  mass  of  patchwork  which  is  called  a  Franchise  Bill,  in  place  of 
the  genuine  political  clothing  that  is  the  birthright  of  every  freeman. 
Our  advice  to  Sir  John  is  to  withdraw  his  Bill,  coupling  with  its  retire¬ 
ment  the  amendment  that  the  franchise  of  the  future  must  be  manhood 
suffrage.” 

These  are  the  manly  words  of  a  manly  man,  who  utters 
them  frankly.  Though  1  have  had  occasion  to  oppose  the 
hon.  gentleman,  and  will  probably  have  occasion  to  do  so 
again,  I  must  say  that  he  is  never  chary  of  speaking  out 
in  the  House  his  opinions  and  ideas.  Whatever  other  faults 
he  may  have,  he  speaks  out  frankly  what  he  wishes  to  be 
laid  before  the  House.  The  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.  B. 
(Mr.  Foster),  made  a  suggestion  which  I  hope  will  be  fol¬ 
lowed.  Following  up  the  hint  given  by  the  Mail,  he  says 
he  is  quite  willing  that  our  arguments  and  the  arguments 
of  his  side  should  go  to  the  country  side  by  side.  I  hope 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  hint  will  be  taken.  I  hope  the  House 
will  be  dissolved  and  the  opinion  of  the  country  taken  on 
this  matter.  Let  our  arguments  and  others  go  before  the 
people  and  let  the  people  judge.  That  is  the  desire  clearly 
expressed  on  this  side  of  the  House,  but  I  am  afraid  it  is  far 
from  being  that  of  the  other  side. 

Amendment  to  the  amendment  (Mr.  Weldon)  negatived. 
Yeas,  86 ;  nays,  74. 

Mr.  TAIL.  The  proposition  contained  in  the  motion  in 
your  hands  is  so  reasonable,  and  the  franchise  of  the  Prov¬ 
ince  of  Nova  Scotia  is  so  simple  and  so  satisfactory 
to  the  people  of  that  Province,  that  I  hope,  after  a 
short  explanation  of  the  Act  now  in  force  in  that  Province, 
that  I  shall  be  more  fortunate  in  the  amendment  which  I 
am  about  to  move  than  my  friends  from  Quebec  and  New 
Brunswick  have  been  in  theirs  in  the  same  direction.  With 
the  exception  of  a  few  remarks  which  I  made  on  the  second 
reading,  I  have  been  an  attentive  listener  to  all  that  has 
been  said  on  the  subject  of  the  elective  franchise  and  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House.  I  have  listened  with  a  desire 
to  hear  something  said  in  explanation  of  this  Bill  by  either 
the  Government  or  some  of  their  supporters  which  would 
justify  me  in  voting  for  it ;  but  the  only  reasons  I  have 
heard  from  that  side  of  the  House  in  favor  of  this  measure 
have  been,  first,  that  we  had  the  power  to  pass  this  Bill 
under  the  British  North  America  Act,  and,  secondly,  that 
a  uniform  franchise  is  desirable.  I  fail  to  see  that, 
for  either  of  these  reasons  or  for  both,  this  House 
would  be  justified  in  making  so  wide  a  departure 
as  this  Bill  proposes  from  the  law  of  1874,  which 
has  worked  so  satisfactorily.  If  it  could  be  shown 
that  this  law  would  give  us  a  more  independent 
vote,  would  return  more  intelligent  representatives  to  this 
House,  or  would  be  more  satisfactory  to  the  Dominion  at 
large,  those  reasons  would  bo  sufficient  to  induce,  at  all 
events,  a  fair  consideration  of  this  measure.  But  it  is  not  a 
question  of  the  power  to  pass  the  Bill,  but  whether  it  is 
expedient  to  pass  it,  whether  it  will  result  in  benefit  to  the 
Dominion  at  large,  and,  until  that  is  shown,  I  do  not  see 
why  this  House  should  be  called  upon  to  remain  here  six 
weeks  after  the  usual  time  of  prorogation  had  passed  to  en 
able  the  Government  to  place  this  Bill  on  the  Statute  Book. 
I  know  that  some  hon.  members  on  the  other  side  will  say 
that,  if  this  Bill  is  not  crystallised  into  law  this  Session,  it 
cannot  come  into  force  for  the  general  election  of  1887. 
Well,  we  have  run  five  elections  since  Confederation  under 
the  present  provincial  franchises,  and  no  complaint  has  been 
made  or  good  reason  given,  why  we  should  now  pass  a  Bill 
to  enable  the  electors  of  the  Dominion  to  vote  upon  the 
same  franchise  in  all  the  Provinces.  The  House  met 
on  the  29th  January,  and  until  the  19th  March  we  were 
left  in  doubt  as  to  whether  this  Bill  would  be  submitted 
to  the  House  or  not.  On  the  19th  March  it  was 


read  for  the  first  time,  but  it  was  not  really  before  the  House 
until  the  16  th  April,  twelve  days  less  than  three  months  after 
the  House  had  met.  If  the  First  Minister  had  been  desirous 
of  putting  this  House  in  possession  of  full  information  in 
regard  to  the  Bill,  what  it  contained,  and  what  changes,  if 
any,  he  proposed  to  make  in  it,  he  would,  considering  all 
that  he  had  said  in  reference  to  its  importance  in  former 
Sessions,  have  spent  at  least  two  hours  in  giving  to  the 
House  full  details  in  connection  with  it.  He  would  have 
pointed  out  that  the  Bill  was  an  important  one,  that  it 
would  probably  disfranchise  some  men  while  it  would  en¬ 
franchise  a  few  others.  He  would  have  stated  that  his  only 
object  in  bringing  this  Bill  before  the  House  was  that  we 
might  have  a  law  that  would  be  satisfactory  and  fair  to  all 
parties  and  classes  in  this  Dominion.  He  would  have  said 
in  addition  to  that:  I  know  that  the  Opposition  may, 
perhaps,  think  that  this  Bill  has  been  framed  with  a  desire 
to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Goveimment,  but  I  assure 
them  that  my  only  desire  is  to  make  it  perfect,  and  to  give 
the  two  great  parties  an  equal  chance  under  it,  and,  if  they 
can  make  any  suggestions  in  regard  to  any  clause  of  it  which 
will  be  fair  and  just  and  will  improve  the  Bill,  I  shall  be 
very  happy  to  receive  their  suggestions  and  act  upon  them 
as  far  as  I  possibly  can.  If  that  had  been  done,  the  First 
Minister  would  have  only  done  his  duty  and  be  would  have 
convinced  the  house  that  he  was  desirous  of  doing  what  was 
fair  and  right,  and  would  have  enlisted  the  sympathies  of 
the  Opposition  from  that  time ;  and  I  think  I  am  safe  in 
saying,  that  the  Opposition  would  have  given  a  fair  and  can* 
did  expression  of  opinion  on  this  subject,  and  we  would  have 
assisted  in  every  possible  way  to  make  the  Bill  perfect.  I 
do  not  intend  to  speak  very  long,  as  I  do  not  like  to  repeat 
myself  or  others,  but  I  must  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  houso 
while  I  compare  the  Nova  Scotia  Act  passed  last  Session 
with  this  Bill,  and  point  out  whore  the  two  differ.  Our  Nova 
Scotia  Act  is  a  very  simple  one.  Hitherto  our  franchise  has 
been  $150  of  real  estate,  and  $300  of  personal  estate,  or  $300 
of  real  and  personal  estate  combined.  This  franchise  was 
simple  and  plain  to  everybody,  and  has  been  working  well. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  an  Act  of  that  kind  is  ever  so  per* 
feet  that  certain  changes  are  not  from  time  to  time  necessary, 
to  bring  in  those  who  aro  not  but  ought  to  be  covered  by  it. 
Last  Session  a  new  Bill  was  introduced  in  the  Legislature  of 
Nova  Scotia.  And  as  I  have  heard  a  great  many  gentleman 
opposite  say  that  they  could  not  expect  fair  play  when  a 
Liberal  Government  was  in  power  in  any  of  the  Provinces. 
I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  say  that,  although  we  have  a 
Liberal  Government  in  Nova  Scotia,  I  am  informed 
that  the  Premier  of  that  Province,  before  he  submitted  his 
Franchise  Bill,  telegraphed  to  the  Premier  of  the  Dominion 
to  inform  him  that  he  intended  to  submit  a  Franchise  Bill, 
and  to  ask  him  if  he  desired  to  make  any  suggestions,  in 
order  that  an  arrangement  might  be  made  between  them 
which  would  be  satisfactory  to  both  Governments.  Now,  I 
think  that  goes  very  far  to  show  that  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ment,  although  it  is  a  Liberal  Government,  had  no  desire  to 
take  an  undue  advantage  of  the  Government  here,  and  had 
no  desire  to  enfranchise  anybody  who  ought  not  to  vote  for 
members  for  this  house.  They  had  no  desire  to  pass  an  Act 
that  would  give  the  liberals  a  party  advantage.  I  have 
here  a  summary  which  shows  the  difference  between  the 
Local  Act  and  the  present  Dominion  Bill.  In  the  present 
Bill,  the  following  persons  will  have  tho  right  to  vote: 
Owners  of  real  property  of  the  value  of  $150  ;  tenants  pay¬ 
ing  monthly,  $2;  quarterly,  $6;  half  yearly,  $12;  yearly, 
$20  ;  occupants  of  real  property  of  tho  value  of 
$150;  a  resident,  who  derives  an  income  from  some 
mode,  calling,  office  or  profession,  or  from  some  investment 
or  charge  on  real  property,  of  not  less  than  $400  per  annum  ; 
farmers’  sons,  if  living  on  a  farm  of  sufficient  value  to  give 
a  vote  as  co-owner  ;  the  son  of  any  owner  of  real  property, 
other  than  a  farmer,  and  who  has  been  a  resident  contio» 
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uously  with  the  father  or  mother  after  the  death  of  the 
father;  then  there  is  the  fisherman  who  is  entitled  to  vote, 
provided  his  personal  property,  or  the  real  estate  he  bolds, 
amounts  to  $150,  but  no  fisherman  is  allowed  to  vote  unless 
he  has  real  estate.  If  the  fisherman  bad  been  allowed  to 
vote  on  personal  property  alone,  it  might  have  been  of  some 
advantage  to  him,  but  now  ho  must  have  real  estate  of  some 
value,  if  it  is  only  five  dollars. 

Mr.  KIRK.  He  has  personal  property  in  his  boats. 

Mr.  YAIL.  That  is  about  all  the  personal  property  a 
fisherman  has  in  many  cases.  Under  the  Nova  Scotia  law 
the  franchise  is  given  to  the  owner  of  real  property  of  the 
value  of  $150,  which  is  the  same  as  the  Dominion  Act; 
also,  personal  property  of  the  value  of  $300.  Now  I  will 
here  point  out  to  the  House  where  a  difference  exists 
between  the  present  Bill  and  the  Nova  Scotia  Act.  A  great 
many  people  are  on  the  list  in  Nova  Scotia,  who  are  the 
owners  of  $300  and  over  of  personal  property.  Notwith¬ 
standing  that  those  people  may  own  $50,000  of  personal 
property  in  the  Dominion,  unless  they  own  real  estate,  or 
unless  they  come  under  the  occupation  clause,  or  the  tenant 
clause,  or  some  clause  of  that  kind,  they  cannot  vote.  I 
think  my  hon.  friend  from  Yarmouth  (Mr.  Kinney)  will 
agree  with  me  that  there  are  a  great  many  people  in  Nova 
Scotia  who  have  property  in  various  investments,  and  are 
now  entitled  to  vote  under  that  $300  personal  property  quali¬ 
fication,  who  will  be  entiroly  cut  off  by  this  Bill. 

Mr.  KINNEY.  The  hon.  member  forgets  that  there  is 
an  income  clause  which  will  cover  them. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Not  at  all.  They  are  not  comprised  in  the 
income  clause.  They  do  not  come  in  under  the  definition 
of  the  income  clause.  Last  night  the  hon.  member  for 
Gloucester  (Mr.  Burns)  stated  that  any  man  who  earned 
$400  per  annum  in  the  Dominion  at  the  present  time  would 
be  entitled  to  vote  under  this  clause.  That  is  not  so.  A  man 
may  earn  $600  as  a  day  laborer,  but  unless  he  occupies  a 
room,  or  a  building,  he  cannot  vote. 

Mr.  KINNEY.  O  no,  not  a  bit  of  it. 

Mr.  YAIL.  He  must  be  a  tenant  of  real  property,  and 
pay  a  monthly  or  yearly  rent. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Not  for  income. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  am  not  speakingof  the  income  voter.  I  am 
speaking  of  a  day  laborer  who  will  not  be  allowed  to  vote 
under  the  income  clause.  I  may  be  mistaken,  but  that  is  as 
I  understand  the  Bill.  Now,  a  large  number  of  people  who 
own  personal  property  in  our  Province,  would  be  disfranchis¬ 
ed.  This  is  very  unfair,  for  it  really  enfranchises  the  man 
who  occupies  a  room  twelve  feet  square,  provided  he 
pays  $2  a  month,  or  $20  a  year,  although  he  may  not  be 
worth  a  dollar  in  the  world  outside  the  effects  he  has  in 
that  small  room,  It  is  ridiculous  to  give  such  a  man  a  vote, 
while  you  refuse  it  to  men  who  may  have  ten  thousand 
dollars  or  more  of  personal  property.  I  am  free  to  admit 
that  in  some  respects  this  Bill  reaches  a  few  people  in  Nova 
Scotia  that  the  local  Act  last  year,  does  not  reach,  and  I  can 
very  well  understand  why  this  class  is  brought  in.  The 
class  who  will  be  brought  in  under  the  tenant  clause  of 
$20  a  year,  are  largely  found  in  mining  districts. 
At  the  mines  it  is  a  very  common  thing  to  pay  workmen  so 
much  per  day  or  so  much  per  ton,  as  the  case  may  be,  for 
the  coal  raised,  and  to  allow  the  workmen  to  live,  rent  free, 
in  a  house  owned  by  the  proprietors  of  the  mine.  What 
will  be  the  effect?  The  $20  rent  will  be  added  to  his  wages 
for  the  year;  it  will  be  paid  by  the  owner  of  the  mine,  and 
the  miner  will  be  enfranchised  under  this  Bill.  I  do  not 
think  it  will  apply  to  many  people  in  the  other  counties  ; 
but  it  will  have  the  effect  I  have  stated  in  the  mining 
counties  of  Nova  Scotia. 

Mr.  TIJPPER.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  Tail. 


Mr.  YAIL.  The  hon.  member  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper) 
says,  “  hear,  hear.”  No  doubt  it  will  suit  him,  as  it  will 
add  a  considerable  number  of  electors  in  his  county.  But  I 
do  not  know  why  any  members  elected  under  a  particular 
franchise  should  be  unwilling  to  go  back  to  their  counties 
and  seek  re-election  upon  the  same  franchise  under  which 
they  were  elected  at  the  last  general  election.  I  desire  to  go 
back  to  the  same  electors  as  in  1882,  and  that  is  the 
proper  way  of  testing  as  to  whether,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  people  the  conduct  of  the  Government  has  been  satis¬ 
factory.  The  best  evidence  that  the  Government  have 
lost  the  confidence  of  the  people  is  the  fact  that  they  are 
pressing  this  measure ;  they  do  not  intend,  if  they  can 
help  it,  to  go  back  to  the  people  who  elected  them  in  1882, 
and  that  is  the  explanation  of  this  Bill  being  here  to-day. 
They  hope  that  by  enfranchising  Indians  and  a  certain 
number  of  men  in  cities  and  towns  who  have  not  had  the  vote 
before  to  gain  a  verdict  of  the  people  and  be  returned  to 
power  for  another  five  years.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  I 
am  in  favor  of  universal  suffrage;  I  would  prefer  a  property 
qualification  ;  but  I  believe,  if  we  have  to  choose  between 
the  Bill  r.ow  before  the  House,  a  complicated,  expensive, 
unworkable  Bill,  and  universal  suffrage,  I  would  prefer 
universal  suffrage,  and  give  overy  man  who  pays  taxes 
and  contributes  to  the  revenue  a  right  to  vote.  If 
we  are  driven  to  that  as  a  last  resort  in  preference  to  this 
Bill,  I  shall  vote  for  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell).  By  adopting  that 
amendment  we  shall  get  clear  of  a  very  objectionable 
feature  of  this  Bill,  and  that  is  the  expense  that  will  be 
incurred  in  connection  with  revising  barristers,  clerks  and 
constables.  That  is  one  of  the  beet  reasons  why  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  should  pause  before  they  agree  to  pass  a 
Bill  of  this  kind.  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  to  consider  what 
they  are  doing,  and  especially  to  consider  the  financial  state 
of  the  country.  Surely  the  expenses  are  being  piled  up 
from  year  to  year  with  sufficient  rapidity  without  having 
$300,000  or  $400,000  annually  added  ?  There  is  no  reason 
for  doing  so.  The  present  franchises  have  worked  satisfac¬ 
torily.  If  they  have  not,  let  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  take 
more  time  and  perfect  this  Bill,  and  see  if  we  cannot  get  a 
fair  vote  of  the  peoplo  without  incurring  the  expense  pro¬ 
posed.  Hon.4  gentlemen  opposite  have  stated  that  the 
leaders  on  this  side  are  in  favor  of  a  uniform  franchise. 
The  best  answer  to  that  is,  that  the  Government  led  by  the 
hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  passed  the 
Act  adopting  provincial  franchises;  they  had  the  power  to 
make  a  uniform  franchise,  but  they  did  not  do  so.  Much 
has  been  said  about  the  powers  given  by  the  British  North 
America  Act  to  this  Parliament  to  deal  with  this  ques¬ 
tion,  The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies) 
properly  said  that  no  one  disputed  the  right  of  this  House  to 
deal  with  it.  But  I  do  not  see  that  because  we  have 
the  power,  that  is  a  sufficient  excuse  for  dealing  with  it  at 
the  present  ti  me.  It  has  been  stated  that  Local  Legislatures 
in  fixing  the  franchise  consider  what  effect  it  will  have  on 
Dominionolections.  I  do  not  believe  this  is  true.  They  make 
a  franchise  for  the  election  for  the  Local  House  and  do  not 
consider  Dominion  elections  for  a  moment.  The  Act  of  187 4 
merely  adopts  the  franchises  of  the  Local  Legislatures  from 
time  to  lime.  Those  Legislatures  have  no  desire,  so  far  as  I 
know,  to  interfere  with  the  elections  of  members  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  hon.  member  for  Kent  stated  last  night 
that  the  Local  Legislatures  were  not  in  so  favorable  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  know  what  should  be  the  franchise  for  elections  for 
the  House  of  Commons  as  are  members  of  this  House.  I 
ask  this  question  :  Is  it  unreasonable  to  suppose  that  the  38 
men  who  represent  the  people  in  the  Local  Legislature  of 
Nova  Scotia,  together  with  21  Legislative  Councillors,  are 
not  in  a  better  position  to  judge  as  to  what  the  franchise  of 
Nova  Scotia  should  be,  than  a  majority  of  the  21  members 
who  represent  that  Province  in  this  House.  To-day  six  or 
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seven  of  those  members  are  opposed  to  the  present  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  to  the  Bill  now  before  the  House.  The  14  men 
who  support  the  Government  are  in  favor  of  this  Bill;  and 
those  14  will  actually  force  upon  the  7  members  and  on 
the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  a  franchise  which,  for  all  we 
know,  may  not  be  at  all  suited  to  the  circumstances 
of  the  people  of  that  Province  for  electing  members 
to  this  House.  The  hon.  member  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Tapper) 
has  given  an  excellent  rea-:on  why  he  is  not  the  very  best 
judge  as  to  who  should  be  entrusted  with  the  franchise  in 
Nova  Scotia.  He  has  said  “  hear,  hear,”  to  the  statement 
that  this  law  would  give  miners  a  vote  and  increase  the 
voters  in  Pictou  county.  Is  that  an  unbiassed  opinion, 
when  he  is  in  favor  of  a  law  which  increases  the  number  of 
voters  in  his  own  county,  when  he  knows  that  if  there  is 
any  class  of  people  in  Nova  Scot:a  who  are  in  favor  of 
the  present  Government,  it  is  the  miners  of  that  Province  ? 
He  knows  that  every  one  of  those  men  would  have  voted 
for  him  before,  and  he  knows  that  they  will  vote  for  him  at 
the  next  election. 

Mr.  T  UPPER.  Yes,  the  National  Policy. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Yes,  they  have  been  led  astray  by  the 
National  Policy ;  they  have  been  led  to  believe  that  the 
National  Policy  has  given  them  better  prices  for  their  coal 
and  that  the  Government  are  doing  all  they  can  to  favor 
the  miners  of  Nova  Scotia,  though  they  refuse  to  buy  one 
ton  of  Nova  Scotia  coal  to  heat  these  or  any  other  buildings, 
and  buy  American  coal  exclusively.  I  was  going  on  to  say 
that  the  Nova  Scotia  Bill  gives  every  person  a  vote  who  is 
in  possession  of  real  property  of  the  value  of  $150.  Then 
every  person  in  tho  possession  of  real  and  personal  property 
together  of  the  value  of  $300  ;  then  the  son  of  every  owner 
or  tenant ;  then  the  son  of  every  widow— so  you  see  it 
covers  very  nearly  all  those  who  are  enfranchised  under 
the  Dominion  law.  But,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  not  so 
wedded  to  the  Nova  Scotia  Bill  that  I  would  be  disposed  to 
object  very  much  to  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  provided 
that  it  did  not  bring  in  the  Indians,  and  provided  we  were 
given  a  fair  show  with  regard  to  the  revisers.  Our 
revisers  have  hitherto  been  appointed  by  the  municipalities. 
They  both  appoint  the  assessors  and  revisers.  The 
revisers  take  the  assessment  roll,  and  from  that  assess¬ 
ment  roll  the  revision  is  made  up.  They  are  required 
to  post  the  roll  as  in  the  other  Provinces  at  a  certain 
time,  and  if  any  person  is  wrongfully  assessed  he  has 
the  right  of  appeal  to  the  revisers  court.  They  receive 
information,  they  examine  the  assessment  roll,  they  are  well 
acquainted  with  the  whole  country,  and  they  know  the 
value  of  the  property,  so  that  they  are  in  a  good  position  to 
say  whether  a  party  should  be  put  on  or  struck  off  the  roll. 
Every  man  is  given  a  vole  who  has  a  right  to  vote,  and  it 
must  be  shown  very  clearly  that  a  man  has  no  right  to  vote 
before  he  is  struck  off.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  under  this 
Bill  as  it  was  first  brought  dowp,  the  revising  officer 
was  not  only  to  revise  the  list,  but  he  was  to  make 
the  list  in  the  first  instance.  The  revision  of  the  list 
would  not  be  worth  anything  because  he  made  the 
list  in  the  first  place.  He  was  only  required  to  go  to 
the  assessment  roll  for  such  information  as  he  imagined 
he  required,  and  then  he  was  to  hold  his  revision  court 
and  his  decisions  were,  I  may  say,  final.  Now,  every¬ 
body  knows  that  it  is  a  very  rare  thing,  except  in  the 
city  of  Halifax,  to  make  the  appeal  really  worth  any¬ 
thing.  At  first  only  appeals  in  law  were  to  be  allowed, 
but  it  has  now  been  stated  by  some  gentlemen  on  that  side, 
and  I  believe  it  has  been  agreed,  that  the  appeal  shall  bo 
allowed  in  matters  of  fact  as  well  as  in  matters  of  law.  But 
that  is  not  worth  anything  in  consideration  of  the  fact  that 
it  will  always  be  attended  with  trouble  and  expense,  and  will 
conseqtently  be  of  no  advantage  whatever  to  tho  people.  I 
do  not  very  often  read  from  newspapers,  but  as  the  hon 


member  for  Lincoln  read  from  the  Halifax  Chronicle  the  other 
night,  I  think  it  would  be  pardonable  for  me  to  quote  from 
the  article  to  which  he  referred.  lie  stated  that,  as  this  was 
an  Opposition  paper,  it  was  a  matter  of  great  importance 
that  that  paper  should  have  stated  that  there  was  very  little 
difference  between  the  Dominion  Act  and  the  Act  lately 
introduced  in  Nova  Scotia.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  bad  read 
the  whole  article  — 

Mr.  RYKERT.  I  read  the  whole.— 

Mr.  TAIL.  I  think  he  would  have  seen  plainly  what 
was  the  opinion  of  the  Chronicle  on  the  subject  of  this  Bill. 
(The  hon.  gentleman  here  read  an  editorial  article  from  the 
paper  in  question.)  If  the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  had 
read  the  whole  of  that  article,  he  would  have  given  us  a 
correct  idea  of  the  editor’s  opinion  on  this  subject ;  but  as 
he  only  read  a  portion  it  was  calculated  to  deceive  the 
House— 

Mr.  EYKERT.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman  allow  me  a 
minute  ?  I  simply  read  that  portion  of  the  article  in  order 
to  show  that  the  Bill  would  not  disfranchise  any  of  the 
people  of  Nova  Scotia,  in  reply  to  an  assertion  by  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Norfolk. 

Mr.  YAIL.  The  hon.  gentleman  emphasised  strongly 
that  this  was  the  organ  of  the  Opposition,  and  he  put  for¬ 
ward  the  article  to  show  that  the  franchise  under  this  Bill 
was  more  favorable  than  tho  provincial  franchise.  The 
hon.  gentleman,  if  he  thinks  the  opinion  of  newspaper 
editors  so  important,  might  have  gone  a  little  farther  and  read 
from  the  Morning  Herald ,  of  Halifax,  which  is  a  Govern¬ 
ment  paper.  That  paper,  before  I  suppose  it  got  the  hint 
that  it  was  bound  to  sustain  the  Bill,  said  on  April  18, 
1885: 

“  We  have  always  expressed  disapproval  of  Sir  John  Macdonald’s 
Franchiss  Bill.  It  may  be  true  as  alleged  that  the  people  of  Quebec  are 
not  yet  in  a  condition  to  justify  the  abolition  of  property  qualification, 
but  it  is  not  true  cf  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia.  If  the  condition  of  the 
two  Provinces  i3  widely  different,  why  a  similate  the  franchise  law.  The 
suffrage  will  only  be  uniform  in  name  and  not  at  all  in  fact,  if  applied 
to  such  different  conditions  of  society.” 

That  is  the  opinion  of  the  Government  organ  in  Nova 
Scotia.  Tho  franchises  are  so  widely  different  in  the  differ¬ 
ent  Provinces  that  it  is  impossible,  except  in  name,  to  have 
a  uniform  franchise,  even  if  this  measure  is  passed.  Now, 
a  word  with  regard  to  what  the  hon.  member  for  Kent 
(Mr.  Landry)  said  last  night  in  reference  to  members  of 
this  House  being  representatives  of  the  whole  Dominion. 
My  hon.  friend  was  very  patriotic— I  am  sorry  he  is 
not  in  his  seat ;  he  did  not  know  why  a  member,  though 
elected  for  a  New  Brunswick  constituency,  should  be  a  repre¬ 
sentative  of  New  Brunswick  any  more  than  a  representa¬ 
tive  of  British  Columbia  or  Manitoba;  because,  ho  said,  we 
were  all  sitting  here  as  members  for  the  Dominion.  One 
would  suppose  that  ours  was  a  legislative  union,  and  not 
divided  up  into  Provinces.  Why,  the  whole  of  this  Con¬ 
federation  is  made  up  of  Provinces ;  each  Province  is 
allowed  so  many  members,  and  we  come  here  as  ths 
representatives  of  the  several  Provinces.  Each  Province 
is,  by  a  well  established  rule,  allowed  so  many  members 
in  the  Government.  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  a  member 
of  the  Government  should  confine  his  attention  to  one  par¬ 
ticular  Province,  with  a  desire  to  get  any  undue  advantage 
for  liis  own  Province  ;  he  is  to  all  intents  and  purposes  a 
member  of  the  Government  of  tho  Dominion  of  Canada,  and 
as  such  should  transact  all  business  in  connection  with  the 
Government;  but  he  is  nevertheless  a  representative  in  the 
Cabinet  of  the  particular  Province  he  comes  from,  and  I 
venture  to  say  that  not  a  question  comes  before  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  Dominion  which  my  hon.  friend  opposite, 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  does  no-  consider  in  the 
light  of  its  effect  on  his  own  Province.  The  hon.  member 
for  Kent  said  it  was  nonsense  for  people  to  talk  about  the 
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rights  of  the  several  Provinces  being  violated  in  this  House, 
and  that  there  was  no  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  repre- 
eentatives  from  any  Province  to  ask  for  more  than  they 
were  willing  to  concede  to  other  Provinces.  What  have  we 
seen  in  this  House?  Have  we  not  seen  the  members 
for  Quebec  voting  for  something  for  their  Province,  and 
directly  afterwards  voting  against  extending  the  same 
right  to  Nova  Scotia?  Have  we  not  seen  during  this 
very  debate  members  from  Prince  Edward  Island  vot¬ 
ing  to  compel  every  other  Province  of  the  Dominion  to 
accept  this  law  and  then  moving  in  favor  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  being  exempted  from  it?  Have  we  not  seen  them 
voting  against  allowing  New  Brunswick  and  Quebec  the 
same  privilege  that  they  ask  for  their  own  Province  ?  Do  we 
not  see  that  those  people  are  considering  this  question  ontii’ely 
from  a  provincial  standpoint?  The  people  of  the  Province 
of  Quebec  are  very  tenacious  of  their  rights ;  they  are 
determined  that  their  autonomy  shall  be  preserved  as  far 
as  possible  ;  and  when  this  Confederation  was  formed,  the 
whole  basis  of  representation  for  the  several  Provinces  of 
the  Dominion  was  that  Quebec  should  have  05  members 
•forever,  and  the  other  Provinces  proportionate  numbers. 
If  this  Dominion  is  to  be  a  federal  union,  it  must  be  based 
upon  representation  of  the  Provinces  in  this  way  ;  if  it  is  to 
be  a  legislative  union,  I  can  understand  that  provincial 
lines  may  be  broken  down,  that  the  autonomy  of  the  Pro¬ 
vinces  may  be  destroyed,  and  that  we  may  sit  here  as  the 
representatives  of  different  counties  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  and  not  as  representatives  of  different  Provinces. 
Therefore,  I  take  exception  to  the  argument  of  the  hon, 
member  for  Eent,  because  it  is  contrary  to  the  system 
under  which  the  government  of  this  country  is  carried  on. 
In  regard  to  this  Bill,  you  are  actually  forcing  upon  the 
different  Provinces  a  franchise  which  is  distasteful  to  a 
large  portion  of  the  people,  merely  because  you  have 
the  power  to  do  it.  It  is  better  to  leave  the  Provincial 
Legislature  to  fix  the  franchise  which  they  know  to  be  most 
suitable  to  their  particular  Province.  This  can  be  done 
without  expense,  and  it  leaves  the  responsibility  in  the 
hands  of  the  people.  If  we  are  to  have  responsible  govern¬ 
ment  carried  out  in  a  way  that  will  be  satisfactory  to  the 
people  of  this  Dominion,  we  must  allow  the  people  to  govern 
themselves.  And  I  am  satisfied  if  the  Government  will  accept 
the  amendment  I  have  proposed  and  allow  Nova  Scotia  to 
elect  her  members  under  the  provincial  franchise  that  was 
passed  last  year,  it  will  be  much  more  satisfactory  to  the 
whole  Province  than  this  Bill,  which,  I  know,  will  disfian- 
chise  a  good  many  people,  notwithstanding  it  may  enfranchise 
a  few  who  are  not  so  well  entitled  to  the  franchise  as  those 
who  will  be  deprived  of  it.  It  is  a  very  serious  matter  to 
disfranchise  anybody.  The  right  to  vote  is  a  privilege 
inherent  in  every  citizen  in  a  free  country;  every  young 
man  looks  forward  to  the  time  when  he  shall  be  able  to 
exercise  the  rights  of  a  citizen.  If  the  law  be  left  as  it  is 
in  the  Province,  it  will  be  more  satisfactory  to  the  people 
at  largo.  Considering  the  position  the  Government 
occupy,  considering  they  went  to  the  country  before  the 
expiration  of  their  last  term,  considering  the  law  that  was 
passed  making  new  lines  in  Ontario  in  regard  to  the  elect¬ 
oral  districts,  it  would  only  be  a  liberal  act  on  their 
part  to  let  this  matter  stand  as  it  is  at  present,  until 
after  the  next  general  election.  Then,  after  the  country  has 
been  informed  upon  this  matter,  it  could  be  re-introduced 
and  the  Bill  be  made  perfect,  which  it  is  far  from 
being  at  present.  It  is  unfair,  it  is  unjust  to  undertake 
to  force  a  Bill  of  this  kind  through  the  House  in  order 
to  obtain  a  party  advantage  at  the  polls.  Supposing  my 
hon.  friend  from  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  when  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  had  undertaken  to  pass  a  measure  of 
this  description,  what  would  have  been  said  by  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  ?  A  howl  would  have  gone  up  from  them  which 
we  would  not  have  heard  the  last  of  for  ten  years.  They 
Mr.  Vail. 


would  have  carried  on  the  debate  for  six  months  before 
allowing  a  Bill  of  this  kind  to  pass.  I  believe  in  doing  justice 
to  all  parties.  The  Liberal  Government,  which  was  led  by 
the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  took  a  manly 
course.  They  went  to  the  people  without  passing  any  Election 
Act  to  strengthen  their  position,  and  said  ;  Our  course  has 
been  such  that  we  have  a  right  to  claim  a  renewal  of  your 
confidence  for  the  next  five ‘years;  we  are  not  disposed  to 
make  changes  in  the  tariff  that  we  know  will,  in  the  end,  be 
injurious  to  the  country,  for  the  sake  of  getting  a  temporary 
advantage  and  holding  power  a  few  years  longer;  we  are 
determined  to  stand  or  fall  on  the  principles  we  have  enun¬ 
ciated.  We  were  defeated;  did  we  complain?  No;  we 
accepted  the  defeat.  We  said  we  have  done  our  duty ;  the 
country  has  condemned  our  policy,  but  the  time  will  very 
soon  come  when  the  people  will  see  and  acknowledge  their 
error.  The  time  has  come  now,  and  the  Government 
acknowledges  that  the  time  has  come  by  putting  that  Bill  on 
the  Table  and  asking  the  House  to  endorse  it.  They  ask  the 
House  to  pass  that  Bill  so  that  they  may  have  an  undue 
advantage  at  the  polls,  and  for  no  other  reason. 

Mr.  TUP  PEE.  After  the  two  speeches  the  hon.  member 
for  Digby  ( Mr.  Vail)  has  made  upon  this  question,  two 
speeches  grossly  inconsistent  with  each  other,  and  after  the 
very  able  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  Inverness  (Mr. 
Cameron)  in  which  he  dealt  with  this  question  upon  high 
ground,  it  will  not  be  necessary  for  me  to  occupy  much  of 
the  time  of  the  House  in  order  to  show  that  this  Bill  will  be 
roceived  in  Nova  Scotia  with  the  greatest  satisfaction,  from 
one  end  of  the  Province  to  the  other.  I  say  that  advisedly. 
Not  only  is  the  principle  of  this  Bill  acceptable  to  the 
Liberal  Conservative  party  of  Nova  Scotia  and  to  my 
friends,  to  whom  the  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Vail) 
specially  alluded,  but  it  is,  from  their  own  admission,  accept¬ 
able  to  the  Liberal  press,  the  Grit  press  of  Nova  Scotia,  and 
to  the  Grit  party  there,  if  I  may  claim  the  utterances  of  the 
paper  from  which  the  extract  was  read  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Digby  as  the  utterances  of  that  party — and  I  take  it 
the  Chronicle  occupies  such  a  position  in  Nova  Scotia 
in  regard  to  the  Liberal  party  so  called,  the 
Grit  party,  and  that  it  really  speaks  with  more 
authority  than  does  the  hon.  gentleman.  The 
hon.  gentleman  read  sufficient  to  show  this  House  that  the 
Liberal  party  in  Nova  Scotia  admitted,  are  forced  to  con¬ 
cede,  that  this  Bill  will  broaden  the  franchise  to  a  greater 
degree  than  the  Bill  passed  last  Session  in  the  Local -Legis¬ 
lature.  That  admission  also  came  from  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  own  mouth.  He  went  further  than  the  Chronicle ;  he 
stated  that  the  miners,  a  large  and  important  class  in  that 
Province,  were  to  enjoy  this  high  privilege  Of  voting,  of 
expressing  their  opinions  on  public  questions,  questions 
which  affect  their  interest  so  closely.  I  wish  to  point  out 
to  the  committee  a  curious  change  that  ha*  taken  place 
during  this  very  debate  in  the  mind  of  the  member  for 
Digby.  Before  that  article  in  the  Chronicle  was  written  the 
hon.  member,  on  the  21st  April,  rose  in  this  House  and  con¬ 
demned  this  Bill  because  it  restricted  the  franchise.  He 
used  this  language  : 

“  la  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  we  have  a  simple  franchise  which  is 
easily  understood  :  $150  worth  of  real  estate,  or  $300  of  personal  pro¬ 
perty,  or  $300  or  real  estate  and  personal  property  combined,  entitles  a 
man  to  vote  ;  and  that  is  the  whole  franchise  of  Nova  Scotia  as  it  stands 
at  present.  Now,  this  Bill,  if  it  is  carried  through  the  House,  will 
deprive  a  considerable  number  of  voters  in  Nova  Scotia  of  the  right  to 
vote  for  members  of  this  House.” 

Now  either  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  entertain  the  view 
that  it  would  restrict  the  franchise  or  he  has  been  educated 
sufficiently  by  this  article  to  know  that  it  does  not. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Will  my  hon.  friend  read  on  what  I  did  say. 
I  pointed  out  that  it  restricted  the  franchise,  inasmuch  as 
it  took  away  the  right  of  voting  on  personal  property. 
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Mr.  TUPPER.  I  have  not  time  to  read  the  whole 
speech.  It  is  in  the  Hansard,  but  I  may  mention  that  the 
whole  of  it  has  been  repeated  to-day  with  certain  inconsist¬ 
encies  which  I  will  point  out.  What  I  was  about  to  say 
was,  either  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  sufficiently  studied 
the  Bill  or  has  been  whipped  into  line  by  this  article, 
because  I  find  at  this  stage  he  comes  under  the  taunts  that 
have  been  thrown  across  the  floor  of  the  House  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  that  sufficient  study  of  the  Bill  has  not 
been  made,  since  by  studying  this  important  question  again 
he  has  actually  confused  two  clauses  of  the  Bill.  He  stated 
here  in  Parliament,  at  this  late  stage  of  the  debate,  that 
the  occupancy  clause  and  the  income  clause  went  together, 
and  that  the  income  availed  no  man  anything  unless  he 
was  an  owner  of  real  estate.  That  is  a  sad  admission  to 
come  from  the  hon.  member  for  Digby,  but  that  admission, 
together  with  the  others,  makes  it  unnecessary  for  me 
to  do  more  than  point  to  the  paper  which  he  read  as 
showing  that  there  is  an  extension  of  the  franchise,  which 
that  organ  hails  with  pleasure,  in  an  article  of  the  9th  May, 
1885.  They  go  on  to  show  in  this  article  that  we  have 
dealt  with  a  class  not  included  in  the  Bill  of  the  Local  Leg¬ 
islature,  the  fishermen,  so  far  as  regards  their  nets  and  tackle, 
and  the  occupants.  The  hon.  member  for  Digby  added 
another  class,  the  mining  class,  and  he  might  have  gone 
further  and  shown  that  a  large  proportion  of  the  mechanics 
throughout  that  Province  will  enjoy  the  same  privilege  as 
the  miners.  The  mining  class  in  Nova  Scotia  is  one  of  the 
most  important  portions  of  the  artisan  or  working  classes. 
They  earned  on  the  average,  during  the  last  year,  over  $2  a 
day.  These  men  are  intelligent.  They  are  not  such  men  as  he 
insinuated  to  day,  who  could  be  deluded  by  political  agents 
or  by  any  party  to  a  greater  extent  than  other  men.  He  insinu¬ 
ated  to-day  that  we  had  deluded  those  men  in  connection  with 
the  National  Policy  and  had  made  them  believe  that  it 
would  benefit  them  and  the  Province,  and  I  judge  that  his 
conclusion,  in  opposing  their  admission  to  the  franchise, 
was  that  therefore  they  should  not  be  permitted  to  vote, 
because  they  would  still  record  their  votes  in  favor  of  that 
policy  and  in  favor  of  myself  as  a  representative  of  the 
County  of  Pictou.  That  is  a  novel  reason  why  any  class  in 
the  community  should  be  deprived  of  the  franchise,  and  I  am 
afraid  that,  under  the  broadest  franchise  in  Canada  to-day, 
there  would  be  very  few  voters  if  all  who  approved  of  the 
National  Policy  were  to  be  disfranchised.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  quoted  a  small  extract  from  the  Halifax  Herald  to 
show  that  that  paper,  being  in  the  interests  of  the  Conser¬ 
vative  party  of  Nova  Scotia,  opposed  the  Franchise  Bill, 
but  he  knows  that  the  only  ground  on  which  that  paper 
has  disapproved  of  this  Bill  is  that  it  does  not  go  far 
enough.  That  paper,  like  the  hon.  gentleman,  if  lean  take 
what  he  has  said  to-day  as  his  real  opinion,  prefers  univer¬ 
sal  suffrage  to  the  legislation  proposed  by  this  Bill, 
and  it  would  have  been  only  candid  for  the  hon. 
member,  who  read  a  lesson  to  my  hon.  friend  from 
Lincoln  (Mr.  Rykert),  for  not  reading  the  whole 
of  an  article  which  he  quoted,  to  have  read 
some  of  the  articles  in  that  paper  in  which  they  say  expli¬ 
citly  that  their  opposition  is  grounded  on  the  fact  that  this 
Bill  does  not  grant  universal  suffrage.  It  is  apparent  to 
most  hon.  gentlemen  that  this  Bill  has  extended  the  fran¬ 
chise  to  such  an  extent  that  the  number  of  people  excluded 
from  its  operations  will  be  very  few  indeed.  Some  years 
ago,  the  present  leader  of  the  Opposition,  when  occupying 
a  position  in  the  Local  Legislature  of  Ontario,  made  a  speech 
in  reference  to  a  Bill  which  proposed  to  reduce  the  property 
qualification  in  townships  and  villages  from  $500  to  $100.  A 
motion  was  made  to  still  further  reduce  it  to  $100,  and  my 
hon.  friends  from  Prince  Edward  Island  and  all  of  us  from 
Nova  Scotia  can  take  heart  in  reading  certain  language  used 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  on  that  occasion.  He  said  : 
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“No  one  could  be  more  disposed  than  he  was  to  say  that,  while  we 
are  adopting  the  property  qualification  as  a  necessary  ingredient  in  the 
right  to  the  franchise,  we  should  see  that  the  property  qualification  was 
not  raised  so  high  as  to  prevent  those  who  had  a  substantial  stake  in 
the  country  in  the  property  they  held  from  exercising  the  franchise ;  but 
we  should  remember,  with  reference  to  this  branch  of  legislation,  that, 
while  it  was  easy  to  go  down,  it  was  impossible  to  go  up.  A  step  in 
the  direction  of  that  which  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  proposed  to 
take  was  a  step  practically  irrevocable.  When  once  they  reduced  the 
franchise,  they  would  not  find  any  man,  or  at  least  any  number  of  men, 
bold  enough  to  propose  to  raise  it.  It  might  be  that,  in  a  very  few 
cases  in  townships  and  villages,  there  might  be  a  man  intelligent 
enough  to  exercise  the  franchise  who  was  the  owner  of  a  lot  and  house 
in  which  he  resided  worth  no  more  than  $200,  but  this  must  be  a 
God-forsaken  part  ol  the  country,  and  the  domicile  must  be  of  a  peculiar 
description.” 

No  one  will  say  that  there  is  any  God-forsaken  part  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  or  Nova  Scotia. 

“  The  hon.  memher  for  Middlesex  said  he  would  like  to  give  the  fran¬ 
chise  to  every  man  whose  name  was  upon  the  roll.  That  was  what  we 
were  coming  to  it,  without  cause  shown,  we  were  going  to  reduce  the 
property  qualification  one-half.  He  thought,  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
had  acted  wisely,  they  would  have  kept  up  the  franchise  in  cities  to 
$500.  If  they  had  done  so,  we  would  not  have  found  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  now  urging  this  downward  course.” 

No  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  has  changed  his  opinion  upon 
that  subject,  and  is  not  so  averse  to  the  broadening  of  the 
franchise  as  he  then  was,  but  that  is  language  used  by  an 
hon.  gentleman  of  as  great  weight  then  as  now,  and  we 
cannot  be  charged  with  doing  such  outrageous  things  if  our 
Bill  has  gone  no  further  than  the  hon.  gentleman  said  it 
should  go  at  that  time.  I  do  not  know  that  it  has  been  men¬ 
tioned  in  this  debate,  that,  just  as  the  Ghronicle,  the  organ 
in  Nova  Scotia,  a  year  or  two  ago,  so  the  Globe,  the  organ 
in  Ontario,  a  year  or  two  after  that  speech  of  the  hon. 
gentleman,  slated  that  this  Parliament  should  pro¬ 
ceed  to  regulate  its  own  franchise  and  to  make 
one  franchise  for  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  I 
therefore  fail  to  understand  this  extraordinary  excitement 
that  has  been  worked  up,  not  in  the  country, .  though  an 
effort  has  been  made  in  that  direction,  but  in  one  corner  of 
this  House.  I  fail  also  to  understand  this  indignation  and 
excitement,  because,  it  seems  to  me,  that  we  are  not  mak¬ 
ing  a  jump  from  the  provisions  in  the  British  North  America 
Act,  to  which  allusion  has  so  often  been  made.  We  have 
come  gradually  down  to  the  position  we  are  taking  to-day 
in  fixing  a  uniform  franchise  for  the  Dominion,  because  I 
find  that  Parliament  has  already  legislated  and  fixed  upon 
a  qualification  for  the  members  of  this  House. 
It  has  regulated  the  mode  of  those  elections.  We  know 
that  open  voting  prevails  in  one  Province  of  this 
Dominion;  why,  then,  do  hon.  gentlemen  not  say  that  in  the 
Province  of  Manitoba,  which  says  not  only  who  shall  vote, 
but  how  people  shall  vote — why  do  they  not  come  forward 
and  say  that  in  Manitoba,  Dominion  elections  shall  be  by 
open  voting  ? — as  that  is  the  mode  which  prevails  in  the 
local  elections  in  that  Province.  But  in  the  Dominion 
elections  the  Dominion  law  lays  down  a  different  mode  of 
procedure,  and  dictates  to  the  proud  people  of  Manitoba 
how  they  shall  record  their  votes.  We  also  find  that  by 
the  Dominion  law,  parties  are  disfranchised  in  the  different 
Provinces,  judges  for  instance.  We  find  also  that  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  already  has  enfranchised  a  particular  class  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Nova  Scotia, the  Intercolonial  Railway  officials.  Now, 
on  the  passage  of  these  different  provisions,  I  can  find  no 
record  of  a  debate  of  this  character.  I  think  it  singular 
that  this  storm  should  burst  so  suddenly  upon  us  ;  but  there 
may  have  been  storms  on  the  passage  of  these  various  Acts, 
which  have  passed  away  and  are  now  forgotten,  as  I  believe 
this  storm  will  pass  away  and  be  forgotten  in  a  few  years 
hence.  I  take  it,  we  are  only  now  going,  step  by  step,  in 
the  direction  contemplated  by  the  British  North  America 
Act.  We  have  taken  many  steps,  and  have  regulated  the 
mode  of  our  elections,  and  have  said  who  shall  be  represen¬ 
tatives  in  this  Chamber,  and  we  are  further  enlarging  the 
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provision  already  in  this  Act,  in  regard  to  how  the  lists 
shall  he  made  up.  Now,  in  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
revisers’  we  know  that  as  this  Bill  broadens  the  franchise 
in  so  many  Provinces,  and  goes  far  beyond  the  assessors’ 
list,  once  you  admit  the  principle  of  the  Bill  to  be  correct, 
and  once  you  admit  the  qualifications  for  voters  to  be  cor¬ 
rect,  you  must  of  necessity  make  a  provision  for  revisers, 
or  some  other  parties,  to  prepare  the  lists.  It  is  impossible 
to  take  the  assessment  list,  because  that  list  will  not  con¬ 
tain  the  names  of  voters  to  be  enfranchised  by  this  Bill. 
Therefore  you  have  your  choice.  Will  you  delegate  to  the 
municipalities  the  right  to  appoint  special  officers  ? 
I  say  the  preparation  of  such  a  list,  as  is  contemplated  by 
this  Act,  is  not  within  the  duties  of  local  municipalities.  I 
take  it  that,  if  this  Parliament  chooses  to  leave  these  matters 
to  the  municipalities,  it  has  power  to  do  so ;  but  I,  for  one, 
do  not  see  any  reason  why  we  should  not  appoint  our  own 
officers  in  this  connection,  as  well  as  in  connection  with  any 
other  legislation  passed  by  this  House.  I  also  find  another 
objection  on  the  score  of  expense.  Well,  when  the  Ballot 
Act  was  introduced  there  was  an  additional  expense  caused 
by  the  change  from  open  voting.  Will  any  hon.  gentleman 
deny  that  an  additional  expense  was  incurred  by  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  the  ballot  system  ?  Because  more  machinery  was 
necessary,  and  when  you  have  more  machinery  you  have 
more  expenses.  Once  having  admitted  the  general  principle 
to  be  right,  that  it  was  in  the  interests  of  the  country  to 
adopt  a  ballot  system  in  place  of  open  voting,  no  man  will 
stoop  to  the  argument  that  the  fact  that  it  would  entail 
additional  expense  was  sufficient  reason  for  not  adopting 
the  change.  1  think  that  argument  is  puerile,  and  it  exactly 
applies  to  the  question  of  expense  under  this  Bill. 

Mr.  YAIL.  My  hon.  friend,  in  pointing  out  my  incon¬ 
sistencies,  referred  to  a  speech  I  made  a  few  days  ago. 
This  is  what  I  said,  and  I  think  it  fully  bears  out  what  I 
said  to-day : 

“In  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  we  have  a  simple  franchise  which  is 
easily  understood  ;  $150  worth  of  real  estate  or  $300  of  personal  pro¬ 
perty,  or  $300  of  real  estate  and  personal  property  combined,  entitles  a 
man  to  vote  ;  and  that  is  the  whole  franchise  of  Nova  Scotia,  as  it  stands 
at  present.  Now,  this  Bill,  if  it  is  carried  through  the  House,  will  de¬ 
prive  a  considerable  number  of  voters  in  Nova  Scotia  of  the  right  to  vote 
for  members  of  this  House.  The  measure  is  largely  based  upon  the 
principle  of  the  ownership  of  real  estate.  It  is  not  intended  to  give  any 
man  a  vote  who  possesses  personal  property  only,  no  matter  how  much 
it  may  amount  to.’’ 

That  is  all  I  said  with  reference  to  the  Bill,  and  it  is  just  in 
accordance  with  what  I  said  to-day. 

Mr.  KIRK.  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  in  favor  of  the 
amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mir. 
Vail).  The  hon.  member  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper)  and 
several  other  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  spoken  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  have  taken  up  a  great  deal  of 
time  in  discussing  the  constitutionality  of  this  measure,  in 
affirming  the  right  of  this  Parliament  to  pass  a  Franchise 
Bill.  I  think  it  was  altogether  unnecessary  for  them  to  do 
so,  because  that  right  is  admitted  by  both  parties 
in  this  House.  The  fact  that  Parliament  has  this 
right  is  shown  by  the  legislation  in  which  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  undertook  to  regulate  the  franchise  of  the  different 
Provinces  years  ago,  especially  the  franchise  of  Nova  Scotia. 
In  1871  the  Novia  Scotia  Legislature  enacted  a  law  by  which 
all  railway  Customs,  and  many  other  officials  of  the  Dominion 
wore  disfranchised,  as  well  as  officials  of  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ment.  This  Government  undertook  to  say  by  Aci  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  that  those  electors  who  were  so  disfranchised  should 
have  the  right  to  vote  for  members  of  this  Parliament.  By 
that  Act  the  Dominion  Parliament  showed  its  power  to  deal 
with  the  electoral  franchise.  The  action  ot  the  Nova  Scotia 
Government  was  similar  to  action  previously  taken  by  the 
Ontario  and  Qnebec  Legislatures.  The  pretension  with 
respect  to  uniform  franchise  goes  to  the  winds.  While  we 
admit  the  right  of  this  Parliament  to  pass  the  proposed  Bill, 
Mr,  Tupper, 


we  deny  the  expediency  of  doing  so.  The  local  franchises 
which  have  existed  so  long  without  any  complaints  being 
made  by  any  Province  should  still  prevail.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Pictou  (Mr.  Tupper),  says  this  Bill  will  be  hailed 
with  great  satisfaction  by  the  Liberals  of  Nova  Scotia ;  that 
the  Grit  press  hail  with  pleasure  this  Bill  because  it 
enlarges  the  franchise.  The  hon.  member  said  the  Morning 
Chronicle  admitted  that  this  Bill  gave  a  more  liberal  fran¬ 
chise  than  the  Bill  passed  by  the  Nova  Scotia  Legislature. 
I  admit  that  the  Chronicle  says  it  would  like  to 
see  the  Provincial  Franchise  Bill  more  liberal  but  it  did  not 
say  that  this  Bill  under  discussion  is  a  more  liberal 
Bill  than  the  one  passed  in  the  Nova  Scotia  Legislature. 
I  desire  to  show  that  this  Bill  restricts  the  franchise  as 
compared  with  the  local  law  of  Nova  Scotia.  The  local 
law  gives  a  vote  to  every  owner  of  real  estate  to  the  value 
of  $150,  also  to  every  man  owning  personal  property  to  the 
value  of  $300,  or  to  anyone  owning  personal  and  real  estate 
amounting  to  $300.  This  Bill  gives  a  vote  to  an  owner  of 
real  estate  to  the  value  of  $150,  but  it  does  not  take  per¬ 
sonal  property  into  account.  Under  this  Bill  fishermen 
will  be  disfranchised  to  a  large  extent.  Take  a  fisherman 
who  owns  a  small  farm  to  the  value  of  not  more  than  $150 
or  $200.  He  is  allowed  to  come  in  with  his  boat  and  tackle 
but  he  is  not  allowed  to  count  in 'any  other  personal 
property.  Therefore  his  sons  will  not  have  votes.  A  fish¬ 
erman  may  own  a  small  vessel  worth  $1,000.  That  cannot 
count  for  his  sons  or  for  himself  under  the  present  Bill. 
Under  the  Nova  Scotia  law  if  a  fisherman  owns  such  a  ves¬ 
sel  it  will  give  a  vote  to  himself  and  to  his  three  sons,  if  he 
has  that  number.  It  has  been  said  that  the  income  from 
the  vessel  would  give  the  fisherman  the  right  to  vote.  I 
do  not  see  that  it  is  so.  Suppose  the  fisherman  sent  the  vessel 
to  sea  with  captain  and  crew  and  there  were  no  profits  receiv¬ 
ed,  how  would  the  case  stand  ?  He  would  have  no  vote  on  that 
account  under  this  Bill.  But  under  the  Nova  Scotia  law 
he  and  his  sons  would  have  votes  if  the  vessel  did  not  earn 
a  dollar.  Take  again  the  franchise  in  cities.  Under  the 
Nova  Scotia  law  every  man  having  $150  worth  of  property 
has  a  vote ;  but  under  this  Bill  he  must  own  property  to 
the  value  of  $300.  In  towns,  a  merchant  may  own  a  small 
store  and  have  sufficient  real  estate  to  give  him  a  vote.  He 
may  have  two  sons,  and  a  stock  of  goods  worth  $1,000. 
Under  the  Nova  Scotia  law  he  and  his  two  sons  would 
have  votes.  Under  this  Bill  the  trader  only  would  have  a 
vote.  I  say,  in  view  of  these  facts,  this  Bill  does  not 
enlarge  the  franchise.  It  is  said  that  this  Bill  gives  a  vote 
on  income;  In  Nova  Scotia  we  have  no  income  tax ;  how 
then  can  the  reviser  ascertain  the  amount  of  income  earned 
by  the  people  ?  The  revising  officer  must  travel  round  in 
order  to  obtain  that  knowledge.  If  that  is  to  be  the  case 
the  expense  will  be  very  great.  Hon.  members  have 
talked  about  $500,000  as  the  probable  expense  of  making 
out  the  voters’  lists  annually  ;  but  if  the  revising  barristers 
have  to  travel  over  every  county  to  ascertain  the  amount 
of  income  received  by  the  people,  it  will  take  double  that 
amount  to  pay  their  expenses.  It  will  require  $1,000,000  per 
annum  to  pay  the  expenses  of  making  out  the  lists.  Then  it 
was  said  that  any  man  owning  a  vessel  would  be  entitled  to 
vote  under  this  clause.  I  maintain  that  the  clause  does  not 
read  so.  It  reads : 

“  Derives  an  income  from  some  trade,  office,  calling,  or  profession,  or 
from  some  investment  or  charge  on  real  property  in  Canada.” 

He  cannot  have  a  vote  if  his  income  is  on  personal  pro¬ 
perty  instead  of  real  property. 

Mr.  KINNEY.  Yes,  he  can. 

Mr.  KIRK.  I  think  not;  the  investment  must  be  a 
charge  on  real  property. 

Mr.  KINNEY.  An  investment  of  any  kind. 
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Mr.  KIRK.  Well,  I  am  not  a  lawyer,  nor  is  the  gentle¬ 
man  who  contradicts  me. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean  to  say 
that  any  investment  will  give  a  man  a  vote  ? 

Mr.  KINNEY.  Yes. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Money  invested  in  a  savings  bank  ? 

Mr.  KINNEY.  I  say  that  under  this  clause  as  it  reads,  a 
man  who  did  not  hold  real  estate  at  all  might  still  have  a 
vote. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Under  what  word  in  the  clause  would 
you  bring  in  a  man  owning  a  ship  ? 

Mr.  KINNEY.  I  do  not  say  anything  about  a  ship,  but 
I  say  that  there  can  be  a  vote  on  personal  as  well  as  real 
property. 

Mr.  KIRK.  I  am  arguing  as  to  the  men  having  ships,  and 
I  say  that  a  man  may  have  $400  income  from  investment  in  a 
vessel, and  under  the  Rill  he  would  not  have  a  vote, because  the 
money  must  be  invested  in  the  particular  way  described  in 
the  BilL  The  hon.  member  for  Pictou  said  that  the  fran¬ 
chise  under  this  Rill  would  largely  increase  the  votes  of  the 
miners  of  Nova  Scotia.  I  deny  that  it  does.  I  say  that  the 
law  of  Nova  Scotia  passed  last  year  is  more  liberal  to  the 
miners  of  Nova  Scotia  than  the  present  Bill,  and  for  this 
reason.  The  Nova  Scotia  law  gives  a  vote  to  any  man  who 
is  in  occupation  of  property  worth  $150.  Now  it  is  a  very 
poor  house  indeed,  in  the  coal  regions  of  Nova  Scotia  which 
is  not  worth  $150,  and  if  he  is  in  possession  of  such  a  house 
for  one  year,  even  if  he  does  not  pay  one  dollar  rent,  he  is 
entitled  to  a  vote.  Under  this  Bill,  however,  he  must  pay 
$20  a  year  rent,  and  he  must,  I  suppose,  satisfy  the  revising 
officer  that  he  has  paid  the  rent,  by  producing  the  land¬ 
lord’s  receipt.  Now,  I  ask  if  a  man  who  occupies  a  house 
worth  $  150  is  not  better  entitled  to  a  vote,  and  if  he  does  not 
obtain  it  on  easier  terms  than  the  man  who  actually  pays 
$20  a  year  rent ;  and  who  must  be  prepared  on  election 
day  at  the  polls  to  swear  that  the  rent  was  actually 
paid  ?  The  franchise  of  the  farmers  is  also 
restricted  in  this  Bill,  and  I  do  not  think  there  is 
a  single  class  in  Nova  Scotia  as  to  which  the  fran¬ 
chise  is  more  liberal  in  this  Bill  than  the  local  law, 
unless  it  is  in  the  matter  of  income,  and  even  as  to  that  the 
difficulty  of  obtaining  the  amount  of  income  would  be  so 
great  that  the  law  would  be  entirely  a  dead  letter.  One 
hon.  gentleman  said  that  this  Bill  would  enfranchise  a 
great  many  teachers  in  Nova  Scotia.  I  dare  say  there  are 
some  teachers  in  towns  and  cities  who  receive  larger 
salaries  than  $400,  but  the  teachers  in  country  places  do 
not  receive  anything  like  that  amount,  and  so  they  would 
not  be  enfranchised.  Still  in  that  particular  case — the 
income  voters — and  in  that  case  alone,  is  this  Bill  more 
liberal  than  the  present  Nova  Scotia  franchise.  But  if  the 
Bill  restricts  the  franchise  in  some  respects,  it  is  proposed  to 
make  it  up  in  others— to  make  it  up  by  the  enfranchisement 
of  the  Indian.  For  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  this  or 
any  other  country  the  Indians  are  to  be  enfranchised.  I  need 
say  nothing  at  all  about  the  conditions  of  the  Indians  of 
Nova  Scotia,  for  there  is  no  man  here  who  knows  anything 
about  them,  who  does  not  know  that  they  are  uneducated, 
illiterate  and  ignorant,  and  that  they  are  not  a  desirable 
class  to  enfranchise.  Besides,  they  are  under  the  direct 
control  of  the  Government,  and  will  feel  in  duty  bound  to 
vote  for  the  Government  under  any  circumstances.  I  main¬ 
tain  that  under  this  Bill  all  the  Indians  on  a  reservation  will 
be  entitled  to  vote,  if  the  reservation  as  a  whole  is  of  suffi¬ 
cient  value  to  give  them  votes.  Then,  Sir,  we  are  to  have 
the  voters’  lists  made  up  by  the  nominee  of  the  Government. 
At  the  present  time,  in  our  Province,  they  are  made  up  by 
the  municipal  councils,  who  are  elected  by  the  people,  free 
from  political  influence,  because  in  our  Province  we  have 


no  political  strife  in  running  our  municipal  elections.  If 
those  hoD.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  wish  to  make  a  noise 
I  will  wait  till  they  are  through. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  please  keep 
order. 

Mr.  KIRK.  The  voters’  list  is  made  up  from  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll.  A  board  of  four  assessors  are  appointed  by 
the  municipal  council,  and  one  or  more  members  of  the 
board  travel  through  the  district,  seethe  property,  and  take 
an  inventory  of  the  property,  and  then  the  four  meet  and 
value  it. 

Mr.  DAYIE3.  I  think  we  might  take  the  sense  of  the 
House,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  to  these  noisy  interruptions.  The 
hon.  gentleman  speaks  very  seldom,  and  it  is  very  unfair 
and  ungenerous  in  those  who  do  not  wish  to  hear  him  to 
give  him  this  treatment. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  please  keep 
order. 

Mr.  KIRK.  These  hon.  gentlemen  talk  about  obstruct¬ 
ing  the  business  of  the  House.  I  wonder  who  are  the 
obstructionists.  I  was  proceeding  to  say  that  the  board  of 
assessors  value  the  property  irrespective  altogether  of  the 
right  of  the  owners  to  vote.  Before  they  proceed  to  their 
work  they  are  sworn  to  value  the  property  at  its  actual 
cash  value.  From  the  assessment  roll  made  up  in  this  way 
the  reviser’s  list  is  made  up  by  three  appointed  by  the 
municipal  council  also,  and  that  list  is  made  up  irrespective 
of  political  influences.  I  have  scarcely  ever  heard  of  any 
trouble  in  regard  to  political  influence  being  brought  to 
bear  on  the  revisers ;  they  are  allowed  to  act  according  to 
their  best  judgment  without  interference  from  any  person  ; 
and  these  men  are  appointed,  so  far  as  I  know,  from  both 
sides  of  politics,  so  that  there  is  no  liability  of  any  diffi¬ 
culty  arising  from  a  political  cause.  The  fact  that  when 
the  Franchise  Bill  was  amended  in  the  Nova  Scotia 
Legislature  last  Session,  and  fnlly  discussed  by  members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  not  one  solitary  word  was  said 
against  the  principle  on  which  these  lists  were  made  up  by 
any  hon.  gentleman  in  that  House,  ought  to  be  pretty  good 
evidence  that  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  are  satisfied  with 
the  system  of  making  up  the  electoral  lists.  But  this  sys¬ 
tem  is  to  be  changed.  We  are  to  have  the  making  of  the 
electoral  lists  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  nominee  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  who  may  base  his  valuations  on  the  assessment 
roll  or  may  value  the  property  just  as  he  pleases,  and  place 
whom  he  pleases  on  the  list  or  leave  off  whom  he  pleases. 
The  revising  barrister  sits  in  but  one  place  in  the  electoral 
district.  In  my  county  he  will  probably  sit  in  the  town  of 
Guysboro,  the  shire  town  of  the  county.  Thei*e  is  more 
than  one  polling  district  in  that  county  which  is  80  miles 
from  Guysboro’,  and  1  would  like  to  know  if  any  elector  in 
that  county  will  go  to  the  trouble  of  travelling  80  miles  in 
order  to  see  that  his  name  is  on  the  list,  even  though  he 
knows  he  is  left  off ;  and  we  do  not  know  how  many  names 
will  be  left  off,  either  accidentally  or  purposely.  Why 
should  the  Government  ask  to  have  their  own  nominee 
do  this  work,  unless  they  want  to  be  in  a  position  to  control 
entirely  the  electoral  lists  and  elect  whom  they  please 
to  this  House  ?  On  that  ground  I  object  to  this  Bill. 
I  believe  the  electoral  lists  should  be  kept  away  from 
the  control  of  the  Government  as  much  as  possible ;  I  think 
the  Government  should  not  want  to  interfere  or  to  assume 
any  advantage  over  the  Opposition.  I  oppose  this  measure 
also  on  the  ground  of  expense.  At  present  the  electoral 
lists  cost  the  Government  nothing ;  they  are  made  ready 
to  hand,  and  made  as  fairly  and  as  well  as  it  is  possible  for 
a  revising  barrister  to  make  them  ;  and  why  not  use  those 
lists  ?  Why  want  to  change  a  system  which  has  given 
such  universal  satisfaction  to  the  people  of  this  Dominion  ? 
I  cannot  see  why,  unless  the  Government  want  to  control  the 
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whole  affair.  I  believe  that  is  the  main  object  the  Govern, 
ment  have  in  view  in  pressing  this  Bill  through  the  House ; 
they  wish  to  get  control  of  the  electors  of  this  country. 
This  Bill,  to  my  mind,  has  a  wrong  title.  Instead  of  its 
being  entitled  “  A  Bill  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise,” 
it  should  be  entitled  “  A  Bill  to  elect  Tory  members  to 
Parliament,”  because  that  is  just  what  it  is  and  what  it  will 
be,  and  for  these  reasons  I  oppose  it,  and  shall  vote  for  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Yail). 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness).  I  should  apologise  for  tres¬ 
passing  upon  the  time  of  the  Honse,  only  that  I  desire  to 
make  a  few  observations  relative  to  the  remarks  made  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  Nova  Scotia.  I  do  not  regret  that  the 
electoral  franchises  of  the  different  Provinces  have  been 
separately  submitted  to  this  House,  because  the  contrast 
which  the  discussion  has  shown  to  the  committee  proves 
conclusively  that  the  discussion  relative  to  the  smaller 
Provinces  is  much  more  moderately  conducted  than  when 
the  franchise  of  Ontario  is  under  consideration.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Guysboro  still  maintains  that  the  franchise  of 
Nova  Scotia  is  not  extended  by  this  Bill.  The  Morning 
Chronicle,  the  organ  of  the  Liberal  party  in  its  issue  of  the 
f7th  instant  admits  that  it  is  an  extension  of  the  franchise  in 
Nova  Scotia  even  beyond  the  franchise  provided  in  the  Bill 
lately  introduced  into  the  Local  Legislature.  But  what  I 
desire  to  call  particular  attention  to  is  the  very  strong 
feeling  that  exists  in  this  House  on  the  franchise.  My 
hon  friend  from  Kent,  N.B.,  referred  to  the  irritation  that 
existed  in  language  both  forcible  and  suggestive.  I  have 
seen  in  the  London  Advertiser  of  the  5th  of  May  : 

“  The  Reformers  of  the  House  of  Commons,  in  their  gallant  struggle 
will  have  the  sympathy  of  all  fair-minded  men.  Sir  John,  insolent  and 
defiant,  paraded  his  brute  strength,  and  boasted  of  his  power.  Were  he 
allowed,  he  would  crush  the  Reform  party  out  of  existence  as  ruthlessly 
as  he  would  take  the  life  of  a  snake.  But  he  has  been  made  to  whine. 
He  has  felt  that  there  is  force  of  brains  that  can  be  used  against  the 
force  of  numbers.  The  Reformers  can  compel  the  withdrawal  of  the 
diabolical  measure,  and  they  will  do  so.” 

Such  language  used  by  tbe  organs  of  a  great  political  party 
in  this  Dominion  is  calculated  to  create  a  great  deal  of  mis¬ 
chief.  Such  appeals  to  the  prejudices  of  the  people  have 
been  the  cause  of  the  rebellion  in  the  North-West  Territories, 
and  if  these  appeals  continue  to  be  made  to  the  prejudices 
of  tbe  Province  of  Ontario,  I  fear  we  will  have  a  rebellion 
nearer  home.  Not  only  has  th o>  Advertiser  appealed  to  the 
prejudices  of  the  people  of  Ontario,  but  I  find  in  the  Toronto 
Globe  of  2nd  May  the  following  passage : — - 

“  It  is  hard  to  say  what  the  next  few  hours  will  bring  forth.  The 
indignation  of  the  people  is  risiDg.  The  gallant  band  at  Ottawa  will  not 
be  left  without  support.  They  have  the  sympathy  of  every  respectable 
man  in  the  country,  Conservative  as  well  as  Liberal.  Public  opinion 
would  support  the  sending  to  Ottawa  of  a  delegation  of  five  thousand 
citizens  entrusted  with  the  duty  of  preventing,  by  any  constitutional 
means,  the  injustice  now  sought  to  be  perpetrated. 

Such  appeals  if  made  to  our  people  in  the  Maritime 
vinces  would,  I  fear,  end  in  a  rupture  of  the  Dominion,  but 
it  appears  to  have  been  the  practice  of  the  past  in  the  older 
Provinces  of  Canada  to  make  similar  appeals.  They  have 
been  in  the  past  the  cause  of  dead  locks  resulting  in  the 
impossibility  of  governing  Canada  during  the  union  of 
Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  and  I  fear  that  unless  these 
appeals  made  to  the  prejudice  of  the  people  are  thwarted 
by  the  representatives  of  the  people  in  the  Dominion  Par¬ 
liament,  the  existence  of  Confederation  will  not  be  any 
more  lasting.  The  reason  why  I  am  glad  that  the  franchises 
of  the  several  Provinces  should  be  submitted  for  the  consider¬ 
ation  of  this  House  is  simply  because  there  is  a  variation 
which  is  rather  refreshing.  I  find  the  Bill  under  considera¬ 
tion  is  discussed  from  the  point  of  view  of  each  one’s  consti¬ 
tuency  from  which  every  member  in  this  House  should  dis¬ 
cuss  it.  Before  the  question  of  the  franchise  to  the  several 
Provinces,  apart  from  the  whole  Dominion,  was  admitted, 
I  fancied  that  there  were  only  seven  constituencies 
Mr,  Kirk. 


in  this  Dominion,  Ontario,  Quebec,  New  Brunswick 
Nova  Scotia,  Prince  Edward  Island,  Manitoba  and 
British  Columbia.  If  there  were  no  other  reason, 
why  we  should  have  a  franchise  absolutely,  within  the 
control  of  the  Dominion  Parliament,  the  evidence  is  in  the 
irritation  that  existed  in  this  House  during  the  discussion 
on  this  measure,  Each  representative  holds  his  own  pecu¬ 
liar  views  as  to  who  should  be  and  who  should  not  be  disen¬ 
franchised,  who  should  and  who  should  not  have  a  vote  in 
his  own  constituency.  While  we  differ  as  to  the  qualifica¬ 
tion  necessary,  I  think  we  should,  as  sensible  men,  agree 
that  this  Dominion  should  have  the  control  of  its  own 
franchise.  I  would  say  that  for  the  municipal  council  every 
intelligent  British  subject  over  21  years  of  age,  who  is  sub¬ 
jected  to  taxation  by  the  municipal  councils,  should  have  a 
vote  for  members  of  the  municipal  councils ;  for  the  same 
reason,  I  shoald  say  every  person  who  is  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly  taxed  by  the  Local  Legislature  ought  to  have  a  voice 
in  returning  representatives  to  the  Local  Legislature ;  and 
for  the  same  reason  I  should  consider  it  but  proper  and  just 
that  every  person  who  is  taxed  by  the  Dominion  Parlia¬ 
ment,  who  is  over  21  years  of  age,  and  is  a  British  subject, 
ought  to  have  a  voice  in  returning  representatives  to  this 
Parliament.  But  whether  we  differ  on  that  subject  or  not, 
we  ought  all  to  agree  that  this  House  should  have  full 
control  of  the  franchises  for  the  Dominion  Parliament. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Digby  (Mr.  Yail)  has  compared 
the  Franchise  Bill  lately  passed  by  the  Local  Legislature, 
during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  with  the 
Franchise  Bill  which  is  now  under  our  considera¬ 
tion.  I  submit  that  is  hardly  a  fair  comparison.  He 
should  have  compared  with  this  Franchise  Bill,  the 
franchise  under  which  members  of  Parliament  from  Nova 
Scotia  were  returned  in  1882  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
If  he  compares  the  measure  now  before  the  House  with 
the  Franchise  Bill  of  1882,  under  which  we  were  returned 
from  the  several  counties  of  Nova  Scotia  to  this  Parliament, 
he  will  find  that  this  Bill  gives  a  very  largely  extended 
franchise  to  that  Province.  I  have  not  the  slightest  hesita¬ 
tion  in  saying  that  in  my  own  county  it  will  extend  the 
franchise  to  at  least  150  people,  as  compared  with  the 
election  law  of  1882.  My  hon.  friend  from  Digby  said  that 
the  members  of  this  House  should  go  back  to  the  same 
electors  as  returned  them.  I  Avould  ask  how  is  it  possible 
for  us,  who  were  returned  on  the  electoral  franchise  of  1882, 
one  very  different  from  that  now  existing  in  Nova  Scotia,  to 
go  back  to  the  same  electors?  The  hon.  gentleman  must 
know  that  the  franchise  is  now  very  materially  extended 
from  what  it  was  in  1882,  and  even  now  we  cannot  be  sure 
that  we  will  have  to  go  back  to  the  electors  that  are  at 
present  entitled,  under  a  very  anomalous  Bill,  to  return 
members  from  Nova  Scotia.  I  have  only  a  few  words 
|  more  to  add  in  reference  to  some  comments  made  on 
Pro- 1  my  former  speech  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen’s,  P.E.I. 
on  che  5th  instant,  the  hon.  member  said  I  had  stated  that 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  not  to  secure  uniformity  at  all. 
(See  Debates,  page  1812.)  I  cannot  conceive  how  he  could 
have  gathered  that  from  my  remarks.  I  will  read  the  words 
which  I  used.  (See  Debates,  page  1684.)  I  listened  also 
with  a  great  deal  of  attention  and  patience  to  my  hon. 
friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  who  referred  to  my 
argument  on  the  right  of  this  Parliament  to  pass  the 
Franchise  Bill,  but  said  we  had  also  the  power  to  say 
that  no  man  over  21  years  of  age  or  with  blue  eyes 
or  red  hair  should  have  the  right  to  vote,  but  that  we 
were  not  called  upon  to  exercise  that  power.  I  think  I 
can  show,  from  his  own  philosophical  reasoning,  that  we 
should  adopt  a  franchise  for  the  Dominion  Parliament.  The 
Local  Legislatures  have  also  power  to  say  that  no  man  over 
2 1  years  old  or  with  blue  eyes  or  red  hair  shall  vote.  It  has 
been  repeatedly  stated  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  this  is 
a  great  political  war  between  two  great  political  generals,  the 
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Premier  of  Ontario  and  the  Premier  of  the  Dominion.  Let  us 
suppose  that  the  Premier  of  Ontario  passed  a  law  which 
would  only  give  votes  to  philosophers.  Does  not  my  hon. 
friend  from  Bothwell  know  that  such  philosophers  would 
only  vote  for  Grit  members  for  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
that  would  unquestionably  annihilate  the  Conservative  vote 
from  Ontario  ?  It  would  be  a  most  dangerous  thing  to  per¬ 
mit  any  legislature,  without  our  knowledge  or  consent,  to 
so  frame  a  franchise  as  to  keep  out  of  this  Parliament  all 
representatives  who  were  not  in  accord  with  them.  The 
franchise  should  have  a  uniform  basis  if  possible,  with  a 
voters’  list  on  which  the  names  of  all  those  who  are  entitled 
to  vote  should  be  placed,  and  no  others.  The  present  Bill 
provides  an  excellent  franchise.  It  is  true  that  the  agita¬ 
tion  against  a  revising  barrister  reached  the  far  distant 
county  of  Inverness,  and  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  petition  in 
reference  to  it,  and,  as  petitions  have  been  presented  against 
the  Franchise  Bill,  I  think  this  is  an  appropriate  time  for 
me  to  present  this  one. 

“  We,  the  undersigned  warden  and  councillors  of  the  municipality  of 
Inverness,  beg  respectfully  to  recommend  to  our  Dominion  represen¬ 
tative  and  to  the  Government  of  Canada  the  appointment  to  office  of 
revising  barrister  for  this  municipality  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Dominion  Franchise  Act  of  1885,  of  John  L.  McDougall,  ofMabou,  Esq., 
barrister.’  ’ 

This  petition  is  signed  by  sixteen  municipal  coun¬ 
cillors,  by  every  Grit  municipal  councillor  in  Inverness, 
except  one,  and  I  believe  by  nearly  every  municipal 
councillor  who  was  present  in  council  on  the  5th 
instant.  The  reason  for  the  recommendation  is  evi¬ 
dent.  The  council  would  not  be  in  session  again  until 
some  time  in  January  next,  and  no  other  opportunity  would 
present  itself  to  its  members  to  send  a  recommendation  to 
their  representative  in  the  Dominion  Parliament.  They 
therefore  took  this  course  to  recommend  a  person  for  the 
revisal  of  the  electoral  lists  in  the  same  way  as  they 
recommend  revisers  for  the  local  lists  in  Nova  Scotia, 
and  I  think,  if  there  is  any  evidence  required,  this  fur¬ 
nishes  ample  proof  that,  in  the  county  of  Inverness, 
the  principle  of  having  a  Dominion  franchise  under 
the  control  of  this  Government  has  been  approved  of. 
The  person  who  is  recommended  was,  at  the  last  general 
election,  a  very  strong  opponent  of  mine.  Ho  is  a  person 
of  considerable  ability,  and  exercises  a  good  deal  of  influence. 
He  has  been  recommended  by  the  municipal  council,  and 
although  an  opponent  of  mine,  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why, 
if  this  Bill  becomes  law,  I  should  not  recommend  him  to  the 
favorable  consideration  of  the  Government.  I  have  a  good 
deal  of  confidence  in  him  ;  I  have  a  similar  amount  of  con¬ 
fidence  in  every  lawyer  in  the  shire  town  which  I  have  the 
honor  to  represent,  who  has  been  in  practice  for  five  years ; 
and  I  belike  that  when  under  oatb,  they  would  prepare  an 
honest  Ucotoral  list.  I  am  astonished  to  hear  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  from  the  Province  of  Ontario  say  that  they  have  so 
little  faith  in  the  bounty  of  purpose  of  the  legal  profession 
of  that  great  Province.  From  the  way  they  talk  one  would 
almost  believe  that  there  is  not  an  honest  man  in  the  legal 
profession  of  Ontario ;  but  from  my  personal  acquaintance 
with  hon.  gentlemen  from  Ontario,  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  who  are  lawyers,  I  do  not  think  they  are  as  bad  as 
they  represent  each  other  to  be. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  An  hon.  member  has  alluded  to  a  speech 
I  made  years  ago,  in  the  Legislature  of  Ontario,  which 
obliges  mo  to  say  one  word.  The  observations  I  addressed 
to  the  Legislature  of  Ontario  on  that  occasion  were  specially 
directed  to  a  proposed  franchise  based  upon  property,  but 
not  at  all  with  regard  to  what  the  proper  considerations  for 
a  franchise  ought  to  be.  As  long  ago  as  1874,  I  publicly 
proposed,  in  reference  to  a  franchise  based  upon  pi*operty, 
the  adoption,  first  of  all,  of  a  household  suffrage,  entirely 
irrespective  of  value ;  secondly,  that  of  a  farmers’  son’s 
franchise,  in  respect  of  which  farmers’  sons  had  themselves 


no  interest  in  the  property;  and  thirdly,  I  wish  to  say  that 
upon  the  same  occasion,  now  eleven  years  ago,  I  stated  my 
own  view  that  the  true  basis  of  a  suffrage  was  not  upon  pro¬ 
perty  at  all,  but  that  it  was  that  which  I  stated  in  my 
speech  on  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill — citizenship, 
residence,  and  intelligence. 

Amendment  to  the  amendment  (Mr.  Yail)  negatived. 
Yeas,  67 ;  nays,  39. 

Mr.  CASEY-.  I  do  not  think  it  is  possible  to  provide 
an  uniform  franchise  for  the  Dominion  unless  by  a 
different  method  from  that  proposed  by  the  Bill.  I  do  not 
see  that  it  would  be  possible  to  have  any  sort  of  uniform 
suffrage  for  the  Dominion,  unless  the  suggestion  embodied 
in  the  notice  of  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  is  adopted,  namely,  that  of 
universal  suffrage.  I  contend  that  nothing  short  of  universal 
suffrage  will  provide  an  uniform  franchise  for  the  Dominion. 
It  has  been  pointed  out  that  the  principle  of  uniformity 
is  already  broken,  in  that  we  have  Indian  suffrage  in  some 
Provinces,  while  in  others,  the  same  class  of  Indians,  namely, 
residents  on  reserves,  are  not  to  be  allowed  to  vote.  It  has 
been  pointed  out  that  we  have,  under  this  Bill,  a  special 
fancy  franchise  for  the  fishermen  of  the  eastern  Provinces, 
which  does  not  apply  at  all  to  Ontario,  and  to  only  a  small 
extent  to  some  parts  of  the  province  of  Quebec  ;  which  will 
not  apply  at  all  to  Manitoba,  and  which  will  have  very 
little  application  to  British  Columbia.  We  are,  then, 
already  far  away  from  the  principle  of  an  uniform  franchise 
I  contend,  therefore,  that  the  question  before  us  is  not  so 
much  whether  we  should  have  an  uniform  franchise  for  the 
Dominion,  which  this  Bill  does  not  give,  as  whether  we 
should  have  the  particular  franchise  proposed  in  this  Bill. 
It  is  worthy  of  discussion,  however,  whether  we  should  even 
attempt  to  provide  an  uniform  franchise  for  all  the  Provinces. 
It  is  admitted  on  all  hands,  it  has  been  stated  ad  nauseam, 
that  we  have  power  to  create  a  Dominion  Franchise.  As  I 
recollect  the  wording  of  the  constitution,  it  does  not  say 
that  such  Franchise  should  necessarily  be  an  uniform 
one ;  but  that  this  House  shoald  have  the  right  to 
settle  the  franchise  upon  which  members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  should  be  elected.  As  the  hon.  member  for  Both¬ 
well  (Mr.  Mills)  has  pointed  out,  we  have  already  done 
that.  It  is  part  of  the  statute  law  of  Canada,  that 
whatever  franchise  should  be  adopted  from  time  to  time  by 
each  Province  should  be  the  franchise  on  which  the  repre-^ 
sentatives  to  the  House  of  Commons  from  that  Province 
should  be  elected.  Therefore,  at  the  present  time  by  a 
statutory  provision,  and  under  the  constitutional  provision 
to  which  I  have  referred,  the  Dominion  Franchise  is  that  of 
each  Province  individually,  and  every  person  who  is  enfran¬ 
chised  by  the  Act  of  the  Provincial  Legislature  has  become, 
ever  since  1874,  a  voter  at  elections  for  members 
of  this  House.  We  have  to  consider  therefore,  not 
primarily  whether  such  and  such  persons  or  classes 
should  be  enfranchised,  but  whether  any  of  those  who 
already  possess  the  franchise  should  loose  it.  The  pro¬ 
posal  before  us  is  one  to  disfranchise  a  number  of  people 
who  already  possess  the  right  to  vote,  and  to  give  that 
power  to  others  who  do  not  now  possess  it.  The  question  is 
much  graver  than  it  would  be  if  we  were  now  in  the  early 
days  of  Confederation  and  a  franchise  Bill  were  proposed. 
It  is  a  much  graver  act  to  take  away  the  franchise  from 
people  who  already  enjoy  it  than  to  settle  who  shall 
possess  it  when  the  question  of  the  basis  of  the  franohise 
first  comes  before  Parliament.  It  was  never  contemplated, 
when  that  provision  was  placed  in  our  constitution,  that  a 
step  of  this  sort  should  be  taken.  It  was  contemplated  that 
the  Dominion  should  take  some  steps  to  say  who  should 
be  voters  at  Dominion  elections ;  but  it  was  never  con¬ 
templated  that  this  House  should  restrict  the  Provincial  fran¬ 
chises  already  existing.  No  such  precedent  can  be  found  in 
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either  English  or  Canadian  practice.  We,  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  have  urged  that  the  people  should  be  consulted 
before  such  an  important  change  is  made,  We  have 
been  answered  that  Mr.  Gladstone  effected  a  sweeping 
change  in  the  franchise  in  Great  Britain  without  consulting 
the  people,  and  that  Mr.  Mowat  did  the  same  thing  in 
Ontario.  But  in  each  case  no  restriction  of  the  franchise 
resulted  from  the  measure  adopted.  I  am  aware  that  point 
has  been  disputed,  but  I  will  prove  it  later  on.  The  Mowat 
Government  went  to  the  people  with  the  extension  of  the 
franchise  as  a  plank  of  their  platform,  in  1883, 
The  people  returned  that  Government  to  power,  in 
spite  of  thousands  of  arguments  sent  out  from  this  capital, 
which  the  pockets  of  contractors  supplied ;  but,  in  spite  of 
the  golden  arguments,  and  the  precious  documents  sup¬ 
plied  by  those  individuals,  the  people  returned  the  Mowat 
Government  to  power,  largely,  no  doubt,  on  the  ground 
that  they  proposed  to  extend  the  franchise.  They  carried 
out  that  pledge.  The  franchise  has  been  extended ;  and  it 
involved  an  extension  of  the  franchise  for  elections 
to  this  House.  It  is  now  proposed,  without  an  appeal  being 
made  to  the  people,  to  take  away  from  the  people  whom  the 
Mowat  Act  has  enfranchised  .the  franchise  they  now  legally 
possess,  for  Dominion  elections.  Such  a  proposal 
is  a  constitutional  revolution,  or  rather  an  unconstitutional 
change  in  the  constitution.  It  might  more  properly  be 
called  a  coup  d'ttat.  It  is  a  proposal  to  place  the  whole 
basis  of  the  franchise  and  the  machinery  of  registra¬ 
tion  in  the  hands  of  the  Government.  If  that  is 
not  a  revolution  in  the  constitution,  a  coup  d'ttat 
and  a  usurpation  of  power,  by  violent  means,  I  do 
not  know  what  proceedings  could  be  described  by  such 
language.  It  is  an  attack,  not  only  on  the  rights  of  the 
Provinces,  but  on  the  principles  of  representative  and  consti¬ 
tutional  government  on  which  our  whole  parliamentary  sys¬ 
tem  is  based.  I  say,  Sir,  it  is  utterly  inconsistent  with  any 
conception  of  representative  institutions,  it  is  utterly  incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  idea  of  representing  the  people  at  all,  that 
the  right  to  say  who  shall  be  represented,  who  shall  be  the 
voters,  shall  be  assumed  by  the  Government — I  do  not  say 
merely  by  this  Government,  but  whatever  Government  is  in 
power.  It  would  just  be  as  absurd,  as  unconstitutional  and 
as  unjust,  to  enact  that  a  Reform  Government  who  might  be 
in  power  should  say  who  were  to  be  the  electors  for  this 
House,  as  to  say  that  the  present  Government  should  have 
that  power.  And,  Sir,  I  must  repeat  the  warning  which  has 
already  been  given  to  their  confreres  by  some  hon.  gentlemen 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  who  have  chosen  to  act 
independently  in  this  matter,  the  warning,  namely,  that  they 
must  look  to  the  future  and  see  how  they  would  like  this 
Bill,  if  it  were  in  the  power  of  every  Grit  candidate  in  On¬ 
tario,  or  any  other  Province,  to  say  who  should  make  up  the 
voters’  list  for  that  constituency — if  ii  was  in  the  power  of 
that  candidate  to  take  the  position  of  revising  officer, 
make  up  the  list  himself  for  that  constituency,  and  then 
resign  that  office  and  present  himself  to  those  electors 
he  had  created  by  his  own  fiat.  Hon.  members, 
when  they  look  forward  to  that  prospect,  will  be 
able  to  realiso  our  position,  and  how  wo  feel  at  the 
prospect  of  our  opponents  in  each  riding  in  the  Dominion 
being  able  to  make  up  the  jury  list  which  is  to  try  our  case 
—-able  to  make  up  the  list  of  electors  to  whom  we  have  to 
present  ourselves,  and  to  decide  in  advance  in  every  riding, 
except  in  those  in  which  there  is  an  overwhelming  Reform 
majority,  who  shall  be  the  member  in  that  particular  riding. 
We  are  charged  with  obstructing  a  Bill  of  this  charac¬ 
ter,  as  if  it  were  a  discredit  to  ua.  We  are  told  that  the  mino¬ 
rity  have  no  right  to  resist  the  majority.  I  do  not  know 
where  they  get  those  principles  of  constitutional  govern¬ 
ment.  Tney  do  not  come  from  British  practice,  from 
Canadian  practice  or  from  the  practice  of  the  United  States. 
I  do  not  know  in  what  other  countries  the  science  of  repre- 
Mr.  Casey. 


tentative  government  has  been  so  fully  developed  as  to 
afford  a  wholesome  precedent,  but  in  these  three  countries 
they  can  find  no  precedent  for  the  assertion  that  the  mino¬ 
rity  should  never  seek  to  hinder  the  will  of  the  majority  from 
becoming  law.  There  is  no  precedent  for  that  assertion  in 
the  text  books  or  proceedings  of  any  Legislative  Assembly. 
There  is  no  justification  for  that  assertion,  either  in  common 
sense,  logic,  or  fair  play.  For  what  purpose  are  the 
rules  of  parliamentary  debate  arranged  ?  For  the  express 
and  declared  purpose  of  protecting  the  minority  from  the 
tyranny  of  the  majority.  If  the  majority  were  able  to  say, 
at  any  time  ;  “  there  is  no  use  discussing  this  question  any 
further ;  our  minds  are  made  up,  and  we  may  as  well  vote 
now  and  we  will  vote  now  ” — representative  government 
would  becomes  a  farce.  It  would  become  merely  what  the 
independent  member  from  King’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  Foster)  would 
make  it,  according  to  his  own  statement,  a  machine  for  the 
registering  of  those  acts  which  the  Government  have  already 
decided  upon,  and  which  the  Government,  forsooth,  say  should 
become  law.  I  say  that  the  forms  of  parliamentary  debate 
have  been  expressly  arranged  to  allow  the  minority  to  protest, 
to  hinder  and  delay  the  progress  of  measures  through  the 
House,  until  those  measures  have  been  fully  discussed,  until 
the  country  has  had  time  to  pronounce  on  those  measures, 
until,  in  fact,  it  has  been  ascertained  beyond  doubt  that  the 
Government  does  represent  the  will  of  the  country  with  re¬ 
gard  to  those  particular  measures.  There  are  cases,  undoubt¬ 
edly,  in  which  obstruction  would  be  mere  factiousness.  We 
have  seen  instances  of  that  sort  here.  We  have  seen  them 
in  the  British  House  of  Commons.  But  to  say  that  if  we  had 
systematically  obstructed  this  Bill  from  the  first  moment 
in  which  it  was  proposed,  our  obstruction  would  have  been 
factious,  is  to  say  that  for  which  there  is  no  justification 
in  constitutional  precedent  or  plain  common  sense.  It  is  a 
matter  of  fact,  known  to  every  hon.  gentleman,  that,  with 
the  exception  of  those  occasions  on  which  they  insisted  on 
keeping  the  House  sitting  at  hours  when  discussion  was 
impossible,  this  Bill  has  been  discussed — not  obstructed,  but 
discussed — but  I  say  that  even  if  we  had  decided  to  systema¬ 
tically  obstruct,  by  every  means  which  the  forms  of  par¬ 
liamentary  debate  allowed  to  us,  at  each  stage  of  this  Bill, 
we  would  have  had  ample  justification,  in  the  nature  of  the 
Bill  itself,  and  the  public  feeling  existing  with  regard  to  it 
throughout  the  country.  When  the  Government  proposes 
to  do  that  which  will  destroy  representative  institutions, 
which  will  disfranchise  those  who  sent  them  and  us  here, 
when  they  propose  to  make  free  discussion  in  future  Parlia¬ 
ments  an  impossibility,  I  say  it  would  be  justifiable  for  us 
to  use  every  legal  and  parliamentary  means  to  prevent  that 
measure  becoming  law.  I  do  not  say  we  will  do  that ;  I  do 
not  say  it  will  be  necessary.  We  have  great  hopes  yet  that 
amendments  such  as  have  been  made  or  may  yet  bo  made 
in  the  Bill  may  make  it  something  tolerable,  but  I  say  if 
we  were  forced  to  adopt  that  course,  we  would  be  justified  by 
British  constitutional  precedent  and  by  public  opinion  in 
this  Dominion  at  large.  Let  these  hon.  gentlemen  go  back 
10  the  people  whom  the  Bill  proposes  to  disfranchise.  Let 
them  say  that  the  Grits  are  obstructing  the  will  of  the 
majority,  are  putting  representative  institutions  on  their 
trial,  are  making  parliamentary  institutions  a  farce-— tell 
them  that - 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness).  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  member  for  Inverness  says 
“hear,  hear,”  and  to  do  him  justice  he  has  occupied  as  much 
time  as  any  Grit  in  the  House.  But  I  say,  tell  the  people 
who  are  going  to  be  disfranchised  that  we  are  obstructing 
this  Bill,  and  they  will  say:  We  honor  you  for  it.  They 
will  say  :  Those  men  are  fighting  for  the  rights  and  liber¬ 
ties  of  the  people,  for  the  existing  law,  and  we  do  not 
care  whether  they  are  retarding  the  will  of  the  majority- 
— whether  they  are  preventing  a  tyrannical  majority 
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from  carrying  their  measures  or  not ;  we  honor  and  res¬ 
pect  them,  and  if  the  franchise  is  left  to  us,  we  will  vote  for 
them  at  the  next  election.  I  hope  hon.  gentlemen  will  use 
that  cry  in  every  riding  in  the  Dominion  where  the  fran¬ 
chise  is  going  to  be  restricted.  I  hope  they  will  make 
every  elector  in  those  ridings  believe  that  we  have  been 
using  every  effort  to  prevent  the  passage  of  an  Act 
which  will  deprive  them  of  the  franchise  which  they 
now  enjoy.  I  say  we  have  not  obstructed  this  Bill.  We 
have  only  talked  loosely  and  largely,  at  times  when 
discussion  was  really  impossible,  but  I  am  quite  willing 
that  they  should  make  every  elector  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario  believe,  if  they  choose,  that  we  have  obstructed  the 
Bill,  and  I  am  willing  to  take  the  consequences.  I  should 
infinitely  rather  be  published  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  Province  as  one  who  assisted  in  obstructing 
this  tyrannical  and  corrupt  measure,  than  have  it  known 
through  my  riding  that  I  had  sat,  as  the  vast  majority 
of  those  on  the  other  side  have  sat,  silent,  dumb  dogs,  sent 
here  to  guard  the  interests  of  their  constituents,  and  so  far 
neglecting  their  duty  as  to  sit  still,  without  a  word  of  expla¬ 
nation  or  defence,  and  see  the  franchise  of  their  constituents 
taken  from  them  by  this  Bill.  We  are  willing  to  take  the 
risk  of  being  charged  with  obstruction.  Are  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  all  willing  to  take  the  risk  of  unpatriotic  silence  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness).  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CASEY.  1  except  my  hon.  friend  from  Inverness 
(Mr.  Cameron).  He  has  done  more  than  most  supporters 
of  the  Government  towards  the  discussion  of  this  Bill ; 
he  is  a  man  who,  evidently,  wishes  to  enlighten  us  on  the 
subject;  but  we  have  had  no  light  from  those  gentlemen 
in  front  of  me.  If  there  is  any  defence  for  this  Bill  we  have 
not  had  it  from  them.  We  have  had  to  look  to  their  organs 
for  the  line  of  defence  which  they  wished  to  be  taken.  They 
say  that  we  are  in  darkness — that  we  do  not  understand  the 
provisions  of  the  measure.  Why  do  they  not  explain  them 
to  us  ?  Why  do  they  not  show  us  the  beauties  of  the  Bill  ? 
Because  they  feel  tfiat  there  are  no  beauties  in  it,  and  that 
their  safest  policy  is  “  least  said  soonest  mended.”  We 
have  not  had  two  explanations  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
who  have  spoken  that  have  agreed  with  each  other.  The 
hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.B  (Mr.  Poster)  said  that  he  was 
in  favor  of  the  Bill  because  it  largely  extended  the  franchise, 
and  that  he  was  “  in  favor  of  going  as  far  as  he  could 
towards  enfranchising  the  citizens  in  the  Dominion.” 
Suppose  that  is  his  position  on  the  franchise  question ; 
where  would  it  lead  him  ?  It  would  lead  him  to  oppose 
the  application  of  this  Bill  to  the  Province  of  New 
Brunswick,  to  the  Province  of  Ontario,  to  the  Province 
of  Prince  Edward  Island  and  to  the  Province  of  British 
Columbia— in  all  of  which  Provinces  it  greatly  restricts  the 
franchise.  An  hon.  gonileman  asks  me  if  he  will  do  it. 
I  doubt  it  very  mneh.  I  doubt  if  he  will  oppose  a  single 
item  or  clauso  in  this  Bill.  I  have  no  doubt  he  regards  it 
as  the  pink  of  perfection — as  going  just  as  far  and  no 
farther  than  a  Bill  ought  to  go,  in  extending  the  franchise. 
I  have  already  pointed  out  that  another  member  from  New 
Brunswick,  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland,  has, 
through  his  newspaper,  expressed  ideas  the  very  opposite 
of  those  of  the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  and  has  declared 
that  this  Bill  does  not  go  noarly  far  enough  ;  that  he 
advocates  manhood  suffrage,  and  that  he  thinks  it  is  bad 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  Premier  to  force  such  a  Bill  as 
this  upon  his  unwilling  supporters.  There  we  have  two 
supporters  of  the  Government  who  have  given  their  views; 
and  have  they  enlightened  us  on  the  Bill  ?  Not  at  all. 
They  have  taken  opposite  lines.  Other  gentlemen  have 
spoken,  and  not  two  of  them  have  taken  the  same  line  in 
regard  to  the  Bill.  Each  has  found  a  different  reason  for 
supporting  it,  drawn  from  some  real  or  fancied  necessity 
of  his  own  particular  Province,  Now,  it  is  very  doubt¬ 


ful  if  we  should  accept  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
member  *  for  Northumberland  to  extend  the  franchise 
to  every  citizen  over  twenty-one  years  of  age.  There  is  some 
room  for  doubt  as  to  whether  we  should  adopt  even  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  franchise  without  consulting  the  existing  elec¬ 
tors.  I  am  quite  prepared  to  express  my  opinion  upon  it 
when  the  proper  time  comes.  But  when  a  proposal  is  brought 
forward  to  take  the  franchise  from  those  who  already  have  it, 
I  can  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  it  is  unconstitu¬ 
tional,  un-British,  un-French,  unfair,  to  adopt  it,  without  con¬ 
sulting  those  from  whom  we  are  proposing  to  take  the  fran¬ 
chise,  as  to  whether  they  are  willing  to  part  with  it  or  not,  I 
repeat,  then,  what  I  said  this  afternoon,  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  take  the  advice  of  the  Mail  newspaper;  let 
them  go  to  the  country  and  ask  the  advice  of  the  people  on 
this  measure,  as  they  profess  to  have  the  majority  of  the 
people  with  them.  We  are  willing  to  submit  to  that  arbi¬ 
tration.  Whatever  the  people  may  think  of  their  general 
policy  we  believe  that  we  have  a  majority  of  the  people 
with  us  against  this  Bill,  and  we  believe  it  from  the  bottom 
of  our  hearts.  One  thing  has  become  quite  manifest  from 
this  discussion,  that  in  the  attempt  to  enforce  a  uniform 
franchise  throughout  the  Dominion  it  is  impossible  to  suit 
every  Province.  Some  of  the  Conservatives  from  Quebec 
have  complained  that  this  Bill  is  too  liberal ;  the  Reformers 
of  Ontario  have  complained  that  it  is  too  restrictive ;  both  par¬ 
ties  from  Prince  Edward  Island  have  complained  that  it  is  too 
restrictive;  British  Columbia  we  have  not  heard  from  yet. 
The  Bill  is  opposed  in  Quebec  because  it  seems  likely  to  lead  to 
manhood  suffrage;  it  is  opposed  in  Ontario  because  it  does 
not  go  far  enough  in  the  direction  of  manhood  suffrage  — 
because  the  views  of  the  Conservatives  of  Ontario,  as 
expressed  by  their  votes  in  the  Local  House  in  favor  of  man¬ 
hood  suffrage  for  that  Province,  have  not  been  carried  out 
in  the  Bill;  it  is  opposed  by  both  parties  from  Prince 
Edward  Island,  because  manhood  suffrage  there  is  to  be 
abolished  by  it.  Does  not  all  this  show  what  we  have  con¬ 
tended  from  the  beginning,  that  it  is  impossible  to  adopt  an 
uniform  franchise  which  will  be  satisfactory  to  all  the  Pro¬ 
vinces  of  the  Dominion  ?  Each  Province  has  its  own  pecu¬ 
liarities,  which  mike  variations  in  the  franchise  absolutely 
necessary  in  order  to  secure  fair  play  between  the  different 
Provinces.  The  right  hon.  Premier  has  recognised  this  ;  he 
has  recognised  that  it  would  not  be  proper  to  allow  the 
tribal  Indians  in  the  North-West  or  in  British  Columbia  to 
vote,  but  he  says  it  is  proper  to  allow  the  Indians  in  the 
older  Provinces  t  >  vote,  because  he  think  they  are  suffi¬ 
ciently  intelligent  to  do  so.  He  says  himself  that  we 
require  a  different  franchise  in  the  different  Provinces  with 
regard  to  the  Indians.  The  same  is  true  w  th  regard  to 
other  classes.  You  cannot  apply  the  same  rule  to  ail  the 
Provinces. 

Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left 
th9  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  CASEY.  When  you  left  the  Chair  at  six  o’clock,  Sir, 
I  was  concluding  my  remarks  on  the  general  question  of 
provincial  franchises  versus  a  franchise  for  the  whole  Domin¬ 
ion.  I  pointed  out  that  there  were  great  differences  of 
sentiment  and  taste  and  prejudice  among  the  different  Pro¬ 
vinces  as  to  what  the  franchise  should  be.  I  pointed  out 
that  no  amount  of  legislation,  no  length  of  experience  of  a 
so-called  uniform  franchise,  would  do  away  with  those 
differences  of  taste  and  feeling  with  regard  to  the  franchise, 
and  that  we  would  consequently,  if  we  attempted  to  have  a 
franchise  of  that  sort  at  all,  be  compelled  to  tinker  it  continu¬ 
ally  at  the  demand  of  one  Province  or  another.  I  wish  to 
speak  now  more  particularly  of  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
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There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  this  clause,  so  faras.  it  applies 
to  that  Province,  is  a  disf-  anchising  cl  .use,  nod  that  the  Bill, 
as  a  whole,  is  a  disfranchising  Bill,  as  regards  Ontario.  I 
made  some  statements  on  Friday  night,  to  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Rykert)  replied.  I  entered  into 
some  details  of  comparison  of  the  Ontario  Act  with  this  Bill, 
and  gave  figures  to  support  my  contention.  The  hon.  member 
for  Lincoln  also  gave  figures  in  his  speech,  which  appeared 
to  damage  my  conclusions  rather  seriously,  but  I  claim  to 
be  able  to  show  that  his  figures  and  mine  are  not  in 
reality  inconsistent.  I  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  if  I  go  on  to  elaborate  my  own  figures  before 
disposing  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  calculations,  and  I 
do  so  with  the  understanding  that  I  shall,  later  on,  show 
that,  notwithstanding  the  calculations  made  by  the  hon. 
gentleman,  the  figures  which  I  gave  Friday  evening  are 
substantially  correct,  and  that  very  little  change  need  be 
made  in  them,  in  view  of  the  calculations  to  which  he  has 
called  attention.  With  regard  to  the  first  comparison,  that 
between  the  qualification  clauses  of  the  two  measures,  it  has 
been  urged  by  the  Ministerial  press,  particularly  by  the 
Mail,  whose  arguments  have  been  copied  by  the  local 
papers  very  extensively,  that  the  Dominion  Bill  is  really 
more  liberal  than  the  provincial  Act.  The  Mail  of  Monday 
last  stated  that  the  Dominion  Bill  would  enfranchise  at  least 
10,000  or  more  workingmen  who  were  refused  the  franchise 
by  the  Ontario  Act.  This  has  been  repeated  time  and 
again,  and  I  am  sorry  I  have  not  a  copy  of  one  of  the  papers 
at  hand,  that  I  might  show  you  how  absurd  the  contrast  is 
between  the  statement  and  the  facts;  but  as  I  suppose  most 
members  of  the  House  have  seen  the  articles  in  question,  I 
shall  go  on  to  give  the  answers  to  those  assertions,  without 
troubling  myself  to  quote  in  detail  the  assertions  themselves. 
In  what  respect  is  the  proposed  Dominion  Act  more  liberal 
than  the  other  ?  Is  it  in  respect  of  owners  of  real 
estate  ?  I  think  not.  The  Dominion  Bill  requires  $300 
worth  of  property  in  towns  ar.d  S ' 50  worth  in  townships, 
as  a  qualification  of  owners  of  real  estate,  while  the  Ontario 
Act  only  requires  $2'  0  worth  in  towns  and  $100  worth  in 
townships*  In  regards  to  tenants,  the  Dominion  Bill  has 
adopted  a  peculiar  and  rather  fanciful  plan,  by  making  the 
qualification  depend  upon  the  rental  instead  of  upon  the  ac¬ 
tual  value  of  the  property.  The  tenant  who  pays  $2  per  month 
$6  per  quarter,  $  12  per  half  year,  or  $20  per  year,  has  the 
right  to  vote,  without  regard  to  the  value  of  the  property 
upon  which  he  pays  that  rent.  It  has  been  pointed  out 
already  that  this  peculiar  provision  seems  likely  to  put 
great  power  in  the  hands  of  owners  of  a  large  number  of 
tenement  houses  in  cities.  There  are  a  great  many  capi¬ 
talists  who  own  a  number  of  shabby  tenement  houses,  so 
shabby  that  they  are  hardly  fit  for  habitation,  in  many 
instances,  and  yet  I  do  not  know  where  you  can  get  tene 
ments  in  large  towns,  however  poor  the  lodging,  for  less 
than  $2  a  month  or  $20  a  year.  This  franchise  appears  to 
go  to  the  length  of  extreme  liberality  with  respect  to  tenants, 
as  compared  with  its  liberality  to  owners  of  real  estate. 
It  will  certainly  admit  a  class  of  voters  much  lower 
in  the  scale  of  intelligence  and  political  education  than 
those  admitted  under  the  franchise  as  owners  of  real  estate. 
I  do  not  know  why  there  should  be  this  inconsistency. 
Still,  it  does  not  go  quite  so  far  in  admitting  all  classes  of 
householders  as  the  Ontario  Act.  Dealing  still  with  the 
comparison  with  regard  to  real  estate  qualification,  the 
qualification  required  for  occupants  and  tenants  in  real 
estate  in  the  Ontario  Act  is  the  same  as  that  required  for 
owners — $200  in  cities  and  towns  and  $100  in  townships 
I  do  not  see  that  there  is  the  least  reason  for  arguing  here 
that  the  Dominion  Bill  is  more  liberal  than  the  Ontario 
franchise.  My  Mend  from  Lincoln  (Mr.  Kykort)  has  urged 
that  the  reduction  in  qualification  will  make  very  little 
difference  in  the  number  of  persons  admitted  to  the 
franchise,  in  4is  county.  He  tells  us  that  sine© 
Mr.  Casey. 
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Friday  last  he  had  all  the  assessment  rolls  of  his  constitu¬ 
ency  sent  to  him  here,  in  order  that  he  might  see  the  effect 
of  this  Bill  and  that  of  Mr.  Mowat’s  Act  in  his  county. 
That  is  rather  an  extraordinary  statement.  I  was  not 
aware  that  the  assessors  or  township  clerks,  or  whoever 
should  now  be  in  possession  of  the  assessment  rolls,  would 
furnish  those  rolls - 

Mr.  BYKERT.  I  have  copies  of  the  assessment  roll  in 
my  county,  of  the  last  twenty  years,  which  I  get  and  pay 
for  annually. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  has  had  copies 
sent  down  since  Friday  last  ? 

Mr.  BYKERT.  I  have  copies  which  I  paid  for. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  taken  a  very  wise 
precaution  in  having  copies  of  these  lists.  He  has  been 
able  to  get  them,  no  doubt,  much  more  cheaply  than  he 
would  be  able  to  get  copies  of  the  voters’  lists  under  the 
proposed  Dominion  Act,  unless  he  were  a  sitting  member 
or  a  defeated  candidate.  I  am  sure  he  has  not  had  to  pay 
6  cents  for  every  ten  names  on  the  copies  of  the  assessment 
rolls  which  he  has  obtained.  These  rolls  show,  he  says,  that 
only  forty-nine  persons  in  the  county  of  Lincoln,  outside  of 
•the  city  of  St.  Catharines,  were  assessed  for  an  amount  under 
$200,  and  that,  therefore,  only  forty-nine  who  would  not 
have  the  franchise  under  this  proposed  measure,  now  hold  it 
under  the  Mowat  Act,  as  owners  of  real  estate.  Of  course, 
I  cannot  dispute  his  figures,  not  having  seen  the  rolls.  If 
that  be  the  case,  either  the  assessors  in  Lincoln  must 
be  in  the  habit  of  valuing  property  much  higher  than 
the  assessors  in  other  counties,  or  else  the  county 
itself  must  be  in  a  most  extraordinarily  prosperous 
condition,  composed  of  none  but  comfortable  farmers. 
I  have  always  thought  that  my  own  county  was  fairly  rich, 
but  I  find  that  in  my  riding  there  are  ninety-five  persons 
qualified  as  municipal  voters  by  holding  properties  between 
$100  and  $200  who  were  not  qualified  to  vote  at  the  Ontario 
elections  under  the  former  franchise,  which  was  practically 
the  same  as  the  present  Dominion  Act,  but  who  now  have 
provincial  and  Dominion  votes  by  Mr.  Mowat’s  late  Act, 
which  they  will  lose  if  this  Bill  is  passed.  In  the  township 
of  York,  one  of  the  richest  townships  in  Ontario — if  not  in 
the  whole  Dominion — I  find  there  were  105  males  in  the  same 
position  out  of  3,000  voters.  I  admit  that  the  percentage  is 
not  very  heavy,  but  it  shows  that  the  abnormally  low 
proportion  found  by  the  member  for  Lincoln,  in  his  county, 
does  not  exist  in  other  counties  equally  well  settled.  The 
hon.  gentleman  is  mistaken  in  saying  that  only  those  forty- 
nine,  to  whom  he  referred,  would  gain  votes  under  Mr. 
Mowat’s  Act.  He  has  forgotten  that  there  are  a  large  num¬ 
ber  of  persons  of  the  wage-earner  class  who  do  not  appear 
on  the  assessment  roll  at  all,  but  are  entitled  to  votes  by 
that  Act.  So  his  deductions  from  those  figures  lose  all  their 
force.  As  to  the  income  franchise,  the  amount  demanded 
by  this  Bill  is  $400  a  year,  which  is  to  consist  of  income 
derived  from  a  “  trade,  calling,  office  or  profession,”  and  gen¬ 
tlemen  of  considerable  legal  knowledge  say  it  is  very 
uncertain  whether  this  would  include  the  wage-earner 
even  if  he  earned  $400  or  over.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  seems  to  feel  certain  that  it 
would  not,  and  other  lawyers  to  whom  I  have  spoken 
have  varied  in  their  opinion  ;  but  I  have  yet  to  find 
a  single  lawyer  assert  his  opinion  that  it  certainly 
would  include  the  wage-earner.  On  a  former  occasion  the 
Premier  interpreted  similar  words  in  a  former  Bill  in  such 
a  manner  as  not  to  include  the  wage-earner;  and,  in  the 
absence  of  any  explanation  from  him  on  this  occasion,  we 
are  entitled  to  suppose  that  this  is  his  intention  still.  Of 
course,  his  intention  is  not  binding  on  courts  of  law,  but  it 
would  be  naturally  supposed  that  a  lawyer  of  such  eminence 
would  have  drawn  the  clause  so  as  to  carry  out  his  intention, 
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and  probably  the  average  judge  or  revising  officer  would 
interpret  this  clause  as  the  hon.  gentleman  intends  it  to  be 
interpreted,  so  as  to  exclude  the  wage-earner  from  qualifi¬ 
cation  under  the  income  franchise.  Mr.  Mowat,  at  all 
events,  whose  legal  knowlege  and  acumen  will  not  be  dis¬ 
puted,  was  not  satisfied  that  the  ordinary  wording  of  an 
income  franchise  clause  would  include  the  wage-earning 
classes,  because  he  has  put  in  a  separate  clause  to  bring 
them  in  beyond  the  shadow  of  a  doubt.  Even  if  it  were 
held  that  wages  and  income  were  synonymous  terms,  and 
that  $400  wages  would  qualify  for  a  vote  in  the  same  way  as 
that  amount  of  income,  the  qualification,  under  the  Ontario 
Act,  is  very  much  lower.  That  Act  gives  the  franchise 
for  $250  of  income  or  wages,  while  this  Bill  requires  $400 
income,  without  saying  anything  about  the  wage-earner. 
Although  the  attempt  has  been  made  in  the  newspapers  to 
represent  this  Bill  as  more  liberal  than  the  Ontario  Act, 
probably  in  the  hope  that  people  would  compare  the  new 
Dominion  Bill  with  the  old  Ontario  Act  instead  of  with  the 
present  one,  I  do  not  believe  any  one  in  this  House  will  risk 
his  reputation  by  making  such  a  contention.  There  is 
another  class  dealt  with  in  the  Bill,  which  is  one  of  the  most 
important  in  the  country.  I  refer  to  the  sons  of  farmers 
and  other  landholders.  This  Act  makes  provision  for  each 
of  those  classes  separately,  while  the  Ontario  Act  treats  the 
sons  of  all  landholders  under  one  heading,  defining  land¬ 
holders  so  as  to  include  both  farmers  and  other  owners  and 
occupiers  of  land  or  houses.  Under  the  Dominion  Bill 
only  as  many  sons  can  be  qualified  as  the  property  in  ques¬ 
tion  would  qualify  if  the  father  and  the  sons  were  joint 
owners.  Thus,  in  townships,  property  of  the  value 
of  $300  would  qualify  the  father  and  one  son,  $450 
would  qualify  the  father  and  two  sons,  and  so  on. 
Under  the  Ontario  Act,  all  the  sons  of  landholders 
are  qualified,  without  regard  to  the  value  of  the  property. 
If  a  landholder  has  over  twenty  acres  of  land  of  the  full 
value  of  $100  in  townships,  or  land  under  twenty  acres,  or 
house  property,  worth  $400  in  cities  or  $200  in  townships, 
he  may  qualify  as  large  a  family  of  sons  on  that 
property  as  Providence  has  blessed  him  with.  Landowner, 
too,  is  so  defined  as  to  bring  sons  of  occupants  as  well  as 
owners  within  the  provision.  To  make  this  quite  clear  I 
must  read  the  two  clauses  of  the  Act : 

“Fifthly — Every  landholder’s  son,  who  is  resident  at  the  time  of  the 
election  of  the  local  municipality  in  which  he  tenders  his  vote,  and  has 
resided  therein  with  and  in  the  residence  or  dwelling  of  the  landholder 
whose  son  he  is  for  twelve  months  next  prior  to  the  return  by  the 
assessors  of  the  assessment  roll,  ” 

and  so  on,  is  qualified.  How  landholder  is  defined  in  the 
interpretation  clause  as  meaning  : 

“Any  person  who,  being  the  owner  of  and  residing  and  domiciled 
upon  real  property  of  at  least  twenty  acres  in  extent,  or  of  at  least  an 
actual  value  in  cities  and  towns  of  $400,  and  in  townships  and  incor¬ 
porated  villages  of  $200,  is,  in  the  last  revised  assessment  roll  of  the 
municipality  where  such  property  is  situate — ” 

and  so  on.  How,  it  will  be  clearly  seen  that  these  two 
clauses  taken  together  offer  a  more  liberal  franchise  for  the 
sons  of  landowners  than  is  offered  by  this  Bill.  Hot  only 
does  the  property  required  for  the  qualification  of  the 
father  himself  qualify  all  his  sons,  but  the  sons  of  tenants 
are  qualified  as  well.  How,  we  come  to  another  clause, 
which  carries  this  enfranchisement  principle  much  farther. 
Under  the  Ontario  Act  all  householders,  without  regard  to 
the  value  of  the  dwelling,  are  qualified  to  vote ;  and  it  is 
especially  provided  in  this  clause  that  “  dwelling  house  ” 
may  mean  part  of  a  dwelling  house,  occupied  as  a  sepa¬ 
rate  dwelling,  so  that  if  three  or  four  families  live  in  the 
same  house  and  have  their  separate  holdings,  although  each 
may  occupy  only  one  room,  each  one  of  these  heads  of  fami¬ 
lies  has  the  franchise ;  but  there  is  no  such  provision  in  this 
Bill.  In  the  Mowat  Act  there  is  a  general  clause, 
including  all  heads  of  families,  no  matter  how 
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poor  they  may  be,  but  is  this  Bill  there  is  instead 
a  special*  bid  made  for  the  fishermen  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces.  The  Ontario  Act  gives  the  franchise  to 
all  householders,  while  this  Bill  gives  a  fancy  franchise  to  a 
certain  class  of  householders  only,  whose  support  it  is  desired 
to  obtain.  How,  we  come  to  the  resident  and  non-resident 
voters.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Rykert),  said ; 

“  There  are  in  my  own  county  269  people  disfranchised  by  reason  of 
their  being  non-resident.” 

I  did  not  know  the  hon.  gentleman  was  an  Irishman  before. 
He  says  here  that  there  are  269  people  living  in  his  county 
who  do  not  live  there.  His  meaning,  probably,  was  that 
269  people  living  outside  his  county,  but  having  votes  in 
his  county,  are  disfranchised,  as  he  calls  it,  by  the  Ontario 
Act.  How,  I  maintain  that  these  269  parties,  to  whom  the 
hon.  member  for  Lincoln  refers,  and  others  in  the  same 
position  throughout  the  country,  are  not  disfranchised  by 
Mr.  Mowat’s  Act.  Disfranchising  means  depriving  a  person 
of  his  vote.  These  persons  are  not  deprived  of  their  votes, 
for  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  pretended  that,  although 
they  cannot  vote  in  his  county,  they  are  prevented  from 
voting  where  they  live.  They  are  only  deprived  of  a  surplus 
vote  ;  they  are  only  deprived  of  exercising  a  double,  or 
treble,  or  quadruple  electoral  power.  Is  a  man  to  have  two 
votes  simply  because  his  property  happens  to  be  differently 
situated,  geographically,  from  that  of  his  neighbors  ?  I 
must  repeat  what  I  think  will  commend  itself  to  every  im¬ 
partial  mind,  that  the  principle  of  representation  is  the 
representation  of  individuals  ;  that  we  are  not  seeking  to 
represent  town  lots,  or  farm  lands,  or  dwelling  houses,  or 
tenements,  or  mills  or  factories  ;  we  are  seeking  to  repre¬ 
sent  the  persons  who  own  these  things.  Property  qualifi¬ 
cation  is  merely  required  as  a  test,  showing  the  stake  in  the 
country,  as  the  saying  is,  of  the  persons  who  own  these 
properties  or  occupy  them.  Therefore,  once  a  person  is 
shown  to  be  qualified  by  the  possession  of  property,  or  by 
an  income,  he  is  entitled  to  vote.  Then  you  are  don© 
with  him  as  a  voter.  Once  you  have  established  the 
fact  that  he  has  a  right  to  vote,  give  him  his  vote,  and 
let  him  take  that  vote  where  he  lives.  If  he  cannot  qualify 
where  he  lives,  I  would  not  object  to  his  voting  in 
any  one  riding  in  which  he  has  a  qualification.  Bat  let 
him  have  a  vote  in  one  specified  place,  preferably  where 
he  lives,  and  let  him  have  no  more  votes.  Why  should 
a  person  who  owns  $1,000  worth  of  property,  scattered 
through  five  ridings,  have  five  votes,  while  a  person  who 
has  $5,000  worth  in  one  riding  has  only  one  vote  ?  Why  this 
law  enables  a  man  to  buy  the  right  of  out  voting  his  neighbor. 
I  say  that  taking  away  the  plurality  vote  from  these 
persons  is  not  disfranchising  them  but  enfranchising  their 
neighbors,  for  it  restores  to  the  neighbors  of  these  people, 
and  other  citizens  around  them,  the  electoral  power  which 
had  been  taken  away  from  them  in  the  first  place,  by  giving 
it,  in  undue  proportion,  to  these  holders  of  plural  votes. 
Suppose  that  there  were,  as  the  member  for  Lincoln  says,  269 
persons  living  outside  his  county  who  voted  in  that  county, 
it  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  these  people  have  votes  at 
home  also.  They  vote  in  their  own  county,  and  their  votes 
counterbalance  269  votes  of  their  neighbors.  Hot  content 
with  that,  they  go  over  to  the  county  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Lincoln  and  outvote  269  persons  in  his  county,  and  it  is 
possibly  by  such  means  as  this  that  the  hon.  gentleman  sits 
here  to-day,  by  receiving  the  votes  of  non-residents,  of 
people  who  are  not  his  neighbors,  who  have  no  interest  in 
his  county,  except  that  they  hold  a  bit  of  land  there,  or  are 
qualified  in  some  such  way.  The  hon.  member  for  West 
York  (Mr.  Wallace)  appears  to  be  of  the  opinion  that  if  the 
400  odd  voters  living  outside  his  riding,  but  having  votes 
in  his  riding,  were  deprived  of  their  votes  in  his  riding,  he 
would  have  a  poor  chance  of  returning  here.  But  it  speaks 
ill  for  a  representative  to  be  so  anxious  to  have  the  votes 
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of  outsiders  to  outvote  those  who  live  in  his  own 
riding,  and  who  have  an  intimate  knowledge  of  him. 
The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  compared  this  with  the  case 
of  voting  for  municipal  purposes.  He  said  :  “  If  it  was 
fair  to  let  a  man  vote  in  every  municipality  where  he  held 
property,  it  was  fair  to  give  him  a  parliamentary  vote  also 
wherever  he  had  property.”  I  do  not  see  it.  The  chief  object 
of  municipal  government  is  to  raise  taxes  and  to  expend 
them  for  the  benefit  of  the  property  in  the  municipality  in  the 
carrying  out  of  certain  improvements.  It  is  quite  rational 
that  a  man  should  have  a  vote  for  municipal  purposes  where- 
ever  he  has  property,  because  a  municipality  is,  to  a  great 
extent,  a  joint-stock  institution.  The  case  is  extremely  differ¬ 
ent  in  regard  to  parliamentary  elections,  where  we  do  not  deal 
with  the  property  of  the  voter,  but  only  with  the  individual ; 
and  I  am  surprised  that  the  member  for  Lincoln  should 
have  drawn  such  a  comparison.  The  only  clause  in  this 
Bill  that  is  more  liberal  than  the  Ontario  Act  is  that 
respecting  Indians.  The  Ontario  Bill  is  liberal  enough, 
for  it  provides  that  all  enfranchised  Indians,  that  is  to  say, 
all  Indians  who  have  been  made  citizens  in  the  manner 
prescribed  by  the  Indian  Act,  and  some  Indians  who 
are  not  enfranchised,  but  are  living  off  reserves 
and  carrying  on  business  like  white  people,  shall 
have  votes.  This  Bill  goes  even  further.  It  will  admit  the 
same  classes  and  all  Indians  who  are  not  citizens,  tribal 
Indians  who  are  not  citizens  in  any  sense  of  the  term.  By 
the  admission  of  a  new  class  to  the  franchise  you  impair 
the  electoral  power  of  those  who  formerly  exercised  it.  It 
is  worth  while  noticing  to  what  extent  this  will  occur, 
more  especially  in  a  case  like  this,  where  people  who  are 
not  citizens  are  to  be  allowed  to  exercise  the  franchise,  to 
the  detriment  of  those  who  are  citizens.  According  to  the 
census  of  1881  there  were  15,325  Indians  in  Ontario. 
Taking  that  number  to  represent  3,000  families  and  reckon¬ 
ing  two  votes  to  a  family,  father  and  one  son,  there  will  be 
about  6,000  Indian  votes  which  will  offset  the  votes  of  6,000 
citizens  who  now  possess  the  franchise.  These  Indians  will 
be  admitted  to  the  franchise  without  having  citizenship.  To 
that  we  object.  We  have  stated  our  willingness  and  desire 
for  years  past  that  every  facility  should  be  afforded  Indians 
to  become  citizens.  Lot  Indians  acquire  property,  become 
citizens,  and  then  givo  them  the  right  to  vote.  Why  should 
we  treat  the  Indians  worse  than  the  negroes  ?  Let  us  give 
them  an  equal  chance  and  they  will  become  as  good,  probably 
better,  citizens  than  the  negroes. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Why  do  you  refuse  the  Indian  a  vote 
when  he  has  property  the  same  as  a  white  man  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  would  not.  The  Ontario  Act  gives 
Indians  votes  when  they  have  property,  the  same  as  white 
men.  This  Bill,  however,  proposes  to  give  Indians  votes 
when  they  live  on  the  reserve,  have  no  right  to  sell,  and 
have  no  right  to  aDy  property,  except  to  live  on  it. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  Indian  must  have  some  property 
qualification.  He  owns  the  land. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentlemen  understands 
the  Bill  better  than  the  First  Minister,  but  that  right  hon. 
gentleman  stated  that  the  law  was  intended  to  extend  to 
tribal  Indians  living  on  reserves.  We  know  that  tribal 
Indians  are  incapable  of  holding  property  under  the  law,  are 
incapable  of  suing  and  being  sued ;  yet  it  is  proposed  to  give 
them  the  franchise. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  Indian  pays  taxes  and  owns  the 
land. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Indians  on  reserves  are  not  taxed  or 
assessed  and  can  not  individually  own  land.  Indians  like 
Oronyatekha,  Mr.  White,  the  member  of  the  Ontario  Assem¬ 
bly,  and  others,  have  distinguished  themselves  ;  in  fact,  most 
of  them  are  quite  as  capable  of  distinguishing  themselves  as 
Mr,  Casey. 


are  most  white  men,  if  they  are  given  the  opportunity.  It  is 
worth  noticing  how  the  Indians  are  distributed  in  Ontario. 
By  far  the  largest  number  are  in  the  constituency  of 
.Algoma,  the  hon.  member  for  which  has  shown  such  solici¬ 
tude  to  have  Indians  given  the  vote.  The  number  of  Indians 
there  is  4,678,  which  will  represent  over  1,800  votes.  It  is  not 
at  all  probable  that  those  Indians,  living  so  completely 
under  the  control  of  the  Government,  will  vote  against  a 
friend  of  the  Government.  It  is  quite  probable  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Algoma  will  be  even  more  secure  in  his  seat  than 
at  present. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  How  many  have  votes  now  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  do  not  think  there  are  any. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  understood  from  the  hon.  member  for 
Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson)  there  were  not  any. 

Mr.  SPROU  LE.  The  timber  agent  of  the  Mowat  Govern¬ 
ment  brought  them  up  by  dozens  last  summer,  and  they 
voted  all  right. 

Mr.  CASEY.  A  considerable  number  may,  perhaps,  be 
entitled  to  vote  under  the  Ontario  Act,  but  I  do  not  know 
what  proportion.  In  Essex  there  are  137  Indians — a  small 
number,  and  I  believe  a  good  many  of  them  do  vote  there. 
In  Bothwell  there  are  785,  and  I  do  not  think  any  of  these,  or 
very  few,  have  votes.  This  would  give  an  addition  to  the 
electorate  of  Bothwell  of  something  over  300  votes, at  the  rate 
we  have  been  calculating.  It  is  a  very  peculiar  coincidence 
that  it  is  proposed  to  add  those  voters  to  a  constituency  in 
which  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  only 
obtained  a  majority  of  12,  according  to  the  return,  at  least,  at 
the  last  election.  It  does  seem  almost  as  if  it  were  a  conti  nu- 
ation  of  the  attempt  to  get  rid  of  that  hon.  gentleman,  which 
failed  so  disastrously  in  the  case  of  the  gerrymander,  and 
that  finding  it  impossible  to  dislodge  him  by  that  means,  it 
is  their  intention  to  enroll  the  Indians,  and  thus  drive  him 
out  of  the  constituency.  It  is  possible  that  this  attempt 
may  turn  out  to  be  a  mistake,  like  the  other,  and  that  the 
Indians  may  divide  themselves  on  political  grounds  as 
other  voters  do ;  but  the  intention  is  evidently  a  political 
one.  In  West  Elgin  there  are  273  Indians. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  is  what  kills  you. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  shall  not  go  into  the  calculation  in  that 
riding,  because  it  does  not  much  matter  there  if  the  whole  of 
them  had  votes.  In  North  Bruce  there  ai-e  760,  nearly  the 
same  number  as  in  Bothwell.  But  there  is  this  difference,  that 
whereas  in  Bothwell  a  prominent  member  of  the  Opposition 
got  in  by  a  bare  majority,  in  N  orth  Bruce  a  supporter  of  the 
Government  (Mr.  McNeil)  got  in  by  the  narrow  majority  of 
88;  and  it  is  highly  probable  that  the  votes  of  the  male 
Indians  of  those  760  may  be  the  salvation  of  that  amiable 
gentleman  at  the  next  general  election.  It  is  possible  he 
may  come  back  without  them,  but  I  think  the  Government 
are  acting  wisely  by  making  it  as  sure  as  possible  that  he 
will  come  back,  by  giving  him  the  help  of  the  300  sound 
Indian  supporters,  who  will  probably  take  the  same  view  of 
the  questions  of  the  day  as  the  Government  does.  In  South 
Middlesex  there  are  1,429.  They  will  not  do  much  harm 
there  either,  except  that  they  might  reduce  very  nearly  to 
a  tie  the  handsome  majority  obtained  by  my  hon.  friend 
who  represents  that  ridiDg.  Now,  we  come  to  South  Brant, 
where  there  are  2,650  Indians,  representing  in  all  over 
1,000  votes.  Here,  again,  is  the  case  of  a  prominent  member 
of  the  Opposition,  whose  ruin  was  attempted  by  the  Gerry¬ 
mander  Bill,  who  escaped  that  attack,  and  who  is  now  being 
subjected  to  the  attack  of  the  Indian  vote.  His  majority  at 
the  last  election  was  176,  and  it  is  quite  clear  that  if  these 
Indians  vote  as  the  Government  hopes  and  expects,  that 
majority  is  gone  very  far  away. 
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Mr.  SPROULE.  How  do  you  make  1,000  votes  out  of 
2,756  Indians  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  calculate  that  about  two-fifths  of  the 
number  will  have  votes.  1  explained  the  calculation  when 
I  began. 

Mr.  BO  WELL,  The  ordinary  calculation  is  about  one- 
fifth. 

Mr.  CASEY.  But,  as  I  explained,  it  is  different  in  the 
case  of  the  Indians,  because  it  is  reasonable  to  expect  that  in 
every  family  of  five  there  will  bo  at  least  two  votes,  the 
father  and  one  adult  son,  because  they  will  be  living  all 
together  on  the  reserve  and  will  qualify  on  the  reserve ; 
whereas,  in  the  case  of  the  unfortunate  white  man,  you  can 
only  qualify  as  many  as  can  be  qualified  on  the  joint  owner¬ 
ship  principle.  Every  adult  Indian  will  practically  have  a 
vote.  In  the  county  of  Haldimand,  where  the  present 
representative  (Mr.  Thompson)  had  126  majority,  there  are 
437  Indians.  It  is  possible  that  this  is  a  coincidence,  that  it  is 
undesigned,  but  it  is  possible  that  the  Indians  may  be  the 
means  of  turning  the  scale  in  that  county.  In  Muskoka  the 
gallant  gentleman  who  is  now  at  the  front  (Mr.  O’Brien)  had 
the  tremendous  majority  of  three,  but  if  this  Bill  passes 
he  will  have  the  additional  assistance,  at  the  next  general 
election,  of  the  adult  males  out  of  390  Indian  skirmishers. 
In  West  Northumberland,  where  the  Conservative  majority 
was 80  there  are  190  Indians;  in  West  Peterborough,  where 
the  Conservative  majority  was  160,  there  are  147  Indians ;  in 
East  Hastings,  where  the  sitting  member  (Mr.  White)  had  a 
majority  of  53,  there  are  855  Indians.  In  North  Renfrew, 
where  the  Conservative  majority  was  23,  there  are  518 
Indians,  and  in  Cornwall  there  are  247.  It  will  be  noticed 
that  in  all  these  places  it  is  a  very  strange  coincidence — per¬ 
haps  it  is  only  a  coincidence — but  it  is  a  strange  fact  that  they 
are  so  located  that  they  will  either  render  unsafe  the  seats  of 
opponents  of  the  Government  or  make  sure  of  the  election  of 
supporters  of  the  Government.  The  probable  effect  will  be 
to  make  five  or  six  seats  safe  for  the  Government,  and  two  or 
three  seats  very  unsafe  for  the  Opposition.  If  it  is  a 
coincidence,  it  is  a  strange  one.  It  is  strange  that  Providence 
has  induced,  or  that  former  treaties  have  caused  the  Indians, 
with  the  greatest  foresight— 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  well  to  have  Providence  on  your 
side. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Especially  when  you  make  a  providence 
of  your  own  and  call  him  a  revising  barrister. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Don’t  be  irreverent. 

Mr.  CASEY.  But  whether  it  is  the  result  of  Providence 
or  not,  the  fact  remains  that  the  Indians- are  so  distributed 
that  their  enfranchisement  will  have  the  effect  I  have  men¬ 
tioned,  and  that  with  the  assistance  of  their  providence— 
the  revising  barrister — and  the  Indians,  the  strength  of  the 
Government  will  be  greatly  increased. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  have  just  come  in,  and  did 
not  hear  what  the  hon.  gentleman  said  about  East  Hastings. 
How  many  Indians  did  he  say  there  were  in  that  riding  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  Eight  hundred  and  fifty-five,  according  to 
the  census.  I  do  not  know  what  changes  have  been  made 
in  the  boundaries  since  1881. 

Mr.  WHITE.  You  do  not  think  they  will  all  be  voters? 

Mr.  CASEY.  No ;  I  have  explained  the  basis,  and  it 
appears  to  be  satisfactory  to  the  House. 

Mr.  WHITE.  There  will  be  about  100  voters. 

Mr.  CASEY.  No;  on  the  basis  I  have  explained,  there  will 
be  over  300.  A  great  deal  will  depend  on  the  revising  officer 
— on  a  Tory  providence.  I  wish  now  to  go  into  some 
details  as  to  the  number  of  persons  who  will  be  disfranchised 
by  this  Act  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  I  have  gone  through 


the  census  returns  of  the  different  classes  of  industries  of 
1881,  but  I  regret  that  these  returns  are  not  as  useful  as 
they  might  have  been,  for  the  reason  that  they  jumble  up 
employers  and  employed  in  the  same  industry.  I  will 
have  to  submit  to  this  defect  and  make  such  allowance  as 
may  be  fair,  in  order  to  get  at  the  correct  result. 
I  find  that  in  all  Ontario,  in  1881,  there  were  78,132  laborers, 
none  of  whom,  I  believe  I  am  justified  in  asserting,  will  be 
qualified  under  the  $400  income  clause,  but  all  of  whom  are 
qualified  under  the  $250  wage-earners’ clause  in  the  Ontario 
Act;  because  it  will  be  seen,  on  reference  to  the  returns  of 
the  Ontario  Bureau  of  Industries,  that  the  unskilled  laborer 
throughout  the  Province  is  getting  almost  invariably  over 
$250  and  under  $400.  I  think  it  is  a  very  liberal  allowance  to 
suppose  that  one-third  of  these  laborers  may  be  qualified  as 
landowners  or  tenants  or  occupants  under  the  Dominion 
Bill,  leaving  two-thirds  who  are  qualified  under  the  Ontario 
Act  but  disqualified  under  this  Act.  I  shall  go  on  in  the 
same  way  to  notice  some  of  the  larger  classes,  because  I  do 
not  wish  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by  referring  to 
them  all.  There  are  17,126  carpenters  and  joiners,  of  whom 
about  one-half  would  be  qualified  under  the  Ontario  Act  and 
not  under  the  Dominion  Act;  and  therefore  8,000  carpenters 
and  joiners  are,  in  all  probability,  qualified  under  tho 
Ontario  Act  who  will  not  be  under  the  Dominion  Act. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Go  on  and  prove  that  they  will  not  be. 

Mr.  CASE  Y.  I  have  already  stated  the  reasons  on  which  I 
based  that  supposition,  and  it  is  only  a  supposition  — 

Mr.  WHITE.  Oh,  it  is  a  supposition  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  And  I  think  if  gentlemen  will  not  listen  to 
what  I  say  they  should  not  call  for  explanations  that  have 
been  already  given.  Then  there  are  12,474  commercial  clerks, 
of  whom  I  think  it  is  highly  probable  that  one-third,  or  about 
4,000,  are  getting  under  $400  a  year — I  have  taken  that 
figure  after  consulting  some  business  men.  Then,  of  far¬ 
mers’  sons  there  were  71,642  in  Ontario  when  the  census 
was  taken.  Judging  from  the  number  in  my  own  county, 
more  than  one-half  of  those  who  now  possess  the  franchise 
under  the  Ontario  Act  will  be  disqualified  under  this.  In 
West  Elgin  the  total  number  of  farmers’  sons  in  1881 — in 
those  townships  which  then  composed  West  Elgin — was 
755,  and  the  total  number  on  the  last  voters’  list  under  tho 
joint  ownership  franchise  was  313,  less  than  half.  But  to 
make  it  absolutely  sure,  we  will  say  one-third,  say  24,000 
in  all,  in  the  Province,  who  are  qualified  under  the  Ontario 
Act  and  not  under.'the  Dominion  Act.  Of  railway  employees 
I  calculate  that  2,500  would  be  qualified  under  the  Ontario 
and  not  under  the  Dominion  Act.  Another  very  large  class 
are  the  blacksmiths,  who  number  10,030,  of  whom  I 
estimate  that  probably  6,000  would  be  qualified  as  wage- 
earners  under  the  Ontario  Act,  and  not  under  the  Dominion 
Act.  These  are  the  largest  classes  ;  I  will  not  go  into 
detail  as  to  the  smaller  classes.  Now,  I  have  made  a  second 
calculation  in  regard  to  these,  and  have  made  up  a  list  of 
the  number  in  each  of  these  classes  who  might  be  qualified 
in  some  other  way  than  on  income  under  both  Acts.  I  find 
that  the  total  number  of  these  industrial  classes  I  have  men¬ 
tioned,  according  to  the  census— I  have  not  taken  note  of  the 
smaller  cases — is  167,859,  of  whom  I  estimate  that  44,000  in 
all  would  be  qualified  otherwise  than  on  income  or  as  wage- 
earners  or  farmers’ sons  under  this  Act,  leaving  123,000  odd 
who  would,  in  all  probability,  be  qualified  as  wage-earners  or 
landholders’  sons  under  the  Ontario  Act  and  not  under  the 
Dominion  Act.  A3  these  123,000  persons  are  now  qualified 
under  the  Ontario  Act,  and  will  cease  to  be  qualified  if  this 
Act  passes,  that  will  amount  to  the  disfranchising  of  123,000 
persons  in  the  industrial  classes  alone.  But  it  is  not  only 
amongst  the  industrial  classes  that  this  disfranchisement  will 
take  place.  The  abolition  of  the  household  clause,  which  is  in. 
the  Ontario  Act,  will  disfranchise  large  numbers  ;  and  so 
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with  several  other  classes,  which  I  will  not  refer  to  in  detail. 
As  I  said,  there  is  only  one  enfranchised  class  to  set  against 
this,  that  is  the  Indians,  whose  enfranchisement  will  reduce 
the  electoral  power  of  the  remaining  white  voters.  I  shall 
now  call  attention  to  the  criticisms  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Lincoln,  which  I  laid  before  the  House  in  the  rough,  and 
which  I  have  now  given  more  in  detal.  He  said  it  is  quite 
impossible  there  could  be  125,000  people,  or  anything  like 
it,  disfranchised  by  this  Bill,  because  there  were  only 
472,411  male  persons  in  Ontario,  of  twenty-one  years  and 
upwards,  in  1881,  and  that  the  voters’  lists  for  the  whole 
Province  in  1883  footed  up  417,112,  so  that  only  55,309  male 
ersons  in  Ontario  had  not  the  right  to  vote.  He  is  willing, 
owever,  to  add  15,000  to  this  number  for  holders  of  plural 
votes.  I  must  draw  attention  to  the  extreme  weakness  of 
this  criticism.  He  takes  the  census  of  1881  for  the  number 
of  adult  males  in  the  country,  but  takes  the  voters’  lists  of 
two  years  later  for  the  number  of  voters.  I  had  not  access 
to  that  list  when  I  made  up  my  figures. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  You  say  one-half  left  the  country. 

Mr.  CASEY.  We  have  plenty  time  to  discuss  that  yet, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  should  not  be  so  ready  to  invite 
attention  to  it.  It  is  sadly  true  that  many  have  left  but  it  is 
not  the  pleasantest  subject  for  hon.  gentlemen  on  that  side, 
and  they  had  better  leave  it  alone.  In  1882  there  were 
389,000  voters  on  the  list  at  the  time  of  the  Dominion 
election. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  There  were  1,000  more  than  that. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Well,  I  will  call  it  390,000,  to  suit  the  hon. 
gentleman.  Taking  the  472,000  adult  males  who  were  in 
the  country  in  1881,  and  adding  to  that  the  ordinary  per¬ 
centage  of  natural  increase  for  the  year,  1 J  per  cent.,  we  find 
there  were,  in  all  probability,  479,000  adult  males  in  the 
Province,  in  1882,  when  this  voters’  list  was  made  up.  If  you 
subtract  the  390,000,  you  have  already  89,000  a  larger  result 
than  the  hon.  gentleman  made  up.  But  it  is  utterly  unfair 
to  subtract  the  number  of  names  on  the  voters’  lists  from  the 
number  of  adult  males,  because  the  total  number  of  names 
on  the  voters’  lists  does  not  represent  the  number  of  persons 
enjoying  the  franchise.  What  we  want  to  get  at  is  the  num¬ 
ber  of  persons  enjoying  the  franchise  compared  with  the 
number  of  adults  in  the  country.  Then  we  come  to  the  class 
to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  referred — those  who  left  the 
country  jand  whose  names  still  remain  on  the  lists.  No 
doubt  a  large  number  left  after  they  were  put  on  the 
voters’  list.  Taking  these  along  with  those  who  died 
since  the  voters’  list  was  made  up,  and  before  it  was  used, 
we  can  assume  an  average  of  100  in  each  riding.  There  is 
that  number  in  the  large  ridings  of  East  and  West  Elgin, 
and  there  must  be  more  than  100  in  other  larger  ridings ; 
and,  on  the  whole,  the  average  would  be  a  little  more  than  100. 
This  will  make  about  10,000  in  the  whole  Province.  Then  we 
come  to  the  largest  deduction  of  all.  Everybody  knows 
that  in  the  voters’  lists  in  every  township  in  Ontario  the 
names  of  some  pez’sons  appear  very  frequently.  The  large 
farmers,  or  the  farmers  who  rent  land  at  some  distance  from 
their  own  homesteads,  for  grazing  and  other  purposes,  the 
names  of  such  appear  several  times  on  the  voters’  lists,  even 
in  the  same  township.  I  took  three  or  four  townships  in 
the  county  I  represent,  in  which  the  repeaters  were  marked, 
and  I  found  the  average  number  was  about  8  per  cent,  of 
the  total  vote  in  those  townships.  In  towns,  where  persons 
own  property  in  several  wards,  the  proportion  will  be  larger ; 
in  England  it  is  put  at  15  per  cent.  We  may  assume  the 
deduction  to  be  made  from  the  total  number  of  names  on  the 
voters’  lists,  on  account  of  repeaters,  would  be  from  8  to  10  per 
cent.  Allowing  8  per  cent.,  we  have  a  deduction  of  31,000  to 
make,  or  allowing  10  per  cent.,  which  is  more  likely  the 
average,  we  have  a  deduction  of  39,000  to  make.  The  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Rykert)  was  willing  to  allow  15,000  for 
plural  votes.  Adding  these  deductions  together,  we  have  a 
Mr.  Casey. 


total  of  56,000  to  take  from  the  total  number  of  names  on 
the  voters’  lists,  at  8  per  cent.,  or  a  total  deduction  of 
64,000  at  10  per  cent.  Subtracting  these  totals  from 
390,000,  the  number  of  names  on  the  voters’  lists  in 
Ontario  at  the  last  general  election,  we  have,  in  the  one 
case,  334,000,  and  in  the  next,  326,000,  as  the  actual 
number  of  persons  represented  by  the  390,000  names  in  the 
list  of  1882.  Subtract  this  from  the  total  number  of  males, 
as  shown  in  the  census,  with  the  natural  increase  of  1£  per 
cent,  added  making  479,000,  and  you  find  a  margin  of 
148,000  in  the  one  case,  and  in  the  other,  of  153,000,  as  the 
difference  between  the  number  of  persons  possessing  a  vote 
and  the  actual  number  of  males  twenty-one  years  of  age 
and  over. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Make  it  200,000,  in  round  numbers. 

Mr.  CASEY.  No;  I  will  not,  because  I  am  bound  by 
some  slight  desire  to  keep  near  the  facts.  I  am  not  quite 
so  free  in  my  estimates  on  this  question  as  some  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  may  be,  because  I  am  bound  down  by  the  very 
careful  calculations  which  I  have  made,  and  1  do  not  want 
to  stultify  them.  My  former  estimate,  in  which,  to  some 
extent,  I  was  guessing,  was  that  from  123,000  to  125,000 
would  be  disqualified  by  this  Bill  who  were  now  qualified  in 
Ontario.  The  other  system  of  calculation  introduced  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  and  which  I  have  just 
carried  out  and  corrected,  leads  me  to  the  conclusion  that 
at  least  145,000  persons  who  were  adult  males  in  1882  were 
not  then  voters  under  the  Ontario  law,  which  was  practi¬ 
cally  the  same  as  the  law  which  is  now  proposed  here.  On 
the  other  hand,  Mr.  Mowat’s  Act  practically  provides  for 
universal  suffrage.  I  do  not  know  a  single  adult  male  in  my 
riding,  who  is  not  a  pauper,  a  lunatic  or  a  criminal,  who  will 
not  be  enfranchised  under  that  Bill. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  You  do  not  mean  to  say  there  are  any 
lunatics  there  ? 

Mr.  WHITE.  No  ;  they  have  left ;  they  are  not  there 
now. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Yes,  the  hon.  genteman  was  there  once,  but 
he  has  not  been  there  for  some  time.  The  poorest  laborer 
in  any  county  that  I  know  of  is  earning,  either  in 
cash  or  in  cash  and  board  combined,  at  least  $250 
a  year.  The  average  wages  of  farm  laborers  last 
year  were  $264,  without  board,  and  $175  with  board, 
whereas  the  lowest  amount  with  board,  which  would 
qualify  them  to  vote  under  Mr.  Mowat’s  Bill,  would  be 
about  $159.  Farm  laborers,  therefore,  throughout  Ontario, 
are  qualified.  I  do  not  know  any  class  of  laborers  who 
receive  lower  pay*  than  farm  laborers,  and  no  sort  of 
mechanics  are  paid  as  low  as  laborers.  I  think  every 
laborer  in  good  health  is  earning  $250  a  year  or  its  equiva¬ 
lent  ;  or,  if  not,  the  chances  are  99  in  100  that  he  has  a 
habitation  of  his  own  which  will  qualify  him,  or  that  he  owns 
a  little  lot  to  the  value  of  $100,  or  that  he  will  come  in  in 
some  other  way.  So  that  we  have  practically  univer¬ 
sal  suffrage  under  Mr.  Mowat’s  Act.  But  I  do  not 
ask  the  House  to  go  so  far.  I  will  knock  off  200 
persons  in  each  riding  as  not  being  qualified  under 
Mr.  Mowat’s  Act,  which  will  amount  to  less  than 
20,000  for  the  Province;  but  I  am  willing  to  call  it  20,000. 
If  you  deduct  20,000  adult  males — and  that  is  a  grossly 
exaggerated  estimate — from  the  145,000,  you  arrive  at 
exactly  the  figure  which  I  mentioned  on  Friday  night,  and 
which  the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  attacked.  At  least 
125,000  persons  who  now  have  the  vote  in  Ontario  will  be 
disfranchised  by  this  Bill.  If  you  add  to  the  number  of 
voters  who  possessed  the  franchise  formerly,  viz. :  334,000, 
those  who  now  have  the  franchise  under  Mr.  Mowat’s  Bill, 
125,000,  you  have  a  total  of  359,000,  as  the  total  number  of 
persons  who  would  have  had  the  franchise  in  1882  under 
the  Mowat  Act.  You  find  too  that  the  second  part  of  my 
estimate  on  that  occasion  is  surpassed  by  the  facts,  which 
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show  that  it  is  not  almost  one  in  four,  but  almost  one  in 
three,  of  the  present  electorate  of  Ontario,  that  will  be  dis¬ 
franchised  by  this  Bill.  It  is  a  very  serious  thing  to  dis¬ 
franchise  people. 

Mr.  WHITE.  You  are  mistaken. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Order,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  have  a  right  to  say  you  are  mistaken; 

Mr.  CASEY.  We  have  put  up  with  a  great  deal  of 
interruption  from  that  hon.  gentleman,  because  we  do  not 
look  upon  him  as  subject  to  the  ordinary  rule  of  parlia¬ 
mentary  behavior.  I  have  put  up  with  it  for  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour,  but  now  i  insist  that  he  be  called  to 
order. 

Mr.  WHITE.  You  have  told  us  this  eighteen  times,  and 
we  cannot  put  up  with  it  forever. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Almost  one  in  three  will  be  disfranchised 
by  this  Bill  in  Ontario. 

Mr.  WHITE.  That  is  nineteen  times. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  is  a  very  serious  thing  to  take  the  fran¬ 
chise  from  anybody.  It  is  a  revolutionary  thing  to  take  it 
away  from  one-third  of  the  electorate,  without  giving  them 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  their  opinion  in  reference  to 
it.  If  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  capable  cf  appreciat¬ 
ing  the  argument,  if  they  were  capable  of  appreciating  even 
the  figures  of  the  member  for  Lincoln,  who  admitted  that 
55,000  persons  were  disfranchised,  they  would  not  dare  to 
go  back  to  their  constituents  after  this  Session  and  confess 
that  they  had  voted  for  such  a  Bill  as  this.  Perhaps  they 
may  shelter  themselves  under  the  conviction  that  it  does 
not  matter  what  the  disfranchised  ones  think  about  it,  as  they 
will  have  lost  their  votes  any  way,  but  I  remind  them  that 
these  men  have  friends  and  relations  and  respecters  among 
even  the  Conservative  electorate  of  the  country,  and  I  do  not 
think  the  case  can  be  better  put  than  in  the  words  used  to  me 
by  a  Conservative  gentleman  in  this  House,  that  the  people 
of  the  country  have  such  a  sense  of  British  fair  play  that 
any  Bill  of  this  kind  which  appears  likely  to  operate  unfairly 
to  one  class  of  the  community  will  do  them  infinitely  more 
harm,  among  the  independent  voters  of  Ontario,  than  all 
the  good  the  revising  barrister  can  do  them.  They 
will  not  dare  to  defend  this  Bill  in  the  House.  Hot 
one  in  ten  of  them  will  speak  on  it.  They  will  not 
defend  it  in  the  country,  except  in  a  good  Conservative 
neighborhood.  If  they  have  the  audacity,  or  what  might 
be  called  outside  of  these  walls  the  cheek,  to  tell  the  people 
that  this  Bill,  which  disfranchises  one  in  three  of  the  elector¬ 
ate,  is  a  liberal  Bill,  they  will  have  more  cheek  than  I  give 
them  credit  for ;  but  the  people  of  the  country  are  beginning 
to  understand  it,  and  those  who  think  they  are  getting  a 
great  party  advantage  will  discover  that  fair  play  is  the 
best  play,  that  honesty  is  the  best  policy,  and  that  they 
will  lose  more  than  they  can  possibly  gain  by  introducing 
an  unjust  and  tyrannical  policy  of  this  kind.  Let  them 
take  warning  from  the  utterances  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  in  his  paper.  He  has  been 
a  colleague  of  the  members  of  the  present  (Government,  and 
is  now  their  consistent  supporter ;  but  if  they  pay  attention 
to  what  he  has  told  them  they  will  see  that  this  is  not  only 
unjust  and  unfair,  but  a  gross  blunder  in  party  policy.  I 
beg  to  move  : 

That  all  the  words  after  “that,”  in  the  motion,  be  left  out,  and  the 
following  words  inserted  before  the  word  ‘‘every,”  in  the  first  line  of 
section  3  : 

.None  of  the  provisions  in  the  following  sections  of  this  Act,  in 
reference  to  the  qualification  of  voters,  shall  apply  to  the  Provinca  of 
Ontario,  but  in  that  Province  the  persons  entitled  to  be  registered  a9 
voters  under  this  Act,  and,  when  so  registered,  to  vote  at  any  election, 
shall  be  such  persons  as  are,  at  the  time  of  such  registration,  entitled  to 
vote  at  an  election  of  a  member  to  serve  in  the  Legislative  Assembly 
of  that  Province,  and  no  others. 


Mr.  LANDERKIN.  The  clause  the  committee  is  con¬ 
sidering  is  one  of  vast  importance,  and  we  have  now  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  of  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey), 
which  proposes  that  the  franchise  be  allowed  to  remain 
under  the  control  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.  I  may  just 
premise  my  observations  with  a  few  remarks  addressed  to 
the  hon.  gentlemen,  who  show  a  disposition  to  annoy 
me.  During  the  time  I  have  sat  in  this  House  I  have 
never  interrupted  a  gentleman  while  speaking,  and  I 
do  not  expect  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  give 
me  anything  but  fair  play.  This  is  a  question  that 
the  people  are  anxious  about,  because,  by  this  clause, 
we  propose  to  take  away  from  them  the  rights  they 
have  enjoyed  since  Confederation  ;  you  propose  to  insult  the 
people  who  have  been  allowed  to  prepare  the  voters’  lists 
ever  since  Confederation,  and  I  will  not  sit  silent  while  the 
people  of  that  Province  are  being  insulted  by  this  measure. 
I  stand  here  in  the  interests  of  the  people.  To-day  I  had  the 
honor  of  presenting  a  petition  from  the  people  in  my  riding, 
and  I  observed  among  the  names  many  gentlemen  who 
opposed  me  at  the  last  election,  which  fact  encourages  mo 
to  persist  in  my  opposition  to  this  measure.  Sir,  if  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  are  disposed  to  be  factious,  and  to 
obstruct  this  discussion  in  this  House,  is  it  not  an  evidence 
that  they  are  bound  to  prevent  a  knowledge  of  the  history 
of  this  outrageous  measure  from  becoming  known  to  the 
people  of  this  country,  by  free,  ample  and  full  discussion  ? 
Now,  Sir,  if  this  Bill  passes  it  strikes  a  death  blow  at 
representative  institutions  in  this  country.  This  measure 
was  never  before  the  country  for  discussion.  I  have  run 
four  elections  during  my  short  life,  and  I  never  heard  a 
word  said  about  this  measure  ;  I  never  heard  a  single  mur¬ 
mur  from  the  people  that  the  basis  on  which  the  voters’ 
lists  have  been  prepared1  was  unjust  or  unfair.  This 
measure  is  a  direct  insult  to  the  farmers  of  this  country, 
who,  generally,  have  the  preparation  of  these  lists.  If 
the  Government  desire  fair  play  in  this  matter  let  them 
appeal  to  the  country  to  ascertain  if  the  people  want  this 
measure.  Let  them  adopt  the  course  that  was  pursued  by  Mr. 
Gladstone.  Mr.  Gladstone  enunciated  his  policy  in  his  Midlo¬ 
thian  speech,  and  Mr.  Mowatdid  the  same  before  his  election  ; 
and  it  the  Government  desired  fair  play,  like  these  two 
distinguished  gentlemen,  they  would  allow  this  Bill  to  pass 
over  and  allow  the  people  to  pronounce  upon  it,  and  say 
whether  they  prefer  a  Dominion  franchise,  or  whether 
they  prefer  to  make  the  franchise  for  themselves.  Why, 
Sir,  is  there  any  hon.  gentleman  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  who  is  satisfied  with  the  condition  of  things  in  this 
country  now  ?  Look  at  the  meetings  held  in  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  ;  look  at  the  Legislature  of  Nova  Scotia ;  look  at  the 
North-West;  look  every  where,  and  what  do  you  find? 
Discontent. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  LANDERIvlN.  I  am  speaking  of  an  historical  fact. 
I  say  this  is  an  inopportune  time  to  press  this  measure. 
This  is  a  revolutionary  measure,  and  while  we  have  a 
revolution  going  on,  wfien  blood  is  boing  spilt,  when  the 
young  men  of  our  country  are  being  sacrificed  to  this  evil 
spirit - * 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
confine  his  remarks  to  the  motion  before  the  House. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Just  what  I  will  do,  Sir,  and 
nothing  else.  I  am  very  much  obliged  to  you  for  telling 
me  that,  and  you  must  have  known  perfectly  well  I  would 
have  done  nothing  else.  Now,  this  measure  proposes  to 
disfranchise,  in  my  own  Province,  a  very  large  number  of 
people,  and  can  I  sit  idly  by  while  it  is  being  passed 
through  ?  Am  I  to  allow  a  measure  to  go  through  that 
strikes  at  the  liberty  of  the  people  who  sent  me  here  to 
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represent  them,  without  lifting  up  my  voice  against  it  ? 
I  have  been  looking  over  this  matter,  and  I  will  give  you  a 
little  idea  of  the  number  of  people  who  will  be  disfranchised 
if  this  measure  becomes  law.  Why,  Sir,  the  idea  of  a 
Government  endeavoring,  at  this  crisis  in  the  history  of  our 
country,  to  place  a  revolutionary  measure  like  this  upon 
the  Statute  Book,  is  an  assumption  of  power  which  shows 
a  disregard  of  the  wishes  of  the  people  of  this  country.  The 
time  is  inopportune  for  this  measure.  It  is  nob  a  fit  time 
to  introduce  th:s  measure.  Sir,  I  say  it  is  a  cowardly  thing 
to  do ;  it  is  cowardly  to  press  this  measure  through,  which 
the  people  have  not  discussed  and  do  not  understand. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  must  inform  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  he  ha3  no  right  to  attribute  unworthy  motives  to 
members  of  this  House, 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  have  not  spoken  of  motives ;  lam 
speaking  of  the  actions  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  intro¬ 
duced  this  Bill.  I  say  the  Act  is  a  cowardly  Act. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  call  the  hon.  gentleman  to  order. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  If  there  are  any  stronger  terms  by 
which  I  could  designate  this  Act  I  would  use  them.  I  would,  if 
I  could,  select  any  other  words  that  would  meet  your  wishes, 
Mr.  Chairman,  and  parliamentary  rules  and  practice.  I  say 
the  Bill  is  an  iniquitous  Bill.  The  Bill  is  an  outrage  against 
the  will  of  the  people.  The  Government  are  endeavoring  to 
obtain  absolute  power  in  the  different  constituencies  of 
Canada,  as  was  the  case  in  Britain  years  ago,  before  the  pass¬ 
age  of  the  Reform  Bill.  Look  at  the  condition  of  things  in 
England  at  that  time.  And  yet  we  are  endeavoring,  at  this 
noonday  of  the  nineteenth  century,  to  bring  about  a  despot¬ 
ism  in  Canada  such  as  existed  in  Britain  at  the  time  I  have 
mentioned.  Boroughs  were  held  by  different  people,  who 
determined  who  should  be  elected.  The  Duke  of  Welling¬ 
ton,  on  one  occasion,  wrote  to  the  electors :  “  Mr.  Peel 
is  the  nominee  to  be  elected  for  Clonmel.”  That  was  the 
power  held  by  individuals  before  the  passing  of  the 
Reform  Bill.  The  First  Minister  and  those  who  support  him 
are  trying  to  introduce  similar  despotic  power  into  this 
country,  and  to  say  that  the  people  must  submit  to  their 
doctrine  with  passive  obedience.  It  is  a  monstrous  thing,  in 
this  age,  to  ask  the  people  to  go  back  to  the  doctrines  that 
are  now  obsolete.  We  have  no  evidence  that  the 
people  are  dissatisfied  with  the  existing  state  of  things.  We 
have  the  voters’  lists  under  the  control  of  the  people.  The 
people  elect  their  councillors,  who  elect  the  township 
clerk.  The  Council  appoint  the  assessors  who  prepare  the 
rolls.  The  clerk  records  the  roll.  It  is  afterwards  revised, 
and  if  a  man’s  name  is  omitted  it  can  be  inserted.  If  the 
assessors  do  not  discharge  their  duty  they  will  be  dis¬ 
missed  by  the  council.  We  have  been  told  they  do  act 
unfairly.  If  that  be  so,  the  council  is  responsible  for  the 
unfairness,  and  the  assessors  will  be  dismissed.  Then 
there  is  a  court  of  revision,  and  no  matter  how  poor  tho 
man  may  bo,  his  name  will  be  inserted  if  omitted.  The 
list  is  afterwards  published.  If  anything  goes  wrong  an 
appeal  is  made  to  the  judge  and  a  remedy  is  applied.  By 
this  Bill  it  is  proposed  to  disregard  the  people  in  every 
way.  It  is  not  proposed  to  take  the  assessment  roll  as  a 
basis  for  the  roll  to  be  prepared  by  the  revising  officer. 
We  are  insulting,  by  this  measure,  the  whole  people 
of  the  country.  The  people  are  told  to  yiold  a  passive 
obedience.  A  young  sprig  of  a  lawyer  will  preparo 
the  roll ;  he  will  place  on  it  whom  he  pleases.  There  is  no 
appeal.  No  petitions  have  been  sent  in,  asking  for  this 
measure.  The  people  do  not  want  it.  Let  the  people 
manage  their  own  affairs.  If  we  want  to  promote  harmony 
between  the  different  Provinces  let  them  manage  these 
matters.  This  Bill  is  a  vote  of  non-confidence  in  the  people, 
and  it  shows  the  Government  are  afraid  to  fac9  the  people, 
unless  they  obtain  control  of  the  voter’s  lists  and  appoint 
Mr,  LANDERKIN. 
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a  duck  of  a  revising  barrister,  who  will  say  :  Mr.  White  is 
to  represent  Cardwell,  and  Mr.  Bowell  North  Hastings,  and 
so  on.  A  comparison  of  the  Ontario  system  and  that  pro¬ 
posed  shows  the  advantages  of  the  former,  not  only  as 
regards  cost,  but  as  regards  the  merits  of  the  system.  In 
the  one  case  the  roll  is  prepared  by  a  young  sprig  of  a 
lawyer,  one  who  has  been  five  years  in  the  profession. 
Under  the  other  system  the  roll  is  prepared  by  tried  and 
honored  officials,  who  have  the  confidence  of  the  people, 
and  under  that  system  there  are  safeguards  for  the  rights 
of  the  people.  Any  man  of  common  sense  and  fair  play 
would  resent  the  adoption  of  such  a  system  as  is  proposed 
by  the  Bill.  I  cannot  understand  how  it  is,  that  in  a  free 
Parliament  and  free  country,  at  this  day,  a  measure  so  ini¬ 
quitous,  that  strikes  at  the  will  of  the  people,  should  be 
seriously  proposed  and  attempted  to  be  passed  through  this 
House,  with  every  obstruction  thrown  in  the  way  of  free  dis¬ 
cussion.  Another  important  matter  to  the  people,  and  one 
in  which  the  people  are  greatly  interested,  is  the  expense. 
Under  the  proposed  system  you  will  have  double  the 
expense  of  the  present  system — yes,  tenfold  the  expense. 
I  made  an  estimate  of  what  it  would  cost  in  my  riding  to 
carry  out  this  Bill,  and  I  find  that  it  would  be  $3,500  or 
$40,00. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  (Leeds).  Give  us  the  calculation. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Capitalise  that  sum  at  5  per  cent., 
and  it  would  represent  $70,000,  or  enough  to  pay  off  one- 
third  of  all  the  railway  debts  of  the  riding  I  represent. 
In  over  three  years  the  cost  of  this  Bill  would  pay  the  whole 
of  our  railway  bonuses.  Would  it  not  be  better  to  pay  off 
our  railway  debts  with  that  money,  instead  of  sending  a 
dainty  duck  of  a  lawyer  to  make  out  the  lists - - 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Yes  ;  you  are  the  old  drake. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN — to  make  out  the  lists,  which  are  now 
made  out  at  a  cost  to  this  House  of,  perhaps,  not  more 
than  $500  or  $600.  This  is  something  at  which  the  people  will 
be  astonished — that  any  Government  who  were  honored  with 
the  confidence  of  the  people  would  propose,  by  a  measure  of 
this  kind,  to  so  disregard  the  best  interests  of  the  people, 
and  squander  their  money,  and  for  what  purpose?  Not  for 
the  benefit  of  tho  people,  not  for  building  railways  or  other 
public  works,  but  to  give  some  hungry  officials  some  of  the 
money  which  has  been  wrung  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  poor 
people  of  this  country.  It  is  for  that  purpose  and  for 
another  purpose — for  the  purpose  of  trying  to  perpetuate 
the  reign  of  a  party  in  power,  who  are  afraid  to  go  to  the 
polls  on  their  record  and  to  the  same  electorate  who  sent 
them  here.  I  say  a  party  who  seek  to  perpetuate  themselves 
in  power - 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Would  not  that  be  the  best  thing  for  the 
country  ? 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  say  that  the  cost  of  this  Bill  for  one 
year  would  pay  off  one-third  of  the  railway  debt  for  which  we 
have  been  taxed  so  heavily  in  our  riding.  We  had  no  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  build  us  railways ;  the  Government  hero  gave  us 
no  aid ;  we  have  never  received  any  public  money  from 
them. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order.  Stick  to  the 
subject. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  am  talking  about  the  Franchise 
Bill  and  nothing  else.  I  say  it  is  but  natural  that  tho  people 
of  my  county  will  think  that  that  money  will  be  better  spent 
in  paying  off  our  railway  debt  than  in  sending  up  a  dainty 
duck  of  a  lawyer  to  prepare  their  lists,  for  the  purpose  of 
perpetuating  any  party  in  power,  no  matter  what  party. 
Now,  I  examined  the  rolls  in  South  Grey,  and  I  find,  Sir, 
that  in  that  riding  155  people  will  be  disfranchised  by  this 
Bill. 
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Mr.  RYKEET.  One  hundred  and  fifty-five  thousand,  did 
you  say  ? 

Mr.  LANDERKINs  Yes,  sir;  155  who  are  now  on  the 
list. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  You  cannot  tell  all  that. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Cannot  I?  You  do  not  want  to  tell. 
You  want  the  Bill  to  pass.  You  want  to  get  a  revising 
officer  and  get  somebody  else  on  the  Welland  Canal. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  I  want  to  get  a  Grit,  and  I  would  drown 
him. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  believe  you  would. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  You  could  not  do  that ;  it  would  be 
contrary  to  sanitary  regulations. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  We  have  two  classes  of  voters  on 
the  list,  those  who  vote  for  members  of  the  Legislature  and 
those  who  vote  for  members  of  the  municipal  council— the 
latter  being  assessed  under  $200.  Now,  in  the  Bill  passed 
last  year  by  the  Legislature  of  Ontario,  all  those  assessed 
for  $100  will  have  a  vote,  but  the  present  Bill  requires  them 
to  be  assessed  for  $150,  and  155  people  in  South  Grey  will 
be  disfranchised  in  that  way.  This  is  contracting  the  fran¬ 
chise  of  the  people,  and  it  is  adding  to  their  expenses. 
There  may  be  some  objection  to  the  law  as  it  was  passed 
last  Session  in  the  Legislature  of  Ontario.  There  are  a 
good  many  provisions  in  ic  which,  when  fully  considered 
and  discussed,  will  meet  the  wishes  of  all  right-thinking 
mon,  no  matter  of  what  party.  There  are  several  wise  and 
useful  provisions  in  it.  Under  the  Ontario  Bill  the  non¬ 
resident  vote  is  abolished.  Does  anybody  say  that  is  bad  ? 

Some  hon,  MEMBERS.  Yes,  yes, 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Well,  we  will  attend  to  them  pre¬ 
sently.  In  that  Bill  the  vote  is  not  given  to  the  property, 
but  to  the  man.  Property  is  only  an  evidence  of  qualifica¬ 
tion.  Does  anybody  say  that  is  bad  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Yes,  yes. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  You  say  that  is  bad  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order;  address  the  Chair. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  There  is  one  vote  for  one  man,  and 
does  any  hon.  gentleman  say  that  is  bad  ? 

Mr.  RYKERL  Yes. 

Mr.  LAN DERKIN.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  over  there 
would  say  anything.  Under  that  Bill  the  rule  is  not  repre¬ 
sentation  according  to  property,  but  according  to  population. 
Does  rot  that  meet  the  views  of  all  the  people  of  this  coun¬ 
try  ?  Yes,  of  course.  There  was  a  consensus  of  opinion 
on  this  subject — that  representation  should  not  be  based  on 
property  but  on  population.  Suppose  there  were  $1,000  of 
assessment  in  five  counties  to  one  person,  that  man  could 
give  five  votes,  but  a  gentleman  owning  $1,000  worth  of 
property  in  one  county  would  only  have  one  vote.  Is  that 
right  ? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Yes  ;  that  is  all  right. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Then  a  non-resident  cannot  vote. 
Is  that  right  ? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  No  ;  that  is  all  wrong. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  do  not  wonder  at  the  hon  member 
for  Lincoln  saying  it  was  wrong.  That  was  the  system 
which  created  more  bribery  and  corruption  than  anything 
else,  and  consequently  the  hon,  member  for  Lincoln  says  it 
is  not  right  to  strike  a  blow  at  bribery  and  corruption. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  It  would  hurt  a  good  many  of  you 
Grits. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  What  about  “  Come  along  John  ;  give  us  a 
big  push  now  ?  ” 


Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Under  this  system  there  may  be 
some  hardships  ;  probably  there  will  be.  For  instance,  a 
candidate  who  does  not  live  in  the  riding  he  represents 
cannot  vote  for  himself,  some  ol  them  say,  and  a  fearful 
whine  is  raised  about  this— what  a  tyrant  is  Mr.  Mowat.  It 
is  a  singular  thing  that  in  this  great  country  they  cannot 
find  a  local  candidate  in  the  different  ridings  ;  and  if^  a 
candidate  is  elected  for  a  riding  that  he  does  not  reside  in, 
he  can  well  afford  to  labor  under  some  disabilities, 

Mr.  WALLACE  (York).  What  about  the  member  for 
Wheeler  and  the  member  for  West  Durham  ? 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  My  observations  apply  to  one  side 
of  the  House  as  well  as  to  the  other.  I  am  not  speaking 
for  one  side  of  the  House  more  than  for  the  other.  If  gen¬ 
tlemen  become  candidates  in  ridings  where  they  do  not 
live,  it  may  be  due  to  some  great  qualities  they  possess;  but 
if  they  have  those  qualities  they  might  be  willing  to  labor 
under  some  disabilities,  more  particularly  when  that  clause 
in  the  Bill  strikes  the  greatest  blow  at  bribery,  corruption 
and  personation  that  could  be  struck  by  any  franchise  Bill, 
and  is  one  of  the  greatest  boons,  in  the  way  of  establishing 
purity  in  elections,  that  we  have.  Now,  Sir,  there  are  some 
gentlemen  in  this  House  who  are  elected  to  support  the 
Government  and  who  believe  that  it  is  their  duty  to  support 
every  measure  the  Government  introduces, 

Mr.  PERGUSON.  Some  think  it  is  their  duty  to  oppose 
them. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  think  that  is  a  dangerous  doctrine 
to  which  this  House  should  not  lend  its  assent.  The  Premier 
says  he  draws  his  inspiration  from  Britain.  The  member 
for  King’s  says  we  are  here  for  the  purpose  of  registering 
the  decrees  of  the  Government, 

Mr.  RYKERT.  I  have  heard  that  six  times  to-day. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  And  six  times  contradicted. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Well,  you  must  have  line  upon 
line,  and  precept  upon  precept,  and  then  it  will  do  you  very 
little  good.  The  doctrine  laid  down  by  the  hon  member 
for  King’s  is  a  singular  doctrine,  and  if  you  knew  the  kind 
of  gentlemen  who  are  sitting  behind  the  Government,  you 
would  not  be  surprised  at  their  carrying  that  doctrine  out. 
They  dare  not  say  anything  about  these  measures  ;  they 
would  get  into  trouble  ;  the  Ministers  would  make  it  hot 
for  them — would  write  to  their  constituents.  And  yet  these 
gentlemen  come  here  and  bodly  announce  to  this  House 
that  their  object  is  to  register  the  decrees  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  whatever  those  decrees  may  be.  There  may  be  a 
sense  in  which  that  is  right.  If  these  questions  were 
discussed  before  the  people  and  were  laid  down  on  a  plat¬ 
form,  and  they  subscribed  to  that  platform,  it  would  be 
right ;  but  if  they  are  honest  men  they  will  not  subscribe 
to  a  platform  of  that  kind  on  other  grounds.  Now,  Sir, 
Mr.  Gilbert,  the  author  of  “  lolanthe  ” — — 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  lo — who  ? 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Is  that  the  gentlemen  who  pro¬ 
posed  to  enfranchise  the  Chinese  in  Montreal  ?  I  will  reply 
to  you  again;  I  will  take  up  the  Chinese  question  and 
discuss  that;  I  will  talk  to  you  about  that  presently.  Mr, 
Gilbert,  in  his  “  lolanthe,”  made  use  of  the  following 

“  When  in  th:s  House,  M.P.’s  divide, 

If  they’ve  a  brain  and  cerebellum,  too, 

They’ve  got  to  leave  those  brains  outside, 

And  vote  ju3t  ss  their  leaders  tell  ’em  to  ; 

But  then  the  prospect  of  a  lot 
Of  Tory  members  in  proximity, 

All  thinking  for  themselves,  is  what 
No  man  can  face  with  equanimity.” 

That  is  just  the  way  with  those  gentlemen  over  there.  If 
the  Government  have  any  Bill  to  put  through  the  House, 
they  have  not  the  equanimity  to  discuss  that  Bill,  but  they 
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must  vote  for  it,  I  think  that  doctrine  strikes  a  blow  at 
representative  institutions  ;  it  is  destructive  of  the  principles 
on  which  representative  government  is  based.  I  think  it 
is  a  doctrine  that  will  be  received  by  the  people  ot  the 
country  with  astonishment  and  alarm,  that  members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  come  here  to  register  the  Bills  the 
Government  propose  to  the  House,  and  are  obliged  to  assent 
to  them  without  discussion.  Now,  this  Bill  is  very  different 
from  the  Bill  that  was  introduced  last  year  ;  yet  the  Govern¬ 
ment  say  they  are  not  taking  the  country  by  surprise.  I 
have  the  Bill  of  last  year  in  my  drawer. 

Mr.  RYKEBT.  Leave  it  there. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  want  to  show  you  that  the  Bill 
they  introduced  last  year  and  the  Bill  they  introduced  this 
year,  are  very  different  Bills.  In  the  Bill  of  1884  we  find 
that  the  interpretation  clause  says  : 

“  *  Person  ’  means  a  male  person,  married  or  unmarried,  or  a  female 
person  unmarried,  or  a  widow  j  and  the  pronoun  ‘he  ’and  its  inflexions, 
include  either  sex.” 

Do  you  find  any  reference  to  tho  Indian  in  that,  as  in  the 
Bill  of  1885  ?  Is  this  not  taking  tho  country  by  surprise  ? 
Is  this  not  changing  the  whole  system  of  the  franchise  ?  Is 
this  not  proposing  to  give  the  franchise  to  persons  who  are 
not  citizens  in  the  strict  sense  of  the  term,  who  are  wards, 
who  are  receiving  annuities  from  the  Government,  and  are 
under  the  control  of  the  Superintendent  General,  the 
Premier  of  this  country  ?  Now,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Montreal  will  give  me  his  question,  I  will  deal  with  it. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  (Leeds).  Sit  down  and  take  a  rest. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Hike  to  see  gentlemen,  when  they 
have  got  a  question,  have  the  courage  to  ask  it.  I  do  not 
see  why  it  is  that  the  Government  are  bound  to  obstruct 
the  debate  upon  this  question,  to  prevent  us  putting  our 
views  upon  record.  We  condemn  the  Bill  because  we  con¬ 
sider  it  to  bo  a  violation  of  the  principle  of  fair  play, 
because  it  is  not  British,  because  it  is  one  that  any  gentle¬ 
man  imbued  with  the  spirit  of  fair  play  cannot  support.  It  is 
a  revolutionary  measure  in  every  sense.  It  changes  the 
basis  upon  which  the  voters’  lists  are  made,  and  in  that 
respect,  it  is  a  direct  insult  to  the  people.  The  Government 
say  to  the  people:  You  are  incompetent,  although  you  have 
had  large  municipal  experience  in  making  out  the  voters’ 
lists,  and  we  will  tax  the  people  of  the  country  to  the  tune  of 
$500,000  a  year  for  the  purpose  of  having  those  lists  prepared 
by  nominees  of  our  own,  by  men  who,  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Cumberland  said,  will  fix  the  lists,  and  no  doubt  they  will 
do  their  best  to  fix  them  in  the  way  best  calculated  to  keep 
the  Government  in  power.  How  much  more  manly,  how 
much  more  British,  would  it  not  be  for  the  Government  to 
appeal  to  the  country  on  their  record  than  to  go  to  the 
people  on  the  strength  of  their  revising  barristers,  who, 
they  expect,  will  cover  a  multitude  of  sins,  by  leaving  off 
the  lists  objectionable  voters  and  putting  on  voters 
who  will  support  the  Government  ?  Do  they  sup¬ 
pose  the  Conservative  party  are  made  of  putty  ? 
Do  they  suppose  that  the  rank  and  file  of  the 
party  are  going  to  subscribe  to  anything  of  the 
kind  ?  I  have  more  faith  in  the  Conservative  party  than  to 
believe  that  they  will.  Any  gentleman  who  has  ever  played 
cricket,  that  noble,  British  game,  will  be  astonished  at  a 
player  trjing  to  take  a  dishonorable  advantage  of  an 
opponent.  I  wonder  at  a  proposition  of  this  kind  being 
made  in  this  British  Parliament.  What  do  the  Government 
propose  to  do  ?  They  propose  to  disfranchise,  in  my  riding, 
according  to  their  property  qualification,  155  people;  but  of 
course  I  do  not  know  how  many  the  revising  barrister  will 
refuse.  But  no  doubt  the  gentleman  who  will  oppose  me 
will  be  able  to  tell  those  who  will  have  a  vote  and  those 
who  will  be  Btruck  off  the  list.  I  would  be  untrue  to 
Mr.  Landerkin. 
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Canada,  that  I  love  so  well,  were  I  to  allow  a  measure  of 
this  kind  to  become  law,  without  indignantly  protesting 
against  its  passage.  Under  this  clause  the  property  quali¬ 
fication  in  towns  and  cities  is  to  be  $300,  in  townships  $200. 
In  Ontario  it  is  $200  and  $100,  a  difference  of  $100  in  each 
case.  How  many  will  that  disfranchise?  It  may,  Mr. 
Chairman  (Mr.  Tasse),  be  the  means  of  your  losing  your 
seat,  unless,  of  course,  you  are  provided  with  a  revising 
barrister,  who  will  see  that  the  lists  are  properly  fixed. 
This  clause  brings  up  the  principle  of  manhood 
suffrage,  in  favor  of  which  the  hon.  member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  has  given  notice  of  motion. 
The  law  in  Ontario  almost  amounts  to  manhood  suffrage, 
and  I  believe  the  principle  of  manhood  suffrage  is  very 
much  to  be  preferred  to  this  principle.  Under  this  system 
you  disfranchise  many  people  who  now  have  votes,  many 
who,  perhaps,  have  voted  for  years,  who  felt  they  had  an 
interest  in  the  country,  and  you  deprive  them  of  their  right. 
A  revolutionary  spirit  is  abroad  in  this  country.  Where  is 
it  going  to  end  ?  You  give  a  vote  to  tenants  of  real  pro¬ 
perty  who  pay  $2  monthly  or  $6  quarterly.  The  Mowat 
Bill  gives  a  vote  to  all  who  are  rated  on  the  assessment  roll 
at  $200  in  cities  and  towns  or  $100  in  villages  and  townships. 
Then,  in  this  Bill  there  is  no'reference  to  the  wage-earners, 
the  workingmen  of  this  country,  unless  they  get  $400  a 
year.  In  Ontario  it  is  $250.  That  virtually  gives  the 
franchise  to  every  workingman  in  Ontario,  but  at  $400  a 
great  many  will  be  deprived  of  their  votes.  You,  Mr. 
Chairman  (Mr.  Curran),  have  a  few  workingmen  in  your 
constituency,  and  are  you  to  sit  idly  by  while  they  are  dis¬ 
franchised,  when,  under  the  provincial  law  of  Ontario,  they 
have  a  right  to  vote,  feeling  that  they  are  free  citizens, 
having  an  interest  in  the  glory  and  renown  of  this  country. 
Now,  about  the  Indian.  The  Government  propose  to  give 
the  franchise  to  the  Indian.  The  hon.  member  for  Both  well 
(Mr.  Mills)  asked  the  First  Minister  for  some  information 
as  to  the  true  meaning  and  intent  of  this  Bill  in  that  regard. 

I  find  from  the  Hansard  what  was  there  asked  and  answered  : 

“  Mr.  MILLS.  What  we  are  anxious  to  know  is,  whether  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  give  other  than  enfranchised  Indians  votes  ? 

“Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

“  Mr.  MILLS.  Indians  residing  on  a  reservation  ? 

“  Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes  ;  if  they  have  the  necessary  pro¬ 
perty  qualification . 

“  Mr.  MILLS.  An  Indian  who  cannot  make  a  contract  for  himself, 
who  can  neither  buy  nor  sell  anything  without  the  consent  of  the 
Superintendent  General — an  Indian  who  is  not  enfranchised  ? 

“  Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Whether  he  is  enfranchised  or  not. 
“Mr.  MILLS.  This  will  include  the  Indians  in  Manitoba  and  British 
Columbia? 

“Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

“  Mr.  MILLS.  Poundmaker  and  Big  Bear  ? 

“Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes? 

“Mr.  MILLS.  So  that  they  can  go  from  a  scalping  party  to  the 
polls?” 

You  see  that  the  Premier  proposed  to  give  the  franchise  to 
the  wild  tribal  Indians  all  through  the  country,  and,  if  there 
is  to  be  a  change  made  in  the  Bill  the  country  will  be 
pleased  to  know  that  the  effort  which  has  been  made  by  the 
Opposition  has  resulted  in  that  change.  If  those  who  have 
scalping  knives  in  their  hands  now  were  to  have  the  ballot 
placed  in  their  hands,  and  this  has  been  prevented  by  the 
labors  of  the  Opposition, our  time  here  has  not  been  misspent, 
our  opposition  has  not  been  obstruction,  but  our  labors 
have  resulted  in  something  which  will  prove  a  great  boon, 
not  only  to  the  present  but  to  the  future  welfare  of  this 
country.  It  appears  that  some  hon.  gentlemen  did  not 
think  that  such  was  the  intention  of  the  Act.  The  Premier 
has  so  explained  it.  He  introduced  the  Bill  and  ought  to 
know  about  it. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  read  what  the 
Premier  stated  about  giving  the  Indians  votes  ? 
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Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  have  just  read  it. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Read  it  a  little  further.  Act  fairly  to 
the  Premier. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  have  read  all  I  have  to  read. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Read  from  bottom  of  column  1,  page  1487. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Not  just  now. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  You  will  not  act  fairly.  Try  and  bo  fair, 
if  you  can. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  should 
be  the  last  man  in  the  House  to  accuse  anyone  of  being 
unfair.  I  have  read  the  extract.  I  will  show  him  what  I 
have  read  from,  if  he  will  come  over  here.  I  have  read  all 
I  bad  on  the  paper  I  had. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Read  the  whole  of  it. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  have  not  got  it.  How  can  I  read 
it  when  I  have  not  got  it  ?  He  should  not  accuse  me  of 
being  unfair  without  knowing  what  I  have  got.  You  ought 
to  be  ashamed  of  yourself. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Read  the  other  side  of  your  paper. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  There  is  nothing  on  the  other  side 
of  my  paper.  It  would  be  just  as  well  if  you  would  con¬ 
sider  what  you  say  before  you  accuse  me  of  being  unfair. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Will  you  allow  me  to  read  what  the 
Hansard  says  ? 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  You  can,  when  I  have  done.  I  have 
read  all  I  have,  and  then  he  accuses  me  because  I  do  not 
read  what  I  have  not.  That  is  about  in  keeping  with 
the  whole  thing. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  What  have  you -got  ? 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  They  charge  us  with  obstructing 
this  Bill  because  we  are  desirous  to  discuss  it.  We  would 
as  much  like  to  be  at  home  as  they  would,  but  we  are  bound, 
in  the  interests  of  our  country,  to  stay  here  and  discuss  this 
Bill  until  we  have  it  fairly  understood  by  the  people  of  this 
country.  We  do  not  desire  to  prolong  this  discussion. 
We  have  no  object  to  serve,  except  to  have  it  well 
understood  by  the  people,  so  that  they  may  know  the 
nature  of  the  legislation  proposed  by  the  Government 
and  supported  by  hon,  gentlemen  behind  them.  There  are 
many  more  clauses  of  this  Bill,  and  I  may  have  occasion 
to  speak  on  some  of  them  when  we  reach  them,  especially 
when  we  come  to  that  clause  which  proposes  to  strike  a 
blow  at  the  liberty  of  the  people,  in  the  person  of  a  revising 
barrister.  I  have  not  discussed  that  to-night  because  it  has 
been  ruled  that  we  should  not  discuss  the  revising  barrister 
on  this  clause,  although  it  seems  to  me  that  everything 
pertaining  to  the  making  up  of  the  lists  would  come  under 
the  question  of  the  provincial  franchise,  and  I  should  think 
it  was  clearly  within  the  competency  of  a  member  to  dis¬ 
cuss  it  at  this  stage.  However,  as  I  am  a  staunch  believer 
in  parliamentary  procedure,  as  I  believe  in  adhering  strictly 
to  the  rules  ofP  arliament,  and  to  the  rules  of  order  enunci¬ 
ated  by  the  Chair,  I  will  not  refer  to  that  now,  but  may 
speak  upon  it  at  a  subsequent  period.  I  would  just  say, 
in  conclusion,  that  I  oppose  this  Bill  because  it  is  wrong ; 
I  oppose  this  Biil  because  I  believe  it  strikes  a  blow  at  the 
liberties  of  the  people  of  this  country  ;  I  oppose  this  Bill 
because  it  is  un-British  ;  I  oppose  this  Bill  because  I  think 
it  is  an  attempt  to  bolster  up  the  party  in  power,  who  are 
afraid  to  go  to  the  people  on  the  record  of  their  parlia¬ 
mentary  legislation.  - 

Mr.  RYKERT.  The  hon.  gentleman  would  not  allow  me 
to  read  what  the  Premier  stated  when  he  was  speaking  on 
the  Indian  question  to  this  House.  Now,  in  order  to  give 
the  antidote  to  the  poison  the  hon.  gentleman  has  placed 
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before  the  country,  I  will  read  an  extract  from  the  speech 
of  the  Premier.  I  have  no  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  read 
from  some  fly  sheet  emanating  from  the  Globe  office.  This 
is  what  the  Premier  stated,  as  I  find  it  on  page  1487  of  the 
Hansard  : 

“lam  sorry  that  the  proposal  to  put  iu  one  word  in  this  clause  should 
excite  the  blatant  indignation  of  hon.  gentlemen,  and  move  them  to 
make  such  an  exhibition  of  themselves  in  discussing  the  question  of 
whether  or  not  an  Indian  is  a  person.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  per¬ 
fectly  well,  and  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma,  in  his  admirable  and  well- 
informed  speech,  has  told  us  that  many  of  these  Indians  are  respectable, 
educated  and  worthy  persons  in  every  respect,  and  he  knows  perfectly 
well  that  the  Bill  can  in  no  way  apply  to  the  savage  nomads  of  the 
North-West.  It  is  only  designed  to  give  a  vote  to  those  Indians  who 
have  the  ostensible  evidences  of  property  which  the  white  man  can 
show — have  houses,  furniture,  and  civilised  appliances  of  a  certain 
value.” 

Now,  the  hon.  member  knew  right  well  that  the  Pre¬ 
mier  did  not  intend  to  apply  it  to  the  savages  of  the  North- 
West,  and  could  not  possibly  so  apply  it. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Would  the  hon.  member  for  Lin¬ 
coln  have  the  kindness  to  read  what  he  said  just  before,  and 
see  if  not  more  than  twelve  days  elapsed  between  what  he 
said  then  and  what  he  said  afterwards. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  That  shows  how  correct  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  is.  There  were  not  over  fifteen  minutes  between 
the  two  remarks. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Read  it  and  see. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  On  page  1484  of  the  Hansard ,  on  tho 
same  afternoon,  I  find  the  following  : — 

“  Mr.  MILLS.  I  rise  to  ask  the  hou.  gentleman  how  we  are  to  under¬ 
stand  the  word  Indian  1” 

And  there  is  a  little  of  what  I  call  by-play  on  the  part  of 
the  Premier,  for  he  answered  this  : 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Read  it,  read  it. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Give  it  to  me  and  I  will  read  it. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  I  wish  the  hon.  member  would  take  his 
medicine  quietly.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  read  exactly  as 
it  appears  in  the  Hansard ,  at  page  1484.  I  do  not  deny  the 
correctness  of  what  he  has  read,  as  taken  from  the  Hansard. 
Those  words  appear  here,  but  I  say  that  the  Premier  was 
not  in  earnest  when  he  made  these  remarks. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  I  would  like  the  hon.  member  for  Grey 
(Mr.  Landerkin)  to  keep  quiet,  if  he  possibly  can. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Who  gave  you  authority  to 
say  that  ?  Did  the  First  Minister  give  you  authority  to 
say  that  ? 

Mr.  RYKERT.  I  believe  the  hon.  gentleman  now  inter¬ 
rupting  me  is  the  gentleman  who  speaks  upon  both  sides  of 
every  question.  After  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills)  spoke,  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson) 
spoke ;  and  immediately  after  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  made  some  remarks,  extending  over  about  2  inches 
of  the  Hansard,  and  then  the  Premier  delivered  the  observa¬ 
tions  I  have  read  to  this  House.  The  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  must  have  known  that  he  could  not  apply  it  to  the 
North-West  Territories,  because  they  have  no  representa¬ 
tion,  and  he  must  have  known  that  the  Premier  could  not 
have  intended  his  observations  to  convey  the  idea  that  per¬ 
sons  living  in  the  North-West  Territories  could  have  a  vote. 
He  knew  that  right  well.  And  the  same  afternoon,  four  or 
five  minutes  afterwax*ds,  the  Premier  made  the  remarks  I 
have  lead.  So  I  say  it  would  have  been  much  fairer  for  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  have  quoted  the  whole  than  only  a  part. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  admit  for  a  moment  that  any  hon. 
gentleman  on  either  side  of  the  House,  except  the  hon. 
member  for  Lincoln  himself,  believes  that  the  Prime 
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Minister  did  not  mean  precisely  what  he  said  when  he 
answered  the  various  questions  which  I  put  to  him,  Ee 
has  never  resiled  from  that  position,  substantially,  from  that 
hour  to  this.  Now,  I  used  some  words  that  are  not  in 
the  Hansard ,  but  they  appear  in  some  of  the  newspapers. 
What  I  said,  when  I  put  the  question  with  regard  to  the 
North-West  Territories,  was  this :  “  So  that  when  the  North- 
West  Territories  are  represented  on  the  floor  of  this  House, 
Poundmaker  and  Big  Bear  will  be  included.'’  These  are  the 
words  I  used,  and  those  are  the  words  that  appear  in  many 
newspapers.  They  were  made  with  special  reference  to  a 
former  discussion  in  this  House,  where  we  had  before  us 
the  question  with  regard  to  the  representation  of  those  Ter¬ 
ritories.  The  hirst  Minister  answered,  in  reply  to 
that  question,  “  Yes ;  ”  and  the  same  answer  with 
regard  to  the  further  question  that  was  put  to 
him.  Now,  when  he  saw  what  might  be  the  probable 
effect  of  his  observations  upon  the  country,  when  he  saw  the 
profound  impression  that  his  observations  made  upon  his  own 
followers  in  this  House,  then  the  First  Minister  was  disposed 
to  resile  from  the  position  he  had  taken,  and  said  that  he 
did  not  intend  to  include  the  nomads  of  the  plain.  Nobody 
said  he  included  the  nomads  of  the  plain.  All  those  Indians 
are  located  upon  reservations,  and  do  not  belong  to  the 
nomadic  class  of  which  the  First  Minister  spoke. 
Then,  the  question  was,  whether  he  intended  to  include 
the  Indians  of  Manitoba,  and  he  said :  “  Yes British 

Columbia  ?  “  Yes he  intended  to  represent  all  these. 

We  know  that  the  Indians  of  Manitoba  are  not  a  whit 
more  civilised,  except  those  who  may  reside  on  St. 
Peter’s  reservation,  than  the  Indians  of  the  North- 
West  Territories.  And  the  First  Minister  has,  in  a  period 
more  recent  than  the  time  he  made  the  observation  which 
has  just  been  read,  declared  that  he  had  not  in  view  British 
Columbia  and  Manitoba  when  he  made  his  provisions  in  the 
Bill.  He  makes  no  exception  of  any  Province ;  and  when 
he  saw  the  probable  consequence  of  his  course,  and  knew 
what  the  feeling  of  the  British  Columbia  members  was  on 
the  question  of  the  representation  of  Indians,  and  when  he 
knew  what  would  be  the  probable  effect  of  giving  represen¬ 
tation  to  the  Indians  in  Manitoba,  then  the  First  Minister  was 
disposed  to  eat  his  own  words,  to  give  up  the  doctrine  of  uni¬ 
formity,  and  to  confine  Indian  representation  to  an  attempt 
to  swamp  certain  constituencies  in  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
That  is  the  position  of  the  First  Minister.  The  hon.  gentleman 
may  undertake  to  question  it,  but  I  say  now  he  would  be 
acting  quite  as  worthily  the  part  of  a  leader  in  this  House, 
or  of  a  statesman,  in  giving  to  the  Indians  of  British 
Columbia  and  Manitoba  representation,  as  to  give  it  to  some 
of  the  Indian  tribes  that  he  proposes  to  have  represented 
in  this  House.  What  is  the  difference  between  the  Indians 
on  St.  Peter’s  reservation,  in  Manitoba,  and  the  Indians 
upon  any  reservation  in  Ontario?  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  the  representation  of  the  Indians,  by  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  this  Bill,  is  not  to  be  confined  to  Indians  who  are 
enfranchised,  and  living  like  white  men,  but  to  Indians 
who  reside  on  reservations ;  and  if  the  reservation  value  is 
sufficient  to  give  a  vote  to  every  Indian  upon  it,  then  such 
Indian  will  receive  a  vote.  That  is  the  position  taken  by 
the  First  Minister,  and  from  that  position  he  has  refused  to 
recede ;  and  in  reply  to  my  hon.  friend  from  South  Brant, 
in  contradiction  of  what  was  said  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Algoma,  the  First  Minister  declared  that,  so  far  as  the  old 
Provinces  are  concerned,  that  was  his  intention  and  to  that 
intention  he  has  so  far  adhered. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  referred 
us  to  page  1487,  and  read  a  small  portion  of  the  remarks 
made  by  the  Premier.  He  then  challenged  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  South  Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin)  to  continue  reading, 
but  he  took  good  care  not  to  read  what  was  said  on  page 
1484.  I  will  supply  the  deficiency.  (The  hon.  gentleman 
Mr.  Landeukin. 


here  read  from  page  1484  of  the  official  reports.)  The  only 
attempt  to  modify  the  Premier’s  expressions  in  this  respect 
is  the  flimsy  excuse  set  up  that  the  Indian  of  the  North- 
West  will  not  have  a  vote.  Certainly  he  will  not ;  neither 
will  the  white  man,  until  there  is  representation  granted 
the  North  West ;  but  the  Indians  in  Manitoba,  the  reserva¬ 
tion  Indians  in  British  Columbia,  Ontario,  Quebec,  New 
Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia,  will  have  votes.  The  Premier 
has  distinctly  affirmed  that  they  will,  and  the  only  Indians 
excepted  from  that  assertion  are  the  nomadic  tribes  of 
the  plains  of  the  North-West  Territories,  where  there  are 
no  representative  institutions.  The  discussion  on  this  Bill 
distinctly  proves  that  the  purpose  of  the  Government  is  to 
give,  in  any  place  where  any  British  subject  in  the  Domin¬ 
ion  has  a  vote,  the  right  to  vote  to  Indians  who  are  not 
enfranchised,  who  are  not  citizens,  who  are  not  paying 
taxes,  who  retain  their  tribal  relations,  who  are  barbarians, 
if  need  be.  And  when  the  North-West  Territories  are 
granted  representation  in  this  House,  then  the  nomadic 
Indians  of  the  North-West  Territories  also  will  have  votes, 
under  this  Bill.  They  are  ofily  excluded  from  voting  so 
long  as  those  Territories  are  not  given  representation  in 
Parliament.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln,  and  those  who 
side  with  him  in  this  House,  have  met  with  very  little 
success  in  explaining  away  this  damning  feature  of  this 
Bill. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  I  rise  to  say  that  some  remarks  of  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Grey  are  entirely  unfair  and  mis¬ 
leading.  First,  I  will  refer  to  the  allusion  he  has  made  to 
the  nature  of  the  revising  barristers  that  may  be  appointed. 
I  may  say,  in  general,  in  reference  to  the  remarks  of  the 
Opposition  on  this  point,  that  they  all  appear  to  harp  on  the 
same  string;  they  argue  from  the  entirely  illogical  and 
unfair  basis  that  every  barrister  of  five  years’  standing,  and 
every  judge  who  may  be  appointed  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  a  barrister,  is  either  a  scoundrel  or  a  rogue.  The 
hon.  member  waxed  eloquent  over  that  part  of  it,  when  he 
said  that  it  was  a  direct  insult  to  the  farmers,  and  to  the 
people  generally,  of  this  country,  to  say  that  the  power 
would  be  taken  out  of  their  hands.  Is  it  not  a  greater  insult 
to  the  county  court  judge  of  Grey,  a  part  of  which  the  hon. 
member  represents,  and  the  barristers  of  that  county  of  five 
years’  standing,  to  say  that  they  are  invariably  either  tools  or 
rogues,  who,  when  sworn  to  do  their  duty,  are  not  fit  to  bo 
trusted?  Which  is  the  greater  insult?  I  think  it  is  a  dis¬ 
grace  to  this  House  to  throw  out  such  an  insinuation  towards 
the  judges  of  this  country  who  have  discharged  their  duties 
so  faithfully  and  satisfactorily  to  the  people  of  this  country, 
and  also  to  the  revising  barristers,  because  only  men  who 
have  five  years’  professional  standing  are  eligible  to  be 
appointed,  under  this  Bill.  I  assume  that  human  nature  is 
not  so  depraved  ;  that  we  have  honest  men  in  the  country, 
men  who  respect  their  oath  sufficiently  to  do  their  duty 
fairly.  « 

Mr.  PATEESON  (Brant).  They  are  not  under  oath  in 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  I  understand  that  they  have  to  take 
oath  to  do  their  duty  faithfully. 

Mr.  PATEESON.  The  hon.  member  should  read  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  That  is  a  remark  which  the  members 
of  the  Opposition  invariably  hurl  across  the  floor  of  the 
House — that  the  members  who  s’upport  the  Government 
have  not  read  the  Bill.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Brant 
has  said  it,  and  tfie  hon.  members  for  South  Brant  and 
South  Grey  have  said  it,  and  they  appeared  to  think  that  it 
was  very  smart  to  say:  “  I  venture  to  say  that  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  have  not  read  the  Bill.” 

Mr.  PATEESON.  It  is  in  the  schedule. 
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Mr.  SPKOULE.  If  the  hon.  gentleman,  who  has  con¬ 
sumed  hours  after  hours  in  this  debate,  will  keep  his  tem¬ 
per  for  a  moment  and  stop  howling,  I  should  like  to  pro¬ 
ceed.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  South  Grey  says  it  is  an 
insult  to  the  electors  of  his  county  to  say  that  155  of  them, 
who  have  been  voting  in  the  past,  shall  be  cut  off  by  this 
Bill.  He  has  overlooked,  or  is  disingenuous  enough  not  to 
say  that  there  has  never  been  one  in  his  county  who  voted 
on  an  assessment  of  $150. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  stated  that  under  the  present 
Ontario  Act,  which  comes  in  force,  I  presume,  next  winter, 
they  will  have  the  right  to  vote. 

Mr.  SPKOULE.  You  did  not  say  a  word  about  when 
it  comes  in  force. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  said  that  under  the  Ontario  Act, 
where  the  assessment  is  $100,  everyone  of  these  155  would 
have  a  vote. 

Mr.  SPKOULE.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  was 
that  these  people  would  be  cut  off,  and  that  it  is  an  insult 
to  the  electorate  of  South  Grey. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  say  it  is. 

Mr.  SPKOULE.  He  went  on  to  say  that  they  would  be 
cut  off  by  this  Act,  because  they  had  been  voting  under  the 
law  of  Ontario.  When  have  they  voted  under  a  franchise 
of  $150  or  $100  ?  There  has  never  been  such  a  vote  cast 
in  the  county  of  Grey.  And  if  it  was  cut  down  by  the 
Mowat  Act  to  $100,  I  say  this  is  the  first  time  we  have 
heard  of  it.  Now,  with  reference  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
calculation  about  expense:  He  first  calculated  that  it  would 
cost  $7,000  for  revising  barristers  each  year,  and  he  says,  if 
ho  capitalised  that  amount,  it  would  represent  $70,000 
capital,  or  about  onc-third  of  the  railway  indebtedness  of 
the  county  of  Grey. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  said,  of  my  own  riding. 

Mr.  SPKOULE.  A  short  time  ago  I  saw  some  of  the 
speeches  sent  out  to  that  county,  showing  that  by  his  own 
calculations  the  additional  amount  which  would  be  paid  ow¬ 
ing  to  the  grant  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kail  way,  would  be  no 
less  than  $150,000  in  the  south  riding  of  Grey.  He  over¬ 
looks  the  fact  that  the  county  of  Grey  is  indebted,  besides 
that  amount  of  $300,000,  to  one  railway,  with  the  exception 
of  a  little  which  has  been  paid— that  it  is  indebted  to 
another  railway  a  large  amount,  and  according  to  his  own 
calculations  that  he  made  a  short  time  ago  in  this  House, 
the  county  of  Grey,  outside  of  what  he  said  about  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Kailway’s  indebtedness,  was  indebted 
for  railways  no  less  than  $750,000.  He  says  the  cost  of 
the  revising  barrister  represents  one-third  of  the  railway 
indebtedness  of  the  county,  which  is  about  as  near  correct 
as  the  calculations  of  the  hon.  gentleman  usually  are.  Now, 

I  wish  to  make  a  remark  with  reference  to  a  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Grey  on  this  question. 
He  spoke  of  700  Indians  in  his  own  county,  who  were  to  be 
enfranchised.  Now,  where  are  those  Indians  ? 

Mr.  ALLEN.  I  said  my  country — I  did  not  say  county. 

Mr.  SPKOULE.  I  took  it  from  Hansard,  and  it  stands 
there  to  his  record,  but  when  the  papers  began  to  criticise 
it,  it  may  bo  convenient - 

Some  hon.  MEMBEKS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  ordei\  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said  he  did  not  say  county  but  country,  so  the  hon. 
member  is  bound  to  take  his  statement.  He  must  not  per¬ 
sist  in  putting  woi’ds  in  his  mouth  which  he  says  he  did  not 
use. 

Mr.  SPKOULE.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  getting  peevish. 
He  wants  to  philosophise. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 


Mr.  SPKOULE.  What  is  the  hon.  gentleman’s  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  take  his  seat. 

Mr.  OHAKLTON.  Sit  down. 

Mr.  MILLS.  My  point  of  order  is  the  one  I  have  already 
taken.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Grey  says  ho  used  the 
word  country  and  not  county,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  per¬ 
sists  in  accusing  him  of  falsehood,  which  he  has  no  right  to  do. 

Mr.  SPKOULE.  What  is  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  the  point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman; 
and  I  ask  for  your  ruling. 

Mr.  HESSON.  He  is  quoting  from  Hansard. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Curran).  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
obliged  to  accept  the  explanation. 

Mr.  SPKOULE.  If  hon.  gentlemen  had  not  been  so 
peevish,  if  they  had  given  me  time  to  finish  the  sentence,  I 
was  going  on  to  say  that  I  would  accept  his  correction,  but 
that  the  undeniable  statement  was  standing  to  his  record ; 
that  the  papers  had  criticised  it,  and  that  now  it  might  be 
convenient  to  change  it. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  rise  to  order. 

Mr.  SPKOULE.  These  hon.  gentlemen  are  very  peevish. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  hon.  gentleman  reiterates  the 
charge  of  falsehood  in  refusing  to  take  back  the  words,  and 
in  saying  that  it  is  convenient  now  to  change  what  he  says 
is  on  record  against  him. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  it  might  be 
convenient;  he  did  not  mako  the  assertion.  I  was  careful 
to  notice  his  words. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Always  wrong. 

Mr.  SPKOULE.  These  hon.  gentlemen  will  not  sit 
quietly,  for  this  happens  to  touch  them.  I  accept  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  statement  that  he  said  “  700  Indians  in  my 
own  country.”  What  does  that  mean  ?  The  hon.  member 
for  West  Elgin  says  there  are  something  like  20,000  Indians 
in  the  country. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  90,000. 

Mr.  SPKOULE.  If  he  refers  to  the  country,  I  say  a 
great  many  people  in  the  oounty  of  Grey  understood  that 
it  referred  to  his  constituency.  I  found  out,  as  far  as  I 
could  get  the  information,  that  there  were  about  100 
Indians,  and  out  of  that  number  the  probability  is  that 
there  would  not  be  twenty  votes.  This,  however,  is  only 
on  a  par  with  the  calculations,  or,  I  might  say,  with  the 
exaggerations,  which  are  used  with  regard  to  this  Bill. 
The  hon.  member  for  South  Grey  waxes  very  eloquent, 
very  earnest,  very  angry.  Ho  talked  loudly  and  boister¬ 
ously  ;  he  used  hard  names  and  insinuations  against  the 
supporters  of  the  Government,  because  he  said  they  were 
there  registering  the  decrees  of  the  Government.  He  went 
on  to  say  that  parliamentary  usage  would  not  allow  him 
to  make  use  of  stronger  language.  Judging  from  his  looks 
at  the  time,  he  felt  much  like  the  old  man  who 
used  to  be  a  great  swearer,  and  who  was  going  up 
hill  '  one  day  with  a  load  of  pumpkins.  The 
boys  pulled  the  end  board  out  of  his  waggon,  and  the 
pumpkins  all  rolled  down  hill.  He  looked  on  in  silent 
amazement,  and  some  of  his  friends  standing  near,  and 
knowing  how  he  usually  expressed  himself,  said:  Why 
don’t  you  swear  ?  He  replied  that  ho  could  not  do  justice 
to  the  occasion.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  he  was  sorry 
to  say  parliamentary  rules  bouud  him,  or  else  likely 
we  would  have  had  a  tirade  of  another  kind  of  language 
from  what  we  have  been  treated  to.  It  reminded  me  much 
of  the  last  clause  of  a  text  which  was  given  out  once  by  a 
preacher  ol  a  certain  nationality.  There  are  a  certain  class 
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of  people  in  this  country  who  are  in  the  habit  of  using  the 
pronoun  immediately  after  the  noun,  and  this  gentleman 
belonged  to  that  nationality.  He  endeavored  to  preach  a 
sermon,  and  the  text  was:  “The  devil  goeth  about 
lik  a  roaring  lion,  seeking  whom  he  may  devour.”  This 
gentleman  endeavored  to  divide  his  text  into  four  heads. 
“  First,”  he  said,  “  We  shall  endeavor  to  ascertain  who  the 
devil  he  was.  Secondly,  we  shall  enquire  into  his  geographi¬ 
cal  position— -where  the  devil  he  was  going ;  thirdly,  who 
the  devil  he  was  seeking;  and  fourthly  and  lastly,  wo 
shall  endeavor  to  solve  the  question,  which  has  never 
yet  been  solved,  what  the  devil  he  was  roaring  about.” 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  wrath  and  indignation  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  worked  up  out  of  nothing— that  there  was 
no  justifiable  reason  for  it.  But  he  had  to  obey  the  mandate 
that  was  given  out ;  he  had  to  use  so  much  time  ;  he  had  only 
spoken  seven  times  before,  and  he  had  to  speak  again,  and 
he  had  to  create  an  appearance  of  honesty  and  of  a  dis¬ 
position  to  do  something  in  the  interests  of  his  constituents 
and  his  country.  So  he  must  work  himself  into  a  state  of 
wrath,  he  must  compel  the  Chairman  to  call  him  to  order 
time  after  time,  in  the  course  of  his  speech.  Still,  if  you 
examine  that  speech  and  the  arguments  he  was  using,  you 
could  not  see.-what  he  was  roaring  about — what  he  was 
using  such  harsh  names  about.  Was  it  on  account  of  the 
fact  that  the  judge  of  the  county  of  Grey,  who  is  likely  to 
be  the  revising  barrister,  is  going  to  be  a  rogue,  a  dishonest 
man,  that  he  would  not  do  justice  to  the  two  parties.  Was 
it  because  of  the  host  of  respectable  men  who  have  been 
barristers  for  five  years,  and  who  are  likely  to  be 
appointed  as  revising  barristers  in  this  country.  Did 
that  entitle  him  to  display  the  indignation  which  he  dis¬ 
played  in  his  remarks  to-night?  Was  it  with  reference 
to  the  number  of  electors  that  he  says  will  bo  cut  off  in 
his  constituency — 155,  as  he  says,  I  say,  emphatically, 
and  I  have  gone  over  the  list,  that  I  have  no  doubt  that 
if  the  Bill  passes,  and  it  will  pass,  if  a  vote  is  taken 
in  the  south  riding  of  Grey  there  will  be  found  to  be  more 
voters  in  it  than  there  are  to-day.  I  will  stake  my  reputation 
in  this  House  upon  that  statement,  and  I  have  no  doubt  I 
will  have  the  opportunity  of  drawing  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
attention  to  this  statement  at  some  future  time  in  his  own 
constituency.  But  it  is  used  for  the  purpose  of  getting  up 
indignation  among  the  people,  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
them  to  send  petitions  down  here,  so  that  we  can  see  that 
there  are  petitions  coming  in  from  the  country — something 
like  those  we  have  heard  about  in  Toronto  that  are  being 
signed  at  the  rate  of  15  cents  a  hundred  names,  and  are  sent 
down  here  to  show  the  great  indignation  of  the  people 
against  the  Bill.  The  hon.  gentleman  says :  Submit  this 
measure  to  the  people ;  but  I  would  like  to  ask  if  Mr.  Mowat 
submitted  his  measure  to  the  people. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Yes. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Well,  it  was  never  heard  of  in  the 
county  of  Grey,  that  I  know  of;  and  I  think  that  measure 
is  as  revolutionary  in  its  nature  as  this.  It  was  taken  up 
in  the  Local  Legislature, and  the  gentlemen  opposing  it  car¬ 
ried  on  their  opposition  to  it  in  a  manly, straightforward  way. 
Where  they  believed  it  was  not  right  the  protested  against 
it*,  but  they  did  not  display  that  unseemly  conduct  which 
we  have  seen  in  this  House  for  several  weeks  past,  and 
which  has  been  used  for  the  only  purpose  of  annoying  the 
Government  and  causing  delay  by  open  obstruction.  They 
protested  against  the  measure  and  let  it  pass  ;  they  did  not 
ask  Mr.  Mowat  to  submit  it  to  the  people.  With  reference 
to  the  Indian  question,  it  seems  to  be  necessary  for 
these  hon.  gentlemen  to  endevor  to  explain  themselves 
away  on  that  question  time  and  again.  The  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Oharlton)  got  up  and  read  so  much  of 
the  Hansard  as  suited  his  purpose.  And  although  the  Pre- 
Mr.  Sproule. 


mier,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills),  stated  that  the  Bill  would  only  enfranchise  those 
Indians  who  had  the  proper  qualification  under  the  Bill,  the 
hon.  gentleman  did  not  refer  to  that  in  his  reference  to  the 
Indian  question.  The  hon.  member  for  Norfolk  says  we  know 
very  well  the  Indians  cannot  vote  in  the  North- W est;  and  yet, 
in  the  same  breath,  he  says :  Did  Dot  the  Premier  say  that 
Pouudmaker  and  Big  Bear  were  to  vote  ?  How  much  know¬ 
ledge  of  geography  does  the  hon.  gentleman  display  when 
he  says  :  We  know  that  the  Indians  in  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritories  cannot  vote ;  and  yet  he  says  these  men  can  vote. 
He  knows  that  these  men  are  in  the  North-West  Territories, 
and  it  was  never  intended  that  they  were  to  vote  unless 
they  settled  down  like  white  men  and  acquired  the  same 
qualifications.  When  an  Indian  is  in  that  position  he  is 
entitled  to  a  vote,  and  not  till  then.  The  hon.  member  for 
West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  says  these  Indians  do  not  pay  taxes, 
and  therefore  ought  not  to  vote.  What  taxes  ?  Municipal 
taxes.  Well,  we  are  not  talking  about  municipal  govern¬ 
ment;  it  is  Mr.  Mowat  who  has  to  deal  with  that  subject  ; 
and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  tells  us,  almost  in  the  same 
breath  that  Mr.  Mowat  has  enfranchised  these  Indians.  We 
are  not  regulating  the  franchise  according  to  those  who  pay 
municipal  taxes ;  we  are  regulating  the  franchise  for  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  and  the  taxes  these  Indians  pay  to  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  are  the  taxes  they  pay  on  the  dutiable 
goods  they  consume,  the  same  as  any  other  man  in  this 
country ;  and  if  they  have  the  property  qualification 
required  by  the  Act,  and  are  endeavoring  to  get  along,  why 
should  they  not  have  the  same  right  as  the  white  man  to  say 
who  shall  make  the  laws  which  affect  them  for  their  weal 
or  woe  ?  To  my  mind,  if  there  is  one  thing  more 
than  another  that  will  tend  to  elevate  the  Indian  from  the 
savage  state  he  is  in,  and  to  raise  him  to  the  same  level  as 
the  white  man,  it  is  to  give  him  the  same  responsibilities 
and  privileges ;  and  this  Bill  will  go  a  long  way  towards  it. 
I  think  the  Government  has  been  doing  wrong  in  making 
the  enfranchisement  of  the  Indian  so  strict  and  so  difficult 
as  they  have  done  in  the  Indian  Act ;  and  I  am  glad  this 
Bill  goes  further,  and  enfranchises  the  Indians  under  a  new 
principle  that  is  much  fairer  to  them,  and  will  be  likely  to 
do  them  a  great  deal  of  good.  Now,  I  only  got  up  to  say 
that  in  the  county  oi  Grey  every  elector  who  voted  during 
the  last  election,  unless  he  has  disposed  of  his  property  since 
or  has  gone  out  of  his  tenancy,  or  in  some  other  way  has 
become  deprived  of  what  he  then  possessed,  will  have  a  vote 
undis  this  law,  when  it  comes  in  force.  I  think  it  is  an 
insult  to  the  judges  of  this  country  and  to  the  men  who  are 
eligible  as  revising  barristers  to  assume  that  every  man 
who  is  appointed  to  one  of  those  positions  will  be  so  dis¬ 
honest  that  ho  will  not  do  fairly  between  the  .  parties. 
These  gentlemen  would  be  showing  greater  respect . 
if  they  assumed  that  there  was  some  honesty  in 
human  nature,  and  that  these  men  are  not  rogues  until  they 
are  proved  to  be  rogues.  It  is  time  enough  to  hurl  maledic¬ 
tions  against  these  men  when  they  have  shown  that  they 
are  unable  to  discharge  their  duties  fairly  between  the 
parties,  and  not  till  then.  I  do  not  regard  this  provision  in 
the  same  light  as  the  hon.  member  for  South  Grey  (Mr. 
Landerkin),  that  it  is  an  insult  to  the  municipal  officers  of 
this  country,  because  we  say  that  the  municipal  assessment 
roll  shall  be  taken  as  the  basis  of  the  franchise,  and  appoint 
other  parties  than  the  municipal  officers  to  make  up  the 
lists.  I  do  not  think  it  is  an  insult  to  them,  and  they  will 
not  recognise  it  in  that  light.  When  the  measure  comes 
into  force  the  people  will  be  able  to  appreciate  the  great 
amount  of  nonsense  which  has  been  talked  in  this  House, 
and  the  useless  debate[whichhas  been  carried  on,  night  after 
night  and  week  after  week,  by  the  Opposition,  in  reference 
to  this  measure.  A  few  years  of  trial  of  this  measure  will 
convince  the  people  of  the  insincerity  of  the  Opposition  or 
their  great  want  of  intelligence  in  this  debate. 
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Mr.  ALLEN.  I  rise  to  say  a  few  words  by  way  of  expla¬ 
nation  in  reference  to  statements  made  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sprouie).  If  I  understand  parliamen¬ 
tary  rules,  when  a  gentleman  denies  a  statement,  unless  the 
member  who  makes  the  accusation  can  prove  the  contrary, 
that  denial  is  accepted.  I  am  sorry  that  my  hon.  friend 
from  East  Grey  has  not  accepted  my  statement  as  true. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  I  would  like  to  relieve  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  mind.  I  accepted  his  statement  long  ago. 

Mr.  FEEGUSON  (Leeds).  In  a  parliamentary  sense. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  Yes. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  I  find  that  the  report  of  my  speech  on  the 
Indian  question  in  the  Hansard  states  that  I  said  :  “My 
county.”  That  report  is  incorrect ;  I  said  :  “  My  country,” 
and  I  then  spoke  in  reference  to  the  Saugeen  Peninsula,  in 
the  county  of  Bruce.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
remember  that  I  spoke  of  the  small  majority  a  member 
would  have  in  North  Bruce,  and  said  that  the  franchise  pro¬ 
vided  by  this  Bill  would  certainly  give  those  Indians  the 
control  of  that  riding,  so  that  the  representative  here  will 
be  the  representative  of  the  Indians,  and  not  of  the  white 
people  of  that  county.  That  is  the  statement  I  made ;  I 
made  no  correction  of  my  speech  in  the  Hansard,  and  the 
mistake  has  gone.  But  in  reference  to  the  franchise,  I 
believe  that,  as  we  understood  the  Act  of  Confederation, 
it  was  intended  that  each  Province  should  send  its 
representatives  to  this  Parliament  to  transact  the  business 
of  the  different  Provinces,  independent  of  any  control 
over  the  voters’  lists  by  the  Parliament  of  Canada. 
The  way  the  country  understands,  the  way  the  farmers 
understand  the  Confederation  Act,  is  that  they  should  send 
their  members  independently,  that  they  are  the  parties  who 
should  make  out  the  voters’  lists,  without  any  meddling  on 
our  part.  I  believe  that  the  great  majority  of  my  county, 
on  both  sides  of  politics,  will  stand  up  and  declare  that  the 
franchise  should  be  left  as  it  is,  and  the  voters’  lists  be  made 
up  by  the  municipalities.  They  will  protest  against  so 
enormous  an  expense  being  imposed  upon  tho  people  as  will 
be  by  the  present  Government,  under  the  revising  barrister 
clause ;  they  will  refuse  to  accept  any  such  measure ;  and 
if  we  went  to  the  country  to-morrow  on  this  measure  I  am 
sure  those  in  favor  of  it  would  be  elected  to  stay  at  home. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  stated 
that  the  conversation  that  took  place  between  the  hon. 
First  Minister  and  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills)  was  only  by  play.  I  do  not  think  it  was  so  intended 
by  the  First  Minister.  After  that  debate  had  gone  on 
twenty-four  hours,  and  after  the  First  Minister  had 
made  that  statement,  I  am  credited  in  Hansard  with 
putting  the  following  question  to  the  First  Minister: 
“  I  understood  that  the  First  Minister  stated  that  the  word 
‘  Indian  ’  in  this  Bill,  would  include  those  living  on  reserves  ; 
while  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma  says  it  means  half- 
breeds;  and,  as  the  First  Minister  is  present,  I  would  like 
to  ask  him  for  an  explanation  on  that  point.”  The  First 
Minister  replied  :  “  An  Indian  is  certainly  not  a  half-breed, 
and  a  half-breed  is  not  an  Indian.”  I  then  asked  :  “  Is  it 
the  intention  to  enfranchise  the  Indians  living  on  the 
reserves,  who  do  not  pay  taxes  to  the  municipality,  but  are 
the  wards  of  the  Government  ?  ”  And  the  right  hon.  gentle 
man  said :  “  I  answered  that  question  last  night.”  The 
answer  to  which  he  referred  was  given  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  who  asked:  “  This  will 
include  Indians  in  Manitoba  and  British  Columbia  ?  ”  And 
the  First  Minister  answered :  “  Y  es.”  So  that  I  think  the  hon. 
member  for  Lincoln  is  not  correct  in  trying  to  make  the 
meaning  of  the  words :  enfranchised  Indians  living  on 
reserves  in  Manitoba. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  desire  to  address  the  House  shortly 
on  this  question,  but  before  proceeding  to  refer  to  it  1  wish 


to  offer  a  few  remarks  in  reply  to  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Grey  (Mr.  Sprouie).  Ho  charged  the  hon.  member 
for  South  Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin)  with  having  cast  a  slur  on 
the  county  judges,  in  charging  them,  as  revising  barristers, 
with  a  possibility  of  doing  anything  improper.  In  the  first 
place,  the  judges  are  not  mentioned  in  the  Bill  at  all.  The 
Bill  simply  refers  to  revising  officers. 

Mr.  SPEOULE,  Tho  right  hon.  the  First  Minister,  in 
answer  to  a  question  across  tho  House,  said  that,  wherever 
available,  thore  would  be  revising  officers.  They  aro  avail¬ 
able  in  almost  every  county  in  Ontario. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  are  forty  judges,  while  we  have 
ninety  constituencies. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  Those  forty  judges  would  be  used. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  We  are  dealing  with  the  Bill  before 
us,  and  it  distinctly  states  revising  officers.  A  few  even¬ 
ings  ago  an  hon.  gentleman  on  the  opposice  side  remarked 
he  would  not  trust  any  Grit  assessor.  The  hon.  member 
for  Lincoln  said  :  “  Neither  would  l,  from  my  experience, 
trust  a  Grit  assessor.”  If  that  is  his  experience  with  regard 
to  Grit  assessors,  I  would  like  to  know  on  what  grounds  he 
can  reasonably  expect  us  to  accept  Tory  assessors,  because, 
virtually,  revising  officers  will  be  Tory  assessors,  and  they 
will  have  full  power  to  say  who  shall  and  who  shall  not 
vote.  They  will  also  be  vested  with  the  power  of  deciding 
whether  a  property  is  of  sufficient  value  to  enable  the  holder 
to  vote  on  it.  If  the  revising  barrister  chooses  to  say  that 
a  property  which  is  assessed  at  $250  is  not  worth  over  $150, 
the  owner  of  that  property  will  not  be  put  on  tho  roll. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Brockville)  I  understood  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  say  that  the  judges  were  not  mentioned  in  the  Act, 
On  page  9  he  will  find  that  judges  may  be  appointed.  It 
is  only  right  I  should  draw  the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention 
to  that  fact,  before  he  goes  on  making  use  of  the  term 
“  Tory  assessors.” 

Mr.  McMULLEN,  The  Act  distinctly  provides  that 
revising  officers  shall  be  appointed.  They  are  called  revising 
officers,  but  the  Government  reserve  to  themselves  the  right 
of  saying  whether  they  shall  appoint  judges  or  not.  They 
do  not  say  judges  shall  be  appointed,  but  they  simply  men¬ 
tion,  by  way  of  courtesy,  perhaps,  to  the  judges,  that  in  cases 
where  they  are  eligible  the  Government  reserve  the  right 
of  saying  whether  they  shall  appoint  them  or  not.  If  they 
use  the  word  “  shall  ”  instead  of  the  word  “  may,”  it  might 
be  inconvenient,  for  there  might  be  judges  who  would  not 
make  as  acceptable  officers  as  barristers  would,  and  there¬ 
fore  the  Government  reserve  the  right  of  appointing  or  not 
appointing  judges,  according  as  political  exigencies  demand. 
The  hon.  member  from  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sprouie)  took  the 
opportunity  to  belittle  the  remarks,  and  the  manner  in 
which  they  were  delivered,  of  my  hon.  friend  from  South 
Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin).  He  related  a  story  in  regard  to  a 
sermon,  and  he  tried  to  get  a  laugh  about  that.  As  far  as 
loud  talking  is  concerned,  I  think  the  member  for  East  Grey 
can  compete  with  any  member  of  this  House.  He  reminds 
me  of  the  story  I  once  heard  myself  of  an  Indian  who  was 
once  going  through  a  bush,  and  he  came  across,  and  it  was 
the  first  time  he  had  ever  seen,  a  cow  bell,  and  he  lifted  it  up 
and  gave  it  a  rattle,  and  he  looked  at  it,  and  he  said  :  “You  are 
a  long  tongued,  empty-headed  beggar.”  I  do  not  apply  the 
story  any  further,  but  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  showed  very 
little  courtesy  to  his  professional  neighbor  who  represents  a 
different  constituency  in  the  same  county.  He  also  gave  a 
story  in  regard  to  the  pumpkin.  I  have  often  heard  that 
story,  and  I  dare  say  every  member  in  this  House  has  heard 
it.  There  was  once  a  cute  lawyer  who  put  a  question  to  a 
man  to  test  his  ability  to  give  evidence  in  court :  “  Who  made 
you  ?  ”  The  answer  was:  “  Moses,  I  suppose.”  The  witness 
asked  that  he  might  ask  the  lawyer  a  question,  and  he  said 
yes. Who  made  you  ?  ”  “  Aaron,  l  suppose.”  “Well,”  said 
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the  man,  “we  understand  that  Aaron  made  a  calf,  but  who 
would  think  the  darned  critter  would  have  wandered  in 
here  ?”  We  have  heard  the  story  of  the  pumpkin,  but  no  one 
would  imagine  that  one  of  the  pumpkins  would  have 
rolled  in  here,  I  do  not  say  it  did,  but  it  looks 
like  it.  Mr.  Mowat  is  charged  with  not  having  brought 
this  question  of  the  franchise  before  the  Province  of  Ontario 
before  he  introduced  it  into  the  Local  House.  That  is  not 
correct.  I  had  an  opportunity  before  of  addressing  this 
House  on  that  question,  and  drawing  the  atttention  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Mowat  discussed 
that  question  at  a  convention  held  in  Toronto  before  the 
last  general  election.  A  number  of  resolutions  were  adopted 
at  that  convention,  including  a  resolution  in  reference  to  the 
franchise,  and  when  he  went  to  the  country  that  was  one 
of  the  planks  of  his  platform,  and  he  has  since  carried  out 
that  extension  of  the  franchise.  I  desire  to  draw  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  to  the  fact  that,  in  a 
reference  he  made  to  some  remarks  of  mine,  he  did  not 
quote  my  utterances  correctly.  I  was  not  present  at  the 
time,  but  I  find  that  he  said  : 

“  ‘  But,’  says  the  hon.  member  for  North  Wellington,  ‘  we  are  prepared 
to^accept  the  franchise  as  it  now  exists  in  Ontario,  no  matter  how  it  may 
be  changed  in  the  future.’  ” 

That  is  an  incorrect  quotation.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  intended  to  quote  me  incorrectly, 
but  I  did  not  utter  those  words,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
must  have  had  his  Hansard  before  him,  and  had  he  read 
from  Hansard  he  would  have  seen  that  these  were  not  my 
words.  The  words  I  used  were  : 

“For  my  part,  I  would  be  willing  to  accept  an  amendment  which 
would  provide  that,  if  we  do  adopt  the  provincial  franchise  at  the  pre¬ 
sent  time,  the  Provinces  would  not  have  the  power  to  alter  that  fran¬ 
chise  by  any  restrictive  measure  without  concurrent  action  on  the  part 
of  this  House.” 

In  quoting  from  any  speech,  hon.  members  should  be  care¬ 
ful  not  to  misquote.  I  also  desire  to  correct  another  state¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  He  made  a  great  many 
quotations  from  the  Globe  newspaper  of  many  years  ago,  on 
the  question  of  income  franchise,  and  ho  attempted  to  prove 
that  the  Globe  was  opposed  to  income  franchise.  He  said  : 

“So  you  will  see  that  while  to-day  they  profess  to  be  favorable  to 
grantiog  the  franchise  to  a  large  body  of  the  electors,  they  have  syste¬ 
matically  opposed  a  reduction  of  th?  franchise.  I  think  1  can  satisfy  the 
House  that  every  reduction  of  the  franchise  that  has  been  granted  by 
the  Reform  party  was  at  the  instance  of  the  Conservative  party,  and 
only  when  the  Reform  party  was  driven  into  the  last  ditch.  Now,  Sir, 
we  find  that  the  organ  of  the  party,  at  that  time,  had  the  same  view 
upon  this  question.  On  the  27th  November,  1868,  we  find  this  language  : 

“  ‘If  he  (Mr.  Sandfield  Macdonald)  would  take  the  trouble  to  enquire 
as  to  the  practical  effect  of  his  $400  real  estate  franchise  in  Toronto, 
where  it  will  include  nearly  all  but  the  very  poorest  tenements,  he  would 
be  able  to  see  that  he  is  enfranchising,  in  this  city  alone,  hundreds  of 
persons  who  are,  to  say  the  least,  no  more  worthy  to  be  enfranchised 
than  the  class  he  resolutely  excludes.’  ” 

Ho  does  not  quote  the  whole  passage,  but  simply  what  suits 
himself.  He  garbles  the  quotation.  I  will  give  you  the 
whole  clause  from  the  Globe  : 

“  While  announcing  a  reduction  of  the  franchise  in  cities,  so  as  to 
include  tenants  assessed  lor  real  property  to  the  amount  $400,  Mr. 
Attorney-General  Macdonald  declared  most  distinctly  that  he  would  not 
assent  to  any  franchise  based  upon  income  or  salary.” 

This  is  the  portion  which  he  quotes  : 

“If  he  would  take  the  trouble  to  enquire  as  to  the  practical  effect  of 
his  $400  real  estate  franchise  in  Toronto,  where  it  will  include  nearly 
all  but  the  very  poorest  class  of  tenements,  he  would  be  able  to  see  that 
he  is  enfranchising,  in  this  city  alone,  hundreds  of  persons  who  are,  to 
say  the  least,  no  more  worthy  to  be  enfranchised  than  the  class  ha  so 
resolutely  excludes.” 

Then,  allow  mo  to  give  the  balance  : 

“  Than  those  who  would  be  admitted  by  a  franchise  based  upon  a 
moderate  income,  say  $400  or  $500  a  year.  The  clerks,  salesmen, 
teachers,  mechanics  and  others,  who  are  in  receipt  of  such  income  and 
yet  are  deprived  of  the  franchise  because  they  are  not  householders,  are 
as  independet  and  intelligent  as  any  other  class  of  voters  in  the  city. 
What  can  be  the  secret  of  Mr.  Macdonald's  hostility  to  an  income 
franchise  ?” 

Mr.  McMullen. 


It  is  just  the  very  reverse  of  what  the  lion,  gentleman 
quoted.  In  order  to  make  a  point,  he  garbles  one  little  sen¬ 
tence  that  suits  him  and  quotes  it  to  the  House  and  says 
nothing  about  the  rest.  I  sent  over  yesterday  a  messenger 
of  the  House  to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  kindly  to  favor  me 
with  the  Hansard  report  of  1868 ;  and  he  sent  back  word 
by  the  messenger  that  he  had  taken  it  down  to  his  house 
after  he  made  his  speech,  so  I  could  not  get  it.  I  suppose 
the  hon.  gentleman  felt  that,  perhaps,  if  it  feel  into  the 
hands  of  some  persons  it  might  be  made  to  tell  tales  that 
would  not  be  creditable  to  him,  and  so  to  protect  himself 
against  my  correcting  him,  he  kept  the  book,  and  it  has  not 
been  seen  by  anybody  but  himself  But  I  happened  to  go 
into  the  Library  to  hunt  up  the  Globe,  and  I  have  now 
quoted  from  the  Globe  to  show  that  he  garbled  the  passage 
and  made  it  the  very  opposite. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  has  said  that  Instated 
I  had  carried  it  home.  I  said  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  boy  came  back  and  told  me  you 
said  it  was  at  your  house. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  The  page  came  and  asked  me  if  I  had 
the  scrap  book  of  1868,  and  I  told  him  I  had  it  in  my 
library.  He  did  not  say  a  word  about  the  Hansard. 

Mr.  McMU  LLEN.  I  told  the  page  to  ask  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  what  I  have  said,  and  I  have  no  doubt  he  did  ask 
him,  because  the  hon.  gentleman  is  too  well  posted  to  be 
ignorant  of  the  fact  that  there  was  no  Hansard  in  1868. 
Now,  the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  stated  to  the  House 
that  he  was  the  first  man  who  introduced  the  income 
franchise  in  the  Ontario  Legislature,  which  was  in  1868, 
and  I  do  not  find  that  tho  hon.  gentleman  introduced  any 
Bill  that  year  with  regard  to  the  franchise,  although,  per¬ 
haps,  1  may  have  overlooked  it.  The  first  man  who  intro¬ 
duced  the  subject  into  the  Legislature  was  a  gentleman 
named  Perry,  who  introduced  a  resolution  with  regard  to 
the  income  franchise.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  stated  that  it 
was  only  when  the  Grit  party  were  driven  into  the  last 
ditch  that  they  ever  accepted  any  extension  of  the  fran¬ 
chise.  What  was  tho  vote  on  that  occasion  ?  Every  Con- 
sei’vative  of  the  House  voted  against  that  extension,  but 
two,  and  the  Reformers  votol  for  if.  And  if  you  go  ovor 
all  his  speech,  you  will  find  that  nine  out  of  ten  of  tho  hon. 
gentleman’s  statements  are  garble!  statements  for  a  purposo. 
Now,  Sir,  I  hold  that  when  you  take  away  from  the  people 
the  rights  they  have  in  any  constituency,  of  saying  who 
shall  vote,  you  are  striking  at  the  principles  of  British 
liberty.  We  have  had  g  Franchise  Act  in  lorce  ever  since 
Confederation,  and  there  is  not  tho  slightest  evidence  of  any 
necessity  for  a  change.  No  fault  has  been  found,  no  petition 
has  been  sent  in  and  no  remonstrances  have  been 
made.  It  appears  that  hon.  gentlemen  think  that  at 
the  next  general  election  they  are  going  to  accomplish 
a  good  deal  by  means  of  this  measure,  and  that 
they  are  going  to  get  the  inside  track  of  their 
political  opponents,  but  I  am  inclined  to  think  that 
the  people  of  this  country  will  give  them  a  surprise 
in  that  respect.  If  I  know  anything  of  the  feeling  of  the 
people  they  are  not  favorable  to  a  system  that  will  put 
under  the  control  of  any  lawyer,  no  matter  how  respectable, 
the  power  of  saying  who  shall  vote  and  who  shall  not.  I 
do  not  wish  to  disparage  lawyers.  They  are  a  necessary — 
I  was  going  to  say,  evil — they  are  a  necessary  class,  and 
occupy  a  prominent  position.  At  the  same  time,  it  is 
well  known  that  tho  electors  in  rural  districts  have 
no  particular  love  for  lawyers;  and  you  will  find  that, 
when  you  subject  the  people  to  the  necessity  of  holding 
their  right  to  vote  at  the  will  of  a  revising  officer,  a 
strong  feeling  of  resentment  will  prevail  throughout  the 
country.  I  hold  that  this  measure  is  unwise,  from  a 
financial  point.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  endeavored 
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to  show  that  the  expense  will  not  he  so  much  as  we  have 
claimed  it  would  be.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  under¬ 
took  to  show  that  the  expense  incurred  by  the  members  of 
this  House  in  discussing  this  measure  was  more  than  the 
expense  of  the  revising  officers  would  be  for  the  first  year. 
Now,  I  deny  that  any  member  of  this  House  will  get  more 
than  his  ordinary  sessional  allowance  if  ho  remains  here  for 
the  purpose  of  discussing  this  Bill.  I  do  not  think  a  single 
servant  of  this  House,  that  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  or  the 
Hansard  reporters,  will  get  any  more,  by  reason  of  the  pro¬ 
longation  of  this  Session.  Now,  the  people  will  be  called 
upon  to  submit  to  a  great  expense  under  the  operations  of 
this  Act.  Once  you  fix  the  salary  of  a  revising  officer  for 
the  first  year,  and  of  his  clerk  and  bailiff,  and  you  will  have 
great  difficulty  in  keeping  it  down  to  that  point.  If  you  were 
fixing  it  at  a  very  low  sum  you  might  possibly  be 
able  to  prevent  an  increase,  but  where  jTou  fix  a 
sum  which  will  be  necessary  in  order  to  discharge 
the  duty  the  first  year,  you  will  find  afterwards  great 
difficulty  in  reducing  it.  Not  only  that,  but  every 
revising  officer  will  exercise  a  very  desireable  influence  to 
cultivate.  He  will,  no  doubt,  be  a  desireable  man  to  be  on 
good  terms  with,  and,  no  doubt,  the  candidates,  particularly 
the  Conservative  candidate,  will  feel  it  his  duty  to  see  him 
recouped  for  the  very  valuable  services  he  is  likely  to 
render.  There  will  be  a  Conservative  association  in  every 
constituency,  aided  by  a  Government  allowance ;  the 
revising  officer  will  be  ex  officio  the  president  of  that 
association,  or  will  discharge  that  duty.  His  ear  will  be 
open  to  receive  suggestions  with  regard  to  changes  to  take 
place ;  and,  as  has  already  been  stated  by  tho  hon.  member 
lor  South  Grey,  where  an  opportunity  occurs  for  erasing  the 
name  of  a  Eeform  voter,  without  exciting  particular  alarm, 
the  chances  are  that  that  name  will  not  be  found  on  the 
list  when  the  day  of  voting  comes ;  and  where  there  is  a 
Conservative  that  it  is  desireable  to  have  on  the  list,  you 
will  often  find,  I  have  no  doubt,  the  name,  in  some  peculiar 
way  that  no  one  can  explain,  or  nobody  is  aware  of  but 
those  who  are  in  the  secrets,  will  be  on  the  list  on  polling  day. 
I  contend  that  in  this  way  the  duties  of  tho  revising  barrister 
can  be  made  very  valuable  to  a  member  who  is  running 
for  the  constituency.  In  some  constituencies,  possibly,  the 
revising  officer  may  discharge  his  duty  in  a  spirt  of  fairness, 
where  there  can  be  nothing  accomplished,  where  it  will  not 
be  possible  by  any  act  of  his  to  materially  affect  a  large 
majority;  but  where  the  numbers  are  very  close  in  a  con¬ 
stituency,  and  a  few  votes  added  to  or  taken  from  the  list 
would  be  of  vital  importance,  I  have  no  doubt  there  will  be 
quite  a  number  of  Eeform  votes  missing  on  polling  day. 
Hon.  gentlemen  may  feel  a  little  reluctant,  as  they  have 
expressed  it,  to  remain  here  for  the  purpose  of  discussing 
this  measure;  but  I  believe  they  are  doing  more  in  the 
direction  of  securing  their  seats  at  the  next  general  election 
by  pressing  and  urging  this  Bill  through  than  they  possibly 
could  do  if  they  went  home.  I  am  quite  sure  they  believe 
so,  and  that  if  they  get  this  law  through  they  will  be 
benefited  very  materially.  They  feel  that  it  will  be  the 
best  organisation  they  have  ever  had  in  this  Dominion, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  they  will  find  it  of  great  value. 
It,  at  least,  will  place  the  Conservative  party  in  this 
position,  that  they  can  rest  on  their  oars,  and  there 
will  be  no  necessity  for  hunting  up  the  voters’  list  and  seeing 
that  their  friends  are  on,  of  looking  after  the  different 
polling  sub-divisions,  and  seeing  that  the  names  of  their 
friends  are  on  the  list.  The  revising  officer  will  look  after 
that.  But  the  poor  Eeformer  will  have  to  do  all  the  hunt¬ 
ing  up  and  coaxing,  and  if  they  make  an  appeal  the  proba¬ 
bility  will  be  that  they  will  have  their  trouble  for  their 
pains  and  accomplish  nothing.  You  may  say  that  we  are 
making  an  unnecessary  fuss  about  this ;  but  our  experience 
in  the  past  has  been  that  when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
make  up  their  minds  to  do  anything  which  will  benefit 


themselves  they  generally  do  it  well.  When  they  made  up 
their  minds,  in  1882,  to  arrange  the  constituencies  of  this 
Dominion,  particularly  in  Ontax-io,  they  did  it  well.  It  gave 
them  some  members  in  this  House  who  probably  would 
not  otherwise  have  had  the  honor  of  sitting  hei-e.  But 
some  of  the  constituencies  did  not  do  what  was  expected 
of-  them,  and  as  they  would  like  to  persuade  them 
on  a  future  occasion  that  they  ought  to  do.  Under 
this  Fi*anchise  Bill,  when  it  passes,  there  may  bo  found  some 
constituencies,  after  all,  which  will  not  come  up  to  hon. 
members’  expectations,  notwithstanding  the  voters’  lists 
have  been  carefully  prepared,  and  numbers  added  to  them 
who  would  not  otherwise  have  been  entitled  to  vote,  and 
othei’s  omitted  who  should  vote.  After  all,  the  people  will 
feel  an  inherent  sense  of  honor,  and  will  not  permit  them¬ 
selves  to  be  led  x’ound  to  accomplish  the  ends  which 
hon.  gentlemen  have  in  view  in  placing  this  law  on  the 
Statute  Book.  While  we  may  differ  in  this  House  on  poli¬ 
tical  issues,  and  as  to  the  course  which  we  think  ought  to 
be  pursued  in  the  government  of  this  country,  if  there  is 
one  thing  above  another  with  which  we  ought  to  deal  fairly, 
honestly  and  openly,  it  is  in  going  to  the  country  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  the  verdict  of  the  people.  I  say 
a  jury,  free  from  any  restriction,  is  the  one  before  which  we 
should  desire  to  appear.  As  to-moi’row  is  a  holiday,  and  it 
is  now  midnight,  I  suppose  it  is  the  desii'e  of  the  committee 
that  the  Speaker  take  the  Chair. 

Committee  rose  and  reported. 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGE  YIN  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  12  o’clock, 
midnight. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  15th  May,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

THE  FEANCHISE  BILL. 

Mr.  TEOW.  This  Bill,  which  has  been  under  discussion 
for  several  days,  the  Franchise  Bill,  has  created,  apparently, 
great  excitement  throughout  the  country.  I  do  not  know 
how  many  copies  have  been  issued,  but  I  know  numbers  of 
lelters  are  received  daily  by  membei-s,  from  people  on  the 
other  side  of  politics,  stating  they  are  most  anxious  to  ascei’- 
tain  the  contents  of  the  Bill,  and  that  not  a  single  copy 
could  be  got  for  love  or  money  during  the  past  two  weeks. 
I  move  that  authority  be  given  to  the  Government  Printer 
to  furnish  5,000  additional  copies  of  tho  Franchise  Bill  for 
the  use  of  members, 

Mr.  SPEAKEE.  That  motion  will  go  to  the  Printing 
Committee  without  being  put. 

THE  DISTUEBANCE  IN  THE  NOETH-WEST. 

Mr.  CAEON.  I  desire  to  read  to  the  House  a  full  report, 
at  least,  a  more  lengthened  report,  of  the  battle  at  Batoche 
which  I  have  recoived  from  the  General,  and  which,  I  think, 
will  be  of  interest  to  the  House  : 

“  14th  May,  1885. 

“  To  Hon.  A.  P.  Caron, 

“  From'  Batoche,  N.  W.  T.,  12th. 

“  Since  my  last  evening  despat sh  to  you  I  have  ascertained  some  par¬ 
ticulars  of  our  victory,  which  was  most  complete.  I  have  myself  counted 
twelve  half-breeds  on  the  field,  and  we  have  four  wounded  breeds  in  hos¬ 
pital  and  two  Sioux.  Among  the  wounded  breeds  is  one  Ambroise 
Jou  bin,  a  councillor,  and  Joseph  Delorme.  As  far  as  I  can  ascertain, 
Riel  and  Gabriel  Dumont  left  as  soon  as  they  saw  us  getting  well  ia,  but 
cannot  ascertain  for  certain  on  which  side  of  the  river  he  is  but  think  must 
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be  this  side.  The  extraordinary  skill  displayed  making  rifle  pits  at  the 
exact  proper  points,  and  the  number  of  them,  is  very  remarkable,  and 
had  we  advanced  rashly  or  heedlessly  I  believe  we  might  have  been 
destroyed.  As  I  told  you,  1  reconnoitred  to  my  right  front  with  all  my 
mounted  men  yesterday  morning,  with  a  view  to  withdrawing  as  many 
of  their  men  from  my  left  attack,  which  was  the  key  of  position,  and  on 
my  return  to  camp  forced  on  my  left,  and  then  advanced  the  whole  line 
with  a  cheer  and  a  dash  worthy  of  the  soldiers  of  any  army.  The  effect 
was  remarkable.  The  enemy  in  front  of  our  left  was  forced  back  from 
pit  to  pit,  and  those  in  the  strongest  pit,  facing  east,  found  them  turned 
and  our  men  behind  them;  then  commenced  a  sauve  qui  peui  and  they 
fled,  leaving  blankets,  coats,  hats,  boots,  trousers,  and  even  guns,  in 
their  pits.  The  conduct  of  troops  was  beyond  praise,  the  Midland  and 
10th  Regiments  vieing  with  each  other,  well  supported  by  the  90th 
and  flanked  by  the  mounted  portion  of  troops.  The  artillery  and 
gatling  also  assisted  in  the  attack  with  good  effect. 

“  When  all  behaved  so  well,  it  might  appear  inviduous  to  mention 
particular  names  ;  still,  there  are  always  some  who,  by  good  luck,  are 
brought  prominently  before  the  eye  of  the  commanding  officer,  and  these 
names  I  shall  submit  to  you  later  on.  My  staff  gave  me  every  assistance, 
and  were  most  energetic  and  zealous.  The  medical  arrangements  under 
Brigade  Surgeon  Orton,  were,  as  usual,  most  excellent  and  efficiently 
carried  out.  I  have  to  regret  the  death  of  three  officers,  as  well  as  two 
soldiers,  but  they  died  nobly  and  well.  I  found  no  want  of  ammunition 
among  the  enemy  or  food,  in  spite  of  what  has  been  said  to  the  contrary, 
and  we  found  large  quantities  of  powder  and  shot.  Nearly  the  whole  of 
the  rebels’  families  were  left,  and  are  encamped  close  to  the  river  bank. 
They  were  terribly  frightened,  but  I  have  reassured  them  and  protected 
them.  There  is  a  report  that  Gabriel  Dumont  is  killed,  but  1  do  not 
believe  it,  though  I  think  it  likely  he  is  wounded.  One  of  the  killed 
has  been  recognized  as  Donald  Ross,  one  of  the  council.  Yesterday 
evening,  just  as  the  action  was  finished,  the  Nortlicote  and  Marquis 
steamers  arrived  up,  the  latter  having  twenty-five  police  on  board  It 
appears  that  the  Northcote  had  a  hard  time  of  it,  as  the  rebels  fired  at  it 
very  heavily,  and  though  it  was  well  fortified,  the  rebels  managed  to 
wound  two  men  slightly.  The  Northcote  got  on  a  shoal  for  a  short 
time,  but  managed  to  keep  the  enemy  off  and  to  get  off  themselves. 
Finding  that,  owing  to  the  barges  alongside,  they  could  not  go  up 
stream  again,  they  decided  to  run  down  to  the  Hudson  Bay  crossing, 
get  rid  of  them,  and  return.  At  the  crossing  they  found  the  other 
steamer,  and  came  up  together.  This  morning  I  sent  out  a  letter 
addressed  to  Riel,  as  follows 

“  ‘Batochb,  11th  May. 

“  1  Mr.  Riel,— -I  am  ready  to  receive  you  and  your  council  and  to 
protect  you  until  your  case  has  been  decided  upon  by  the  Dominion 
Government. 

‘FRED.  MIDDLETON.’ 

“  Major  Oenl.  Commanding  North-West  Field  Forces.'” 

“I  cannot,  of  course,  be  certain,  but  I  am  inclined  to  think  the  com¬ 
plete  smash  of  the  rebels  will  have  pretty  well  broken  the  back  of  the 
rebellion  ;  at  any  rate  it  will,  I  trust,  have  dispelled  the  idea  that  half- 
breeds  and  Indians  can  withstand  the  attack  of  resolute  whites,  properly 
led,  and  will  tend  to  remove  the  unaccountable  scare  that  seems  to 
have  entered  into  the  minds  of  so  many  in  the  Nonk-West,  as  regards 
the  prowess  and  powers  of  fighting  of  the  Indians  and  breeds.  There  is 
not  a  sign  of  the  enemy  on  either  side  of  the  river  for  miles. 

“  FRED.  MIDDLETON, 

FRANCHISE  BILL  PETITIONS. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  It  has  always  been  known  that  parlia¬ 
mentary  bodies  have  treated  petitions  with  respect  and 
decency.  The  only  exception  that  I  remember,  as  to  any 
English-speaking  body,  was  when  the  United  States  House 
of  Representatives  refused  to  receive  petitions  asking  for  the 
abolition  of  slavery.  Some  petitions  which  were  presented 
here  to-day  were  greeted  with  derisive  shouts  and  crie3  of 
“  fifteen  cents  a  hundred,”  and  one  gentleman  to  my  left, 
when,  in  a  petition  presented  by  thehon.  member  for  Went¬ 
worth,  the  highly  respectable  name  of  Dr.  Laing  was 
mentioned  as  one  of  the  signors,  made  an  insulting  remark 
about  Christian  politicians  and  other  fanatics.  Whatever 
may  be  our  opinion  in  reference  to  the  Franchise  Bill,  there 
is  certainly  a  great  deal  of  excitement  in  regard  to  it,  and 
the  excitement  is  increasing,  and  if  the  citizens  of  Canada 
choose  to  petition  Parliament  on  the  subject,  their  petitions 
should  be  received  with  politeness  and  deference. 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill 
(No.  103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  A  Bill  of  this  importance  cannot 
receive,  at  the  hands  of  any  member  of  this  House,  too  much 
Mi*.  Caron. 


consideration.  It  is  highly  desirable,  in  the  interests  of  the 
freedom  and  the  rights  of  the  citizens  of  this  Dominion, 
that  we  should  carefully  consider  its  several  provisions. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposrie  have  expressed  surprise  at  the 
course  that  we  have  considered  it  our  duty  to  pursue  in  tho 
discussion  of  this  measuro.  While  we  have  been  criticising 
it  and  pointing  out  the  several  features  we  consider  objec¬ 
tionable,  they  have  sat  still,  and  turned  a  deaf  ear,  and 
have  not  endeavored,  except  in  a  few  instances,  lo 
justify  the  peculiar  provisions  of  the  Bill.  We  claim 
that,  before  a  Bill  of  this  kind  is  passed,  it  is  highly 
desirable  that  there  should  be  shown  to  exist  some 
necessity  for  it,  either  by  petitions  on  the  part  of  the  people 
or  by  some  evidence  that  the  people  are  dissatisfied  with 
the  law  that  has  now  been  in  force  in  this  Dominion  for  so 
many  years.  The  fact  that  no  such  evidence  has  been  pre¬ 
sented  shows  that  the  Government  has  some  sinister 
motive  in  view  in  insisting  upon  the  passage  of  this  Bill. 
We  claim  that  the  Government  has  a  personal  and  party 
object  to  gain  by  pressing  this  measure  at  this  time.  Some 
hon.  members  opposite  have  characterised  the  reasonable 
criticism  that  we  have  made  on  this  side  as  obstruction, 
and  as  an  attempt  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House.  Now, 
we  claim  that  there  are,  outside  this  House,  certain  indivi¬ 
duals  who  have  voluntarily,  and  in  an  independent  way, 
expressed  their  opinion  of  this  Bill ;  we  claim  that  men  who 
have  been  associated  with  the  Conservative  party  for  many 
years,  men  of  aD  independent  mind,  men  who  appreciate 
British  liberty  and  British  rights,  have  plainly  expressed 
themselves  as  opposed  to  this  measure.  I  would  take  the 
liberty  of  reading  a  letter  that  has  been  written  by  Mr. 
D.  B.  Road,  of  Toronto,  a  lawyer  of  good  standing,  a  man 
who  has  been  recognised  for  years  as  a  prominent  Conser¬ 
vative,  who,  I  believe,  is  a  Queen’s  counsellor,  high  up  in 
his  profession,  and  is  respected,  I  have  no  doubt,  by  every 
Conservative  in  this  House,  and  by  the  First  Minister  him¬ 
self.  (The  hon  member  here  read  the  letter  condemnatory 
of  the  Franchise  Bill),  That  of  itself  is  very  strong  evi¬ 
dence  that  the  feeling  is  not  altogether  confined  to  Refor¬ 
mers.  That  is  evidence  of  a  fair-minded,  honest  man,  who 
has  given  this  subject  long  and  impartial  consideration,  who 
has  clearly  expressed  his  views  with  respect  to  the  evil 
results  of  the  office  of  revising  barrister.  It  is  a  just  cause 
of  complaint  on  our  part  that  a  law  of  this  one-sided  kind, 
which  will  give  one  party  absolute  power  to  control  the 
entire  votes  of  the  Dominion,  is  a  dangerous  and  perni¬ 
cious  law.  It  is  wrong,  unwise  and  unjust,  and  reflects 
upon  tho  party  now  in  power,  that  they,  having  such  a 
large  moj  >rity  in  this  House,  are  afraid  to  appeal  to  the 
people  on  fair  and  equal  terms,  and  have  their  conduct 
judged  by  the  grand  jury  of  the  country,  without  endeavor¬ 
ing  first  to  pack  the  jury.  They  appear  determined  to  have 
the  advantage  in  every  case.  It  is  to  be  regretted  that  hon, 
gentlemen  opposite  have  no  more  idea  of  political  honesty 
and  fair  play  than  to  attempt  to  place  the  Reformers  in  a 
disadvantageous  position  by  this  Act.  It  is  our  right  and 
our  duty  to  oppose  the  passage  of  such  a  law.  There  has 
not  boon  a  moment  lost  in  criticising  this  Bill.  It  is  our 
duty  to  offer  criticism.  The  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.B. 
(Mr.  Foster),  said  that  if  we  were  prepared  to  offer  sugges¬ 
tions  no  doubt  they  would  be  received.  During  three 
weeks  we  have  been  offering  suggestions  and  pointing  out 
serious  objections  to  the  measure ;  but  our  objections  and 
suggestions  have  not  been  acted  upon.  We  are  quite  wil¬ 
ling  to  assume  the  responsibility  of  criticising  this  Bill  from 
day  to  day,  and  when  compelled  to  go  to  the  country,  with 
all  tho  odds  against  us  that  this  Bill  will  give,  we  can  hon¬ 
estly  claim  that  we  endeavored  to  prevent  the  evils  of  this 
Bill.  The  revising  barrister  is  one  of  the  most  objection¬ 
able  features  of  this  measure.  It  is  contrary  to  all  legisla¬ 
tion  that  has  taken  place  in  this  country  for  twenty  years, 
all  our  legislation  having  been  in  the  direction  of  giving  the 
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people  a  fuller  right  to  govern  themselves.  Instead 
of  retrograde  legislation  such  as  this,  we  should 
have  granted  the  people  more  privileges  aud  rights 
than  they  already  possess.  It  is  absolutely  necessary 
in  a  new  country  like  ours,  that  members  representing  con¬ 
stituencies  should  come  here  untrammelled  by  legislation, 
should  come  here  by  the  free  will  of  the  people.  In  close 
constituencies  this  Bill  will  have  the  effect  of  enabling 
revising  barristers  to  act  as  partisans.  Under  our  present 
election  law  the  value  of  property  is  fixed'for  assessment  pur¬ 
poses.  Under  this  Bill  it  will  bo  fixed  simply  for  the 
purpose  of  Dominion  elections.  The  revising  barrister  will 
be  able  to  sit  down  quietly  and  consider  whether  a  certain 
man’s  property  is  worth  $150,  he  can  claim  the  right  to 
say  that  it  is  not  worth  that  amount,  if  such  a  decision 
should  suit  his  convenience  as  a  party  politician.  I  do  not 
say  in  all  cases  this  will  be  done  and  that  all  the  appoint¬ 
ments  are  going  to  be  of  such  ultra-partisans  as  would 
experience  that  power.  But  it  is  dangerous  to  place  that 
power  in  anyone’s  hands.  The  present  system  of  preparing 
voters’  lists  has  worked  admirably.  No  evidence  has  been 
produced  to  show  the  necessity  of  the  change ;  and  it  is 
imprudent  to  appoint  one  man  in  20,000  in  every  dis¬ 
trict  clothed  with  the  power  to  say  who  shall  vote. 
I  say  that  is  an  injustice  that  I  believe  our  people  will  not 
willingly  submit  to.  I  say  that  to  place  the  honest  and 
industrious  yeomanry  of  this  country,  who,  from  day  to  day 
are  fighting  the  battles  of  life,  and  struggling  with  the 
difficulties  they  have  to  encounter  in  this  country,  those 
men  who  aie  in  an  impoverished  condition — to  place  them 
in  a  position  in  which  they  may  be  dictated  to  by  some 
aristocrat,  some  kid-gloved  gentleman,  who  will  tell  them 
that  he  will  not  allow  them  the  privilege  of  voting,  that 
their  little  homestead  is  not  worth  $150,  that  their  position 
in  life  or  the  value  of  their  property  is  not  such  that  he 
could  place  them  on  the  voters’  list — I  say  no  man  has  a 
right  to  be  placed  in  that  position. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings.)  Do  you  think  any  revising 

barrister  would  do  that  ? 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  Yes,  plenty  of  them. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Not  a  bit  of  it;  they  would  not  be  guilty 

of  such  a  thing. 

Mr.  Mo  MULLEN.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  they  would 
not  be  guilty  of  such  a  thing,  but  past  experience  has  told 
us  that  extreme  politicians  will  do  strange  things  betimes, 
and  I  say  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  empowering  them 
to  do  it.  I  say  it  is  in  direct  opposition  to  British  liberty  and 
rights,  and  that  the  laboring  cla>ses  should  not  be 
placed  in  a  position  to  be  dictated  to,  or  their  rights  taken 
away  from  them. 

Mr.  WHITE.  You  know  that  nothing  of  the  kind  could 

ever  happen. 

Mr.  CHAIEMAN.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  am  perfectly  in  order. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAE  I  WEIGHT.  Get  up  on  your  feet 

then. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  This  thing  is  going  to  lead,  if  it  leads 
to  anything  at  all,  to  manhood  suffrage.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  that  I  would  oppose  any  suen  measure.  I  would 
prefer  a  thousand  times  a  well  regulated  manhood  suffrage, 
with  registration  and  residence  as  a  condition,  rather  than 
the  Act  we  are  now  asked  to  accept,  and  I  believe  this  Act 
will  lead  in  that  direction.  I  believe  the  members  who  are 
now  in  this  House,  and  who  are  opposed  to  any  extension 
of  the  franchise  in  that  direction,  should  take  warning  in 
time,  for,  in  my  humble  opinion,  if  the  people  wake 
up  to  the  fact  that  their  rights  and  privileges  are 
going  to  be  seriously  interfered  with  under  this 
law,  you  will  find  an  agitation  for  manhood  suffrage 
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before  many  years.  The  question  of  expense  has 
been  pointedly  brought  before  the  notice  of  hon.  gentlemen 
by  members  on  this  side.  We  have  endeavored  to  show 
that  the  Bill  is  extremely  objectionable  in  the  present 
financial  condition  of  the  country,  that  the  amount  neces¬ 
sary  to  defray  the  cost  of  the  inauguration  of  this  system 
should  not  be  expended  under  present  circumstances.  With 
the  very  extended  territory  we  have  got  to  develop,  the 
people  of  this  country  feel  very  seriously  the  burthen  of 
taxation  at  this  moment.  It  is  bearing  very  heavily  on  the 
laboring  classes  of  this  Dominion,  and  year  by  year  we  are 
adding  to  our  responsibilities.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have,  during  the  last  six  years,  added  something  like 
$80,000,000  to  the  responsibilities  of  the  Dominion,  and  I 
say  that,  in  the  face  of  this  increase,  it  is  highly  imprudent 
to  countenance  the  increase  which  will  result  from  the 
introduction  of  this  Act.  Of  course,  the  question  of 
expense  has  been  pooh-poohed  by  some  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  rather 
belittled  the  remarks  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  6ide, 
on  this  question.  He  tried  to  show  that  the  increase  cost 
of  the  protracted  session  of  Parliament,  which  is  now  being 
held,  would  more  than  over -balance  the  expense  incuri’ed  by 
putting  this  statute  into  operation.  Now  I  venture  to  pre¬ 
dict  that  not  much  less  than  about  $400,000  will  be  sufficient 
to  put  this  system  into  operation.  I  hold  that  when  you 
approach  revising  barristers,  if  they  are  to  be  appointed, 
and  even  if  you  approach  county  judges,  and  ask  them  to 
perform  the  necessary  duties  which  will  devolve  on  them, 
under  the  operation  of  this  Act,  when  you  consider  the  fact 
that  they  have  got  to  hold  two  distinct  investigations  of  the 
rolls,  that  they  have  got  to  hold  revising  meetings  in  each 
township  of  the  riding,  you  will  find  that  when  you  ask 
them  to  perform  those  duties  for  a  sum  less  than  $500  or 
$1,000  a  piece,  you  will  have  little  hope  of  getting  men  who 
are  disposed  to  discharge  those  duties  efficiently.  You  may 
possibly  secure  the  service  of  some  political  partisan  for 
less  money.  I  believe  there  are  some  men  so  imbued  with 
extreme  political  ideas  that  they  would  willingly  devote 
themselves  to  that  work  almost  for  nothing,  for  the  sake  of 
getting  an  opportunity  of  victimising  their  political  oppon¬ 
ents,  by  striking  them  off  the  lists,  and  thereby  showing 
once  in  their  lives  how  far  their  political  feelings  would  go, 
if  they  had  an  opportunity. 

Mr.  WHITE.  You  could  not  find  a  revising  barrister  in 
the  Province  who  would  do  it- — not  one. 

Some  hon.  MEMBEES.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Then  if  no  revising  barristers  would 
do  it,  I  would  say  that  no  gentleman  so  absolutely  devoted 
to  his  party  as  my  hon.  friend  from  Hastings  is,  will  be 
appointed. 

Mr.  WHITE.  No  revising  barrister  would  do  it,  any¬ 
way. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  It  ^singular  that  we  should  find  a 
unanimous  adoption  of  this  Act  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
notwithstanding  that  some  years  ago  they  took  a  very 
different  view.  When  the  hon.  member  for  East  York 
introduced  his  Act  in  1874,  some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
took  occasion  to  compliment  him  on  the  fairness  of  that 
statute — some  who  are  not  now  in  this  House.  The  First 
Minister  himself  complimented  him  so  far  as  to  say  that  he 
would  support  the  second  reading  of  that  measure,  and 
would  do  what  he  could  for  the  purpose  of  perfecting  it  in 
committee.  Well,  he  wont  on  and  made  several  sugges¬ 
tions  in  order  to  perfect  that  measure.  His  suggestions  in 
some  cases  were  accepted,  as  were  also  the  suggestions 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Argenteuil  (Mr.  Abbott). 
Several  other  hon.  gentlemen  made  suggestions  as  to 
features  which  were  supposed  to  be  objectionable,  and  the 
promoter  of  the  Bill  accepted  them  in  a  spirit  of  fairness 
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and  fair  play.  I  admit  that  the  present  Leader  of 
the  Government  made  some  suggestions  which  were 
not  accepted,  and  because  the  Government  of  that  day 
were  not  prepared  to  adopt  every  suggestion  while 
offered,  he  flew  into  a  passion  and  quite  lost  himself  in 
making  some  remarks  with  regard  to  the  Bill.  He  said 
this:  (The  hon.  gentleman  quoted  the  remarks  of  Sir  Jonn 
A.  Macdonald  on  the  Bill  in  question).  Now,  Sir,  what 
have  we  had  since  this  Bill  was  introduced.  Have  we  not 
made  suggestions  night  after  night,  and  has  one  been 
accepted  ?  Have  we  not  endeavored  to  show  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  the  other  side  and  the  leader  of  the  Government 
some  very  objectionable  features.  I  myself  pointed  out  one 
case,  in  which  persons  could  become  tenants  of  property 
only  for  the  purpose  of  giving  them  votes,  and  I  pointed 
out  cases  which  had  actually  transpired  under  my  own 
observation,  during  my  last  election  ;  and  notwithstanding 
that  fact,  notwithstanding  that  I  pointed  out  that  this  Bill 
leaves  room  for  these  very  things  to  occur  again,  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  paid  the  slightest  heed  to  those  sugges¬ 
tions  and  undtr  the  Bill,  if  it  passes  in  the  present  shape — 
and  we  have  got  that  particular  clause — we  will  have  a 
repitition  of  those  unfortunate  occurrences  in  the  future. 
Now,  I  say  if  he  was  disposed  to  accept  suggestions,  to  perfect 
this  Bill,  as  he  ought  to  be  where  there  are  objections  of 
that  kind  and  where  there  are  proofs  brought  forward  to 
show  that  there  is  just  ground  for  those  apprehen¬ 
sions,  I  think  in  all  fairness  he  should  accept  them 
or  suggest  something  to  get  over  the  difficulty. 
The  question  of  expense  is  a  very  important  one,  and  I  ask 
is  it  wise,  in  the  face  of  the  increased  expenses  of  this 
Dominion  from  year  to  year,  that  we  should  incur  this 
additional  burden  of  $-100,000  for  this  measure,  if  there  is 
absolutely  no  necessity  for  it.  I  say  this  measure  is  brought 
forward  in  the  interest  of  a  party,  and  it  is  unfair  that  the 
Conservative  party  should  organise  a  Dominion  Conserva¬ 
tive  Association  to  be  paid  out  of  the  resources  of  the 
Dominion.  Every  man  in  this  Dominion,  whether  he  is  a 
Reformer  or  a  Conservative,  will  have  to  contribute  his 
mite  to  maintain  that  association.  In  every  constituency 
the  revising  officer  will,  no  doubt,  have  his  ear  open  to  sug¬ 
gestions  from  all  sides ;  no  doubt  there  will  be  an  associa¬ 
tion  in  each  sub-division,  to  make  suggestions  to  him,  and 
he  will  reserve  the  right  to  put  on  the  list  and  to  put  off 
whom  he  pleases.  I  maintain  that  this  law  will  give  him 
the  power  after  the  lists  have  been  completed,  after  all  the 
examinations  have  been  made,  after  all  the  evidence  has 
been  taken,  to  strike  any  name  he  chooses  off  the  list 
before  he  returns  it.  It  is  unfair,  unjust  and  unwise 
that  our  people  should  be  placed  in  this  position. 
The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Rykert),  made  some 
remarks  with  regard  to  an  Act  passed  by  the  hon.  Attorney- 
General  of  Ontario ;  and  he  said  there  was  some  feeling 
between  the  leader  of  this  House  and  that  hon,  gentleman. 
The  electors  of  this  country  have  nothing  to  do  with  that. 
It  is  to  be  deplored,  if  a  personal  feud  between  men  occupy¬ 
ing  those  conspicuous  positions,  is  to  be  the  cause  of  the 
people’s  rights  and  privileges  being  interfered  with ;  and  if 
the  people  are  to  be  subjected  to  the  payment  of  $400,000  a 
year  for  a  new  election  law,  because  the  leader  of  this 
House  is  not  disposed  to  accept  the  law  of  Oatario,  because 
it  has  been  passed  by  political  opponents  of  his  own.  If 
Mr.  Mowat  has  placed  on  the  Statute  Book  an  election  law 
which  is  satisfactory  to  the  people,  it  is  unwise  to  take 
away  from  the  Local  Legislature  the  regulation  of  the  fran¬ 
chise.  The  exercise  of  the  franchise  is  dear  to  the  people 
of  this  country.  This  Bill  is  going  to  deprive  a  certain 
percentage  of  the  people  of  Ontario  of  the  right  to  the  fran¬ 
chise  which  they  enjoy  under  the  Mowat  Act ;  and  it  is  an 
acknowledged  principle  in  all  free  institutions,  that 
once  you  grant  a  man  the  right  of  the  franchise  it  is 
improper  and  unwise  to  deprive  him  of  that  right  after- 
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wards.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  endeavored  to  prove 
that  a  number  of  the  residents  of  his  constituency — some 
267 — would  be  deprived  of  the  franchise  by  the  Mowat  Act. 
I  am  sorry  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  here,  but  I  challenge 
the  correctness  of  that  statement.  I  venture  to  say  that 
there  is  not  one  single  individual  in  his  constituency  who 
had  the  franchise  under  the  previous  Act,  who  will  not  have 
it  under  the  present  Ontario  Act.  Because  Mr.  Mowat  has 
deemed  it  his  duty  to  prevent  a  man  duplicating  his  vote 
from  poll  to  poll,  that  is  no  reason  for  saying  that  that  man 
will  be  deprived  of  the  franchise.  Take,  for  instance,  a  man 
in  the  city  of  St.  Catharines,  who  owns  a  property  worth 
$5,000 ;  if  it  were  scattered  over  ten  different  ridings,  he 
would  be  entitled  to  vote  ten  times  ;  but  under  the  present 
Ontario  Act  he  is  only  entitled  to  vote  once,  and  I  say  that  is 
right.  No  man  has  a  right  to  go  from  constituency  to  con¬ 
stituency  to  record  his  vote,  simply  because,  for  the  time 
being,  he  happens  to  be  the  owner  of  property  in  the 
different  constituencies.  If  you  follow  out  the  principle, 
there  are  men  who  might  be  enfranchised  in  twenty 
different  constituencies.  I  hold  that  is  not  fair ;  it  is  an 
injustice  to  the  poorer  classes.  The  poor  man  who  lives  in 
his  cot,  if  it  is  all  ho  owns,  holds  his  right  to  the  franchise 
as  dear  as  the  man  who  lives  in  his  castle  and  spends  his 
thousands  every  year.  Mr.  Mowat  is  protecting  the  rights 
of  the  poor  man. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Suppose  a  man  had  his  property  in  one 
riding  and  lived  with  his  brother  in  another,  how  would  he 
be  qualified  ? 

Mr.  McffULLEN.  I  shall  take  the  opportunity  afterwads 
of  answering  my  friend.  I  do  not  consider  the  question  of 
such  vital  importance  as  to  cause  me  to  drop  the  thread  of 
my  address  to  answer  it.  Now,  Sir,  the  desire  for  a  uniform 
franchise,  which  will  place  all  men  on  an  equal  footing, 
appears  to  be  the  potent  argument  in  favor  of  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House.  The  hon.  First  Minister  presented  the 
measure  to  the  House  backed  up  with  the  declara¬ 
tion  that  he  is  anxious  that  a  uniform  franchise 
should  be  established  under  which  members  should 
be  elected  to  this  House.  Now,  I  believe  it  is 
impossible  to  establish  throughout  this  Dominion  a 
uniform  franchise,  and  on  the  very  face  of  the  Bill  it 
appears  that  it  is  not  uniform,  because  in  one  Province  it 
permits  a  man  to  vote  upon  chattels,  while  in  another  Pro¬ 
vince  a  man  can  only  vote  on  real  estate.  In  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  fishermen  are  to  be  entitled  to  vote,  provided 
they  possess  real  estate  and  fishing  tackle  of  the  value,  in 
all,  of  $150.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been 
so  cautious  to  guard  against  the  rights  of  the  fishermen  as 
to  clothe  the  revising  officers  with  all  the  powers  they  are 
to  possess,  or  he  would  not  have  drawn  the  clause  relative 
to  the  fishermen  so  loosely  as  he  has  done.  He  says  the 
fishermen  are  to  be  allowed  to  vote  if  they  have  real  estate 
and  fishing  tackle  combined  worth  $150  ;  he  does  not  say  if 
they  have  real  estate  without  the  fishing  material,  or  the 
fishing  material  without  the  real  estate  of  that  value;  but 
they  have  to  be  the  possessors  of  both,  and  they  have 
to  be  fishermen.  Perhaps  when  he  comes  to  that 
clause,  he  may  insert  the  word  “  or  ”  instead  of  the  word 
“and,”  and  in  that  way  amend  that  peculiar  provision. 
However,  it  is  very  singular  that  he  should  have  required 
fishermen  to  have  both  real  estate  and  fishing  tackle,  to  the 
value  of  $150,  or  more,  before  he  would  be  allowed  the 
privilege  of  exercising  the  franchise.  The  hon.  member  for 
King’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  Foster),  referred  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  and  tried  to  show  that, 
notwithstanding  the  criticisms  of  the  latter,  the  voters’  lists 
would  be  fair  and  just.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  seek  to 
entrench  themselves  behind  the  feeling  that  the  lists, 
whether  fair  or  not,  will,  at  any  rate,  be  in  their  interest ; 
they  feel  they  are  doing  more  good  to  themselves,  while 
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sitting  here  day  after  day,  in  the  way  of  securing  their 
returns  at  the  next  elections,  than  they  could  if  at  home  ; 
they  feel  they  will  be  able  to  sit  in  their  easy  chairs  and 
trust  implicitly  in  the  revising  officers,  while  the  Reform 
candidates  will  have  to  make  determined  efforts  to  have  their 
rights  respected  and  use  all  their  powers  of  persuasion 
to  coax  the  revising  officers  to  do  what  is  fair.  In 
all  the  time  a  Reform  Government  was  in  power,  I  defy 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  point  to  an  act  of  this  kind  ;  I 
defy  them  to  show  that,  under  any  Reform  Administration, 
an  attempt  was  ever  made  to  legislate  opponents  out  of 
existence.  I  would  consider  myself  humiliated  to  be  com¬ 
pelled  to  follow  a  party  or  leader  disposed  to  do  an  act  of 
that  kind,  and  I  am  glad  to  say  that  the  Reformers,  to  their 
credit  and  honor,  have  never  been  party  to  so  truckling  a 
business.  How  different  has  been  the  conduct  of  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite.  In  1882,  by  the  redistribution  of  seats  in 
Ontario,  they  sought  to  politically  behead  my  hon.  friend 
in  front  of  me  (Mr.  Charlton)  and  others,  but  they  failed 
in  their  purpose.  To-day  they  hope,  by  enfranchising 
the  Indians,  to  accomplish  something  more  in  that 
direction.  The  measure  they  are  now  trying  to 
force  through  Parliament  is  one  of  the  most 
disgraceful  entactments  that  has  ever  blackened  the 
pages  of  the  history  of  our  Dominion.  It  is  a  disgrace  to  the 
party  attempting  to  pass  it.  The  country  will  rise  in 
indignation  against  it.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say,  then 
why  not  let  it  become  law  ?  Because  we  intend  that  the 
people  shall  fully  realise  its  hollowness  and  iniquity.  The 
party  in  power  have  a  political  record  that  would  justify  our 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  they  would  pass  this  or  any 
other  law  which  would  have  the  effect  of  keeping  them  in 
power.  Beginning  with  the  double  shuffle  and  coming 
down  to  the  Franchise  Bill,  we  can  point  to  enactments  and 
transactions,  year  after  year,  which  stand  out  like  mile¬ 
stones  along  their  political  course,  marking  their  political 
disgrace,  this  last  measure  indicating  their  lowest  des¬ 
cent,  and  in  point  of  corrupting,  capping  the  climax  of 
all  their  previous  acts.  We,  on  this  side  are  only  doing  our 
duty  in  showing  up  plainly  and  pointedly  the  evils  of  this 
measure ;  we  intend  to  keep  it  up ;  we  intend  to  educate 
the  people ;  we  intend  to  open  their  eyes  with  regard  to  the 
iniquity  of  this  Act ;  and  we  hope  to  be  able  to  show  that 
the  people  are  not  blinded  to  all  sense  of  honor,  but  will  be 
aroused  to  a  proper  sense  of  justice,  which  they  will  show 
at  the  polls  when  the  opportunity  is  given  them  to  record 
their  verdict  on  this  attempt  to  shackle  the  free  expression 
of  public  opinion.  It  is  an  impossibility  to  give  an  equalised 
Dominion  franchise  such  as  this  Bill  demands.  While  you 
cannot  place  all  property  on  an  equal  footing,  while  you 
cannot  give  an  equal  value  to  all  property,  you  cannot 
equalise  the  franchise.  Until  you  can  say  that  a  house  of 
certain  dimensions  in  Ottawa  is  worth  the  same  as  a  similar 
house  in  Winnipeg  or  Yictoria,  you  cannot  make  an  equal 
franchise.  To  show  the  injustice  that  can  be  practised  by 
the  revising  officer  we  will  begin  with  him  from 
the  time  he  is  appointed  supposing  this  Act  to 
be  passed.  His  first  duty,  on  being  appointed,  is  to  assess 
the  entire  riding.  He  is  not  supposed  to  take  the  assessment 
roll,  as  an  indispensable  necessity,  but  simply  as  an  aid,  to 
arrive  at  what  he  believes  to  be  the  value  of  property  in  the 
riding.  He  makes  the  assessment  of  the  entire  riding.  Then 
he  constitutes  himself  municipal  clerk.  Instead  of,  as  the 
assessor  now  has  to  do,  making  the  return  of  the  assessment 1 
roll  to  the  municipal  clerk  and  making  a  solemn  declaration 
as  to  his  faithful  and  exact  performance  of  the  duties  of 
assessor,  he  makes  a  return  to  himself.  He  himself  is  the 
municipal  clerk,  and  as  such  makes  out  the  roll  and  puts 
several  numbers  of  that  roll  in  the  different  places.  He 
does  this  without  further  obligation  than  that  the  statute 
binds  him  to  do  it.  Under  the  present  law,  the 
clerk  of  the  municipality  has  to  make  a  declaration 


before  the  Revision  Court  that  the  necessary  duties 
have  been  performed  by  him,  before  the  court  can  sit. 
There  is  nothing  of  that  kind  to  be  done  by  the  revising 
officer.  He  is  to  put  up  the  list  from  place  to  place,  and 
therefore  he  discharges  the  duty  of  municipal  clerk.  The 
next  duty  he  discharges  is  that  of  the  municipal  council. 
The  men  who  have  the  confidence  of  the  people,  who  are 
elected  to  perform  municipal  duties,  who  are  well  posted  in 
regard  to  the  value  of  property  in  each  ward,  who  have  had 
experience  as  residents  of  the  municipality,  are  not  to  be 
consulted  in  reference  to  the  matter,  and  any  assessment 
of  the  value  of  property  made  by  them  is  not  to  be  taken 
into  account  by  the  revising  officer,  who  therefore  consti¬ 
tutes  himself  the  municipal  council.  Next,  he  constitutes 
himself  the  judge.  At  present,  after  the  voters’  list  is  made 
out,  if  there  are  any  objections  to  it,  there  is  an  appeal  to 
the  judge,  who  is  called  upon  to  listen  to  the  appeals.  A 
day  is  appointed,  parties  are  summoned,  and  they  present 
their  objections  or  arguments  in  favor  of  the  alterations 
that  they  claim  should  be  made  in  the  voters’  list; 
he  hears  the  arguments  and  considers  whether  it  is  wise  to 
make  the  changes  or  not.  The  revising  officer  discharges 
that  duty  also.  He  sits  as  judge,  he  listens  to  argument  or 
not  as  it  suits  him,  he  is  not  compelled  to  listen  to  evidence 
as  to  irregularities,  and  he  can  decide  whether  parties  shall 
be  heard  or  not.  He  has  all  power,  and  can  accept  or  refuse 
evidence  as  he  thinks  proper.  I  am  not  going  to  say  that 
in  all  cases  this  will  be  done.  I  believe  that  there  are 
respectable,  decent,  honest  Conservative  barristers  that  per¬ 
haps  would  discharge  the  duty.  I  can  vouch  for  it  that  in 
my  own  town,  and  in  my  own  riding,  there  are  men  who, 
I  believe,  are  honest  enough  to  discharge  the  duties  faith¬ 
fully,  and  who  would  not  lend  themselves  to  anything 
wrong,  but,  while  I  admit  that,  I  know  that  we  have  men 
who  would  do  the  very  opposite  if  they  had  the  chance ; 
and  that  is  where  the  evil  is.  Is  it  the  right-minded  men 
who  will  be  chosen  ?  I  think,  in  a  constituency  that  is 
very  nearly  balanced,  if  they  can  possibly  get  a  man  ready 
to  lend  himself  to  a  criticism  of  the  voters’  list  with  a 
view  to  strike  down  the  number  of  Reformers  and 
increase  the  number  of  Conservatives  he  will  be  found  a 
pliant  tool  and  he  will  be  appointed  to  perform  that  duty. 
If  the  county  judges  were  appointed,  a  great  deal  of  the  evil 
would  be  got  over.  We  have  two  county  judges  in  my 
constituency  and,  although  they  are  Conservatives,  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say  they  would  do  anything  improper.  Still, 
it  is  an  injustice  to  the  electorate  to  clothe  any  judge  with 
the  power  of  doing  an  improper  act  if  he  chooses.  We  can¬ 
not  reiterate  the  fact  too  often  that  this  is  taking  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  people  a  power  which  has  been  vested  in  them 
through  their  council,  and  placing  it  in  the  pocket  of  one 
man  to  exercise  as  he  pleases.  The  people  ought  not  to 
submit  to  it,  and  1  hope,  when  they  have  the  opportunity, 
they  will  back  us  up  in  the  course  we  are  taking. 

Mx\  WHITE  (Hastings).  Are  not  the  assessors  clothed 
with  power  ?  Do  not  they  do  wrong  ? 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  We  have  had  assessors  that  have  done 
wrong. 

Mr.  WHITE.  They  are  clothed  with  power. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  permit 
me,  I  will  answer  him.  They  have  to  appear  before  the 
municipal  council,  and  those  upon  whom  an  attempt  is 
made  to  perpetrate  a  wrong  have  two  chances  to  get  the 
wrong  righted ;  first,  before  the  municipal  council,  which  is 
seeking  for  the  suffrages  of  the  people,  and,  in  the  next  place, 
if  he  does  not  get  it  done  before  the  council,  he  can  get  it 
done  before  the  county  judge. 

Mr.  WHITE.  That  is  just  the  way  this  will  be. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  But  here  we  have  no  such  recourse. 
I  defy  the  hon.  gentleman  to  show  there  is  any  such 
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recourse.  The  revising  officer  embodies  in  himself  the  powers 
of  the  municipal  council  and  the  judge,  and  he  has  the  power 
to  refuse  to  take  evidence  and  can  do  right  or  wrong  as  he 
chooses.  If  an  appeal  is  made  to  the  judge  under  the  pres¬ 
ent  law,  he  must  hear  and  determine  it  This  Bill  does  not 
declare  that  the  revising  officer  has  to  do  anything  of  the 
kind.  He  may  receive  the  evidence  or  not  as  he  pleases, 
and  afterwards  he  can  strike  a  name  off  or  put  a 
name  on  just  as  he  pleases,  and  there  is  no  appeal 
from  his  decision.  That  is  unfair;  it  is  retrograde 
legislation,  striking  at  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
the  people  and  depriving  them  of  a  privilege  they  have 
possessed  for  years.  If  you  take  the  whole  course  that  has 
to  be  pursued  in  revising  the  voters’  list  and  in  the  election 
of  a  member,  I  would  like  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  point 
out  a  single  feature  of  the  entire  procedure  that  gives  the 
slightest  evidence  of  justice  or  shows  the  slightest  mark  of 
consideration  to  the  Reform  party  of  this  Dominion.  From 
the  appointment  of  the  revising  officer  when  this  law  comes 
into  force,  to  the  time  when  the  return  is  made  to  the 
clerk  here,  everything  has  a  one-sidedness  about  it  that  is 
unfair  and  unjust.  Of  course  the  revising  officer  will 
appoint  his  own  returning  officer  and  his  own  clerk,  and  in 
everything  we  shall  have  to  submit  to  the  injustice  of  meet¬ 
ing  our  opponents  on  unequal  terms.  If  the  judges  of  the 
land  had  the  power  to  appoint  these  men,  we  would  not 
object  to  it  so  much  :  but  they  have  not  that  power ;  the 
Government  retain  that  power  themselves,  and  no  doubt 
they  will  avail  themselves  of  it  to  the  advantage  of  their 
own  candidates.  Now,  the  hon.  member  for  Cumberland 
(Mr.  Tupper)  has  stated  that  no  Bill  had  ever  been 
discussed  so  fully  in  this  House  as  the  Fi’anchise  Bill,  and  he 
could  not  understand  why  in  the  world  hon.  gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House  were  kicking  up  such  a  fuss  about  it. 
Well,  it  is  very  well  for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  try  to 
shield  themselves  with  such  a  pretence.  But  I  think  if  that 
hon.  gentleman  sat  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  a  Liberal 
Government  were  to  bring  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  we  would 
hear  his  voice  very  loud  and  very  long  in  condemnation  of 
it,  and  I  am  sure  the  whole  Conservative  party  would  oppose 
it  with  as  much  tenacity  as  we  are  doing.  I  am  glad 
to  think  that  we  cannot  be  charged  with  ever  having 
made  an  effort  to  put  upon  the  Statute  Book  an  Act  of  this 
kind,  that  we  cannot  be  charged  with  ever  having  attempted 
to  behead  our  opponents  in  the  unscrupulous  way  in  which 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  endeavoring  to  behead  us  by 
this  Bill.  [  would  commend  to  the  attention  of  the  First 
Minister  the  cartoon  of  Grip  last  week  ;  and  I  think  that  who 
ever  will  look  at  the  position  there  occupied  by  the  First  Min¬ 
ister,  with  his  revising  officer  on  one  side,  and  the  Indian 
on  the  other,  and  fair  Canada,  with  her  hands  tied 
behind  her  back,  will  say  that  is  a  fair  picture  of  the  posi¬ 
tion  the  First  Minister  will  occupy  when  this  measure 
becomes  law,  I  have  only  to  say  that  if  we  have  got  event¬ 
ually  to  go  to  the  people  under  the  operations  of  this  Act,  I 
do  not  think  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  find  that  it  is 
going  to  help  them  as  much  as  they  expect.  But  if  they  are 
right  in  their  anticipations,  and  if,  by  means  of  this  measure, 
they  succeed  in  returning  to  power,  and  in  diminishing  the 
numbers  of  the  Opposition  in  this  House,  we  will  at  least 
have  the  satisfaction  of  having  done  our  duty  in  attempting 
to  prevent,  by  fair  criticism  and  discussion,  the  passage  of 
such  an  iniquitous  measure. 

Mr.  SMALL.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his 
seat  has  paraded,  with  a  great  flourish  of  trumpets,  the  fame 
of  Mr.  D.  B.  Read,  of  Toronto,  as  a  Conservative.  I  do  not 
wish  to  be  uncharitable  towards  the  writer  of  that  letter, 
but  I  must  say  that  he  is  not  so  strong  a  party  man  as  is 
the  hon.  gentleman  himself. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Unless  I  greatly  mis¬ 
take,  that  gentleman  was  president  of  the  Conservative 
Mr.  McMullen. 


Association  of  Toronto,  or  a  gentleman  of  that  name,  not 
many  years  ago. 

Mr.  SMALL.  A  good  many  years  ago. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  he  was  also  a 
candidate  for  the  representation  of  one  of  the  Torontos  in 
the  Local  House.  If  I  am  in  error  on  that  point  I  should 
be  glad  to  be  corrected. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  You  used  to  be  a  Conservative,  and 
now  we  find  you  over  on  that  side. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  my  hon.  friend  were 
aware  of  the  facts  he  would  know  that  when  I  was  first 
elected  to  Parliament,  I  was  elected  by  a  very  large  Liberal, 
as  well  as  a  very  large  Conservative,  vote.  I  took  my  seat 
here,  and  held  my  seat  here,  as  independent  a  man  as  any 
man  well  could  be.  From  the  first  time  of  my  connection 
with  Lennox,  to  the  present  time  of  my  connection  with 
South  Huron,  I  have  never  failed  to  have  the  support  of  a 
large  proportion  of  the  best  men  of  both  parties. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  turned  out 
of  his  first  constituency  because  he  left  his  party. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  My  hon.  friend  may 
recollect  that  a  gentleman  who  ought  to  be  in  his  place 
here  to-day,  the  First  Minister,  had  to  leave  his  constituency 
of  Kingston  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  LISTER.  This  is  a  subject  so  deeply  interesting  to 
the  electors  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  that  it 
is  not  necessary  for  me  to  offer  an  apology  for 
addressing  the  House.  We  have  been  charged  over 
and  again  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  with  having  adopted 
a  policy  of  obstruction  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
the  passage  of  this  Bill.  I  deny  the  charge,  but  I  say  that 
even  it  were  true,  it  would  be  perfectly  justifiable  under 
the  circumstances.  If  we  have  accomplished  nothing  else 
in  the  discussion  of  this  Bill,  we  have,  at  least,  shown  up 
its  defects  and  deformities,  and  succeeded  in  arousing  public 
sentiment  throughout  the  country  to  the  dingers  which 
threaten  our  free  institutions.  I  feel  that  this  Bill  is  so 
objectionable  that  it  is  necessary  on  the  part  of  hon. 
gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House,  to  iterate  and 
reiterate  our  objections  to  the  iniquities  of  this  Bill, 
obstruction  pure  and  simple  would  be  justifiable  under  the 
circumstances,  for  a  more  scandalous  measure  has  never 
been  presented  to  any  legislative  body  acknowledging  free 
institutions  and  responsible  government.  I  need  ouly  quote 
from  the  independent  press,  which  usually  cordially  sup¬ 
ports  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  to  justify  my  statements.  I 
call  the  attention  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  an  article 
in  the  Montreal  Post,  an  influential  and  independent 
journal.  (Quotation  from  article  read.)  If  we  have  suc¬ 
ceeded  in  doing  nothing  more  we  have  awakened  public 
interest  in  this  measure.  Within  the  last  two  weeks  meet¬ 
ings  have  been  held  from  one  extremity  of  Ontario  to  the 
other,  denouncing  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  and  petitions 
have  been  forwarded  from  almost  every  constituency  in 
Ontario - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  LISTER. —presented  not  only  by  members  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  but  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  protest¬ 
ing  in  the  most  emphatic  manner  against  the  passage  of 
this  Bill.  I  have  asked  frequently,  who  have  demanded  the 
passage  of  this  Bill  ?  When  was  it  ever  submitted  to  the 
people,  considered  by  them  and  by  the  press  ?  The  first 
intimation  was  the  production  of  this  Bill,  although  as  late 
as  two  years  ago  general  elections  took  place.  At  that 
time  it  was  never  referred  to  by  the  First  Minister  or  by 
the  Conservative  party.  I  hold  that  such  a  radical  change 
as  this  involves,  so  important  and  far-reaching  in  its  conse¬ 
quences,  amounts  to  an  usurpation  of  power,  without  the 
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Government  having  asked  the  approval  of  the  people  on  it. 
In  view  of  these  facts,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Opposition  to 
oppose  the  Bill  as  strenuously  as  possible,  and  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  this  side  would  be  false  to  their  duty  if  they  failed 
to  stand  up  and  protest  solemnly  and  repeatedly  against  the 
passage  of  a  Bill  which,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  I  can  only  char¬ 
acterise  by  the  word,  infamous.  The  measure  proposes  to 
disfranchise  thousands  and  thousands  of  persons  in  my 
Province.  I  say  that  advisedly,  and  it  is  a  statement  that 
cannot  be  successfully  contradicted. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  contradict  it. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  say  tens  of  thousands  of  persons  who 
possess  votes  under  the  Ontario  Act  will  be  disfranchised 
by  this  Bill.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  not  given  the 
subject  that  consideration  it  deserves.  They  have  been  too 
apt  in  this  case  as  in  others,  to  accept  the  statement  of  the 
First  Minister  as  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  believing 
that  a  Bill  introduced  by  him  would  be  a  fair  and  just  Bill 
Let  me  consider  its  provisions  and  compare  them  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Mowat  Act.  While  the  Ontario  Act  provides 
that  every  person  owning  real  property  to  the  value  of 
$200  in  cities  and  towns  and  $100  in  townships  and  incor¬ 
porated  villages  shall  be  entitled  to  the  franchise,  this  Bill 
places  the  qualification  at  $300  for  cities  and  $150  for  town¬ 
ships  and  villages. 

Mr.  WHITE.  One  is  the  assessed  value  and  the  other  is 
the  real  value. 

Mr.  LTSTER.  I  suppose  the  assessors,  who  are  required 
to  take  an  oath,  assess  property  fairly.  As  regards  tenants, 
this  Bill  provides  that  a  tenant  at  a  rental  of  $2.00  monthly, 
$6.00  quarterly,  $12.00  half-yearly  or  $20.00  yearly,  in  any 
municipality,  and  has  been  in  possession  at  least  one  year 
before  the  first  day  of  November,  and  has  paid  one  year’s 
rent  at  the  rate  aforesaid,  shall  have  the  franchise.  The 
Ontario  Act  provides  that  a  male  person  rated  on  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll  as  tenant  of  property  of  the  actual  value  in  cities 
and  towns  of  not  less  than  $200,  and  in  townships  and  incor¬ 
porated  villages  at  $100,  shall  have  the  franchise.  That 
section  of  the  Bill  is  a  most  objectionable  one.  It  is  a  fancy 
franchise ;  it  opens  the  door  to  all  sorts  of 
fraud  on  the  part  of  the  voter,  and  it  is  in  every 
sense  of  the  word  an  objectionable  franchise, 
(The  hon.  gentleman  here  quoted  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
and  the  Ontario  Act  respectively,  as  to  voters  as  owners, 
tenants,  occupants,  and  income  voters  )  When  my  hon. 
friend  speaks  about  his  being  rated  about  the  actual  value 
of  the  assessment  he  shows  that  he  does  not  understand  the 
matter,  because  the  assessment  roll  is  not  final  arid  con¬ 
clusive  at  all,  as  a  man  cannot  only  appeal  against  his  assess¬ 
ment  to  the  Court  of  Revision,  but  directly  to  the  judge  of 
the  County  Court,  if  he  chooses. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Is  the  hon.  gentleman  quoting  from  the 
Mowat  Act  as  it  passed,  or  as  it  was  introduced.  Mr. 
Mowat’s  Act  was  much  improved,  and  so  will  this  be. 


wages  to  that  amount.  There  are  a  large  number  of  clerks 
in  stores  and  offices,  intelligent  and  well  educated  young 
men,  eminently  fit  to  exercise  the  franchise  discreetly,  all 
of  whose  interests  are  in  this  country,  and  when  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  call  on  men  to  defend  the  country  they  are  the  first 
to  spring  to  arms.  Under  this  Bill  you  disfranchise  every 
one  of  these  men,  unless  they  have  property  entitling  them 
to  vote,  while  at  the  same  time  you  propose  to  enfranchise 
the  Indian  who  has  no  property  whatever,  who  is  the 
ward  of  the  Government,  who  can  make  no  contract, 
who  is  uneducated,  and  who  is  under  the  control  of 
the  Government  and  its  agents.  I  say  that  under  such  a 
provision  you  are  doing  the  gravest  injustice  to  a  large  por¬ 
tion  of  the  community  who  are  entitled  to  the  highest  con¬ 
sideration  at  the  hands  of  Parliament.  (The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  then  read  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  and  of  the  Ontario 
Act  respectively,  as  to  the  franchise  for  owners’  sons.) 
Now,  Sir,  while  you  propose  under  the  Dominion  Act  to 
enfranchise  the  sons  of  farmers,  under  the  Provincial  Act 
the  son  of  every  landowner  is  enfranchised  whether  he  be 
a  farmer  or  not,  or  whether  he  lives  in  a  town,  city,  village 
or  in  the  country.  In  that  way  y<  u  cut  off  from  the  elec¬ 
torate  a  very  large  number  of  intelligent  young  men  fitted 
in  an  eminent  degree  for  the  franchise. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Read  the  first  part  of  section  seven,  and 
you  will  see  that  you  are  entirely  mistaken. 

Mr.  LTSTER.  That  relates  to  the  Indians. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  No,  to  the  sons  of  owners  of  real  pro¬ 
perty. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Under  the  Dominion  Bill  he  must  be  : 

“  The  son  of  a  farmer  or  any  owner  of  real  property  and  not  otherwise 
qualified  to  vote,  and  resident  with  his  father  (or  mother)  for  one  year 
before  the  first  of  November,  as  well  as  at  the  time  of  the  election,  if  the 
value  of  the  property  on  which  the  father  is  qualified  to  vote  is  sufficient 
if  equally  divided  amongst  them  as  co-owners  to  qualify  as  voters 
under  the  Act ;  otherwise  the  right  to  be  registered  as  a  voter  and  to 
vote  in  respect  of  such  property  shall  belong  only  to  the  father.  Occa¬ 
sional  absence  of  not  more  than  four  months  in  the  year  shall  not  dis¬ 
qualify  a  son  as  such  voter.” 

Under  the  Ontario  Act  he  must  be  : 

“Duly  entered  and  named  in  the  assessment  roll  as  a  landholder’s  son, 
resident  at  the  time  of  the  election  in  the  local  municipality  in  which 
he  tenders  his  vote,  and  has  resided  iu  the  dwelling  of  his  father  for 
twelve  months  prior  to  the  return  by  the  assessors  of  the  roll  on  which 
the  voters’  list  used  at  the  election  is  based.  Temporary  absence,  not 
exceeding  in  the  whole  six  months  in  the  year,  shall  not  operate  to  dis¬ 
entitle  a  landholder’s  son  to  vote  under  this  section.” 

Under  the  Dominion  Act  the  property  must  be  of  sufficient 
value,  it  divided  up  amongst  the  owner  and  his  sons,  to 
entitle  each  to  a  vote  ;  in  the  Ontario  Act  there  is  no  such 
provision. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Oh,  yes  there  is. 

Mr  LISTER.  No,  there  is  not.  If  a  man  is  assessed  for 
property  worth  $300  and  his  sons  are  living  with  him,  those 
sons  are  entitled  to  be  placed  on  the  assessment  roll  and  to 
vote. 


Mr.  LISTER.  I  am  quoting  from  Mr.  Mowat’s  Act  as  it 
became  law. 

Mr.  WHITE.  This  Bill  has  not  become  law. 


Mr.  LISTER.  I  understand  that. 

Mr.  WHITE.  You  may  find  it  different. 

Mr.  LISTER.  With  regard  to  income  voters  we  know 
that  there  are  a  very  large  number  of  people  consisting  of 
school  teachers  and  clerks  in  offices  of  various  kinds,  and 
wage-earners,  whose  incomes  do  not  amount  to  $400  a  year, 
while  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act  these  people  will  be 
debarred  from  voting.  I  think  it  is  safe  to  say  that  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario  two-thirds  of  the  school  teachers  do  not 
receive  incomes  amounting  to  $400  a  year,  and  I  suppose 
there  is  not  a  laborer  in  the  whole  Province  who  earns 


Mr.  WHITE.  Only  one  son. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Under  the  Dominion  Act,  the  First  Minister 
has  intimated,  he  intends  to  exclude  the  Indians  of  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West,  but  every  tribal  Indian  residing  in 
every  other  portion  of  the  Dominion  will  be  entitled  to 
exercise  the  franchise  ;  while  under  the  Act  of  Mr.  Mowat 
if  the  Indian  possesses  the  qualifications  the  white  man 
possesses,  does  not  reside  on  the  reserve,  and  is  not  under 
the  control  of  the  Dominion  Government  or  its 
agents,  that  man  is  entitled  to  vote.  The  two 
Acts  will  not  bear  comparison,  The  Ontario  Act 
is  wider  in  its  scope,  is  infinitely  more  generous,  and  enfran¬ 
chises  a  much  larger  class  of  people  who  are  thoroughly 
fitted  to  exercise  the  franchise,  than  the  Bill  of  the  First 
Minister.  But  why  has  the  First  Minister  thought  proper 
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to  introduce  this  measure  ?  1  ask  if  there  has  been  any 
public  opinion  expressed  in  its  favor ;  I  ask  if  the  Province 
of  Ontario  or  any  other  portion  of  the  Dominion  has 
requested  or  petitioned  that  a  Bill  of  this  kind  should  be 
introduced  into  Parliament. 

Mr.  FARROW.  How  many  times  have  you  asked  that  ? 
About  50  times. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  do  not  know  what  constituency  you 
represent,  but  you  are  very  insolent.  A  little  good  breed¬ 
ing  would  be  a  good  thing  for  you. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Order. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  say  there  is  no  public  opinion  in  favor 
of  this  Bill,  and  I  quote  from  The  Week,  a  newspaper  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  city  of  Toronto,  which  is  thoroughly  indepen¬ 
dent,  and  whenever  it  can  consistently  support  the  hon. 
First  Minister,  it  does  so.  (The  hon.  gentleman  read  the 
article  referred  to.)  That  article  is  taken  from  the  paper  of 
a  great  admirer  of  the  First  Minister,  a  man  who  never 
hesitates  to  applaud  and  approve  of  the  acts  of  the  First 
Minister,  when  those  acts  can,  by  any  possibility,  bo  entitled 
to  approval.  It  is  the  language  of  a  man  who  has  no  politi¬ 
cal  end  to  serve  and  no  object  in  misstating  the  facts  of  the 
case,  and  it  is  a  powerful  arraignment  of  the  First  Minister 
and  the  Bill  before  the  House. 


Mr.  FARROW.  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  what  paper  he 
is  quoting  from  ? 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  am  quoting  from  a  paper  that,  I  have 
no  doubt,  you  never  saw,  The  Week  newspaper. 

Mr.  FARROW.  I  think  I  saw  that  article  in  the  Globe. 

Mr.  LISTER.  It  is  a  very  good  article  whether  it  is 
Grit  or  Tory.  It  is  from  the  pen  of  Mr.  Goldwin  Smith, 
and  Mr.  Goldwin  Smith  is  a  personal  and  political  friend  of 
your  chief. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  deny  that  he  is 
a  political  friend  of  his  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes,  I  do  deny  it  with 
all  my  heart. 

Mr.  LISTER.  All  I  can  say  about  it  is  that  Mr.  Gold¬ 
win  Smith  took  the  stump  for  the  right  hon.  Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  He  has  changed  his  politics. 


Mr.  LISTER.  It  is  a  strange  man  who  will  not  change 
his  politics  under  these  circumstances.  Public  opinion  from 
one  end  of  this  Dominion  to  the  other  is  opposed  to  this 
Bill.  Public  meetings  have  been  and  are  being  held  pro¬ 
testing  against  this  measure  ;  petitions  have  been  and  are 
being  sent  from  the  country  protesting  against  it;  the  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  himself,  10  years  ago, 
protested  against  such  a  measure ;  no  portion  of  the  people 
have  petitioned  for  the  Bill ;  every  portion  of  the  press, 
except  the  out-and-out  Conservative  press,  are  opposed  to 
it,  and  the  out  and-out  Conservative  press  give  it  a  most 
feeble  support .  The  Act  is  an  usurpation  of  the  people’s 
rights;  it  is  an  Act  unparalleled  in  the  history  of  constitu¬ 
tional  government  in  England;  it  inflicts  a  serious  wound 
on  the  representative  institutions  of  this  country,  and  hon. 
gentlemen  who  become  a  party  to  the  passing  of  this  Act 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  gaining  a  party  victory,  are 
doing  an  act  which  will  ultimately  inflict  serious  injury  on 
the  commonwealth  of  Canada.  The  people  of  our  country 
are  a  source  of  all  power;  it  is  from  them  we  get  the  right  to  sit 
in  this  House,  to  legislate  tor  them,  and  it  is  our  bounden  duty 
to  acknowledge  their  mastership  ;  yet,  it  is  proposed  by  this 
Bill  to  take  away  from  the  people  that  power  which  every 
free  people  and  free  country  ought  to  have,  the  right  to 
Mr.  Listeb. 


prepare  their  own  voters’  lists.  It  is  contemplated  by  this 
Bill  to  deprive  them  of  this  right,  and  to  place  it  in  the 
hands  of  individuals  against  whose  decision  there  is  to  be 
no  appeal ;  it  is  proposed  to  put  in  the  power  of  one  man  to 
say  who  shall  be  on  the  list  and  who  shall  not.  The  ques¬ 
tion  whether  such  men,  men  in  that  position,  will  act 
honestly  or  dishonestly  is  not  the  issue.  If  you  could  get  a 
man  who  was  perfection  itself,  you  might  convey  to  him 
the  powers  with  which  you  propose  to  invest  the  revising 
barrister ;  but  as  there  was  only  one  man  who  was  ever 
perfect,  and  it  is  not  likely  there  will  be  another,  it  is  a 
dangerous  thing  to  place  in  the  hands  of  frail  mortals  this 
power.  It  is  a  revolutionary  measure  which  would  be  well 
worthy  of  *  some  South  American  or  Central  American 
Republic,  at  the  hands  of  the  usurper,  but  in  a  free  Parlia¬ 
ment  like  this,  it  is  hardly  conceivable  that  the  leader 
of  the  Government  would  introduce  such  a  measure, 
one  which  cannot  fail  to  meet  with  the  condemnation 
of  the  people,  one  which  even  the  friends  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  throughout  the  country  do  not  approve  of,  and  the 
more  they  know  its  provisions  the  more  they  will  see  in  it 
to  condemn.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  very  anxious  to 
be  returned  to  their  seats,  but  they  must  not  forget  that 
throughout  the  country  the  people  generally,  even  their 
own  friends,  will  not  look  on  this  measure  with  the  same 
self  interest,  but  will  look  upon  it  as  dispassionate  men 
having  no  end  in  view  but  the  good  of  their  country,  and 
that  Bill  cannot  be  fairly  submitted  to  them  and  its  pro¬ 
visions  explained  without  its  meeting  their  disapproval. 
It  is  proposed  to  place  in  the  hands  of  these  irresponsible 
men,  the  revising  barristers,  the  power  to  say  who  shall  be 
voters  and  who  shall  not.  My  hon.  and  very  esteemed 
friend  from  the  county  of  Monck  (Mr.  McCallum)  says  these 
men  will  do  what  is  right.  I  would  take  my  hon.  friend’s 
word  for  almost  anything  in  the  world,  but  in  this 
matter  he  is  deceived  when  he  makes  a  state¬ 
ment  of  that  kind.  Without  saying  anything  to 
reflect  on  the  profession  to  which  1  have  the 
honor  to  belong,  I  must  admit  that  in  it  there  are  men  who 
are  so  eaten  up  by  partyism  that  they  would  not  hesitate 
to  do  injustice  to  an  opponent.  Men  of  standing  in  the  pro¬ 
fession  will  not  take  the  position  of  revising  barrister  ;  it 
will  not  be  in  the  best  but  in  the  worst  and  most  unscrupu¬ 
lous  portions  of  the  bar  that  men  will  be  found  to  accept 
positions  under  this  Act.  Is  it  fair  that  the  right  of  decid¬ 
ing  who  shall  exercise  the  franchise  bhouldbe  given  to  such 
men  ?  Is  it  fair  that  they  should  have  the  power  of  exclud¬ 
ing  from  the  lists  men  who  may  be  fairly  and  justly  entitled 
to  vote  ?  Yet  this  is  the  proposition  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  submit  to  us.  We  are  told  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  modify  the  Bill  very  radically  We  hear 
that  outside,  we  hear  it  whispered  in  the  lobby  and  and  in 
the  corridors,  but  we  have  had  no  such  intimation  from  men 
authorised  to  make  such  a  statement,  and  I  say  that  the 
Bill  in  its  present  form  is  a  monster  of  iniquity,  an  encroach¬ 
ment  on  the  rights  of  the  people,  and  that  the  Canadian 
people  do  not  possess  the  spirit  l  believe  them  to 
possess,  if  they  will  quietly  submit  to  it.  I  to-day 
received  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  who  takes  no  great 
interest  in  politics,  and  who  says  that  in  the  county  from 
which  he  writes,  ho  never  saw  such  excitement  as  exists 
there  now  since  the  rebellion  of  183*7.  Hon.  gentlemen 
may  laugh,  but  this  Bill  has  stirred  up  a  feeling  of  indig¬ 
nation  throughout  the  country,  and  they  are  blind  if  they 
cannot  see  it.  Why  is  it  sought  to  press  this  measure  at 
present  ?  Hon,  gentlemen  opposite  have  never  given  any 
reason.  The  leader  of  the  Government  said  a  Bill  of  this 
kind  would  take  the  time  of  a  whole  Session  for  proper  dis¬ 
cussion,  yet  without  any  cause,  without  any  demand  having 
been  made  for  the  measure,  he  brings  it  down  at  the  last 
hour  of  the  Session.  Will  some  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
attempt  to  explain  what  the  particular  reason  is  for  passing 
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this  Bill  now  ?  Although  they  have  attempted  to  discuss 
its  provisions,  they  have  evaded  its  real  issue ;  they 
have  neglected  from  the  time  it  was  introduced, 
some  three  or  four  weeks  ago,  to  give  some 
valid  reason  why  it  should  be  introduced  now, 
or  why  should  it  become  law  without  consulting  the  people 
and  obtaining  their  sanction.  No  reason  has  been  made 
public  for  this  course.  Gold  win  Smith  says  the  object  is  to 
give  the  party  in  power  a  party  advantage.  That  may 
be  so,  and  there  may  be  several  reasons  in  addition.  It  is 
certainly  not  for  the  good  of  the  country.  The  effect  of  the 
Bill  will  be  to  add  seriously  to  the  difficulty  and  expense  of 
the  people.  Some  say  it  is  to  divert  the  attention  of  the 
people  from  what  is  going  on  in  the  North-West.  Perhaps 
that  may  be  the  reason,  or  it  may  not  be.  Others  say  that 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  is  about  to  ask 
Parliament  to  advance  it  a  further  large  sum  of  money,  and 
that,  in  the  discussion  which  this  Bill  causes,  the  demands 
of  that  corporation  may  be  granted  without  the  attention  of 
the  public  being  called  to  them.  I  think  the  real  cause  is 
an  intention  on  the  part  of  the  First  Minister,  so  far  as  it  is 
in  his  power,  to  perpetuate  the  rule  of  the  Conservative 
party  in  Canada.  I  think  it  indicates  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  the  intention  to  bring  on  an  election 
in  a  short  time.  In  1882,  an  election  was  brought  on 
after  the  Gerrymander  Act,  and  in  1812  an  election 
was  brought  on  after  the  transaction  between  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  Sir  Hugh  Allan,  and  we  have  reason  to  expect 
now,  in  1885,  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  party  to  further 
control,  if  they  possibly  can,  the  electorate  of  the  country, 
so  as  to  secure  the  return  of  their  friends.  If  it  is  considered 
imperative  that  a  Dominion  franchise  should  be  fixed  by 
this  Parliament,  is  it  necessary  to  appoint  revising  barristers 
under  the  form  proposed  in  this  Bill?  Hon. gentlemen  have 
said  that  the  local  officers  are  not  under  the  control  of  the 
Dominion  Government,  but,  under  this  Bill,  the  municipal 
officers  of  Ontario  are  compelled  to  furnish  to  the  revising 
officer  the  assessment  rolls  and  voters’  lists  of  the  several 
municipalities  throughout  the  Province.  If  they  can  enforce 
obedience  to  that  provision,  have  they  not  the  same  power 
to  enforce  obedience  to  any  other  demands  they  may  make 
as  to  the  preparation  of  these  lists  ?  In  England,  the  revis¬ 
ing  barrister  only  sits  for  the  purpose  of  revising  the  lists 
made  by  the  local  authorities,  and  those  revising  barristers 
are  appointed  by  the  judges.  You  could  find  no  party  in 
England  who  would  be  base  enough  to  take  into  their  own 
hands  the  preparation  of  those  lists  as  this  Bill  proposes  to 
do.  I  suppose  the  dominant  party  there  has  the  same  power 
as  the  dominant  party  here,  and  no  doubt  it  would  be  a 
great  advantage  to  them  to  have  these  officers  under  their 
power,  but  the  party  in  power  in  England  shrank  from 
taking  this  into  their  own  hands.  If  it  is  necessary  to 
have  revising  officers,  it  would  be  safer  and  better  to  follow 
the  English  pattern  and  have  them  appointed  by  the  judi¬ 
ciary.  In  that  case  should  we  not  have  a  guarantee  that 
the  men  appointed  would  not  be  partisans.  The  appoint¬ 
ments  there  are  made  each  year  and  not  for  life,  and  there¬ 
fore  we  should  also  have  a  guarantee  that,  if  these  officers 
did  not  perform  their  duties  properly,  honestly  and  impart! 
ally,  they  would  be  removed.  Is  not  the  present  proposal 
a  menace  to  the  people  of  this  country,  is  it  not  a  dangerous 
power  which  you  are  giving  to  these  men,  which  it  will  be 
hard  to  remove  when  once  it  is  introduced  ?  I  hope,  for 
the  sake  of  the  people,  that  no  such  power  will  be  taken  by 
the  Government,  but  that,  when  we  come  to  the  revising 
barrister  clause,  the  Government  will  yield  and  will  consent 
that,  if  they  are  bound  to  have  revising  barristers, 
they  shall  be  appointed  by  the  judges.  That  would  wipe 
out  one  of  the  most  objectionable  features  of  this  Bill. 

I  can  only  repeat  that,  so  far  as  the  revising  barrister  clause 
is  concerned,  it  is  a  dangerous  power  to  put  in  the  hands  of 
any  man,  and  no  Government  would  for  a  moment  think  of  I 


putting  such  a  power  into  tho  hands  of  any  man,  except 
with  some  sinister  motive  in  view.  The  hon.  member  for 
Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson),  the  other  evening,  gave  the  House 
to  understand  that  the  Indians  were  to  vote,  provided  they 
had  the  same  qualification  as  a  white  man.  His  statement 
is  entirely  misleading.  That  is  neither  the  wording  nor 
the  intention  of  the  Act.  The  Act,  in  language  as  broad  as 
can  be  used,  includes  alt  Indians  living  upon  reservations. 
Why,  Sir,  is  it  possible  that  the  First  Minister  would  think 
of  giving  the  Indians  a  vote  in  view  of  the  position  they 
occupy  towards  the  Government  ?  Only  throe  years  ago 
ho  distinctly  stated  that  the  Indians  were  not  sufficiently 
advanced,  even  for  municipal  institutions,  on  their  own 
reserves,  and  yet  within  so  short  a  time  the  Indian  has 
become  so  civilised  that  the  Government  proposes  to  give 
him  a  vote  !  Any  one  who  has  lived  near  these  Indian 
reservations,  who  is  at  all  familiar  with  the  habits  and 
customs  of  the  Indians,  will  agree  with  me  in  saying  that, 
while  there  are  a  few  who  are  intelligent,  the  vast  majority 
of  the  Indians  are  not  fitted  to  exercise  the  franchise.  But 
if  the  right  hon.  gentleman  thinks  that  the  franchise  ought 
to  be  extended  to  them,  he  is  bound  to  enfranchise  them 
entirely,  he  is  bound  to  sever  the  last  link  that  binds 
them  to  the  Government,  and  to  destroy  all  the  influence 
that  the  Government  may  have  over  them.  Personally,  if 
it  is  thought  right  that  the  Indian  should  be  enfranchised, 
I  would  not  raise  my  voice  against  it,  provided  you  placed 
upon  him  all  the  responsibilities  that  rest  upon  other 
citizens  of  this  country.  If  he  is  sufficiently  intelligent  to 
exercise  the  franchise,  the  highest  privilege  of  a  citizen,  he 
is  intelligent  enough  to  have  control  of  his  property,  and  to 
assume  the  duties  and  responsibilities  of  other  citizens  ;  but 
I  say  it  is  a  monstrous  thing  to  give  him  the  right  to  vote 
until  he  does  assume  tho  responsibilities  of  other  citizens, 
and  while  he  still  remains  in  a  position  of  tutelage  and 
dependence  upon  the  Government.  Sir,  the  only  inference 
tha  can  be  drawn  from  such  a  proposal  is  that 
the  Goverment  hope,  by  the  power  they  can  exercise 
over  the  Indians,  so  to  twist  them  and  fojnd 
them  that  they  will  vote  for  the  Government  can¬ 
didate.  Does  it  redound  to  the  credit  of  any 
party,  or  of  any  man,  who  would  seek  to  keep  himself 
in  power  by  such  means  ?  It  has  been  said  that  this  propo¬ 
sition,  without  elevating  the  Indians,  will  debase  the  elec¬ 
torate  of  the  country,  and  in  that  view  I  fully  concur.  I 
can  scarcely  believe  that  the  Government  are  serious  in 
their  intention  of  forcing  a  Bill  through  Parliament  with  a 
provision  so  infamous  and  so  repugnant  to  the  feelings  of 
every  man,  Conservative  or  Reformer,  who  looks  at  it  from 
a  non-partisan  standpoint. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  It  is  in  the  Ontario  Act. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Only  when  they  are  living  off  their  reserves 
and  hold  property;  but  this  Act  includes  Indians  living  on 
their  reserves.  The  6,000  acres  of  laud  will  bo  so  assessed 
that  the  600  Indians,  who  are  occupants  of  that  land,  will 
be  given  a  vote  by  the  revising  barrister.  The  hon.  member 
for  Piciou  (Mr.  Tupper),  in  his  remarks  the  other  evening, 
took  occasion  to  say :  (The  hon.  gentleman  read  an  extract 
from  Mr.  Tupper’s  speech,  page  1888  of  the  Hansard ,  in 
reference  to  uniform  franchise.)  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman 
is — I  will  not  say  deliberately— misleading  the  House.  The 
question  of  saying  how  an  election  shall  take  place  is  a  dif¬ 
ferent  question  altogether  from  that  of  fixing  the  franchise. 
There  is  no  doubt  at  all  as  to  the  right  of  this  Parliament  to 
fix  the  franchise  and  to  say  how  elections  shall  take  place. 
But  because  this  Parliament  has  the  right  to  say  in  what 
manner  a  man  shall  vote,  surely  that  does  not  include  the 
right  to  say  what  man  shall  vote  and  what  man 
shall  not  vote.  It  is  a  matter  of  no  consequence 
how  a  man  votes,  whether  openly  or  by  ballot,  but 
it  is  of  vast  consequence  to  say  who  shall  vote. 
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I  have  attempted  to  point  out  how  voters’  lists  will  be 
prepared.  This  Parliament  has  the  power  to  appoint  an 
officer  to  obtain  information  and  prepare  these  lists.  They 
have  undoubtedly  the  power  to  appoint  revising  barristers. 
But  it  is  unwise  and  inexpedient  that  they  should  exercise 
that  power.  If  it  is  necessary  to  appoint  an  officer  for  the 
purpose  of  preparing  those  lists  he  should  be  appointed  by 
a  power  which  is  free  from  this  Parliament,  not  byj  this 
Parliament.  The  result  of  appointing  by  this  Parliament 
will  be  that  a  man  may  be  appointed  who  is  a  partisan  and 
willing  to  act  so  as  to  prevent  Reformers  exercising  the 
franchise.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  attempted  to 
have  the  country  believe  that  by  the  discussion  of  this 
important  question  large  sums  of  money  are  being  daily 
lost  to  the  country.  So  far  as  monetary  loss  is  concerned, 
it  comes  out  of  the  pockets  of  hon.  members  of  this  House. 
They  may  not  go  home  with  so  much  in  their  pockets  as 
they  would  under  other  circumstances ;  but  the  country 
loses  nothing  whatever ‘in  dollars  and  cents  by  the  discus¬ 
sion  now  taking  place.  Hon.  members  receive  $1,000 
whether  the  Session  is  a  month  or  six  months ;  the  officers 
of  the  House  are  paid  by  the  year,  and  there  is  no  additional 
expense  entailed  on  the  House  by  the  discussion  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  SP.ROULE.  What  about  printing  the  Hansard  f 

Mr.  LISTER.  As  to  printing  the  Hansard ,  I  will  inform 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  cost  for  the  first  }’ear  under 
this  Bill  he  is  supporting  so  vigorously  would  print  Hansard 
for  15  or  20  years. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  But  you  said  there  was  no  extra 
expense. 

Mr.  LISTER.  The  First  Minister  took  occasion  the  other 
day  to  make  a  speech  on  this  Bill  and  wound  up  by  stating 
that  Parliament  was  becoming  a  farce  and  might  end  in  a 
tragedy.  What  kind  of  tragedy  is  it  going  to  be  ?  Is  it 
going  to  be  the  hon.  gentleman’s  physical  or  political 
extinction,  or  are  we  going  to  be  forcibly  ejected  from  this 
House  ?  I  do  not  understand  very  well  what  he  means  by 
tragedy.  At  all  events,  we  are  prepared  to  take  upon  our¬ 
selves  the  full  responsibility  of  what  we  are  doing,  and  we 
are  thoroughly  convinced  that,  when  the  proper  time  comes, 
the  country  will  thoroughly  and  completely  approve  of  the 
stand  we  have  taken  in  this  ‘  House.  Canadians  must 
view  the  future  of  the  country  with  great  misgiv¬ 
ing  and  concern.  Insatiate  lust  of  power  has  induced 
the  leader  of  the  Government  to  utilise  the  most 
dangerous  weapons  of  parliamentary  corruption  and 
intrigue  in  order  to  keep  himself  in  power,  Lavish 
corruption  and  the  indiscriminate  distribution  of  gifts  are 
doing  fearful  work ;  the  distribution  of  patronage  and 
place,  timber  limits,  coal  limits,  and  colonisation  companies 
lands  has  dealt  a  blow  at  the  political  morality  of  the 
people.  Undoubtedly  this  state  of  things  is  the  proximate 
cause  of  the  revolution  in  the  North-West.  Our  public 
debt  is  increasing  by  fearful  leaps  and  bounds.  Our  annual 
expenditure  is  to  be  increased  by  this  iniquitous  measure. 
Can  infamy  go  farther  ?  I  believe  when  the  time  comes 
the  people  will  say  it  cannot,  and  that  other  and  better 
men  shall  take  the  place  of  these  hon.  gentlemen  who  now 
form  the  Government  of  the  country. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Some  time  since  I  placed  before  the 
committee  certain  reasons  which  in  my  .estimation  were 
sufficient  to  convince  us  that  the  present  fran<  fuses  should 
be  retained.  I  wish  now  to  address  myself  to  the  consider¬ 
ation  of  the  question  as  to  whether  Ontario  itself  should  not 
have  the  privilege  of  retaining  its  present  franchise.  There 
is  an  evident  desire  on  the  part  of  all  the  Provinces,  and 
that  desire  has  been  manifested  in  this  committee,  to  retain 
the  franchise  they  now  possess.  A  motion  for  the  retention 
of  the  franchise  in  the  case  of  one  of  the  Provinces  was 
made  by  a  supporter  of  the  Government,  I  allude  to  Prince 
Mr.  Listeb. 
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Edward  Island.  We  may  assume  that  this  desire  to  retain 
those  franchises  is  a  universal  one,  or  we  would  not  have 
seen  a  supporter  of  the  Government  from  Prince  Edward 
Island  moving  the  retention  of  the  present  franchise  in  that 
Province.  British  Columbia,  it  is  true,  has  not  made  a 
request  to  retain  its  franchise.  I  presume  it  is  hoi  because 
the  representatives  love  Rome  less  but  that  they 
love  Cmsar  more ;  their  allegiance  to  the  Government 
is  so  great  that  they  lose  sight  of  the  interest  of 
their  Province  in  the  servility  with  which  they 
serve  the  party  in  power  here.  But  the  evidence  is 
unmistakable,  that  wei*e  this  question  submitted  to  the 
people  of  the  various  Provinces  as  to  whether  they  would 
retain  the  franchise  they  now  possess  or  not,  the  decision  of 
the  vast  majority  in  every  Province  would  be  in  favor  of 
the  retention  of  the  provincial  franchises  ;  that  no  change 
should  be  mado,  that  the  Government  of  the  Dominion 
should  not  assume  the  power  assumed  by  this  Bill,  which 
for  18  years  has  remained  in  the  hands  of  the  Provinces. 

I  proceed  in  the  case  of  Ontario  to  urge  certain  reasons 
why  no  change  should  be  made  in  this  matter,  why  the 
motion  now  before  the  committee  should  prevail, why  Ontario 
should  be  premitted  to  retain  its  own  provincial  franchise. 
We  have  exercised  that  right  for  18  years,  almost  long 
enough  to  give  us  an  indisputable  title.  We  have  exercised 
that  right  through  five  different  general  elections,  and  I 
venture  to  say  that  there  is  not  an  elector  in  Ontario  who 
is  not  satisfied  with  the  present  state  of  things,  and  there 
has  been  no  expression  of  public  opinion  in  that 
Province  or  indeed  in  any  other  Province  that  would 
warrant  the  Government  in  taking  the  steps  proposed. 
On  the  contrary,  Sir,  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario  are  thoroughly  satisfied  with  the 
present  condition  of  affairs,  and  are  thoroughly  averse  to 
the  change  which  is  proposed  to  be  made.  This  is 
evidenced  by  the  petitions  which  have  been  pouring  into 
the  House,  by  the  condition  of  public  sentiment  throughout 
the  Province,  by  the  marked  hostility  evinced  towards  this 
measure  by  the  Liberal  press  and  the  Independent  press 
without  exception  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  is  also 
evidenced  very  markedly  in  supineness  and  half-hearted¬ 
ness  that  characterise  the  advocacy  of  this  measure  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  press  of  Ontario. 

These  are  general  reasons  of  course — reasons  which  apply 
as  well  to  the  other  Provinces  of  the  Dominion  as  to  Ontario, 
and  I  shall  proceed  to  urge  the  special  reasons  which  apply  to 
the  Province  of  Ontario.  In  the  first  place,  I  state  broadly 
that  this  Government  is  hostile  to  the  Government  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  which  is  the  choice  of  the  people  of 
Ontario,  and  so  much  so  that  they  would  not  stop  short  of 
the  adoption  of  any  measure  or  means  which  would  lead  to 
the  downfall  of  that  Government.  That  hostility  has  been 
evinced  in  various  ways  and  in  the  most  unmistakable 
manner.  The  British  North  America  Act  clearly  defines 
the  powers  which  are  reserved  to  the  Provinces,  and  this 
hostility  has  been  clearly  evinced  in  the  attempts  which 
have  been  made  to  infringe  on  the  constitutional  rights 
and  safeguards  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Sub  section  9, 
of  section  92,  of  that  Act  defines  the  powers  of  the  Provinces 
with  regard  to  the  different  kinds  of  licenses,  and  yet,  Sir, 
tho  Dominion  Government  in  its  hostility  to  Ontario  super¬ 
seded  that  right,  exceeded  its  powers,  and  after  an  abortive 
attempt  lasting  two  years,  was  at  last  compelled  by  a 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  to  cease  its  attacks  upon  the 
integrity  of  Ontario  in  that  matter.  The  piovisions  of  the 
British  North  America  Act  with  regard  to  property  and 
civil  rights  seemed  to  be  explicit  and  unmistakable,  and  yet 
in  the  case  of  an  escheat  to  the  Crown  the  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment  again  attempted  to  invade  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Provinces  in  a  matter  of  civil  rights,  and  again  in  the  Mercer 
escheat  case  the  decision  was  against  them,  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  having  decided  that  the 
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right  belonged  to  Ontario.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  law 
officers  of  the  Crown  here,  understood  as  well  before  that 
attempt  upon  the  rights  of  the  Province  were  made  as  they 
did  after,  what  was  the  purport  and  meaning  of  the  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  constitutional  Act  referring  to  these  matters. 
Another  clause  defines  the  power  of  the  Provinces  over 
timber  and  stroams. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  What  has  that  to  do  with  the  Franchise 
Bill  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  am  giving  reasons  showing  that 
this  Government  is  hostile  in  its  purports  and  intents  to  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  and  showing,  therefore,  that  Ontario 
should  retain  all  her  safeguards  for  the  preservation  of  her 
rights.  But  in  this  particular,  as  in  the  others,  Ontario  was 
only  able  to  get  her  rights  when  they  were  attempted  to  be 
invaded  by  the  Dominion  Government,  by  a  decision  of  the 
Privy  Council.  We  have  a  special  illustration  of  the  hos¬ 
tility  of  the  Dominion  Government  to  the  Province  of 
Ontario  in  its  conduct  in  the  matter  of  the  boundary  award. 
After  a  long  and  manful  struggle  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Mowat, 
the  rights  of  Ontario  were  finally  secured  to  her  in  this  as 
in  the  other  instances,  through  an  appeal  to  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council.  We  had  evidence  of  the 
unscrupulous  character  of  the  machinations  of  some  parties 
connected  with  the  Government  in  the  attempt  to  expel  the 
Government  of  Ontario  from  power1,  a  year  ago  last  Session, 
and  this  case  points  clearly  and  unmistakeably  to  the  fact  that 
Ontario  as  a  great  Province,  having  an  autonomy  of  her  own, 
having  rights  guaranteed  by  the  British  North  America  Act, 
should  act  with  circumspection  in  respect  to  the  powers 
which  pertain  to  her,  and  for  these  reasons  it  behooves 
Ontario,  her  iterests  impel  her  in  a  manner  altogether  greater 
than  the  other  Provinces,  to  retain  the  control  of  the  franchise 
with  reference  to  the  election  of  her  representatives  to  this 
Parliament.  The  Bill  recently  passed  in  the  Legislature  of 
Ontario  largely  extended  the  franchise  in  that  Province, 
and  that  franchise  is  now  much  more  liberal  in  its  provi¬ 
sions  than  the  one  before  the  House.  It  cannot  be  said  that 
it  is  too  liberal  to  meet  with  the  approval  of  any  portion  of 
the  population  of  Ontario,  because  the  Opposition  in  the 
Ontario  House  of  Assembly,  the  supporters  of  this  Govern¬ 
ment,  went  so  far  as  to  move  in  favor  of  universal  suffrage, 
in  place  of  the  franchise  adopted  by  that  House,  which  is 
itself  practically  universal  suffrage.  As  the  Ontario  Bill 
will  be  in  operation  a  year  before  this  one,  the  effect  of  the 
passage  of  this  measure  would  be  to  debar  thousands  from 
voting  for  members  of  this  House  who  have  tne  privilege  of 
voting  for  members  of  the  Legislative  Assembly. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  No,  no. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Such  has  been  proved  to  be  the  case 
from  the  Bill.  If  you  make  a  comparison  between  the  two 
measures  it  is  estimated  that  100,000  people  will  be  dis¬ 
franchised,  possessing  the  qualification  under  the  Ontario 
Act.  Now,  what  will  be  the  reflection  of  disfranchised 
provincial  voters,  who  are  permitted  to  exercise  the  right 
of  freemen  with  regard  to  the  election  of  representatives 
to  their  Provincial  Assembly  and  are  denied  the  exercise  of 
that  very  right  with  regard  to  the  men  who  are  to  repre¬ 
sent  them  in  the  same  manner  in  the  Dominion  Parlia¬ 
ment?  It  will  not  tend  to  increase  the  feeling  of  loyalty 
to  this  Government—that  feeling  of  loyalty  that  we  require 
to  build  up  if  we  are  to  create  a  nationality  in  Canada.  It 
will  have  a  contrary  tendency.  It  will  have  a  tendency  to 
sow  the  seeds  of  bitterness  and  party  strife ;  it  will  havo  a 
direct  tendency  to  create  a  feeling  of  deep-seated  hostility 
towards  the  institutions  of  this  Dominion.  If  there  were 
no  other  reasons  that  could  be  urged  against  the  Bill,  that 
reason  itself  should  have  potency  enough  to  deter  us  from 
passing  this  measure.  Why,  Sir,  we  have  in  this  Dominion 
at  the  present  time  the  evidences  on  all  hands  of  discontent, 
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we  have  the  evidences  on  all  hands  that  we  are  not  a 
thoroughly  homogeneous  people,  that  these  Provinces  are 
not  thoroughly  assimilated,  and  the  policy  of  a  wise  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  be  not  to  widen  those  breaches,  not  to  in¬ 
crease  that  feeling  of  discontent,  but  to  adopt  conciliatory 
measures,  to  endeavor  to  attach  all  classes  in  the  Dominion 
to  the  institutions  of  the  country,  and  to  give  them  a  sense 
that  they  were  being  dealt  with  in  a  spirit  of  justice  and 
fair  play.  Now,  Sir,  this  Bill  will  cause  a  discrimination 
that  will  give  rise  to  dissatisfaction  with  this  federal 
union — first,  in  disfranchising  those  who  have  a  provincial 
franchise,  and,  in  the  second  place,  in  taking  away  from 
the  people’s  officers  the  preparation  of  the  lists,  a  privilege 
which  they  have  enjoyed  for  eighteen  years.  How  is  it 
done  ?  The  municipal  council  elected  by  the  people  has  its 
own  machinery  for  making  the  voters’  lists.  The  assessor 
makes  up  the  assessment  roll,  and  from  that  the  municipal 
clerk  prepares  the  voters’  list,  which  contains  the  name  of 
every  man  who  has  the  proper  qualification  to  vote  ; 
that  list  is  published,  and  if  any  person  deems  him¬ 
self  unjustly  treated,  he  may  put  in  his  claim 
before  the  Court  of  Revision,  and  if  be  fails  to  receive  jus¬ 
tice  there,  he  may  appeal  to  the  county  judge.  That 
machinery  was  worked  smoothly  and  well,  and  has  done 
substantial  justice  in  every  case  ;  it  is  under  the  control  of 
the  people  themselves,  and  they  can  change  it  any  time  if  it 
does  not  work  to  their  satisfaction,  For  that  we  propose  to 
substitute  a  machinery  that  is  entirely  independent  of  the 
people  ;  we  propose  to  take  from  the  township  council 
elected  by  the  people  the  functions  they  now  enjoy,  and 
hand  them  over  to  an  appointee  of  the  Government,  who  is 
in  no  way  amenable  to  the  people.  Now,  I  ask  if  any 
civilised  state  in  Christendom  can  be  pointed  out  where  the 
registration  of  voters  is  provided  for  in  a  manner  so  sub¬ 
versive  of  all  the  rights  of  the  people,  and  so  much  at  vari¬ 
ance  with  all  Ihe  principles  of  justice.  In  England,  the 
voters’  lists  are  prepared  by  overseers  of  the  poor,  who  are 
eleoted  at  municipal  elections.  [The  hon.  gentleman  read 
the  provisions  of  the  English  law  bearing  on  this  point  ] 
These  revising  officers  are  appointed  annually  in  England, 
not  by  the  Government,  but  by  the  courts  of  the  land,  and 
you  must  see  there  is  a  vast  difference  between  the  system 
in  force  in  England  and  the  system  proposed  by  this  Bill. 
In  England,  as  in  Ontario  at  present,  officers  elected  by  tho 
people  prepare  the  voters’  lists,  and  in  England,  as  in 
Ontario  at  present,  the  lists,  after  being  prepared  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  revision,  which  revision  is  made  in  Ontario  by  the 
courts  and  in  England  by  officers  appointed  by  the  judges. 
The  machinery  for  the  revision  and  preparation  of  the  voters’ 
lists  is  substantially  the  same  in  England  as  in  Ontario. 
From  England,  I  will  pass  to  some  of  England’s  colonies. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Is  the  hon.  gentleman  going  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  details  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  am  merely  pointing  out  tho  most 
cogent  of  all  reasons  why  the  people  of  Ontario  should  desire 
to  retain  the  power  of  fixing  the  franchise,  and  I  am  pointing 
out  that  the  mode  provided  by  this  Bill  is  an  infraction  of 
all  the  rules  provided  in  the  election  laws  of  other  states. 
There  is  not  another  commonwealth  under  the  face  of 
heaven  that  has  such  a  provision. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  That  provision  is  not  under  discus¬ 
sion. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Perhaps  you  will  save  time  by  per 
mitting  me  to  allude  to  it  here,  and  then  I  will  not  havo  to 
allude  to  what  that  provision  comes  upon.  This  is  a  motion 
asking  that  the  provincial  franchise  be  retained  in  Ontario, 
and  although,  technically  speaking,  I  may  be  out  of  order 
on  the  ground  of  discussing  the  motion,  my  argument  is  in 
order.  Having  referred  to  England,  I  will  refer  to  one  or 
two  of  England’s  colonies.  In  Ne^v  South  Wales,  the  Court 
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of  Petty  Sessions  appoints  collectors  for  each  police  district 
who  makes  the  rolls.  These  lists  are  posted  on  the  court 
house  and  other  public  places  one  month  and  fourteen  days ; 
appeals  for  removal  or  for  the  insertion  of  names  may  be 
made,  not  to  an  appointee  of  the  Government,  but  to  a  judi¬ 
cial  officer,  the  clerk  of  the  Court  of  Petty  Sessions.  In 
Victoria,  the  electoral  registrars  are  appointed  by  the  Gover¬ 
nor  in  Council ;  and  they  are  to  make  out  the  lists  of  elec¬ 
tors,  have  them  printed,  and  provisions  are  made  for 
inspection  and  publication.  Although  the  electoral  registrars 
are  the  appointees  of  the  Governor  in  Council,  the  Court  of 
Eevision  is  the  Court  of  Petty  Sessions,  so  that  the  revision, 
both  in  the  case  of  New  South  Wales  and  Victoria,  is 
made  by  the  judicial  officers  of  the  Province.  If  we  turn 
to  the  republic  to  the  south  of  us  and  examine  the  laws 
of  the  different  States  of  the  Union,  we  will  not  find 
an  instance  where  the  officers  having  control  of 
the  registration  of  voters,  are  not  officials  elected 
by  the  people  themselves  and  amenable  to  the  people.  I 
may  be  permitted  to  allude  briefly  to  the  provisions  in 
several  of  the  States.  In  the  State  of  New  York,  a  board 
of  inspectors  is  elected  as  inspectors  of  elections  and  which 
is  also  to  be  a  registration  board.  They  meet  to  make  the 
lists  and  to  correct  the  lists,  and  their  proceedings  are  open 
to  all  the  electors ;  the  lists  are  filed  with  the  town  clerk 
for  inspection,  and  in  case  any  elector  appears  before  the 
court  and  makes  oath  that  another  is  not  entitled  to  vote, 
the  word  “  challenge  ”  is  written  opposite  the  name  pro¬ 
tested  against,  and  when  this  person  appears  at  the  poll  he 
is  challenged  and  obliged  to  prove  his  right  to  exercise 
the  franchise.  In  the  State  of  Michigan,  the  aldermen,  in 
cities,  form  boards  of  registration  ;  in  the  rural  districts,  the 
supervisor,  the  township  clerk  and  the  treasurer  of  the  town¬ 
ship  compose  the  registration  board  ;  they  form  the  lists,  and 
after  the  lists  are  made  out,  sessions  are  held,  the  lists  are 
posted,  and  appeals  are  heard.  The  whole  proceedings,  as 
in  the  State  of  New  York,  are  open.  In  the  State  of  Wis¬ 
consin,  there  are  inspectors  of  elections,  elected  by  the 
people,  three  for  each  polling  place.  They  are  authorised 
to  act  as  a  board  of  registration.  Open  courts  are 
held,  voters  are  heard  before  them,  the  utmost  pub¬ 
licity  is  given  to  all  their  proceedings,  and  the  utmost 
facility  given  to  a  voter  to  get  his  name  put  on  the 
list.  In  the  State  of  Iowa,  the  township  trustees  and  the 
clerk,  with  the  registrars  elected  by  the  people,  hold  open 
courts,  revise  the  lists,  and  hear  evidence  as  to  putting  on 
or  striking  off  names.  In  Oregon  judges  are  appointed  by 
the  County  Court,  three  in  number  for  each  district,  to  revise 
the  lists.  In  Illinois  the  County  Board  appoints  electors, 
as  judges  of  elections,  in  each  election  district,  the  super¬ 
visor,  assessor  and  collector,  to  be  appointed  judges  for  the 
district  in  which  they  reside.  These  judges  see  to  the 
registration  of  voters,  and  hold  open  courts  where  the  lists 
are  publicly  revised  and  corrections  made.  These  are  all 
the  cases  I  shall  allude  to  with  regard  to  the  law  of  regis¬ 
tration.  In  the  case  of  England,  the  Australian  colonies  and 
the  American  States  I  have  quoted,  the  lists  are  made  and 
revised  either  by  the  officers  of  the  people  or  the  judiciary, 
and,  in  no  commonwealth  under  the  face  of  heaven, 
whether  under  British  rule  or  not,  is  so  flagrant  an  infringe¬ 
ment  to  the  rights  of  the  people  perpetrated  or  tolerated 
as  that  proposed  in  the  Bill  under  consideration. 
Another  reason  why  this  Bill  will  be  sure  to  create  dissatis¬ 
faction  in  Ontario  is  that  it  largely  increases  the  public 
expense,  that  it  creates  a  full  regiment  of  officials.  Under 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  844  persons  can  be  appointed, 
and  $500,000  a  year  will  in  all  probability  be  added  to  the 
public  expense.  In  return  for  that,  is  the  country  to  have 
any  increased  safeguard  for  its  security,  any  better  law,  any 
law  more  in  consonance  with  the  wishes  and  the  genius  of 
the  people  ?  No ;  this  great  expense  is  to  be  incurred  and 
this  regiment  of  officials  is  to  be  appointed  in  order  that  the 
Mr.  Charlton. 
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liberties  of  the  people  may  be  infringed  upon,  in  order  that 
the  condition  of  things  now  existing,  which  is  satisfactory 
to  all  the  people  of  Ontario,  may  be  changed  ;  not  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  the  existing  liberties  of  the  people  of 
Ontario  or  the  Dominion,  but  in  order  to  make  it  more 
probable  that  the  party  now  in  power,  which  fears  to  go  back 
to  the  constituents  which  sent  it  here,  may  retain  power. 
Another  reason  why  this  measure  will  create  dissatisfaction 
with  the  federal  union  is  that  it  will  create  confusion 
and  difficulty,  and  will  baffle  and  annoy  the  ordinary 
elector.  A  large  proportion  of  the  electors  in  Ontario 
have  sufficient  difficulty  now  to  comprehend  the 
machinery  for  registration,  revision  and  appeal.  If, 
in  addition  to  the  present  machinery,  you  compel 
the  elector  to  appear  before  the  revising  barrister,  the 
confusion  and  annoyance  will  be  such  as  to  create  an  intense 
feeling  of  dissatisfaction  with  this  Bill  and  with  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  which  placed  it  on  the  Statute  Book.  Another 
reason  why  these  provincial  franchises  should  not  be  inter¬ 
fered  with  is  one  which  I  must  reaffirm,  that  the  Provinces 
are  component  parts  of  this  Dominion,  that  they  have  a 
distinct  autonomy,  which  is  proved  by  the  fact  that  the 
Dominion  Government  has  come  into  collision  with  at  least 
one  Province  on  matters  of  constitutional  law  and  jurisdic¬ 
tion,  that  we  have  had  litigations  between  the  Dominion 
Government  and  Ontario  to  settle  the  respective  jurisdic¬ 
tions,  that  these  questions  have  been  carried  on  appeal  to 
the  highest  court  in  the  British  realm,  the  Judicial  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Privy  Council,  and  that  the  autonomy 
and  constitutional  rights  of  the  Province  has  been 
affirmed  on  six  different  appeals.  These  Provinces, 
through  their  delegates,  formed  this  Union,  and 
they  are  represented  in  this  Union  only  by  the  members  of 
this  House  of  Commons.  They  have  no  representation  in 
the  Senate,  no  power  over  the  Administration  or  the  execu¬ 
tive  of  this  country,  and  the  House  of  Commons  is  conse¬ 
quently  the  only  bond  of  union  between  these  Provinces  and 
the  Union.  Is  it  not  reasonable  to  say  that  they  shall  select 
these  representatives  ?  No  man  will  deny  it.  The  members  of 
this  House  should  be  selected,  and  are  selected,  by  the  differ¬ 
ent  Provinces,  and,  if  they  select  their  representatives,  is  it 
unreasonable  for  them  to  demand  the  power  of  des¬ 
ignating  by  whom  they  should  be  selected  ?  When 
we  are  the  representatives  of  the  Provinces,  is  it  not 
a  violation  of  the  abstract  principles  of  justice  and  right  for 
us  to  interfere  with  the  right  of  those  Provinces  to  decide 
who  shall  select  their  representatives  in  this  House  ?  In 
the  constitutional  convention  which  formed  this  Dominion, 
the  Provinces,  through  their  delegates,  arranged  the  basis 
of  representation.  It  was  not  arranged  by  this  House,  but 
it  is  a  part  of  the  organic  law  of  this  Dominion.  The 
British  North  America  Act  provides  that  the  basis  of 
representation  shall  be  population,  that  the  Province  of 
Quebec  shall  have  an  unalterable  number  of  65  represen¬ 
tatives,  and  that,  at  every  decennial  census,  the  represen¬ 
tation  of  the  other  Provinces  shall  be  adjusted  upon  that 
basis.  This  House  has  no  power  to  change  this  basis  of 
representation.  This  is  a  provincial  right  guaranteed  by 
the  organic  law  of  this  land.  We  cannot  nominate  the 
members  of  this  House  of  Commons.  Great  as  is  the  power 
of  the  Governor  in  Council,  they  cannot  nominate  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House  of  Commons.  Those  members  can  be 
elected  only  in  one  way,  by  the  expression  of  the  wishes  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  Provinces. 

Mr.  MILLS.  We  elected  Tupper  here. 

Mr.  CHABLTON.  I  am  reminded  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Bothwell  that  we  elected  the  hon.  member  for  Cum¬ 
berland  here,  but  it  was  not  in  the  ordinary  course. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  We  elected  the  member  for  King’s  the 
previous  year. 
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Mr.  CHARLTON.  If  the  Provinces  have  the  right  to 
choose  their  representatives,  I  hold  that  it  follows  as  a 
matter  of  course,  as  a  natural  corollary  that  they  shall  have 
the  right  to  designate  who  shall  make  the  choice.  A  good 
deal  has  been  said  about  obstruction, 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CHABLTON.  The  hon.  member  for  Monck  says 
“  Hear,  hear.”  He  requested  me  to  sit  down  almost  before 
I  had  got  up,  and  I  promised  my  hon.  friend  that  I  would 
sit  down  some  time,  and  I  intend  to  do  so.  With  regard  to 
this  question  of  obstruction.  Not  very  long  ago  the  British 
House  of  Commons  adopted  a  system  of  cloture,  but  we 
had  the  declaration  of  the  First  Minister  the  other  day  that 
he  did  not  propose  so  great  an  infraction  of  the  rules  of 
discussion.  Mr:  Forster,  a  member  of  the  British  House 
of  Commons,  in  reference  to  this  matter  said:  (The  hon. 
gentleman  read  from  “  Forster — Political  Presentments,” 
pp.  5,  6,  7,  14  and  15.) 

Now,  Sir,  with  regard  to  the  measure  under  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  this  House,  I  hold  that,  although  a  considerable  degree 
of  discussion  has  been  indulged  in  upon  this  Bill,  there 
has  not  been  enough  discussion  to  apprise,  even  mem¬ 
bers  on  the  Government  side  of  the  House  of  the 
real  character  of  this  Bill.  I  hold  that,  long  as  this 
measure  has  been  under  discussion,  at  least  one-half  the 
members  of  this  House  are  not  yet  thoroughly  conversant 
with  it.  This  measure  is  only  now  arousing  the  attention 
of  the  country.  Demands  are  coming  upon  us  by  the 
thousand,  that  the  passage  of  this  Bill  should  be  delayed  in 
order  that  the  people,  who  are  ignorant  of  the  character  of 
the  provisions  of  this  measure,  may  examine  them  for 
themselves.  This  measure  requires  ample  discussion  ;  it 
requires  a  greater  amount  of  discussion  than  it  has  as  yet 
received,  and  weeks  would  be  insufficient  to  arouse  the 
country  to  the  character  of  this  measure,  or  even  to  impress 
the  majority  of  this  House  with  the  real  meaning  and  scope 
of  its  provisions.  I  have  shown,  in  a  former  discussion  upon 
another  clause  of  this  Bill,  that,  in  the  country  to  the  south 
of  us,  the  individual  States  control  the  franchise 
and  although  that  franchise  is  now  uniform,  it  was  not 
uniform  when  those  States  had  the  control  of  the  franchise 
given  to  them.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  we  shall  ulti¬ 
mately  have  a  uniform  franchise  here  in  the  same  sense  as 
they  have  a  uniform  franchise  in  the  United  States.  We 
shall  have  universal  suffrage  in  all  the  Provinces.  But  I 
hold  that  we  should  leave  the  Provinces  themselves  to 
decide  how  soon  they  will  reach  universal  suffrage,  how 
rapidly  they  will  change  the  conditions  of  the  franchise  as 
now  existing.  I  pointed  out  the  other  day  that  in  the 
United  States  the  people  voted  for  a  President  and  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  of  .Representatives  ;  that  each  State 
elected  its  own  representatives  as  members  of  the  United 
States  Senate,  each  State  having  two  members  of  that  body  ; 
that  the  privileges  and  powers  of  the  States  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  union  far  exceed  those  of  the  Provinces  in  our  Federal 
union,  and  that  the  States  had  civil  and  criminal  jurisdic¬ 
tion,  that  the  judiciary  of  the  United  States  consisted  of  the 
Supreme  Court  and  the  circuit  courts  and  their  jurisdiction 
was  a  limited  one  ;  and  I  will  point  out  what  that  juris¬ 
diction  is,  in  order  to  show  how  much  greater  in  that 
country  is  the  power  of  the  component  parts  of  the  con¬ 
federation  than  is  the  power  of  the  Provinces  under  our 
own  system.  Article  three,  section  2,  of  the  constitution 
United  States  says  : 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  think  the  hon.  member  is  out  of 
order. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  am  afraid  hon.  gentlemen  are 
opposed  to  listening  to  arguments. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  What  has  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States  to  do  with  the  Franchise  Bill  ? 


Mr.  CHABLTON.  I  am  pointing  out  that  while  it  is 
proposed  to  take  away  from  the  Provinces  some  part  of  the 
small  power  they  possess,  there  is  great  disparity  between 
the  powers  possessed  by  the  Provinces  of  the  Dominion  and 
the  States  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  submit  the  hon.  gentleman  is  out 
of  order.  He  is  giving  us  a  lecture  on  the  constitution  of 
the  United  States.  He  invariably  does  so  and  he  draws  his 
inspiration  from  the  great  country  over  the  line.  But  what 
has  that  to  do  with  the  Franchise  Bill  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  is 
perfectly  in  order.  He  is  pointing  cut  the  difference 
between  the  powers  of  the  Provinces  and  those  of  the  States 
of  the  Union.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  themselves  always 
allude  to  the  United  States  when  advocating  the  National 
Policy. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  The  hon.  gentleman  always  draws 
his  inspiration  from  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MILLS.  You  do. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  It  is  you  who  do — you,  and  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Norfolk.  He  never  rises  in  the  House 
without  giving  us  a  lecture  on  the  United  States.  It  is  a 
very  nice  document,  but  we  do  not  want  to  hear  lectures 
upon  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  member  goes  to  the  United  States 
for  his  coal  and  for  his  National  Policy. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  submit  that  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Norfolk  is  perfectly  in  order.  He  has  laid  down 
a  proposition,  and  he  is  seeking  to  fortify  it  by  authorities 
which  he  may  find  in  the  United  States,  Great  Britain,  or 
any  other  portion  of  the  world. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  member  is  perfectly  in 
order  in  drawing  an  illustration  ;  but  he  must  do  it  in  such 
a  way  and  at  such  length  as  not  to  weary  the  patience  of 
the  House.  If  it  is  done  openly  and  avowedly  to  take  up 
time,  which  I  think  I  may  assume  is  the  case,  it  is  not 
allowable,  and  the  patience  of  the  House  is  to  be  considered 
in  these  matters.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  in  order  in 
making  the  illustration. 

Mr,  CHARLTON.  I  have  always  pleasure,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  in  being  able  to  thank  you  for  your  impartiality, 
Mr.  Chairman.  I  was  about  to  read  the  clause,  as  follows  : 

“  The  judicial  power  shall  extend  to  all  cases  in  law  and  equity,  aris¬ 
ing  under  this  constitution,  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  treaties 
made,  or  which  shall  be  made  under  their  authority  ;  in  all  cases  affect¬ 
ing  ambassadors,  other  public  ministers  and  consuls ;  to  all  cases  of 
admiralty  and  maritime  jurisdiction:  to  controversies  to  which  the 
United  States  shall  be  a  party  ;  to  controversies  between  two  or  more 
States  ;  between  a  State  and  citizen  of  another  State  ;  between  citizens 
of  different  States  ;  between  citizens  of  the  same  State,  claiming  lands 
under  grants  of  different  States,  and  between  a  State  or  the  citizens 
thereof  and  foreign  States,  citizens  or  subjects.” 

In  all  matters  of  civil  and  criminal  jurisdiction  the  courts  of 
the  different  States  are  supreme,  except  so  far  as  they  are 
limited  by  the  clause  I  have  read.  What  I  desire  to  point 
out  is,  that  the  powers  pertaining  to  our  Provinces  are 
limited  and  trivial  compared  with  those  enjoyed  by 
the  States  of  the  American  Union.  It  is  a  very  convenient 
thing  for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  talk  about  Yankeeism. 
It  is  the  part  of  wisdom  in  a  public  man  to  learn  from  the 
lessons  of  experience,  from  whatever  source  they  may  come, 
from  any  nation  or  people,  in  any  age  or  epoch,  and  to  say 
that  we  would  not  profit  by  the  experience  of  the  great 
nation  at  our  doors  with  the  very  system  which  we  are  now 
about  to  abrogate,  or  to  benefit  from  the  salutary  results 
derived  from  its  institutions  in  fostering  the  prosperity  and 
growth  of  that  country — I  say  it  would  be  fatuity  on  our 
part  not  to  gather  lessons  from  the  history  of  that  country, 
or  of  England,  or  France,  or  of  any  other  Christian,  or  any 
other  barbarian  country  for  that  matter,  on  the  face  of  the 
globe. 
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Now,  I  pass  to  the  Australian  colonies.  I  have  here 
a  summary  from  the  London  Times  of  a  plan  for  the 
federation  of  the  Australasian  colonies,  and  I  think  we  may 
draw  from  the  features  of  that  plan  some  useful  lessons, 
showing  how  carefully  the  doctrine  of  provincial  autonomy 
and  provincial  rights  is  looked  after,  and  how  mueh  more 
prominent  they  are  than  in  our  own  country.  The  mode 
of  constituting  the  federal  council  is  described  as  follows  : 

“  On  ths  federal  council  each  Crown  colony  is  to  be  represented  by 
one  member  and  each  other  colony  by  two.  But  at  the  request  of  the 
colonial  Legislatures  Her  Majesty  may,  by  Order  in  Council,  increase  the 
number  of  representatives  for  each  colony.  As  to  the  mode  of  appoint¬ 
ing  a  representative,  and  as  to  the  tenure  of  his  office,  the  Legislature 
of  each  colony  is  empowered  to  make  what  ever  provision  it  thinks  fit.” 

It  will  thus  be  seen  how  entirely  the  tenure  of  office  and 
the  mode  of  election  and  other  matters  of  that  kind  are 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  provinces,  or  colonies. 

Mr.  PAINT.  They  are  not  confederated  yet. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  We  are  talking  about  the  proposed 
plan  of  confederation  as  I  said.  Some  of  the  proposed 
powers  pertaining  to  the  federal  council  are  as  follows: — 

“  With  regard  to  the  matters  that  are  to  be  subject  to  the  legislative 
authority  of  the  council,  they  include  (1)  the  relations  of  Australasia 
with  the  islands  of  the  Pacific;  (2)  the  prevention  of  the  influx  of 
criminals ;  (3)  the  fisheries  in  Australasian  waters  beyond  territorial 
limits  ;  (4)  the  service  of  civil  process  of  the  courts  of  any  colony 
within  Her  Majesty’s  possessions  in  Australasia  out  of  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  colony  in  which  it  is  issued  ;  (5)  the  enforcement  of  judgments  of 
courts  of  law  of  any  colony  beyond  the  limits  of  the  colony;  (6)  the  en 
forcement  of  criminal  process  beyond  the  limits  of  the  colony  in  which  it 
is  issued,  and  the  extradition  of  offenders  (including  deserters  of  wives 
and  children  and  deserters  from  the  Imperial  or  colonial  naval  or  milita¬ 
ry  forces  ;  (7)  the  custody  of  offenders  on  board  ships  belonging  to  Her 
Majesty’s  colonial  governments  beyond  territorial  limits  ;  (8)  any  mat¬ 
ter  which  at  the  request  of  the  Legislatures  of  the  colonies  Her  Majesty 
by  Order  in  Council  shall  think  fit  to  refer  to  the  council.” 

I  do  not  know  that  it  is  necessary  to  give  the  full  list  of  the 
powers  partaining  to  this  council,  as  the  clauses  I  have  read 
will  indicate  their  scope  and  drift.  There  are  other  powers 
and  provisions  which  are  thus  explicitly  granted : 

“  Moreover,  the  Governor  of  any  two  or  more  colonies  may,  on  the 
address  of  the  Legislatures,  refer  for  the  determination  of  the  council 
any  questions  relating  to  them  or  their  relations  with  one  another.  A 
special  obligation  attaches  to  the  first  three  matters,  namely,  the  rela¬ 
tions  with  Australasia  with  the  Pacific  islands,  the  influx  of  criminals, 
and  the  fisheries.  Every  Bill  in  respect  of  these  is  to  be  reserved  for  the 
signification  of  Her  Majesty’s  pleasure,  unless  it  has  been  previously 
approved  by  the  Queen  through  one  of  her  principal  Secretaries  of 
State.” 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  think  it  is  hardly  in  order  for  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  read  these  provisions  in  all  their  details. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  These  colonies  are  about  to  form  a 
union,  and  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  know,  in  the  light  of  our 
own  experience  and  the  experience  of  other  countries,  what 
course  these  colonies  are  about  to  take  in  regard  to  matters 
which  have  a  bearing  on  the  Bill  we  are  now  discussing. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  do  not  think  that  it  is  in  order,  or 
that  it  is  relevant,  to  read  these  particulars  as  to  a  scheme 
which  has  not  been  adopted. 

Mr.  PAINT.  No  ;  that  is  it. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  scheme  has  substantially  been 
adopted,  it  has  gone  through- - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Chair,  chair. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  scheme  is  going  through  the 
House  of  Lords  and  its  passage  is  a  mere  matter  of  form. 
I  was  about  to  point  out  what  the  provisions  of  the  scheme 
are  with  regard  to  — — 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  must  ask  the  hon,  gentleman  to 
drop  the  subject. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Did  you  rule  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Do  I  understand  that  you  rule  that  I 
cannot  read  the  provisions  of  that  scheme,  which  I  consider 
Mr.  Charlton. 


a  matter  of  the  utmost  importance  in  elucidating  clearly 
the  principles  which  underlie  this  Bill,  If  so,  I  shall  be 
sorry,  as  it  is  essential  to  what  I  intended  saying  that  I 
should  be  permitted  to  make  this  statement. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  My  ruling  is  that  an  incidental 
reference  to  a  matter  of  that  kind  is  permissible,  but  to 
refer  to  the  whole  matter  in  detail  I  think  would  not  be  in 
order. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  purpose  passing  over  nine-tenths 
of  it,  as  I  felt  in  approaching  the  subject  that  it  would  be 
trespassing  on  the  patience  of  the  House  to  read  it  all.  But 
if,  as  you  say,  you  will  permit  an  incidental  reference  to  its 
provisions  that  will  be  sufficient. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Chair,  chair. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  shall  not  read  the  provisions,  but  I 
shall  only  make  some  comments  upon  them.  The  acts  of 
the  council  are  to  prevail  over  the  colonies,  and  the  council 
has  to  make  representations  to  Her  Majesty- 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Chair,  chair. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness).  What  has  that  to  do  with 
the  franchise  of  Ontario? 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Under  my  ruling  the  hon.  gentleman 
cannot  go  into  the  details  of  the  scheme,  but  he  may  refer 
to  its  chief  features  as  an  illustration. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  was  referring  to  the  chief  features 
of  the  scheme,  and  1  was  nearly  through,  but  of  course  it  is 
impossible  to  tell  what  they  are  without  hearing  a  state¬ 
ment  of  thorn.  The  scheme  makes  an  arrangement  with 
regard  to  expenditure ;  the  provincial  council  has  not  power 
to  levy  taxes ;  the  expenditure  is  to  be  apportioned  among 
the  provinces,  and  it  is  to  be  a  voluntary  charge.  In  this 
scheme  there  is  an  unlimited  reservation  of  State  rights  ;  the 
council  has  no  power  to  impose  taxes,  to  enforce  treaties, 
or  to  enforce  its  own  laws.  The  colonies  may,  at  any  time, 
withdraw  from  the  Confederation. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Chair,  chair. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  If  the  hon.  gentlemen  would  rather 
have  an  appeal  to  the  House  than  to  allow  me  three  minutes 
to  conclude,  we  shall  take  it.  I  do  not  think  I  am  treated 
with  any  fairness  by  the  majority  in  this  House. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  What  does  it  matter  ?  He  has  to  waste 
so  much  time,  and  he  might  as  well  do  it  in  this  way. 

Mr,  CHARLTON’.  I  am  not  wasting  time.  I  purposely 
abridged  my  remarks.  I  am  standing  hero  in  my  right  as 
a  representative  of  a  riding  in  this  Dominion,  and  I  am 
discussing  a  measure  that  I  believe  to  ba  a  detestable  mea¬ 
sure.  I  feel  warmly  on  this  matter.  I  have  taken  a  scheme 
prepared  by  other  of  Her  Majesty’s  colonies  to  illustrate 
my  argument.  I  shall  conclude  by  saying  that  we  are 
taking  from  the  Provinces  a  right  that  the  Australian  scheme 
leaves  with  the  Provinces.  That  scheme  preserves  State 
rights,  and  any  Province  can  retire  from  that  Confederation. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Chair,  chair. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  That  is  what  I  wanted  to  state  ;  and 
now  I  am  through  with  regard  to  the  Australian  matter,  and 
it  simply  illustrates  that  in  no  other  British  commonwealth 
would  the  amount  of  restriction  of  provincial  rights  and 
provincial  autonomy  be  tolerated  that  this  Bill  proposes  to 
impose  on  the  Provinces  of  this  Dominion. 

Mr.  PAINT.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  discussed  this  five 
or  six  times. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Well,  if  I  choose,  I  will  discuss  it 
seven  or  eight  times  more.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  has  interrupted  me  would  understand  it  if  it  xyas 
discussed  fifty  or  sixty  times. 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


Mr.  PAINT,  I  do  not  understand  any  Yankeeisms. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  Well,  with  regard  to  the  charge  of 
Yankeeism,  it  is  frequently  hurled  across  the  floor  of  this 
House.  I  have  a  word  to  say  about  that.  I  happen  to  be  a 
British  subject  by  birth.  I  have  lived  thirty-five  years  in 
this  Dominion.  I  have  served  in  this  House  since  the  year 
1872.  I  have  always,  in  my  capacity  as  a  membor  of  this 
House,  and  a  citizen  of  this  Dominion,  sought  to  promote 
its  interests.  I  spurn  and  l’epudiate  and  spit  upon  that 
exhibition  of  paltry  malignant  prejudice  that  is  made  by 
hon.  gentlemen  who  get  up  the  cry  of  Yankee.  Sir,  is  it 
impossible  for  a  person  born  in  the  United  States  to  live  in 
Canada  and  be  a  loyal  citizen  ?  Is  he  to  be  denied  the 
rights  and  privileges  that  belong  to  a  citizen  of  this  coun¬ 
try?  Is  ho  to  be  taunted  time  after  time  by  this  miser¬ 
able,  petty  spitefulness  on  the  part  of  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  ?  The  loader  of  the  Government  himself  has  not  been 
above  that  appeal  to  popular  prejudice.  In  the  United 
States  to-day  there  are  1,000,000  Canadians,  among 
them  are  men  who  are  filling  positions  of  every  rank, 
and  I  venture  to  say  that  not  one  of  them  has  been 
reminded  of  his  nationality  in  an  offensive  manner, 
no  matter  how  narrow  his  prejudices  may  be  as  a 
Canadian.  In  that  country,  where  the  population  is  made 
homogeneous,  all  men  are  welcomed,  and  when  a  man  casts 
in  his  lot  with  the  people  of  the  United  States,  it  matters  not 
what  his  place  of  birth  may  have  been.  After  ho  becomes 
a  citizen  of  that  country  ho  is  received  with  open  arms, 
ani  is  given  all  the  privileges  and  enjoyments,  all  the 
rights  and  immunities  that  belong  to  an  American  citizen. 
Here,  Sir,  it  is  different.  A  man  may  come  here  from  the 
United  States,  and  he  is  a  Yankee  if  ho  should  live  hero  for 
half  a  century  ;  he  cannot  be  a  Canadian.  If  a  man  comes 
from  Ireland  he  is  a  Paddy ;  he  cannot  be  a  Canadian  ;  it  can¬ 
not  be  forgotten  what  his  nationality  is  ;  he  must  bo 
reminded  that  in  this  blue-blooded  country  ho  cannot  be 
considered  a  citizen  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  desiring  to 
participate  in  the  rights  and  duties  of  a  citizen.  Sir,  the 
child  that  is  adopted  in  the  family  is  considered  and  treated 
as  a  member  of  the  family  ;  the  citizen  who  is  adopted  in 
the  State  is  considered  and  treated  as  a  member  of  the 
State.  In  the  United  States  three  years’  residence  is  all 
that  is  required  for  naturalisation  ;  in  Canada,  after  having 
lived  here  35  years,  after  having  all  my  interests  in  this 
country,  after  having  labored  in  the  interest  of  the  country, 
to-day,  if  I  say  anything  that  does  not  happen  to  meet  with 
the  approval  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  if  I  alluded  to 
anything  in  the  history  or  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  by  way  of  illustration,  how  I  am  answered  ? 
Not  by  a  refutation  of  the  argument ;  no,  but  by 
allusion  to  the  fact  that  I  may  have  been  born 
in  the  United  States.  Sir,  I  did  not  choose  the 
place  of  my  birth  ;  I  was  not  responsible  for  it ;  I  was  not 
consulted ;  I  do  not  even  remember  the  circumstance  ;  and 
I  disclaim  all  responsibility  for  the  circumstance  of  having 
been  born  in  that  country.  I  came  here  in  boyhood ;  I 
cast  my  lot  in  this  country,  and  while  God  sparos  my  life 
I  intend  to  fight  for  the  salvation  of  the  country.  I  am 
fighting  for  its  salvation  to-day,  against  a  measure  calcu¬ 
lated  to  rob  the  people  of  their  rights.  Now,  I  shall  be 
pleased  to  have  the  taunt  about  Yankee  thrown  across  the 
floor  again  ;  I  will  reply  to  it,  and  occupy  the  time  a  little 
longer. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings),  You  have  a  right  to  talk  about 
Americans,  but  you  must  let  Irishmen  alone. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Whom  does  the  hon.  gentleman  allude 
to  when  he  talks  about  gentlemen  on  this  side  calling 
Yankee  ?  It  is  a  term  I  never  use ;  but  I  say  that  he  and 
two  or  three  others  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  draw 
their  inspiration  from  the  United  States,  and  when  he  i 


speaks  of  his  loyalty,  and  all  that,  I  question  that  very 
much.  I  have  reason  to  question  the  hon.  gentleman’s  loy¬ 
alty,  when  he  talks  of  the  volunteers  of  this  country — he 
knows  what  I  refer  to — when  he  comes  here  to  flaunt  his 
loyally;  and  when  we  are  bored  here,  hour  after  hour,  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  wasting  the  time  and  money 
of  the  country  by  obstruction,  I,  for  one,  won’t  stand 
it.  I  am  bound  to  tell  hon.  gentlemen  what  I  know  when 
they  come  and  flaunt  their  loyalty  in  our  faces. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  ho  is  bound 
to  tell  us  what  he  knows,  and  ho  did  not  tell  us  what  he 
knows.  Now,  this  little  episode  with  regard  to  nationality 
has  developed  this  fact,  that  no  American  -can  have  fair 
play  from  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of  this 
Chamber.  It  has  developed  the  fact  that  in  the  case  of  any 
man  of  American  birth,  if  they  can  injure  him,  by  appeals 
to  popular  prejudice,  they  are  not  above  doing  it,  from  the 
First  Minister  down  to  the  lowest  man  in  the  ranks.  I 
resent  these  insinuations.  I  affirm  that  I  am  loyal  to  this 
country  and  its  institutions  ;  I  am  a  citizen  of  this  country, 
and  a  subject  of  the  British  Empire  by  birth.  I  derive  my 
descent  from  an  old  English  family  ;  whose  family  lineage 
can  be  traced  back  for  800  years,  and  I  take  pride  in  the 
fact  that  I  am  of  English  descent.  I  take  pride  in  the  fact 
that  my  blood  is  pure  Northumbrian  blood  ;  and  I  resent, 
repudiate  and  deny  any  insinuation  made  by  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  the  other  side  of  this  House,  that  I  am  not  loyal  to 
the  institutions  of  this  country  or  that  I  do  not  wish  this 
country  well. 

The  Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committoe. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  When  you  left  the  Chair,  Sir,  after 
six  o’clock,  I  was  in  the  midst  of  a  defense  against  the  charge 
of  having  been  born  in  the  United  States,  a  charge  that  I 
do  not  deny.  I,  of  course,  was  a  passive  agent  in  the 
matter  ;  I  could  not  very  well  help  myself.  But  I  find,  on 
looking  at  our  parliamentary  companion,  that  some  other 
hon.  gentlemen  are  in  the  same  difficulty.  I  was  under  the 
impression  that  tho  Minister  of  Railways  was  born  in  that 
country  ;  the  hon.  member  for  Stanstead  (Mr.  Colby),  I 
believe,  is  an  Ameiican  by  birth  ;  one  of  the  members  of  tho 
Senate,  formerly  a  member  of  this  House  (Mr.  Plumb),  is 
an  American  by  birth.  I  think  that  the  party  of  hon  gentle¬ 
man  opposite,  some  years  ago,  introduced  an  American  by 
the  name  of  Anson  Green  Phelps  Dodge,  naturalised  him 
after  a  residence  of  12  months,  and  elected  him  to  a  seat  in 
this  House,  and  when  tho  Pacific  scandal  was  under  discus¬ 
sion,  sent  to  New  York  for  him  to  vote.  I  believe  ‘the 
Minister  of  Railways  has  recently  been  spending  large  sums 
of  money  to  build  a  road  in  the  United  States,  and  has  just 
returned  from  a  trip  there. 

Mr.  POPE.  Not  a  dollar  of  public  money. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  believe  that  an  American  named 
Howard,  in  charge  of  our  Gatling  guns,  who  went  out  to  our 
North-West  Territories  to  teach  our  men  how  to  use  them, 
is  doing  good  service  there,  but  it  is  likely  that  were  he  to 
remain  in  Canada  thirty-six  years  he  would  be  reproached 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCallum)  and  the 
hon.  member  from  Nova  Scotia,  with  having  been  born  in 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  1  found  no  fault  with  the  hou.  gentle¬ 
man  for  having  been  born  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Why  did  you  allude  to  it. 

Mr.  McCALLUM  I  did  not  allude  to  ihe  fact  that  he 
was  born  in  the  United  States,  but  I  said  he  drew  all  his 
inspirations  from  that  country,  I  am  glad  to  hear  tho  expres- 
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sions  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  night,  because  I  am  always 
glad  to  have  my  opinion  corrected,  if  wrong. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Last  Session,  Sir,  it  will  be  in  your 
recollection  that  when  a  substantial  amount  was  being 
voted  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  my  hon.  friend  from 
St.  John  (Mr.  Weldon)  moved  an  amendment,  debarring 
that  company  from  spending  any  of  our  public  money  in 
the  construction  of  railways  in  the  United  States;  but  that 
amendment  was  voted  down,  bon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  a 
body  voting  against  it,  and  that  company  has  spent  mil¬ 
lions  of  our  money  in  the  United  States.  I  think  this 
whole  cry  of  Yankeeism  is  one  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
ought  to  be  ashamed  of.  I  have  referred  to  the  constitution 
of  the  United  States  as  illustrating  the  principle  of  federal 
compact.  There  is  not  a  man  of  prominence  in  England 
to-day  who  dees  not  speak  in  tbe  highest  terms  of  the 
American  constitution  and  American  public  men.  The 
present  Premier  of  England  pronounced  it  one  of  the 
most  remarkable  of  all  human  productions  in  the  shape 
of  organic  laws.  If  we  take  that  broad,  comprehensive 
view  of  public  affairs,  which  every  man  with  breadth  of 
mind  should  take,  we  are  bound  to  give  the  constitution  of 
that  great  nation  its  due  weight  in  a  discussion  of  this  kind. 
There  are  existing  in  the  world  to-day  about  90,000,000 
English-speaking  people.  In  all  their  leading  interests 
they  have  common  interests  ;  they  belong  to  a  common  stock ; 
they  have  common  institutions  ;  they  all  have  institutions 
derived  from  that  great  hive  of  nations,  England.  It  is 
unworthy  of  reasonable,  intelligent  men,  in  this  Legislative 
Assembly,  this  House  of  Commons,  to  appeal  to  these 
narrow,  contracted,  bitter  prejudices,  that  exist  amongst 
the  most  ignorant  of  men,  by  raising  this  cry  of  Yankeeism, 
levelled  at  me  or  any  other  man  who  may  attempt  to 
illustrate  an  argument  by  pertinent  illustrations,  drawn  from 
history  and  the  polity  of  that  country.  Of  all  federal  com¬ 
pacts  in  existence,  this  federal  compact  in  Canada  takes  the 
lead  in  a  centralising  tendency,  a  tendency  to  centralise  in 
the  Dominion  Government  the  powers  and  privileges  that 
are  in  the  possession  of  the  comnonent  parts  of  Confedera¬ 
tion.  The  Provinces  in  this  Dominion  have  less  of  State 
right,  less  of  all  that  pertains  to  provincial  autonomy,  even 
without  this  Franchise  Bill,  than  the  Provinces  of  any 
federation  in  existence.  This  Bill,  with  its  clause  with 
reference  to  revising  the  voters  lists,  is  one  which,  should 
it  pass,  will  be  unique  in  legislation  ;  it  is  a  measure  of  a 
character  that  would  not  be  introduced  into  any  civilised 
Legislature,  whether  it  he  Anglo-Saxon,  or  French,  or 
Italian,  or  Teutonic.  There  is  no  Legislature  in  Christendom 
that  would  accept  this  Bill  or  seriously  consider  such  pro¬ 
visions  as  it  contains.  I  have  pointed  out  to  you,  in 
the  case  of  England  and  in  the  case  of  the 
Australian  colonies,  and  in  the  case  of  the  numerous 
States  of  the  American  Union,  that  there  is  not  one  case 
where  any  provisions  analogous  to  those  contained  in  this 
Bill,  with  reference  to  the  making  and  revision  of  the  voters’ 
lists,  obtain.  I  have  pointed  out  that  in  England  the 
officers  are  elected  by  the  people  who  form  the  lists  ;  I 
have  pointed  out  that  in  New  South  Wales  the  officers  who 
form  the  lists  are  appointed  by  the  court ;  I  have  pointed 
out  that  in  every  State  of  the  American  Union  officers 
elected  by  the  people  form  the  registration  board,  and  that 
the  whole  machinery  of  registration  and  revision  in  all 
these  countries  is  directly  under  the  control  of  the  people 
and  of  the  courts.  There  is  not  an  instance,  except 
Canada,  should  this  Bill  become  law,  where  the  Govern¬ 
ment  appoint  officers  to  form  the  lists,  and  revise  the  lists, 
and  to  fix  the  lists.  I  have  two  very  brief  quotations  to 
make,  from  a  work  on  political  ethics,  by  the  celebrated 
writer,  Lieber.  This  quotation  refers  to  what  constitutes 
the  duty  of  a  party  in  power  with  reference  to  the  prin¬ 
ciples  of  justice.  He  says,  on  page  442  : 

Mr.  Charlton. 


“The  moment  that  justice  is  sacrificed  to  party  interest,  the  party  or 
respective  individual  becomes  factious:  for  justice  being;  the  grand 
object  of  the  law,  of  the  constitution,  of  the  State  itself,  the  party  sets 
itself  above  these,  and  makes  itself  its  own  object,  while  a  party  can 
have  any  sensible  meaning  only  in  that  it  is  formed  for  the  public 
good.  In  denying  justice  the  party  becomes  factious.” 

Now,  if  the  party  in  power  to-day  has  introduced  a  Bill 
which  denies  justice  to  the  people  of  this  country,  that 
party,  great  as  it  is,  and  not  the  party  represented  by  hon. 
gentlemen  on  this  side,  becomes  factious.  With  reference 
to  public  opinion  and  the  necessity  for  consulting  public 
opinion,  and  the  necessity  for  being  governed  and  guided 
by  public  opinion,  the  same  author  says : 

-  “  Nevertheless1,  real  public  opinion  is  carefully  and  respectfully  to  be 
consulted,  for  the  two  reasons,  first,  that  there  is  a  very  great  chance  that, 
if  it  be  settled,  and,  of  course,  touching  a  subject  on  which  there  can 
exist  any  public  opinion,  it  is  upon  the  main  correct,  and  if  not,  that 
there  is,  at  any  rate,  much  to  be  learned  from  it ;  secondly,  that  it  is  the 
greatest,  mightiest  of  all  powers,  and  thereiore  not  to  be  slighted.” 

Has  there  been  any  pressure  of  public  opinion  demanding 
this  measure,  asking  that  this  power  should  be  wrested  from 
the  Provinces  and  exercised  by  the  Dominion  Government  ? 
I  deny  that  there  has  been  any  such  pressure  or  manifesta¬ 
tion  of  public  opinion,  or  that  the  Government  is  consulting 
public  opinion  in  the  course  it  is  taking.  The  same  author, 
in  another  work  on  civil  liberty,  lays  down  the  principles 
which  should  govern  an  election,  which  are  diametrically 
opposed  to  those  which  the  Government  are  adopting  : 

“  All  elections  must  be  superintended  by  election  judges,  or  officers 
independent  of  the  executive,  or  any  organised  or  unorganised  power  in 
connection  with  the  Government.” 

Is  this  the  condition  the  Government  are  to  observe  under 
this  Bill?  No;  the  elections  are  to  he  superintended  by 
officers  appointed  by  this  Government,  for  the  purpose  of 
saying  who  shall  vote,  and  of  so  arranging  the  voters’  list 
as  to  give  the  Government  the  power,  if  these  gentlemen 
will  obey  their  wishes,  of  influencing  the  elections  in  a 
greater  or  less  extent  by  a  manipulation  of  the  voters’ 
list.  We,  alone,  of  all  commonwealths  that  exist  under 
English  law  and  English  institutions,  are  capable  of 
such  violence  to  representative  institutions  as  is  con¬ 
templated  by  this  Bill.  Hasty  legislation  is  always 
to  be  deprecated,  and  measures  of  this  great  public 
importance  should  ho  weighed  carefully  and  passed  with 
deliberation  after  full  discussion.  A  constitutional  change 
of  this  kind  should  not  even  be  thought  of  by  a  Government 
without  good  and  sufficient  reasons.  No  such  reason  exists 
to-day  or  has  existed  since  Confederation  for  the  change 
proposed  by  this  Bill.  There  is  no  necessity  for  it,  and  the 
Government,  in  making  it,  lay  themselves  open  to  the  sus¬ 
picion  that  they  are  actuated  by  motives  other  than  those 
which  should  actuate  a  Governmeut  which  desired  to  act  for 
the  good  of  the  people.  Such  action  should  be  deliberate 
and  cautious.  You  can  scarcely  point  to  a  State  inhabited 
by  people  speaking  the  English  language  where  constitu¬ 
tional  changes  are  not  made  with  caution  and  submitted  to 
the  people,  as  our  constitution  should  have  been  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  people.  There  is  ufl  reason  why  we  should 
act  precipitately  in  the  matter,  except  one.  There  is  no 
present  necessity  for  this  change.  We  have  lived  under 
the  existing  institutions  for  eighteen  years,  and  we  could 
live  for  eighteen  years  more  under  them  without  sacrificing 
any  public  interest.  The  only  reason,  for  the  present  action 
is  that,  if  the  Bill  is  not  put  through  this  Session,  then  the 
manipulation  of  the  voters’  list  cannot  be  made  in  time  for 
another  election.  But  for  that  reason,  the  change  could  be 
made  as  well  next  year,  or  the  year  following,  or  ten  years 
hence,  as  to-day.  It  is  one  of  those  changes  that  can  be  made  at 
our  leisure,  that  can  be  made  with  caution  and  deliberation, 
and  ought  not  be  made  hastily,  and  there  is  no  reason  for 
adopting  any  other  course,  except  that  the  Government 
intend  to  take  possession  of  the  electoral  machinery  of 
thisTcountry  and  reap  an  unfair  advantage  from  this  Bill 
at  the  next  general  election.  This  is  a  constitutional 
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change,  reaching  far  beyond  mere  party  interest,  one 
that  will  affect  this  Dominion,  not  only  for  the  next 
general  election,  but  for  all  the  elections  to  come,  that 
will  affect  the  interests  of  the  country  just  so  long  as 
this  change  continues  to  exist.  It  is  a  change  reaching 
through  this  generation  and  to  future  generations,  and 
any  Government  that,  for  the  sake  of  a  momentary 
advantage  at  the  coming  election,  will  be  governed 
by  that  consideration  alone,  is  a  Government  recreant 
to  its  trust  to  the  people.  We  have  shown  in  Canada,  in 
the  arrangement  of  our  organic  laws,  a  singular  and 
reprehensible  disregard  of  public  opinion.  '  Our  present 
constitution  ought  to  have  been  submitted  to  the  people, 
and,  if  it  had  been,  there  might  not  have  existed  in  Nova 
Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  the  dissatisfaction  that  now 
exists.  There  is  a  feeling  in  all  the  Provinces  that  the 
mode  in  which  this  constitution  was  adopted,  without  the 
judgment  of  the  people  being  passed  upon  it,  was  a  grave 
mistake.  This  very  clause  41,  under  which  power  is  taken 
by  the  Government  to-day  to  pass  this  Bill,  is  one  that  ought 
to  have  been  submitted  to  the  people  of  Canada.  We  have 
not  yet  acted  under  that  section,  so  that  there  is  yet 
time  to  take  the  sense  of  the  people  upon  it,  as  it  ought  to 
have  been  taken  in  regard  to  all  the  provisions  of  our  con¬ 
stitution.  What  is  the  course  pursued  in  other  countries  ? 
The  measure  now  under  consideration  in  the  House  of  Lords 
from  the  Australian  colonies  is  not  to  be  of  force  until  it  is 
approved  by  the  different  colonies,  and  no  Province  will 
come  into  that  Confederation  until  it  has  adopted  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  that  Act,  in  the  same  manner  as  the  people  of  tbe 
Canadian  Provinces  ought  to  have  adopted  the  British 
North  America  Act.  The  constitution  of  the  United  States 
was  adopted  in  1787  but  was  not  acted  upon  by  the  States 
until  1789.  It  was  referred  to  the  different  States  and 
ratified  by  each  State,  and  the  time  taken  for  ratification 
extended  over  two  years.  So,  with  regard  to  the  constitu¬ 
tion  of  the  various  States,  wherever  a  constitution  is  framed 
it  is  submitted  to  the  people  of  the  State,  and  unless  a 
majority  of  the  people  ratify  it  the  constitution  dies.  It 
must  have  the  approval  of  the  people,  the  source  of  power. 
Our  constitution  ought  to  have  had  their  approval,  and  this 
provision  should  have  the  approval  of  the  people  before  it 
becomes  the  law  of  the  land.  There  is  abundance  of  time 
to  ascertain  the  wishes  of  the  people  of  Canada  in  regard  to 
this  measure.  No  advantage  will  be  sacrificed  by  delay, 
except  that  which  the  Government  expect  to  obtain  by 
unduo  manipulation  of  the  electoral  machinery  in  the  year 
1887.  This  Bill  is  supported  by  many  members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  who  will  never  see  these  halls 
again ;  not  that  their  ridings  will  not  return  Government 
supporters,  but  that  many  of  these  men  — and  my  hon. 
friend  from  Bast  Hastings  (Mr.  White)  is  probably  one  of 
them — will  go  back  to  their  constituencies  in  bad  odor, 
from  the  fact  that  they  have  supported  a  bad  measure  ;  and, 
though  their  constituencies  may  be  faithful  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  they  will  return  other  men  than  those  who  have 
supported  a  bad  and  an  unfair  measure.  The  gain  that 
many  members  of  this  House  expect  to  reap  from  this 
measure  they  will  not  reap  from  it,  personally ;  their  party 
may  reap  an  advantage,  but  many  of  themselves  will  be  left 
at  home,  where  they  deserve  to  be  left,  as  a  punishment 
for  their  betrayal  of  the  interest  of  their  Province 
and  of  the  interests  of  the  people.  Sir,  1  repeat  that  this  Bill 
is  likely  to  engender  hostile  feelings  towards  this  Govern¬ 
ment.  We  have  enough  dissatisfaction,  we  have  enough 
disloyalty  to  the  Dominion  Government  in  Canada  already. 
The  foundations  of  this  Government  have  not  been  laid  as 
broadly  and  as  deeply  as  we  might  wish,  and  a  measure 
which  is  calculated  to  foment  and  increase  the  feeling  of 
dissatisfaction  and  hostility  that  exist  in  some  quarters 
to-day  is  a  measure  that  ought  not  to  receive  the  sanction 
of  this  House,  I  claim  that  this  is  a  measure  which  will 


largely  increase  the  public  expenses,  at  a  time  when  we  are 
burdened  with  taxes  to  the  utmost  limit  of  endurance,  a 
measure  that,  in  tbe  case  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  is 
likely  to  provoke  the  bitterest  hostility,  when  the  people 
come  to  realise  the  character  of  the  measure  in  so  far  as  it 
concerns -that  Province,  and  when  they  come  to  realise  that 
the  barriers  that  have  been  raised  around  them  to  protect 
them  from  the  interference  of  the  other  Provinces  in  their 
domestic  affairs  are  broken  down.  Sir,  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  are  risking  the  future  of  the  Dominion  in  this 
Bill  ;  they  are  risking  it  by  doing  violence  to  the  prin¬ 
ciples  on  which  it  reposes  ;  they  are  risking  the  future 
of  this  Dominion  by  passing  a  measure  that  places  in  their 
hands  unjust  powers,  that  they  intend  to  use  unjustly,  for 
the  purpose  of  keeping  themselves  in  power ;  they  are  risk¬ 
ing  the  future  of  this  Dominion  by  involving  this  country 
in  half  a  million  dollars  additional  expense  at  a  time  when 
we  are  sure  to  have  a  deficit.  They  are  endangering  the 
future  of  this  Dominion  for  selfish  party  purposes,  for  the 
purpose  of  maintaining  themselves  in  power,  because  they 
dare  not  appeal  to  the  constituency  that  sent  them  here, 
they  dare  not  appeal  to  the  constituency  that  has  twice 
given  them  a  majority,  once  in  1878  and  once  in  1882.  Not 
daring  to  appeal  to  that  constituency  again,  not  daring  to 
trust  the  electors  who  have  twice  given  them  a  verdict  of 
confidence,  they  have  introduced  a  measure  for  the  purpose 
of  packing  the  public  jury,  when  they  appear  before  it  to 
answer,  as  defendants,  to  the  charges  made  against  them  by 
the  Opposition  of  to-day. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  would  not  trouble  the  House  only 
for  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken 
his  seat  (Mr.  Charlton).  He  said,  before  six  o’clock,  that 
I  had  kept  something  back.  I  stated  then  that  if  I  did 
keep  something  back  I  must  always  be  allowed  to  state  my 
convictions.  1  have  known  the  hon.  gentleman  for  a  long 
time.  He  gave  us  a  great  lecture  on  his  loyalty  and  on  his 
ancestry.  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  that.  He  spoke  of 
his  loyalty,  but  I  will  say  to  you  here  that  if  there  is  a  dis¬ 
loyal  man  in  Canada  he  is  found  in  the  ranks  of  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite.  I  ask  that  hon.  gentleman  now,  when  he 
boasts  of  his  loyalty,  if  he  did  not  write  some  letters  to  the 
American  papers,  at  a  certain  time  when  there  was  a  great 
crisis  going  on  in  this  country,  in  1866  ?  I  hold  in  my 
hand  here  some  complimentary  remarks  that  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  made  on  the  volunteers  of  this  country  at  that  time, 
and  I  hope  the  House  will  bear  with  me  while  I  read  them, 
and  then  the  hon.  gentleman  can  deny  it,  if  he  says  it  is  not 
true.  It  was  written  by  Mr.  John  Charlton,  who  is  now,  I 
believe,  the  member  for  North  Norfolk  : 

“Your  correspondent  happened  to  be  in  Paris,  C.W.,  on  the  19th 
inst.  (June,  1866);  heard  music,  saw  flags,  civilians,  military,  &c. ; 
enquired  what  was  going  on  ;  found  that  volunteer  pic-nic  was  in  pro¬ 
gress,  and  concluded  to  stay  and  see  the  show. 

“  Six  companies  of  volunteers,  numbering  about  300  men,  in  the  Can¬ 
adian  uniform  of  black  coats,  with  ridiculously  short  tails,  and  dark 
grey  pants,  excessively  large  in  the  rear,  just  below  the  waist  band, 
were  the  guests  in  whose  honor  the  spread  was  made. 

“  The  grounds  where  the  tables  were  spread,  and  the  stand  for  the 
speakers  and  music  erected,  were  in  the  beautiful  valley  of  Grand 
River,  just  below  the  Bufalo  and  Lake  Huron  bridge.  The  day  was  all 
that  could  be  desired,  sunshine  and  a  fresh,  bracing  breeze,  contribut¬ 
ing  to  the  enjoyment  of  the  crowd  of  hilarious  and  self-satisfied 
Cannucks. 

“  The  proceedings  were  inaugurated  by  a  battalion  drill  of  the  war¬ 
riors.  Your  correspondent  knows  very  little  of  military  tactics,  but  is 
decidedly  of  the  opinion  that  the  six  companies  of  volunteers  aforesaid 
got  slightly  tangled  several  times,  and  had  not  a  very  clear  conception 
of  what  they  were  trying  to  do.  They  formed  hollow  squares,  for  the 
purpose  of  repelling  cavalry  (one  of  Colonel  Booker’s  strong  points,  I 
believe,  when  resisting  an  enemy  without  horses),  but  got  their  squares 
so  solid  that  moviug  arms  was  next  to  an  impossibility.  After  going 
through  various  evolutions,  arms  were  stacked  and  the  volunteers  invited 
to  the  stand  to  hear  the  order,  granting  them  permission  to  return  to  their 
homes,  read.  The  reading  was  performed  by  a  tall,  amateur  military 
man,  rejoicing  in  the  title  of  major,  whose  legs  were  long  enough  to 
enable  him  to  keep  up  with  tbe  fastest  member  of  the  Queen’s  Own,  if  it 
ever  became  necessary  to  try,  and  whose  ooat  tails  were  not  long 
enough  to  impede  his  progress  in  the  least. 
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“  After  reading  the  order,  and  what  I  took  to  be  an  address  from  the 
officer?,  complimenting  Canada  on  her  loyalty,  progress  and  self- 
sacrificing  devotion  to  British  connection,  and  the  volunteers  on  their 
soldierly  qualities,  patriotism,  courage,  virtue,  fighting,  height,  weight, 
&c  ,  the  chairman  introduced  the  Rev.  Wm.  Ryerson,  ex-M.P.P.,  who 
made  a  speech  by  way  of  grace  before  dinner.  The  speech  of  the  Rev. 
gentleman  was  a  very  fine  specimen  of  buncombe  and  bombast,  and  con¬ 
tained  not  a  solitary  acknowledgment  to  the  United  States  for  faithfully 
performing  treaty  obligations,  and  all  the  duties  on  international 
comity,  in  suppressing  the  contemplated  Fenian  invasion.  The  crowd 
who  stood  open-mouthed,  imbibing  the  sentiments  of  the  venerable 
oracle,  was  informed  that  Canada  had  the  finest  volunteer  force  in  the 
world,  who  had  just  gained  a  great  victory,  by  repulsing  and  driving 
back  the  Fenian  hordes,  which  a  professedly  friendly  nation  had  per¬ 
mitted  to  attack  them  ;  that  their  institutions  were  immeasurably  supe¬ 
rior  to  the  ultra-democracy  of  the  United  States,  and  that  Canada  wa3 
to  become,  through  the  agency  of  Confederation,  one  of  the  greatest 

Eowers  of  the  earth  ;  had  demonstrated  to  the  world  and  all  mankind 
er  ability  to  take  care  of  all  Fenian  hordes,  and  with  the  assistance  of 
Britannia, — that  Goliath  among  the  nations — to  repulse  and  drive  back, 
in  ignominy  and  disgrace,  if  need  be,  that  greatest  nation  in  all  creation 
which  they  had  for  a  neighbor. 

“  After  the  speech  of  the  Rev  gentleman,  the  volunteers  partook  of 
the  repast  provided  for  them  by  the  ladies  of  Paris,  which  1  presume 
was  a  bountiful  one,  though  I  did  not  inspect  the  tables. 

“  Dinner  over,  speaking  became  the  order  of  the  day,  and  the  clergy¬ 
men  of  Paris,  in  rotation,  ventilated  their  sentiments.  The  Rev. 
gentlemen  are  good  on  buncombe  ;  one,  however,  the  Rev.  Mr.  Robertson, 
did  get  off  a  few  sensible  ideas,  which  refreshingly  varied  the  monotony 
of  clap-trap  and  self-laudation.  He  had  the  hardihood  to  assert 
that  it  would  not  be  improper  to  enquire  whether  Ireland  did  not  labor 
under  grievance  and  to  doubt  whether  the  tenure  by  which  land  was 
held  and  the  fact  that  a  State  church  was  forced  upon  an  unwilling 
people  was  just  the  thing. 

“  In  all  the  speeches  made,  I  did  not  notice  a  word  of  acknowledge¬ 
ment  for  the  course  taken  by  the  Cnited  States.  All  the  changes  were 
wrung  on  the  repulsion  of  the  Fenians  ;  the  fact  that  they  gained  one 
victory,  and  left  without  being  repulsed,  was  not  mentioned. 

“  The  self-glorification  and  elation  over  the  glorious  demonstration 
of  power  and  patriotism  made  by  Canada,  certainly  appeared,  to  an 
on-looker,  like  wasting  a  good  deal  of  powder  on  a  small  amount  of 
game  ;  and  the  studious  avoidance  of  any  allusion  to  the  United  States, 
except  in  tones  of  insult  and  disparagement,  by  the  small  fry  who  figured 
as  orators  on  the  occasion,  is,  I  presume,  an  indication  of  the  tone  of 
public  men  and  of  the  press  in  Canada,  who  will  now  attempt  to  counter¬ 
act  annexationist' tendencies  by  misrepresenting  the  United  States  and 
sowing  the  seeds  of  bitterness  and  hostility  in  the  minds  of  the  people. 
Perhaps  they  may  succeed,  for  the  masses  in  Canada  are  not  remarkable 
for  intelligence.1' 

Mr.  TROW.  What  connection  has  that  with  the  Franchise 
Bill? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  was  very  glad  to  hear  from  the  hon. 
membor  to-night  that  he  was  loyal  to  tho  core.  I  never 
charged  him  with  disloyalty,  and  never  with  Yankeeism. 
This  charge  was  brought  against  him  in  his  own  county.  He 
snatched  the  paper  away  and  tore  it  into  atoms,  but  the 
pieces  were  taken  care  of  afterwards  ;  and  I  have  read  it 
from  print.  If  hon.  gentlemen  do  not  believe  it,  I  have 
photographs  here.  They  were  sent  to  me.  I  never  listened 
to  greater  nonsense  than  I  have  heard  on  this  question 
before  the  House.  We  have  been  here  three  weeks  and  have 
done  nothing.  Obstruction  has  been  practised  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  say  yes,  and  I  know  what  I  am 
talking  about.  Hon.  gentlomen  opposite  say  the  measure 
is  revolutionary,  yet  we  are  not  proposing  to  do  anything 
more  than  we  have  power  to  do.  All  that  talk  is  made 
because  wo  will  not  allow  Oliver  Mowat  and  tho  local 
Grits  of  Ontario  to  say  who  shall  elect  members  to  this 
House.  Although  Ido  not  perhaps  approve  of  all  that  is  in 
the  Bill,  yet  it  is  an  improvement  on  the  franchise  we  have 
had  in  each  of  the  Provinces.  When  this  Bill  is  passe  1  we 
shall  have  a  franchise  of  our  own.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
speak  of  the  Franchise  Bill  passed  by  the  Local  Legislature 
of  Ontario  last  Session.  How  did  that  come  about?  Having 
seen  the  proposed  Dominion  Franchise  Bill  the  Ontario 
Government  determined,  to  use  a  sporting  phrase,  to  adopt 
that  and  go  one  better.  They  put  the  franchise  a  little 
lower,  and  they  thought  by  that  to  catch  the  votes  of  the 
workingmon.  But  from  an  examination  of  the  Bill  before 
this  House  I  honestly  believe  it  will  prove  as  liberal  a  measure 
Mr,  McCallum. 


may  is. 


as  the  Ontario  Act,  and  even  more  so.  But  that  is  not  what 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  want.  They  want  to  talk  against 
time,  and  they  have  done  so  for  three  weeks.  Is  there 
any  member  of  the  Government  who  can  tell  me  the  cost  of 
the  time  so  spent  to  the  country,  and  for  which  cost  the 
Opposition  are  responsible.  Can  the  Minister  of  Militia  tell 
me  that?  I  venture  to  say  it  will  bo  quite  an  item,  and  I 
want  to  hold  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  responsible  lor  it," 
because  they  aim  responsible  and  cannot  get  out  of  the  res¬ 
ponsibility.  What  is  their  duty  ?  It  is  to  criticise  reason¬ 
ably,  to  enter  their  protest  and  to  vote  against  the  Bill. 
That  is  their  course,  if  they  are  sensible  men;  I  always 
thought  them  sensible  hitherto,  but  I  question  it,  since  their 
actions  of  the  last  three  weeks.  They  have  been  acting,  if 
the  expression  is  a  parliamentary  one,  like  madmen.  They 
think  they  know  more  than  the  whole  people  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion.  They  tell  us  that  petitions  are  coming  in.  I  know  the 
member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  presented  a  petition 
from  Monck  to-day.  I  sent  for  it.  I  think  the  much-defeated 
member  for  West  Ontario  should  have  been  satisfied  with 
his  experience  of  the  people  of  Monck,  for  they  would  not 
accept  him. 

Mr.  MILLS.  They  did  accept  him,  and  he  sat  here. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Only  for  a  short  time,  and  they  put 
him  out  soon  afterwards  and  sent  him  about  his  business.  I 
looked  at  that  petition.  It  has  evidently  been  hawked  about 
five  municipalities,  and  it  has  60  signatures,  among  them  my 
opponent  at  the  last  election,  a  namesake,  because  the 
Reformers  thought  if  they  could  not  defeat  me  in  Monck  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  West  Ontario  they  perhaps  might  do 
so  by  getting  a  namesake  and  confusing  the  names.  I  say 
there  are  60  names  on  tho  petition;  I  know  every  name  on 
it,  and  I  think  there  is  one  Conservative  among  them,  and  I 
question  very  much  whether  that  signature  is  not  a  forgery. 
His  name  is  down  in  pencil,  and  it  does  not  look  like  his 
signature.  I  know  him  very  well.  If  he  did  sign,  it  was 
under  a  misapprehension,  and  I  am  sure  he  will  not  vote  for 
any  Grit.  If  this  is  the  kind  of  petitions  to  be  presented, 
let  them  go  ahead.  We  have  had  such  petitions  presented 
before.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  tried  to  raise  the 
wind  before  this  ;  they  are  trying  to  raise  the  wind  now. 
They  do  not  seem  to  understand  what  a  ridiculous  figure 
they  are  making.  They  are  wasting  the  people’s  money 
and  they  will  be  held  responsible  for  every  dollar  expended 
on  the  discussion  of  this  measure.  The  people  of  the  country 
will  hold  them  responsible.  It  is,  of  course,  a  difficult  matter 
for  members  on  this  side  to  keep  quiet,  but  we  did  keep 
quiet  for  three  weeks,  and  listened  to  the  most  nonsensical 
arguments  over  addressed  to  any  assembly  in  the  world.  I 
would  not  have  risen  at  this  time  if  the  hon.  membor  for 
North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  had  not  boasted  so  much  of 
his  loyalty,  and  said  as  much  as  that  I  wanted  to  accuse 
him  of  disloyalty.  I  did  nothing  of  the  kind  ;  but  when  he 
flaunted  in  my  face  that  I  was  keeping  something  back,  I 
could  not  help  replying  that  I  had  kept  nothing  back  but 
what  I  am  willing  to  give  to  the  House. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCal¬ 
lum)  has  done  me  tho  honor  to  refer  to  me  in  rather  a 
pointed  way.  The  hon.  member,  as  we  all  know,  sits  for  a 
constituency  which  has  been  twice  gerrymandered  to 
enable  him  to  carry  it.  When  I  first  had  the  pleasure  of 
meeting  that  hon.  gentleman  in  that  constituency  he  had 
been  elected  by  a  majority  of  about  300  four  years  before, 
and  he  boat  mo,  a  stranger,  by  only  5  votes.  Before  the 
next  election  came  on  he  had  the  constituency  gerry- 
dered  again  to  suit  him,  a  constituency  which  he  had  carried 
by  300  majority,  a  constituency  in  which  he  lived  himself. 
He  had  it  gerrymandered  when  I  ran  against  him  the 
seoond  time - 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  The  people  would  not  have  you. 
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Mr.  EDGAR.  And  in  spite  of  that  gerrymander,  I  beat 
the  hon.  member  by  forty-two  votes.  So  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  beaten  me  in  a  gerrymandered  constituency.  But, 
before  the  last  general  election  the  hon.  gentleman,  in 
order  to  save  himself,  had  to  get  not  only  his  constitutoncy 
gerrymandered  but  had  to  get  paid  a  very  extravagant 
price  for  an  old  tug- boat  on  the  canal.  Everyone  must  have 
seen  that  since  I  presented  the  petition  to-day  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  been  in  a  state  of  the  wildest  excitement. 
He  has  been  interrupting  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side 
every  five  minutes.  He  has  never  been  quiet  since  that 
petition  was  presented,  since  I  told  him  that  there  were 
Conservative  names  upon  it.  If  I  am  correctly  informed 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  was  a  candidate  against  him  at 
the  last  election,  and  who  sent  me  those  petitions — and  I 
never  knew  they  were  being  signed— he  gave  me  the  names, 
and  the  number  of  Conservatives  on  those  petitions  is  far 
more  than  enough  to  turn  the  election  against  my  hon. 
friend.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  all  the  disloyal  men 
in  this  country  are  to  be  found  on  this  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Let  me  mention  one  test  to  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman.  I  tell  him  that  one  of  the  finest  of  the  regiments 
that  have  gone  to  the  front  is  the  Queen’s  Own,  of  Toronto, 
and  I  can  tell  him,  from  my  own  knowledge  of  the  rank  and 
file  of  that  splendid  regiment,  that  the  majority  of  them  are 
Reformers.  I  tell  him  also  that  of  the  nineteen  officers  who 
are  at  the  front  twelve  are  strong  Reformers.  There  is  a 
tost  which  the  hon.  gentleman  can  take,  and  he  can  take 
any  test  he  likes,  as  to  the  loyalty  of  the  Reform  party  to 
the  Dominion  of  Canada.  But  he  is  mistaken  if  he  thinks 
because  we  are  to  be  loyal  to  the  Dominion  we  are  to  be  loyal 
both  to  the  sovereign,  his  ox  and  his  ass  ;  because  we  are 
loyal  to  the  sovereign  we  are  not  to  be  loyal  to  the  dictates  of 
anybody  of  men  who  happen  to  advise  the  sovereign  for  the 
time  being,  and  if  they  introduce  measures  destructive  to  the 
constitution,  or  destructive  of  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the 
people,  we  would  be  recreant  to  our  duty  if  we  did  not  point 
that  out,  and  if  we  did  not  point  out,  as  we  do,  to  the 
leader  of  this  Government,  that  this  Bill,  if  it  passed, 
would  be  the  greatest  strain  on  the  Constitution  to 
which  it  has  ever  been  subjected.  Individually,  I  will 
not  be  prevented  from  saying  that  from  my  place  in  the 
House,  by  any  $10  a  night,  peripatetic,  professonal  trramp 
in  this  House.  1  was  lectured  the  other  day  by  the  hon. 
member  for  King’s,  N.  B.  (Mr.  Foster)  as  to  my  loyalty 
to  Confederation,  and  I  would  like  to  say  this  :  that  eighteen 
years  ago,  at  least,  I  was  working  in  the  ranks  of  my  party 
in  Ontario,  to  bring  about  Confederation,  and  that  I  have 
heartily  and  earnestly  tried  to  support  it  ever  since.  I 
would  like  to  know  where  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  was 
then  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  How  long  ago  ? 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Until  1882  the  hon.  gentleman  never 
appeared  on  the  political  horizon— he  was  not  known  ;  and 
since  that  time  how  has  he  become  known  ?  How  has  his 
loyalty  to  his  party  and  his  country  been  displayed  ?  Why, 
Sir,  we  all  know  that  he  crawled  into  Parliament  over  the 
prostrate  form  of  an  honest,  staunch  Conservative,  that  he 
was  elected  on  the  Independent  cry  by  Reform  votes,  anu 
that  he  came  here  to  support  no  party  and  to  advocate  the 
great  cause  of  temperance.  Well,  Sir,  we  all  know  what  a 
beautiful  mess  be  has  made  of  the  cause  of  temperance  in 
the  McCarthy  Act,  and  how  magnificently  ho  has  shown 
his  independence  since  he  came  into  this  House,  for  the 
leader  of  the  Government  has  not  a  more  servile — no,  I 
shall  not  say  servile,  Mr.  Chairman,  since  you  shake  your 
head — I  will  say  more  devoted  or  loud-mouthed  supporter 
than  the  hon.  member  for  King’s;  and  I  am  sure  the 
country  will  feel  that  he  has  earned  his  reward,  if  he 
calmly  sinks  into  the  position  of  inspector  of  insurance. 
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Mr.  BEATY.  There  is  no  doubt  of  the  importance  of  tho 
measure  which  is  before  the  committee,  and  if  there  is  any 
objection  of  an  outside  character  to  be  made  to  it  it  is  that 
the  Government  have  not  introduced  and  pressed  it  to  a 
conclusion  long  before  this,  in  former  Sessions  of  this  Par¬ 
liament. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  wish  to  make  a  personal  explana¬ 
tion,  and  perhaps  it  will  come  in  more  appropriately  now 
than  after  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  his  remarks.  I 
wish  to  refer,  Sir,  to  the  election  dodger  which  has  come 
out  at  the  call  of  the  last  trump — which  has  been  resur¬ 
rected  and  brought  forth  with  great  pomp  and  circum¬ 
stance  by  the  hon.  member  for  Monck.  In  1872  I  had 
connection  with  politics  for  the  first  time.  In  1872  I  con- 
tes.ed  North  Norfolk  and  defeated  tho  then  member,  Mn 
Aquila  Walsh.  The  article  which  Ihe  hon.  gentleman  has 
read  to-night  was  read  on  that  occasion  at  the  hustings.  It 
was  brought  out  by  a  gentleman  living  in  Norfolk  county, 
and  it  was  expected  that  it  would  produce  a  great  sensa¬ 
tion  and  result  in  my  defeat.  It  is  true,  I  tore  up  the 
article.  When  the  gentleman  who  read  it  came  down  from 
the  hustings  and  passed  me,  I  asked  him  if  that  was  my 
letter.  He  said  it  was.  I  said  as  the  thing  came  out  I 
would  tear  it,  and  I  tore  it  in  two  places.  The  fragments 
were  appropriated,  and  I  believe  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
them,  and  perhaps  he  had  better  exhibit  them  to  you. 

Mr.  McCALLU M.  Do  you  deny  it? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  It  consisted  of  an  article  written  in 
pencil  and  without  date  or  signature.  I  requested  the  man 
who  read  it  to  prove  it  was  my  letter,  and  he  failed.  That 
gentleman  was  shown  a  letter  by  one  of  my  friends  with  the 
signature  turned  in,  and  he  was  asked  if  he  knew  the  writ¬ 
ing,  if  he  could  identify  it  as  Mr.  Charlton’s  handwriting, 
and  he  said  :  “No,  he  could  not.”  He  turned  up  the  signature 
and  asked  what  he  thought  of  his  ability  to  identify  my 
handwriting.  The  article  the  hon.  gentleman  has  read  is 
written  in  pencil,  without  date  or  signature,  if  it  is  the  one 
I  saw.  He  is  welcome  to  all  the  capital  he  can  make  by 
producing  that  old  election  canard,  which  produced  no 
effect  then,  which  flew  back  like  a  boomerang  on  those  who 
attempted  to  use  the  slander  against  me,  and  it  will  produce 
no  effect  to-day.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  put  it  in  your 
hands,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  leave  it  to  your  judgment  to  say 
whether  it  is  in  any  sense  a  letter,  and  any  expert  in  hand¬ 
writing  can  identify  it,  if  he  chooses,  as  my  handwriting.  I 
think  it  is  beneath  the  character  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  with 
whom  I  have  had  many  intimate  business  relations  for  many 
years,  to  introduce  this  old  slander,  which  has  been  lying 
buried  for  thirteen  years,  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to  injure 
me  in  this  House. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  rise  to  a  personal  explanation.  I 
ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  deny  it,  but  he  did  not  say  that 
he  did  not  write  it.  I  do  not  say  it  is  any  gentleman’s 
letter,  but  it  is  for  him  to  say  that  it  is  not  his.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  a  certificate  which  I  will  read  : 


“  We, the  undersigned,  do  hereby  certify,  that  having  attended  a  meet¬ 
ing  attended  by  Mr.  Chariton,  last  evening,  at  the  school  house,  in  the 
German  settlement,  in  the  township  of  Middleton,  we  heard  him  mako 
the  acknowledgment  of  having  written  the  astonishing  manuscript 
which  was  read  by  Col.  Tisdale  on  the  hustings,  on  Saturday  last,  ridi¬ 
culing  the  volunteers  assembled  in  Paris  in  1866,  on  their  way  home 
from  resisting  the  Fenian  raid,  and  imputing  ignorance  to  the  masses  of 
the  people  generally,  in  Canada. 

“  (Signed)  H.H.  MARTER, 

“  R.  STODDART. 


“  James  Whiteside,  1  ..  >, 

“  Roger  Crysler,  j  Magvtrata. 


That  is  my  authority.  Of  course,  if  the  bon,  gentleman 
will  deny  that,  it  is  all  right, 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  On  the  day  following  the  publication 
of  that  statement  it  was  followed  by  an  affidavit  of  forty- 
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five  men,  who  attended  the  meeting,  certifying  that  it  was 
a  lie. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
not  denied  it.  He  cannot  deny  it. 

Mr.  CHAIEMAN.  I  must  ask  hon.  gentlemen  to  return 
to  the  subject  of  discussion. 

Mr.  BEATY  I  was  about  to  say  that  if  the  Government 
should  be  charged  with  anything  in  connection  with  this 
matter,  it  should  be  that  they  have  neglected  so  long  to 
bring  in  this  measure  and  press  it  into  law.  Seventeen 
years  have  elapsed  since  Confederation  was  established,  and 
this,  the  last  measure  necessary  to  complete  Confederation, 
so  to  speak,  has  not  yet  been  enacted.  There  is  no  doubt 
whatever  that  it  is  a  primary  idea  of  constitutional  liberty 
in  free  countries  that  Parliament  should  regulate  the  quali¬ 
fications  of  those  who  elect  their  representatives ;  and  in 
this  country,  under  our  system,  the  superior  power  should 
regulate  that  matter,  and  not  the  inferior  power. 
The  Confederation  Act  we  have  received  from  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  with  the  consent,  of  course,  of  the  Provinces 
and  of  the  Dominion ;  and  that  Act  distinctly  provides— -it 
is  not  denied,  but  it  has  been  admitted  through  this  debate 
by  both  sides — that  this  Parliament  has  the  constitutional 
right  to  regulate  the  franchise  and  to  fix  the  qualifications 
of  voters.  Now,  for  the  last  two  or  three  weeks  we  have 
heard  all  kinds  of  subjects  discussed  in  connection  with  this 
matter.  Not  since  I  have  been  in  Parliament  have  I  heard 
so  many  subjects  discussed  in  reference  to  one.  This  Bill 
has  been  described  as  a  Bill  to  strangle  the  Liberal  party, 
as  a  Bill  to  choke  them  off,  as  a  Bill  to  keep  the  Tory  party 
in  power,  as  a  Bill  to  deprive  the  Provinces  of  the  rights 
they  possess,  as  a  Bill  to  deprive  the  electors  of  their  rights. 
We  have  had  indictment  after  indictment  and  count  after 
count  made  against  this  Bill,  in  the  strongest  language  that 
it  was  possible  to  use  without  exceeding  parliamentary  pro¬ 
priety,  and  in  some  instances,  I  think,  exceeding  it  very 
largely.  I  have  noted  down,  occasionally  as  I  heard  them, 
a  few  of  the  epithets  used  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to 
characterise  “this  Bill,  which  I  will  read.  It  has  been 
described  as  an  outrageous  Bill,  an  infamous  Bill,  a 
fraud,  rascally,  iniquitous,  cowardly,  monstrous,  unfair, 
unjust,  dishonest,  disgraceful.  There  were  a  great  many 
more,  but  these  are  all  I  recollect.  Now,  I  think  this  is  not 
the  way  to  discuss  questions  of  so  much  importance  as  hon. 
gentlemen,  in  their  inflamed  speeches, would  have  us  believe. 
A  question  of  this  importance  to  the  country  should  be  dis¬ 
cussed  in  a  calmer,  more  reasonable  manner,  and  with  a 
view  to  enlighten  both  the  House  and  the  country  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  it,  and  during  the  few  moments  I  purpose  speaking 
on  this  resolution  concerning  Ontario  I  wish  to  bring  back 
the  discussion  to  the  real  question,  so  far  as  I  can.  For  the 
purpose  of  doing  that,  I  will,  with  the  permission  of  the 
committee,  read  just  two  sections  from  the  Confederation 
Act,  and  from  the  Act  of  1874,  relating  to  elections, which  is 
now  in  force.  The  41st  section  of  the  Confederation  Act 
says : 

“  Until  the  Parliament  of  Canada  otherwise  provides,  all  laws  in 
force  in  the  several  Provinces  at  the  Union,  relative  to  the  following 
matters,  or  any  of  them,  namely — the  qualifications  and  disqualifica¬ 
tions  of  persons  to  be  elected  or  to  sit  or  vote  as  members  of  the  House 
of  Assembly  or  Legislative  Assembly  in  the  several  Provinces.  The 
voters,  at  elections  of  such  members,  the  oaths  to  be  taken  by  voters, 
the  returning  officers,  their  powers  and  duties,  the  proceedings  at 
elections,  the  periods  during  which  elections  may  be  continued,  the 
trial  of  controverted  elections  and  proceedings  incident  thereto,  the 
vacating  seats  of  members,  and  the  execution  of  new  writs,  in  case  of 
seats  vacated  otherwise  than  by  dissolution — shall  respectively  apply 
to  elections  of  members  to  serve  in  the  House  of  Commons  for  the  same 
several  Provinces.” 

Then,  a  large  part  of  that  was  repealed  by  the  Act 
of  1873,  which  was  again  repealed  by  the  Act  of  1874,  the 
133rd  section  of  which  makes  this  provision  : 

Mr.  Charlton. 
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“The  Act  passed  by  the  Parliament  of  Canada  in  the  thirty-sixth  year  of 
Her  Majesty’s  reign,  intituled:  1  An  Act  to  make  temporary  provision  for 
the  election  of  Members  to  serve  in  the  House  of  Commons,’  is  hereby  re¬ 
pealed,  except  only  as  to  the  elections  held,  rights  acquired  or  liabilities 
incurred  before  the  coming  iato  force  of  this  Act ;  and  no  enactment  or 
provision  contained  in  any  Act  of  the  Legislature  of  the  late  Province 
of  Canada,  or  any  of  the  Provinces  now  composing  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  respecting  the  elections  of  members  of  the  elective  House  of 
the  Legislature  of  any  such  Province,  shall  apply  to  any  election  of  a 
member  or  members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  held  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  except  only  such  enactment  and  provisions  as  may  be  in  force 
in  such  Province  at  the  time  of  such  last  mentioned  election,  relating  to 
the  qualification  of  electors  and  the  formation  of  voters’  lists,  and  which 
will  apply,  for  like  purposes,  to  the  election  of  members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  as  provided  in  this  Act.” 

Now,  the  point  to  which  I  wish  to  call  attention  is  this : 
The  Confederation  Act  gives  authority  to  this  Parliament  to 
be  elected,  until  this  Parliament  should  otherwise  order,  on 
the  basis  of  the  qualifications  existing  in  the  different  Pro¬ 
vinces.  That  provision  was  largely  repealed  in  1873,  but 
the  Act  of  1873  having  been  itself  repealed,  I  will  not  now 
do  more  than  allude  to  it;  but  the  Act  of  1874,  which  was 
passed  during  the  administration  of  the  hon.  member  lor 
East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  took  charge  of  all  the  items 
which  belonged  to  the  Provinces  under  the  Act  of  Confeder¬ 
ation — all  those  items  constituting  the  parliamentary  system 
— except  the  two  items,  the  qualification  of  voters  and  the 
formation  of  the  voters’  lists.  Now,  we  have  heard  the 
claim  made  here,  repeated  and  reiterated  during  the  last  two 
or  three  weeks,  that  the  rights  of  the  Provinces  were 
infringed  upon  by  our  legislating  on  this  question.  If  the 
rights  of  the  Provinces  are  infringed  upon  by  this 
Franchise  Bill,  what  was  -  the  kind  of  legislation 
enacted  in  the  Act  of  1874  ?  Did  not  that  inter¬ 
fere  with  the  rights  of  the  Provinces  in  the  same 
manner  and  to  the  same  degree  as  this  proposed  legis¬ 
lation  will  ?  Out  of  the  fourteen  items  contained  in  that 
Confederation  Act,  in  reference  to  the  parliamentary 
system  and  elections,  every  one  was  taken  away  by  the  Act 
of  1874,  when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  held  the  reins  of 
power,  except  two,  the  qualifications  of  voters  and  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  voters’  lists.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  therefore,  did 
not  recognise  the  rights  of  the  Provinces  in  reference  to  this 
matter.  They  said  this  Parliament  has  the  power,  this 
Parliament  exercises  the  power,  and  if  it  exercised  it  in 
reference  to  twelve  items  out  of  fourteen,  why  should  it  not 
exercise  it  in  reference  to  the  other  two  ?  The  contention, 
therefore,  that  any  of  the  rights  of  the  Provinces  are  taken 
away  by  this  Bill  is  simply  a  contention  that  has  no  base 
to  rest  on,  and  that  has  been  ignored  by  the  action  of  the 
Opposition  themselves.  It  ought  to  be  emphasised,  for  the 
benefit  of  those  who  may  think  that,  because  of  the  con¬ 
stant  assertion  of  the  fact  that  the  Provinces  have  rights 
in  reference  to  this  question,  that  the  Provinces  have 
no  rights  whatever  in  respect  to  it.  If  this  Parliament, 
and  if  the  English  Parliament,  with  the  consent  of 
this  Parliament,  have  tolerated  provincial  legisla¬ 
tion  iq  this  matter  for  convenience  sake,  for  the 
sake  of  expediting  the  operation  of  Confederation,  for  the 
sake  of  temporary  advantages,  that  is  no  evidence  for 
deducing  the  conclusion  that  the  Provinces  have  rights 
over  which  this  Parliament  has  no  power.  If  this  question 
of  legislative  or  provincial  rights  has  any  force  whatever, 
it  is  simply  from  the  view  of  expediency.  Shall  that 
expediency  prevail  for  a  longer  period  than  it  has  already 
prevailed  ?  That  is  the  only  question.  I  submit  it  should 
not ;  I  submit  that  it  has  prevailed  too  long  already,  and  I 
submit  that  this  Parliament  should  have  taken  possession 
of  this,  as  they  did  of  the  dozen  other  items  of  machinery, 
and  dispose  of  it,  as  they  did  those,  long  since.  Why 
should  there  be  any  cry  for  provincial  rights  in  this  connec¬ 
tion  ?  If  I  were  to  make  any  demand  in  this  connection  in 
Parliament  it  would  be  on  behalf  of  the  municipalities. 
I  i should  go  down  to  the  bottom ;  if  any  inferior  power 
whatever  to  Parliament  has  the  right  to  fix  the  qualifica- 
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tions  of  voters  for  members  of  this  House  I  should  go  to 
the  municipalities  and  ask  them  to  settle  for  themselves 
the  qualifications  of  those  who  should  elect  members 
to  this  House.  The  argument  that  it  should  be 
given  to  them  is  just  as  forcible,  just  as  expedient 
and  just  as  valid  as  the  argument  that  the  Provinces 
should  have  it.  There  is  one  great  fact  which  has  been 
already  mentioned,  and  which  ought  to  be  urged  strongly, 
that  the  variety  of  qualifications  which  exist  in  the  different 
Provinces  is  a  strong  reason  why  the  present  system  should 
not  be  continued.  We  have  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  and 
practically  in  British  Columbia,  what  is  called  manhood 
suffrage  ;  we  have  in  the  other  Provinces  largely  a  property 
qualification,  in  some  greater,  in  some  less,  but  all  based  on 
the  property  idea.  If  this  House  is  to  adopt  a  provincial 
franchise  the  question  would  naturally  arise  which  of  these 
provincial  franchises  should  be  adopted.  One  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  would  urge  the  adoption  of  manhood  suffrage,  another 
manhood  taxation  suffrage,  another  residence,  age,  and 
intelligence,  as  the  basis  of  the  suffrage,  and  so  on  ;  others 
insisting  that  there  should  be  a  large  property  qualification, 
others  that  it  should  not  be  so  large,  but  that  it  should 
simply  recognise  the  principle  of  property,  making  that  the 
basis  of  qualification,  simply  giving  the  guarantee  to  the 
country  that  the  man  who  votes  has  at  least  some 
interest  in  the  country.  A  variety  of  franchises  is  therefore 
a  reason  why  this  legislation  should  be  uniform,  but  nobody 
pretends  it  should  be  made  uniform  in  a  mathematical  sense. 
It  is  simply  a  practical  uniformity,  a  uniformity  of  classes ; 
that  is  to  say,  the  one  class  in  Ontario  and  the  same  class  in 
Prince  Edward  Island  shall  have  the  vote  on  the  same 
qualification.  These  classes  should  be  made  uniform 
all  over  the  Dominion.  For  the  purpose  of  this 
question,  we  should  not  talk  about  the  Provinces 
as  such.  We  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  Provinces  here 
in  this  connection,  and  they  have  nothing  to  do  with  us.  In 
the  past  we  have  simply  adopted  the  provincial  franchises 
existing  in  the  several  Provinces  for  temporary  purposes, 
until  this  Parliament,  as  the  Confederation  Act  expresses  it, 
“  directed  otherwise.”  This  direction  otherwise  should  have 
come  sooDer,  but  it  is  better  late  than  never.  We  had  better 
now  bring  into  operation  all  the  measures  that  the  Confed¬ 
eration  Act  declared  this  Parliament  should  legislate  upon 
for  the  purpose  of  harmonising  the  divided  Provinces  and 
bringing  them  all  into  one  working  whole.  It  has  been 
urged  very  strongly,  from  the  view  of  the  Province  of  Onta¬ 
rio,  that  the  Conservative  party  in  the  Local  House,  under 
the  leadership  of  Mr.  Meredith,  voted  for  manhood  suffrage 
in  Ontario,  and  that  therefore  the  Conservative  party  in 
this  House  have  no  right  to  adopt  another  line  of  qualifica¬ 
tion.  There  is  no  argument  whatever  in  that.  If  I  were 
in  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  Ontario  I  might  say  that 
for  the  purpose  of  that  House  manhood  suffrage  was  the 
proper  franchise  to  adopt,  though  I  am  not  disposed  to  say 
so.  I  believe  that  a  property  qualification,  as  regards 
our  Parliament,  or  tho  Legislatures  of  the  Provinces, 
or  the  municipalities,  is  of  tho  first  importance  ;  it 
has  the  effect  of  ballasting  men,  of  giving  firmness 
and  decision  to  their  judgment,  of  making  them  consider 
what  they  propose  to  do,  as  what  they  decide  will  affect 
their  property  as  well  as  the  property  of  others.  It  does 
not  matter  how  much  a  man  owns.  One  man  may  own 
only  SI, 000  worth  and  another  $100,000  worth,  and  yet  to 
the  one  of  $1,000  worth  may  be  of  greater  importance  than 
is  the  $100,000  worth  to  the  other.  The  other  might  lose 
$50,000  of  his  $100,000  and  yet  be  a  comparatively  wealthy 
man,  but  the  one  man  losing  his  $1,000  would  lose  all  he 
has.  Therefore,  the  basis  being  a  property  qualification, 
that  has  an  influence  upon  the  mind  of  the  voter,  and  gives 
him  the  motive  to  vote  for  his  own  best  interests  as  a  pro¬ 
perty  man,  and  consequently  for  the  best  interests  of  the 
country  at  large.  The  opposition  to  this  measure  should 


not  be  based,  as  it  appears  to  be,  on  the  provincial  idea.  It 
is  somewhat  inexplicable  to  me  that  gentlemen  elected  to 
this  House  should  have  the  provincial  idea  so  much  on  the 
brain.  I  have  as  strong  a  conviction  as  any  gentleman  in 
the  Opposition  that  we  should  maintain,  not  only  the  rights 
of  this  Parliament,  but  the  rights  of  the  Provincial  Legisla¬ 
tures,  of  the  municipalities,  and  of  the  individual  electors ;  but 
as  a  member  of  this  Honse,  representing  a  constituency  for 
the  Dominion  and  not  for  a  Province,  I  am  not  a  provincial, 
I  am  not  a  man  devoted  to  parish  politics  or  municipal 
affairs,  or  one  looking  solely  to  individual  rights,  except 
as  they  affect  the  Dominion  at  large  ;  and,  when  you  look  at 
these  things  in  the  general  interest,  you  must  take  in  the 
individual,  the  muncipality  and  the  Province.  It  is  difficult 
to  reason  with  hon.  gentlemen  who  seem  to  be  possessed  of 
the  provincial  idea  so  largely.  Ido  not  think  we  have  heard 
one  hon.  gentleman  speak  on  the  other  side  during  the  whole 
of  this  three  weeks’  debate,  who  has  not  constantly  iterated 
and  reiterated  the  idea  that  we  are  infringing  upon  provincial 
rights.  We  should  not  look  upon  it  in  that  light.  We  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Provinces  as  such,  except  to  leave 
them  alone.  We  simply  have  to  maintain  the  rights  of  this 
Parliament,  of  this  Dominion,  which  are  given  to  us  by  the 
constitution  of  the  country,  and  to  let  the  provincial  and 
municipal  rights  alone.  The  Opposition  idea  is  in 
direct  contravention  of  the  spirit  which  is  shown  in  the 
enthusiasm  of  our  volunteers  in  the  North-West.  Do  they 
go  to  fight  for  a  Province  or  for  a  municipality  ?  No ;  they 
go  to  fight  for  the  one  flag  of  the  whole  country,  as  nationals 
and  not  as  provincials,  and  that  is  the  idea  which  we  ought 
to  cultivate,  and  this  little  contest  and  conflict  in  the  North- 
West,  the  occurrence  of  which  and  the  bloodshed  which  has 
followed  it,  I  regret,  will  impress  upon  the  young 
men  of  this  country,  more  than  all  the  argu¬ 
ments  that  can  be  used  in  this  House,  that  this 
country  is  one,  that  it  is  truly  confederated,  that  it  has  an 
authority  and  a  nationality  and  a  power  here  in  this  centre 
which  must  be  respected  and  maintained.  The  Opposition 
idea  presented  to  us  in  the  war  of  words  of  the  last  few 
weeks  is  not  the  spirit  which  prompted  the  fathers  of  Con¬ 
federation,  which  made  the  leaders  of  the  Government  of 
that  day  and  the  leaders  of  the  Opposition  bury  the 
tomahawk  and  come  together  to  build  up  a  nationality 
under  this  Confederation.  If  they  had  brought  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  those  matters  simply  the  provincial  idea  or 
the  municipal  or  parish  idea,  would  there  have  been  a  Com 
federation  on  this  continent  such  as  that  of  which  we  are  so 
proud  ?  It  was  because  they  rose  above  this  provincialism, 
because  they  were  men  of  national  patriotism,  that  they  so 
united.  They  possessed  a  large  idea  and  a  broader  view, 
and  went  for  building  up  a  nationality  from  the  Atlantic  to 
the  Pacific,  which  to-day  has  been  cemented  in  the  blood  of 
brave  men  from  almost  all  the  Provinces.  This  is  the  idea 
which  we  should  entertain  in  this  House.  We  should  not 
let  it  go  forth  that  we  are  a  combination  of  provincials.  On 
the  other  hand,  we  should  be  a  combination  of  national 
men,  desiring  to  promote  a  national  patriotism,  not  confined 
to  one  Province  or  parish,  but  extending  the  whole  coun¬ 
try  over.  This  national  idea  which  we  ought  to  express  in 
this  Franchise  Bill  has  been  expressed  in  our  great  railway, 
which  was  prompted  by  the  wisest  patriotism  and  the 
broadest  views  in  relation  to  the  prosperity  and  magnificence 
of  Canada.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  opening  country, 
with  the  history  we  have,  which  has  the  same  advantages 
to  present  to  the  world.  Who  would  have  thought,  eighteen 
years  ago,  that  to-day  we  should  be  almost  at  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  a  national  highway,  leading  our  people  from  the 
eastern  to  the  western  ends  of  the  Dominion,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  protecting  the  one  flag  which  covers  this  country. 
That  national  highway  was  prompted  by  the  idea  that  this 
people  should  not  be  only  confederated  in  the  statute  or 
consolidated  by  legislation,  but  should  be  consolidated  and 


1876 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


confederated  in  community  of  feeling  and  interest  and  in 
harmony  of  spirit,  the  same  design  which  prompted  those 
who  first  developed  the  idea  of  our  Confederation.  I  sup¬ 
pose  there  is  not  a  gentleman  in  this  House  who,  five  years 
ago,  would  have  prophesied  that,  in  four  or  five  months 
from  the  present  time,  we  could  go  from  the  Atlantic  to  the 
Pacific  on  a  railway,  without  changing  cars,  eating,  drink¬ 
ing  and  sleeping  the  whole  way,  if  we  choose. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Not  drinking. 

Mr.  BEATY.  Water.  The  hon.  gentleman  can  put  a 
stick  in  it  if  he  likes.  This  national  idea  as  against  the  pro¬ 
vincial  has  been  manifested  in  the  National  Policy,  which 
was  designed  to  accomplish  the  same  end.  All  these  views 
which  have  manifested  themselves  in  the  legislation  of  this 
Parliament  have  negatived  the  provincial  idea,  have  shown 
that  we  are  getting  out  of  that.  It  was  one  of  the  aims  of 
Confederation  to  lift  us  above  provincialism  and  place  us 
on  the  vantage  ground  of  nationality,  and  I  think  it  has 
accomplished  that  result.  One  other  argument  which  has 
been  pressed  upon  us  has  been  that  we  should  get  down  to 
the  people.  What  does  that  mean  ?  According  to  the 
Opposition  argument,  it  means  simply  that  we  should  let  the 
peoplo  do  what  they  have  hithorto  done  by  courts  of  revi¬ 
sion,  appeals  to  the  county  judge,  and  other  processes,  to 
settle  the  voters’  lists.  But  that  does  not  go  down  to  the 
people  in  reality,  so  long  as  you  have  Provincial  Legislatures 
to  fix  the  qualifications  of  the  voters ;  we  say  that  the  qua¬ 
lification,  as  it  is  fixed  by  the  different  Provinces,  does  not 
go  down  to  the  people  in  the  true  sense.  If  we  are  to  go 
out  of  this  Parliament  at  all  to  fix  the  qualification  of  the 
voters,  we  should  go  down  to  the  people  and  get  them,  in  their 
municipal  councils,  to  establish  the  qualification.  If  I  were 
opposed  to  this  House  exercising  the  legitimate  power  which 
the  Confederation  Act  hts  given  to  it,  the  authority  with 
which  it  has  been  clothed  to  fix  the  qualification  of  voters  to 
elect  members  of  this  House,  I  should  go  to  the  municipalities. 
What  right  have  the  Provinces  to  touch  the  matter  at  all  ? 
They  have  no  right ;  they  are  not  recognised  in  the  matter, 
except  as  a  temporary  expedient ;  and  if  we  go  to  the 
people  to  regulate  the  matter,  we  should  go  to  the  muni¬ 
cipalities  and  allow  the  municipal  councils  to  fix  the  qualifi¬ 
cation  of  voters.  And  yet  wo  do  not  find  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  asking  that  this  should  be  done.  They  simply  say  : 
Let  the  Provinces  settle  the  matter.  Now,  suppose  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario  should  adopt  this  Bill  next  Session  ;  suppose 
it  should  change  its  mind,  as  it  has  done  so  often,  and  say  : 
We  will  adopt  this  Bill,  which  was  submitted  to  the  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  Canada  in  1885 ;  would  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
say  then  that  we  should  not  adopt  it?  Would  they  say  it 
was  i nfamous,  outrageous,  ecandalous,and  all  those  other  hard 
words,  if  adopted  by  Mr.  Mowat,  the  Little  Premier — always 
vigilant,  always  watchful  for  the  interests  of  his  Province,  in 
the  sense  of  provincial  rights ;  fighting  for  it,  belligerent  for 
it,  at  every  opportunity  that  present  itself — more  so  than,  I 
think,  he  ought  to  be  ;  yet  he  is  vigilant  and  active  for  the 
purpose  of  maintaining  what  he  claims  to  be  provincial 
rights.  Now,  if  he  should  adopt  this  Bill,  would  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  say  that  we  should  not  adopt  it  ?  No, 
not  one  of  them,  I  should  judge,  from  the  manner  in  which 
they  act  in  this  House,  would,  for  a  moment,  say  that  the 
Little  Premier  should  not  adopt  that  Bill.  It  would  then 
be  a  good  Bill ;  it  would  then  be  a  righteous  Bill ;  it  would 
be  going  down  to  the  people ;  it  would  be  the  people’s  Bill ; 
and  therefore  it  should  be  adopted  by  this  House.  And 
yet  we  have  no  guarantee,  observe,  in  this  House,  the 
country  has  no  guarantee,  that  it  shall  not  be  adopted  by 
the  Ontario  Legislature,  or  by  the  Quebec  Legislature,  or 
by  the  Legislature  of  any  other  Province.  Members  will 
be  elected  to  this  House  upon  this  very  basis.  Now,  this 
Bill  is  designed,  as  I  understand,  to  give  a  people’s  voters’ 
list,  and  not  a  party  voters’  list.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
Mr.  Beaty. 
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make  a  strong  point  of  this.  They  say  the  Bill  is  going  to 
strangle  the  Liberal  party,  that  it  is  going  to  destroy  the 
Liberal  party.  Well,  if  the  Liberal  party  can  be  strangled 
and  destroyed  by  such  a  Bill  it  must  be  a  very  weak  party ; 
it  is  not  as  strong  as  I  am  accustomed  to  regard  it.  I  think 
the  Liberal  party  has  a  strength,  as  any  party  may  have, 
if  it  adopts  a  rational  and  reasonable  policy  ;  but  if  the 
Liberal  party  continues  the  tardy  tactics  that  we  have  seen 
in  this  House  for  the  last  week,  the  country  will  become 
disgusted,  as  I  know  it  has  become  disgusted  already.  Let 
me  illustrate.  When  I  went  out  of  this  House  to-day,  and 
was  going  down  the  street,  a  laboring  man,  apparently, 
came  up  to  me.  I  had  no  notion  who  he  was,  and  I  suppose 
he  had  no  notion  who  I  was.  He  said  to  me  :  “  How 
ridiculous  that  Opposition  is  making  itself.”  “  Why,”  I 
said,  “  that  is  a  very  mild  word  to  use  in  reference  to  the 
matter.  You  have  not  been  attending  upon  Parliament  or 
you  would  use  stronger  language.”  Now,  that  illustrates  the 
feeling  that  exists  all  over  the  country,  wherever  you 
go.  Of  course,  there  are  exceptions  among  these 
little  coteries  of  the  Opposition,  whore  these  printed 
petitions  are  signed.  Hon.  members  opposite  talk  about 
the  excitement.  Where  is  the  excitement?  Is  there  any 
excitement  in  this  country  ?  All  the  excitement  there  is 
is  in  this  House,  where  we  have  heard  these  inflammatory 
speeches,  this  strong  language  that  has  been  uttei’ed  with 
all  the  vehemence  possible  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
But  where  is  the  excitement  outside?  Is  there  excitement 
in  the  streets  of  this  city  ?  This  is  a  city  of  some  intelligence ; 
the  people  here  know  something  of  their  rights,  and  are 
able  to  judge  of  these  matters.  But  I  have  not  seen  any 
excitement.  Even  the  galleries  have  not  been  excited 
very  much. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  They  are  not  excited  now. 

Mr.  BEATY.  I  propose  to  reason  with  the  people,  not 
to  declaim,  not  to  raise  disloyal  cries.  The  galleries  have 
been  cleared  from  night  to  night  by  the  dull  eloquence  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  so  it  goes  on.  We  have  no 
excitement  on  the  streets  of  this  city,  there  are  no  bayonets 
fixed,  no  one  proposes  to  shed  blood  in  reference  to  this 
matter ;  and  so  it  is  all  over  the  country.  Hon.  gentlemen 
have  worked  themselves  into  a  sort  of  frenzy  in  reference 
to  this  matter,  and  they  believe  that  because  their  imagina¬ 
tions  are  heated  the  people  of  this  country  are  also  excited. 
On  the  contrary,  they  are  taking  the  matter  very  coolly. 
Now,  I  submit  that  this  Franchise  Bill  is  designed  to  secure 
a  people’s  voters’  list,  as  against  the  idea  of  a  party  voters’ 
list ;  and  all  possible  precautions  will  be  taken  to  accom¬ 
plish  that  end.  There  is  no  reason  in  the  world  why  it 
should  be  otherwise.  Now,  what  is  the  great  point  of  this 
Bill  as  a  people’s  Bill.  It  enlarges  the  Franchise.  “  0  no,” 
say  hon.  gentlemen,  “  it  does  not.”  Now  let  us  consider 
the  matter.  If  we  take  the  120,000  people  in  Prince 
Edward  Island,  and  the  30,000  white  people  in  British 
Columbia — in  all  150,000  peoplo — where  manhood  suffrage 
prevails,  out  of  the  4,000,000  or  5,000,000  in  the  Dominion, 
does  this  Bill  not  enlarge  the  franchise  on  the  whole  ? 
Do"s  it  not  enlarge  the  franchise  in  Ontario,  Quebec,  New 
Brunswick,  Nova  Scotia  and  Manitoba  ?  Have  we  not 
heard  hon.  members  from  each  of  these  Provinces  distinctly 
affirming,  one  after  another,  that  this  Bill  would  widen  the 
basis  of  the  franchise  in  their  respective  Provinces  ?  Now, 
if  that  is  so,  is  this  not  a  people’s  Bill  ?  It  does  not  enlarge 
the  franchise  merely  for  the  Conservative  electors,  but  it 
enlarges  it  as  well  for  the  Liberal  electors.  There  can  be 
no  distinction  in  this  respect.  It  cannot  be  made  a  party 
machine,  cannot  be  made  a  party  instrument,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  giving  votes  to  Tories  and  taking  away  votes  from 
Liberals.  That  is  impossible,  in  the  nature  ot  things,  and 
will  be  impossible  under  the  operation  of  this  Bill.  Hon. 
gentlemen  say  that  we  get  the  true  work  in  courts 
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of  revision — sometimes  it  may  be  absolutely  controlled  by 
Liberal  members,  and  sometimes  by  Tory  members — Grit 
members  on  the  one  hand,  and  Tory  members  on  the  other. 
The  municipalities  are  controlled  sometimes  by  Tories  and 
sometimes  by  Grits.  There  is  no  use  in  saying  they  do  not 
do  their  best.  I  know  they  do.  In  all  the  counties  in 
which  I  have  been  interested,  and  in  the  city  where  I  have 
a  substantial  interest,  I  know  how  the  machinery  works, 
and  that  both  sides  try  to  do  their  best  to  make  their  votes 
the  more  numerous.  Let  them  do  so.  So  they  can  and 
will  do  under  this  Bill.  But  the  machinery  provided  by 
this  Bill  will  be  adapted  to  give  the  votes  to  as  large  a  num¬ 
ber  of  pei sons  as  the  Bill  itself  will  authorise  and  qualify. 
The  point  to  determine,  then,  is  as  to  the  qualification,  and 
that  brings  us  back  to  clause  3.  We  do  not  need  to  go  and 
rake  up  the  constitutions  of  all  the  nations  of  the  world  and 
briDg  them  here ;  but  we  require  to  look  at  tho  qualification 
mentioned  in  the  clause  of  the  Bill.  This  Bill  will  place 
classes  in  each  Province  on  the  same  footing  as  those  in 
other  Provinces.  That  is  equality,  uniformity,  unifica¬ 
tion.  I  have  been  told  that  I  was  a  legislative 
unionist.  So  I  was;  but  I  am  now  a  eonfederationist. 
I  propose  to  carry  out  the  constitution.  I  do  not  propose 
to  fight  for  the  Provinces  against  the  Dominion,  or  for  the 
Dominion  against  the  Provinces  ;  but  to  give  the  Confede¬ 
ration,  as  a  whole,  its  rights  and  the  Provinces  their  rights. 
At  the  present  time,  if  a  man  leaves  Prince  Edward  Island 
and  removes  to  Ontario  he  may  feel  wronged  by  the  fact 
that  while  he  was  a  resident  of  the  island  he  could  vote  for 
a  member  of  Parliament,  whereas  in  Ontario  he  would  have 
no  vote.  Under  this  Bill  a  man  who  has  a  vote  in  one 
Provinco  may,  on  removing  to  another  Provinco,  have  a  vote 
in  that  Province.  That  secures  uniformity  and  tends  to 
nationalise  the  people  everywhere ;  and  it  promotes  the 
sentiment  of  equal  rights  to  all.  This  Bill  may  produce 
discontent  if  it  should  turn  out  that  it  disfranchised  people 
in  Prince  Edward  Island  who  now  have  votes.  I  do  not 
believe  that  a  single  man  who  has  a  vote  to  day  will  be 
deprived  of  his  vote  by  this  Bill,  if  it  should  pass  in  its 
present  form,  when  the  elections  of  1887  come  round.  The 
action  of  Parliament  should  be  in  the  direction  of  teaching 
— and  all  legislation  has  power  to  teach  the  masses— that 
they  are  represented  individually  in  this  Parliament,  not 
provincially.  What  Province  has  sent  us  here  ?  Not  one. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  constitution  says  so. 

Mr.  BEATY.  It  says  that  each  Province  shall  send  a  cer¬ 
tain  number  of  representatives.  That  is  all ;  but  they  come 
here  representing  constituencies,  representing  the  people 
of  constituencies,  and  the  idea  should  be  encouraged  that 
the  people  are  represented  in  this  Parliament  as  individual 
voters,  not  because  they  belong  to  a  Province.  The  idea 
should  be  emphasised  and  impressed  that  the  people  are 
represented  in  this  Parliament.  That  is  the  view  I  take  in 
regard  to  my  own  position.  I  do  not  represent  Ontario. 
What  right  have  I  to  say  I  represent  Ontario  ?  Ontario  has 
not  sent  me  here,  or  sent  any  hon.  members. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  has  sent  ninety-two  members. 

Mr.  BEATY.  It  has  not  sent  the  member  for  Bothwell. 
Mr.  MILLS.  Yes. 

Mr.  BEATY.  Not  as  a  Province.  The  individual  consti¬ 
tuencies,  the  individual  voters,  have  sent  members.  I  repre¬ 
sent  the  constituency  of  West  Toronto,  and  I  think  I  can 
say,  and  I  do  say  it  sometimes  to  my  constituents,  that  I 
represent  one  of  the  most,  if  not  the  most  intelligent,  consti¬ 
tuency  in  Canada. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  We  all  say  that. 

Mr.  BEATY.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  is  to  be  taken  as  a 
sample  of  the  intelligence  of  his  constituency,  I  admit  it. 


We  have  heard  of  petitions  coming  up  from  different  parts 
of  the  country  in  regard  to  this  Bill.  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  this  question  :  Have  complaints  come  up  from  any 
of  the  Provinces  ?  If  provincial  rights  have  been  threat¬ 
ened  and  endangered  by  reason  of  this  Bill,  which  was 
introduced  three  years  ago,  where  are  the  protests  from  tho 
Legislatures  of  the  Provinces,  which  have  met  three  times 
since  the  Bill  was  introduced,  protesting  against  the  invasion 
of  the  rights  of  the  Provinces  ?  It  is  for  the  Provinces  to 
say  something  in  regard  to  this  matter.  Where  is  the 
Government  or  the  Executive  Council  of  a  Province  that 
has  said  anything  in  regard  to  this  matter?  Not  even, 
since  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  aroused  this  excitement, 
and  inflamed  the  country  by  veheraont  addresses,  has  one 
Executive  Council,  which  could  have  mot  in  an  hour  or  two, 
protested  against  this  Bill  as  an  infringement  of  provincial 
rights.  How  can  it,  then,  be  claimed  that  the  Provinces 
are  complaining  that  provincial  rights  have  been 
destroyed.  Where  is  the  claim  from  any  of  the  seven  Pro- 
vinces  comprising  the  Confederation  that  their  rights  have 
been  invaded  and  taken  away?  Hon.  gentlemen  must 
answer  this  question.  They  must  be  obliged  to  say  that  no 
Executive  Council,  no  Legislative  Assembly  of  any  Province, 
during  the  three  years  which  this  Bill  has  been  before  the 
House,  have  protested  that  their  rights  were  going  to  be 
infringed  upon  and  endangered  by  the  action  of  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  a  majority  of  this  Parliament.  Dominion 
representation  should  be  based  on  Dominion  legislation.  It 
cannot  be  denied  legally  or  constitutionally.  This  Bill  pro¬ 
poses  to  carry  out  that  idea.  It  takes  power  to  the  Domin¬ 
ion  Parliament  to  establish  a  central  authority  and  give  to 
this  Parliament  a  Dominion  representation.  That  is  the 
true  idea.  We  are  sometimes  charged  on  this  side  as  Con¬ 
servatives  or  Tories — as  they  are  pleased  to  call  us — although 
I  do  not  think  I  am  a  Tory,  in  the  old  sense  of  the  idea. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Oh  yes,  you  are. 

Mr.  BEATY.  I  think  1  am  a  conservative  Liberal. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  BEATY.  I  think  I  am  just  as  conservative  a 
Liberal  as  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  though  I  do  not 
think  I  am  as  revolutionary  a  Liberal  as  he  is. 

Mr.  MILLS.  You  are  supporting  a  revolutionary 
measure.  ^ 

Mr.  BEATY.  I  go  back  to  the  Confederation  Act,  and  I 
hold  that  anything  which  Parliament  orders  strictly  within 
the  line  of  that  constitution  is  not  revolutionary.  The 
Conservatives  do  not  fear  the  people ;  they  were  always 
willing  to  go  to  the  people — always  willing  to  let  the  people 
be  heard.  If  there  is  any  idea  strong  in  the  minds  of  our 
party  it  is  that  we  do  not  fear  the  people,  because  our 
motto  is  to  do  justice  to  all  and  to  maintain  all  tho  rights 
of  the  people.  That  has  been  demonstrated  since  Confede¬ 
ration  by  the  length  of  time  tho  Conservative  party  have 
been  in  power.  The  people  have  not  been  blind.  We  have 
no  idea  of  talking  to  the  people  as  if  they  were  dull  and 
stupid,  as  if  they  did  not  understand  their  own  interests,  as 
if  they  had  to  bo  looked  after  at  every  stage  of  our  legisla¬ 
tion,  in  a  paternal  fashion.  That  is  not  my  idea ;  I  am  one 
of  the  people  myself,  and  I  believe  the  people  are  as  inde¬ 
pendent  as  I  am,  that  they  have  as  strong  rights  as  I 
possess,  that  they  understand  those  rights,  that  they  will 
exercise  them,  and  that  if  the  people’s  rights  are  endan¬ 
gered  or  destroyed  the  people  will  turn  on  those  who 
endangered  or  destroyed  them. 

Mr.  MU  LOCK.  No  doubt  about  that. 

Mr.  BEATY.  But  they  don’t  do  it.  It  was  said  in  1878 
that  the  people’s  interests  and  rights  were  being  destroyed 
and  endangered,  but  the  people  returned  by  a  largo  majority 
the  party  who  did  not  fear  them.  In  1882  they  returned 
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them  again,  notwithstanding  the  loud  cries  about  the  tariff, 
the  national  railway,  and  the  Administration — — 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  And  the  gerrymander. 

Mr.  BEATY.  And  the  gerrymander,  and  all  the  rest  of 
it.  We  believe  in  this  great  national  work.  We  believe  in 
building  up  a  nation  on  this  continent,  on  this  territory, 
extending  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  as  fertile  a  ter¬ 
ritory  as  is  open  to  the  world  to-day;  we  believe  that  we 
should  give  those  constitutional  rights  and  liberties  in  the 
highest  degree,  which  no  people  enjoy  equally  with  us 
to-day.  That  is  the  idea.  The  people  see  that  the  Conserva¬ 
tive  party  and  Government  are  with  the  instincts  of  the 
people,  that  they  are  in  sympathy  with  them,  that  they 
want  to  carry  out  the  ideas  of  the  people,  that  they  want  to 
lay  the  foundations  of  this  nation  broad  and  wide,  and  the 
people  know  that  the  men  who  will  do  that  are  those  who 
belong  to  the  Conservative  party.  Now,  I  refer  to  the 
idea  that  this  resolution  does  not  affect  the  Provinces  as 
such.  In  1874  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  gentleman  for  East  York 
took  away,  out  of  the  fourteen  items  of  the  machinery  which 
constituted  electoral  representation  to  this  Parliament — they 
took  away  twelve,  leaving  only  two.  Yet  the  Opposition  of 
that  time  did  not  raise  a  howl,  such  as  we  hear  now,  as  to 
the  infamy  that  was  perpretated,  or  as  to  taking  away  or 
destroying  the  liberties  of  the  people,  or  that  the  Provinces 
would  ultimately  secede  from  the  Confederation.  They 
took  all  but  two  items  out  of  those  which  were  given  to  the 
Provinces  for  the  time  beiDg  as  a  temporary  expedient — 
taking  them  away  in  the  effort  to  build  up  a  national 
edifice,  which  the  Opposition  began,  and  which,  I  believe, 
was  the  only  work  of  a  national  character  which  they  over 
attempted.  Now  there  is  one  thing  in  connection  with  this 
question  which  is  very  strong  and  conclusive  against  this 
idea  of  provincialism,  and  that  is  that  the  right  and  power 
to  legislate  in  this  matter  is  in  the  Dominion  Parliament. 
That  has  not  been  denied — it  is  admitted ;  and  that  being 
the  case,  it  is  the  duty,  the  obligation  imposed  on 
the  Dominion  Parliament,  to  legislate  on  the  subject. 
While  it  may  be  said  that  this  party  has  neglected 
its  duty,  inasmuch  as  it  did  not  so  legislate  when 
it  was  in  power  so  long,  it  is  better  to  do  it  now  than 
neglect  it  altogether — better  late  than  never  ;  so  that  the 
charge  of  neglect  of  duty  is  the  only  one  which  can  be 
hurled  against  them  in  this  connection.  The  obligation 
rests  with  this  Parliament,  and  not  with  the  Pro¬ 
vincial  Legislatures  any  more  than  with  the  munici¬ 
palities,  or  any  power  inferior  to  this  Parliament. 
That  is  an  idea  which,  I  think,  will  commend  itself 
to  the  intelligent  masses  of  this  country :  that  while 
this  Parliament  has  neglected  its  duty  on  both  sides,  and 
when  both  parties  were  in  power,  it  now  remains  for  them 
to  do  what  should  have  been  done  long  ago,  instead  of 
standing  up  in  a  strong,  concerted  phalanx  against  this 
measure,  and  saying:  So  far  as  we  can,  we  will  present 
physical  resistance  to  it  from  beginning  to  end,  and  prevent 
it  being  canned  into  law  and  administered  in  any  shape  or 
form  .  Now,  the  bugbear  or  hobgoblin  of  this  whole  meas¬ 
ure  is  the  revising  barrister,  as  presented  by  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite ;  and  when  I  have  heard  this  feature  of  the 
Bill  presented  in  the  style  in  which  it  has  been  presented, 
even  by  gentlemen  of  the  profession,  from  the  Opposition 
benches,  I  have  been  simply  astonished  at  their  conception 
of  their  own  profession.  When  I  hear  the  member  for 
Queen’s,  P.  E.  I.  (Mr.  Davies)  whom  I  have  always 
believed  and  am  willing  to  regard  as  a  very  respectable,  able 
and  eloquent  representative  of  the  profession,  talking  in  the 
manner  he  has  done,  with  other  gentlemen  on  that  side, 
with  reference  to  members  of  his  own  profession — stating 
that  they  are  not  to  be  tolerated  in  connection  with  this 
simple  matter,  that  they  are  liable  to  sell  themselves, 
liable  to  become  corrupted,  liable  to  commit  dishonest  acts, 
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liable  to  perjure  themselves — that  they  are  not  only  liable, 
but  will  do  it,  and  that  they  cannot  help  doing  it— that 
because  they  receive  the  appointment,  it  may  be  from  this 
side  of  the  House,  they  will  destroy  their  reputation,  and 
repudiate  the  principles  of  honor  that  characterise  every 
respectable  practitioner,  I  am  astonished  ;  for  I  think  the 
people  will  admit  that  there  is  not  a  profession  to  be  so 
trusted  in  money  matters  as  the  legal  profession.  If  the 
people  at  large  trust  them  with  their  money  and  their 
property,  do  you  suppose  they  will  not  trust  them  with 
their  rights  in  this  matter?  I  think  they  will;  I 
think  there  are  more  outside  of  the  profession 
who  will  trust  them,  if  there  are  any  within  the  profes¬ 
sion  who,  I  was  going  to  say  from  their  own  feelings 
and  instincts,  are  not  able  to  trust  the  members  of  that 
profession  which  is  so  noble  and  just,  and  which  does  so 
much  for  the  country  at  large,  not  only  in  the  courts  but  in 
the  Legislatures  and  in  this  Parliament.  I  did  feel,  I  must 
say,  some  indignation  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  should 
characterise  the  profession  as  utterly  incapable,  dishonest 
and  corrupt,  in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  and  that  members  of 
the  professon  themselves  were  casting  this  stigma  upon  it. 
Now,  if  an  hon.  gentleman  from  the  Opposition,  or  any  one 
outside  of  this  House,  should  suspect  any  person  who  should 
be  appointed  to  this  office  next  year  or  the  year  after,  and 
should  say  that  such  a  man  has  betrayed  his  trust  and 
become  corrupt,  that  is  a  case  for  inquiry;  but  to  recklessly 
slander  a  whole  profession  in  connection  with  this  matter  is 
certainly  not  the  way  to  commend  the  common  sense  argu¬ 
ments  which  they  wish  us  to  believe  they  have  used,  to 
people  who  are  accustomed  to  take  common  sense  views  of 
things.  Now,  the  idea  is  presented,  in  a  sort  of  argumenta¬ 
tive  way,  that  the  courts  of  revision  are  honest.  I  do 
not  deny  it ;  I  think  they  are  practically  honest, 
though  there  are  occasionally  those  whose  zeal  dis¬ 
arms  their  honesty,  and  who  are  notable  to 
carry  out  those  principles  which  they  themselves 
think  right.  But  to  say  that  the  members  of  the  legal  pro¬ 
fession,  who  are  to  be  appointed  to  this  position  to  exercise 
judicial  functions,  are  any  more  to  be  charged  with  corruption 
and  dishonesty  because  they  are  the  appointees  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  than  are  the  judges  of  the  land,  the  Superior  Court 
judges,  who  today  have  the  trial  of  controverted 
elections,  is  simply  to  distinguish  things  that  do 
not  differ,  and  to  try  to  find  an  argument  when 
no  argument  is  to  be  found.  Gentlemen  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  are  prone  in  the  press  sometimes,  and  sometimes  out 
of  it,  to  charge  judges  who  carry  on  election  trials,  some  of 
them,  with  partiality  and  even  with  dishonesty ;  and  if  they 
charge  those  hon.  gentlemen  who  occupy  those  elevated 
positions  in  the  country,  from  their  capacity  and  their  legal 
education,  and  not  at  the  whim  or  caprice  of  any  Govern¬ 
ment  or  party,  and  who  are  there  for  life,  during  good 
behavior,  having  a  fixed  salary — if  they  charge  them  with 
dishonesty,  will  they  not  charge  the  lesser  lights  of  the 
profession,  who  may  be  appointed  to  do  this  work  through¬ 
out  the  country?  And  yet  the  one  might  be  done  jast  as 
well  as  the  other.  There  is  no  reason  for  charging  any 
gentleman  who  might  be  appointed  to  this  position  with 
dishonesty ;  if  he  does  a  dishonest  act  he  will  be  found  out, 
and  receive  punishment  from  this  side  of  the  House  as  well 
as  from  that  side,  as  such  a  man  would  deserve.  Now,  if 
the  judges  are  appointed  from  the  legal  profession  to  try 
controverted  elections,  to  decide  who  should  be  members  of 
this  House,  why  cannot  members  of  the  legal  profession 
decide  who  shall  be  voters  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  oppose  the  trial 
of  controverted  elections  by  the  judges  ? 

Mr.  BEATY.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Well,  will  he  tell  us  where  the  difference 
is,  between  this  Legislature  authorising  the]provincial  courts 
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to  try  controverted  elections  and  this  Legislature  authoris¬ 
ing  the  adoption  of  the  provincial  lists  as  the  basis  of  our 
electoral  franchise  ? 

Mr.  BEATY.  I  will  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  the  differ 
ence.  The  judges  are  not  provincial  judges ;  they  are 
appointed  by  the  Dominion  Government  and  paid  by  it - 

Mr.  MILLS.  They  are  provincial  judges. 

Mr.  BEATY — and  that  is  all  that  is  proposed  by  this  Bill 
— to  appoint  judges  where  they  exist  in  the  different 
counties,  and  where  they  do  not  exist  to  appoint  members 
of  the  legal  profession,  or  quasi  judges,  if  you  please,  to  per¬ 
form  judicial  functions.  Mow,  I  say  this  system  is  the 
system  of  all  systems  which  can  be  adopted  in  this 
country  to  procure  safety  to  the  people,  to  maintain 
their  rights  and  to  guarantee  that  they  -shall  not 
be  infringed  upon  by  any  local  coterie  whatever; 
but  that  a  man  in  open  court,  with  counsel  on  both  sides, 
with  the  public  before  him,  with  public  opinion  behind  him, 
will  do  his  duty,  animated  by  that  principle  of  equity, 
justice  and  conscience,  which  has  ever  animated  the  judiciary 
of  this  country,  whether  high  or  low,  in  whatever  position 
they  may  occupy.  I  say  that  this  system  of  appointing 
judges  and  leading  members  of  the  profession,  revising 
barristers,  for  the  purpose  of  making  voters’  lists,  is  the  very 
thing  that  will  make  these  lists  the  people’s  voters’  lists  and 
that  will  protect  the  people  in  their  rights.  I  am  quite  will¬ 
ing  to  trust  this  duty  in  the  hand  of  any  hon.  gentleman 
opposite  who  has  been  a  member  of  the  legal  profession  for 
five  years,  confident  that  he  will  do  justice,  confident  that  he 
will  act  impartially  and  righteously  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Would  the  hon,  gentleman,  if  possible, 
state  any  other  constitutionally  governed  country  where 
this  system  that  he  approves  of  is  in  force  ? 

Mr.  BEATY.  I  think  it  is  practised  in  England.  Who 
are  the  revising  officers  selected  from  in  England  ?  Are 
they  not  selected  from  the  legal  profession  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  They  are  selected  by  the  judges.  But  who 
appoints  ours  ? 

Mr.  BEATY.  No  matter  who  appoints  them,  who  appoints 
the  judges?  Are  they  not  appointed  from  the  party, 
because  of  their  party  proclivities,  because  of  their  party 
services  and  party  distinction  ?  Certainly  they  are.  Does 
any  man  mean  to  say  that  because  a  gentleman,  as  Solicitor 
General  or  Attorney  General,  has  rendered  great  services,  he 
cannot  be  entrusted  with  the  administration  of  matters  per¬ 
taining  to  property  and  civil  rights.  I  simply  say  that  this 
is  the  purest,  the  safest,  the  most  competent  tribunal,  that 
could  possibly  be  selected  by  any  country  for  the  purpose 
of  accomplishing  this  duty.  We  have  heard  a  great  deal 
said  about  the  terrible  expense  that  this  is  going  to  inflict 
upon  the  country.  It  is  characteristic  of  men  who  can  see 
nothing  in  favor  of  one  party  but  everything  in  favor  of 
another.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  remind  me  of  that 
description,  that  a  greater  man  than  I  used,  in  reference  to  a 
greater  man  than  any  of  them,  who,  he  said,  was  a  “  sophis¬ 
tical  rhetorician,  inebriated  with  the  exuberance  of  his  own 
verbosity.”  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  inebriated  by  hear¬ 
ing  one  another  talk;  their  imaginations  become  heated  ; 
they  do  not  take  things  coolly,  and  see  them  as  they  are, 
and  hence  they  go  to  work  and  say:  Oh,  this  expense 
will  ruin  the  country,  this  will  cost  *half  a  million 
dollars  a  year.  I  do  not  know  that  any  of  them 
went  below  half  a  million,  but  one  went  to  $784,000. 
What  are  the  facts?  Has  any  Government  or  Administra¬ 
tion  ever  been  carried  on  without  expense  ?  Should  a  Gov¬ 
ernment,  on  the  ground  of  expense,  not  do  its  duty  ? 
Would  the  ground  of  expense  be  any  reason  for  not  sending 
volunteers  from  the  east  to  suppress  the  rebellion  in  the 
west  ?  Is  any  consideration  to  be  given  to  expense  when 


the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people  are  in  question  ?  Yet 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  with  their  petty  parish  politics, 
see  everything  through  the  light  of  expense.  With  their 
partisan  patriotism,  they  talk  of  this  country  as  if  a  few 
dollars  would  settle  the  question  one  way  or  the  other.  That 
is  not  the  view  to  take  of  the  matter ;  we  view  it  in  a  broader 
light.  The  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCallum)  asked 
how  much  this  franchise  debate  was  going  to  cost  the 
country.  From  the  manner  in  which  the  Opposition  are 
carrying  on  this  debate,  I  would  say  that  it  is  costing  the 
country  more  than  the  revising  barristers  will  cost  the 
country. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Give  us  the  items. 

Mr.  BEATY.  I  probably  will.  I  will  say  the  hon, 
gentleman  has  probably  cost  the  country  more  than  he  is 
worth,  anyhow.  I  do  not  object  to  discuss - 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Give  us  the  items— what  the  increased 
expense  will  be. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  get  them  when 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  come  down. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  think  we  will  get  them  before  this 
Bill  passes. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  When  hon.  gentlemen  make  state* 
ments  of  that  kind,  they  should  give  us  the  items. 

Mr.  BEATY.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  remind  me  of  an 
elector  in  Ontario,  at  the  last  elections,  who,  when  he  had 
gone  homo  very  late,  was  asked  by  his  wife  to  explain. 
“  Oh  !  ”  said  he,  “  I  have  been  singing  Ontario,  Ontario.” 
“  I  know,”  stie  replied  “  where  you  have  been ;  you 
have  been  on  a  tear-io.”  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  been  singing  the  tune,  only  to  a  more  monotonous 
refrain.  I  do  not  object  to  it.  It  is  the  price  of  liberty,  and 
if  we  are  to  have  liberty  we  must  pay  for  it.  I  say  if  this 
Bill  is  to  be  discussed  until  midsummer  hon.  gentlemen  dis¬ 
cussing  it,  if  it  cost  the  country  a  $1,000,000,  1  do  not 
object;  I  pay  my  share  of  taxation  and  am  willing  to  pay 
my  share  of  this ;  if  it  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  the  rights  of  the  people  and  the  rights  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  let  it  go  on  until  Christmas.  The  party  tactics  of  the 
Opposition  have,  it  seems  to  me,  cost  the  country  as 
much  as  this  Bill  can  possibly  cost  it.  If  this  Bill 
is  necessary  to  maintain  liberty,  a  national  representa¬ 
tion  in  this  Dominion  Parliament,  why  talk  of  the 
little  expense  in  connection  with  it.  Everything  necessary 
to  legislation  and  the  administration  of  the  law  must  be 
attended  to  and  must  entail  expense.  Now,  these  extra¬ 
vagant  estimates  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  cannot  be  let 
go  unchallenged.  There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
revising  officer  can  do  all  the  work  he  has  to  do  in  ten  days, 
in  any  county  in  Canada.  How  much  would  that  cost  all 
through  ?  I  hold  that  the  revising  officer  in  Toronto  does 
his  work  in  two  or  three  days. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Do  you  mean  riding  or  county  ? 

Mr.  BEATY.  Each  election  riding,  certainly.  Say  it 
will  cost  $20  a  day  ;  and  he  has  more,  1  am  sorry  to  say, 
than  our  judges  get  in  Ontario  or  in  Quebec  or  the  other 
Provinces  ;  and  I  charge  the  Government  with  neglect  in 
not  giving  the  judges  of  the  land  a  greater  salary  than  they 
do — that  they  only  possess  the  salary  to-day  which  they 
had  twenty  or  thirty  years  ago,  when  living,  as  everyone 
knows,  in  cities  in  this  country  did  not  cost  more  than  one- 
half  what  it  deos  to-day.  The  Government  should 
bring  down  a  Bill,  and  no  one  in  this  Houso  should 
object  to  an  expenditure  which  would  place  the  judiciary 
on  a  proper  footing  as  to  salaries,  any  more  than  ho  should 
object  to  this,  because  these  functionaries  have  interests 
so  directly,  closely  and  strongly  affecting  the  people,  that 
they  should  be  kept  in  a  position  to  do  their  duty  freely, 
impartially  and  without  any  difficulty  whatever,  I  estb 
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mate  that  the  total  cost  will  not  exceed,  for  the  211  ridings, 
from  $75,000  to  $100,000  a  year.  Ten  days,  at  $20  a  day, 
in  the  211  ridings — and  I  say  this  for  the  hon.  member 
for  Wellington — would  make  $42,200.  Ten  days  of  a  clerk, 
at  $5,  would  make  $10,550.  Ten  days  of  a  bailiff,  at  $2, 
would  make  $4,220.  Two  copyists  for  lists,  ten  days  at  $2 
each,  would  make  $8,440.  This  would  amount  to  $65,410. 
Add  $10,000  for  printing,  and  contingencies  of  that  char¬ 
acter,  and  you  have  $75,000.  I  have  no  objection,  if  you 
like,  to  add  $25,000,  more  and  make  it  $100,000,  for  I  think 
the  result  wifi  well  pay  the  cost,  and  the  expense  will  be 
nothing  in  proportion  to  the  advantages  to  be  reaped  by 
the  country  and  by  this  Parliament  from  this  national  Bill 
giving  a  Dominion  representation  by  Dominion  legislation. 

I  do  not  propose  to  enter  upon  the  items  of  the  Bill,  because 
they  will  come  up  in  their  order.  I  have  only  followed  the 
tactics  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  the  discussion  of  this 
matter.  They  have  been  ruled  to  be  in  order  over  and  over 
again,  and  as  I  take  it  that  ruling  must  be  cor¬ 
rect,  I  have  availed  myself  of  the  privilege  in  com¬ 
mittee  of  dealing  with  these  points,  which  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  have  dealt  with  so  largely,  so  elaborately  and 
so  imaginatively  during  the  last  two  or  three  weeks. 
It  has  been  urged  by  a  peculiar  line  of  argument  that  hon. 
gentlemen,  or  at  least  one  hon.  gentleman  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  said  we  were  here  to  register  the  decrees  of  the 
Government.  He  said  that  was  so  in  a  sense,  and  so  I  say. 

I  endorse  that  idea.  This  Parliament  was  elected  distinctly 
on  a  national  basis,  in  reference  to  national  questions,  in 
reference,  even,  to  Imperial  questions.  The  maintenance  of 
the  Empire  was  a  question,  the  unity  of  the  Empire  was  a 
question,  the  consolidation  of  the  Empire,  in  a  sense,  was  a 
question,  not  its  disintegration,  not  the  secession  of  the 
colonies.  That  is  not  the  idea  which  we  on  this  side  enter¬ 
tain  as  a  party  in  relation  to  the  Empire.  We  look  upon  it  as 
a  broad  question,  covering  the  destinies  of  the  Anglo-Saxon 
race  and  of  the  people  at  large  who  are  under  the  sway  of  the 
sceptre  of  Queen  Victoria,  the  destinies  of  all  people  in  all 
the  colonies  as  well  as  those  who  cluster  around  the  Throne 
in  London  or  in  England.  It  is  therefore  a  national  ques- 
tiom  The  party  was  elected  to  present  to  this  country 
a  nationality  on  this  northern  part  of  the  continent,  with  its 
five  millions  of  people  now,  and  in  ten  years  perhaps  with  its 
ten  millions,  and  in  a  few  years  more  with  its  twenty  mil¬ 
lions;  and,  as  the  United  Slates  have  progressed  in  100  years, 
until  now  they  have  their  fifty  millions,  so  we  will  increase 
in  the  same  way.  It  is  in  that  view,  as  a  great  part  of  the 
Empire,  that  we  have  been  elected  here  to  maintain  the 
unity  of  the  Empire;  and,  when  I  hear  gentlemen  talking 
now  in  regard  to  the  federation  of  the  Empire,  I  wonder 
what  they  mean.  Have  we  not  now  the  unity  of  ther  Empire  ? 
What  did  we  see  in  the  Soudan,  when  volunteers  went  from 
Australia,  from  England,  Ireland  and  Scotland,' from  Canada 
and  from  the  different  parts  of  the  Empire,  for  the  defence  of 
the  flag  ?  Is  that  not  sufficient  to  show  the  unity  of  the 
Empire?  This  idea  of  the  federation  of  the  Empire  must, 
therefore,  have  relation  to  something  else  than  its  unity.  We 
are  elected  as  a  party  to  produce  national  results  and  national 
legislation.  That  is  the  idea.  We  have  done  it  in  reference 
to  our  National  Policy,  in  reference  to  our  national  highway, 
and  in  relation  to  national  matters  generally,  and  we  are 
doing  it  now  with  reference  to  the  same  ideas  and  objects, 
in  order  to  make  a  national  representation,  by  giving  a 
qualification  to  suebuvoters  as  this  Parliament  deems  proper 
to  possess  the  highest  right  of  a  free  man,  in  the  exorcise  of 
which  this  country  has  shown  such  wisdom,  by  sending  a 
majority  to  this  Parliament  to  promote  national  measures 
and  national  prosperity. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  After  the  thunder  we  had  in  tho . 
early  part  of  tho  evening,  it  is  hardly  to  be  expected  that  i 
the  committee  will  listen  with  patience  to  quiet,  comraon- 
Mr.  Beaty. 


sense  gentlemen  like  the  member  for  West  Toronto  (Mr. 
Beaty)  and  myself.  I  have  listened  with  a  great  deal  of 
interest  to  his  address  to-night.  We  have  got  what  we 
always  get  from  him,  a  plain,  common-sense,  gentlemanly, 
quiet  view  of  the  question.  You  never  get  it  presented  in 
any  other  light  by  the  member  for  West  Toronto.  How¬ 
ever,  like  all  the  other  gentlemen  who  have  preceded  him 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  he  deals  most  delightfully  in 
generalities,  and  keeps  away  from  the  specific  point  so 
strenuously  objected  to  by  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  and  which  I  say  fully  justify  the  long  list  of  adjec¬ 
tives  he  read  to  the  House  to-night.  At  the  outset,  he 
charges  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  with  questioning 
the  power  of  the  Dominion  Parliament  to  enact  a  Dominion 
franchise.  I  think  he  overstated  the  case  there.  If  he  had 
listened  to  the  statements  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  tbis 
side,  as  I  have  listened  to  them,  I  do  not  think  he  would  have 
come  to  that  conclusion  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  have 
never  once  denied  the  power  of  this  Parliament  to  enact  a 
Dominion  franchise.  In  fact,  this  Parliament  has  already 
legislated  in  that  direction  and  passed  a  Dominion  Fran¬ 
chise  Act.  But,  while  such  is  the  case,  gentlemen  on  this 
side,  while  not  denying  the  power  of  this  Parliament  to 
pass  a  Dominion  Franchise  Bill,  have  declared  that  the  use 
of  that  power  under  present  circumstances,  is  “inexpedient ; 
and,  in  confirmation  of  their  view,  I  need  only  point 
to  the  fact, that  gentlemen  opposite,  after  Confederation,  held 
office  for  six  years  without  once  attempting  to  enact  a 
Dominion  franchise,  except  by  introducing  measures  into 
this  House  and  throwing  them  out  again.  More  than  that ; 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  who  leads  the  Government 
declared  that  the  enactment  of  such  a  statute  would  require 
a  whole  Session  to  itself.  They  did  what  was  wisest  under 
the  circumstances ;  they  took  the  franchise  which  they 
found  had  worked  so  well  up  to  that  time,  and  adopted  it 
as  the  franchise  for  the  Dominion,  and  an  experience  of 
eighteen  years  has  proved  the  wisdom  of  their  course.  The 
hon.  member  for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Beaty)  advances,  as 
one  of  his  arguments  for  a  Dominion  franchise,  the  variety 
that  obtains  in  the  franchises  of  the  different  Provinces. 
Now,  that  is  just  the  ground  that  we  take  why  the  pro* 
vincial  franchise  should  be  retained — the  variety  of  the 
franchises  in  the  different  Provinces,  the  difficulty  of  recon¬ 
ciling  the  different  franchises,  of  saying  that  one  franchise 
instead  of  another  shall  be  adopted.  In  Prince 
Edward  Island,  for  example,  they  have  manhood 
suffrage;  in  other  Provinces  there  are  provincial 
qualifications,  and  there  would  be  great  difficulty 
in  reconciling  the  views  of  the  people  of  the  different  Pro¬ 
vinces.  If  you  take  the  Province  of  Quebec,  for  example, 
we  learn  from  statements  made  by  hon.  members  from 
that  Province  that  the  people  are  very  much  opposed  to 
female  suffrage.  But  that  question  has  taken  a  strong  hold 
in  Ontario,  as  well  as  in  other  Provinces,  and  it  is  a  ques¬ 
tion  that,  sooner  or  later,  this  House  will  have  to  face ;  and 
it  may  be  that  the  pressure  of  public  opinion  in  the  other 
Provinces  may  compel  Quebec,  against  her  will,  if  we  are 
to  have  a  Dominion  franchise,  to  accept  female  suffrage  as 
a  part  of  that  franchise.  Again,  we  learn  from  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  that  the  people  of 
that  Province  are  opposed  to  manhood  suffrage.  That  is 
another  question  that  is  gaining  rapidly  in  the  other  Pro¬ 
vinces.  In  the  Province  of  Ontario  tho  leader  of  the 
Opposition  macte  a  motion  in  its  favor,  at  the  last  Session 
of  the  Legislature,  and  it  was  supported  by  his  party  ;  and 
I  have  no  doubt  that  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  universal 
suffrage  will  be  the  law  of  the  land  before  many  years  have 
passed  over.  Now,  we  can  easily  understand  how  the  Pro¬ 
vinces  that  possess  manhood  suffrage  as  a  provincial  fran¬ 
chise  will  demand  that  the  same  rights  should  be 
i  extended  to  their  voters  in  Dominion  elections,  and 
‘  thus  Quebec  may  find  herself,  against  her  will,  compelled 
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to  accept  manhood  suffrage.  So,  taking  the  views 
of  the  people  of  the  different  Provinces  into  consideration, 
as  I  believe  we  are  bound  to  do  in  all  legislation,  it  would 
be  wiser  for  us  to  retain  the  provincial  franchises.  The  hon. 
member  for  West  Toronto  made  a  statement  that  surprised 
me.  He  said  we  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Provinces  but  to 
let  them  alone,  and  therefore  we  ought  to  ignore  the  provin¬ 
cial  franchises.  Well,  if  those  are  his  honest  sentiments,  this 
is  the  side  of  the  House  he  ought  to  be  on.  Have  we  not 
struggled  for  years  and  years  in  defence  of  that  principle? 
For  years  the  Province  of  Ontario  has  been  engaged  in  a 
struggle  against  the  Dominion  Government  to  retain  its 
provincial  rights,  and  it  has  only  been  able  to  wrench  them 
from  the  grasp  of  the  Dominion  Government  as  the  shep¬ 
herd  wrenches  the  lamb  from  the  wolf.  The  money  of  the 
Province  has  been  frittered  away,  and  has  been  expended  to 
pay  the  legal  expenses  of  defending  her  and  even  her 
soil  against  the  Dominion  Government.  Then,  again, 
the  hon.  gentleman  says  :  Suppose  Mr.  Mowat  had  intro¬ 
duced  and  carried  a  Bill  like  this,  hon.  gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House  would  have  to  be  satisfied  with 
it.  Well,  Sir,  it  is  needless  to  answer  any  such  supposi¬ 
tion,  because  it  is  supposing  the  impossible.  From  all 
we  know  of  Mr.  Mowat,  such  a  Bill  as  this  could  never 
have  emanated  from  him.  In  connection  with  the  revising 
barristers, the  hon.  gentleman  accuses  us  of  throwing  a  slur  on 
the  legal  profession.  I  have  never  heard  that  done.  We  are 
proud  to  believe  that  amongst  the  legal  profession  you  will 
find,  in  proportion  ^to  their  numbers,  as  many  honest  and 
upright  gentlemen  as  you  will  find  in  any  other  profession 
in  the  country.  But  unfortunately  they  are  not  all  of  that 
description.  We  believe  that  it  is  not  from  these  honest 
lawyers  that  the  revising  barristers  will  be  chosen,  but  they 
will  be  chosen  for  their  fitness,  for  the  work  which  it  is 
intended  they  shall  perform,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  we 
object  to  this  clause.  If  we  can  have  the  list  prepared  in 
some  such  way  as  it  is  prepared  now,  so  that  we  can  have 
an  appeal  to  the  county  judge,  as  is  now  allowed  in  some  of 
the  Provinces,  and  if  we  can  get  the  pernicious  Indian  clause 
struck  out  of  this  Bill,  I,  for  one,  will  cease  to  oppose  the 
Bill.  While  regretting  that  this  enormous  expense  should 
be  incurred,  I  should  content  myself  with  protesting  and 
voting  against  it,  and  let  the  matter  go.  But  we  have  no 
evidence  that  the  Government  intend  to  accede  to  any  such 
modifications.  The  Bill  is  before  us,  and  we  have  to  discuss 
it  as  we  find  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  tells  us  that  the 
revising  barristers  'will  most  likely  be  honest  and  upright 
men.  Well,  suppose  they  are.  Is  it  right,  even  on  that 
supposition,  that  such  an  unlimited  power  should  be  entrusted 
to  any  class  of  men,  no  matter  how  honest?  Now,  I  do  not 
mean  to  cast  any  slur  upon  the  judges  of  the  land. 
We  know  we  are  blessed  with  upright  judges ;  but  from  all 
of  them  there  is  a  right  of  appeal.  As  the  Bill  is  drawn, 
there  is  no  appeal  from  the  revising  barrister,  unless  he 
pleases  to  allow  one  on  questions  of  law.  One  of  the  objec¬ 
tions  to  the  present  Bill  is  that  in  almost  every  Province  it 
will  disfranchise  large  numbers  of  persons,  and  those  among 
the  most  intelligent  classes.  In  comparing  the  Bill  with  the 
Ontario  Act,  one  of  the  large  classes  that  will  be  disfran¬ 
chised  are  the  sons  of  landowners.  Under  this  Bill  it  is 
provided  that  persons  holding  property  shall  enjoy  the  fran¬ 
chise.  If  the  owner’s  son  is  interested  in  the  business  he 
may  not  exercise  the  franchise,  because  there  is  no  provision 
to  give  it  to  him.  Under  the  Ontario  Act  it  is  provided  that 
property-holders’  sons,  and  even  grandsons,  sons-in-law  and 
step-sons  shall  be  enfranchised,  if  the  propertyls  of  sufficient 
value.  All  these^people  will, therefore,  be  disfranchised  by  the 
present  Bill.  It  has  been  objected  that  the  people  of  Ontario 
do  not  at  present  enjoy  those  rights  because  the  provincial 
Act  will  not  come  into  operation  till  the  end  of  this 
year.  That  objection,  however,  is  a  frivolous  one,  as  the 
new  voters’  lists  will  not  be  available  till  then.  Another 
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class  that  will  be  disfranchised  are  the  school  teachers. 
From  the  report  of  the  Minister  of  education  of  last  year,  I 
find  there  are  2,553  teachers  in  Ontario.  Under  this  Bill 
their  qualification  is  $400  a  year.  The  average  salary 
of  male  teachers,  in  rural  sections,  I  find  to  be  $394;  so  a 
very  large  number  of  them  will  be  disfranchised.  Another 
class  that  will  be  disfranchised  are  wage-earners,  of  whom 
we  have  a  large  class  in  Ontario.  Some,  no  doubt,  are  immi¬ 
grants,  intending  to  make  this  country  their  home  ;  they 
are  men  hired  out  as  laborers  among  farmers  and  in  other 
callings,  who  earn  $250  a  year.  That  embraces  99  out  of 
every  100  of  the  farm  laborers  in  Ontario.  There  is  pro¬ 
vision  made  that  board,  lodging  and  other  advantages 
shall  be  counted  in ;  so  that  under  the  Ontario  Act 
almost  every  such  individual  is  entitled  to  the  franchise 
Now,  SirrT  want  to  draw  particular  attention  to  this  matter. 
These  wage-earners  in  Ontario  are  composed  very  largely  of 
farmers’  sons,  who  are  not  too  proud  to  hire  out  and  work 
for  their  neighbors,  as  many  of  their  fathers  did  before  them. 
They  begin  their  life  in  that  way,  in  order  to  gather  some¬ 
thing  together  to  give  themselves  a  start,  and  they  take  a 
manly  and  honorable  way  of  making  a  start  in  life.  1  have 
had  many  such  working  for  me.  They  are  not  ignorant 
young  men ;  they  are  men  who,  in  their  father’s  house,  have 
had  the  advantage  of  a  good  public  school  education,  the 
advantage  of  reading  the  public  papers,  because  there  is 
scarcely  a  house  in  Ontario  where  these  are  not  taken,  and 
where  politics  are  not  discussed.  They  have  had  all  the 
advantages  which  the  institutions  of  Ontario  present— and 
she  is  well  supplied  with  public  institutions  for  that  purpose 
— for  gathering  information  and  knowledge,  and  I  am  happy 
to  say  that  they  generally  avail  themselves  of  them.  I  have 
found  it  nothing  unusual  to  have  these  young  men,  whom  I 
have  had  in  my  employ,  hurrying  through  their  work  on  an 
evening,  in  order  to  take  part  in  those  literary  institutions 
they  have  in  the  country — it  may  be  in  reading 
either  their  own  compositions  or  the  essays  of  others, 
or  debating  the  public  questions  which  come  up  in  these 
institutions  for  discussion.  Still,  if  this  Bill  becomes  law, 
these  men  would  be  disfranchised  under  it.  About  twelve 
months  ago  I  was  travelling  on  the  railway,  and  I  met  the 
reeve  of  one  of  the  wealthy  municipalities  of  the  west,  a 
gentleman  who  is  largely  engaged  in  manufacturing  brick. 
He  owns  three  brick  yards,  and  runs  an  extensive  business. 
As  labor  was  scarce  a  year  ago  last  summer,  I  asked  him  if 
he  did  not  find  it  difficult  to  procure  laborers  for  his  brick 
yards,  as  he  required  many  of  them.  He  said  :  “  No,  I  do 
not ;  I  make  it  a  point,  wherever  I  can  get  them — and  I 
generally  succeed  in  getting  as  many  as  I  want — to  employ 
farmers’  sons.  ’  ’  He  told  me,  as  many  others  have  told  me, 
that  these  were  the  best  possible  men  he  could  get  for  any 
employment  He  put  it  this  way  :  “  I  find  that  one  of  them 
is  just  worth  two  imported  laborers.  They  are  the  men  who 
give  the  most  satisfaction ;  they  take  an  interest  in  their 
work ;  and  they  are  men  who  can  go  to  their  father’s 
houses  on  a  holiday,  dress  themselves  in  a  good  suit  of 
clothes,  and  take  their  father’s  horse  and  carriage,  enjoy 
their  holiday,  and  then  go  back  to  the  brick  yard  the  next 
day.”  These  are  the  men  this  Bill  aims  at ;  and  if  it 
becomes  law  they  must  be  disfranchised.  These  are 
some  of  the  reasons  why  we  prefer  the  franchise  which 
obtains  in  Ontario,  and  why  we  oppose  the  passing  of  a 
Dominion  franchise.  Now,  Sir,  I  wish  just  to  ask  who  it  is 
that  this  Bill  proposes  shall  take  the  place  of  these  voters. 
This  is  a  most  astonishing  feature  in  the  Bill — that  these 
intelligent  classes  shall  be  disfranchised,  and  that  their  places 
shall  be  taken  by  the  Indians,  those  who  are  the  wards  of 
the  Government,  who  cannot  either  speak  or  write  the 
languages  in  which  politics  are  discussed,  who  know  nothing 
about  our  institutions  or  politics,  who  are  dependent  on  the 
Government,  from  their  cradle  to  their  grave,  who  cannot 
perform  any  of  the  acts  of  citizenship,  except  under 
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the  control  of  the  Government,  who  are  unacquainted 
with  the  usages  of  citizenship,  who  pay  no  taxes, 
who  contribute  nothing  to  the  revenue — this  Bill  proposes 
that  these  people  shall  take  the  place  of  the  intelligent 
gentlemen  who  will  be  disfranchised  by  it.  Yet,  we  are 
accused  of  obstruction  because  we  protest  against  anything 
so  UDjust  and  absurd.  I  ask  if  we  are  not  justified  in  using 
every  legitimate  means  in  preventing  tho  passage, 
or  securing  the  amendment  of  a  Bill  so  monstrous 
as  this.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto 
(Mr.  Beaty)  makes  light  of  the  question  of  expense. 
He  differs  most  materially  from  the  estimate  which 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  have  made  of  the  pro¬ 
bable  expense  of  carrying  out  this  Act.  He  sets  it  down  at 
$100,001).  Well,  Sir,  all  I  have  to  say  is  this,  that  he  is 
very  moderate  in  his  estimate  But  he  only  takes  the  sum 
which  this  Government  will  have  to  pay  out,  and  even  then, 
I  believe,  he  has  not  estimated  one-fourth  of  it.  There  are 
other  expenses  which  have  to  be  considered  as  well  as  the 
money  this  Government  pays.  There  is  all  the  trouble 
and  expense  to  the  people,  and  if  you  look  at  the  Act  you 
will  find  that  the  lower  assessed  people,  those  who  are  the 
poorest,  are  those  upon  whom  these  expenses  are  likely  to 
come.  The  men  who  have  to  travel  a  long  distance  in 
order  to  secure  their  right  to  the  franchise,  the  men  who 
are  least  able  to  pay  for  it,  are  those  who  will  be  encum¬ 
bered  with  these  expenses.  But,  Sir,  I  hold,  and  I  think  it 
is  capable  of  proof,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  far  below 
the  mark  in  his  estimate  of  what  the  actual  cost  will  be. 
But,  suppose  he  was  right,  unless  some  great  good  was 
going  to  be  secured,  some  great  advantage  which  has  never 
yet  been  shown,  will  be  secured,  unless  more  than  a  mere 
fanciful  uniformity  is  going  to  be  secured,  is  this  House  justi¬ 
fied  in  incurring  such  an  expense  at  the  present  time  ?  There 
is  not  a  man  in  the  House  who,  if  he  looks  at  the  position 
in  which  we  are  placed,  with  regard  to  our  financial  affairs, 
at  the  present  time,  at  the  character  of  the  people  who  pay 
this  expense,  but  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that  this 
House  is  not  justified  in  incurring  any  such  expenditure. 
But,  Sir,  there  are  other  features  which  are  far  worse  than 
the  expenditure.  That  is  a  matter  which  might  be  got  over. 
Heavy  as  it  is,  heavy  as  it  is  likely  to  be,  that  matter  might 
bo  got  over.  It  may  be  that  the  Act  may  sometime  or 
other  be  repealed,  or  that  the  country  may  become  more 
wealthy  and  more  able  to  bear  the  expense,  but  there  are 
other  features  of  it  which  connot  be  estimated  by  any 
money  expenditure.  I  do  not  know  whether  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  have  noticed  it  as  much  as  I  have,  but  I  have 
notice  i  that  for  years  past  you  can  scarcely  take  up  a  pub¬ 
lic  periodical  without  finding  instances  recorded  of  men 
forfeiting  the  confidence  that  has  been  reposed  in  them 
and  taking  tho  funds  belonging  to  institutions  that  have 
been  entrusted  to  them,  and  using  them  for  their  own 
special  purposes.  Some  of  them  leave  the  country  and  others 
land  where  all  such  men  ought  to  land.  Wo  are  surprised  at 
it ;  but  is  there  anything  surprising  in  it  when  men  occupy¬ 
ing  the  highest  positions  in  the  country  are  guilty  of  such 
acts  as  this,  such  acts  as  the  infamous  gerrymander,  such 
acts  as  the  Pacific  scandal,  where  a  great  public  trust  was 
sold  by  the  men  to  whom  it  was  committed,  in  order  to  get 
funds  to  corrupt  the  electors?  Is  that  different  from  men 
lower  down  in  the  scale  appropriating  that  which  does  not 
belong  to  them?  This  question  is  one  that  cannot  be  esti¬ 
mated  by  dollars  and  cents;  it  is  a  great  moral  question.  So 
long  as  a  man,  who  debauches  public  opinion,  who  teaches  that 
there  is  nothing  higher  in  public  life  than  party,  who  teaches 
that  any  measure,  no  matter  how  unjust  or  howmean  it  is  in 
its  provisions — that  anything  a  party  may  do  to  get  funds  to 
secure  the  elections,  that  everything  is  right  which  tends 
to  continue  the  party  in  power — so  long  as  such  a  man  or 
a  party  acton  such  principles,  is  it  anything  surprising  that 
men  in  a  lower  scale  should  take  the  lesson  from  them  ? 

Mr.  Akmstbong. 
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The  moral  aspect  of  this  measure  is  worse  for  the  country 
than  any  money  losses  that  is  going  to  bo  entailed  by  it.  I 
do  not  intend  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House  any  longer 
at  this  time.  I  merely  wished  to  enter  my  protest  against 
tbe  passage  of  this  Bill,  with  these  features  in  it,  and  to  give 
the  reasons  why  the  provincial  franchise  in  Ontario  should 
be  continued,  and  1  think  it  would  be  wise  to  apply  the 
same  principle  to  every  other  Province  in  the  Dominion. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto 
(Mr.  Beaty)  favored  the  House  at  some  length  with  his 
views  as  to  the  duties  of  this  Parliament.  Ho  ventured  to 
give  his  opinion  as  to  the  relative  powers  and  duties  of  the 
Local  Legislatures  and  of  tho  i  ominion  Parliament.  He 
began  his  address  by  announcing  that  he  was  not  a  parish 
or  municipal  politician,  but  that  he  was  in  favor  of  protect¬ 
ing  the  rights  of  every  part  of  our  constitutional  system, 
and  that  we  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Provinces,  except 
to  leave  their  rights  alone  ;  and  having  very  fully  amplified 
that  position,  he  concluded  his  argument  by  saying  that 
that  was  the  true  position.  I  agree  with  the  words  he 
uttered,  that  it  is  the  duty  of  this  Parliament  to  leave  the 
rights  of  the  Provinces  alone  ;  but  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I 
cannot  judge  him  altogether  by  his  words.  I  tbink  it 
is  right  to  see  how  far  the  hon.  gentleman  believes 
in  those  utterances  by  referring  to  some  of  his  own 
acts.  He  says  we  should  leave  tbe  Provinces  in  the  full 
enjoyment  of  their  rights.  Has  he  ever  done  so? 
He  publicly  announced  himself,  years  ago,  as  opposed 
to  the  federal  system ;  he  was  in  favor  of  one  central  Govern¬ 
ment  for  the  whole  of  Canada ;  a  legislative  union  at  one  time 
was  the  only  system  of  government  for  Canada  that  met 
with  his  approval.  He  appears  to  have  got  new  light  in 
the  abstract ;  but  what  has  been  his  record  ?  What  was  his 
action  in  regard  to  some  conflicts  that  have  taken  place 
between  the  Dominion  of  Canada  and  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  a  large  and  important  portion  of  which  he  repre¬ 
sents  in  this  House  ?  It  is  not  long  since  he  appeared  on  a 
public  platform  and  endorsed,  the  action  of  this  Government 
in  seeking  to  abstract  from  the  Province  of  Ontario  a  large 
portion  of  its  territory,  which  has  since  been  declared  its 
property  by  the  highest  tribunal  known  to  us;  neither  was 
he  above  taking  his  place  on  a  public  platform  and  endorsing 
the  action  of  this  Government  in  disallowing  what  is  gener¬ 
ally  known  as  the  Streams  Bill;  and  it  is  within  the  know¬ 
ledge  of  every  member  of  this  House  that  there  was  no 
more  faithful  supporter  of  the  McCarthy  Act  in  this 
Chamber  than  the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto.  What 
did  those  measures  mean  ;  were  they  not  directly 
aimed  at  interfering  with  the  rights  of  the  Provinces  ? 
The  hon.  gentleman,  by  his  voice  and  vote,  endea¬ 
vored  to  strip  the  Provinces  of  their  constitutional 
rights — rights  that,  both  before  and  since,  have  been  deter¬ 
mined  as  theirs,  and  yet  to-day  he  tells  us  that  he  is  the  true 
expouent  of  the  functions  of  this  Parliament — that  he  alone 
gives  the  true  explanation  of  the  relative  duties  and  obliga¬ 
tions  and  powers  of  the  various  Provinces,  when  he  says 
they  must  be  left  in  the  enjoyment  of  their  rights.  Who 
cares  for  a  defender  who,  with  his  lips,  asserts  one  thing, 
and  with  his  vote  and  influence  acts  otherwise  ?  The  hon. 
gentleman  announced  a  curious  proposition.  He  says  that 
he  measures  the  duty  of  this  Parliament  by  its  power — that 
it  is  in  the  power  of  this  Parliament  to  declare  its  fran¬ 
chise,  and  that  being  in  its  power,  this  Pailiament  is  bound 
to  exercise  that  power — that  because  it  has  the  power  it 
has  the  corresponding  obligation;  and  he  defends  this  legis¬ 
lation  on  the  ground  that  it  is  not  a  matter  of  discretion 
whether  this  Parliament  shall  exercise  the  power  that  is  now 
being  invoked  or  not — that  it  cannot  shrink  from  this  duty, 
because  it  has  the  constitutional  power  to  do  what  is  asked 
for.  Now,  we  need  not  press  that  argument,  for  it  carries 
its  answer  in  the  statement  of  it.  Look  at  the  Con- 
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federation  Act  and  see  the  powers  that  are  vested  in  this 
Parliament.  Ever  since  Confederation  Parliament  has 
been  legislating,  according  as  the  conditions  of  the  people 
demanded  ;  but,  if  we  adopt  the  reasoning  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  West  Toronto  and  apply  it  as  he  desires  it  should 
be  applied,  we  are  bound  every  day  to  do  what  we  have  the 
power  to  do.  We  have  the  power  by  one  Act  to  repeal 
every  Act  of  Parliament  that  was  passed  by  this  Dominion. 
The  inference  to  be  drawn  from  the  principle  laid  down  by 
tbe  member  for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Beaty)  is  that  therefore 
we  should  do  this  absurd  and  ridiculous  act.  I  am  sorry 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  left  the  House,  for  there  are  other 
matters  to  which  I  would  like  to  refer,  but  which  I  will 
abstain  from  referring  to  during  his  absence.  Public  opinion, 
he  said,  was  against  the  action  of  the  Opposition,  and  the 
evidence  he  gives  of  that  is  that  a  laboring  man,  whom  he 
did  not  know  and  who  did  not  know  him,  told  him  that  the 
way  the  Opposition  were  going  on  was  ridiculous.  Prob¬ 
ably  that  laborer  was  a  man  of  the  dandelion  brigade.  The 
hon.  gentleman  asked  where  is  the  excitement  in 
country  against  the  measure  ?  There  is  none,  he 
says,  in  this  city.  Well,  while  I  think  there  is 
a  great  deal  in  Ottawa  to  be  proud  of,  Ottawa  is  not  Canada. 
Canada  possesses  many  millions  of  people,  and  of  all  the 
places  that  are  apt  to  be  under  governmental  influence 
Ottawa  is  the  principle  one.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  he 
knew  something  of  municipal  machinery.  I  have  no  doubt 
he  does;  he  has  had  a  good  deal  to  do  with  municipal  machi¬ 
nery,  and  municipal  machinery  has  had  a  good  deal  to  do 
with  him.  Probably  his  intimate  acquaintance  with  the 
machine  has  had  something  to  do  with  his  being  able  to 
stand  up  here  to-day.  The  hon.  gentleman  spoke  highly  of 
his  constituency,  but  I  think  he  shows  very  little  gratitude 
towards  it  when  he  asks  to  have  tbe  power  taken  from  it 
which  it  now  possesses.  He  said  he  represents  one  of  tbe 
most  intelligent  constituencies  in  Canada.  I  do  not  think, 
however,  we  can  draw  from  that  the  inference  he  wishes  us 
to  draw.  I  remember  the  story  of  the  man  who  said  he  had 
married  the  daughter  of  a  celebrated  philosopher.  “  I  am 
sorry,”  replied  the  other,  “you  have  not  married  the  philo¬ 
sophy.”  The  spirit  of  conservatism,  according  to  the  hon. 
gentleman,  is  to  conserve  all  rights;  and  imbued  with  this 
spirit, he  launched  out  into  a  panegyric  of  the  revising  officer, 
who  is  to  be  the  great  preserver  of  rights.  How  has  the  bon. 
gentleman  shown  his  desire  to  preserve  rights  while  in  this 
House  ?  Where  was  his  vote  when  the  Gerrymandering  Bill 
was  forced  i  hrough  Parliament  ?  What  stand  did  he  take 
in  the  attempt  to  rob  Ontario  of  a  certain  portion  of  her 
territory  ?  Can  he  justify  his  connection  with  the  McCarthy 
Act?  Until  the  hon.  gentleman  can  clear  his  reputation 
of  these  stains  he  can  hardly  expect  to  have  much 
weight  attached  to  his  words  when  he  says  it  is  the  great 
party  of  conservatism  who  preserve  the  rights  of  the 
people.  The  hon.  gent'eman  says  the  Opposition  have  cha¬ 
racterised  the  legal  profession  as  unscrupulous  and  corrupt. 
I  challenge  him  or  any  of  his  friends  to  name  any  hon. 
gentleman  on  this  side  who  has  made  any  such  a  charge. 
It  speaks  very  little  for  the  intelligence  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  if  he  cannot  discriminate  between  criticism  of  a  measure 
and  criticism  of  the  imperfect  machinery  for  carrying  it  out. 
If  we  do  not  choose  willingly  to  place  unlimited  power  in 
the  hands  of  any  set  of  men,  why  should  he  complain  ?  If 
this  power  .is  to  be  given  to  the  revising  officers,  from  whom 
is  is  to  be  taken  away  ?  Why  is  he  so  anxious  to  take  the 
power  from  the  municipal  officers?  Whatever  criticism 
he  can  direct  against  us  as  objecting  to  the  new  tribunal 
we  can  direct  against  him  as  objecting  to  the  existing 
tribunal.  He  occupies  some  vantage  ground  in  reference 
to  this  matter.  He  says  he  is  intimately  acquainted  with 
the  machinery  of  the  municipal  system,  and  argues  from 
that  standpoint  that  the  machinery  should  be  taken  from 
the  municipal  bodies.  If  he  is  proceeding  upon  good 


evidence,  it  is  rather  a  reflection  upon  that  municipal 
system  of  which,  until  recently,  he  formed  a  considerable 
part.  When  I  asked  him  if  he  could  name  any  constitu¬ 
tionally  governed  country  in  which  such  a  system  prevailed 
as  was  sought  to  be  imposed  upon  Canada,  he  cited  Eng¬ 
land,  and  stated  that  there  revising  officers  were  appointed 
to  do  the  duties  that  are  to  be  done  by  the  revising  officers 
here  ;  but  when  he  was  asked  who  appointed  the  revising 
officers  in  England,  he  declined  to  answer  that  question. 
Was  that  candid?  He  knew  he  was  misrepresenting 
the  position  in  England,  and  he  branched  out  into 
generalities,  and  asked  whether  we  did  not  appoint 
lawyers  to  be  judges.  The  position  of  a  judge  is 
entirely  different  from  that  of  a  revising  barrister 
A  judge  is  chosen,  not  to  do  the  will  of  a  particular 
party,  but  to  administer  the  law  between  individuals. 
In  the  appointment  of  a  judge  the  Government  has  no 
temptation  to  make  an  unwise  appointment,  as  it  knows 
that  the  best  appointment  it  can  make  will  best  serve  its 
interests,  and  we  therefore  have  always,  in  the  choice  of 
judges,  a  guarantee,  from  interest  alone,  that  the  Government 
will  make  the  best  possible  choice  ;  but  when  it  comes  to 
the  revising  officers,  the  case  is  entirely  different.  The 
revising  officer  is  chosen  by  the  Government  to  do  a  certain 
work,  in  which  the  Government  is  directly  interested,  and 
the  revising  officer  does  not  cease  on  his  appointment  to  be 
an  ordinary  citizen,  taking  his  share  in  all  the  political 
affairs  of  the  country.  How  different  is  the  case  of  a  judge. 
Do  we  know  of  any  judge  who,  during  the  period  of  his 
occupying  the  bench,  has  degraded  it  by  embarking  in  trade, 
commerce  or  politics?  All  these  things  are  left  aside,  and  in 
this  country  up  to  the  present  time  every  judge  has  attempted 
to  wear  his  ermine  unsullied.  But  the  revising  officer  will 
still  be  free  to  take  his  share  in  the  political  struggles  of  the 
country,  be  will  still  be  one  of  the  competitors  in  the  race 
of  life  with  his  fellowmen.  The  two  positions  are  absolutely 
incomparable,  and  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Beaty)  has  not  yet  been  able  to  see  the 
distinction  between  the  two  classes  of  men.  I  am  glad  to 
see  that  the  hon.  member  has  returned  to  the  Chamber. 
He  has  made  a  discovery  that  no  other  man  in  Canada  has 
made,  unless  it  may  be  the  person  who  conceived  this 
measure.  There  is  no  member  on  his  own  side  of  the 
House  who,  in  private  conversation,  defends  the  scheme  for 
the  appointment  of  the  revising  officor,  there  is  not  one  but 
tells  us  that  that  scheme  must  be  amended.  One  may  say 
that  the  time  may  come  when  the  Grits  will  be  in  power 
and  he  would  be  extremely  loath  to  leave  such  power  in 
their  hands  Othors  say  the  scheme  is  not  right,  and  it  is 
wrong  to  leave  so  much  power  in  the  hands  of  one  man. 
There  is  not  a  newspaper  that  has  defended  the  scheme 
fairly  and  candidly.  The  whole  independent  press  of  Canada 
has  denounced  it.  The  leading  press  in  the  city  of  Toronto 
has  denounced  it.  Members  of  the  Conservative  party  have 
openly  denounced  it  on  the  floor  of  this  House.  The 
Opposition  have  denounced  it.  No  individual  member  has 
defended  it  in  its  entirety,  until  it  came  to  the  lot  of  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Toronto  to  speak,  and  he  made  the 
grand  discovery  that  the  scheme  was  the  best,  the  most 
competent  and  the  purest  tribunal  that  could  be  found. 

Mr.  BEATY.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  He  still  endorses  it.  He  goes  on  to 
speak  of  the  matter  of  costs.  He  tells  us  that  this  scheme,  at 
best,  will  not  cost  more  than  $75,0000,  but  in  order  to  make 
it  even  money  he  says  $100,000.  Well,  I  know  he  is  a  gen¬ 
tleman  who  deals  in  large  figures,  and  a  few  thousands,  more 
or  less,  is  of  little  consequence  to  him  ;  but  they  may  be  of 
some  consequence  to  the  people  who  have  to  pay  this  money. 
The  hon.  gentleman,  however,  did  not  attempt  to  show  that 
the  country  would  derive  any  benefit  from  this  expenditure; 
he  did  not  direct  a  single  argument  to  show  what  good  was 
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to  flow  from  this  measure.  He  indulged  in  some  wide  gen¬ 
eralities  about  Great  Britain  and  the  glorious  constitution, 
etc.  He  is  certainly  a  giant  with  a  most  vivid  imagination. 
I  suppose,  from  his  willingness  to  throw  away  this  $100,000, 
that  he  knows  of  some  hidden  mine  in  this  country  where 
the  people  can  obtain  all  the  money  they  wish.  The  bon. 
gentleman  made  a  trip  to  England  last  year,  and  visited  the 
town  of  Plymouth,  As  a  native  Canadian  he  addressed  the 
people  there,  who  he  considered  to  be  unsophisticated  people, 
who  work  honestly  for  a  living,  who  give  a  day’s  work  for  a 
day’s  pay.  Well,  the  hon.  gentleman  told  them  about  Canada, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  he  spread  discontent  amongst  many  of 
the  hardy  toilers  in  Plymouth. 

Mr.  BEATY.  After  I  told  them  what  Canada  was,  a 
gentleman  at  the  dinner  table  said  :  “  Let  us  all  go  to 
Canada.” 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  appears,  then,  that  this  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  speech  was  made  after  dinner,  and  I  suppose  that 
accounts  for  the  character  of  his  remarks.  .Now,  let  us  see 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  said  to  the  people  of  Plymouth  at 
this  banquet.  Speaking  of  the  North-West,  he  said: 

“There  are  mines  of  gold,  of  silver,  of  copper  and  precioas  stones- 
All  you  have  to  do  is  to  go  and  pick  them  up.  The  gold  lies  there  in  the 
beds  of  the  rivers,  shining  in  the  gladness  of  the  noon-day  sun,  and  all 
you  have  to  do  is  to  pick  it  up  and  put  it  in  your  pocket.” 

What  a  beautiful  view  !  How  literally  correct  1 

Mr.  BEATY.  It  is  literally  correct. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  This  Sinbad  reminds  us  now  of  a  beauti¬ 
ful  picture.  Why  is  it  that  these  Plymouth  people  are  not 
all  in  Canada  to-day  ?  How  reliable  this  gentleman’s 
evidence  must  be  I  How  founded  upon  fact!  How  sound 
his  judgment  1  How  well  he  may  boast  that  he  represents 
one  of  the  most  intelligent  constituencies  in  Canada  1  Now, 
Mi-.  Chairman,  I  object  to  this  Bill,  because  it  interferes  with 
the  rights  we  have  heretofore  enjoyed.  I  have  heard 
hon.  gentlemen  say  that  this  Bill  would  not  disfran¬ 
chise  any  people,  to  any  extent,  in  the  older  Provinces. 
Now,  let  us  compare  the  franchise  of  this  Bill  with 
the  franchise  of  the  Px-ovince  of  Ontario.  As  a 
result  of  that  comparison,  1  find  that  this  Bill  will 
disfranchise  a  large  number  of  people  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario.  The  Dominion  Bill  requires  that  a  person  must 
possess  real  estate  to  the  value  of  $300  in  cities  and  towns 
to  have  a  vote,  while  the  provincial  Act  declares  that  $200 
worth  of  real  estate  in  cities  and  towns  shail  entitle  a  person 
to  vote.  There  are  not  as  inanypeople  owning  property 
worth  $300  as  $200,  and  therefore  you  disfranchise  all  those 
who  own  less  than  $300.  Under  the  local  Act  it  is  pi-ovided 
that  any  person  who  is  a  householder  shall  be  entitled  to 
vote  ;  and  by  householder  is  meant  any  person  who  is  resi- 
dent  in  a  city  or  town,  and  who  bond  fide  occupies  a  dwelling 
fur  his  use.  That  is  a  very  wide  provision.  There  is  no 
such  provision  in  the  present  Bill,  and  therefore  all  per¬ 
sons  who  do  not  pay  the  amount  of  rental  mentioned  in 
clause  3  will  be  disfranchised.  Hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  claim  that  by  this  Bill  the  Dominion  controls  its  own 
franchise.  The  Bill  declares  that  persons  in  a  town  shall 
vote  on  a  certain  qualification  and  persons  in  villages  and 
townships  under  a  difl'ei’ent  qualification.  But  who  is  to  de¬ 
clare  what  is  a  town  and  wkat  is  a  village  ?  Certainly  not 
this  Parliament.  So,  after  this  House  has  established  thex-ates 
ot  qualification  for  the  various  communities  there  still 
remains  in  ihe  Local  Legislatures  the  power  of  entirely  up¬ 
setting  your  calculations  by  saying  that  this  town  here¬ 
after  shail  be  a  village,  this  village  a  town,  and  so  on.  Who 
has  control  of  the  franchise,  then  ?  This  shows  clearly  that 
tnis  Parliament,  if  it  adopted  this  Bill  would  establish  a  fran¬ 
chise  of  an  arbitrary  character,  and  one  that  would  not 
prove  to  bear  equally  on  the  people  of  the  different  Provinces. 
The  Dominion  census  of  1881  gives  a  list  of  cities,  towns 
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and  villages,  with  their  populations,  and  the  figures  show 
how  absolutely  impossible  it  is  for  Parliament,  on  the  lines 
indicated  by  this  Bill,  to  establish  a  just  franchise.  It 
appears  there  are  thirty- seven  cities  and  towns  in  Canada 
having  a  population  each  of  5,000  and  upwards.  In  the 
various  Provinces  no  regular  system  has  been  adhered  to ; 
in  some  of  the  Provinces  we  have  towns  with  simi¬ 
lar  populations  to  villages  in  other  Provinces.  1  will  show 
this  by  the  lollowing  list  taken  from  the  census :  Nova  Scotia 
— Shelburne,  town,  population  2,055  ;  Marshall,  town,  LOTT  ; 
Windsor,  town,  3,019;  Truro,  town,  3,461;  Pictou,  town, 
3,403 ;  New  Glasgow,  town,  2,595 ;  Mill  Tillage,  village, 
3,340.  New  Brunswick-— St.  George,  town,  3,412 ;  St. 
Andrews,  town,  2,128;  St.  Stephens,  town,  2,338;  Mill- 
town,  town,  1,664;  Upper  Mills,  town,  318.  Quebec — 
Schoolbred,  village,  369 ;  Escuminac,  village,  229 ;  Gaspe, 
village,  324;  Rimouski,  town,  1,41T ;  Fraserville,  town, 
2,291;  Cacouna,  village,  648;  Kamoui-aska,  village,  TT1 ; 
Bien  Village,  village,  1,020;  Lauzon,  village,  3,560;  Lot- 
biniere,  village,  2,000;  Plessisville,  village,  TT4;  Larochelle, 
village,  3T0 ;  Nicolet,  town,  3,T10;  St.  Ours,  village,  808  ; 
Iberville,  town,  1,84T ;  Vax-ennes,  town,  1,788;  Longucuil, 
town,  2,355  ;  Beauharnois,  town,  1,499  ;  Lavaltrie,  village, 
1,385’;  Berthier,  town,  2,150;  St.  John  Baptiste,  village, 
now  I  believe  a  town,  5,T32;  Terrebonne,  town,  1,398; 
L’Orignal,  village,  853;  Morrishurg,  village,  1,719 ;  Pres¬ 
cott,  town,  2,995;  Merrickville,  village,  1,819  ;  Richmond, 
village,  1,639 ;  Arnprior,  village,  2,14T ;  Garden  Island, 
village,  495 ;  Bath,  village,  546 ;  Fergus,  village,  1T33. 
Now,  if  any  man  analyses  these  figures  he  will  find  some 
very  curious  results.  I  will  not  turn  over  all  the  combi¬ 
nations,  but  I  would  just  invite  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
member  lor  East  Hastings,  who  asks  if  he  could  not  get 
it  all  from  the  census  himself— I  ask  him  if  he  thinks  it 
right  that  a  town  having  a  smaller  population  than  a  village 
should  require  a  larger  qualification  for  its  inhabitants  than 
is  required  for  the  inhabitants  of  a  village.  For  example,  take 
the  town  of  Marshall,  in  Nova  Scotia,  which  has  a  popula¬ 
tion  of  1,0TT,  according  to  the  census  of  1881.  The  owner  of 
real  estate  in  that  town,  in  order  to  have  a  vote,  must  have 
his  real  estate  valued  at  the  sum  of  $300.  If,  on  the  the 
other  hand,  you  take  the  village  of  Ai-nprior,  in  Ontario, 
which  has  a  population  of  2, 14T,  a  resident  of  Arnprior  hold¬ 
ing  property  worth  $200  will,  under  this  Bill,  have  a  vote, 
and  yet  the  owner  of  the  propei-ty  in  Marshall  will  not  have 
a  vote,  unless  his  property  is  worth  $100  more.  On  what  prin¬ 
ciple  is  that  done  ?  You  are  endeavoring  to  apply,  an 
arbitrary  system  to  a  very  complex  system  of  affairs.  So 
we  may  take  Milltown,  which  has  a  population  of  1,664. 
Each  of  the  inhabitants  of  Milltown  must  be  the  owner  of 
property  worth  $300  in  order  to  have  a  vote,  whilst,  if  the 
Legislature  were  to  choose  to  cancel  the  Act  of  incorporation, 
and  make  that  place  a  village,  a  far  greater  number  would 
have  a  vote.  These  facts  simply  convince  me  that  the 
scheme  adopted  is  not  a  just  one,  under  all  the  circumstances 
existing  in  the  Dominion.  Take  some  other  towns  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec.  Take  the  town  of  Rimouski,  with  a 
population  of  I,41T,  and  St.  Ours,  with  a  population  of  808, 
and  so  on.  There  are  many  villages  in  the  Province  having 
populations  in  excess  of  the  population  of  those  towns,  and 
yet  because  they  are  called  villages  the  franchise  is  lower 
than  if  they  wei-e  towns.  Yet  hon.  gentlemen  are  declar¬ 
ing  that  this  Bill  is  worthy  of  suppox-t,  because  it  gives  the 
Dominion  Pax-liament  control  over  its  ovn  franchise.  We 
find  it  full  of  absurdities  at  this  stage.  Take  the  converse 
case.  Take,  for  instance,  a  town  of  which  I  know  some¬ 
thing — Newmai’ket,  which  had  a  population,  according  to 
the  census  of  1881,  of  2,006.  If  we  take  Milltown  village, 
N.B.,  it  had  a  population  at  that  time  of  2,240. 
Lotbiniex-e,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  had  a  population  of 
2,010,  and  at  St.  Jean  Baptiste,  a  population  of  5,5T4 ;  these 
three  last  being  villages,  and  all  of  them  having  a  popula- 
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tion  in  excess  of  the  population  of  Newmarket  at  that  time. 
Now,  any  one  owning  property  in  any  one  of  these  villages, 
to  the  value  of  $200,  under  this  Bill,  would  be  entitled  to  a 
vote  ;  but  the  unfortunate  resident  of  Newmarket  cannot 
have  a  vote  if  he  owns  property  worth  less  than  $300.  You 
are  endeavoring  to  provide  a  scheme  applicable  to  various 
Provinces ;  and  you  forget,  when  you  use  the  words  cities, 
towns,  and  incorporated  villages,  that  you  refer  to  institu¬ 
tions  existing  simply  by  the  will  of  the  Local  Legislatures. 

I  object  to  this  scheme,  then,  not  for  that  reason  alone,  but 
I  do  object  to  it  for  the  reason,  which  must  have  impressed 
itself  on  the  minds  of  hon.  gentlemen,  that  the  scheme  is  an 
iucomplete  one.  Not  only  is  it  incomplete,  but,  in  my 
opinion,  it  cannot,  on  the  present  lines,  be  made  more  com¬ 
plete.  I  fail  to  see  how  you  can  provide  an  equitable  and 
just  scheme  for  all  the  electors  of  Canada,  from  ocean  to 
ocean,  basing  that  scheme  simply  on  property.  It  may  be 
considered  a  general  scheme  in  the  abstract.  The  hon. 
member  for  West  Toronto  boasted  of  it  as  a  general 
scheme.  Well,  it  is  a  general  scheme,  but  there  is 
too  much  of  the  scheme  about  it  ;  and  taking  it 
as  it  is  offered  to  us,  I  submit  that  the  Bill  does  not  offer  a 
scheme  that  can  be  general  and  fair  in  its  application  to  all 
the  people.  The  conditions  of  our  people  between  the  two 
oceans  are  so  varied  and  different  that  it  is  almost  impos¬ 
sible,  by  any  such  arbitrary  system  as  this,  to  establish 
what  can  be  considered  a  just  scheme.  Now,  there  is  an 
attempt  to  deal  with  a  ceitain  set — as,  for  instance,  the  fish¬ 
ermen.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  fishermen  having  credit 
for  their  boats  and  fishing  appliances,  in  order  to  enfranchise 
them  ;  on  the  contrary,  I  entirely  approve  of  that  portion  of 
the  measure.  But  it  is  idle  to  call  this  a  general  scheme, 
when  that  feature  must  necessarily  be  local  in  its  applica¬ 
tion.  The  trouble  has  been  that  there  is  an  attempt  in  this 
particular  instance  to  legislate  for  a  class  only,  and  the 
framer  of  this  Bill  seemed  to  forget  that  there  were  other 
classes  whose  whole  wealth,  or  the  principal  portion  of  it, 
were  invested  in  the  implements  with  which  they  earn  their 
daily  bread.  Take  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  when  you 
go  back  from  the  shores  of  Lake  Ontario  and  the  other 
waters  of  that  Province,  there  are  no  fishermen.  It  is 
idle  to  tell  the  inlanders  of  Ontario  that  they  can  get 
votes  on  their  fishing  nets  or  boats,  for  they  have  neither 
one  nor  the  other.  If  the  equipments  ussd  for  the 
purpose  of  earning  a  living  are  to  be  valued,  why 
is  there  nothing  of  that  kind  with  regard  to  landsmen — 
the  people  of  my  Province,  the  people  of  the  great  towns,  or 
the  young  men  in  the  back  districts,  many  of  whom  invest 
a  considerable  portion  of  their  capital  in  chattel  property? 
One  man  owns  a  horse  and  cart ;  he  may  be  merely  a 
lodger  in  a  house  ;  why  is  he  not  entitled  to  have  his  horse 
and  cart  valued  as  well  as  the  fisherman  to  have  his  boat  ? 
Why  is  not  the  mechanics’  kit  of  tools,  taken  into  con¬ 
sideration  ?  You  talk  of  a  general  scheme,  which  is  not 
within  the  reach  of  the  majority  of  the  people ;  it  is 
boasted  of  because  it  is  general  on  paper.  But  it  is  limited 
in  its  application.  In  the  neighborhood  of  the  Lake  of  the 
Woods  and  in  the  Rocky  Mountains  there  are  considerable 
mining  interests,  the  owners  of  which  have  been  entirely 
overlooked  by  this  Bill.  Apart  from  the  evidence  furnished 
by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto,  where  is  the  evi¬ 
dence  of  public  opinion  in  support  of  this  Bill  ?  Outside  of 
the  interested  evidence  of  those  who  advocate  it,  the  only 
evidence  is  the  evidence  of  one  unknown  man.  What 
evidence  have  we  that  the  public  are  against  this  measure  ? 
Day  after  day,  we  find  the  time  of  this  House  largely  taken 
up  with  the  presentation  of  petitions  against  it. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Oh,  dear,  dear. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  hon.  member  for  East  Hastings 
seems  to  attach  very  little  importance  to  that  mode  of 
expressing  public  opinion;  but  it  is  probable,  when  he 
examines  the  petitions  that  come  from  East  Hastings - 


Mr.  WHITE.  Let  them  come;  East  Hastings  is  all 
right. 

Mr.  MULOCK — he  will  have  reason  to  feel  that  he  has 
under  valued  that  expression  of  opinion.  He  will  find  on 
the  petitions  the  names  of  a  good  many  gentlemen  who 
helped  to  place  him  where  he  is  to-day,  and  it  will  be  time 
enough  for  him  to  belittle  them  after  that.  Have  there 
been  any  public  meetings  in  favor  of  this  measure  ? 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  There  were  two  at  Brookville,  and 
they  had  to  adjourn. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  In  favor  of  this  measure  ? 

Mr.  COCHRANE.  In  opposition  to  it. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  That  was  not  the  fate  of  any  meetings 
called  against  the  measure.  I  have  seen  accounts  in 
the  public  press  of  rousing  meetings,  at  which  strong 
resolutions  have  been  carried,  denouncing  the  measure ; 
and  in  one  of  the  papers  I  saw  a  letter  from  a  prominent 
Conservative  who  had  attended  one  of  these  meetings, 
and  who  afterwards,  being  asked  by  a  number  of  his  Con¬ 
servative  friends  why  be  had  done  so,  answered  them  all 
collectively  by  writing  a  letter  to  the  newspaper,  setting 
forth  why  he  condemned  this  measure  ;  and  when  he  came 
to  the  question  of  the  revising  officer  he  stated  that 
language  failed  to  enable  him  to  express  his  disapproval  of 
that  provision  of  the  Bill.  I  would  also  call  your  atten¬ 
tion  to  some  of  the  utterances  of  the  press,  and  in  doing  so 
I  will  not  refer  to  any  newspaper  which  is,  so  far  as  I  know, 
a  supporter  of  the  Libei’al  party.  I  have  only  two  or  three 
cuttings  that  I  have  picked  up  during  the  last  few  days. 
The  Montreal  Herald  is  controlled  and,  I  presume,  owned 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell), 
an  able  supporter  of  this  Government,  and  one  who,  unlike 
the  hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Foster),  does  not  under¬ 
take  to  endorse  everything  that  the  Government  may 
choose  to  submit.  That  paper  deals  with  this  measure  and 
With  the  queston  of  the  day  in  its  issue  of  the  2nd  of  May, 
1885.  (The  hon.  gentleman  read  the  extract.)  I  will 
read  an  extract  from  the  Newmarket  Era,  of  the  8th 
of  May,  1885;  it  is  a  thoroughly  independent  journal, 
and  in  its  preceding  issue  it  spoke  approvingly  of  the 
Franchise  Bill.  (The  hon.  gentleman  read  the  extract.) 
In  that  article  you  have  temperate  language  and  with  it  a 
condemnation  of  this  measure.  Then,  if  we  take  some  of 
the  Toronto  papers  that  are  independent  in  character,  we 
find  they  are  of  the  same  tenor.  Take  the  Toronto  Telegram, 
an  independent  journal ;  perhaps  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Toronto  (Mr.  Beaty)  will  admit  it  is  an  independent 
journal,  with  strong  leanings  towards  the  Conservative 
party.  The  Telegram,  on  the  7th,  said  ;  (The  hon.  gentleman 
read  an  extract  from  an  editorial  of  the  Telegram  published 
on  the  7th).  That  is  the  opinion  of  an  absolutely  indepen¬ 
dent  journal,  with  the  exception  that  if  it  has  any  leanings 
at  all  they  are  Conservative.  Then  I  can  give  you  the 
evidence  of  the  Toronto  World  ;  perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman 
for  West  Toronto  will  not  discredit  that  paper.  It  is  a 
newspaper  that,  at  the  general  elections  of  1882,  sup¬ 
ported  the  Conservative  party  in  the  city  of  Toronto 
and  throughout  the  country,  and  continues  to  give  it 
much  liberal  support.  Its  article  is  as  follows :  (The 
hon.  gentleman  then  read  an  article  from  the  World). 
The  rest  of  the  article  deals  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way,  and  approves  of  the  policy  of  the  Government  in  deal¬ 
ing  with  that  railway.  You  will  observe  that  the  last 
article  I  read  purports  to  give  the  opinion  of  the  indepen¬ 
dent  press  of  Canada.  The  last  quotation  with  which  I 
will  trouble  the  committee  is  from  the  Week,  of  14th  May, 
1885,  a  journal  which  is  independent  in  its  politics : 

“  A  statesman  must  be  at  a  loss  for  practical  subjects  of  legislation 
when  he  goes  out  of  his  way  to  abolish  an  anomaly  which  is  not  also  an 
evil.  It  cannot  be  said  that  the  anomalies  of  the  franchise  in  the 


1886 


COMMON'S  DEBATES 


Mat  16, 


different  Provinces  were  evils  ;  not  a  word  of  complaint  respecting  them 
had  been  heard.  It  is  probable  that,  if  their  history  were  examined,  they 
would  be  found  to  be  not  merely  accidental  but  adjustments  in  some 
measure  to  social  or  ecoticmi<’al  peculiarities.  When  the  question  is 
put,  each  Province  seems  to  wish  to  letnain  as  it  is,  and  Tory  delegations 
give  a  party  assent  to  equalisation  only  on  condition  that  their  own 
Province  shall  be  left  out.  To  bring  on  a  political  crisis  with  a  military 
crisis  already  in  existence,  merely  for  the  sake  of  forcing  on  everybody  a 
uniformity  which  nobody  desires,  wa3suiely  not  the  part  of  a  statesman. 
Unfortunately  the  measure  cannot  be  called  purposeless  ;  the  longer  the 
discus-ion  lasts  the  more  clearly  it  appears  that  there  was  an  object,  and 
that  the  object  was,  under  color  of  regulating  the  franchise,  to  perpetuate 
the  ascendency  of  the  party  now  in  power.  The  proposal  to  enfianchise 
the  Indians  speaks  for  itself :  these  poor  pensioners  of  the  commonwealth 
must  needs  vote  with  the  meal  bag,  which  is  in  the  hands  of  the  agents 
ot  the  Government,  and  more  than  one  constituency  might  probably  be 
strangled  by  their  vote.  The  aim  of  the  f,  male  suffrage  clause  was 
revealed  by  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  himself  when  he  told  a  deputation  that 
the  Conservative  party  in  England  was  a  unit  in  favor  of  the  measure, 
lhe  Conservative  party  in  England  is  not  yet  by  any  means  a  unit  in 
favor  of  the  measure,  but  the  managers  have  recently  taken  it  up  in  the 
hope  of  party  gain,  believing  that  the  women  would  vote  Tory  under 
clerical  influence,  and  Lord  Beaconsfield,  from  the  same  motive,  used  to 
support  it  by  his  silent  vote  and  his  clandestine  influence,  though  he 
never  ventured  to  support  it  in  a  speech.  That,  however,  which  bears 
most  distinctly  the  mark  of  a  sinister  policy  is  the  provision  for  the 
appointment  of  revising  barristers  to  draw  up  the  list  of  voters  and  decide 
ti  on  the  tit l  to  vote,  which  has  called  forth  widespread  and  most  reason¬ 
able  iiidigaat  ion.  The  revising btrristers  are  to  be  appointed  all  at  once 
by  Sir  John  Macionald,  under  the  conventional  alias  of  the  Governor 
General  in  Council ;  there  is  to  be  no  appeal  from  their  decision  except 
with  their  own.  consent,  nor  any  means  practically  of  getting  rid  of  them 
so  long  as  they  continue  to  serve  the  interests  of  the  party  by  the  head 
ot  which  they  are_  appointed,  fn  England  the  revising  barristers  are 
appointed  by  the  judges,  and  hold  their  offices  only  for  one  year.  The 
patro:  age  of  course  will  be  exercised  on  the  strict  party  principle,  and 
ill-omened  names  are  already  beard.  We  have  seen  enough  to  be  con¬ 
vince!  ttittt  such  nominees. would  shrink  at  a  pinch  from  no  disregard 
ot  electoral  rights,  and  that  the  more  unscruplous  the  service  they  ren¬ 
dered  the  surer  would  be  their  reward.  If  the  Canadian  people  submit 
to  such  treatment  they  will  show  themselves  bad  guardians  of  their  free¬ 
dom  ;  but  their  minds  have  been  so  perverted  by  party  influence  that 
there  is  no  saying  what  they  may  do  wi  h  their  birthright  if  party  calls 
for  the  sacrifice.  In  the  United  States  there  would  be  always  a  hope  of 
reversal  in  the  Senate,  and  at  present  there  would  be  the  certainty  of  a 
presidential  veto  on  iniquity  ;  but  our  Senate  is  a  registration  office  and 
our  president  is  a  figure-head.” 

Hon.  gentlemen  defend  this  measure  on  various  grounds, 
ihey  have  not  vouchsafed  to  elaborate  their  arguments  to 
any  extent,  but  one  of  those  advanced  feebly  in  support  of 
the  measure  is,  that  Parliament  ought  to  control  the  fran¬ 
chise  on  which  it  is  brought  together.  What  is  the  object 
or  our  representative  system  ?  Hot  merely  to  elect  aParlia- 
ment.  The  highest  object  of  the  system  is  not  that  so  many 
hon.  gentlemen  shall  meet  together  and,  as  one  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  just  been  doing,  amuse  themselves  by  playing  ball. 
The  object  is  that  the  will  of  the  people  may  find  its  way  to 
the  Statute  Books  of  the  country.  Parliament  is  but  an 
instrument  for  executing  the  will  of  the  people,  and  if  hon. 
gentlemen  con  lend  that  the  Parliament  of  Canada  should 
control  every  bit  of  the  machinery  whereby  it  is  brought 
together,  much  more  should  they  say  that  Parliament 
should  afterwards  control  every  measure  that  is  placed 
upon  the  Statute  Book ;  and  jet  it  does  not  do  so. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  This  Parliament  has  a  right  to 
disallow  every  local  Bill  passed.  This  Government  has,  at 
all  events. 

Mr.  M CLOCK.  I  was  not  referring  to  the  local  legis¬ 
lation. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  He  does  not  know  what  he  is  referring 
to. 

Mr.  WHITE.  He  is  pretty  well  muddled,  anyway. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  If  Parliament  should  control  the  machi¬ 
nery  by  which  it  is  brought  together,  much  more  should  it 
control  the  legislation  which  it  enacts,  but  most  of  the  laws 
are  carried  out  by  persons  not  amenable  to  this  Parliament 
at  all,  except  indirectly.  Take  the  criminal  law  of  the 
country.  This  Parliament  declares  what  is  a  crime,  but 
who  carries  out  the  law  ?  It  is  true  the  judges  are  appointed 
by  this  Government,  but  the  rest  of  the  machinery  is  in  the 
hands  of  the  Provinces.  The  Provinces  appoint  the  Crown 
Mr.  Mulock. 


prosecutors ;  they  provide,  by  their  legislation,  for  the 
empanelling  of  jurors,  they  appoint  the  magistrates,  they 
can  declare  whether  or  not  juries  shall  be  used  in  criminal 
cases,  and  whon  the  law  is  finally  declared,  when  a  man’s 
rights  are  finally  ascertained,  the  Local  Legislatures, 
through  their  agents,  put  the  law  into  execution.  You 
may  declare  it  a  crime  for  a  man  to  commit  murder, 
but  it  is  the  Local  Legislature  that  provides  for  hang¬ 
ing  him.  If  it  is  so  important  that  you  should 
control  the  machinery  that  brings  you  together,  why 
not  carry  the  reasoning  to  its  logical  conclusion,  and 
control  every  bit  of  legislation  this  Parliament  enacts  ? 
There  is  no  disguising  the  fact  that  there  is  an  object  in 
the  Bill,  and  that  object  has  been  plainly  stated  in  the 
articles  from  which  I  have  quoted.  One  Province  alone  is 
specially  aimed  at — there  is  no  disguising  that  fact, — and 
that  Province  is  Ontario.  Why  is  Ontario  singled  out  for 
attack  ?  Is  it  that  she  has  defended  herself  successfully,  in 
the  courts  and  at  the  polls,  against  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  for  some  years  ?  Is  it  that  she  does  not  possess  suffi¬ 
cient  intelligence  to  enable  her  to  control  the  franchise  ?  Is 
it  that  her  people  have  not  the  stake  in  the  country  that 
would  justify  their  being  entrusted  with  the  franchise? 
What  is  the  reason  that  this  legislation  is  brought  on  at 
this  time  ?  There  is  but  one  object,  and  it  would  be  well 
at  this  stage  if  hon.  gentlemen  would  throw  off  the  mask 
and  tell  us  plainly,  what  we  all  know  by  inference,  that 
there  is  but  one  object  in  this  measure,  and  that  is  to  con¬ 
trol  the  elections,  and  especially  to  control  those  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario.  If  intelligence,  if  education,  If  wealth, 
ought  be  factors  in  determining  who  should  control  the 
franchise,  where  does  Ontario  stand  in  that  respect  ?  If  the 
Government  pass  this  Bill  we  shall  have  a  double  system 
of  franchises. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Since  Ontario  has  been  a  Pro¬ 
vince  she  has  had  two  franchises,  one  for  the  municipal 
council  and  one  for  the  two  Legislatures. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  True,  but  both  arranged  by  the  same 
man  in  the  same  way  and  at  the  same  time.  At  pre¬ 
sent  we  have  a  simple  machinery  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  whereby  any  person  possessed  of  property 
qualification  can  have  himself  enrolled.  The  publio 
have  been  educated  in  that  direction,  and  they  under¬ 
stand  it.  Our  people  understand  what  to  do  if  their  names 
are  left  off  the  roll,  and  they  know  where  to  go  to  put  in  an 
appeal.  But  here  it  is  proposed  to  introduce  another  system, 
an  embarrassing  system,  which  it  would  take  more  than  a 
Philadelphia  lawyer  to  understand.  How,  Mr.  Chairman, 
who  are  to  benefit  by  this  Bill  ?  The  Dominion  Government 
are  to  benefit  by  it,  of  course,  but  there  is  another  class  that 
are  to  benefit  by  it,  namely,  the  revising  barristers.  The 
revising  officers  appointed  will,  no  doubt,  be  persons  who 
have  claims  on  the  Government  for  political  services.  I 
admit  that  proper  political  services  should  be  properly  remu¬ 
nerated  ;  but  a  good  many  political  services  are  unfortunately 
of  a  character  that  tend  to  demoralise  the  country.  Such 
services  are  rendered  by  people  who  fasten  themselves  upon 
the  country  like  parasites  and  eat  out  its  vitals.  Is  it 
in  the  public  interest  that  we  should  have  633  of  such 
officers?  The  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Beaty) 
said  that  in  addition  to  revising  officers,  clerks  and  constables, 
there  would  be  copyists;  so  I  suppose  there  will  be  an  army 
of  1,000  men  appointed  after  the  passage  of  this  Bill.  Ho 
one  has  attempted  to  justify  this  expenditure.  In  the  course 
of  the  debate  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  Bast  (Mr.  Lau- 
rier)  informed  this  House  that  in  Quebec  there  had  been 
only  forty  appeals  from  the  voters’  list  within  a  period  of 
four  years.  The  Secretary  of  State  said  that  the  reason  why, 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  up  to  the  present  time,  so  few 
appeals  from  the  voters’  list  had  taken  place,  was  because  of 
the  expense  involved.  (The  hon.  member  read  a  quotation 
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from  the  Secretary  of  State’s  speech  page  1173,  Hansard). 
Under  the  present  system  an  appeal  can  be  made  almost 
without  expense  ;  but  under  this  Bill  the  appeal  must  be  to 
the  Superior  Court,  and  a  barrister  must  be  engaged.  If, 
under  the  present  law,  errors  are  not  corrected  on  account  of 
the  cost  involved,  how  are  the  errors,  and  more  than  errors, 
which  will  arise  under  the  propsosed  system,  to  be  cor¬ 
rected?  Why  is  the  present  Bill  forced  upon  the  House? 
The  Government  say  :  This  is  not  a  want  of  confidence  in  the 
municipal  system,  for  we  have  the  utmost  confidence  in  the 
officers  who  carry  out  the  muuicipal  laws.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  cannot  escape  from  the  position  in  which  they  have 
placed  themselves.  If  they  take  the  power  from  the 
municipal  officers,  who  have  enjoyed  it  for  so  many  years, 
a  power  incapable  of  being  abused,  they  do  it,  either 
because  they  declare  that  the  municipal  authorities  have, 
up  to  the  present  time,  shown  themselves  unworthy  custo¬ 
dians  of  that  power,  or  because  they  have  not  been 
sufficiently  pliant  to  the  powers  that  be.  They  may 
choose  between  two  alternatives,  but  they  cannot  escape 
the  inference  which  must  be  drawn  from  their  action.  They 
are  not  drawing  that  power  from  the  municipalities  because 
they  have  been  unfaithful,  but  because  the  municipal  officers 
have  been  faithful  and  trustworthy,  another  tribunal 
is  to  be  provided.  The  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  made  a 
request  to  this  House.  I  refer  to  Hansard,  page  1852, 
where,  speaking  of  the  revising  officers,  he  said  : 

“  It  is  time  enough  to  hurl  malediction  against  these  men  when  they 
hare  shown  that  they  are  unable  to  discharge  their  duties  fairly  between 
the  parties,  and  not  till  then.  I  do  not  regard  this  provision  in  the  same 
light  as  the  hon.  member  for  South  Grey,  that  it  is  an  insult  to  the 
municipal  officers  of  this  country.” 

That,  Sir,  was  a  very  cool  request,  that  we  shall  allow  this 
measure  to  go  through  with  all  its  defects,  and  after  the 
power  has  been  transferred  from  the  people  to  these  officers 
we  shall  then,  when  they  have  shown  themselves  unworthy 
of  that  power,  find  fault  with  them.  It  will  be  rather  late 
then.  We  cannot  recall  the  power.  They  may  abuse  it, 
but  is  that  the  time  to  object?  Would  it  not  bo  a  case  of 
locking  the  stable  after  the  horse  is  stolen  ?  That  is  not 
the  time  to  be  careful  of  your  property  and  your  rights. 
Surely  we  are  doing  what  is  best  and  wisest,  by  seeing 
that  the  system  is  a  safe  one,  rather  than  suffer  under 
the  mistakes  or  the  unjust  acts  of  such  officers. 
Hon.  gentlemen  complain  that  part  of  the  debate  con¬ 
ducted  by  this  side  of  the  House  at  a  certain  stage  was 
of  an  obstructive  character,  i  do  not  take  that  view 
of  it  at  all.  Have  any  of  us  heard  any  complaint  from 
the  people  of  Canada  against  the  defenders  of  Battleford,  on 
the  ground  of  obstruction  ?  The  only  men  who  could 
so  charge  them  would  b8  Pound  maker  and  his  gaDg. 
Has  anybody  charged  Captain  Dickens  and  his  gallant 
band  at  Fort  Pitt  with  obstruction  ?  The  only  persons  who 
could  do  so  would  be  Big  Bear  and  his  baud.  We  are  entitled 
to  defend  the  liberties  of  the  people  on  the  floor  of  this 
House,  and  we  are  but  doing  our  duty  in  taking  this  course. 
I  trust  that  now  the  debate  has  taken  a  calm  and  temperate 
form,  and  all  bitterness  appears  to  have  passed  away,  that 
if  any  such  measure  is  adopted  it  will  be  only  such 
a  one  as  will  meet  with  the  general  approval  of  those 
who  desire  to  see  the  representative  83  stem  of  government 
on  a  thorough,  safe,  and  stable  basis. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  The  hon.  member  who  has  just  taken  his 
seat  labored  very  hard  to  set  aside  the  effects  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto — a  speech  which 
will  be  like  a  beacon  light  to  the  country  as  compared 
with  the  Opposition  speeches  on  this  subject.  The  argu¬ 
ments  which  he  set  forth  are  unanswerable,  and  I  think 
they  have  been  so  regarded  by  the  country  before  they  were 
announced,  because  1  believe  he  only  voiced  the  views  of  the 
country  in  his  remarks.  The  member  for  North  York  let  his 
own  heart  out  of  the  difficulty  when  he  said  there  must  be 


some  special  object  in  this  Bill,  and  then  said  that  it  must 
be  specially  aimed  at  Ontario.  He  did  not  tell  the  House 
how  it  was  aimed  at  the  Province  of  Ontario,  or  that 
the  Province  of  Ontario  is  singled  out  in  the  way  that 
this  amendment  asks  to  have  it  singled  out  The  whole 
of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  extend  to  the  Province  of 
Ontario  as  to  the  other  Provinces,  and  not  otherwise. 
Why  it  should  be  singled  out  is  not  clear.  The  only  foun¬ 
dation  for  such  a  suggestion  is  the  fact  that  so  many  of 
these  hon.  gentlemen  coming  from  that  Province  have  made 
this  Bill  a  bugbear,  and  so  regarded  it,  without  entering 
on  the  question,  as  they  would  have  upon  another 
Bill,  and  giving  it  that  fair  and  candid  considera¬ 
tion  which  otherwise  they  would  have  done.  He 
mentions  the  subject  of  education  in  this  matter — that 
it  would  embarrass  some  of  the  Provinces,  hinting 
specially  at  Ontario,  by  being  kept  back  by  other  Provinces 
which  were  not  so  advanced.  He  went  on  to  say  that  some 
of  the  difficulties  of  this  measure  would  be  that  it  would  be 
establishing  two  franchises,  and  the  people  would  not  under¬ 
stand  them.  That  is  rather  a  severe  criticism  on  the 
advancement  of  education  which  he  was  speaking  about  just 
before.  I  think  the  people  are  apt  to  conceive  what  their 
rights  are,  that  they  are  determined  to  hnvo  them,  that  they 
will  pursue  them,  and  that  we  need  not  fear  the  people  in 
that  respect,  because  they  will  quite  readily  understand  this 
question,  just  as  well  as  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House.  The 
country  is  highly  intelligent  throughout,  and  the  newspapers 
circulate  in  every  direction.  Then,  of  course,  the  skeleton 
they  put  in  the  trunk  of  this  Bill  is  the  revising  officer. 
Now,  what  are  the  facts  in  relation  to  this  matter? 
The  revising  officer  is  to  take  the  assessment  roll 
and  the  voters’  list  last  prepared.  That  assessment  roll 
comes  from  the  hands  of  the  court  of  revision.  It 
has  been  advertised,  and  it  goes  to  the  hands  of  the  county 
judge,  if  necessary,  if  anybody  wishes  to  appeal.  It  is 
almost  a  perfect  document  in  itself.  The  revising  officer 
has  to  take  that  assessment  roll  as  prima  facie  evidence  to 
support  the  list.  He  prepares  the  list  and  advertises  it ; 
again  it  goes  to  the  people,  and  they  can  appeal  to  put  on 
names  or  take  them  off.  Every  one  can  see  it  when  it  is 
published.  He  holds  a  court  and  perfecting  the  list  it  is 
"hen  published  in  the  Canada  Gazette,  and  here  is  another 
appeal  to  a  superior  court.  Wh}7,  Sir,  if  there  is  anything 
about  the  Bill  which  makes  it  more  needful  to  the  people, 
it  is  the  fact  of  the  revising  officer  and  the  position  he  is 
required  to  take  in  it,  because  there  are  three  different 
stages  of  the  voters’  list  in  this  Bill,  in  which  the 
people  may  protect  themselves— -looking  at  the  list, 
and  seeing  if  there  are  any  imperfections  in  it,  and  having 
them  corrected  at  different  stages.  A  man  can  appear  there, 
as  at  an}1  other  court,  and  see  that  his  rights  are  properly 
protected ;  and  there  is  no  man,  no  matter  how  basely  he  may 
be  depicted  in  this  House,  who  would  lend  himself  to  do  a 
wrong,  especially  under  such  circumstances.  What  would  be 
the  effect  of  it  ?  There  is  no  man  who  could  do  wrong  in 
that  position  and  prosper.  The  Opposition  speak  as  if  it 
would  be  an  advantage  to  the  Government  to  appoint  the 
worst  possible  men  in  the  profession  to  do  their  dirty  work 
for  them  ;  but  honesty  is  the  best  policy— and  that  is  why 
the  Conservative  party  are  in  power  to-day  ;  they  have  done 
what  they  could  to  build  up  the  country,  and  the  country 
has  trusted  them.  That  is  the  whole  of  the  question  regard¬ 
ing  the  revising  officer.  He  cannot  possibly  do  a  wrong; 
if  he  does,  the  person  against  whom  he  does  wrong  has 
three  opportunities  to  obtain  justice,  so  that  there  is  no  pos¬ 
sibility  of  any  person  being  injured  under  the  Act  unless  he 
wilfully  neglects  his  own  duty,  The  hon.  member  for 
North  York  quoted  from  several  newspapers,  among  them 
the  Montreal  Herald.  I  happened  to  read  the  article 
myself,  and  knew  that  it  applied  to  the  condition  of 
this  debate — to  what  may  be  understood  as  the  dead- 
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lock ;  and  the  writer  being  strongly  in  favor  of  manhood 
suffrage,  suggests  that  as  a  means  of  solving  the  whole  diffi¬ 
culty.  After  what  the  hon.  member  for  North  York  read, 
the  article  goes  on  to  accuse  the  Opposition  of  obstruction, 
and  of  having  forgotten  their  duty  to  the  public  in  that 
respect.  The  subject  of  petitions  has  been  brought  up. 
What  do  they  amount  to?  Nothing  whatever.  Hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  here  have  protested  very  strongly  against  this 
measure ;  they  have  pressed  their  people  in  the  country 
and  through  the  press  to  petition  against  this  Bill,  to  got 
up  moetings,  etc.,  and  the  whole  thing  has  been  a  perfect 
fizzle,  so  far.  To-day  two  petitions  were  presented 
from  my  county,  and  out  of  a  polling  division  of 
200  electors  comes  a  petition  with  thirty  names,  all 
of  them  of  Grits.  There  is  only  one  man  in  the  whole 
number  whom  I  would  be  doubtful  of  at  all,  but  he  is 
an  innocent  man,  and  may  have  been  induced  to  sign  the 
petition.  I  do  not  despise  petitions ;  I  think  they  are  right 
in  principle;  but  when  gentlemen  get  up  here  and  insult 
the  intelligence  of  this  House  by  telling  us  of  indignation 
meetings  and  petitions  against  this  Bill,  it  paralyses  the 
respect  one  might  have  for  those  gentlemen.  Hoes 
not  the  country  well  know  that  no  Government  measure 
can  be  introduced  into  this  Parliament  that  hou. 
gentlemen  opposite  would  support  ?  During  the  two  Sessions 
that  I  have  been  in  this  House  everything  the  Government 
has  brought  forward  has  been  contested  by  the  Opposition. 
So  what  does  all  this  agitation  amount  to  ?  It  amounts  to 
this,  that  hon.  gentlemen  are  attempting  to  back  up  the 
position— the  regretted  position,  I  believe — that  they  took 
against  this  Bill,  and  are  asking  the  country  to  sympathise 
with  them,  so  that  they  may  let  themselves  down  easy. 
Hon.  gentlemen  objected  to  the  Bill  because  it  provided  for 
a  class  of  fishermen.  The  Bill  attempts  to  meet  the  fisher¬ 
men  in  a  very  lair  way.  We  have  not  many  fishermen  in 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  but  down  by  the  sea  there  are 
large  numbers  of  those  people,  who  spend  their  lives  in  one 
of  the  great  interests  of  this  country,  and  there  is  every 
reason  why  they  should  be  given  an  opportunity  to  vote 
for  their  representatives.  He  asks  :  Why  not  take  in 
mechanics’  tools,  and  make  them  part  of  the  assessment? 
This  Bill  does  not  propose  to  establish  manhood  suffrage  in 
this  country  ;  it  does  not  intend  to  give  votes  to  men  who 
may  be  here  to-day  doing  a  job  and  in  the  United  States 
to-morrow,  but  to  settled  classes  in  the  community, 
if  hon.  gentlemen  had  pointed  out  any  special  class 
who  nave  not  been  provided  for  in  this  Bill  I  am 
sure  the  Government  would  be  glad  to  extend  the 
franchise  to  that  class.  The  hon.  gentleman  gave  us  some 
figures  from  the  census  returns  with  regard  to  towns  and 
cities,  and  showed  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  apply  this 
Bill  to  those  conditions.  Well,  if  that  difficulty  exists  in 
this  B'll  the  same  difficulty  will  be  found  in  the  provincial 
Act.  If  we  have  a  franchise  for  towns  and  citios,  everybody 
agrees  that  it  should  be  different  from  that  in  the  country. 
Then,  hou.  gentlemen  opposite  contend  very  strongly  that 
the  local  Government  should  control  our  franchise.  Well, 
if  they  should,  why  not  carry  the  principle  further,  as 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto  said,  and  give  the 
right  to  the  municipal  council ;  and  if  you  give  them  the 
power  to  make  the  franchise  for  this  Parliament,  why  not 
let  them  have  the  right  to  fix  the  boundaries  of  our  electoral 
districts  ?  Why  not  give  them  the  control  of  the  courts 
that  try  our  election  cases  as  well  ?  The  thing  becomes 
ridiculous,  if  you  follow  it  up.  If  this  Parliament  has  the 
right  to  fix  the  boundaries  of  the  electoral  districts  it 
certainly  should  have  the  right  to  fix  the  qualifications  of 
those  who  vote  in  them,  as  well  as  to  supply  the  machinery 
for  the  elections.  Then,  the  hon.  member  for  North  York 
said  ti  at  he  was  satisfied  that  in  the  cities  and  towns, 
especially  in  his  own  city,  a  great  many  people 
would  be  disfranchised.  That  will  not  appear  to  be  the 
Mr.  Hickey. 
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fact  when  this  Bill  comes  to  be  put  in  force,  because  there 
will  be  no  house  and  lot  in  the  city  of  Toronto,  for  instance, 
that  will  not  be  worth  $300 ;  besides,  any  pe  son  paying  a 
rent  of  $2  a  month  will  be  entitled  to  the  franchise,  so  that 
every  individual  who  is  worthy  of  the  franchise,  even  in 
the  city  of  Toronto,  will  have  it,  and  I  do  not  believe  any 
appreciable  number  of  persons  will  be  deprived  of  votes. 
This  same  gentleman  had  the  audacity  to  assert  that  no  sup¬ 
porter  of  the  Government  had  attempted  to  defend  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer.  Why,  there  has  not  been  a  member  who  spoke 
upon  the  Bill  on  this  side  who  did  not  defend  the  position  of 
the  revising  officer.  Yet,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  coolly 
tell  the  House  that  no  supporter  of  the  Government  in 
this  House  or  in  conversation  with  them  has  attempted  to 
defend  the  revising  officer.  Such  a  statement  is 
unfair  to  those  with  whom  the  conversations  were 
had,  and  is  unfair,  as  far  as  this  House  is  concerned.  That 
hon.  gentleman  speaks  of  the  county  court  judges  and  the 
revising  officers  being  two  very  different  classes  of  men. 
The  Government,  he  says,  would  appoint  a  very  respectable 
lawyer  to  be  judge,  because  he  was  going  to  be  outside  their 
jurisdiction,  but  they  would  naturally  appoint  unscrupulous 
men  to  be  revising  barristers  for  their  own  purposes.  Well, 
as  1  said,  honesty  is  the  best  policy,  and  the  policy  of  the 
Conservative  Government  fully  answers  that  way  of  putting 
the  case.  He  said  the  hon.  member  for  West  Toronto  lost 
his  character,  so  far  as  his  being  a  defender  of  the  people’s 
rights  are  concerned,  when,  in  1882,  he  supported  the 
wonderful  gerrymandering  Act,  and  consequently  could  no 
longer  be  regarded  as  a  supporter  of  the  people’s  rights.  It 
is  evident  hon.  gentlemen  denounce  here  as  wrong  and 
infamous  what,  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  they  look  upon 
as  most  virtuous  and  highly  intelligent.  Not  a  member  of  the 
Reform  party  found  fault  with  the  gerrymandering  Act  of 
Mr.  Mowat  in  1874,  nor  with  his  gerrymandering  Act  of  last 
Session.  What  is  the  case  in  the  city  of  Toronto  ?  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  tell  us  that  no  man  should  have  more  than  one 
vote,  and  they  disfranchise  non-residents  on  that  ground, 
yet  their  own  politicians  in  the  Province  gave  to  every 
voter  in  the  city  of  Toronto  two  votes.  They  have  done 
this  for  the  purpose  of  stealing  a  member  from  the  Con¬ 
servative  party  in  that  city.  Consistency  is  a  jewel, 
and  I  hope  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  say  less  on 
that  point  hereafter.  It  they  have  any  regard  for  them¬ 
selves  they  will.  Tho  hon.  member  for  Prince  Edward 
county  (Mr.  Platt),  the  other  evening,  said  that  half  the 
population  was  opposed  to  this  Bill.  There  is  no  doubt,  in 
my  mind,  that  every  Grit  in  Ontario  may  be  opposed  to  it, 
because  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  front  benches  opposite  are 
opposed  to  it,  and  they  are  opposed  to  it  because  it  comes 
from  the  Government.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin 
(Mr.  Casey)  found  some  little  fault,  in  criticising  the  $2 
a  month  tenancy  voter ;  he  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
make  the  value  of  the  house  the  basis,  because  a  man  might 
live  in  a  hovel  and  pay  $2  a  month.  That  is  what  he  calls 
looking  after  the  interests  of  the  poor  man  ;  the  poor  man 
should  not  have  a  vote  because  he  cannot  pay  more  than  $2  a 
month.  We  have  heard  a  great  deal  lately  of  having  the  fran¬ 
chise  extended  to  every  individual,  and  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  have  been  posing  as  great  defenders  of  this, declaring  what 
a  wrong  it  would  be  to  take  away  the  right  of  the  franchise. 
Have  not  the  Conservatives  in  Ontario  been  fighting,  ever 
since  the  farmers’  sons  franchise  has  been  established,  to  have 
the  merchants  and  mechanics’  sons  entrusted  with  the  fran¬ 
chise.  Mr.  Mowat,  after  having  been  driven  to  the  wall  by 
the  people  last  year,  yielded  and  gave  the  franchise  to  the 
sons  of  merchants  and  mechanics,  but  he  did  not  yield 
until  forced  to  do  so  by  the  pressure  of  the  Opposition, 
and  the  appearance  of  the  Bill  we  are  now  discussing. 
The  mechanics’  sons  and  the  owners’  sons  will  not  thank 
the  Ontario  Government  for  this  tardy  justice  done 
them.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  that  the  man  is  the 
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voter  and  not  the  property.  I  ask:  Why  have  the  pro¬ 
perty  qualification?  They  would  disfranchise  the  non¬ 
resident  voter,  yet,  still  they  have  property  as  the  standard 
of  qualification.  If  property  is  the  standard  of  qualification, 
there  is  no  reason  why  a  non-resident  should  not  have  his 
vote  where  he  has  property,  or  otherwise  a  great  many 
men  would  not  have  a  vote,  because  they  happen  to  live 
away  from  their  property  a  part  of  the  year.  The  Indian 
question  has  been  made  a  great  deal  of.  Well,  the  Indian 
has  his  franchise,  under  the  Local  Government  Bill,  while 
he  lives  off  the  reserve.  He  may  be  just  as  intelligent, 
have  all  the  fine  sentiments  pictured  in  the  Globe  of  the 
Indian,  and  live  on  the  reserve,  but  shall  not  have  a  vote. 
Why  he  should  not  is  not  clear.  He  is  living  in  his 
own  municipality,  it  is  true,  and  holds  territory  of  his  own, 
not  the  Government’s.  If  he  were  worth  $10,000  personal 
property  and  still  lived  on  the  reserve  he  could  not  have 
a  vote,  according  to  the  Ontario  Act.  This  is  manifestly 
unjust.  But  how  are  we  to  lift  the  Indian  from  the 
position  he  occupies  unless  we  take  him  by  the  hand  and 
treat  him  as  a  white  man,  when  be  deserves  the  treatment. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  find  fault  with  the  franchise  being 
given  to  Indians,  because  they  say  he  will  vote  for  the 
Government  or  its  friends.  Well,  he  may.  JDoes  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell,  or  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant, 
or  any  other  member,  do  otherwise  than  vote  for  his 
friends  ?  There  are  several  Indians  in  the  constituency  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  who  may  possibly  give  him 
their  votes.  A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  the  expense 
which  will  result  from  this  measure.  The  estimate  of  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Toronto  of  $75,000  to  $100,000 
will,  I  believe,  be  much  more  than  sufficient.  It  is 
well  known  that  the  Provinces  have  no  more  money 
than  they  can  make  good  use  of.  Why,  then,  should 
they  not  have  adopted  manhood  suffrage  and  so  saved 
expense  ?  They  can  take  advantage  of  this  Bill,  if  it  proves 
useful,  as  no  doubt  it  will,  and  so  save  expense  to  that 
extent.  It  is  not  correct  to  say  that  any  rights  will  be 
taken  away  from  the  people  by  this  Bill.  They  will 
perform  their  duties  as  they  did  before.  There  is  no 
pleasure  to  a  municipal  council,  or  to  a  judge,  or  to  the 
people,  in  having  to  make  the  voters’  list,  and  if 
a  revising  barrister  should  not  be  trusted,  surely 
men  who  are  less  responsible,  and  who  know  they  go  out 
of  office  this  year  or  the  next,  may  be  tempted  to  do  more 
for  the  sake  of  party  than  a  man  who  has  a  position,  and 
will  do  right  for  honor’s  sake,  especially  when  his  action  is 
before  the  whole  world.  If  men  are  bound  to  do  wrong 
they  will  do  it  in  any  case.  Wo  have  been  challenged  to  go 
back  to  the  country  on  this  Bill.  I  object  to  that,  for  this 
reason,  that  if  we  went  back  we  would  not  have  so  many 
of  the  Opposition  to  contend  with  in  another  Parliament. 
Tbo  same  sort  of  threat  was  given  in  1882.  Before  the  last 
general  election  these  hon.  gentlemen  said  the  National 
Policy  was  a  failure,  that  the  Government  had  bamboozled 
the  people,  and  that  if  they  appealed  to  the  country  that 
policy  would  be  set  aside ;  but  no  sooner  did  the  leader  of 
the  Government  propose  to  appeal  to  the  country  than  they 
began  to  whine  because  they  would  bo  put  to  the  expense 
of  another  election.  If  the  Premier  to-day  accepted  the 
challenge  to  go  to  the  country,  the  next  day  there  would  be 
a  whine  in  the  newspapers  that  more  expense  was  to  be 
caused,  and  if  the  Government  did  appeal  to  the  country 
on  this  Bill,  they  would  be  sustained  by  as  large  a  majority  1 
as  they  have  now.  Hon.  gentlemen  have  referred  to  letters 
which  they  received  from  Conservatives  in  opposition  to 
this  Bill.  It  is  very  strange  that  we  on  this  side,  who  are 
Conservatives,  have  received  no  such  letters.  They  say  that 
the  question  has  not  been  talked  about  in  the  country.  I 
know  that,  in  my  county,  it  was  talked  about  from  the 
time  it  was  introduced  ;  and  the  people  only  wondered  why 
the  Premier  did  not  proceed  with  it  before.  It  is  idle  and 


dishonest  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  this  measure 
was  not  understood  and  looked  forward  to  by  the  people. 
The  hon.  member  for  South  Groy  (Mr.  Landerkin)  said 
this  was  an  inopportune  time  to  bring  this  Bill  forward, 
because  we  have  trouble  in  the  North-West.  It  is  true  that  we 
have  trouble  in  the  North-West,  but  how,  in  such  a  case,  can 
the  Opposition  spring  like  a  wild  cat  at  the  throat  of  the 
Government,  and  threaten  us  with  a  small  rebellion  here  ? 
It  is  unfair,  unpatriotic,  unmanly.  Some  of  them  have  been 
almost  in  arms.  They  have  said  that  this  Bill  shall  not 
pass.  Even  to-day  we  have  had  a  repetition  of  that,  and  it 
ill-becomes  them  to  indulge  in  this  sort  of  disloyal  talk  in 
this  House,  when  we  have  these  troubles  in  the  North- 
West.  No  doubt,  they  would  like  to  saddle  the  responsi- 
biliy  for  all  that  trouble  upon  the  Government ;  but  I  have 
no  doubt  that,  when  the  time  comes,  the  Government  will 
be  able  to  show  that  they  have  done  their  duty  there. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  wish  to  point  out  to  you, 
Mr.  Chairman,  that  you  have  summarily  stopped  discussion 
when  the  subject  of  the  North-West  has  been  mentioned. 
I  do  not  object  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  mentioning  it,  but  I 
call  your  attention  to  it  now,  so  that  he  may  be  fully 
answered  from  this  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Is  the  hon.  gentleman  rising  to  a 
point  of  order  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Yes  ;  he  is  speaking  in  reference  to  the 
North-West  troubles. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Thei’e  is  no  point  of  order. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  I  am  only  replying  to  a  statement  made 
by  an  hon.  gentleman  made  on  that  side.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  he  objects  to  have  it  put  squarely  before  the  country. 
The  hon.  member  for  South  Grey  also  quoted  the  remark 
of  the  Duke  of  Wellington  in  reference  to  the  election  for 
Clonmel,  If  that  was  despotism,  we  have  the  same  sort  of 
despotism  in  this  country.  When  Mr.  Blake  named  Mr. 
Edgar  as  the  nominee  to  be  elected  in  West  Ontario  there 
was  as  much  despotism  as  could  possibly  Le  used  under 
any  possible  Bill  arranging  the  franchise  so  liberally  as 
this  Bill  proposes.  But  that  is  the  kind  of  criticism 
which  they  give  to  this  Bill,  a  criticism  unfair  in 
every  respect.  They  say  that  the  people  should  have 
their  way.  The  people  have  had  their  way,  they 
have  elected  us  to  support  the  Government  on  the  princi¬ 
ples  they  have  enunciated  to  the  country,  and  until  the 
majority  of  this  House  turns  against  the  Government,  they 
will  be  entitled  to  carry  such  measures  as  the  majority  back 
them  up  in.  It  comes  with  a  bad  grace  from  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  to  threaten  the  Government  with  rebellion  because 
a  small  minority  in  this  House  cannot  rule.  They  say  the 
provision  in  regard  to  the  revising  barrister,  and,  in  fact, 
the  whole  Bill,  is  designed  to  keep  the  Government  in 
power.  The  people  will  judge  of  that,  and  when  the  people 
understand  the  Bill,  they  will  be  quite  satisfied  with  it,  and, 
I  have  no  doubt  that  it  will  keep  the  Government  in  power, 
with  or  without  the  Bill  they  will  be  kept  in  power.  Some¬ 
times  hon.  gentlemen  have  objected  to  the  criticism  that 
they  have  obstructed  the  business  of  the  House,  and  when 
the  member  for  Kent,  N.B.  (Mr.  Landry),  put  them  in  the 
position  they  occupy  before  the  country,  the  member  for 
East  Elgin  said  he  was  willing  to  accept  the  responsibility. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  mistaken. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  I  said  the  member  for  East  Elgin. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  represent  East  Elgin. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  I  meant  Mr.  Casey.  I  beg  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  pardon ;  I  should  have  said  West  Elgin.  He 
tried  to  hedge  himself,  and  said  he  would  take  his  share 
of  the  responsibility.  We  have  had  tirades  and  vitupera¬ 
tion  against  the  record  of  the  Premier  and  the 
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Conservative  Party  for  the  last  twenty  years.  All  we 
ask  is  that  the  record  of  the  past  shall  be  the  record 
of  the  future,  and  the  country  will  have  nothing  to 
regret,  but  will  go  on  in  its  grand  and  glorious  march 
to  perfection,  and  will  be  the  envy  of  the  rest  of  the  world. 
The  true  reason  why  hon.  gentlemen  make  such  a  dead  set 
upon  this  Bill  is  that  they  know  that,  in  1887,  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  must  appeal  again  to  the  electors,  that  they  have  no 
policy  of  their  own,  and  no  principles  but  obstruction  and 
opposition,  and  that  they  would  like  the  people  to  under¬ 
stand  that  this  “  infamous,1'  “  nefarious  ”  and  “  rascally  ” 
Bill  will  be  the  reason  for  their  defeat  at  the  next  election. 
That  is  the  sole  object  of  the  Opposition.  The  hon,  member 
for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  stated  that  we  were 
afraid  to  appeal  to  the  same  constituency  that  elected 
us.  Well,  that  is  what  we  have  been  afraid  of,  and  that  is 
the  great  necessity  for  this  Bill.  We  fear  that  we  shall 
not  be  able  to  appeal,  in  the  future,  to  the  same  constituency 
that  elected  us.  If  the  Provinces  have  a  right  to  limit 
the  franchise— although  we  have  had  a  very  liberal  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  franchise,  it  is  true,  in  Ontario,  and  I  do  not 
complain  of  that— but  if  the  Provinces  are  allowed  to  limit 
the  franchise  they  might  restrict  it  so  as  to  defeat  the  inten¬ 
tions  and  objects  of  the  Government  and  its  legislation  here. 
But  when  we  have  a  franchise  of  our  own  we  will  then 
know  to  whom  we  are  to  appeal,  and  I  think  that  is  the 
great  necessity  for  this  Bill.  The  objection  has  been  made 
that  the  Bill  has  been  brought  down  too  late.  Well,  it  is 
late,  and  so  far  as  our  interests  are  concerned,  we  are  sorry 
it  was  not  brought  in  years  ago.  But  it  is  not  so  late  that 
it  should  not  be  passed  through,  and  if  hon.  gentlemen 
had  shown  any  fairness  in  criticising  it,  the  Bill  would  have 
been  through  before  this ;  but  they  are  making  it  late,  and 
intend  to  make  it  still  later.  I  believe  the  Bill,  on  the  whole, 
is  a  step  in  the  right  direction.  It  is  another  link  that  is 
needed  to  bind  the  Provinces  together,  another  platform  on 
which  the  different  Provinces  will  stand  together.  The  men 
of  every  Province  will  stand  on  the  same  footing,  with 
reference  to  the  franchise;  and  after  what  we  have  heard_in 
this  House,  we  know  that  we  need  a  link  such  as  this  to 
bind  these  Provinces  more  closely  together  in  the  interests 
of  the  great  Dominion.  N 

Mr.  CAMEBON  (Middlesex).  I  congratulate  the  House, 
the  committee  and  the  country  on  the  determination,  sudden 
though  it  is,  that  has  seized  our  hon.  friends  opposite, 
at  last,  to  take  part  in  this  debate.  I  think  it  is  evident 
that,  much  as  they  may  disparage  the  petitions  that  have 
been  presented  here,  much  as  they  disguise  the  feeling  that 
has  been  aroused  in  the  country  since  the  full  measure  of 
the  iniquity  of  this  Bill  has  become  known,  the  very  fact 
of  their  rising  now  and  attempting  its  defence  is  the  best 
evidence  that  an  impression  is  being  made  on  the  country. 
I  welcome  with  satisfaction  this  evidence  that  the  time  we 
have  spent  here  in  discussing  this  Bill  has  been  well  [spent, 
and  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  begin  to  feel  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  saying  something  on  its  behalf.  They  have  stood 
like  dumb-driven  cattle  long  enough. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order, 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  am  proud  to  know  that  at  last  we 
have  compelled  them  to  speak.  They  expected  heretofore 
that,  with  their  majority,  they  were  going  to  shove  this  Bill 
through  by  brute  force,  but  they  now  realise  that  the  country 
is  awakened  to  the  full  measure  of  the  iniquity  of  this  Bill, 
that  they  can  no  longer  afford  to  sit  silent  and  allow  the  Bill 
to  remain  undefended.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  last  spoke 
(Mr.  Hickey)  was  kind  enough  to  say  that  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  franchise  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  by  the 
Local  Legislature  at  its  last  Session  was  a  very  liberal 
one.  Now,  if  that  was  a  liberal  one,  what  can  they  bay  of 
the  franchise  proposed  in  this  Bill  ?  The  Ontario  Act 
gives  a  vote  to  every  one  earning  $250  a  year,  while  this 
jgg&Mr.  Hickey. 


Bill  only  gives  it  to  those  earning  $400  a  year.  Where, 
then,  is  the  liberality  of  this  Bill,  as  compared  with  the 
Ontario  Act  ?  If  it  is  a  liberal  measure  to  give  the  fran¬ 
chise  to  the  son  of  every  land-holder  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  as  the  recently  adopted  provincial  Act  allows, 
I  want  to  know  where  the  liberality  of  this  Bill  comes  in, 
when  it  restricts  the  franchise  to  the  sons  of  land-owners 
only,  and  that  in  proportion  as  each  one’s  share  is  valued 
at  $400  or  over  ?  The  hon.  member  for  South  Grey  (Mr. 
Sproule)  stated  that  the  Ontario  franchise  only  gave  a  vote 
to  every  land-owner  when  the  land  was  valued  over  $400. 
But  we  have  only  to  refer  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Ontario  Act,  in  order  to  show  the  decided  difference 
in  this  respect  between  the  two  franchises.  (The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  read  the  defining  clause  of  the  Ontario  Act,  showing 
that  the  Ontario  franchise  is  to  all  the  sons  of  “  land-holders” 
of  $400  in  value,  and  followed  by  reading  the  same  clauses 
in  the  Bill  under  discussion  which  confines  the  franchise  to 
the  sons  of  “  land-owners  ”  in  proportion  as  the  holding 
exceeds  by  $400  a  minimum  of  that  amount.)  Continuing 
he  remarked  :  It  appears  evident,  from  what  has  been  stated 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  when  they  have  ventured  to  take 
part  in  this  discussion,  that  they  feel  they  cannot  relieve 
themselves  of  the  responsibility  that  attaches  to  them  for 
the  recent  occurrences  in  the  North-West.  If  the  hon. 
member  for  Dundas,  or  any  other  hon.  gentleman  oppo¬ 
site,  chooses  to  introduce  these  questions  into  the  dis¬ 
cussion  they  must  take  the  consequences.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  who  has  just  taken  his  seat  (Mr.  Hickey)  adverted  to 
the  fact  that  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar) 
was  hero  by  the  grace  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  If 
it  is  becoming  to  make  a  reference  of  that  kind  to  an  hon- 
member  who  occupies  a  seat  in  this  House  by  the  sume  right 
that  any  other  hon .  member  occupies  his  seat,  I  want  to 
know  by  the  grace  of  whose  power  it  was  Sir  George  E. 
Cartier  occupied  his  seat  here  at  one  time — whether  it  is 
not  a  fact  that  the  present  leader  of  the  rebellion  in  the 
North-West  did  not  withdraw  from  Provencher  in  order 
that  Sir  George  Cartier  might  take  his  seat  here  ?  I  do  not 
want  these  references  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  go 
unchallenged.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
who  now  leads  this  House  sought  and  obtained  a  seat  in 
British  Columbia  when  an  Ontario  constituency  refused  him 
a  seat  ?  What  right,  then,  have  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
to  make  references  to  hon.  members  on  this  side,  who  have 
secured  their  right  to  sit  in  this  House  by  the  free  will  of 
the  people. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Victoria).  I  wish  to  correct  a  statement 
just  made.  The  Premier  did  not  seek  a  seat  in  British 
Columbia.  It  was  spontaneously  offered  to  him. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  I  would  also  state  there  was  no 
necessity  for  a  member  of  Parliament  resigning  his  seat  and 
taking  office  under  the  Local  Government  in  order  to  leave 
the  seat  vacant,  as  was  the  case  in  West  Ontario. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Consequently  there  was  no  purchase. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  drawing 
fine  distinctions. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  I  only  gave  an  illustration  as  to  what  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin)  calls  despotism. 
If  in  one  case  it  was  despotism,  it  was  in  the  other.  If  it 
was  not  despotism  in  the  latter  case  it  was  not  in  the  former. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  how  vul¬ 
nerable  his  side  of  the  House  is  on  this  point.  It  docs  not 
lie  in  the  mouths  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  say  any¬ 
thing  as  to  the  position  of  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Ontario  (Mr.  Elgar),  as  he  has  as  clear  a  right  as  any  hon. 
member  who  sits  in  this  House.  We  have  heard  to-night, 
for  the  first  time  in  some  weeks,  the  strength  of  the  argu¬ 
ment  in  favor  of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  gentleman,  I  think, 
defended  the  measure  in  the  strongest  degree  of  which 
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it  is  capable.  He  differs,  however,  from  some  hon. 
gentlemen  supporting  the  Government,  as  to  the  Indian 
clause.  He  says  :  Why  not  a  vote  to  the  Indian,  who 
lives  on  a  reservation  and  may  be  worth  $10,000,  and 
still  who  has  not  a  vote.  No  gentleman  on  this  side 
has  taken  the  position  that  an  Indian  should  not  have 
a  vote  when  he  becomes  enfranchised,  but  we  do  object  that 
the  Indian  who  is  placed  in  a  position  entirely  different 
from  the  white  man,  who  must  have  a  property  quali¬ 
fication,  should  have  a  vote.  In  my  locality  there  is  a 
large  number  of  Indians,  and  as,  thanks  to  the  gerry¬ 
mander,  they  do  not  affect  my  riding,  I  can  speak 
free  from  any  personal  consideration,  and  I  say,  from 
my  knowledge  of  the  locality,  that  if  this  Bill 
was  accompanied  by  the  enfranchisement  of  the 
Indian,  by  his  acquisition  of  property  in  his  own  right,  the 
whole  locality  would  welcome  the  Bill,  because  they  wish 
to  see  that  property  sub-divided,  and  the  fact  that  it  is  not 
sub-divided  and  is  now  largely  unproductive  is  a  drawback 
to  the  whole  neighborhood.  It  is  a  serious  Bource  of  irrita¬ 
tion  that  there  should  be  so  many  thousands  of  acres,  in 
one  of  the  best  counties  of  the  west,  where  there  is  no 
municipal  organisation,  where  taxes  cannot  be  collected  for 
the  purpose  of  making  roads,  where  any  municipal  powers 
whatever  cannot  be  exercised,  simply  because  it  still  lies  in 
the  hands  of  the  Crown.  As  the  ordinary  hour  for  adjourn¬ 
ment  has  arrived,  I  am  quite  willing  to  discontinue  speak¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Before  the  House  rises,  I  wish  to  ask  if 
it  is  parliamentary  for  an  hon.  member  to  stigmatise  mem- 
bers  on  this  side  as  dumb,  driven  cattle.  If  it  is  parlia¬ 
mentary,  all  I  can  say  is  that  it  is  the  language  of  a  low, 
untruthful  person. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  It  is  a  quotation  from  the  poet  Long¬ 
fellow  : 

“  Be  not  like  dumb,  driven  cattle, 

Be  a  hero  in  the  strife.” 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  a  great  pleasure  that  it  is  not  a 
quotation  from  the  poet  Edgar. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  think  I  may  be  allowed  to 
say  that  my  hon.  friend  did  not  say  that  hon.  members 
were  dumb,  driven  cattle,  but  simply  used  that  quotation 
from  the  poet  as  an  illustration. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  PATERSON  I  think  the  best  proof  of  it  is 
the  fact  that  the  Chairman  would  have  called  him  to  order, 
if  he  had  applied  that  term  to  them. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  the  adjournment^  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  two  o’clock 
a.m.,  Saturday. 

HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 

Saturday,  16th  May,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

PRESENTATION  OF  A  PETITION. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  beg  leave  to  present  a  petition,  set¬ 
ting  forth  that  hitherto  the  Provinces  have - 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order.  It  is  irregular  for  an  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  to  read  a  petition  when  he  is  presenting  it.  If  he 
wishes  to  have  it  read,  the  Clerk  will  read  it. 


Mr.  MULOOK.  He  has  a  right—-— 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  He  has  a  right  to  read  the  prayer  of 
the  petition,  and,  if  he  wishes  to  have  the  petition  read,  the 
Clerk  will  read  it  at  the  Table. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  He  has  a  right— — 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order ;  Chair,  chair. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  am  in  order.  I  am  under  the  impres¬ 
sion  that  the  rules  of  the  House  entitle  an  hon.  member 
who  presents  a  petition  to  state  briefly  the  material  allega¬ 
tions  contained  in  it. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  What  rule  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  do  not  know  what  rule. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  read  the  petition  if  it 
is  asked  for. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps,  Sir,  you  will  record  your  ruling, 
and  quote  the  authority  afterwards,  according  to  custom. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  rule  is  that : 

“  Every  member  offering  to  present  a  petition  to  the  House  shall 
endorse  his  name  thereupon,  and  confine  himself  to  a  statement  of  the 
parties  from  whom  it  comes,  the  number  of  signatures  attached  to  it, 
and  the  material  allegations  it  contains.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  rule  85. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Rule  86  says  : 

“  Every  petition  not  containing  matter  in  breach  of  the  privileges  of 
this  House,  and  which,  according  to  the  rules  or  practice  of  this  House 
can  be  received,  is  brought  to  the  Table  by  direction  of  the  Speaker,  who 
cannot  allow  any  debate,  or  any  member  to  speak  upon  or  in  relation  to 
such  petition ;  but  it  maybe  read  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table,  if  required  ; 
or  if  it  complain  of  some  present  personal  grievance,  requiring  an 
immediate  remedy,  the  matter  contained  therein  may  be  brought  into 
immediate  discussion.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  would  also  call  your  attention  to  rule 
85,  which  says : 

“  Every  member  offering  to  present  a  petition  to  the  House  shall 
endorse  his  name  thereupon,  and  confine  himself  to  a  statement  of  the 
parties  from  whom  it  comes,  the  number  of  signatures  attached  to  it,  and 
the  material  allegations  it  contains.” 

It  is  consequently  in  order  for  my  hon.  friend  to  state  the 
material  allegations  of  the  petition. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  That  is  quite  true,  but 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  was  reading  the  petition 
from  the  beginning. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Yesterday  a  petition  was  read  on  its 
presentation.  The  statement  of  the  material  allegations  is 
the  prayer  of  the  petition,  and,  if  a  further  statement  is 
required,  it  is  the  practice  to  have  it  read  by  the  Clerk. 
That  has  always  been  the  practice. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  rule  says  the  member  shall  state  the 
material  allegations. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  1  think  the  material  allegations  are  the 
prayer. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  petition  contains  five  material 
allegations,  the  prayer  is  that  the  Bill  entitled  the  Franchise 
Bill  be  not  passed.  I  present  the  petition  with  the  request 
that  the  Clerk  be  permitted  to  read  it. 

The  Clerk  Assistant  read  the  petition. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  85th  rule  says : 

“Every  member  offering  to  present  a  petition  to  the  House  shall 
endorse  his  name  thereupon  and  confine  himself  to  a  statement  of  the 
parties  from  whom  it  comes.  ” 

Then  the  86th  rule  says  : 

“  Every  petition  not  containing  matter  in  breach  of  the  privileges  of 
this  House  and  which  according  to  the  rules  or  practice  of  this  House  can 
be  received,  is  brought  to  the  Table  by  direction  of  the  Speaker,  who 
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cannot  allow  any  debate  or  any  member  to  speak  upon  it  or  in  relation 
to  said  petition  ;  but  it  may  be  read  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  if 
required.” 

Our  practice  is  that  the  petition  is  presented  on  the  respon¬ 
sibility  of  the  member,  and  then  the  next  day  it  is  brought 
np,  and  if  there  is  nothing  in  it  which  should  prevent  its 
being  received,  it  is  received,  but  the  member  is  not  allowed 
to  speak  upon  it,  nor  is  any  other  member  allowed  to  speak 
upon  it,  but  he  may  then  at  the  time  of  the  receipt,  ask 
that  it  may  be  read.  That,  I  think,  is  the  meaning  of  these 
two  rules  taken  together. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  of  little  consequence  whether  the 
view  of  the  First  Minister  be  correct  or  not,  if  the  view 
which  I  expressed  a  few  moments  ago  be  correct.  I  have 
never  yet  heard,  in  any  court  of  law  or  equity,  or  in  the 
high  court  of  Parliament,  that  the  allegations  of  a  peti¬ 
tion  were  the  prayer.  I  understand  the  allegations  of  a 
petition  to  be  the  statements  of  facts  or  opinion  which  are 
contained  in  the  body  of  the  petition,  and  that  the  prayer 
of  the  petition  is  entirely  different.  The  prayer  is  the 
consequence  of  the  allegations  of  the  petition,  and  is  the 
view  of  the  petitioners  of  what  the  House  should  do  or 
abstain  from  doing.  I  have  always  understood,  up  till  to¬ 
day,  that  it  was  within  the  competence  of  a  member,  under 
the  85th  rule,  to  state,  upon  his  responsibility,  the  material 
allegations  that  are  contained  in  the  petition  ;  but  I  think 
that  a  member  presenting  a  petition  is,  under  the  85th  rule, 
entitled  to  state  to  the  House  in  the  act  of  presentation, 
what  the  material  allegations  of  that  petition  are,  as  dis¬ 
tinguished  from  its  prayer.  If  so,  then  the  House  is 
possessed  at  the  time  of  presentation  of  the  allegations, 
and  it  becomes  of  less  consequence  at  what  period 
the  House  shall  become  possessed  of  those  allega¬ 
tions  from  the  other  source,  namely,  the  reading 
at  the  Table.  But  your  views  upon  the  subject 
differ  from  that  of  the  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
and  from  my  own,  and  you  may  rule  in  favor  of  his  view 
or  in  favor  of  mine,  or,  perhaps,  against  both  of  us,  but,  if 
it  be  decided  that  a  petition  can  only  be  read  by  the  Clerk 
on  the  day  following  its  presentation,  it  becomes  still  more 
material  that  we  should  consider  what  the  true  meaning 
and  effect  of  this  85th  rule  is,  and  whether  a  member  is  to 
be  entirely  precluded  from  communicating  to  the  House 
what  the  material  allegations  of  the  petition  are,  as  dis¬ 
tinguished  from  its  prayer. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  If  the  reading  of  the  material  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  petition  means  that  everything  that  is  alleged 
in  the  petition  is  material,  and  may  be  read  by  the  member 
presenting  it,  it  would  evidently  bring  before  the  House 
difficulties  that  cannot  be  surmounted.  A  petition  may 
contain  allegations  that  should  not  be  received  at  all  by  the 
House.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  may 
not  agree  with  me ;  he  nods  to  me  that  I  am  altogether 
wrong,  but  his  opinion  is  not  equivalent  to  an  authority. 
According  to  the  general  rules  of  the  House  a  petition  cannot 
be  presented,  if  it  contains  objectionable  matter.  According 
to  precedents,  the  material  allegations,  that  is,  the  main 
object  of  the  petition,  can  be  mentioned  when  it  is  pre¬ 
sented,  but  our  rule  requires  that  the  petition  cannot  be 
received  and  read  to  the  House  the  same  day  it  is  presented, 
so  that  time  may  be  allowed  for  its  examination  to 
see  if  there  are  material  objections  to  its  being  read. 
There  might  be  slanderous  allegations  in  the  petition,  and 
if  the  Clerk  is  obliged  de  'piano  to  read  the  petition  when  it 
is  presented,  the  House  might  be  obliged  to  listen  to  libel¬ 
lous  and  slanderous  petitions.  I  say  that  a  member,  in 
presenting  a  petition,  is  allowed  to  state  its  material  allega¬ 
tion  and  to  state  the  pi'ayer  of  the  petition.  It  is  then  laid 
on  the  Table  and  examined,  and  if  afterwards  the  member 
desires  it  to  be  read,  it  can  be  read,  if  examination  has 
shown  that  it  contains  nothing  objectionable. 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  My  experience  in  this  House  is  a  little 
longer  than  that  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and  I  will  say  that, 
although,  as  a  general  rule,  members  have  confined  them¬ 
selves  to  reading  the  prayer  of  the  petition,  I  have  not  infre¬ 
quently  heard  members  state,  without  objection  at  all,  the 
material  allegations  of  a  petition. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  Secretary  of  State  objects  to  my  word 
on  this  point.  I  think  on  this  point  I  might  reasonably  be 
considered  a  better  authority  than  the  hon.  gentleman.  He 
is  now  in  his  second  Session  in  this  House,  and  I  am  now  in 
my  fourteenth  Session.  I  think  I  should  know  as  much,  if 
not  more,  of  the  practice  in  this  House  than  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man.  My  recollection  is  that  members  have  mentioned  the 
material  allegations  of  the  petition,  and  their  right  has  never 
been  questioned. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  he  has  been 
here  fourteen  years.  He  might  be  here  thirty  years,  and  I 
would  not  take  his  dictum,  either  as  to  precedent  or  as  to 
reason. 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGEYIN.  The  difficulty  probably 
ai’ises  in  this  way  :  The  practice  of  the  House  has  been  for 
a  member  to  say  :  I  beg  to  present  a  petition  for  so  and  so 
— praying  for  some  object.  But  very  frequently  the  member 
has  stated  some  of  the  leading  points  of  the  petition,  though 
it  is  not  the  habit  of  members.  I  have  frequently  seen  that 
I  done.  On  the  other  hand,  I  have  no  recollection  of  a  petition 
being  read  at  the  moment  it  was  presented,  except  on  a 
special  motion  being  made  that  this  petition  be  now  read 
and  received ;  otherwise,  the  reading  was  always  left  until 
two  days  afterward,  when  the  Speaker  has  taken  cognisance 
of  the  petition,  and  is  able  to  say  to  the  House  whether  the 
petition  should  be  read  or  not. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  concur  with  every  word  the  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  of  Public  Works  has  r.-A-  Hot  infrequently  a  member 
has  stated  the  material  allegations  of  a  petition,  which  he 
has  done  on  his  own  responsibility.  The  act  of  reading  the 
petition  is  done  subsequently,  and  is  the  formal  act  of  the 
House.  But  we  must  deal  with  the  statements  made  by 
myself  and  by  another  very  active  hon.  member  of  this  House 
for  many  years  as  to  whether  our  practice  has  been  to  allow 
a  member  to  state  the  material  allegations  of  a  petition. 
I  say  that  is  in  accordance  with  the  rule  and  with  our 
practice. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  meaning  of  the  rule  cannot  be 
as  stated,  and  I  have  not  yet  heard  any  answer  to  what  I 
.  have  said.  Although  some  of  the  material  allegations  of  a 
,  petition  were  allegations  which  could  not  be  read,  which 
was  against  the  dignity  of  the  House,  yet,  according  to  the 
,  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  a  member  would  have  a 
■  right  to  read  or  have  road  those  allegations,  although  they 
.  were  in  direct  conflict  with  the  privileges  and  dignity  and 
honor  of  members  of  the  House. 

^  Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  if  my  view 
1  is  correct  a  member  would  have  a  right  to  read  the  material 
1  allegations  of  a  petition.  I  say  he  would.  The  rule  says  he 
has  a  right  to  read  the  material  allegations.  That  does  not 
5  compromise  the  dignity  of  this  House.  On  the  day  when 
’  the  House  comes  to  act  on  the  petition  and  to  decide 
)  whether  it  should  be  read  and  received,  the  House  acts ; 
j  but  as  an  hon.  member  may  make  statements  on  his  own 
responsibility,  so  he  may  state  those  allegations  on  his 
responsibility,  and  the  House  will  not  be  in  the  slightest 
degree  compromised,  for  it  is  not  the  act  of  the  House  but 
1  the  act  of  an  hon  member. 

1  Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  According  to  my  view  of  the  rules, 
r  the  reading  of  the  allegations  of  a  petition  might  lead  to  the 
s  inconvenience  and  abuse  I  have  mentioned.  A  member 
must  confine  himself  to  state  what  the  material  allegations 
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of  the  pettion  are,  and  that  does  not  mean  that  he  shall  read 
every  allegation  of  the  petition,  but  simply  confine  himself 
to  the  statement  as  to  what  the  main  object  of  the  petition 
is, 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  whole  question  is  what  are  the  material 
allegations  of  a  petition.  They  are  the  facts  set  out  in  the 
petition.  The  prayer  is  not  an  allegation,  but  is  something 
asked  for,  based  on  the  material  allegations.  When  the 
Secretary  of  State  says  it  is  not  right  for  a  member  to  read 
all  the  material  allegations,  or  to  state  them  all,  he  is  lay¬ 
ing  down  a  proposition  which  is  contradicted  by  the  rule. 
The  rule  is  that  he  has  that  right.  The  whole  question  is 
what  are  the  material  allegations  ?  They  are,  in  general 
terms,  the  facts  set  out  in  the  petition  ;  and  if  there  is  any¬ 
thing  immaterial  which  does  not  fall  within  the  rule,  a 
member  shall  be  restricted  from  stating  it.  But  the  mater¬ 
ial  allegations,  whatever  they  may  be,  and  however  numer¬ 
ous,  may  be  stated  by  the  member  presenting  the  petition 
in  order  that  the  House  may  be  placed  in  possession  of  the 
facts  and  know  something  of  the  character  of  the  petition. 
Otherwise,  the  House  would  be  kept  in  the  dark  until  the 
petition  was  read  at  the  Table. 

Mr,  MULOCK.  It  is  clear  that  the  rule  is  not  a  mere 
formal  rule  but  contemplates  that  a  member  presenting  the 
petition  shall  state  something  as  to  its  nature  for  the  infor¬ 
mation  of  the  House.  If  the  member  presenting  the  peti¬ 
tion  were  to  be  confined  to  reading  the  prayer  alone,  it 
would  afford  no  possible  information  to  the  House.  That 
being  the  case,  it  seems  right  for  the  proper  construing  of 
this  rule  that  a  member  shall  state  for  the  information  of 
the  House  the  material  allegations  contained  in  the  peti¬ 
tion,  which  must  necessarily  be  statements  of  fact,  the 
prayer  being  simply  a  conclusion. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Whenever  there  is  any  doubt  about  the 
construing  of  a  rule,  it  must  be  construed  according  to  the 
practice  of  Parliament.  I  find  the  rule  lays  down  that  a 
member  shall  state  the  material  allegations  of  the  petition. 
But  in  Bourinot’s  book  I  find  it  stated  : 

“Then  the  members  who  have  any  such  documents  to  present  will 
rise,  and  after  briefly  stating  the  purport  of  the  document  in  accordance 
with  the  rule,  they  will  send  it  to  the  Table,  where  it  is  taken  charge  of 
by  one  of  the  clerks.” 

I  find  in  May  : 

“While  a  member  may  state  the  purport  and  material  allegations  of  a 
petition,  he  is  not  at  liberty  to  read  the  whole  or  greater  part  of  the 
petition  himself ;  but  if  he  desires  that  the  petition  shall  be  read,  the 
proper  course  is  to  request  it  to  be  formally  read  by  the  Olerk  at  the 
Table.” 

Yesterday  the  hon.  member  for  Middlesex  read  almost 
the  whole  of  a  petitition  he  presented,  and  I  thought 
Ihe  hnn.  member  for  North  Norfolk  was  about  to  do 
the  same  thing,  when  I  called  his  attention  to  the  fact,  that 
if  he  wanted  the  petition  read,  it  must  be  sent  to  the  Table, 
and  that  he  should  sULo  the  prayer.  I  might  change  that 
to  “  purport,”  and  he  should  state  the  purport  briefly ;  and 
as  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  has  said,  he  should 
state  it  without  reading,  and  should  make  himself  acquainted 
with  the  allegations  so  as  to  be  able  to  state  the  purport 
briefly  to  the  House,  and  it  the  hon.  member  wants  the  peti¬ 
tion  to  be  read  it  should  be  read  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table. 
Two  days  afterwards  the  petition  wiil  come  up  for  the  formal 
reading  and  receiving,  and  that  perhaps  is  the  correct  time 
to  read  it.  But  the  practice  and  usage  of  Parliament  has 
been  that  if  a  member  wants  to  have  the  House  put  in  pos¬ 
session  of  the  facts  of  the  petition,  he  asks  to  have  it  read 
at  the  time  it  is  presented.  In  accordance  with  that  practice, 
if  an  hon.  member  wishes  the  petition  read  he  must  send  it 
to  the  Clerk,  asking  to  have  it  read,  so  that  the  House  will 
be  put  in  possession  of  the  facts  and  allegations  before  the 
two  days  subsequently  when  it  will  be  formally  read  and 
received. 


Mr.  EDGAR.  I  have  presented  a  petition  which  I  want 
read. 

The  petition  was  read  accordingly. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  must  be  excused  for  call¬ 
ing  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  one  portion  of  the  ques¬ 
tion  submitted  to  you  has  not  yet  been  decided.  You  have 
stated  that  a  member  may,  after  giving  the  material  allega¬ 
tion  of  the  petition,  ask  that  the  petition  be  read.  That  is 
one  matter  by  itself.  But  is  it  the  privilege  of  a  member 
to  have  it  read  without  the  consent  of  the  House,  for,  if  so, 
I  must  say  that  after  28  years’  experience  in  Parliament, 
this  is  the  first  time  it  has  been  done  within  my  experi¬ 
ence.  What  is  the  result  ?  The  result  is  that  the  petition 
will  first  be  read  on  the  mere  will  of  the  member,  and  then 
it  will  be  read  the  second  time  in  the  usual  way,  if  a  mem¬ 
ber  asks  it.  I  must  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  be  kind 
enough  to  state  the  rule  by  which  a  member  can  have  a 
petition  read  in  this  way  by  his  own  free  will,  and  then 
have  it  read  the  second  time  at  the  Table. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  We  may  have  even  something  worse 
than  the  case  which  has  been  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Minis¬ 
ter  who  has  just  sat  down.  If  a  member  has  a  right  to  ask 
the  Clerk  to  read  a  petition,  it  might  contain  allegations 
which  were  slanderous,  libellous,  or  dishonorable  to  the 
dignity  of  this  House— not  merely  untruthful,  which  might 
be  a  frequent  occurrence  in  certain  petitions  presented  to 
the  House— and  still  the  petition  would  be  read.  Then  it 
would  be  read  the  second  time,  which  should  not  be  done 
without  reason.  But  the  result  would  be  still  worse,  if  the 
petition  was  objectionable ;  then  we  would  have  the  petition 
read  by  an  officer  of  the  House,  and  two  days  after¬ 
wards  you  might  say  the  petition  should  not  be  read, 
and  still  the  petition  would  have  been  read  by  the  chief 
officer  of  the  House. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  You  held,  Mr.  Speaker,  when  this  ques¬ 
tion  was  raised  by  me  that  it  would  not  be  allowable  that  a 
member  should  read  anything  but  the  prayer  of  the  petition, 
and  that  being  the  case,  it  seemed  to  me  that  that  was  the 
only  way  in  which  the  substance,  the  material  allegations, 
of  the  petition  could  reach  the  House.  But  since  you  have 
decided  that  the  petition  may  be  read,  I  am  sure  that  the 
good  sense  and  taste  of  hon.  members  will  prevent  them 
from  asking  that  petitions  should  be  read  at  this  stage, 
except  under  extraordinary  circumstances. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  it  is  the  right  of  an  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  to  ask  to  have  the  petition  read,  though,  of  course,  if 
the  House  refuses  its  consent,  it  cannot  be  read.  Our  rule 
is  exactly  the  same  as  the  English  rule.  The  English 
rule  is : 

“  That  every  such  petition,  not  containing  matter  in  breach  of  the 
privilegt  s  of  the  House,  and  which,  according  to  the  rules  or  usual  prac¬ 
tice  of  this  House,  can  be  received,  be  brought  to  the  Table,  by  the 
direction  of  the  Speaker,  who  shall  not  allow  any  debate,  or  any 
member  to  speak  upon  or  in  relation  to  such  petition  ;  but  it  may  be 
read  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  if  required." 

Now,  the  same  words  are  used  in  our  own  rules — “  it  may 
be  read  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  if  required  ” — and  the 
practice  in  the  English  House  of  Commons  is,  if  a  member 
wishes  it  read,  to  move  that  it  should  be  read.  That  is 
what  the  practice  has  been — that  the  member  who  brings 
in  tho  petition  may  ask  that  it  may  be  read,  but,  of  course, 
when  there  is  any  opposition  to  it,  he  must  make  a  formal 
motion. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  would  like  to  ask  a  question  as  to 
the  usual  practice  in  England.  Supposing  the  petition  con¬ 
tained  matters  which  are  slanderous,  or  other  matters  con¬ 
stituting  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  That  is  not  to  be  read  in  any  case. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  But  how  can  you  know  it  ? 
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Mr.  SPEAKEK.  The  member  who  presents  it  presents 
it  on  his  own  responsibility; 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  rule  says : 

“  Every  petition  not  containing  matter  in  breach  of  the  privileges  of 
this  House,  and  which  according  to  the  rules  or  practice  of  this  House 
can  be  received” — — 

and  so  on.  But  if  it  ruled  that  a  petition  can,  as  a  matter 
right,  be  read  if  required,  and  if  it  contains  matter  which  is 
a  breach  of  our  rules,  it  would  be  read  by  the  officer  of  the 
House  without  anybody  having  time  to  call  attention  to  it, 
nobody  having  seen  it. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  It  is  within  the  recol¬ 
lection  of  the  great  majority  of  hon.  members  of  this  House 
that  during  this  Session  a  petition  was  presented  to  the 
House,  and  the  member  presenting  it  asked  that  it  might 
be  read  and  the  Clerk  read  it,  and  after  having  read  it  the 
Chief  Clerk  of  the  House  ascertained  that  it  was  informal 
and  reported  that  fact  to  yourself,  and  then  you  decided 
that  the  petition  could  not  be  received.  This  illustrates 
what  my  hon.  friend  the  Secretary  of  State  has  said.  I 
quite  agree  with  what  he  says  that  it  appears  to  me  that  a 
petition  should  not  be  read  except  by  the  consent  of  the 
House  first,  and  the  hon.  member  who  presents  it  and 
endorses  it  is  made  responsible  for  what  is  contained.  But 
there  is  this  difficulty,  that  supposing  an  hon.  member 
endorses  the  petition  and  it  is  found  that  it  could  not  be 
received  by  the  House— that  would  certainly  bo  a  great 
inconvenience. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  question  becomes  complicated  by  the 
view  you  have  taken  as  to  the  different  readings  of  petitions. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  differ  from  your  conclusion  upon  the 
English  practice,  bat  it  seems  to  me  to  involve  some  sources 
of  inconvenience.  I  do  not  apprehend  the  inconvenience 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  mentions.  I  understand  that 
this  reading  may  take  place  at  the  request  of  a  member ; 
but,  as  you  have  lately  stated,  if  the  House  objects  on  a 
formal  motion  that  it  be  not  read,  this  involves  no  reception 
of  the  petition  by  the  House,  but  a  reading  in  order  that  the 
House  may  learn  what  the  allegations  of  tin  petition  are — 
not  the  reading  which  takes  place  when  a  petition  is  received. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  With  a  view  to  receive. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  A  reading  in  order  that  yourself  and  the 
House  may  be  informed  of  the  substance  of  the  petition, 
and  if  it  turns  out  to  be  one  which  cannot  be  received, 
according  to  the  rules  of  the  House,  you  would  at  once  say 
the  petition  cannot  be  received  and  the  matter  would  be 
ended.  Therefore  I  do  not  understand  that  the  difficulty  is 
created.  But  if  we  consider  the  question  of  convenience, 
it  would  perhaps  be  served  by  a  somewhat  more  liberal 
interpretation  of  the  rule  than  even  now  you  appear  dis¬ 
posed  to  fix.  '  I  do  not  know  what  you  mean  by  the  expres¬ 
sion  purport ;  but  if  a  member  is  allowed  to  state  briefly 
from  memory  what  the  material  allegations  of  the  petition 
are,  I  presume — unless  there  was  some  very  special  case,  in 
which  he  desired  the  House  to  hear  the  petition— there 
would  be  no  proposal  that  the  petition  should  be  read  by 
the  Clerk.  I  do  not  understand  that  there  would  be  an 
absolute  right  that  the  petition  Bhould  be  read ;  but  if  it  were 
objected  to,  a  motion  might  be  made  to  that  effect ;  but  it  would 
be  a  very  inconvenient  thing,  to  have  a  motion  and  perhaps 
a  division  upon  it.  The  practice,  which  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Public  Works  and  myself  agree  has  been  pursued  so  long, 
is  a  good  practice,  According  to  that  practice  a  member 
may  state  briefly  the  material  allegations  of  the  petition  ; 
if  he  wants  it  read  at  the  Table,  he  should  say,  I  want  this 
petition  read  ;  and  I  think  tho  House  would  allow  that  to 
be  done,  unices  in  the  case  of  a  number  of  petitions  of  the 
same  character,  when  I  think  the  House  might  decline,  as 
in  this  case,  to  allow  several  petitions  of  the  same  character 
Mr,  Speaker. 


to  be  read.  If  there  was  an  abuse  of  the  practice,  the  House 
would  have  it  in  its  power  to  stop  that  abuse  by  declining 
to  receive  the  petitions,  and  I  presume  the  reading  of  those 
petitions  approved  of  by  you  might  take  place  at  length 
when  the  short  title  is  read  at  the  Table.  It  seems  to  me 
our  practice  is  a  convenient  practice ;  there  has  never  been 
any  difficulty  about  it  until  to-day,  and  I  think  we  had  bet¬ 
ter  adhere  to  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Perhaps  on  the  whole 
this  discussion  has  been  a  useful  one,  because  it  will  enable 
us  to  settle  what  the  practice  has  been.  The  ordinary  prac¬ 
tice  has  been  what  my  hon.  friend  ‘opposite  and  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Public  Works  have  said,  and  it  has  not  caused 
any  inconvenience.  The  practice  has  been  uniform.  I 
can  speak  after  forty  years’  parliamentary  experience, 
and  the  general  practice  has  been  for  a  member  merely  to 
state  the  prayer.  Sometimes  he  states  shortly  the  material 
allegations ;  but  he  cannot  read  the  petition,  or  get  it  by 
heart ;  but  he  can  state  shortly  the  material  allegations 
leading  up  of  necessity  to  the  prayer.  He  does  that  on  his 
own  responsibility.  If  he  reads  anything  that  is  improper, 
or  slanderous,  or  libellous,  or  contrary  to  the  privi¬ 
leges  of  Parliament,  the  voice  of  Parliament  and 
your  voice,  Mr.  Speaker,  would  at  once  check  him.  Then, 
sometimes,  as  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  truly 
says,  a  member  states  the  material  allegations,  and  having 
stated  them,  I  think  that  statement  will  convince  the  House 
whether  or  not  it  is  proper  under  the  special  circumstances 
of  the  case  to  have  the  petition  read,  at  once.  If  the  House 
assents  it  is  read  ;  if  the  House  dissents,  or  any  one  mem¬ 
ber,  I  take  it,  dissents,  it  must  be  postponed.  I  have  known 
many  instances  in  my  experience  in  which  an  hon.  member 
has  pursued  that  course.  He  states  that  the  petition  is  very 
important  to  the  interests  involved,  and  requests  that  it 
should  be  received  at  once  to  save  time ;  and  if  the  material 
allegations  he  makes  are  of  sufficient  importance  to  allow  it 
to  be  read,  it  can  be  received  at  once  without  waiting  for 
the  two  days.  That  has  been  the  practice,  and  it  might  be 
well  to  continue  it.  However,  it  is  well  that  this  question 
should  have  been  brought  up  and  settled. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  is  only  one  point  on  which  I  differ 
from  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  quite  agree  with  him  that  there 
have  been  cases  in  which  petitions  have  been  read  and 
received  at  once,  but  that  has  always  been  on  a  motion,  and 
always  by  the  unanimous  consent  of  the  House.  For 
example,  motions  of  that  kind  have  been  made  with  respect 
to  important  private  Bills,  and  I  have  never  known  any 
hon.  member  to  be  prevented  by  the  voice  of  any  member 
from  having  such  petitions  read  at  once.  Of  course  that 
reading  will  not  take  place  if  you  decide  that  the  petition  is 
OAe  contrary  to  the  privileges  of  the  House.  Tho  reading 
which  you  have  been  speaking  of  is  the  quasi  general  right 
of  the  member,  and  is  not  the  act  of  the  House;  it  is  simply 
the  machinery  by  which  the  House  thinks  fit,  on  the  sug¬ 
gestion  of  a  member,  to  become  possessed  more  fully  of  the 
facts  of  the  petition  in  the  special  case,  and  the  House  is  no 
more  committed  to  the  reception  of  the  petition  by  that  act 
than  when  the  member  states  the  material  allegations  of  the 
petition  in  his  place. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  This  is  the  question.  Can  a  petition 
be  read  by  the  member  presenting  it,  or  can  it  be  read,  as  a 
matter  of  right,  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  at  the  request 
of  a  member  ?  I  say  no.  Not  only  can  it  not  be  received, 
but  it  cannot  be  read.  In  certain  cases,  the  House  may 
have  allowed  petitions  concerning  unopposed  questions  to 
be  read  at  once  by  the  Clerk,  but  it  was  an  exception  to 
the  rule.  It  cannot  be  the  case  with  the  petitions  now 
in  question.  These  petitions  are  presented  on  sub¬ 
jects  which  are  under  discussion,  and  on  which  one  side  of 
the  House  differs  from  the  other  side.  This  is  the  point  I 
raised,  and  I  think  it  has  been  well  raised.  I  do  not  think  a 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


1895 


member  has  a  right,  at  his  mere  request,  to  exact  that  the 
petition  should  be  read  by  the  Clerk  of  the  House  at  any 
moment  when  he  presents  it.  I  would  be  very  sorry  if  it 
was  made  the  rule  of  the  House  that  a  member  might  call 
for  the  reading  of  a  petition  when  he  presented  it,  and  that, 
as  a  matter  of  right,  it  should  be  read  by  the  Clerk. 

CAPTURE  OF  RIEL. 

Mr.  CARON.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called, 
I  wish  to  read  a  telegram  received  from  General  Middleton, 
confirming  the  capture  of  Riel : 

“  Clark’s  Crossing,  15th. 

“  Riei  my  prisoner. 

“FREDERICK  MIDDLETON.” 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill 
(No.  103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex.)  Before  the  committee  rose, 
at  two  o’clock  this  morning,  I  was  addressing  myself  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Dundas  on  some  points 
with  which  he  had  dealt.  In  doing  so,  I  referred  to  the 
fact  that  the  petitions  presented  to  the  House  against  the 
Bill  had  had  the  effect  of  opening  the  mouths  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  and  inducing  a  discussion  of  the  question  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  a  greater  degree  than  had  pre¬ 
viously  taken  place.  In  this  connection  I  made  use  of  the 
quotation,  “  like  dumb,  driven  cattle.”  Although  your  ruling, 
Sir,  supported  me  as  to  the  quotation,  I  wish  to  say  I  had 
no  desire  whatever  to  make  it  in  any  sense  personal  to 
any  hon.  gentleman  opposite.  Its  applicability  was  to 
the  particular  circumstance,  and  I  should  be  very 
sorry  that  any  hon.  gentleman  opposite  should  take  it 
in  any  other  sense  than  that  in  which  it  was  intended. 
There  are  many  things  that  can  be  said  in  debate, 
under  the  rules  of  the  House,  but  which  it  is  not  always 
advisable  to  say,  as  there  are  Bills  that  can  be  intro¬ 
duced  in  this  House,  the  present  among  that  number,  which 
it  is  not  expedient  to  pass.  I  make  this  explanation  in 
justice  to  myself,  personally  ;  I  like  to  see  courtesy  observed 
between  the  two  sides  of  the  House,  and  if  I  have  been  the 
cause  in  the  slightest  degree  of  disturbing  that  good 
feeling  which  I  desire  should  prevail,  it  is  but  right 
that  I  should  make  whatever  explanation  is  becoming 
and  necessary  to  lemove  any  doubt  as  to  my  intention. 
I  referred  this  morning  to  the  Indian  franchise,  as  affecting 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  practically  as  affecting  the 
whole  oountry.  If,  as  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  admit,  the 
Ontario  Indian  franchise  recently  adopted  is  one  accept¬ 
able  to  this  House,  we  should  embody  that  franchise,  as  far 
as  it  affects  the  Indians,  in  the  present  Bill ;  if  we  cannot 
arrive  here  at  a  definite  determination  as  to  what  the 
provisions  of  this  clause  affecting  the  Indians  should  be,  let 
us  take  up  the  Ontario  franchise  and  settle  the  question 
definitely.  I  was  charged  with  not  admitting  that 
the  unenfranchised  Indians  were  allowed  a  vote  under 
the  Mowat  Act.  At  that  particular  juncture,  I  was  dealing 
with  a  particular  class  of  the  Indians,  with  particular  tribes 
of  Indians,  with  those  Indians  who  are  located  in  my  own 
immediate  neighborhood,  and  with  whose  circumstances  I  am 
best  acquainted  with  ;  I  said,  with  reference  to  these  living 
on  their  reserves,  the  unenfranchised  Indians,  thac  they 
certainly  should  not  have  the  right  to  vote ;  but  at  tho 
same  time  I  emphasised  the  proposition  that  tho  enfran¬ 
chised  Indian,  no  matter  what  his  other  relations  to  the 
State  might  be,  should  undoubtedly  have  the  same  rights 
as  white  men,  but  the  Indian  who  still  lives  on  his  reserve 
should  not  have  the  same  right  as  a  white  settler,  The 


Indian  on  the  reserve  occupies  the  land  in  common ;  it  is 
his  only  in  a  remote  degree ;  he  cannot  dispose  of  it;  he  can¬ 
not  acquire  any  direct  title  to  it  whatever,  unless  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Indian  Department,  and  on  the  breaking  up  of 
his  tribal  relations.  Still  he  is  an  occupant,  and  as  such 
can  claim  the  right  to  be  placed  on  the  voters’  list.  That 
is  exceedingly  distasteful  to  those  who  live  in  the  imme¬ 
diate  vicinity  of  an  Indian  reserve.  The  Indians  on  those 
reservations  pay  no  taxes  to  the  municipality  and  assume 
none  of  the  obligations  of  citizenship.  Is  it  fair,  then,  that 
they  should  have  the  right  to  vote  ?  The  hon.  member  for 
Dundas  (Mr.  Hickey)  stated  last  night  that  one  good 
reason  why  the  Indian  should  vote  was  that  he  knew  who 
his  friends  were.  I  presume  that  is  the  case,  and  that  it  is 
the  moving  impulse  with  hon.  gentlemen  in  their  deter¬ 
mination  that  the  Indian,  whether  enfranchised  or  unen¬ 
franchised,  shall  have  the  vote.  Originally  it  was  proposed 
that  the  Indians  of  the  entire  Dominion  should  have  this 
right,  but  it  is  now  limited  to  the  older  Provinces,  because, 
I  suppose,  the  relations  between  the  Government  and 
Poundmaker  and  similar  chiefs  in  the  North-West  have 
since  become  strained,  and  the  Superintendent  General 
imagines  they  have  some  doubt  as  to  who  their  friends 
really  are.  The  hon.  member  for  Dundas  candidly  admitted 
that  the  recent  Ontario  Franchise  Act  very  largely  increased 
the  electorate.  In  the  discussion  of  the  New  Brunswick 
franchise,  the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  Foster), 
and  the  hon.  member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Burns), 
urged  the  adoption  of  the  present  Bill  for  the  reason 
that  it  would  materially  broaden  their  franchise,  and 
when  the  hon.  member  for  Digby  (Mr.  Vail)  made  some 
remarks  leading  to  the  same  conclusion  in  regard  to  his 
Province,  they  were  received  with  enthusiasm  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  as  an  admission  that  the  franchise  in 
Nova  Scotia  would  be  extended  by  this  measure.  The 
admission  of  the  bon.  member  for  Dundas  that  the  Ontario 
Franchise  Act  is  a  material  extension  is  for  the  same  cause  a 
reason  why  that  franchise  should  be  adopted  and  engrafted  on 
this  Bill.  It  has  been  urged  that  we  have  developed  obstruc¬ 
tive  tendencies  in  this  debate.  A  similar  Bill  to  the  present 
was  introduced  in  tho  English  House  of  Commons  by  Mr. 
Gladstone  on  the  5th  February,  1884 ;  on  the  28th  February 
the  Prime  Minister  made  his  explanations,  and  the  Bill  was 
discussed,  according  to  the  custom  in  the  British  Parlia¬ 
ment,  at  the  first  reading ;  a  number  of  amendments  were 
moved  and  a  long  debate  took  place ;  that  Bill  passed 
through  committee  only  on  the  26th  June  in  the  same  year. 
Consequently,  that  measure  which  did  not  make  such  sweep¬ 
ing  changes  in  the  electorate  as  this  Bill  does,  took  four 
months  to  pass  through  the  House  of  Commons  alone.  Does 
not  that  offer  the  strongest  justification  for  the  ample  dis¬ 
cussion  that  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  are  determined  to 
secure  for  this  measure  ?  Now  the  hon.  member  for  Dun¬ 
das  (Mr.  Hickey)  also  dealt  last  night  with  the  question  of 
the  revising  barrister,  and  I  suppose  on  that  point,  he  spoke 
with  some  knowledge  of  the  intentions  of  the  Government. 
We  were  told  that  the  assessment  rolls  were  to  be  prima 
facie  evidence.  Very  well,  that  is  one  of  the  few  conces¬ 
sions  which  have  been  wrested  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House  since  this  discussion  began. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  You  never  let  us  get  far  enough  to  make 
any  concession. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  We  were  assured  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  the  assessment  roll,  as  it  comes  from  the  hands  of 
the  county  judge,  is  an  almost  perfect  document,  and  we 
were  assured,  also,  that  there  is  to  be  another  appeal  after 
publication  in  the  Gazette.  Now  let  us  see  what  value 
there  is  in  this  appeal.  (The  hon.  gentleman  read  sections 
46  and  47  of  the  Bill.)  Tho  appeal  is  simply  on  a  point  of 
;  law,  and  it  must  be  to  a  superior  court,  and  we  all  know 
that  the  cost  of  submitting  a  case  to  the  Superior  Court  will 
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be  so  great  that  only  a  rich  man  will  be  able  to  prosecute 
an  appeal.  Now  we  were  told  by  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Toronto  (Mr.  Beaty)  that  the  revising  barrister  was 
to  be  of  a  man  of  very  high  character,  one  whose  word 
would  be  as  good  as  his  bond.  But  what  authority 
has  he  for  saying  that  the  revising  barrister,  in  all 
cases,  will  be  a  gentleman  of  the  high  character  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  so  poetically  described  ?  Clause  1 1  states  that 
the  revising  officer  may  be  a  judge  or  a  barrister  of  five  ye  »rs’ 
standing.  But  it  does  not  positively  provide  that  he  shall 
be  either.  It  is  not  absolutely  necessary  that  he  should 
be  either.  The  truth  is  that  the  clause  is  so  worded  as  to 
leave  a  loophole  so  that  any  man  could  be  appointed  revis¬ 
ing  officer.  In  section  40  of  the  Franchise  Bill  introduced 
in  1870  it  was  provided  that  the  Governor  in  Council  shall 
from  time  to  time  appoint  a  revising  barrister  or  judge, 
and  so  on.  The  adoption  of  the  amendment  now  before 
the  committee  would  have  the  effect  of  materially  broaden¬ 
ing  the  franchise  in  Ontario.  It  has  been  shown  that  a 
large  number  of  the  wage-earning  class  will  be  disfran¬ 
chised  if  this  Bill  passes  in  its  present  form.  The  hon. 
member  for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Beaty)  in  the  course  of  his 
remarks  proceeded  on  the  assumption  that  this  Bill 
was  to  prove  the  coping  stone  of  our  confedera¬ 
tion  system.  We  have  proceeded  a  good  many  years 
without  it,  and  that  successfully,  and  I  warn  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  of  the  seriousness  and  gravity  of  the  sit¬ 
uation  they  are  precipitating.  I  repeat  what  has  been 
urged  before,  that  unnecessary  interference  with  the  fran¬ 
chises  of  the  Provinces,  at  a  time  when  so  many  other  diffi¬ 
culties  lie  in  the  way  of  the  success  of  the  Confederation,  is 
very  unjustifiable,  especially  when  such  a  measure,  so  far 
from  being  called  for,  is  protested  against  by  public  meet¬ 
ings  and  petitions.  It  is  particularly  unjustifiable  to  press 
such  a  measure  when,  under  ordinary  circumstances,  we 
should  be  leaving  for  our  homes,  and  when,  even  without 
this  measure,  other  business  wh:ch  imperatively  demand-; 
our  attention  would  occupy  our  time  a  month,  or  possibly 
six  weeks  or  two  months,  from  the  present  day.  Now, 
did  the  hon.  gentleman  assume  this  to  be  the  last  measure 
of  Confederation,  because  ho  felt  that  our  federal  system 
was  likely,  as  a  result  of  this  legislation,  to  travel 
back  to  the  condition  of  things  which  existed  in  the 
old  family  compact  days  ?  Whether  that  was  his 
intention  or  not,  tho  details  which  have  already  devel¬ 
oped  with  reference  to  the  purpose  of  this  measure  clearly 
show  what  the  intention  is,  and  what  powers  are 
intended  to  be  given  by  it  to  the  Ministry  of  the  day  and 
their  officers.  The  fact  that  the  franchise  will  be  consider¬ 
ably  contracted,  so  far  as  Ontario  and  some  other  Provinces 
are  concerned,  and  that  many  who  possess  votes  for  the 
Local  Legislature  will  not  have  the  franchise  to  this  House, 
must  produce  a  great  deal  of  irritation,  especially  when  the 
franchises  in  Ontario  and  others  of  tho  Provinces  have  been 
gradually  travelling  in  the  direction  of  manhood  suffrage. 
The  argument  as  to  the  rights  of  this  Parliament  to  pass 
such  a  Bill  was  referred  to  again  last  night,  but  I  do  not 
think  there  has  been  any  contention  against  that  argument 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  because  that  principle  has  bean 
conceded  by  the  legislation  of  1874.  The  fact  that  hon. 
gentlemen  still  bring  up  this  argument  would  seem  to  show 
eithor  that  they  consider  it  the  best  reply  that  they  can 
make  to  the  position  taken  on  this  side,  or  that  they 
have  realised  that  it  is  not  the  question  under  consideration 
at  all.  But  if  we  have  only  reached  that  point,  after  three 
weeks  discussion,  how  can  we  expect  the  full  discussion 
which  the  First  Minister  considered  necessary  when  he  said 
that  an  entire  Session  ought  to  be  devoted  to  a  Bill  of  the 
kind.  It  was  urged  that  the  variety  of  franchises  in  the 
different  Provinces  was  a  reason  why  the  present  state  of 
affairs  should  not  continue,  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
create  confusion  in  fcthe  minds  of  the  electors.  I  would 
Mr.  Cambhon  (Middlesex), 


like  to  know  what  confusion  would  be  created  in  the  mind 
of  an  elector  of  Ontario,  by  his  knowledge  that  the  fran¬ 
chise  in  New  Brunswick  or  Nova  Scotia  was  different  from 
his  own  ?  What  difference  does  it  make  to  the  elector  in 
the  Province  of  New  Brunswick  to  know  that  there  is  a 
wage-earner’s  franchise  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  ?  So 
far  from  this  producing  confusion  the  great  danger  of  con¬ 
fusion  will  be  from  the  existence  of  two  different  franchises 
in  the  same  Province,  which  is  going  to  be  a  source  of  great 
trouble,  annoyance,  and  irritation,  and  result  in  a  great 
many  mistakes.  How  can  a  man  who  works  from  seven 
o’clock  in  the  morning  till  six  at  night,  or  later,  understand 
the  complications  of  this  franchise,  when  after  all  the 
discussion  we  have  had  in  this  House  we  have  not  reached 
unanimity  as  to  the  full  effect  of  its  provisions.  From 
the  point  of  view  of  the  voter  there  is  a  decided 
objection  to  the  adoption  of  a  uniform  franchise  for  the 
Dominion,  because  it  will  lead  to  a  great  deal  of  con¬ 
fusion  in  the  minds  of  the  electors.  Another  reason 
given  for  the  adoption  of  this  franchise  was  that  it  recog¬ 
nised  the  principle  of  property.  In  the  Province  of 
Ontario  the  principle  of  property  is  still  adhered  to,  and 
that  argument  does  not  apply  there.  But  whether  it 
applies  or  not,  I  hold  that  we  departed  from  the  principle 
of  real  property  when  we  gave  an  income  franchise.  I 
think  the  principle  on  which  we  ought  to  proceed  is  that 
which  will  give  every  intelligent  man  who  contributes  to 
the  revenue  of  the  Dominion,  the  right  to  a  voice  in  its 
affairs.  It  must  be  recognised  by  this  time  that  a  very 
large  fraction  of  the  electors  in  the  Province  of  Ontario 
who  have  the  franchise  under  the  Provincial  Act,  will  be 
disfranchised  by  this  Act.  It  was  shown  the  other  night 
that  there  are  over  2,000  teachers  in  that  Province  whose 
average  salary  does  not  reach  the  minimum  of  $400,  which 
under  this  Act  secures  the  right  to  vote.  I  stood  up  in  defence 
of  the  rights  of  that  class  of  the  community  when  another 
clause  of  this  Bill  was  under  discussion.  The  Ontario 
Act,  in  giving  that  class  the  right  to  vote,  has  recognised 
the  claims  of  one  of  the  most  intelligent  classes  in  tho  com¬ 
munity  ;  and,  if  only  on  account  of  that  particular  class,  I 
would  enter  mv  strong  protest  against  this  Bill  and  support 
the  amendment  now  before  the  Chair.  Among  wage-earners 
there  are  many  farmors’  sons,  who  are  often  employed  away 
from  home  for  four  or  five  months  in  the  winter,  and  return 
home  when  the  farm  work  begins  in  the  spring.  They  are 
disfranchised  under  the  farmers’  sons  clause  for  two  reasons 
— because  they  are  away  from  home  over  four  months  in 
the  year,  and  because  the  holding  of  the  parent  may  not  be 
a  freehold,  and  may  not  b8  of  the  value  to  entitle  them 
to  vote.  These  very  men  who  are  thus  disfranchised 
are  the  men  who  will  have  the  destiny  of  this  country  in 
their  hands  in  a  few  years,  and  we  should  not  fail  to  educate 
them  in  their  political  duties  as  early  in  their  career  as 
possible,  by  bringing  within  the  influences  that  the  exercise 
of  the  franchise  exerts.  Now,  we  must  not  lose  sight  of  tho 
fact  that  we  have  already  a  Dominion  franchise  ;  we  have 
passed  an  Act  and  existed  under  it  for  ten  years 
or  more,  which  says  that  the  provincial  franchises 
for  the  time  being  shall  be  the  Dominion  franchise. 
Now  is  tho  first  time  we  have  heard  any  objection 
taken  to  that  system,  or  that  there  is  a  single  individual  in 
the  community  who  takes  exception  to  it.  Under  that 
system  ample  provision  is  made  for  the  protection  of  the 
minority  in  every  constituency  in  the  preparation  of  the 
voters’  lists,  I  ask  if  the  protection  at  present  enjoyed  by 
the  voter  is  not  greater  than  what  is  provided  in  this  Bill. 
£n  the  Province  of  Ontario,  as  has  already  been  pointed  out, 
the  assessment  roll,  prepared  under  the  direc^on  of  the 
municipal  council,  is  made  tho  basis  of  the  voters’  list.  lu 
this  clause  under  discussion,  property  of  various  kinds  is 
made  tho  basis  of  the  franchise.  The  assessment  roll  afford i 
facilities  by  which  the  actual  value  of  that  property  can  be 
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more  readily  ascertained  than  it  can  possibly  be  by  the 
machinery  provided  in  this  Bill.  The  municipal  council 
which  is  elected  by  the  ratepayers  of  the  municipality,  is 
bound  to  do  justice  by  them,  and  the  council  appoints  an 
assessor  who  is  sworn  to  assess  the  property  within  a  par¬ 
ticular  fraction  of  its  value,  with  the  view  to  the  collection 
of  rates  upon  it.  Every  individual  in  the  municipality, 
whose  name  appears  on  the  assessment  roll,  has  a 
direct  ihterest  in  seeing,  not  only  that  he  is 
properly  assessed,  but  that  his  neighbor  is  properly 
assessed  as  well.  If  a  ratepayer  finds  that  he  has 
been  assessed  too  low  or  too  high,  ho  has  the  right  to  appeal 
to  the  county  judge,  who  hears  the  evidence  in  a  sum¬ 
ary  way  and  determines  on  the  evidence  the  value  of  the 
property.  All  these  precautions  are  a  direct  incentive  to 
the  officers  who  are  charged  with  the  duty  of  preparing  the 
assessment  roll  and  the  voters’  lists,  to  do  their  duty  pro¬ 
perly.  There  is  no  such  restraining  influence  provided 
in  this  Bill  in  the  case  of  the  revising  officer,  for  the 
whole  arrangement  of  the  voters’  lists  is  under  his 
control,  and  he  may  give  the  vote  to  or  take  it  from 
whom  he  likes  independent  of  any  control.  There  is 
another  feature  of  the  Ontario  law  worth  men¬ 
tioning,  and  that  is  if  a  man  is  unjustly  left  off 
the  list  the  municipality  has  to  pay  the  cost  of  the  appeal, 
since  the  fault  was  theirs ;  but  under  this  Bill  the  appeal  on 
a  question  of  law  is  to  be  taken  by  an  individual,  and  no 
matter  whether  successful  or  not,  he  has  to  pay  the  costs. 
Under  clause  55,  the  revising  officer  has  the  right  to  strike 
off  the  names,  of  his  own  motion,  of  persons  who  have  died 
or  become  disqualified.  You  can  understand  how  wide  a 
latitude  this  will  give  him, 

Mr.  SPBOULE.  You  think  he  will  not  respect  his 
oath  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  The  best  security  is  not  the  promise  of 
the  individual,  but  his  bond.  Do  you  throw  doubt  on  a 
man’s  word  when  you  take  his  note  ?  Or  when  you  go  to 
a  notary  and  get  the  obligations  between  him  and  yon  set 
in  writing  ?  Human  nature  is  frail,  and  a  man  is  apt  to 
consider  his  duties  in  the  direction  of  his  interest. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  judges  are  in  the  same  position. 

Mr.  CAMERON  They  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
Government.  True  they  are  appointed  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  but  not  for  a  special  purpose  in  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  directly  interested,  as  in  the  control  of  the  electoral 
lists.  If  the  oath  implies  as  much  as  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  say,  why  is  it  that  the  revising  barrister  in  England 
is  appointed  by  the  judges  instead  of  by  the  Government,  and 
from  year  to  year  instead  of  during  good  behaviour. 
The  purpose  is  distinctly  stated  in  a  work  which 
I  have  beside  me,  which  says  that  the  Legis¬ 
lature  and  the  Goernment  recognise  the  imperative 
necessity  for  keeping  the  electoral  lists  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  Government  of  the  day.  It  has  been  urged 
that,  although  the  revising  barristers  in  England  were 
appointed  by  the  judges,  the  judges  themselves  were  politi¬ 
cians  before  their  appointment.  That  applies  less  in  Eng¬ 
land  than  it  does  here,  for  many  of  the  judges  there  have 
not  been  politicians,  and  have  not  occupied  seats  in  either 
Houses  of  Parliament  before  their  appointment.  The  Bill 
of  1870,  introduced  into  this  House,  provided  for  the 
appointment  of  a  board  of  registration  which  was  to 
make  the  preliminary  voters’  lists,  and  those  were  to  be 
practically  the  lists  for  all  time,  subject  to  revision  by  the 
county  judge,  or,  in  the  case  of  Nova  Scotia,  by  a  revising 
barrister.  At  that  time  there  were  no  county  judges  in 
Nova  Scotia,  and  there  was  therefore  some  reason  for  that 
provision,  Slit  now  there  are  county  judges  there,  and  the 
same  ground  does  not  exist.  Under  that  Bill  the  judge  or 
the  revising  barrister  was  tcfgoon  circuit,  and  hold  open 
court  for  the  decision  of  appeals  in  regard  to  the  voters’  list. 
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Why  has  it  been  found  necessery  to  make  such  a  material 
change  in  the  provisions  of  this  Act  ?  It  will  be  practically 
impossible  for  the  county  court  judges  to  discharge  the  duties 
that  are  imposed  upon  them  under  this  Bill.  Their  other 
duties  will  practically  preclude  their  performing  this  duty. 
It  has  been  generally  claimed  in  this  discussion  that  it 
will  cost  at  least  $400,000  a  year  to  run  the  machinery  of 
this  Bill,  and  the  statement  has  not  been  successfully 
refuted.  Now,  the  hon.  member  for  Prince,  P.E.I.  (Mr. 
Hackett),  very  recently,  in  discussing  the  questions  of 
registration  and  the  appointment  of  revising  barristers, 
stated  that  the  Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island  adopted 
that  system  some  years  ago,  but  had  abandoned  it  on 
account  of  the  expense.  He  stated  that  it  cost  $12,000  a 
year,  in  the  six  constituencies  of  his  Province.  Now,  I 
understood  from  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  machinery  was 
much  like  the  machinery  that  is  provided  by  this  Bill,  and  if 
it  cost  $12,000  a  year  in  the  six  constituencies  of  his  Province, 
we  may  fairly  assume  that  for  the  211  constituencies  of  the 
Dominion,  this  Bill  will  cost  $422,000  a  year  to  pay  the  ex¬ 
penses  of  its  operation.  In  addition  to  that  there  are  a  number 
of  incidental  expenses  that  will  crop  up,  such  as  the  pre¬ 
paration  of  the  voters’  lists,  the  transmitting  of  the  voters’ 
lists,  travelling  expenses,  and  such  like,  which  will  run 
the  expense  up  to  within  a  very  small  fraction  of  the  largest 
sum  which  has  been  mentioned  on  this  side  of  the  House  as 
the  probable  expense  to  the  country  of  the  adoption  of  this 
system.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  take  it  that  the  arguments  of  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Toronto,  in  the  direction  of  a  legisla¬ 
tive  union,  as  opposed  to  the  federal  principle  in  our  consti¬ 
tution,  are  arguments  that  cannot  be  accepted  by  this  House. 
When  he  defended  the  real  property  qualification  clause, 
he  defended  a  proposition  that  was  entirely  abandoned  by  a 
colleague  of  his  own  in  the  Ontario  Legislature.  It  will  be 
recollected  that  in  the  Ontario  Legislature,  when  the  present 
provincial  franchise  was  under  discussion,  the  Conservative 
minority  voted  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage  pure  and 
simple  ;  and  in  the  discussion  that  took  place,  Mr.  Clarke, 
who  is  a  colleague  of  the  hon.  gentleman  as  representing 
West  Toronto  in  the  Local  Legislature,  stated  that  he 
was  not  afraid  to  build  on  the  rock  of  manhood  suffrage. 
That  hon.  members  in  the  Local  House  said  he  was  not 
afraid  of  passing  a  measure  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage ; 
that  at  one  .time  he  believed  a  property  qualification, 
meant  something,  but  now  it  meant  nothing.  Un¬ 
doubtedly  this  franchise  measure  should  have  been 
submitted  to  the  people.  If  that  principle  is  not  maintained 
it  is  quite  possible  that  the  most  radical  changes  may  be 
introduced  and  carried  by  Parliament.  It  is  true  we  have 
two  Chambers  and  the  Crown,  which  possesses  a  veto 
power  over  all  Acts,  but  that  veto  has  not  been  exercised 
for  many  years.  In  the  mother  country  it  has  not  been 
exercised  since  1707,  when  Queen  Anne  vetoed  the  Scotland 
Militia  Bill.  The  principle  for  which  I  am  contending  is 
recognised  in  the  mother  country,  and  all  proposed  consti¬ 
tutional  changes  are  submitted  to  the  electors  before  an 
attempt  is  made  to  pass  them  into  law.  The  whole  ten¬ 
dency  of  constitutional  changes  has  been  in  the  direction  of 
contracting  the  power  of  the  Crown  and  more  fully  recog¬ 
nising  the  rights  of  the  people  to  control  the  actions  of 
Parliament. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Order.  The  hon.  gentleman  must 
keep  to  the  question 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  was  following  in  the  line  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell;  but  I  will  attempt  to  oon- 
fine  myself  more  closely  to  the  questio  n.  I  shall 
deal  for  a  moment  with  the  protest  which  has  been  made 
from  the  other  side  against  what  has  been  termed  the  pro¬ 
tracted  discussion  on  this  question.  Now,  Sir,  the  English 
House  of  Commons  occupied  four  months  in  discussing  a 
similar  Bill.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  the  other  night 
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protested  against  the  expense  to  the  country  of  this  pro¬ 
tracted  Session,  but  he  was  quite  willing  to  incur  the  addi¬ 
tional  expense — not  yearly  but  for  all  time — which  would 
be  involved  in  the  passage  of  this  Bill.  He  protested  in  the 
strongest  language,  and  with  a  vehemence  that  almost  indi¬ 
cated  a  personal  interest  in  the  matter,  against  the  expense 
which  the  country  was  being  put  to  by  this  discussion. 
How,  Sir,  what  is  that  expense?  The  indemnity  of 
members,  or  the  expense  of  the  officers  of  this  House,  or 
the  running  of  any  of  the  Departments  of  the  House,  do 
not  depend  on  the  length  of  the  Session.  It  is  true  the 
gas  bill  and  the  paper  bill  for  the  printing  of  Hansard  may 
be  larger,  but  these  items  will  appear  very  small  against 
the  expense  which  will  be  assumed  by  the  passage  of  this 
Bill.  If  there  is  a  reason  to  appeal  to  the  community  as 
against  the  course  of  the  Opposition,  in  increasing  the  gas 
bill  and  the  printing  bill  of  Hansard,  how  much  stronger 
reason  have  we  for  appealing  to  the  country  against  a  per¬ 
manent  charge  on  the  country  of  $400,000  a  year? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  You  forget  the  expense  to  members  by 
the  loss  of  time. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  quite  recognise  that  every  hon.  mem¬ 
ber,  without  exception,  sacrifices  a  good  deal  by  remaining 
here,  but  I  can  only  hope  that  that  sacrifice  will  be  recog¬ 
nised  in  our  personal  relations  with  our  constituents.  At 
the  same  time  we  come  here  to  discharge  our  duties  fairly 
and  justly,  and  I  recognise  that  the  matter  of  time  is  not  to 
be  an  element  in  the  discharge  of  those  duties. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Time  is  not  the  essence  of  this  contract. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  appeals  to  us 
on  the  question  of  the  time  devoted  to  this  discussion,  I  say 
to  him  that  if  he  will  appeal  to  his  own  leaders,  and  insist 
on  their  submitting  measures  in  good  time— measures 
which  members  on  this  side  will  insist  on  discussing, 
whether  they  are  submitted  on  the  first,  or  the  sixtieth, 
or  the  ninetieth  day  of  the  Session — I  say  if  those  measures 
are  brought  in  in  good  time,  and  the  early  part  of  the 
Session  is  not  wasttd,  as  it  was  this  year  and  last,  we  will 
be  quite  prepared  to  facilitate  the  business  of  the  House,  as 
we  are  always  disposed  to  do.  A  thorough  understanding 
of  that  principle  will  make  it  unnecessary  for  the  hon. 
member  for  Grey  in  future  to  make  the  remark  to  which  I 
have  alluded. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  If  it  takes  one  month  to  discuss  the 
first  clause  of  this  Bill,  how  long  will  it  take  Parliament  to 
discuss  forty  Bills  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  is  too  hard  a  problem ;  give  him 
something  easier. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  shows  the 
seme  lack  of  acquaintance  with  the  other  clauses  of  the 
Bill  that  he  displayed  with  reference  to  the  clauses  we 
have  just  discussed,  I  say  we  are  justified  in  remiaing 
here  a  much  longer  time  than  there  is  any  probability  of 
remaining.  The  hon.  gentleman  disputed  my  proposition 
that  anybody  but  a  judge  or  a  barrister  of  five  years  stand¬ 
ing  could  be  appointed  revising  officer  under  this  clause, 
but  I  think  I  have  proved  that  any  man  is  eligible  under  the 
clause  which  I  quoted. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  You  stated  it,  but  you  did  not  prove 
it. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  think  I  proved  it  to  the  satisfaction 
of  other  member’s  in  the  House,  but  I  despair  of  proving  it 
to  the  hon,  gentleman.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  another  hon. 
gentleman  on  either  sides  who  has  any  doubt  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  We  have  no  doubt  abont  it,  because  we 
believe  that  what  you  say  cannot  be  done. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  trust  the  hon.  gentleman  only 
speaks  for  himself,  and  not  for  those  who  are  in  accord 
Mr.  Cameron  (Middlesex). 


with  him  in  political  matters.  It  has  been  urged  that  we 
should  make  efforts  to  become  a  homogeneous  people,  and  it 
is  claimed  that  this  Bill  will  tend  to  promote  that  desirable 
aim,  and  that  as  different  Provinces  we  are  to  move  forward 
in  the  march  of  progress  as  one  consolidated  whole.  I  like 
to  see  these  fancy  pictures  drawn,  but  we  must  come  down 
to  every  day  practical  affairs  ;  we  must  discuss  the  question 
whether  the  clause  under  discussion  is  preferable  to  that 
proposed  in  the  amendment.  The  remarks  of  many  hon. 
gentlemen  who  usually  ally  themselves  with  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  clearly  indicate  that  our  homogeneous  existence  is 
not  going  to  be  furthered  by  the  passing  of  this  clause. 
When  this  Bill  comes  to  be  put  into  operation,  I  believe  the 
result  will  be  the  very  reverse ;  I  believe  that  such  an 
amount  of  dissatisfaction  will  exist  in  the  different 
Provinces,  as  will  very  materially  affect  our  homo¬ 
geneous  existence  in  the  future.  I  should  like  to  see  the 
country  progress  in  the  direction  hon.  gentlemen  indicate 
when  they  use  that  word.  As  one  of  those  who  welcomed 
the  Confederation  of  the  Provinces  as  an  assurance  that  we 
were  to  grow  up  as  a  nationality  with  British  instincts  and 
with  a  love  for  monarchical  institutions  on  the  American 
continent,  I  should  like  to  see  that  homogeneous  existence 
brought  about;  but  when  I  see  the  disposition  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  to  trample  on  the  rights  of  the  different 
Provinces,  I  am  led  to  despair  of  the  success  of  that  homo¬ 
geneous  existence  which  I  had  fondly  hoped  to  see  attained. 
In  more  than  one  of  the  Provinces,  this  Bill,  when  put  into 
practical  operation,  will  be  assumed  as  another  attempt  to 
deprive  those  Provinces  of  their  rights.  I  ask  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  if  those  disputes  which  have  taken  place 
between  the  Provincial  and  the  Dominion  Government 
were  not  invariably  the  result  of  legislation  at  the  instiga¬ 
tion  of  the  dominant  party  in  the  Dominion  against  the 
interests  of  the  Provinces.  There  was  no  justification  for 
challenging  the  right  of  the  Provinces  to  pass  a  License 
Act.  It  was  a  gratuitous  interference  with  the  rights  of 
the  different  Provinces,  like  many  other  acts  of  the  hon. 
First  Minister ;  and  instead  of  a  feeling  of  confidence  in 
this  Legislature  growing  in  the  different  Provinces,  it  is 
lessening  as  the  result  of  the  policy  that  has  been  pursued 
for  many  yeai’s  past. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  That  is  your  opinion  only. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  How  is  it  that  not  in  Ontario  only, 
but  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  the  question  of  provincial 
i  ights  is  a  burning  question.  Now,  the  hon.  member  for 
Inverness  (Mr.  Cameron)  the  other  day  exhibited  a  peti¬ 
tion  from  the  municipal  council  of  the  constituency  he 
represents,  favoring  the  appointment  of  a  particular  indi¬ 
vidual  as  revising  barrister  under  this  Act.  He  was  kind 
enough  to  inform  us  that  it  was  signed  by  a  great  many  of 
his  political  opponents,  and  that  it  was  in  favor  of  a  gentle¬ 
man  who  was  also  an  active  worker  against  him.  Now,  I 
ask  if  in  these  facts  there  does  not  lie  a  very  serious  reason 
against  adopting  the  principle  proposed  to  be  embodied  in 
this  Bill.  That  hon.  gentleman  without  perceiving  it,  gave 
away  his  case  when  he  said  the  gentleman  in  whose  interest 
he  presented  the  petition  is  politically  opposed  to  him.  What 
is  the  result  ?  Let  us  assume  that  the  gentleman  in  whose 
interest  the  petition  was  signed,  is  appointed.  Will  the  hon. 
gentleman  say  he  has  strength  and  courage  enough  to  favor 
the  appointment  of  a  man  politically  opposed  to  him  unless  he 
feels  that  he  will  derive  some  personal  advantage  from  it  ?  If 
there  is  to  be  any  advantage  resulting  from  the  appointment 
of  a  political  opponent, is  not  that  which  we  contend  as  being  a 
vicious  and  vexatious  principle  of  this  Bill  admitted  by  that 
very  fact  ?  I  hold  that  it  is.  The  petition  which  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  read  indicates  clearly  that  the  purpos®  of  this  Bill 
decidedly  is  to  put  the  electoral  franchise  practically  into 
the  hands  of  the  Government.  That  being  the  case,  I  hold 
that  the  _  provincial  franchises  should  be  adhered  to,  and  if 
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I  must  confine  myself  more  particulary  to  the  clause  under 
discussion  I  will  say  that  so  far  as  the  Province  of  Ontario 
is  concerned  her  franchise  should  be  adhered  to.  The 
majority  of  the  people  of  Ontario  have  determined  that  it  is 
the  one  they  prefer.  It  was  submitted  to  them  at  the  elec¬ 
tions  of  1883,  and  the  Government  will  be  doing  a  grievous 
wrong  to  the  people  of  Ontario,  if  they  do  not  embody  this 
amendment  in  the  Bill.  I  desire  for  a  moment  to  refer 
to  the  election  law  of  1874,  by  which  the  fran¬ 
chises  of  the  different  Provinces  were  adopted  by  the  Dom¬ 
inion  as  the  Dominion  franchise.  When  that  law  was  under 
discussion,  hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  gave  their  general 
adhesion  to  the  principle  then  being  recognised.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  will  recollect  that,  owing  to  the  want 
of  any  registration  facilities  in  the  Province  of  Prince 
Edward  Island,  the  Government  then  proposed  to  make  a 
change  with  regard  to  that  Province  which  involved  the 
acceptance  of  the  franchise  which  there  existed  for  the- 
election  of  legislative  councillors  instead  of  manhood  suf¬ 
frage.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  were  then  in  Opposition, 
stood  up  manfully  in  favor  of  the  larger  franchise  as 
against  the  more  restricted  one,  although  gentlemen  on 
this  side  urged  that  it  was  but  a  temporary  expedient  that 
would  be  abandoned  when  Prince  Edward  Island  provided 
machinery  by  which  every  vote,  under  manhood  suffrage, 
would  be  registered.  That  being  the  case,  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  are  bound  by  their  record  to  support  the  posi¬ 
tion  taken  by  the  Opposition  in  favor  of  the  provin¬ 
cial  franchise.  I  find  on  reference  to  the  debates  of 
1874,  that  the  Hon.  J.  H.  Cameron,  then  member  for 
Cardwell  supported  the  Bill,  that  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Huron,  who  was  then  a  member  of  this  House  as 
he  is  to-day,  is  reported  to  have  approved  of  the  Bill  gene¬ 
rally.  We  ought  to  adopt  the  franchise  of  the  Province  of 
Ontario  as  the  Dominion  franchise  for  that  Province.  The 
hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Hr.  Bykert)  claimed  that  the 
franchise  now  proposed  was  more  liberal  than  that  adopted 
in  the  Provincial  Legislature.  The  hon.  member  for  Dundas 
(Mr.  Hickey)  made  an  admission  to  the  contrary.  They 
can  be  left  to  settle  that  between  themselves,  but  I  believe 
the  hon.  member  for  Dundas  has  made  the  more  correct 
statement  of  the  two.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr. 
Bykert)  took  exception  to  the  provision  in  the  Ontario  Act 
which  deprives  an  elector  of  more  than  one  vote,  but  I  hold 
that  that  is  the  correct  system.  It  is  known  that  not  more 
than  50  per  cent,  of  the  names  on  the  list  are  usually 
recorded  now,  and  that  is  largely  caused  by  the  repetition 
of  names  on  the  electoral  roll.  If  persons  are  entitled 
to  more  than  one  vote  because  they  have  property  in  differ¬ 
ent  municipalities,  they  should  have  votes  proportioned  to 
the  amount  of  property  they  own.  The  Ontario  Act  in 
that  respect  has  made  the  franchise  more  symmetrical  than 
this  Bill  proposes  to  do.  In  England  it  has  been  estimated 
that  the  repeating  franchise  was  equal  to  10J  per  cent,  of 
the  entire  electorate,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  less  in  Ontario, 
taking  the  cities  and  the  rural  districts  together.  The  Ontario 
Act  has  given  votes  to  the  wage-earner,  the  land-holder’s 
son,  and  the  man  with  an  income  of  $250  a  year,  who  pre¬ 
viously  had  not  votes  as  such.  I  therefore  say  that  the 
Ontario  Act  makes  the  foundation  of  our  country  broader 
and  deeper,  and  appeals  to  justice  and  right  in  the  same 
manner  and  from  the  same  motive  as  the  Prime  Min¬ 
ister  in  England  appealed  to  the  Parliament  of  that 
country,  in  relation  to  his  recent  Franchise  Bill. 
Beverting  again  to  the  Indian  clause,  I  wish  to  remark  that 
the  operation  of  the  ballot  system  among  the  Indians  will 
be  little  better  than  a  farce.  If  secrecy  is  an  essential  to 
the  principle  of  the  ballot,  what  secrecy  is  secured  in  the 
case  of  the  Indian  vote  ?  If  it  is  impossible  to  operate  the 
ballot  successfully  in  any  country  where  intelligence  does 
not  prevail,  I  ask  you  what  prospect  is  there  of  secrecy 
being  maintained,  and  the  principle  of  the  ballot  success¬ 


fully  recognised,  when  the  Indian  will  not  be  capable 
even  of  marking  his  own  ballot?  Isay  we  are  departing 
from  one  of  the  principles  which  underlies  the  ballot  sys¬ 
tem.  I  repeat  what  has  been  said  in  this  House  more  than 
once,  that  we,  on  this  side,  are  quite  willing  to  give  the 
Indian  the  franchise  if  the  Government  will  impose  upon  him 
the  same  responsibilities  which  are  exacted  of  the  white 
voter.  I  desire  to  read  an  article  from  the  Toronto  News.  Its 
position  has  been  defined  so  recently  that  it  is  not  neces¬ 
sary  for  me  to  indicate  what  its  relations  are  to  either  of 
the  political  parties  in  this  country.  But  that  journal,  with 
others,  has  discussed  the  Franchise  Bill,  and  its  article  on 
Monday  last  I  will  read.  (The  hon.  gentleman  read  the 
article  in  question.)  Such  is  the  opinion  of  one  independ¬ 
ent  journalist  in  this  country,  a  journalist  who  I  think  has 
proved  his  independence  by  the  fact  that  both  parties  in 
this  House— and  perfectly  justly — disowned  any  connection 
with  him,  or  any  responsibility  for  his  views.  Now,*  Sir, 
if  all  these  expressions  of  opinion,  if  all  the  correspondence 
which  members  on  this  side  are  receiving  indicate  the 
unpopularity  and  offensiveness, and  the  general  discredit  with 
which  this  Bill  is  received,  we  ought  to  refrain  from  going 
further  than  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  now 
before  you.  I  say  that  the  Bill  is  objectionable  for  every 
reason  which  has  been  urged  against  it.  It  is  objectionable 
from  every  point  of  fair  play,  and  I  say  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  who  are  so  fond  of  referring  to  British  institutions  as 
the  moving  impulse  in  everything  they  do,  cannot,  in  the 
whole  history  of  British  institutions,  within  the  last  cen¬ 
tury,  find  any  measure  which  has  so  many  scandalous 
provisions  involved  in  it,  as  the  one  now  under  discussion. 
I  say  that  their  reverence  for  British  institutions  must  be 
of  a  much  less  marked  character  than  their  pretentions,  if 
they  will  persist  in  defending  this  Bill  with  so  many  offen¬ 
sive,  one-sided  and  objectionable  features.  The  general 
character  of  this  Bill  is  foreign  to  that  principle  of  fair 
play  which  is  a  characteristic  of  the  Canadian  people,  as 
well  as  of  those  from  whose  loins  we  have  sprung,  and  I 
can  say  of  this  as  could  with  equal  for  ce  be  said  of  another 
Bill  which  was  a  matter  of  comparative  recent  legislation  in 
this  House,  the  Gerrymander  Act : 

“  You  may  alter  and  change  this  Bill  as  you  will, 

The  taint  of  the  Tory  will  hang  ’round  it  still.” 

It  is  far  better  that  hon.  gentleman  should  withdraw  a  Bill 
which  has  met  with  so  determined  opposition  in  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  if  they  are  bound  t,o  have  a  Franchise  Bill  for 
the  Dominion,  let  them  make  one  which  will  have  some 
elements  of  fairness  about  it.  I  appeal  to  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  on  the  ground  of  patriotism,  to  refrain  from 
placing  a  measure  on  the  Statute  Book  which  will  be 
referred  to  with  odium  by  the  generations  which  will  suc¬ 
ceed  us.  Our  position  here,  as  custodians  of  the  popular 
will,  as  those  who  have  been  trusted  by  our  constituents 
with  the  most  sacred  political  rights  which  can  be  entrusted 
to  men,  should  consider  the  position  very  carefully  before 
we  make  such  a  marked  alteration  as  is  proposed  here. 
We  should  hesitate,  if  we  wish  to  secure  that  endorsement 
of  our  conduct  that  was  secured  by  an  American  statesman 
who  died  not  long  ago,  in  these  lines  : 

“  Hia  statecraft  was  the  golden  rule, 

His  right  of  vote  a  sacred  trust, 

Clear  over  threat  and  ridicule, 

All  heard  his  challenge,  ‘  is  it  just  ?  ’  ” 

That  is  our  position  to-day.  We  ask  in  the  name  of 
the  people  of  Ontario  and  of  the  Dominion  whom  we 
represent  here.  Is  this  just  ?  We  do  not  ask  it  as 
between  party  and  party.  We  say  let  party  sink,  let  it  be 
evanescent  as  an  hour,  but  let  our  country  still  exist.  A 
Bill  such  as  this,  that  practically  places  in  the  hands  of  one 
man  the  representation  of  each  constituency  of  this  Domin¬ 
ion,  is  the  most  severe  stab  at  popular  institutions  that  has 
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been  attempted  in  this  country,  or  in  any  country,  within 
the  last  one  hundred  years.  I  say,  Sir,  that  the  only  hope 
of  a  community  under  such  circumstances  is  the  uprising  of 
the  popular  will.  The  only  hope  under  these  circumstances 
is  the  rising  wave  of  indignation  which  is  gathering 
strength,  and  I  pray  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  that  ought  to  be  shown  to  popular  institutions, 
not  to  ignore  that  wave  of  popular  opinion  as  persistently 
as  they  have  hitherto  done.  We  have,  Sir,  in  the 
history  of  our  mother  country  in  the  past,  examples  of  the 
dangers  which  are  produced  by  misgovernment  and  mis- 
legislation  ;  we  have  in  its  history  the  evidences  of  the  evil 
results  which  follow,  because  it  invariably  happens  that  when 
the  populace  has  to  resent  unjust  legislation,  whether  it 
came  as  in  the  past  from  the  Crown,  or  as  at  present  from 
the  Crown  representatives,  they  have  invariably  gone  fur¬ 
ther  than  was  just,  right  or  judicious.  I  say  that  the  danger 
which  threatens  us  from  that  very  circumstance  is  the  reason 
why  I  appeal,  with  all  the  warmth  of  which  I  am  capable, 
against  passing  a  Bill  which  has  not  only  the  objection  that 
public  opinion  does  not  demand  it,  but  the  objection 
that,  wherever  public  opinion  has  been  expressed,  it  has 
been  expressed  most  determinedly  in  opposition  to  it. 
These  are  the  reasons  why  1  prefer  in  the  first  place  that 
this  Bill  should  not,  in  its  entirety,  be  passed ;  these  aro  the 
reasons  why,  in  the  event  of  that  course  not  being  adopted, 
I  favor  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Nor¬ 
folk  (Mi\  Charlton)  to  leave  the  Provincial  franchises  as 
they  are;  these  are  the  reasons  which,  if  that  amendment 
should  not  prevail,  induce  me  to  support  the  proposition 
which  leaves  to  the  Province  of  Ontario  the  franchise  it 
now  possesses.  But  if  the  amendment  should  not  prevail,  I 
hope  that  the  promised  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  will  receive  recognition.  I 
will  be  glad  if  better  counsels  should  prevail  among  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  I  should  be  prepared  to  see  their 
existence  as  the  dominant  political  party  for  a  great  many 
years  under  any  circumstances  rather  than  see  this  Bill 
passed,  even  if  it  should  ring  their  death  knell.  We  should 
be  capable  of  placing  the  country  before  party.  Feeling 
strongly  as  I  do,  I  have  the  hope  that  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  will  stay  their  hands  before  they  insist  on  the  passage  of 
this  measure  in  its  present  objectionable  shape. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Judging  by  the  treatment  which  has 
been  given  to  the  amendments  which  have  been  already 
introduced  in  favor  of  the  exemption  of  some  of  the  Pro¬ 
vinces  from  the  operation  of  this  Act,  I  am  inclined  to 
think  that  very  likely  the  Province  of  Ontario  will  share 
the  same  fate.  However,  I  feel  that  it  is  my  duty,  as  it  is 
my  pleasure,  to  me  this  opportunity  of  expressing  my 
strong  opinion  that  the  provincial  franchise,  which  has 
worked  so  well  and  given  such  general  satisfaction  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario  for  a  number  of  years,  should  be 
allowed  to  remain,  and  that  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  ought  to  prevail.  I 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  watching  the  working  of  that 
franchise  for  a  number  of  years,  and  I  tell  the  Government 
that  if  they  would  consult  the  electors,  the  municipalities, 
and  those  whose  duty  it  is  to  look  after  the  preparation  of 
the  lists,  they  would  agree  with  me  that  it  would  be  in  the 
interest  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  to  be  allowed  to  continue 
to  use  the  lists  that  we  have  been  using  for  the  last  sixteen 
or  eighteen  years.  During  the  last  lew  days  we  have  had 
some  expression  of  the  wishes  of  the  people,  by 
means  of  the  numerous  petitions  which  have  been 
presented  to  this  House,  and  the  Government  who 
are  here  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the 
will  of  those  who  elected  them  ought  to  consider  their 
wishes  as  expressed  in  those  petitions.  If  they  treat  them 
with  indifference  the  electorate  will,  of  course,  have  an 
opportunity  of  saying  to  them  whether  they  should  longer 
Mr.  Cameron  (Middlesex). 


remain  in  the  position  they  now  occupy.  On  a  previous 
occasion  I  asked  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  show  wherein 
any  necessity  existed  for  pressing  upon  the  country  this 
measure  at  the  present  time.  I  called  on  them  to  point 
out  a  single  reason  why,  after  a/our  months’  session,  we 
should  be  compelled  to  stay  here,  day  in  and  day  out,  dis¬ 
cussing  a  measure  of  this  description,  when  no  necessity  has 
been  shown  for  it.  I  received  on  that  occasion  no  reply. 
True,  we  have  been  told —and  we  have  not  pretended  to 
deny  it — that  the  Dominion  has  the  power  to  pass  a  Fran¬ 
chise  Act.  The  Dominion  may  possess  that  right  and  power ; 
it  possesses  many  rights  and  powers  which  it  has  not  hereto¬ 
fore  exercised.  Why  is  it  necessary  that  it  should  exercise 
this  right  when  heretofore  it  has  not  exercised  any  such  right 
or  authority  ?  There  must  be  some  reason  why  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  pressing  this  right  at  present.  Where  is  the 
necessity  for  pressing  it?  We  cannot  find  it  from  the 
arguments  of  those  who  have  spoken  on  the  other  side.  I 
have  not  heard  a  single  hon.  gentleman  opposite,  who 
spoke  in  this  debate,  point  out  clearly  any  wrong,  hardship 
or  injustice  existing  through  the  use  of  the  provincial  fran¬ 
chises.  What  necessity,  therefore,  is  there  to  introduce  this 
measure,  for  which  no  demand  has  been  made  ?  There 
must  be  some  hidden  reason;  thei'e  must  be  something 
behind  all  this.  Will  the  Government  explain  what  that 
something  is  ?  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  may  be  in  the 
secret,  but  we  are  not.  Probably  the  Government  feel  that 
on  account  of  the  course  they  have  taken,  and  of  the  acts 
they  have  done,  it  would  not  be  safe  for  them  to  appeal  to 
the  country  on  the  same  franchise  as  before.  They  appealed 
to  the  country  before  and  their  course  was  endorsed.  Are 
they  afraid  now?  If  their  measures  are,  as  they  say,  all 
good,  if  they  are  administering  our  affairs  for  the  benefit  of 
the  commonwealth,  why  should  they  be  afraid  to  appeal  to 
the  same  jury  as  before  ?  True,  they  did  not  appeal  before 
to  the  same  jury  as  on  the  previous  occasion  ;  true,  they 
arranged  it  a  little,  and  now  it  may  be  that  they 'deem  it 
necessary  to  so  arrange  the  franchise  that  they  may  be  able 
to  come  back  to  this  House,  not  with  the  free  expression  of 
the  people,  but  with  the  dwarfed  expression  of  the  people, 
an  expression  carefully  prepared  by  themselves.  We  hear 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  that  the  Reform  party  has 
never  been  in  favor  of  the  extension  of  the  franchise.  The 
hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Ry kert)  said  it  was 
only  when  driven  by  the  Conservative  party  that  the 
Reform  party  extended  the  franchise.  I  propose  to  show 
how  unfair  is  that  statement.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
always  ready  to  make  an  assertion,  but  he  is  not  always 
competent  to  prove  its  correctness.  I  believe  I  can  prove 
that  the  Reform  party  have  always  been  in  favor  of  all  the 
advancement  and  all  the  reform  this  country  now  happily 
is  enjoying.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Rykert) 
was  very  liberal  with  quotations,  and  he  always  contrived 
to  read  them  so  as  to  make  them  appear  to  the  best  advan¬ 
tage  on  his  side  ;  some  would  say  they  were  more  or  less 
garbled  and  did  not  convey  fully  the  whole  truth.  In 
referring  to  the  income  franchise,  he  contended  that  he 
was  the  first  to  introduce  a  measure  of  that  description 
in  the  Local  Legislature,  and  that  the  Government  of  the 
day  took  his  measure  up.  I  wish  to  examine  into  the 
truthfulness  or  untruthfulness  of  that  assertion.  That 
measure  was  introduced  in  the  Local  Legislature  by  the 
Hon.  Mr.  McKellar,  and  more  than  a  month  after  that  time 
the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  introduced  his  Bill,  which  never 
received  a  second  reading.  The  hon.  member  claimed  that 
he  was  the  first  to  introduce  a  measure  in  relation  to  the 
income  franchise.  That  was  not  correct,  for  early  in  the 
year  1869  Mr.  Boyd  introduced  a  Franchise  Bill,  and  the 
hon.  member  for  Lincoln  was  among  those  who  voted 
against  it.  He  has  stated  that  the  Conservative  party  are 
always  the  advanced  party  in  favor  of  the  extension  of  the 
franchise,  yet,  among  those  who  voted  against  that  Bill  was 
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Mr.  M.  C.  Cameron — I  mean  the  member,  who  was  then 
in  the  Local  Legislature  and  is  now  Judge  Cameron, 
not  my  hon.  friend  from  Huron,  because,  if  he  bad-  been 
there,  he  would  have  voted  on  the  other  side.  I  find  also, 
that  the  present  Postmaster  General  voted  for  the  six 
months’  hoist  of  that  measure,  and  he  had  a  brother  in  the 
Legislature  who,  true  to  the  instincts  of  Toryism,  true  to 
the  desire  of  opposing  the  rights  of  those  who  had  to  earn  a 
living  by  their  daily  work,  also  voted  against  that  Franchise 
Bill.  On  the  other  hand,  all  of  the  Beformers  are  recorded 
on  the  other  side. 

Committee  rose,  and,  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess- 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

Mr.  WILSON.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr. 
Bykert),  in  addressing  this  House  the  other  day,  claimed 
that  the  Beform  party  had  never  advocated  an  extension  of 
the  franchise,  unless  they  were  driven  into  the  last  ditch  by 
the  Conservative  party.  I  will  read  what  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said  on  that  occasion,  as  I  find  it  in  Hansard,  of  the 
11th  May.  (The  hon.  gentleman  road  an  extract  from  Mr. 
Bykert’s  speech).  Well,  I  have  gone  through  the  record  of 
the  Conservative  party,  and  I  cannot  find  a  single  instance 
where  they  were  the  advocates  of  that  principle ;  but,  on 
the  contrary,  that  they  withheld  it,  as  far  as  they  could. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  in  1868  he  introduced  a  Fran¬ 
chise  Bill  into  the  Local  Legislature ;  and,  that  again,  in 
1874,  he  introduced  a  Bill,  giving  the  franchise  to  men  enjoy¬ 
ing  an  income,  which  Bill  was  taken  up  and  passed  by  the 
Government.  Well,  Sir,  I  find  by  the  Journals  of  the  Legis 
lative  Assembly,  1868-69,  that  an  Act  respecting  the  election 
of  members  of  tho  Legislative  Assembly,  by  the  Attorney 
General,  Sandfield  Macdonald,  on  the  9th  of  November,  1868. 
It  went  on,  and  on  the  8th  of  December  the  Bill  was 
brought  up  for  its  third  reading,  and  a  division  took  place. 
You  will  remember  that  he  stated  that  when  Mr.  Coyne, 
the  member  for  Peel,  introduced  a  measure  granting  the 
franchise  to  females,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  had  not 
the  courage  to  remain  in  his  seat  and  record  his  vote,  pro 
or  con.  We  will  see  what  this  courageous  hon.  member  did 
on  the  occasion  of  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill.  (The  hon. 
member  read  from  the  Journals  of  the  Ontario  Assembly). 
We  find  a  vote  took  place,  and  every  member  of  the  Beform 
party  voted  in  favor  of  that  income  franchise,  and  we  find 
that  all  the  Conservative  members  who  voted  at  all  voted 
against  the  income  franchise  on  that  occasion.  True,  I  do 
not  see  the  name  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Lincoln.  He  found 
it  convenient  not  to  record  his  vote,  yet  he  stated  that  my 
hon.  friend,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  hai  not  the  cour¬ 
age  of  his  convictions  in  reference  to  female  franchise ; 
while  the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln,  on  that  occasion,  either 
had  not  the  courage  of  his  convictions  or  else  left,  so  as  not 
to  be  compelled  to  record  his  vote.  The  hon.  gentleman 
stated  the  other  night  that  in  1874  he  introduced  a  meas¬ 
ure  in  the  Provincial  Legislature  in  the  direction  of  granting 
franchise  on  income.  Well,  we  find  in  the  Journals  of  the 
Legislative  Assembly,  1874,  that  on  the  4th  February  Bill 
(No.  17),  an  Act  to  extend  the  Electoral  Franchise,  was 
introduced  by  the  hon.  Mr.  McKellar,  and  on  the  6th  of 
March  we  find  that  Bill  (No.  136),  entitled  An  Act  to  amend 
the  Franchise,  was  introduced.  On  the  third  reading  of  Mr. 
McKellar’s  Bill  Mr.  Bykert  moved  an  amendment  that  the 
Bill  be  recommitted,  with  instructions  to  the  committee 
to  amend  the  first  section  by  adding  a  provision  that  no 
person  assessed  for  income  should  be  entitled  to  vote  at  a 
parliamentary  election  unless  he  had  paid  all  taxes  imposed 
on  him  on  account  of  such  income.  Yet  the  hon.  member 
for  Lincoln  has  posed  here  as  the  champion  of  the  income 


franchise,  and  as  having  been  in  favor  of  relieving  those 
who  were  assessed  for  income  from  being  disqualified  to 
vote  if  their  income  tax  had  not  been  paid.  I  will  read  to 
the  House  what  the  hon.  gentleman  said. 

Mr.  CHAIBMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  confine 
himself  to  the  question. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  bow  to  your  decision,  Mr.  Chairman, 
and  1  will  not  quote  the  full  language  of  the  hon.  member  ; 
but  I  will  simply  state  that  the  hon.  member  was  opposed 
to  an  extension  of  the  franchise.  I  find  that  that  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  and  some  other  members  of  this  House  have  stated 
that  there  is  danger  in  leaving  the  franchise  in  the  hands 
of  the  Local  Legislatures,  lest  they  might  abuse  the  trust. 
In  the  same  number  of  Hansard  this  hon.  gentleman  went 
so  far  as  to  say:  (The  hon.  member  here  quoted  from  the 
official  Debates').  I  would  ask  that  hon.  gentleman  if  he 
can  put  his  finger  upon  a  single  instance  in  which  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario  has  usurped  any  of  the  rights,  privileges  or 
prerogatives  of  this  House.  I  say  that  the  Province  of 
Ontario  has  never  attempted  to  encroach  upon  the  rights 
and  prerogatives  of  this  Parliament,  and  while  I  would  hold 
sacred  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  Local  Legislature,  I 
would  be  equally  willing  to  defend  the  rights  of  this  Parlia¬ 
ment.  The  hon.  member  for  West  York  took  objection  to  that 
provision  of  the  local  Act  which  prevents  a  non-resi¬ 
dent  from  voting.  My  opinion  is,  that  as  we  are  extend¬ 
ing  the  franchise  as  far  as  we  can  in  the  direction  of 
manhood  suffrage,  the  measure  brought  in  by  the  Local 
Legislature  is  a  just  one.  I  do  not  think  that  a  man  who 
has  $.10,000  worth  of  property  in  a  number  of  different 
ridings  should  have  a  greater  amount  of  influence  in  the 
legislation  of  the  country  than  the  man  who  has  $50,000 
worth  of  property  in  one  county.  I  believe  tho  true  princi¬ 
ple  is  one  vote  for  one  man,  under  all  circumstances,  and 
that  the  small  property  which  is  owned  by  a  poor  man  is 
just  as  valuable  to  him  and  just  as  sacred  as  the  large  amount 
of  property  owned  by  the  rich  man,  and  I  say  that  the 
principle  adopted  by  the  Local  Legislature  is  the  true  and 
correct  principle.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  have  said  that  if 
the  Bill  is  so  unpopular  as  we  on  this  side  assert,  why  not 
let  the  Bill  pass,  and  go  to  the  country,  if  our  desire  is  to 
defeat  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Sir,  that  is  a  sordid  motive 
upon  which  to  act.  It  is  not  the  principle  which  ought  to 
influence  the  wishes  and  feelings  of  any  hon.  gentleman  in 
this  House.  We  are  not  here  merely  to  try  and  oust  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  or  to  get  ourselves  in  power.  We  have 
a  higher  duty  to  perform.  We  are  here  to  try  to  purge  our 
legislation  of  evil  and  wrong-doing,  and  it  is  our  bounden 
duty  to  do  so,  whether  it  facilitates  our  coming  into  office 
or  our  remaining  where  we  are.  It  is  our  bounden  duty  to 
oppose  wrong  wherever  we  find  it,  and  we  have  no 
difficulty  in  finding  much  of  it  in  this  House.  If  we 
compare  the  relative  merits  of  the  Ontario  franchise  and 
the  one  which  is  proposed  in  this  Bill,  we  find  that  the 
Ontario  franchise  is  much  more  liberal  and  deals  out  far 
greater  justice  to  the  people  than  this  measure  does.  Take, 
for  instance,  the  franchise  granted  to  wage  earners.  This 
Bill,  by  not  making  a  provision  of  that  kind,  will  deprive 
1 00,000  or  more  people  of  that  class  of  a  voice  in  the  govern 
ment  of  the  country,  and  I  ask,  as  we  have  been  advocating 
an  extension  of  the  franchise,  as  we  have  all  felt  that  pro¬ 
perty,  as  the  basis  of  representation,  should  no  longer  exist 
to  as  great  an  extent  as  heretofore,  as  we  have  recognised 
the  principle  of  the  income  franchise,  is  it  not  unreasonable 
to  favor  a  Bill  which  will  disfranchise  all  those  honest  and 
industrious  laborers.  Can  the  First  Minister  any  longer 
appeal  to  the  country  and  say  that  he  is  the  friend 
of  the  workingman.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  is  a 
friend  of  the  workingman,  why  should  he  hesi¬ 
tate  to  incorporate  such  a  provision  in  his  Bill  ? 
Does  he  feel  that  he  has  no  confidence  in  them,  as  he  has 
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heretofore  felt  he  had  no  confidence  in  others  ?  If  he  has 
confidence  in  them  he  should  show  his  liberality  and  carry 
out  his  intention  by  amending  the  Bill  so  as  to  extend  the 
franchise  to  the  honest  and  industrious  laborer,  who  is  just 
as  much  entitled  to  it  as  a  man  who  occupies  a  house  rented 
at  a  very  small  sum  ?  Many  of  these  laborers,  receiving 
perhaps  only  $200  or  $250  and  their  board,  can  give  a  more 
intelligent  vote  at  the  polls  than  householders  who  pay  $2 
a  month  rent.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  said 
that  the  assessors  are  prone  to  undervalue  property.  My 
experience  has  been  quite  the  contrary.  Any  man  who  is 
appointed  to  that  position  and  who  takes  an  oath  to  faith¬ 
fully  fulfil  the  duties  imposed  on  him  is  not  very  likely  to 
assess  property  far  below  its  real  value.  But  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  have  given  that  as  one  reason  why  we  should 
have  the  revising  barrister,  because,  as  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Lincoln  said,  If  the  property  were  assessed 
too  low,  the  revising  barrister,  as  its  valuation  would 
not  be  used  for  assessment  purposes  or  for  the  col¬ 
lection  of  taxes,  would  place  it  at  a  higher  figure.  That  is 
giving  us  some  of  the  motives  of  this  Bill.  The  revising 
barrister  is  going  to  be  a  very  convenient  person.  In  cities, 
where  the  qualification  is  $300,  one  man,  whose  property  is 
assessed  up  to  $300,  will  have  the  right  to  vote,  but  another 
man,  who  may  perhaps  be  obnoxious  to  the  revising  bar¬ 
rister,  or  be  opposed  to  the  Government  of  the  day,  may 
find  his  property  undervalued,  and  he  will  be  turned  away. 
Whatever  the  faults  of  the  assessors  may  be,  it  is  a  danger¬ 
ous  and  vicious  principle  to  place  a  man  in  a  position  to 
enfranchise  one  and  disfranchise  another,  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  pleasing  the  Government  of  the  day.  I  believe 
that  part  of  the  Bill  should  not  for  a  moment  receive  the 
consideration  of  this  House.  I  can  hardly  understand  some 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  speaking  about  Ontario  having  set 
itself  against  the  Dominion.  I  do  not  know  what  that  had 
to  do  with  the  quostion,  but  I  find  it  recorded  here  in 
Hansard.  Now,  it  comes  with  ill-grace,  I  must  say,  from 
hon.  gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side,  to  speak  in  that  way, 
unless  they  have  a  desire  to  humiliate  the  First 
Minister.  He  has  no  doubt  too  vivid  a  recollec¬ 
tion  of  his  struggles  with  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
and  the  result  of  those  struggles ;  and  I  imagine 
that  it  is  not  very  cheering  consolation  to  him  to  have  any 
of  his  followers  in  this  House  probe  those  old  sores.  I 
think  an  order  ought  to  be  issued  in  caucus  that  no  refer¬ 
ence  ought  to  be  made  to  the  Province  of  Ontario  setting 
itself  against  the  Dominion  Government.  All  that  the 
Province  of  Ontario  has  done  has  been  to  contend  for  its  just 
rights,  and  I  think  that  not  only  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
but  every  Px-ovince  in  the  Dominion,  ought  to  contend,  inch 
by  inch,  for  its  just  rights,  and  not  allow  this  Government 
to  encroach  upon  the  rights  and  prerogatives  of  its  Legisla^ 
ture  ;  because,  if  this  encroachment  continues  in  the  future  as 
it  has  been  in  the  past,  we  shall  find  some  of  these  Provinces 
clamoring  for  separation  from  this  Confederation,  and  that,  I 
think,  we  all  ought  seriously  to  deplore.  Therefore,  I 
hope  that  in  the  future  we  shall  hear  nothing  more  in 
reference  to  the  Province  of  Ontario  taking  any  course 
hostle  to  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  Now,  Sir,  if  this  mea¬ 
sure  bo  all  that  the  Government  declares  it  to  be,  if  it  is  a 
just  measure,  and  one  desired  by  the  people  at  the  present 
time,  if  it  is  intended  to  remove  abuses  which  have  existed 
for  a  number  of  years,  as  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  assert 
abuses  have  existed,  I  will  ask  you  to  point  out  any  of  the 
newspaper  organs  of  hon .  gentlemen  opposite  in  which  you 
can  find  a  true  and  full  account  of  the  various  provisions  of 
this  Bill  and  the  meaning  of  them.  H  it  was  such  a  good 
Bill,  and  one  likely  to  meet  with  the  approval  of  the  people, 
would  the  organs  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  hesitate  for  a 
moment  to  print  the  Bill,  so  that  every  elector  taking  any 
of  these  papers  might  have  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
the  Bill  just  aas  ait  eis,  and  knowing  its  full  effect? 
^  _  Mr.  Wilson.  j 
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But  what  do  we  find  ?  When  they  refer  to  the 
Indian  enfranchisement  do  they  tell  the  whole  truth  ? 
I  hold  that  any  newspaper  which  deliberately,  by  any  means, 
misleads  the  public,  is  equally  guilty  as  if  it  had  told  a 
deliberate  falsehood ;  and  therefore  I  say  that  if  the  measure 
be  what  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  it  is  and  what  their 
press  pretends  it  is,  they  should  have  no  hesitation  in  giv¬ 
ing  it  publication,  so  that  every  one  may  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  ascertaing  what  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  are.  Can 
you  point  out  to  me,  Sir,  any  newspaper  that  supports  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  which  has  printed  in  full  the  clause 
relating  to  the  revising  barristers  ?  Hon. gentlemen  opposite 
say  it  is  similar  to  the  English  Act,  but  they  know  very 
well  that  the  clause  providing  for  revising  barristers  in  this 
Bill  is  a  very  different  thing  from  the  revising  barrister 
provision  in  the  English  Act.  What  object  can  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  have  in  making  such  comparisons,  unless  it  be  for  the 
purpose  of  trying  to  mislead  the  public  ?  What  are  those 
revising  barristers  to  do,  under  this  Bill?  They  are  to  pre¬ 
pare  the  rolls,  and  they  are  clothed  for  this  purpose  with 
almost  unlimited  power.  What  can  be  thought  of  any 
Government  that  will  take  to  themselves,  through  their 
officials,  as  these  revising  barristers  will  be,  the  power  of 
selecting  the  men  who  will  have  the  right  to  vote  and  of 
striking  off  those  who,  they  think,  should  not  have  that 
right,  and  thus  control  the  elections  to  suit  themselves.  I 
say  this  is  an  unheard  of  Act.  The  Premier,  the  other 
day,  said  that  constitutional  government  was  on  its  trial. 
I  think  he  is  going  to  give  it  a  severe  trial ;  if  he  persists 
in  forcing  this  Bill  through  in  its  present  condition  he  will 
strike  a  blow  at  the  constitution,  the  result  of  which  no  one 
can  foresee.  We  know  full  well  the  object  of  this  measure. 
Its  object  is  plainly  evident  on  the  face  of  it,  and  that  is 
that  the  Government  may  be  enabled  so  to  prepare  the  rolls 
as  to  ensure,  as  closely  as  it  can  be  ensured  by  such  me'' ns, 
their  return  to  power.  They  evidently  fear  that  unless  ihey 
do  something  of  this  kind  their  return  to  office  is  extremely 
problematical.  To  pretend  that  a  measure  which  wrests 
the  control  of  the  elections  from  the  people  and  places  it  in 
the  hands  of  irresponsible  revising  barristers  is  a  just  meas¬ 
ure  is  an  absurdity.  No  one  can  fully  appreciate  what  is 
just,  right  and  fair,  who  can  advocate  carrying  such  a  prin¬ 
ciple  into  effect,  and  then  claim  that  in  so  doing  they  are 
acting  as  responsible  advisors  of  the  Crown.  I  could  hardly 
believe  that  such  a  thing  would  be  advocated  by  anybody 
had  I  not  seen  the  Bill.  As  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  the 
First  Minister,  poises  as  the  friend  ot  the  poor  man,  I  would 
like  to  draw  his  attention  to  one  section  of  this  third  clause, 
the  4th  sub-section,  that  in  reference  to  tenancy : 

“  4.  Is  the  tenant  of  real  property  within  any  such  city  or  town  or 
part  of  a  city  or  town,  at  a  monthly  rental  of  at  least  two  dollars,  or  at 
a  quarterly  rental  of  at  least  six  dollars,  or  at  a  half-yearly  rental  of  at 
least  twelve  dollars,  or  at  an  annual  rental  of  at  least  twenty  dollars, 
and  has  been  in  possession  thereof  as  such  tenant  for  at  least  one  year 
next  before  the  first  day  of  November,  in  the  year  of  Our  Lord  one  thou¬ 
sand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-six,  or  in  any  subsequent  year,  and  has 
really  and  bond  fide  paid  one  year’s  rent  for  such  property  at  not  less 
than  the  rate  aforesaid ;  Provided  that  the  year’s  rent  so  required  to  be 
paid  to  entitle  such  tenant  to  vote  shall  be  the  year’s  rent  up  to  the  last 
yearly,  half-yearly,  quarterly  or  monthly  day  of  payment,  as  the  case 
may  be,  which  shall  have  occurred  next  before  the  first  day  of  Novem¬ 
ber  in  each  of  the  said  years  respectively  ;  and  provided  also,  that  a 
change  of  tenancy  during  the  year  next  before  the  said  first  day  of  Nov¬ 
ember  in  any  such  year  shall  not  deprive  the  tenant  of  the  right  to  vote 
in  respect  of  such  real  property  if  such  change  is  without  any  inter  nission 
of  time,  and  the  several  tenancies  are  such  as  would  entitle  the  tenant 
to  vote  had  such  tenant  been  in  possession  under  either  of  them,  as  such 
tenant,  for  the  year  next  before  the  said  first  day  of  November  in  any 
such  year.” 

What  do  we  find  here  ?  A  convenient  clause,  a  clause,  no 
doubt,  it  is  intended  the  revising  barrister  may  make  good 
use  of.  It  would  hardly  have  struck  me  that  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  was  going  to  act  in  the  future  as  an  agent  for  collect¬ 
ing  rents.  It  does  strike  me  that,  through  his  barristers, 
he  is  going  to  take  to  himself  the  right  to  say  that  every 
man  must  pay  his  rent  or  else  must  be  debarred  from  giv- 
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ing  his  vote.  What  will  this  lead  to?  Suppose  I  should 
be  a  landlord,  having  a  number  of  tenants,  some  of  whom  I 
know  would  vote  for  me  and  others  would  not,  would  I  not 
be  in  a  position  to  say  to  a  tenant :  I  want  your  vote  ;  you 
have  not  paid  your  taxes,  but  if  you  vote  all  right  your 
taxes  will  be  paid,  your  rent  will  be  paid;  but  if  you  do  not 
vote  all  right  I  will  have  you  sworn  when  you  come  up  to 
record  your  vote.  Here  you  have  a  provision  to  compel  the 
poor,  unfortunate,  industrious  laboring  man,  who  may  have 
met  with  difficulty  and  is  unable  to  meet  his  rent,  to 
vote  in  the  way  his  landlord  desires  him  to  vote. 
An  industrious,  hard  working  man  may,  from  circumstances 
over  which  he  has  no  control,  such  as  sickness,  be  unable  to 
pay  his  rent  when  it  is  due.  Is  it  right  that,  because  a  man 
is  sick  or  unable  to  get  work  in  consequence  of  the  hard 
times,  he  should  be  told  that,  therefore,  he  must  not  vote  for 
a  member  of  the  Dominion  Parliament,  though  he  might  cast 
his  vote  for  the  member  for  the  Local  Legislature  ?  This 
shows  the  true  intent  of  this  Bill.  However  it  may  be  con¬ 
cealed,  the  real  intention  is  not  to,extendjthe  franchise  as  hon. 
gentlemen  claim,  but  to  deprive  the  poor,  industrious,  honest 
sons  of  toil  of  the  opportunity  of  recording  their  vote. 
Although  I  have  not  a  very  great  deal  of  confidence  in  the 
spontaneous  action  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  a  matier 
of  this  kind,  I  believe  many  of  them  will  agree  with  me 
that  it  is  unfair,  because  a  man  happens  to  be  born  to 
toil  and  has  to  contend  with  difficulties  from  the  day 
of  his  birth  to  his  death,  that  he  should  be  deprived 
of  having  as  much  voice  in  the  administration  of 
affairs  as  the  man  who  has  been  born  in  easy  circum¬ 
stances  and  who  has  floated  through  life  with  any 
amount  of  means  at  his  disposal.  It  would  be  very  easy  for 
us  to  show  many  other  inconsistencies  in  a  Bill  of  this 
description,  but  I  think  that  all  who  have  heard  this  Bill 
discussed  will  agree  with  me  that,  before  it  can  possibly 
become  law,  many  very  serious  and  important  changes 
ought  to  be  made  in  it.  This  Bill,  from  beginning  to  end, 
is  one  of  injustice  to  the  electorate  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  Take  whatever  Province  you  like.  Go  to  British 
Columbia,  and  I  will  ask  you  if  many  of  the  electors  there 
will  not,  by  this  Bill,  bo  deprived  of  a  right  which  they  have 
hitherto  enjoyed  ?  But,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Indians  of 
British  Columbia  will  be  enfranchised,  and  perhaps  the 
Chinamen  also. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  I  hope  the  Indians  will  be  en¬ 
franchised. 

Mr.  WILSON.  We  know  that  in  Prince  Edward  Island 
this  Bill  will  disfranchise  a  very  considerable  number  of  the 
electors,  and  I  cannot,  for  the  life  of  me,  understand  how  the 
hon.  members  from  that  island  can  sit  quietly  in  their 
seats  when  they  know  that  a  large  number  of  the  intelli¬ 
gent,  upright  and  honest  electors  of  that  Province  are 
going  to  be  deprived  of  a  right  which  they  have  hitherto 
exercised.  For  my  part,  as  one  of  the  members  for  Ontario, 
I  believe  that  we  would  be  recreant  to  our  duty  if  we  do 
not  oppose  a  measure  of  this  kind,  that  will  inflict  an 
injustice  upon  many  and  extend  justice  to  none.  For  these 
reasons,  I  shall  vote  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey). 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (King’s,  P.E.I.)  As  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  who  has  just  taken  his  seat  (Mr.  Wilson)  has  spoken  of 
Prince  Edward  Island,  I  would  ask  permission  briefly  to 
reply  to  his  remarks.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  of  the  Opposition  are  carrying  on  this  debate  to  its 
present  unprecedented  length  for  the  purpose  of  arousing  a 
feeling  in  the  country  against  this  measure.  I  am  com¬ 
pelled  to  believe  it  has  not  affected  the  country  to  the 
extent  hon.  gentlemen  would  have  this  House  believe.  If 
there  is  any  Province  of  this  Dominion  that  should  be 
affected  by  the  lengthened  debate  that  has  taken  place  on 
the  question  of  the  franchise  it  is  Prince  Edward  Island. 


An  election  took  place  there  yesterday,  to  fill  a  vacancy  in 
the  Legislative  Council  of  the  Province,  and  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  telegram  I  have  just  received,  announcing  the  result 
of  that  election.  It  reads  as  follows 

“  Charlottetown,  16th  May,  1886. 

“  Bowers  defeated  by  164  majority  in  constituency,  where  thirty 
months  ago,  a  Grit  was  elected  by  200  majority,  and  notwithstanding 
the  probable  loss  of  manhood  suffrage  and  the  rebellion,  both  of  which 
were  charged  against  the  Conservative  candidate.” 

I  think  this  goes  very  far  to  show  that  this  protracted 
debate  has  not  had  the  effect  of  converting  the  people  of 
that  Province  to  the  views  of  the  Opposition.  Notwith¬ 
standing  the  position  of  the  question  as  regards  the  island 
at  this  stage  of  the  Bill,  I  yet  trust  that  before  the  Bill  is 
passed  the  House  will  see  fit  to  grant  concessions  to  that 
Province. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
am  sorry  that  I  happened  to  be  absent  when  the  House 
dealt  with  the  amendment  which  was  moved  the  other  day 
by  tho  hon.  member  for  L’lslet  (Mr.  Casgrain),  and  whose 
object  was  to  substitute  for  the  provision  of  the  Bill  which 
we  are  now  considering  the  local  franchise  of  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  as  far  as  that  Province  is  concerned.  It  is  hardly 
necessary  for  me  to  say  that  if  I  had  been  here  I  should 
have  voted  for  the  amendment,  but  I  hope  I  shall  have  an 
opportunity  to  vote  for  it  before  the  Bill  is  adopted.  It  may 
be  thought  that,  being  a  member  from  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  I  do  not  feel  interested  in  the  amendment  which  is 
now  under  discussion,  and  whose  object  is  to  regulate  tho 
franchise  as  regards  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  consider  that  this  amendment  is  just  as  interesting 
to  Quebec  as  it  is  to  Ontario,  because  it  is  contending  for  a 
principle  which  is  just  as  important  for  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  for  British  Columbia,  for  Prince  Edward  Island,  for 
New  Brunswick  and  for  Manitoba,  as  it  is  for  the  Province 
of  Ontario — that  is,  the  principle  of  local  franchises.  I  have 
already  had  occasion  to  address  the  House  on  the  Bill  which 
is  now  before  us.  Since  then  I  have  followed  the  debates 
with  great  attention  while  I  was  here,  and  when  I  was  away 
I  took  the  trouble  to  read  the  Hansard,  to  see  what 
would  be  said  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  It  does 
not  take  much  time  to  read  what  has  been  said 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  with  regard  to  this 
Bill.  We  have  attended  a  discussion,  the  like  of 
which  has  never  been  heard,  either  in  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  or  in  any  other,  I  think,  on  such  an  important 
question.  There  has  certainly  not  been  any  discussion  on 
that  question  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  The  Government 
and  their  friends  do  not  think,  or  do  not  seem  to  think,  that 
this  measure  is  important  enough  to  be  worth  the  trouble  of 
discussing  it.  Long  discussions  have  taken  place  since  the 
beginning  of  the  Session  on  questions  which  were  almost 
insignificant,  when  compared  to  that  which  is  now  before 
us,  and  in  which  the  gentlemen  opposite  have  taken  part. 
But  how  is  it  that  they  do  not  say  anything  on  this  Bill  ? 
The  reason  is  very  simple  :  They  have  nothing  to  say.  Not 
long  ago  I  was  in  Quebec,  and  I  had  occasion  to  speak  to  a 
great  many  persons  on  the  subject  of  this  Bill.  The  long 
debate  which  is  taking  place  on  this  Bill  begins  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  people,  which  has  heretofore  been  concen¬ 
trated  on  the  affairs  of  the  North-West.  Well,  Mr.  Chairman, 
when  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  are  made  known  to  those 
who  enquire,  there  is  only  one  voice  to  condemn  it ;  there 
is  but  one  voice  to  condemn,  especially,  the  abominable 
system  of  official  revisers.  I  have  not  heard  one  discordant 
voice  on  that  point.  I  spoke  to  Liberals  and  I  spoke  to 
Conservatives,  who  have  been  Conservatives  all  their  life¬ 
time,  and  all  agree  to  condemn  this  Bill.  The  Conservatives 
are  even  more  afraid  of  it  than  the  Liberals.  There  are 
things  in  that  Bill  which  appal  them.  The  Conservatives 
to  whom  I  spoke  of  it  said  to  me :  If  we  once  admit 
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the  principle  that  the  Dominion  Parliament  has  a  right 
to  regulate  the  franchises  for  the  different  Provinces, 
the  Province  of  Quebec  may  prepare  to  submit  to 
whatever  franchise  the  majority  from  the  Province  of 
Ontario  and  other  Provinces  may  seo  fit  to  force  upon  it. 
Now,  it  is  not  necessary  to  be  a  great  prophet  to  predict 
that  before  long  we  will  have  universal  suffrage  in  the 
country.  We  know  that  manhood  suffrage  exists  in  Prince 
Edward  Island ;  it  also  exists  in  British  Columbia ;  it  almost 
exists  in  Manitoba,  and  we  know  that  during  the  last  Ses¬ 
sion  of  the  Ontario  Parliament  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion,  Mr.  Meredith,  proposed  universal  suffrage,  and  that  ail 
the  Tories  in  Ontario  voted  for  that  motion.  On  the  Lib¬ 
eral  side  the  motion  was  rejected,  but  it  was  made  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  expediency,  a  question  of  time,  and  it  was  given  to 
understand  that  it  would  come  to  that.  Therefore,  we  may 
expect  to  see  the  majority  of  the  Provinces  of  the  Dominion 
pronouncing  in  favor  of  universal  suffrage  ;  consequently, 
those  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  from  the  Province  of  Quebec 
who  voto  for  the  principle  that  the  Dominion  Parliament 
should  establish  a  uniform  franchise  for  all  the  Provinces 
are  voting  beforehand  for  universal  suffrage.  For  my  part, 
that  would  not  frighten  me,  but!  believe  it  ought  to  frighten 
those  who  denounced  me  when,  in  the  Quebec  Legislature, 
I  proposed  amendments  which  were  far  from  involving  uni¬ 
versal  suffrage.  I  was  denounced,  not  only  in  the  House, 
but  also  in  the  Conservative  press  of  that  Province.  Well, 
Mr.  Chairman,  the  same  gentlemen  who  have  denounced  me 
at  that  time  are  preparing  to  vote  a  measure  which  will 
throw  open  the  door,  not  only  to  manhood  suffrage,  but  also 
to  womanhood  suffrage.  Now,  what  are  the  reasons  which 
were  given  in  favor  of  this  Bill  since  I  had  occasion  to  address 
this  House  ?  I  must  declare  that  there  was  hardly  any¬ 
thing  said,  but  the  only  reason  which  was  given  was 
that  which  had  already  been  given,  and  that  is, 
that  the  Act  of  British  North  America  gives  to 
the  Dominion  Parliament  the  right  of  regulating  its 
own  franchise.  I  have  already  said  that  on  this  side  of 
the  House  nobody  had  ever  questioned  that  fact.  Besides, 
has  not  this  point  been  settled  ?  In  1874  this  Parliament 
was  called  upon  to  settle  that  question.  A  Bill  was  intro¬ 
duced  by  Mr.  Mackenzie’s  Government,  and  it  was  supported 
by  the  then  Minister  of  Justice,  who  is  now  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench,  Hon.  Mr.  Dorion.  ft  will  not  be 
without  interest  to  remind  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  of  what 
they  said  at  that  time,  or  what  was  said  by  those  who  had 
a  right  to  speak  for  them.  On  this  side  of  the  House  there 
has  been  no  change  of  opinion ;  what  is  upheld  by  the  dis¬ 
cussion  which  is  now  going  on  is  just  what  was  upheld  by 
the  Liberals  in  1874;  but  I  notice  an  extraordinary  change 
among  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  a  change,  not  in  the 
language,  because  they  do  not  speak,  but  a  change  in  the 
vote.  In  1874  the  Bill  of  the  Mackenzie  Government  pro¬ 
posed  to  adopt,  for  the  Dominion  elections,  the  franchise  of 
each  of  the  Provinces.  Well,  was  there  any  opposition  to 
that  provision  of  the  law  ?  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to  read 
the  debates  which  took  place  at  that  time,  and  I  have  them 
in  a  newspaper  whose  orthodoxy  will  not  be  questioned  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  take  them  from  the  Mail's 
report.  I  find  in  it  that  two  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
one  who  is  still  here  and  another  who  is  not,  have  pro¬ 
nounced  on  that  question.  The  hon.  First  Minister  has  never 
varied  in  his  opinions;  we  know  he  is  a  supporter  of  legis¬ 
lative  union,  and  he  has  been  consistent  with  himself.  When 
Confederation  was  established  he  would  have  desired  to  have 
legislative  union  of  the  Provinces,  and  when  this  Bill  was 
introduced,  in  1874,  he  at  once  explained  his  views  on  the 
question;  he  regretted  that  a  uniform  franchise  had  not 
been  adopted  for  the  whole  Dominion.  Here  are  the  words 
which  he  used ; 

“  He  was  strongly  in  favor  of  a  property  qualification,  and  was  of 
opinion  that  people  who  contributed  to  the  public  revenue  should  possess 
the  franchise.” 

Mr.  LANGELIEB. 


It  will  be  noticed  that  the  First  Minister  has  altered  his 
opinion.  Thus,  in  1874,  the  right  of  suffage  was  to  be  given 
only  to  those  who  had  property,  and  to-day  he  admits  that 
those  who  have  no  property  should  have  the  right  of 
suffrage : 

“  The  principle  upon  which  the  franchise  should  be  based  should  be 
a3  wide,  as  liberal,  and  as  generous  as  was  consistent  with  maintenance 
of  the  principle.  He  claimed  that  the  franchise  should  be  in  all  Provinces 
as  equal  as  possible,  so  that  all  classes  in  the  various  Provinces  would 
be  placed  upon  the  same  footing.  He  held  that  a  constitutional  principle 
in  this  respect  should  be  adopted,  which  could  be  tampered  with  as  little 
as  possible.  The  House  by  this  Bill  would  be  forcing  upon  the  Local 
Legislatures  the  onus  of  saying  what  should  be  the  franchise  for  this 
House,  and  by  doing  this  they  were  abnegating  their  own  functions. 
For  these  reasons  he  was  opposed  to  this  portion  of  the  Bill,  and  was  of 
opinion  that  they  should  decide  upon  their  own  franchise.  He  believed 
the  franchise  he  included  in  his  Bill  was  liberal  enough,  and  would  have 
included  all  that  should  have  the  right  to  vote.” 

So  we  find  that  the  hon.  First  Minister  held  the  same  views 
in  1874  that  he  holds  to-day,  namely,  that  it  was  expedient 
to  establish  a  uniform  franchise  for  all  the  Provinces.  But 
did  his  party  agree  with  him  in  1874  ?  It  will  be  remem¬ 
bered  that,  at  that  time,  his  party  was  left  perfectly  free, 
and  there  was  not  even  a  vote  taken.  The  present  First 
Minister,  then  leader  of  the  Opposition,  felt  so  well  that  the 
majority  of  the  House  was  favorable  to  the  principle  under 
which  each  Province  was  to  keep  its  own  right  of  franchise, 
such  as  it  existed,  that  he  did  not  venture  to  challenge  a 
vote.  No  doubt  he  had  good  reasons  not  to  do  so,  for  the 
leading  Conservatives  pronounced  against  him.  I  may 
mention,  among  others,  Mr.  Hillyard  Cameron,  a  distin¬ 
guished  man,  who  hold  a  prominent  position  in  his  party. 
He  was  a  man  wbo  had  a  right  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the 
Conservative  party,  and  when  I  quote  his  opinion  I  am 
quoting  the  opinion  of  the  Tory  party,  for  Mr.  Cameron 
was  a  Tory  of  the  old  stamp ;  he  was  representing  the 
county  of  Cardwell.  Here  is  what  he  said  : 

“  Mr.  J.  H.  Cameron  (Cardwell)  said  he  agreed  with  a  great  deal  that 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  member  for  South  Bruce  with  regard  to  the 
uniformity  of  the  franchise.’  ’ 

The  then  member  for  South  Bruce  is  to-day  the  member  for 
West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake),  and  he  made  a  very  able  speech 
in  favor  of  the  maintenance  of  the  special  franchises  of  the 
Provinces,  and  his  opinion  has  not  changed ;  it  has 
remained  the  same  on  this  point : 

“  W8  believed  and  agreed  that  the  adoption  of  the  course  proposed 
would  assist  greatly  in  securing  the  affections  of  the  electors  of  the 
Provinces  for  the  confederate  election  in  a  much  greater  degree  than 
would  be  the  case  if  they  were  to  deal  with  them  in  a  separate  and 
harsh  manner.” 

Now,  he  opposed  ballot  voting.  But,  as  we  see,  he  was 
quite  in  favor  of  the  Government  Bill,  and  gave  for  it  a 
reason  which  was  never  given  before  to  my  knowledge. 
According  to  him,  it  was  a  means  of  securing  the  affections 
of  the  Provinces  by  giving  them  the  franchise  which  they 
had  among  themselves.  He  said  it  would  be  a  means  to 
secure  their  affections  to  the  state  of  things  which  existed, 
and  to  make  them  interested  in  the  federal  elections.  Now, 
I  find  another  member  who  then  occupied,  and  who  now 
occupies,  a  high  position  in  the  Conservative  party,  and 
who  pronounced  in  the  same  way  ;  it  is  the  Speaker  who  so 
worthily  and  so  fairly  presides  over  the  proceedings  of  this 
House : 

“  Mr.  Kirkpatrick  thought  the  matter  should  receive  the  greatest 
attention  at  tha  hands  of  the  House.  He  was  of  opinion  that,  on  the 
whole,  the  proposal  of  the  Minister  of  Justice,  with  regard  to  the  fran 
chise,  was  the  best  that  could  be  adopted.  He  thought,  if  minors  and 
felons  were  allowed  to  vote,  that  women  should  not  be  prohibited  from 
voting.” 

As  we  see,  the  present  Speaker  of  this  House  pronounced 
in  favor  of  the  principle  whioh  we  are  upholding  to-day, 
and  consequently  against  the  principle  which  is  sought  to 
be  brought  to  prevail  in  the  Bill  which  we  are  now  discuss¬ 
ing.  I  still  find  another  member,  the  member  for  West 
I  Huron  (Mr.  Farrow),  who  pronounced  in  favor  of  the  fran- 
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chises  of  the  Provinces.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  will 
vote  in  the  same  way  or  not  to-day : 

“  Mr.  Farrow  wag  in  favor  of  the  Bill  aa  a  whole,  although  with  some 
of  its  details  he  did  not  exactly  coincide.’  ’ 

Therefore,  he  approved  of  the  Bill  as  a  whole,  and  in  parti¬ 
cular  that  part  of  the  Bill  which  proposed  to  maintain  the 
various  provincial  franchises.  I  find  a  still  stronger  authority 
among  those  who  pronounced  themselves  in  1874,  and  it  is 
that  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  and  Defence.  He 
expressed  himself  in  the  following  terms,  and  he  seems  to 
have  completely  forgotten  it  since  that  time : 

"  Mr.  Caron,  who  spoke  in  French,  agreed  with  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  who  had  expounded  his  views  with  such  clearness.  The  Bill 
involved  questions  of  the  greatest  moment  to  the  future  of  the  people  of 
this  Dominion.” 

It  will  be  remarked  that  the  Minister  of  Justice  was  the  Hon. 
Sir  A.  A.  Dorion,  who  proposed  a  distinct  franchise  for 
each  Province;  that  is,  to  maintain  the  local  franchises : 

“  The  ballot  had  been  adopted  by  the  most  civilised  nations  and  the 
farthest  advanced  in  political  science,  and  had  been  found  .to  work 
well.” 

Mr.  CARON.  The  ballot  ? 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  (Translation.)  Let  the  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  keep  his  temper.  I  am  just  coming  to  the  most  tick¬ 
lish  point  for  him  : 

“  As  to  the  franchise,  he  was  in  favor  of  the  system  they  had  enjoyed 
hitherto.  He  did  not  approve  of  abolishing  the  nomination  day.  He 
thought  it  enabled  the  people  to  discuss  the  political  questions  of  the 
day  with  advantage  to  themselves.” 

As  will  be  seen,  there  is  not  a  word  of  dissent  on  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  The  most  important  point  of  the  Bill 
introduced  by  the  Minister  of  Justice  was,  above  all,  the 
local  franchise.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  did  not  think 
it  proper  to  differ  ;  on  the  contrary,  he  gave  it  his  general 
approval. 

Mr.  CARON.  (Translation.)  I  do  not  think  that  there 
is  a  general  approval.  Where  are  the  words  of  appro¬ 
bation  ? 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  (Translation.)  But  there  are  no 
words  of  disapprobation. 

Mr.  CARON.  (Translation.)  That  is  quite  different. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  (Translation.)  There  are  words  of 
disapprobation  on  all  that  the  Minister  of  Militia  did  not 
approve  ;  he  condemned  two  or  three  principles  in  the  Bill 
and  he  points  them  out.  He  approved  the  rest  and  he 
points  it  out  in  a  general  way.  Thus,  if  I  approved  the 
Bill  in  a  general  manner  it  would  not  be  necessary  for  me 
to  say  that  I  approve  such  or  such  a  clause  of  it  ;  I  would 
merely  state  that  there  are  three  or  four  points  of  which  I 
do  not  approve. 

Mr.  CARON.  (Translation.)  The  hon.  member  does 
not  consider  this  question  from  the  same  point  of  view  as 
the  Minister  of  Militia.  The  hon.  member  thinks  that  all 
that  which  he  disapproves  is  approved  by  those  who  do  not 
hold  the  same  opinion  as  he  does.  I  simply  said  what  I 
thought  on  this  question,  and  I  did  not  at  all  approve  of  the 
measure,  such  as  it  was  introduced  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Dorion. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  (Translation.)  Then  the  words  of 
the  hon.  Minister  are  not  reported  right  ;  because  the 
report  says  that  he  gave  a  general  approbation  to  the  Bill. 
If  that  report  had  been  made  by  the  Globe  it  might,  per¬ 
haps,  be  questioned,  but  it  is  that  of  the  Mail,  and  it  cannot 
he  questioned.  That  report  says  : 

“  Mr.  Caron,  who  spoke  in  French,  agreed  with  the  Minister  of 
Justice,  who  had  expounded  his  views  with  such  clearness.” 

We  find  that  he  approved  of  it  in  a  general  way.  He  took 
exception  to  the  two  or  three  points  on  which  he  did  not 
agree  with  the  Minister  of  Justice;  but,  when  in  a  Bill,  one 
takes  the  trouble  of  condemning  one  clause  or  two  and 
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of  approving  the  remainder  in  a  general  way,  I  do  not 
see  how  it  can  be  said  that  the  object  was  to  condemn  the 
Bill,  which  contained  very  important  things,  because  it  will 
be  admitted  that  the  nomination  was  an  insignificant  thing, 
so  to  speak,  when  compared  to  the  franchise.  Well,  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Militia,  who  took  the  trouble  to  take  exception, 
who  has  even  pronounced  a  condemnation  on  the  question  of 
public  nomination,  said  nothing  at  all  about  the  franchise. 
Therefore,  I  have  a  right  to  say  that  that  part  of  the  Bill 
was  covered  by  the  general  approbation  which  he  gave  at 
the  beginning  of  his  speech.  Now,  on  the  Bill,  such  as  it 
was  introduced  in  the  House  in  1874,  there  was  an  excep¬ 
tion  made  with  regard  to  Prince  Edward  Island,  an  exception 
which  at  that  time  was  rejected  by  the  Senate.  It  was  an 
unfortunate  exception,  and  for  my  part  I  would  not  be 
ready  to  defend  it.  There  was  given  a  reason  which  may 
have  been  good  or  bad,  for  all  I  know ;  but  the  Bill 
merely  introduced  for  Prince  Edward  Island  the  franchise 
which  had  existed  for  the  elections  to  the  Legislative  Coun¬ 
cil.  On  that  point  many  supporters  of  the  Government 
criticised  that  provision,  and  it  was  finally  put  aside. 
Thus  we  see  that  the  universal  sentiment,  in  1874,  save  a 
few  exceptions,  which  were  so  few  that  they  are  only  an 
evidence  that  the  unanimity  of  opinion  which  existed  at 
that  time  was  to  the  effect  that  it  was  better  to  leave  to 
each  Province  the  local  franchise  which  had  existed  until 
then ;  that  is  to  say,  to  have  the  same  voters  for  both  local 
and  federal  elections.  It  was  also  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White).  He  expressed  that 
opinion  in  a  newspaper,  which  was  quoted  the  other  day  in 
this  House.  But  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  change  their 
opinions  with  wonderful  facility ;  they  have  certain  opinions 
during  a  certain  time,  but  they  change  the  moment  they 
have  no  more  need  of  them.  When  I  was  denounced  in 
187 1, 1  was  less  advanced  than  they  were,  only  my  ideas 
have  not  changed,  but  theirs  are  quite  different  from  what 
they  were  then.  I  am  now  wondering  if  this  is  not  a  rear 
son  for  me  to  pay  a  great  deal  less  attention  to  their  denun¬ 
ciations  than  I  did  at  that  time,  for  in  the  future  I  might 
say  that  the  opinions  of  these  gentlemen  will  change  the 
moment  they  have  no  more  need  of  them.  On  our  side  of 
the  House  we  uphold  whatever  opinions  we  believe  to 
be  just,  fair  and  equitable,  but  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
uphold  the  opinions  which  they  believe  to  be  useful 
to  them  for  the  time  being.  I  said  a  moment  ago  that  in 
1874  the  unanimous  sentiment,  not  only  of  the  House, 
but  also  of  the  country,  was  in  favor  of  having  for 
Dominion  elections  the  same  franchise  as  for  the  pro¬ 
vincial  elections.  What  has  happened  since  that  time, 
that  this  system  should  be  changed  ?  Was  there  any 
of  these  expressions  of  opinion  which  were  imposed 
by  circumstances,  and  to  which  Parliament  ought  not 
to  resist  ?  I  find  nothing  of  the  kind  ;  on  the  contrary,  I 
think  I  may  affirm,  without  fear  of  being  contradicted,  that 
every  jtime  the  hon  First  Minister — and  that  has  hap¬ 
pened  often — has  tried  to  introduce  a  Franchise  Bill,  pro¬ 
posing  a  uniform  franchise  for  all  the  Provinces,  he  has 
been  universally  blamed  by  the  Conservative  press  of  the 
Province  of  Quebec.  I  think  I  may  say  that  not  an  article 
has  been  published  in  a  Conservative  paper,  either  this 
year  or  during  preceding  years,  in  favor  of  a  uniform  fran¬ 
chise,  but  dozens  of  articles  might  be  quoted  from  Conser¬ 
vative  and  Liberal  papers  of  this  year  and  of  the  preceding 
years  which  have  pronounced  against  this  uniform  franchise. 
So  much  for  the  Province  of  Quebec.  But  in  the  other 
Provinces  were  there  any  of  these,  expressions  of  public 
opinion  which  are  irresistible,  and  before  which  a  Parlia¬ 
ment  must  give  way.  I  have  never  heard  of  any.  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  press,  even  the  Conservative  press,  has 
ever  pronounced  in  favor  of  a  uniform  franchise  before  this 
Bill  was  introduced,  and  even  before  the  Government  had 
manifested  their  intention  of  forcing  it  through.  Well,  if 
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there  was  nothing  in  the  public  which  has  compelled  the 
Government  to  introduce  this  Bill,  what  is  the  reason  why 
it  was  introduced  ?  Mr.  Chairman,  things  must  be  stated 
as  they  are.  This  Bill  is  forced  upon  the  majority  of  the 
Government  by  the  Ontario  Tories  ;  the  Tories  from  the 
other  Provinces,  or  the  Conservatives  from  the  other  Pro¬ 
vinces,  if  it  sounds  better,  do  not  want  it.  We  have 
just  heard  one  of  the  most  devoted  —  not  to  use  a 
stronger  expression — servants  of  the  Government  declar¬ 
ing  that  he  had  not  changed  his  mind ;  he  tried 
the  other  day  to  press  the  adoption,  in  favor  of  Prince 
Edward  Island,  of  the  local  franchise  of  that  Pro¬ 
vince  ;  he  has  not  succeeded,  but  he  has  just  declared  that 
he  had  not  lost  all  hopes;  this  thing  seems  to  him  of  such 
great  importance  that  he  hopes  that  the  Government  will 
change  their  decision  and  will  finally  consent  to  leave  to 
Prince  Edward  Island  that  to  which  it  attaches  so  much  of 
importance,  the  local  franchise  which  it  has  enjoyed  until 
now.  The  hon.  member  understands  very  well  the  use 
which  will  be  made  against  him  of  the  present  Bill ;  he  has 
not  forgotten  the  use  which  was  made  against  the  Liberal 
party  of  that  unfortunate  clause  of  the  Bill  of  1874,  which 
was  to  give  a  special  franchise  to  Prince  Edward  Island.  Dr. 
Tupper  tried  to  stir  up  religious  prejudices  with  respect  to 
that  clause ;  he  contended  that  that  clause  was  destined  to 
prevent  the  Catholics  of  Prince  Edward  Island  from  voting.  I 
would  like  to  see  him  in  the  ranks  of  the  Opposition  to-day. 
Would  he  say  that  the  present  Bill  is  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  the  Catholics  of  Prince  Edward  Island  from 
voting  ?  For  the  present  Bill  will  establish  just  the  same 
franchise  which  was  proposed  in  1874,  and  which  was 
rejected.  Therefore,  if  we  except  the  Tories  from  Ontario, 
nobody  wants  this  Bill  to  pass.  To  be  convinced  of  that,  all 
that  is  necessary  is  to  speak  about  it  outside  of  this  House. 
There  is  not  one  Conservative,  if  we  except  those 
from  Ontario,  who  is  in  favor  of  this  Bill ;  every 
body  would  prefer  to  leave  things  as  they  were 
in  1867.  All  this  is  in  view,  not  of  a  uniform  franchise,  but 
in  view  of  having  these  famous  revisers,  who  will  revise 
nothing  but  who  will  do  everything  in  the  first  instance.  It 
is  very  well  understood  that  if  it  was  intended  to  maintain 
the  local  franchises  which  exist  in  each  Province  there 
would  be  no  necessity  of  ascertaining  who  are  tbs  electors 
for  the  Dominion  Parliament.  Now,  what  is  wanted  by  the 
Tories  from  Ontario  is  that  no  electors  should  be  made 
except  those  who  will  send  to  Parliament  only  Tories,  and 
Tories  of  the  old  stamp,  Tories  who  will  be  absolutely 
hostile  to  the  Province  of  Quebec.  Besides,  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  am  not  the  only  one  to  say  so,  and  the  thing  is  perfectly 
known  by  the  friends  of  the  Government  outside  of  this 
House;  the  friends  of  the  Government  who  are  not  all 
obliged  to  go  through  the  same  door  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  they  deeply  regret  the  introduction  of  the  Bill.  All 
those  who  have  a  little  sagacity,  those  who  can  see  a  little 
further  than  their  nose,  as  is  commonly  said,  understand 
perfectly  well  what  is  the  object  of  this  Bill.  It  is  to  cause 
a  Tory  majority  to  be  elected  in  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
such  a  compact  majority  as  to  make  it  possible  to  dispense 
with  the  majority  from  the  Province  of  Quebec.  That  is 
the  object,  and  in  order  to  do  that  the  revising  barrister  is 
needed.  It  is  intended  to  adopt  the  following  system  :  It  is 
intended  to  have  in  every  county  a  man  who  will  say  who 
will  be  the  person  who  must  be  sent  to  the  House ;  it  is 
intended  to  arrive  at  a  system  whose  result  will  be  to  have 
only  one  elector  in  each  county,  and  this  elector  will  pro¬ 
bably  be  a  man  who  will  be  able  to  do  all  the  work,  all  the 
unclean  work  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  CARON.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  (Translation.)  It  is  well  known 
that  there  are  men  who  are  not  to  be  stopped  by  an  oath, 
and  good  care  will  bo  taken  to  appoint  that  class  of  men,  so 
Mr.  Langelier. 
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as  to  have  on  the  voters’  lists  only  puppets,  and  all  the 
Government  will  have  to  do  in  election  time  will  be  to 
pull  the  strings.  That  is  to  say,  that  through  hypocrisy  it 
is  intended  to  come  to  this  :  That  nobody  but  Tory  members 
will  have  a  chance  to  be  sent  to  Parliament.  Such  is  the 
object  in  view.  And  to  come  to  that  it  is  proposed  to  have 
a  uniform  franchise  ;  because,  otherwise  there  would  be  no 
chance  of  appointing  revising  barristers,  such  as  are  intended 
to  be  appointed.  Now,  there  has  been  an  attempt  to  justify  the 
appointment  of  these  revising  barristers,  and,  Mr.  Chairman, 
although  the  clause  we  are  now  discussing  only  relates  to 
the  city  franchises,  the  appointment  of  revising  barris¬ 
ters  is  essentially  connected  with  it ;  because,  in  reality,  it 
is  perfectly  useless  to  say  who  are  those  who  will  be 
qualified.  As  to  those  who  can  read  between  the  lines,  all 
they  have  to  do  is  to  examine  clauses  3  and  4.  What  do 
these  clauses  say?  Those  who  are  posted  on  political 
events  and  who  know  how  the  Conservative  party  deals 
with  patronage  will  understand  that  these  revising  barris¬ 
ters  will  only  give  a  vote  to  those  whom  they  will  know 
beforehand  as  being  ready  to  vote  for  the  Tory  candidates. 
This  is  what  clause  4  says.  Apparently,  the  trouble  is  taken 
to  state  what  will  be  the  qualifications  of  the  electors  ;  but 
in  reality  these  qualifications  will  depend  on  the  judgment 
of  the  revising  barrister ;  they  will  depend  on  the  question 
whether  the  revising  barrister  will  be  willing  or  not  to  find 
these  qualifications.  As  I  said  a  moment  ago,  the 
appointment  of  the  revising  barristers  is  of  the  highest 
importance.  An  attempt  was  made  to  justify  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  the  revising  barristers  for  the  preparation  of  the 
voters’  lists,  by  contending  that  this  institution  exists  in 
England.  Well,  such  a  statement  as  that  is  an  insult  to  the 
good  sense  of  the  public.  There  is  no  analogy  between  the 
two.  They  did  not  quite  dare  to  call  them  revising  barristers, 
but  they  call  them  revising  officers.  In  England  it  is  per¬ 
fectly  well  known  that  the  revising  barrister  does  not 
participate  in  any  way  in  the  preparation  of  the  lists ;  the 
electoral  list  is  not  prepared  by  them.  The  valuation  of 
the  property  and  the  preparation  of  the  lists  are  made  by 
the  overseers  in  the  counties,  and  in  the  towns  by  the  clerk 
of  the  town.  It  is  about  the  same  thing  as  that  which  takes 
place  here.  What  do  the  revising  barristers  do?  They 
simply  revise  the  electoral  lists  which  have  beon  prepared 
by  the  local  or  municipal  authorities.  We  have  no  objection 
to  that.  Moreover,  in  England  it  was  found  so  important 
to  secure  the  independence  of  these  revising  barristers  that 
they  are  not  appointed  by  the  Government;  they  are 
appointed  by  judges,  and  they  are  not  even  always  appointed 
by  the  same  judge.  So  great  was  the  precaution  taken  on 
this  point  that  it  has  been  enacted  that  these  officers  would 
be  appointed  by  the  senior  judge  of  the  Assizes,  and  it  is 
well  known  that  it  is  not  always  the  same  judge  who 
holds  the  Assizes.  And  yet  these  revising  barristers  do 
not  exercise  half  of  the  duties  which  will  be  exercised 
by  our  revising  officers  here ;  because,  as  I  said,  the 
revising  barristers  in  England  are  only  charged  with  the 
duty  of  revising  the  work  done  by  the  local  authorities. 
What  will  be  the  duties  of  the  revising  barrister  here  ? 
As  I  said,  it  will  be  the  manufacturing’  of  electors,  and 
nothing  else.  He  will  be  charged  with  the  duty  of 
making  the  valuation  of  properties.  Here  is  a  lawyer,  who  is 
going  to  take  a  trip  in  the  country,  and  unless  he  is  ready 
to  go  through  his  oath  as  a  gymnast  goes  through  a  paper 
disk  in  a  circus,  he  must  go  from  one  house  to  another, 
valuating  the  properties,  as  the  municipal  assessors  do.  But 
even  if  he  is  a  man  to  whom  his  oath  may  give  a  few 
scruples,  he  will  have  means  of  putting  himself  above 
scruples ;  all  he  will  have  to  do  will  be  to  take  information 
from  unsworn  Tories,  and  by  that  means  he  may  value  at 
$200  a  house  which  is  worth  $400.  It  will  be  said  to  him  : 
Why,  how  could  you,  without  perjuring  yourself,  make  such 
a  valuation  ?  He  will  have  a  ready  answer.  He  will  say  : 
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I  have  enquired  of  so-and-so — an  individual  who  will  not 
be  sworn,  but  who  will  be  a  good  Tory,  a  good  canvasser  of 
the  Conservative  party — who  valued  that  house  at  $200. 
He  will  not  even  take  the  trouble  of  taking  his  information 
from  a  man  who  will  be  sworn.  Mr.  Chairman,  these 
revising  barristers  are  the  absolute  upturning  of  all  our 
electoral  system.  There  is  no  use  in  concealing  the 
object  of  their  appointment.  It  is  to  allow  only  those  who 
are  willing  to  vote  for  the  Government  to  give  their  votes, 
and  perhaps  the  attempt  may  succeed;  but  appearances 
must  be  saved,  and  whenever  the  thing  is  tried,  people  will 
bo  sure  of  the  result  beforehand.  It  is  the  upturning 
of  our  constitutional  system.  What  is  the  system  ol 
our  constitution  ?  It  is  a  very  wise  system,  which  has 
given  good  results.  It  consists  in  this:  The  mem¬ 
bers  must  reflect  the  opinions  and  the  interests  of 
their  constituencies.  How  can  that  be  so?  It  is  so 
when  they  are  elected  in  a  regular  manner.  It  is 
when  those  who  vote  for  them  act  in  a  regular  manner, 
under  a  general  law,  according  to  which  no  fraud  can  be 
committed,  and  who  then  vote  according  to  their  con¬ 
science.  Why  have  we  such  severe  laws  on  electoral  cor¬ 
ruption,  laws  which  prohibit  treating,  undue  influence,  etc.  ? 
What  is  the  object  of  these  laws  ?  It  is  to  maintain  the 
constitutional  principle  which  I  have  just  mentioned.  If  it 
was  allowed  to  buy  all  the  electors  of  a  county,  this  elec¬ 
torate  would  not  send  to  the  House  a  member  who  would 
represent  their  opinions,  but  they  would  send  a  man  repre¬ 
senting  the  opinions  of  whoever  bought  them.  Our  laws 
prohibit  treating,  because  it  is  intended  that  there  should 
be  no  appeal  made  to  the  greediness  of  the  electors.  If 
treating  was  allowed,  the  man  who  would  be  elected  would 
not  represent  the  true  opinion  of  the  free  electors,  but  he 
would  represent  the  electors  whom  he  had  furnished  with 
drink  and  food.  What  is  the  object  of  our  laws  against 
undue  influence  ?  All  the  judges  who  have  dealt  with  this 
question  have  been  unanimous  on  that  point,  because  it  is 
considered  as  very  important  to  respect  the  conscience  of 
the  electors.  Indeed,  if  those  who  are  in  a  position  to 
control  the  votes  of  the  electors  were  allowed  to  make  them 
vote  by  threatening  them,  the  elected  candidates  would  not 
at  all  represent  the  opinions  and  the  interests  of  their 
electoral  division  ;  they  would  represent  whoever  was  in 
a  position  to  influence  them,  and  we  see  what  precaution 
was  taken,  and  wisely  taken,  to  ensure  the  respect  of  this 
great  constitutional  principle,  that  the  member  who  is  sent 
to  the  House  must  be  sent  there  to  represent  the  true 
opinion  and  the  true  interest  of  the  electoral  division 
which  he  is  supposed  to  represent.  With  the  system  which 
is  sought  to  be  established  to-day,  all  this  will  be  put  aside. 
If  this  Bill  comes  into  force,  and  if  it  is  carried  out  as 
intended  by  those  who  have  inspired  it,  the  members  who 
will  be  sent  to  the  House  will,  in  fact,  represent  only  the 
opinion  of  the  revising  barrister,  because  there  will 
only  be  on  the  voters’  lists  those  whom  the  revis¬ 
ing  barristers  shall  have  deemed  proper  to  put  on, 
and  it  will  be  a  very  awkward  revising  barrister, 
who  will  not  find  the  means  to  put  only  Tory  majorities  on 
the  lists  in  a  great  number  of  counties.  1  admit  that  in 
counties  where  there  are  Liberal  majorities  of  400  or  500 
votes,  it  would  be  rather  hard  to  convert  them  into  Tory 
majorities  ;  but  take  a  county  whore  the  majority  is  50,  and 
the  revising  barrister  must  be  very  awkward  if  he  does  not 
succeed  in  converting  that  majority  of  50  into  a  minority  of 
50.  There  are  only  100  votes  to  change,  and  if  there  are  60 
polling  places  in  a  county,  this  will  make  a  change  of  two 
votes  in  each  polling  place.  A  revising  barrister  whose  con¬ 
science  will  be  somewhat  elastic  will  very  easily  find  a 
reason  for  saying  that  the  pi’operty  of  an  individual  has 
been  assessed  too  high  by  the  municipal  assessors,  and  he 
will  deprive  him  of  the  right  to  vote.  It  will  be  still  easier 
as  regards  the  valuation  of  income.  Thus,  when  he  has  to 


deal  with  a  good  Tory  he  will  take  his  gross  income  ;  if  it 
is  a  Liberal,  he  will  gay  that  it  is  the  net  income  which 
must  be  taken,  and  in  that  manner  he  will  manage  to  put 
on  the  electoral  list  only  those  people  whom  he  will  wish  to 
put  there.  Such  is  the  object  in  view.  Now,  before  con¬ 
cluding,  I  deem  it  my  duty  to  say  a  word  about  a  charge 
which  was  brought  against  the  members  of  the  Opposition. 
I  see  by  the  Conservative  papers,  not  only  the  English 
papers  but  also  the  French  papers,  that  they  do  not 
say  a  word  to  defend  the  present  Bill ;  but  they  carry  out 
the  principle,  that  when  people  have  a  bad  cause,  the  best 
plan  is  to  abuse  the  lawyer  of  the  opposite  party.  At  the 
present  time  the  Conservative  papers  seem  to  have  a  cause 
which  is  not  defensible ;  and  how  do  they  proceed  ?  They 
abuse  the  lawyer  of  the  opposite  party.  We  are  charged 
with  obstruction.  But,  Mr.  Chairman,  have  they  a  right  to 
charge  us  with  obstruction  because  we  are  discussing  a 
measure  like  this  ?  The  hon.  First  Minister  has  stated,  on 
a  previous  occasion — and  I  believe  that  his  authority  will 
be  accepted  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  as  it  cannot  be 
pretended  that  he  spoke  without  knowing  wbat  he  was  say¬ 
ing — he  has  already  stated,  when  he  introduced  a  measure 
of  this  kind,  that  it  was  a  measure  which  would  take  a 
whole  Session,  and  I  believe  he  was  right.  Perhaps  it  was 
expected  that  this  measure  would  be  passed  hurriedly,  with¬ 
out  any  discussion,  because  it  was  known  that  it  could  not 
stand  discussion;  but,  is  it  to  be  supposed  that  this  lengthy, 
and  perhaps  very  tedious  and  very  tiresome  discussion  for 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  is  a  pleasure  to  us?  I  believe 
that  if  there  are  people  for  whom  it  is  burdensome  to  stay 
here,  they  are  found  rather  in  the  Opposition  than  on  the 
Government  side.  Why  do  we  undertake  an  exhaustive 
discussion  of  this  Bill?  It  is  because  it  is  a  Bill  of  the 
highest  importance;  we  consider  that  we  would  be 
recreant  to  our  duty,  as  representatives  of  the  people, 
if  we  allowed  this  measure  to  be  passed  without  dis¬ 
cussing  it.  The  discussion  which  has  taken  place 
has  not  been  useless.  Suppose  we  had  discussed  this  Bill 
during  ton  hours,  as  the  Secretary  of  State  wished  to  allow 
us  to  discuss  it,  could  we,  during  a  ten  hours’  discussion, 
have  found  in  that  Bill  what  was  in  it,  and  what  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  were  compelled  to  admit  was  to  be  found  in  it,  the 
right  of  voting  given  to  Poundmaker,  to  Pie-a-pot  and  to  all 
the  other  Indians  ?  These  people  claim  the  right  of  scalp¬ 
ing  their  enemies,  but  it  was  intended  to  give  them  the 
right  of  voting  besides.  Without  the  discussion  which  took 
place,  that  clause  would  have  been  adopted,  and  all  those 
Indians,  who  are  to-day  killing  our  volunteers  in  the  North- 
West,  would  have  been  allowed  to  vote.  It  will  be  admitted 
that  it  was  well  worth  a  fortnight’s  discussion  to  make  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  understand  that  the  Bill  such  as  it  was 
proposed  and  such  as  it  was  sought  to  be  passed,  gave  the 
right  of  voting  to  the  North-West  Indians.  Well,  if  that 
was  struck  out  of  the  Bill,  is  it  due  to  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  ?  Not  at  all ;  these  gentlemen  were  there  to 
swallow  that,  the  same  as  the  rest ;  the  trouble  of  gilding 
the  pill  was  not  even  taken  to  make  them  swallow  it.  Again, 
I  say  that  we  have  made  no  obstruction,  and  when  long 
quotations  were  made  it  was  because  we  were  compelled  to 
sit  for  two  or  three  days  in  succession,  and  during  hours  at 
which  it  is  impossible  to  have  serious  discussion.  It  must 
be  admitted  that  until  the  hour  when  a  serious  discussion 
should  end  we  have  always  discussed  seriously ;  we  have 
not  spoken  against  time;  but  when  it  was  intended  to  keep 
us  until  six  o’clock  in  the  morning,  and  even  during  fifty-seven 
consecutive  hours,  it  could  not  be  expected  that  we  should 
discuss  seriously.  It  would  have  been  taking  this  side  of  the 
House  for  a  pack  of  fools,  to  expect  a  serious  discussion 
under  the  circumstances.  Since  we  are  sitting  until  a  rea¬ 
sonable  hour,  and  the  sittings  are  still  long  enough,  there 
has  not  been  a  single  speech  against  time  ;  the  object  of 
every  speech  delivered  was  to  show  tho  defects  of  the  Bill, 
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The  hon.  member  for  East  Elgin  (Mr.  Wilson)  has  pointed 
out  in  the  Bill  a  defect  which  had  not  yet  been  discovered, 
and  a  very  serious  defect.  It  is  that  the  Bill,  such  as  it  is 
now  framed,  will  have  the  result  of  depriving  of  their 
votes  people  who  have  not  paid  their  rent.  It  is  a  thing 
which  was  never  seen  until  now  in  any  Province  of  the 
Dominion  where  the  franchise  is  based  on  property.  The 
moment  an  individual  has  a  property  which  is  assessed  high 
enough  to  allow  him  to  vote  he  ought  to  exercise  that 
right,  no  matter  whether  he  has  paid  his  rent  or  not.  And 
who  will  generally  suffer  from  this  provision  of  the  law  ?  It 
will  not  be  the  rich  men,  but  it  will  be  the  poor  men.  Well, 
there  was  not  one  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  who  had 
yet  discovered  that;  I  say  it  is  only  through  a  lengthy  and 
exhaustive  discussion  that  we  may  oome  to  discover  all  the 
disastrous  consequences  of  that  Bill.  I  admit  that  the  dis¬ 
cussion  would  not  be  so  long  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
took  part  in  it,  but  as  we  are  alone  to  discuss  we  are 
obliged  to  find  both  the  objections  and  answers  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  We  intend  to  discuss  this 
Bill  just  as  if  it  had  been  introduced  at  a  proper  stage 
of  the  Session  ;  but  it  was  introduced  at  a  time  when  the 
Session  should  have  been  virtually  ended  ;  it  was  delayed 
till  the  last  moment,  in  order  to  avoid  discussion.  If  the 
Bill  had  been  introduced  during  the  early  days  of  the  Ses¬ 
sion,  and  if  we  could  have  discussed  it  during  the  first  month 
or  during  the  first  two  months  of  the  Session,  the  idea  would 
never  have  occurred  to  any  one  to  make  obstruction. 
Well,  has  that  discussion,  which  would  then  have  been  a 
regular  and  legitimate  discussion,  become  irregular  and 
illegitimate  because  the  Government  was  pleased  to  press 
the  adoption  of  that  important  measure  when  the  Session  is 
about  to  end  ?  Surely  such  an  absurd  statement  will  not 
be  made.  We  are  discussing  this  measure  as,  I  believe, 
the  Opposition  ought  to  discuss  all  the  other  measures 
of  the  Government,  if  they  were  introduced  at  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  the  Session.  This  will  be  a  lesson  for  the  future. 
This  is  my  first  Session  in  this  House,  but  I  have  noticed 
one  thing  before  to-day,  and  it  is,  that  all  the  most  impor¬ 
tant  measures,  which  naturally  ought  to  be  Government 
measures,  are  never  introduced  during  the  first  two  months 
of  the  Session.  The  first  reading  takes  place  before  that 
time,  but  none  of  them  are  discussed.  It  is  only  the 
moment  the  members  are  preparing  to  leave  for  home  that 
these  Bills  are  introduced,  in  order  to  stop  the  discussion. 
Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  Liberal  members,  far  from  acting 
contrary  to  their  duty,  by  discussing  this  Bill  as  they  do, 
are  doing  their  duty,  and  they  would  be  remiss  in  their 
most  sacred  duty  if  they  did  not  do  it.  We  are  sacrificing 
all  at  this  moment  to  our  public  duties  by  staying  here,  but 
it  is  a  duty  which  we  will  fulfil  to  the  last.  I  am  not 
speaking  on  behalf  of  the  Opposition,  but  as  a  single  mem¬ 
ber,  who  may  be  allowed  to  have  opinions  which  are  not 
compromising  to  anybody.  I  say  that  when  at  this  stage 
of  the  Session  a  Bill  is  introduced,  the  object  of  which  was 
a  cowardly  attempt  to  decimate  the  Liberal  party,  I  say 
that  if  the  members  of  the  Opposition  allowed  this  Bill  to 
pass  without  discussing  it,  such  a  cowardly  course  on  their 
part  would  make  them  worthy  of  the  contempt  of  the 
country  at  large,  and  I,  for  my  part,  would  despise  them  if 
they  did  not  defend  themselves  against  such  a  Bill.  What 
is  the  intention  of  the  Government  ?  They  intend  to  use 
the  strength  of  their  majority  to  pass  the  Bill.  And  we, 
who  are  in  the  Opposition,  could  we  have  the  foolishness, 
the  stupidity,  to  let  this  Bill  pass  without  using  the  means 
which  are  afforded  to  us  by  the  constitution  to  oppose  it  ? 
I  say  that  it  would  be  absurd  if  it  was  not  cowardly.  Even 
if  we  were  not  ablo  to  discuss  it  seriously — and  1  maintain 
that  we  have  always  discussed  seriously — even  if  we  had 
discussed  for  the  sole  purpose  of  endeavoring  to  defeat  this 
Bill,  whose  object  is  to  decimate  the  Liberal  party  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  we  would  have  been  justified.  I  do 
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not  fear  the  consequences  for  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and 
if  I  only  looked  to  the  interests  of  my  party  I  would  vote 
with  both  hands  in  favor  of  this  Bill,  because  there  is  no 
measure  which  is  more  unpopular  in  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec,  and  the  hon.  members  opposite  who  belong  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  will  have  to  defend  it  on  the  hustings. 
They  will  have  to  defend  the  right  of  suffrage  in  favor  of 
those  who  have  an  income  and  who  have  no  property,  a 
principle  which  they  formerly  condemned.  I  repeat  it,  if 
I  only  looked  to  the  interests  of  my  party  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec  I  would  say  that  I  would  ask  for  no  better 
chance.  But  we  must  look  to  the  general  interests  of  the 
Dominion,  and  as  we  have  in  Ontario  friends  whom  it  is 
proposed  to  annihilate,  I  say  that  it  would  be  cowardice  on 
the  part  of  the  Liberal  members  from  the  other  Provinces, 
did  they  not  do  all  in  their  power  to  come  to  their  aid. 
Therefore,  we  will  discuss  this  Bill ;  we  will  not  perhaps 
prevent  its  being  passed,  but  we  will  discuss  it  long  enough 
to  leave  it  no  excuse  before  the  public.  We  will  put  it  so 
clearly  before  the  public  that  if  it  produces  disastrous  con¬ 
sequences  we  will  not  be  blamed  for  them,  but,  on  the  con¬ 
trary,  the  electors  will  bear  us  testimony  that,  for  our  part, 
we  have  done  our  duty,  and  our  conscience  is  clear  on  that 
point. 

Mr.  TEOW.  I  may  say  that  the  Bill  before  the  House 
has  created  a  great  deal  of  excitement  throughout  the 
Dominion,  judging  by  the  numerously  attended  meetings 
which  have  been  held  in  cities  and  towns  in  the  Dominion, 
the  strong  resolutions  which  have  been  passed,  as  well  as 
the  petitions  which  have  been  sent  to  this  House,  signed 
by  thousands  of  people,  condemning  the  measure  now 
under  discussion.  To  my  mind,  at  least,  the  matter  is 
one  which  has  taken  hold  of  the  community,  and  they 
are  of  the  opinion  that  the  measure  is  one  that  is  out  of 
place,  undesirable,  and  besides  that  there  is  not  sufficient 
time  to  have  a  proper  discussion  of  the  measure.  The 
First  Minister  stated  that  it  would  take  three  months 
at  least,  or  a  whole  Session,  to  analyse  and  ventilate  a 
Bill  of  such  importance.  We  weie  here  for  many  weeks  at 
the  outset  of  the  Session,  and  very  little  public  business 
was  brought  before  us,  the  result  was  that  a  great  deal 
of  valuable  time  has  been  lost,  and  now,  when  we  should 
be  near  the  close  of  an  ordinary  Session,  we  are  called 
upon  to  discuss  a  measure  which  .affects  the  whole 
Dominion.  I  know  that  in  Ontario,  at  least — and  I  presume 
in  the  other  Provinces — there  are  a  great  many  people  who 
now  enjoy  the  franchise  who  will  be  deprived  of  it  if  this 
Bill  becomes  law.  I  do  not  think  that  any  Administration  is 
justified  in  taking  from  any  voter  a  right  which  he  formerly- 
enjoyed,  and  I  know  that  in  my  own  county  there  must  be 
hundreds  who  will  be  deprived  of  the  franchise  by  this  Bill 
who,  under  the  local  franchise,  had  that  privilege.  We 
have  not  heard  of  any  petitions  being  presented  in  favor 
of  this  Bill,  nor  of  any  meetings  asking  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  make  such  a  change.  Any  ordinary  measure 
would  unquestionably  pass  the  House  without  much  oppo¬ 
sition.  It  is  necessary  for  an  Opposition  in  the  House  to 
ventilate  measures,  and,  if  possible,  amend  them,  and  an 
Opposition  discharging  those  duties  is  just  as  essential  as  a 
Government.  The  Government  of  the  day  are  certainly 
under  a  debt  of  gratitude  to  the  members  of  the  Opposition, 
and  more  particularly  to  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  for 
the  way  in  which  their  crude  measures  have  been  analysed 
and  perfected  by  him.  Hon.  gentlemen  can  call  to  mind 
many  measures  in  previous  Sessions  which  were  introduced 
by  the  Government,  and  which  the  courts  pronounced  uncon¬ 
stitutional,  and  there  are  certainly  many  measures  which 
would  have  been  unconstitutional  but  for  the  supervision  of 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  The  present  system  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario  works  admirably.  The  assessors,  as  a 
rule,  are  men  of  standing  in  the  community,  thoroughly 
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conversant  with  the  business  they  undertake  to  perform, 
residents  of  the  municipality,  many  of  them,  for  a  quarter  of 
a  century,  and  they  are  men  who  are  selected  on  account  of 
their  qualifications  for  their  position.  They  do  their  work 
in  such  a  way  as  to  do  full  justice  to  all  parties  concerned,  to 
give  satisfaction  to  the  council  which  employs  them  and  to 
the  whole  community.  The  hon.  member  tor  North  Perth 
who  I  am  sorry  to  say  is  not  in  his  place™  made  the  astound¬ 
ing  statement  that  the  assessors  were  not  reliable  in  his 
county,  but  were  placed  in  their  offices  for  political  purposes. 
That  hon.  gentleman  is  certainly  in  error.  He  stated  that 
the  municipal  councils  wore,  as  a  rule,  political  partisans, 
and  that  these  assessors  were  appointed  on  account  of  their 
political  proclivities.  I  may  mention  one  instance  to  show 
that  that  is  not  the  case  in  the  county  of  Perth.  In  the  town 
ship  of  Downie  I  have  had  five  or  six  different  contests, 
during  the  last  twelve  years,  and  I  have  received  from  140 
to  150  majority  in  that  municipality.  The  council  of  that 
municipality  have  always  had  a  majority  of  Conservatives 
in  their  membership.  They  have  always  had  a  Tory 
assessor  and  a  Tory  clerk,  and  notwithstanding  that  fact  my 
majority  at  the  last  election  was  149,  showing  conclusively 
that  they  are  not  partisans  or  elected  for  their  political  pro¬ 
clivities. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  they  are  honest  men; 

Mr.  TROW.  1  do  not  pretend  to  say  that,  but  I  say  that 
politics  does  not  rule  in  that  municipality ;  because,  as  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  course,  if  the  Reformers  in  that  township  give 
me  a  majority  of  150  they  could  get  positions  in  the 
council  if  they  felt  inclined  to  do  so,  but  I  know 
that  Reformers  are  not  anxious  to  get  the  position  for 
that  purpose.  There  are  several  municipalities  in  Perth 
which  give  me  majorities,  who,  by  their  possession  ol 
the  books  and  paper’s,  would  be  able  to  do  wrong,  if  they 
felt  inclined  to  do  so ;  but  I  believe  that  the  assessors  of  that 
county,  notwithstanding  the  statement  of  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Perth,  do  their  duty  honestly  and  uprightly.  I 
am  astonished  at  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  that 
all  the  officials  are  dishonest  and  are  political  partisans. 
The  hoD.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Rykort)  tried  to  make  it 
appear  that  the  expense  of  the  revising  barristers  would  not 
be  a  very  largo  sum.  I  am  not  prepared  to  make  an  cs.i 
mate,  but  I  have  no  doubt  it  will  amount  to  from  $300,000 
to  $400,000  per  annum.  We  will  place  it  at  $300,000,  and 
it  is  so  much  money  wasted.  The  work  will  not  be  done  in 
such  a  business-like  manner.  The  present  system  works  so 
well  and  is  carried  out  without  expense  to  the  Dominion 
Government,  that  I  am  astonished  the  Government  should 
entertain  the  idea  of  employing  other  officials  when  officials 
are  already  employed  by  the  local  municipalities  with¬ 
out  any  expense  to  the  Dominion  Government.  The 
present  system,  I  repeat,  works  well ;  it  has  been  working 
well  for  eighteen  years,  and  has  given  great  satisfaction 
to  the  community.  There  are  no  complaints,  no  petitions, 
presented  against  it.  With  respect  to  the  revising  barris¬ 
ters,  I  am  not  aware  of  any  barristers  in  any  section  of  the 
country  who  would  be  competent  to  value  indiscriminately 
lands  through  municipalities.  To  do  so  in  one  ridiug,  com¬ 
prising  fourteen  or  fifteen  municipalities,  would  occupy  his 
attention  more  than  twelve  months.  Such  men,  1  think,  as 
a  rule,  are  most  incompetent  to  examine  and  report  upon 
the  value  of  real  estate,  or  even  personal  property. 
The  question  arises  as  to  how  the  expenses  will  be 
paid.  Suppose  the  dispute  arises  at  a  remote  end 
of  a  township.  Generally  speaking,  a  revising  barrister 
will  live  in  the  county  town,  and  the  property  requir¬ 
ing  his  consideration  may  be  situated  50,  80  or  100  miles 
distant.  The  result  of  an  investigation  would  be  that  large 
expenses  would  be  involved,  and  I  should  like  to  know  who 
would  be  responsible  for  them — the  Dominion  Government, 
the  municipality  or  individuals  complained  of  ?  One  great 


evil  of  this  Bill  is  the  want  of  appeal  from  the  revising 
barrister.  The  principal  objection  I  have  to  the  revising 
barrister  is  that  there  is  no  appeal  from  his  decision.  If  ho 
thinks  proper,  he  can  allow  an  appeal ;  but  it  is  not  to  be 
expected  that  a  man  will  allow  an  appeal  against  his  own 
judgment,  and  the  result  will  be  that  there  will  be  no  appeal. 
Under  the  present  system  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  county 
judge,  and  the  county  judges,  as  a  rule,  are  men  of  standing 
in  the  community;  they  are  considered  to  bo  unpurchasable  ; 
the  people  have  every  confidence  in  them,  and  I  do  not  see 
why  revising  barristers  should  be  appointed  to  take  their 
places.  I  have  listened  with  a  great  deal  of  attention  to 
various  speeches  which  have  been  delievered  on  this  Fran¬ 
chise  Bill.  It  is  true,  the  discussion  has,  in  a  great  measure, 
been  confined  to  the  Opposition.  A  few  gentlemen  on  the 
opposite  side  have  taken  little  part  in  it,  but  none  of  them 
apparently  understood  the  purport  of  the  measure,  because 
the  hon.  First  Minister  had  to  state  that  the  interpretation 
they  placed  on  it  was  entirely  wrong.  The  First  Minister 
himself,  on  introducting  the  Bill,  was  rather  limited  to 
time  in  bis  explanations  of  it,  occupying  minutes ; 
consequently  bis  supporters  were  at  a  loss  as  to  what 
the  true  interpretation  of  the  Bill  was.  After  some 
days  of  discussion  the  hon.  Finst  Minister  apparently 
lost  his  temper  ;  he  came  into  the  House  somewhat 
confused,  and  made  great  complaint  against  the  members  of 
the  Opposition.  He  said  they  had  combined  together,  not 
merely  to  occupy  valuable  time,  but  purposely  to  make  a 
dead  set  upon  him — they  wished  to  kill  him  ;  that  he  was 
7  1  years  of  age.  He  made  great  lamentation — pity  the 
sorrows  of  a  poor  old  man.  Now,  I  would  like  to  know  what 
object  the  Opposition  had.  I  know  there  is  not  a  member 
of  the  Opposition  who  does  not  respect  the  hon.  First 
Minister,  and  1  do  not  know  how  they  could  injure  his 
health  in  the  course  they  were  taking,  because  ho  was  in  his 
room  three-fourths  of  each  night  asleep  ;  he  did  not  remain 
in  the  House  more  than  three  or  four  hours  out  of 
fifty-seven  hours  consecutively  ;  one  hon.  gentleman 
says  he  was  only  here  five  hours  out  of  fifty-seven.  He 
should  have  been  here  to  give  explanations,  because  there 
was  no  other  member  of  the  Government,  apparently,  who 
was  able  to  explain  the  measure  as  thoroughly  as  himself. 
The  Hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  has  certainly  stuck  to 
the  ship,  and  I  believe  he  will  stick  to  it  if  it  sinks,  as  I 
have  no  doubt  it  will  before  long.  I  give  him  credit  for 
tenacity  of  purpose  and  a  desire  to  do  his  duty. 

I  [Mr.  MILLS.  He  is  a  Grit. 

Mr.  CHA  RLTON.  He  ought  to  be  a  Clear  Grit. 

Mr.  TROW.  I  object  to  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  because  it 
deprives  hundreds  of  young  men  who  are  conversant  with  the 
history  of  the  country  of  the  franchise,  while  it  gives  the 
franchise  to  the  untutored,  uncultivated  Indian.  I  have 
travelled  a  good  deal  and  seen  a  great  number  of  Indian 
tribes,  but  in  no  treaty  over  submitted  to  this  House  have 
I  seen  the  signature  of  a  single  chief.  It  has  always  been 
their  mark  instead  of  their  signature,  whether  in  Ontario  or 
in  any  other  Province,  or  in  the  North-West  or  Manitoba. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  I  will  show  the  hon.  gentleman 
some  signatures  in  the  handwriting  of  the  chiefs  them¬ 
selves. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Are  they  going  to  have  the  franchise  ? 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  I  hope  they  will ;  I  would  be  very 
glad  for  them  to  have  it. 

Mr.  TROW.  It  is  proposed  to  give  the  right  of  the  fran¬ 
chise,  the  dearest  right  we  possess,  to  men  who  traffic  in 
their  wives’  and  daughters’  virtue.  They  are  described  in 
the  report  of  the  ageDt  of  the  First  Minister  as  lazy,  worth¬ 
less,  untrustworthy. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  There  are  lazy  people  in  all  classes. 
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Mr.  TROW.  These  people  are  not  taxed ;  they  are  fed 
and  clothed  in  a  great  measure  by  the  Government  ;  they  are 
wards  of  the  Government.  The  result  is,  that  every  Indian 
who  gets  a  right  to  the  franchise  will  cast  his  vote  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  Government  of  the  day.  You  could  not  expect 
anything  else.  They  will  vote  just  as  a  son  would  be  natur¬ 
ally  inclined  to  vote  in  the  same  way  as  his  father,  because 
he  is  under  his  care  and  pi’otection.  This  Bill  has,  no  doubt, 
been  in  incubation  for  fifteen  or  twenty  years,  and  it  is  now 
submitted  because  another  election  is  approaching  within  two 
years.  It  is  designed  for  the  purpose  of  striking  at  certain 
members  of  the  Opposition,  among  others  my  hon.  friend 
from  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  and  my  hon.  friend  from  Buth- 
well  (Mr.  Mills).  They  are  members  who  take  an  interest 
in  the  discussion  in  the  House,  who  have  done  their  duty  in 
committees  and  in  debate,  and  in  this  respect  are  useful  to 
the  Government,  even  if  they  are  in  Opposition,  This  Bill 
is  also  intended  to  strengthen  the  Government  supporters, 
for  in  many  ridings  represented  by  Conservatives,  who  were 
elected  by  trifling  majorities,  this  Indian  vote,  it  is  expected, 
will  make  their  position  more  secure  ;  and  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  who  are  in  this  position  are  somewhat  callous, 
and  are  opposed  to  the  Bill  being  withdrawn  simply 
because  they  are  interested.  I  have  every  confidence 
that  the  First  Minister,  when  he  sees,  as  he  cannot 
help  but  seeing,  the  extraordinary  excitement  which  this 
objectionable  measure  has  aroused  throughout  the  country, 
will  see  fit  to  withdraw  it.  Petitions  have  been  presented 
here  from  all  parts  of  the  country,  signed,  many  of  them,  by 
large  numbers  of  Conservatives  in  the  different  ridings.  I, 
myself,  presented  one  from  the  village  of  Milverton,  in  my 
riding,  which  was  signed  by  many  of  tho  most  ultra-Conser- 
vatives  of  tho  place.  This  Bill  cannot  fail  to  result  in  a 
great  injury  to  the  Government,  if  carried,  because  the  people 
are  aroused  to  its  unfairness  and  iniquity.  It  is  much  more 
objectionable  than  the  Gerrymandering  Bill,  and  that  was 
bad  enough  in  all  conscience,  but  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
never  appeal  to  the  country  without  first  taking  the  precau¬ 
tion  to  secure  somo  undue  advantage  to  themselves.  In  1872 
the  Conservative  party  obtained  $360,000  from  Sir  Hugh 
Allan  to  carry  on  the  elections ;  in  1878,  when  the  country 
was  suffering  under  commercial  depression,  they  managed 
to  secure  an  undue  advantage  by  raising  the  cry  of  the 
National  Policy;  in  1882,  beforo  going  to  the  people,  not¬ 
withstanding  they  had  nearly  70  of  a  majority,  passed 
tho  Gerrymander  Act.  By  that  Act  I  was  handicapped 
at  the  start  by  38  of  a  minority,  when,  if  the  county  had 
not  been  interfered  with,  I  would  have  had  200  of  a  majority 
at  the  outset  The  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson) 
was  also  handicapped  by  a  minority  of  100  by  the  same 
means,  and  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton)  had  to  start  100  votes  behind  his  usual  calcu¬ 
lation.  The  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McOallum) 
is  uneasy,  but  we  can  excuse  his  uneasiness,  in  view  of  the 
petition  sent  from  his  riding,  signed  by  35  of  his  supporters, 
which  would  considerably  reduce  his  majority  of  15.  1 

hope  the  Government  will  reconsider  this  measure,  which  is 
so  objectionable  to  the  whole  community,  and  decide  to  with¬ 
draw  it,  and  allow  legislative  business  to  be  proceeded  with 
at  once ;  and,  according  to  the  hon.  member  for  Brant,  it 
will  take  thirty  or  forty  days  to  get  through  with  the 
necessary  and  legitimate  business  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  have  no  intention  to  punish  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  that  side ;  I  only  regret  they  should  have  insisted 
on  endeavoring  to  punish  us.  They  kept  the  House  in 
session  fifty-seven  hours  in  one  continuous  sitting,  and 
voted  down  any  proposition  to  adjourn, 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  That  is  not  true. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  say  it  is  true,  and  I  say  further  that  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind  the  hon.  gentleman’s  word  is  not  to  be 
taken. 

Mr,  Tkow, 


Mr.  BOWELL,  The  only  difference  is  this  :  You  moved 
the  x’esolution  for  the  amendment,  but  refused  to  let  it  be 
put. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  before  I 
undertook  to  speak  I  asked  the  First  Minister  whether  he 
would  consent  to  the  motion  being  put,  and  if  so,  I  was  pre¬ 
pared  to  forego  my  observations.  He  replied :  Certainly  not. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  sought  to  destroy  the  health  of 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  by  keeping  the  committee  in 
sitting  for  that  period,  and  then  endeavored  to  make  it 
appear  that  we  were  seeking  to  injure  the  health  of  the 
leader  of  the  House,  although  that  hon.  gentleman  did  not 
feel  called  upon  to  attend  the  sittings  of  the  committee  at 
all.  You  have  in  your  hands,  Sir,  two  very  important  amend¬ 
ments,  the  one  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk 
and  the  other  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr. 
Casey).  I  purpose  making  a  few  observations  upon  both. 
We  know  this  Bill  has  been  prepared  for  a  political  purpose. 
This  Bill,  it  Is  rumored,  is  to  be  passed  because  the  hon. 
Minister  who  leads  the  House  is  anxious  to  emancipate  him¬ 
self  from  tho  hon.  gentlemen  who  follow  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works.  It  is  said  that  the  orange  colors  and  Quebec 
blue  do  not  blend  well  together,  and  that  it  is  highly  desir¬ 
able  that  tho  Tory  party  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  should 
be  strengthened,  in  order  that  it  may  emancipate  itself  from 
the  influence  of  those  who  follow  the  hon.  Minister  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Works.  Sir,  we  know  that  there  is  a  great  deal  of 
foundation  for  that  observation.  We  know,  for  instance,  the 
zeal,  the  devotion  of  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  to  a  super- 
loyal  Protestant  party,  and  we  know  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
may  tolerate,  but  he  does  that  with  a  great  deal  of  difficulty, 
those  who  entertain  the  opinions  of  my  hon.  friend  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Public  Works.  Now,  Six’,  the  Bill  before  us  has  a 
provision  specially  intended  to  put  the  Orange  party  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  and  to  transfer  the  Bleu  party  to 
this  side  of  the  House,  and  to  exclude  those  who  entertain 
what  are  known  as  Reform  political  opinions  from  tho 
representative  body  altogether.  It  is  felt  that  as  long  as  wo 
occupy  a  position  in  this  House  the  hon.  gentleman  cannot 
secure  for  himself  that  personal  independence  that  he  feels 
it  most  desirable  that  he  should  possess.  He  chafes  under 
the  yoke  that  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  has  so  long  put.  upon  his  neck.  He  wears  it  with 
ill-grace.  He  feels  that  it  is  one  in  which  he  cannot  get  on 
satisfactorily;  and,  by  a  species  of  constitutional  assassina¬ 
tion,  applied  to  members  on  this  sido  of  the  House,  and  by 
a  little  independence  shown  towards  hon.  gentlemen  who 
follow  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  he  hopes  to  change  the  political  complexion  of 
Parliament,  and  then  there  will  be  far  less  embarrassment 
in  catching  Riel,  if  that  condition  of  things  prevailed,  than 
thei’e  are  under  the  existing  circumstances.  Now,  I  wish 
to  call  your  attention  to  somo  provisions  of  this  section  of 
the  Bill.  In  the  Province  of  Ontario  wo  see  that  this  Bill 
pi’oposes  to  increase  the  electoral  franchise  and  to  disfran¬ 
chise  a  larger  number  of  people  who  possess  the  electoral 
franchise  in  that  Province  under  the  provincial  Act.  By  this 
section  the  owner  of  property  in  a  town  or  city  must  be 
assessed  for  at  least  $300  before  he  can  vote;  by  the  law 
now  in  force  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  he  need  be  assessed 
but  for  $200,  and  in  rural  districts  and  incorporated  villages 
for  about  $100.  My  hon.  fi’iead  from  West  Elgin  (Mr. 
Casey)  has  made  a  calculation — and  having  followed  him  in 
his  observations  I  am  inclined  to  think  his  calculation  is 
not  beside  the  mark— that  tho  number  of  persons  who  would 
be  disfranchised  was  about  125,000 ;  and  I  think  there 
would  be  at  least  that  many.  Now,  Sir,  if  this  House  may 
disfranchise  125,000  this  Session,  it  may,  with  equal 
constitutional  propriety;  disfranchise  125,000  more  next 
Session,  and  the  succeeding  Session  it  may  disfranchise 
125,000  more.  And  so  you  may  go  on  with  the  same  con¬ 
stitutional  propriety  and  disfranchise,  each  year,  a  like  num- 
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ber,  until  you  would  leave  the  electoral  privileges  in  the 
hands  of  a  mere  handful  of  the  population,  and,  if  you  can, 
do  away  with  the  electoral  system  altogether.  It  is 
perfectly  competent  for  us  to  pass  an  Act  to  declare  that 
the  electoral  franchise  shall  be  confined  to  a  few  inhabitants 
in  every  town  and  village  in  the  country.  We  might  do 
that  without  violating  any  law,  although  we  would  certainly 
violate  the  principles  of  our  constitution.  We  might  declare 
that  a  number  of  persons  named  in  the  Bill  should  be  the 
only  persons  who  should  have  a  right  to  vote  for  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  members  of  Parliament,  and  we  have  just  as  much 
power,  and  your  Bill  would  be,  in  point  of  law,  just  as  bind¬ 
ing,  if  we  did  that,  as  for  us  to  carry  this  Bill  through  Parlia¬ 
ment.  They  have  discussed  the  constitutionality  of  this,  using 
the  word  constitutional  in  the  sense  of  ultra  vires.  There  are 
two  senses  in  which  we  may  use  the  word  unconstitutional. 
An  Act  of  Pai’liament  may  be  unconstitutional  as  being 
ultra  vires;  but  it  may  be  unconstitutional  as  being  a 
departure  from  the  practice  and  principles  which  are 
recognised  as  constitutional  principles.  It  is  in  this 
sense  that  this  is  an  unconstitutional  proceeding.  In 
every  instance,  the  English  Parliament,  when  asked 
to  deal  with  a  question  of  this  kind,  has  first  sub¬ 
mitted  the  question  to  the  country  at  elections,  and  obtained 
the  sanction  of  the  country  to  proceed  with  the  measure 
before  Parliament  was  asked  to  pass  it.  I  might  mention 
cases  in  which  that  has  boon  done.  Some  hon.  members 
have  said  that  the  measure  recently  carried  through  the 
Imperial  Parliament  was  not  sanctioned  by  the  country 
during  the  elections  of  1880.  That  is  a  mistake.  Every 
one  who  has  read  the  interesting  discussion  that  took 
placo  on  the  extension  of  the  franchise  to  householders  in 
counties,  between  Mr.  Gladstone  and  Mr.  Lowe,  in  1879, 
in  the  Contemporary  or  Fortnightly  Review ,  will  remember 
that  Mr.  Gladstone  committed  himself  strongly  in  favor  of 
legislation  on  this  subject.  But  be  did  not  rest  content 
with  that  discussion.  He  expressed  his  views  in  Pai’liament 
and  upon  the  hustings,  and  during  the  Midlothian  campaign 
he  addressed  the  country  on  the  subject : 

“  He  said  he  ought  to  have  mentioned  the  extension  of  county  repre¬ 
sentation.  It  was  most  unreasonable  that  tbe  veiy  class  of  mm  who,  if 
they  resided  within  the  limits  of  the  parliamentary  boroughs,  were  deemed 
competent,  and  had  shown  themselves  competent,  to  exercise  the  fran¬ 
chise,  if  they  happened  to  live  within  tbe  district  of  a  county,  were  denied 
the  suffrage,  and  were  excluded  from  all  direct  influence  upon  the  policy 
of  the  Government  of  the  country.  This,  if  not  tbe  very  first  question, 
was  one  that  should  occupy  the  early  attention  of  the  Parliament  about 
to  be  elected.” 

Mr.  Gladstone  clearly  expressed  the  opinion  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  the  extension  of  the  franchise  and  confer  the  privilege 
of  voting  upon  householders  in  counties  a3  it  was  at 
that  time  enjoyed  by  householders  in  boroughs.  The 
same  principle,  observed  in  1831,  1857,  1868  and  1874, 
was  again  followed  in  1880,  and  the  proposed  changes 
received  the  sanction  of  the  country  before  they  were 
approved  by  Parliament.  It  is  true  this  Parliament  may 
legislate  on  any  subject  within  its  limits;  at  all  events, 
with  regard  to  the  ordinary  legislation  that  does  not  affect 
our  constitutional  system.  If  Parliament  makes  a  mistake, 
it  may  correct  it  through  popular  representation  after  the 
next  election.  But  if  you  alter  the  basis  of  representation 
and  change  the  electorate  body  you  put  the  remedy  out  of 
the  power  of  the  people,  without  a  revolution.  I  hold  that 
so  long  as  the  majority  of  the  people  support  hon,  gentlemen 
opposite,  the  Government  ought  to  remain  in  their  hands  ; 
but  when  public  opinion  changes,  when  it  accepts  the  views 
held  on  this  side  of  the  House,  it  is  our  business  to  see  that 
the  representation  of  the  country  remains  in  such  a  condition 
that  it  is  highly  probable  the  majority  of  the  people  will 
be  able  to  secure  a  majority  of  the  representatives  in  Par¬ 
liament.  I  cannot  fancy  a  more  unfortunate  condition  of 
things  thaa  the  one  contemplated  by  the  Gerrymander  Act 


and  by  the  Bill  now  before  the  committee,  that  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  the  electorate  shall  be  so  changed  that  a  majority  of 
the  electorate  will  not  be  able  to  secure  a  majority  of  the 
representatives  on  the  floor  of  this  House.  It  is  impossible 
to  suppose  that  the  people,  under  that  state  of  things,  would 
respect  laws  made  under  such  circumstances.  The  moment 
you  produce  such  a  condition  of  things  you  strike  at  the  root 
of  the  constitutional  system  ;  you  prepare  the  way  for  revo¬ 
lution,  and  instead  of  having  an  orderly  condition  of  things 
and  respect  for  the  laws,  you  cannot  have  any  respect  for 
the  laws.  That  is  what  is  proposed  by  this  Bill.  Look  at 
the  provision  in  respect  to  tenancy.  If  a  man  comes  for- 
waid  and  proves  that  he  pays  $20  a  year  rent,  or  produces  a 
receipt  to  that  effect,  he  shall  be  placed  on  the  voters 
list.  The  Ontario  law  provides  that  if  he  is  the  tenant  of 
property  of  the  value  of  $200  he  shall  have  a  vote.  Under 
the  Ontario  law  the  amount  of  property  for  which  a  man  is 
assessed  determines  his  right  to  vote.  The  provision  iu 
this  Bill  is  the  amount  of  rent  he  proposes  to  pay ;  but  he 
may  not  pay  any  rent.  A  landlord  may  place  on  the 
voter’s  list  for  an  ordinary  dwelling  house  twenty  tenants. 
This  Bill  contains  a  proposal  to  have  a  fraudulent  voters’ 
list.  When  you  depart  from  the  present  system  there  is 
no  standing  ground  except,  manhood  suffrage.  I  believe  in 
that  principle,  and  1  will  support  that  proposition,  if  the 
present  amendment  should  fail.  I  am  willing  to  leave  this 
matter  in  the  present  hands,  because  it  is  then  in  the  hands 
of  the  people,  not  because  they  are  represented  in  the  Local 
Legislatures,  but  because  we  can  appeal  to  the  same  people 
who  sent  us  here.  The  Lccal  Legislature  has  noth¬ 
ing  to  do  with  the  preparation  of  the  voters’ 
list,  that  being  entrusted  to  tbe  bands  of  the  people. 
The  people  elect  the  council ;  the  council  appoints  the 
assessor ;  the  assessor  is  sworn  to  fix  the  value  of  property 
fairly,  and  in  the  great  majority  of  instances  does  so.  The 
people  have  an  appeal  from  him  to  the  municipal  council, 
and,  if  they  think  that  they  do  not  act  fairly,  to  the  county 
judge.  The  whole  thing  is  in  the  hands  of  the  people  them¬ 
selves,  and  from  the  ministerial  act  of  the  original  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  list  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  representative  of  a 
judicial  body,  the  judge  of  the  county  court.  Let  us  take  a 
practical  view  of  the  matter.  We  say, m  the  first  place, that  the 
preparation  of  the  voters’  list  is  a  matter  of  fact  proceeding, 
and  you  take  tbe  local  authorities  because  they  live  on  the 
grou  ud  and  they  know  the  people.  The  assessor  has  seen  every¬ 
body,  he  comes  in  contact  with  everybody,  and  if,  by  acci¬ 
dent,  he  leaves  off  a  name,  the  chances  are  ten  to  one  that 
some  member  of  the  council  will  put  it  on,  without  inter¬ 
ference  on  that  part  of  anyone ;  and  if  there  is  afterwards 
any  ground  of  complaint  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  county 
judge.  Supposing  you  were  to  name  a  sheriff,  or  a  warden, 
or  some  other  party,  how  is  he  going  to  prepare  the  voters’ 
lists  in  a  counly  of  50,000  people,  in  which  he  pro¬ 
bably  does  not  know  more  than  2,000  ?  The  chances 
are  that  the  list  will  be  exceedingly  defective.  I  say 
this  law  is  essentially  defective,  no  matter  whether 
you  put  the  appointment  of  the  revising  officers  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  Government  or  not,  and  as  a  first  condition  of 
justice  it  should  be  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Government. 
Apart  Horn  that,  unless  you  have  some  local  authority  iu 
every  municipality  to  prepare  the  list,  in  every  instance 
you  will  have  a  defective  list,  or  else  an  enormous  expense 
in  preparing  that  list.  It  is  my  strong  feeling  and  convic¬ 
tion,  and  I  believe  it  is  the  feeling  and  conviction  of  every 
hon.  member  iu  this  House,  except  it  be  some  man  who 
|  expects  to  have  a  friend  or  a  partisan  appointed  to  the 
position  of  revising  officer,  to  prepare  the  lists  in  his 
I  behalf,  that  there  is  not  a  member  of  this  House  but  would 
j  rather  incur  the  expense  of  an  ordinary  election  than 
j  undertake  to  look  after  these  lists,  with  but  a  single  revis- 
!  ing  officer  for  the  purpose  of  preparing  it.  Under  the  pre- 
1  sent  system  a  dishonest  or  unscrupulous  assessor  will  be  put 
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out,  or  punished,  because  the  council  who  appoint  him  are 
responsible  to  the  people ;  and  if  you  look  at  the  number  of 
appeals  you  will  see  how  small  the  number  is,  compared 
with  the  total  number  of  persons  who  are  emyloyed 
in  the  preparation  of  those  lists  throughout  the 
Dominion.  I  say,  in  the  next  place,  that  the  pre¬ 
paration  of  the  lists  should  be  in  the  hands  of  a  ministe¬ 
rial,  and  not  of  a  judicial  officer.  You  do  not  deal  with  a 
judge  as  with  an  ordinary  ministerial  officer,  for  you  can¬ 
not  make  him  responsible  if  he  goes  wrong ;  you  cannot 
punish  him  if  he  gives  a  wrong  judgment,  as  you  could  a 
ministerial  officer,  who  is  responsible  for  his  conduct. 
The  preparation  of  voters’  lists  should,  I  say,  be  made  by 
men  who  are  responsible  for  what  they  do,  who  can  be 
punished  if  they  do  wroDg,  and  then  an  appeal  should  be 
had  from  this  responsible  ministerial  officer,  who  prepares 
the  lists,  to  a  judicial  officer,  whose  business  it  is  to  revise 
them,  and  see  that  names  are  not  improperly  put  on  or  left 
off.  It  has  been  said  by  the  Minister  of  Customs,  and  other 
hon.  gentlemen  on  that  side,  that  the  Ontario  Act  has  done 
a  great  wrong,  in  depriving  non-residents  of  their  votes. 
The  principle  of  that  Act  is  that  one  man  should  have  one 
vote,  and  that  is  according  to  the  principles  of  our  consti¬ 
tution,  that  representation  should  be  based  on  population. 
The  basis  of  representation  is  ascertained  by  dividing  the 
population  of  Quebec  by  65,  the  number  of  members 
allowed  for  that  Province,  the  number  for  each  beiug  about 
20,000.  Under  such  a  system,  why  should  you  give  20  or 
30  votes  to  one  man,  who  may  have  his  property  divided 
into  so  many  village  lots,  in  different  counties,  while  you 
only  give  one  vote  to  another  man,  who  has  ten  times  as 
much  property  in  one  county.  It  is  contrary  to  the  theory 
of  our  constitution — contrary  to  the  principle  of  represen 
tation  by  population.  When  an  election  was  held,  some 
twelve  months  ago,  in  West  Middlesex,  I  had  an  opportunity 
of  examining  the  voters’  lists,  and  I  found  there  were  128 
voters  who  had  been  residents  there  before,  but  who  were 
then  residing  in  the  State  of  Michigan.  Mow,  it  was  pos¬ 
sible  to  bring  every  one  of  those  wdio  had  been  placed  on 
the  roll  when  the  assessment  was  made  back  to  the  riding 
to  give  their  votes.  There  was  the  possibility  of  buying 
those  votes  ;  they  might  be  bought  while  residing  outside 
of  the  constituency.  These  men  could  vote  and  return,  and 
if  you  should  contest  the  election  you  had  no  means  of 
bringing  them  back  to  give  evidence,  to  ascertain  whether 
there  was  bribery  in  the  election  or  not.  This  non-resident 
voting  is  one  of  the  most  fruitful  sources  of  bribery  and 
corruption  in  elections.  It  is  highly  undesirable  that  at 
every  election  a  large  number  of  people  should  be  brought 
in  from  the  United  States  for  the  purpose  of  voting  for 
members  in  the  Parliament  of  Canada  ;  and  yet  that  has 
been  done  again  and  again.  Now,  the  law  of  Ontario  pro¬ 
poses  to  remove  that,  and  it  does  so,  not  by  disfranchising 
any  man,  but  by  saying  no  man  shall  have  more  than  one 
vote. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  What  do  you  do  for  the  electors  of 
Toronto  ?  You  give  them  two.  That  is  an  exception  to 
your  rule. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  in  this  sense :  that  two  or  three  mem¬ 
bers  are  given  to  one  constituency,  and  an  elector  votes  for 
the  members  who  represent  that  constituency. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  You  give  each  elector  two  votes. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Well,  the  hon.  gentleman  can  make  a 
speech  when  he  is  ready. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  I  am  helping  you. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to 
this  fact,  that  there  is  no  vote  outside  of  a  single  contituency. 
If  there  are  three  members  in  a  constituency,  the  elector 
will  vote  for  the  throe,  but  that  is  a  wholly  different  thing 
Mr.  Mills* 
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from  allowing  him  to  go  from  constituency  to  constituency 
in  order  to  poll  his  vote.  Whether  constituencies  should  be 
separated  or  grouped  is  another  and  different  question. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Why  do  you  not  carry  it  out  in  the 
municipal  elections  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  a  representation  of  property. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  What  is  the  difference  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  know  that 
representation  in  municipal  bodies  is  a  representation  of 
property,  not  of  persons.  Bepresentation  in  this  House  is 
representation  of  persons,  and  not  specially  of  property.  In 
municipal  bodies  the  principle  is  nearly  the  same  as  in  the 
case  of  banking  institutions;  you  deal  with  taxation  of  pro¬ 
perty,  and  you  say  that  if  a  debt  is  to  be  incurred, unless  a  man 
has  a  lease  running  as  long  as  the  debt,  ho  will  not  have  a 
right  to  vote  on  the  question  of  the  debt. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  in  a  city 
having  seven  wards,  if  a  man  is  assessed  for  $200  in  each 
ward,  and  there  are  three  aldermen  for  each,  he  votes  for 
twenty-one  aldermen,  but  if  he  is  assessed  for  $100,000  in 
one  ward  he  only  votes  for  three. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  a  reason  for  changing  the  muni¬ 
cipal  law  in  that  particular. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Woll,  why  did  you  not  change  it  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  not  sitting  in  the  Local  Legislature,- 
The  hon.  gentleman  may  address  this  observation  to  mo 
when  I  am  defending  that  defect  in  the  municipal  law. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  You  just  defended  it  on  the  principle 
that,  in  municipalities,  there  was  direct  taxation  and  the 
votes  wore  given  on  property. 

Mr.  MILLS.  So  they  are,  and  because  it  is  not  carried 
out  with  mathematical  exactness  the  hon.  gentleman 
assumes  that  the  rule  is  different  from  what  I  have  stated  ; 
but  it  is  exactly  what  I  have  stated.  Now,  the  principle  of 
represention  in  England  itself  has  undergone  very  great 
changes.  When  Mr.  Burko  was  discussing  the  question  of 
parliamentary  reform  it  was  pointed  out  to  him  that  the 
county  of  Devonshire  returned  as  many  mombers  as  the 
whole  kingdom  of  Scotland,  and  be  defended  that  condition 
of  things,  because,  he  said,  each  member  was  returned, 
not  for  the  particular  locality  in  Devonshire,  but  for  the 
whole  United  Kingdom  ;  and  if  he  was  returned  for  his  own 
locality  the  danger  was  that  he  would,  in  time,  regard  him¬ 
self  as  simply  the  representative  of  that  locality  instead  of 
the  entire  kingdom.  Mr.  Burke  was  combating — and  a 
great  many  of  the  statesmen  of  his  day  held  the  same  view 
— the  doctrine  of  representation  by  population.  Sir  James 
Mackintosh,  in  his  Essays  on  Government,  points  out  that 
there  ought  to  be  representation,  not  of  population,  but  of 
classes,  and  that  each  class  should  be  so  represented  that  no 
one  class,  whatever  might  be  its  numbers,  could  command 
a  majority  in  Parliament,  and  therefore  its  representatives 
could  not  devote  themselves  exclusively  to  their  own  parti¬ 
cular  interest.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  who  proposed  this 
Bill — in  an  imperfect  way  it  is  true,  and  to  a  very  limited 
extent— spoke  in  defence  of  this  Bill  on  the  lines  indicated 
by  Sir  James  Mackintosh.  It  was  the  views  of  the  world 
fifty  years  ago  and  not  the  views  of  to-day— it  was  the  con¬ 
stitutional  system  of  fifty  years  ago  and  not  the  constitu¬ 
tional  system  we  have  now — that  the  hon.  gentleman  put 
forward  as  his  defence  of  this  Bill.  He  spoke  in  favor  of 
uniformity  in  the  franchise,  and  the  representation  of 
different  classes.  Now,  all  that  is  at  variance  with  the 
declaration  of  our  constitution.  Our  constitution  recog¬ 
nises  the  principle  of  representation  by  population,  not 
representation  by  classes.  If  the  population  is  represented, 
all  classes  are  represented.  It  is  by  giving  to  all  people  who 
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are  not  paupors  the  elective  franchise  and  representation 
on  the  floor  of  Parliament  that  you  give  all  classes  repre¬ 
sentation.  But  when  you  propose  to  divide  the  community 
into  classes,  and  to  give  representation  to  those  different 
classes,  then  you  seek  to  revive  a  condition  of  things  that 
the  force  of  the  industrial  changes  that  society  is  under¬ 
going  has  swept  away.  It  has  gone  in  England.  Everybody 
knows  that  the  old  views  of  parliamentary  government, 
with  regard  to  representation,  have  all  been  swept  away, 
and  that  no  one  at  the  present  day  is  disposed  to  question 
the  propriety  of  the  principle  of  representation  of  the 
people.  The  representation  of  the  aristocratic  class, 
of  the  mercantile  class,  of  the  manufacturing  class, 
and  of  the  agricultural  class,  is  all  gone.  There  is 
no  defender  or  advocate  of  that  view  in  the  British  Par¬ 
liament.  The  prevailing  view  is  the  representation  of  the 
people  as  a  unit— not  a  representation  of  the  people  divided 
into  classes  or  orders ;  and  in  a  democratic  country  like 
this,  it  is  preposterous  to  seek  to  establish  such  a  system  ; 
yet  that  is  what  is  proposed  in  the  section  now  before  us.  I 
have  pointed  out  why  that  section  ought  not  to  be  adopted. 
There  will  be  a  great  eost  in  the  preparation  of  the  voters’ 
lists;  count  the  cost  of  210  revising  officers,  of  210  clerks, 
of  210  constables,  and  all  the  other  officers  who  are  required, 
together  with  the  cost  of  printing  everything  connected 
with  the  voters’  lists,  and  I  think  $500,000  is  a  very 
moderate  estimate  of  that  expenditure.  Are  we  in  a 
position  to  incur  that  expenditure  at  the  present  time  ?  Is 
the  condition  of  the  country,  financial  and  otherwise,  such 
that  we  ought  to  engage  in  experimental  legislation  of  this 
sort,  altogether  apart  from  the  pernicious  features  of  the 
Bill?  I  say  we  ought  not  to  do  so.  We  have  voters’  lists 
now  prepared  for  us  without  any  additional  cost  to  the 
Local  Governments,  and  we  do  not  require  any  other  lists. 
Not  a  word  has  been  said  in  defence  of  the  Bill.  The  plea 
of  uniformity  has  been  abandoned. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  it  has. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  No,  I  do  not. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  less  than  I 
supposed  he  did.  Does  he  not  know  that  in  this  Bill  it  is 
proposed  to  give  the  sailors  and  fishermen  the  right  to  vote 
on  personal  property,  and  it  is  denied  to  the  cabmen  and  the 
owners  of  bank  stock  and  the  men  who  have  money  depos¬ 
ited  in  the  savings  banks. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  You  can  be  a  fisherman  if  you  like  ; 
you  are  fishing  for  information  now. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  not  know  there 
is  no  class  entitled  to  vote  on  personal  property  except 
fishermen.  Why  should  they  be  so  entitled  to  vote,  any 
more  than  cabmen,  or  than  the  men  who  have  money 
deposited  in  the  savings  banks?  There  is  no  uniformity  in 
the  Bill.  It  is  merely  intended  to  promote  the  interests  of 
party  for  the  purposes  of  party,  after  public  confidence  has 
teen  withdrawn  from  that  party. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman 
any  further  information  from  the  North-West? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  12  o’clock, 
midnight. 
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Monday,  18th  May,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Essex).  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
are  called,  I  desire  to  enquire  whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  introduce  this  Session  the  Franchise 
Bill,  of  which  notice  was  given  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne. 

ENQUIRIES  RESPECTING  RETURNS. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  desire  to  bring  before  notice  of  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  the  fact  that  a  return 
asked  for  some  time  ago  has  not  yet  been  brought  down, 
although  I  have  asked  four  times  respecting  it.  It  is  a 
return  respecting  the  accountant  of  the  Ministers’  Depart¬ 
ment,  who  is  now  Deputy  Minister  of  Fisheries.  It  involves 
a  charge  of  a  very  serious  character. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  is  speaking  of 
any  serious  charge  his  remarks  will  call  for  a  reply.  He 
must  therefore  confine  himself  to  enquiries  respecting  the 
return. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  was  not  aware  that  the  return  was 
in  connection  with  a  serious  charge  against  any  individual. 
When  the  hon.  member  called  attention  to  it  last  week,  I 
told  him  that  the  document  had  been  sent  over  to  the 
Secretary  of  State’s  Department.  I  have  forgotten  to  make 
enquiries  since ;  but  I  will  do  so,  and  have  it  brought  down 
immediately. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Minister  of  Customs,  who,  I  presume,  is 
acting  for  the  Minister  of  Finance,  to  the  fact  that  a  return, 
several  times  promised,  as  to  savings  banks,  has  not  been 
brought  down.  It  has  been  ordered  a  couple  of  months, 
and  the  first  half,  which  relates  to  Government  savings 
banks  and  to  the  post  office  savings  banks  also,  I  think 
might  have  been  procured  by  this  time. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  will  make  enquiiy,  and  let  the  hon. 
gentleman  know  to-morrow. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Was  there  any  correspondence 
between  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  and  the 
Government,  subsequent  to  the  18th  March,  1885,  on  the 
subject  of  the  proposal  for  a  change  in  the  arrangements 
between  the  company  and  the  Government  ?  Was  there 
any  report  from  the  chief  engineer  in  connection  with  the 
matter  ?  Was  there  any  report  from  any  Minister  on  the 
matter  ?  Was  there  any  Order  in  Council  on  the  matter  ? 
Was  any  report  from  any  officer  of  the  company  laid  before 
the  Government  ?  Has  the  Government  the  balance  sheets 
prepared  by  Mr.  Miall,  but  not  appended  to  his  letter? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  thought  the  hon.  gentlemen’s  question  was 
respecting  correspondence  “  previous  ”  to  the  18th  March, 
1885,  and  not  “  subsequent  ”  to  that  date.  I  will  give  the 
hon.  gentleman  the  information  to-morrow. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  ques¬ 
tion  was  put  on  the  Paper  on  8th  May.  I  have  already 
postponed  it  once,  and  now  that  I  am  asked  to  postpone  it 
a  second  time,  I  hope  full  information  will  be  given. 
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INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY— RECEIPTS  AND 
EXPENSES. 

Sir  RICHARD  CAETWEIGHT  asked,  What  were  the 
receipts  and  expenses  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  from  the 
1st  day  of  July  to  the  1st  day  of  May,  in  the  years  1884  and 
1885,  respectively  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  When  the  question  was  asked  a  few  days 
ago,  I  informed  the  hon.  gentleman  that  we  had  not 
received  returns  up  to  1st  May  this  year.  The  hon.  gentle* 
man  then  asked  me  to  get  the  return  for  1884. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  Both  were  asked  for. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  could  not  see  that  would  be  of  any  service 
to  the  hon.  gentleman  if  he  wants  to  make  a  comparison. 
Consequently,  I  obtained  the  latest  information  I  could  for 
the  two  years,  namely,  up  to  1st  April.  The  figures  are  as 
follows:  1884,  working  expenses,  $1,858,760;  earnings, 
$1,739,357 ;  1885,  working  expenses,  $1,966,147  ;  earn¬ 
ings,  $1,727,357.  The  working  expenses  have  increased 
this  year  on  account  of  the  very  severe  winter  we  experi¬ 
enced — the  worst  ever  known  in  the  experience  of  the  Inter¬ 
colonial. 

GOVEENMENT  LOANS. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT  asked,  What  additional 
sum  or  sums  (if  any)  have  been  borrowed  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  since  the  1st  day  of  April  to  the  date  of  this  enquiry, 
and  from  whom  and  for  what  length  of  time  have  they 
been  borrowed  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  In  reply  to  this  question,  I  have  to 
inform  the  House  that  it  has  been  deemed  advisable  to 
request  the  Finance  Minister  to  proceed  to  England  to 
arrange  for  the  redemption  of  the  5  per  cent,  loan,  and  to 
provide  for  the  short  time  loans,  and  that  between  the  1st 
of  April  and  the  date  of  his  departure  he]  arranged  for 
advances  to  the  extent  of  about  $2,000,000,  to  meet  the 
expenses  of  the  Militia  Department  in  connection  with  the 
North-West  difficulties  and  the  subsidy  and  loan  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company,  falling  due  under  the 
contract  in  the  Act  of  the  last  Session  of  Parliament.  With 
regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the  question,  as  to  the  parties  with 
whom  the  arrangements  were  made,  I  have  simply  to  repeat 
the  answer  I  gave  to  almost  a  similar  question  a  short  time 
since — that  the  banks  and  others  object  to  their  names  and 
the  terms  upon  which  these  arrangements  are  made  being 
made  public,  and  it  is  not  deemed  advisable  in  the  public 
interest  that  they  should  be  given. 

Sir  EICHAKD  CAETWEIGHT.  I  suppose  that  answers 
my  question  up  to  the  8th  May. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Practically  so,  although  the  answer  I 
have  before  me  says  to  tho  1st  April,  in  accordance  with 
the  question. 

Sir  EICHAKD  CAETWEIGHT.  Since  the  1st  of  April' 

FEENCH  CANADIAN  OFFICIALS  IN  THE  CUSTOMS 
DEPAETMENT. 

Mr.  DE  ST.  GEOEGES  asked,  How  many  officials  are  there 
now  employed  in  the  inside  branch  of  the  Customs  Depart¬ 
ment  at  Ottawa  ?  How  many  of  these  are  French  Cana¬ 
dians  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  There  are  twenty-seven  employes  in 
the  inside  Customs  Department,  two  of  whom  are  French 
Canadians,  precisely  the  same  number  that  were  in  the 
Department  when  I  took  charge  of  it. 

SEKYICES  OF  SUKGEON-GENEKAL  BEKGIN. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN  asked,  Whether  Dr.  Bergin,  Surgeon 
General  to  the  volunteer  forces  in  the  North-West,  is  in  receipt 
Mr.  Blake. 
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of  pay  for  services  connected  therewith,  while  in  Ottawa 
drawing  indemnity  for  parliamentary  duties  ?  If  not, 
has  pay  been  promised  him,  or  is  it  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  give  him  pay  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBEES.  Shame,  shame. 

Mr.  CAEON.  In  answer  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  may 
state  that  Dr.  Bergin,  Surgeon  General  of  the  volunteer 
forces  in  the  North-West,  has  rendered  invaluable  service 
to  the  Department  of  Militia,  in  organising  the  ambulance 
corps  and  the  medical  staff.  He  was  required  to  look  after 
our  volunteers  who  were  fighting  the  battles  of  our  country. 
He  is  on  active  service,  like  any  other  gentleman  who  has 
joined  his  regiment  and  is  now  at  the  front,  and  as  such  he 
receives  pay,  as  the  other  gentlemen  who  are  now  on  active 
service  receive  pay. 

Some  hon.  MEMBEES.  Hear,  hear. 

HALF-BKEED  SCKIP. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  How  many  half-breeds  have  been 
already  enumerated  and  are  declared  entitled  to  receive 
scrip— (1)  for  160  acres,  and  (2)  for  240  acres,  under  the 
Order  in  Council  of  20th  April,  1885  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Order  in  Council  of 
the  20th  April,  1885,  applicable  to  those  who  left  Manitoba, 
provides  for  money-scrip  redeemable  in  land,  and  twenty- 
six  half-breed  heads  of  families  have  proved  themselves 
entitled  to  $160,  and  422  minors,  $240.  There  are  some 
cases  in  which  additional  evidence  is  required  before  they 
are  finally  disposed  of. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  EAILWAY— EA1LS  FOE  THE 
GOVEENMENT  SECTION. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  Government  supplied 
the  rails  for  the  Government  section  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  in  British  Columbia  ?  Whether  the  contractor  for 
the  construction  of  the  railway  has  the  right  to  use  these 
rails  for  the  transport  of  traffic  over  the  unballasted  line, 
without  the  consent  of  the  Government,  and  on  his  own 
terms  as  to  freight  charges  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  Government  did  supply  the  rails  for 
that  portion  of  the  road.  With  respect  to  the  right  of  tho 
contractor  to  use  them,  there  is  nothing  stated  in  the  con¬ 
tract  with  regard  to  it,  although  I  have  since  heard  con¬ 
siderable  complaints  about  it.  I  thought  of  asking  the 
opinion  of  my  hon.  friend  as  to  the  legal  points,  as  the 
Minister  of  Justice  being  away  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity 
of  consulting  him. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  now,  that  if 
there  is  nothing  stated  in  the  contract  the  contractor  has 
no  such  right,  so  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  him  sending 
for  an  opinion. 

AUTOMATIC  BUOY—  LIVERPOOL  HARBOR,  N.  S. 

Mr.  FORBES  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  replace  the  automatic  buoy  which  went  adrift  in  Novem¬ 
ber  laBt  from  the  entrance  of  Liverpool  Harbor,  Queen’s 
County,  N.S.,  this  season,  with  another  automatic  buoy  or 
a  bell  buoy  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  It  is  intended  to  replace  it  by  a  bell 
buoy,  for  which  tenders  are  now  being  asked. 

PURCHASE  OF  MARINE  STORES  IN  HALIFAX. 

Mr.  FORBES  asked,  When  may  I  expect  the  return  asked 
for  on  6th  March  last,  from  the  Department  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  in  relation  to  stores,  galvanised  and  tinware, 
etc.,  purchased  in  Halifax  ? 
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Mr.  McLELAN.  When  the  return  was  moved  for,  the 
official  at  Halifax  was  instructed  to  send  the  information 
immediately,  but  as  it  has  not  been  received  it  has  been 
telegraphed  for. 

PURCHASE  OF  RAILWAY  SUPPLIES  IN  HALIFAX 

Mr.  FORBES  asked,  When  may  I  expect  the  return 
moved  for  6th  March  last,  in  reference  to  hardware  and 
railway  supplies  purchased  in  Halifax  by  the  Railway 
Department,  etc.,  for  the  Intercolonial  or  any  other  Govern¬ 
ment  works  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  If  the  return  has  not  come  down  I  will 
enquire  into  the  matter. 

PROTECTION  OF  LIGHTHOUSE,  COFFIN’S  ISLAND. 

Mr.  FORBES  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  build  a  timber  protection  along  the  seaward  face  of  the 
lighthouse  on  Coffin’s  Island,  Liverpool  Bay,  during  the 
coming  season;  if  so,  what  is  the  estimated  cost  of  such 
work  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  inspectors  have  reported  in  the 
matter,  plans  are  being  prepared,  and  I  think  they  are 
about  ready.  I  have  not  yet  got  an  estimate  of  the  cost. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  R'ESOLU  TIONS. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Have  the  authorities  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  Company  agreed  to  the  terms  of  the 
resolutions  of  which  notice  has  been  given  by  tho  Govern¬ 
ment  ?  When  was  such  agreement  signified  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Protracted  negotiations 
were  going  on  with  the  authorities  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  and  principally  with  the  president  and  vice-presi¬ 
dent,  as  to  the  relief  of  that  company.  The  company 
desired  better  terms — a  greater  amount  of  relief  than  was 
finally  agreed  upon.  The  agreement  was  verbal,  and  was 
of  course  arranged  finally  immediately  before  notice  was 
given  by  myself. 

USE  OF  THE  NORTH  SHORE  BY  THE  CANADIAN 
PACIFIC  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  any  arrangement  has  been 
made  at  the  instance  of  the  Government,  between  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company,  the  North  Shore  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  for  the 
use  of  the  North  Shore  Railway  for  purposes  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Negotiations  have  been 
going  on  between  the  Grand  Trunk,  the  North  Shore  Rail¬ 
way,  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  or  by 
persons  appointed  by  them,  discussing  the  possibility  of  an 
arrangement.  Several  papers  were  signed,  I  believe, 
between  the  two  companies  ;  but  they  are  not  satisfactory 
to  this  Government,  and  I  fancy  are  considered  as  confiden¬ 
tial  arrangements,  which  have  not  as  yet  resulted  in  any 
conclusion. 

EMPLOYMENT  OF  LOUIS  SCHMIDT  AND  OTHERS 
IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  any,  and  if  so,  which  of  the 
following  persons  have  been  in  the  employment  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  the  North-West :  Louis  Schmidt,  James  Isbister, 
Gabriel  Dumont,  Moise  Ouellette,  Michael  Dumas,  all  of 
the  Prince  Albert  district  ?  If  so,  when  did  such  employ¬ 
ment  begin  what  was  its  nature  and  when  did  it  end  ? 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Louis  Schmidt  was 
appointed  clerk  in  the  office  of  Dominion  Lands,  Prince 
Albert,  on  the  1st  of  May,  1884,  and  has  been  so  employed 
ever  since.  None  of  the  others  mentioned  have  ever  been 
employed  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior — nor,  so  far  as 
I  know,  in  any  other  Department. 

NORTH  WEST  PAPERS. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  When  will  the  North-West  papers 
be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  are  to  be  very  soon 
ready,  and  will  be  brought  down  at  once. 

DOMINION  LANDS— ALLEGED  IRREGULARITIES. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Have  frauds  and  irregularities  been 
discovered  in  connection  with  the  preparation  and  issue  of 
patents  for  Dominion  lands  in  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  ?  Has  any  and  which  of  the  clerks  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  supposed  to  be  implicated  in  these  matters  left  his 
situation  within  a  short  time  ?  At  what  time  and  under 
what  circumstances  did  he  leave?  Are  his  whereabouts 
known  ?  Where  is  he  supposed  to  be  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Certain  irregularities  have 
been  discovered  on  the  part  of  a  clerk  in  the  Department  of 
the  Interior.  These  irregularities  are  the  subject  of  strict 
investigation  by  the  Department  at  the  present  time.  It 
would  not  be  in  the  public  interest  to  make  any  further 
statement  in  connection  with  this  matter  until  the  investi¬ 
gation  proceeds  still  further. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Has  it  been  charged  that  individuals 
have  received  patents  for  Dominion  lands  to  which  they 
were  not  entitled,  and  without  authority ;  and  that  bribes 
have  been  taken  by  a  clerk  in  the  Department  in  connection 
with  the  transaction  of  business  in  the  land  granting  branch  ? 
Have  such  charges  been  investigated  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  has  not  been  charged, 
nor  is  there,  so  far,  any  reason  to  believe  that  patents  for 
Dominion  lands  have  been  issued  to  persons  who  have  no 
right  to  them.  The  subject  matter  of  the  rest  of  the  ques¬ 
tion  is  now  under  investigation. 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  There  is  one  aspect  of 
this  Bill  which  has  certainly  been  alluded  to  not  infre¬ 
quently  during  the  discussion,  but  which  cannot  be  said  to 
have  been  discussed  in  any  proper  sense ;  and  to  which  I 
desire  on  the  present  occasion  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
committee,  inasmuch  as  it  is  one  which,  in  my  opinion, 
affords  an  extremely  powerful  argument  why  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  my  hon.  friend  from  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton) 
should  be  adopted  in  place  of  the  propositions  contained  in 
the  Bill.  It  is  one  of  the  most  remarkable  circumstances 
attendant  on  the  presentation  of  this  measure,  that,  long  as 
it  has  been  discussed,  most  meagre  explanations  were  given 
in  the  first  instance,  and  exceedingly  meagre  explanations 
have  been  given  up  to  date,  not  merely  by  the  First  Minister, 
but  by  his  colleagues.  With  respect  to  various  important 
questions  connected  with  and  arising  out  of  the  measure,  I 
do  not  think  that  anything  can  show  more  clearly  the  dis¬ 
regard — I  might  almost  say  the  insolent  disregard — of  the 
liberties  of  the  people,  than  the  course  which  has  been 
pursued  in  reference  to  this  matter.  If  ever  a  measure  was 
presented  to  Parliament  with  regard  to  which  the  represen- 
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tatives  of  the  people  had  the  right  to  ask  for  the  fullest 
possible  information  on  every  point  connected  therewith, 
it  was  surely  this  measure.  Now,  Sir,  we  have  had 
no  sort  of  information,  more  particularly  from  the 
Minister  in  charge,  as  to  a  great  many  very  important 
points.  That  hon.  gentleman  did  not  give  us  the  slightest 
idea  when  he  presented  this  measure,  how  it  was  going 
to  affect  the  various  constituencies  in  the  various  Provinces. 
Neither  did  he  condescend  to  give  us  any  calculation  what¬ 
ever  as  to  the  added  burthen  likely  to  be  inflicted  on  the 
people  of  this  country,  if  this  measure  became  law  ;  and  as 
to  introducing  the  Bill  at  the  period  of  the  Session  at  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  chose  to  introduce  it,  and  in  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  public  business  which  then  prevailed,  and  as  to  the 
determination  to  force  it  through  at  all  hazards,  I  need 
hardly  remind  the  House  that  neither  he  nor  his  colleagues 
have  condescended  to  give  any  rational  or  reasonable  expla¬ 
nation  ;  while,  as  to  the  grave  constitutional  questions 
which  are  involved,  and  which,  even  the  youngest  and  least 
reflective  members  of  this  House  must  see  are  of  far-reach¬ 
ing  character,  likely  to  affect  the  future  of  this  country  for 
many  years,  it  is  equally  unnecessary  for  me  to  remind 
the  House  that  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  benches, 
from  first  to  last,  have  been  equally  reticent.  No 
provocation,  no  challenge,  no  offers,  no  proposals  or 
suggestions,  which  were  made  from  this  side  of  the  House — 
and  he  cannot  deny  that  he  has  had  offers  and  proposals  and 
challenges  enough — have  had  the  least  effect  in  inducing, 
not  only  the  hon.  gentleman  himself,  but  his  colleagues  and 
the  more  prominent  members  of  the  party,  to  break  the 
silence  which,  for  reasons  best  known  to  themselves,  they 
have  seen  fit  to  preserve  on  all  these  questions.  They  have 
not  attempted,  any  of  them,  to  give  the  slightest  forecast 
as  to  how  all  these  alterations  are  likely  to  affect  the  future 
of  the  electorate  of  this  country.  Probably  they  did  not 
wish  to  do  so ;  probably  they  had  no  desire  that  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  House  should  be  drawn  to  the  enormous  import¬ 
ance,  even  from  a  merely  numerical  or  financial  point  of 
view,  of  the  alterations  they  propose  to  effect.  Sir,  it  would 
appear  that  their  sole  object  was  simply  to  obtain,  in  any 
shape  or  form,  a  measure  which  would  place  the  electoral 
lists  at  the  disposal  of  a  number  of  unscrupulous  political 
hacks.  Were  this  measure,  in  place  of  being,  as  I  and  many 
other  members  of  this  House  believe,  an  exceedingly  bad 
measure — were  it  as  good  a  measure  as  we  conceive  it  to  be 
bad — still  at  this  moment  it  becomes  a  material  question  for 
us  to  decide  how  far  this  country  is  in  a  position  to  bear, 
without  serious  inconvenience,  the  additional  cost  which  it 
is  clear  this  measure  is  about  to  impose  upon  us.  Now,  I 
want  to  call  your  particular  attention  to  this.  There 
have  been  times  in  our  history,  no  doubt,  when  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  cost  was  of  much  less  importance  than  it  is  to-day. 
There  have  been  periods  when  we  could  have  calmly  con¬ 
templated  the  addition  of  several  hundred  thousand  dollars 
to  the  annual  expenditure  of  Canada,  and  have  been  able  to 
show  that  we  were  in  a  situation  to  afford  it  without  grave 
inconvenience.  But  my  position  is  this,  that  there  are  cir¬ 
cumstances  connected  with  our  financial  position  to-day 
which  render  it  to  the  last  degree  inexpedient  and  improper 
that  we  should  incur  any  unnecessary  additional  expendi¬ 
ture;  and  I  propose  to  show  you,  Sir,  and  the  committee, 
at  some  length,  that  the  existing  financial  circumstances  of 
the  country  are  such  as  to  afford  an  exceedingly  strong 
argument  in  favor  of  the  adoption  of  the  proposition  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  and  against 
the  adoption  of  the  proposal  made  by  the  Government. 
Now,  I  somewhat  regret  that  the  extraordinary  and  unpre 
cedented  conduct  of  the  Government  has  compelled  me  to 
bring  up  this  matter  in  this  shape  and  at  the  present 
moment.  Had  the  Government,  as  I  conceive  they  ought 
to  have  done,  when  they  found  that  this  measure  could  not 
be  put  through  without  an  exceedingly  protracted  discus- 
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sion,  had  they  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  general 
position  of  the  finances  of  the  country,  had  they  gone  on, 
as  I  think  was  their  duty,  with  the  discussion  of  the  Esti¬ 
mates,  we  might  have  then,  to  more  advantage  than  I  can 
now,  discussed  those  circumstances  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
and  which,  in  my  opinion,  make  this  an  exceedingly 
improper  moment  for  further  increasing  the  burdens  of  the 
people.  It  is  possible,  at  least,  that  the  conduct  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  this  respect  may  have  been  of  set  purpose  and  design. 
I  can  very  well  understand  how  they  may  have  thought, 
and  in  particular  why  the  First  Minister  may  have 
thought,  that  it  was  better,  at  any  cost,  at  any  hazard,  to 
occupy  the  attention  of  the  country  with  this  measure, 
which  he  knew  full  well  could  never  be  expected  to  pass 
this  House  without  a  most  determined  opposition,  rather 
than  allow  public  attention  to  be  called  to  various  other 
matters  for  which  the  Government  were  plainly  respon¬ 
sible,  and  a  discussion  of  which  he  thought,  perhaps  rightly, 
would  be  exceedingly  inconvenient  to  himself  and  col¬ 
leagues.  You  are  aware,  Sir,  that  although  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  as  I  contend,  in  entire  dereliction  of  their  plain  and 
manifest  duty,  have  not,  up  to  the  present  moment,  vouch¬ 
safed  any  explanation  whatever  to  the  House  as  to  the  cost 
of  this  measure  ;  although,  as  I  have  said,  they  have  neg¬ 
lected  to  do  what  they  should  have  done  at  the  very 
moment  this  Bill  took  its  second  reading,  and  have  not 
placed  in  possession  of  the  House  a  fairly  digested  estimate 
of  what  the  cost  of  this  measure  would  be,  we  have 
had  from  a  considerable  number  of  gentlemen  on  this  side, 
although,  as  far  as  I  recollect,  the  matter  has  not  been  dis¬ 
cussed  from  the  other  benches,  various  estimates  of  the 
probable  cost  of  the  measure,  varying  from  $400,000  or 
$250,000  to  $300,000  and  $400,000  and  $500,000.  Now,  I 
am  not,  at  this  moment,  going  to  say  which  of  these  esti¬ 
mates  I  think,  on  the  whole,  is  most  likely  to  be  verified  in 
fact.  The  point  to  which,  in  the  first  instance,  I  desire  to 
call  your  attention  is  this  :  that  the  Government,  whose  plain 
duty  it  was  to  do  so,  have  entirely  neglected  to  give  us  any 
information  or  data  on  which  we  could  compute  with  rea¬ 
sonable  accuracy  what  this  measure  is  likely  to  cost  us.  As 
regards  the  First  Minister,  I  dare  say  he  neither  knows  nor 
cares  what  the  cost  of  the  measure  may  be.  He 
has  always  been,  within  my  recollection,  exceedingly  reck¬ 
less,  how  any  act  or  proposal  of  his  may  affect  the  financial 
position  of  the  people  ;  his  motto  has  always  been  :  “  After 
me  the  deluge and  I  do  not  believe  I  do  him  any  injustice 
at  all  when  1  say  that,  provided  the  thing  lasts  his  time,  it 
will  give  him  no  concern  or  compunction  whatever  to  what 
extent  the  burdens  of  the  people  may  be  aggravated  by  any 
act  of  his.  I  took  occasion,  a  couple  of  months  ago  or  more, 
when  the  Budget  of  this  country  was  under  discussion,  to 
point  out  to  this  House  that  I  regarded  the  situation 
as  one  of  very  great  gravity;  I  pointed  out  then,  and  no 
answer  has  been  made  to  it  from  that  day  to  this,  that 
of  one  thing  there  could  be  no  sort  of  doubt,  that 
the  debt  of  this  country  and  the  expenditure  of  this 
country  were  increasing  in  an  exceedingly  rapid  ratio, 
out  of  all  proportion  either  to  the  population  or  to 
the  resources  of  the  country.  I  further  took  occasion  to 
point  out  that,  not  only  had  there  been  an  exceedingly  rapid 
increase  in  the  expenditure  of  the  country,  but  that  there  had 
been  a  very  great  and  rapid  diminution  in  the  receipts  from 
various  portions  of  revenue ;  and  I  pointed  out  that,  under 
those  circumstances,  we  were  running  a  very  great  risk, 
more  particularly  as  it  was  well  known  that  we  were  about 
to  go  into  the  English  market,  for  the  purpose  of  affecting 
large  loans ;  that  even  a  trifling  accident  might  very 
seriously  interfere  with  the  calculations  of  the  Finance 
Minister;  and  that  consequently  we  were  bound  in  all 
things  we  were  then  proposing  to  do  to  pay  a  much  closer 
regard  to  the  cost  and  expenditure,  than  might  have  been 
necessary  a  short  time  before.  On  that  occasion,  I 
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purposely  forebore  to  comment  at  length  on  many 
things  which  might  justly  have  attracted  attention, 
because  I  thought  it  was  perhaps  as  well  that  the 
House  should  see  how  the  proposals  contained,  and  the 
statements  made  on  that  occasion,  would  strike  impartial 
observers  at  a  distance ;  and  because  I  was  perfectly  aware 
myself  that  the  situation  was  of  such  gravity  that,  in  all 
probability,  but  a  very  few  months  would  elapse  before  even 
the  least  observant  and  intelligent  among  the  supporters  of 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  would  wake  up  to  the  conviction 
that  the  whole  future  of  this  country  had  been  very  seriously 
put  in  peril  by  the  unparallelled  extravagance  with  which 
the  Administration  had  been  conducted  for  the  past  few 
years.  If  that  was  the  case  on  the  3rd  of  March  of  this 
year — two  and  a  half  months  ago — I  need  hardly  say  that 
the  situation  since  that  period  has  altered  immensely  for 
the  worse ;  I  need  hardly  point  out  to  any  man  who  sits  in 
this  House  that  all  the  calculations  on  which  our  receipts 
of  revenue  were  then  based  have  been  most  seriously 
deranged ;  and  that  enormous  and  probably  permanent  addi¬ 
tions  to  the  expenditure  of  this  country  have  been  made  which 
it  will  take  the  best  energies  of  the  Government  to  provide 
for  in  any  shape  or  manner  whatever.  Many  of  the 
resources  on  which  we  relied  have  vanished,  many  new 
demands  have  arisen.  I  am  not  going,  at  present,  to  base 
my  argument  at  all  upon  the  contentions  made  by  my  hon. 
friends  behind  me,  or  on  any  assumptions  of  my  own  ;  I  am 
going  to  base  my  argument  wholly  and  entirely  on  the 
statements  formally  made  to  this  House  and  the  country  by 
the  Minister  of  Finance  himself.  I  do  not  pretend  to  be 
responsible  for  these  statements,  I  do  not  guarantee  them. 
That  is  for  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  friends,  colleagues  and 
supporters  to  do  ;  but  I  say  that  their  lips,  at  any  rate, 
are  shut  in  this  matter,  that  it  does  not  lie  in  their  mouths 
to  contradict  the  statements  to  which  they  then  gave  their 
assent ;  and  I  think  that  nobody  wbo  choses  to  pay  careful 
attention  to  the  statements  that  were  then  made  by  the 
Finance  Minister,  and  who  will  consider  how  seriously  our 
resources  have  been  impaired  and  how  enormously  our 
expenditure  is  likely  to  be  increased,  will  be  disposed 
to  gainsay  my  proposition  that  since  that  time  cir¬ 
cumstances  have  so  seriously  altered  that  we  are  doubly  and 
trebly  bound  to  see  to-day  that  no  single  dollar  of  unneces¬ 
sary  expenditure  be  inflicted  on  the  people  of  the  country. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  going 
outside  the  question. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  quoting,  in  proof 
of  my  statement  that  it  is  not  fit  or  proper  that  any  addi¬ 
tional,  unnecessary  expense  should  be  incurred,  from  what 
is  equivalent  to  a  State  paper,  the  official  statement  made 
to  us  by  the  Finance  Minister  of  the  probable  expenditure 
and  receipts  for  the  current  year.  I  am  going  to  show  that 
these  statements  have  been,  by  force  of  circumstances, 
greatly  modified,  and  that  unfortunately  we  are  less  able  to 
incur  the  expenditure  about  to  be  inflicted  upon  us  than  we 
were  then.  If  anything  is  relevant  to  an  argument  of  this 
kind,  this  is  relevant.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  at 
the  report  of  the  Finance  Minister’s  speech,  they  will  find 
that  he  estimated  that  our  revenue  from  Customs  would  be 
$19,500,000;  from  excise,  $5,400,000;  from  postal  service, 
$1,900,000;  railways  and  canals,  $3,000,000  ;  and  here  is  an 
item  to  which  I  desire  to  call  your  attention  especially: 

“  The  interest  which  last  year  was  put  down  at  $750,000,  will  amount 
to  $1,900,000,  with  however  more  than  an  equivalent  increase  on  the 
other  side,  because,  under  the  authority  of  this  House,  the  Government 
floated  a  loan  by  which  money  was  raised  to  be  advanced  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company.  This  increased,  of  course,  the  amount  of 
interest  payable  by  us,  to  a  very  considerable  extent,  but  it  increased  on 
the  credit  side  the  receipts  from  the  estimate  of  $750,000  to  $1,900,000.” 

In  other  words,  the  Minister  of  Finance  at  that  date  expected 
to  obtain  nearly  $1,200,000  from  the  interest  due  from  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  within  the  current  year. 


“  From  the  miscellaneous  items  we  expect  to  obtain  $800,000,  as  esti¬ 
mated  last  Session  ;  and  the  lands  in  the  North-West,  from  which  I 
estimated  we  would  obtain  nearly  $1,000,000,  I  now  have  to  estimate  at 
$500,000,  making  altogether  $33,000,000  revenue  with  an  estimated  ex¬ 
penditure  of  $32,850,000.  The  estimated  expenditure  is  $32,850,000, 
leaving  $150,000  surplus  for  the  present  year.” 

It  oan  hardly  be  expected  that  I,  in  any  respect,  will  agree 
with  a  policy  of  charging  $300,000  expenditure  for  Dominion 
lands  to  capital  on  one  side,  and  crediting  $500,000  in  regard 
to  receipts  from  Dominion  lands  on  the  other  side  to 
income ;  and,  consequently,  according  to  my  contention, 
instead  of  a  surplns,  as  shown  by  this  statement,  of  $  150,000, 
there  would  be  a  deficit  of  $350,000,  even  if  all  the  other 
items  named  by  the  Finance  Minister  realised  the  sum 
which  he  anticipated  at  the  close  of  the  year.  But  I  call 
your  attention  to  this  fact — I  Lave  pointed  out  the  various 
items  from  which  he  expected  to  obtain  his  revenue — I  now 
call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  can  be  no  sort  of 
doubt,  on  the  one  hand,  that  the  expenditure  for  this  year, 
wholly  apart  from  the  expense  ofthe  expedition  to  the  North- 
West,  will  fully  equal  and  indeed  will  probably  considerably 
exceed  the  $32,850,000  estimated  by  the  Finance  Minister 
on  the  3rd  March ;  and,  in  order  that  the  House  may  fully 
understand  the  situation,  I  call  your  attention  to  the  returns 
of  the  three  months  ending  respectively  on  the  30th  March, 
30th  April  and  30th  May,  in  1884  and  1885.  On  the  31st 
March,  1884,  our  total  revenue  amounted  to  $23, 445,000 
and  our  expenditure  to  $20,69 1,000.  In  other  words,  on 
the  31st  March  of  last  year  we  had  a  nominal  surplus 
of  $3,000,000.  On  the  30th  April,  the  revenue  amount¬ 
ed  to  $25,602,000,  and  the  expenditure  to  $22,698,000, 
giving  as  before  a  nominal  surplus  of  nearly  $3,000,000. 
On  the  31st  May,  our  revenue  amounted  to  $28,527,000 
and  our  expenditure  to  $25,792,000,  being  again  an  appar¬ 
ent  surplus  of  nearly  $3,000,000.  When,  however,  we 
came  to  balance  accounts  on  the  30th  Juno,  we  found  that  the 
expenditure  amounted  to  $31,861,000  and  the  revenue  to 
$31,107,000.  So  the  apparent  surplus  of  $3,000,000  had 
shrunk  to  one  of  $754,000.  I  am  not  going  to  detain  the 
committee  by  pointing  out  that  a  great  deal  of  that  surplus 
was  really  fictitious,  and  that  a  more  accurate  statement 
would  have  reduced  it  enormously,  if  not  disposed  of  it 
altogether,  but  I  do  desire  to  call  attention  to  this  :  that, 
whereas  on  the  31st  March  and  30th  April,  1884,  we  had  an 
apparent  surplus  of  nearly  $3,000,000  in  this  present  year, 
though  the  receipts  were  about  precisely  the  same,  our  sur¬ 
plus  of  $3,000,000  has  shrunk  to  barely  $1,000,000,  and  that 
our  expenditure  is  quite  $2,000,000  in  excess  of  our  expen¬ 
diture  of  last  year,  and  that  there  is  the  strongest  probability, 
apart  altogether  from  thecost  of  the  North-West  expedition, 
that  our  ordinary  expenditure  for  the  year  1885  will  exceed 
that  of  1884  by  $2,000,000.  The  figures  show  that 
our  revenue  on  the  31st  March,  1885,  was  $23,249- 
000,  and  our  expenses  $22,525,000,  being  very 
nearly  $2,000,000  more  than  on  the  corresponding  day  of 
1884.  On  the  30th  April,  the  revenue  amounted  to  $25,- 
717,000  and  the  expenditure  to  $24,687,000,  showing  as 
nearly  as  possible  there  also  a  difference  of  $2,000,000 
between  the  expenditure  of  1884  and  in  1885.  You  will  also 
observe  that  our  revenue  remains  constant,  although  that 
is  largely  due,  as  the  Finance  Minister  explained,  to  the 
increased  amount  of  interest  we  receive  on  certain  invest¬ 
ments.  Still,  taking  it  altogether,  it  remains  constant.  At 
the  same  time,  there  is  an  increase  of  $2,000,000  in  our 
expenditure,  and,  when  you  recollect  that  our  nominal  sur¬ 
plus  was  barely  $750,000  and  that  no  provision  has  been 
made  to  bring  in  any  increased  revenue,  and  that  the  Minis¬ 
ter  does  not  himself  estimate  any  increased  revenue, 
you  will  see  that  I  am  perfectly  correct  in  my  statement 
that  the  probabilities  are  that,  wholly  apart  from  the 
expenditure  on  the  North-West  expedition,  there  will  be  a 
deficit  on  the  1st  July  of  not  less  than  $1,250,000.  In  1884, 
our  expenditure  amounted  to  $31,  107,706.  If  you  add  the 
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$2,000,000  additional  which  we  are  known  to  have  expended 
up  to  the  1st  May  and  the  vote  which  we  passed  of  $700,000, 
according  to  the  Government’s  own  statements  and  according 
to  the  votes  passed  at  their  instance,  we  are  likely  to  expend 
not  less  than  $33,807,000  for  the  service  of  this  present  year. 
And,  if  the  receipts  for  1875  remain  as  at  present,  precisely 
similar  to  those  of  1884,  and  amount  to  $3 1,86 1,000,  we 
would  have  a  total  deficit,  on  the  Finance  Minister’s  own 
showing,  of  not  less  than  $1,945,000,  a  circumstance  which, 
I  contend,  adds  enormous  force  to  the  strong  arguments  laid 
already  before  the  House  by  my  hon.  friend  from  North 
Norfolk  (Mr.Charlton)  against  substituting  a  most  expensive 
mode  of  registration  and  of  compiling  voters’  lists,  for  the 
cheap  and  expeditious  mode  which  we,  at  present,  possess.  I 
repeat  that  in  all  probability,  further  expenses  will  be  incur¬ 
red,  but  I  prefer  throughout  to  base  my  argument  entirely 
on  the  facts  which  the  Government,  speaking  through 
their  authorised  Minister,  have  laid  before  the  House. 
If  they  know  of  any  reason  why  these  facts  should 
not  be  held  good,  if  they  have  any  ground  to 
present  to  this  Parliament  showing  that  the  expen¬ 
diture  will  be  less,  or  that  the  receipts  will  be  more,  I 
call  upon  those  gentlemen  to  rise  and  to  give  us  their 
reasons  for  entertaining  such  opinion.  Until  they  do  so,  I 
must  persist  in  pointing  out  that,  even  on  the  Finance  Min¬ 
ister’s  own  showing,  we  are  threatened,  in  the  year  1885, 
with  a  deficit  amounting  in  round  numbers  to  $2,000,000. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  You  might  add  another  $500,- 

000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  No,  I  will  not  add  any 
more  than  what  is  in  sight ;  I  desire  to  understate  rather 
than  overstate  the  case  ;  and  for  that  reason,  I  confine 
myself  to  those  statements,  which  can  be  clearly  deduced 
from  the  statement  of  the  Finance  Minister  himself,  and 
from  the  other  official  information  which  the  Government 
have  laid  before  us.  Well,  Sir,  I  pointed  out,  even  at  that 
time,  that  we  have  roally  a  deficit  of  $350,000,  and  I 
may  observe  that,  if  the  estimate  made  by  the  Finance 
Minister  of  $500,000,  which  he  expected  to  receive  from 
Dominion  lands,  be  not  realised,  then  it  is  quite  clear 
the  receipts  will  be  considerably  less,  and  the  deficit 
will  be  larger  than  I  have  stated.  I  have  chosen,  on 
this  occasion,  to  take  the  receipts  of  last  year  for  the 
reason  that,  up  to  the  present  time,  our  receipts  exactly 
correspond  with  those  of  last  year.  I  have  pointed  out 
that  there  is  every  reason,  judging  from  the  Finance 
Minister’s  own  statement,  to  anticipate  a  deficit  of  $2,000,- 
000,  or  thereabouts,  in  the  present  year.  But  when  we 
come  to  the  much  more  serious  consideration  of  how  recent 
events  are  going  to  affect  our  position  next  year,  then  the 
case  becomes  very  much  stronger — I  may  truly  say,  almost 
overwhelmingly  strong,  in  favor  of  the  contention  of  my 
hon.  friend  for  North  Norfolk.  Sir,  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  Finance  Minister  himself,  in  the  calculation 
which  he  submitted  to  this  House,  as  showing  his  probable 
receipts  and  expenditures  for  the  year  1886,  did  not  ven¬ 
ture  to  estimate  that  he  would  have  one  farthing  of  a  surplus 
except  from  the  sum  that  he  expected  to  receive  from 
Noi’th-West  lands.  His  statement  is  as  follows  : — 

“  The  estimate  for  the  current  year  and  next  year  of  the  proceeds  from 
lands  in  the  North-West  amounts  to  $700,000.  Our  expenditure  is  esti¬ 
mated  at  $31,757,000,  leaving  an  estimated  surplus - 

On  the  supposition  that  ho  would  receive  this  $700,000. 

“  of  $1,247,000  ” 

He  says  afterwards : 

“  The  Supplementary  Estimates  may  reduce  this  surplus  to  $700,000.” 
Now,  you  will  observe,  the  Finance  Minister,  unless  he 
receives  $700,000  from  capital  account  for  the  year  1886, 
barely  e  xpected  that  he  would  be  able  to  make  both  ends 
meet.  You  will  further  observe  that  in  expecting  to  make 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


both  ends  meet,  he  relied  on  receiving,  at  least,  one  million 
and  a  quarter,  or  one  million  and  a-half,  as  interest, 
from  his  statement  here,  from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  ask  the  members 
of  this  Houso,  I  want  to  ask  any  independent-minded 
man  from  one  end  of  this  country  to  the  other,  is  there 
a  rational  human  being  to  be  found  in  Canada  to-day,  who 
believes  that  the  Finance  Minister,  as  matters  now 
exist,  looking  at  the  circumstances  which  have  since 
transpired,  can  with  any  degree  of  safety  reckon  on  a 
receipt  of  a  million  and  a  half  dollars  from  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  during  the  year  1886,  unless,  indeed,  the 
Government  advances  the  money  to  pay  that  interest.  If 
the  Government  choose  to  go  through  that  feat  of  legerde¬ 
main,  if  the  Government  choose  to  hand  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  one,  two,  three,  five  or  ten  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  them  to  pay.  the 
interest  due  to  us,  then,  Sir,  that  thing  may  be  done  ;  but 
otherwise,  as  every  man  in  the  country  knows,  the  whole  of 
that  million  and  a  half  must  be  struck  out  of  the  oxpected 
receipts  of  the  Finance  Minister,  as  must  also,  I  believe, 
the  whole  sum  of  $700,000,  or,  at  any  rate,  very 
much  larger  part  of  the  $700,000  which  he  expected  to 
receive  from  Dominion  lands,  and  which  he  proposed, 
improperly,  in  my  judgment,  to  charge  to  the  credit  of 
ordinary  receipts,  while,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  charging 
the  expenditure  to  capital  account  on  the  other  side.  Now, 
there  is  another  thing  to  be  taken  into  account.  We  have 
propositions  laid  on  the  Table  but  not  yet  discussed  by 
which  it  becomes - 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  am  afraid  you  are  going  a  little 
too  far. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  No,  Sir,  lam  pointing 
out  to  you  the  strong  reasons  which  exist  for  refusing  to 
lay  upon  the  people  of  Canada  the  additional  burdens  which 
this  Act  will  inevitably  impose  ;  and  in  order  to  do  that,  I 
must  show  you,  Mr.  Chairman — 1  am  doing  it  with  extreme 
brevity ;  I  could  extend  this  to  almost  any  extent,  if  so  dis¬ 
posed — I  must  show  you  what  are  the  burthens  which  the 
Government  themselves  have  stated  that  they  propose  to 
impose  upon  this  country.  Now,  we  know  perfectly  well 
that  we  aro  going  to  be  asked  to  add  about  a  quarter  of  a 
million  of  dollars  to  our  permanent  debt  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  for  a  loan  of  $5,000,000,  or  more,  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company.  You  must,  therefore,  add  to  the 
expenditure  which  I  have  mentioned,  a  quarter  of  a  millim 
more  for  the  expected  grant  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company;  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  you  must  make  up 
your  minds  for  several  years  to  come,  to  incur  a  very  large 
unforeseen  expenditure  in  maintaining  law  and  order  in  the 
North-West.  We  have,  Sir,  also,  a  proposition  from  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  which  will  add,  probably,  half  a  million  to  our 
annual  expenditure  for  an  additional  force  of  mounted  police. 
It  is  perfectly  well  known  that  a  very  considerab'e  addi¬ 
tional  expenditure  will  also  have  to  be  incurred  for  the 
maintenance  of  other  garrisons  in  that  territory  for  a 
considerable  time.  Those  I  estimate,  and  I  place  the 
sum  within  the  mark,  at  $500,000  more;  and  no  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  who  has  paid  the  smallest  attention  to  the  question  of 
the  Indians  or  to  the  position  in  which  we  stand  with 
respect  to  the  Indians  of  the  NorthWest  to-day,  will,  I 
think,  rise  to  dispute  my  proposition  :  that  the  expected 
reduction  of  half  a  million  which  was  tq  be  made  in  the 
Indian  grant  is  entirely  illusory ;  that  in  place  of  spending 
$700,000  or  thereabouts  as  we  expected  to  expend  for  1886, 
we  shall  have  to  spend  $1,200,000  or  so,  which  was  the 
amount  heretofore  for  that  service.  The  result  of  all 
that  is  this :  that  the  Finance  Minister’s  calculation 
has  been  disturbed  in  two  different  directions  ;  that  while 
he  is  barely  able  to  make  both  ends  meet  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  — — 
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Mr.  McCALLTJM.  I  submit  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
out  of  order.  He  is  giving  a  financial  statement  which  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question  before  the  committee.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  object  is,  and  I  hardly  think  it  is, 
obstruction,  then  well  and  good.  No  doubt  he  belongs  to 
tbe  obstructionist  party. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  understand  the  hon.  member 
takes  the  point  of  order  that  a  financial  statement,  which 
the  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  was 
making,  is  not  pertinent  to  the  subject  before  the  Chair,  and 
is  therefore  out  of  order.  As  I  understand  it,  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  line  of  argument  is  this  :  By  the  propositions  in 
this  Bill,  the  Government  are  proposing  to  add  to  the  annual 
burdens  of  the  people  about  half  a  million  of  money  a  year. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  we  cannot  afford  to  do  that ;  the 
country  is  not  in  a  position  to  do  it,  because  the  burdens  of 
the  country  have  been  so  enormously  increased  within  the 
last  few  years,  and  are  now  so  great  that  our  financial  posi¬ 
tion  will  not  stand  it.  Surely  that  is  a  fit  subject  for  discus¬ 
sion.  It  appears  to  me  to  be  a  pertinent  subject,  an  essential 
subject  before  we  pass  this  legislation  ;  and  that,  before  we 
pass  6uch  legislation,  we  should  thoroughly  understand 
whether  or  not  the  financial  aspect  of  the  country  would 
fairly  warrant  the  additional  expenditure  asked.  How  can 
you  decide  that  question  unless  you  ascertain  by  facts  and 
figures  the  exact  financial  position  of  the  country  now.  I 
find  the  point  laid  down  in  Cushing,  who  I  suppose  is  an 
authority,  as  he  is  quoted  in  the  valuable  work  by  Mr. 
Bonrinot.  At  page  634  I  find  the  doctrine  laid  down.  And 
hero  let  me  say  that  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  Monck 
(Mr.  McCallum)  is  about  the  last  man  who  should  raise  the 
point  of  order  as  to  taking  up  the  time  of  the  House. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  want  nothing  but  what  is  fair  and 
right. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  out  of  order 
himself. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  That  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  This  authority  shows  how  far  a  mem- 
bar  of  the  English  House  of  Commons  was  allowed  to  go 
in  discussing  a  substantive  proposition  before  the  House. 
He  says : 

“The  question  was  whather  that  Parliament  was  to  be  dissolved 
and  the  members  sent  back  to  their  constituents  because  they  had 
pronounced  a  i  opinion  that  the  English  representation  should  not  be 
reduced." 

The  petition  was  a  petition  in  favor  of  the  Reform  Bill. — 

“  Being  called  to  order,  on  the  ground  that  there  was  no  question 
before  the  House  on  which  they  could  be  addressed  in  that  manner,  the 
Speaker,  Mr.  Manners  Sutton,  said  :  ‘  The  question  arising  out  of  the 
petition  was  parliamentary  reform.  The  question  for  him  to  decide  was 
wheiher  or  not  the  observations  of  the  members  speaking  had  a  proper 
application  to  that  question  ;  not  whether  he  had  strictly  adhered  to 
what  was  contained  within  the  four  corners  of  the  petition,  but  whether 
the  general  tenor  and  scope  of  his  speech  did  not  come  within  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  introduced  to  the  House  by  a  petition  on  the  subject  of 
reform  ;  and  he  must  say  that,  according  to  his  opinion  of  the  rules  and 
orders  of  that  House,  he  could  not  see  that  the  observations  of  the  mem¬ 
ber  were  not  applicable  to  it.’  ” 

I  submit  that  any  question  that  affects  the  financial  position 
of  this  country  as  bearing  upon  the  proposition  contained  in 
the  Bill,  is  pertinent  to  the  Bill  itself.  The  authority  I  am 
quoting  goes  on  further  to  say: 

“So  where  a  member  addressing  the  House  on  the  subject  of  a  peti¬ 
tion  complaining  of  distress  was  called  to  order  on  the  ground  of  the 
irrelevancy  of  his  remarks,  the  Speaker,  Mr.  Manners  Sutton,  said  that 
‘  when  a  petition  was  on  the  Table,  complaining  of  distress,  it  was  very 
difficult  to  say  what  members  should  not  speak  of  as  occasioning  that 
distress.  He  could  not,  therefore,  support  the  member  in  rising  to 
order.’  ” - 

Further,  by  this  proposition,  the  expenditure  of  the  country, 
must  necessarily  be  increased.  The  Bill  provides  new 


machinery  for  making  out  voters’  lists ;  it  provides  for  a 
new  class  of  electorate,  and  must  necessarily  entail  addi¬ 
tional  expenditure.  In  fact,  I  believe  the  First  Minister 
has  a  resolution  before  the  House  in  connection  with  the 
increased  expenditure.  Surely  it  is  a  proper  question  as  to 
whether  the  country  is  able  to  stand  the  expenditure,  and 
whether  the  Government  have,  by  their  extravagance, 
reckless  and  unnecessary  expenditure  so  added  to  the  public 
burdens  that  we  cannot  afford  it.  That  is  clearly  a  perti¬ 
nent  argument  which  can  be  used  against  the  Bill.  The 
authority  whom  I  am  quoting  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  In  another’ease  when  a  petition  has  been  presented  for  the  better 
observance  of  the  Lord’s  day,  and  a  member,  in  speaking  upon  it,  tock 
occasion  to  make  some  remarks  upon  two  petitions  of  a  similar  descrip¬ 
tion  presented  the  day  before,  and  upon  the  motives  of  the  petitioners, 
the  member  was  called  to  order  on  the  ground  that  it  was  disorderly  to 
impute  motives  to  the  petitioners,  whose  petition  was  presented  on  a 
former  night  and  was  not  then  before  the  House.  The  Speaker,  Mr. 
Manners  Sutton,  said,  that,  with  respect  to  the  reference  of  a  petition 
presented  on  a  tormer  day,  if  it  were  on  the  same  subject  as  the  present 
petition  he  could  not  say,  that,  applying  motives  to  these  petitioners 
was  disorderly.  In  all  these  matt-rs,  a  good  deal  must  be  lett  to  the 
gcod  sense,  the  good  feeling,  the  taste  and  the  propriety  of  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  themselves.  If  then  a  member  is  called  to  order  on  the  ground  of 
the  irrelevancy  of  his  remarks,  all  that  can  be  said  is  that  it  does  not 
appear  in  what  manner  his  remarks  are  applicable  to  the  question,  the 
member  will  be  allowed  to  proceed  ;  the  Speaker  sometimes  reminding 
him  of  the  terms  of  the  question,  or  informing  him  under  what  circum¬ 
stances  his  remarks  would  or  would  not  be  in  order.  Thus,  a  member 
being  called  to  order  on  the  ground  that  the  member  interrupting  him 
could  not  see  in  what  manner  the  circumstances  he  was  mentioning 
could  apply  to  the  question  before  the  House,  the  Speaker,  Mr.  Man¬ 
ners  Sutton,  said,  that  he  took  it  for  granted  that  the  member  would 
bring  his  observations  to  bear  upon  the  motion  before  the  House,  and 
that  he  meant  to  make  some  proposition  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House.” 

That  is  tbe  position  here.  The  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  is  discussing  the  financial 
position  of  the  country.  And  he  says  that  with  the  enor¬ 
mous  burthens  on  the  people  you  cannot  afford  this  addi¬ 
tional  burthen  of  $500,000  a  year,  or  whatever  it  may  be. 
Surely  that  is  pertinent. 

“  So,  again,  a  member  being  called  to  order  and  enqiiry  made  of  the 
Speaker,  whether  the  argument  of  the  member,  with  respect  to  the 
monarchy  and  the  House  of  Lords,  had  anything  to  do  with  the  question 
before  the  House,  the  Speaker  said,  that  ‘if  the  member  made  the 
supposition  alluded  to  for  the  purpose  of  reviving  a  discussion  which 
had  already  been  terminated,  he  was  out  of  order;  but  if  he  considered 
his  supposition  pertinent  to  the  question  before  the  House,  he  was  quite 
in  order.’  " 

When  the  remarks  cf  a  member  are  strictly  relevant  to  the 
subject  of  the  question,  but  are  extended  into  a  wider  range 
than  seems  necessary, the  member  will  nevertheless  be  allowed 
to  proceed,  unless  restrained  by  the  House.  Thus,  where, 
on  the  motion  for  the  production  of  a  paper  relating  to  the 
volunteer  force  a  debate  on  the  general  subject  ensued,  and 
a  member  rose  to  order,  and  objected  that  if  the  motion  was 
merely  for  the  production  of  papers,  it  was  wrong  to  go 
into  the  subject  of  it  (the  volunteer  force)  at  such  length, 
the  Speaker,  Mr.  Abbott,  ruled  that : 

“  The  motion  had  certainly  branched  out  into  a  more  general  range 
than  such  a  motion  seemed  to  require  ;  but,  it  was  in  the  discretion  of 
the  House  to  perm  t  or  restrain  such  extraneous  proceedings  ;  he  did 
not  feel  warranted  in  interfering  to  check  it  before,  and  he  did  not  now.” 

Now,  I  say  that  those  authorities  make  it  clear  that  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
has  a  perfect  right,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  you  are  propos¬ 
ing  by  this  Bill,  admittedly,  to  incur  an  enormous  additional 
expense — he  has  a  right  to  point  out  that  you  are  not  in  a 
position  to  do  so,  that  the  country  cannot  stand  it,  because 
by  the  course  you  have  been  pursuing  for  the  last 
ten  years  the  burden  of  the  country  and  its  annual 
expenditures  have  very  largely  increased.  I  say 
that  is  an  argument  which  comes  properly  under 
the  3rd  clause,  when  the  Government  proposes  to 
introduce  a  new  franchise  and  thereby  to  increase  the 
burdens  of  the  people.  I  submit  that  tho  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  quite  in  order. 
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Mr.  McCALLUM.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Huron 
(Mr.  Cameron)  has  taken  the  opportunity  of  making  a  long 
speech  upon  the  point  of  order.  1  contend  that  this  ques¬ 
tion  of  expense  was  all  discussed  on  the  second  reading, 
and  I  hope,  if  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  wishes  to 
go  over  the  entire  expenditure  of  the  country  for  the  last 
forty  years,  that  he  will  take  another  time  to  deliver  his 
financial  statement.  Until  to-day  the  obstruction  which 
has  been  going  on  in  the  House- - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  On  Saturday,  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Toronto  (Mr.  Beaty)  discussed  for  the  information  of  the 
committee  the  probable  cost  of  putting  this  measure  into 
operation,  which  he  estimated  altogether  at  $100,000.  The 
financial  view  of  this  measure  has  been  discussed  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  almost  every  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  spoken  has  been  permitted  to  treat  the  question  from  a 
financial  standpoint.  It  has  been  admitted  throughout  the 
debate  that  this  Bill  would  involve  an  expenditure  of  public 
money,  and  if  at  this  stage  of  the  debate  we  are  not  allowed 
to  proceed  on  that  line,  we  will  have  a  most  incomplete 
debate.  It  has  been  conceded  that  this  Bill  will  cost  a  large 
sum  annually  to  put  it  in  force,  a  sum  which  will  add  per¬ 
manently  to  the  capital  debt  of  the  country,  and  if  that  is 
the  case,  surely  it  is  perfectly  germane  to  this  motion  for  us 
to  stop  and  look  at  our  resources  and  see  if  we  are  able  to 
put  this  Bill  in  force.  Surely,  we  are  entitled  to  take 
the  same  view  of  the  measure  which  a  prudent 
man  would  take,  if  he  contemplated  embarking 
in  any  enterprise,  such  as  building  a  house.  Such 
a  man  sits  down  and  counts  the  cost,  he  sees 
what  resources  he  has,  what  other  claims  he  has  upon  him, 
what  debts  he  owes,  and  the  necessary  expenditure  he  is 
liable  for.  If  he  is  a  prudent  man,  does  he  not  consider  all 
these  matters  before  he  embarks  in  a  new  enterprise, 
especially  if  it  is  one  which  is  not  necessary,  or,  at  all 
events,  is  of  doubtful  utility.  Under  these  circumstances  I 
can  scarcely  conceive  of  anything  more  germane  to  this 
measure  than  the  consideration  of  the  resources  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  It  has  not  been  conceded  that  the  Bill  was  necessary, 
and  the  question  is :  Can  we  afford  to  adopt  such  a  measure  ? 
Instead  of  this  point  being  discussed,  in  this  third  or  fourth 
week  of  the  debate,  it  might  better  have  been  dibcussed  at 
an  early  stage,  but  it  is  never  too  late  to  mend,  and  in  view 
of  the  turn  which  the  debate  has  taken,  it  is  better  that  we 
should  discuss  this  important  feature  late  than  never.  Sup¬ 
posing  we  put  this  view  of  it — that  there  is  no  money  in  the 
exchequer,  what  becomes  of  your  Bill  ?  It  could  not  be  put 
in  force,  because  it  is  admitted  by  all  that  it  involves  the 
expenditure  of  money  to  put  in  force. 

Mr.  MILLS.  You  have  in  your  hands  a  proposition  to 
adopt  a  new  franchise  with  new  machinery,  and  another 
proposition  to  retain  the  provincial  franchise.  One  of  the 
arguments  pressed  on  the  committee  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  is  the  propriety  of  adhering 
to  the  provincial  machinery,  which  costs  the  Dominion 
nothing,  and,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  desirability 
of  adhering  to  the  provincial  franchise,  my  hon.  friend 
has  undertaken  to  point  out  what  was  the  present  financial 
condition  of  the  country.  That  was  a  perfectly  legitimate 
proceeding  on  his  part,  for  if  he  can  show  that  the  finances 
of  the  country  are  in  an  unfavorable  condition,  and  that  the 
country  is  financially  in  straitened  circumstances,  that 
would  be  an  additional  reason  for  our  rejecting  this  third 
clause  and  adopting  the  amendment.  It  is  perfectly 
obvious  that  there  is  nothing  in  the  point  of  order  raised  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCallum),  and  that  my 
hon.  friend  from  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  is  adher¬ 
ing  strictly  to  the  rules  of  debate  in  bringing  this  matter  to 
the  attention  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 
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Mr.  SPROULE.  I  do  not  think  that  the  remark  of  the 
hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  had  a  bearing 
on  the  question,  when  he  said  that,  if  a  man  was  commenc¬ 
ing  to  build  a  house,  he  would  count  the  cost ;  for  we  took 
into  consideration  that  question  when  we  adopted  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  the  Bill,  by  passing  the  second  reading,  and  we  are 
now  perfecting  the  details.  I  cannot,  therefore,  understand 
how  the  minute  financial  statement  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  making  had  any  reference  to  the  qualification  of  voters. 
If  his  argument  is  applicable  to  this  question  at  all,  it 
would  be  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  I  think  there 
has  been  great  latitude  shown  with  reference  to  this  debate. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Longitude  you  mean. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  hon.  gentleman  spoke  of  its  never 
being  too  late  to  mend,  but  I  certainly  think  it  is  time 
they  were  commencing  to  mend.  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
was  fully  discussed  on  the  second  reading,  several  amend¬ 
ments  were  offered  and  voted  down,  the  principle  was  car¬ 
ried,  and  in  committee  we  are  now  perfecting  details. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  It  strikes  me  that  the  precedents  read 
by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  are 
not  relevant  to  the  present  subject.  If  I  understand  him, 
the  points  to  which  he  directed  his  attention  and  the  deci¬ 
sions  which  were  given  upon  them,  were  with  reference 
exclusively  to  debates  which  took  place  in  the  House  with 
the  Speaker  in  the  Chair,  and  not  in  committee  where 
the  debates  are  more  restricted  in  their  character,  though 
members  addressing  themselves  to  the  subject  can  speak  as 
often  as  they  please.  Those  who  have  paid  any  attention 
to  parliamentary  practice,  know  that  when  the  Speaker 
is  in  the  Chair,  and  any  new  principle  is  brought 
before  the  House,  you  can  discuss  it  at  any  length.  And  you 
can  bring  in  almost  any  subject  or  point  which  has  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  subject  before  the  House.  But  I  think, 
on  consultation  of  parliamentary  authorities,  it  is  very 
clearly  laid  down  that,  after  the  principle  of  a 
measure  has  been  affirmed  by  the  House,  as  this 
has  been,  then  the  House  goes  into  committee,  and  as 
each  clause  is  taken  up  for  consideration,  you  must  confine 
yourself  to  the  subjects  involved  in  that  clause.  The  pro¬ 
position  now  before  us  is  that  contained  in  the  third  clause, 
to  adopt  certain  qualifications  for  voting,  with  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  to  retain  the 
provincial  franchises,  and  the  amendment  thereto  by  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  to  exempt  Ontario  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill.  These  I  think  are  the  questions  now 
before  the  House,  and  the  only  question  it  appears  to  me 
for  the  Chair  to  decide  is  whether  the  elaborate  statement 
now  being  made  by  the  member  for  South  Huron  upon  the 
finances  of  this  country  is  at  all  relevant  to  those  questions. 
I  know  it  was  argued  by  the  hon.  member  for  Both  we  11 
just  now  that  as  the  proposition  is  to  exempt  Ontario  from 
the  operation  of  the  Bill,  therefore  the  country  would  save 
whatever  expense  is  to  be  incurred  by  the  new  system. 
Whether  that  argument  is  legitimate  or  not,  it  is  for  the 
Chair  to  decide,  and  whether  the  course  pursued  by 
the  ex-Finance  Minister  is  striotly  within  his  right.  If  I 
were  uncharitable,  and  if  it  were  not  unparliamentary,  I 
might  say  that  I  thought  he  had  some  other  object  in  view; 
but  that  would  not  be  arguing  the  point  now  before  the 
House.  I  rose  expressly  for  the  purpose  of  pointing  out 
that  the  precedents  read  from  the  authorities  by  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Huron  were  not  at  all  pertinent  to  the 
question  before  the  House.  Apart  from  that,  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  any  good  can  result,  particularly  at  the  present  time, 
from  the  statement  which  the  member  for  South  Huron  is 
attempting  to  get  before  the  country,  and  I  believe  he  has 
other  objects  in  view  than  the  Franchise  Bill. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  motion  I  had  the  honor  to  place 
in  your  hands  was  to  the  effect  that  it  would  be  in  the 
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public  interest  to  retain  the  provincial  franchises  instead  of 
substituting  for  them  a  Dominion  franchise.  That  resolu¬ 
tion  was  based  upon  certain  reasons,  and  one  of  these 
reasons  is  that  it  would  bo  a  saving  of  public  expense  to 
retain  the  provincial  franchises.  Sir,  that  is  one  of  tho 
most  powerful  arguments  that  can  be  offered  in  favor  of 
that  motion.  Nothing  more  pertinent  could  be  brought 
before  the  Chair  than  the  question  as  to  whether  the 
financial  position  of  the  Dominion  warrants  us  in  incurring 
the  expense  that  my  amendment  proposes  we  should  not 
incur  ;  and  in  order  to  make  up  our  minds  on  that  ques¬ 
tion,  it  is  reasonable  and  proper  that  an  examination  of  the 
financial  position  of  the  Dominion  should  bo  made.  I  think 
nothing  could  be  more  pertinent  to  the  question  than  the 
very  statement  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell) .  It  seems  to  me  that  the  test 
to  apply  as  to  whether  this  discussion  is  in  order  or  not,  is 
the  discussion  which  it  is  likely  to  lead  to.  Everybody  will 
admit  that  it  is  quite  pertinent  to  the  discussion  of  this 
question  to  say  that  this  country  is  heavily  burdened,  and 
that  we  cannot  incur  additional  expenditure;  but  it  is  an 
entirely  different  thing  when  an  hon.  gentleman  undertakes 
to  deal  with  the  Pacific  Eailway  policy  and  the  burdens 
which  it  is  going  to  bring  upon  us,  with  the  North-West 
policy  and  the  expenditures  connected  with  that,  with  the 
general  proposition  of  the  Budget  Speech  delivered  by  the 
Finance  Minister,  and  the  disappointments  which  current 
events  are  likely  to  bring  to  the  country  through  the 
expectations  held  forth  in  that  speech  not  being  realised — 
all  these  questions  are  involved,  unless  they  are  prevented 
from  going  to  the  country,  and,  what  is  worse,  going  across 
the  Atlantic  to  head  off  the  Finance  Minister,  whose  success 
depends  more  thoroughly  and  completely  upon  misstate¬ 
ments  not  being  uttered  upon  the  floor  of  Parliament  with¬ 
out  an  answer  than  almost  anything  else ;  so  that  you 
will  see  that  by  permitting  that  kind  of  discussion 
you  are  going  to  have  a  discussion,  not  on  the  Franchise 
Bill  at  all,  not  on  the  qualification  of  voters  in  towns  and 
villages,  but  upon  the  Pacific  Railway  policy  and  the  whole 
financial  position  of  this  country ;  and  if,  undor  these  cir¬ 
cumstances,  you  can  possibly  permit  an  elaboration  of 
argument  upon  questions  of  that  kind,  such  as  the  ex- 
Finance  Minister  has  ventured  to  indulge  in  to-day,  with¬ 
out  being  interrupted  up  to  this  time,  then  all  I  can  say  is 
that  upon  going  into  committee  upon  any  Bill,  a  member 
can  discuss  anything  he  pleases.  The  House  of  Commons 
has  determined,  by  assenting  to  the  principle  of  this  Bill, 
that  it  will  have  a  Dominion  franchise  upon  the  general 
lines  of  this  Bill;  it  has  submitted  that  Bill  to  this 
committee  to  arrange  the  details ;  we  are  bound  by  the 
reference  which  has  been  made  to  us ;  and  while  I  think  a 
great  deal  of  the  discussion  upon  this  question  has  been 
utterly  out  of  order,  the  question  of  order  has  not  come  so 
prominently  forward  as  it  comes  to-day,  when  we  are  at 
the  third  week  of  this  discussion - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  The  fourth. 

Mr.  WHITE — and  when  we  are  presented  with  a  new 
class  of  argument  altogether,  which  hon.  gentlemen  now 
tell  us  is  the  chief  ground  of  opposition  to  this  Bill.  I 
think  there  can  be  no  doubt  whatever,  if  the  rule  is  to  be 
allowed  to  permit  that  kind  of  discussion,  that  there  is  no 
means  of  progressing  with  measures  before  Parliament. 
The  rules  of  Parliament  are  based  upon  the  assumption  that 
we  are  all  gentlemen,  influenced  by  the  courtesies  that 
characterise  gentlemen,  and  that  we  will  not  attempt,  by 
moans  of  a  strained  interpretation  of  the  rules,  to  impose 
inconvenience  on  members,  or  permit  a  violation  of  the 
manifest  intent  of  the  rules  of  Parliament;  but  up  to  this 
time  that  has  hardly  been  the  result  of  this  discussion. 
Certainly,  if  this  is  to  be  permitted  to  go  on,  we  shall  have 
to  go  into  the  discussion  of  an  entirely  different  line  of 
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subjects,  greatly  to  the  detriment  of  the  progress  of  public 
business,  and  greatly  to  the  detriment,  I  believe,  of  the 
interests  of  the  country  as  well. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  failed  to  follow  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  fully.  If  I  understand  it,  it  amounts  to 
this :  That  because  the  House  has  acceded  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  there  will  be  no  opportunity  of  discus¬ 
sing  thoroughly  the  questions  involved  in  the  clause  before 
the  Chair,  and  the  two  amendments  are  out  of  order.  He 
says:  You  have  acceded  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill; 
therefore  it  is  not  reasonable  to  argue  whether  or  not  you 
should  adopt  the  provincial  franchises  or  the  new  franchise 
proposed  in  the  Bill — that  is  what  it  amounts  to.  We  are 
now  considering  whether  the  machinery  proposed  in  the 
Bill  should  be  adopted  by  the  House  ;  it  is  admitted  that 
the  carrying  out  of  that  machinery  will  involve  a  very 
large  expenditure  of  money ;  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Norfolk  says  that  money  can  be 
saved  by  the  adoption  of  the  provincial  franchises, 
and  that  the  expenditure  of  that  amount  of  money 
in  the  present  condition  of  the  country  is  unjustifiable. 
Therefore  it  is  not  only  proper  that  we  should  discuss  it,  but 
it  is  necessary.  Supposing  that  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  proves  to  tho  satisfaction 
of  the  committee  that  the  financial  condition  of  the  countiy 
is  such  that  it  will  not  justify  the  expenditure  of  $200,009 
or  $300,000  additional  a  year — what  then  ?  Are  we  not  to 
discuss  that  ?  It  is  not  only  pertinent,  but  it  is  also  neces¬ 
sary.  No  person  who  listened  to  the  hon.  Min-, 
ister  of  Customs  can  doubt  the  kindliness  of  the 
motives  which  prompted  him  to  state  that  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Huron  had  some  ulterior 
object  in  view ;  everybody  who  knows  the  hon. 
gentleman  knows  he  had  the  kindest  motive  in  suggesting 
that.  Suppose  it  were  necessary  to  thoroughly  discuss  the 
financial  condition  of  the  country,  would  not  such  discussion 
be  in  the  interest  of  the  country,  if  it  were  proved  that  this 
proposed  additional  expenditure  of  $200,000  or  $300,000 
was  both  unnecessary  and  improvident  ?  That  is  the  point. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  may  have,  as  the  hon,  member  for 
Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  put  it,  the  right  to  reply.  Doubtless  it 
will  be  necessary,  but  what  the  committee  has  to  discuss  is 
not  whether  certain  time  will  have  to  be  taken  up  or  not  in 
making  a  reply,  but  whether  the  discussion  is  pertinent  and 
necessary  ;  and  inasmuch  as  the  discussion  involves  the 
decision  of  the  question  whether  we  can  afford  this  extra 
expenditure  or  not,  it  is  not  only  pertinent  and  proper  but 
it  is  the  only  means  by  which  we  can  arrive  at  a  fair  and 
honest  conclusion,  and  is  therefore  absolutely  necessary. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  question  is  not  only 
whether  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  are  relevant.  I  think  the  case  is 
very  much  stronger  than  that ;  there  cannot  be  two 
opinions  as  to  their  being  relevant.  They  certainly  could 
not  be  ruled  out  of  order  on  that  point ;  but  they  are  more 
than  relevant,  they  are  positively  necessary.  The  Bill  con¬ 
templates  a  great  annual  increase  in  the  expenditure  of  the 
country,  and  various  figures  have  been  given.  We  cannot 
arrive  at  a  definite  conclusion  as  to  the  cost  until  we  have 
the  figures  placed  before  us  by  the  Government,  but  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  Government  side  who  have  at  all  entered 
into  detail  of  the  cost  have  estimated  it  from  $75,000  to 

>  $100,000.  We  believe  this  to  be  far  below  the  mark  but 
,  are  not  arguing  it  now.  It  is  conceded  on  both  sides  that 

the  rejection  of  the  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  will  entail  inevitably  a  very 
:  large  additional  annual  expenditure  on  the  country,  and  to 
i  say  it  is  not  relevant  to  discuss  our  ability  to  bear  this 
.  increased  expense  seems  to  me  absurd.  In  fact,  if  any  one 

>  were  to  attempt  to  deny  it  was  necessary  that  we  should  have 
?  such  discussion,  he  would  be  taking  an  indefensible  position* 
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It  would  be  necessary,  not  only  to  discuss  our  financial  con¬ 
dition,  but  to  discuss  it  minutely  for  this  reason  :  Not  only 
the  present  condition,  but  the  prospective  condition  of  the 
country  will  be  affected  by  this  measure,  because  the 
expenditure  it  will  create  will  be  an  additional  annual 
expenditure,  and  not  an  expenditure  simply  for  one  year; 
it  will  be  an  expenditure  that  will  go  on  until  the  law  is 
repealed.  As  to  the  statements  which  my  hon.  friend 
from  South  Huron  will  make  will  call  for  a  reply  or  not  is 
a  matter  which  must  be  loft  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
If  they  cannot  deny  the  position  taken  by  the  hon.  member 
for  South  Huron,  and  contend  that  under  that  condition 
they  are  justified  in  creating  this  additional  expense,  of 
course  they  will  have  to  defend  it ;  ■  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
they  consider  the  statements  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his 
conclusions  incorrect,  it  will  be  their  bounden  duty  to  point 
that  out  and  if  they  fail  the  responsibility  will  be  upon 
them.  The  point  of  order  is  this :  Is  it  proper  for  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Huron  to  point  out  that  he  is  in  favor  of 
the  amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Nor¬ 
folk,  on  the  grounds  that  the  Bill  will  add  a  large  amount 
to  our  burdens  which,  in  our  present  financial  condition,  it  is 
both  unnecessary  and  inexpedient  to  add,  and  which,  by 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk,  will 
be  saved  to  us. 

Mr.  BOBERTSON  (Hamilton).  I  cannot  follow  the  argu¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  member  who  has  just  sat  down.  I  submit 
that  the  discussion  into  which  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  proposes  to  enter  strikes 
at  the  very  root  of  the  Bill,  and  this  is  not  the  time  for  such 
discussion.  When  the  Bill  was  before  the  House  on  the 
second  reading  was  the  time  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  dis¬ 
cuss  that  question.  It  is  a  part  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
that  it  is  going  to  cost  a  certain  amount  of  money  ;  and  when 
that  Bill  was  discussed  on  the  second  reading,  it  was  affirmed 
that  we  should  have  the  Bill  and  that  the  cost  was  not  to 
interfere  with  our  having  it.  No\*  the  hon.  gentleman 
wishes  to  discuss  on  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Norfolk  the  whole  question  of  the  finances  of  the 
country.  I  submit  with  great  deference  to  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  that  such  discussion  is  not  in  order,  because  it 
strikes  at  the  very  foundation  of  the  Bill.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  may  laugh,  and  I  dare  say  they  have  got  it  into  their 
heads,  because  they  have  been  allowed  to  go  beyond  the 
proper  limits  in  discussing  this  measure— 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Order. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  1  submit  nevertheless 
that  if  this  discussion  is  allowed  to  continue  and  this  point 
is  carried,  as  suggested  by  an  hon.  member  from  one  of  the 
ridings  of  Prince  Edward,  then  as  a  matter  of  course,  the 
Bill  must  be  thrown  out ;  whereas  it  has  been  read  the 
second  time  and  its  principle  affirmed. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  There  is  no  question  about  the  amend¬ 
ment  before  the  committee  being  in  order  and  regular. 
There  is  an  amendment  which  virtually  embraces  the  pro¬ 
position  of  substituting  the  provincial  systems  and  qualifi¬ 
cations  for  the  Dominion  system  as  proposed  in  this  clause  3 
of  the  Bill.  The  question  of  expense  naturally  arises  under 
that,  and  a  reference  to  it  can  certainly  be  made  ;  a  refer¬ 
ence  to  it  has  been  permitted,  and  a  large  amount  of  latitude 
has  been  taken  and  given  during  the  debate.  At  the  same 
time  I  think  the  question  of  expense  is  but 
a  subsidiary  one,  and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
regular  for  an  hon.  member  to  make  it  a  pretext,  or  a  reason 
and  ground,  for  entering  into  a  full  elaboration  of  the  finan¬ 
cial  condition  of  the  country.  I  raised  the  question  as  to 
the  relevancy,  or  rather  as  to  whether  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  not  referring  to  a  previous  debate,  and  I  permitted  a 
short  reference  to  former  debates  as  it  bears  very  largely  on 
the  question  of  expense,  and  I  think  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Huron  cannot  now  be  called  strictly  to  order ;  but,  at 
Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant.) 
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the  same  time,  my  ruling  is  this :  That  an  elaboration  of 
the  financial  condition  of  the  country  would  be  out  of  order, 
and  that  only  in  so  far  as  it  affects  the  main  question  before 
the  House  can  a  discussion  of  our  financial  condition  be 
permitted.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  bear  that  in 
mind  in  further  discussing  this  point. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  permitted  to  say  so, 
I  will  recall  to  your  recollection,  Sir,  the  fact  that  I  stated 
in  the  fullest  and  most  emphatic  manner  what  my  inten¬ 
tions  were  before  I  proceeded  and  called  your  attention  to 
the  point.  I  do  not  propose  to  discuss  the  financial  con¬ 
dition  of  the  country  in  what  is  called  minute  detail,  but  I 
do  propose  to  point  out  the  expenditure  and  the  probable 
burdens  that  will  be  laid  on  the  people  and  also  to  point 
out  how  much  those  burdens  have  been  increased  by  cer¬ 
tain  unforeseen  circumstances  which  were  not  in  the  mind 
of  the  Finance  Minister  and  which  may  not  have  been  in 
the  mind  of  the  First  Minister  when  he  introduced  this 
measure,  and  I  do  so  on  the  ground  that  I  called  your 
attention  to  it.  I  do  so  because  my  contention  is  that  even 
if  this  measure  were  a  good  one,  in  the  present  condition  of 
the  country  the  question  of  expense  has  assumed  a  vast 
importance.  Within  those  limits  I  will  make  my  remarks 
as  short  as  I  can,  but  you  will  see  that  they  cover  a  con¬ 
siderable  amount  of  ground ;  if  it  be  your  decision  I  may  go 
on  those  lines,  on  those  lines  I  will  go  on,  and  you  will 
judge  how  far  I  exceed  them  or  not.  If  it  be  your  decision 
that  I  am  not  to  go  on  upon  these  lines,  I  will  have  to  make 
some  other  arrangements. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  travels 
beyond  the  clause  under  discussion  I  will  take  leave  to  call 
him  to  order.  When  he  goes  beyond  the  discussion  of  the 
condition  of  the  country  as  affected  by  the  expenses  of  this 
Bill,  or  the  expenses  which  it  is  supposed  will  be  caused  by 
this  Bill,  I  shall  ask  him  to  stop,  because  I  do  not  think 
that  an  elaborate  statement  of  the  financial  condition  of 
the  country,  which  would  then  become  the  main  question  of 
the  discussion  instead  of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  could  be 
permitted. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then  I  must  go  on 
and  see  where  your  views  and  mine  coincide.  I  had  pointed 
out,  when  my  hon.  friend  from  Monck  called  your  attention 
to  the  question  of  order,  that,  according  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  own  official  statements,  a  very  serious  deficit  for  the 
year  1885  was  impending.  I  had  pointed  out  that  that  was 
a  circumstance  that  must  be  taken  into  account  in  deciding 
on  the  advisability  of  adopting  the  suggestion  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Norfolk.  I  am  going  to  point  out  that  the 
case  for  1886  is  much  worse  than  that  for  1885,  and  that 
therefore  a  much  stronger  case  can  be  presented  in  regard 
to  that  year  against  the  proposition  of  the  Government  and 
in  favor  of  the  proposition  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Norfolk 
than  could  heretofore  have  been  supposed.  I  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  especially  to  it  because  I  suppose 
they  have  not  been  able  to  pay  sufficient  attention  to  it.  I 
am  aware  that  there  is  a  great  and  growing  disposition  in 
members  of  Government  to  pay  attention  to  their  own 
Departments  alone,  and,  knowing  that  some  of  them,  and 
the  Prime  Minister  in  particular,  are  rather  reckless  in 
regard  to  any  questions  of  finance,  I  desire  to  draw  especial 
attention  to  it.  In  1886,  the  calculations  of  the  Finance 
Minister  were  sure  to  have  been  disturbed  by  two  very 
important  circumstances,  one  that  the  large  amount  of 
revenue  he  had  calculated  on  receiving  from  Domin¬ 
ion  lands  in  the  North-West  cannot  be  expected,  and  the 
other  that  the  interest  due  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order, 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  do  not  think  the  hon,  gentleman 
appreciated  the  result  of  my  ruling,  because  to  go  fully  into 
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the  details  of  the  receipts  and  expenditure  for  the  coming 
year  would  not  be  in  accordance  with  it. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  But,  Mr.  Chairman - - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order;  Chair,  chair. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Mr.  Chairman— 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  do  not  know  for  what  purpose  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  risen,  but  he  cannot  question  the  ruling 
of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  can  appeal. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  appeal. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Mr.  Chairman— — 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order ;  sit  down  ;  Chair, 
chair. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Surely  I  have  a  right  to  ask  the 
Chair — — 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order 
as  I  understand,  you  rule.  After  you  rule,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  cannot  speak  to  your  ruling.  He  can  appeal  to  the 
House,  but  he  cannot  argue  in  reference  to  your  decision 
after  it  is  given.  With  your  permission,  he  can  discuss  the 
point  before  the  decision  is  given,  but  not  afterwards. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  But  cannot  he  ask  a  question  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Simply  ask  a  question  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Well,  Sir - - 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  has  ruled,  and  therefore 
tho  hon.  gentleman  will  be  out  of  order  in  referring  to  the 
ruling. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  only  want  to  know  how  far  your 
ruling  goes. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  heard  my 
ruling,  as  other  hon.  gentlemen  have  heard  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  has  been — - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order;  Chair,  chair. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  cannot  speak  on 
the  question  of  order;  I  cannot  hear  anything  on  that 
question. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon,  member  for 
South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Chairman  — 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order;  Chair,  Chair. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  cannot  speak  to 
the  question  of  order,  which  has  been  ruled  upon. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Can  he  not  raise  another  point  of 
order  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  suppose  I  am  still 
permitted  to  appeal  to  the  House.  I  regret  to  say  that  my 
view  is  different  from  yours,  and  the  question  is  one  of  so 
much  practical  importance  that  I  think  it  is  sufficient  to 
justify  mo  in  appealing  to  the  House. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Mr.  Chairman - - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order;  sit  down. 


Mr.  PATERSON.  But,  Mr.  Chairman - - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  necessary - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  want  to  know  whether  it  is  neces¬ 
sary - - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order  ;  Chair,  chair. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  heard  my 
ruling.  He  has  also  heard  that  an  appeal  has  been  asked. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  It  is  not  that,  Mr.  Chairman - - 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN,  The  hon.  gentleman  cannot  be  heard 
until  that  appeal  is  decided. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  When  the  House  was  appealed  to 
before— 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Listen  to  me.  When  the  House  was 
appealed  to  before,  when  the  Speaker  was  in  the  Chair,  the 
Speaker  said  that,  before  the  appeal  was  decided  upon, 
thore  should  be  a  discussion  as  to  the  point. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Committee  rose,  and  House  resumed. 

Mr.  DALY  (Chairman  of  committee).  I  have  to  report 
from  Committee  of  the  Whole,  that  the  member  for  South 
Huron  having,  in  the  course  of  his  remarks  on  clause  3  and 
the  amendments  thereto  proposed  by  Mr.  Charlton  and  Mr. 
Casey,  discussed  at  length  the  financial  position  of  the 
country  as  pertinent  to  the  subject  under  consideration,  a 
question  of  order  arose,  whereupon  I  ruled  that  reference  to 
the  expenditure  of  the  country,  except  as  a  subsidiary 
question,  could  not  be  allowed,  and  that  a  full  and  elabor¬ 
ate  statement  of  the  financial  condition  of  the  country  was 
out  of  order,  which  decision  the  committee  has  desired  me 
to  report  to  tho  House, 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Am  I  permitted  to-— — » 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Am  I  permitted  to  make  one  remark  ? 

Mr,  SPEAKER.  No,  the  question  is  simply  an  appeal  to 
the  House.  I  must  take  the  report  of  tho  Chairman  as  to 
what  tho  point  of  order  is. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  just  wish  to  remark  that  I  under¬ 
stood  from  you,  the  last  time  this  course  was  pursued,  that 
you  ruled  that  the  Chairman  of  the  Committeo  should  have 
the  point  to  be  submitted  to  you,  argued,  and  that  has  not 
been  done. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  Chairman  of  the  committee  has 
ruled,  that,  in  discussing  the  3rd  clause  of  the  Bill,  now  in 
committee,  a  reference  to  the  financial  position  of  the 
country  is  allowable  as  a  subsidiary  question,  but  that  a  full 
and  exhaustive  discussion  of  the  finances  of  the  country,  is 
out  of  order;  from  which  an  appeal  has  been  made  to  the 
House.  The  question  is,  shall  the  ruling  of  the  Chairman  be 
sustained. 

House  divided  on  the  ruling  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittee. 

Yeas  : 


Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Order. 


Mr.  PATERSON.  Mr.  Chairman - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  am  in  order. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  member  for  South  Huron 
has  asked  for  an  appeal  to  the  House.  I  can  allow  no 
further  discussion. 


Abbott, 

Allison, 

Baker  (Victoria), 
Bell, 

Benoit, 

Bergeron, 

Blondeau, 

Bosse, 

Bowell, 


Messieurs 

Ferguson  (Welland), 
Fortin, 

Foster, 

Girouard, 

Grandbois, 

Guilbault, 

Hackett, 

Hall, 

Hickey, 


McLelan, 

McNeill, 

Moffat, 

Paint, 

Pope, 

Reid, 

Robertson  (Hamilton) 
Robertson  (Hastings), 
Ross, 
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Mat  18, 


Cameron  (Victoria), 

Hurteau, 

Royal, 

Campbell  (Victoria), 

Kilvert, 

Shakespeare, 

Caron, 

Chapleau, 

Kranz, 

Landry  (Kent), 

Smyth, 

Sproule, 

Cimon, 

Landry  (Montmagny), 

Stairs, 

Cochrane, 

Langevin, 

Taschereau, 

Colby, 

Macdonald  (King’s), 

Temple, 

Costigan, 

Macdonald  (Sir  John), 

Tupper, 

Coughlin, 

Mackintosh, 

McMillan  (Vaudreuil), 

Vanasse, 

Daoust, 

Wallace  (Albert), 

Dawson, 

McCallum, 

White  (Cardwell), 

Dickinson, 

McDougald  (Pictou), 

Woodworth, 

Dodd, 

McDougall  (C .  Breton),  Wright. — 67. 

Farrow, 

Nays  : 

Auger, 

Messieurs 

Edgar, 

McOraney, 

Bain  (Wentworth), 

Fairbank, 

McIntyre, 

Bernier, 

Burpee, 

Geoffrion, 

McMullen, 

Gillmor, 

Mills, 

Cameron  (Huron), 

Guay, 

Mulock, 

Cameron  (Middlesex), 

Gunn, 

Harley, 

Paterson  (Brant), 

Campbell  (Renfrew), 

Ray, 

Cartwright, 

Innes, 

Somerville  (Brant), 

Casey, 

Irvine, 

Springer, 

Casgrain, 

Kirk, 

Thompson, 

Catudal, 

Landerkin, 

Vail, 

Charlton, 

Langelier, 

Watson, 

Davies, 

De  St.  Georges, 

Laurier, 

Wilson. — 41. 

Lister, 

Mr.  Chairman’s  ruling  sustained. 


Mr.  TROW.  I  wish  to  ask  if  my  name  is  recorded  there  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  No  ;  the  Clerk  did  not  call  it. 

Mr.  TROW.  For  the  simple  reason  that  I  was  in  a  hurry, - 
and  could  not  get  a  pair  for  Colonel  Williams. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  declare  the  question  carried  in  the 
affirmative,  and  the  ruling  of  the  Chairman  is  sustained. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
obedince  to  your  decision,  sustained  by  the  House,  I  shall 
not  proceed  with  this  discussion ;  but  I  take  this  opportunity 
of  stating  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  I  think  this 
matter  is  so  important  that  I  shall,  on  the  earliest  possible 
opportunity  when  the  rules  of  the  House  will  permit,  com¬ 
plete  the  discussion  which,  according  to  your  ruling,  I 
cannot  now  proceed  with. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  There  are  two  aspects 
in  which  I  wish  to  discuss  this  clause  and  the  amendments 
thereto,  namely,  the  practice  of  Parliament,  and  the  duty 
of  the  Government.  I  propose  to  point  out  the  duty  of 
this  Government,  or  the  duty  of  any  Government,  in  sub¬ 
mitting  to  Parliament  a  measure  of  the  revolutionary 
character  which  is  involved  in  this  Bill.  I  propose  to  dis¬ 
cuss  this  aspect  of  the  Bill  in  the  light  of  English  history, 
and  the  practise  of  the  English  Parliament,  and  I  wish  to 
show  that  the  Government  in  introducing  this  measure,- 
have  not  followed  the  practice  of  English  statesmen.  I 
propose  to  show  by  the  clearest  authority  on  constitutional 
practice,  that  the  course  of  the  Government  with  respect  to 
this  Bill  is  not  sanctioned  by  the  history  of  similar  legis¬ 
lation  in  the  English  Parliament,  nor,  so  far  as  I  am  aware, 
by  any  previous  legislation  in  this  Parliament.  I  propose 
showing,  in  the  second  place,  that  the  franchise  proposed 
by  this  Bill  is  not  the  best  franchise.  Now,  the  first  stop 
suggested  is  to  enquire,  what  is  the  duty  of  the  Government, 
if  they  are  to  follow  the  example  of  the  English  Parlia¬ 
ment  ?  It  is  stated  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  a 
large  majority  of  the  representatives  of  the  people  in  Parlia¬ 
ment  having  approved  of  the  principle  of  this  Bill  by  assenting 
to  its  second  reading,  that  therefore  it  is  the  duty  of  the  min¬ 
ority  quietly  to  submit,  no  odds  what  their  own 
views  may  be,  as  to  the  iDjudiciousness  or  the 
injustice  of  this  Bill.  Now,  Sir,  as  a  general 
rule,  one  may  admit  that,  in  matters  of  ordinary  legislation,  I 
Mr.  Speaker. 


the  proposition  is  correct  that  the  voice  of  the  majority  in 
Parliament  ought  to  be  submitted  to  cheerfully  and  grace¬ 
fully,  But  I  say  there  are  questions,  and  there  are  times  in 
the  history  of  the  country,  of  such  gravity  with  respect  to 
legislation  changing  the  constitution,  or  making  changes  in 
the  fundamental  principles  upon  which  the  constitution  is 
founded,  that  it  becomes  the  imperative  duty  of  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  people  in  Parliament  to  consider  with  the 
greatest  possible  care  the  necessity  of  such  legislation;  and 
if  the  minority  think  that  such  legislation  is  not  in  the  public 
interest,  it  becomes  the  imperative  duty  of  the  minority 
to  protest  in  the  strongest  possible  way  known  to  the 
constitution  and  to  parliamentary  practice  and  usages, 
against  such  a  proposition.  We,  the  Opposition, 
although  we  are  charged  with  having  obstructed  this 
legislation,  say  we  have  not  done  so.  We  have  discussed 
this  important  question  in  the  sense  I  have  just  indi¬ 
cated.  We  propose  to  discuss  it  in  the  same  way  to  the 
end.  We  thoroughly  believe  its  principles  are  bad,  that  its 
details  are  vicious,  and  so  believing,  although  a  majority 
of  the  representatives  in  Parliament  have  pronounced  in 
favor  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  we  think  we  are  within 
our  rights  and  doing  what  is  only  proper  for  us  to  do,  rep¬ 
resenting  as  we  believe  we  do  the  voice  of  the  majority  of 
the  people,  in  protesting  against  this  Bill.  We  know  as  a 
matter  of  fact  and  as  a  matter  of  history  that  majorities  are 
not  always  right.  We  know  on  the  contrary  that  as  a 
general  rule  that  majorities  are  wrong,  that  they 
are  seldom  right.  We  know  further  that  majorities 
are  not  only  not  always  right,  but  majorities  are 
occasionally  tyrannical.  The  committee  will  recol¬ 
lect  what  Mr.  Gladstone,  in  one  of  his  great  orations, 
said  upon  this  point:  The  tyranny  of  the  major¬ 
ity  was  detestable  and  odious.  Wo  see  that  the 
tyranny  of  the  majority  of  the  representatives  in 
Parliament  is  detestable  and  odious.  They  have  no 
ground  for  pursuing  the  course  they  have  been  pur¬ 
suing  during  the  last  five  weeks ;  no  warrant  from  the  people 
for  taking  the  course  they  are  taking  with  respect  to  this 
Bill ;  and  to  deal  with  it  in  Parliament  without  the  voice  of 
the  people  having  been  pronounced  in  favor  of  it,  is  absolute 
tyranny  on  the  Opposition.  Thoroughly  approving  the 
doctrine  laid  dnvn  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  we  oppose  this  Bill. 
We  have  opposed  it  in  the  past  and  we  propose  to  oppose  it 
until  it  becomes  the  law  of  the  land.  An  hon.  member 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  laid  down  a  very 
simple  rule  as  to  the  duties  and  responsibilities  of  the 
representatives  of  the  people  in  Parliament.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  that  hon.  gentleman's  primitive  views  as  to  the 
responsibility  of  the  representatives  of  the  people,  we  are 
here  simply  as  recording  scribes  of  the  decrees  of  any 
administration  that  may  occupy  the  Treasury  Benches  for 
the  time  being.  We  do  not  so  believe  and  understand  our 
duties  in  Parliament.  As  representing  the  people,  and  in 
this  respect  we  believe  we  represent  the  majority  of  them, 
we  think  we  have  higher  and  nobler  duties  to  discharge,  and 
we  propose  to  oppose  this  Bill  and  to  discuss  it  upon  its 
principles  and  details  according  to  the  light  we  possess.  We 
heard  some  evenings  ago  from  the  First  Minister  warnings. 
We  were  appealed  to  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman  to  cease 
discussing  this  Bill.  We  were  threatened,  or  half  threatened 
at  all  events,  by  the  First  Minister  that  our  discussion  upon 
this  Bill  was  verging  upon  the  dangerous.  We  wero  reminded 
it  is  true  in  very  delicate  language,  but  all  the  same,  we 
were  reminded  of  the  fact  that  in  England  there  was  such  a 
thing  as  a  cloture,  that  the  United  States  Congress  had 
adopted  the  gag  law,  which  was  more  effectual  in  preventing 
a  thorough  and  exhaustive  discussion  upon  a  given 
proposition  than  even  the  English  cloture.  Parliament  is 
reminded  by  the  First  Minister  that  many  of  his  followers, 
many  of  his  followers  in  Parliament  and  out  of  Parliament, 
had  urged  that  he,  in  order  to  cut  off  discussion  upon  this 
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Bill,  should  adopt  either  the  English  cloture  or  the  American 
gag  law.  We  have  been  reminded  over  and  over  again  of 
it,  not  only  by  the  First  Minister,  but  by  the  press  support¬ 
ing  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  The  Montreal  Gazette,  the 
organ  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
dolicately  told  us  there  was  such  a  thing  as  the  cloture  in 
England,  and  it  might  not  be  improper  to  have  a  cloture  in 
Canada.  We  were  told  by  the  Toronto  Mail  that  there  was 
another  and  more  summary  and  more  effective  way  of  ending 
this  discussion  in  Parliament.  We  were  threatened  with  an 
army  of  5,000  men  to  dispose  of  the  people’s  representatives 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  when  they  were  disposed  of, 
the  First  Minister  could  pass  his  Bill. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
in  order. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Why  not? 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  These  remarks  are  irrelevant  to  the 
question  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  We  are  discussing  the  details  of 
the  Bill.  The  First  Minister  reminded  us  the  other  day 
that  there  was  such  a  thing  as  cloture.  The  Montreal 
Gazette  reminded  us  of  the  same  thing;  and  the  Mail,  the 
organ  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  threatened  us. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  That  matter  is  not  under  consider¬ 
ation. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  What  I  am  pointing  out  is,  that 
not  only  are  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  trying  to  force 
this  legislation  through  Parliament - * 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  entirely  out 
of  order. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  If  you  rule,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  I 
cannot  state  that  the  Mail  newspaper  said  that  if  we 
do  not  cease  our  opposition  we  will  hear  the  tramp  of 
marching  feet,  then  I  submit.  Wo  have  been  protesting 
against  this  Bill  on  principle.  The  hon.  member  for  Both- 
well  (Mr.  Mills)  took  occasion  the  other  evening  to  refer 
briefly  to  the  very  important  constitutional  question  that  I 
propose  to  discuss  and  cite  authorities  to  sustain  my  posi¬ 
tion,  that  no  Government  is  justified  in  introducing  and 
carrying  through  Parliament  a  measure  of  this 
kind  without  having  first  submitted  it  to  the  people 
at  the  polls.  It  is  laid  down  in  most  standard  works 
on  constitutional  law  in  England,  that  no  Bill  of 
the  character  of  this  Bill,  making  such  radical 
changes  as  this  Bill  makes,  ever  was  passed  through  Parlia¬ 
ment,  at  all  events  within  100  years,  without  having  been 
submitted  to  the  people  at  the  polls,  or  without  there  being 
a  strong  public  opinion  pronounced  in  favor  of  the  proposi¬ 
tion  before  the  Bill  became  law.  We  protest  against  this 
Bill,  because  we  say  that  public  opinion  has  not  been  pro¬ 
nounced  in  favor  of  it.  We  protest  against  it,  in  the  second 
place,  because  we  say  public.opinion,  so  far  as  it  has  been 
pronounced,  is  adverse  to  the  principle  of  this  Bill.  We 
protest  against  it  in  the  third  place,  because  we  say  that  the 
measure  has  not  been  submitted  to  the  great  tribunal  of  the 
people,  and  that  the  people  have  expressed  no  opinion  in 
favor  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill— —in  favor  of  a  Dominion 
franchise.  We  protest  against  it  also,  because  we  say  that 
the  period  selected-  by  the  First  Minister  for 
introducing  this  Bill  is  a  period  exceedingly  inop¬ 
portune,  in  view  of  the  difficulties,  the  trials,  and 
the  troubles  which  now  exist  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  We  say  that  it  is  an  inopportune  period  for  the 
First  Minister  to  present  such  a  proposition  to  Parliament, 
and  cause  throughout  the  country  an  amount  of  excitement 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  it  difficult  to  allay.  Now, 
the  First  Minister  knows — hon.  gentlemen  opposite  know, 
or  at  all  events  those  of  them  that  ever  trouble  themselves 
about  questions  of  this  kind,  that  in  England,  Parliament 


has  over  and  over  again  refused  to  pass  measures  that  the 
mass  of  the  people  have  not  pronounced  in  favor  of,  which 
the  constituent  body  had  approved  of,  because  the  principles 
of  the  measure  had  not  been  sanctioned  by  public  opinion.  I 
say  that  the  Parliament  of  England  has  rejected  over  and 
over  again  public  measures  of  the  first  consequence  to  the 
country,  because  the  people  at  the  polls  had  not  been  con¬ 
sulted  with  respect  to  them,  and  no  strong  public  sentiment 
had  been  expressed  in  their  favor.  We  say  further,  that  the 
Parliament  of  England  has  passed  public  measures  which 
the  representatives  of  the  people  were  not  strongly  in  favor 
of,  pimply  because  there  was  a  strong,  emphatic,  pronounc¬ 
ed,*  public  opinion  in  favor  of  them  outside  of  Parliament. 
Now,  Sir,  no  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  will  pretend  to 
say,  no  hon.  gentleman  does  say,  that  aDy  public 
opinion  in  any  portion  of  Canada  has  been  evoked  in  favor 
of  this  Bill.  On  the  contrary,  as  far  as  a  public  has  found 
expression  in  Parliament,  it  is  all  against  the  principle  and 
the  details  of  the  Bill ;  and  with  that  certainty  staring  us 
in  the  face,  it  is  not  fair  or  just  or  right  that  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  should  seek  to  force  this  Bill  through  Parliament.  I 
say  that  in  dealing  with  a  question  of  such  magnitude,  one 
affecting  the  large  interests  which  this  Bill  proposes  to 
affect,  a  Bill  which  may  have  the  effect  of  disfranchising 
thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  electors  who  have  votes 
under  former  laws  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  as  well  as  in 
the  Provinces  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  Manitoba,  and 
British  Columbia - 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  No,  no. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  An  hon.  gentleman  says  no,  which 
shows  that  the  statement  we  have  made  over  and  over 
again  is  correct — that  one-half  the  hon.  members  of  this 
House  do  not  understand  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  and  it 
we  discussed  it  six  months  they  would  not  understand  it, 
simply  because  they  do  not  take  the  trouble  to  read  the 
Bill,  to  digest  and  understand  its  provisions.  I  was  point¬ 
ing  out  to  you  that  no  English  Government  has  ever  done 
what  the  First  Minister  proposes  to  do  in  this  case — 
submitted  to  Parliament,  and  forced  through  Parliament, 
contrary  to  the  will  of  the  people,  without  the  voice  of  the 
people  being  pronounced  in  favor  of  it,  any  groat  proposi¬ 
tion  which  affects  the  representation  of  the  people  in 
Parliament.  Now,  Sir,  you  will  find  that  in  1852,  Lord 
John  Russell  introduced  his  first  Reform  Bill,  after  the  Bill 
of  1832.  That  Bill  was  objected  to  by  the  Opposition  in 
Parliament  on  two  grounds.  It  was  pointed  out  that  the 
Bill  was  a  Bill  which  ought  not  to  become  law,  because  it 
had  not  been  submitted  to  the  people  at  the  polls,  no  strong 
public  opinion  was  expressed  in  favor  of  it  outside  of 
Parliament.  Syme,  in  his  valuable  work  on  representa¬ 
tive  government,  at  page  100,  lays  down  the  rules  which 
English  statesmen  have  invariably  followed  with  reference 
to  any  proposition  affecting  the  representation  of  the  people 
in  Parliament,  or  any  proposition  which  affects  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  in  the  country : 

“  The  House  of  Commons  has  repeatedly  rejected  measures  which  have 
been  approved  of  by  the  constituent  body,  because  public  opinion  had 
not  endorsed  them.  The  history  of  Lord  John  Russell’s  three  Reform 
Bills  will  serve  to  illustrate  what  I  mean  under  this  head.  His  first 
Reform  Bill,  introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons  in  1852,  was  a  great 
advance  upon  the  Refoim  Act  of  twenty  years  before.  It  proposed  the 
enfranchisement  of  several  large  towns,  the  disfranchisement  of  certain 
small  boroughs,  and  the  lowering  of  the  borough  and  county  qualifica¬ 
tion  for  electors.  It  is  not  disputed  that  the  constituents  were  in  favor 
of  reform  on  the  line  here  laid  down,  at  the  time  that  this  measure  was 
introduced  ;  and  it  admits  of  no  doubt  that  this  measure  owed  its  intro¬ 
duction  to  positive  pledges  given  by  ministers  to  their  constituents  at 
the  previous  general  election.  The  Premier,  Lord  Palmerston,  had  on 
that  occasion  distinctly  pledged  himself  to  parliamentary  reform,  and 
the  Queen’s  speech  at  the  opeaing  of  the  Session  showed  that  he  had  not 
forgotten  the  circumstance,  as  it  intimated  that  the  Government 
intended  to  propose  1  such  amendments  in  the  Act  of  the  late  reign 
relating  to  the  representation  of  the  Commons  in  Parliament  as  may  be 
deemed  calculated  to  carry  into  more  complete  effect  the  principles  upon 
which  the  law  is  founded.’  This  was  distinct  enough,  Here  then,  was 
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a  Bill  which  one  might  suppose  would  be  certain  to  be  carried  ;  the 
country  had  pronounced  in  favor  of  it  at  a  general  election,  and  a 
majority  of  members  had  expressly,  or  tacitly,  given  their  adherence  to 
it  on  the  hustings  ;  and  the  Ministry  had  pledged  themselves  through 
their  chief  to  carry  it  into  law.  It  was  not  carried  into  law,  however, 
and  no  serious  attempts  were  ever  made  to  discuss  its  provisions.  Its 
rejection  was  a  foregone  conclusion  ;  it  was  laid  aside  by  general  con¬ 
sent  ot  all  parties,  and  for  no  other  reason  than  because  there  was  an 
absence  of  enthusiasm  in  favor  of  it  out  of  doors.  The  House  would  not 
bother  itself  about  a  measure  when  there  was  no  violent  agitation  out  of 
doors  in  favor  of  it. 

Lord  John  Russell's  second  Reform  Bill,  introduced  in  1864,  was,  in 
many  respects,  an  improvement  on  the  first.  It  provided  for  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  franchise  in  counties  and  boroughs,  for  the  disfranchisement 
of  boroughs  having  fewer  than  SOO  electors  ;  boroughs  not  having  more 
than  500  were  to  return  only  one  member,  and  cities  and  counties  having 
a  population  of  1,000,  and  returning  only  two  members,  were  to  have 
three  under  the  Bill.  The  measure  appears  to  have  been  carefully 
prepared,  and  its  provisions  were  fully  and  ably  discussed  by  its  author ; 
but  like  the  previous  Bill  on  the  same  subject,  the  House  would  not 
entertain  it." 

Now,  here  is  a  proposition  for  the  first  time  seriously 
introduced  by  the  First  Minister,  with  a  view  of  crystal¬ 
lising  it  into  an  Act  of  Parliament,  a  Bill  on  which 
the  people  of  this  country  have  never  been  called  on 
to  express,  and  have  never  expressed,  a  favorable  opin¬ 
ion,  a  Bill  that  never  was  submitted  to  the  people  at 
the  polls,  and  a  Bill  which,  in  its  most  material  parts, 
involves  grave  and  serious  changes  from  the  former 
Bills  introduced  by  the  First  Minister.  And  yet,  Sir,  the 
First  Minister  introduces  the  Bill  two  months  after  the 
House  is  in  Session  ;  he  attempts  to  force  it  through  Parlia¬ 
ment  without  having  a  single  tittle  of  evidence  to  show  that 
the  voice  of  the  majority  of  the  people  of  this  country  is  in 
favor  of  either  its  principle  or  it  details.  Now,  Sir,  in  1854, 
two  years  after  the  first  Eeform  Bill  was  withdrawn 
from  Parliament  because  public  opinion  was  not 
sufficiently  pronounced  in  its  favor,  Lord  John 
Russell  introduced  the  second  Reform  Bill.  It  was 
a  great  improvement  upon  the  previous  Reform  Bill. 
It  enormously  extended  the  electoral  franchise ;  it  disfran¬ 
chised  several  rotten  boroughs ;  it  made  vast  strides  in 
advance  of  the  Bill  of  1832  or  the  Bill  of  1852.  The  Bill 
was  discussed  in  Parliament ;  it  was  discussed  in  the  con¬ 
stituencies  before  it  was  introduced  ;  many  of  the  members 
returned  to  Parliament  had  pledged  themselves  to  support 
a  Reform  Bill,  and  the  Government  to  a  large  extent  wore 
pledged  to  bring  it  in.  The  Bill  was  introduced,  read  the 
second  time, and  exhaustively  discussed  in  Parliament;  and 
yet  it  did  not  become  law  ;  it  was  abandoned  for  two  rea¬ 
sons — first,  because  England  was  then  engaged  in  a  deadly 
conflict  with  Russia,  and  both  the  people  and  their  repre¬ 
sentatives  deemed  it  an  inopportune  time  for  a  question  of 
this  importance  to  be  discussed  in  Parliament  when  every 
power  and  energy  of  the  Britiah'  empire  was 
strained  to  repel  a  foreign  foe,  and  in  the  second  place, 
because  the  representatives  of  the  people  in  Parliament 
were  not  convinced  that  the  voice  of  the  people  at  the  polls 
was  sufficiently  expressed  in  favor  of  the  Bill.  Mr. 
Syme  discusses  the  action  of  the  representatives  of  the 
people  at  the  time  as  follows  : 

“The  Bill  was  objected  to  as  inopportune  (owing  to  the  impending 
war  with  Russia)  and  uncalled  for,  there  being,  it  was  alleged,  no  agita¬ 
tion  for  it  out  of  doors.  To  these  objections  Lord  John  Russell  very 
forcibly  replied:  ‘I  cannot  think,’  he  said,  ‘there  is  any  danger  in 
discussing  the  question  of  reform  during  the  excitement  of  a  foreign  war. 
The  time  that  is  really  dangerous  for  such  a  discussion  is  the  time  of 
great  popular  excitement  and  dissension  at  home.’  ” 

Now,  if  it  is  true  that  the  time  to  discuss  a  Reform 
Bill  is  not  when  tho  country  is  disturbed  by  an  armed 
outbreak  at  home  or  by  any  other  cause,  surely  that 
argument  would  apply  to  tho  present  Bill  with  added 
force.  The  hon.  First  Minister  knows  perfectly  well  that 
every  power  he  and  the  Government  possess  has  been 
strained  the  last  three  or  four  weeks  to  its  utmost 
tension  to  quell  the  outbreak  in  the  North-West;  and  yet 
that  is  the  very  moment  he  selects  for  introducing  this 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 
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Bill  into  Parliament  The  Bill  I  have  referred  to  was  not 
the  only  Bill  affecting  the  representation  of  the  people  that 
was  introduced  into  the  English  Parliament  and  aban¬ 
doned.  In  I860  Lord  John  Russell  introduced  his  third 
Reform  Bill.  It  was  objected  that  public  opinion  had  not 
been  strongly  pronounced  in  its  favor. 

Mr.  SMALL.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  order.  What  has 
that  to  do  with  the  matter  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  dare  say  the  hon.  gentleman  cannot 
see. 

Mr.  SMALL.  Yes,  I  can  see.  I  can  see  that  there  is  a 
good  deal  of  obstruction  on  the  other  side. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  perfectly  relevant.  There  is  nothing 
in  the  point  of  order  the  hon.  gentleman  has  stated.  My 
hon.  friend  is  pointing  out  why  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  is  preferable  to  this 
Bill.  That  amendment  has  had  popular  sanction ;  the 
present  Bill  has  not  been  supported  by  the  constitutional 
practice. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  What  the  hon.  gentleman  is  pointing 
out  is  the  desirability  of  withdrawing  the  whole  Bill  from 
the  House  for  certain  reasons  which  existed  in  England  at 
the  time  the  Franchise  Bills  were  withdrawn  there.  The 
question  before  the  House  is  whether  the  provincial  fran¬ 
chises  shall  be  retained  in  preference  to  this  Bill,  or  whether 
Ontario  shall  be  exempt  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill  in 
case  it  becomes  law,  and  not  as  to  the  whole  principle  of  the 
Bill,  or  whether  it  should  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  That  is  not  what  I  am  pointing  out  at 
all.  It  is  proposed  by  the  third  clause  of  this  Bill  to  adopt 
a  .Dominion  franchise — an  expensive  franchise.  That  is  a 
new  experiment — a  change  in  the  constitution  that  we  have 
had  for  the  last  eighteen  years.  I  say  an  important  change 
of  that  kind  should  not  be  made  unless  it  is  submitted  to  the 
people  at  the  polls  and  a  majority  of  the  people  are  in  favor 
of  it.  I  say  further  that  this  Bill  should  not  be  passed 
because  the  practice  of  English  statesmen  and  the  English 
Government  has  been  not  to  force  changes  of  this  kind 
through  Parliament  without  submitting  them  to  the  polls 
and  obtaining  the  sanction  of  the  people. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not 
exceeded  the  limits  of  order  so  far. 

Mr,  CAMERON.  I  am  going  into  a  history  of  this  ques¬ 
tion  in  England,  but  it  is  perfectly  pertinent  to  the  ques¬ 
tion  before  the  Chair.  I  was  pointing  out  that  the  Con¬ 
servative  party  objected  to  Lord  John  Russell’s  third  Reform 
Bill  on  the  ground  that  there  had  been  no  clearly  pronoun¬ 
ced  indication  that  public  opinion  was  in  favor  of  it.  Now, 
I  say  that  this  is  a  much  stronger  case  than  the  three  cases 
I  have  cited,  because  in  all  of  those  cases  the  principles  of 
the  Bills  had  been  discussed,  and  some  of  the  Ministers  had 
pledged  themselves  to  Parliamentary  Reform  ;  but  in  this 
case,  it  cannot  be  said  that  the  First  Minister  or  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  have  in  the  slightest  sense  pledged  themselves  at 
the  polls  that  this  Bill  should  become  law.  They  have  not 
even  submitted  it  to  the  people  :  I  venture  to  say  that  the 
First  Minister,  in  the  manifesto  he  issued  at  the  last  election 
never  referred  to  this  measure.  Lord  Derby’s  Government 
succeeded  the  Liberal  Government,  and  in  pursuance  of  the 
pledges  which  had  been  given  by  himself  and  some  mem¬ 
bers  of  his  Government,  introduced  what  is  called  the  fourth 
Reform  Bill.  That  Bill  mot  with  practically  the  same  fate 
as  tho  previous  Reform  Bills.  Mr.  Syme  points  out  with 
respect  to  this  Bill : 

“  Lord  John  Russell’s  third  Reform  Bill  was  introduced  on  the  1st  of 
March,  1860,  ana  experienced  the  same  fate  as  the  two  previous  ones. 
Some  time  before  this,  the  Derby  Ministry  being  in  office,  Lord  John 
Russell  moved  an  amendment  on  Earl  Derby’s  Reform  Bill,  as  follows  : 
— 1  That  it  is  neither  just  nor  politic  in  the  manner  proposed  in  the 
Government  Bill  with  the  freehold  franchise  as  hitherto  exercised  in  the 
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countries  of  England  and  Wales,  and  that  no  re-adjnstment  of  the  fran¬ 
chise  will  satisfy  the  House  or  the  country  which  does  not  provide  for  a 
greater  extension  of  the  suffrage  in  cities  and  boroughs  than  is  contem¬ 
plated  in  the  present  measure.’  This  amendment  was  carried,  in  a  full 
House  of  621,  by  a  majority  of  39.  The  Derby  Ministry  thereupon  dis¬ 
solved  Parliament,  and  the  result  of  the  appeal  to  the  country  was  302 
Conservative  and  350  Liberals,  or  a  majority  of  48  against  the  Ministers 
On  the  assembling  of  Parliament  the  Ministry  was  defeated  on  the 
address  by  a  majority  of  13.  Lord  Derby  thereupon  resigned,  and  the 
Palmerston  Ministry  took  office.  Soon  afterwards  Lord  John  Russell, 
who  was  a  member  of  the  new  Administration,  introduced  a  new  Reform 
Bill  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  his  amendment.  Having  by  that 
amendment  defeated  the  late  Ministry,  and  the  country  having  subse¬ 
quently  marked  its  approval  of  the  policy  of  the  Opposition  by  return¬ 
ing  a  majority  in  their  favor,  the  new  Ministry  were  in  honor,  as  well 
as  by  constitutional  usage,  bound  to  stand  or  fall  by  their  measure.” 

It  was  not  until  after  the  people  at  the  polls  had  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  pronouncing  upon  the  question,  until  a  Reform  Bill 
had  been  four  times  before  Parliament  and-four  times  with¬ 
drawn,  and  until  the  question  had  been  fully  discussed  in 
Parliament,  both  in  principle  and  detail,  that  the  fifth 
Reform  Bill  met  with  any  measure  of  success.  Now.  Sir, 
that  is  not  the  course  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  propose 
to  pursue  here.  Without  any  reference  to  the  people  at  the 
polls,  we  are  asked  to  give  our  sanction  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill ;  in  fact  we  are  told  that  having  sanctioned  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  we  are  to  be  debarred  entirely  from 
discussing  at  length  its  numerous  details.  Speaking  of  the 
Reform  Bill  of  1860,  Mr.  Symes,  in  his  work  on  Represen¬ 
tative  Government,  says : 

“  The  measure  was  introduced  by  Lord  John  Russell  in  a  speech  which 
occupied  an  hour  in  delivery,  and  which  was  said  to  have  been  listened 
to  with  a  decorous  calmness  that  almost  amounted  to  indifference.  The 
debate  was  adjourned  six  times  before  the  3rd  May,  when  it  was  read  a 
second  time  without  a  division.” 

Is  that  the  way  the  Opposition  are  treated  '?  Why,  the  very 
moment  the  First  Minister  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  he  warned  us  that  he  proposed  to  proceed  de  die  in  diem, 
and  he  not  only  proceeded  day  in  and  day  out,  but  night  in 
and  night  out  with  the  Bill.  When,  in  England,  the  Reform 
Bill  was  before  Parliament,  the  discussion  was  adjourned 
different  times  in  order  that  the  representatives  of  the  people 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  making  known  their  views  to 
their  constituents  in  order  that  the  people  might  judge 
whether  or  not  the  Bill  in  principle  and  detail  was  such  as 
commended  itself  to  the  country. 

“The  Bill,”  says  Sir  Erskine  May,  “  wa3  received  with  coldne33  in 
the  House  and  with  indifference  out  of  it.  It  had  not  been  haiied  by 
popular  acclamation.  The  cause  of  reform,  which  once  had  aroused 
enthusiasm,  now  languished  from  general  neglect.  The  press  was  silent 
or  discouraging;  petitions  were  not  forthcoming  ;  public  meetings  were 
not  assembled  ;  the  people  were  unmoved.” 

What  is  the  condition  of  affairs  with  respect  to  this  Bill  ? 
One  would  naturally  suppose  that  nobody  wanted  it  but  the 
First  Minister  and  his  colleagues.  No  response  outside  has 
been  given  to  their  speeches  in  favor  of  the  Bill,  nor  has 
any  petition  reached  this  House  asking  for  it.  Where  are 
the  public  meetings  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
Canada  protesting  against  the  stand  taken  by  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  ?  Where  are  the  countless  petitions  that  should 
encumber  the  Clerk’s  Table  if  the  people  wanted  the 
measure?  There  are  none.  It  is  evident  that  this  Bill 
has  not  only  not  evoked  enthusiasm  in  its  behalf,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  has  aroused  public  indignation  against  it,  and 
this  ought  to  be  sufficient  to  satisfy  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
that  it  should  not  be  allowed  to  become  law.  Sir  William 
Molesworth,  dealing  with  a  similar  question,  says: 

“  1  The  people,  though  by  no  means  indifferent,  did  not  feel  strongly 
on  the  subject,  and  did  not  give  the  Government  any  warm  sup¬ 
port  ;  ’  and,  referring  to  the  absence  of  excitement  out  of  doors 
on  questions  of  this  nature,  he  adds  1  unfortunately  it  is  only  when 
a  very  strong  feeling  on  the  subject  prevails  that  Parliament  can 
be  induced  to  deal  with  them.’  The  very  strong  feeling  was  not  forth¬ 
coming  in  this  instance,  and  the  Bill  was  accordingly  lost.  Yet  there  had 
been  appeals  to  the  country  on  this  very  question,  and  the  result  of 
these  appeals  proved  beyond  a  doubt  that  the  country  was  in  favor  of  , 
the  policy  embodied  in  the  Ministerial  measure.  Nevertheless,  as  we  i 
have  seen,  the  Bill  was  withdrawn,  and  solely  because  there  was  an 


absince  of  outside  pressure  in  favor  of  it;  and  notwithstanding  the 
terms  upon  which  they  obtained  office,  the  Ministry  made  no  further 
attempt  to  carry  out  the  wishes  of  the  country  in  this  direction.” 

There  the  question  had  been  before  the  country  for  years, 
and  because  there  was  no  enthusiasm  in  the  country  the 
proposition  was  dropped.  In  1866  Mr.  Gladstone  intro¬ 
duced  another  Reform  Bill ;  it  was  submitted  to  Parliament 
and  discussed  in  Parliament,  but  did  not  become  law  for  prei 
cisely  the  same  reasons,  because  it  excited  no  interest  and 
was  considered  inopportune ;  thus  this  Bill  which  had  been 
submitted  several  times  to  the  people  and  upon  which  public 
opinion  had,  to  a  considerable  extent,  been  pronounced,  was 
dropped  for  the  fifth  time,  simply  because  the  voice  of  the 
people  was  not  sufficiently  pronounced  in  its  favor.  Wbat 
voice  has  the  First  Minister  heard  in  favor  of  the  Bill 
before  us?  What  public  representation  has  been 
made  to  him  to  warrant  him  in  assuming  that  the 
voice  of  the  people  is  in  its  favor?  The  First  Minister 
has  not  given  us  any  evidence  to  show  that  the  people 
are  at  all  interested  in  this  matter,  to  show  he  is  legislat¬ 
ing  in  the  interests  of  the  people  and  not  for  some  particu¬ 
lar  purpose  of  his  own.  All  these  Bills  were  discussed 
exhaustively  in  the  British  House  of  Commons  and  were 
all  abandoned.  In  1866  the  Conservative  Government  was 
defeated  and  Mr.  Gladstone,  who  succeeded  to  office,  intro¬ 
duced  the  seventh  Reform  Bill.  Tho  same  objections  were 
made  to  it  in  the  Houso,  but  public  opinion  was  then  pronoun¬ 
ced  in  its  favor.  The  immense  gatherings  held  from  one  end 
of  England  to  the  other,  the  enormous  gatherings  at  Hyde 
Park,  Marble  Arch,  Manchester,  Rochdale,  Liverpool,  and 
other  places,  convinced  the  Government  that  at  length  public 
opinion  was  sufficiently  far  advanced,  and  that  it  became 
absolutely  necessary  the  Bill  should  pass.  Still  that  Bill 
did  not  become  law.  When  the  Reform  Bill  of  the  Con¬ 
servative  Government  was  introduced,  which  was,  perhaps, 
not  as  liberal  as  the  Bills  which  were  introduced  by  tho 
preceding  Liberal  Governments,  Mr.  Gladstone  moved  ten 
amendments,  nine  of  which  had  to  be  accepted  by  the  Con¬ 
servative  Government.  This  Bill  became  law  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  the  enormous  pressure  brought  to  bear  from  out¬ 
side,  and  this  author  says  that  four  solid  months  were  con¬ 
sumed  in  the  discussion  of  the  Bill  in  Committee,  that  is  of 
the  details  of  the  Bill,  and  the  discussion  of  the  principles 
of  the  Bill  occupied  several  days  on  the  second  reading. 
That  Bill  wa3  eight  times  before  the  people  of  the  country, 
was  favorably  pronounced  upon  by  the  people,  and  yet  that 
same  Reform  Bill  was  discussed  four  months  in  committee, 
but  when  we  had  been  discussing  this  Bill  one  week,  we 
were  called  obstructionists,  and  were  told  that  we  were  not 
discussing  it  upon  the  merits.  In  1832  Lord  Althorp 
introduced  a  resolution  into  the  British  House  of  Commons 
to  abolish  church  rates,  and  that  was  carried  by  256  to  180, 
but  the  resolution  was  abandoned  because  Parliament  was 
convinced  that  the  public  sentiment  of  the  country  was  not 
sufficiently  pronounced  in  favor  of  the  proposition.  Nine 
years  afterwards  Sir  John  Trelawney  introduced  a  Bill 
sweeping  away  the  church  rates  altogether,  which  received 
its  second  reading  but  went  no  further,  because  the  mover 
of  tho  Bill  was  satisfied  that  public  opinion  was  not  suffi¬ 
ciently  pronounced  in  favor  of  it.  For  the  third  time,  a  Bill 
for  this  purpose  was  introduced  into  the  Imperial  Parlia¬ 
ment,  but  was  not  pressed,  for  the  same  reason.  Here  we 
have  no  expression  of  opinion  in  favor  of  this  Bill.  There 
has  not  been  a  petition  in  favor  of  it,  not  a  constituency  or 
an  individual  or  a  Province  has  pronounced  in  favor 
of  it,  and  yet  the  First  Minister  seeks  to  force  it 
through  Parliament.  Tho  same  thing  took  place  in  Eng¬ 
land  with  roforence  to  tho  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church.  *It  was  passed  in  the  House  of  Commons  and 
rejected  in  the  House  of  Lords  once  or  twice,  and  then  they 
yielded  because  of  the  pressure  of  outside  opinion,  and  it 
became  the  law  of  the  land.  The  First  Minister’s  conduct 
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is  in  striking  contrast  with  the  conduct  of  any  statesman  in 
England  in  passing  an  important  Bill  through  Parliament. 
He  selects  the  moment  when  the  people  of  Canada  have 
their  energy  and  their  attention  strained  to  the  utmost,  in 
regard  to  other  matters,  as  the  appropriate  one  to  introduce 
this  Bill  and  force  it  upon  the  people.  Instead  of  a  feeling 
existing  in  tavor  of  this  Bill,  a  feeling  has  been  aroused,  in 
one  Province,  at  any  rate,  and  I  believe  in  others,  against 
it,  and  I  believe  that,  if  it  is  forced  through  the  House,  it 
will  raise  a  whirlwind  of  indignation  in  this  country 
that  may  prove  of  very  serious  consequence  to 
the  people,  and  will  tend  to  weaken  the  bond 
that  binds  the  several  Provinces  together.  Sir, 

the  hon.  gentleman  knows  perfectly  well  that  not  only 
has  there  been  no  public  opinion  pronounced  in  favor  of 
this  Bill  but  that  in  so  far  as  it  has  been  expressed,  public 
opinion  has  been  decidedly  against  this  Bill.  Now,  under 
these  circumstances,  what  course  ought  the  First  Minister 
to  take  ?  I  say  that  if  he  desires  that  peace,  prosperity  and 
harmony  shall  prevail  throughout  this  Dominion,  if  he 
desires  that  the  bonds  which  bind  the  Provinces  to  the 
Dominion  shall  be  strengthened  and  confirmed,  instead  of 
loosened  and  weakened,  there  is  only  one  course  for  him  to 
pursue,  and  that  is  to  submit  this  Bill  to  the  people  at 
the  polls.  Sir,  if  the  electors  of  this  Dominion,  after  this 
question  has  been  submitted  to  them  at  the  polls,  and  they 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  pronouncing  upon  it,  if  they 
pronounce  in  favor  of  it  I  say  that  we,  the  Liberals 
in  Parliament  assembled,  will  submit  cheerfully  to  the 
will  of  the  people  in  that  respect.  Let  the  First  Minister 
follow  the  example  of  English  statesmen  in  regard  to 
similar  great  questions.  I  have  shown  that  almost  invariably 
these  great  propositions  affecting  the  representation  of  the 
people  in  Parliament  have  never  received  the  sanction  of 
Parliament  unless  the  people  at  the  polls  have  pronounced 
in  their  favor.  We  have  heard  the  First  Minister  boast, 
over  and  over  again,  that  he  draws  his  inspiration  from 
English  sources  ;  then,  I  say,  let  him  follow  the  example  of 
English  statesmen  and  let  him  not  force  upon  the  people  of 
this  country,  without  consulting  them,  such  propositions 
as  are  contained  in  this  Bill.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows 
that  the  voice  of  the  people  of  this  country,  so  far  as  it  has 
found  expression  on  the  floor  of  Parliament,  is  opposed  to 
the  principle  of  this  Bill.  He  knows  that  the  unanimous 
voice  of  the  Conservatives  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  as 
represented  in  the  Local  Legislature,  has  pronounced  in 
favor  of  a  different  franchise  from  the  one  submitted  in  this 
Bill,  and  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage.  He  knows  that 
the  unanimous  voice  of  the  representatives  of  the  Conser¬ 
vative  party  in  Parliament  assembled  has  declared  in  favor 
of  a  more  liberal  and  broader  franchise  than  the  one  pro¬ 
posed  in  this  Bill.  We  know,  also,  that  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec  public  opinion  does  not  justify  the  course  ol 
the  First  Minister;  we  know  that  one  organ  of  the 
Government  after  another  has  declared  that  the  First 
Minister  ought  to  throw  this  Bill  into  the  waste 
basket.  We  know  that  another  organ  of  the  Government 
declared  that  legislation  of  this  character  and  of  a 
kindred  character  was  straining  the  constitution  and 
weakening  the  bonds  that  bind  the  Provinces  to  the  Domi¬ 
nion,  and  that  it  was  high  time  a  danger  signal  was  erected 
We  know  that  the  Montreal  Gazette,  in  its  wiser  days,  took 
the  same  ground  ;  we  know  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  controlled  that  organ,  and  who  is  still  reputed  to 
influence  its  course,  was  in  favor  of  a  provincial  franchise. 
We  know  that  other  papers,  usually  supporting  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  have  taken  the  same  ground.  We  know  perfectly 
well  that  the  supporters  of  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House 
are  not  a  unit  on  this  question,  and  that  two  hon.  members 
who  usually  support  the  Government  have  refused  to  sup¬ 
port  them  in  carrying  this  measure  through  Parliament. 
We  know  that  there  is  dissatisfaction  and  discontent,  and 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


that  among  nearly  all  of  them  there  are  grumblings 
loud  and  deep  against  the  proposition  of  the  First  Minister. 
Therefore,  I  say,  in  view  of  all  these  facts,  the 
First  Minister  ought  not  to  force  this  Bill  through 
Parliament.  The  First  Minister  has  had,  in  his 
long  life,  many  opportunities  of  doing  what  a  great 
statesman  ought  to  do  in  dealing  with  questions  of 
this  kind,  that  is,  to  take  the  people  of  the  country  into 
his  confidence  ;  but  he  has  invariably  failed  to  do  so  when¬ 
ever  he  had  any  political  object  to  gain.  I  say  the  First 
Minister  has  now  the  opportunity  of  following  the  illustrious 
example  of  English  statesmen,  by  submitting  this  measure 
to  the  decision  of  the  people.  He  has  now  a  chance  of 
earning  for  himself  a  reputation  and  a  character  which  he 
das  not  earned  for  himself  in  his  long  political  career,  by 
taking  the  people  into  his  confidence  and  acting  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  their  decision.  And  when  the  First  Minister  is 
satisfied  that  the  will  of  the  people  justifies  him  in  submit¬ 
ting  this  proposition  to  Parliament,  and  carrying  it 
through,  I,  Sir,  shall  record  my  vote  in  favor  of  that 
proposition.  Sir,  I  repeat  that  in  view  of  the  position 
in  which  the  country  is  placed  to-day,  in  view  of  the 
difficulties  that  surround  us  on  every  side,  it  is  inop¬ 
portune  to  force  this  Bill  upon  Parliament,  and  to  force 
it  through,  as  the  First  Minister  is  endeavoring  to  do. 
If  the  First  Minister  will  not  listen  to  the  voice  of  the 
people  at  the  polls,  or  oven  to  the  voice  of  his  friends,  or 
be  guided  by  the  expressions  of  public  opinion  received  thus 
far,  but  will  shut  his  eyes  to  the  lessons  taught  by  English 
history  and  the  course  pursued  by  English  statesmen, 
then  it  is  the  desire  of  the  Liberal  party  in  this  House 
and  the  country  that  this  Bill,  when  it  goes  through 
Parliament,  shall  be  shorn  of  all  its  objectionable  features 
and  made  as  little  objectionable  as  possible  to  the  people. 
The  First  Minister  has  now  an  opportunity  to  give  the 
people  such  a. Dominion  franchise,  if  he  is  bound  to  give 
them  a  Dominion  franchise,  as  the  majority  of  the  people 
can  approve.  By  accepting  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Norfolk  '  (Mr.  Charlton)  he  can 
adopt  as  the  franchise  for  Ontario  the  franchise  recently 
adopted  there,  a  franchise  broad  enough  and  liberal  enough 
to  cover  almost  every  class  in  the  community.  If  the  First 
Minister  will  not  accept  that  proposition,  other  propositions 
will  be  submitted,  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  should 
assent.  What  I  am  mainly  concerned  with  at  this  moment 
is,  that  the  franchise  as  laid  down  in  this  Bill  is  not  such  as 
should  be  adopted  in  a  free  country  like  this.  The  proposed 
franchise  is  in  startling  contrast  with  the  franchise  recently 
adopted  in  Ontario.  The  Ontario  Bill  enfranchises  the 
laboring  classes,  the  wage-earners  of  the  country,  this 
Bill  disfranchises  them.  Too  little  attention  is  paid  in 
Parliament  and  elsewhere  to  that  important  element, 
We  know  it  is  an  intelligent  element,  a  progessive 
element,  and  therefore  it  ought  to  be  considered  with 
great  care  and  deliberation  ;  in  fact,  it  is  an  absolute 
necessity  to  give  some  recognition  by  legislation  to  the 
interests  and  rights  of  the  wage-earning  class.  They  live 
in  our  midst,  they  contribute  more  or  less  to  the  revenue  of 
the  country,  they  earn  their  incomes  by  manual  toil,  but 
they  are  not  to  be  disregarded  on  that  account.  Any  fran¬ 
chise  adopted  by  Parliament  should  be  extended  as  far  as  to 
cover  the  wage-earners.  What  justification  has  the  First 
Minister  in  not  extending  the  franchise  to  this  class  of  the 
community?  Upon  what  principle  did  he  base  this 
measure  ?  There  must  be  some  ground  on  which  you  can 
justify  an  electoral  franchise.  You  cannot  justify  a  pro¬ 
perty  qualification  on  any  reasonable  or  sensible  ground ; 
the  only  franchise  you  can  justify  is  a  franchise  which 
will  include  every  one  of  the  age  of  21  years  who  is  a 
citizen  of  the  country,  and  who  is  freed  from  mental  or  legal 
disabilities.  The  true  principle  appears  to  be  laid  down  by 
Mr,  Gladstone,  in  one  of  his  able  speeches,  when  he  says  that 
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<every  mao  is  entitled  to  exercise  the  franchise,  unless  it  is 
proved  that  his  exercise  of  the  franchise  is  dangerous  to  the 
State.  That  is  the  principle  we  should  adopt  in  extending 
the  franchise,  and  the  present  Bill  does  not  go  far  enough  to 
■cover  that  principle.  It  is  a  self-evident  proposition,  that  if 
a  man  lives  in  the  country  the  interest  of  the  country  is  the 
interest  of  the  individual.  Mr.  Kinnear,  in  his  work  on 
principles  of  reform,  says  : 

“  The  poorest  man  is  concerned  just  as  much  as,  perhaps  more  than, 
the  rich  man  in  the  law  that  affects  his  domestic  relations,  snch  as  the 
laws  of  marriage  and  divorce,  of  guardianship  of  children  ;  or  the  social 
relations,  such  as  th  jse  of  master  and  servant ;  or  the  civic  relations, 
such  as  those  of  pauperism,  of  education,  of  the  church,  of  the  punish¬ 
ment  of  crime,  of  taxation  ;  or  the  national  relations,  such  as  those  of 
peace  or  war,  alliance  or  treaties.  Where  expenditure  at  all  enters  into 
these  questions  (and  it  does  into  only  very  few  of  them)  the  poor  man’s 
interest  is,  in  proportion  to  his  livelihood,  almost  the  same  as  the  rich 
man’s;  nor,  while  he  is  relieved  of  only  a  small  proportion  of  taxation, 
such  as  income  and  assessed  taxes,  he  pays  beyond  his  proportion  of  the 
customs  and  .excise  duties,  which  form  the  bulk  of  our  revenue.  And 
any  error  in  our  fiscal  system,  or  extravagance  of  expenditure,  while  it 
only  diminishes  the  rich  man’s  profits,  is  liable,  by  injuring  trade,  to 
deprive  the  poor  man  of  his  livelihood  altogether.  His  stake  therefore 
being  that  of  life,  is  undeniably  at  least  equal  to  that  of  the  rich  man’s, 
and  therefore  neither  on  the  ground  of  legislation  being  only  or  chiefly 
concerned  with  property,  can  we  find  any  just  reason  for  excluding  house¬ 
hold  suffrage.  How  then  can  we  exclude  universal  suffrage,  by  any 
other  than  an  arbitrary,  irrational  and  unconstitutional  test,  such  as 
that  of  penalties.” 

You  can  find  no  authority  for  giving  the  franchise  upon  the 
basis  of  a  property  qualification  ;  nevertheless,  by  this  Bill 
such  is  made  the  test.  It  is  an  arbitrary  and  illogical  test,  it  is 
a  test  not  justified  by  any  constitutional  authority  within  the 
last  fifty  years.  The  only  franchise  possessing  the  princi¬ 
ples  of  equity  and  justice  is  a  franchise  of  a  broader  nature 
than  is  proposed  by  this  Bill ;  and  the  only  franchise  you  can 
justify  is  the  one  laid  down  by  Mr.  Gladstone.  (The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  again  quoted  from  Mr.  Kinnear’s  work ;  and  continu¬ 
ed)  :  Now,  I  say  that  is  the  position — that  there  is  no  princi¬ 
ple  upon  which  you  can  justify  giving  the  vote,  except  on  the 
principle  that  every  man  is  entitled  to  the  franchise  when 
the  giving  of  it  does  not  endanger  the  safety  of  the  State 
itself.  The  giving  of  the  franchise  is  not  an  abstract  or  a 
prescriptive  right.  It  is  a  right  given  for  the  safety  of  the 
State,  and  no  man  can  rightly  exercise  the  franchise  other¬ 
wise  than  for  the  interest  and  benefit  of  the  State.  The 
benefit  of  the  State  is  the  ground  upon  which  you  can  jus¬ 
tify  the  extension  of  the  franchise  to  those  who  are  citizens 
of  the  State,  enjoying  the  protection  of  the  law,  and  who 
are  bound  to  serve  the  State  in  times  of  war  as  well  as  in 
times  of  peace.  That  proposition  is  very  fully  and  very  ably 
laid  down  in  the  following  statement  from  this  text-book. 
(The  hon.  gentleman  here  quoted  from  the  same  volume.) 
Now,  if  you  pass  the  Bill,  what  will  be  the  effect  of  it  ?  It 
will  be  to  deprive  almost  every  laborer  in  the  country  of 
his  vote. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  No,  no. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Yes,  yes.  The  fact  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  says  no,  no,  is  only  another  indication  that  he 
has  not  read  the  Bill.  Everybody  knows  perfectly  well  that 
at  least  70  out  of  100  of  the  ordinary  laborers  of  this 
country  do  not  get  $400  a  year  for  their  labor.  I  refer  to 
the  wage-earning  class,  the  unskilled  laborers,  the  men  who 
work  on  ditches  and  roads,  but  who  nevertheless  consume 
dutiable  goods  and  thereby  contribute  to  the  revenue,  and 
are  just  as  much  entitled  to  votes  as  the  hon.  gentleman, 
with  his  millions.  You  treat  that  man  who  pays  taxes,  who 
is  a  citizen  of  the  country,  who  has  taken  the  oath  of  alle¬ 
giance,  or  perhaps  was  born  in  the  country — because  every 
man  who  is  born  in  the  country  is  not  born  with  a  silver 
spoon  in  his  mouth — you  treat  him  as  an  infant,  a  minor  ; 
nay,  Sir,  you  treat  him  as  a  slave.  You  do  not  give  him  the 
rights  of  a  free  man,  living  in  the  country ;  he  is  outside 
the  pale  of  citizenship,  and  you  propose  to  treat  him  so  to 
the  end.  Still,  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  and  their 
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organs  outside  have  posed  as  the  friends  of  the  working¬ 
men.  We  were  told  by  the  Mail  newspaper  that  we  were 
fighting  a  battle  against  the  wage-earners  when  it  is 
well  known  to  the  country  that  we  have  been  fighting  their 
battles,  and  the  battles  of  the  great  majority  of  the  people. 
Instead  of  treating  these  men  as  children  you  should  adopt 
the  more  liberal  franchise,  treat  them  as  free  men  living  in 
a  free  country,  enjoying  the  blessings  of  free  government 
—for  we  are  supposed,  at  all  events,  to  have  free  govern¬ 
ment  ;  treat  them  in  this  way  and  you  make  them  self-re¬ 
liant  and  independent.  They  become  part  and  parcel  of  the 
country,  they  have  an  interest  in  the  country  and  its  legis¬ 
lation,  and  a  voice  in  moulding  the  laws  under  which  they 
are  governed.  You  give  them  an  interest  in  the  preserva¬ 
tion  and  support  of  the  State,  and  in  the  peace,  prosperity 
and  progress  of  the  country.  Let  me  read  again  what  this 
writer  says  on  this  subject.  (The  hon.  gentleman  quoted 
again  from  the  same  volume.)  Sir,  there  never  was  sounder 
or  more  constitutional  words  penned  than  those  of  this 
text-writer.  It  is  not  when  the  feelings  of  the  people  are 
aroused,  when  they  are  excited,  but  when  we  may  discuss 
calmly  the  principles  of  such  a  measure,  as  free  representa¬ 
tives  of  a  free  people,  that  we  should  deal  with  a  matter  of 
this  kind,  and  lay  down  rules  which  we  can  justify  to  our 
own  consciences,  to  our  constituents  and  to  the  people  at 
large.  I  commend  the  views  of  this  writer  to  the  careful 
consideration  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  especially 
those  sitting  on  the  Treasury  benches,  as  the  true  grounds 
upon  which  the  representation  of  the  people  in  Parliament 
should  be  based — the  true  ground  upon  which  you  can  jus¬ 
tify  a  franchise  that  should  be  broad  and  liberal  enough  to 
cover  the  great  mass  of  the  people,  and  which  shall  not 
exclude  any  man  on  account  of  his  occupation  or  his  posi¬ 
tion  in  life,  a  franchise  which  will  be  open  to  the  day 
laborer,  with  his  spade  in  his  hand,  or  the  navvy  on  the 
railway  earning  $1  a  day,  living  in  our  country,  enjoy¬ 
ing  the  protection  of  our  laws,  contributing  to  the  revenues 
of  the  country — give  him  the  franchise  just  as  freely  and 
fully  as  to  the  millionaire  who  possesses  his  carriage,  and 
has  his  coachman,  his  footman  and  his  liveried  servants. 
In  this  country  there  should  be  no  distinction,  and  no 
distinctions  are  known  to  the  law,  except  what  are  purely 
arbitrary  distinctions.  We  boast  that  the  law  is  open  to 
all,  to  the  poor  as  well  as  to  the  rich ;  and  if  the  Jaw  is 
open  to  all,  why  should  not  the  right  to  vote  for  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  in  Parliament  who  make  the  law  be  open  to  all. 
Let  me  make  another  reference  on  this  subject,  because  it  is 
an  important  subject.  We  are  starting  out  on  a  new  line, 
and  the  more  fully  we  discuss  this  proposition  the  better  for 
this  country.  If  we  adopt  a  new  franchise  now  without 
consideration,  without  care,  and  without  caution,  what 
may  be  the  result  ?  The  result  may  be  that  year  in  and 
year  out  we  shall  be  tinkering  with  the  franchise,  whereas 
if  we  adopt  a  sound  franchise  now,  and  one  which  will 
meet  with  the  approval  of  the  great  mass  of  the  people  of 
this  country,  with  its  foundations  laid  broad  and  deep  in 
the  respect  and  the  affections  of  the  people,  we  shall 
have  a  franchise  that  will  not  require  to  be  changed  at 
every  meeting  of  Parliament.  Grey,  in  his  “  Parliamentary 
Government,”  deals  with  the  question  as  to  whether  there 
should  be  manhood  suffrage  or  a_suffrage  based  on  property 
qualification. 

“  Arguments  entitled  to  serious  consideration  have  not  been  wanting 
on  either  side  ot  this  question.  In  favor  of  an  extension  of  the  franchise, 
it  has  been  been  urged  that  our  existing  system  of  representation  affords 
to  the  working  classes  no  means  of  making  their  wishes  and  opinions 
heard  with  effect  in  the  House  of  Commons  ;  that  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  a  large  number  of  persons,  perfectly  qualified  for  the  exercise  of 
political  power,  are  not  admitted  to  the  right  of  votiDg,  and  that  this 
exclusion  is  unjust ;  that  advantage  would  arise  from  allowing  a  large 
proportion  of  the  community  to  take  a  part  in  public  affairs  by  voting 
in  the  election  of  members  of  Parliament,  because  the  exercise  of  this 
power  would  tend  to  make  those  to  whom  it  was  granted,  feel  a  more 
lively  interest  in  the  concerns  of  the  nation,  and  thus  exercise  a  useful 
i  influence  on  their  character.” 
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Mr.  Grey  points  out  that  the  importance  of  a  franchise 
that  will  leave  no  man  discontented,  that  will  leave  no 
substantial  grievance  in  the  breasts  of  any  considerable 
portion  of  the  community,  cannot  be  over-estimated. 
Another  authority,  whose  utterances  are  received  with  great 
respect,  discussed  this  question,  a  man  who  thoroughly 
knew  and  appreciated  the  working  classes — the  day  laborers 
and  the  wage-earners — that  great  mass  that  the  franchise 
of  England  does  not  even  yet  reach,  and  the  mass  that  this 
Bill  does  not  propose  to  reach.  Bichard  Cobden,  who  was  a 
statesman  of  wonderful  power,  who  understood  and  appre¬ 
ciated  the  working  classes  better  than  any  statesman 
of  his  day,  has  given  expression  to  his  views  on  this 
question  over  and  over  again.  In  one  of  his  speeches, 
delivered  in  1849,  he  referred  to  the  subject,  and 
advocated  a  wide  extension  of  the  franchise.  (The 
hon.  gentleman  quoted  from  the  speech).  The  ground 
on  which  Mr.  Cobden  justified  a  liberal  extension  of  the 
franchise  is  very  clearly  understood.  It  is  better  for  the 
State,  because  it  gives  every  citizen  an  interest  in  the  laws 
passed  by  Parliament,  and  leaves  no  element  of  the  popula¬ 
tion  any  ground  for  dissatisfaction  or  discontent.  At  a 
public  gathering  held  at  Leeds,  in  1862,  shortly  before  the 
death  of  Mr.  Cobden,  he  also  discussed  the  question  of 
extending  the  franchise  to  the  laboring  classes.  (The  hon. 
gentleman  quoted  from  the  speech).  Now,  I  do  not  pro¬ 
pose  at  this  moment  to  discuss  in  minute  detail  the  various 
sections  of  the  different  classes  in  the  community  who 
are  disfranchised  under  this  Bill,  nor  do  I  propose  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  various  sections  of  classes  who  have  not  had  the 
franchise  extended  to  them  by  this  Bill.  All  I  say  on  that 
subject  is,  that  if  you  adopt  the  franchise  provided  by 
the  present  law  of  Ontario  you  will  have  a  broader 
and  more  liberal  franchise  than  that  proposed  in  this 
Bill  ;  you  will  have  a  franchise  that  will  embrace 
nearly  all  the  classes  I  have  named.  The  income 
franchise  is  reduced  to  $250  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  and  there  is  the  wage-earners  franchise  of  $250 ; 
and  although  it  is  probable  that  thore  is  a  large  number  of 
the  wage-earners  class  whose  wages  do  not  extend  to  $400, 
there  are  very  few  whose  wages  do  not  reach  $250  a  year. 
Take,  then,  the  Ontario  proposition,  and  you  will  extend 
the  franchise  to  a  large  number  of  classes  that  ought  to  be 
enfranchised  now ;  or  if  you  do  not  propose  to  adopt  the 
franchise  of  Ontario,  adopt  a  more  liberal,  a  more  extended 
franchise,  one  that  will  embrace  the  class  I  have  just  spoken 
of.  It  is  plainly  the  duty  of  the  Government,  unless  they 
see  insurmountable  reasons  against  it,  which  they  can  make 
plain  to  Parliament,  to  leave  no  class  entitled  to  the  fran¬ 
chise  deprived  of  it.  There  is  another  class  in  the  communi¬ 
ty  which  the  First  Minister  by  this  Bill  will  deprive  of  the 
right  to  vote.  The  principle  of  property  is  the  foundation 
of  this  Bil) ;  it  contains  no  test  of  intellect,  so  that  no  matter 
how  wise  a  man  may  be,  no  matter  whether  he  be  possessed 
of  ail  the  knowledge  of  the  ancients  and  the  moderns, 
though  ho  may  bo  the  man  in  the  community, 
above  all  others,  best  capable  of  judging  between  the  respec¬ 
tive  merits  of  the  two  candidates,  from  his  intelligence, 
position  and  circumstances,  yet  unless  he  possesses  $150 
worth  of  land  or  has  $400  a  year  income  he  is  not  entitled 
to  vote.  The  Bill  ought  to  go  further,  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  bound  to  have  some  test  of  capacity  besides  the  test  ot 
manhood,  responsibility,  citizenship,  and  being  a  British 
subject,  and  of  his  living  under  the  law,  and  submitting  to 
the  law,  and  serving  his  country  in  time  of  peace  or  war  ;  the 
hon.  gentleman  ought  not  to  limit  it  to  a  property  qualifica¬ 
tion.  There  are  other  tests  of  qualification,  apart  from  the 
test  of  capacity,  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  signally 
ignored  in  the  provisions  of  his  Bill.  The  professional  man, 
the  man  who  has  gone  through  college  and  obtained  his 
degree,  who  may  be  a  professor,  may  not  be  entitled  to  vote 
under  this  Bill,  while  a  man  utterly  illiterate,  if  he  has  the 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 
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necessary  property  qualification,  will  be  entitled  to  vote. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  purposes  to  adopt  any  test  of  capacity , 
besides  the  test  of  capacity  provided  in  the  Bill,  it  ought  to 
be  a  test  that  would  embrace  the  laborers,  the  wage- 
earners  and  the  learned  professions  in  the  community. 
There  ought  to  be  educational  qualifications — I  do  not  mean 
an  educational  test  of  capacity — as  well  as  qualifications 
upon  property  pure  and  simple.  I  say  that  this  educational 
test  of  qualification  is  one  that  has  been  discussed  for  years 
by  the  first  minds  in  England  and  elsewhere.  It  has  been 
adopted  in  some  of  the  United  States  of  America  and  has 
worked  satisfactorily  there.  In  the  colony  of  Yictoria, 
Australia,  there  is,  besides  the  property  test,  an  educational 
qualification,  and  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  learn,  the 
principle  has  worked  satisfactorily.  In  this  Dominion  the 
First  Minister  ought  at  least  to  adopt,  if  he  is  bound  to  per¬ 
severe  in  the  proposition  he  has  submitted  to  Parliament, 
an  educational  and  professional  test  of  qualification. 

The  Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron.)  When  you  left  the  Chair,  Sir, 
I  was  pointing  out  the  propriety  of  extending  the  franchise 
to  classes  not  provided  for  by  this  Bill.  I  was  pointing  out, 
that  according  to  the  laws  of  several  of  the  other  Provinces, 
Ontario,  British  Columbia  and  Prince  Edward  Island,  the 
franchise  was  much  broader  and  more  liberal  than  the  one 
proposed  in  this  Bill ;  I  was  pointing  out  that  in  the  colony 
of  Victoria,  Australia,  the  franchise  was,  in  some  respects, 
much  more  liberal  than  the  one  under  discussion  ;  that 
although  in  that  colony  the  possession  of  property  is  made 
the  test  of  capacity,  still  there  are  other  tests  provided. 
There  is  the  educational  qualification,  so  that  men  without 
the  property  qualifications  are  entitled  to  vote  if  they  have 
the  educational  test  of  capacity.  It  appears  to  me  it  is 
well  worth  the  serious  consideration  of  Parliament  that 
men  of  education  should  not  be  deprived  of  the  right  to  vote, 
which  is  conferred  on  men  without  education  who  possess 
the  property  qualification.  I  wish  here  to  draw  your 
attention  to  the  observations  of  Mr.  Cobden  on  this  subject, 
taken  from  a  speech  of  his  made  at  Leeds,  in  1859.  (The 
hon.  gentleman  read  an  extract  from  Mr.  Cobden’s  speech). 
When  people  have  arrived  at  that  stage  when  they  are 
fairly  entitled  to  exercise  the  right  of  the  franchise,  when 
we  have  some  guarantee,  some  reasonable  security,  that 
they  are  intelligent  enough  to  understand  the  great  politi¬ 
cal  questions  that  are  constantly  agitating  the  country, 
they  should  be  given  the  right  to  vote.  In  the  colony  of 
Victoria  the  law  provides  a  property  qualification  as  a  test 
of  capacity,  but  it  also  gives  a  vote  to  those 
who  are  educated,  so  that  there  is  not  only  a  property 
qualification  but  an  educational  test  of  qualification  as  well. 
In  the  colony  of  Victoria  every  graduate  of  the  university 
in  any  part  of  the  British  Dominions,  every  barrister,  soli¬ 
citor,  attorney,  proctor,  medical  practitioner,  minister  of 
any  church,  and  every  schoolmaster  possessing  the  neces¬ 
sary  testimonials,  and  every  officer  or  retired  officer  of  Her 
Majesty’s  land  and  sea  forces,  has  the  power  to  exercise  the 
franchise.  In  some  of  the  States  in  the  neighboring  Repub¬ 
lic  I  believe  the  same  right  is  given,  and  I  believe  that,  if 
this  clause  had  provided  for  that  class,  the  hon.  gentleman 
would  have  made  a  step  in  the  right  direction.  I  trust  that 
he  will  even  yet  adopt  the  franchise  which  exists  in  some 
of  the  States  and  in  the  colony  of  Victoria,  and  in  that  way 
will  add  to  the  electoral  list  a  very  large,  important  and 
intelligent  class  of  electors,  who  willl  be  cut  off  by  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House.  In  the  Province  of  Ontario  there 
are  nearly  5,000  teachers  who  receive  less  than  $400 
a  year.  Of  course,  a  number  of  these  are  females, 
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but  there  are  a  large  number  of  males,  and  if 
the  income  franchise  were  put  at  a  lower  figure 
they  would  be  entitled  to  vote.  The  Ontario  wage-earners’ 
clause  at  $250  a  year  instead  of  $400  admits  them,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  might  adopt  that,  or  the  franchise  which, 
I  think,  can  be  justified  on  every  ground — manhood  suffrage. 
In  that  way  he  would  be  acting  on  the  maxim  laid  down  by 
Mr.  Gladstone,  that  everyone  is  entitled  to  exercise  the 
franchise  whose  exercise  of  it  would  not  be  injurious  to  the 
State  in  which  he  lives.  We  should  not  be  afraid  of  the 
great  mass  of  the  people  in  this  country.  We  ought  to 
trust  them.  They  defend  our  persons  and  property,  and 
yet  we  do  not  allow  them  to  exercise  the  franchise,  which 
would  encourage  and  elevate  them.  The  true  principle  to 
adopt  is  that  described  by  Lord  Ashley  in  an  address  which 
he  delivered  to  the  working  classes  in  1845,  and  one  deli¬ 
vered  in  the  House  of  Lords  by  Lord  Shaftesbury  in  1867. 
Lord  Ashley  said  : 

“  The  growing  demands,  and,  indeed,  the  exigencies  of  the  realm, 
require  an  occasional  adaptation  to  the  necessities  of  the  times  ;  and  I 
rejoice,  and  we  may  be  thankful,  that  our  system  of  polity  is  capable  of 
a  safe  and  most  beneficial  expansion.  You  may  lengthen  your  cords, 
and  strengthen  your  stakes,  and  in  the  very  elongation  of  the  support¬ 
ing  power,  make  the  edifice  you  would  sustain  more  erect  and 
symmetrical.” 

This  Bill  would  deprive  a  number  of  these  people  of  their 
natural  and  inherent  rights  as  citizens  of  Canada.  If  you 
give  them  the  franchise  you  make  them  free  men  indeed. 
Give  them  the  electoral  franchise,  give  them  all  the  rights 
of  a  British  subject,  and  you  make  them  men  in  every 
sense  of  the  term  ;  you  give  them  an  interest  in  the  repre¬ 
sentation  of  the  people  in  Parliament,  and  rest  assured, 
when  you  give  them  that  interest,  they  will  take  an  abiding 
interest  in  public  affairs.  What  does  the  workingman  care 
now  for  what  we  are  doing  here  ?  What  do  the  laboring 
classes  care?  They  say:  We  have  no  right  to  vote  ;  we 
have  no  voice  in  making  the  laws  of  the  land.  But 
give  them  an  interest  in  the  representation  and  you  give 
them  an  interest  in  the  progress  and  prosperity  of  the 
country.  Now,  Sir,  Lorimer  on  Constitutionalism,”  in 
discussing  the  rights  of  men  to  the  franchise,  lays  down  a 
doctrine  well  worthy  of  consideration.  (The  hon.  gentleman 
read  from  pages  165,  166  and  167.)  Sir,  we  see  here  the 
doctrine  laid  down  that  the  true  basis  of  the  electoral  fran¬ 
chise  is  citizenship,  free  from  the  disqualifying  accompani¬ 
ments  of  pauperism,  crime  or  minority.  By  adopting 
that  foundation  we  elevate  the  popular  element.  We  give 
them  a  sense  of  their  importance,  we  give  them  a  sense 
of  their  responsibility,  and  we  remove  from  them  the 
standing  grievance  of  which,  to  some  extent,  they  now 
complain.  In  the  language  of  Lord  Ashley  again,  “  You 
may  lengthen  your  cords  and  strengthen  your  stakes, 
and  in  the  very  elongation  of  the  supporting  power 
make  the  edifice  you  would  sustain  more  erect 
and  symmetrical.”  More  than  that ;  in  adopting  man¬ 
hood  suffrage  you  lessen  the  cost  to  the  candidate  and 
to  all  others  concerned  in  the  matter.  It  is  admitted  that 
the  cost  of  the  proposed  Bill  will  be  very  considerable.  You 
have,  first,  the  preparation  of  the  list  itself ;  you  have  the 
preliminary  revision,  and  you  have  the  final  revision,  all  of 
which  will  cost  considerable.  Then  you  have  to  pay  the 
revising  officer,  the  clerk  and  the  bailiff,  and  all  these  things 
will  make  a  very  considerable  charge.  By  adopting  a  more 
liberal  franchise  you  can  lessen  expense  and  minimise,  to  a 
large  extent,  the  chance  of  committing  frauds.  It  is 
stated  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  the  Opposition  in 
Parliament,  for  the  last  four  weeks,  have  been  struggling 
against  the  enfranchisement  of  the  people,  the  laboring 
classes  and  the  wage-earners.  Now,  Sir,  you  know  per¬ 
fectly  well  that,  on  the  contrary,  we  have,  to  the  utmost  of 
our  ability,  been  fighting  the  battles  of  the  great  wage¬ 
earning  classes  of  the  country,  and  asking  that  the  franchise 
be  made  liberal  enough  to  include  them.  We  have  been 


fighting  the  battle  of  provincial  rights  against  this  attempt  to 
centralise  the  whole  power  of  the  electorate  in  the  Domin¬ 
ion  Government  at  Ottawa.  Sir,  we  may  fail  in  this.  The 
champions  of  popular  rights  have  failed  before  now.  The 
political  exigencies  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  may  make 
it  necessary,  from  their  standpoint,  that  we  should  fail.  Wo 
know  that,  before  now,  popular  rights  and  the  people’s 
interest  have  had  to  yield  to  political  exigencies ;  but  in  the 
end  they  triumph.  Now,  I  am  sure  that  whatever  disposi¬ 
tion  may  be  made  of  this  Bill,  whether  it  carries  or  not — 
and  carry,  I  suppose,  it  will,  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
persist  in  forcing  it  through — hon.  gentlemen  may  rest 
satisfied  that  the  masses  who  are  excluded  from  the  right  to 
exercise  the  franchise  under  this  Bill  will  ultimately  obtain 
the  franchise.  There  will  be  discontent,  dissatisfaction  and 
grievances  in  the  meantime,  but  ultimately  popular  rights 
will  prevail,  and  so  sure  as  daylight  succeeds  darkness,  so 
sure  will  the  rights  of  the  people  have  to  be  ultimately 
accorded  to  them. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Before  the  vote  is  taken  on 
the  sub-amendment  in  your  hands,  I  wish  briefly  to  give 
my  reasons  why  I  support  that  sub-amendment,  which  asks 
that  the  Province  of  Ontario  be  exempted  from  the  opera¬ 
tions  of  this  Act.  If  this  amendment  is  carried  we  will 
preserve  the  franchise  to  a  large  number  of  our  fellow 
citizens  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  who,  by  this  Bill,  will 
be  deprived  of  it.  In  the  city  from  which  I  come,  steps 
have  been  taken  to  ascertain  what  the  effect  of  this  Bill  will 
be  as  compared  with  the  operation  of  the  Ontario  Act. 
The  information  I  have  is,  that  in  one  industrial  establish¬ 
ment  alone  in  that  city  78  men,  who  will  be  entitled  to  vote 
under  the  Mowat  Act,  will  be  deprived  of  the  franchise 
under  the  Bill  we  have  now  before  us ;  and  in  another 
industrial  establishment  in  that  city  74  men,  who  will  have 
the  right  to  vote  under  the  Mowat  Act,  will  be  deprived  of 
it  under  this  Bill.  In  taking  these  two  industrial  establish- 
ments,  that  employ  two  or  three  hundred  hands  each,  I  have 
given  you  the  effect  this  Bill  will  have,  and  it  is  estimated 
that  the  total  number  will  be  some  hundreds  in  that  city — 
not  a  very  populous  city — who  will  be  deprived  of  a  vote 
under  this  Bill,  but  would  have  it  under  the  provincial  law. 
That  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  I  support  the  sub-amend¬ 
ment — in  order  that  these  men  who,  I  consider,  are 
entitled  to  the  franchise,  should  be  allowed  to  retain  it. 
Another  reason  is,  that  the  machinery  under  the  Mowat 
Administration  to  secure  the  preparation  of  the  voters’  list 
is  simple  and  inexpensive,  those  entitled  to  get  on  the  roll 
being  able  to  do  so  without  expense  to  themselves,  and 
without  there  being  much  danger  of  their  names  being 
omitted ;  while  under  the  present  Bill  the  machinery  leads 
to  very  great  danger  that  names  may  be  left  off,  even 
where  this  Bill,  with  its  more  restricted  suffrage,  designs 
that  they  shall  be  on  the  roll.  The  present  system  of 
registration  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  is  so  complete  that 
it  is  by  a  mere  accident  that  a  name  can  be  left  off.  Even 
with  a  careful  officer,  and  one  desirous  to  do  what  is  right, 
there  is  danger,  under  the  machinery  of  this  Bill,  that 
names  will  be  left  off.  It  is  answered  that  those  men  can 
easily  have  their  names  put  on  the  roll.  The  hon.  member 
for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Beaty)  told  us  that  all  such  a  man 
would  have  to  do  would  be  to  take  his  counsel  with  him 
and  have  his  name  put  on.  The  men  whose  names  are 
most  likely  to  be  dropped  are  those  engaged  in  manual  toil, 
and  it  is  absurd  to  say  that  such  men  can  take  counsel  with 
them  and  have  defects  so  remedied. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  state  how 
the  franchise  will  be  of  a  restrictive  nature  in  Toronto  ? 
Under  Mr.  Mowat’s  Act  a  man  can  only  vote  for  two  mem¬ 
bers,  and  the  city  of  Toronto  sends  three  representatives  to 
this  House. 
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Mr.  PATERSON.  I  have  explained  the  result  in  the 
city  from  which  I  have  figures.  My  third  reason  is,  that 
under  the  operations  of  the  Bill  it  will  tend  to  increase 
the  feeling  of  partisanship  that  exists,  and  intensify  the 
strong  party  feeling  in  the  different  communities.  It  is  not 
to  be  wondered  at  that  the  independent  press  of  the  country, 
without  a  single  exception,  all  denounce  this  Bill  as  one 
that  should  not  pass,  because  one  of  its  effects  must  be  to 
destroy,  as  far  as  possible,  anything  like  independence  of 
party.  If  those  journals  are  true  to  the  principles  they  enun¬ 
ciate,  if  they  will  view  questions  from  an  independent 
standpoint  and  not  bind  themselves  to  either  party,  but 
create  an  independent  sentiment,  to  hold  the  scale  between 
the  parties,  they  must  feel  that  this  Bill  is  an  attempt  to 
destroy  that  feeling  of  independence.  A  laboring  man  or  a 
mechanic,  on  finding  his  name  off  the  roll,  cannot  take 
counsel  to  have  it  inserted,  and  thus  be  driven  to  go  to  the 
managers  of  one  of  the  two  great  parties  to  ask  aid  to  have 
his  name  placed  there.  He  should  not  be  compelled  to  ask 
such  a  favor.  Having,  however,  secured  their  services,  he 
might,  in  a  measure,  feel  under  an  obligation  to  that  party 
and  vote  for  its  candidate.  I  give  these  three,  among  other 
reasons,  as  forming  one  strong  reason  why  I  prefer  the 
amendment  before  the  committee. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
always  addressed  the  committee  with  the  same  brevity  and 
the  same  point  as  he  has  done  just  now,  we  would  have 
made  considerable  progress  with  this  Bill.  He  has  stated 
very  shortly  two  or  three  points  of  objection  to  the  Bill. 
Had  we  proceeded  regularly  and  discussed  the  clauses,  each 
according  to  its  intent  and  purpose,  we  would  have  arrived 
at  those  special  clauses  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  took 
particular  objection ;  and  then  the  Government,  and  I,  as  repre¬ 
senting  them,  would  have  had  an  opportunity  of  exchang¬ 
ing,  without  political  acrimony  of  any  kind,  our  views  across 
the  floor  as  to  the  various  points  in  this  Bill.  Although  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  do  not  all  apply  to  this 
clause,  the  first  reason  given  certainly  does.  He  says  this 
Bill  establishes  a  restricted  representation  in  comparison 
with  the  late  Bill  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.  We  must 
remember  that  this  Dominion  Bill  has  been  before  the  coun¬ 
try — we  will  not  look  back  to  when  it  was  first  introduced — 
for  the  last  three  years,  and  this  Bill,  the  hon.  gentleman 
must  admit,  is  much  more  liberal  than  the  Bill  under  which 
he  and  I  were  sent  here  as  representatives  of  the  people. 
After  our  Bill  was  introduced  and  was  before  the  country, 
the  Government  of  Ontario  introduced  their  Bill  and  carried 
it ;  after  seeing  our  Bil  i  and  that  we  were  greatly  advanc¬ 
ing  on  the  present  legislation,  the  Government  went  one 
more,  to  use  the  phrase  of  the  gamester,  and  enlarged  the 
franchise  in  some  particulars,  restricting  it  in  others.  But 
at  this  moment  the  Ontario  law  recently  passed  is  not  in 
force ;  and  if  there  were  elections  to-morrow,  either  for  the 
Provincial  Legislature  or  for  this  Legislature,  they  must  be 
held  under  the  restricted  franchise,  not  under  the  enlarged 
franchise  of  this  Bill  or  the  new  Bill  passed  in  Ontario. 
That  Bill  does  not  come  into  force  until  1st  January  next, 
and  is  not  the  law,  therefore  ;  and  we  are  to  be  called  upon 
to  wait  quietly  and  patiently  until  that  Bill  comes  into  force. 
Supposing  that  hon.  gentlemen  should  defeat  the  present 
Government,  supposing  that  hon.  gentlemen  should  succeed 
in  robbing  us  of  the  confidence  of  the  majority  in  this 
House,  and  that  we  should  say  :  That  may  be,  but  we  still 
retain  the  confidence  of  the  people,  and  should  go  to  the 
country.  We  must  go  to  the  country  on  the  present  fran¬ 
chise,  which  is  a  much  more  restricted  franchise  than  the 
one  under  this  Bill.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that 
the  process  is  going  to  be  expensive  and  difficult.  I  do  not 
see  the  difficulty  at  all.  I  think,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
fairly  scan  the  Bill,  he  will  find  that  there  is  no  such 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 
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difficulty  in  parties  desiring  to  have  a  vote  getting  their 
names  put  on  the  roll.  The  Bill  provides  simply,  this  :  that 
the  first  duty  of  the  revising  officer,  the  county  judge,  or  a 
superior  court  judge,  or  a  barrister  of  five  years’  standing,  is 
to  send  to  the  officers  of  the  different  municipalities  and  get 
the  finally  revised  assessment  list  from  each  of  those  officers. 
He  takes  all  the  names  that  he  finds  on  those  lists  who  have 
a  right  to  vote,  according  to  the  franchise  of  this  Bill — he 
takes  that  as  primd  facie  evidence.  Then,  under  the  Bill, 
all  parties  have  a  right  to  send  in  by  mail,  if  they  do  not  go  by 
themselves  or  by  counsel.  After  making  out  the  lists,  taking 
all  the  names  he  finds  on  the  assessment  roll  as  primd  facie 
evidence,  he  posts  them  up  in  certain  public  places,  where 
every  person  can  see  what  names  are  there,  and  the  com¬ 
mittees  of  the  different  political  parties  can  see  in  what 
respect  it  is  deficient.  The  different  parties,  and  everybody 
else  who  takes  an  interest  in  the  matter,  will  send  in  a  list 
of  objections,  as  to  names  put  on  the  list  or  as  to  the  names 
of  parties  omitted.  The  course  of  the  revising  officer  is 
plain.  He  adds  all  those  names  to  the  list,  and  he  marks 
opposite  to  the  names  those  that  are  objected  to,  and  he 
publishes  that  as  the  preliminary  list.  After  that  preli¬ 
minary  list  has  been  published,  and  the  people  are  fully 
notified,  he  goes  to  the  different  municipalities  and  he 
finally  settles  the  list.  That  is  the  process  for  settling  the 
first  list.  If  the  hon,  gentleman  looks  at  the  Bill  he  will 
find  that  in  all  subsequent  years  the  double  process  will  not 
be  required  ;  because,  when  a  list  is  once  settled,  especially 
in  the  older  parts  of  the  country,  which  are  well  settled,  the 
judge  will  only  be  obliged  to  strike  off  the  names  of  the 
dead,  of  those  who  are  gone  away,  or  who  have  ceased 
to  hold  the  franchise  from  year  to  year — a  matter,  as 
in  England,  of  only  a  few  days.  As  to  the  expense : 
hon.  gentlemen  of  course  have  spoken  very  strongly  on 
that  point.  I  believe  that  their  statements  are  altogether 
mistaken,  altogether  exaggerated.  I  believe  that  the  county 
judge,  with  one  clerk,  can  do  the  whole  work,  and  do  it 
easily,  and  speaking  for  those  Provinces  which  have  county 
judges,  such  as  Ontario,  Manitoba,  Nova  Scotia,  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  and  Prince  Edward  Island,  the  county  judges  will 
only  be  too  glad  to  do  the  work  for  a  small  additional 
amount.  In  fact,  it  will  not  increase  the  expenses  materially, 
if  at  all,  in  those  Provinces,  because,  as  perhaps  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  coming  from  those  Provinces  know,  there  is  a  uni¬ 
versal  cry  among  the  county  judges  that  their  salaries  are 
insufficient.  They  are  asking  and  pressing  that  their  sala¬ 
ries  be  increased,  and  at  an  early  day  the  Government  will 
be  obliged  to  grant  an  addition  to  their  salaries.  Some  of 
the  judges  have  already  stated  that  a  small  addition  to  their 
salaries  would  be  very  acceptable,  and  they  would  be  glad 
to  do  the  work  for  such  small  addition,  so  that  the  expense 
has  been  altogether  exaggerated.  Now,  I  cannot  avoid 
breaking  a  rule  which  I  have  been  rather  speaking  against, 
but  I  will  speak  further  on  that  point.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  who  have  opposed  this  Bill — and  it  is  rather 
remarkable  on  that  point  that  the  opposition  comes 
altogether,  or  nearly  altogether,  from  the  Province  of  Onta¬ 
rio — are  very  much  afraid  that  the  revising  barristers  will 
be  mere  partisans.  Well,  I  think,  Sir,  that  the  pre¬ 
sent  Government  —  and  I  may  say  the  same  of  the 
Government  which  preceded  us — both  Governments 
have  naturally  been  anxious,  for  their  own  credit  and 
the  good  of  the  country,  to  appoint  good  judges,  and 
the  same  principle  which  would  actuate  both  Governments 
in  that  respect  would  call  upon  us — they  would  feel  them¬ 
selves  called  upon — to  appoint  equally  good  revising  officers. 
But,  Sir,  I  took  early  occasion  in  this  discussion  to  state 
that,  wherever  it  could  be  done,  the  judges  would  be 
utilised,  and  from  the  advices  which  I  get  I  find  that 
county  judges,  are  many  of  them — of  course,  I  have  not 
heard  from  all,  or  nearly  all — but  many  of  them  would  be 
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glad  to  do  the  work,  and  they  think  they  could  easily  per¬ 
form  all  the  duties,  without  materially  or  at  all  affecting 
their  usefulness  as  judges.  I  learn  further  that  several  of 
the  judges,  who  know  their  own  counties,  have  stated  that 
they  could  do  more  than  one  constituency,  and  certainly  in 
those  counties  where  there  are  several  ridings — I  believe 
almost  all,  with  one  or  two  exceptions — as  a  general  rule 
there  are  junior  judges,  and  the  county  judges  and  the  junior 
judges  could  do  the  work.  Then,  Sir,  I  have  consulted,  as 
it  was  my  duty  to  do,  my  friends  who  do  the  present  Gov¬ 
ernment  the  honor  of  supporting  them,  and  after  full  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  matter  we  have  come  to  this  conclusion  :  that 
in  all  those  cases  where  the  revising  officer  is  not  a  judge  of 
the  Superior  Court,  or  a  county  court  judge,  there  will  be 
an  appeal  to  that  judge,  and  it  shall  not  be  discretionary  on 
the  part  of  the  revising  officer  to  refuse  an  appeal.  I  think 
it  well  to  state  that  to  the  House. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  call  the  Premier’s  attention  to  the  15th 
section  of  the  Bill.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  stated  that, 
in  the  case  of  a  preliminary  list,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
revising  officer  to  go  on  circuit  in  every  municipality  in  the 
riding. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No,  no — not  the  prelimi¬ 
nary  list. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  thought  the  hon.  gentleman  spoke  of 
the  preliminary  list  in  his  remarks. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No,  not  the  preliminary  list, 
but  the  final  list.  The  process  is  simply  this  :  he  will  take 
one  municipality  in,  say,  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  riding. 
He  will  get  the  list  from  the  township  clerk,  or  whoever  is 
the  officer  who  has  the  list.  He  takes  every  name  that  is 
on  that  list,  that  appears  on  the  assessment  list — which  is 
prima  facie  the  list — every  name  that  appears  to  enjoy  the 
franchise  according  to  the  Bill.  He  hangs  that  up  in  certain 
places ;  everybody  sees  that ;  and  then  they  send  to  him. 
They  need  not  go — not  one  of  them  ;  they  send  by  letter 
the  list  of  names  they  object  to  and  the  list  they 
wish  to  be  put  on.  He  then  adds  all  those  names 
requested  to  be  put  on  the  list  and  marks  those  objected 
to  at  his  preliminary  sitting.  Of  course,  people  can  go  to 
him  if  they  like,  at  this  preliminary  sitting,  held  in  his 
office  at  the  county  town  ;  but  all  others  send  in  their  lists. 
He  publishes  the  list  again  with  the  additions,  and  then  he 
goes  and  visits  the  municipality,  hears  objections  and  appli¬ 
cations,  and  settles  them.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  knows, 
there  is  no  appeal  from  the  county  judge  in  Ontario.  It  is 
true,  he  only  sits  on  appeals  made  to  him  in  individual  cases. 
In  this  case  he  gets ,  the  assessment  list,  and  there  is  an 
appeal  on  the  whole  list.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  agree  with  mo  that  it  would  be  only  adding  expense — 
the  hon.  gentleman  might  think  that  an  objection — and  it 
would  enable  rich  candidates  to  bother  poor  ones,  if  there 
was  an  appeal  from  the  county  judge  to  the  Superior 
Court. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  was  glad  to  hear  the  hon.  gentleman 
say  that  there  is  to  be  an  appeal  on  questions  of  fact.  In 
the  Province  of  Ontario  to-day,  when  there  is  an  appeal  on 
the  voters’  list,  the  county  judge  goes  on  circuit  to  con¬ 
venient  points  throughout  the  riding,  where  appeals  are 
made  to  him,  and  he  sits  and  hears  cases,  having  original 
jurisdiction.  It  is  a  cheap  and  inexpensive  system  ;  those 
claiming  the  right  to  a  vote  appear  before  him,  and  he 
hears  evidence  and  decides  ;  and  if  there  is  an  equally 
cheap  and  convenient  machinery  in  this  case,  the  appeal 
would  be  of  value.  I  presume  it  will  be  as  simple  as  it  is 
to-day. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Quite  so. 


Mr.  MULOCK.  Then  these  details  will  be  modified  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  they 
require  modification  ;  but  when  we  come  to  them  I  will  bo 
glad  to  consider  them. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  But  the  system  will  be  as  simple  as  the 
present  system  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  I  hope  so. 

Amendment  to  amendment  (Mr.  Casey)  negatived. 

Mr  WATSON.  I  beg  leave  to  move  in  amendment  to 
the  amendment : 

That  none  of  the  provisions  in  the  following  sections  of  this  Act,  in 
reference  to  the  qualifications  of  voters,  shall  apply  to  the  Province  of 
Manitoba  ;  but  in  that  Province  the  persons  entitled  to  be  registered  as 
voters  under  this  Act,  and,  when  so  registered,  to  vote  at  an  election, 
shall  be  those  persons  who  are  entitled  to  vote  at  any  election  for  the 
Legislative  Assembly  of  that  Province,  and  no  others. 

I  move  this  because  I  believe  that,  if  this  Bill  passes,  it  will 
disfranchise  a  large  number  of  electors  in  the  Province  of 
Manitoba.  The  qualification  of  an  elector  to-day  in  that 
Province  is  as  follows  : — 

“  No  person  shall  be  admitted  to  vote  at  the  election  of  a  member  of 
the  Legislative  Assembly  of  this  Province  unless  his  name  appears  at  the 
time  of  the  voting  on  the  list  of  electors  then  in  force  ;  and  no  person 
shall  be  en  tered  upon  the  list  of  electors  for  any  electoral  division 
unless  he  fulfills  the  following  conditions,  that  is  to  say : 

“  1.  He  must  be  of  the  male  sex,  twenty-one  years  of  age,  and  a  subject 
of  Her  Majesty  by  birth  or  naturalisation  ; 

“2.  He  must  not  otherwise  be  legally  incapacitated  ; 

“3.  He  must  have  been,  in  such  electoral  division,  for  a  period  of  at 
least  three  months,  actually  and  in  good  faith  owner  of  real  estate  of  the 
value  of  $100  or  upwards,  or  tenant  for  the  year  or  by  the  year  of  real 
property  of  the  value  of  $200  and  upwards,  under  an  annual  rent  of  at 
least  $20,  or  the  occupant  and  bond  fide  householder,  by  the  residence  of 
himself,  or  himself  and  family,  if  he  have  any,  on  land  in  the  electoral 
division,  of  the  annual  value  of  at  least  $20.” 

The  persons  who  are  not  entitled  to  vote  in  the  Province  of 
Manitoba  are : 

“  Indians,  or  persons  of  Indian  blood  receiving  an  annuity  from  the 
Crown,  so  long  as  said  Indians  or  persons  of  Indian  blood  receive  such 
annuity ;  and  if  any  of  the  persons  set  forth  in  this  section  vote,  he  shall 
be  liable  to  a  penalty  not  exceeding  $500,  or  to  imprisonment  for  a 
period  not  exceeding  twelve  months,  in  default  of  the  penalty  imposed, 
and  his  vote  shall  be  null  and  void.” 

I  do  not  propose  this  amendment  in  opposition  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  moved  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton),  for  I  am  in  favor  of  the  provincial  franchises  in 
all  the  Provinces  being  used  for  the  election  of  members  of 
this  House,  The  hon.  the  First  Minister  has  just  stated 
that  in  all  the  older  Provinces,  after  the  first  list  is  made 
up,  it  is  changed  very  little  in  following  years  ;  but  this  is 
not  the  case  in  Manitoba.  There  the  population  changes 
very  rapidly.  You  may  see  a  voters’  list  one  year,  and 
again  two  or  three  years  afterwards  you  would  hardly 
recognise  it  as  the  same  list.  Therefore,  I  have  some  hope 
that  the  hon.  the  First  Minister  will  exempt  Manitoba  from 
the  operation  of  this  measure.  The  present  franchise  in 
that  Province  is  broader  than  the  franchise  proposed  in  this 
Bill,  and  it  works  very  well.  This  Bill,  if  passed,  will  create 
great  confusion,  owing  to  the  existence  of  two  lists  of  voters. 
A  man  who  has  a  vote  for  a  local  member  may  not  be 
allowed  to  vote  for  a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  vice  versa  in  some  cases.  The  only  Dominion  franchise 
I  am  in  favor  of,  if  the  provincial  franchises  are  not  to  be 
used,  is  manhood  suffrage,  and  I  wjll  support  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  that  effect,  which  I  believe  is  about  to  be  moved  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell).  As 
we  have  a  very  high  protective  tariff  in  Canada,  and  as 
every  man  living  in  the  country,  who  is  a  wage- 
earner,  is  a  consumer,  and  necessarily  contributes 
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to  the  revenues  of  the  country,  every  man  ought 
to  be  qualified  to  vote  for  a  member  of  this  House. 
1  believe  that  my  hon.  friend  from  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Beaty) 
was  correct  the  other  night  when  he  said  he  thought  that 
a  man  who  owned  $1,000  worth  of  property  was  as  equally 
entitled  to  vote  as  a  man  who  owned  $50,000,  because  the 
one  who  owned  the  smaller  property  felt  probably  as  great, 
if  not  a  greater  interest,  in  it  than  did  the  one  who  owned 
the  larger  amount  in  his.  I  believe  that  principle  to  be  cor¬ 
rect  ;  I  believe  that  a  man  who  owns  but  $100  worth  of  pro¬ 
perty  has  as  good  a  right  to  vote  as  the  one  who  owns  $300 
worth,  and  therefore  I  am  opposed  to  this  Bill  applying  to 
Manitoba.  In  that  Province  there  is  a  large  number  of  young 
men,  some  of  them  school  teachers,  who  are  not  house¬ 
holders,  who  do  not  pay  rent,  and  who  do  not  earn  $400  a 
year,  but  who  still  own  real  estate  to  the  value  of  $100  or 
$200,  and  therefore  would  not  come  under  the  $300  qualifi¬ 
cation.  It  is  well  known  that  two  or  three  years  ago  nearly 
every  young  man  who  went  to  that  country  invested  his  all  in 
town  lots,  but  unfortunately  for  them  these  speculations 
did  not  turn  out  the  best,  and  to-day  town  lots  which  cost  $400 
or  $500  would  probably  not  be  assessed  at  $300,  so  that  these 
men  would  be  deprived  of  the  right  to  vote  at  the  Dominion 
election.  I  do  not  think  that  is  right.  These  properties  are  all 
these  young  men  own ;  they  look  foward  to  reaping  something 
in  a  future  day  from  their  investments,  and  therefore  have 
as  keen  an  interest  in  the  country  as  anybody  whom  this 
Bill  would  include.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  stated 
that  the  Government  had  the  power  to  pass  this  Bill,  but  it 
is  not  always  advisable  for  the  Government  to  pass  Bills 
becauae  they  have  the  authority  to  do  so.  It  has  often 
occurred  that  Bills  which  the  Government  introduced  and 
which  the  Government  had  the  power  to  pass  have,  after 
some  discussion,  been  withdrawn,  and  I  hope  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  see  fit  to  place  this  measure  in  the  same  category, 
by  withdrawing  it.  In  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  as  in 
Ontario,  for  the  laws  of  the  two  Provinces  are  a  good  deal 
the  same,  we  have  a  capital  system  of  getting  out  voters’ 
lists  and  arriving  at  the  qualifications  of  men  who  should 
be  entitled  to  vote.  The  municipal  councillors  are  elected, 
as  a  rule,  irrespective  of  their  political  prejudices,  and  it  is 
they  who  appoint  the  assessors.  The  assessor  is  selected 
as  being  a  man  who  is  intelligent  and  competent  and  who 
will  do  his  duty  and,  as  a  rule,  there  are  very  few  objections 
to  the  voters’  lists  as  prepared  from  the  assessment  rolls. 
The  assessor  is  sworn  in,  as  I  believe  he  is  in  all  the  dif¬ 
ferent  Provinces,  and  I  have  yet  to  learn  that  he  has  wil¬ 
fully  neglected  to  do  his  duty.  I  was  surprised  to  hear 
some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  especially  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson),  a  few  nights  ago, 
state  that  the  elections  of  councillors  in  his 
county  were  run  as  political  elections,  on  political 
basis,  so  that  an  assessor  might  be  appointed  who  would 
not  act  impartially,  but  would  favor  one  side  or  the  other. 
That  is  not  the  case  in  Manitoba,  that  I  am  aware  of ; 
as  a  rule,  we  have  very  fair  assessors,  whose  work  gives 
general  satisfaction.  The  voters’  lists  are  based  on  the 
assessment  roll,  and  any  person  owning  $100  worth  of  pro¬ 
perty,  or  paying  a  rental  of  $2  per  month  on  $200  worth  of 
property,  is  entitled  to  vote.  The  chances  are  that  those 
assessors  will  perform  the  duty  much  more  fairly  than 
would  any  revising  barrister  appointed  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  ;  for,  as  a  rule,  these  barristers  will  be  partisan. 
The  First  Minister  has  told  us  that  judges,  as  a  rule,  will  be 
appointed.  That  is  welcome  information  to  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  this  side,  for  we  have  always  been  under  the 
impression  that,  not  the  judges,  but  barristers  of  five  years’ 
standing,  would  be  appointed.  In  this  connection  I  may 
say  that  some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  a  higher 
opinion  of  the  revising  barristers  than  we  on  this  side  have. 
In  my  opinion,  no  revising  barrister  of  five  years’  standing, 
with  more  brain  than  cheek,  would  take  the  position 
Mr.  Watson. 


of  revising  barrister,  unless  he  had  reason  to  believe  he 
would  receive  indirectly  some  further  remuneration  than 
what  he  would  receive  directly  from  the  position.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  revising  barrister  is  likely  to  be  a 
person  qualified  to  value  property  in  the  differ¬ 
ent  municipalities.  As  a  rule,  when  barristers  want  valua¬ 
tions  to  be  made  of  property,  for  the  purpose  of  insur¬ 
ance  or  other  purpose,  they  employ  the  assessors  of  the 
municipalities,  whose  judgment  is  looked  upon  as  pretty 
accurate.  A  revising  barrister  would  not  be  acceptable  to 
the  people  at  all.  I  do  not  think  the  people  would  wish  to 
see  a  young  lawyer  value  their  property  and  decide,  on  his 
own  fiat  who  shall  and  who  shall  not  vote.  I  do  not  know 
how  it  is  in  other  Provinces,  but  in  Manitoba  lawyers  are 
looked  upon  in  pretty  much  the  same  light  as  General 
Sheridan  is  said  to  have  looked  on  an  Indian.  “  I  know  of 
only  one  good  kind  of  an  Indian,”  said  he,  “  and  that  is  a 
dead  Indian.”  So  in  Manitoba  the  people  have  about  the 
same  opinion  of  a  lawyer.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary 
that  I  should  occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  at  great 
length,  and  I  hope,  after  this  short  explanation  of  matters  in 
Manitoba,  relating  to  voters  and  voters’  lists,  the  First 
Minister  may  see  fit  to  exempt  our  Province  from  the 
action  of  this  Bill.  I  know  that  its  application  there 
would  create  a  great  deal  of  dissatisfaction.  Its  pro¬ 
visions  are  not  in  the  best  interests  of  the  Dominion, 
but  apparently  have  been  framed  solely  for  the  purpose 
of  maintaining  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  in  power.  Unless 
they  have  some  such  object  in  view  I  cannot  understand 
why  they  should  persist  in  forcing  this  Bill  through  at  this 
late  period,  after  the  House  has  been  in  session  over  three 
months,  and  when  it  will  require  at  least  six  weeks  longer 
to  get  through  with  the  other  business  before  us,  indepen¬ 
dent  of  the  Franchise  Bill  altogether.  It  looks  as  if  we 
were  to  have  two  months  extra  session,  solely  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  passing  this  Bill,  which  has  not  been  put  before  the 
people,  which  the  people  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
pronouncing  on,  and  against  which,  at  this  late  hour,  when 
the  people  are  becoming  awake  to  its  provisions,  petitions 
are  pouring  in  by  the  hundred.  The  people  of  the  Province 
of  which  I  have  the  honor  of  being  one  of  the  representa¬ 
tives  have  hitherto  known  little  or  nothing  of  the  Bill,  but 
those  who  do  know  anything  of  it  write  me  very  strong 
letters,  saying  the  Opposition  are  perfectly  justified  in  the 
course  they  have  taken  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  people. 
I  hope  the  First  Minister  and  this  House  will  see  fit  to 
exempt  Manitoba  from  the  operation  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  sure  that  those  gentlemen  in  this 
House,  on  that  side  or  on  this  side — -and  I  do  not  think 
there  were  many  on  this  side — who  were  under  the  impres¬ 
sion  that  the  Prime  Minister  was  disposed  to  make  some 
concessions  to  the  views  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  must  have  been  very  much  disappointed  after 
hearing  the  observations  which  he  addressed  to  the  com¬ 
mittee.  I  did  not  expect  that  he  would  recede  from  the 
position  he  had  taken,  upon  the  subject  of  the  appointment 
of  revising  barristers,  or  any  portion  of  the  Bill,  which  is 
obnoxious  to  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House,  as  publioly 
expressed  on  this  side  and  privately  on  that  side. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Speak  for  yourself. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon,  gentleman  need  not  be  uneasy. 
I  am  not  speaking  for  him. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Whom  are  you  speaking  for? 

Another  hon.  MEMBER.  He  is  speaking  for  no  one. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  made  some  obser- 
v  ations  on  the  subject  of  revising  barristers,  to  which,  I 
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think,  I  may  be  allowed  to  make  some  reference,  before  I 
pass  to  the  other  portions  of  the  question  more  immediately 
concerned  in  the  motions  which  are  before  you.  The  hon. 
gentleman  spoke  of  those  whom  he  intended  to  appoint  as 
revising  barristers.  Hitherto,  the  appointment  of  revising 
barristers  has  been  an  act  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada  and 
not  an  act  of  the  Government  of  Canada.  They  have  been 
designated  in  the  Bill  passed  by  Parliament  and  not  by  an 
Order  in  Council  or  a  commission  from  the  Government. 
In  the  first  place,  we  would  make  very  strong  objection  to 
that.  In  the  next  place,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  stated 
that  he  proposes  to  provide  for  revising  officers  who  are  not 
revising  officers.  The  duties  of  revising  forms  a  very  small 
portion  of  the  duties  that  will  devolve  on  the  officers 
appointed  under  this  Bill.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that 
neither  in  England  nor  in  any  of  the  Australian  colonies 
nor  in  any  of  the  States  of  the  American  Republic  nor  in 
this  Dominion,  heretofore,  has  the  work  of  revision  been 
performed  by  the  parties  who  prepare  the  lists.  If  the 
the  hon.  gentleman  were  to  withdraw  his  proposition 
altogether  with  regard  to  the  appointment  of  revising 
officers,  if  he  were  to  say  that  these  officers  shall  be 
designated  in  the  statute  that  they  shall  be  the  judges 
of  the  country,  so  far  as  they  are  personally  concerned 
I  would  not  make  any  objection  to  their  fitness,  so  far 
as  their  good  intentions  are  concerned,  but  I  still  say 
that  they  would  not  be  competent  officers  to  prepare  the 
lists.  It  is  necessary  that  the  parties  who  prepare  those 
lists  should  be  personally  acquainted  witn  each  separate 
community.  I  say  that  no  judge  possesses  that  qualifica¬ 
tion,  and  that  work  can  only  be  done,  as  it  is  now  done  in 
Ontario,  by  legal  officers  in  each  municipality.  When  they 
have  prepared  a  list,  knowing,  as  they  do,  the  individuals 
in  their  community,  knowing  their  qualifications,  knowing 
whether  they  are  entitled  to  go  on  the  list  or  not,  in  general 
terms,  then  there  is  vex*y  little  difficulty  in  the  revision. 
We  know  that  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  a  great  majority 
of  those  lists  are  never  revised.  There  is  no  appeal  to  the 
county  judge,  or  to  any  party,  to  put  additional  names  on 
the  list,  because  they  are  fairly  well  prepared  by  those  local 
officers  upon  whom  this  duty  devolves.  I  know  that,  gen¬ 
erally,  the  year  before  an  election  takes  place  there  is  a 
little  more  attention  paid  than  in  other  years.  If  the  bon. 
gentleman’s  plan  were  carried  out,  I  dp  not  know  whether, 
when  he  speaks  of  county  judges  being  the  revising  officers, 
he  means  that  the  district  of  each  judge  in  his  ordinary 
capacity  shall  be  that  over  which  he  is  to  have  jurisdiction 
as  revising  officer.  He  has  not  stated  that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  had  not  had  time. 

Mr.  MILLS.  He  informed  the  House  the  other  day  that 
there  were  ninety-two  constituencies  and  only  forty  judges. 
What  are  we  to  infer  from  that  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  not  necessary  to 
infer ;  that  is  the  fact, 

Mr.  MILLS.  Everyone  of  these  ninety-two  constituencies 
is  embraced  in  the  jurisdiction  of  those  forty  judges.  Why 
did  the  hon.  gentleman  make  the  distinction  ?  The  county 
of  Bothwell,  for  instance,  is  made  up  of  a  part  of  the 
county  of  Lambton,  and  of  a  part  of  the  county  of 
Kent.  When  a  revision  takes  place  of  the  voters’  list,  part 
is  revised  by  the  judge  of  the  county  of  Lambton  and  part 
by  the  judge  of  the  county  of  Kent.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
intend  that  that  shall  continue,  or  that  the  county  of  Both¬ 
well  shall  not  be  one  of  those  included  under  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  county  judge,  but  shall  be  given  to  a  revising 
officer  appointed  by  the  Government  ?  Does  he  propose  to 
give  us  a  revising  officer,  as  he  gave  us  a  returning  officer  ? 
Does  he  propose  to  do  the  same  thing  in  the  different 
divisions  of  the  county  of  Kent?  What  did  he  mean  by 


his  statement  that  there  were  ninety-two  constituencies  and 
only  forty  judges?  Did  he  mean  that  the  forty  judges 
were  to  operate  in  forty  electoral  districts,  and  that  fifty-two 
districts  would  be  left  in  which  he  would  appoint  revising 
officers  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
see,  if  he  looks  at  the  Bill,  that  a  revising  officer  can  hold 
a  commission  for  more  than  one  district. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  know  he  can,  but  the  hon  gentleman  can 
appoint  them  as  he  pleases  Under  this  Bill  he  retains 
a  power  which  he  ought  not  to  possess.  He  does  not  say 
that  he  will  abandon  a  power  which  no  Government  cau 
decently  exercise,  no  Government  has  a  right  to  claim,  as 
it  is  an  interested  party.  The  revising  officer  should  be  as 
independent  of  the  Government  as  of  the  Opposition.  The 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  impose 
upon  any  member  of  this  House  who  does  not  desire  to  be 
imposed  upon.  Barnum  has  said  that  it  is  wonderful  how 
many  people  are  fond  of  being  humbugged,  and  if  any¬ 
one  accepts  the  statements  of  the  First  Minister  it  will  be 
only  some  gentleman  who  is  anxious  to  be  imposed  upon, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  First  Minister  retains  this 
unjust,  this  atrocious  provision,  which  he  has  proposed. 

Mr.  FOSTER,  Carried. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No ;  it  is  not  carried.  This  is  a  practical 
question,  and  I  am  addressing  myself  to  the  merits  of  the 
question . 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  For  the  first  time. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  calling  the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention 
to  something  which  he  has  not  generally  stopped  in  the 
House  to  hear; 

Mr*  FOSTER.  Lost. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Although  this  Bill  has  been  a  long  time  be¬ 
fore  the  committee,  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  has  not  been 
very  often  present  in  the  committee.  I  have  no  doubt  he 
has  recuperated  and  is  refreshed,  and  has  returned  here  on 
the  first  day  of  the  week,  invigorated  by  his  long  rest.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  said  this  evening  :  Suppose  we  were  to 
adopt  the  Ontario  law.  Why,  it  does  not  come  into  operation 
until  January  next,  and  see  the  extraordinary  position  we 
would  be  in.  We  would  be  obliged  to  go  to  the  country 
under  a  new  law.  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  observe  that  if  we 
had  legislation  here  it  will  not  come  into  operation  until 
188*7,  while  the  Ontario  law  will  come  into  operation  next 
January  ;  and  so  the  hon.  gentleman  says  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  that  we  should  go  on  in  midsummer  and  legis¬ 
late  upon  this  question,  although  our  law  cannot  come  into 
operation  until  twelve  months  after  the  Ontario  law  is  in 
operation.  That  is  a  most  extraordinary  argument  to 
address  to  this  committee  as  a  reason  for  proceeding  with 
this  Bill.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  :  It  is  true  that  this 
Bill  is  not  as  liberal  as  the  Ontario  law,  but  then  you  must 
remember  that  the  law  of  Ontario  is  made  more  liberal  since 
I  proposed  this  Bill  two  years  ago.  What  does  the  hon. 
gentleman  intend  we  shall  infer  ?  Does  he  intend  we  shall 
infer  that  the  people  of  Ontario  are  in  favor  of  an  extension 
of  the  franchise,  and  that  the  Provincial  Legislature  has  gone 
still  further  in  the  way  of  meeting  the  popular  wishes  than  he 
has  gone  in  this  Bill  ?  If  I  understand  the  law  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  this  Bill  is  before  us  for  the  first  time.  The  hon. 
gentleman  never  took  the  opinion  of  tho  country  upon  his 
Bill  on  previous  occasions.  The  very  fact  that  he  has  with¬ 
drawn  it  on  several  occasions  was  the  best  reason  in  the 
world  for  the  opinion  that  it  would  not  be  proceeded  with 
at  all.  There  was  no  other  inference  to  be  drawn.  The 
hon.  gentlemen  forgets  that  in  1882,  before  his  Bill  of  1883 
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was  before  Parliament  at  all,  there  was  a  large  convention  of 
the  Beform  party  held  in  Toronto,  attended  by  upwards  of 
six  thousand  electors,  where  it  was  agreed  that  a  more  liberal 
extension  of  the  franchise  should  take  place.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  went  to  the  country  upon  that  question,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  friends,  his  lieutenant  in  the  Local  Legislature, 
also  went  to  the  country  in  favor  of  an  extension  of  the 
franchise.  Both  parties  did  that,  and  the  legislation  of  the 
Provincial  Legislature  at  its  last  Session  is  the  outcome  of 
that  appeal  to  the  electors.  The  Tory  party  in  the  Local 
Legislature  voted  for  manhood  suffrage.  Then,  what  are  we 
to  infer  from  this  appeal  to  the  country  and  the  action  of 
both  parties  in  the  Local  Legislature  ?  We  are  to  infer  that 
the  country  was  prepared  to  go,  at  least,  as  far  as  the 
Government  did,  and  possibly  farther.  Now,  Sir,  I  say  that 
upon  this  Bill  the  hon.  gentleman  has  never  appealed  to 
the  country.  I  gave  several  instances  on  Saturday  where, 
in  England,  the  Government  had  appealed  to  the  country 
on  proposed  constitutional  changes.  I  showed  that  in  not  a 
single  instance,  within  a  century,  was  any  considerable  al¬ 
teration  made  in  the  constitution  without  an  appeal  to  the 
country.  My  hon.  friend  from  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron) 
has  referred  to  a  great  number  of  instances  to-day  in  detail. 
The  obvious  reason  is,  that  under  the  English  system  an 
alteration  of  the  constitution  is  made  by  the  same  machinery 
as  that  which  carries  on  or  *  inary  legislation.  But  in  order 
to  protect  the  people  against  alterations  in  the  constitution, 
against  revolutionary  measures,  there  is  no  instance  of  any 
such  change  having  taken  place  without  an  appeal  first 
having  been  made  to  the  country.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  not  asked  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  this  country  upon 
this  question.  In  1874  we  did  appeal  to  the  country. 
We  proposed  that  the  Parliament  of  Canada  should,  from 
time  to  time,  adopt  the  law  of  the  various  Local  Legislatures 
for  the  election  of  local  members  as  the  law  for 
the  election  of  members  to  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
people  did  sanction  that  appeal ;  they  returned  a  majoiity  to 
Parliament  in  favor  of  it,  and  the  legislation  that  is  now  on 
the  Statute  Book  was  in  consequence  of  that  appeal.  But 
the  hon.  gentleman  now  proposes  to  change  the  constitution 
radically,  without  giving  the  people  an  opportunity  of  saying 
whether  they  approve  of  this  change  or  not.  Thon  the  hon. 
gentleman  seems  to  have  lost  sight  altogether  of  the  fact 
that  our  whole  system  is  based  upon  the  principle  involved 
in  the  law  now  on  tho  Statute  Book.  Take  the  question  of 
the  trial  of  controverted  elections.  You  refer  these  to  the 
provincial  courts,  and  you  do  not  object  to  tbeir  trial  by 
these  courts,  because  the  courts  are  provincial.  You  admit 
that  that  was  tried,  and  the  Privy  Council  decided  that  this 
matter  lies  wholly  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Parliament 
of  Canada,  that  it  is  right  and  proper  for  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  to  declare  that  the  provincial  courts  shall  try  these 
cases.  The  Parliament  has  as  much  right  to  name  a  pro¬ 
vincial  court  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  their  law  as 
they  have  to  create  a  separate  and  independent  tribunal. 
We  do  the  same  with  regard  to  summary  convictions. 
I  have  here  the  statute  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
himself  put  upon  the  Statute  Book.  Who  does  it 
authorise  summarily  to  try  and  convict  for  petty  offences  ? 
Why,  tho  magistrates.  Who  appoints  them?  They  are 
appointed  by  the  Local  Governments  ;  they  are  not  officers 
of  the  Pai’liament  of  Canada ;  and  yet  you  administer  your 
laws  through  them.  Now,  is  there  any  impropriety  in  say¬ 
ing  that  tho  clerk  of  a  municipality,  or  assessor,  or  other 
local  officer,  shall  prepare  the  voters’  lists  ?  What  objection 
is  there  ?  We  are  here  elected  under  laws  of  tho  several 
Provincial  Legislatures.  We  have,  by  our  law,  declared  that 
that  shall  be  our  plan,  and  we  have  elections  under  it;  and 
we  can,  in  the  same  way,  declare  that  a  certain  municipal 
officer,  designating  him  by  his  office,  shall  prepare  the  voters’ 
lists.  There  is  no  more  difficulty  than  in  saying  a  provin- 
Mr.  Mills. 


cial  judge  shall  try  controverted  Dominion  elections.  The 
one  is  as  clear  as  the  other.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  it. 
He  knows  we  have  the  same  jurisdiction  in  one  case  as  in 
the  other,  and  he  knows  that  if  we  were  to  act  on  the  prin¬ 
ciple  ho  has  laid  down  in  this  Bill  we  would  radically  change 
our  whole  machinery  for  the  administration  of  our  laws. 
If  the  hon.  gentlemen  says  he  does  not  like  the  provincial 
franchise  and  wishes  to  have  a  separate  and  independent 
franchise  for  the  Dominion,  and  that  the  Ontario  franchise 
is  too  wide,  he  can  still  use  the  provincial  machinery  for 
preparing  the  voters’  lists.  What  advantage  is  the  hon. 
gentleman  going  to  gain  in  taking  the  duty  of  preparing 
ihe  list  from  parties  who  know  all  about  it  and  placing 
it  with  persons  who  do  not  ?  Take  the  county  of  Kent, 
with  a  population  of  55,000.  No  doubt  the  county  judge 
will  know  a  great  many  people,  but,  of  course,  only  a 
small  number  in  proportion  to  the  population.  There 
is  only  one  common  sense  way  for  making  up  the  voters’ 
lists,  and  that  is  the  way  that  experience  has  pointed  out 
in  every  country.  In  England  such  lists  are  prepared 
by  the  overseers  of  parishes  and  the  clerks,  and  the 
appeal  is  to  the  revising  barrister  appointed  by  the  judge 
during  the  summer  assize.  The  hon.  gentleman  seeks, 
however,  to  do  away  with  all  the  local  machinery  by  which 
the  lists  are  prepared,  and  place  the  whole  matter  in  the 
hands  of  a  revising  officer.  Where  are  the  lists  to 
come  from  that  the  officer  is  to  revise  ?  It  appears, 
however,  that  he  has  to  prepare  the  list.  How  is  he  to 
know  the  names  to  put  on  ?  The  hon.  First  Minister  says 
he  may  take  the  assessment  roll.  But  that  does  not  contain 
all  the  names.  They  can  only  be  known  by  people  residing 
in  the  locality.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  complained  of  this 
being  a  protracted  Session  and  of  the  length  of  this  discus¬ 
sion.  Let  him  consider  the  length  of  the  discussions  on  the 
Irish  Church  Bill,  on  the  Beform  Bepresentation  Bill  and  on 
the  Irish  Land  Bill.  I  am  happy  to  say  that  a  new  era  is 
dawning  upon  the  legislation  of  Canada.  I  look  for  better 
things  hereafter.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  been  himself  the 
legislator,  instead  of  having  legislation  carried  on  by  the 
Parliament  of  Canada.  In  England  every  Bill  is  thoroughly 
discussed  on  the  second  reading,  and  if  there  is  no  popular 
demand  for  it,  although  a  majority  in  Parliament  may  be  in 
favor  of  the  measure,  it  is  usually  dropped.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  brought  in  this  Bill  at  the  end  of  ten  or  eleven  weeks 
of  the  Session,  after  tho  period  when  the  close  of  the  Session 
has  usually  arrived.  The  hon  gentleman  propofed  to  push 
the  measure  through  the  House  without  discussion,  and  he 
gave  us  no  opportunity  of  discussing  it.  No  one  but  the 
loader  himself  had  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  Bill  on 
the  second  reading.  The  hon.  gentleman  refused  to  allow 
the  House  to  adjourn,  and  insisted  on  our  continuing  the 
discussion,  although  we  had  had  no  opportunity  of  consult¬ 
ing  the  country  upon  it.  Have  there  been  petitions  pre¬ 
sented  in  favor  of  the  Bill,  or  public  meetings  held  ?  Has 
the  hon.  gentleman  had  any  evidence,  since  this  discussion 
began,  that  the  people  demanded  the  Bill?  We  have  had 
nearly  4,000  names  attached  to  petitions  presented  to-day; 
there  were  3,000  names  bn  Saturday’s  petitions,  and  I  dare 
say  as  many  more  were  received  to-day  by  the  last  mail. 
So,  tho  hon.  gentleman  is  evidently  determined  to  push  this 
Bill  through  against  public  opinion. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Against  the  opinion  of  the  Grits. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  presented  a  petition  to-day  with  70 
Beform  names  and  28  Conservative  names,  and  it  is  so 
marked  on  the  petition.  I  strongly  suspect  the  hon,  mem¬ 
ber’s  own  constituency  does  not  support  this  Bill.  It  has 
already  been  gerrymandered  twice,  and  no  doubt  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  ask  to  have  it  gerrymandered  again. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  never  asked  for  it. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  simply  stating  that  in  1882  a  township 
from  Haldimand  was  attached  to  Monck,  and  it  was  gerry¬ 
mandered  a  second  time. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  mistaken  as 
to  the  facts.  The  hon.  member  for  Haldimand  went  to  the 
First  Minister  and  requested  that  to  be  done. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hear,  hear ;  that  is  true. 
Mr.  Thompson  asked  for  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  was  done,  all  the  same. 

Mr.  MoCALLTJM.  You  said  I  asked  for  it  It  was  done 
at  the  request  of  the  hon.  member  for  Haldimand,  not  at 
my  request. 

Mr*  MILLS.  We  all  know  from  experience  how  very 
anxious  the  First  Minister  is  to  make  constituencies  safe  for 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  made  a  good  many, 

Mr.  MILLS.  Yes ;  more  than  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
ever  have  opportunity  of  doing  again.  The  hon.  member 
for  West  Toronto  (Mr.  Beaty)  stated  that  this  would  not  be 
a  party  voters’  list  that  would  be  prepared  under  this  Bill, 
but  it  would  be  a  people’s  list.  Yet  the  people  prepare  the 
lists  now.  Neither  the  Local  Government  nor  the  Dominion 
Government  interfere.  One  hon.  gentleman  said  the  coun¬ 
cillors  are  respectable  men,  but  the  assessors  are  rascally, 
unscrupulous  men,  who  are  ready  to  commit  perjury  for  the 
purpose  of  making  a  bad  voters’  list.  But  who  appointed 
these  rascally  assessors?  They  are  appointed  by  the 
respectable  councillors,  whether  Conservative  or  Reform. 
The  council  appointing  the  assessors  have  both  parties 
represented  in  its  members.  If  one  party  happens  to  be  in 
a  minority  they  are  there,  at  all  events,  to  know.  They  are 
the  watchmen  ;  they  are  able  to  tell  whether  there  is  any 
improper  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  majority;  they  are  put 
on  guard,  and  it  is  possible  for  them  to  make  an  appeal  to 
the  proper  officers.  But  in  this  case  how  is  this  list  pre¬ 
pared  ?  By  a  man  who  is  a  stranger  to  the  great  majority 
of  the  people  ;  by  a  man  who  is  a  partisan  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  when  he  is  not  a  judge  ;  by  a  man  who,  if  he  wishes 
to  do  right,  is  not  able  to  do  so,  from  the  want  of  the 
necessary  knowledge,  and  who,  if  he  is  disposed  to  do  wrong, 
can  do  so  without  the  attention  of  the  community  being 
called  to  his  conduct  in  time.  The  chances  are  that  in  order 
to  prevent  an  improper  list  from  being  prepared  it  will  be 
necessary  for  every  candidate  and  every  member  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  spend  as  much  time  and  incur  as  much  oxpense  as 
he  would  in  the  conduct  of  an  ordinary  election. 

Mr.  MoCALLTJM.  You  have  to  do  that  now. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No,  we  have  not.  I  say  the  great  majority 
of  this  House  do  not  look  after  the  voters’  lists.  The  great 
majority  of  this  House  rest  upon  their  general  confidence  in 
the  fair  play  of  the  men  by  whom  the  lists  are  prepared, 
and  it  is  a  rare  exception,  and  not  the  general  rule,  that  the 
list  should  be  revised  by  the  judge  at  all.  But  that  condi¬ 
tion  of  things  will  continue  no  longer.  The  moment  you 
adopt  this  law  you  make  it  necessary  to  spend  more  time  and 
incur  more  expense  each  year,  in  revising  that  list,  than  in 
the  conduct  of  an  ordinary  election.  I  say  that  the  expense 
is  a  very  serious  matter,  and  that  it  will  be  far  greater, 
taking  the  country  collectively,  than  the  expense  incurred 
by  the  Government  in  the  payment  of  the  officers  called 
upon  to  prepare  these  lists.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
addressed  to  the  committee  the  remarks  which  I  wished  to 
make  upon  this  portion  of  the  Bill.  I  called  the  attention 
of  the  committee  to  the  fact  that  in  passing  the  law  we  now 
have  on  the  Statute  Book,  and  in  adhering  to  that  law, 
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we  are  adhering  to  a  law  which  is  perfectly  consistent 
with  the  general  policy  of  our  jurisprudence ;  that 
just  what  we  have  done  every  year  in  th8  trial  of  contro¬ 
verted  elections,  in  the  administration  of  criminal  justice, 
is  precisely  what  we  are  doing  in  this  case,  in  avoiding 
expense  by  using  men  who  are  acquainted  with  the  people 
and  who  are  infinitely  better  qualified  to  prepare  the  voters’ 
lists,  in  the  first  instance,  than  the  revising  officers  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  name,  whether  they  are  named  in 
an  unobjectionable  way,  by  Parliament,  in  the  Bill,  or  in 
an  objectionable  way,  by  the  hon.  gentleman  himself.  In 
that  respect  there  is  a  very  great  distinction.  I  would  say 
this  that  if  the  hon.  gentleman  persists  in  his  adherence  to 
this  clause  I  shall  favor  an  amendment,  when  we  come  to 
the  proper  part  of  the  Bill,  providing  for  the  appointment 
of  the  reeve,  the  assessor  and  the  township  clerk,  for  the 
purpose  of  preparing  the  original  lists.  I  say  we  can  name 
them  in  the  Bill,  and  we  can  impose  on  them  the  duty 
which  is  now  imposed  on  the  municipal  officers,  of  prepar¬ 
ing  the  list  in  the  first  instance.  I  say  it  is  of  the  utmost 
consequence  that  the  preparation  of  the  lists  should  not  be 
in  the  hands  of  the  revising  officer,  but  in  the  hands  of  par¬ 
ties  who  are  acquainted  with  the  ground. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MA.CDONALD.  I  find,  Sir,  that  I  made  a 
great  mistake.  Seduced  by  the  dulcet  tones  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson),  I  broke  the  rule  which 
I  had  set  for  myself,  which  I  found  it  necessary,  as  the 
leader  of  the  House,  to  set  for  myself,  and  that  was  to  obey 
the  rules  of  Parliament.  When  we  went  into  committee  I 
stated  from  the  beginning  that  we  should  adhere  to  the 
rules  of  Parliament,  and  that  when  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  we  should  discuss,  clause  by  clause,  on  its  own  merits, 
and  not  anticipate  arguments  on  the  very  first  clause,  which 
might  bo  brought  against  the  very  last.  I  laid  down  that 
rule ;  it  was  my  bounden  duty  to  do  so.  If  the  leader  of 
the  House  desires  to  perform  his  duty  he  should  see  that  he, 
at  all  events,  should  not  consciously7  break  any  of  the  rules 
of  Parliament.  Now,  during  the  whole  debate  we  have 
broken  the  rule  by  which  each  clause  should  be  considered 
on  its  own  merits,  without  entering  on  a  discussion  of  the 
whole  measure.  However,  early  that  rule  was  broken.  I 
could  not  help  it,  and  on  both  sides  we  have  had  very 
instructive,  though  premature,  speeches  on  various  clauses 
of  the  Bill.  It  is  my  duty,  however,  to  adhere  to  the  rule 
which  I  laid  down  for  myself,  that  when  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole  we  should  discuss  the  single  question  beforo  us 
at  the  time,  and  not  diverge  into  a  discussion — very  proper 
when  the  Speaker  is  in  the  Chair,  on  the  first,  second  or 
third  reading,  or  on  concurrence,  but  certainly  a  breach  of 
the  principles  and  practices  of  Parliament  when  in  commit¬ 
tee.  I  adhered  to  that,  but  I  was  seduced  by  the  reasonable 
speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  go  further  than  the  resolu¬ 
tion  which  was  before  the  committee.  I  did  so  with  the 
best  intention ;  but  it  only  shows  that  I  was  wrong,  and 
that  I  should  have  adhered  to  the  rule,  because,  instead  of 
being  received,  as  I  thought  my  remarks  ought  to  have 
been  received,  by  the  hon.  member  for  Both  well  (Mr.  Mills), 
he  takes  up  the  whole  discussion  again,  opens  it  up  ob  initio, 
and  shows  that  the  present  system — I  will  will  not  call  it 
obstruction,  but  the  system  of  lengthened  and  continued 
discussion — should  be  still  continued.  It  is  quite  clear  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  adopted  the  moderate  and, 
in  my  opinion,  the  wise  tone  of  the  hon.  member  for  Brant, 
in  limiting  himself  to  a  short  and  succinct  statement  of  his 
objections  to  the  Bill.  I  apologise  to  the  committee  for 
making  that  mistake.  I  find  that  the  hon  gentleman 
has  not  reciprocated.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  resolved 
— I  .do  not  know  whether  those  around  him  will  fol¬ 
low  his  track,  but  certainly  his  leader  shows  that  he 
will  not  follow  in  that  track;  I  say  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  remainder  of  the  committee  will  pursue 
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this  course  or  not;  but  if  it  is  so,  we  must  submit 
with  all  Christian  resignation.  I  stated  my  reasons  why  1 
would  oppose  the  adoption  of  the  same  rigid  rules  which 
exist  in  England,  and  which  were  forced  on  Mr.  Gladstone, 
and  I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that  I  was  right  then,  and  I 
shall  not — so  far  as  I  can  help  it— foe  induced,  by  any 
continued  discussion,  to  attempt  to  intx-oduce  new  rules  in 
this  House,  until  we  find  that  legislation  is  put  an  end  to 
by  the  acts  of  a  minority.  I  hope  that  is  not  going  to  be 
the  normal  state  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada — I  hope  so 
in  the  interests  of  Canada  and  the  prosperity  of  Canada. 

I  suppose  it  will  last  my  time,  but  if  this  kind  of  obstruction 
goes  on,  why,  those  who  follow  me  will  not  have  such  a 
happy  40  years  as  I  have  had  during  my  parliamentary 
experience.  It  seems  that  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  make 
it  a  trial  of  physical  endurance.  Well,  if  that  is  the  case, 
we  must  put  up  with  it  the  best  we  can.  I  told  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  W est  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  a  story  the  other  day,  when  we 
were  taking  luncheon,  illustrative  of  what  physical  endurance 
means,  and  I  will  x'epeat  it  for  the  benefit  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man.  Thei*e  was  an  Indian  in  the  county  of  Pi’ince  Edward, 
now  represented  by  Hr.  Platt,  who  had  murdered  a  farmer 
and  his  wife.  He  was  caught  in  the  act;  there  was  no  hope 
for  him ;  he  was  certain  to  be  convicted  and  to  suffer  the 
extreme  penalty  of  the  law ;  and  as  he  was  an  Indian— 
perhaps  not  enfranchised,  and  not  able  to  vote  against  the 
hon.  member  for  Botkwell — of  course  all  the  clergy,  both 
Catholic  and  Protestant,  were  anxious  to  bring  him  to  a 
sense  of  his  state,  and  they  went  to  see  him.  One  day  he 
said  to  the  gaoler— the  gaoler  was  my  informant— said  he, 

“  Mr.  McGuire,  what  kind  of  a  place  is  hell  ?  ”  “  Well,  John,” 
said  he,  “  it  is  a  place  of  torment  where  bad  people  go  to.” 

“  Has  it  been  long  there  ?  ”  asked  the  Indian.  “  Oh,  yes ; 
before  the  world  was  created.”  “  Many  people  there  ?  ”  “  Oh, 
yes  ;  all  the  bad  people  go  there.”  “  Who  was  the  first  man 
there?”  “Why,”  said  the  gaoler,  “the  devil.”  “Is  he 
there  yet?”  “Yes,  he  is  there  yet,”  “Well,”  said  the 
Indian,  “  if  he  can  stand  it,  I  can.” 

Mi*.  EAIBBANIL  I  wish  to  ask  a  question  relating  to 
the  working  of  the  Bill.  The  revising  officer  is  to  get  the 
assessment  roll  and  the  list  of  voters,  and  from  them  is  to 
prepare  his  first  voters’  list.  At  present  the  assessment 
roll  makes  no  reference  to  the  amount  of  rent  that  is  paid ; 
and  how  is  the  revising  officer  to  get  such  information  as  to 
enable  him  to  decide  whether  a  tenant  shall  have  a  vote  or 
not  ?  This  somewhat  extensive  class  could  only  be  put  on 
the  list  upon  personal  application  afterwards.  I  have  a  list 
ia  my  hand  relating  to  one  constituency,  on  which  thei’e  are 
over  700  names  of  persons  of  that  class.  Are  those  700  to 
be  left  off  the  first  list  and  only  to  be  put  on  upon  personal 
application  to  the  revising  officer  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  I  must  adhere 
to  the  rule  just  laid  down.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  answer 
the  hon.  gentleman  when  we  get  two  or  three  clauses  on, 
when  this  question  will  be  appropi'iate.  I  shall  then  be  glad 
to  enter  fully  into  the  discussion,  to  give  such  explanations 
and  to  receive  such  suggestions  as  may  °be  made  on  both 
sides. 

Mr.  MILLS.  With  reference  to  the  observations  the  hon. 
gentleman  addresses  to  me,  I  have  to  say  that  whatever  he 
may  have  been,  I  deny  that  I  was  out  of  order.  I  discussed 
the  clause  before  the  committee  ;  I  incidentally  alluded  to 
the  observations  the  hon.  gentleman  made  ;  but  what  I  said 
was  strictly  pertinent.  I  have  nothing  to  say  about  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  Indian  story.  That  was  quite  as  pertinent 
as  his  speeches  usually  are  in  this  House.  But  if  any  of 
the  Indians  commit  acts  of  that  sort  to-day  he  would  not 
regard  them  as  murder,  and  I  suppose  he  will  not  send  any 
of  them  to  Hades  on  account  of  them. 

Mr.  CASEY.  My  hon.  friend  has  asked  for  the  bread 
of  information,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  has  only  given  him 
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a  very  good  story — a  stoxy  I  have  heard  before  with  some 
amusement ;  and  it  has  two  morals  to  it.  The  one  is,  that 
which  I  suppose  he  wished  to  draw  from  it,  that  that  side 
of  the  House  could  stand  the  discussion  of  this  Bill  as  long 
as  we  could  ;  and  the  other,  which  Ithink  also  follows  from 
it,  is,  that  we  have  been  making  it  particularly  hot  for  the 
hon.  gentleman. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  your  future,  not 
your  pi’esent. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Well,  they  may  be,  pei’haps,  expiating 
now  something  of  what  they  might  otherwise  have  to  endure 
in  the  futui’e.  At  all  events,  it  has  been  extremely  hot  for 
them,  and  if  there  wore  any  proof  of  that  needed,  it  might 
be  found  in  the  statement  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  this 
evening,  in  regard  to  the  changes  he  proposes  to  make  in 
the  Bill.  Under  these  circumstances,  the  moral  is  very 
clear,  and  it  is  not  very  discouraging  to  this  side  of  the 
House  either. 

Amendment  to  amendment  (Mr.  Watson)  negatived. 
Yeas,  40 ;  nays,  65. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Charlton)  negatived.  Yeas,  40  ;  nays, 
70. 

On  section  3, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  move  that  in  the  first 
pai’agraph  the  word  “  November  ”  be  struck  out  and  the 
word  “  January  ”  be  inserted  instead,  and  that  the  word 
“five”  be  struck  out  and  the  word  “six”  be  inserted 
instead.  The  rolls  in  the  cities,  I  believe  are  made  up  in 
December,  and  it  is  most  convenient,  therefore,  that  the 
starting  point  should  be  on  the  1st  of  January  instead  of  on 
the  1st  of  November. 

On  sub-section  2,  section  3, 

“Is  a  British  subject  by  birth  and  naturalisation.” 

Mi’.  MITCHELL  moved : 

That  all  that  part  of  section  3,  after  the  word  1  ‘  and,  ”  of  sub-section  2  of 
section  3,  be  struck  out,  and  the  following  substituted :  Has  been  a 
resident  of  the  electoral  district  for  twelve  months,  and  has  been  assessed 
for  and  paid  his  taxes  for  the  current  year. 

He  said :  I  have  followed  with  much  attention  and  a  good 
deal  of  regret  the  course  this  debate  has  taken,  and  1  hope 
I  will  not  be  violating  the  rules  which  have  been 
laid  down,  and  particularly  laid  down  to-night,  by 
the  right  hon.  the  Premier,  in  suggesting  that.  hon. 
gentlemen  should  confine  themselves  to  the  particular 
paragraph  or  section  that  is  under  discussion.  I  will 
endeavor  to  follow  that  rule  as  closely  as  circumstances  will 
allow,  but  I  may  be  permitted  to  make  this  observation 
in  relation  to  the  course  this  debate  has  taken,  that 
I  look  upon  the  debate  with  extreme  regret,  as  a  constitu¬ 
tional  man.  I  could  make  great  allowance  for  the  opposition 
of  horn  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  to  this  Bill,  believing,  as 
they  do,  that  the  independence  of  the  country  is  assailed  by 
its  provisions,  if  they  had  only  confined  their  course  to  law¬ 
ful  and  parliamentary  opposition.  But  I  must  say  that  in 
the  earlier  part  of  the  debate  the  opposition,  in  my  opinion, 
went  beyond  that,  and  took  the  chai’acter  of  obstruction,  a 
character  which  I  regretted  much  to  see  it  take.  During 
the  last  three  or  four  days  of  the  discussion,  however,  I  am 
pleased  to  see  hon.  gentlemen  have  returned  to  what  they 
believe  to  bo  tbeir  constitutional  right,  to  discuss  the  Bill 
without  obstruction,  but  to  discuss  it  fully  and  effectually 
and  completely.  I  hope  that  during  the  rest  of  the  discus- 
sion  on  this  Bill  that  course  will  be  pursued  by  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  both  sides,  and  that  we  will  endeavor,  as  closely  as 
we  can,  to  confine  ourselves  to  the  particular  paragraph  or 
section  which  may  be  under  the  considei’ation  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  for  the  time  being ;  and,  following  out  that  course,  I  will 
limit  my  remai’ks,  as  far  as  possible— indeed,  I  hope  to  do 
so  entirely— to  the  particular  amendment  which  I  have  the 
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honor  to  propose.  There  is  no  measure  that  could  come 
before  this  House  which  could  be  more  fatal  to  the  inde¬ 
pendence  and  to  the  prosperity  of  this  country  than  a  Fran¬ 
chise  Bill  which  would  declare  who  should  and  who  should 
not  be  elected  to  sit  in  this  Parliament.  It  is  well  known 
that  at  a  very  early  stage  of  the  debate,  when  the  question 
arose  as  to  whether  a  Bill  at  all  should  emanate  from  this 
Parliament,  whether  we  ourselves  should  regulate  the  fran¬ 
chise  and  the  conditions  upon  which  persons  should  be 
elected  to  sit  and  vote  in  this  House,  I  then  declared  my 
opinion  to  be  most  decidedly  in  favor  of  a  Franchise  Bill 
which  should  emanate  from  us ;  I  then  declared  that  wo 
ourselves  should  exercise  the  right  of  saying  who  should 
elect  us,  and  that  the  right  should  not  be  given  to  any  minor 
Assembly  in  this  country  to  make  restrictions  which  would 
affect  or  control  the  election  of  people  to  sit  here.  On  the 
other  hand,  while  taking  that  view  of  the  case,  I  stated 
frankly  that  although  I  supported  that  main  principle  of 
the  Bill  I  should  oppose  the  details  of  the  Bill,  because 
I  looked  upon  them  as  very  cumbersome,  as  very 
expensive,  and  as  entirely  unsymmetrical.  I  have  not 
changed  my  opinion  from  any  discussion  that  has  taken 
place  since.  I  believe  this  Bill  could  bo  simplified 
very  materially  by  the  adoption  of  the  resolution 
I  have  proposed.  The  advantages  of  the  system  I 
propose  over  the  system  provided  in  the  Bill  are,  in  my 
opinion,  numerous.  In  the  first  place,  the  system  I  propose 
will  be  much  more  economical  than  the  Bill  before  us.  The 
right  hon.  First  Minister  has  stated  that  the  cost  of  the 
revising  officers  and  the  clerks  is  much  exaggerated  ;  possi¬ 
bly  it  may  be.  No  person  can  tell  what  the  cost  of  that 
staff  of  officers  will  be ;  but  one  thing  wo  do  know,  and  that 
is,  that  there  are  upwards  of  200  constituencies  in  this 
country,  that  we  have  a  revising  officer  for  each  constitu¬ 
ency  and  a  clerk  and  a  bailiff,  as  provided  by  the  Bill ; 
these  people  must  in  each  constituency  have  an  office;  there 
will  be  rents  to  be  paid,  stationery  to  be  provided  and 
printing  to  be  done,  and  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  whole  of 
this  will  reach  certainly  between  $150,000  and  $200,000  a 
year.  If  that  be  the  case,  it  will  be  adding  to  the  cost  of 
legislation  in  this  country  a  very  considerable  item  which, 
I  think,  ought  to  be  avoided  if  possible.  Let  us  see  how  it 
can  be  avoided.  Under  the  Bill,  the  extension  of  the 
franchise  in  individual  instances  is  quite  as  comprehensive 
and  goes  quite  as  far  as  the  amendment  which  I  have  the 
honor  to  propose.  For  instance,  this  Bill  allows  people  who 
pay  $2  a  month  rental  to  vote,  and  we  all  know  the  class  of 
people  who  pay  $2  a  month  rental;  we  know  it  is  the 
very  lowest  and  most  impoverished  class  of  people  in 
this  community  who  would  live  in  houses  for  which 
they  only  have  to  pay  $2  a  month  rent,  and  if  that 
is  the  case,  if  that  class  of  people  are  as  low  down  in 
the  scale  of  society  as  the  class  that  I  propose  to  enfranchise 
here,  surely  we  cannot,  on  the  ground  that  they  are  beneath 
those  to  whom  we  are  going  to  give  representation,  refuse 
them  the  right  to  vote.  The  objection  to  this  amendment, 
as  I  understand,  is  that  it  is  too  comprehensive.  Well,  the 
same  applies  to  a  certain  class  enfranchised  under  this  Bill, 
and  we  have  this  difference  between  the  two  cases,  that  in 
one  case  you  adopt  an  extensive  machinery,  with  a  large 
amount  of  cost,  and  a  complicated  measure  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  and  discussion  and  judgment  of  these  revising 
officers,  and  of  the  people  themselves  who  may  vote ;  you 
have  a  number  of  sections  in  this  Bill  which  it  is  very 
difficult  to  understand,  and  all  this  would  be  removed  if  the 
amendment  which  I  propose  were  substituted,  and  you 
would  have  the  advantage  of  a  measure  simple  in  its 
character,  uniform  in  its  constitution  and  inexpensive  in  its 
operation.  There  is  a  principle  underlying  this  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  think  is  worth  the  consideration  of  this  House. 
It  is  that  we  are  gradually  drifting  towards  universal 
suffrage,  not  here  alone,  but  in  Europe.  It  has  existed 


in  America  for  a  long  time,  and  has  prevailed  in  several 
of  the  Provinces  of  this  Dominion,  and  we  have  never  found 
any  very  serious  objection  to  its  working.  If,  therefore,  it 
were  extended  to  the  whole  Dominion,  and  the  right  were 
given  to  every  one  who  contributes  to  the  taxation  of  the 
country  to  say  how  the  taxes  should  be  applied,  it  would 
have  the  advantage  of  giving  satisfaction  to  the  people,  and 
would  forever  put  an  end  to  the  agitation  which  must  arise 
when  this  Bill  is  passed,  and  which  is  necessarily  created  by 
the  passage  of  this  Bill.  It  would  create  a  finality  in 
regard  to  any  attempt  to  broaden  the  franchise,  because 
the  franchise  could  not  be  broadened ;  it  would  put  an  end 
to  agitation  on  that  subject,  and  would  give,  I  am  per¬ 
suaded,  very  general  satisfaction  to  the  people  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  Where  is  the  great  difference  between  the  sons  of 
farmers  and  the  sons  of  mechanics  ?  It  is  true  that,  under 
this  Bill,  some  sons  of  mechanics  may  vote  if  their  fathers 
possess  freeholds,  but  there  are  many  mechanics  who  do  not 
own  freeholds,  whose  sons  are  as  capable  of  discriminating 
as  to  the  proper  person  to  be  elected  as  the  sons  of  farmers. 
If  the  franchise  is  given  to  one  class  of  young  men,  no  more 
intelligent  than  others,  is  it  likely  that  a  Bill  of  that  char¬ 
acter  will  give  satisfaction  and  conduce  to  the  harmonious 
working  of  our  elective  system?  I  do  not  think  it  will,  and 
therefore  I  propose  this  amendment.  I  know  some  objections 
are  raised  to  it  in  reference  to  its  detail.  I  am  not  tied  to  the 
particular  form.  Some  say  that  it  should  not  be  limited  to 
the  tax-paying  element.  I  believe  that  is  a  sound  prin¬ 
ciple.  I  do  not  believe  in  giving  to  paupers  and  others  who 
do  not  contribute  anything  to  the  revenue  of  the  country 
the  right  to  say  who  shall  distribute  those  revenues;  but, on 
the  other  hand,  I  believe  that  the  principle  is  just  as  correct, 
that  everyone  who  does  contribute  to  the  revenues  of  the 
country  should  have  a  right  to  say  how  they  should  be  dis¬ 
tributed  and  who  should  be  the  people  to  distribute  them. 
I  am  not  going  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  committee.  There 
has  been  too  much  time  taken  up  already  in  the  discussions 
which  have  taken  place.  I  have  simply  stated  the  reasons 
which  have  induced  me  to  submit  this  amendment,  and  I 
would  say  to  the  right  hon.  gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  that,  if  he  would  accept  the  amendment,  I 
believe  it  would  give  satisfaction  to  the  country,  I  believe, 
though  I  am  not  authorised  to  speak  for  them,  that  hon. 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  would  accept  it,  that  it  would 
stop  this  long  discussion  ;  and  I  say  further  that,  if  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  would  declare  that  this  is  not  a  party 
vote,  that  it  is  a  question  raised  above  party,  and  would 
leave  the  gentlemen  who  sit  behind  him  to  exercise  their 
judgment  upon  it,  I  believe  he  would  find  that  a  large 
majority  of  them  would  sustain  the  principle  of  manhood 
suffrage  based  on  taxation. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  When  the  hon,  gentleman  first  introduced 
his  amendment  I  understood  it  was  one  in  favor  of  man¬ 
hood  suffrage,  pure  and  simple.  I  did  not  particularly 
examine  the  resolution  which  he  placed  in  your  hands,  and 
so  understanding  his  object,  I  told  him  I  would  be  most 
happy  to  second  it.  It  seems  to  me,  however,  on  a  critical 
examination  of  that  amendment,  that  it  does  not  go  as  far 
as  I  would  wish  it  to  go.  That  may  be  a  fault  of  mine,  but 
it  does  not  cover  the  whole  question  of  manhood  suffrage. 
It  necessitates  the  possession  of  property  on  the  part  of 
the  British  subject  of  twenty-one  years  of  age  ;  it  pre-sup- 
poses  the  possession  by  him  of  property  in  order  that  he 
may  get  on  the  assessment  roll. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  No ;  a  man  paying  a  poll  tax  of  a 
shilling  or  a  dollar  would  have  a  vote. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  are  very  few  poll 
taxes  in  the  Dominion  or  in  the  Provinces. 

Mr,  MITCHELL.  They  can  adopt  them,  then. 
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Mr.  DAVIES.  If  poll  taxes  were  universal,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  had  said  that  those  paying  a  poll  tax  should  be 
included,  I  would  have  been  glad  to  adopt  it ;  but  this 
amendment  requires  that  the  voter  should  have  been 
assessed  and  paid  taxes  for  the  current  year.  That  necessi¬ 
tates  his  having  property,  and  places  the  right  to  exercise 
the  franchise  upon  the  same  basis  as  the  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  proposes,  though  in  a  different  way.  The  Bill  now 
before  us  necessitates  tho  possession  by  the  voter  of  a 
certain  amount  of  real  estate  or  tho  receipt  of  so  much 
income. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  No. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  Bill  pre-supposes  that.  He  must  be 
tho  owner  of  land  worth  $150  in  cities  and  $350  in  counties, 
or  a  tenant  paying  monthly  rental  of  $2  or  a  yearly  rental 
of  $20.  Ho  must  be  an  occupant,  in  the  actual  possession 
of  land  worth  $150  or  in  receipt  of  a  yearly  income  of  $400. 
The  classes  reached,  therefore,  by  this  Bill,  are  nearly  as 
extensive  as  those  who  would  be  reached  by  the  amendment 
of  the  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell).  I  think 
he  has  worded  his  resolution  unfortunately,  and  that  it 
would  not  embrace  those  classes  that  he  seeks  to  embrace. 
Therefore,  I  shall  bo  obliged,  in  order  to  put  my  views  on 
record,  to  move  a  small  amendment  to  that- — although  I 
may  say  that  when  listening  to  his  remarks  I  found  that  he 
and  I  were  perfectly  in  accord.  There  is  no  doubt,  as  he 
says,  that  we  are  now  arrived  at  a  very  important  stage  of 
this  Bill.  The  House,  by  agreeing  to  the  second  reading, 
has  affirmed  a  principle  that  this  Legislature  alone  shall 
settle  the  franchise  of  those  electors  who  are  to  vote  for 
members  here.  And  we  are  now  face  to  face  with  the  still 
more  important  question,  in  my  view,  of  what  that  franchise 
shall  consist  of.  I  think  tho  basis  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
has  laid  down  is  an  unfortunate  basis,  and  that  it  cannot  be 
logically  defended.  I  think,  in  a  new  country  like  Canada,  we 
ought  to  have  a  more  liberal  ahd  a  more  radical  basis,  and  I 
propose  that  this  Bill  shall  affirm  that  every  free  citizen  of 
this  Dominion,  not  disqualified  by  law,  being  21  years  of  age, 
and  having  resided  in  the  district  for  twelve  months,  shall 
have  the  right  to  vote.  Sir,  it  is  a  new  principle  as  regards 
some  of  the  Provinces  of  this  Dominion.  It  is  not  a  new 
principle  to  myself  and  my  colleagues  from  Prince  Edward 
Island,  nor  is  it  new,  I  believe,  to  the  members  from  British 
Columbia.  We  have  had  that  principle  in  force  for  twenty- 
five  or  thirty  years,  and  I  will  venture  the  assertion  that 
after  the  experience  of  a  quarter  of  a  century  no  public 
man  can  be  found  who  will  express  his  opinion  that  it  has 
failed.  I  think  there  has  been  a  concensus  of  opinion  from 
all  parties,  politicians  and  thinking  men,  statesmen  of  all 
kinds,  who  have  any  knowledge  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
politics,  that  the  system  of  manhood  suffrage  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  has  been  a  great  success.  Now,  when  we 
lay  down  the  basis  of  a  new  franchise  for  the  whole 
Dominion  I  think  we  commit  a  cruel  wrong  if  we 
make  it  higher  than  tho  one  which  has  been  in 
operation  in  those  two  Provinces.  It  is  a  good  prin¬ 
ciple,  that  once  men  have  votes  they  should  always  have 
votes.  You  have  no  right  to  take  from  these  men  the 
rights  which  they  have  heretofore  possessed,  unless  you  can 
establish  the  fact  that  they  have  abused  the  trust  which  the 
Legislature  reposed  in  them.  No  man  dare  say,  no  man  has 
said,  that  the  electors  of  Prince  Edward  Island  have  ever 
abused  that  trust.  No  man  has  said — or,  at  any  rate,  suc¬ 
cessfully  said — that  it  is  right  or  just  to  disfranchise  that 
class.  Sir,  I  ask  that  the  principle  we  have  had  in  operation 
in  that  Province  be  extended  all  over  this  Dominion.  I  say 
it  is  the  only  true  basis  upon  which  you  can  rest.  You  are 
now  enacting,  for  the  first  time  in  this  new  country,  the 
basis  for  a  franchise.  Is  there  any  hon.  gentleman  within 
the  reach  of  my  voice  who  thinks  you  are  going  to  rest 
there  ?  You  are  going  to  exclude  from  the  exercise  of  that 
Mr.  Davies. 


dearest  right  of  a  Briton  a  large  portion  of  the  population. 
Do  you  think  those  whom  you  are  going  to  exclude  will  be 
satisfied  ?  Do  you  not  know  that  the  experience  of  past 
countries  will  be  repeated  ?  That  from  year  to  year  there 
will  be  an  incessant  agitation  carried  on  by  these  people  to 
obtain  the  same  rights  as  are  enjoyed  by  their  fellow  citizens, 
the  right  to  say  who  shall  represent  them  and  who  shall 
tax  them  ?  Now,  we  have  had  the  experience  of  other 
countries  as  to  the  effect  of  this  system  of  manhood  suffrage. 
The  argument  against  it  has  been  that  there  are,  in  cities, 
large  floating  populations  who  are  not  intelligent  enough  to 
exercise  the  franchise.  But  we  have  only  to  look  across 
the  line,  to  the  great  country  south  of  us,  and  what  do  we 
see  there  ?  We  see  one  of  the  greatest  countries  in  the 
civilised  world,  where  the  principle  of  manhood  suffrage 
has  been  in  operation  for  nearly  100  years.  After  that 
experience  of  a  century,  is  thoro  a  public  man  in  the  United 
States  who  would  dare  to  stand  up  to-day  and  advocate  a 
return  to  a  more  liberal  franchise  ? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Yes,  thousands. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Well,  of  course  my  assertion,  and  the 
denial  of  my  hon.  friend,  do  not  amount  to  a  great  deal  ; 
but  I  have  read  American  history  wrongly,  and  I  have  read 
the  utterances  of  their  leading  men  wrongly— 

Mr.  WOOD  (Brockville).  Have  you  read  an  article 
written  by  Francis  Parkman  ? 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Yes. 

Mr.  WOOD.  You  surely  do  not  infer  that  he  is  in  favor 
of  manhood  suffrage  ? 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  did  not  know  that  Francis  Parkman 
was  a  political  man  at  all. 

Mr.  WOOD.  His  opinion  has  all  the  greater  weight. 

Mi’.  DAYIES.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  say  no  politician  of 
any  standing,  no  public  man — using  the  word  in  the  sense 
of  a  man  who  takes  part  in  the  politics  of  the  country — will 
be  found  who  will  advocate  a  recurrence  to  a  more  limited 
franchise.  Take  the  public  men  of  the  Republican  party, 
or  of  the  Democratic  party :  Did  you  ever  see  a  plank  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  inserted  in  the  platform  of  either  of  those  two 
great  parties  that  asked  for  a  limited  franchise,  that  would 
exclude  any  class  of  their  fellow  citizens  from  that  fran¬ 
chise  ?  Why,  Sir,  it  would  be  the  death  knell  of  the  party 
who  proposed  it.  Looking  at  the  broad  results  of  one 
hundred  years’  experience,  has  the  faith  which  the 
founders  of  the  American  constitution  placed  in  the 
people  at  large  been  justified  by  the  facts  ?  I  say  it 
has.  I  say  that,  although  that  country  has  been 
the  recipient  of  the  floating  population  of  almost 
every  part  of  the  globe ;  although  I  think  I  am  not  exagger¬ 
ating  when  I  say  that  millions  have  poured  into  that  coun¬ 
try  for  the  past  fifty  years  from  the  old  world  ;  although 
what  is  called  the  scum  of  the  population  of  some  of  those 
countries  has  gone  into  the  United  States,  still,  Sir,  when 
they  once  land  upon  that  soil  and  reside  there  twelve 
months,  they  become  citizens  and  find  that  they  have  the 
same  rights  as  the  millionaire,  or  the  man  who  is  born 
there,  and  the  result  has  been  that  they  become  amalga¬ 
mated  with  the  people,  and  become  lovers  of  the  country 
which  they  have  adopted ;  and  I  suppose  that  to-day  you 
will  not  find  any  people  more  loyal  to  the  flag  they  have 
chosen  as  their  own  than  the  immigrants  from  Ireland, 
England,  Germany,  Italy  and  other  European  countries. 
Sir,  I  say  that  their  experience  furnishes  one  of  the  most 
magnificent  spectacles  that  the  world  has  ever  presented — 
the  whole  of  that  immense  mass  of  people  marching  to  the 
polls  once  in  four  years  and  electing  its  chief  magistrate ; 
and  yet  one  would  suppose,  from  the  predictions  who  were 
uttered  with  reference  to  universal  suffrage,  that 
the  exercise  of  that  right  would  be  accompanied  by 
violence  and  by  tyranny,  Such  has  not  been  the  case  j 
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such  was  not  the  case.  That  country  was  brought  face 
to  face  with  one  of  the  greatest  revolutions  the  world  has 
ever  seen.  The  North  and  South  were  pitted  against  each 
other.  The  wiseacres  of  the  old  countries  of  the  world 
shook  their  heads  and  said  :  The  end  has  come ;  the  Republic 
is  a  failure ;  disintegration  has  already  set  in,  and  this  is 
owing  in  part  to  the  system  of  giving  every  man  a  vote. 
What  has  been  the  result  ?  No  other  country  could  have 
grappled  with  a  rebellion  of  the  same  magnitude  so  success¬ 
fully  as  the  United  States  did  in  1860.  I  invite  attention  to 
the  opinion  expressed  by  the  greatest  living  statesman  at 
the  time  he  introduced  the  celebrated  Franchise  Bill  in  1864. 
Mr.  Gladstone  referred  to  the  rebellion  in  the  United  States, 
and  pointed  out  that  the  result  obtained  was  the  result  of 
every  capable  citizen  being  enfranchised  and  having  a  direct 
and  energetic  interest  in  the  welfare  of  the  State : 

“  Never  was  a  great  truth  so  vividly  illustrated  as  in  the  war  of  the 
American  Republic.  The  convulsion  of  that  country  between  1861  and 
1865  was,  perhaps,  the  most  frightful  that  ever  assailed  a  national 
existence.  The  efforts  which  were  made  on  both  sides  were  marked. 
The  exertions  by  which  alone  the  movement  was  put  down  were  not  only 
extraordinary,  but  they  were  what  would  antecedently  have  been  called 
impossible  ;  and  they  were  only  rendered  possible  by  the  fact  that  they 
proceeded  from  a  nation  where  every  capable  citizen  was  enfranchised 
and  had  a  direct  and  energetic  interest  in  the  welfare  of  the  State.” 

Such  was  the  result  of  the  experience  and  reflection 
of  the  greatest  living  statesman  of  this  age,  and  perhaps  I 
am  not  far  wrong  in  saying  of  any  age.  When  we  look  at 
the  facts  of  history  as  he  has  looked  at  them 
and  accept  the  conclusion  he  has  drawn,  that  that 
country  was  enabled  to  conquer  from  the  fact  that 
it  gave  every  capable  citizen  a  right  to  vote  and 
take  part  in  the  Government,  we  have  the  nucleus  and  basis 
of  a  thought  which  should  guide  us  in  deciding  what  basis 
we  should  put  the  franchise  upon  in  this  Dominion.  In  the 
magnificent  institutions  of  the  United  States  and  in  the 
manner  in  which  they  amalgamate  immigration  coming  to 
their  shores,  in  the  wonderful  appreciation  of  their  institu¬ 
tions,  we  see  the  solution  of  the  problem  how  to  govern  a 
country  by  the  people  and  for  the  people.  (The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  read  from  Mr.  Mathew  Arnold’s  work,  being  the 
result  of  his  American  tour,  to  show  the  homogeneous 
character  of  the  American  nation.  Continuing,  he  said)  : 
The  experience  of  the  country  lying  alongside  of  the  Domin¬ 
ion,  with  which  we  are  most  directly  connected,  about 
which  we  individually  know  the  most  outside  of  Canada,  is 
one  which  affords  to  us  a  solution  of  the  problem  now  under 
consideration.  We  have  there  a  century  of  the  most  trying 
experience,  and  yet  to-day  it  is  a  homogeneous  people 
marching  on  in  the  race  of  progress  at  an  unprecedented 
rate,  and  bidding  for  the  supremacy  of  the  world.  We  find 
the  Upited  States  attracting  immigration  more  than  any 
other  country  attracts  it,  and  I  believe  one  reason  for  that 
is  that  every  man  who  goes  there  knows  that  he 
becomes  a  full-fledged  citizen,  with  all  the  political 
rights  and  privileges  accorded  to  Yanderbilt  or  any 
other  millionaire.  We  are  competing  with  the  United 
States  for  a  portion  of  this  immigration,  and  if  we 
want  to  compete  and  succeed  we  should  let  immigrants 
from  the  old  world  know  that  when  they  arrive  in  Canada 
they  are  enfranchised  and  possess  the  same  political 
privileges  as  they  would  in  the  United  States.  We  are 
taking  a  retrograde  step,  one  we  shall  x’egret,  and  one  which, 
in  a  very  few  years,  we  shall  have  to  recall,  which,  until  it 
is  recalled,  will  be  followed  by  agitation,  year  after  year, 
until  we  lay  down  the  basis  that  every  capable  citizen  has 
a  right  to  take  part  in  the  government  of  the  country.  If 
we  turn  our  eyes  from  the  United  States  to  England  we 
find  that  an  agitation  has  been  goiDg  on  in  the  same  direc¬ 
tion.  That  agitation  has  not  reached  its  final  point  but  is 
coming  near  to  it.  A  political  revolution  has  taken  place 
during  the  last  fifty  years,  not  accompanied  by  bloodshed, 
but  none  the  less  a  revolution.  The  people  were  fifty  years 


ago  excluded  from  the  Government ;  those  who  had  the  right 
to  vote  were  a  very  small  class,  and  the  result  was  this, 
that  those  elected  by  them  legislated  for  the  class 
and  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  at  large.  We  know 
the  result  of  the  class  legislation  in  England  fifty,  sixty,  or 
seventy  years  ago  was,  that  the  people  were  brought  almost 
to  the  verge  of  rebellion,  and  those  who  are  conversant  with 
the  history  of  that  country,  about  the  year  1832,  know  that 
the  concessions  of  popular  rights  which  were  then  given 
were  given  almost  at  the  point  of  bayonet.  We  know,  Sir, 
that  since  that  time,  and  in  fact  in  that  year,  England  went 
through  the  throes  of  a  new  birth.  We  know  that  since  that 
time  the  harsh,  cruel,  and  unnatural  laws  which  were  then 
in  force  have  been  nearly  all  repealed.  We  know  that  year 
by  year  the  legislation  of  that  country,  instead  of  being 
behind  the  genius  of  the  age,  has  been  in  advance  of  it,  and 
has  been  an  example  to  other  countries  ;  and  when  we  look 
at  the  manner  in  which  that  legislation  has  been  brought 
about,  we  see  that  it  has  been  almost  coincident  with  the 
extension  of  the  franchise.  I  took  the  trouble  to  look  up  the 
number  who  had  the  right  to  the  franchise  in  that  year. 
I  find,  Sir,  in  that  Bill,  which  has  been  characterised 
as  the  new  magna  charta  of  British  liberty,  500,000 
were  added  to  the  electorate,  and  500,000  only.  Why,  Sir, 
the  statesman  of  that  day,  Lord  John  Russell,  who  carried 
the  Bill  through,  thought  he  had  done  something  marvel¬ 
lous  ;  he  thought  he  was  taking  a  dangerous  step  in 
admitting  these  500,000  of  the  middle  classes,  educated 
people,  to  the  exercise  of  political  rights,  which  to  us,  seem 
almost  as  proper  for  them  to  enjoy  as  the  right  to  breathe 
the  air  or  enjoy  the  sunshine.  But,  Sir,  he  did  admit  them, 
and  he  advised  his  party  to  rest  and  be  thankful.  He 
thought  he  had  done  all  that  was  necessary.  According  to 
his  political  light,  that  was  all  right,  but  what  do  we  find  ? 
Do  we  find,  Sir,  that  any  of  the  evils  which  were  predicted 
by  the  Conservatives  of  those  days  followed  ?  On  the  con¬ 
trary,  we  find  those  very  gentlemen,  or  their  successors, 
to-day,  proclaiming  that  the  step  was  in  the  right  direction. 
We  find  their  leader,  many  years  afterwards,  adopting  the 
role  of  a  Reformer  himself,  and  opening  the  political  portals 
still  wider.  We  find  that  between  1866  and  1869  a  very 
much  larger  number  were  added  to  the  electorate.  In  1866 
the  electorate  of  the  United  Kingdom  reached  1,364,000 
people,  and  that  was  a  very  small  proportion  of  the  popula¬ 
tion  of  the  country.  The  Reformers  of  the  country  were 
not  satisfied.  They  felt  that  a  wrong  was  being  done,  that 
the  mass  of  the  people  were  not  being  represented  in  Par¬ 
liament,  and  that  not  being  represented,  their  interests 
were  not  attended  to,  because,  disguise  it  as  we  may,  if  a 
small  class  have  the  right  to  elect  a  Parliament,  Parliament 
will  reflect  the  views  of  that  class  to  a  very  large  extent. 
The  Reformers  went  on  with  the  agitation  until,  as  I  say, 
between  1866  and  1869  a  very  large  number  were  added  to 
that  electorate.  Well,  Sir,  they  adopted  the  principle  of  house¬ 
hold  suffrage.  But  they  did  not  adopt  it  out  of  pure  reason¬ 
ing.  They  did  not  concede  those  rights  to  the  people  because 
it  was  proved  to  them  in  Parliament  that  the  people  should 
exercise  those  rights,  but  they  conceded  them  to  a  large  ex¬ 
tent  out  of  fear.  I  remember  when  I  was  in  London  in  1866, 
when  thousands  of  people  were  parading  the  streets,  when 
Hyde  Park  railings  were  pulled  down,  when  it  was  thought 
the  mob  were  going  to  take  possession  of  London,  I  wondered 
what  the  row  was  about.  I  went  to  their  meetings,  I  listened 
to  their  orators,  and  I  came  to  the  conclusion,  as  I  think  every 
man  here  would  have  come  to  the  conclusion,  that  they  were 
only  asking  what  was  fair,  right  and  proper.  There  were 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  well  dressed  artisans,  clever, 
intelligent  men,  who  were  excluded  from  the  franchise. 
But  between  1866  and  18o9  the  portals  were  thrown 
open,  and  they  adopted  the  principle  of  household  suffrage. 
But  they  have  gone  on  since  that  time,  and  we  find  in  1884 
there  were  3,000,000  of  electors.  The  agitation  has  been 
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going  on  since,  and  unrest  and  disquiet  have  been  the  con¬ 
dition  in  the  manufacturing  towns  of  that  country  and  those 
portions  of  the  country  where  the  people  were  massed 
together,  because  millions  of  people  were  excluded  from 
this  right.  They  had  adopted  the  principle  of  household 
suffrage,  the  same  principle  which  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
introducing  in  this  Bill,  but  that  was  not  going  far  enough. 
Thousands  and  millions  of  capable  citizens  were  still 
excluded ;  the  agitation  rolled  on  year  after  year,  until  in 
1884  we  find  Mr.  Gladstone  introducing  his  new  Franchise 
Bill,  and  upon  what  does  he  base  it  ?  Does  he  base  it  on 
household  suffrage  ?  No ;  but  he  has  come  to  the  conclu¬ 
sion  that  the  only  fair  basis  on  which  to  place  a  right  of 
this  kind  is  capability,  and  he  declares  that  every  capable 
citizen  of  the  United  Kingdom,  by  this  Bill,  shall  have  a 
right  to  exercise  that  great  boon  of  every  British  subject, 
the  franchise,  and  he  admits  by  the  Bill  of  1884  over 
2,000,000  of  electors  to  the  franchise. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Household  suffrage. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  principle  is  not  household  suffrage 
simply. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  must 
know  that  his  Bill  is  simply  extending  to  the  agricultural 
laborers,  the  householders  of  the  country,  what  the  house¬ 
holders  of  the  town  had. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  am  speaking  of  the  principle  which  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  who  introduced  the  Bill,  and  who 
knows  as  much  about  it,  certainly,  as  the  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  opposite,  claims  to  base  it  on.  Technically,  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  is  right,  but  household  suffrage  has  been 
construed  to  mean  in  England  the  smallest  room. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  That  has  been  affirmed  by  half  a  dozen 
judicial  decisions. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  A  house  may  be  one 
room. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Yictoria).  That  is  the  lodger’s  suffrage 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  meaning  of  the  word  house  has  been 
construed  to  cover  a  small  room. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  A  single  room  in  a  house  ? 

Mr.  MoNElLL.  Do  you  mean  that  each  of  a  number  of 
rooms  in  a  house  has  been  construed  to  mean  a  house  ? 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Yes;  there  may  be  more  than  one  house 
under  one  roof.  It  has  been  so  decided  by  the  unanimous 
decision  in  Common  Pleas,  that  the  owner  of  one  room  in  a 
house  comes  within  the  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  One  room  may  be  a 
house,  and  one  room  may  not  be  a  house. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  One  room  in  a  house  is  a  house  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Franchise  Bill.  We  find  that  in  the 
English  Parliament  men  like  Mr.  Lowe,  who  had  formerly 
been  Liberals,  shrank  in  terror  from  the  idea  that  household 
suffrage  should  be  conceded.  Mr.  Lowe  said  it  is  time  we 
educated  our  masters.  Well,  it  was  time,  but  the  moment 
we  admitted  the  people  to  the  franchise  they  sent  men  to 
the  House  of  Commons  who  introduced  an  education  Bill, 
which  is  now  educating  the  whole  people  of  England.  After 
the  household  suffrage  was  introduced  the  greatest  reforms 
of  modern  days  have  been  introduced  and  carried— in  what 
is  called  the  golden  era  of  liberalism.  Since  that  time  the 
most  liberal  measures  have  been  carried — the  measure  for 
the  abolition  of  the  Irish  State  Chuich,  the  measure  for  the 
reform  of  the  Irish  land  laws— all  those  laws  which  have 
marked  and  distinguished  Mr.  Gladstone’s  Administration 
as  the  golden  age  of  liberalism  have  been  carried  since  the 
Mr,  Davies, 


franchise  was  widened.  Now,  I  want  to  come  to  the  point 
I  was  at  when  I  was  interrupted  a  moment  ago,  that  the 
underlying  principle  of  Mr.  Gladstone’s  Bill  is  the  conferring 
upon  every  capable  citizen  of  the  state  the  right  to  exercise 
the  franchise.  I  will  quote  the  right  hon.  gentleman’s  own 
words,  in  the  speech  in  which  he  introduced  that  measure  : 

“  I  take  my  stand  on  the  broad  principle  that  the  enfranchisement  of 
capable  citizens,  be  they  few  or  be  they  many,  and,  if  they  be  many,  so 
much  the  better,  gives  an  addition  of  strength  to  the  State.” 

There  is  the  principle  stated  broadly  and  clearly  ;  every 
capable  citizen,  he  says,  not  every  man  who  occupies  a 
house - 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Not  every  citizen. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Every  capable  citizen. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  What  is  the  evidence  of 
capability  ?  A  house  ? 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Mr.  Gladstone  did  not  leave  things  in  the 
dark,  for  he  defined  what  he  meant  by  a  capable  citizen. 
He  referred  to  the  condition  of  matters  in  the  United  States, 
and  went  on  to  say : 

“  The  strength  of  the  modern  State  lies  in  the  representative  system. 
I  rejoice  to  think  that  in  this  happy  country  and  under  this  happy 
constitution  we  have  other  sources  of  strength  in  the  respect  paid  to 
various  orders  of  the  State,  and  in  the  authority  they  eojoy  and  in  the 
unbroken  course  which  has  been  allowed  to  most  of  our  national 
traditions,  but  still  in  the  main  it  is  the  representative  system  which  is 
the  strength  of  the  modern  state  in  general  and  of  this  State  in  par¬ 
ticular.” 

The  true  principle  has  been  recognised  and  applied  by  Mr. 
Gladstone  in  his  Franchise  Bill,  that  every  capable  citizen  in 
the  State  should  have  a  voice  in  the  affairs  of  that  State. 
Every  man  who  is  taxed  should  have  the  right  to  a 
voice— — 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  allow  me  to  ask 
one  question  ?  If  capability  is  the  foundation  of  Mr.  Glad¬ 
stone’s  suffrage,  what  is  the  test  of  that  capability  which  he 
applies  in  his  Bill  ? 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  do  not  know  what  the  test  is  ;  lam 
speaking  of  the  principle.  As  he  applies  it  at  present  in 
England,  it  is-dhe  extension  of  what  is  called  household 
suffrage  to  every  part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  But  ho  lays 
down,  as  the  right  principle,  that  every  capable  citizen  has 
a  right  to  a  vote.  The  hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Foster) 
will  not  contend,  nor,  I  think,  will  the  right  hon.  the  First 
Minister  himself,  that  it  is  any  test  of  capability  that  a  man 
occupies  a  house  and  pays  a  rental  of  $2  a  month.  Is  that 
any  gauge  of  his  intelligence  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  is  Mr.  Gladstone’s  gauge  ? 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows,  or  ought  to 
know,  that  Mr.  Gladstone  is  a  practical  statesman,  and  that 
while  he  may  himself  believe  in  a  further  extension  of  the 
franchise  than  has  been  accorded  in  his  Bill,  he  only  intro¬ 
duced  a  Bill  which  he  was  able  to  carry.  He  finds  that  in 
England  the  majority  of  Parliament  are  only  ready  at 
present  to  concede  an  extension  of  the  suffrage  to  those 
who  are  known  as  householders — that  is,  those  who  occupy 
the  whole  or  part  of  a  house. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  M4CDONALD.  Well,  I  am  a  practical 
statesman,  and  I  take  that  gauge. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  is  a  practical 
statesman,  and  that  he  has  a  gauge.  I  want  to  know  if 
there  is  a  member  behind  him  who  will  accept  his  gauge  as 
a  fair  one  of  a  man’s  capability  to  vote  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Yes. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  say  that  becauso 
a  man  pays  $2  a  month  for  a  room  that  that  shows  he  is 
capable  of  exercising  the  franchise  ? 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  man  would  not  have 
a  vote  under  Mr.  Gladstone’s  Bill. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean  to  say 
that  a  man  who  has  passed  his  examination  and  is  receiving 
$300  a  year  as  a  schoolteacher  is  not  qualified,  while  an 
ignorant  man,  who  pays  $2  a  month  for  a  room,  is  ?  Why, 
there  is  no  gauge  or  test  at  all  in  his  Bill.  It  is  because  he 
has  introduced  a  lot  of  fancy  franchises,  and  has  refused  to 
adopt  a  fair  test  that  I  am  attacking  his  Bill.  Although  Mr. 
Gladstone  was  not  able  to  carry  out  his  principle  as  far  as 
he  wished,  he  has  carried  it  further  than  any  English 
statesman  ever  did  before,  and  at  one  stroke  of  his  pen  has 
admitted  2,000,000  electors  to  the  exercise  of  the  franchise 
who  were  previously  excluded.  I  say,  then,  let  us  adopt 
the  principle  Mr.  Gladstone  lays  down,  and  make  a  test  of 
its  application.  The  tests  you  have  laid  down  in  this  Bill 
are  unfair,  unjust  and  tyrannical.  They  ignore  intelli¬ 
gence  ;  they  exclude  thousands  upon  thousands  of  the  most 
intelligent  young  men  of  the  country,  and  they  admit 
thousands  upon  thousands  of  those  who  are  less  educated. 
Mr.  Gladstone  goes  on : 

“  We  are  ready  to  take  in  the  peasant  as  he  is,  and  joyfully  bring  him 
within  the  reach  of  this  last  and  highest  privilege  of  the  constitution. 
The  whole  population,  I  rejoice  to  think,  have  liberty  of  speech,  they 
have  liberty  of  writing,  they  have  liberty  of  meeting  in  public,  they  have 
liberty  of  private  association ,  they  have  liberty  of  petitioning  Parliament. 
All  these  privileges  are  not  privileges  taking  away  from  us,  diminishing 
our  power  and  security  ;  they  are  all  of  them  privileges  on  the  existence 
of  which  our  security  depends.  Without  them  we  could  not  be  secured. 
I  ask  you  to  confer  on  these  very  same  classes  the  crowning  privilege  of 
voting  for  a  representative  in  Parliament,  and  then  I  say  we,  who  are 
strong  now  as  a  nation  and  a  State,  shall,  by  virtue  of  that  change,  be 
stronger  still.” 

In  that  language  the  hon.  gentleman  can  recognise  who  and 
what  people  Mr.  Gladstone  regarded  as  capable  citizens — 
those  who  had  the  liberty  of  speech,  those  who  had  the 
liberty  of  writing,  those  who  had  the  liberty  of  meeting  in 
public,  those  who  had  the  liberty  of  private  association,  and 
those  who  had  the  liberty  of  petititioning  Parliament ;  in 
other  words,  he  recognised  manhood,  citizenship,  as  the  test 
of  capability  to  exercise  the  franchise.  Now,  having  before 
us  the  example  of  the  United  States,  which  has  had  univer¬ 
sal  suffrage  for  100  years,  and  the  example  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  which  is  yearly  marching  in  that  direction,  and 
will  march  on  until  it  reaches  that  consummation,  we 
should  not  hesitate  for  a  moment  as  to  the  principle  we 
should  adopt.  We  are  a  new  country;  we  have  not  got  the 
large  residuum  which  is  sometimes  spoken  of  as  existing 
among  the  English  classes.  We  have  not  got  that  gross 
ignorance  which  seems  to  be  almost  inseparable  from  the 
aggregation  of  millions  of  people  in  towns  and  cities,  such 
as  we  see  in  the  great  city  of  London ;  and  the  introduction 
of  a  new  franchise  into  this  Parliament,  for  the  first  time, 
shoulu  be  marked  by  faith  in  the  people  we  represent.  Why 
should  we  be  afraid  of  the  people  ?  Why,  in  this  new  coun¬ 
try,  should  we  be  afraid  of  any  class  ? 

An  hon.  MEMBEB.  We  are  not. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Then  why  exclude  them  from  this 
privilege  of  a  free  man  ?  Why  say  they  shall  not  have  a 
voice  in  the  affairs  of  the  country  ?  I  say  we  should  lay 
the  foundations  broad  and  deep,  on  a  basis  we  can  justify 
now,  and  where  they  will  remain  for  many  years  to  come. 
You  may  put  up  your  fancy  franchises  to-day,  you  may 
exclude  your  thousands  of  young,  capable  citizens,  from  the 
exercise  of  their  right,  but  how  long  will  it  last  ?  Do  you 
think  they  will  be  satisfied  to  remain  outside  the  pale  while 
their  fellow  citizens  are  marching  up  and  electing  members 
of  Parliament  ?  Do  you  think,  while  the  great  country  to  the 
south  of  us  recognises  the  rights  of  every  citizen,  you  can 
adopt  a  narrower  principle  here  and  have  it  remain  ?  No  ; 
you  are  not  only  adopting  a  principle  which  is  unsound  in 
itself ;  you  are  showing  a  want  of  faith  in  the  people  which 


before  long  they  will  resent,  and  you  will  be  forced,  in  a  few 
years,  to  adopt  that  principle,  which  is  the  only  true  and  just 
principle.  If  you  want  to  have  a  test,  take  the  test  of 
intelligence.  But  the  right  hon,  the  Premier  ignores  that. 
He  had  the  courage  and  the  manliness  to  propose  it  to  this 
House  when  he  asked  the  adoption  of  female  suffrage.  I, 
myself,  voted  in  favor  of  it,  and  would  like  to  see  it  carried 
into  effect ;  but  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  chose  to  ignore 
that  principle,  and  refused  to  give  women  the  right  to  vote. 

An  hon.  MEMBEB.  Did  Gladstone  take  that  test  ? 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Mr.  Gladstone’s  test  was  that  every 
capable  citizen  should  have  a  vote,  and  he  wanted  to  apply 
that  principle,  but  all  he  could  induce  his  Parliament  to  do 
was  to  come  down  to  household  suffrage.  Have  we  any 
class  in  this  country  such  as  that  of  which  Mr.  Gladstone 
and  his  friends  were  afraid  ?  Have  we  this  great  mass  of 
people  who  were  never  educated  and  never  had  the  chance 
of  being  educated  ?  No  ;  we  have  not.  In  this  new  coun¬ 
try,  where  education  is  almost  universal,  where  there  is 
no  large,  ignorant,  floating  population,  we  are  bound  by 
the  test,  which  experience  has  shown  in  the  United  States 
to  be  a  true  test,  to  confer  upon  every  capable  citizen, 
every  young  man  of  age,  every  man  who  bears  a  share  in 
the  burdens  of  the  State,  the  privilege  of  taking  part  in  the 
government  of  the  State.  Primd  facie  every  free  citizen 
has  a  right  to  vote.  If  you  want  to  exclude  him  you  are 
bound  to  justify  his  exclusion.  On  what  principle  do  you 
justify  it  here?  None  has  been  offered.  Are  you  afraid 
of  the  people  ?  Has  the  result  in  those  Provinces  where 
manhood  suffrage  has  prevailed  been  such  as  to  jus¬ 
tify  your  saying:  We  will  not  apply  it  over  the  rest  of 
the  Dominion.  I  say  it  has  not.  As  a  country,  it 
is  remarkable  to  what  extent  education  is  diffused 
among  the  mass  of  our  people.  In  Ontario,  Quebec 
and  the  Maritime  Provinces,  the  means  of  obtain¬ 
ing  a  fair  education  are  within  the  reach  of  every  man,  and 
our  young  men  have  taken  advantage  of  those  moans. 
There  is  no  part  of  the  world,  in  my  opinion,  where  the 
people  have  the  means  of  education  freer  at  hand  than  the 
people  of  this  country,  and  I  doubt  if  there  is  any  country 
where  they  are  taken  more  advantage  of.  We  have  an 
educated  people,  not  only  educated  at  the  public  schools, 
but  educated  by  the  public  press,  which  in  this  country  cir¬ 
culates  in  almost  every  house.  We  have  also  the  education 
which  comes  from  our  many-sided  colonial  life,  and  which 
is  very  different  from  the  education  accorded  to  those  who 
grow  up  in  the  countries  of  the  old  world.  We  glory  in 
our  free  institutions ;  we  are  proud  of  talking  of  them. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  talk  about  this  great  Canada  with 
its  iron  band  from  end  to  end,  and  its  free  institutions  all 
over  the  land.  Why  then  do  they  not  give  effect  to  their 
panegyrics  ?  Are  they  afraid  of  the  people  who  have 
developed  these  institutions  ?  Ought  we  not,  instead  of 
fearing  them,  be  proud  of  them,  and  grant  to  them  the  rights 
of  full  citizenship,  and  have  as  much  confidence  in  them 
as  the  American  Bepublic  has  in  her  sons  ?  Until 
we  do  that  we  will  not  have  reached  the  proper  basis,  we 
will  not  be  laying  down  the  proper  line,  we  will  not  be 
doing  what  we  will  be  bound  to  do  in  a  few  years.  We 
drink  in  freedom  at  our  every  breath,  and  if  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  think  they  are  going  to  exclude  free  enfranchised 
Canadians  from  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  they  are  mis¬ 
taken.  They  may  keep  them  out  a  year  or  two,  but  the 
people  will  press  on  with  irresistible  force,  the  portals  of 
Parliament  will  be  opened,  and  those  men  will  have  to  be 
accorded  rights  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  only  intend 
to  grant  to  a  favored  few.  Those  young  men  have  taxes 
to  pay,  they  respect  the  laws,  and  when  the  country  is  in 
danger  it  is  to  them  we  look  for  support  and  succor.  When 
the  rebellion  raised  its  head  in  the  North-West,  who  did 
I  you  ask  to  shoulder  the  rifle  ?  Whom  did  you  call  out  to 
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maintain  the  integrity  of  our  country  and  the  honor  of  our 
flag  ?  You  appealed  to  the  young  men,  and  they  responded, 
from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other ;  and  they  sprang 
to  the  front,  at  the  first  call,  to  discharge  their  duty,  and  yet 
you  tell  me  you  can  put  the  onus  of  citizenship  on  the  young 
men  and  refuse  them  the  right ;  you  can  give  them  the  bur¬ 
dens  and  not  give  them  the  privilege.  I  tell  you  you  cannot  do 
it.  There  are  thousands  of  young  men  who  went  away  at 
the  call  of  duty  to  the  North-West,  leaving  their  families 
behind,  leaving  their  loving  wives  or  old  mothers,  those 
who  depend  upon  them  for  support.  You  are  not  ashamed 
to  call  upon  them  to  shoulder  the  rifle,  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  citizenship.  Why  are  you  ashamed  to  give  them 
the  rights?  Those  who  bear  the  burden,  those  that  dis¬ 
charge  the  duty,  should  have  the  right  to  vote.  I  say  there 
are  hundreds  in  the  North-West  who,  when  they  return  to 
their  homes,  whether  in  Ontario  or  Prince  Edward  Island, 
will  find,  should  this  Bill  pass,  that  while  they  are  obliged 
to  fight  for  their  country  they  will  not  be  allowed  to  vote 
for  those  who  make  the  laws.  Of  the  batallion  that  the 
Minister  of  Militia  has  ordered  out  from  Prince  Edward 
Island,  one  half  of  the  men,  when  they  come  back  from  the 
North-West,  will  be  disfranchised.  You  are  inflicting  cruel 
wrong  on  those  poor  men,  which  it  may  take  years  to  right, 
but  which  will  be  righted,  either  in  this  House  or  by  the 
people  who  send  you  here. 

Mr.  PAINT.  That  speech  will  help  you  at  the  next 
election. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Who  are  these  men  you  are  going  to 
exclude  ?  You  are  excluding  all  the  workingmen  in  this 
country  who  are  not  householders. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  No. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  You  are  excluding  all  the  farm  laborers. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  No. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  You  are  excluding  all  the  household 
servants. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  No. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  member  from  British  Columbia 
does  not  appear  to  know  what  ho  is  talking  about. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  I  do  know  what  I  am  talking 
about. 

Mr.  DAVIES^  He  will  please  not  contradict  me. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  That  statement  is  not  true. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  has  any  convic¬ 
tions,  if  he  has  the  courage  of  his  convictions,  let  him  rise 
up  and  express  them,  and  not  sit  there  shouting  “  no,  no,  ” 
and  interrupting  the  speakers.  I  know  what  I  am  talking 
about. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  So  do  I. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  even  appear 
to  understand  the  Bill  before  tho  committee. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  The  statement  the  hon.  gentleman 
makes  is  not  true. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  make  the  statement,  which  you  must 
admit,  that  those  who  own  real  property  in  cities  of  $300 
and  in  counties  of  $150  are  given  the  franchise  by  this  Bill, 
and  that  does  not  include  the  farm  laborer. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  Yes ;  it  does. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  If  you  know  anything  about  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  farm  laborers  in  this  country  you  will  know  that 
there  are  thousands  who  do  not  own  property  at  all.  I 
know  hundreds  of  them  in  my  own  Province. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  You  do  not  know  yourself  what 
you  are  talking  about.  They  get  a  vote  by  their  earnings  ; 
that  is  how  they  get  a  vote. 

Mr.  Davies. 
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Mr.  DAVIES.  That  proves  the  crass  ignorance  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  still  more,  because  he  should  know  that  the 
farm  laborers  do  not  earn  enough  money  to  entitle  them  to 
a  vote. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  I  do  not  know  anything  of  the 
kind. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  It  is  time  that  you  should,  and  that  you 
should  know  several  other  things.  I  say  the  farm  laborers, 
as  a  class,  will  be  disfranchised  by  this  Bill. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE,  No,  no. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  have  the 
courtesy  not  to  interrupt. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  Do  not  make  false  statements. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  submit  that  I  have  no 
right  to  be  charged  with  making  false  statements. 

Mr.  PAINT.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  allow  me  to  make 
a  statement  ?  The  laborers  in  British  Columbia  receive  day 
wages  of  $1.50  to  $2.50,  my  hon.  friend  informs  me. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Richmond,  N.S., 
who  is  interrupting  me,  informs  us  what  the  laborers 
receive  in  British  Columbia.  I  should  like  him  to  tell  us 
what  the  rate  of  wages  is  in  the  county  from  which  he 
comes,  and  in  any  of  the  -Maritime  Provinces.  I  should 
like  him  to  tell  us  what  the  men  get  who  are  laborers  on 
the  wharves  in  the  cities  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and 
whether  they  will  not  be  disfranchised  under  this  Bill. 

Mr.  PAINT.  In  the  city  of  St,  John,  N.B.,  they  get  $2  a 
day.  , 

Mr,  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  appears  to  have  a 
great  aversion  to  his  own  Province.  He  wants  to  get  away 
from  home.  He  will  not  refer  to  his  own  Province  at  all. 
I  assert  that  the  farm  laborers  in  those  parts  of  Canada 
that  I  am  acquainted  with  are  disfranchised  by  this  Bill, 
and  if  there  are  any  in  this  House  who  will  venture  to  say 
that  farm  laborers  in  this  country  get  more  than  $400  a 
year,  I  want  to  see  them,  and  I  want  to  know  the  parts  of 
Canada  they  come  from.  I  want  to  see  one  individual  who 
will  get  up  and  say  so.  There  is  not  one.  Then  I  repeat 
what  I  was  saying,  when  I  was  so  discourteously  inter¬ 
rupted,  that  domestic  servants  will  be  disfranchised,  and 
that  all  laborers  in  the  cities  of  the  Dominion  will  be  dis¬ 
franchised,  unless  they  happen  to  own  real  estate,  and  that 
the  workers  in  the  manufactories  of  this  Dominion 
will  be  disfranchised,  and  that  the  workers  on  the  wharves 
of  this  Dominion  and  in  the  mines  of  this  Dominion  will 
be  disfranchised,  unless  they  receive  $400  a  year.  I  ven¬ 
ture  the  assertion  that  none,  unless  they  are  skilled  work¬ 
men,  will  have  the  vote,  and  a  very  large  number  of  those 
do  not  receive  $400.  Fishermen’s  sons  will  be  disfranchised. 
The  schoolteachers  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  an  educated 
class,  licensed  to  teach,  receive — a  great  many  of  them — 
less  than  $400  a  year,  and  they  will  be  disfranchised. 
Clerks,  employees  in  the  cities  of  the  Dominion — largo  num¬ 
bers  of  them— receive  less  than  $400  a  year,  and  they  will 
be  disfranchised.  Journeymen,  mechanics  of  all  classes, 
receive  less  than  $400  a  year,  and  they  will  be  disfranchised. 
In  a  word,  all  unskilled  labor  will  be  disfranchised.  It  is 
true  you  may  say  that,  if  a  man  has  $300  worth  of  land,  he 
can  come  in,  but  I  am  not  arguing  on  that  basis.  I  say  that 
is  no  test  of  the  right  to  vote  or  of  the  ability  to  exercise 
tho  vote  properly.  You  are  excluding  thousands  and  hun¬ 
dreds  of  thousands  of  the  bone  and  sinew  of  the  country  in 
whom  you  ought  to  have  confidence.  Why  should  you  be 
ashamed  of  the  people  ?  Go  forward ;  take  them  by  the 
hand;  show  your  confidence  in  the  young  men  and  in  the 
intelligent  men  ;  treat  them  as  they  should  be  treated,  and 
you  will  win  their  confidence  in  return.  But  this  attempt  to 
exclude  them  from  the  dearest  right  of  a  Briton  will  recoil 
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on  the  head  of  the  Tories  who  are  attempting  it.  No  statesman 
ever  trusted  the  people  in  vain.  No  Government  ever  enfran 
chised  the  people  and  repented  of  it.  I  ask  you  to  throw 
off  the  shackles  which  now  seem,  at  any  rate,  to  tie  up  the 
hands  and  the  mental  faculties  of  the  right  bon.  gentleman 
opposite.  He  is  so  full  of  old  time  beliefs,  he  so  clings  to 
his  ideas  of  a  past  age,  that  he  refuses  to  recognise  the 
progress  of  modern  times,  he  refuses  to  recognise  the  logic 
of  facts  as  they  exist  in  the  country  south  of  the  line,  as 
they  are  showing  themselves  day  by  day  and  year  by  year, 
in  the  mother  land  ;  he  refuses  to  go  forward  in  the  march 
of  progress,  he  refuses  to  place  his  trust  and  confidence  in 
the  people  of  the  Dominion.  He  is  not  ashamed  to  call 
upon  them  in  his  hour  of  trouble,  and  he  will  acknowledge 
that  they  have  responded  manfully  and  nobly,  that  they 
have  shown  a  love  of  country  and  a  patriotism  which  is 
beyond  all  praise,  and  these  young  men,  who  have  been 
willing  fo  give  up  their  homes,  and  their  labor,  and  their 
families,  and  to  sacrifice  their  lives  on  behalf  of  their 
country — this  is  the  class  of  men  you  are  disfran¬ 
chising,  and  this  is  the  time  you  take  to  do  it,  and  to 
proclaim  that  you  have  no  confidence  in  them,  and  that  you 
will  not  give  them  the  right  to  exercise  the  franchise. 
I  have  faith  in  the  people.  I  have  seen  manhood 
suffrage  worked  out.  I  believe  in  it,  from  what  I  have  seen 
and  from  what  I  have  read.  I  believe  that  all  thoughtful 
men  of  modern  days,  who  are  in  accord  with  liberal  ideas 
and  who  live  under  popular  institutions,  have  the  trend  of 
their  ideas  in  that  direction.  We  ought  not  to  be  behind  in 
the  race.  Wo  ought  not  to  lay  down  a  wrong  basis  and  to 
exclude  thousands  of  people  from  the  franchise  that  we 
know  are  as  capable  of  exercising  it  as  those  whom  you  are 
admitting.  I  object  to  the  words  in  the  amendment  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell);  “and 
has  been  assessed  for  and  paid  his  taxes  for  the  then  current 
year.”  Those  words  would  disfranchise  as  many  as  the 
present  Bill  does  ;  therefore,  I  hope  he  will  see  his  way 
clear  to  amend  it,  by  adopting  these  words  I  suggest. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  My  object  in  introducing  this  amend¬ 
ment  was  to  meet  the  moderate  views  of  the  gentlemen 
who  might  object  to  universal  suffrage,  because  universal 
suffrage  would  include  paupers  and  every  person.  My 
desire  was  to  make  such  a  restriction  as,  without  impairing 
the  effect  of  it — perhaps  not  even,  to  any  extent,  the  extent 
of  it— would  meet  the  views  of  gentlemen  opposite  also.  I 
am  quite  prepared  to  change  it  in  such  a  way  as  will  meet 
the  wishes  of  the  House. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Then  I  would  suggest  that  this  would 
meet  the  hon.  gentleman’s  views  as  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment :  strike  out  the  worlds  “  and  has  been  assessed 
for  and  paid  his  taxes  for  the  then  current  year,”  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  the  words :  “  and  has  not  received  aid  as  a 
pauper,  or  been  convicted  of  a  felony,  and  is  free  from  any 
legal  incapacity.” 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  if  an 
election  were  to  take  place  early  in  the  year  everyone  in 
the  constituency  might  bo  disfranchised,  because  it  says 
“  paid  his  taxes  for  the  current  year,”  and  the  taxes  for  the 
current  year  might  not  have  been  collected  m  any  instance. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  That  is  just  one  of  the  difficulties  that 
may  be  presented  against  the  amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Put  “  taxes  due  at  the 
time  of  voting.” 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Very  well.  As  the  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  disposed  to  help  me,  and  has  made  a  suggestion,  and 
a  very  capital  one,  if  he  will  accept  the  amendment  thus 
improved  I  will  agree  to  it. 

Mr.  SMALL.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken 
his  seat  made  a  broad  assertion  about  the  volunteers  in  the 
city  of  Toronto  who  would  be  disfranchised  under  this  Bill. 
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He  seems  to  know  a  good  deal  about  Toronto  and  the 
volunteers,  more  than  bis  remarks  appear  to  justify.  1  am 
satisfied  that  not  fifty  volunteers  who  have  gone  to  the  front 
now  will  be  disfranchised  under  the  present  Bill. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Why  will  it  disfranchise  fifty  ?  Will  the 
hon.  gentleman,  now  standing  here  as  a  representative  of 
Toronto,  justify  the  disfranchisement  of  these  fifty  young 
men  ? 

Mr.  SMALL.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  they  were  all 
disfranchised.  He  said  they  would  not  have  votes. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  would  not  have  the  slightest 
alarm  if  universal  suffrage  were  adopted,  but  I  cannot 
help  reflecting,  after  hearing  the  speeches  that  ha  ve  just 
been  made,  upon  the  discussion  we  have  had  here  during 
the  last  three  weeks.  I  have  been  convinced,  from  the 
statements  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  it  is  abso¬ 
lutely  necessary  that  we  should  have  regard,  as  far  as  wo 
possibly  can,  consistently  with  a  uniform  Dominion  franchise, 
to  the  expressions  of  public  opinion  from  the  several  Pro¬ 
vinces.  Now,  if  this  question  of  universal  suffrage  excites  so 
much  popular  interest  in  the  country,  how  is  it  these  hon. 
gentlemen,  with  the  influence  they  possess  in  their  several 
Provinces,  have  not  succeeded  in  getting  their  friends  in 
those  Provinces  to  adopt  universal  suffrage  ?  When  this 
Bill  finally  passes  this  House  I  believe  it  will  approach 
very  much  nearer  to  universal  suffrage  than  does  the 
law  under  which  we  were  elected  at  the  last  election. 
There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  for  instance,  the  number  of  young  men,  those 
volunteers  over  whose  exploits  the  hon.  gentleman  grows 
most  justly  enthusiastic — I  venture  to  say  that  at  least  four 
to  one  of  them  will  have  votes  under  this  Bill  who  had  not 
votes  at  the  last  election.  In  that  Province  there  is  no  such 
thing  a3  an  income  franchise ;  there  is  practically  a  prop¬ 
erty  qualification,  and  nothing  else— not  a  personal  property 
qualification,  but  simply  a  property  qualification.  But 
there  is  no  income  franchise,  and  therefore  all  the  young 
men,  no  matter  what  their  salaries  may  be — and  all  the  old 
men  either,  for  that  matter — who  happen  to  be  living  in 
boarding  houses,  who  are  not  domiciled  in  the  house  for 
which  they  are  assessed,  are  prevented  from  voting  under 
the  present  provincial  franchise.  Now,  under  this  Bill,  we 
have  a  very  great  extension  of  the  franchise  for  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec.  And  we  have  had  tho  statement  made  in 
the  leading  organ  of  the  Liberal  party  in  the  Province  of 
Nova  Scotia,  that  the  franchise,  as  fixed  by  this  Bill — and  I 
think  I  may  say  that  when  the  Bill  finally  passes  that  will 
be  undoubtedly  true— will  practically  rather  extend  than 
diminish  the  franchise  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia. 

Mr.  KIRK.  It  will  not  extend  the  franchise. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  take  the  statement  of  the  Halifax 
Chronicle,  which  has  been  quoted  on  two  or  three  occa¬ 
sions  during  this  debate,  that  the  franchise  will  not  be 
materially  changed,  either  in  the  way  of  extension  or  res¬ 
triction,  by  this  Bill,  from  what  has  been  fixed  by  the  Local 
Legislature.  In  the  Province  of  Ontario  we  find  that 
during  the  last  Session,  iess  than  two  months  ago,  in  fact, 
the  Legislature,  led  by  friends  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
rejected  a  motion  for  universal  suffrage  and  adopted  a  fran¬ 
chise  which,  whether  it  be  more  or  less  liberal  than  the 
franchise  proposed  by  this  Bill,  is,  at  any  rate,  based  upon  a 
prooerty  qualification,  either  a  direct  property  qualification 
or  one  which  indicates  in  the  voter  the  possession  of  such 
intelligence  as  enables  him  to  bo  a  wage-earner  or  the  earner 
of  an  income.  That  is  the  position  of  the  Provinco  of 
Ontario,  as  determined  by  its  Local  Legislature.  Now,  at  a 
time  when,  I  think,  I  may  fairly  say,  so  far  as  the  subject  of 
universal  suffrage  has  been  discussed  at  all,  the  expression 
of  public  opinion  has  been  against  it,  why  wo  should, 
in  tho  passage  of  this  Bill,  adopt  a  system  of  franchise  which 


1946 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


Mat  18, 


the  largest  Province  in  the  Dominion  has  just  rejected,  and 
which  none  of  the  other  Provinces  have  recently  adopted, 
is  something  I  cannot  understand,  especially  when  the 
argument  in  favor  of  it  comes  from  those  who,  for  the  last' 
three  weeks,  have  been  doing  all  they  possibly  could  to 
prove  to  us  that  we  ought  to  adopt  the  provincial  franchises. 
Then,  we  have  had  an  argument  drawn  from  the  United 
States.  But  there  is  one  very  important  fact  which  has 
been  overlooked,  namely,  that  universal  suffrage  does  not 
prevail  in  all  the  States.  In  some  States  there  is  a  pro¬ 
perty  qualification,  and  manhood  suffrage  does  not  prevail. 
Now,  it  is  a  singular  fact  that  some  of  these  States  have 
maintained  their  property  qualification  in  spite  of  the  fact 
that  the  States  surrounding  them  had  manhood  suffrage, 
and  yet  there  seems  to  have  been  no  serious  agitation  in 
favor  of  manhood  suffrage  in  those  States  where  the  pro¬ 
perty  qualification  existed. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman  tell  us 
what  States  ho  referred  to  as  having  a  property 
qualification  ? 

Mr.  WHITE.  The  hon.  gentleman  himself  has  given 
us  the  statement  during  the  elaborate  speeches  which 
he  has  made.  He  has  pointed  out,  as  one  of  the 
strong  arguments  in  favor  of  adopting  the  provincial  fran¬ 
chises,  that  in  the  United  States  they  have  different  fran¬ 
chises  in  different  States,  and  that  the  federal  power  has 
never  attempted  to  interfere  with  them.  That  seems  to  me 
to  be  an  argument  which  should  lead  us  to  hesitate,  at  all 
events,  in  adopting,  at  this  time,  the  principles  of  universal 
suffrage.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  we  will  come 
to  universal  suffrage ;  that  in  this  country,  as  in  England, 
every  change  made  in  the  suffrage  is  in  the  direction  of 
extending  and  widening  it,  and  that  ultimately  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  manhood  suffrage  may  possibly  be  adopted.  But 
no  one  can  look  at  this  Bill  and  at  the  condition  of  the  suff¬ 
rage  in  the  various  Provinces,  or  in  the  Px-ovinces  in  the 
aggregate,  without  feeling  that  we  are  making  quite  as 
important  a  step  in  the  direction  of  widening  the  suffrage  by 
the  adoption  of  this  Bill  as  ever  was  made  by  the  adoption  of 
the  great  Reform  Bills  passed  from  time  to  time  in  England. 
The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  got  rather  into 
a  difficulty  when  he  referred  to  the  position  taken  by  Mr. 
Gladstone.  Mr.  Gladstone  did  not  take  the  ground, 
although  he  is  undoubtedly  a  very  advanced  Liberal,  in 
favor  of  manhood  suffrage,  in  favor  of  evei-y  citizen  hav¬ 
ing  a  vote.  He  took  care  to  qualify  the  term  “  citizen  ” 
by  using  the  word  “  capable  citizen ;  ”  and  it  seems  to  me  that 
where  we  have  the  suffrage  given  to  every  man  living  in  a 
house  for  which  he  pays  $2  a  month  as  rent,  wo  may  fairly 
say  we  have  universal  suffrage  for  every  married  man. 
There  is  no  question  about  that.  Moreover,  when  we 
declare  that  a  man  eaiming  $300  or  $400  a  year  is  to  have 
a  vote,  we  declare  universal  suffrage  for  evei-y  man,  wage- 
earner  or  income-eai’ner,  who  has  intelligence  enough  to 
exercise  the  vote  intelligently,  and  we  practically  have 
adopted  in  this  Bill  that  franchise  which  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  referred  to  when  he  indicated  that  one  of  the  tests 
of  qualification  in  a  voter,  which  he  would  adopt  if  he  were 
framing  a  Franchise  Bill,  namely,  the  qualification  of  intelli 
gence.  Under  these  cii’cumstances,  it  seems  to  me  we  have 
a  Bill  so  far  in  advance,  taking  the  Provinces  in  the  aggre¬ 
gate,  of  the  suffrage  under  which  this  Parliament  was 
elected,  that  we  may  fairly  leave  the  question  of  manhood 
suffrage  to  be  considered  hereaftex*,  when  it  comes  to  be 
more  generally  discussed  in  the  country.  And  while  I 
believe,  as  I  have  said,  that  wo  will  ultimately  come  to  that, 
after  discussion  has  taken  place,  and  while  I  have  the 
most  unbounded  confidence  in  the  masses,  in  their  intelli¬ 
gence  and  instincts  to  do  right,  I  believe  the  true  policy 
to-day  is  to  adopt  the  Bill  before  the  committee,  fixing  the 
franchise  as  therein  stated,  and  leave  the  question  of  the 
discussion  of  a  broader  franchise  to  a  subsequent  period. 

Mr.  White  (Cardwell). 


Mr.  MoNEILL.  One  word  about  what  Mr.  Gladstone  said 
as  to  capable  citizens.  After  using  the  language  quoted  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  Mr.  Gladstone  said  : 

“  Sir,  the  only  question  that  remains  in  the  general  argument  is,  who 
are  capable  citizens  ?  And  fortunately  that  is  a  question  which,  on  the 
present  occasion,  need  not  be  argued  at  length,  for  it  has  been  already 
settled — in  the  first  place  by  a  solemn  legislative  judgment  aquiesced  in 
by  both  parties  in  the  States;  and,  in  the  second  place,  by  the  experience 
of  the  last  more  than  16  years.  Who,  Sir,  are  the  capable  citizens  of  the 
State  whom  it  is  proposed  to  enfranchise  ?  It  is  proposed,  in  the  main, 
to  enfranchise  the  county  population,  on  the  footing  and  according  to 
the  measure  that  has  already  been  administered  to  the  population  of 
the  towns.  What  are  the  main  constituents  of  the  county  population  ? 
First  of  all,  they  are  the  minor  tradesmen  of  the  country,  and  the  skilled 
laborers  and  artisans  in  all  the  common  arts  of  life,  and  especially  in 
connection  with  our  great  mining  industry.  Is  there  any  doubt  that 
these  are  capable  citizens  You,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  your¬ 
selves  asserted  it  by  enfranchising  them  in  the  towns  ;  and  we  can  only 
say  that  we  heartily  subscribe  to  the  assertion.  But  besides  the  artisans 
and  the  minor  tradesmen  scattered  throughout  our  rural  towns,  we  have 
also  to  deal  with  the  peasantry  of  the  country.  Is  there  any  doubt  that 
the  peasantry  of  the  country  are  capable  citizens,  qualified  to  make 
good  use  of  their  power  as  voters.” 

That  is  what  Mr.  Gladstone  meant  by  capable  citizens. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  right 
in  his  quotation  from  Mr.  Gladstone’s  speech ;  but  Mr. 
Gladstone,  in  a  controversy  with  Mr.  Lowe,  which  appeared 
in  the  Fortnightly  or  Contemporary  Review,  goes  much  further 
than  that,  and  declares  that  every  citizen  must  bo  assumed 
to  be  capable,  and  that  the  bui’den  of  proof  falls  on  those 
who  deny  his  capability. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  was  simply  dealing  with  the  question 
before  the  House.  If  the  controversy  with  Mr.  Lowe  was 
submitted  to  the  House  it  might  not  bear  out  the  observa¬ 
tions  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  any  more  than  the  present 
statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman  has  done  so. 

Mr.  MILLS,  I  will  read  that  statement  at  the  proper 
time. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  remember  very  well 
the  speech  and  the  controversy  about  the  franchise  from  a 
theoretical  standpoint ;  but  when,  on  his  responsibility  and 
as  the  head  of  the  Government,  Mr.  Gladstone  proposed  that 
all  capable  men  should  have  a  vote,  he  lays  it  down  with 
that  qualification  so  clearly  that  I  am  surprised  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  first  quoted  his  speech  did  not  read  the 
whole  portion.  That  hon.  member  tried  to  make  the  com¬ 
mittee  believe  that  when  Mr.  Gladstone  said  capable  citizen 
he  meant  every  citizen ;  whereas,  it  distinctly  appears  that 
he  meant  those  who  gave  evidence  of  capability  by  coming 
within  the  franchise  of  the  Act.  The  hon.  gentleman  tried 
to  mislead  the  committee — I  make  that  as  a  charge — by 
omitting  that  portion  which  showed  that  Mr.  Gladstone 
meant  those  men  whose  capability  was  shown  by  their 
qualifications  for  the  franchise  under  the  Act. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  a  controversy 
as  to  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies).  That  hon.  member  is 
thoroughly  competent  to  defend  himself.  But  I  wish  to 
refer  also  to  a  speech  Mr.  Gladstone  made  at  Liverpool, 
shortly  after  the  close  of  the  American  war,  in  which  he 
went  on  to  say,  that  if  the  United  States  had  not  had  man¬ 
hood  suffrage  he  did  not  believe  they  would  have  had 
strength  to  suppress  that  great  rebellion;  and  he  declared 
in  that  speech  that  the  success  of  the  United  States  in  put¬ 
ting  an  end  to  that  rebellion,  and  the  patriotism  exhibited 
by  the  people,  made  him  a  convert  to  the  principle  of  man¬ 
hood  suffrage.  No  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  remembers 
the  speech. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  recollect  very  well  the  speech  in  which 
Mr.  Gladstone  spoke  of  a  man  and  a  brother  as  being  the 
reason  why  the  franchise  should  be  extended.  That  wa  s 
before  1866,  and  before  Mr.  Disraeli’s  Reform  Bill  of  that 
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year ;  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  a  speech  to  which  the 
hon.  member  refers,  but  I  will  endeavor  to  look  it  up. 
I  do  not  impugn  the  veracity  of  the  hon.  member  in  any 
way,  but  I  shall  be  pleased  to  obtain  information  as  to  where 
the  speech  oan  be  found. 

Mr.  CHARLTONS  The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr. 
White),  a  few  months  ago,  in  referring  to  the  motion  now 
in  your  hands,  Mr.  Chairman,  informed  us  that  in  the 
United  States,  where  the  principle  of  universal  suffrage  pre¬ 
vailed,  this  principle  had  not  become  universal.  The  hon. 
gentleman  did  not  designate  the  States  that  had  failed  to 
adopt  universal  suffrage  ;  but  he  did  state,  when  I  asked 
him  to  name  some  States,  that  some  of  the  States  did  not 
have  universal  suffrage,  giving  my  words  in  a  speech  made 
in  an  earlier  stage  of  this  debate  as  his  authority.  When  I 
was  discussing  the  question  some  days  ago  I  said  that  at  the 
time*'when  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  was  adopted 
there  were  differences  of  suffrage,  but  since  then  the  suffrage 
in  the  States  had  become  nearly,  if  not  quite,  universal, 
with  one  or  two  exceptions. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  There  are  at  least  seven  States 
where  there  is  a  property  or  assessment  qualification. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  suffrage  is  practically  uni  vers  a 
in  all  the  States.  There  is  no  property  qualifications  in  any 
of  the  States.  The  hon.  gentleman  also  informed  us  that 
he  had  no  doubt  that  the  country  would  come  to  the  adoption 
of  this  principle  of  universal  suffrage,  and  that  it  was  a 
matter  that  might  very  well  stand  until  it  had  been  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  country,  until  the  country  had  time  to  pro¬ 
nounce  an  opinion  upon  it  and  bring  pressure  to  bear  upon 
this.  House.  That  is  the  argument  which  has  been  urged 
by  the  Opposition  with  regard  to  the  whole  Bill — that  the 
whole  Bill  might  properly  stand,  that  there  has  been  no 
pressure  felt  with  regard  to  this  Bill  from  the  country,  no 
manifestations  of  the  popular  will,  either  with  regard  to 
universal  suffrage  or  a  Dominion  franchise,  and  that  the 
whole  Bill  might  stand,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says  the 
-  principle  of  universal  sufferage  might  stand.  He  tells  us 
that  the  First  Minister  had  expressed  himself  in  favor  of 
an  intelligence  qualification.  Well,  Sir,  if  he  has,  his  con¬ 
duct  is  singularly  at  variance  with  such  an  expression  of 
opinion.  Why,  he  proposes  to  confer  the  franchise  on  the 
most  ignorant  and  debased  portion  of  our  population — the 
Indians.  The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  takes  the  ground 
that  the  Liberal  members  from  Ontario  stultified  themselves 
in  their  advocacy  of  universal  suffrage  in  this  House, 
because - 

Mr.  WHITE.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  mistaken. 
I  made  no  reference  to  the  Liberal  members  of  the 
House.  I  was  speaking  of  the  Legislature  as  a  whole,  and 
not  of  its  party  character. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
say  that  the  members  from  the  Province  of  Ontario,  in 
advocating  universal  suffrage  in  the  House,  were  advocating 
a  measure  which  the  most  Liberal  party  in  Ontario  had 
not  advocated,  Now,  I  say,  it  is  not  necessary  to  take  the 
ground  per  se,  as  an  abstract  proposition,  that  universal  suf¬ 
frage  is  desirable.  Many  hon.  members  who  may  doubt  its 
propriety  as  an  abstract  proposition  may,  with  perfect  pro¬ 
priety,  advocate  its  adoption  in  a  Dominion  franchise,  on 
this  ground,  that  even  admitting  that  it  was  an  evil,  it 
would  in  that  case  be  the  lesser  of  two  evils,  and  that  it 
would  be  better  for  the  Dominion  to  adopt  universal  suf¬ 
frage  than  the  suffrage  contained  in  the  present  Bill,  for 
the  reason  that  it  would  deprive  the  Bill  of  its  objectionable 
features.  We  know  that  if  we  adopt  universal  suffrage  the 
objection  with  regard  to  the  revising  barristers,  the 
objection  with  regard  to  the  different  wants  of  the 
various  Provinces,  the  objection  with  regard  to  the 
variation  of  the  franchise  throughout  the  Dominion, 


the  objection  that  the  franchise  of  the  Dominion  would  be 
less  liberal  than  the  franchise  of  the  various  Provinces, 
would  fall  to  the  ground.  The  adoption  of  universal 
suffrage,  although  we  might  not  wish  it  as  an  abstract  pro¬ 
position,  would  put  an  end  to  the  objections  urged  against 
the  Bill.  It  would,  in  the  event  of  our  adopting  a  Dominion 
franchise  at  all,  reconcile  the  differences  of  opinion  which 
exist,  by  removing  from  the  Bill  those  features  which  are 
held  to  bo  objectionable  by  those  who  are  opposing  it;  In 
taking  a  position  in  favor  of  universal  suffrage  I  do  so 
because  I  believe  that  if  we  are  not  to  have  universal 
suffrage  in  this  Dominion  then  the  matter  of  the  regula¬ 
tion  of  the  suffrage  had  better  be  left  to  the  Provinces ; 
because,  I  believe  if  this  Dominion  assumes  to  regulate  the 
suffrage,  it  is  inevitable,  as  my  hon.  friend  from  Cardwell 
admits,  that  we  shall  speedily  reach  universal  suffrage.  The 
pressure  of  public  opinion,  the  difficulties  which  will  exist 
with  regard  to  the  working  of  this  Bill,  the  expenses  which 
will  attend  its  working,  these,  and  other  reasons,  will 
irresistibly  impel  public  opinion  in  this  country  to  demand 
from  the  House  that  the  suffrage  should  rest  on  the  basis 
of  manhood.  I  say,  if  we  are  going  to  have  any  other 
suffrage  than  that  we  had  better  leave  the  matter 
with  the  Provinces  to  regulate  as  they  choose.  There  is  a 
divergence  among  the  Provinces  at  present.  Two  Provinces 
have  universal  suffrage — British  Columbia  and  Prince 
Edward  Island.  The  greatest  Province  of  this  Dominion 
has  practically  universal  suffrage,  for  under  the  Franchise 
Bill  of'  the  Legislature  of  Ontario  a  very  small  fraction  of 
the  population  of  that  Province  will  be  without  the  fran¬ 
chise.  Now,  Sir,  I  repeat  that  if  wo  are  to  arrange  the  suf¬ 
frage  for  the  Dominion  that  suffrage  should  be  as  liberal  as 
the  most  liberal  suffrage  in  any  Province  in  the  Dominion. 
If  we  do  not  adopt  a  suffrage  which  is  as  liberal  as  the  suf¬ 
frage  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  British  Columbia  or  Ontario, 
we  are  inevitably  adopting  a  measure  which  will  create 
dissatisfaction  and  discontent  in  the  mind  of  every  individual 
who  is  disfranchised  under  that  Bill.  If  there  are  any 
classes,  any  elements  of  society,  possessing  a  provincial 
franchise  in  any  of  the  Provinces,  which  will  be  denied  it 
by  this  measure,  we  have  right  there  the  elements  of  discon¬ 
tent  which  it  would  be  unwise  and  unjust  to  create. 

The  belief  in  universal  suffrage  is  one  which  is  widely  pre¬ 
valent,  and  it  may  not  be  unreasonable  to  spend  a  few 
moments  in  looking  at  some  of  the  States,  in  the  past  and  pre¬ 
sent, which  have  adopted  this  principle,  because  this  is  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  very  highest  importance;  we  never  have 
approached  the  consideration  of  a  more  important  question  in 
this  House.  It  is  a  question  concerning  which  all  social,  all 
political  progress,  in  all  ages,  may  give  us  lessons.  Now, 
in  the  Jewish  commonwealth  they  practically  had  universal 
suffrage,  because  there  was  no  distinctions  of  citizenship  in 
the  eye  of  the  law,  and  although  it  was  a  theocracy,  at  the 
end  of  a  certain  number  of  years  a  man  who  had  temporarily 
been  deprived  of  the  enjoyment  of  his  rights,  as  to  property, 
might  return  to  his  enjoyment  of  civil  and  property  rights. 
Take  the  case  of  Greece,  and  take,  as  an  instance  of  the 
most  liberal  of  the  States  of  Greece,  the  city  of  Athens.  You 
will  find  that  up  to  776  B.C.,  that  State  was  governed  by 
kings,  and  that  a  certain  class  of  officers,  called  Archons, 
were  elected  by  the  nobles.  Solon,  who  lived  638  B.C., 
divided  the  population  into  four  classes,  which  were 
graded  according  to  income.  The  first  class  were 
eligible  to  the  highest  offices,  the  second  and  third 
classes  to  the  inferior  officers,  and  the  fourth  class 
were  not  eligible  to  any  office,  but  were  exempt 
from  taxation  ;  but  the  members  of  all  classes  had  votes  for 
the  election  of  Archons  and  magistrates.  Another  of  his 
provisions  was  the  establishment  of  a  Senate,  to  consist  of 
400  members,  so  we  see  that  Athens,  in  the  course  of  time, 
arrived  at  the  condition  of  a  democracy.  Now  what  was 
the  status  of  Athens  among  the  States  of  antiquity  ?  Why, 
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Sir,  that  State  was  noted  for  the  wisdom  of  its  philosophers 
and  lawgivers,  and  statesmen,  for  the  talent  of  its  bards, 
the  eloquence  of  its  orators,  the  extent  and  opulence  of  its 
commerce,  for  the  great  development  of  its  arts,  for  its 
literature,  for  its  magnificent  architecture,  and  it  stands  in 
history  to-day  as  the  most  eminent  instance  of  a  State  cele¬ 
brated  for  the  monuments  of  its  civilisation.  Take  Some,  the 
only  other  State  of  antiquity  I  shall  allude  to,  the  great 
mistress  of  the  world.  She  commenced  with  a  government 
of  kings,  with  a  population  divided  into  two  classes,  the 
patricians  and  the  plebeians,  the  former  exercising  such  a 
despotic  rule  over  the  plebeians  that  it  led  to  a  rebellion, 
leading  to  the  appointment  of  ten  tribunes  by  the  plebeians 
who  had  the  power  to  set  aside  any  law  of  the  Eoman 
Senate.  This  was  followed  by  the  opening  up  of  the  Senate, 
in  421  B.C.,  to  the  admission  of  plebeians ;  and  this  was 
followed  by  the  Ogulman  Law  or  Constitution  of  300 
B.C.,  by  which  plebeians  were  placed  on  an  absolute 
level  with  the  patricians.  If  we  remember  the  privi¬ 
leges  of  the  Eoman  citizen,  defended  as  he  was  by  the 
whole  power  of  the  Eoman  Empire ;  if  we  remember  that 
the  Eoman  populace,  in  consequence  of  their  position  as 
citizens,  were  maintained  and  fed  by  conquered  Provinces, 
we  will  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  States  of  antiquity 
attaining  the  greatest  development,  and  famed  for  their 
later  progress,  and  their  understanding  of  the  principles 
that  underlie  human  progress,  were  the  States  that  had  the 
greatest  degree  of  human  liberty — the  States  that  had 
universal  suffrage.  The  Eoman  code,  although  Borne  was 
a  heathen  State,  is  the  foundation  of  all  the  laws  of 
European  States  to-day.  When  we  turn  from  the  his¬ 
tory  of  those  ancient  States  to  the  condition  of 
things  which  followed,  when  Eome  was  subjugated  by 
the  horde  of  barbarians  that  swarmed  down  upon 
her  in  410 ;  when  we  consider  the  darkness  that 
settled  down  upon  Europe  in  feudal  times,  when  lords 
held  their  estate  from  kings  and  those  estates  were  heredi¬ 
tary  ;  when  every  yeoman  held  his  estate  from  his  lord,  and 
had  to  yield  a  certain  number  of  days’  service  in  the  year 
in  return  ;  when  the  daughter  of  a  serf  could  not  be  given  in 
marriage  without  the  consent  of  the  lord ;  when  none  but 
nobles  held  fiefs,  and  the  great  mass  of  the  population  were 
thoroughly  enslaved ;  and,  when  we  remember  that  some 
of  the  principles  of  these  feudal  States  have  come  down  to 
our  present  day ;  when  we  look  to  the  time  of  the  Saxon 
heptarchy,  with  the  Witenagemote,  consisting  of  knights 
and  lords,  who  came  together  in  the  capacity  of  a  great 
Parliament  to  levy  taxes  on  the  people,  who  were  not 
represented  at  all ;  when  we  look  at  the  conquest  of  Eng¬ 
land  under  William  the  Conqueror  in  1066,  and  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  feudalism  and  the  system  of  slavery  in  England ; 
when  we  remember  that  in  1215  there  was  scarcely 
a  free  man  in  England,  outside  of  the  nobles ;  and 
when  we  come  down  to  this  century,  and  find 
that  in  the  year  1800  there  was  less  liberty  in 
England  and  her  colonies  then  existed  in  Athens 
and  Eome,  the  only  improvement  in  the  condition  of 
society  being  in  the  fact  that  Christianity  is  ameliorating 
the  condition  of  mankind  ;  when  we  look  at  all  these  things, 
and  consider  the  improvement  which  has  taken  place  since 
410,  they  all  point  to  the  fact  that  there  is  such  a  thing  as 
political  progress,  that  man  has  been  making  progress  to  a 
better  condition,  and  that  we,  standing  here  as  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  5,000,000  of  people,  and  settling  what  shall  he 
the  franchise  for  the  millions  of  people  who  are  to  settle 
Canada,  it  behooves  us  to  look  over  this  vast  field  of  pro¬ 
gress  and  ask  ourselves  the  question  :  Have  we  gone  as  far  as 
human  weal  requires  us  to  go,  or  can  we  go  farther,  with 
benefit  to  the  mass  of  mankind,  and  in  the  proper  discharge 
of  our  own  duty  ? 

The  progress  in  this  century,  both  material  and  political, 
has  been  very  rapid.  This  century  has  seen  the  inaugura- 
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tion  of  many  great  discoveries — the  railroad,  the  telegraph, 
the  steamship,  appertain  to  this  century.  The  poorer  classes 
enjoy  many  luxuries  that  were  not  even  attainable  by  the 
wealthy  some  years  ago.  All  this  progress  has  been  made 
since  1800.  An  event  which  occurred  just  at  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  this  century  gave  a  great  impetus  to  human  pro¬ 
gress — -that  was  the  American  revolution.  When  the  de¬ 
claration  of  independence  was  made  at  Philadelphia,  which 
declared  that  all  men  are  created  free  and  equal,  that  they 
are  endowed  by  their  Creator  with  certain  inalienable  rights, 
and  that  among  these  were  life,  liberty  and  the  pursuit  of 
happiness,  the  old  world  listened  with  wrapt  attention 
to  that  declaration,  and  its  promulgation  had  a  most 
marked  effect  on  the  progress  of  the  world  in  succeeding 
years ;  and  owing  very  largely  to  that  declaration,  which 
struck  a  chord  in  the  breasts  of  humanity,  the  progress 
of  mankind  has  been  and  will  be  very  rapid.  Let  us 
look  for  a  moment  at  the  progress  made  in  England  during 
the  last  60  years.  Sixty  years  ago  two-thirds  of  the  House 
of  Commons  were  the  appointees  and  tools  of  the  aristocracy 
of  that  country.  At  that  time  there  were  three  peers  in 
England  who  appointed  26  members  to  the  House  ot  Com¬ 
mons.  Sixty  years  ago  300  members  were  returned  by  an 
average  of  160  electors  each  ;  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
were  totally  unrepresented ;  the  members  went  there  to 
represent,  not  the  mass  of  the  people,  but  a  very  small  frac¬ 
tion  of  the  people ;  60  years  ago  the  county  vote  of  the 
whole  kingdom  of  Scotland  was  only  2,000  ;  60  years  ago 
the  100,000  inhabitants  of  the  city  of  Edinburgh  wore  con¬ 
trolled  by  50  electors;  since  1828  the  Dissenters  of 
England  ha^e  been  relieved  from  their  disabilities ;  since 
1829  Catholics  have  been  relieved  from  all  disabilities  ;  in 
1836  the  newspaper  tax  of  8  cents  a  newspaper  was  removed  ; 
and  it  is  only  since  1844  that  England  became  enlightened 
enough  to  escape  from  the  condition  of  semi-barbarism 
under  the  corn  laws  into  which  we  relapsed  a  few  years  ago. 

If  we  look  at  the  history  of  Canada,  we  shall  find  even 
here  a  tolerably  satisfactory  record  of  progress ;  we  shall 
find  that  the  family  compact  has  been  broken ;  that  seignorial 
tenure  has  been  abolished  ;  that  the  clergy  reserve  question 
has  been  settled  ;  that  the  confederation  of  these  Provinces 
has  been  consummated;  that  representation  by  population, 
which  was  long  struggled  for,  has  been  secured  ;  within  a 
few  years  the  franchise  has  been  materially  extended  in  all 
parts  of  the  Dominion ;  a  law  has  been  passed  designed  to 
secure  the  independence  of  Parliament,  which  has  secured 
it  to  a  large  extent;  we  have  a  law  providing  for  simul¬ 
taneous  elections,  and  taking  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  that  dangerous  power  they  possessed  of  bringing 
on  the  elections  first  in  the  ridings  which  they  were  sure  to 
carry,  thus  becoming  enabled  to  exercise  influences  in  the 
remaining  doubtful  ridings  that  no  Government  ought  to 
make  use  of — a  very  important  reform,  for  which  we  may 
thank  the  Government  of  Mr.  Mackenzie ;  we  have  also  had 
introduced  vote  by  ballot.  In  additition  to  these  measures, 
which  stand  as  milestones  in  the  course  of  progress,  we  have 
had  some  events  that  stand  against  the  stream  of  progress. 
We  have  had  that  principle  of  representation  by  population 
violated  almost  immediately  after  its  adoption  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  in  the  case  of  British  Columbia,  giving  British 
Columbia  six  members  when  they  were  only  entitled  to 
one ;  and,  in  the  case  of  Manitoba,  giving  Manitoba  four 
members  when  they  were  only  entitled  to  two.  We  have 
had  a  long  career  of  financial  recklessness,  that  has  brought 
us  now  to  a  condition  in  which  we  have  $100,000,000  of 
pressing  immediate  liabilities  to  provide  for,  including  the 
savings  bank  deposits  and  legal  tender  currency.  We  have 
had  that  blot  upon  the  reputation  of  Canada,  the  Pacific 
Scandal ;  we  have  had  the  Syndicate  Contract ;  we  have 
had  the  various  attacks  upon  Provincial  Eights ;  we  have 
had  that  great  case  of  political  rascality,  the  Gerry¬ 
mander  Bill;  and  we  have  what  promises,  unless  it 
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should  be  very  much  modified  in  its  provisions,  to  be 
a  still  greater  piece  of  iniquity,  the  present  Bill.  Never¬ 
theless,  we  have  made  in  Canada,  even  under  those  un¬ 
favorable  circumstances,  substantial  progress ;  we  have 
been  drifting  along  abreast  of  other  nations,  and  are 
approaching  the  realisation  of  a  greater  degree. of  liberty 
and  prosperity  in  this  country,  which  we  shall  certainly 
roach  sometime,  when  wo  get  a  change  of  Government. 

The  tendency  of  the  whole  civilised  world  is  to  be  found  in 
the  words  “  universal  suffrage.”  It  is  the  result  that  has 
been  reached  by  many  nations.  It  has  been  reached  by  two 
Provinces  of  this  Dominion ;  it  has  been  substantially  reached 
by  the  greatest  Province — Ontario !  It  has  been  reached 
by  thirty-eight  American  States  and  eight  American  Terri¬ 
tories  ;  it  has  been  attained  in  the  great  Kingdom  of 
France,  in  the  Empire  of  Germany,  in  the  Empire  of 
Austria,  and  the  existence  of  universal  suffrage  in  Germany 
and  Austria  shows  clearly  that  the  principle  is  not  in  any 
degree  incompatible  with  monarchical  institutions.  If  we 
consider  universal  suffrage  on  its  abstract  merits,  we  find, 
as  I  have  pointed  out,  that  in  ancient  times  it  has  produced 
beneficent  results  ;  if  we  examine  the  field  more  fully  we 
will  find  many  States  besides  those  to  which  I  have  alluded 
that  have  had  free  institutions  and  have  benefited  by  uni¬ 
versal  suffrage.  The  only  reason  they  wore  submerged  in 
the  flood  of  "barbarism  is  probably  they  had  not,  in  addition 
to  human  liberty,  the  great  advantage  we  possess,  the  pos¬ 
session  of  the  Christian  religion.  Had  the  Empire  of  Eome, 
had  the  States  of  Greece,  possessed  the  religion  we  possess 
to-day,  with  the  liberal  institutions  they  possess,  we  can 
reasonably  suppose  that  their  fato  would  have  been  different 
from  that  which  befel  them.  Wo  have  glanced  for  a 
moment  at  the  sad  history  of  the  ten  centuries  which  followed 
the  submersion  of  liberty  in  Eome ;  the  dark  ages  were  alluded 
to  and  the  gradual  advance  from  slavery  and  servitude  to 
liberty  and  equality,  and  whore  are  we  now  ?  We  are  in  the 
last  quarter  of  the  19th  century,  with  all  the  wisdom  of  the 
past  ages  at  our  command,  with  all  the  developments  the 
Christian  religion  gives  to  us,  with  all  the  advantages  and 
the  achievements  of  science,  literature  and  art,  with  all  the 
gathered  treasures  of  the  past  centuries  concentrated  among 
us — we  are  here,  in  the  last  quarter  of  this  century,  with 
all  these  accumulated  blessings  at  our  disposal.  That  is  the 
position  we  occupy,  possessing  all  the  advantages  of  mate¬ 
rial  progress  and  social  progress,  of  intellectual  progress 
and  of  the  Christian  progress  of  this  century  and  of  all  the 
centuries  that  have  passed.  Have  we  any  remnants  of  the 
old  condition  of  things  ?  Have  we  anything  to  remind  us 
that  we  once  possessed  less  freedom  and  less  advantages 
of  every  kind  than  we  have  to-day  ?  Yes ;  we  have  many 
things  to  remind  us  of  that,  and  there  is  nothing  that  is  cal¬ 
culated  to  remind  us  of  that  truth  more  forcibly  than  the 
fact  that  we  do  not  possess  to-day  a  full  measure,  a  full 
degree,  of  human  liberty.  There  is  nothing  more  calculated 
to  impress  that  fact  upon  the  mind  than  that  there  are 
differences  in  the  condition  of  free-born  British  subjects  in 
this  land  to-day. 

There  is  a  principle  the  violation  of  which  led  to  a 
great  war,  about  100  years  ago,  which  led  to  the 
erection  of  a  nation  and  the  dismemberment  of  an  empire, 
and  it  is  a  principle  that  meets  with  the  approbation 
of  every  British  citizen  on  the  face  of  the  globe— that 
is  the  principle  that  there  should  not  be  taxation  without 
representation.  Upon  that  distinct  and  particular  prin¬ 
ciple  the  American  colonies  revolted,  because  an  attempt 
was  made  to  tax  them  without  the  giving  them  representa¬ 
tion  in  the  British  Parliament.  Under  this  Franchise  Bill 
this  principle  will  have  no  consideration  to-day.  Is  there 
any  class  in  this  Dominion  that  will  pay  taxes  and  will 
not  have  representation  under  this  Bill  ?  Will  my  right 
hon.  friend  the  Premier  venture  to  say  that  tho  Bill  he  is 


population  of  the  Dominion  in  the  position  of  men  who  are 
taxed  without  representation  in  this  House  ?  He  will  not. 
This  Bill  violates  that  fundamental  principle  of  human 
liberty  ;  that  there  should  not  be  taxation  without  represen¬ 
tation  ;  because  there  is  not  a  man  in  the  Dominion  who 
does  not  pay  taxes,  who  does  not  contribute  to  the  revenue 
that  my  friend  the  Minister  of  Customs  collects.  Who  are 
tax-payers  with  us?  Every  man  who  uses]  a  pound  of 
tobacco  or  a  pound  of  coffee,  who  makes  use  of  any  article 
that  is  imported,  who  makes  use  of  any  article  that  is  ren¬ 
dered  dearer  by  its  importation,  is  a  tax-payer,  and  there  is 
not  a  man  in  the  Dominion  who  is  not  a  tax-payer  to-day. 
There  is  not  a  young  may  21  years  of  age,  whether  he  has 
a  vote  or  not,  that  does  not  contribute  some  dollars  to  the 
revenue  of  the  Dominion  every  year.  Last  year  the  taxation 
from  Custom  duties  was  SETS  per  head,  or  $22.50  per  head 
of  a  family  of  five.  There  is  not  a  young  man  in  this 
Dominion  who  does  not  pay  taxes,  direct  and  indirect, 
for  wo  must  add  to  tho  amount  that  is  paid  per  capita  50  per 
cent.,  being  the  increased  cost  of  the  article  before  it  reaches 
tho  consumer.  You  have  the  wholesale  dealer’s  profits 
assessed  upon  tho  duty,  and  the  retailer’s  profit  assessed  upon 
the  wholesale  dealer’s  profits  and  the  duty,  and  the  two 
amount  to  50  percent,  of  tho  original  cost;  so  that  there  is  not 
an  individual  in  Canada  who  does  not  pay  taxes  every  year  to  a 
considerable  amount,  and  that  individual  is  entitled  to  a  vote 
on  that  account.  The  Bill  imposes  a  great  injustice  upon  any 
free-born  British  subject  21  years  of  age  who  has  not  a  vote 
and  who  pays  taxes  into  the  Customs.  Will  we  be  told  that 
an  individual  who  has  to  pay  taxes  in  the  shape  of  Customs 
duties  upon  tho  goods  he  consumes,  has  no  direct  interostin 
the  policy  of  tho  Government,  and  should  have  no  voice  in 
its  policy  ?  I  hold  that  his  interest  is  almost  as  great  as  tho 
interest  of  any  other  man,  so  far  as  tho  value  of  taxes  is 
concerned,  because  this  Dominion  levies  no  direct  taxes ; 
the  tax  is  paid  in  the  shape  of  Customs  duties,  and 
all  who  pay  taxes  are  entitled  to  representation. 
All  men  should  have  a  vote,  all  freeborn  citizens 
should  have  a  vote,  for  a  higher  reason.  Is  there 
6uch  a  thing  as  an  inferior  race  ?  If  there  is,  the 
Anglo  Saxon  does  not  belong  to  it,  and  thoro  should  bo  no 
castes,  no  grades  among  Anglo-Saxons.  All  are  free-born, 
all  belong  to  a  noble  race,  all  have  the  advantages  of 
citizenship  and  of  our  common  school  system,  all  possess 
the  degree  of  intelligence  which  fits  thorn  for  the  duties  of 
citizenship,  all  stand  invested  with  the  rights  and  privileges 
and  dignity  of  manhood,  and  that  is  the  best  reason  for 
giving  them  a  vote.  No  other  reason  can  be  assigned  so 
great  as  this,  that  all  men  were  created  free  and  equal. 
The  bible  says  that  God  made  of  one  blood  all  nations  of 
men,  and  irj  another  place  it  says  that  God  made  man  a 
little  lower  than  the  angels,  not  one  a  little  higher  than  the 
other.  We  have  no  classes,  no  grados,  no  castes,  and  it  is 
an  injustice  for  the  Government  to  act  as  if  there  were 
castes,  as  if  some  were  pariahs,  and  others  were  fitted  for 
the  rights  of  citizenship.  Are  men  or  is  money  to  have  the 
right  to  vote  ?  If  one  hon.  gentleman  opposite  should  be 
qualified  to  vote  now,  and  a  reverse  should  overtake  him 
next  year,  and  he  could  not  qualify,  who  would  have  the 
vote  ?  It  must  be  the  money  ;  it  is  not  the  man,  because 
ho,  though  invented  With  his  manhood,  would  not  be  quali¬ 
fied,  unless  he  had  the  money  as  well.  Does  money  repre¬ 
sent  character?  I  do  not  think  it  does,  neces¬ 
sarily.  Does  money  represent  honesty?  I  do  not  think 
it  does.  Does  money  represent  independence  of  action  ? 
Does  it  represent  political  intelligence?  Can  there  be 
neither  character,  nor  honesty,  nor  independence  of  action, 
nor  thought,  nor  political  intelligence,  without  the  posses¬ 
sion  of  money  ?  ft  is  an  insult  to  manhood,  it  i3  an  insult 
to  man,  to  make  such  an  assertion,  and  the  man  who  is  des¬ 
titute  of  the  property  qualification  may  be  richer  in  those 


forcing  through  this  House  will  not  place  any  portion  of  the  qualities  of  character,  and  honesty  and  thought,  and  political 
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intelligence,  than  the  man  rolling  in  wealth — much  better 
fitted  than  the  man  who  has  property  enough  to  qualify  a 
hundred  men. 

What  is  the  poor  man’s  relations  to  the  State  ?  Has 
he  any  interest  in  the  State  if  he  has  not  a  little  money? 
Is  he  likely  to  be  destitute  of  love  of  country  unless  he 
has  $400  a  year?  Is  he  likely  to  be  destitute  of  pride 
n  his  native  land  unless  he  has  the  money  which  this  Bill  says 
shall  qualify  him  for  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  ?  He  has 
in  his  heart,  as  strong  as  you  or  I,  the  love  of  home,  be  it 
ever  so  humble,  the  love  of  family  the  love  of  country.  It 
is  the  land  of  his  birth  or  adoption,  it  is  his  own  home,  it  is 
his  children’s  home,  it  is  that  around  which  all  his  affections 
cling,  and  the  man  who  is  not  a  villain,  the  man  who  pos 
sesses  intelligence  and  average  honesty,  is  the  man  who  will 
take  an  interest  in  the  good  of  his  country  and  will 
seek  to  promote  it.  And  it  does  not  require  that  he 
should  have  a  few  dollars,  more  or  less.  He  has  that  love 
of  country,  and  that  pride  of  country,  and  that  pride  in 
the  history  of  his  country,  that  every  British  citizen  has,  a 
pride  that  will  lead  him  to  labor  and  to  hope  for,  and  to 
have  a  sincere  desire  for  the  good  of  that  country  in  every 
respect.  A  couple  of  stanzas,  written  by  Mrs.  Remans,  just 
occur  to  me.  In  “  The  Graves  of  England,”  she  imagines  a 
stranger  visiting  England,  and  asking  where  the  gi-eat  men 
of  England  are  buried,  where  those  who  are  worthy  of 
rememberance  have  their  graves,  and  the  individual  who  is 
supposed  to  be  interrogated,  thus  replies  : 

“The  warlike  of  the  isles, 

The  men  of  sea  and  wave, 

Are  not  the  rocks  their  funeral  piles, 

The  seas  and  shores  their  grave  ? 

“  Go,  stranger!  track  the  deep, 

Free,  free,  the  white  sail  spread, 

Wave  may  not  foam,  nor  wild  wind  sweep, 

Where  rest  not  England’s  dead.” 

Yes,  they  sleop  on  every  shore,  thoy  slumber  beneath  the 
waves  of  every  sea,  they  have  laid  down  their  lives  in  every 
clime  under  heaven  to  promote  England’s  glory' and  to 
ensure  her  triumph  ;  and  these  men,  who  have  given  their 
lives  to  uphold  the  glory  of  England,  and  to  push  forward 
the  glorious  career  of  their  native  land,  are  to  be  held  under 
our  system  incapable  of  voting  unless  they  possess  an  income 
of  $400  a  year.  I  scout  the  idea  that  money  is  required  to 
make  any  free-born  British  subject  worthy  to  exercise  the 
franchise.  The  poor  man’s  labors,  are  they  in  any  degree 
essential  to  the  prosperity  of  the  State,  oVen  if  he  does  not 
possess  money  ?  What  function  does  the  poor  man  possess 
in  building  up  the  State  ?  If  he  labors  in  the  field,  in  this 
Dominion  of  Canada,  does  he  not  labor  for  and  add  to  the 
greatness  of  the  State.  Take  the  broad  expanse  .of  field  and 
meadow,  take  the  improvements  and  the  farm  buildings  and 
the  beautiful  homesteads,  and  how  are  these  created  ?  They 
are  created  by  labor,  and  by  labor  alone.  And  the  men  who 
labor  in  our  forests  and  in  our  fields,  no  matter  how  humble 
may  be  the  capacity  in  which  they  labor,  aro  intimately 
associated  with  the  prosperity  and  growth  of  the  State  ; 
they  are  the  pillars  of  the  State,  they  are  the  foundation 
upon  which  the  prosperity  of  the  State  rests,  and  to 
refuse  to  give  to  these  men  a  part  in  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  affairs  of  the  country  is  a  grievous 
wrong.  And  in  the  workshop,  too,  they  perform  their 
functions  as  the  most  important  of  the  creators  of  wealth 
and  prosperity.  What  has  labor  created,  or,  you  might  say, 
what  has  labor  not  created  ?  It  has  created  all  things. 
There  is  nothing  to-day  that  marks  the  difference  between 
our  condition  and  the  condition  of  primitive  man  that  is  not 
the  result  of  labor,  whether  it  is  city  or  cultivated  field,  or 
railroad,  or  steamship,  or  workshop,  or  work  of  art,  or  the 
fabrics  of  commerce  ;  there  is  nothing  that  pertains  to  civili¬ 
sation  and  characterises  civilisation  that  has  not  been 
created  by  labor.  It  is  labor  that  marks  the  difference 
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between  the  cultivated  man  of  the  nineteenth  century  and 
the  Savage  of  primitive  ages.  Do  we  propose  to  invest 
labor  with  the  dignity  that  belongs  to  it  ?  No  ;  we  propose 
that  the  man  shall  not  be  judged  by  his  manhood,  not  by 
the  principle  that,  being  a  free-born  BritisH  subject,  he  shall 
be  entitled  to  a  voice  in  the  affairs  of  the  nation,  but  be 
must  have  a  certain  amount  of  money,  and  the  money  must 
vote  for  him,  and  if  be  lose  the  money  the  vote  is  lost.  Has 
not  the  poor  man  a  great  interest  in  the  State  ?  Suppose 
the  State  imposes  unjust  tariff  laws,  as  we  have  done,  does  it 
not  affect  the  interest  of  the  poor  man  ?  It  affects  his 
interest  as  much  as  the  interest  of  the  rich  man.  It  affects 
it  to  a  greater  degree,  because  the  unjust  tax  may  be  a  far 
greater  burden  on  the  poor  than  on  the  rich  man,  who  may 
not  feel  it  as  much.  In  unjust  tariff  laws  the  poor  man- has 
a  direct  and  intimate  interest  in  the  State,  as  well  as  a 
great  interest  in  the  State,  and  he  is  entitled  to  a 
voice  in  the  affairs  of  the  State.  We  cherish  the  liberty 
of  the  press  in  this  country.  We  cherish  it  wisely. 
It  is  one  of  the  bulwarks  of  British  liberty.  Is  the  poor 
mao  interested  in  the  liberty  of  the  press  ?  Sir,  there  is  not 
a  citizen  of  the  broad  empire,  there  is  not  a  citizen  of 
Canada,  who  is  not  just  as  much  interested  in  the  liberty  of 
the  press  as  you  or  I  are.  But  the  Government,  in  which  they 
have  no  voice,  may  attack  that  liberty,  and  the  man  who  is, 
above  all  others,  the  most  interested  in  preserving  that 
liberty  of  the  press,  may  be  powerless  to  defend  that  great 
right,  because  he  is  not  in  possession  of  the  franchise.  We 
havo  liberty  of  conscience.  Every  man  thinks  as  he  pleases. 
Every  man  can  express  his  opinions.  We  have  freedom  of 
worship.  Wo  are  not  compelled  to  worship  accord¬ 
ing  to  any  particular  creod.  Wo  may  worship  in 
the  Catholic  church,  we  may  worship  in  the  Pro¬ 
testant  churches,  or  we  need  not  worship  at  all. 
We  may  be  agnostics  or  Christians.  We  have  free¬ 
dom  of  conscience  and  freedom  of  worship,  and  the  poor 
man  has  as  much  interest  in  these  great  blessings  as  the 
rich  man.  It  is  something  that  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the 
poor  man,  as  well  as  of  every  other  citizen  of  the  State,  to 
preserve,  if  we  deny  him  the  franchise,  we  take  from  the 
poor  man  the  power  he  ought  to  possess  to  enable  him  to 
conserve  this  great  right  as  well  as  others, 

it  is  very  important  that  the  country  should  be 
properly  governed.  A  reckless  or  an  incompetent  Admin¬ 
istration  may  plunge  a  country  into  war,  may  pile 
upon  that  country  much  debt,  and  may  visit  it  with  great 
and  grievous  ills,  and  the  poor  man,  above  all  others,  is 
liable  to  suffer  from  the  ills  that  war  would  produce.  Ho 
is  liable,  above  all  others,  to  be,  perhaps,  conscripted  and 
dragged  to  the  battle  field,  and  forced  to  fight  in  a  war 
brought  on  by  the  action  of  the  Administration  with  which 
he  had  nothing  to  do,  and  could  not  exercise  his  rights  as  a 
free  man,  in  any  degree  or  sense,  to  control  or  modify  it.  In 
this  respect  the  poor  man’s  interest  in  the  State  is  an  inti¬ 
mate  one,  and  one  which  ought  to  be  respected.  We  have 
in  this  country  popular  education.  Liberal  grants  are  made 
to  our  educational  system,  and  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
of  this  country  are  the  most  intimately  interested  in  that 
system  of  popular  education.  It  is  to  their  interest  that  it 
should  be  kept  up,  that  the  grants  for  the  purpose  should 
not  be  diminished.  It  is  to  their  interest  that  the  efficiency 
of  the  school  system  shall  not  be  in  any  degree  diminished, 
and  we  deny  to  the  class  that  are  most  interested  in  that 
popular  and  free  education  the  power  to  exercise  any 
influence  by  their  votes,  or  by  political  influence  to  conserve 
and  preserve  the  educational  institutions  of  the  country. 
The  State  may  enact  unjust  and  oppressive  laws— I  do  not 
know  that  there  is  any  danger  of  its  doing  so,  but  it  may 
do  so.  It  may  enact  laws  in  the  highest  degree  oppressive  ; 
it  may  even  enact  laws  that  will  take  from  a  subjest  his 
liberty,  that  will  take  from  a  subject  his  property.  And 
yet  the  subjects  that  these  laws  may  affect  are  to  have  no 
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voice  in  the  affairs  of  the  country,  no  vote  for  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  people  in  Parliament,  no  influence,  direct 
or  remote,  upon  the  legislation  of  the  country,  although 
they  are  equally  affected  by  this  legislation.  Their  interests 
in  the  legislation  are  as  great  as  any  class  of  people  in  the 
country.  I  will  take  the  liberty  of  readfog  to  you  from 
Mill  one  or  two  extracts  with  regard  to  this  matter  of  the 
exercise  of  the  suffrage  by  the  people.  (The  hon.  gentlemen 
read  several  extracts  from  Mill).  So  the  writer  takes  the 
ground  that  neither  the  ordinary  test  of  intelligence,  nor 
a  property  qualification,  should  be  required,  but  that 
all  who  are  under  tho  obligations  of  the  law  should 
have  a  voice  in  making  the  law.  Now,  Sir,  another 
interest,  every  man  has  in  the  State  is  his  interest 
in  that  great  heritage  of  all,  the  public  domain.  There  is 
not  a  man  in  this  country  who  has  not  an  interest  in  our 
public  domain ;  it  is  the  heritage  of  all  the  people  of 
Canada.  There  is  not  a  man  in  this  Dominion  who  is  not 
affected  by  the  management  of  the  public  domain.  He  has 
a  direct  property  interest,  as  a  member  of  the  State,  in  that 
property  which  belongs  to  tho  State.  Now,  in  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  that  great  heritage  I  believe  that  in  the  past 
mistakes  have  been  made;  I  believe  that  in  the  future  mis¬ 
takes  are  liable  to  be  made,  and  where  the  mistakes  are 
made  they  are  sure  to  be  made  against  the  interests  of  the 
poor  man.  If  a  colonisation  company  is  organised,  it  is  not 
organised  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor  man.  If  lands  are 
withheld  from  settlement  it  is  not  for  the  benefit 
of  the  poor  man.  Whatever  land  regulations  we 
may  have  had  in  the  past,  whatever  land  regulations  we  are 
likely  to  have  in  tho  future,  in  so  far  as  they  are  divergent 
from  tho  policy  that  ought  to  have  been  pursued,  they 
have  been  made  in  favor  of  the  rich  and  against  the 
poor.  And  for  that  reason  every  man  in  this  Dominion 
should  have  a  voice  in  the  Government  that  controls 
that  great  heritage  of  millions  of  acres  of  land  in  the 
North-West,  that  is  to  be  the  home  of  the 
poor  of  this  country,  and  of  their  children.  He 
has  an  interest  in  the  great  heritage  of  the  people,  the 
public  lands. 

He  has  another  interest.  Tho  Government  may  subsidise 
corporations  and  invest  them  with  power  to  plunder 
the  Treasury  and  trample  on  the  rights  of  the  people. 
If  a  Government  so  far  forgets  its  duty  as  to  be  guilty  of 
this,  does  not  that  act  affect  the  interests  of  the  poor,  and  of 
every  man  in  Canada  ?  It  certainly  does.  And  we  have 
an  instance  of  that.  We  have  an  instance  in  the  Govern¬ 
ment  subsidising  a  corporation  and  investing  it  with  power 
to  plunder  the  Treasury  and  trample  on  the  rights  of  the 
people  of  the  country.  In  the  North-West  to  day,  the  peo¬ 
ple  have  not  the  privilege  of  using  their  own  money  and 
deciding  where  to  build  a  railway.  If  they  attempt  a  rival 
line  against  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  monopoly,  the 
Government  here  would  disallow  the  Bill.  It  has  estab¬ 
lished  a  great  corporation,  has  taken  upon  its  back  an  old 
man  of  the  sea,  and  given  it  power  to  endanger  the  liberties 
of  the  people  of  the  North-West.  The  Government  have 
invested  the  company  with  power  to  enable  it  to  squander 
millions  of  the  money  of  Canada,  and  there  is  not  a  man  in 
the  Dominion,  twenty-one  years  of  age,  who  has  not  a  direct 
interest  in  that  matter,  if  he  has  any  regard  for  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  country  or  of  his  posterity.  All  these  are 
reasons  why  we  should  invest  every  man  of  twenty  one 
years  of  age,  and  a  British  subject,  who  is  not  an 
idiot,  a  pauper  or  a  criminal,  with  the  right  of  the  suffrage, 
because  those  men  stand  on  a  common  platform  with  the 
rich,  and  their  interest  in  the  State  is  almost  in  every 
respect,  equal  to  that  of  rich  men.  The  most  sacred  interests 
are  those  which  we  possess  in  common  with  all  other  men, 
and  it  is  clearly  an  act  of  injustice  to  deny  them  the  right 
to  vote  for  representatives  to  the  House  of  Commons. 


The  Government  may  do  other  things  not  in  the  interest 
of  the  public.  It  may  squander  the  public  money,  not  in 
the  public  interest,  but  to  support  candidates  in  various 
counties.  The  Government  have  done  that  to  some  extent. 
It  may  do  that  on  the  eve  of  an  election,  by  organising  300 
or  400  colonisation  companies  and  making  those  investing 
in  them  the  political  friends  of  the  Government.  It  may 
do  that  by  a  system  of  issuing  timber  licenses,  by  issuing 
coal  and  pasture  lands.  On  many  occasions  useless  grants 
for  public  works  have  been  made  in  ridings,  which  were 
not  in  the  public  interest,  but  which  were  made  for  the 
purpose  of  strengthening  the  hands  of  Government  nominees. 
If  so,  the  Government  are  doing  something  as  much 
opposed  to  the  interest  of  the  poor  man  as  of  the  rich  man, 
and  every  citizen  has  as  much  right  to  express  his  condem¬ 
nation  of  colonisation  land  grants,  or  any  other  policy 
calculated  to  sap  the  independence  of  Parliament.  In  all 
the  highest  functions  of  government,  in  the  preservation  of 
liberty,  in  the  making  of  laws  which  have  to  go  down  to 
posterity,  and  in  regard  to  all  other  functions,  the  poor  man 
has  as  much  interest  as  the  rich  man.  The  poor  man  is 
equally  proud  of  his  country  with  the  rich  man,  and 
desires  to  see  it  prosper  and  be  blessed  with  good  laws  ; 
and  I  repeat  that  in  all  the  high  functions  of  government 
the  poor  man  is  interested  with  the  rich  man  in  having 
those  functions  properly  discharged.  It  may  be  true  that 
property  qualification  should  be  applied  in  municipal  elec¬ 
tions,  where  a  direct  vote  is  taken  for  taxation  purposes.  I 
do  not  go  so  far,  as  an  advocate  of  universal  suffrage,  as  to 
say  that  in  municipalities  the  man  who  pays  no  taxes 
should  have  the  right  to  vote  for  a  measure  to  impose  taxes 
on  thepeop'e  ;  but  in  broad,  national  matters,  all  have  nearly 
equal  interest,  and  they  should  have  an  equal  voice  in  the 
affairs  of  State.  It  will  not  be  asserted  that  the  poor  man 
is  not  as  patriotic  as  the  rich  man  ;  it  would  be  insulting  to 
the  poor  man  to  make  that  assertion.  Is  the  poor  man  not 
as  ready  to  give  his  life  in  the  national  defence  ?  The 
great  majority  of  those  who  come  forward  in  times  of  dan¬ 
ger  are  poor  men  ;  and  those  who  are  patriotic  and 
desirous  of  promoting  the  interest  of  the  country  should 
bo  invested  with  tho  evidence  and  safeguard  of  lib¬ 
erty— tho  franchise.  When  the  Dnited  States  Government 
liberated  millions  of  slaves,  although  it  was  not  claimed 
that  the  negroes  were  thoroughly  well  qualified  for  the 
exercise  of  the  franchise,  yet  it  was  given  to  them,  because 
it  was  thought  they  could  not  hold  their  liberty  unless  they 
had  the  full  responsibility  of  freemen,  and  had  the  right  to 
exercise  the  franchise.  If  that  franchise  was  the  indispen- 
sible  accompaniment  of  the  liberty  of  the  black,  if  that 
was  a  sound  principle  in  the  United  Slates,  surely  it  should 
be  a  sound  principle  here.  If  the  evidence  and  accompani¬ 
ment  of  liberty  there  was  the  vote  to  the  negro,  surely  it 
should  be  given  to  the  free-born  British  subjects  of  twenty- 
one  years. 

Another  argument  in  favor  of  universal  suffrage  is  this  : 
That  the  broader  the  basis  upon  which  the  institution  of 
any  Government  rests  the  more  security  those  institutions 
possess.  The  broad  basis  is  the  better  basis  than  the  narrow 
one ;  and  the  whole  population  invested  with  tho 
franchise  gives  the  broad  basis,  which  means  security. 
The  hon,  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies),  in  the 
course  of  his  remarks,  referred  to  tho  case  of  the  United 
States  during  the  civil  war.  Ho  gave  an  extract  from  Mr. 
Gladstone’s  speech,  with  respect  to  the  great  influence 
exercised  in  that  struggle  by  the  fact  that  all  the  inhabi¬ 
tants  in  the  United  States  possessed  the  franchise.  I 
believe  that  Mr.  Gladstone’s  opinion  is  right,  whon 
he  declares  that  the  United  States  would  not  have 
preserved  the  Union  if  there  had  been  restricted  franchises 
in  that  country.  But  when  the  institutions  of  the  country 
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were  imperilled,  when  Fort  Sumpter  was  attacked,  every 
man  in  the  North  felt  he  was  individually  interested 
in  the  struggle ;  that  it  affected  a  country  in  which  he  was  a 
citizen ;  that  he  was  one  of  the  citizens  who  formed  the 
State,  and  his  interest  was  as  great  as  that  of  any 
other  man  in  the  State ;  and  in  consequence  ot  that 
feeling  pervading  the  entire  mass  of  the  American 
population,  that  great  struggle  was  inaugurated,  sustained 
and  carried  through  in  those  years  of  trial  to  a 
triumphant  consummation  ;  and  standing  in  my  place  here, 
I  do  not  believe  that  there  is  any  other  free  country  in  the 
world  that  would  have  gono  through  that  struggle  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  United  States,  simply  for  the  reason 
that  there  is  no  free  Stato  in  the  world  that  has 
laid  the  basis  of  its  constitution  on  so  broad  a  ground 
as  the  whole  people,  all  possessing  the  franchise, 
all  possessing  equal  rights,  no  man  possessing  privileges  in 
the  country  superior  to  those  possessed  by  the  meanest 
citizen  in  the  country. 

Now,  there  can  bo  no  doubt  that  the  possession  of 
the  franchise  educates  and  elevates.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  that  a  man  invested  with  the  franchise  will  take 
a  greater  interest  in  public  affairs  than  if  he  were  not; 
that  he  will  become  a  more  intelligent  man,  better  fitted  to 
exercise  the  rights  of  citizenship,  and  will  acquire  a  degree 
of  education  and  familiarity  with  public  affairs  which  will 
enable  him  properly  and  judiciously  to  exercise  the  right 
with  which  he  is  invested.  I  shall  ask  the  privilege  of 
reading  an  extract  on  this  subject  from  that  greatest  of 
political  thinkers  of  this  age,  John  Stuart  Mill.  (The  hon. 
gentleman  here  read  from  an  article  on  the  Extension  of  the 
Suffrage,  pages  66  and  71.)  I  hold  that,  if  we  are  to  tako 
on  ourselves  the  regulation  of  the  franchise  for  this 
Dominion,  we  will  not  act  the  part  of  wisdom  if  we 
do  not  move  forward  with  the  spirit  of  the  age. 
We  have  a  great  nation  near  us,  that  must  exert  a  greater  or 
less  influence  on  our  affairs,  and  the  fact  that  that  nation, 
with  its  55,000,000  of  inhabitants,  has  universal  suffrage,  will 
have  a  most  potent  influence  upon  us.  Any  attempt  we  may 
make  to  fix  a  franchise  that  comes  short  of  universal  suffrage 
will  be  an  arrangement  of  a  temporary  character.  If  we 
adopt  the  franchise  based  upon  this  Bill  it  will  not  bo  a 
permanent  franchise  ;  it  will  only  be  a  short  time  until  popu¬ 
lar  pressure  and  popular  demand  will  insist  on  the  extension 
of  that  franchise  to  the  degree  of  universal  suffrage.  If  we 
insist  on  a  Dominion  franchise  we  may  as  well  accept  the 
inevitable  now  ;  if  wo  wish  to  delay  the  adoption  of  univer¬ 
sal  suffrage  we  should  leave  the  matter  with  the  Provinces. 
Even  admitting  that  evils  attend  universal  suffrage,  which  I 
deny,  I  hold  that  the  evils  of  the  system  we  are  about  to 
introduce  will  prove  to  be  much  greater  than  any  evil  that 
could  attend  the  adoption  of  universal  suffrage.  The  mea¬ 
sure  before  us  is  going  to  introduce  a  franchise  different 
from  the  franchises  that  now  exist  in  the  various 
Provinces.  It  is  a  measure  that  is  going  to  place 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government  a  power  which  may 
be  exercised,  not  in  the  public  interest,  but  the 
interest  of  a  party;  it  is  a  measure  that  will  place 
upon  this  country  the  necessity  of  incurring  a  heavy  outlay 
in  working  it;  it  is  a  measure  that  will  create  confusion  in 
the  minds  of  the  electors,  and  men  will  be  years  in  becoming 
accustomed  to  the  change;  it  is  a  measure  that  will  admit 
to  the  privilege  of  voting  a  class  of  people,  the  Indians, 
who  ought  not  to  bo  admitted,  whilo  it  will  exclude 
thousand  upon  thousands  who  now  possess  tho  franchise  in 
the  Provinces.  It  is  a  measure  entirely  uncalled  lor ;  none 
of  the  Provinces  have  asked  for  it,  and  the  great  majority 
of  the  people  of  this  Dominion  do  not  desire  it,  and 
would  vote  against  it  if  it  were  submitted  to  them.  For 
all  these  reasons,  if  we  are  to  take  the  step  of  making  this 
constitutional  change,  to  remove  the  control  of  the  franchise 
from  the  Provinces,  we  should  certainly  make  the  franchise 
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as  liberal  as  the  provisions  in  the  most  liberal  Province  in 
this  Dominion.  We  should  adopt  a  franchise  that  would 
not  disfranchise  one  voter  in  this  Dominion,  that  would  not 
create  discontent  in  any  part  of  the  Dominion,  that  would 
recognise  in  the  broadest  sense  the  principle  of  human 
liberty,  and  the  right  of  every  citizen  who  contributes  to 
tho  State,  in  tho  form  of  taxes,  to  have  a  voice  in  public 
affairs  ;  and  if  we  recognise  these  broad  principles,  which 
are  recognised  to-day  in  the  United  States,  in  Germany,  in 
Austria,  and  substantially  in  Great  Britain,  as  well  as  in 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  some  other  Provinces  of  this 
Dominion,  and  if  we  act  the  part  of  wisdom,  we  shall  accept 
the  amendment  of  my  hon,  friend  from  Northumberland. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  In  discussing  this  question 
for  a  short  time,  I  shall  glance  for  a  few  moments  at  the 
surrounding  circumstances,  more  particularly  as  they  affect 
the  Province  I  have  the  honor  to  represent.  If  I  had  my  indi¬ 
vidual  choice  I  should  still  prefer  the  ground  taken  from  the 
first,  that  we  should  maintain  in  the  separate  Provinces  the 
franchises  to  which  those  Provinces  are  accustomed.  When 
we  remember  that  three  of  the  Provinces  have  felt  it  to  bo 
their  interest  to  extend  the  suffrage  to  the  widest  possible 
degree,  and  that  those  Provinces  have  found  that  suffrage 
to  work  satisfactorily,  after  a  lengthened  experience,  it 
occurs  to  me  that  any  system  that  we  adopt  which  will  have 
the  effect  of  restricting  tho  privilege  of  voting  in  any  of 
those  Provinces  will  be  inacceptable,  from  the  simple  fact 
that  you  always  find  the  difficulty  in  taking  from  any 
portion  of  the  community  a  privilege  they  have  heretofore 
enjoyed,  I  should  have  been  pleased  to  have  seen  any 
principle  adopted  that  would  have  left  those  Provinces  that 
have  aleady  adopted  manhood  suffrage  in  possession  of  that 
boon,  and  I  think  that  if  the  supporters  of  the  Government 
were  free  to  express  their  sentiments,  without  those  trammels 
which  are  imposed  on  them  by  party  allegiance,  I  think 
those  gentlemen  would  say  that  the  franchise  they  at 
present  enjoy  is  best  suited  to  their  particular  wants,  and 
therefore  I  feel  that  it  is  in  some  ways  a  questionable 
expedient  to  endeavor  to  apply  the  principle  of  manhood 
suffrage  to  some  of  the  Provinces  who  have  strong  feelings 
of  repugnance  against  it.  From  the  expressions  which 
have  fallen  from  tho  supporters  of  the  Government  from 
the  Province  of  Quebec — it  is  true  they  have  not  been  very 
numerous,  I  regret  to  say — I  gather  that  the  representatives 
of  that  Province  are  disinclined  to  see  the  basis  of  repre¬ 
sentation  broadened  to  the  extent  that  this  resolution  pro¬ 
poses  ;  and  while  we  are  bound  to  respect  the  feelings  and 
perhaps  the  prejudices  of  that  particular  Province,  it  is  for 
that  reason  that  I  hesitate  to  become  an  advocate  for 
thrusting  upon  those  people  a  franchise  which  they  per¬ 
haps  feel  that  their  people  are  not  ripe  for.  This  is  another 
strong  argument  why  it  will  be  found  impracticable  to  have 
anything  like  an  effective  administration  of  one  franchise 
for  tho  whole  Dominion.  Speaking  for  the  Province 
with  which  I  am  more  intimately  connected,  I  con¬ 
fess,  without  hesitation,  that  after  the  discussion  which  has 
taken  place  in  our  Local  Legislature  I  would  have  preferred 
to  have  applied  to  my  own  Province  the  result  of  the  labors 
of  the  Local  Legislature,  as  developed  in  the  last  fran¬ 
chise  Act  of  Ontario,  than  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell).  Not  that 
I  am  apprehensive  of  the  working  out  of  manhood  suffrage 
in  my  own  Province  ;  far  from  it,  but  because  I  think  any 
individual  who  calmly  considers  tho  effect  of  the  provincial 
franchise,  shortly  coming  into  force  in  Ontario,  will  agree 
with  me  in  saying  that  in  its  broad  and  general  prin¬ 
ciple  it  is  virtually  almost  manhood  suffrage.  Let  me 
take  a  passing  glance  at  the  provisions  of  tho  Ontario  Act 
and  see  what  they  really  are,  because  I  believe  that  hon. 
members  have  not  really  considered  the  divergencies 
between  that  Act  and  the  Bill  proposed  to  night.  Practi- 
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eally,  the  application  of  the  Ontario  franchise  is  manhood 
suffrage,  with  the  proviso  that,  in  one  form  or  anothei’,  all 
these  parties  will  be  entered  on  the  assessment  rolls  of  the 
various  municipalities.  I  need  not  refer  specially  to  the  pro¬ 
perty  qualification,  but  will  speak  more  particularly  of  the 
land-owners’  sons  and  the  wage  earners  and  the  income  class. 
In  these  respects  the  Ontario  Act  is  very  broad  in  its  appli¬ 
cation  ;  “  householder”  covers  every  individual  who  is  an  occu¬ 
pant  of  a  dwelling  house,  without  regard  to  valuation  and  quali¬ 
fication;  “land-owner”  covers  not  only  owners,  but  ten¬ 
ants  of  property,  and  all  their  sons  at  home.  Those  and 
the  personal  and  income  qualification  of  $250  are  wide 
enough  to  include,  practically,  those  who  are  disfran¬ 
chised  under  the  Dominion  Act,  and  to  whom  reference 
has  so  often  been  made,  the  volunteers  who  are  to  day 
fighting  the  battles  of  their  country.  The  result  of  these 
varied  qualifications  in  the  Ontario  Act  is  this,  that  practically 
the  Act  takes  in  almost  every  citizen  of  that  Province,  with 
this  advantage,  that  we  have  the  guarantee  he  has  a  certain 
local  standing  by  his  being  placed  on  those  assessment  rolls, 
either  as  a  wage-earner  or  property  owner’s  son,  or  for 
income  tax.  In  this  respect,  this  is  a  much  broader  basis 
than  the  basis  provided  by  the  JBlil  under  consideration 
by  this  House.  The  provisions  of  that  section  of  the  Act - 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  going  beyond 
the  question.  The  amendment  before  the  House  and  the 
clause  of  the  Bill  to  which  it  refers  is  what  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  must  confine  himself  to. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  merely  contrasting 
the  proposal  to  substitute  manhood  suffrage  for  the  arrange¬ 
ment  proposed  in  this  clause. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  hoard  what 
I  said,  and  will  govern  himself  accordingly. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth.)  I  presume  I  will  be  in  order  in 
referring  to  the  provisions  of  the  Dominion  law,  as  covered 
by  this  section.  1  do  not  think  that  they  are  quite  as  wide  as 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  have  us  believe.  If  we  would 
accept  the  statements  interjected  by  the  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  by  way  of  interruption  to  speakers  on  this  side, 
we  would  be  led  to  believe  that  the  proposed  Dominion. 
Act  is  a  very  wide  extension  on  the  franchise  as  at 
present  enjoyed  in  Ontario.  I  confess  in  some  respects  it  is 
an  enlargement.  It  is  an  enlargement  in  this  respect,  that 
it  will  reduce  the  property  qualification  in  cities  and  towns 
from  $400  to  $300,  and  in  rural  districts  from  $200  to  $150. 
I  has  applied  the  old  principle  of  farmers’  sons’  franchise 
to  property  owners  both  in  cities  and  rural  districts  ;  but  in 
that  respect  it  is  limited  compared  with  the  Ontario  Act, 
because  it  provides  the  old  restrictions  that  exist  in  the 
Ontario  law,  namely,  that  these  sons  shall  be  only  qualified 
provided  the  property  divided  would  give  each  individual 
a  property  valuation  of  $300  or  $  150.  That  is  quite  a 
limitation  of  what  is  apparently  an  extension  of  the  suff¬ 
rage  in  that  direction.  Again,  the  income  qualification  is 
limited  to  $400  per  annum.  I  do  not  know  what  it  may  be 
in  the  Province  of  British  Columbia,  because  in  those  western 
Provinces  $400  does  represent  as  earnings  more  than  the 
same  value  in  the  older  Provinces,  and  it  is  just  possible 
that  an  income  of  $400  might  cover  a  very  large  wage-earn¬ 
ing  class  in  British  Columbia  and  in  some  parts  of  Manitoba. 
But  in  the  older  Provinces  this  income  franchise  of  $400  will 
exclude  a  great  number  of  very  desirable  citizens,  many  of 
our  mechanics  and  wage-earners,  not  to  speak  of  our  school 
teachers,  intelligent  people  earning  from  $300  to  $350  per 
annum.  I  admit  that  there  is  a  wide  extension  in  giving  a 
vote  to  very  tenant  at  $2  a  month  in  a  city,  but  I  do  not 
think  this  will  bring  within  the  range  of  the  Act  as  desir¬ 
able  a  class  as  would  have  been  brought  within  it  if  the 
income  franchise  had  been  reduced  from  $100  to  $250.  I 
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can  see  no  object  in  extending  the  franchise  to  a  class  pay¬ 
ing  only  $2  a  month,  and  occupying  only  miserable  hovels 
or  tenements  in  cities  and  towns,  and  refusing  it  to  a  large 
number  of  persons  earning  less  than  $400  otherwise  well 
qualified  to  vote.  Another  extension  under  this  Act,  to  those 
who  have  not  exercised  the  franchise  before,  is  that  which 
gives  the  vote  to  Custom  house  and  Excise  officers,  and  I  do 
not  think  that  an  extension  in  that  direction  is  likely 
to  prove  beneficial.  I  do  not  care  how  independent  a 
man’s  thought  or  feeling,  the  fact  that  he  is  an  employe 
of  the  Government  and  is  dependent  upon  his  superior  offi¬ 
cers  for  his  position,  though  he  may  hold  it  during  good 
behavior,  doos  not  put  him  in  a  position  to  vote  freely  and 
independently,  as  he  otherwise  would.  I  have  already 
referred  to  the  objectionable  extension  of  the  franchise  to 
Indians,  and  I  cannot  understand  the  reason  for  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  this  clause,  unless  on  the  supposition  which  has 
been  mentioned  that  they  are  entirely  under  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  The  amount  of  $100  of  income  may  take  in  a  large 
section  in  British  Columbia,  but  will  exclude  a  large  section 
in  the  older  Provinces.  Though  you  may  have  nominal  uni¬ 
formity,  you  cannot  have  practical  uniformity.  I  think  it 
would  be  far  better  to  adopt  manhood  suffrage  at  once,  and 
for  that  as  applied  to  the  Dominion  you  have  had  a  great 
deal  of  encouragement.  Wo  deal  less  with  property  and 
civil  rights  than  the  respective  Provincial  Legislatures. 
I  believe  that  every  class  in  this  Dominion,  without  regard 
to  the  social  position  they  occupy,  will,  if  combined  in  a 
general  system  of  manhood  suffrage,  bring  to  bear  upon  the 
community  at  large,  through  the  expression  of  their  senti¬ 
ments  upon  the  representatives  they  elect,  and  do  agreat  deal 
of  benefit  in  building  up  this  community.  Thero  are  some 
social  questionsof  vast  importance  that  only  men  outsido  th© 
present  parties  can  take  up  and  comprehend.  I  rofer  to 
those  various  questions  that  are  pressing  more  and  more 
every  season  upon  this  and  other  Legislatures,  relative  to  the 
position  of  labor  and  capital.  Wo  have  seen,  in  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  Ontario,  that  the  interest  of  the  mechanic  has  boon 
recognised  by  the  extended  principle  that  the  laws  were 
made  to  protect  him  in  his  earnings  against  the  property 
holder,  who  might  have  been,  for  the  time  being,  his  em¬ 
ployer.  And  will  any  gentleman  tell  mo  that  this  class,  be¬ 
cause  they  do  not  happen  to  be  represented  in  the  way  of 
occupation  of  property  or  holders  of  real  estate,  should  not 
have  a  voice  in  saying  who  shall  make  the  laws  and  who 
shall  administer  them  as  applied  to  the  Dominion  ?  In  that 
respect  we  may  profitably  glance  at  the  attitude  of  the 
Conservative  party  in  the  Province  of  Ontarjo.  That 
party  has  a  wide  and  strong  influence  in  the  Province. 
Although  for  the  time  being  they  do  not  control  the  Local 
Legislature,  no  man  can  deny  that  the  Conservative  party 
is  a  power  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Last  Session  this 
question  of  manhood  suffrage  came  up  in  the  Local  Legis¬ 
lature,  and  how  do  we  find  the  leader  of  the  Conservative 
Opposition,  Mr.  Meredith,  expressing  himself  on  that 
occasion  ?  I  find  a  report  of  his  speech  in  the  Mail  news¬ 
paper,  from  which  I  will  read.  (The  hon.  gentleman  read 
the  report  of  Mr.  Meredith’s  speech  on  the  subject-  of  man¬ 
hood  suffrage,  in  which  he  unreservedly  advocated  and 
offered  an  amendment  in  favor  of  it  in  the  Ontario 
Legislature.)  Now,  bear  in  mind  that  these  words  were 
spoken  by  Mr.  Meredith  in  the  face  of  a  Franchise  Bill 
that  will  become  law  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  on  the 
1st  of  next  January.  Gentlemen  here  tell  us  that  the 
Dominion  Act  does  not  exclude  our  volunteers,  that  are 
fighting  our  battles  in  the  North-West.  But,  Sir,  Mr. 
Meredith,  in  the  face  of  the  fact  that  he  know  what  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  that  Ontario  Act  were,  distinctly  declared  that 
even  with  the  broad  provisions  of  that  Act,  a  young  man 
was  still  excluded  from  having  a  conti’ol  or  say  in  the 
affairs  of  his  .country.  Yet  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  tell 
us  that  an  Act  which  is  far  more  restrictive  than  the 
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Ontario  Act  gives  to  these  men  that  representation  which 
Mr.  Meredith  says  was  denied  in  the  provincial  Act.  I 
say  there  could  be  no  more  convincing  proof  than  Mr. 
Meredith’s  own  statement,  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  not  considered  the  Bill  before  the  House  ;  they  have 
not  considered  the  limitations  and  restrictions  that  are 
imposed  upon  the  young  men  of  this  country  by  that  Act. 
If  this  Bill  is  as  broad  as  they  claim  it  is,  where  would  have 
been  the  necessity,  when  Mr.  Meredith  was  speaking  of  an 
Act  still  broader,  to  use  the  language  I  have  just  quoted  ? 
If  Mr.  Meredith  had  been  discussing  an  Act  such  as  we  are 
discussing  to-night,  he  would  have  said  that  it  was  an  utter 
fraud  on  the  rising  men  of  the  community  to  say  that  it 
gave  them  rights  and  privileges  to  say  who  shall  make  and 
administer  the  laws  of  the  country.  In  the  course  of  his 
remarks  Mr.  Meredith  further  declared  that  this  was  a 
democratic  country,  socially  and  politically,  and  that  the  fran¬ 
chise  should  be  based  on  the  broadest  possible  lines,  so  that 
every  man  who  was  a  good  citizen  should  have  a  voice  in  pub¬ 
lic  affairs ;  and  that  hon.  gentleman  placed  himself  on  record 
by  moving  an  amendment  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage. 
It  is  sometimes  said  that  such  a  broad  franchise  would 
involve  an  interference  with  the  rights  of  property.  But  our 
laws, even  as  they  exist,  interfere  very  largely  with  the  rights 
of  property.  We  recognise  that  while  an  individual  has  a 
right  in  his  property,  that  right  is  held  subject  to  the  good  of 
the  community  at  large ;  and  we  have  seen  in  England, 
recently,  legislation  which,  if  applied  to  landed  property  in 
this  country,  would  be  deemed  little  short  of  revolutionary. 
I  refer  to  the  recent  laws  affecting  real  estate  in  Ireland. 
In  regard  to  property  qualification,  we  are  liable  sometimes 
to  run  to  an  absurdity,  especially  as  regards  the  rural 
districts.  A  man  may  own  real  estate  worth  $200  and  may 
let  it  to  a  tenant  who  may  be  worth  nothing.  Both  the 
owner  and  the  tenant  vote  on  that  real  estate,  and  yet  a 
man,  probably  a  school  teacher,  who  earns  $350  a  year, 
has  not  a  vote.  That  is  not  an  equitable  distribution,  and 
in  common  parlance  it  is  running  the  property  qualification 
into  the  ground.  Property  is  a  suitable  qualification  as 
regards  local  taxes,  both  municipal  and  provincial,  as  real 
property  is  peculiarly  under  provincial  control,  but  when 
you  come  to  the  principle  of  taxation  as  regards  the  Do¬ 
minion,  we  find  that  it  cannot  be  fairly  applied.  There  is 
no  direct  tax  on  property  levied  by  the  Dominion  ;  they  are 
all  indirect  taxes,  which  are  levied  on  goods  consumed  by  all 
citizens  whether  property  holders  or  not.  Is  it  not  just  and 
reasonable  that  those  persons  who  are  compelled  to  pay  taxes 
directly  to  the  Dominion  Government,  on  the  articles  they 
consume,  should  be  given  an  opportunity  of  voting  for  repre¬ 
sentatives  in  the  Dominion  Parliament.  It  must  be  remem 
bered  that  no  one  class  is  fit  to  make  laws  for  another  class 
These  men  stand  too  close  to  their  personal  interests  to  see 
the  interests  of  a  class  below  and  beyond  them ;  and  I  say 
that  a  Government  such  as  this,  that  claims  to  have  origi¬ 
nated  the  National  Policy,  ought  to  be  a  Government  which 
should  extend  to  the  wage-earners  and  mechanics  the  broadest 
and  freest  opportunity  of  saying  who  should  make  and  admin¬ 
ister  the  laws  of  this  Dominion.  Sir,  this  Government  has 
seen  fit  to  extend  the  franchise  to  the  tribal  Indians,  a  class 
which  is  not  amenable  to  our  social  laws,  and  takes  no 
interest  in  the  social  well-being  of  the  community,  beyond 
their  own  tribe  or  reserve,  who  are  wards  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  who  have  no  independent  existence ;  and  yet  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  proposes  to  refuse  the  vote  to  our  fellow  citizens, 
whose  income  is  less  than  $400,  and  amenable  to  our  laws  and 
to  all  the  responsibilities  of  citizenship.  I  say,  Sir,  that  is 
inequitable,  unjust,  a  blot  upon  the  commonwealth,  and  a 
discredit  to  the  laws  of  our  community.  In  the  mother 
country  the  relations  between  capital  and  labor,  and  their 
relative  positions,  are  very  different  from  what  they  are 
here,  and  yet  how  has  the  extension  of  the  franchise 
Mr.  Bain  (Wentworth.) 


Mat  18, 


operated  in  that  country,  even  under  the  conditions 
that  exist  there.  Mr.  Hughessen,  in  a  recent  debate  on  the 
extension  of  the  franchise,  spoke  thus : 

“  He  believed  that  every  man  who  paid  taxes  and  discharged  his  duty 
as  a  citizen  had  primei  facie  a  right  to  a  share  in  the  appointment  of 
those  who  were  to  control  the  Government  of  the  country.’’ 

Mr.  Gladstone,  in  that  noted  article  in  the  Nineteenth  Century, 
in  his  discussion  with  Mr.  Lowe  respecting  the  extension  of 
the  franchise,  used  these  words  : 

“  Two  Parliaments  of  very  different  complexions  and  merits  have  been 
returned  under  the  influence  of  the  constituency  furnished  by  the  house¬ 
hold  suffrage.  Both  of  them  have  shown,  in  their  respective  ways,  an 
attention  to  the  interests  oflabor,  which  was  greatly  needed  and  more  than 
amply  justified,  but  neither  of  them  has  so  much  as  supplied  a  shadow 
of  a  shade  of  warrant  for  the  charge  that  the  workingmen  would  combine 
together  in  the  interests  of  their  own  class  to  wage  war  upon  other 
classes.  The  marvel  is  that  they  have  been  unable  or  unwilling  to  com¬ 
bine  so  as  to  place  half  a  dozen  of  themselves  in  the  popular  chamber, 
and  thereby  usefully  to  enlarge  its  means  of  acquaintance  with  the  ideas, 
wants  and  tendencies  of  the  people.” 

That,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  the  matured  expression  of  a  states¬ 
man  who  has  ideas  broad  enough  to  look  beyond  party, 
and  take  into  account  the  influence  which  the  extension  of 
the  franchise  in  England  has  had,  and  we  find  him  to  day 
extending  that  franchise  so  much  that,  at  the  next  election 
in  England,  2,000,000  of  electors,  who  never  before  had  the 
opportunity  of  giving  their  votes,  will  have  an  opportunity 
of  saying  who  shall  administer  the  public  affairs  of  that 
country.  I  say  that  if  leading  statesmen  in  England,  after 
the  experience  they  have  had — because  it  is  a  question 
which  was  fought  there  inch  by  inch  against  the  claims  of 
the  privileged  classes— -if  they  extend  the  franchise 
to  those  beyond  and  below  them,  why  should  we 
hesitate,  in  this  Dominion,  where  the  property  quali¬ 
fication  is  so  widely  distributed  and  so  easily  acquired, 
to  confer  on  every  good  citizen  the  right  to  say 
who  shall  administer  and  make  the  laws  for  the  well-being 
of  society.  1  say  that  we  should  not  hesitate  to  adopt  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland,  and 
step  out  on  the  broad  principle  that  every  man  who  bears 
the  burthens  and  responsibilities  of  citizenship  should  have 
a  voice  in  the  making  and  tho  administration  of  the  laws  ; 
and  I,  for  one,  have  no  fear  for  the  result.  I  have  no  fear 
that  the  extension  of  the  franchise  will  produce  a  war 
against  the  class  who  have  hitherto  administered  the  affairs 
of  the  country,  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  boast  of  their 
National  Policy  and  of  the  number  of  wage-earners  it  brings 
to  our  country  and  employs  in  our  midst,  while  they  refuse 
to  give  those  men  the  right  to  vote,  and  at  the  same  time 
extend  that  right  to  the  tribal  Indian  who  assumes  no 
responsibilities  as  a  citizen,  and  call  that  justice. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  move  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Yictoria).  There  was  one  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton) 
with  which  I  entirely  agree,  and  that  is,  that  the  question 
before  the  House  is  of  a  serious  and  important  character, 
and  that  it  ought  not  to  be  disposed  of  at  this  late  hour,  and 
I  think  there  is  ample  room  for  further  discussion  upon  it. 
I  do  not  know  that  I  agree  with  any  other  statement  my 
hon.  friend  made,  but  that  I  agree  with,  and  I  therefore 
support  tho  proposition  that  the  committee  now  rise. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  Hou*e. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Ihe  House  adjourned  at  2.05  a.m, 
Tuesday 
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Tuesday,  19th  May,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

ENQUIRIES  RESPECTING  RETURNS, 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  the  fact  that  I  have  not  yet  received  some  returns 
ordered  at  the  early  part  of  the  Session.  One  was  for  cor¬ 
respondence  in  regard  to  the  northerly  boundary  of  Ontario, 
and  another  was  in  relation  to  the  cost  incurred  by  the 
Government  in  regard  to  the  boundary  case. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  think  they  have  been  presented- 
At  all  events,  I  brought  them  here. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  An  order  was  passed  for  certain 
returns  in  regard  to  timber  limits.  The  non-essential  por¬ 
tion  was  brought  down  some  time  ago,  but  the  essential 
information  as  to  the  timber  limits  actually  granted  has  not 
been  given. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— -INTEREST 
PAYMENTS. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  What  payments  and  at  what  dates 
have  been  made  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
in  respect  of  interest  on  the  5  per  cent,  loan  ~(1)  prior  to 
1st  November,  1884;  (2)  on  or  since  1st  November,  1834? 
And  to  what  date  do  such  payments  settle  the  interest  on 
such  loan  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  On  September  13,  1881,  there  was  paid 
$273,750.78  ;  on  February  20th,  1885,  $92,357.31.  These 
two  amounts  meet  the  interest  up  to  1st  November,  1884. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  proceeded 
with  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
certain  matter.  In  the  Ottawa  Citizen  of  this  morning 
there  is  an  editorial  article  to  this  effect : 

“  Mr.  Mills  presented  a  petition  in  the  House  of  Commons  yesterday 
afternoon  on  which  he  said  were  the  names  of  a  number  of  Conserva¬ 
tives  who  protested  againt  the  Franchise  Bill.  We  should  be  glad  to 
hear  of  that  petition  being  closely  scrutinised  by  some  one  familiar  with 
the  so-called  Conservative  signers  thereof.  We  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  such  an  examination  would  prove  either  that  the  names  were 
forgeries  or  that  if  any  Conservative  was  foolish  enough  to  be  caught  in 
a  trap  by  the  hired  Grit  canvassers  for  signatures,  he  was  the  victim  of 
false  representations.  Judging  from  past  experience,  however,  we  are 
inclined  to  the  opinion  that  the  names  were  forged.  Grit  agents  are 
quite  equal  to  that  sort  of  work  at  a  time  when  the  interests  of  the  party 
demand  the  performance  of  that  or  any  other  kind  of  rascality. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  so  far  as  this  matter  is  concerned,  1 
assume  the  entire  responsibility,  because  I  handed  the  peti¬ 
tion  to  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  to  present 
as  I  had  some  others  to  present,  and  he  had  none.  As  to  the 
charge  that  the  signatures  were  obtained  by  false  represen¬ 
tation,  of  course,  nobody  will  mind  that,  because  charges  of 
that  kind  are  made  by  one  party  and  denied  by  the  other,  and 
we  cannot  tell  as  to  that  charge  except  by  looking  at  the 
signatures  and  assuming  that  they  mean  something.  Bat 
when  it  comes  to  a  journal  charging  the  hon.  members  of 
this  House  with  presenting  petitions  which  are  filled  with 
forged  names,  I  think  the  matter  requires  to  be  laid  before 
this  House.  Now,  that  petition  was  sent  to  me  by  a  gentle¬ 
man  with  whom  I  had  no  communication,  and  whom  I  know 
only  by  reputation — a  gentleman  living  in  Wiarton,  in  the 
constituency  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Bruce  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Neill),  who,  I  am  sorry  to  see,  is  not  in  his  place.  This 
gentleman,  Mr.  Campbell,  accompanied  the  petition  when  it 


came  to  me  with  a  letter,  with  part  of  which  I  will  trouble 
the  House,  as  it  is  in  connection  with  this  matter: 

“  I  have  stiff  Conservatives  on  that  petition,  and  they  will  not  elect 
a  member  again  that  is  supporting  such  measures  as  they  are  proposing 
at  this  Session.  Furthermore,  will  you  kindly  show  this  petition  to  Mr. 
McNeill,  and  ask  him  if  he  knows  all  the  parties  that  signed.  He  knows 
them  ali,  and  are  bond  fide  signatures.  I  can  swear  that  the  names  are 
correct,  and  that  they  are  the  parties’  own  signatures.  I  can  affirm 
that  with  an  oath  before  a  justice  of  the  peace  if  required.  I  have 
marked  on  that  petition  a  cross  with  red  ink,  which  indicates  all  the 
Conservatives.” 

Now  on  that  petition,  which  is  in  possession  of  the  House, 
any  hon.  gentleman  can  see  that  there  are  twenty-eight  red 
ink  crosses  opposite  the  names,  and  under  the  authority  of 
this  letter  and  the  examination  of  the  petition,  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  at  my  suggestion,  men¬ 
tioned  that  there  were  twenty-eight  Conservatives  who 
signed  that  petition.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Bruce 
was  not  in  the  House  when  the  petition  was  presented,  but 
as  soon  as  he  was  in  his  place,  I  sent  a  note  across  the 
House  to  him,  stating  that  I  had  been  asked  to  call  his 
attention  to  the  fact  that  Conservatives  had  signed  the 
petition,  which  I  asked  him  to  look  at,  and  if  he  has  done 
so  he  will  be  able  to  say,  I  hope,  whether  there  are  Con¬ 
servatives’  signatures  on  that  petition  or  not.  When  the 
hon.  gentleman  does  so,  I  hope  he  will  have  the  goodness 
to  state  to  the  House  what  the  result  of  his  examination  is. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  read 
Mr.  McNeill’s  note  to  himself. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  have  not  got  it  here — in  fact  I  have  not 
got  it  at  all,  but  I  remember  it  perfectly  well.  Later  on  in 
the  evening  I  got  a  note  from  Mr.  McNeill,  thanking  me  for 
my  note  to  him,  but  stating  that  he  had  heard  of  the  signa¬ 
tures  before,  and  of  the  means  used  to  obtain  them.  That 
is  another  matter,  as  everybody  knows.  He  did  not  dis¬ 
pute  the  names,  but  thought  perhaps  they  were  signed  in 
mistake.  That  is  a  matter  we  cannot  discuss  now,  but  we 
must  assume  that  these  names  are  genuine,  as  the  parties 
signing  are  not  idiots. 

Mr.  DODD.  I  may  say  that  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  showed  me  the  letter  from  Mr.  Edgar. 
He  told  me,  furthermore,  that  he  had  received  a  communi¬ 
cation  from  one  of  the  so-called  Conservative  signatories,  in 
which  it  was  stated  and  alleged  that  those  names  were  pro¬ 
cured  entirely  through  misapprehension  and  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  to  the  parties  signing  them. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  of  course  is  a  matter  to  be  decided 
on  evidence,  but  the  question  which  is  brought  forward  by 
my  hon.  friend  is  the  statement  in  this  journal,  twice 
repeated — not  that  the  names  were  improperly  procured, 
but  that  they  were  forged  names — not  that  Conservatives 
were  persuaded  by  mistake,  or  misrepresentation,  but  that 
they  did  not  sign,  and  that  the  petition  presented  to  the 
House  is  a  false  petition  by  forged  names.  Now,  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Bruce,  as  stated  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  opposite,  the  statement  which  my  hon. 
friend  says  he  communicated  to  him,  has  nothing  to  do 
with  that  statement  in  the  newspaper  that  the  signatures  are 
false,  because  it  is  acknowledged  that  the  signatures  were 
obtained  from  the  gentlemen  whose  names  appear  on  the 
petition,  but  it  is  contended  that  they  were  improperly 
obtained. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  As  the  case  stands,  then, 
it  is  either  forged  or  fraud-one  or  the  other. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No,  it  is  alleged  to  be  a  fraud,  but  it  is 
not.  If  the  hon,  gentleman  takes  the  responsibility  of  say¬ 
ing  it  is  a  fraud,  let  him  do  so. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
no  right  to  address  me  in  that  tone.  It  is  unparliamentary, 
improper,  and  ungentlemanlike. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  stated  across  the 
House  that  the  case  stands  thus — that  either  those  signatures 
were  forgeries  or  frauds.  I  answered  him  that  it  was  not 
so,  that  it  was  alleged  that  they  were  forgeries  or  frauds. 
That  is  what  I  answered  him,  and  if  it  is  to  be  a  charge  in 
this  House  that  they  were  forgeries  or  frauds,  the  hon. 
gentleman  must  take  the  responsibility  of  making  that 
charge. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  And  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  on  the  same  footing.  He  must  take  the  responsibility  of 
stating  that  there  is  neither  forgery  nor  fraud. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No,  Sir,  I  made  no  such  statement. 

THE  FKANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  am  very  glad  that  the  amendments  now 
before  the  committee  have  opened  up  a  really  broad  ques¬ 
tion  j  a  question  which  deserves  and  will  no  doubt  obtain 
the  careful  attention  of  the  House ;  a  question  which 
requires  the  fullest  and  most  searching  discussion.  I  have 
hopes,  from  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Victoria  (Mr.  Cameron),  at  the  adjournment  of  the 
last  sitting,  that  it  is  the  intention  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  to  debate  this  question.  That  hon.  gentleman  said 
that  this  was  a  question  of  such  importance  that  it  should 
not  be  disposed  of  at  that  hour  of  the  morning,  and  that  it 
required  full  discussion  and  explanation  before  it  was 
settled.  I  hope,  then,  he  is  going  to  give  us  his  views  on 
the  question,  and  that  his  example  will  be  followed  by  other 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  It  is  all  the  more  reasonable  that 
this  question  should  be  discussed  on  both  sides,  because  it 
is  not  in  itself  a  party  question.  The  proposal  to  introduce 
what  is  practically  universal  suffrage  comes  from  a  gentle¬ 
man  on  the  Government  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Excuse  me.  I  imagine  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  would  not  place  me  in  that  position  exactly.  I 
happen  to  be  independent  in  this  House. 

Mr.  CASEY.  My  hon.  friend  from  Northumberland  puts 
in  his  claim  to  be  considered  independent.  Well,  he  has 
certainly  shown  a  great  deal  of  independence  in  connection 
with  this  Bill,  but  I  only  speak  of  him  as  generally  support¬ 
ing  the  Government,  and  as  one  who  has  been  a  colleague 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  who  is  looked  upon  by  the 
country  as  a  possible  future  colleague  of  theirs. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Thank  you. 

Mr.  CASEY.  This  may  be  said  without  detriment 
to  his  claim  to  be  considered  an  independent  supporter 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  because  we  find  that  it 
is  generally  the  most  independent  supporters  who  have 
the  highest  claims  upon  them,  and  who  are  generally 
given  seats  in  the  Cabinet.  1  do  not  think  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  independence  will  damage  his  claims  to  a 
seat  in  the  Cabinet,  or  diminish  his  influence  in  the 
country.  Indeed,  I  am  bound  to  pay  him  the  compli¬ 
ment  that  I  believe  his  action  on  this  occasion  will  improve 
his  position  in  the  countiy.  A  proposition  coming  from 
such  a  gentleman  can  hardly  be  looked  upon  as  a  party  pro¬ 
position.  On  the  other  hand,  the  amendment  to  the  amend¬ 
ment,  coming  from  this  side  of  the  House,  as  I  understand, 
has  been  accepted  by  the  hon.  proposer  of  the  amendment 
as  expressing  more  fully  the  views  he  wishes  to  put 
before  the  House.  If  any  further  proof  were  needed 
that  this  is  not  a  party  question,  it  is  found  in  the 
circumstance  that  the  Conservative  Opposition  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario  have  put  themselves  formally  on 
Mr.  Blake, 


record  by  a  party  vote  in  the  Assembly  in  favor  of  manhood 
suffrage  for  that  Province,  while  the  Conservative  members 
from  the  same  constituencies  in  this  House  have  put  them¬ 
selves  on  record,  by  a  formal  vote,  as  not  only  opposed  to 
manhood  suffrage  in  Ontario,  but  opposed  to  even  as  low  a 
franchise  as  Mr.  Mo wat’s  recent  Act  introduced.  If  we 
were  to  look  for  a  question  that  should  be  discussed  with 
an  utter  absence  of  party  bias,  we  could  not  find  one  better 
adapted  to  such  discussion  than  the  present.  The  opinions 
of  members  on  both  sides  are  individually  as  divided  upon 
it  as  possible.  I  am  glad  to  have  such  a  question  before 
the  House,  and  I  hope  to  discuss  it  with  as  near  an  approach 
to  freedom  from  party  bias  as  can  be  expected  from  one 
who  declares  himself  to  be  thoroughly  a  party  man.  The 
discussion  opens  two  questions  :  First,  as  to  the  absolute 
advantages  of  manhood  suffrage — its  absolute  claims  to 
acceptance  ;  secondly,  as  to  its  comparative  claims  to 
acceptance  under  our  present  circumstances.  It  is  quite 
possible  that  a  thing  may  be  theoretically  proper  and 
desirable  without  being  practically  applicable  at  any 
given  moment  to  the  affairs  of  the  country.  It  is  possible, 
on  the  other  hand,  that  a  thing  not  in  itself  theoretically 
desirable  may  be  expedient  for  the  time  being.  We  have, 
therefore,  to  discuss  this  question  from  both  points  of  view. 
First,  then,  as  to  the  absolute  merits  of  manhood  suffrage. 
I  think  a  great  deal  can  be  said  in  its  favor ;  I  think  indeed, 
with  Mr.  Gladstone,  that  the  burden  of  proof  lies  upon  those 
who  wish  to  restrict  the  franchise  within  narrower  limits  than 
those  of  the  whole  adult  male  population — that  the  burden 
of  proof  rests  upon  those  who  say  that  such  and  such  classes 
of  the  community  are  unfit  to  have  the  franchise,  rather  than 
upon  those  who  say  that  the  people,  as  a  whole,  should  pos¬ 
sess  it.  This  claim  is  particularly  strong  in  this  Dominion. 
When  we  consider  that  every  adult  who  is  not  a  pauper, 
who  is  living  upon  his  own  resources,  must  contribute  to  the 
extent  of  the  duty  on  every  dutiable  article  he  purchases  to 
the  revenue  of  this  Dominion,  we  have  one  claim  to  his 
right  to  tho  franchise  established.  There  is  a  well  known 
maxim  of  constitutional  government  that  representation  and 
taxation  should  go  together.  When  we  find  that  every 
citizen  of  the  Dominion  is  taxed  for  Dominion  purposes,  we 
must  admit  that  there  is  strong  reason  for  giving  every 
citizen  the  franchise.  Again  every  citizen  is  subject 
to  military  duty,  and  a  responsibility  of  that  kind 
should  be  accompanied  with  the  right  of  the  franchise.  The 
burden  of  proof  is  thrown  upon  those  who  say  that  certain 
citizens  who  are  subject  to  military  duty  or  to  taxation  are 
not  fit  to  have  a  voice  in  directing  the  affairs  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  I  shall  not  enlarge  on  other  reasons  for  giving  the 
franchise  to  every  citizen.  I  shall  not  go  into  the  question 
of  abstract  right,  because  I  am  not  a  very  strong  believer  in 
the  doctrine  of  abstract  right  in  regard  to  political  fran¬ 
chises.  I  believe  in  abstract  right  in  policy,  but  I  do  not 
think  we  have  much  to  say  as  to  the  absolute  right  of  this 
or  that  class  to  this  or  that  privilege.  I  think  Government 
is  to  a  large  extent  a  question  of  expediency.  In  some  cases 
certain  classes  of  people  who  might  be  theoretically  consid¬ 
ered  to  have  a  right  to  the  franchise,  are  not  practically  fit 
to  exercise  that  right.  We  may  find  illustrations  of  this  in 
certain  foreign  countries  ;  but  I  do’  not  think  that  can  be 
said  about  Canada.  I  do  not  know  of  any  class  of  citizens 
in  Canada  of  whom  it  can  truthfully  be  said  that,  as  a  class, 
they  are  unfit  to  exercise  the  franchise.  Such  a  thing  can 
certainly  not  be  said  by  either  party  in  this  House  of 
those  who  now  exercise  that  privilege ;  we  should  stultify 
ourselves  by  saying  so ;  they  are  those  who  sent  us  here. 
Such  is  the  correlation  of  classes,  such  is  the  absence  of  hard 
and  fast  dividing  lines  between  the  different  classes,  that 
what  may  be  said  of  those  who  now  possess  the  franchise 
can  be  said  in  general  terms,  with  equal  truth,  of  all  classes 
not  yet  enfranchised.  If  we  say  that  a  man  who  has  an 
income  of  $400  a  year,  or  who  owns  real  estate  to  the  value 
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of  $150  in  the  country  or  $300  in  the  city,  or  who  is  a  tenant 
at  a  monthly  rental  of  $2,  or  a  yearly  rental  of  $20,  is  fit  to 
exercise  the  franchise,  I  do  not  think  we  can  stop  there.  I 
do  not  think  we  can  take  those  figures  as  a  distinguishing 
test  of  capacity  for  exercising  intelligently  the  franchise. 
If  we  admit  that  which  is  admitted  by  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill,  I  do  not  think  we  can  go  further  and  say  that  a  man 
who  has  only  $  100  worth  of  property,  or  $200  of  income,  or 
who  pays  a  monthly  rental  of  only  $1,  is  not  fit  to  vote. 
Indeed,  I  do  not  think  we  can  help  saying  that  every  adult 
citizen  of  the  country  who  is  not  a  pauper  or  a  criminal  or 
a  lunatic,  may  be  assumed,  with  every  probability,  to  be  as 
capable  of  exercising  the  franchise  as  the  men  belonging  to 
the  classes  so  near  to  him  who  are  enfranchised  by  this 
Bill.  In  the  Province  with  which  I  am  best  acquainted,  there 
is  practically  no  difference  of  intelligence  between  those  who 
are  now  enfranchised  and  those  who  would  be  enfranehised 
by  universal  suffrage.  In  Ontario  under  the  existing  law, 
every  farmer’s  son,  every  land-holder's  son,  every  house¬ 
holder,  and  every  person  deriving  $  250  income  either  from  in¬ 
vestment  or  as  the  wages  of  his  own  work,  is  entitled  to  vote. 
That  includes  practically  everybody  in  the  Province  ;  but 
even  if  it  did  not  include  practically  every  adult  male.in  the 
Province,  I  think  nobody  from  Ontario  will  venture  to  assert 
that  the  few  who  are  left  out  are  inferior  in  intelligence  to 
those  who  are  included  by  the  Act.  I  cannot  speak  with  so 
much  personal  knowledge  in  regard  to  the  other  Provinces, 
but  my  opinion  of  them  is  formed  largely  from  the  represent¬ 
atives  whom  I  have  met  here;  and  if  we  may  judge  from  the 
representatives  sent  here  by  those  Provinces  in  which  the 
suffrage  is  the  lowest,  in  which  the  suffrage  is  universal,  I  do 
not  think  wo  can  claim  that  our  Ontario  electors  or  Quebec 
electors  who  have  hitherto  been  qualified  on  a  higher  basis, 
have  shown  better  judgment  in  the  selection  of  representa¬ 
tives  than  the  electors  of  those  Provinces  where  universal 
suffrage  has  prevailed.  I  consider  that  on  the  abstract 
ground  that  taxation  and  liability  to  the  duties  of  citizens 
should  confer  a  right  to  have  a  voice  in  the  government 
of  the  country,  a  very  strong  case  is  established  in  favor  of 
universal  suffrage.  I  do  not  consider  that  the  case  is  abso¬ 
lutely  convincing;  I  do  not  consider  that  we  are  absolutely 
forced  by  that  argument  to  accept  the  principle  of 
manhood  suffrage.  In  fact,  I  am  prepared  to  say  if  the 
question  before  us  was  simply  a  Bill  creating  de  novo  a  uni¬ 
versal  suffrage  for  the  whole  Dominion  as  an  alternative  to 
the  present  state  of  things  under  which  each  Province  regu¬ 
lates  its  own  franchise,  I  should  not  support  that  Bill.  I  have 
strongly  supported  the  propositions  that  each  Province 
should  manage  its  own  franchise ;  that  each  Province  knows 
what  will  best  suit  the  genius  of  its  people  in  the  way  of  quali¬ 
fication  ;  that  each  Province  has,  under  the  spirit  of  the  con¬ 
stitution,  the  right  to  say  on  what  basis  its  people  should 
be  represented.  I  conclude,  then,  that  if  the  question  before 
us  were  simply  one  of  manhood  suffrage  versus  the  existing 
franchises,  I  should  not  feel  bound  to  support  that  Bill.  I 
should,  indeed,  feel  bound  to  oppose  it.  I  should  oppose  it, 
first,  for  the  reason  I  have  given,  that  the  provincial  fran¬ 
chises  should  be  retained  ;  and,  secondly,  for  the  l'eason  I 
have  given  in  opposing  this  Bill  as  a  whole,  that  I  do  not 
think  we  should  effect  any  extensive  change  in  the  basis  of 
the  franchise  without  consulting  the  electors  as  to  whether 
they  want  that  change  or  not.  That  objection,  of  course, 
applies  with  special  force  to  the  proposal  to  restrict  the  fran¬ 
chise  ;  but  I  think  it  also  applies  to  the  proposal  to  enlarge  the 
franchise;  for  such  extension  would  undoubtedly  dim¬ 
inish  the  electoral  power  of  those  who  are  now  electors ; 
but  when  the  proposition  comes  before  us  in  its  present 
form,  as  an  alternative  to  something  else,  I  do  feel  that  my 
duty  compels  me  to  support  it.  The  proposal  now  before 
us  is  not  to  abrogate  provincial  franchises  in  favor  of 
universal  suffrage,  but  to  substitute  an  uniform  system  of 
universal  suffrage  for  another  proposed  uniform  system  of 


franchise  which  we,  on  this  side,  do  not  consider  fair  and 
equitable.  Under  those  circumstances,  I  shall  support  this 
amendment.  I  have  done  my  best  by  voice  and  vote,  as 
other  members  of  this  side  have  done,  to  secure  the  retention 
of  the  existing  franchises  ;  but  the  House  has  decided  other¬ 
wise  in  committee,  and  it  is  probable  they  will  also  decide 
otherwise  when  they  come  to  vote  on  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill.  They  have  decided  to  adopt  what  is  called  an  uni¬ 
form  franchise  for  the  whole  Dominion.  1  have  tried  to 
demonstrate  that  it  is  not  uniform,  but  an  attempt  to  secure 
an  uniform  franchise.  That  principle  being  established,  I 
am  prepared  to  argue  that,  if  we  are  to  have  something 
which  is  meant  to  bo  a  uniform  franchise,  it  should  be 
really  so,  and  I  hold  that  the  only  franchise  which  can  be 
uniform  is  manhood  suffrage.  We  have  discussed  in  detail 
already  the  qualifications  proposed  in  the  Bill  for  electors. 
We  have  found  that  in  no  case  do  they  agree  with  existing 
provincial  franchises.  We  have  found  that  those  qualifica¬ 
tions  which  have  been  thought  best  by  the  people  of  the  dif¬ 
ferent  Provinces,  are  in  some  cases  very  much  more  liberal 
than  in  others.  In  the  Province  of  Quebec,  they  are  consid¬ 
erably  less  liberal  than  {those  in  the  Bill ;  but  in  nearly  all 
the  other  Provinces  they  are  more  liberal.  We  have  found 
also  a  general  admission  that  no  property  qualification  can 
be  considered  truly  uniform  throughout  the  Dominion  ; 
that  if  you  take  property  as  a  test  of  qualification  to  vote, 
the  ownership,  say  of  $300  worth  or  $150  worth  of  real 
estate  may  mean  one  degree  of  intellig3nce  in  British  Col¬ 
umbia,  a  different  degree  in  Manitoba,  a  different  degree  in 
Ontario,  a  different  degree  in  Quebec,  and  a  very  different 
degree  in  the  Lower  Provinces.  We  have  found  it  admitted 
that  an  income  qualification  does  not  mean  the  same  thing 
everywhere  ;  in  fact  it  is  with  regard  to  income  especially, 
that  the  proposed  franchise  varies  in  uniformity.  The  earn¬ 
ings  of  the  laboring  classes,  the  receipts  of  professional  men, 
the  returns  from  investments,  are  so  extremely  varied  in  the 
different  Provinces  that  the  mere  fact  that  different  per¬ 
sons  in  different  Provinces  receive  $400  income  is  no  proof 
that  they  stand  on  tho  same  social  plane,  or  possess  an 
equal  amount  of  intelligence.  No  property  franchise,  no 
income  franchise,  no  tenants’  franchise,  can  secure  real  uni¬ 
formity  throughout  the  Dominion.  If  wo  are  to  secure 
that,  we  are  thrown  back  to  the  basis  of  representation 
of  the  individual  man.  There  wo  find,  as  the  hon.  mom- 
ber  for  Northumberland,  N.B.  (Mr*.  Mitchell)  said,  that  we 
reach  a  finality.  This  is  one  of  the  strongest  arguments  in 
support  of  his  supposition.  He  said  his  amendment  tonds 
to  secure  finality  for  the  franchise,  and  I  think  it  does,  since 
it  asserts  the  proposition  that  a  citizen  of  British  Columbia 
is  equal  in  intelligence  to  a  citizen  of  Prince  Edward  Island 
and  has  an  equal  fight  to  a  share  in  the  government  of  this 
country.  You  cannot  tinker  with  that  franchise;  you  can¬ 
not  go  into  tho  question  of  a  man’s  complexion  or  height  or 
weight.  When  once  you  have  manhood  suffrage,  you  have 
reached  finality,  and  you  have  also  arrived  at  fair  play  and 
justice.  The  deprivation  of  the  right  to  exercise  the  fran¬ 
chise  in  the  case  of  any  class  which  has  heretofore  exorcised 
it,  is  without  precedent  in  constitutional  government  in 
England,  in  the  United  States  or  in  Canada.  If  we  are  com¬ 
pelled  to  move  away  at  all  from  the  provincial  franchises, 
we  should  take  a  step  not  backward  but  forward.  I  do  not 
know  that  the  people  of  Canada  are  prepared  for  universal 
suffrage,  I  do  not  know  that  it  would  bo  popular 
with  even  the  Liberal  electors,  but  we  know 
that  some  Provinces  already  possess  universal 
suffrage,  and  there  is  therefore  no  escape  from  the  position 
that,  if  we  give  up  the  provincial  franchises  we  must  go  the 
whole  length  of  manhood  suffrage  or  else  disfranchise 
large  numbers  of  voters.  I  wish  to  impress  upon 
our  friends  from  Quebec,  without  discussing  the  wisdom  of 
the  Conservatism  which  I  know  characterises  them  in 
regard  to  the  franchise  more  than  those  from  other  Provin- 
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ces,  that,  if  they  adopt  this  system  of  uniform  franchise, 
there  is  no  stopping  short  of  universal  suffrage,  whenever  a 
majority  of  the  other  Provinces  may  demand  it.  If  they 
prefer  a  high  qualification  for  the  suffrage,  they  have  a 
right  to  adhere  to  it,  but,  if  they  give  up  that  right  by 
voting  for  this  Bill,  they  must  bo  prepared  to  go  further 
when  the  newer  parts  of  Canada,  which  will  outnumber 
Quebec  as  well  as  Ontario  and  the  other  older  Provinces, 
insist  upon  the  basis  of  the  vote  in  the  wholo  Dominion 
being  universal  suffrage. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentlemen  from  Quebec  cheer 
me.  I  suppose  they  have  decided  to  vote  for  this  Bill 
whether  it  leads  to  universal  suffrage  or  not.  I  conclude 
that  they  are  more  liberal  in  their  views  than  we  have 
given  them  credit  for,  and  I  am  glad  to  find  that  the  Con¬ 
servatives  of  Quebec  are  standing  side  by  side  with  the 
Conservatives  of  Ontaiio  in  favor  of  universal  suffrage,  that, 
in  fact,  they  are  more  radical  than  the  moderate  Liberals  of 
Ontario, 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Yes,  it  would  appear  that  the  Bleu  of 
Quebec  and  the  Tory  of  Ontario  are  in  favor  of  even  more 
radical  changes  than  the  moderate  Liberals.  I  say  this,  not 
with  respect  to  the  provisions  of  this  present  Bill,  which  I 
maintain  are  less  liberal  in  most  of  the  Provinces  than  the 
existing  franchises,  but  because  it  will  lead  ultimately  to 
the  adoption  of  radical  charges  in  the  constitution.  If  we 
are  to  have  an  uniform  franchise  for  the  Dominion,  it 
should  bo,  and  must  be,  if  the  rights  of  tho  people  are 
not  to  be  outraged,  one  which  will  take  away 
the  vote  from  no  one  who  now  possesses  it.  I 
have  shown  in  a  former  debate  what  a  tremendous  num¬ 
ber  of  people  in  Ontario  would  be  disfranchised  by  this 
Bill.  I  have  shown  by  two  modes  of  calculation,  one  rather 
loose  and  depending  upon  guess  work,  the  other  more  accu¬ 
rate,  and  depending  upon  clearly  ascertained  figures,  both  of 
which  methods  led  almost  to  the  same  conclusion,  namely: 
that  125,000  people  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  are  likely 
to  bo  disfranchised  by  this  Bill;  that  almost  one  in  three  of 
tho  present  electorate  will  be  disfranchised,  the  most  whole¬ 
sale  disfranchisement  that  ever  took  place  amongst  any 
civilised  people.  I  will  not  say  amongst  any  self  governed 
people,  because  we  have  no  historical  records  that  any  such 
disfranchisement  ever  took  place  among  self-governed 
people  at  all.  It  is  the  most  wholesale  wiping  out  of  voters 
of  which  we  have  any  record  ;  and  when  the  true  effect  of 
this  measure  comes  to  be  known  among  the  people  ;  when 
they  see  the  difference  between  the  voters’  lists  under  the 
Mowat  Act,  and  the  voters’  lists  under  this  Bill,  the  indigna¬ 
tion  among  them  will  be  boiling  over, and  gentlemen  opposite 
will  have  ocular  demonstration  of  its  existence,  and  will  find 
it  so  hot — I  am  referring  now  to  the  right  hon.  Premier’s 
humorous  story  last  night— that  the  temperature  will  become 
quite  unbearable.  We  will  then  be  able  to  afford  them 
absolute  demonstration  of  that  which  wo  have  now  proven 
theoretically,  and  they  will  have  most  indubitable  evidence 
that  my  figures  are  correct.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln 
(Mr.  Rykert)  endeavored  to  show  the  other  day  that  they 
were  not  correct,  but  when  I  spoke  next,  I  was  able  to  prove 
that  his  calculation  did  not  affect  their  correctness.  More 
than  that,  the  line  of  calculation  which  he  adopted,  when 
carried  to  its  logical  conclusion,  established  the  correctness 
of  my  figures.  I  take  it,  therefore,  that  it  is  the  admitted 
opinion  of  the  House,  since  my  figures  have  not  been  dis¬ 
proved,  that  the  consequences  which  I  pointed  out  will 
follow  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Therefore,  I  feel  that, 
as  one  of  the  representatives  of  that  Province,  I  should 
be  grossly  failing  in  my  duty,  I  should  be  committing 
high  treason  to  the  Province,  if  I  did  not  vote  and 
Mr.  Caset. 
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speak,  and  do  all  in  my  power,  to  prevent  the  passage 
of  a  measure  which  will  disfranchise  nearly  one  in 
three  of  the  electors  of  that  Province.  When 
I  have  the  alternative  before  me  of  the  disfranchising  Bill 
proposed  by  this  Government  and  a  system  of  universal 
suffrage— which  may  not  be,  in  itself,  desirable,  which  may 
not  be  theoretically  the  most  perfect  system  of  representation 
for  the  people  of  Canada — I  should  be  committing  high 
treason  to  my  Province  if  I  did  not  accept  that  alternative 
which  was  the  most  liberal.  Practically,  Mr.  Mowat’s 
Act  does  give  what  is  very  near  universal  suffrage ;  it  is 
only  one  step  from  that  Bill  to  universal  suffrage.  But 
even  supposing  this  proposal  would  admit  a  class  of 
voters  inferior  to  those  now  admitted  by  the  provincial 
Act,  I  would  sooner  take  the  step  to  extend  the  franchise 
than  to  restrict  the  franchise ;  and  I  believe  that  every 
single  voter,  Reformer  or  Conservative,  in  my  constituency 
would  endorse  me  in  that  action.  I  believe  that  every 
single  voter  in  the  constituencies  of  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  will  feel,  that  in  supporting  this  disfranchising  propo¬ 
sal,  their  representatives  have  taken  a  step  backwards,  that 
they  have  taken  a  step  entirely  contrary  to  the  genius  of 
people  of  Ontario.  I  may  be  told  that  Mr.  Mowat 
refused  to  give  universal  franchise  at  the  last  Session  of 
the  Local  Legislature.  Well,  Sir,  in  the  first  place, 

I  have  never  claimed  that  the  people  of  Ontario 
preferred  universal  suffrage  to  the  one  they  now 
possess  ;  I  think  they  have  shown  through  their 
representatives  that  they  prefer  the  system  they  how 
enjoy.  But  I  say  we  have  refused  to  allow  them  to  con¬ 
tinue  that  system,  and  we  have  now  the  choice  of 
giving  them  either  a  vastly  more  restricted  franchise,  or 
a  slightly  more  extended  one.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  in  the  world,  that  the  people  of  Ontario  would 
infinitely  prefer  to  have  universal  suffrage  rather  than  the 
enormously  restricted  franchise  which  it  is  intended  to 
impose  upon  them  by  the  usurped  power  of  this  House. 
Now,  Sir,  there  are  reasons  why  universal  suffrage  might  be 
more  objectionable  for  the  Local  House  than  for  the  Dominion 
House,  why  it  might  bo  advisable  to  have  universal  suffrage 
here,  while  it  would  not  be  advisable  to  have  it  for  our  pro¬ 
vincial  Assembly.  We  all  know  that  the  Provincial  Assem¬ 
blies  deal  with  property  and  civil  rights,  and  there  is  some 
reason  in  contending  that  no  man  who  is  not  an  owner  of 
property  should  be  represented  in  an  Assembly  which 
deals  with  the  tenure  or  transfer  of  property,  and  which  can 
in  the  last  extremity  tax  property.  The  Local  Legislatures 
have  power  to  levy  a  tax  upon  every  man’s  farm  or  other 
property.  They  are,  to  that  extent,  in  the  position  of  a 
municipal  council,  and  nobody  imagines  it  would  be  fair  to 
give  universal  suffrage  at  municipal  elections,  or  that  it 
would  be  fair  and  just  to  allow  a  man  having  no  property 
to  impose  taxes  upon  the  belongings  of  his  neighbor  who 
has  property.  It  has  been  felt  by  many  that  in  a  Legisla¬ 
ture  which  controls  the  tenure  of  property,  and  which 
might,  in  the  last  resort,  impose  a  tax  upon  property,  it 
would  not  be  fair  to  allow  a  man  with  no  property  to  be 
represented  ;  and,  therefore,  Mr.  Mowat’s  Bill,  although 
going  to  the  very  furthest  extent  of  admitting  everybody 
who  owns  property,  or  had  any  income  or  any  direct 
interest  in  property  that  might  be  assessable  for  municipal 
or  provincial  purposes,  stopped  short  of  giving  the  franchise 
to  people  who  had  no  property  or  no  interest  in  property. 
We  have  nothing  to  do  here  with  the  tenure  or  transfer  of 
property,  except  in  those  territories  directly  under  our 
control,  and  which,  in  a  short  time,  will  be  organised  as 
Provinces,  and  have  a  chance  of  establishing  their  own 
franchise.  What  we  have  to  deal  with  is  indirect  taxation,  and 
the  responsibilities  of  a  citizen  to  the  State.  While  there  is 
danger  in  the  application  of  universal  suffrage  to  provincial 
or  municipal  elections,  such  does  not  apply  in  the  case  of 
Dominion  elections.  The  feeling  against  universal  suffrage 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


1959 


among  Conservatives  has  largely  arisen  from  its  abuse  in 
American  municipalities,  and  that  argument  has  some  force. 
Municipal  government  in  New  York  city  is  considered  to  be 
a  hotbed  of  corruption,  and  this  is  justly  held  to  be  largely 
due  to  the  system  of  universal  suffrage.  Penniless  voters 
maintain  certain  officials  in  power  in  order  that  they  may 
obtain  employment  from  them.  No  such  results  could  follow 
the  application  of  universal  suffrage  to  Dominion  elections. 
We  need  have  no  fear  that  the  penniless  class,  if  there  be  any 
such — say  rather  the  more  dependent  working  class-will 
ever  control  Dominion  affairs.  This  is  a  question  we  can  fairly 
consider  without  party  bias.  As  a  party  I  do  not  believe  wo 
would  be  better  off  for  the  enfranchisement  of  evei’y 
individual  voter  than  we  would  be  under  a  high  property 
qualification,  as  Liberals  are  equally  well-to-do  with 
Conservatives.  Apart  from  considerations  of  party  interests, 
or  of  how  it  will  affect  my  own  election,  I  support  the 
amendment  in  favor  of  universal  suffrage. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Do  not  be  too  venturesome. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Such  a  remark  should  not  come  from  any 
member  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  when  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  afraid  to  consult  the  people.  If  there  is  any 
conduct  that  could  more  properly  be  termed  out  of  this  House 
by  the  name  cowardly,  I  do  not  know  such  conduct.  Let 
the  Government  at  least  have  the  courage  of  their  convic¬ 
tions  ;  let  them  go  to  the  people  at  the  polls,  or  declare  that 
this  Bill  shall  not  come  into  force  until  after  the  next  gen¬ 
eral  election.  The  truth  is  that  hon,  gentlemen  opposite 
know  that  the  majority  of  the  people  are  against  them  on 
this  Bill,  and  they  simply  dare  not  go  to  the  polls  before  it 
becomes  law. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  I  am  a  little  embarrassed  with  the 
amendment.  I  scarcely  understand  the  position  wo  occupy, 
or  the  position  of  the  mover  of  the  amendment.  The 
amendment  proposes  universal  suffrage,  and  it  proposes  a 
Dominion  franchise  of  universal  suffrage.  I  am  opposed  to 
a  Dominion  franchise  in  any  shape.  1  do  not  believe  it  was 
intended  when  we  inaugurated  this  Confederation.  I  believe, 
Sir,  in  a  federal  union,  and  that  each  Province  should  fix 
the  franchise  for  the  election  of  its  own  members.  For  that 
reason  I  can  scarcely  go  as  far  as  the  hon.  member  for  Nor¬ 
thumberland,  who  proposes  a  Dominion  franchise,  and, 
besides,  he  is  somewhat  mixed  himself  with  reference  to 
this  franchise.  It  is  true  that  in  tho  paper  for  which  he 
is  responsible,  he  denounced  this  Bill  in  the  strongest  lan¬ 
guage,  and  called  upon  the  leader  of  the  Government  in 
almost  peremptory  language  to  withdraw  it,  and  yet  he 
voted  for  the  second  reading  and  swallowed  it  by  wholesale. 
Now,  this  appears  to  me  to  be  inconsistent,  and  I  hardly 
feel  like  submitting  myself  to  his  lead,  as  I  hardly  know 
where  he  will  land  me.  The  fact  is  that  if  I  were  to  accept 
his  amendment  it  would  only  be  as  a  choice  between  two 
evils,  as  I  think  I  should  prefer  his  proposition  rather  than 
the  proposition  of  the  Bill,  though  1  have  not  quite  made  up 
my  mind  that  universal  suffrage  is  the  best  for  this  country. 
I  think  it  is  preferable,  because  it  would  minimise  the  evil 
consequences  which  might  arise  from  the  appointment  of 
partisan  revising  officers,  because  they  would  not  have  the 
same  chance  of  manipulating  the  lists  in  the  interest  of  one 
party.  1  know  it  is  said  that  if  judges  were  appointed 
there  would  be  very  little  risk  of  their  doing  injustice,  but 
at  the  same  time,  many  of  them  were  politicians  before 
they  were  appointed,  and  when  it  came  to  deciding  whether 
a  piece  of  land  or  other  property  should  be  valued  above  or 
below  $150,  as  these  officers  would  necessarily  be  chosen 
from  the  legal  fraternity,  they  would  not  be  very  familiar 
with  the  value  of  property  in  the  country,  and  they  might  be 
led  more  or  less  by  their  political  friends  in  the  constituency. 
It  is  quite  possible  that  instead  of  taking  the  assessor’s  list 
they  might  take  a  list  made  up  by  a  candidate  who  is  run¬ 
ning  an  election,  and  thereby  put  on  or  off  what  names  they 


think  proper.  In  that  respect  I  think  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Northumberland  is  an  improvement  on  the 
Bill.  If  tho  Dominion  Government  adopts  a  franchise  of 
its  own  and  appoints  officers  of  its  own — partisan  officers, 
who  should  do  injustice  to  one  party  or  the  other  in  making 
up  their  lists — and  if  the  Dominion  Government  held  an 
election  under  those  lists,  and  it  could  be  shown  to  the 
country  that  injustice  had  been  done  to  the  party  which 
controls  tho  Local  Government,  it  will  be  a  temptation  to 
the  Local  Governments  in  the  several  Provinces  who  are 
opposed  politically  to  the  Dominion  Government  to  retaliate 
by  framing  an  election  law  that  will  work  to  the  disadvant¬ 
age  of  the  Dominion  Government;  and  in  that  way  very 
serious  friction  between  the  Provincial  and  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernments  will  be  the  outcome  of  this  system  of  party  revis¬ 
ing  barristers,  which  may  work  disaster  to  this  Confedera¬ 
tion.  I  think  this  view  of  the  case  should  not  be 
entirely  lost  sight  of.  I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  committee.  I  only  rose  to  explain  why  I 
shall  vote  for  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for  Nor¬ 
thumberland  ;  it  is  only  because  it  is  preferable  to  the  Bill 
introduced  by  the  Government,  and  that  it  will  minify  one 
at  least  of  the  evils  which  I  apprehend  from  the  revising 
barrister  clause  ;  and  I  hope  it  will  be  carried,  although  I 
gather  from  the  few  remarks  the  hon.  gentleman  made  on 
introducing  it  that  he  had  not  very  much  hope  of  succeed¬ 
ing.  I  think,  however,  that  he  has  struck  the  right  chord, 
If  we  are  to  have  a  Dominion  franchise  at  all,  it  is  the  only 
uniform  Dominion  franchise  we  can  have ;  and  I  think 
sooner  or  later  it  will  be  adopted.  We  may  have  one 
election  under  this  Bill,  and  great  evils  may  arise  out  of  it ; 
but  they  will  excite  tho  indignation  of  tho  people  to  such  au 
extent  that  they  will  never  be  satisfied  until  a  Dominion 
franchise  is  instituted  upon  the  basis  of  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  cannot  allow  the  remarks  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Sunbury,  to  pass  without  notice,  inasmuch 
as  they  l'eflect  upon  my  consistency,  in  the  course  I  have 
pursued  on  this  Bill.  Now,  I  value  tho  hon.  gentleman’s 
good  opinion  ;  I  have  sat  in  Parliament  with  him  for  over 
twenty  years;  I  havo  always  found  him  an  advocate  of 
liberal  views  and  ideas  ;  I  bad  tho  honor  to  bo  supported 
by  him  for  many  years  while  I  was  in  tho  Cabinet  of  tho 
Province  from  which  we  both  come,  and  I  do  not  like  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  make  the  remarks  he  has  done,  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  my  course  on  this  Bill.  Now,  I  beg  to  tell  the  hon. 
gentleman,  and  I  appeal  to  the  testimony  of  hon.  members, 
that  I  am  consistent  on  this  Bill.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
I  am  inconsistent,  because  I  supported  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill.  I  made,  1  think,  the  third  speech  that  was 
made  on  the  Bill,  and  in  that  speech  I  indicated  the  course 
I  would  pursue.  I  stated  that  there  were  several  issues 
raised  by  the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  and  that  the  greatest 
one  was  whether  this  Parliament  should  decide  for  itself 
who  should  have  the  power  to  elect  members  to  sit  in  this 
Parliament,  and  who  should  dictate  the  terms  on  which 
they  should  sit  here.  That  was  the  vital  principle  of  the 
Bill ;  and  at  the  very  earliest  stage  in  the  debate,  which 
has  now  lasted  for  three  weeks,  I  took  the  position  that 
this  Parliament  alone  should  dictate  who  should,  and  who 
should  not  vote  for  members  to  sit  in  this  Parliament.  Am  I 
inconsistent  because  I  supported  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
and  opposed  its  details  ?  Did  I  not,  at  that  time,  say  that 
I  was  opposed  to  the  details  of  the  Bill  ?  Did  I  not  point 
out  in  general  terms  why  I  was  opposed  to  the  details,  and 
state  that  when  we  came  to  the  particular  clauses 
I  would  state  in  what  respect  I  was  opposed  to 
them,  and  why?  Then,  why  should  the  lion,  gen¬ 
tleman,  who  has  known  me  so  long,  and  known 
me  not  to  wear  two  faces  under  one  hat,  charge  me 
with  inconsistency,  or  with  not  having  spoken  in  frank  and 
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candid  terms  in  relation  to  the  course  I  intended  to  pursue 
with  regard  to  this  Bill.  I  appeal  to  hon.  gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  whether  I  have  not  been  frank  and 
candid  in  every  position  I  have  taken  in  this  matter;  and 
why  the  hon.  member  for  Sunbury  should  arraign  mo  before 
this  committee  at  this  time  and  charge  me  with  inconsist¬ 
ency,  1  cannot  imagine.  I  am  in  favor  first  and  above  all 
of  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  that  this  Parliament  should  dic¬ 
tate  who  should  sit  in  this  House ;  but  I  am  opposed  to  the 
details  of  the  Bill  and  I  have  submitted  an  amendment,  and 
notwithstanding  that  the  hon.  gentleman  charges  me  with 
inconsistency,  he  winds  up  by  saying  he  is  going  to  support 
my  amendment  as  the  lesser  of  two  evils.  I  am  glad  tho 
hon.  gentleman  has  taken  that  position,  and  I  only  rose  to 
vindicate  the  consistency  of  the  course  I  have  pursued. 
I  am  against  the  details  of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  and  I 
believe  that  the  amendment  I  have  proposed  will  give  prac¬ 
tically  manhood  suffrage,  still,  I  am  not  tied  to  it,  and,  for 
the  sake  of  harmony,  am  willing  ,  to  accept  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.B  I.  (Mr.  Davies).  1 
want  to  see  manhood  suffrage  throughout  the  country,  and 
if  we  can  get  it,  either  by  amendment  or  by  the  suggestion 
of  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen’s,  P.E.I.,  it  is  not  material 
which  of  the  two  is  adopted,  provided  one  of  them  be  car¬ 
ried.  I  think  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Burpee),  in  justice  to 
me,  ought  to  withdraw  the  implied  censure  he  has  cast  upon 
me  by  the  imputation  that  I  have  been  inconsistent  with 
my  course  in  regard  to  this  Bill. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  I  have  no  idea  of  casting  any  imputation 
on  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  I  could  not  understand  that, 
while  he  is  in  favor  of  universal  suffrage  he  should  vote  for  a 
Bill  which  is  founded  on  property  qualification.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill  is  property  qualification,  the  principle 
of  his  amendment  is  universal  suffrage,  the  one  in  direct 
opposition  to  the  other.  I  am  glad  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
explained  his  position,  because  I  found  it  difficult  to  under¬ 
stand  how  he  could  vote  for  the  principle  of  the  Bill  and 
then  propose  his  amendment. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  The  principle  of  the  Bill  is  not  pro¬ 
perty  qualification  alone.  There  are  several  features  in  it, 
but  the  main  principle  is,  whether  this  Parliament  of 
Canada  should  itself  decide  who  will  have  tho  right  to 
elect  members  to  sit  in  it.  That  is  the  main  principle,  and 
that  principle  I  support.  The  other  principle,  that  of  pro¬ 
perty  qualification,  I  have  opposed  from  tho  first,  and  the 
resolution  I  have  submitted  gives  effect  to  my  opposition. 
My  hon.  friend  is,  therefore,  a  little  mixed  when  he  charges 
me  with  inconsistency. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Before  this  amendment  is  disposed  of,  I 
wish  to  place  on  record  the  views  I  entertain  in  reference 
to  it,  and  I  may  here  say,  in  passing,  that  I  am  very  much 
pleased  indeed  to  have  heard  the  hon.  member  for  North¬ 
umberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  deny,  as  he  had  a  perfect  right 
to  do,  any  insinuation  that  he  was  in  any  way  acting 
inconsistently  in  moving  this  amendment.  I  agree  with 
him  that  he  is  consistent ;  he  has  from  the  very  outset 
declared  his  intention  to  move  an  amendment  at  the  earliest 
opportunity.  I,  therefore,  fully  agree  with  him  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  course  ho  has  taken  in  that  respect,  but  I 
cannot  agree  with  him  that  the  question  is  whether  this 
Parliament  has  or  has  not  the  right  to  legislate  in  this 
matter.  We,  on  this  side,  have  not  pretended  to  deny  that 
tho  Dominion  of  Canada  has  tho  right  to  legislate  in  this 
direction,  but  we  questioned  the  expediency  of  so  doing  ; 
we  questioned  whether  it  was  necessary,  whether  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  had  suffered  sufficient  abuses  to 
require  that  it  should  take  into  its  own  hands  this  legisla¬ 
tion  at  the  present  time.  Therefore,  I  do  not  think  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  correct  in  stating  that  the 
question  involved  was  whether  there  should  or  should  not  be 
a  Dominion  franchise;  but  I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that  if 
Mr.  Mitchell. 


we  take  into  consideration  all  the  facts,  whatever  slight 
objection,  or  whatever  grounds  of  hesitation  there  may  bo  in 
supporting  manhood  suffrage, these  objections  will  be  removed 
on  account  of  the  greater  importance,  under  existing  cir¬ 
cumstances,  of  accepting  manhood  suffrage  in  preference  to 
this  Dominion  Bill.  We  know  very  well  that  if  we  accept 
tho  Bill  in  its  entirety,  as  it  has  been  presented  to  this 
House  by  the  Government,  it  will  entail  a  very  large 
expenditure,  and  that  if  we  accept  the  amendment  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell),  there  will 
be  no  expenditure.  That  of  itself  is,  to  my  mind,  sufficient 
reason  why  we  should  regard  the  amendment  with  favor. 
I  was  also  pleased  to  hear  the  hon.  gentleman  say  that  he  was 
opposed  to  the  details  of  the  Bill.  True,  this  is  not  the  proper 
time  to  discuss  them,  but  no  doubt,  being  true  to  his  word, 
when  we  come  to  the  details  of  the  Bill,  we  will  find  that 
hon.  gentleman  working  cordially  with  the  hon.  members 
on  this  side,  and  by  means  of  the  united  efforts  of  the  two 
parties,  the  Independent  party  and  the  Opposition,  we  may 
be  able  to  make  the  proposed  Bill  a  passable  measure ;  and  I 
have  no  doubt  the  Government  will  be  grateful  to  the  hon. 
gentleman,  because  they  need  assistance  to  make  this  Bill 
even  acceptable  to  the  general  public,  to  which  it  is  at 
present  very  objectionable.  The  question  of  manhood 
suffrage  is  perhaps,  of  all  the  questions  that  have  been  dis¬ 
cussed  in  this  House,  tho  most  important  one.  We  are 
perfectly  well  aware  that,  unless  other  circumstances  were 
favorable,  the  introduction  of  manhood  suffrage  into  the 
politics  of  this  country  would  be  a  dangerous  step.  We 
find  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary  there  should  be  some¬ 
thing  to  accompany  tho  right  of  every  man  to  vote,  and  I 
contend  it  would  be  a  dangerous  princi  pie  to  grant  manhood 
suffrago  unless  we  had  accompanying  it  an  almost  universal 
education.  Now,  tho  question  that  naturally  arises  is, 
whether  we  aro  sufficiently  advanced  in  the  Dominion  to 
grant  manhood  suffrage,  so  that  every  man  would  have  a 
right,  in  common  with  his  fellow  men,  in  saying  what 
form  of  government  should  prevail.  I  think  hon.  gentlemen 
will  agree  with  me  when  I  say  that  perpaps  there  is 
no  country  under  the  sun  where  more  general  educational 
facilities  are  afforded  than  in  Canada.  The  school  system 
of  Ontario  is  not  only  admired  by  the  old  world  but  by  our 
American  cousins;  our  school  system  is  such  that  it  offers 
facilities  to  overy  individual  who  will  take  advantage  of 
them  for  education ;  I  believe  that  if  a  comparison  were 
made  our  people  would  compare  favorably  in  this  respoct 
with  the  people  on  the  other  side  of  the  line;  I  believe  our 
educational  institutions  to-day  are  equal  to  the  educational 
institutions  in  the  United  States.  The  United.  States  have 
had  experience  as  to  the  working  of  manhood  suffrage  under 
a  liberal  system  of  education,  and  if  they  have  found  that 
it  has  been  a  success  why  should  we  have  anything  to  fear 
here  ?  I  believe  that  you  may  go  to  any  Province 
of  the  Dominion,  and  you  will  find  there  a  school 
system  so  extensive  that  no  one  may  be  deprived  of  a 
liberal  education,  that  no  one  need  be  deprived  of  becoming 
sufficiently  intelligent  to  be  able  to  go  to  tho  polls  and  cast 
his  vote  intelligently.  That  being  the  case,  and  I  do  not 
think  anyone. doubts  it,  I  think  that  even  those  who  are 
opposed  to  the  principle  now  before  the  Committee  will 
hesitate  to  say  that  our  people  aro  not  sufficiently  educated 
to  exercise  the  franchise.  We  know  that  there  may  be 
some  cases,  we  know  that  there  are  some  who  do  not  take 
advantage  of  tho  educational  facilities  offered  them,  who  are 
unable,  perhaps,  to  road  or  write,  and  to  whom  all  ordinary 
rules  of  arithmetic  aro  unknown,  and  thus  wo  might  say  that 
if  we  are  to  make  a  national  standard  of  education,  as  to  the 
right  of  exorcising  the  franchise,  some  would  be  debarred. 
We  ought  to  adopt  whatever  means  we  can  to  educate  the 
people  and  induce  them  to  take  an  intelligent  interest  in 
tho  affairs  of  the  country.  It  was  given  as  a  reason  why 
we  should  not  extend  the  franchise  to  women  that  they  did 
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not  take  an  interest  in  political  affairs*  but,  if  you  withhold 
the  franchise  from  any  number  of  the  citizens,  you  withhold 
a  powerful  stimulant  to  induce  them  to  take  an  intelligent 
interest  in  the  affairs  of  the  country.  Is  it  not  the  duty  of 
a  Government  to  try  to  educate  the  public  upon  political 
questions  ?  If  those  on  the  other  side  are  so  well  satisfied 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  they  have  been  conducting  the 
affairs  of  the  country,  why  should  they  adopt  this  means  of 
withholding  from  the  electorate  the  political  knowledge 
they  ought  to  have  ?  If  you  go  in  the  direction  of  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr. 
Mitchell),  you  will  go  a  long  way  to  induce  the  people  to 
take  an  intelligent  interest  in  tho  affairs  of  the  country. 
The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  last  evening 
said  we  should  try  to  approach  as  near  as  practicable  to  the 
views  expressed  by  the  Local  Legislatures.  It  is  true  that 
the  Ontario  Legislature  have  refused  to  adopt  manhood 
suffrage,  but  they  have  virtually  adopted  it,  for  they  have 
given  a  vote  to  a  wage-earner  who  may  receive  $100  a 
year  as  wages,  which,  with  his  board,  will  amount  to  $250. 
If  my  hon.  friend  from  Cardwell  is  sincere,  why  should  he 
record  his  vote  against  the  adoption  of  the  provincial  fran¬ 
chise  of  Ontario  ?  The  time  has  passed  for  it  to  be  claimed 
that  property  is  the  basis  of  the  vote.  We  believe  that  a 
man  with  ordinary  intelligence  should  be  entitled  to 
vote.  What  right  have  we  to  disfranchise  any  of  those 
who  are  compelled  to  observe  the  laws  enacted  here  and 
to  pay  25,  30  or  50  per  cent,  taxes  upon  the  articles 
they  are  compelled  to  consume  and  not  have  the  vote  ? 
It  is  a  vicious  principle  to  disfranchise  these  people. 
I  say  that  every  man  who  is  compelled  to  pay,  has  a  right 
to  say  what  shall  be  done  with  his  money ;  every  man  who 
is  called  upon  to  perform  military  service  has  a  right  to 
say  how  and  why  he  was  callled  upon  to  perform  that  ser¬ 
vice.  I  say  if  we  adopt  the  principle  now  before  the  House, 
you  adopt  a  principle  founded  upon  no  logical  fact.  You 
say  that  a  man  who  is  assessed  in  a  city  for  $300  has  a 
right  to  vote  as  the  owner  of  the  property,  and  you  say  that 
the  man  who  is  a  tenant  of  that  property  can  also  have  a 
right  to  vote.  I  ask  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  what  right  has  a 
tenant,  if  you  regard  property  as  the  basis  of  the  franchise, 
to  record  his  vote  ?  You  thereby  give  up  the  principle-  of 
property  being  the  basis  of  the  franchise,  and  the  only  rea¬ 
sonable  conclusion  is  that  we  should  go  still  further  and 
place  the  vote  in  the  hands  of  every  intelligent  person  who 
has  arrived  at  the  age  of  21  years  and  is  a  resident.  There 
are  other  strong  reasons  why  we  should  extend  the  fran¬ 
chise  in  the  manner  I  have  mentioned  here.  We  know 
that  all  trusts  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  powers  that  be, 
are  given  them  to  use  for  the  benefit  of  the  people.  That 
being  the  case,  every  individual  has  a  right  to  enquire 
whether  that  trust  is  properly  or  improperly  used, 
and  of  saying  in  what  manner  that  trust  shall  be  used. 
I  am  well  aware  that  there  are  strong  arguments  against  the 
doctrine  of  manhood  suffrage,  but  I  think  that  the  objections 
to  it  are  counterbalanced  by  the  benefits  that  would  accrue 
to  society,  if  we  are  going  to  enact  a  Franchise  Bill  at  all. 
I  believe  it  would  be  much  better  to  allow  each  Province  to 
control  the  franchise,  because  we  know  that  in  many  Pro¬ 
vinces  the  people  are  opposed  to  manhood  suffrage,  while  in 
others  they  may  desire  to  have  manhood  suffrage.  I  believe 
that  sooner  or  later  manhood  suffrage  will  be  the  law  of  this 
land.  We  know  that  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  the  Con¬ 
servative  leader  in  the  Legislative  Assembly  has  given  it  as 
his  opinion  that  the  franchise  should  be  extended  to 
every  male  subject  21  years  of  age,  and  if  that  opinion  be 
shared  by  the  Conservative  party  of  Ontario,  it  will  only 
bo  a  matter  of  time  when  they  will  come  down  to  -this 
House  and  insist  upon  extending  the  franchise  so  as  to  make 
it  practically  universal.  That  is,  indeed,  the  tendency  all 
over  the  world.  We  find  that  the  leading  minds  of  the  day, 
who  have  considered  the  matter  in  all  its  bearings  upon 
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society,  agree  in  saying  that  the  time  has  arrived,  that 
intelligence  has  become  sufficiently  general,  when  it  is 
advisable  to  give  a  vote  to  every  individual  who  can  exercise 
it  in  an  intelligent  manner.  Now,  we  know  well  that  there  is  a 
very  large  class  of  men  whom  we  do  not  reach  by  our  present 
franchise.  Every  hon.  member  in  this  House  will  admit  that 
when  he  is  canvassing,  he  does  not  pay  the  same  amount 
of  attention  to  a  man  who  has  no  vote  as  he  does  to  the 
man  who  has  a  vote.  Go  to  any  constituency,  and  tho 
first  question  that  arises  with  the  candidate  is  :  Has  that 
man  a  vote  ?  If  that  man  has  not  a  vote  he  is  treated  with 
apparent  indifference  ;  if  he  has  a  vote  you  court  him,  you 
take  opportunities  of  meeting  him  and  of  conversing  with 
him  on  the  political  topics  of  the  day*  Now  I  ask  if  it  is 
right  or  just  that  we  should  treat  in  this  manner  a  man 
who  happens,  for  the  time  being,  not  to  possess  the  fran¬ 
chise  ?  If  certain  duties  are  imposed  upon  a  portion  of  the 
population,  those  individuals  should  have  a  voice  in  the 
elections.  This  House  has  no  right  to  pass  legisla¬ 
tion  that  will  disfranchise  a  largo  number  of  electors* 
This  will  specially  apply  to  school  teachers,  who 
certainly  have  an  equal  right  to  vote  with  occupiers  of 
houses  at  a  rental  of  $2  a  month.  This  House  should  con¬ 
sider  whether  the  time  has  not  arrived,  in  view  of  tho  intel¬ 
ligence  of  the  people  and  the  educational  facilities  possessed 
in  this  country,  to  adopt  manhood  suffrage.  All  human 
beings  should  be  placed  upon  the  plane  of  equality.  It  is 
not  right  that  because  a  man  possesses  a  considerable 
amount  of  money  he  should  have  special  weight  in  public 
affairs,  or  because  a  man  possesses  a  large  amount  of  pro¬ 
perty  he  should  possess  additional  influence  in  the  selection 
of  the  people’s  representatives.  The  principle  of  property 
qualification  is  not  a  correct  one.  If  we  are  to  have  a 
Dominion  franchise,  and  if  we  cannot  retain  the  Ontario 
franchise,  I  prefer  manhood  or  universal  suffrage,  to  the 
franchise  contained  in  the  Bill  now  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  This  motion,  which  is  proposed  by 
an  hon.  member  not  connected  with  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House,  is  a  very  important  one  and  should  be  fully  dis¬ 
cussed.  I  hope  that  hon*  gentlemen  opposite  will  take  the 
opportunity  of  expressing  their  views  on  this  subject.  I 
hope  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  will  do  so, 
and  that  we  will  also  find  him  recording  his  vote  in  favor 
of  this  progressive  movement.  On  a  former  occasion,  he 
expressed  his  views  very  strongly  in  favor  of  a  provincial 
franchise,  and  although  he  has  now  chosen  to  change  his 
views,  he  may  find  it  convenient  to  change  them  back  again 
and  adopt  the  views  of  this  resolution.  This  important 
question  has  been  discussed  in  every  "Parliament  on  this 
continent,  as  well  as  in  Great  Britain  at  great  length  It 
has  been  before  the  Home  Government  for  many  years,  as 
questions  of  this  kind  often  take  a  great  many  years  before 
the  public  realise  their  importance,  and  before  they  become 
law.  In  the  old  country,  we  know  that  they  have  been 
making  great  advances  in  this  subject,  and  I  believe  they 
will  continue  to  make  progress.  Now  that  the  question  of 
manhood  suffrage  has  come  before  us,  it  is  well  that  the 
people  of  this  Dominion  should  know  what  are  the  views  of 
the  members  of  this  House  on  this  question,  and  I  hope  that 
before  the  discussion  has  closed,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
will  have  the  manliness  to  get  up  and  express  their  views 
upon  it,  and  say  whether  they  are  in  favor  of 
extending  the  franchise  or  restricting  it.  I  look 
upon  the  present  Bill  as  rather  a  restrictive  measure,  and 
although  perhaps  there  may  be  something  in  connection 
with  manhood  suffrage  that  we  are  not  all  prepared  to  see 
adopted,  I  freely  confess  that  I  would  be  prepared  to  vote 
for  manhood  suffrage  rather  than  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House,  and  for  two  reasons.  I  would  do  so  in  the  first 
place  because  I  believe  that  every  man  living  in  this 
Dominion,  who  is  a  taxpayer,  ought  to  have  a  vote,  and  I 
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contend  that  every  man -living,  whether  he  be  a  laborer,  a 
mechanic,  or  belongs  to  any  other  class,  that  in  any  way 
contributes  to  the  revenues  of  the  country  is  a  taxpayer, 
and  has  a  right  to  be  represented  on  the  floor  of  this  House. 
Why,  as  far  back  as  1291,  Edward  the  First  laid  down  as  a 
maxim  that  that  which  touches  all  should  be  approved  of 
by  all,  that  every  man  who  is  the  subject  of  taxation  should 
be  permitted  to  express  his  views  as  to  how  those  taxes 
shall  be  extracted  from  him.  It  is  absurd  to  say  that  a  man 
who  is  the  owner  of  $150  worth  of  real  estate  is  entitled  to 
be  represented,  while  a  man  who  is  the  owner  of  only  $100 
worth  should  not  be  represented.  If  you  admit  that  it  is 
the  man  who  is  to  be  represented  and  not  tho  property,  why 
hold  to  the  property  qualifications?  I  admit  that  in  muni¬ 
cipal  organisations  it  is  necessary  that  property  should  be 
represented,  for  the  purposes  of  municipal  taxation,  as 
for  instance,  with  regard  to  by-laws  for  the  creation  of  debt, 
as  to  which  only  those  who  would  be  responsible  for  a  por¬ 
tion  of  that  debt,  as  the  owners  of  property  should  have  a 
vote.  I  hold,  however,  that  when  you  come  to  the  election 
of  members  of  this  House  the  franchise  should  be  wider 
than  in  the  case  either  of  municipalities  or  Provinces.  I 
hold,  for  instance,  that  we  should  have  a  more  extensive 
franchise  here  than  we  have  in  Ontario,  because  in  the  Pro¬ 
vincial  Legislature  the  measures  are  largely  confined  to 
municipal  Acts,  and  Acts  relating  to  the  holders  of  pro¬ 
perty,  while  here  we  deal  with  the  rates  of  duties  on  imports, 
and  other  matters  of  that  kind,  and  every  consumer  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  operation  of  our  laws.  I  hold  that  the  poor  man 
who  wears  a  common  cotton  shirt,  or  a  pair  of  Derry  pants 
as  he  has  to  pay  a  certain  amount  of  taxation,  has  a  right 
to  be  represented.  It  is  not  money  which  is  represented, 
for  if  it  were  we  would  have  a  plurality  of  votes,  and  the 
man  who  owned  $100,000  worth  of  property  would  have 
more  votes  than  the  man  having  $1,000.  If,  then,  it  is  the 
individual  who  is  represented  there  should  be  no  restriction, 
and  so  long  as  a  man  is  a  resident,  and  is  registered,  and  so 
long  as  he  is  a  naturalised  or  a  natural  born  subject,  he 
should  have  a  vote.  In  the  second  place  I  prefer  manhood 
suffrage  to  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  because  it  would 
be  more  cheaply  operated;  The  First  Minister  yesterday 
gave  us  an  expression  of  his  views  with  regard  to  the  cost, 
and  he  said  it  would  be  merely  trifling ;  and  that  it  could 
be  very  likely  performed  by  adding  a  small  sum  to  the 
present  salaries  of  the  judges.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
judges  may  be  disposed  to  accept ;  but  I  may  say  that  I  was 
pleased  to  learn  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  First  Minister 
to  appoint  judges,  for  I  believe  there  will  be  more  satisfac¬ 
tion  in  the  appointment  of  judges,  than  there  possibly. could 
be  in  the  appointment  of  revising  barristers.  I  believe 
that,  on  the  whole,  the  county  judges  will  perform  their 
duties  with  credit  to  themselves ;  because,  from  the  position 
of  a  county  judge,  he  tries  to  cultivate  the  respect  and 
esteem  in  which  he  should  be  held,  as  one  occupying  a  high 
official  position,  and  consequently  he  will  be  more  chary 
of  doing  anything  which  would  reflect  upon  himself,  than 
the  revising  barrister  would  be.  I  contend,  at  the  same 
time,  as  1  have  contended  on  every  opportunity  heretofore, 
that  there  is  no  necessity  for  placing  such  enormous  powers 
in  the  hands  of  one  man,  whether  he  is  a  judge  or  not.  I 
say  that  no  one  person  should  have  the  right  to  exercise 
such  an  arbitrary  power  as  will  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  these  officers.  I  say,  notwithstanding 
the  statement  of  the  First  Minister,  I  believe  the 
cost  to  the  country  will  be  a  considerable  sum‘. 
I  have  before  expressed  the  opinion  that  it  would  amount  to 
$400,000.  It  may  possibly  be  done  for  less.  Supposing  the 
revising  barrister  only  got  $400 — and  I  do  not  think  any 
judge  could  be  found  disposed  to  perform  the  duties  of  the 
position  even  for  that  sum— he  has  to  have  a  clerk,  who  will 
perhaps  cost  $400  more ;  a  constable  will  require  to  be  paid 
$200  or  $250;  and  printing  will  cost  about  $150  a  consti- 
Mr,  McMullen. 


tuency.  I  certainly  hope  the  cost  will  be  less,  but  we  have 
a  right  to  express  our  fear  that  instead  of  being  less  it  may 
possibly  be  more.  If  these  estimates  are  correct,  the  cost 
of  this  Bill  in  the  first  year  will  be  $253,000,  and  for  the 
Parliament^  $1,266,000.  If  this  Bill  is  going  to  impose  on 
the  people  of  the  country  any  such  burden  as  that,  it  is  wise 
and  prudent  on  our  part  to  consider  whether  it  should  become 
law.  There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  discussion  about  the 
indebtedness  of  this  Dominion,  and  conflicting  statements 
have  been  made  as  to  what  it  amounts  to  per  capita.  I 
think  it  can  fairly  be  estimated  that  the  debt  of  this 
Dominion  is  equal  to,  if  not  in  excess  of,  the  debt  per  capita 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  please  con¬ 
fine  himself  to  the  amendment  and  to  the  particular  clause 
before  the  Chair. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  I  am  trying  to  do  so;  but  if  I  am 
not  even  to  draw  an  inference  as  to  the  question  of  cost, 
and  must  confine  myself  strictly  to  the  words  of  the 
amendment,  I  will  do  it.  But  I  do  not  think  it  will  tend  to 
advance  matters  by  being  too  strict.  Now,  I  simply  say  f 
think  it  we  should  consider  whether  it  is  wise  in  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  our  people  to  incur  that  additional  expense.  If .  the 
people  of  this  Dominion  had  the  opportunity  to  cast  a  bal¬ 
lot  for  or  against  this  law,  I  believe  they  would  oppose  it 
on  the  ground  of  expense.  Consequently  of  two  evils  I  am 
willing  to  choose  the  less,  and  therefore  the  motion  for 
manhood  suffrage  is  decidedly  preferable  to  the  Bill.  I 
believe  there  is  nothing  to  be  risked  in  granting  to  the 
laboring  classes  of  this  Dominion  the  privilege  of  voting. 
The  experience  of  England  during  the  last  twenty  or 
thirty  years  teaches  that  that  class  regard  the  franchise  as 
a  trust  and  wisely  exercise  it.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
evidence  in  the  civilised  world  to  show  that  once 
men  are  clothed  with  the  right  of  recording  their 
votes,  that  right  has  been  abused.  The  progress 
of  our  country  is  largely  due  to  the  poorer  classes 
who  have  built  our  railways  and  canals,  cleared  our  forests, 
and  turned  our  uncultivated  country  into  a  fertile  field. 
The  more  of  that  class  of  men  we  have  in  our  country  the 
better,  and  after  they  come  here,  we  should  confer  upon 
them  the  right  to  record  their  votes,  as  is  done  in  the 
United  States.  The  hon.  member  for  Cardwpll  (Mr.  White) 
said  that  from  the  pi’Ogress  made  in  the  past  on  this  ques¬ 
tion,  we  must  look  forward  to  the  time  when  we  shall  have 
to  introduce  manhood  suffrage.  In  the  face  of  that  state¬ 
ment,  I  ask  if  it  would  not  be  wise,  in  inaugurating  a  new 
system,  that  we  should  go  slowly  and  carefully.  We  should 
consider  in  the  first  place  the  state  of  the  franchises  in  the 
different  Provinces  ;  we  know  that  there  are  two  Provinces, 
in  which  manhood  suffrage  is  now  in  force,  and  which  have 
elected  their  representatives  to  this  House  on  that  basis ; 
and  we  should  think  seriously  before  we  disfranchise  a  por¬ 
tion  of  tho  inhabitants  of  those  Provinces  by  this  Bill.  If 
we  do,  from  year  to  year,  Bills  will  be  introduced  to  extend 
the  franchise,  and  eventually  we  shall  have  to  adopt  man¬ 
hood  suffrage ;  and  would  it  not  be  better  for  us 
to  take  in  the  entire  population  at  once  and  avoid 
the  cost  it  is  now  proposed  to  incur  ?  Now,  take 
the  basis  upon  which  we  sit  here  as  the  people’s 
representatives.  There  is  no  qualification  attached  to  a 
member  of  Parliament ;  we  may  not  even  be  taxpayers ; 
we  may  not  even  be  enrolled  as  paying  a  poll  tax ;  there  is 
no  evidence  require  that  we  are  the  holders  of  property, 
that  we  have  any  personal  property,  or  that  we  are  directly 
or  indirectly  interested  in  the  State  at  all.  When  such  is 
the  fact  with  regard  to  ourselves,  on  what  principle,  should 
we  be  disposed  to  deny  to  the  people  the  same  rights. 
Some  years  ago  an  Act  was  passed  by  this  House  doing 
away  with  all  qualifications  of  members ;  the  people  sanc¬ 
tioned  that  Act ;  they  raised  no  objection  to  it ;  and  any 
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man,  aged  21,  who  is  a  British  subject,  can  occupy  a  seat  in 
this  House  without  any  property  qualification  at  all,  or  any 
evidence  that  he  has  paid  his  taxes.  It  is  nothing  but  fair, 
then,  that  we  should  consider  the  question  whether  it  would 
be  wise  to  extend  the  same  privileges  to  the  people  as 
regards  the  right  to  vote,  and  I  hope  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  will  give  expression  to  their  views  upon  that  point. 
Now,  the  First  Minister  said  something  with  regard  to  the 
assessment  rolls,  and  he  assumed  that  the  revising  officers 
would  be  supposed  to  accept  those  rolls  as  the  basis  on 
which  he  would  prepare  their  lists.  I  must  say 
that  if  the  revising  officer  were  absolutely  committed 
to  the  acceptance  of  the  rolls  made  out  for  muni¬ 
cipal  purposes,  it  would  be  an  amendment  to  this  Bill 
in  the  right  direction.  I  am  sorry  to  say,  however,  he  is 
not  compelled  to  do  so.  He  merely  takes  them  as  a  guide 
in  forming  an  opinion  with  regard  to  the  value  of  property, 
and  if  he  comes  to  the  conclusion  that  on  the  whole  the  roll 
is  such  that  he  can  endorse  it,  he  is  supposed  to  accept 
it.  But  it  is  not  absolutely  binding  on  him  to  accept  that 
roll. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  confine 
himself  to  the  question  before  the  Chair. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  I  shall  try  to  confine  myself  to  man' 
hood  suffrage.  It  appears  that  any  reference  or  attempt  at 
a  reference  to  any  other  point  is  not  to  be  permitted.  I 
must  say  that  I  believe  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  people 
that  the  utmost  latitude  should  be  granted  their  representa¬ 
tives  in  the  discussion  of  this  question.  However,  Sir,  if 
you  decide  that  we  must  confine  ourselves  closely  to  the 
question  of  manhood  suffrage,  I  will  do  so,  but  I  think  an 
opportunity  should  be  at  least  allowed  to  draw  inferences 
from  facts  connected  with  the  Bill  under  discussion,  and  to 
show  why  wo  consider  it  would  be  prudent  to  accept  man¬ 
hood  suffrage  in  preference  to  it.  We  are  discuss¬ 
ing  manhood  suffrage  as  compared  to  the  suffrage 
in  the  Bill  before  tho  House.  The  hon.  gentleman 
who  moved  the  amendment  said  his  reason  for  moving  it 
was  that  while  he  accepted  some  principles  of  the  Bill,  he 
was  opposed  to  others,  and  as  an  alternative  he  would  pre¬ 
fer  manhood  suffrage  to  the  Bill  itself.  I  think,  therefore, 
wo  should  be  allowed  to  discuss  the  amendment  from  that 
standpoint,  and  it  is  that  I  have  been  endeavoring  to  do. 
However,  if  I  am  to  be  limited,  I  will  confine  myself  to  the 
qaestion  of  manhood  suffrage.  I  say  it  is  the  duty  of  every 
man,  whether  he  be  rich  or  poor,  whether  he  has  the  pri¬ 
vilege  of  sitting  in  this  House  or  not,  to  advocate  those 
principles  which  extend  to  every  man  British  liberty, 
British  fair  play,  and  British  rights.  I  hold  that  every 
man  in  the  country  who  pays  taxes,  who  contributes 
to  the  progress  of  the  country,  whether  as  a  producer  in  the 
factory,  or  the  humble  laborer,  or  in  any  other  capacity, 
should  have  a  voice  in  the  direction  of  its  affairs.  By 
granting  the  franchise  to  the  poorer  classes,  you  will  give 
them  a  deeper  interest  in  the  affairs  of  the  Dominion,  you 
will  give  them  a  desire  to  become  educated  on  the  political 
issues  of  the  day,  and  they  will  become  more  fitted  to 
exercise  intelligently  the  duties  of  citizenship.  In  England, 
when  important  changes  in  the  laws  of  the  state  are  pro¬ 
posed,  when  any  great  question  arises,  whether  of  home  or 
foreign  policy,  the  people  assemble  together  in  mass  meet¬ 
ings  and  give  expression  to  their  views,  the  poorer  classes 
as  well  as  the  richer  ;  and  this  is  one  of  the  results  which 
naturally  flows  from  tho  extension  of  the  franchise. 
Were  we  to  include  in  tho  franchise  all  the  people 
of  this  Dominion  that  could  bo  reasonably  expected 
to  be  included  under  the  amendment  before  the  Chair,  it 
would  tend  largely  to  give  them  that  interest  in  the 
country  which  would  be  the  means  of  inducing  them  to 
take  a  very  decided  interest  in  public  questions.  Every 
man  in  this  Dominion  is  liable  to  be  called  on  at  any  time 


to  bear  arms  in  defence  of  this  country  ;  among  our  volun 
teers  in  the  North  West  there  are  many  no  doubt  who  have 
not  the  franchise,  but  who  are  just  as  zealous  and  honest  in 
the  defense  of  their  country  as  those  who  have,  and  no 
doubt  also  among  them,  fighting  side  by  side,  are  the  poor 
men  and  the  sons  and  heirs  of  millionaires.  I  can  see  no 
reason  why,  when  all  feel  an  equally  strong  interest  in  the 
country’s  welfare,  all  should  not  have  the  right  to  vote  ;  we 
know  that  love  of  country  is  not  confined  to  people  of 
independent  means  ;  we  know  that  people  from  the  old 
country,  who  have  probably  been  driven  from  their  homes 
by  stress  of  circumstances,  oft  in  memory  revert  with  affec¬ 
tion  to  the  hills  and  meadows  of  their  native  land,  and  we 
know  that  in  this  country  the  poor  cotter  who  struggles 
hardily  for  an  existence  by  the  hill  side,  feels  as  much 
pleasure  in  his  humble  cot  and  as  much  pride  and  love  for 
his  country  as  the  man  who  lives  in  a  costly  residence  and 
has  ail  the  comforts  that  wealth  can  provide  at  his  com¬ 
mand.  We  make  laws  here  for  the  poor  as  well  as  the 
rich,  every  man  is  amenable  to  the  laws,  and  it  is  only  right 
that  he  should  have  a  voice  in  the  making  of  those  laws. 
Every  man  who  contributes  to  the  taxation  should  have  a 
say  in  the  election  of  members  who  impose  that  taxation. 
If  any  class  suffers  by  the  taxation,  it  is  the  poor  class. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  What  about  the  poor  Indian? 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  believe  the  Indians  do  not  pay 

taxes. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Yes,  they  do. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  They  may,  in  some  cases,  but  I 
believe  not  as  a  rule.  The  poor  man,  who  contributes  to  the 
revenue  in  a  small  way,  has  a  right  to  say  in  what  way  he 
would  be  represented  in  this  House.  It  is  our  duty  to  look 
after  the  interest  of  the  poor  as  well  as  the  rich,  and  a  law 
based  upon  a  property  qualification  is  an  unjust  law.  In 
every  Franchise  Bill  in  England,  the  property  qualification 
has  been  reduced,  and  that  shows  that  any  franchise  based 
upon  property  is  liable  to  change,  while,  if  the  amendment 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  is  adopted,  we 
shall  save  the  cost  involved  in  this  measure  and  the 
necessity  of  change.  This  is  one  of  the  most  important 
questions  involved  in  this  Bill.  I  admit  that  the  question 
of  the  revising  banister  is  one  of  the  most  serious  points, 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  this  is  one  of  the  important  points. 
The  statement  that  manhood  suffrage  is  a  question  to  which 
we  will  have  to  look  forward  and  deal  with  at  no  distant 
day,  comes  from  aTgentleman  of  extended  parliamentary 
experience,  who  is  looking  forward  to  become  a  Cabinet 
Minister,  and  we  must  expect,  from  the  drift  of  things  across 
the  Atlantic,  that  in  a  few  years  this  must  be  adopted. 
Should  we  not  begin  to  educate  the  people  of  this  country 
on  this  point  ?  There  are  a  great  many  in  Canada  who  do 
not  understand  what  manhood  suffrage  means,  a  large 
percentage  of  the  people  do  not  know  what  it  means. 
Should  we  not,  then,  give  full  expression  to  our  views 
on  this  qaestion  in  order  to  educate  the  people 
of  this  country  as  to  what  it  does  moan  ?  I  hope 
that  before  we  have  manhood  suffrage  rushed  upon 
us,  as  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  has 
announced,  may  possibly  be  the  case,  the  people  will  have 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  it,  and  that  no  Government,  no 
matter  which  party  may  be  in  power,  will  bring  in  a  Bill  of 
that  important  character  without  first  appealing  to  the 
electors,  and  ascertaining  whether  they  are  prepared  to 
ondorse  that  measure.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  glad  to  bo  able  to 
fall  into  line  with  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland 
(Mr.  Mitchell)  in  his  proposal  for  what  is,  practically,  a 
manhood  suffrage.  I  am  sorry  that  in  connection  with 
some- other  measures  that  he  has  brought  before  the  House, 

I  have  not  been  able  to  fall  into  line  with  him,  but  on  this 
particular  question,  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  say  that  I  fully 
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endorse  his  amendment,  and  prefer  it  to  the  Bill  that  is  now 
before  the  House.  Now,  while  we  are  discussing  this  ques¬ 
tion  of  manhood  suffrage,  I  think  we  should  discuss  it  from 
a  taxation  point  of  view.  We  have  had  several  arguments 
presented  to  the  House  to  show  the  amount  of  taxes  levied 
upon  the  people  of  this  country,  and  it  has  been  shown  that 
the  Customs  duties  for  the  year  amount  to  something  like 
$4.45  a  head.  No  doubt  there  are  some  who  do  not  pay  $4.45, 
but  there  are  others  who  pay  three  times  that  amount.  Now, 
every  man  who  contributes  to  the  support  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  a  fair  claim  to  be  allowed  to  exercise  the  fran¬ 
chise,  and  I  hold  that  is  one  of  the  strongest  arguments  that 
can  be  adduced  in  favor  of  universal  suffrage.  I  think  that 
it  is  wise  and  prudent  and  just  that  a  man  who  pays  taxes 
should  have  the  franchise — I  care  not  if  it  is  only  10  cents 
a  year.  The  widow  who  contributed  her  two  mites  was 
just  as  much  appreciated  when  she  cast  them  into  the 
treasury,  as  would  be  the  man  who  cast  in  his  £10  ;  and 
in  that  view  of  the  case,  we  ought  just  as  much  to  consider 
the  interest  of  the  poor  man  who  contributes  his  two  mites 
as  that  of  the  rich  man  who  contributes  his  £10.  I  hope, 
with  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  that  the 
time  is  not  far  distant  when  we  shall  be  able  to  take  this 
matter  up  and  deal  with  it  satisfactorily.  It  would  be  well 
for  us,  perhaps,  to  have  universal  suffrage  now,  while  the 
country  is  new,  than  later  on  when  the  population  becomes 
dense.  Take  into  consideration  the  North-West,  for 
instance.  Along  the  whole  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  there  are  a  large  number  of  trackmen  who  will, 
no  doubt,  erect  their  houses  along  the  line.  We  know  that 
the  land  along  the  line  is  exempt  from  taxes  for  twenty 
years,  and  there  will  be  no  assessment  of  property  for 
taxation  not  even  for  municipal  purposes.  There  will,  there¬ 
fore,  be  no  means  of  ascertaining  what  number  of  those 
men  should  be  put  on  the  roll  so  as  to  have  the  right  to  vote. 
I  regret  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  not  discussed 
this  question  individually  and  that  the  duty  has  devolved  on 
hon.  members  on  this  side  of  the  House.  It  is  too  early  in 
the  Session  to  begin  to  offer  interruptions  because  a  large 
amount  of  business  remains  to  be  done.  I  congratulate  the 
Chairman  on  the  evident  desire  he  has  manifested  to  main¬ 
tain  order  throughout  this  discussion.  I  admit  he  has  done 
so  to  the  best  of  his  ability.  We  have  been  occupied  during 
three  weeks  in  endeavoring  to  make  converts  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  and  I  regret,  so  far,  with  little  effect.  We 
are  not,  however,  discouraged,  and  we  are  still  prepared  to 
remain  here  and  do  our  duty  to  the  country.  Before  this 
discussion  closes  I  think  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  be 
compelled  to  admit  that  within  a  very  few  years  manhood 
suffrage  must  be  adopted  in  this  Dominion. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  great  majority  of  members  who  have 
sat  here  during  former  Parliaments  must  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  we  have  had  far  too  much  legislation.  It  is 
the  fault  of  our  country  at  the  present  time.  Legis¬ 
lation  is  scarcely  considered :  measures  are  suggested  by 
some  clerk  in  a  Department  to  a  Minister ;  they  are  prepared 
by  the  law  clerk,  submitted  to  the  House  at  the  close  of  the 
Session  and  passed  into  law.  This  has  been  a  very  serious  evil. 
Looking  at  what  has  transpired  during  the  present  Session, 
1  think  we  are  making  a  new  departure,  and  that  in  the 
future  the  utmost  care  and  attention  will  be  given  to  mea¬ 
sures,  and  consequently  we  shall  have  fewer  measures,  but 
less  objectionable  measures  from  this  time  forth.  The  time 
we  have  given,  Sir,  to  the  consideration  of  this  question  is 
not  longer  than  is  usually  given  to  the  considerations  of  this 
sort  in  the  Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom.  The  First 
Minister,  during  the  visit  he  recently  made  to  England, 
addressed  a  public  assembly  in  that  country,  and  he  told 
them  that  one  great  distinction  between  the  party  which  he 
represented  and  the  party  which  sits  on  this  side  of  the 
House  was  this  :  That  those  who  followed  him,  while  not 
Mr.  McMullen. 


perhaps  identical  in  their  views  with  either  the  Conserva¬ 
tive  party  or  the  Reform  party  of  England,  agree  with  both 
parties  in  this :  That  they  undertook  to  make  the  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  England  and  its  proceedings  the  model  of  its  pro¬ 
cedure  here.  Now,  Sir,  1  do  not  think  that  was  a  fair  or  a 
candid  representation.  I  think  it  was  an  atrociously  unjust 
statement. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  would  call  to  the  recollection  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  the  question  before  the  committee  is 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland,  to 
sub-section  two,  of  clause  three,  and  as  far  as  I  can  gather 
from  his  present  remarks  they  are  not  relevant  to  the 
subject. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  travel  outside  the 
record,  and  I  think  I  will  show  you  the  perfect  relevancy 
of  my  observations.  As  I  was  pointing  out  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  made  this  statement.  I  am  now  pointing  out  to  you 
that  we,  on  this  side,  are  adopting  the  view  which  he  says 
prevailed  in  England,  with  reference  to  this  very  Bill,  in 
our  discussion  of  this  measure,  and  the  care  and  attention 
we  give  to  this  subject.  We  propose  to  examine  it  with  the 
minute  care  and  impartiality  which  an  important  measure 
of  this  sort  deserves  at  our  hands.  Sir,  there  is  no  doubt 
that  we  are  obliged  to  enter  into  this  discussion  moro  min¬ 
utely  because  this  Bill  and  this  very  clause  propose  to 
enfranchise  a  class  of  people  who  have  not  hitherto  been 
enfranchised,  and  to  disfranchise  a  large  number  of  people 
who  have  enjoyed  the  franchise  for  a  long  time,  and 
this  is  being  done  contrary  to  that  practice  which 
the  hon  gentleman  says  he  implicitly  respects,  by 
dealing  with  the  question  without  the  sanction  of  the 
electorate  of  his  country.  The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell, 
yesterday,  stated  that  he  was  not  going  to  support  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland 
because  he  saw  that  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  the  opinion 
of  the  country  had  been  taken  by  the  Local  Legislature, 
and  that  the  Local  Legislature  had  not  gone  so  far  as  the 
hon,  gentleman’s  own  motion  goes.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  he  will  not  go  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage,  he 
will  not  support  that  proposition,  because  he  wishes  to 
respect  public  opinion  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  yet 
while  he  is  ready  to  accept  that  public  opinion  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  voting  against  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Northumberland,  he  will  not  accept  it  for  the  purpose 
of  sustaining  the  very  motion  to  which  he  appealed.  Now, 
I  say  that  it  is  impossible  for  any  hon.  gentleman  to  take  a 
more  illogical  position  upon  any  question  than  that  which 
the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  has  taken  upon  this  question. 
The  franchise  of  manhood  suffrage  in  the  neighboring 
Republic  has  been  referred  to.  It  has  been  spoken  of  as 
prevailing  there  for  more  than  a  century.  Well,  it  has 
prevailed  for  a  long  time,  and  so  far  as  I  remember  there 
is  not  a  State  in  the  American  Union  where  at  this  moment 
the  franchise  is  based  upon  property.  There  are  some 
States  where  parties  are  required  to  pay  a  capitation  tax, 
and  in  Massachusetts  they  are  required  to  be  able  to  read 
the  constitution;  Now,  the  Province  of  British  Columbia 
has  manhood  suffrage,  and  at  the  other  extremity  of  the 
Dominion  the  Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island  has  man¬ 
hood  suffrage. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  What  about  the  city  of  Toronto? 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  beside  the  question.  In  both  those 
Provinces  the  principle  of  manhood  suffrage  is  in  operation. 
In  the  Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island  it  has  been  in 
operation  for  thirty  years,  according  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s.  Has  it  produced  any  mischievous  results  ?  Has 
it  led  to  corruption  in  the  Government,  or  to  putting  in 
charge  of  public  affairs  or  returning  to  this  Parliament, 
men  disqualified  to  sit  here  and  act  as  legislators?  Will  the 
hon.  member  for  Monck  who  interrupts  me - 
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Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  did  not  interrupt  you  ;  I  asked  you 
a  question — how  the  city  of  Toronto  stood  under  the  Mowat 
franchise  ?  According  to  the  Act  of  the  Local  Legisla¬ 
ture — 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Order.  The  hon.  gentleman  had 
better  not  interrupt  the  speaker. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  If  he  allows  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
think  I  have  the  right. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Let  him  go  on. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  allows  mo  I 
will  go  on.  I  ask  him  what  position  would  the  city  of 
Toronto  stand  in  to-day,  under  that  beautiful  Franchise  Bill 
of  the  Local  Government.  The  city  of  Toronto  sends  to 
this  House  three  members,  but  I  understand  that  by  that 
Bill  the  electors  in  the  city  of  Toronto  can  only  vote  for 
two,  so  that  one-third  of  them  are  deprived  of  representa¬ 
tion  in  that  Bill  ;  and  that  is  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
wants  us  to  accept  in  place  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  proposes  that  I  shall 
make  a  speech  for  him.  I  am  perfectly  willing  that  he 
shall,  without  interruption  on  my  part,  state  his  views  on 
the  Ontario  measure ;  but  I  am  here  to  state  my  own  views 
with  regard  to  this  measure  and  the  amendment.  I  was 
calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  Prince  Edward  Island  has 
returned  six  members  to  this  House  under  manhood  suf¬ 
frage.  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  who  objects  to  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland,  whether  he  thinks 
these  hon.  gentlemen  are  less  qualified  by  education,  by 
standing,  by  intellectual  capacity,  or  by  culture  than  any 
other  hon.  members  to  sit  in  this  House.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  may  think  that  Prince  Edward  Island  has  returned 
men  so  ill  qualified  to  sit  in  this  House  that  he  is  anxious 
to  disfranchise  a  large  number  of  the  inhabitants 
of  that  island.  I  do  not  take  that  view;  I  believo  manhood 
suffrage  has  worked  satisfactorily  in  Prince  Edward  Island  ; 
and  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  moved 
this  Bill  is,  to  take  the  right  to  vote  from  125,000  people  of 
this  country,  who  now  enjoy  the  electoral  franchise.  Besides 
these,  there  are  a  large  number  of  people  in  the  various 
Provinces,  who  are,  in  my  opinion,  qualified  to  oxorciso 
the  franchise,  who  are  not  enfranchised  by  the  Bill ;  but 
would  be  under  the  motion  cf  the  hon.  member  for  North¬ 
umberland.  The  principle  of  manhood  suffrage  has  pre¬ 
vailed  in  almost  every  State  of  the  American  Union  for 
more  than  half  a  century,  and  when  we  consider  the  very 
large  extent  of  foreign  population  which  has  poured  into 
the  American  Republic,  i  think  we  might  safely  adopt  that 
principle  here  without  injury  to  the  state.  There  are  many 
reasons  why  we  should  adopt  it.  In  the  first  place,  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  take  into  his  hands  the  appointment 
of  revising  officers,  and  to  give  them  the  power  not  only  to 
revise  the  lists,  but  to  prepare  the  original  lists  ;  and  that 
provision  affords  such  great  facilities  for  fraud  and  partisan¬ 
ship,  for  doing  more  than  justice  to  one  party  and  less  than 
justice  to  another.  That  in  my  opinion  if  we  were 
running  much  greater  risks  than  we  should  be  by  adopt¬ 
ing  manhood^  suffrage — the  importance  of  getting  rid  of  so 
serious  an  evil  as  that  which  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes 
to  inflict  upon  us,  would  be  sufficient  to  justify  us  in  taking 
all  the  risks,  and  more,  that  are  presented  in  tho  motion  for 
manhood  suffrage.  Under  that  principle  there  would  not 
be  the  same  opportunity  for  partisanship.  All  the  revising 
officers  could  enquire  into  would  bo  whether  a  per¬ 
son  was  a  natural  born  or  naturalised  British  subject, 
whether  he  was  21  years  of  age,  and  whether  he 
had  resided  12  months  before  the  application  was 
made  within  the  constituency  or  the  municipality  whei’e 
he  desired  to  vote.  That  would  be  an  easy  matter; 
there  would  be  no  room  for  the  exercise  of  dis¬ 
cretion  ;  the  questions  would  be  simple  and  plain,  aud  the 


answers  to  them  yes  or  no ;  and,  no  matter  how  biassed  the 
officer  might  be,  he  could  not  do  an  act  of  injustice  to  one 
party  more  than  to  the  other.  I  say,  then,  that  it  is  the 
action  of  the  hon.  First  Minister  himself  that  makes  it, 
apart  from  the  merits  of  the  question,  a  matter  of  immense 
consequence  that  we  should  adopt  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Northumberland  rather  than  the  proposition 
embraced  in  this  third  section.  What  is  the  theory  on 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  starts  out  in  proposing  this 
measure?  It  is  that  there  should  be  a  uniform  fran¬ 
chise  for  the  Dominion  which  it  would  not  be  in  tho 
power  of  the  Local  Legislature  to  alter  in  any  way ;  yet 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  consistently  carried  out  this 
provision.  The  third  clause  relates  to  cities  and  towns. 
Yet  what  is  a  city  or  town  ?  It  is  what  the  Local  Legisla¬ 
ture  chooses  to  make.  For  instance  the  town  of  Bothwell, 
which  contained  a  large  population  during  the  oil  boom,  at 
the  present  time  with  1,000  inhabitants,  will  have  a  more 
restricted  franchise  than  the  village  of  Wallaceburg  with 
2,000  inhabitants.  That  is  an  anomaly.  I  remember  call¬ 
ing  the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention  to  this  provision  thir¬ 
teen  years  ago,  when  he  introduced  a  Franchise  Bill ;  and 
the  hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulockj  has  given 
many  instances  from  the  census  returns  of  1881,  in  which 
the  population  of  villages  was  two  or  three  times  as  great 
as  the  population  of  towns.  Now,  whether  a  municipality 
is  called  a  town  or  a  village  depends  not  on  the  action  of 
this  Government  but  on  the  action  of  the  Local  Parliament ; 
and  tho  hon.  gentleman  in  undertaking  to  deal  with  munic¬ 
ipalities  as  such,  and  designating  them  by  the  class  to  which 
they  belong,  is  himself  violating  the  principle  on  which  he 
sets  out,  that  he  is  going  to  remove  the  voters  undor  this  Bill 
from  any  action  ol  the  Local  Legislature.  He  has  not  done 
so ;  he  has  departed  from  that  principle.  The  question  of  pro¬ 
perty  is  wholly  under  the  control  of  tho  Local  Legislatures. 
The  question  of  property  is  wholly  under  the  control  of  the 
Local  Government ;  wo  have  nothing  to  do  with  it ;  we  can¬ 
not  say  who  shall  be  tho  tenant  or  what  shall  be  the  condition 
of  tenancy  ;  we  have  nothing  to  do  with  making  laws  regu- 
latingthe  relations  betweon  landlord  and  tenant.  All  those 
matters  are  under  the  control  of  the  Local  Government;  so 
that,  when  you  refuse  to  do  what  the  United  States  did, 
after  long  and  careful  consideration,  when  you  reject  the 
provincial  franchises  and  undertake  to  establish  a  franchise 
independent  of  those  which  the  Local  Legislatures  have 
provided,  you  have  no  logical  standing  ground  on  which  to 
proceed  other  than  that  of  manhood  suffrage.  Look  at  the 
provision  of  the  constitution  and  what  do  you  find  ?  You 
will  find  that  we  have  representation  given  us  here  by  pop¬ 
ulation.  It  is  the  persons  who  are  recognised;  we  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question  of  property ;  we  are  as 
completely  dissociated  from  that  as  we  would  bo  if  the 
local  powers  were  vested  in  a  foreign  country.  There  is 
another  reason  why  it  is  of  vast  consequence  we  should 
confer  upon  all  the  people  of  this  country  the  power  of  the 
electoral  franchise,  if  we  are  to  adopt  the  principle  of  this 
Bill  and  prepare  an  independent  franchise,  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Northumberland  thinks  we  ought.  If  we 
are  to  have  a  separate  franchise,  it  ought  to  be 
based  on  population.  What  are  the  functions  of  a 
citizen  in  connection  with  this  House  ?  Apart  from  those 
commercial  pursuits  in  which  we  are  engaged,  we  deal  with 
the  subject  of  crime,  the  responsiblity  of  man  to  man,  with 
the  subject  of  defence,  tho  responsibility  of  each  individual 
to  defend  his  country*  It  is  not  a  question  of  property,  but 
a  question  of  inherent  personal  rights  that  belongs  to  every 
man  as  a  man,  and  I  say  the  man  who  is  compelled  to  go  to 
the  front  and  risk  his  lif-j  for  his  country’s  sake  is  as  much 
entitled  to  vote  as  the  man  who  stays  at  home  and  pays  the 
taxes  to  meet  the  expense  connected  with  the  defence  of  our 
country.  Look  at  the  history  of  the  neighboring  republic. 
We  know  there  have  been  poured  into  that  country  half  a 
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million  of  people  a  year,  for  the  last  30  years,  people  of 
foreign  birth,  who  have  been  born  and  brought  up  under 
different  systems  of  government,  and  in  many  cases 
have  not  had  the  training  which  free  institutions 
give.  Tot  those  people  have  been  converted  into  American 
citizens  ;  they  have  acquired  the  habit  of  self  government ; 
they  have  lost  their  nationalities  and  become  unified  with 
and  merged  into  the  population  of  the  country.  That  pro¬ 
cess  would  not  have  gone  on  with  the  same  rapidity  or  to 
anything  like  tho  same  extent,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
adoption  of  the  principle  of  manhood  suffrage.  It  has  been 
a  common  thing  to  refer  to  tho  city  of  New  York,  and  to 
speak  about  the  extravagance  of  New  York,  as  if  the  con¬ 
ditions  of  things  in  New  York  were  the  conditions  of  things 
throughout  the  American  republic.  But  we  have  to  bear 
in  mind  that  the  people  who  have  gone  into  tho  United 
States  have  generally  come  from  the  poorer  people  of 
Europe,  who  made  little  or  no  progress  in  their  own 
country,  who  had  few  opportunities  in  their  own  country, 
and  the  remarkable  thing  is,  not  that  the  American  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  been  as  honest,  capable  and  efficient  as  it  has 
been  under  the  existing  constitution,  but  the  marvelous 
feature  is  that  it  should  have  succeeded  in  so  educating  and 
improving  all  classes  of  its  population,  when  you  consider 
the  character  and  the  materials  upon  which  its  institutions 
have  operated.  I  say  that  this  influence  upon  foreign 
populations  is  of  immense  consequence,  now  that  we  are 
seeking  foreign  immigration.  It  is  true  the  condition  of 
things  at  this  moment,  owing  to  tho  incapacity  and  mis¬ 
management  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  is  not  favorable 
to  immigration  ;  but  we  are  not  to  look  at  the  condition  of 
things  at  this  hour,  but  at  the  condition  of  things  that 
existed  formerly  and  is  likely  to  exist  again.  I  say  that  in 
order  to  people  our  North-West  we  are  seeking  foreign 
immigration.  How  are  we  going  to  promoto  the 
settlement  of  that  country  ?  How  are  we  going  to 
convert  thousands  of  people  into  Canadians,  into  men  who 
will  pay  some  regard  to  our  institutions,  and  forget  the 
country  from  whonco  they  came,  and  think  mainly  of  the 
country  to  which  they  have  immigrated.  It  is  by  giving 
them  the  rights  of  citizenship  at  a  period  when  they  have 
few  cares  and  responsibilities  devolving  upon  them.  If  you 
will  show  mo  a  man  in  this  country  who  has  not  takon  any 
part  in  its  political  affairs  when  young,  I  will  show  you  a 
man  who  has  taken  but  little  interest  in  its  public  affairs,  and 
who,  in  many  cases,  would  not  hesitate  to  ask  compensa¬ 
tion  for  the  day  before  he  would  bo  willing  to  go  and 
record  his  vote.  That  is  not  the  class  of  men  wo  want  here. 
We  want  men  of  public  spirit  who  will  take  an  interest  in 
the  country,  who  have  opinions  and  will  seek  to  express 
them,  who  will  not  wait  to  bo  dragged  to  the  polls,  but  will 
be  prompt  and  anxious  to  record  their  votes  in  favor  of 
the  candidate  they  prefer.  To  attain  that  result  you  must 
give  them  the  right  to  vote  early  in  life,  when  they  have 
few  cares  and  anxieties.  One  of  the  great  advantages  of 
the  system  of  parliamentary  government  is  its  educating 
influence;  it  is  a  school  for  our  people  in  which  their 
minds  are  developed,  scarcely  less  so  than  by  the  various 
churches  which  are  established  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try.  In  order  to  serve  this,  the  highest  purpose 
of  constitutional  government,  it  is  of  vast  consequence 
that  the  people  should  have  an  opportunity  of  exer¬ 
cising  the  franchise  at  an  early  period  in  life. 
Mx*.  Maine  says,  in  his  work  on  “  Ancient  Law,”  that  the 
human  race  may  be  divided  into  two  great  classes,  the  pro¬ 
gressive  and  the  non-progressivo.  What  we  are  seeking  to 
attract  to  this  country  is  the  immigration  of  tho  progres¬ 
sive  class.  We  hold  that  we  ourselves  belong  to  that  class; 
we  do  not  seek  to  enfranchise  the  non- progressive  class,  the 
class  that  have  a  passive  existence,  that  may  exhibit  in 
some  instances  a  very  considerable  amount  of  subtlety  of 
intellect,  but  are  wanting  in  physical  energy  and  tho 
Mr.  Mills. 


material  enterprise  which  is  necessary  to  develop  the 
resources  and  contribute  to  the  wealth  and  progress  of  the 
country.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  in  this  Bill  refuses  to 
enfranchise  the  Chinese.  I  do  not  object  to  that,  for  they 
belong  to  tho  class  we  designate  as  non-progressive  ;  and  I 
say  that  the  Indian  population,  except  in  so  far  as  they  will 
show  fitness  to  be  enfranchised,  also  belong  to  the  same 
class,  and  the  same  rule  applies  to  them.  But  that  rule 
does  not  apply  to  the  young  men  of  the  country ;  it  does 
not  apply  to  tho  Europeans  who  come  here  to  carve  out 
homes  for  themselves.  The  very  fact  that  they  come  here  is 
proof  that  they  are  not  wanting  in  energy.  A  man  does 
not  dissociate  himself  from  the  country  of  his  birth,  tho 
church  in  which  he  has  worshipped,  the  neighborhood  where 
he  is  acquainted,  and  come  to  a  strange  country  to  carve 
out  for  himself  a  homo  and  improve  the  condition  of  his 
family,  unless  he  has,  in  a  large  degree,  within  himself  the 
elements  of  enterprise  and  progress.  That  being  the  case, 
we  can  with  perfect  safety  adopt  the  principle  of  manhood 
suffrage  set  forth  in  the  resolution  the  hon.  member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  has  submitted.  What  is 
the  first  condition  or  evidence  of  fitness  ?  Is  it  property  ? 
No,  Sir;  the  right  hon.  the  First  Minister  himself  has 
admitted  it  is  not  when  submitting  this  Bill.  He  said  he 
did  not  require  it  of  the  Indians  because  it  was  no  test.  If 
property  is  no  evidence  of  fitness,  why  insist  in  putting  it 
in  the  Bill  and  regarding  it  as  an  evidence  of  fitness  ?  It  is 
clear,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  is  consistent  with  himself  that 
he  must  agree  to  withdraw  these  provisions  of  his  Bill,  and 
support  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for  Northum¬ 
berland.  Ho  told  us  that  Charles  James  Fox  was  a  spend¬ 
thrift,  that  he  could  not  take  care  of  his  own  estate, 
and  he  gave  that  as  an  evidence  that  property 
was  no  test  of  a  man’s  capacity.  If  that  be  so, 
why  is  that  test  included  in  the  Bill.  We  look 
at  history  only  to  profit  by  it  and  in  order  that  we 
may  learn  the  causes  which  have  contributed  to  the  great¬ 
ness  or  decay  of  nations,  so  that  we  may  profit  by  the 
lessons  which  it  affords.  In  Home,  the  important 
element  was  tho  public  spirit  of  its  citizens,  the  enterprise 
which  characterised  them,  their  confidence  in  the  destiny 
of  the  country  to  which  they  bolonged  and  their  disinterest¬ 
edness  in  supporting  and  maintaining  the  institutions  under 
which  they  lived.  The  hon.  gentleman  last  night  charged 
my  hon.  friend  beside  me  with  disingenuousness  in  his  quo¬ 
tation  from  Mr.  Gladstone.  He  said  that  Mr.  Gladstone 
did  not  hold  the  views  which  my  hon.  friend  attributed  to 
him  and  that  tho  quotation  was  a  garbled  quotation,  calcu¬ 
lated  to  mislead  the  House  as  to  what  were  Mr.  Gladstone’s 
views.  I  said  then  that  Mr.  Gladstone  did  hold  the  view 
which  my  hon,  friend  had  attributed  to  him.  Everyone 
who  has  watched  Mr.  Gladstone’s  course  and  read  his  utter¬ 
ances,  whether  in  contributions  to  the  magazines  or  in 
speeches  on  the  hustings  or  in  Parliament,  will  see  that 
that  great  statesman  has  advanced,  if  I  may  say  so,  to  the 
view  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage.  It  is  true  that  Mr. 
Gladstone  did  not  propose  manhood  suffrage  in  the  Com¬ 
mons  of  England,  but  that  was  not  because  it  was  not  his 
own  opinion,  but  because  he  believed  that  the  Parliament 
of  the  United  Kingdom  would  not  support  that  proposition. 
He  proposed  what  he  thought  was  the  best  which  it  was 
possible  to  carry,  and  not  what  he  believed  was  just  and 
proper  in  itself.  He  has  declared  that  the  burden  of  proof 
is  upon  him  who  would  refuse  to  any  party  the  franchise. 
Lot  me  read  an  extract  from  an  essay  of  Mr.  Gladstone’s  in 
tho  Nineteenth  Century  of  November,  1877.  In  discussing 
this  question  of  the  franchise,  he  says : 

“That  we  are  considering  the  case  of  adult  males,  neither  disquali¬ 
fied  by  mental  infirmity,  nor  deprived  of  liberty  on  account  of  crime, 
nor  loading  the  community  with  the  cost  of  their  subsistence ;  that,  in 
questions  of  political  fitness,  we  have  to  deal  with  this  or  that  section 
in  the  mass,  and  not  with  the  eccentric  and  exceptional  cases  of  indi¬ 
viduals.” 
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That  is,  there  may  be  other  than  those  parties  whom  he 
has  named  who  individually  may  not  be  qualified  to  exer¬ 
cise  the  elective  franchise,  bat  they  form  so  small  a  propor¬ 
tion  that  it  does  not  justify  us  in  rejecting  the  mass  on 
account  of  the  defects  of  the  few. 

“That  in  practice  the  question  before  us  is  simply  that  of  household 
suffrage  in  the  counties.” 

That  is  the  practical  question,  but  the  abstract  question  of 
right  is  that  mentioned  before.  (The  hon.  gentleman 
quoted  from  “Gladstone’s  Gleanings,”  pages  142,  143  and 
144.)  In  a  speech  delivered  at  Liverpool  shortly  after  the 
close  of  the  American  war,  Mr.  Gladstone  stated  that  he 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  manhood  suffrage  was  a 
source  of  immense  strength  to  a  nation,  created  a 
public  spirit  and  an  interest  in  the  Government,  and 
without  it  the  American  republic  could  not  have 
succeeded  as  it  did  in  suppressing  that  great  rebellion. 
It  is  sometimes  said  that  the  great  masses  of  tbe  people  are 
not  qualified,  that  it  is  only  the  educated,  the  trained  classes 
that  are  qualified  to  judge  of  the  affairs  of  state.  This  argu¬ 
ment  is  also  met  by  Mr.  Gladstone  in  a  way,  I  think,  that 
is  eminently  satisfactory  and  conclusive.  There  are  other 
than  intellectual  reasons  for  the  adoption  of  particular 
courses  in  public  matters ;  there  are  other  considerations 
than  those  of  a  mere  intellectual  character  which  ought  to 
influence  the  conduct  of  men.  There  are  moral  considera¬ 
tions,  and  the  man  who  is  poor,  the  man  who  is  in  straitened 
circumstances,  the  man  who  has  suffered  the  consequence  of 
being  poor,  is  likely  to  have  a  much  stronger  sympathy 
with  those  who  are  in  that  condition,  and  is  much  more 
likely  to  propose  practical  legislation  of  an  ameliorative 
character,  than  those  who  are  not  in  such  a  condition.  Mr. 
Gladstone  says  on  this  subject — (the  hon.  gentleman  read 
several  extracts  from  a  speech  of  Mr.  Gladstone’s).  Then 
Mr.  Gladstone  goes  on  to  observe  that  upon  all  the  great 
leading  constitutional  questions,  for  100  years,  which  have 
divided  the  people  of  England,  the  masses  were  right  and 
the  select  few  were  in  the  wrong.  He  mentions,  amongst 
these,  the  question  of  Catholic  emancipation,  the  question  of 
parliamentary  reform,  the  question  of  the  repeal  of  the  corn 
laws,  the  question  of  the  adoption  of  free  trade  as  against 
protection — on  all  these  questions  the  great  masses  of  the 
people  of  England  were  on  the  side  of  these  views  which 
were  ultimately  triumphant,  and  which  experience  proves 
to  be  right ;  while  the  cultured  few  who  some  think  should 
alone  possess  the  franchise,  were  entirely  in  the  wrong. 
This  rule  is  not  confined  to  political  matters  alone.  It  is  per¬ 
fectly  obvious  that  in  the  progress  of  the  world  this  same 
rule  holds  good  to  a  large  degree.  Why,  Sir,  in  the  very  ques 
tion  of  our  holy  religion,  how  was  it  ?  Did  the  Scribes  and 
the  Pharisees,  did  those  men  of  culture  and  of  leisure,  did 
those  men  who  were  the  guides  of  the  peoplo  on  questions 
of  religion — were  they  the  first  to  accept  the  doctrines  of 
the  Saviour  of  mankind  ?  We  know  to  the  contrary.  We 
know  that  the  disinterested  teachers,  the  men  who  lead  the 
world  into  the  adoption  of  a  higher  faith,  were  regarded  as 
ignorant  fishermen  ;  they  were  men  who  were  without 
culture  and  without  training.  They  forsook  their  boats  and 
their  nets,  and  they  repeated  the  precepts  and  the  story  of 
the  founder  of  the  religion;  and  although  they 
were  opposed  by  the  educated  part  of  mankind, 
we  know  that  those  views  ultimately  prevailed. 
How  did  this  progress  of  reform  begin  ?  Did  it  begin  at 
the  top?  Did  it  begin  amongst  the  intellectual  and  cul¬ 
tured  ?  No,  it  began  at  the  bottom.  Society  was  improved 
from  below ;  society  was  illuminated  from  below.  And, 
Sir,  I  say  there  is  no  difference  in  this  country,  where  edu¬ 
cation  is  widely  diffused,  between  the  cultured  few  and  the 
great  mass  of  mankind,  which  would  justify  us  in  withhold¬ 
ing  the  franchise  from  the  young  men  of  this  couutry.  Sir, 
what  is  the  object  of  our  educational  system  ?  Why  do  we 


undertake  to  diffuse  knowledge  ?  Why  have  we  established 
schools  of  learning  from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the 
other  ?  It  has  been  for  the  purpose  of  diffusing  knowledge. 
Lord  Macaulay  observes  that  the  inequalities  of  intellect, 
like  the  inequalities  of  the  earth’s  surface,  bear  but  a  small 
proportion  to  the  whole  mass,  that  they  may  be  safely 
neglected.  The  light  of  the  sun  illuminates  the  hills  but  a 
few  minutes  before  it  does  the  valleys.  And  so  truth  is  some¬ 
times  perceived  by  great  minds  before  it  becomes  perceptible 
to  the  multitude.  They  are  merely  the  first  to  catch  and 
reflect  that  light  which,  without  their  assistance,  would  bye- 
and-bye  shine  upon  all.  Now,  Sir,  I  say  that  the  condition  of 
things  here  is  such  that  we  are  entitled  to  extend  the  fran¬ 
chise.  I  say  that  the  motion  made  by  my  hon.  friend,  if  we 
are  to  have  a  Dominion  franchise  at  all  is  the 
only  logical  basis  for  that  franchise,  and  I  trust  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  secure  from  his  own  side 
of  the  House  so  large  a  number  of  supporters  that  it  will  be 
substituted  for  this  particular  section  of  the  Bill.  Then  we 
are  to  observe  this  one  great  advantage  that  will  arise  from 
the  extension  of  the  franchise.  It  prevents  the  growth  of  a 
dangerous  class  in  the  country.  Mr.  Lowe  sarcastically 
said,  after  the  adoption  of  household  suffrage  in  the  boroughs 
of  England,  in  1867,  that  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  gentle¬ 
men  of  England  now  to  educate  their  masters.  Well,  Sir,  it 
is  a  great  thing  when  those  who  are  educated,  and  those  who 
have  property,  have  a  great  personal  interest  in  looking  after 
the  well-being  of  others.  I  say  it  is  of  immense  consequence 
in  a  Government,  and  it  contributes  to  the  well-being  of 
the  Government,  that  those  who  are  themselves  in  good 
circumstances  should  have  every  possible  inducement 
brought  to  bear  upon  them  to  educate  and  improve  the 
condition  of  those  who  are  not  so  well  off  as  they  are  them¬ 
selves.  Then  the  interest  of  the  wealthy  classes  and  the 
well  informed  classes,  is  identical  with  the  general  interests 
of  the  country,  with  the  general  well-being  of  the  country. 
Every  gentleman  who  sits  in  this  House,  when  he  goes  to 
his  electors  in  order  to  inform  them  upon  public  questions, 
is  he  not  anxious  that  they  should  have  facilities  for  acquir¬ 
ing  information,  that  they  should  form  correct  judgments 
upon  public  questions?  Does  he  not  got  on  much  more 
satisfactorily  with  those  who  are  intelligent  and  well 
informed,  than  with  those  who  are  not  so?  And,  Sir,  by 
the  adoption  of  the  amendment  put  into  your  hands  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  the 
interest  of  the  whole  community  will  be  identical  with  the 
wealthiest  section  of  the  community. 

The  Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 


After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

Mr.  FISHER.  During  the  discussion  that  has  taken 
place,  members  of  the  Opposition  have  attempted  to  retain 
the  provincial  franchises,  but  they  have  been  unsuccessful 
in  that  struggle.  The  principle  of  a  universal  Dominion 
franchise  has  been  accepted,  and  we  must  bow  to  that 
decision.  That  being  the  case,  it  is  desirable  that  the  fran¬ 
chise  should  be  as  simple  in  its  provisions,  as  inexpensive 
in  its  application,  as  possible.  I  see,  therefore,  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  accepting  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell).  The  expense  necessary 
to  carry  out  such  a  franchise  will  be  very  small  indeed, 
very  little  more  than  the  present  expense  of  the  municipal 
electoral  lists,  and  presenting  a  marked  contrast  to  the 
expense  involved  by  the  complicated  machinery  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  But  there  are 
other  reasons  why  the  amendment  should  be  adopted.  At 
the  present  time  Prince  Edward  Island,  Manitoba,  and 
British  Columbia  have  manhood  suffrage  laws,  and  to  adopt 


1968 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


Mat  19, 


the  present  Bill  would  be  to  disfranchise  a  large  number  of 
people.  If  we  adopt  a  uniform  Dominion  franchise,  we 
should  adopt  the  franchise  most  extended  in  any  of  the 
Provinces.  The  member  for  Cumberland,  N.S.  (Mr. 
Tupper),  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  debate,  an¬ 
nounced  as  one  of  the  reasons  why  the  revising 
barrister  clauses  were  inserted  in  the  Bill  was,  that  they  wero 
necessitated  by  the  fact  that  we  were  creating  a  Dominion 
franchise,  and  we  must  provide  machinery  to  carry  it  out. 
I  could  easily  conceive  more  easily  worked  machinery  than 
that  proposed  in  the  Bill,  oven  if  manhood  suffrage  were  not 
accepted.  If  there  are  to  be  revising  barristers  or  judges 
acting  in  every  constituency,  there  must  be  salaries  attached, 
and  secretaries,  bailiffs  and  other  officers  must  likewise  be 
paid.  Not  only  will  there  be  the  expenses  consequent  upon 
the  salaries  of  officials,  but  there  will  be  great  expense 
incurred  by  the  electors  themselves.  This  would  be  obviated 
by  adopting  universal  suffrage  as  provided  by  the  amend¬ 
ment.  There  is  a  still  greater  objection  to  the  machinery 
provided  by  this  Bill,  and  that  is  the  partisan  ch  iracter  of 
the  revising  barrister.  I  am  well  aware  it  is  in  the  power 
of  the  Government  to  modify  these  clauses  to  such  an  extent 
as  to  render  them  much  less  objectionable  ;  but  the  leader 
of  the  Government  cannot  change  them  so  as  to  make  them 
unobjectionable.  It  is  in  consequence  of  this— 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  wish  to  call  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
attention  to  the  fact  that  we  are  not  discussing  the  revising 
barrister  clause  at  present. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  understand  that,  but  it  is  because  of  the 
objectionable  character  of  this  clause  that  I  am  desirous  of 
supporting  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  mombor  for  Nor¬ 
thumberland,  and  I  am  explaining  my  objections  to  the 
clause,  which,  I  think,  is  relevant  to  the  question  before 
you.  If  you  think,  however,  that  my  remarks  are  not 
pertinent  to  the  question,  I  will  submit  to  your  ruling.  I 
do  not  support  manhood  suffrage  because  I  think  it  is  the 
best  thing  we  can  have  in  this  country,  but  because,  if 
manhood  suffrage  was  introduced  into  this  Bill,  it  would 
remove  many  objections,  and  in  that  caso  I  would  be 
forced  to  accept  what  I  consider  the  lesser  of  two  great 
evils.  In  the  Province  of  Quebec  manhood  suffrage  is  not 
acceptable  to  the  people ;  it  has  not  been  proposed  in  the 
Local  Legislature,  and  I  have  no  idea  that  any  responsible 
individual  in  that  Province  would  undertake  to  support  or 
propose  manhood  suffrago.  One  of  the  objections  I 
have  to  this  Bill  is  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
uniformity  of  franchise  which  is  insisted  upon  over  the 
whole  Dominion,  some,  and  perhaps  all,  of  the  Provinces  will 
suffer  as  to  their  particular  conditions  and  circumstances. 
In  the  Province  of  Quebec  the  genius  of  the  people  has  been 
against  the  principle  of  manhood  suffrage.  The  people  have 
been  wedded  to  the  principle  of  property  qualification,  aud 
it  is  because  this  Bill  departs  from  that  principle  that  I  sup¬ 
port  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Northumber¬ 
land.  If  that  principle  is  departed  from,  if  that  step  is  once 
taken,  I  do  not  see  why  it  should  not  be  taken  further  and 
longer  than  in  this  Bill.  It  is  true  that  in  this  Bill  there  is 
a  property  qualification,  but  there  aie  so  many  other 
qualifications  — — 

Mr.  PAINT.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  I  am  credibly 
informed  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  repeating  a  speech 
which  he  made  at  a  mass  meeting  in  Montreal  the  other 
evening. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  would  like  to  ask  if  that  is  a  question  of 
order  which  it  is  proper  for  an  hon.  gentleman  to  raise  in 
this  House. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman, 
has  raised  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  Fishee. 


Mr.  FISHER.  I  may  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  has 
been  mistaken,  or  that  his  informant  has  been  mistaken  on 
that  point. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  It  was  not  a  mass  meeting. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  was  proceeding  to  show  some  of  the 
reasons  why  I  consider  that  manhood  suffrage  is  not  so 
unacceptable  as  it  would  bo  had  not  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  been  laid  before  this  House  and  apparently  insisted 
upon  by  the  majority  of  this  House.  In  this  country,  Sir, 
manhood  suffrage  is  not  so  objectionable  as  it  would  be  in 
the  older  countries  of  Europe.  We  have  here,  Sir,  no  such 
depths  of  ignorance  among  the  people,  no  such  large  masses 
of  people,  who  are  not  entitled  to  the  franchise,  as  there  are 
in  the  large  cities  of  Europe,  and  as  to  the  country  parts  of 
the  Dominion,  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  are  so  extended 
that  a  far  greater  number  of  people  will  be  enfranchised 
than  there  are  at  present.  In  the  large  cities  of  the  mother 
country  there  is,  no  doubt,  a  large  mass  of  the  people  who 
are  not  entitled  and  are  not  fit  to  enjoy  the  franchise^  but  I 
am  glad  and  proud  to  be  able  to  say  that  in  the  country 
parts  of  Quebec  there  are  few  people  who,  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  Bill,  will  not  have  the  franchise,  and  that  being 
the  case,  I  think  it  is  but  a  short  step  to  go  as  far  as  the 
hon.  member  for  Northumberland  proposes. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hoar,  hear. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  this  sentiment 
meets  with  the  approval  of  hon.  gentlemen,  and  perhaps 
there  may  be  a  larger  support  of  the  amendment  than  I 
had  anticipated.  One  reason  why  it  is  necessary  that  this 
amendment  should  be  adopted,  is  that  the  complicated  machi¬ 
nery  which  is  necessitated  by  the  fancy  ranchisles  of  this  Bill 
may  be  done  away  with.  If,  Sir,  this  amendment  is  not 
going  to  make  a  great  deal  of  difference  in  the  number  of 
people  enfranchised,  it  is  all  the  more  reason  why  it  should 
be  adopted,  because  it  will  remove  many  of  the  objection¬ 
able  features  and  obviate  many  of  the  difficulties  of  the  Bill. 
I  want  it  thoroughly  understood  that  I  believe  the  Prov¬ 
inces  should  bo  allowed  to  regulate  their  own  franchises 
according  to  the  circumstances  and  conditions  in  each 
Province,  and  I  believe  the  Province  of  Quebec  should 
be  allowed  to  have  such  a  franchise  as  it  thinks 
desirable — such  a  franchise  as  it  has  heretofore  enjoyed. 
It  is  not  that  I  desire  to  force  upon  the  Province  of  Quebec 
the  franchise  proposed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Northum¬ 
berland,  but  1  support  it  as  being  a  lesser  evil  than  the 
Bill  wo  have  before  us,  with  so  many  objectionable  features 
with  regard  to  revising  barristers  and  the  manipulation  of 
voters’  lists.  I  thought  before  this  amendment  was  put  to 
the  vote  that  it  was  my  duty  to  myself  and  my  constituency 
to  make  these  few  remarks  in  explanation  of  my  position 
with  regard  to  it.  I  therefore  trust  that  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  should  take  his  seat  without  giving  us  the  true 
state  of  the  indignation  in  Montreal  Centre. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Perhaps  if  the  hon.  member  for  Montreal 
Centre  will  go  to  Montreal  and  face  the  electors,  he  will 
find  out  what  the  true  sentiment  is. 

Mr.  CURRAN,  I  happened  to  be  there. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  In  discussing  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Northumberland,  I  cannot  forget  that  I  have 
already  voted  in  favor  of  retaining  the  various  provincial 
franchises  for  the  purposes  of  Dominion  elections.  I  did  so 
because  I  believed  that  if  the  Provinces  themselves  had  been 
consulted,  they  would  still  dosire  to  retain  their  provincial 
franchises.  That  a  uniform  franchise  for  the  Dominion  is 
not  preferred  by  Prince  Edward  Island  we  know  from  the 
unanimous  vote  of  its  members—— 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  finished  his  speech,  although  he  has  continued  standing, 
I  may  venture  to  address  the  House. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  have  not  finished  my  speech.  I  am  only 
waiting  till  the  First  Minister  induces  his  friends  to  keep 
order. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  hon.  member  can 
stop  and  stand  as  long  as  he  likes,  and  say  because  he  is 
standing  that  the  House  is  to  remember  that  he  is  speak¬ 
ing.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  been  standing  for  a 
minute— — 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  has  risen 
to  a  point  of  order,  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  If  the  right  hon.  gentleman  cannot  assist 
the  Chairman  to  keep  his  followers  in  order,  I  shall  stay 
here— — 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  consider  that  I  had  a 
right  to  speak,  inasmuch  as  the  hon.  gentleman  had  ceased. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  not  a  point  of  order  at  all. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  rise  to  a  point 
of  order ;  I  rose  to  speak. 

Mr.  MILLS.  You  have  no  right  to  speak. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
no  right  to  address  me  across  the  floor. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  took  the  point  of 
order,  because  my  hon.  friend  behind  me  was  simply 
waiting  until  the  disorder  you  yourself  noticed  had  come  to 
a  close.  When  that  had  come  to  a  close  my  hon.  friend 
was  ready  to  address  the  House,  and  the  hon.  First  Minis¬ 
ter  had  no  right  to  interrupt  him. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  speak  to  that  point  of 
order.  It  is  well  known  in  parliamentary  practice,  that 
When  an  hon.  member  has  not  the  ear  of  the  House,  and 
the  House  is  disinclined  to  hear  him,  the  House  allows  it  to 
be  known  by  unmistakable  signs  of  inattention,  or  other 
means  well  known  to  parliamentary  men ;  and  no  one 
knows  better  than  the  hon.  gentleman  that  it  is  well  under* 
stood  in  England,  and  ought  to  be  understood  here,  that  no 
hon.  member  is  to  force  himself  against  the  will  of  the 
House,  and  continue  to  preach  against  the  stomach  of  the 
House.  No  hon.  member  has  a  right  to  stand  and  fold  his 
arms  and  say  i  I  shall  stand  here  and  prevent  the  debate 
going  on,  because  there  happen  to  be  noises,  showing  disap* 
proval  of  the  language  or  the  course  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 
That  is  the  settled  parliamentary  practice,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  knows  it  right  well. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  stop  for  any 
such  length  of  time  as  to  warrant  the  hon.  First  Minister  to 
raise  such  a  point.  The  hon.  gentleman  stopped  in  order 
that  order  might  be  restored  so  that  he  could  proceed,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  I  shall  withdraw 
my  claim  in  favor  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  hopiDg  that  he 
will  not  make  such  long  pauses  hereafter. 

Mr*  EDGAR.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  will  find  that 
if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  do  not  keep  order,  the  debate 
will  be  much  longer  than  it  otherwise  would.  My  objection 
to  supporting  the  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell),  is  that  it  will  apply  an 
absolute  uniform  franchise  to  the  Dominion.  I  think  it 
is  a  much  less  objectionable  form  of  uniform  franchise  than 
that  which  is  proposed  by  the  Bill,  as  it  is  now  before  the 
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Committee,  and  I  am  free  to  admit  that  that  form  of  fran¬ 
chise  has  been  preferred  by  several  of  the  Provinces.  It 
has  been  preferred  by  Prince  Edward  Island,  which  has 
adopted  it  for  provincial  purposes,  and  under  it  all  tho 
members  from  that  Province  in  this  House  have  been 
elected.  It  has  been  preferred  by  the  Province  of  British 
Columbia,  because,  whatever  hon.  members  from  that  Prov¬ 
ince  may  think  about  it,  and  however  they  may  vote  upon 
the  subject,  the  Province  of  British  Columbia  has  adopted 
manhood  suffrage  as  the  franchise  for  their  own  provincial 
elections  and  also  as  the  franchise  which  they  consider 
applicable  to  the  election  of  members  for  this  House. 
The  Province  of  Manitoba  has  practically  adopted  it.  The 
Province  of  Ontario,  however,  has  not  adopted  that  suf¬ 
frage  ;  I  may  say  it  has  not  considered  the  question 
yet.  There  has  been  no  agitation  in  Ontario  for 
manhood  suffrage,  it  has  not  been  asked  for,  and  has 
not  been  discussed  at  the  polls.  I  dare  say  tho 
feeling  of  that  Province  when  the  matter  shall  be  discussed 
will  be  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage ;  and  one  reason  why  I 
think  so  is  that  within  the  past  two  months  the  Conserva¬ 
tive  party  in  that  Province  has,  in  the  Local  Legislature, 
taken  very  strong  ground  in  favor  of  that  franchise.  The 
right  hon.  the  First  Minister  said  yesterday  that  when  Mr. 
Mowat  saw  what  franchise  was  proposed  by  this  Bill,  he 
adopted  a  larger  franchise,  or,  to  use  the  classical  expression 
of  the  First  Minister,  he  went  one  better.  Well,  if  Mr. 
Mowat  went  one  better,  the  right  hon.  gentleman’s  follow¬ 
ers  in  the  Local  Legislature,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition 
there,  went  one  better  than  Mr.  Mowat  by  proposing  a 
manhood  suffrage  amendment.  Now,  when  we  see  all  that 
happening  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  it  is  quite  possible 
that  that  Province,  when  it  comes  to  consider  the  question, 
will  decide  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage,  but  it  has  not  yet 
asked  for  it.  Then  there  is  the  great  Province  of  Quebec, 
a  very  large  Province,  and  I  would  like  to  know  what  indi¬ 
cations  we  have  that  the  Province  of  Quebec  is  in  favor  of 
manhood  suffrage  ?  I  think  the  indications  are  that  it  is 
not.  They  have  not  adopted  it  in  their  own  Local  Legis¬ 
lature,  where  they  have  entire  control,  there  certainly  has 
been  no  agitation  for  it  throughout  that  Province,  and  I 
think  that,  like  the  Province  of  Ontario,  the  Province  of 
Quebec  can  afford  to  wait  a  little  while  before  they  have  man¬ 
hood  suffrage  thrust  upon  them  by  this  Dominion  Parliament 
without  their  asking  for  it, and  undoubtedly  against  the  will  of 
the  majority  of  the  people.  I  am  not  at  all  against  the  abstract 
proposition  of  manhood  suffrage.  Probably  ic  is  the  most 
logical  of  all  suffrages.  I  will  not  now  discuss  it,  although 
I  believe  it  is  sure  to  be  adopted  in  Canada,  if  for  the  whole 
of  Canada  we  will  have  a  uniform  franchise.  If  we  do  not 
have  that  uniform  franchise,  the  different  Provinces  will 
carry  out  their  own  views  about  the  franchise  ;  some  will 
continue  having  manhood  suffrage,  as  they  now  have,  and 
others  will  avoid  it  altogether.  I  am  not  at  all  surprised  at 
the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  making  his  motion 
and  advocating  this  franchise,  because  it  is  a  uniform 
franchise,  and  he  has  declared  himself,  from  the  first,  in 
favor  of  a  uniform  franchise  for  the  Dominion.  I  will  feel 
that  I  have  to  vote  against  the  amendment,  in  the  first  place, 
because  manhood  suffrage  has  not  been  demanded  by  the 
people  ;  then  it  has  never  been  made  the  subject  of  any 
agitation  through  the  press  or  by  any  public  meetings  or 
petitions  or  otherwise  ;  and  thirdly  it  has  never  been  made 
a  question  at  the  polls  in  Canada  ;  and  I  am  sure,  when  so 
very  revolutionary  a  measure  as  this  is  proposed,  it  is  only 
reasonable  that  the  people  should  be  given  an  opportunity 
to  express  their  views  on  the  subject  at  the  polls.  I  object 
to  it  also  at  present  because  it  is  the  adoption  of  a 
principle  of  uniform  franchise  to  which  I  am 
opposed,  against  which  I  have  voted,  and  shall 
yet  vote  before  this  Bill  is  through  the  House 
Further,  I  know  that  one  large  and  important  Province  in 
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the  Dominion  is  not  in  favor  of  it.  Another  reason  which 
influences  me,  and  I  should  not  wonder  if  it  influenced  other 
hon.  members  here,  before  giving  a  vote  in  favor  of  so 
important,  so  radical  measure  of  change,  is  that  I  would 
like  to  have  an  opportunity  of  knowing  what  my  own 
constituents  think  about  it.  Of  course,  it  is  argued  very 
plausibly  that  manhood  suffrage  is  very  necessary  to  pro¬ 
tect  us  from  what  may  be  done  by  the  revising  officers, 
but  that  part  of  the  Bill  has  not  been  adopted,  and  I  have 
still  faith  in  this  House  to  believe  that  we  are  sufficiently 
amenable  to  the  wishes  of  the  people,  that  there  is  sufficient 
judgment  and  patriotism  left  in  hon.  members,  not  to  pass 
the  Bill  as  it  is.  Therefore,  until  I  see  that  this  clause  of  the 
revising  barristers  becomes  law,  I  shall  not  feel  that,  in 
order  to  defend  myself  against  its  defects,  it  will  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  adopt  at  once  manhood  suffrage.  Perhaps  by  the 
time  the  Bill  comes  up  for  its  thii’d  reading,  when  we 
will  see  what  it  is  as  regards  the  revising  barristers,  we 
will  be  able  to  form  an  opinion,  and  then  many  of  the 
arguments  I  have  heard  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage  will 
have  great  influence  upon  my  mind  in  inducing  me  to 
adopt  this  franchise  in  order  to  avert  the  evils  which  will 
flow  from  the  clause  creating  revising  barristers. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Before  you  put  that  motion,  Sir, 
I  desire  to  make  a  few  remarks,  and  I  promise  you  I 
will  not  long  detain  the  House.  The  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Edgar)  the  other  day,  when  some  dispute  arose  about  peti¬ 
tions,  said  there  were  Conservatives  enough  in  my  riding 
asking  that  this  Bill  should  not  pass  to  defeat  me  in  my 
county.  I  think  uniformity  is  very  necessary  as  far  as  we 
can  possibly  get  it.  In  all  the  provinces  of  this  Dominion, 
the  qualifications  of  those  who  send  members  to  this  Houso 
should  be  as  nearly  alike  as  possible.  The  hon.  gentleman 
got  offended  with  me  because  I  said  that,  under  the  former 
franchise  he  was  a  much  defeated  member.  It  was  true, 
but  I  did  not  explain  to  the  House  how  much  he  was 
defeated  under  that  franchise.  I  can  tell  you  out  of  the 
“  Parliamentary  Companion  ”  how  much  he  was  defeated 
under  that  franchise  of  which  he  is  now  so  fond.  In  1871, 
he  was  defeated  for  the  Local  House  in  Monck ;  in  1872,  he 
was  elected  to  this  House  for  a  short  time ;  in  1874,  in  Monck, 
ho  was  defeated,  and  again  same  year  was  defeated  in  North 
Oxford  ;  in  1875,  he  was  defeated  in  Monck;  in  1878,  he  was 
defeated  in  South  Ontario ;  in  1878,  he  was  defeated  in 
Monck ;  and  in  1882  he  was  again  defeated,  and  all  under 
the  same  franchise. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  must  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
keep  to  the  question. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  will  keep  to  the  question.  In  1882, 
under  the  same  franchise,  he  was  defeated  in  Centre 
Toronto.  It  is  very  extraordinary  that  he  should  desire 
to  preserve  that  franchise.  I  am  referring  to  a  personal 
attack,  and  I  think  I  have  the  right  to  do  that.  The  hon. 
gentleman  said  the  other  day  that  the  Government  had 
paid  me  $8,000  for  my  vote,  to  keep  me  in  this  House. 
That  is  a  reflection  on  the  Parliament  of  this  country. 
Whatever  I  got  was  by  a  vote  of  this  House.  It  is  true 
that  a  vessel  which  I  owned  was  damaged  in  the  Welland 
Canal  in  1874.  It  is  true  that,  after  the  Government  had 
kept  me  out  of  the  money  for  eight  years,  they  paid  me, 
and  did  not  pay  me  the  interest.  I  have  no  desire  to  refer 
to  these  matters.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  come  to  this 
House,  not  over  the  boom,  but  through  the  cabin  windows. 
He  says  I  am  here  because  my  county  was  gerryman¬ 
dered,  but  he  knows  there  was  no  gerrymander  from  1872 
to  1882,  and  he  has  been  defeated  this  number  of  times 
under  the  same  franchise  during  that  period.  The  hon. 
gentleman  thinks  he  has  suffered  largely  for  his  country. 
He  told  the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  Poster),  the 
other  night,  that  before  Confederation  he  was  assisting  his 
party  to  carry  Confederation, 

Mr.  Edgar. 
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Mr.  TROW.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  And  I  say  that,  under  this  franchise 
Bill - 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  horn  member  is  travelling  very 
far  from  the  subject  under  discussion. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  say  it  is  a  wonder  that  he  should  be 
so  anxious  to  keep  this  franchise  that  he  was  so  much 
defeated  under. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

*  Mr.  McCALLUM.  He  should  be  anxious  to  get  some 
other  franchise.  I  could  not  hear  very  well  what  he  said, 
from  the  applause  he  mot  with  from  this  side  of  the  House, 
but,  as  1  understand  it,  he  was  not  in  favor  of  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland.  He  speaks  of  my 
having  got  $8,000  from  the  Government.  It  lies  well  in  his 
mouth  to  make  a  statement  of  that  kind,  for  if  there  has 
ever  been  a  political  Lazarus  in  this  country,  feeding  on  the 
crumbs  which  fell  from  the  table  of  the  Ontario  Govern¬ 
ment,  it  is  that  gentleman,  and  the  accounts  of  the  Ontario 
Government  will  show  it. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  desire  to  give  my  reasons  for  vo¬ 
ting  for  this  amendment.  It  is  one  of  the  most  important 
nature.  It  is  almost  radical  in  its  character.  It  proposes 
something  which  the  larger  part  of  this  Dominion  has  not 
yet  adopted,  in  fact  it  is  proposed  to  adopt  universal  suffrage. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Order. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  intend  to  be  very  brief,  but  I 
hope  hon.  gentlemen  will  have  the  manliness  and  the 
gentlemanly  feeling  to  keep  order  while  I  am  speaking. 
During  the  few  years  that  I  have  had  a  seat  in  this  House, 
I  have  never  interrupted  an  hon.  gentleman  while  he  was 
speaking,  and,  if  I  should  have  (he  privilege  of  sitting  here 
a  few  years  longer,  I  never  intend  to  abuse  good  manners 
so  far  as  to  do  it.  The  mover  of  the  amendment,  in  his 
remarks  in  support  of  it  this  afternoon,  stated  his  belief 
that  this  House  ought  to  fix  a  Dominion  franchise  for  itself. 
It  is  strange  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  like  all  others  on 
that  side  of  the  House  who  have  preceded  him,  overlooked 
the  fact  that  this  Dominion  has  a  franchise  now,  that  Par¬ 
liament  has  adopted  the  franchise  under  which  we  have 
been  acting  without  friction  or  trouble  for  the  last  eighteen 
years.  So  the  mere  fact  that  this  House  should  have  a  fran¬ 
chise  fixed  by  itself  cannot  be  adduced  as  a  valid  reason  why 
this  Bill  should  become  law.  I  have  never  been  an  advo¬ 
cate  of  universal  suffrage,  and,  under  ordinary  circum¬ 
stances,  I  would  not  vote  for  this  amendment ;  but,  under 
present  circumstances,  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  do  so.  One 
of  the  reasons  why,  under  ordinary  circumstances,  I  would 
not  vote  for  it,  is  that  I  understand,  on  good  authority,  that 
universal  suffrage  is  distasteful  to  one  of  the  most  impor¬ 
tant  Provinces,  the  Province  of  Quebec.  I  hold  it  to 
be  a  vital  principle  that,  unless  some  strong  necessity 
exists,  we  should  not  do  anything  in  opposition  to  the  feelings 
of  the  people  of  any  large  Province,  unless  some  great  good 
is  to  be  gained,  or  some  great  evil  is  to  be  averted.  I 
believe  the  people  of  Quebec  generally  are  opposed  to  uni¬ 
versal  suffrage,  and  under  ordinary  circumstances  I 
should,  for  that  reason,  feel  it  my  duty  to  vote 
against  this  amendment;  But,  Sir,  as  the  gentleman 
who  last  spoke  remarked,  I  have  always  found  it  a 
good  rule  between  two  evils  to  choose  the  least ; 
and  I  find,  in  the  Bill  before  us,  objection  so  great  that  I  am 
unwillingly  compelled  to  accept  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell).  In  the  first 
place,  this  amendment  will  save  the  Dominion  a  large 
amount  of  expense,  and  will  simplify  the  matter  exceedingly. 
It  is  the  duty  of  this  House,  so  far  as  we  can,  to  save  the 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


1971 


people  from  expense,  trouble  and  annoyance.  Eeference  has 
been  made  to  the  trouble  of  getting  up  voters’  lists.  No  matter 
how  simple  the  machinery  may  be,  so  long  as  you  impose 
any  qualification,  there  piust  be  more  or  less  trouble  in 
making  up  a  list.  We  have  to  make  up  one  voters’  list 
now,  and  if  this  Bill  passes  we  shall  just  double 
that  trouble  for  the  people  of  this  country.  I  also 
feel  it  my  duty  to  support  the  amendment  because 
the  present  Bill  disfranchises  large  numbers  that  would 
enjoy  the  franchise  if  this  Bill  did  not  become  law.  In 
British  Columbia  and  Prince  Edward  Island  every  adult 
citizen  has  a  right  to  vote  for  members  of  this  House. 
Now,  to  deprive  any  large  number  of  this  privilege  must 
be  a  grievous  hardship.  Although  people  who  do  not  pos¬ 
sess  the  franchise  may  not  esteem  it  very  highly,  and  may 
not  make  any  great  efforts  to  obtain  it,  still,  when  once 
the  privilege  has  been  conferred  upon  them,  and  you 
deprive  them  of  it  afterwards,  you  give  them  a  large  griev¬ 
ance.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  who  has  charge  of  this 
Bill  stated  last  night  that  the  Bill  passed  by  the  Ontario 
Legislature  would  not  become  law  until  the  end  of  the 
year.  There  is  a  sufficient  reason  for  that.  It  is  well 
known  that  the  franchise  has  been  largely  changed,  and  that 
the  amended  voters’  list  made  out  under  that  franchise,  can¬ 
not  be  available  until  the  end  of  the  year.  But  the  very 
same  objection  will  act  against  this  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
gentleman  claimed  that,  if  an  election  were  to  take  place 
during  the  year  it  would  have  to  be  held  upon  the  old 
voters’  list,  and  under  the  old  franchise  law.  Well,  Sir, 
if  this.  Bill  becomes  law  to-morrow,  the  very  same  thing 
would  happen,  because  the  lists  would  not  be  available 
until  the  end  of  the  year.  In  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
people  who  are  disfranchised  under  this  Bill  that  are  enfran¬ 
chised  by  the  Ontario  Act,  when  they  come  to  exer¬ 
cise  the  franchise  under  both  Acts,  will  want  to 
know  the  reason  why  they  are  allowed  the  pri¬ 
vilege  under  one  law  and  denied  it  under  the  other. 
I  wish  again  to  draw  attention  to  the  classes  that  are 
largely  going  to  be  disfranchised  in  Ontario  under  the 
present  act.  First  of  all,  there  is  the  large  class  whom  the 
raising  of  the  franchise  above  that  of  the  Ontario  Act  will 
deprive  of  their  vote ;  then  there  is  a  large  class  beside  who 
will  be  disfranchised  under  this  Bill.  These  are  the 
the  teachers  in  the  rural  distiicts  not  alone  in  Ontario,  but 
through  the  Dominion,  the  great  majority  of  whom  are 
going  to  be  disfranchised  by  this  Bill.  Now  I  need  not 
tell  this  House  that  these  are  a  very  intelligent  class. 
They  are  gentlemen  who  exercise  a  great  influence  in  the 
community ;  they  are  gentlemen  who,  next  to  the  mothers 
of  the  land,  exercise,  probably,  the  greatest  influence  in 
moulding  the  thoughts  and  ideas  of  the  youth,  those  who, 
i  n  a  few  ye^rs  will  be  voters.  I  say  it  is  monstrous  that  they 
should  be  deprived  of  the  franchise  which  they  now  enjoy. 
Then,  again,  there  is  in  Ontario  the  class  of  wage- 
earners,  which  comprises  a  vast  number  of  farmers’  sons, 
who  are  independent  enough  and  manly  enough  to  hire  out 
with  the  neighboring  farmers  in  order  to  earn  something 
with  which  to  start  in  life.  These  intelligent  young  men 
will  be  completely  disfranchised  under  the  present  Bill  if  it 
becomes  law.  I  wish  again  to  impress  upon  the  committee 
that  it  is  a  serious  matter  to  deprive  any  class  of  the  com¬ 
munity  of  the  right  to  exercise  the  franchise  without  good 
and  sufficient  reason.  It  is  a  measure  which  ought  not  to 
be  resorted  to  under  any  ordinary  circumstances.  As 
regards  the  present  Bill,  I  have  only  to  point  to  the  vast 
number  of  petitions  that  have  been  laid  before  the  House, 
signed  by  Conservatives  and  Befoimers  alike;  to  tLe  meet¬ 
ings  that  are  being  held  throughout  the  country ;  to  the 
language  in  which  the  Bill  is  denounced  by  the  Indepen¬ 
dent  as  well  as  the  Liberal  press;  to  show  that  the  Bill  is 
extremely  distasteful  to  the  great  mass  of  the  people.  For 


all  these  reasons  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  support  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  In  the  few  words  I  shall  address  on 
this  subject  I  hope  I  shall  not  be  open  to  the  chargo  of  ob¬ 
structing  the  business.  That  charge  has  been  frequently  made 
since  this  discussion  commenced.  To  it,  we,  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  plead  not  guilty.  In  the  best  sense  of  the  word  the 
Bill  before  the  committee  is  not  public  business.  It  is  a 
partisan  measure.  We  have  asked  for  public  business  to  be 
brought  down;  we  have  repeatedly  urged  that  it  be 
brought  down.  What  has  been  the  answer?  Not  a  thing 
shall  be  touched,  not  a  particle  of  business  shall  be  done, 
until  you  have  swallowed  this  infamous  measure.  The 
interests  of  the  country  are  nothing;  it  matters  not  what 
the  country  suffers ;  this  Bill  must  be  passed ;  this  House 
must  sit  day  in  and  day  out,  and  week  in  and  week  out, 
until  this  Bill  becomes  law.  We  are  told  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  must  be  first  confirmed  in  their  seats  by  legisla¬ 
tion  and  not  by  the  votes  of  the  people  ;  nay  more,  we  are 
practically  told  that  some  hon.  members  on  this  side 
must  first  be  legislated  out  of  the  House  before 
public  business  can  be  done.  From  half-past  one 
p.m.  till  two  a.m.  we  are  kept  at  the  grind,  with  the  avowed 
intention  of  breaking  us  down.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  tried  this  for  a  considerable  time,  they  may 
be  better  satisfied  with  the  trial  further  on.  It  is  from  the 
Ministerial  benches  that  business  is  being  obstructed,  not 
from  this  side.  We  are  willing  that  this  charge  should  go 
to  a  higher  court,  the  court  of  the  people  of  Canada,  and 
let  the  people  decide  which  party  it  is  that  is  obstructing 
business.  What  is  our  condition  at  the  present  time  ?  Is  it 
the  wish  of  this  side  to  force  upon  any  Province  a  franchise 
that  is  obnoxious  to  them?  By  no  means.  For  days,  yea 
for  weeks,  we  have  contended  day  and  night  for  the 
provincial  franchises.  What  assistance  have  we  received 
from  Ministerialists  ?  What  assistance  have  we  obtained 
from  the  great  Province  of  Quebec,  whose  people, 
I  believe,  are  more  closely  wedded  to  their  provincial  fran¬ 
chise  than  perhaps  those  of  any  other  Province  of  the 
Dominion  ?  It  is  true  that  two  gallant  sons  of  Quebec  have 
opposed  the  adoption  of  this  measure — only  two,  and  one 
Independent  has  added  his  weight  to  the  motion  now  before 
the  committee.  Why  have  not  the  hon.  members  for  Que¬ 
bec,  who  really  wish  to  preserve  their  provincial^ franchise, 
spoken  on  this  measure  and  given  the  House  their  real 
inward  sentiments  ?  We  know  what  those  sentiments  are ; 
but  the  members  are  silent.  We  have  been  desirous 
of  retaining  for  the  various  Provinces  each  its  own 
provincial  franchise.  We  desire  it  for  Ontario  and  the  other 
Provinces  ;  but  it  cannot  be  obtained.  Then  it  becomes  the 
duty  of  each  Province  to  obtain  a  franchise  as  near  the 
franchise  that  suits  the  particular  Provinces  as  possible, 
and  what  is  tho  position  of  the  representatives  of  Ontario 
upon  this  question  to-day  ?  The  representatives  in  the 
Local  Legislature,  the  representatives  fresh  from  the 
people,  have  taken  this  in  hand,  and  they,  for  the  time,  have 
decided  it.  We  have  no  reason  to  suspect  that  that  decision 
has  not  been  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the  people. 
The  decision  arrived  at  was  manhood  suffrage,  all  but  in 
name,  and  the  only  division  in  the  Legislature  was  that 
those  who  entertained  the  same  political  opinion  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  opposite  wished  it  to  be  manhood  suffrage  pure 
and  simple,  and  voted  accordingly.  But  when  the  Bill,  as 
it  now  stands,  which  is,  as  I  have  said  manhood  suffrage  in 
all  but  name,  was  finally  submitted,  it  was  passed  unani¬ 
mously.  Such  is  the  position  of  the  representatives  of 
Ontario  in  the  Local  Legislature.  What  is  the  position  of 
their  representatives  here  ?  They,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
have,  to  a  man,  supported  the  provincial  franchise.  I  need 
not  ask  where  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are.  We  always  know 
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where  to  find  them.  We  find  them  hanging  on  exactly  the 
same  peg  that  the  First  Minister  last  put  them  on,  until  he 
takes  them  down  and  puts  them  on  another.  This  franchise 
of  Ontario  was  adopted  with  the  clear  knowledge  that  it 
applied  to  the  election  of  members  to  this  House  ;  thence  it 
became  the  franchise  for  the  purpose  for  which  we  are 
dealing.  Such  being  the  public  will  of  Ontario,  recorded  on 
that  occasion,  it  becomes  my  duty  to  attain  the  nearest 
possible  franchise  to  that  franchise,  and  the  provincial 
franchise  being  denied  and  manhood  suffrage  coming  nearest 
to  it,  it  is  my  duty  to  support  the  amendment  and  maintain 
manhood  suffrage  here.  Unlike  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Toronto  (Mr.  Beaty),  I  am  not  an  advocate  of  legislative 
union.  Hence  I  cannot  agree  with  him  in  the  arguments 
he  gave,  all  of  which  centred  upon  and  clustered  round  the 
principles  lying  at  the  base  of  and  sustaining  a  legislative 
union.  I  do  not  feel  prepared  to  consent  willingly  or 
silently  to  the  disfranchisement  of  tens  of  thousands  of  the 
people  of  Ontario.  The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr. 
White)  referring  to  the  Ontario  franchise,  last  evening, 
referred  to  the  matter  whether  it  increased  or  dimin¬ 
ished  the  number  of  voters.  He  knows  as  well  as 
any  one  the  extent  to  which  the  people  will  be  disfran¬ 
chised,  to  the  extent  of  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands. 
Thousands  of  small  property  owners  will  be  disfranchised. 
I  do  not  propose  to  enter  into  all  the  details.  I  will  merely 
refer  to  small  property  owners,  to  the  large  wage-earning 
class,  to  the  large  class  of  young  men  who  will  be  disfranchised 
under  the  Bill  and  who  have  votes  under  the  Ontario  Bill,  It 
appears  to  me  as  a  particularly  ungracious  action  in  regard 
to  our  young  men,  particularly  those  engaged  at  the  front, 
those  who  are  now  engaged  at  the  front,  many  of  whom 
may  return  to  their  native  Provinces  more  or  less  disabled. 
These  men  who  sprung  to  arms  for  the  restoration  of  law 
and  order  in  that  country  had  votes  under  the  Mowat 
Bill,  and  it  is  not  particularly  graceful,  that  because  these 
young  men  may  become  incapacitated  by  their  services  to 
the  country  to  earn  $400  a  year,  they  will  return  to  find 
that  by  our  Act  they  are  deprived  of  their  votes.  The 
young  men  of  Canada  are  as  intelligent  and  as  capable  as 
the  young  men  of  any  other  country  in  the  world.  Under 
our  excellent  educational  system  they  have  a  capacity  to 
intelligently  exercise  the  franchise,  which  is  not  surpassed 
by  any  young  man  on  this  continent,  or  any  other.  In  the 
neighboring  Bepublic  they  find  ready  employment  and  the 
best  positions,  and  they  stand  higher  as  a  class  than  any 
others.  I  shall  not  argue  the  point  that  this  Bill  extends  the 
franchise.  Although  it  perhaps  does  so  in  some  Provinces, 
that  is  a  poor  compensation  to  those  whom  it  deprives  of 
the  franchise.  It  would  be  a  small  consolation  to  you  or 
me,  if  we  were  robbed  of  a  certain  sum  of  money,  to  be  told 
that  somebody  else  had  been  given  twice  as  much.  I  would 
ask  if  there  is  any  Ministerialist — for  of  course  it  could 
not  be  carried  by  this  side — who  is  prepared  to  move  a  pro¬ 
vision  in  words  similar  to  these  :  provided,  nevertheless,  that 
nothing  in  this  Act  shall  prevent  any  citizen  of  any  Pro¬ 
vince  from  exercising  the  franchise  which  he  would  have 
been  entitled  to  exercise  under  the  laws  of  that  Province. 
If  there  is,  I  shall  be  happy  to  second  it.  Ministerial  mem¬ 
bers  for  Prince  Edward  Island  have  spoken  in  high 
terms  of  this  measure,  but  always  at  the  conclusion  they 
express  the  hope  that  they  will  be  exempted  from 
it.  It  is  much  like  the  statement  that  boils  are 
excellent  things,  but  the  best  place  for  them  is  on  your 
neighbors.  I  was  surprised  last  evening  at  the  temper  dis¬ 
played  by  the  junior  member  for  Victoria,  B.C.,  in  relation 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.  He 
seemed  particularly  annoyed  on  that  occasion.  Last  Session 
that  hon.  gentleman,  in  able  and  eloquent  terms,  urged  the 
limiting  of  Chinese  immigration  into  British  Columbia, 
views  which  I  humbly  supported  him  in  and  spoke  briefly 
Mr.  Faiebank. 
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in  favor  of.  I  shall  quote  briefly  some  of  the  reasons  he 
gave  for  his  course  on  that  occasion : 

“Various  reasons  might  be  given  why  such  a  law  should  not  be 
enacted.  One  is  because  the  Chinese  labor  is  brought  into  competition 
with  the  labor  of  the  white  man.  The  Chinese  work  for  wages  which 
will  not  support  a  white  laborer’s  family.  They  bring  with  them  none 
of  the  responsibilities  of  our  civilisation.  They  have  no  wives  or 
children  to  support,  and  hence  they  come  stripped,  as  it  were,  to  do 
battle  with  white  labor.  The  white  man  has  his  family  to  feed,  to 
clothe,  to  educate,  churches  and  other  institutions  to  maintain  ;  and  in 
a  thousand  other  ways,  he  is  called  upon  to  contribute.  The  Chinaman, 
his  rival  in  the  market,  has  none  of  these  responsibilities.  He  has  only 
himself  to  provide  for,  and  hence  he  is  prepared  for  the  combat ;  and, 
however  much  the  Chinaman  may  desire  to  get  for  his  labor,  he  will 
work  for  what  he  can  just  get.  He  will  not  be  put  on  one  side  on 
account  of  the  price.  The  white  man,  handicapped  with  the  respon¬ 
sibilities  of  his  civilisation,  the  Chinaman  prepared  to  struggle  for  his 
solitary  existence — the  result  is  inevitable  ;  free  white  labor  gives  place 
to  the  slaves  of  the  companies,  who  are  prepared  to  work  at  a  rate  for 
which  the  white  man  cannot  subsist^  with  the  cheap  and  dirty  mode  of 
living  and  their  capacity  for  living  in  swarms,  in  wretched  dens,  where 
a  white  man  would  drop  if  he  did  not  suffocate.” 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  1  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  is  going 
to  make  his  quotation  relevant  to  the  motion. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  I  think  you  will  find  that  it  is  quite 
relevant.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  stating  that  the  present 
Bill  did  not  disfranchise  to  any  extent  in  British  Columbia, 
and  he  had  reference  specially  to  farm  laborers.  I  under¬ 
stood  him  to  say  that  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s  were  not  correct — indeed,  he  said  they  were  not 
true.  Now,  one  year  ago  he  made  these  remarks  with 
reference  to  the  Chinese,  and  I  cannot  understand  how  it  is 
that  a  Bill  which  gives  no  vote  on  an  income  less  than'  $400, 
even  supposing  that  at  a  subsequent  stage  it  should  be  made 
to  embrace  the  wage-earner,  I  cannot  see  how  the  Bill  would 
enfranchise  these  men  in  British  Columbia,  if,  as  he  said  at 
that  time,  Chinese  labor  was  pressing  so  severely  on  the 
white  labor  of  British  Columbia  that  it  could  not  compete 
with  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  further : 

“  In  the  Province  of  British  Columbia,  white  men  have  had  to  leave 
on  account  of  the  Chinese  monopolising  the  labor  market.  It  is  impos¬ 
sible  for  white  labor  to  compete  with  men  who  work  sixteen  hours  a 
day,  who  sleep  on  shelves  in  the  shop,  and  who  live  on  a  little  rice 
flavored  with  a  chunk  of  pork.  *  *  *  I  know  that 

it  is  argued  by  some  hon.  getlemen  that  they  are  a  necessity,  that 
their  labor  is  required  to  build  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  differ  entirely  from  that  view.  They  are  not  a  necessity. 
I  received  a  letter  to-day,  the  contents  of  which  I  was  very  sorry 
to  read  ;  it  was  from  one  of  the  largest  employers  of  labor  in  that 
Province,  and  he  says  that  there  are  a  great  many  men  there  who 
cannot  get  employment.” 

I  am  astonished  to  learn  that  in  British  Columbia  there 
are  a  great  many  men  who  cannot  get  employment ;  and  still 
no  laborer  will  be  enfranchised  who  earns  less  than  $400  a 
year.  I  do  not  say  it  is  not  the  case;  but  following  the 
gentleman,  as  I  did  a  year  ago,  and  supporting  the  principle 
on  the  ground  that  I  believed  the  Province  was  capable  of 
judging  of  its  local  affairs  for  itself,  I  find  the  gentleman  who 
proposed  that  measure  desiring  to  force  an  unacceptable  fran¬ 
chise  on  the  Province  I  represent.  I  do  not  propose  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  abstract  question  of  manhood  suffrage.  The  United 
States  has  been  referred  to.  I  know  that  all  the  people  in 
the  United  States  do  not  approve  of  manhood  suffrage, 
principally  on  the  ground  of  the  large  immigration  of  per¬ 
sons  into  that  country  who  are  uneducated  in  the  art  of  self- 
government.  All  here  are  not  in  favor  of  it ;  but  from  the 
expressions  of  opinion  in  my  own  Province,  I  conclude  that 
the  majority  of  both  parties  there  are  in  favor  of  it,  or 
something  so  near  to  it  that  it  only  lacks  the  name.  But 
in  this  connection  I  wish  to  enquire  what  objection  there  is 
to  manhood  suffrage  that  does  not  apply  with  equal  force  to 
the  $2  rental  suffrage.  I  am  not  making  objection ;  I  am 
simply  pointing  out  that  those  who  object  to  manhood 
suffrage  have  an  equal  ground  of  objection  to  the  $2 
rental  franchise.  Let  us  test  it.  Take  the  case  of  a  man 
who  is  unfortunately  overcome  by  the  hubif  of  dfink  ;  he  is 
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useless ;  he  does  not  earn  $50  a  year ;  his  wife,  by  hard 
labor,  supports  him,  and  pays  the  $2  a  month  rental ;  he  is 
a  full-fledged  voter.  In  the  same  town  is  a  wage-earner 
who  works  every  day  in  the  year,  and  earns  $1.25  a  day,  a 
high  rate  of  average  wages  for  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and 
owns  and  occupies  property  of  his  own,  which  is  valued  at 
a  little  less  than  $300.  He  has  no  vote,  while  the  other 
man  has*  That  is  a  test  of  the  application  of  one  of  these 
fancy  franchises.  The  world  is  made  up  of  details,  and 
you  have  to  test  the  thing  by  actual  practice.  I  allude  to 
this,  more  particularly  on  account  of  the  misconception  of 
the  measure  by  some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  At  a  pre¬ 
vious  stage  of  this  discussion  the  hon.  member  for  Leeds 
and  Grenville  (Mr.  Ferguson)  stated  that  the  revising 
officer  would  not  have  more  than  1  per  cent,  of  the  voters 
to  deal  with.  Let  me  call  his  attention  to  the  fact  that 
about  25  per  cent,  of  the  names  on  the  assessment  roll  are 
those  of  tenants.  How  is  the  revising  officer  to  ascertain 
who,  in  the  entire  list  of  tenants  on  the  voters’  list, 
and  on  the  assessment  roll,  are  entitled  to  be  placed 
on  the  list  of  voters  he  prepares,  on  the  ground 
of  paying  a  rental  above  $2  a  month.  To  do 
this  he  has  to  become  an  assessor ;  he  has  to  go  to  all  these 
parties  and  enquire  what  rent  they  pay.  Will  it  be  said 
that  he  will  send  his  clerk  or  his  bailiff?  Is  it  the  clerk  or 
the  bailiff  we  employ  to  make  the  list  ?  In  my  constituency 
I  found,  on  going  over  the  voters’  list,  that  over  TOO  of 
those  upon  it  were  marked  as  tenants,  which,  I  presume, 
would  not  be  perhaps  over  one-half  of  those  on  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll.  I  refer  to  that  as  one  of  the  practical  difficulties 
of  this  measure,  and  an  argument  that  may  be  urged  in 
favor  of  the  amendment  proposing  manhood  suffrage,  which 
would  of  necesity  require  some  cheap  and  easy  method  of 
registration  to  be  made  of  voters.  Now,  hon.  gentlemen 
must  not  suppose  that  this  lengthy  discussion  we  have  had 
on  the  Franchise  Bill  is  the  beginning  and  end  of  this 
measure.  When  the  Bill  was  introduced  it  laid  the 
foundation  of  work  not  only  for  future  Sessions  but  for 
future  Parliaments.  At  every  Session  of  every  Parliament 
for  years  and  years  to  come  we  shall  have  the  franchise 
question  before  us.  Had  we  left  the  matter  with  the  Pro¬ 
vinces— where  it  ought  to  have  been  left,  and  where  the 
best  precedents  on  the  face  of  the  globe  say  it  should  have 
been  left — we  should  have  been  relieved  of  this  labor,  had 
our  business  done,  and  been  home  long  ago.  But  hence¬ 
forth  this  question  will  be  cropping  up  at  all  times,  until  it  is 
finally  settled  by  perhaps  the  adoption  of  manhood  suffrage. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  rise  to  support  the  amend 
ment  of  the  hpn.  member  for  Northumberland,  and  in  doing 
so  I  fully  acknowledge  that  the  objections  which  have  been 
urged  against  this  measure  from  this  side  of  the  House 
equally  apply  to  that  amendment ;  but  I  recognise  as  well 
the  fact  that  we  are  now  face  to  face  with  the  question,  what 
shall  be  the  franchise  for  this  Dominion?  This  committee 
having  refused  to  endorse  the  position  taken  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  that  the  different  local  franchises  in  the  Pro¬ 
vinces  should  be  the  franchises  for  this  Dominion,  I  think 
that  we  can  travel  in  no  better  direction  than  that  indicated 
in  the  amendment  to  which  I  have  just  referred.  I  recognise 
the  fact  that  no  opinion  has  been  had  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try  on  this  question  ;  I  recognise  as  fully  as  any  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  can  the  force  of  the  objection,  that  without  having  the 
consent  and  sanction  of  our  constituents  to  this  proposition 
we  are  doing  them  a  great  injustice  in  supporting  it.  But, 
Sir,  we  are  obliged  to  choose  between  alternative  proposi¬ 
tions  ;  we  are  not  left  free  to  say  whether  we  shall 
retain  the  franchises  that  now  exist  in  the  different 
Provinces  or  not,  but  we  have  to  decide  whether  we 
shall  have  a  franchise  such  as  is  proposed  in  this  Bill 
or  accept  that  proposed  in  the  amendment  of  the 
hop.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell).  One 


of  the  objections  that  I  urged  against  this  Bill  was  that 
it  involved  so  many  different  propositions  that  it  became 
exceedingly  complicated.  There  is  no  one  feature  which 
can  be  more  strongly  urged  on  the  attention  of  this  com¬ 
mittee  than  the  advantage  that  will  result  from  having  a 
plain,  practicable,  simple,  common  sense  franchise  for  the 
election  of  members  to  any  deliberative  body.  The  more  a 
franchise  is  complicated  the  greater  are  the  difficulties  that 
will  arise  in  its  practical  working,  and  as  between  the 
franchise  now  under  discussion  and  the  amendment  pro¬ 
posed,  I  say  there  are  sufficient  distinctions  to  warrant  us, 
if  no  other  reason  existed,  in  supporting  the  amendment; 
Independent  of  that,  we  have,  in  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
and  in  the  Provinces  of  British  Columbia  and  Prince  Edward 
Island  as  well,  justification  in  supporting  the  amendment, 
in  the  fact  that  the  people  of  these  Provinces  have  endorsed 
franchises  which  are  much  more  liberal  than  that  proposed 
in  this  Bill.  We  have  debated  for  a  sufficient  length  of 
time,  possibly,  the  question  as  to  the  relative  liberality  of 
the  franchise  in  this  Bill  and  that  lately  adopted  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario,  and  it  is  not  my  desire,  at  this  particular 
juncture,  to  enter  into  that  phase  of  the  case  more 
in  detail ;  but  I  say  that  the  fact  of  the  existence  of  more 
liberal  franchises  in  the  Provinces  I  have  mentioned  is 
an  additional  justification  for  supporting  the  amendment. 
If  I  were  left  free  to  choose  tbe  franchise  that  I  consider 
most  suitable  to  the  requirements  of  the  Province  from  which 
I  come,  I  would  prefer  that  recently  adopted  by  the  Ontario 
Legislature  as  the  more  suitable.  Wby  ?  Because  it  has 
been  recently  adopted  by  the  majority  in  that  Legislature. 
Because  it  has  been  adopted  in  the  face  of  an  amendment 
supported  by  gentlemen  representing  the  party  ot  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  and  which  was  similar  to  that  embraced 
in  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland, 
dealing  with  manhood  suffrage.  Consequently,  whatever 
may  be  my  own  personal  feelings  on  that  question,  I  con¬ 
cede  at  once  that  the  decision  of  the  Ontario  Legislature 
determines,  to  my  mind,  what  Ontario  desires  as  her  fran¬ 
chise ;  but  the  recent  determination  of  that  Province  indi¬ 
cates  with  equal  distinctness  that  they  do  not  want  to  travel 
backward  in  the  direction  of  restricting  the  franchise. 
Their  recent  legislation  has  been  very  materially  in  the 
direct'on  of  extending  it,  and  I  say  that  every  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  here,  from  Ontario,  at  least,  ought  to  recognise  the 
action  of  the  deliberative  Assembly  of  that  Province,  and 
ought  to  allow  that  action  to  influence  him  in  determining 
here  what  tbe  franchise  should  be.  I  have  said  that  another 
objection  against  the  franchise  proposed  in  this  Bill  is  the 
fact  that  it  is  involved  and  complicated,  and  that  as  between 
it  and  the  one  embraced  in  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Northumberland  there  is  a  decided  advantage 
in  the  latter.  We  know  how  many  difficulties  arise  in  the 
administration  of  a  franchise  law  at  any  election.  My  expe¬ 
rience  may  not  be  a  very  extended  one,  but  it  is  sufficiently 
large  to  warrant  me  in  saying  that  there  is  always  a  good 
deal  of  difficulty  in  determining  any  act  of  Parliament  deal¬ 
ing  with  the  franchise,  and  that  difficulty  is  proportionate 
to  the  number  of  franchises  that  are  created.  When  there 
are  real  property  franchises,  household  franchises,  and  such 
others  as  are  created  by  this  Bill,  the  result  necessarily  fol¬ 
lows  that  the  different  men  charged  with  making  out  the 
voters’  lists,  under  this  Bill,  will  construe  its  provisions 
differently.  I  am  aware  that  the  same  objection  will  apply 
to  the  franchises  in  the  majority  of  the  Provinces,  but  the 
fact  has  to  be  recognised,  that  these  are  the  franchises  of  the 
Provinces,  and  that  by  adopting  the  franchise  proposed  in 
this  Bill  we  duplicate  that  difficulty.  Those  facts  furnish 
a  good  and  sufficient  reason,  to  my  mind,  why,  if  we  abandon 
the  principle  that  has  been  already  urged  but  refused  to  be 
recognised  by  this  committee,  we  should  fall  back 
on  some  such  simple  proposition  as  that  involved  in 
the  amendment  before  us.  I  have  other  reasons,  that  may 
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be  considered  personal  to  myself,  why  1  believe  the  franchise 
should  be  broadened  in  the  direction  suggested  in  the  amend¬ 
ment.  Within  the  years  that  would  have  elapsed  from  the 
birth  of  a  young  man  until  he  is  entitled  to  vote,  supposing 
he  were  of  age  and  was  going  to  vote  this  year,  the  different 
Provinces  of  the  Dominion  have  spent  something  in  the 
neighborhood  of  $167,000,000  in  educating  the  youth  of  the 
country.  Now,  we  have  heard  a  good  deal  said  about  fran¬ 
chises  based  upon  property,  based  on  some  consideration  or 
other  looking  in  that  direction.  But  I  ask  you  if  it  is  not  a 
matter  of  considerable  consequence  to  us  to  bear  in  mind 
the  fact  I  have  stated,  the  fact  that  we  have,  within  the  years 
during  which  a  young  man  would  have  lived  to  entitle  him 
to  vote,  spent  on  education  a  sum  nearly  equal  to  what  we 
are  given  to  understand  approaches  the  net  amount  of  our 
national  debt  to  day.  That  being  the  case,  these  young  men 
who  have  had  a  share  in  that  expenditure,  who  have  acquired 
a  property  in  the  disbursement  of  that,  should  be  recog¬ 
nised  in  any  franchise  that  is  to  be  adopted  by  this  House. 
A  man  paying  $4  a  month  rent  will  earn,  if  he  spends  all  he 
earns,  an  income  of  about  $256  a  year.  I  base  that  esti¬ 
mate  on  what  I  think  will  be  admitted  as  a  very  general 
experience,  that  house  rent  represents  about  one-seventh 
of  a  man’s  average  expenses.  Then,  the  man  who  pays  $2 
a  month  rental  would  not  have  been  more  than  half  the 
earnings  of  the  man  who  gets  $390  a  year,  and  yet  the  man 
who  pays  $2  a  month  rent  will  have  the  franchise,  while  the 
man  getting  less  than  $400  a  year  income  will  not  have  a 
vote.  The  proposed  franchise  is  illogical,  and  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  is  preferable 
to  it.  In  dealing  with  a  question  of  this  kind  we  cannot 
forget  the  circumstances  of  the  country  contiguous  to  us, 
and  there  we  know  manhood  suffrage  practically  prevails. 
The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  stated  that  the  franchise 
would  be  materially  enlarged  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  by 
this  Bill,  but  if  that  is  a  justification  for  supporting  the 
Bill,  is  it  not  an  equally  good  reason  for  adopting  a  niill 
more  liberal  franchise  in  oth  >r  Provinces  where  the 
present  franchise  is  broader  ?  The  Toronto  Globe 
sent  circulars  to  the  officials  in  Boston,  Lowell, 
St.  Louis,  Pittsburg,  Louisville,  and  other  cities  in  the 
United  States,  asking  for  information  in  reference  to  the 
prevailing  franchise  for  municipal  purposes.  In  answer  to 
the  question  whether  the  citizens  would  favor  giving  the 
vote  to  property  owners  or  a  vote  representing  property, 
the  answer  invariably  was  “  by  no  means,”  and  in  one  case 
the  answer  given  was,  “  every  man  in  this  country  is  a 
sovereign,  though  poor  as  a  church  mouse.”  In  Boston  and 
Lowell  the  qualification  for  the  franchise  for  municipal 
purposes  was  citizenship,  sixty  days’  residence,  with  the 
payment  of  some  one  tax,  no  matter  how  small,  and  the 
ability  to  read  and  write.  It  is  possible  that  a  franchise  of 
that  character  is  the  truly  equitable  one.  We  recognise 
the  value  of  intelligence  as  a  factor  in  the  creation  of  the 
franchise,  and  it  is  possible  that  that  is  the  closest  approach 
to  a  purely  correct  franchise.  We  are  now  confined,  how¬ 
ever,  to  two  propositions,  and  we  have  to  determine 
whether  we  will  accept  the  very  limited  franchise 
proposed  in  this  Bill  or  the  more  liberal  franchise 
which  I  have  announced  myself  to  be  in  favor  of. 
There  is  an  additional  reason  why  we  should  follow  the  more 
liberal  franchise  in  preference  to  the  restricted  franchise 
proposed  in  this  Bill,  and  that  is  that  as  electoral  corruption 
is  lessened  the  wider  the  franchise  is  made.  I  sincerely 
believe  that  the  greater  the  number  of  those  to  whom  we  give 
the  right  to  vote  the  more  difficult  it  will  be  to  influence  the 
election  by  means  of  corrupt  practices.  We  are  aware  that 
one  of  the  strongest  reasons  for  the  adoption  of  the  Fran¬ 
chise  Bill  in  England,  in  1832,  was  the  scandals  of  Old 
Sarum,  and  some  other  constituencies  in  that  country,  which 
led  public  opinion  strongly  in  the  direction,  not  only  of 
wiping  out  the  pocket  boroughs,  but  in  the^direction  of  an 
Mr.  Cameron  (Middlesex), 


enlarged  franchise  as  well.  Another  reason  for  broadening 
the  franchise  in  that  country  was  that  it  would  materially 
lessen  corruption  in  elections.  Now,  we  ought  to  keep  in 
view  the  same  reason  as  applicable  to  our  circumstances. 
Hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House  are,  no  doubt, 
sincerely  desirous,  unless  personal  interest  sways  them  too 
strongly,  of  seeing  the  will  of  the  people  prevail. 
Well,  Sir,  if  that  is  the  case,  their  will  is  much 
more  likely  to  prevail  where  the  constituency  is 
sufficiently  large  to  have  all  interests  represented, 
and  to  prevent  the  successful  operation  of  cor¬ 
rupt  influences.  I  believe  that  if  our  franchise  is  broad¬ 
ened  in  the  direction  suggested  by  the  amendment,  it  will 
afford  additional  security  against  electoral  corruption.  It 
has  been  well  said  that  where  a  man  has  no  particular 
interest  you  will  generally  find  that  he  will  determine  on  the 
side  of  what  is  right ;  and  in  sitting  here  and  thinking  over 
the  circumstances,  not  as  they  may  apply  to  ourselves,  when 
we  are  in  the  heat  of  a  contest,  but  as  they  may  apply  to 
others  who  will  succeed  us,  we  shall  see  in  a  factor  of  this 
kind  an  additional  reason  for  adopting  the  amendment. 
Now,  one  gentleman  who  spoke  in  favor  of  the  English 
Bill  in  the  British  Parliament  urged  its  adoption  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  admit  men  to  the  exercise  of  the  dear¬ 
est  right  of  a  freeman,  who  would,  in  consequence,  feel  the 
added  responsibilities  that  were  imposed  by  the  Act.  In 
doing  so  he  used  this  language :  (The  hon.  gentleman  read 
an  extract).  I  believe  that  in  admitting  as  many  of  our 
people  as  possible  to  the  exercise  of  that  right  we 
are  giving  an  assurance  for  the  continued  progress  of 
this  country,  such  as  no  othor  Act  of  ours  could 
confer,  and  thereto ;o  I  shall  vote  in  favor  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell). 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  I  rise  to  make  a  few  remarks,  in 
consequence  of  some  misstatements,  which  have  been  made 
by  some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  The  hon.  member  for 
East  Lambton  (Mr.  Fairbank)  referred  to  a  matter  in  which 
he  showed  his  ignorance,  because  it  h.is  no  reference  what¬ 
ever  to  the  Bill  before  the  House.  He  referred  to  a  speech 
which  was  made  in  this  House  last  year  on  the  Chinese 
question,  when  I  stated  that  a  number  of  men  in  Victoria 
were  unable  to  get  employment.  That  might  very  well  be, 
and  yet  not  be  an  argument  against  these  men  having  the 
franchise.  The  men  I  referred  to  came  to  the  Province  at 
that  particular  season  and  could  not  get  employment  just 
then,  and  they  had  to  leave,  and  so  were  not  residents  of 
the  Province.  Now,  he  also  made  reference  to  what  I  said 
last  evening  in  answer  to  the  hon.  member  for  Queen's^ 
P.E  I.  (Mr.  Davies).  I  simply  corrected  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  for  making  misstatements  on  the  matter  which  had 
been  before  this  House,  statements  which  had  been  made  by 
other  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  which  had  been  already 
corrected.  I  thought  it  was  very  unbecoming  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  repeat  a  statement  which  he  must  have  known 
to  have  been  incorrect. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The  hon. 
gentleman  is  distinctly  out  of  order  in  imputing  to  me  the 
making  of  a  statement  which  I  knew  to  be  incorrect. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  No,  Sir  what  I  said  was - 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  a  right  to 
explain  what  he  did  say. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  What  I  said  was  this:  I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  must  have  understood  that  that  state¬ 
ment  had  been  made  before,  and  it  was  very  unfair  for  him 
to  make  a  statement  which  had  already  been  corrected,  and 
which  he  must  have  known  was  incorrect. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  explain  what 
statement  he  refers  to  ? 
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Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  I  refer  to  your  statement  that 
this  Franchise  Bill  before  the  House  would  disfranchise  a 
large  number  of  people  in  British  Columbia. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  I  made 
no  special  reference  to  British  Columbia  in  the  connection 
in  which  I  spoke  of  the  disfranchising  clause  of  that  Bill. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  Yes. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  said,  in  my  remarks  to  which  he  takes 
exception,  that  this  Franchise  Bill  would  disfranchise  a  cer¬ 
tain  number  of  farm  servants  in  this  country.  When  I 
made  that  statement  the  hon.  gentleman  corrected  me  and 
said  “  no,”  and  he  kept  repeating  “  no,”  evidently  under  the 
impression  that  I  had  confined  my  remarks  to  British 
Columbia.  I  made  no  special  reference  to  British  Columbia 
at  all ;  I  was  speaking  of  the  farm  servants  of  Canada. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  I  am  under  the  impression  and 
belief  that  the  hon.  gentleman  mentioned  in  his  speech 
British  Columbia  ;  hence  I  interrupted  him* 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  wrong. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  The  Hansard  will  prove  it  to¬ 
morrow. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  Hansard  is  out  now ;  I  have  it  here’ 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  Order.  The  hon.  member  is  out 
of  order. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  gentleman 
opposite,  the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.S.  (Mr.  Woodworth), 
has  no  right  whatever  to  interrupt  an  hon.  member  without 
rising  from  his  seat  and  stating  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  The  hon.  member  for  King’s  has 
a  right  to  say  “  order  ”  when  an  hon.  member  is  out  of 
order ;  and  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  has  just 
shown  his  unacquaintance  with  the  rules  of  the  House. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  We  want  your  ruling 
on  the  point,  Mr.  Chairman.  No  member  sitting  in  his  seat 
has  a  right  to  interrupt  another  hon.  member. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  That  is  not  the  question.  The 
hon.  member  for  West  Huron,  with  an  unfairness  all  his 
own - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  I  repeat,  with  an  unfairness  all  his 
own,  puts  to  the  Chairman  a  question  that  is  not  before  the 
Chair,  and  that  is,  whether  a  member  has  a  right  to 
interrupt  another  hon.  member.  That  is  not  the  question. 
The  question  is,  whether  a  member  in  his  seat  has  a  right 
to  say  “  order  ”  when  another  member  is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  question,  as  I  understand  it,  is 
whether  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  was  in  order  in  calling 
from  his  seat,  “  order,  o-der.”  That  is  frequently  done,  and  is 
in  order.  If  an  hon.  member  wants  to  take  a  point  of  order 
it  is  his  duty  to  rise  and  state  the  point  of  order ;  but  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Huron  said  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
no  right  to  interrupt  another  hon.  member.  If  an  hon. 
member  was  doing  that  he  was  out  of  order. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  I  rise  to  refer  to  some  remarks 
made  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  with  respect  to  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  British  Columbia.  The  hon.  member  for  North 
York  (Mr.  Mulock)  stated  a  few  days  ago,  in  his  speech, 
that  the  members  for  British  Columbia  were  bartering 
away  the  rights  of  the  people  of  that  Province  by  support¬ 
ing  this  measure.  I  should  like  to  know  how  we  are  barter¬ 
ing  away  the  rights  of  the  people  of  that  Province  ?  Has 
the  hon.  gentleman  been  over  there  ;  if  not,  where  has  he 
obtained  his  information  which  led  him  to  make  such  a 
statement?  That  statement  is  incoi'rect.  The  Franchise 
Bill  now  before  the  committee,  to  my  own  knowledge,  will 


not  disfranchise  any  man  who  works  in  tho  districts  which 
I  represent — not  a  single  man.  And  yet  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men,  who  know  nothing  of  the  circumstance  of  that  Pro¬ 
vince,  have  the  audacity  to  rise  in  this  House,  one  after 
another,  after  they  have  been  corrected,  and  state  that  we 
are  bartering  away  the  rights  of  the  people  and  disfran¬ 
chising  those  who  voted  for  us  at  the  last  election.  I  say 
we  are  not.  Tho  hon.  member  for  North  York  also  stated 
that  we  gave  our  assent  to  the  Bill  because  Chinese 
are  not  to  have  votes.  How  does  that  hon.  gentleman  know 
that  ?  Who  gave  him  that  information  ?  That  statement 
is  incorrect,  every  word  of  it.  That  hon.  gentleman  also 
stated  that  we  applied  to  the  First  Minister  to  have  the 
Bill  amended  so  that  Indians  could  not  vote.  Who  gave 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  information  ?  That  is  incorrect, 
every  word  of  it.  We  have  never  applied  to  the  Premier 
to  change  the  Bill  in  that  particular  ;  and  yet  we  are  to  sit 
here  and  listen  to  such  statements,  made  by  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite,  without  the  statements  being  answered.  Not 
only  the  member  for  North  York,  but  other  members  oppo¬ 
site,  have  made  similar  statements.  The  hon.  member  for 
West  Huron  yesterday  repeated  the  statement,  that  this 
Franchise  Bill  would  disfranchise  a  large  number  of 
electors  in  British  Columbia.  He  was  told  it  would  not ; 
but  he  repeated  it  three  times.  How  did  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  get  that  information  ?  Surely  the  representatives  of 
the  Province  ought  to  know  whether  this  Bill  will  disfran¬ 
chise  any  voters  or  not  better  than  those  who  have  never 
been  in  the  Province.  The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr. 
Davies)  stated,  in  reply  to  what  I  said,  that  I  had  not  the 
moral  courage  to  rise  and  state  my  views.  I  would  be 
very  sorry  to  have  the  cheek  and  audacity  that  some  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  have,  to  rise,  day  after  day  and  night 
after  night,  and  obstruct  the  business  of  this  House,  talking 
sheer  nonsense,  not  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  informa¬ 
tion,  not  for  the  purpose  of  enlightening  members  of  this 
House,  but  for  the  purpose  of  killing  time. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Question. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  We  have  had  to  listen  to  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  who  have  done  nothing  but  talk  for  the 
sake  of  killing  time. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Question. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  There  are  some  very  fine  men 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  and  for  some  of  them  I 
have  very  great  respect,  but  they  have  got  into  very  bad 
company. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Name,  name. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  I  find  an  article  in  a  paper  edited 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  and  I  am 
told  the  hon.  gentleman  wrote  the  article,  from  which  I  am 
going  to  read,  while  sitting  in  this  House.  In  referring  to 
the  members  for  British  Columbia  the  article  says :  “  They 
are  opposed  to  the  enfranchisement  of  the  Chinese  and  the 
enfranchisement  of  the  Indians.”  Who  told  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  we  are  opposed  to  the  enfranchisement  of  tho 
Indians.  Did  any  member  for  British  Columbia  state  that 
in  this  House  ?  Not  one.  We  are  not  opposed  to  it ;  we 
are  in  favor  of  it.  We  have  never  asked  that  they  shall  not 
be  enfranchised. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  He  will  write  it  to-morrow,  all  the 
same. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  The  article  further  says  :  “Upon 
both  these  points  tho  Government  have  yielded  to  their 
representation.”  These  statements  are  incorrect. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  asks  me  a  question. 
He  asks  me  who  gave  me  that  information,  that  British 
Columbians  were  opposed  to  that. 
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Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr,  MILLS.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  objects - 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  The  article  continues :  “  But 
British  Columbia  members  continue  to  vole  that  Indians 
shall  have  the  franchise  in  the  other  Provinces.”  Certainly 
we  do.  But  we  do  not  do,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  said 
we  did,  ask  that  they  shall  not  have  the  franchise  in 
our  Province.  I  believe  in  doing  what  is  right  to 
every  one — I  would  advise  the  hon.  gentleman  to  do 
as  Shakespeare  said,  “  tell  the  truth  and  shame  the 
devil.”  He  says :  “  These  men  are  determined  to  impose  on 
the  other  Provinces  a  franchise  which  they  are  not  willing 
to  accept  themselves.”  Sir,  that  is  not  correct;  it  is  not 
true.  I  am  not  at  all  surprised,  if  that  is  the  course  which 
gentlemen  opposite  have  pursued  in  the  past — making  such 
misstatements  from  day  to  day — I  am  not  at  all  surprised 
that  they  have  been  in  the  cold  shades  of  Opposition  for  so 
many  years,  and  I  can  tell  hon.  gentlemen  that  if  they  con¬ 
tinue  the  course  they  have  been  pursuing  they  will  ever 
remain  there.  I  had  no  intention  of  saying  so  much  as  I 
have  said,  but  I  simply  intended  to  rise  to  correct  the  mis¬ 
statements  which  have  been  made  in  regard  to  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  that  Province,  and  the  effect  the  franchise  will 
have  on  the  people  of  that  Province. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will  inform 
the  committee,  before  he  takes  his  seat,  how  many  Indians 
in'British  Columbia  vote  now — whether  the  law  in  British 
Columbia  allows  the  Indians  to  vote  ? 

“  Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  They  are  not  allowed  to  vote  at 
any  election,  but  this  idea  of  raising  provincial  rights  in 
connection  with  this  Franchise  Bill  is  to  me  simply  so  much 
clap-trap,  because  there  is  no  question  of  provincial  rights 
in  the  matter  at  all.  It  does  not  belong  to  the  Provinces — 
it  is  a  right  belonging  to  this  House.  We  are  here  to  legis¬ 
late  for  the  Dominion  and  not  for  any  particular  Province. 
We  should  have  a  franchise  of  our  own,  and  we  should 
not  be  dictated  to  by  some  subordinate  body,  as  has 
been  the  case  in  Ontario  and  Nova  Scotia,  we  may  be 
elected  on  one  franchise  to-day  and  to-morrow  we  would  be 
at  sea.  We  would  not  know  upon  what,  franchise  we  would 
have  to  be  elected.  So  far  as  the  Indians  in  British 
Columbia  are  concerned,  though  they  have  not  the  fran¬ 
chise  at  the  present  time,  I,  for  one,  would  be  glad  to  see 
them  have  the  franchise,  and  as  I  told  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  in  the  corridor,  when  the  Bill 
came  up  in  the  House,  to  my  mind  the  clause  referring  to 
the  enfranchising  of  the  Indians  was  one  of  the  most  im¬ 
portant  clauses  of  the  Bill.  I  believe  it  will  be  one  of  the 
grandest  influences  in  the  Dominion  towards  settling  the 
disputes,  the  difficulties  and  the  claims  they  may  have,  to 
allow  these  men  to  have  votes,  so  that  they  would  have  some 
person  or  persons  to  look  after  their  claims  and  insist  upon 
their  rights. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  What  about  the  Chinese  ? 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  I  have  no  doubt  the  day  will 
come  when  the  hon.  gentleman  will  have  enough  of  the 
Chinese. 

Mr.  TROW.  It  is  unaccountable  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
should  sit  in  his  seat,  night  after  night  and  week  aftor  week, 
and  even  lie  on  pillows,  hearing  these  incorrect  statements, 
and  still  he  did  not  come  to  the  defence  of  his  own  Pro¬ 
vince. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  wish  to  say  a  word  with  reference  to  the 
observations  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  British  Colum¬ 
bia.  He  says  that  I  have  misrepresented  the  views  of  the 
members  from  British  Columbia  on  the  subject  of  the  Indian 
franchise.  In  the  first  place,  I  did  not  for  a  moment  sup¬ 
pose  that  the  members  from  British  Columbia  would  under¬ 
take  to  misrepresent  their  own  Province  on  the  floor  of 


this  House.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  in  his  Pro¬ 
vince  it  is  a  penal  offence  to  put  the  name  of  an  Indian  on 
the  voters’  list.  He  knows  that  that  list  is  prepared  for  the 
election  of  members  to  this  House  as  well  as  for  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  members  to  the  Local  Legislature.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  shakes  his  head,  but  how  came  he  here  ?  By  what 
authority  does  he  sit  in  this  House  ? 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  If  you  sit  down  I  will  explain  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  have  to  keep 
quiet  for  a  few  moments,  when  he  will  have  an  opportunity 
of  unburthening  himself.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  there 
is  no  list  for  the  election  of  members  to  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons.  How  came  he  here  ?  Is  he  an  intruder  here  ?  Has  he 
no  business  in  this  House  ?  Was  he  not  sent  here  by  certain 
electors  of  British  Columbia,  and  if  so,  how  came  they  to  be 
electors  ?  The  local  law  is  the  law  for  the  election  of  mem¬ 
bers  to  this  Parliament,  the  law  which  excludes  Indians 
from  the  franchise  and  which  makes  it  a  penal  offence  to 
put  the  name  of  an  Indian  on  the  list — that  is  the  law  on 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  was  elected  to  this  House.  Does 
that  law  express  the  public  opinion  of  British  Columbia  ? 
If  it  does  not,  how  is  it  that  it  has  continued  on  the  Statute 
Book  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  cannot  impose  on  this  House 
by  making  clap-trap  observations,  such  as  those  he  has 
addressed  to  the  committee.  Let  me  tell  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  a  representative  from  British  Columbia,  who  has 
been  quite  as  long  in  this  House  as  he  has,  informed  me 
that  the  members  from  British  Columbia  were  opposed  to 
granting  the  suffrage  to  the  Indians.  That  is  my  authority ; 
a  gentleman  who  sits  here  as  a  member  in  this  House,  and 
was  elected  by  a  constituency  in  British  Columbia.  We  have, 
besides  that,  the  declaration  of  the  First  Minister — although 
this  Bill  extends  the  franchise  to  the  Indians  of  British 
Columbia — that  it  was  now  his  intention  not  to  extend 
it  to  them.  Is  the  First  Minister  disregarding  the 
views  of  the  hon.  gentleman  ?  Is  the  First  Minister  strik¬ 
ing  off  the  Indians  in  British  Columbia  from  the  classes  of 
enfranchised  persons  against  the  wishes  of  the  representa¬ 
tives  of  British  Columbia  ?  Is  he  violating  this  principle  of 
uniformity  which  he  holds  so  dear,  which  he  considers  of  So 
much  consequence  to  continue  in  this  Bill — is  he  violating 
that  principle,  not  only  against  his  own  convictions  but 
against  the  convictions  of  the  representatives  of  British 
Columbia  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  will  require  to  make  an¬ 
other  explanation.  He  will  require  to  tell  the  House  how 
it  is  that  the  people  of  British  Columbia  have  been  so  much 
opposed  to  the  enfranchisement  of  the  Indians  of  that  Pro¬ 
vince,  that  they  have  made  it  a  penal  offence  to  put  the  names 
of  Indians  on  the  voters’  lists,  even  if  residing  off  their  reser¬ 
vation  and  paying  their  taxes — quite  as  decidedly  opposed 
as  they  have  been  opposed  to  putting  the  names  of  the  Chi¬ 
nese  on  the  lists.  In  the  face  of  the  statute  of  British 
Columbia,  in  the  face  of  the  law  on  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  elected  to  this  House,  how  is  it  that  he  so  far  dis¬ 
regards  the  public  opinion  of  the  Province  and  the  public 
declaration  of  the  Prime  Minister,  that  he  declares  that  1 
have  misrepresented  the  position  of  the  members  of  British 
Columbia  upon  this  question  ? 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  was 
told  by  some  member  from  British  Columbia,  who  had  been 
in  this  House  as  long  as  I  have.  Now,  Sir,  that  is  not'  the 
question.  What  does  he  say  ?  He  says  the  members  from 
British  Columbia  had  interviewed  the  Government,  or  the 
leader  of  the  Government,  and  that  the  Government  had 
yielded  to  their  request.  I  say  that  is  not  true.  Now, 
Sir,  with  regard  to  the  Indians  not  having  a  vote  in 
British  Columbia,  and  as  to  myself  being  an  intruder 
here,  I  am  no  more  an  intruder  than  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  is.  I  understand  perfectly  well  that  until 
this  Parliament  enacts  a  franchise  for  itself  we  have 
to  be  elected  under  the  franchises  of  the  several  Provinces. 
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Bat  the  British  North  American  Act  gives  this  House  the 
power,  at  any  time  it  sees  fit,  to  enact  a  franchise  for  itself. 
We  are  doing  that  to-day.  Therefore,  I  am  no  intruder  ; 
I  know  whereof  I  speak;  and  I  am  responsible  to  my 
constituents  and  not  to  the  hon.  member  for  Both  well. 

Mr.  PLATT.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken 
his  seat  may  be  justified  in  resenting  the  accusation  that  he 
has  bartered  away  the  rights  of  his  Province;  that  is  a 
question  which  I  presume  he  will  have  to  explain  to  his 
constituents  when  lie  returns  to  them;  but  while  he  accuses 
members  on  this  side  of  audacity,  and  uses  other  harsh 
terms,  because  they  have  ventured  to  refer  to  British 
Columbia,  still,  in  his  capacity  as  a  member  of  this  House, 
he  has  not  hesitated  to  assist  the  Government  of  the  day  in 
forcing  on  the  various  Provinces  of  the  Dominion,  other  than 
his  own,  a  franchise  which  is  objectionable  and  obnoxious  to 
them.  With  regard  to  the  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Northumberland,  I  must  say  that  the  debate  thus  far 
has  shown  that  among  hon.  members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  there  is,  on  the  abstract  question  of  manhood  suf¬ 
frage,  no  concensus  of  opinion.  It  is  quite  evident  from  the 
tone  of  the  debate,  that  the  question  has  been  forced  upon 
the  House  by  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  First  Minister.  It  is  true 
many  on  this  side  have  spoken  in  support  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  ;  but  the  reason  generally  assigned  for  doing  so  is 
that  they  have  to  choose  between  two  evils.  The  question 
of  manhood  suffrage  is  rapidly  forcing  itself  upon  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  people  of  this  country,  but  nothing  could  have 
been  done  to  bring  it  so  speedily  to  their  attention  as  this 
measure.  I  am  not  prepared  to  declare  in  favor  of  manhood 
suffrage  in  the  Provinces;  but  in  common  with  the  gentle¬ 
men  who  have  spoken  on  the  subject,  I  have  to  make  a  choice 
between  a  restricted  franchise  and  an  extended  franchise, 
and  I  say  if  wo  are  bound  to  make  a  change  at  all,  let  us 
extend  the  franchise  rather  than  restrict  it.  The  great 
argument  advanced  in  favor  of  a  Dominion  franchise  is  that 
of  uniformity  ;  and  if  we  are  to  have  a  uniform  franchise 
for  the  Dominion,  nothing  short  of  manhood  suffrage  can 
give  us  anything  like  uniformity.  It  has  been  urged  by 
those  who  have  spoken  on  this  side,  and  it  has  not  been 
answered,  that  where  property  is  made  the  basis  of  the 
franchise  nothing  like  uniformity  can  exist.  The  differ¬ 
ences  of  valuation  in  the  different  Provinces  and  in  the 
different  municipalities  render  uniformity  in  a  property 
franchise  impossible.  I  presume  that  when  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Northumberland  proposed  this  amendment  he  had 
in  view  both  the  establishment  of  the  principle  of  man¬ 
hood  suffrage,  which  he  seems  to  favor,  and  also  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  a  uniform  franchise,  which  seems  to  be  the  only 
ground  on  which  he  supports  this  Bill.  Property  qualifica¬ 
tion  for  voters  is  supposed  to  bo  based  on  the  principle  that 
the  protection  and  security  of  property  is  the  chief  object 
of  all  legislative  bodies  ;  but  I  question  whether  we  are 
here  to  preserve  the  security  of  property  in  this  country 
any  more  than  for  the  protection  of  labor.  Is  not  the  power 
to  labor  as  much  property  as  acquired  wealth  ?  Every  per¬ 
son  who  has  power  to  support  himself  and  his  family,  who 
takes  an  interest  in  the  affairs  of  the  country,  and  bears  his 
share  of  the  taxes  of  the  country,  can  as  readily  demand, 
at  the  hands  of  this  Assembly,  protection  of  his  rights,  as  the 
man  whose  property  consists  in  something  else  than  the 
manner  in  which  he  is  able  to  use  his  hands  for  the  welfare 
of  the  nation  and  his  family  ?  If  property  is  taken  as  a 
basis  of  the  franchise,  on  the  ground  that  it  is  a  test  of 
intelligence,  then  in  this  country  it  is  an  improper  basis. 
The  accumulation  of  wealth  may,  to  a  certain  extent,  indi¬ 
cate  intelligence  ;  in  years  gone  by  such  a  test  might  have 
been  necessary ;  but  at  the  present  day,  when  the  school¬ 
master  is  abroad  in  the  land,  when  the  press  finds  its  way 
into  every  hamlet  in  this  Dominion,  and  when  so  many 
facilities  exist  for  education  and  for  our  people  to  become 
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acquainted  with  the  public  questions  of  the  day,  it  is 
unnecessary  for  us  to  apply  any  test  of  intelligence  to  voters. 
Besides,  an  extension  of  the  franchise  would  necessarily 
reach  the  younger  class  of  the  community ;  and  although 
the  privilege  might  fall  in  the  hands  of  some  who  are 
unable  to  read  and  write,  and  who  are  not  informed,  yet  in 
general  you  will  scarcely  find  a  young  man  to  whom  the 
franchise  would  be  given  who  would  not  be  able  to  read 
and  write,  and  form  an  intelligent  opinion  of  the  ques¬ 
tions  of  the  day.  I  believe  that  the  payment  of  taxes 
into  the  public  Treasury  should  be  made  the  basis  of 
the  franchise  in  this  or  in  any  other  country.  We  know 
that  there  is  not  a  man,  whom  the  application  of  man¬ 
hood  suffrage  would  enfranchise,  who  is  not  a  tax-payer 
in  every  sense  of  the  word.  That  might  not  be  the  case  if 
we  were  regulating  a  municipal  franchise  or  a  provincial 
franchise,  in  the  case  where  direct  taxation  is  imposed; 
but  when  we  are  regulating  a  franchise  for  the  Dominion 
and  making  taxation  or  the  payment  of  revenue  a  basis, 
every  man  in  this  country  should  be  enfranchised,  because 
every  man  is  a  tax-payer.  In  support  of  that  opinion,  I 
refer  you,  Sir,  to  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  the  First 
Minister,  when  he  was  addressing  the  committee  on  this 
subject.  He  then  gave  us  to  understand,  with  reference  to 
the  Indians,  that  it  would  be  an  inhuman  thing  and  an 
unheard  of  thing  to  deprive  the  Indians  of  the  franchise, 
because  they  paid  taxes  into  the  coffers  of  the  country,  since 
they  bought  taxed  goods  and  paid  excise  on  the  whiskey 
they  consumed,  and  so  forth ;  therefore,  he  said,  they  should 
be  enfranchised.  I  will  read  the  hon.  gentleman's  remarks. 
They  are  to  be  found  in  the  Hansard,  of  30th  April : 

“  We  are  actuated,  I  believe,  by  the  same  desire  to  give  British  sub 
jects,  red  or  white,  if  they  have  the  properly  qualification,  the  right  to 
vote  as  such.  The  Indian  contributes  to  the  revenue  just  as  well  as  the 
white  man.  He  buys  taxed  goods,  he  wears  taxed  clothes,  he  drink3 
taxed  tea,  or  perhaps  excised  whiskey,  just  as  well  as  the  white  man  ; 
and  according  to  the  Liberal  principle,  we  are  to  have  taxation  without 
representation  in  the  case  of  the  poor  Indian.” 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say  : 

“How  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  exclaim  against  the  crushing 
tyranny  of  depriving  a  man  who  contributes  to  the  revenue  of  the  right 
to  vote  for  representatives  in  Parliament ;  we  should  hear  the  Liberal 
drum  rub-a-dub. dubbing  round  the  country  that  here  was  an  instance 
of  oppression  and  tyranny — here,  in  a  country  that  boasts  of  represen¬ 
tative  institutions  ;  here  under  a  Superintendent  General  who  said,  in 
England,  that  his  party  drew  their  inspirations  from  England,  that  I 
pnposed  taxation  on  men  and  then  deprived  them  of  representation.” 

If  because  the  untutored  Indian  pays  taxes  into  the  coffers 
of  this  country  he  is  to  be  given  a  vote,  why,  in  the  name 
of  common  sense,  should  not  the  laboring  class,  who  pay 
taxes  into  the  Dominion  Treasury  and  are  subject  to  all  the 
laws  of  the  land,  be  deprived  of  that  right  ?  Are  not  the 
wage-earning  classes  as  well  fitted  to  exercise  it  as  the 
Indians  on  the  reserve?  The  hon.  gentleman  is  making  a 
distinction  between  the  Indian  and  the  laboring  classes  of 
this  country,  and  he  prefers  the  Indian.  I  cannot  better 
illustrate  the  position  I  take  than  by  repeating  to  this  com¬ 
mittee  what  an  old  farmer  told  me  a  few  days  ago,  and  no 
doubt  every  hon.  gentleman  who  has  visited  his  home  and 
talked  to  any  of  his  constituents  has  heard  many  similar 
comments.  I  was  asked  by  an  old  and  wealthy  farmer  of 
my  constituency  whether  the  Indians  on  the  reserves  were 
to  be  enfranchised,  and  I  told  him  what  the  First  Minister 
had  stated.  “  Well,”  said  he,  “  that  is  one  part  of  the  Bill, 
at  any  rate,  that  all  reasonable  men  must  be  opposed  to.  So 
far  as  I  can  learn  the  wage-earners  of  the  country  are 
not  to  be  enfranchised ;  ”  and  then  he  proceeded  to  give  his 
illustration  of  the  absurdity  of  this  measure.  “  Last  sum¬ 
mer,”  said  he,  “  I  had  working  for  me  on  my  farm  an  Indian 
from  one  of  the  adjacent  reserves ;  he  proved  to  be  a  worth¬ 
less  creature,  was  drunk  whenever  he  could  get  the  chance, 
and  as  for  public  matters,  did  not  know  the  difference 
between  the  town  council  and  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  or 
whether  the  capital  of  the  Dominion  was  at  Bloomfield  or 
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at  Ottawa.  I  had  to  dismiss  him  in  the  middle  of  the 
summer,  and  he  went  back  to  the  reserve,  where  I  suppose 
he  gets  drunk  as  often  as  he  can  get  whiskey.  This  sum¬ 
mer  I  have  employed  a  young  man,  the  son  of  a  poor  man, 
to  be  sure,  who  works  for  me  by  the  year  at  $15  a  month. 
He  is  an  intelligent,  bright  youth,  takes  two  newspapers, 
and  is  better  up  on  public  questions  than  I  am  ;  yet  this  Bill 
will  disfranchise  this  young  man  and  give  the  franchise  to 
the  Indian  I  had  to  discharge.  ”  Now,  I  think  that  is  the 
position  in  which  this  question  stands  before  the  House 
to  day.  If  we  are  to  enfranchise  everybody,  except  the 
wage-earning  class,  why  not  enfranchise  them  as  well  ? 
And  if  they  are  enfranchised,  no  class  will  be  excluded,  so 
that  we  might  as  well  accept  the  amendment  and  establish 
manhood  suffrage,  the  more  especially  as  it  will  only  require 
very  simple  machinery  to  set  it  in  operation.  I  would  like 
to  ask  hon.  members  opposite  to  explain  what  classes  of  the 
community  they  are  desirous  of  depriving  of  the  franchise, 
what  class  they  are  afraid  of?  Is  it  the  wage-earning  class  ? 
If  so,  let  them  acknowledge  it  and  give  us  some  reason  for 
the  exclusion  of  this  class.  They  have  seen  fit  to  extend 
the  franchise  to  those  who  are  considered  the  most  degraded 
and  ignorant  of  our  population  ;  then,  why  debar  any  class 
of  that  right  ?  If  we  are  to  have  a  Dominion  franchise, 
uniform  in  all  its  features  and  extending  as  far  as  possible, 
give  us  manhood  suffrage  and  provide  suitable  machinery  to 
carry  it  into  effect.  All  these  circumstances  justify  me  in 
concluding,  in  concurrence  with  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
moved  the  amendment,  that  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were 
loft  free  to  vote  in  accordance  with  their  consciences  they 
would  vote  for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  junior  member  for  Victoria  (Mr. 
Baker),  after  a  good  deal  of  reflection  and  time,  has 
referred  to  a  debate  that  took  place  in  this  House  the  8th 
of  this  month.  If  he  will  look  at  the  debate  ho  will  find 
that  the  reference  I  made  to  the  members  for  British  Col¬ 
umbia  on  that  occasion  and  the  charge  I  made  against 
them  was  that  they  were  said  to  have  agreed  to  disfran¬ 
chise  a  certain  number  of  the  citizens  of  British  Columbia. 
That  was  the  statement  I  made,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
asks  me  what  my  authority  is  for  that.  I  read  my  autho¬ 
rity  to  the  committee  at  that  time  and  I  will  not  again 
trouble  the  committee  with  reading  it;  but,  for  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  information,  I  will  tell  him  that  my  authority 
way  the  public  press.  I  read  to  the  committee  on  that 
occasion  an  extract  from  the  Montreal  Herald,  which  pur¬ 
ported  to  give  an  account  of  the  transaction  as  I  gave  it. 
That  account  stated  that  at  a  meeting  of  the  Conservative 
representatives  in  this  House  the  Premier  stated  that  the 
members  from  British  Columbia  had  assented  to  his  Bill, 
although  it  disfranchised  a  few  of  the  citizens  of  that  Pro¬ 
vince.  That  statement  received  publicity,  and  was  brought 
to  the  notice  of  hon.  gentlemen  within  a  very  short  time 
after  it  was  published,  and  it  has  never  yet  been  denied. 
It  has  been  stated,  and  not  contradicted,  that  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  from  British  Columbia  have  given  their  sanction  to 
a  Bill  which  will  disfranchise  a  certain  number  of  the  citi¬ 
zens  of  that  Province,  by  whose  votes  they  sit  in  the  House 
to-day. 

Mi*.  BAKEB  (Victoria).  No,  no. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Hon.  gentlemen  from  British  Columbia 
are  in  the  habit  of  saying  “  no,  no,”  but  they  do  not  ven¬ 
ture  to  give  an  argument.  A  mere  denial  proves  nothing. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  If  it  is  “  no,”  I  ask  them  to  get  up  and 
state  that  the  report  in  the  Montreal  Herald  is  incorrect, 
which  says  that  the  effect  of  this  Bill  will  be  to  disfranchise 
a  certain  number  of  people  in  British  Columbia.  It  has 
been  stated  by  the  Prime  Minister  himself  that  this  will  be 
the  effect  of  this  Bill,  and  merely  to  say  “no,  no  ”  does  not 
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disprove  that  statement.  What  is  the  position  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  from  British  Columbia  on  this  Bill  ?  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Victoria  spoke  of  them  as  “  we,”  assuming  to  be 
the  mouthpiece  of  the  members  from  that  Province.  When 
he  came  to  the  Indian  question  he  also  said  “  we,”  but 
when  called  to  question  on  that  point  he  said  that,  speaking 
for  himself  at  least,  he  was  in  favor  of  the  enfranchisement 
of  the  Indians  in  British  Columbia.  Is  he  going  to  support 
a  Bill  which  does  not  enfranchise  the  Indians  in  British 
Columbia  ?  What  are  the  members  from  British  Columbia 
in  favor  of  and  what  are  they  not  in  favor  of  ?  The  Bill 
originally  contained  the  enfranchisement  of  the  Chinese, 
and  yet  they  voted  for  it  on  the  second  reading,  with  all 
its  imperfections.  Did  they  rise  then  and  defend 

the  interests  of  their  Province  ?  No ;  British  Col¬ 
umbia  to-day  stands  without  a  defender.  I  think  the 
committee  has  reason  to  be  grateful  to  the  hon. 
member  for  Northumberland  for  having  made  this  motion. 
He  saw  that  this  Bill  contained  most  objectionable  features ; 
he  saw  that  the  people  took  different  views  as  to  the  pro¬ 
priety  of  adopting  it ;  he  conceived  that  it  was  not  in  the 
interests  of  the  country  that  a  measure  of  such  importance, 
and  to  which  there  was  so  much  objection  by  a  large  por¬ 
tion  of  the  community,  should  be  forced  upon  an  unwilling 
public,  and  he  therefore  proposed  this  amendment  which,  in 
his  opinion,  would  solve  the  problem.  I  was  not  at  one 
time  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage  for  Canada  and  would  not 
vote  for  it  now  except  in  order  to  prevent  a  bad  measure  being 
placed  upon  our  Statute  Book ;  but  wb  en  we  look  at  that  prin¬ 
ciple  and  become  more  familiar  with  it,  we  find  that  it  has 
been  adopted  in  every  Province  of  Canada.  In  Prince  Edward 
Island,  the  principle  of  manhood  suffrage  prevail.  The 
same  principle,  I  believe,  prevails  in  British  Columbia  and 
in  Manitoba,  while  in  Ontario  manhood  suffrage  prevails 
to-day  to  a  certain  extent.  In  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and 
I  believe  also  in  New  Scotia  and  in  New  Brunswick,  we  have 
the  principle  of  manhood  suffrage  recognised  to  a  oertaih 
extent,  and  it  is  a  new  feature  that  something  in  regard 
to  which  the  Provinces  have  shown  their  approval  pro 
tanto  should  be  disregarded.  The  tendency  in  modern 
times  has  been  to  depart  from  the  property  qualifica¬ 
tion  and  approach  to  manhood  suffrage.  In  early  days, 
in  England,  there  were  no  easy  means  of  communicating 
between  one  country  and  another ;  the  only  property 
which  added  dignity  to  a  man  was  real  estate,  and 
the  feudal  system  prevailed,  and  there  may  have  been  a 
reason  for  making  the  franchise  depend,  at  that  time,  on  the 
ownership  of  real  property.  But  as  wealth  increased,  as 
the  means  for  the  interchange  of  ideas  increased,  we  find  a 
new  kind  of  property  springing  up,  personal  property, 
and  so,  step  by  step,  we  have  found  that,  whilst  real  estate 
has  never  ceased  to  furnish  a  qualification  whereby  to  enfran¬ 
chise  an  elector,  yet  other  classes  of  property  have  been  also 
considered  proper  subjects  of  qualification.  We  meet  this  pro¬ 
position  with  a  certain  degree  of  prejudice,  no  doubt.  But, 

I  ask,  what  harm  has  been  done  by  the  extension  of  the 
franchise  to  its  present  degree  ?  It  is  within  the  memory 
of  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  when  real  estate  formed 
the  only  basis  of  qualification.  Has  the  State  suffered  any¬ 
thing  because  another  class  of  property  has  received  equal 
importance  ?  It  is  but  a  few  years  since  manhood  suffrage, 
to  a  certain  extent,  was  introduced  into  the  Province  of 
Ontario.  Has  Ontario  suffered  anything  in  any  respect 
by  that  system  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  think  it  is  very  unfair  for  hon. 
gentlemen  to  interrupt  the  speaker  in  this  way.  We  know 
we  are  a  minority  in  this  House  who  are  in  favor  of  man¬ 
hood  suffrage,  but  I  think  it  is  a  matter  of  fair  play  that  the 
gentlemen  who  are  making  these  noises  should  give  the 
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minority  an  opportunity  of  being  beard.  If  order  is  main¬ 
tained  we  will  very  likely  get  a  vote  in  half  an  hour. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  When  we  find  that  representative  insti¬ 
tutions  have  not  suffered  in  those  countries  where  the  fran¬ 
chise  has  been  extended,  I  think  we  should  have  no  hesi¬ 
tation  in  going  forward  in  the  same  direction.  Now,  what 
danger  is  there  in  adopting  manhood  suffrage  ?  What  is 
the  experience  of  other  countries  ?  Take  the  great  United 
States,  to  the  south  of  us.  A  liberal  franchise  has  existed 
there  since  the  commencement  of  that  nation.  The  moment 
a  man  lands  in  the  United  States  and  has  resided  there  long 
enough  to  be  naturalised  he  enters  into  the  full  enjoyment 
of  the  rights  of  citizenship  ;  and  the  result  is,  that  if  we  can 
believe  the  utterances  of  the  press  and  statesmen  of  the 
United  States,  there  is  a  national  spirit  in  that  country  ; 
every  man  feels  that  he  has  a  voice  in  the  government  of 
the  country.  If  we  take  our  own  Dominion,  what  has  been 
our  experience  ?  Take  the  Province  of  British  Columbia, 
a  Province  that  sends  to  this  House  such  representatives  as 
we  find  here.  Take  the  Province  of  Prince  Edward 
Island.  Have  either  of  these  Provinces  suffered  from 
the  system  of  manhood  suffrage  ?  Has  any  country 
suffered  under  that  system?  Can  any  hon.  gentleman 
point  to  any  country  in  the  world,  where  representative 
institutions  exists,  based  on  manhood  suffrage,  and  show 
any  evil  that  has  arisen  therefrom  ?  Surely  we  have  noth¬ 
ing  to  fear.  There  is  no  evidence  that  in  an  intelligent 
country  like  Canada,  with  a  stable  and  loyal  population, 
we  have  any  reason  to  apprehend  the  slightest  danger  Horn 
adopting  this  liberal  principle.  Observe  the  inconsistencies 
a  restricted  franchise  leads  us  to.  Here  we  have  a  proposal 
to  enfranchise  the  Indian  because  he  has  a  house  over  his 
head,  and  in  the  same  Bill  it  is  proposed  to  disfranchise  the 
teacher  because  he  does  not  own  the  house  he  lives  in. 
There  are  armies  of  men  engaged  in  the  various  professions 
of  this  country  between  the  two  oceans  who  will  have  no 
vote  under  this  Bill.  Is  it  a  reasonable  thing  for  us  deliber¬ 
ately  to  enfranchise  the  untutored  Indian  and  to  disfranchise 
the  teaching  profession  of  this  country  ?  See  what  inconsis¬ 
tencies  an  arbitrary  principle  like  this  leads  to.  In  view  of 
such  inconsistencies  and  absurdities,  I  think  it  becomes  us  to 
enquire  whether  we  cannot  adopt  a  system  that  is  founded 
on  a  more  reasonable  basis.  Now,  what  is  the  object  of  giv¬ 
ing  a  man  a  vote  ?  Is  it  not  that  he  shall  exercise  that 
power  for  the  common  good  ?  Is  it  not  that  he  may  have 
a  voice  in  making  the  laws  that  are  to  govern  all  ?  The 
interest  of  the  State  is  the  sole  interest,  and  each  individual 
in  the  State  suffers  or  profits  by  the  result  of  his  vote. 
Now,  in  what  class  of  people  is  that  power  likely  to  be  the 
safest  ?  Is  it  necessarily  the  safest  with  those  who  have  to 
own  property  worth  $150  or  $200  ?  In  these  days,  when 
education  is  so  general,  when  we  have  half  a  million 
children  attending  the  public  schools  in  Ontario  alone,  and 
when  that  has  been  the  system  for  the  last  twenty  years, 
is  there  any  reason  in  telling  the  people  of  Ontario  to-day 
that  they  are  not  sufficiently  intelligent  to  exercise  the  fran¬ 
chise  ?  What  is  it  that  awakens  in  a  man  the  highest  feel¬ 
ing  of  love  to  his  country  ?  Is  it  the  bit  of  property  that 
he  owns  ?  True,  he  can  say  of  that  property :  This 
is  my  home — my  castle.  But,  above  all  that,  does 
he  not  feel,  when  exercising  the  franchise,  that  his  citizen¬ 
ship  is  recognised  that  he,  by  his  vote,  aids  the  state, 
and  that  in  return  it  affords  him  protection.  If  patriot¬ 
ism,  if  love  of  country,  is  promoted  by  intelligence  and 
education,  then  intelligent  men  ought  to  be  considered  in 
a  measure  of  this  kind.  For  these  reesons  I  am  an 
entire  convert,  under  the  circumstances,  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Northumberland  (Mr. 
Mitchell),  and  I  thank  him  for  having  given  us  the 
opportunity  of  discussing  it.  On  this  question,  at  least, 
I  trust  there  is  no  party  spirit  involved.  The  last  speaker 


who  spoke  on  this  side  was  against  the  amendment,  and 
some  hon.  members  opposite  are  against  it.  I,  for  one,  offer 
my  tribute  to  the  member  for  Northumberland  for  having 
endeavored,  at  this  crisis,  to  solve  this  problem  on  a  basis 
so  fair  and  just,  and  so  well  calculated  to  promote  the  best 
interests  of  the  country. 

Mr.  DAWSON  The  question  of  universal  suffrage  is  one 
on  which  members  must  naturally  desire  to  record  their 
opinions.  For  my  part,  I  think  the  country  is  hardly  ripe  for 
such  a  sweeping  measure.  I  think  this  Bill  goes  quite  far 
enough  in  the  extension  of  the  franchise  for  the  present.  As 
to  the  future,  we  cannot  say  what  it  may  bring  forth.  I  have 
listened  very  attentively  to  the  arguments  brought  forward 
in  favor  of  universal  or  manhood  suffrage,  without 
being  impressed  in  its  favor.  The  hon.  momber  for 
North  Norfolk  (Mr.  Charlton)  made  a  very  eloquent 
speech  on  the  subject,  and  fortified  what  he  said  by  the 
examples  of  other  countries.  But  some  of  the  authorities  ho 
referred  to  were  not,  I  think,  so  eloquent  in  arguing  that 
point  as  wore  the  writings  of  the  Chartists  in  England 
many  years  ago.  They  dwelt  very  much  on  the  inalienable 
rights  of  man,  and  that  the  suffrage  should  be  universal ; 
and  though  great  strides  have  “been  made  in  England 
since  that  time,  in  the  direction  of  universal  suffrage, 
they  have  not  got  quite  there  .yet.  I  hope  the  day 
is  very  far  distant  in  Canada  when  we  will  come  to  such 
a  franchise.  We  have  heard  hon.  gentlemen  become  very 
eloquent  as  to  the  extension  of  the  suffrage,  as  it  will  affect 
the  farmers  of  the  country.  I  hope  the  farmers  throughout 
the  Dominion  will  consider  well  to  what  such  a  measure  as 
universal  suffrage  would  lead  us.  A  farmer,  when  he  has 
the  suffrage,  possesses  a  farm  and  a  house,  and  his  vote 
represents  property.  Extend  the  frachise  and  give  it  in  the 
cities,  where  tens  of  thousands  of  people,  under  manhood 
suffrage,  would  exercise  it,  and  the  effect  would  be  to  swamp 
the  votes  of  the  farmers  and  the  pioneers  who  have  built  up 
this  country.  A  year’s  residence  by  foreigners  or  by  navvies 
working  on  the  railways  would  enable  them  to  have  votes. 
Members  of  the  Opposition  say  the  navvy  has  as  great  an 
interest  in  the  country  as  anyone.  Go  and  tell  the  farmers 
that  those  laborers,  who  have  no  stake  in  the  country,  have 
as  great  an  interest  in  the  country  as  they,  the  farmers, 
have,  and  that  the  franchise  should  be  conferred  upon  them, 
and  what  will  be  the  effect  on  the  farming  interest  ?  Take 
1,000  farmers,  and  consider  what  they  represent.  They  repre¬ 
sent  a  large  amount  of  property.  Take  1,000  laborers  who 
would  be  enfranchised  under  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell),  and  what  do  they  repre¬ 
sent?  Their  interests  may  possibly  be  antagonistic  to  the 
country ;  and  under  these  circumstances  the  farmers  have  a 
right  to  be  protected  to  the  extent  they  are  at  present.  It 
is  rather  singular  to  see  how  this  idea  of  manhood  suffrage 
has  taken  hold  of  members  of  the  Opposition.  There  has 
hardly  been  a  word  said  about  Indian  suffrage  during  this 
discussion.  Would  this  universal  suffrage  extend  to  the 
Indians,  or  would  there  be  a  special  clause  depriving  the 
Indians  of  this  manhood  suffrage?  The  amendment  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  would 
have  the  effect  of  giving  the  Indian  a  vote  as  well  as  the 
white  man.  You  would  have  to  make  it  general ;  you  could 
scarcely  do  otherwise.  A  good  deal  has  been  said  about  the 
working  of  universal  suffrage  in  the  United  States.  I  do 
not  think  that  should  be  taken  altogether  as  an  example. 
The  circumstances  of  the  United  States  have  been  very  pecu¬ 
liar,  and  the  century  during  which  universal  suffrage 
has  been  in  operation  is  but  a  short  time  in  the 
life  of  a  nation.  As  regards  the  United  States,  we 
do  not  know  what  this  universal  suffrage  may  bring 
forth  in  the  future.  It  has  not  always  worked  so 
harmoniously  and  agreeably  as  those  who  wish  well  to 
the  United  States  could  have  desired.  The  great  war 
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had  the  effect  of  enfranchising  four  millions  of  negroes  under 
manhood  suffrage.  Should  we  deny  it  to  the  educated 
Indian,  when  the  United  States  gave  it  to  four  millions  of 
illiterate  negroes  ?  Are  we,  in  Canada,  to  adopt  the  system 
which  has  certainly  not  worked  there  with  such  satis¬ 
faction  as  is  generally  supposed.  The  United  States 
have  prospered  under  their  system  of  government,  among 
other  reasons,  because  they  have  had  immense  tracts  of 
unoccupied  land,  where  the  population  could  spread  out  and 
not  be  crowded,  and  the  States  now  form  a  very  rich  country. 
A  great  deal  of  anxiety  has  been  manifested  about  the  volun¬ 
teers.  We  have  been  asked:  Would  you  deprive  the 
gallant  defenders  of  our  country  of  the  vote — which  it  is 
said  this  Bill  will  do*  I  do  not  think  it  will  do  so.  But  a 
great  point  is  supposed  to  be  made  out  of  this.  I  happened  to 
read  in  a  paper — the  idea  is  not  original  with  myself — a 
much  more  reasonable  way  of  recognising  the  volunteers’ 
services  than  by  adopting  universal  suffrage.  The  article 
conveys  an  idea  that  could  be  very  reasonably  acted  upon, 
and  it  is  this : 

“  All  of  the  volunteers  who  have  gone  there  are  delighted  with  the 
country,  and  there  can  be  little  doubt  of  many  of  them  remaining  there 
as  settlers.  Having  regard  to  the  public  spirited  manner  in  which  they 
responded  to  the  Government’s  call,  and  the  splendid  courage  and  dash 
they  have  shown  throughout  the  campaign,  we  should  hope  that  the 
Government  would  present  each  one  of  them  with  a  prairie  farm  ;  and 
it  would  be  a  most  fortunate  thing  for  the  North-West  and  the  Dominion 
if  the  men  who  so  gallantly  rushed  to  the  assistance  of  their  country 
were  to  become  permanent  settlers  in  the  North-West.  This  is  the  kind 
of  loyal  spirit  and  blood  that  the  North-West  needs,  and  the  location  of 
several  thousands  of  these  young  men  there  would  be  a  loyal  influence 
that  would  be  a  guarantee  of  future  peace.” 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  From  what  paper  is  that  article  ? 

Mr.  DAWSON.  It  is  from  a  paper  called  the  Montreal 
Herald.  That  is  a  capital  idea,  and  will  be  a  much  more 
satisfactory  way  of  dealing  with  the  volunteers  than  by 
establishing  universal  suffrage,  in  order  that  they  may  have 
the  franchise.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  '  (Mr, 
Mills),  in  his  speech,  spoke  a  good  deal  of  the 
franchise  as  it  existed  among  the  Homans.  It  certainly 
did  not  extend  very  far  in  ancient  Home ;  but  there  was  a 
system  which  existed  extensively,  and  that  was  the 
system  of  military  colonies.  We  might  have  military 
colonies  in  the  North-West,  by  establishing  some  of  our 
volunteers  there,  and  doubtless  they  would  form  a  very 
loyal  community.  In  the  district  which  I  have  the 
honor  to  represent  we  have  had  household  suffrage,  and  it  has 
worked  remarkably  well  since  the  district  had  the  privilege 
of  sending  members  to  this  House.  Many  people  there 
have  examined  this  Bill  very  carefully,  in  order  to  asertain 
whether  it  would  extend  or  curtail  the  franchise,  and 
they  all  agreed  that  it  would  make  exceedingly  little 
difference  ;  that  there  was  hardly  a  householder  in  Algoma 
hut  would  have  a  right  to  vote  ;  in  fact,  every  householder 
who  had  a  right  to  vote  at  present  would  have  a  right  to 
vote  under  this  Bill,  and  it  was  perfectly  satisfactory  to 
them.  The  experience  I  have  had  of  the  household 
franchise  leads  me  to  believe  that  it  would  be  far  more 
advantageous  to  the  country,  and  that  it  would  work 
far  better  at  all  events  in  the  country  districts  and  be 
much  more  desirable  than  universal  suffrage, 

Mr.  MITCHELL,  I  only  rise  for  the  purpose  of  calling 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
on  one  or  two  points.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  called  atten¬ 
tion  to  what  he  is  pleased  to  refer  to  as  an  inconsistency  in 
the  amendment  which  I  have  proposed  to  the  Bill.  Then,  in 
dealing  with  the  question  of  manhood  suffrage,  he  says  we 
have  heard  little  else  but  manhood  suffrage;  we  have  heard 
nothing  about  the  Indians,  and  he  says  that  ths  amendment 
would  have  the  effect  of  giving  the  suffrage  to  the  Indians, 
if  I  understood  him  aright.  Sir,  if  I  recollect  the  position 
taken  by  the  hon.  gentleman  at  an  early  stage  of  this  dis¬ 
cussion,  he  was  in  favor  of  giving  the  Indians  the  suffrage. 
Mr.  Dawson. 


He  would  give  the  suffrage  to  those  thousands  of  roaming 
tribes  in  the  west,  extending  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific, 
and  still  he  refuses  the  white  men,  those  very  volunteers  to 
whom  he  has  referred,  who  have  gone  to  defend  their  coun¬ 
try,  to  put  down  rebellion  in  the  great  West-—he  would* 
refuse  those  men  the  right  to  vote,  and  yet  he  would 
give  it  to  these  Indians.  Sir,  I  would  tell  my  hon. 
friend  that  the  amendment  which  I  have  had  the 
honor  to  propose  does  not  admit  the  Indians  to 
the  right  to  vote,  as  he  assumes  it  does.  Indians 
who  are  civilised  and  settled,  Indians  who  have  assumed  a 
postion  in  society  or  in  the  community,  such  as  white  men 
have  assumed,  and  such  as  entitle  white  men  to  vote,  would 
also  have  the  right  to  vote.  There  is  no  exclusion  of  the 
Indian  because  of  his  race,  or  his  blood,  but  it  is  because  of 
his  condition,  his  want  of  intelligence,  his  want  of  assimi¬ 
lation  to  the  usages  of  civilised  society  in  which  he  happens 
to  be  placed.  I  would  not  give  the  Indians  who  have  not 
taken  that  position  the  right  to  vote,  but  I  would  give  to 
every  one  who  has  assumed  the  same  position  as  the  white 
man,  who  places  himself  in  the  position  to  contribute 
towards  the  revenues  of  the  country,  towards  maintaining 
the  institutions  of  the  country — I  would  give  those  Indians 
the  right  to  vote,  but  I  would  not  give  it  to  the  numberless 
tribes  which  my  hon.  friend,  in  an  earlier  portion  of  this 
discussion,  claimed  had  the  right  to  vote. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  entirely  mistaken 
as  to  my  position  with  regard  to  the  Indian. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Now,  my  hon,  friend  has  chosen  to 
refer  to  the  fact  that  the  country  was  not  ripe  for  manhood 
suffrage,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  a  long  time  before  he 
would  see  manhood  suffrage  adopted  as  the  principle  of 
election  in  Canada.  Sir,  in  what  position  does  he  stand  here 
to-day  ?  Is  it  not  patent  to  everyone  that  in  the  election 
which  resulted  in  the  hon.  gentleman  occupying  a  place  in 
this  House  these  very  railway  navvies,  to  whom  he  refers, 
came  down  by  the  carloads  and  voted  for  my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  DAWSON,  The  hon.  gentleman  is  entirely  misin¬ 
formed  as  to  there  having  been  carloads  of  navvies  who  came 
down  to  vote  for  me.  That  was  a  ridiculous  story  got  up 
at  the  time,  before  the  railway  was  finished,  and  it  was  given 
out  hereby  an  abandoned  man,  that  the  navvies  had  come 
down  from  Eat  Portage  to  Port  Arthur  to  vote  for  me.  No 
train  had  gone  over  that  portion  of  the  road  when  that  story 
was  got  up.  I  did  not  require  navvies  to  come  to  vote  for 
me,  for  in  every  little  hamlet,  every  village  and  place  in 
Algoma,  with  few  exceptions,  I  had  majorities.  I  had 
majorities  in  forty-five  polling  places,  and  I  did  not 
require  to  resort  to  any  such  means.  With  regard  to 
my  position  with  respect  to  the  Indians,  I  took  the  posi¬ 
tion  that  our  Act  should  be  assimilated  with  some 
amendment  to  the  law  in  existence  in  Ontario.  That 
was  the  position  which  I  took,  and  I  have  an  amend¬ 
ment  on  the  Paper  which  shows  my  position.  As  to 
depriving  the  volunteers  of  a  vote,  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  suggested  just  now,  I  suggested  or  said  nothing  of 
the  kind.  Instead  of  depriving  them  of  votes,  I  said 
they  should  each  and  all  not  only  have  a  vote,  but  further 
that  a  lot  of  land  in  the  North-West  should  be  granted 
to  the  gallant  defenders  of  the  country.  I  cannot  allow  any 
hon.  gentleman  to  so  far  misunderstand  me  as  to  say  that  1 
spoke  in  that  way. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  My  hon.  friend  has  made  a  second 
speech,  and  he  has  corrected  himself.  I  am  bound  to  take 
his  explanation  with  regard  to  what  he  said  about  the 
volunteers.  Does  he  mean  to  imply  that  I  was  wrong  in 
assuming  hat  he  was  opposed  to  manhood  suffrage  ?  Does 
not  everybody  know  that  the  class  of  men  who  have  gone 
to  the  North-West  within  the  last  few  weeks,  to  fight  for 
and  defend  their  country  and  put  down  rebellion,  that  a 
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large  number  of  them  are  men  who  have  not  the  property 
qualification  contained  in  this  Bill. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Hon.  gentlemen  say  no ;  I  say  yes. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no.  Yes,  yes. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  say  that  large  numbers  of  them 
have  not ;  and  if  that  is  so,  do  I  understand  from  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  he  is  willing  to  give  to  those  volunteers 
who  have  shown  their  manhood  and  love  of  country  and 
bravery,  which  does  credit  to  themselves  and  this  country — 
does  he  mean  to  say  that  he  will  admit  these  men  to  the 
suffrage,  whether  they  have  the  property  or  not,  whether 
they  have  the  income  or  not,  that  is  required  by  this  Bill  ? 
If  he  does,  then  I  am  glad  to  class  him  among  the  defenders 
of  the  principle  which  I  have  advanced  in  this  amendment, 
and  in  which  I  believe.  Sir,  with  regard  to  the  position 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  took  in  relation  to  the  Indians,  I 
may  have  misunderstood  him,  or  the  hon.  gentleman  may 
have  changed  the  position  he  took  at  that  time  ;  but  I  am 
glad  to  know  that  he  does  not  advocate  extending 
the  franchise  to  the  Indians,  except,  as  I  stated,  when 
they  occupy  positions  which  entitle  white  men  to 
vote,  and  that  then  he  would  be  willing  that  the 
vote  should  be  given  to  the  Indian.  I  wish  to  observe, 
with  regard  to  the  question  of  the  navvies  who,  it 
was  reported,  came  down  by  hundreds  to  vote  for  the  hon. 
gentleman,  that  all  I  can  say  is,  that  that  was  a  statement 
extensively  circulated  through  the  press  of  this  country,  and 
believed.  It  was  pretty  generally  circulated  at  the  time 
that  my  hon.  friend’s  large  majority  was  enhanced  very 
materially  by  that  class  of  voters — voters  on  manhood 
suffrage  alone.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  is  untrue. 

I  am  bound  to  accept  his  explanation ;  and  therefore  I 
withdraw  that  part  of  my  remarks ;  but  I  was  going  to 
observe,  in  relation  to  it,  that  I  am  sorry  it  is  not  true,  and 
for  this  reason :  That  if  that  class  of  men  could  make  a 
selection  like  my  hon.  friend,  who  brings  so  much  informa¬ 
tion  and  intelligence  to  bear  on  every  question  on  which  he 
addresses  the  House,  I  say  it  is  but  another  evidence  to 
show  how  important  it  is  that  we  should  extend  the  suffrage 
to  that  class  of  people.  , 

Mr.  JENKINS.  I  am  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage,  and 
from  an  experience  of  over  thirty  years  of  that  system  in 
Prince  Edward  Island  I  am  satisfied  that  the  fears  expressed 
by  some  hon.  gentlemen,  that  the  manhood  suffrage  vote 
would  swamp  the  vote  of  property  holders,  is  a  theory 
which  has  no  foundation.  Property  holders  and  the 
employers  of  labor  will  always,  unquestionably,  to  a  great 
extent,  affect  the  votes  of  those  they  employ.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  experience  of  Prince  Edward  Island  has 
been  that  property  holders  and  employers  always  have  an 
influence  on  the  voters  on  manhood  suffrage.  Under  this 
suffrage  people  are  elevated,  and  the  privilege  is  looked 
upon  with  great  favor.  They  esteem  it  very  highly.  But  I 
feel  that  I  cannot  support  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  for  this  reason  :  that  it  is  very  well  known  that  in  many 
of  the  Provinces  manhood  suffrage  is  not  looked  on  with 
favor.  In  Quebec,  it  is  very  well  known,  the  feeling  against 
manhood  suffrage  is  almost  unanimous. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  It  has  not  been  expressed  in  this  House. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Well,  the  feeling  in  Quebec  is  well  known 
to  be  against  it ;  in  the  Legislature  of  Ontario  a  vote  has 
been  recorded  against  it ;  and  in  Nova  Scotia,  when  the 
Conservative  Government,  many  years  ago,  brought  in  a 
Bill  establishing  manhood  suffrago,  a  Liberal  Government 
which  succeeded  abolished  it.  Therefore  I  do  not  think  I 
should  be  right  in  giving  a  vote  to  force  manhood  suffrage 
on  any  Province  that  is  opposed  to  it.  I  believe  that  in 
course  of  time,  and  when  the  people  see  the  advantages  of  i 


manhood  suffrage,  it  will  become  the  suffrage  of  this  Domi¬ 
nion  ;  but  until  the  people  of  the  different  Provinces  are 
educated  up  to  it,  1  think  it  would  be  injudicious  and 
unwise,  on  the  part  of  this  House,  to  force  manhood  suffrage 
upon  those  Provinces.  Therefore,  I  shall  vote  against  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  do  not  exactly  understand 
the  reasoning  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  resumed 
his  seat.  Because  one  of  the  Provinces  of  the  Dominion,  he 
says,  is  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland,  although  he 
thinks  it  is  a  true  principle,  a  good  thing  and  a  just  thing, 
yet  he  will  sacrifice  his  own  views,  and  the  interests  of  his 
constituents,  and  the  views  held  by  his  own  Province,  a 
Province  having  the  same  provincial  rights — he  will  sacrifice 
all  that  in  order  to  please  the  sentiment  which  he  says  pre¬ 
vails  in  another  Province.  That  is  a  great  piece  of  self- 
sacrifice.  That  is  really  a  position  which,  in  one  acting  for 
his  own  interests,  might  be  commended ;  but  when  one  is  in 
the  position  of  having  the  interests  of  his  Province  com¬ 
mitted  to  his  hands,  I  do  not  know  that  one  is  to  be  as 
generous  with  trusts  committed  to  him  by  others  as  with 
his  own.  Therefore,  I  cannot  see  the  position  the  hon. 
gentleman  takes  to  be  a  good  one.  Nor  can  I  understand, 
from  what  has  taken  place  in  this  House,  that  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  to  which  he  has  made  allusion,  is  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  manhood  suffrage.  I  have  noticed  that  the 
representatives  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  at  the  back  of 
the  hon.  First  Minister — and  they  comprise,  I  think,  nearly 
three-fourths  of  all  the  representatives  from  that  Province- 
have,  as  far  as  I  could  judge,  wholly  and  unreservedly 
endorsed  the  principles  of  this  Bill.  They  have  been  among 
the  strongest  advocates  and  supporters  and  defenders  of  the 
Bill. 

Mx-.  WHITE '(Hastings).  They  have  a  right  to;  it  is 
their  privilege. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  thought  that  it  was  the  First  Minis¬ 
ter  who  was  speaking,  or  I  would  not  have  paused .  They 
had  a  perfect  right  to  do  so  ;  but  finding  them  defenders  of 
this  Bill,  the  main  defence  of  which  is  the  principle  of  nni- 
formity  in  the  franchise  in  all  the  Provinces,  I  cannot  see 
any  evidences  from  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  representing 
Quebec  that  Quebec  Province  is  opposed  to  the  principle  of 
manhood  suffrage.  By  their  votes  and  their  declarations  they 
say  we  want  this  uniform  franchise ;  and  having  said  that, 
they  are  prepared  to  accept  the  consequences.  They  have 
not  expressed  any  dread  that  a  franchise  might  this  year  or 
in  any  subsequent  year  prevail  in  this  House  that  they  are 
opposed  to.  They  have  not  stipulated  that  manhood  suf¬ 
frage  should  be  a  tabooed  subject  for  all  time  to  come;  they 
know,  as  well  as  any  member  of  the  House  knows,  that  if 
we  pass  a  Franchise  Bill  the  franchise  there  laid  down  and 
the  qualifications  therein  established  may  not  remain  so  for 
more  than  one  year.  They  must  know,  as  an  almost  abso¬ 
lute  certainty,  that  in  every  succeeding  year  there 
will  be  amendments  and  alterations  proposed  in  this 
Franchise  Bill ;  and  they  have  declared  that  they  are 
willing  to  take  all  those  risks.  It  really,  I  think, 
should  not  concern  the  representatives  of  other  Provinces 
so  much,  having  regard  to  that  fact.  It  is  necessary,  of 
course,  for  them  to  reflect  the  views  prevailing  in  their 
own  Provinces,  but  they  would  not  feel  it  their  duty  to  force 
those  views  on  another  Province.  For  those  reasons,  I 
cannot  see  the  logic  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  position.  He 
says  he  is  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage ;  we  knew  that  all 
the  representatives  of  the  Province  from  which  he  comes 
favor  the  principle  of  manhood  suffrage;  we  had  it  emphati¬ 
cally  declared  by  them  on  the  floor  of  this  House  ;  and  yet, 
knowing  that  to  be  the  universal  view  of  their  consti¬ 
tuents — their  supporters  as  well  as  their  opponents — they 
i  tell  us  coolly  that  they  are  prepared  to  withhold  that  prin- 
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ciple  from  the  Province  of  Quebec,  although,  so  far  as  wc 
can  judge  from  the  action  of  the  representatives  of  that 
Province  in  this  House,  it  is  not  opposed  to  manhood  suf¬ 
frage.  Have  we  heard  a  member  opposite  from  the  Province 
of  Quebec  declare  that  he  is  opposed  to  it?  Hot  one  of  the 
gentlemen  from  the  Province  of  Quebec  supporting  this  Bill 
has  given  us  tQ  understand,  in  any  form  whatever,  that  he 
is  not  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage; 

Mr.  WHITE.  We  can  tell  by  their  votes. 

Mr;  PATERSON.  But  we  have  not  had  their  votes  yet 
on  the  subject,  and  I  am  not  to  judge  that  they  are  not  in 
favor  of  the  proposition.  I  suppose,  from  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Hastings  (Mr.  White),  that  it  might 
fairly  be  said  that  he  almost  claimed  to  carry  their  votes  in 
his  pocket.  I  have  noticed,  and  it  has  been  rather  remark¬ 
able  in  this  debate,  that  although  we  had  an  explanation 
from  the  hon.  the  First  Minister  last  night,  with  respect  to 
one  alteration  he  proposed  to  make  in  this  Bill,  yet  up  to 
that  time  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works,  who  has  been 
constantly  in  his  place,  did  not  seem  to  be  in  the  confidence 
of  the  Government  sufficiently  to  give  us  the  slightest 
knowledge  of  the  alterations  intended  to  be  made  in  the 
Bill ;  and  I  wondered  how  the  hon.  member  for  East  Hast¬ 
ings  could  tell  us,  across  the  floor,  that  the  $400  franchise 
was  going  to  be  reduced  to  $300.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Works  did  not  say  it,  but  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Hastings  did.  How  did  he  know  it  ?  Was  he  speaking 
authoratively  ?  Then,  when  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Wellington  was  speaking  about  the  judges,  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Public  Works  sat  still  in  his  place,  and  gave 
us  no  intimation  of  anything  that  might  be  done. 
But  when  the  hon.  member  for  North  Wellington  (Mr. 
McMullen)  was  speaking  about  the  undesirability  of  these 
revising  officers  being  appointed,  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Hastings  (Mr.  White)  felt  himself  to  be  in  the  position  in- 
which  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  did  not  feel  him¬ 
self  to  be,  for  he  said,  across  the  floor  of  the  House  :  Oh,  we 
will  give  you  the  judge  in  your  county.  Of  course  it  is 
to  be  determined  by  the  Governor  in  Council ;  it  is  not  to  be 
declared  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  this  hon.  gentleman 
rose  and  said :  Oh,  we  will  give  you  the  judge  in  your 
county.  On  different  occasions  I  have  noticed  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Hastings  has  said  :  We  will  do  so  and  so ; 
We  are  going  to  do  this  and  we  are  going  to  do  that.  I 
should  not  wonder  but  the  circumstances  will  justifiy  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Hastings  and  show  that  he  is  right ; 
I  should  not  wonder  but  they  will  show  that  ho  knew  what 
would  be  done  in  advance;  but  I  say  it  is  very  remarkable 
that  a  private  member  of  the  House,  for  we  have  always 
considered  the  hon.  gentleman  to  be  a  private  mem¬ 
ber,  should  be  in  a  position  to  make  declarations 
as  to  what  the  policy  of  the  Government  would  be,  when 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  who  was  leading  the  House, 
was  unable  to  say  a  word  in  reference  to  it.  So  the  hon. 
gentleman  tells  us  that  the  members  from  Quobec  will  show, 
by  their  votes,  what  they  are  going  to  do.  As  much  as  to 
say,  that  he  understood  what  they  would  do  ;  as  much  as  to 
say  :  I  understand  what  they  will  do  ;  they  will  stand  up 
and  vote  as  I  do  on  this  question ;  they  will  vote  down  man¬ 
hood  suffrage  or  any  proposition  you  will  bring  in ;  we  have 
laid  down  a  line,  and  that  line  will  be  followed  out.  Strong 
objections,  it  is  true,  have  been  urged  against  this  measure; 
there  has  been  some  effect  produced  in  the  country  ;  public 
opinion  is  pressing  upon  us  the  fact  that  this  is  a  restrictive 
franchise,  that  it  shuts  out  many  men  who  would  be  enabled 
to  vote  under  the  Ontario  franchise,  and  therefore  I  pre¬ 
sume  that  the  hon.  member  for  East  Hastings  (Mr.  White) 
must  have  conferred  with  the  First  Minister,  when  he  can 
tell  us  authoritatively:  Oh,  the  qualification  will  be  reduced 
from  $400  to  $300,  and  that  will  bring  them  in,  and  there¬ 
fore  you  are  talking  when  there  is  no  need  to  talk. 
Mr,,  Paterson  (Brant), 
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Bat  we  did  not  recognise  the  hon,  gentleman’s  authority 
so  fully ;  we  did  not  know  the  position  he  occupied 
in  the  House.  The  Minister  of  Public  Works,  who 
was  leading  the  House,  was  not  prepared  to  say  a 
word  about  it,  and  we  did  not  feel  warranted  in 
accepting  the  statement  of  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Hastings.  So,  to  resume  the  subject,  I  find  myself,  with 
reference  to  this  amendment,  in  this  position.  It  has  been 
my  individual  opinion,  for  a  great  many  years,  that  it 
would  be  a  desirable  thing,  as  soon  as  the  oountry  was 
sufficiently  advanced,  if  I  might  use  that  expression,  as 
soon  as  the  country  had  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  it 
would  be  desirable  that  a  man,  being  a  man  and  a  citizen 
of  the  country,  with  all  the  rights,  liberties  and  responsibili¬ 
ties — mark  you,  all  the  responsibilities — of  manhood  upon 
him,  it  would  be  a  wise  thing,  especially  in  elections  for 
the  Dominion  Parliament,  to  make  a  citizen  of  him  in  every 
sense  of  the  word  :  to  give  him,  in  addition  to  all  the  other 
rights,  privileges  and  responsibilities,  the  right  you  and  I 
prize  so  highly,  of  saying  who  shall  be  elected  to  make  the 
laws  under  which  he  dwells.  While  that  has  been  my 
individual  opinion,  an  opinion  which  I  have  never  hesitated 
to  express  in  private,  still  the  question  has  not  been 
fully  discussed  before  the  electors.  The  extension  of 
the  franchise  was  discussed  in  Ontario  at  the  late  pro¬ 
vincial  elections,  and  I  believe  that  the  people  of 
that  Province  are  of  opinion  that  an  extension  is  desirable ; 
but  whether  it  should  go  the  full  length  of  adopting  resi¬ 
dent  manhood  suffrage,  without  restriction,  has  not  been 
discussed,  and  I  am  now  brought  face  to  face  with  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland,  with¬ 
out  the  opportunity  of  knowing  what  the  views  of  my  con¬ 
stituents  are  on  that  particular  point.  As  a  representative 
of  a  constituency  in  this  House,  I  do  think  it  is  my  duty,  as 
I  conceive  it  to  be  the  duty  of  other  representatives,  to 
ascertain,  as  well  as  may  be  ascertained,  the  wishes  of  my 
constituents  in  regard  to  this  extension  of  the  franchise ;  but 
the  question  is  before  us,  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  shirk 
any  question  that  may  come  before  us.  In  the  absence  of 
that  opportunity,  and  believing  the  people  of  the  country 
are  now  more  ready  to  accept  a  very  broad  franchise  than 
they  were,  and  as  my  views  go  in  the  direction  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  amendment,  I  feel  disposed  to  support  it.  I 
have  another  reason.  It  is  charged  that  we  are  somewhat 
inconsistent  in  arguing  for  the  maintenance  of  the  provincial 
franchises,  where  manhood  suffrage,  in  so  many  words, 
does  not  prevail,  and  in  being  still  prepared  to  accept 
manhood  suffrage  under  this  amendment.  It  is  true  that 
the  people  of  Ontario,  as  well  as  the  people  of  all  the  other 
Provinces,  I  believe,  have  been  content  to  have  the  pro¬ 
vincial  franchises,  and  on  that  question  I  have  no  difficulty 
whatever  ;  but  that  having  been  voted  down,  and  this 
question  being  before  the  House,  I  am  in  the  same  position 
as  others.  I  must  give  my  vote,  and  that  is  the  re  ison  I 
cast  it  in  that  direction  ;  and  I  do  it  further,  for  the  reason 
that  the  Bill  before  the  House  restricts  the  franchise  in 
Ontario  most  materially.  I  pointed  out  that  in  one  indus¬ 
trial  establishment  in  my  own  city  seventy-eight  men  would 
be  disfranchised,  and  seventy-four  in  another,  under  the 
operation  of  this  Bill,  who  have  a  vote  under  the  Ontario  Act; 
and  I  have  a  letter  from  a  law  student  in  Toronto,  a  young 
gentleman  who  can  go  out  and  discuss  public  questions 
on  the  platform,  who  is  one  of  the  rising  young  men,'  in 
which  he  says,  that  under  this  Bill  he  will  be  debarred 
from  exercising  the  franchise,  although  he  can  do  so  under 
the  Mowat  Act.  Some  of  our  volunteers  in  the  North-  West, 
and  many  others,  will  also  be  cut  off  by  this  Bill.  The  First 
Minister  proposes  to  enfranchise  the  Indians,  who  cannot 
make  their  own  wills  or  deed  their  own  property,  who  are 
minors  in  the  eyes  of  the  law,  and  whom  he  is  going  to  keep 
in  a  state  of  tutelage,  and  yet  he  will  cut  out  from  the  franchise 
the  hard-working  mechanics  I  have  referred  to.  It  is  a  fact 
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that  in  the  towns  and  cities  throughout  Canada  the  franchise 
will  be  taken  from  men  who  have  the  responsibilities  of  citi¬ 
zenship  npon  them,  and  yet  it  is  proposed  to  confer  it  upon 
those  who  have  not  the  responsibility  of  citizenship,  whom 
the  First  Minister  will  not  allow  to  have  the  responsibility 
of  citizenship.  That  is  the  position  of  affairs  we  are  under, 
with  reference  to  this  Bill,  and  for  that  reason,  among  many 
others,  for  I  will  draw  my  remarks  to  a  conclusion,  not 
desiring  to  occupy  the  attention  of  the  committee  at  this  late 
hour,  longer,  though  I  have  much  more  to  say  on  the  subject, 
I  shall  give  my  support  to  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Northumberland. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  When  I  made  a  remark  about 
the  Quebec  members,  the  hon.  gentleman  went  on  to  make 
a  speech  upon  my  remark,  and  would  not  allow  me  to  make 
clear  what  I  meant.  When  I  said,  across  the  floor  of  the 
House,  that  the  judges  would  be  appointed  in  Ontario,  I 
knew  what  I  was  saying  was  correct.  The  First  Minister 
announced  that  that  would  be  the  case,  and  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  after  having  abused  and  insulted  the  revising  bar¬ 
risters,  saw  they  were  going  too  far,  and  now  they  hark 
back.  When  I  said  the  qualification  would  be  reduced  to 
$300, 1  only  supposed  it  would  be,  and  that  was  the  only 
authority  I  had.  I  think  there  is  more  said  in  opposition 
to  this  Bill  than  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  warranted  in 
saying.  I  was  in  the  county  of  Hastings  the  other  day, 
and  though  I  travelled  over  forty  or  fifty  miles  of  the 
county,  I  did  not  hear  any  one  person  mention  the  Fran¬ 
chise  Bill.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said  more  against  the 
Indians  and  their  qualifications  than  it  becomes  him  to  say. 
I  think  the  Indian  is  sufficiently  intelligent  and  well  qualifi¬ 
ed  to  have  a  vote.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  forty  mechanics 
in  one  shop  will  not  have  a  vote.  The  establishments  in  that 
county  must  pay  the  mechanics  very  poorly.  Of  those  I 
employ,  not  one  will  be  without  a  vote. 

Mr.  MoNEILL.  I  desire  to  say  one  word. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Question. 

Amendment  to  the  amendment  (Mr.  Davies)  negatived. 
Yeas,  37  ;  nays,  81. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Mitchell)  negatived.  Yeas,  33 ;  nays,  86. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  12.05  a.m., 
Wednesday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  20(.h  May,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST— 
VICTORIA  RIFLES. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Min¬ 
ister  of  Militia  to  a  statement  which  has  appeared  in  cer¬ 
tain  newspapers  to  the  effect  that  the  Victoria  Rifles  were 
ordered  out  for  duty  at  the  front,  and  that  a  number  of 
bankers  and  merchants  of  the  city  of  Montreal  forwarded  a 
petition  to  the  Minister  of  Militia,  asking  that  that  regi¬ 
ment  be  not  ordered  to  the  seat  of  war,  irasmuch  as  it 
would  inconvenience  them  in  their  business.  As  represent¬ 
ing  the  electoral  district  in  which  all  the  banks  are  situate, 
and  the  great  body  of  the  mercantile  community,  I  would 
like  to  know  if  any  such  petition  has  been  received,  as  1 
have  been  informed,  on  good  authority,  that  the  statement 
is  without  foundation. 


Mr.  CARON.  In  answer  to  my  hon.  friend  I  must  say 
that  no  such  petition  has  been  forwarded  to  me.  No  order 
was  given  to  the  Victoria  Rifles  to  go  to  the  front,  and  if 
such  an  order  had  been  given  I  know  perfectly  well  that 
it  would  have  been  carried  out  with  as  much  promptitude 
as  by  any  other  battalion  in  the  city  of  Montreal.  It  is  one 
of  the  very  best  battalions,  and  I  am  glad  to  say  that  the 
merchants  and  bankers  have  not  in  any  way  expressed 
their  unwillingness  to  allow  those  who  are  employed  by 
them  to  take  part  in  the  events  which  are  taking  place  in 
Canada  at  this  moment. 

FORTY  MILE  RAILWAY  BELT,  BRITISH 
COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  wish  once  again  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  question  which  I  put  with  reference  to  the 
correspondence  between  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
and  the  Government,  and  as  to  the  40-mile  railway  belt  in 
British  Columbia,  have  not  yet  been  answered. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  With  reference  to  the 
40-mile  railway  belt,  I  have  received  this  memorandum: 

“  The  Government  have  received  from  Mr.  Pierce  S.  Hamilton,  a  well" 
known  journalist  of  Nova  Scotia,  but  now,  it  appears,  residing  in  British 
Columbia,  a  memorial  addressed  to  His  Excellency  the  Governor  in 
Council,  respecting  the  claims  of  squatters  within  the  unsurveyed  por¬ 
tion  of  the  railway  belt  in  British  Columbia.  Mr.  Hamilton,  in  the 
memorial  in  question,  represents  himself  as  secretary  to  a  meeting  held 
at  Port  Moody,  at  which  the  resolutions  contained  in  the  memorial 
were  adopted.  In  reply,  Mr.  Hamilton  was  furnished  with  a  copy  of 
the  Dominion  Lands  Act,  the  provisions  of  which,  he  was  informed, 
in  so  far  as  they  are  applicable,  would  bs  extended  to  British  Columbia. 
He  was  further  infoimed  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  protect  bond  fide  squatters  upon  the  agricultural  land,  within  what 
is  known  as  the  railway  belt  in  British  Columbia,  and  that  surveys 
of  the  belt  were  then,  as  they  are  now,  being  p-osecuted  under 
instructions  from  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  and  so  soon  as 
they  were  sufficiently  advanced  to  permit  of  claims  being  adjudi¬ 
cated  upon,  such  claims  would  be  at  once  disposed  of.  The  Surveyor 
General  of  Dominion  lands  is  now,  and  has  been  for  some  time,  in 
British  Columbia,  personally  supsrvising  the  prosecution  of  these  sur¬ 
veys.  The  Government  have  no  means  of  knowing  how  many  people 
have  settled  on  the  unsurveyed  lands  in  the  belt,  and  there  is  no 
reason  why  there  should  be  anxiety  or  discontent  among  these  set¬ 
tlers.  The  regulations  for  the  survey,  administration  and  disposal  of 
these  lands  have  been  adopted  by  the  Governor  in  Council,  and 
published  in  the  Canada  Gazette  and  British  Columbia  Gazette  ;  and, 
as  already  stated,  the  surveys  are  now,  and  were,  during  the  season 
of  1884,  being  vigorously  prosecuted.  Until  surveys  have  been  made, 
it  is  out  of  the  power  of  the  Government  to  grant  patents  to  lands, 
but  the  Dominion  Lands  Act  and  the  regulations  make  ample  pro¬ 
vision  ior  the  protection  of  the  claims  of  persons  settling  in  advance 
of  survey.” 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  3, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Perhaps  it  would  be 
well,  if  it  does  not  invite  premature  discussion,  that  I  should 
mention  at  once  what  amendments  I  propose  to  the  whole 
of  this  third  section,  and  then  we  can  discuss  the  various 
paragraphs  without  wandering  over  the  whole  clause.  I 
was  a  good  deal  struck  with  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  last  night  in 
reference  to  the  Ontario  Act,  to  the  effect  that  the  Ontario 
Government,  whatever  their  individual  opinions  might  be 
with  regard  to  manhood  suffrage,  had  gone  as  far  as  they 
thought  would  ensure  the  success  of  their  measure,  whicn 
was  a  step  towards,  perhaps,  the  ultimate  result  of  man¬ 
hood  suffrage.  In  perhaps  the  same  sense  I  have  had 
occasion  to  consult  the  representatives  of  the  people  in  this 
House  giving  their  confidence  to  the  Government;  I  have 
carefully  considered  all  the  clauses  and  all  the  suggestions; 
and  I  think  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  in  order  to 
ensure  the  safety  of  the  measure,  the  Government  have 
gone  as  far  as  they  can  well  go  in  order  to  secure  that  sup¬ 
port  for  the  measure  in  this  House  which  is  essential  to  its 
becoming  law.  As  regards  the  clause  now  before  us,  which 
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provides  that  the  owner  of  real  property  in  any  city  or 
town  must  be  the  owner  to  the  actual  value  of  $300,  after 
full  consideration  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion,  so  far  as 
towns  are  concerned,  to  reduce  the  value  to  $200.  It  being 
the  general  opinion,  so  far  as  I  have  gathered  it,  that  the 
value  of  $200  in  what  is  ordinarily  known  as  a  town  would 
be  about  equivalent  to  the  value  of  $300  in  a  city. 
Then,  as  regards  the  next  sub-section,  that  referring  to  ten¬ 
ancy,  there  is  no  alteration  in  the  amount  of  rental,  but 
there  is  a  verbal  alteration  in  the  "month,  as  we  consider 


November  and  January  should  be  fixed  as  the  date  of  pay¬ 
ment.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that,  according  to  the  23rd 
line,  the  rent  must  be  paid  on  the  quarter  day  that  occurs 
next  before  the  first  day  of  November  in  each  year ;  instead 
of  that,  I  propose  that  this  part  of  the  clause  shall  read  : 
“  Shall  be  the  year’s  rent  up' to  the  last  yearly,  half-yearly, 
quarterly,  or  monthly  day  of  payment,  as  the  case  may  be, 
which  shall  have  occurred  next  before  the  date  of  the  cer¬ 
tificate  of  the  final  revision  of  the  voters’  list  hereinafter 
mentioned,  by  the  revising  officer.”  As  regards  the  fifth 
sub-section,  that  relating  to  occupancy,  I  make  the  same 
alteration  in  the  date,  and  change  the  qualification  to  $300 
for  cities,  and  $200  for  towns,  instead  of  $300  for  cities  or 
towns.  With  respect  to  the  income  sub-section — sub-sec¬ 
tion  6 — I  propose  to  make  an  important  amendment.  I  con¬ 
sidered  at  first  that  there  was  no  necessity  for  the  words  I 
propose  to  insert,  but  the  discussion — especially  the  com¬ 
parisons  between  this  Bill  and  the  Ontario  Bill — has  shown, 
I  think,  the  necessity  of  making  this  alteration.  I  propose 
that  the  6th  sub-section  shall  read  as  follows  :  “  Is  a  resi¬ 

dent  within  such  city  or  town,  or  part  of  a  city  or  town, 
and  derives  an  income  ” — I  propose  to  add  these  words : 
“  as  earnings  ”  or — “  from  some  trade,  calling,  office  or  pro¬ 
fession.” 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  there  any  c  hange  in  the 
amount  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes;  as  regards  the 
income,  it  is  reduced  from  $100  to  $300.  Then  as  regards 
the  sons  of  owners,  it  was  stated  in  discussion  that  the 
absence  was  too  short.  The  last  proviso  of  this  sub-section, 
sub-section  7,  provides  that  “  the  occasional  absence  of  a 
son  from  the  r  esidence  of  the  father  or  mother,  for  not  more 
in  all  than  4  months  in  the  year,  shall  not  disqualify  such 
son  as  a  voter  under  this  Act.”  It  has  been  expressed 
strongly  and,  I  think,  reasonably,  that  in  certain  avocations, 
4  months  is  not  sufficient,  and  I  propose  to  extend  that  to 
6  months. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Both  in  sub-sections  7  and  8  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  oourse  ;  although  it 
will  be  6  months,  and  I  have  adopted  a  clause  which  I 
shall  propose  for  the  consideration  of  the  Committee — a 
clause  which  I  find  in  the  Nova  Scotia  Franchise  Bill.  I 
think  it  is  a  very  good  one,  and  I  shall  submit  for  the 
favorable  consideration  of  the  committee : 

“  The  time  spent  by  mariners  and  fishermen  in  the  transaction  of  their 
occupations,  and  by  students  in  institutions  of  learning,  within  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  shall  be  considered  as  spent  at  borne.'  ’ 

These  are  the  amendments  I  am  going  to  propose.  We  will 
now  take  up  the  third  clause.  I  move  that  it  be  altered  to 
read  as  follows  : — 

“  Is  the  owner  of  real  property  within  such  city  or  part  of  a  city,  of 
the  actual  value  of  $300,  or  within  such  town  or  part  of  a  town,  of  the 
actual  value  ot  $200.” 

Mr.  LAURIE R.  I  would  suggest  that  the  amendment 
go  a  little  farther  with  regard  to  cities.  In  Quebec,  the 
amendment  will  be  very  good  in  so  far  as  it  affects  cities 
already  constituted  by  themselves  electoral  districts,  such 
as  Quebec  and  Montreal.  But  there  are  other  cities  which 
are  rather  towns  than  cities,  such  as  Sherbrooke,  Hull, 
Three  Rivers, 'St.  Hyacinthe,  whose  population  are  not,  in 
some  cases, fover  GjOOO'or^OOf^and  in  others  3,000  or_ 4,000. 
Sir  John_A4Maodonald.  * 
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In  all  those  the  qualification  is  $200  by  the  Quebec  law. 
The  qualification  in  all  cities  entitled  to  return  one  or  more 
members  is  $300,  but  in  others,  such  as  those  I  have  men¬ 
tioned,  it  is  $200,  so  that  if  the  amendment  proposed  bo 
carried  as  it  is,  a  number  of  voters  in  the  latter  will  be  dis¬ 
franchised. 

Mr.  LANGE  LIER.  In  support  of  what  my  hon.  friend 
has  urged,  I  might  say  that  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  it  is 
more  a  matter  of  fancy  than  of  permanent  rule,  whether  a 
place  be  called  a  city  or  town.  When  I  had  a  seat  in  the 
Legislature  of  Quebec,  I  have  seen  places  insisting  on  being 
called  cities,  although  their  population  was  very  small,  and 
they  obtained  the  name  of  cities  by  getting  an  amendment 
to  their  charters  of  incorporation.  For  instance,  Hull  was 
incorporated  a  city  in  1874  or  1875,  although  its  population 
was  then  scarcely  larger  than  when  it  was  a  town  ;  while 
Levis,  which  is  a  much  larger  place  than  Hull,  and  espe¬ 
cially  much  larger  than  Sherbrooke  and  Three  Rivers,  is 
only  a  town  by  its  charter,  and  does  not  return  a  member. 
The  suggestion  made  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Quebec  East 
(Mr.  Laurier)  is  entirely  in  the  spirit  of  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  gentleman,  which  were  to  the  effect  that  a  higher 
qualification  should  be  had  in  larger  places,  but  not  in 
places  which  were  only  towns.  In  the  Province  of  Quebec 
that  distinction  does  not  exist,  for  a  city  there  is  not  sup¬ 
posed  to  be  a  larger  place  than  a  town.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  there  are  towns  which  are  much  larger  than  cities. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  dare  say  that  is  quite 
true,  but  we  must  proceed  upon  some  general  rule.  Cities 
are  supposed  to  be  towns  of  such  importance  that  they  claim 
to  be  elevated  in  municipal  rank,  and  I  am  afraid  that  those 
cities  which  have  too  much  ambition  must  pay  the  penalty 
of  their  ambition.  It  is  something  like  some  merchants  and 
bankers  in  London,  who,  in  order  to  raise  their  credit,  pay 
a  larger  income  tax  than  they  would  otherwise  pay.  I  think 
I  must  adhere  to  the  general  principle  that  cities  are  more 
important  than  towns  as  a  general  ru^,  and  that  the  pro¬ 
perty  in  cities,  as  a  general  rule,  is  more  valuable  than  in 
towns.  Hereafter  ambitious  towns  will  think  twice,  perhaps, 
before  they  seek  a  more  important  name. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  There  is  a  general  rule  which  can  be 
very  easily  applied.  There  are  cities  that  have  been  deemed 
so  important  that  they  have  been  constituted  electoral  dis¬ 
tricts,  such  as  Quebec,  Montreal  and  Toronto.  There  are 
other  cities  which,  though  they  have  the  name,  have  not 
been  entitled  to  the  same  privilege,  on  account  of  their  minor 
importance.  I  think,  therefore,  that  you  might  adopt  the 
language  which  I  find  in  the  Quebec  electoral  law  :  “  Any 
city  having  the  right  to  return  one  or  more  members  to  the 
House  of  Commons.”  That  is  a  general  rule  which  might 
be  applied  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  would  ask  the  First  Minister  whether 
he  has  considered  the  personal  qualification  which  has  been 
in  operation  in  New  Brunswick  for  a  long  time,  and  in 
regard  to  whether  some  of  my  associates  from  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  think  a  large  number  will  be  disfranchised  under  this 
Bill.  I  do  not  think  it  will  disfranchise  as  many  as  some  of 
my  associates  do,  but  I  think  it  will  disfranchise  some  very 
worthy  voters.  We  have  many  voters  on  vessel  and  other 
property  whom  we  expect  to  be  disqualified  under  this 
Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  After  full  consideration, 
we  thought  it  better  to  adhere  to  the  Bill  as  it  is  now.  It 
is  true  that  there  are  persons  who  have  a  largo  capital 
invested  in  ships,  but  those  persons  are  all  householders  or 
have  sufficient  income  or  are  occupants,  so  that  they  are 
sure  to  have  a  vote.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  single  man 
in  Canada  who  owns  a  ship  who  has  not  a  vote  under  this 
Bill  in  some  shape  or  other, 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  think  myself  that  the  Bill  will 
embrace  a  good  many  who  will  not  depend  altogether  upon 
their  property,  Still  many  worthy  persons  will  be  dis¬ 
franchised  under  this  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  may  be,  but  we 
cannot  provide  for  every  possible  case. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  desire  to  ask  the  First  Minister  in 
regard  to  the  occupant  clause,  whether  he  is  going  to 
require  residence  for  any  particular  time  before  the  election 
at  which  these  people  vote  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  When  I  made  this  general 
statement,  it  was  with  the  expectation  that  we  would  not 
go  over  the  whole  of  the  sections  at  once,  but  would  take 
them  up  as  they  came.  The  proposition  now  is  in  regard 
to  the  ownership  in  cities  and  towns.  When  we  come  to 
the  occupant  clause,  I  will  be  glad  to  discuss  it  with  the 
horn  gentleman. 

Mr.  MULOOK.  I  approve  of  the  suggestion  of  the  First 
Minister  as  far  as  it  goes,  but  the  other  day  I  looked 
through  the  census  returns  to  see  how  the  population  of 
towns  compared  in  the  different  Provinces,  and  it  seems  to  me 
that,  if  it  were  possible  to  put  into  the  clause  some  figures 
as  to  population,  it  would  be  better.  The  greatest  inequal¬ 
ities  exist  in  the  various  Provinces  as  to  the  population  of 
towns.  In  New  Brunswick  for  example,  I  find  a  place  des¬ 
cribed  in  the  census  of  1881  as  a  town,  having  a  population 
of  318.  I  find  a  great  many  towns  in  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec  having  a  population  of  some  less  than  1,000  and  a  great 
number  under  2,000. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Where  are  these  towns  in  New  Brunswick  ? 

Mr.  MULOCKf  There  is  Mdltown,  with  a  population  of 
1,664,  and  there  is  Upper  Milltown  with  a  population  of 

318. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  They  are  not  towns. 

Mr.  MULOCK,  They  are  described  as  towns  in  the 
census.  The  difficulty  arises  from  adopting  the  denomi¬ 
nation  of  the  municipality,  which  is  entirely  the  crea¬ 
ture  of  the  provincial  Legislatures.  The  First  Minister 
will  see  that,  if  wo  give  a  qualification  to  a  place  called  a 
town,  it  is  necessary  to  remember  that  it  is  a  town  by  virtue 
of  some  local  Act,  and  the  Local  Legislature  may,  to  a 
certain  extent,  modify  the  effects  of  this  legislation  by 
altering  the  denomination  of  that  place.  It  may  unmake 
towns  and  re-convert  them  into  villages,  and  the  moment  it 
does  so  by  a  local  Act  it  would  enfranchise  in  that  way 
more  than  were  at  first  enfranchised  by  this  Bill,  and  vice 
versa. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  You  do  not  object  to 
that  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  hope  my  remarks  will  be  considered 
in  the  same  way  in  which  I  intended  them.  As  we  are 
trying  to  apply  a  general  system  through  the  various  Pro¬ 
vinces,  and  as  there  is  no  uniform  practice  as  to  what  shall 
entitle  a  place  to  be  called  a  village,  or  city,  or  a  town,  I 
suggest  whether  it  would  not  be  possible  to  put  some  limi¬ 
tation  into  the  Bill.  In  Ontario  the  Legislature  has  refused 
to  incorporate  a  village  into  a  town  unless  it  has,  I  think, 
2,000  population. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  have  a  right  to 
claim  to  be  a  town  if  they  have  a  certain  population. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  They  apply  for  a  special  Act. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON  (Hamilton).  No,  not  in  towns :  only 
in  cities. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  What  is  the  population  required  ? 

Mr.  HICKEY.  2,000  for  a  town. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  thought  that  was  the  number.  There 
cannot  be  a  general  rule,  however,  throughout  all  the  Pro- 
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vinces  in  that  respect,  because  we  find  many  towns  with 
very  different  populations.  For  example,  in  Nova  Scotia  I 
find  that  Marshall  is  called  a  town,  with  a  population  of 

1,077. 

Mr.  TAIL.  That  is  not  a  town. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Well,  in  New  Brunswick,  is  Milltown 
a  town  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Yes. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  In  the  census  of  1881  it  had  a  popula¬ 
tion  of  1,664.  In  the  Province  of  Quebec,  Rimouski  is 
described  as  a  town ;  it  had  a  population  of  1,417.  St.  Ours 
is  a  town  with  a  population  of  808.  Iberville,  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec,  a  town  with  a  population  of  1,847 ;  Beau- 
harnois,  a  town  with  a  population  of  1,499  ;  Louiseville,  a 
town,  1,381 ;  Terrebonne,  a  town,  1,398,  and  so  om  If  we 
go  from  Province  to  Province  we  find  that  what  makes  a 
town  in  one  Province  will  not  make  a  town  in  another 
Province.  Now,  it  seems  to  me  it  would  be  reasonable  to 
put  in  a  limitation  of  what  should  be  a  town.  Say,  any 
municipality  not  having  a  population  of  2,000  at  the  time  of 
a  certain  census,  should  be  a  village,  because,  I  presume,  it 
is  the  number  of  people  who  are  congregated  together  that 
gives  value  to  the  property  in  their  midst  on  which  the 
voter  is  to  qualify.  I  have  an  amendment  which  I  intend 
to  move,  namely,  that  the  word  “  three  ”  in  the  sixth  line, 
on  page  4,  be  struck  out,  and  the  word  “  two  ”  be  inserted 
in  lieu  thereof.  That  would  reduce  the  property  qualifica¬ 
tion  required  in  cities  and  small  towns.  The  First  Minister 
says  he  is  opposed  to  that  view  ;  but  it  seams  to  me  that 
we  should  adopt  it,  and  require  a  smaller  qualification.  We 
find  the  qualification  in  cities  and  towns  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  to-day,  is  $200  ;  in  Quebec  cities  it  is  $300,  as  pro¬ 
posed,  and  in  towns,  $200  ;  in  Now  Brunswick,  $100 ;  in 
Nova  Scotia,  $150  ;  Manitoba,  $100  ;  Prince  Edward  Island 
and  British  Columbia,  manhood  suffrage.  So  that  through¬ 
out  the  whole  Dominion  no  property  qualification  to  the 
extent  of  $300  is  required,  except  in  cities  and  towns  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec;  and  if  the  Premier  would  reduce  that 
qualification  from  $300  to  $200,  the  only  Province  that 
would  be  affected  by  it  would  be  Quebec.  I  think  that 
would  be  striking  a  middle  course  better  than  to  adhere  to 
$300. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  $300  and  $200  in 
Quebec. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  So  I  said,  but  that  is  the  only  Province 
in  which  $300  is  required  in  cities. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Four  hundred  dollars  is 
required  by  the  present  law  in  Ontario. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  When  the  new  law  comes  into  force,  it 
will  be  $200.  Therefore,  to-day,  a  $300  property  qualifica¬ 
tion  may  be  considered  as  a  thing  of  the  past  in  every  Pro¬ 
vince  except  Quebec. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Before  we  settle  the  amount  of  the  quali¬ 
fication,  I  wish  to  move  an  amendment  in  regard  to  real 
property,  namely  :  That  the  words  “  or  real  and  personal  ” 
be  inserted  between  the  words  “  real  ”  and  “  property,”  in 
the  first  line  of  this  third  sub-section.  A  subsequent  clause  of 
this  Bill,  confers  the  franchise  upon  fishermen  who  possess  a 
certain  amount  of  real  and  personal  property  combined,  the 
value  of  their  boats  and  fishing  tackle  being  added  to  that  of 
their  real  property.  It  is  proper  enough  that  fishermen 
should  have  this  privilege,  but  there  are  other  classes  who 
snould  have  it  also.  There  are  in  cities  and  towns  small 
tradesmen  and  mechanics,  whose  real  estate  might  not  be 
sufficient  to  qualify  them  under  this  clause,  and  I  think 
they  should  be  allowed  to  make  up  the  amount  by  counting 
in  the  value  of  their  machinery,  tools  or  stock-in-ti’ade,  or,  in 
fact,  that  whatever  they  may  have  to  assist  them  in  carry¬ 
ing  on  their  trade  shall  be  counted,  just  as  in  the  case  of 
fishermen. 
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Mr.  IYES.  I  am  opposed  to  that  amendment,  because  it 
would  practically  create  the  greatest  possible  confusion  in 
the  formation  of  the  list.  Any  man,  the  merest  tramp, 
coming  along  to  the  revising  officer,  could  insist  that  he 
was  entitled  to  registration,  because  he  had  an  old  horse 
somewhere,  or  an  old  cart,  though  not  within  the  know¬ 
ledge  of  the  officer  preparing  the  list.  In  the  case  of  fisher¬ 
men,  there  is  some  way  of  arriving  at  the  amount  of  their 
ersonal  property,  their  boat  and  tackle  are  to  be  seen  ; 
ut  if  that  privilege  is  to  be  extended  to  others  than  fisher¬ 
men,  it  will  create  the  greatest  possible  confusion,  and  I 
think  it  is  entirely  unnecessary.  If  we  are  to  go  beyond 
the  very  liberal  provision  for  the  franchise,  as  laid  down  in 
the  Bill,  and  as  the  Prime  Minister  proposed  to  amend  it,  I 
think  we  had  better  adopt  manhood  suffrage  at  once. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  other  evening  the  First  Minister 
was  kind  enough  to  endeavor  to  satisfy  the  House  upon  a 
certain  point,  and  he  did  satisfy  me ;  but  since  then  I  have 
noticed  in  the  public  press  that  it  has  been  stated  that  the 
amendment  which  ho  intended  to  offer  to  a  certain  section, 
did  not  fully  meet  the  case.  I  think  the  public  is,  to  some 
extent,  under  a  misapprehension  as  to  the  right  hon.  Pre¬ 
mier’s  statement.  Perhaps  his  words  did  not  fully  convey 
his  meaning,  though  they  satisfied  me.  Therefore,  1  would 
take  the  liberty  of  asking  this  question  :  Where  a  revising 
officer  is  appointed  who  is  not  the  county  judge,  I  under¬ 
stood  the  right  hon.  Minister  to  say  that,  in  that  case,  there 
would  be  an  appeal  allowed  from  the  finding  of  the  revis 
ing  officer  on  all  questions  of  law  and  fact,  to  the  county 
judge ;  that  the  judge  would  visit  the  various  municipalities 
in  that  riding,  and  there  sit  with  original  jurisdiction.  I 
wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Premier  if  I  understood  him 
correctly. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  is  not  relevant  to 
the  present  clause,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  told  me  he  was 
going  to  ask  this  question,  and  I  have  no  objection  to 
answer  it.  He  is  quite  right  in  his  idea.  In  counties 
where  the  revising  officer  is  not  a  judge,  there  will  be  an 
appeal  from  the  revising  officer  to  that  judge,  both  on 
questions  of  fact  and  of  law,  and  the  appeal  can  be  made 
without  the  discretion  of  the  revising  officer,  and,  as  a 
matter  of  right ;  also,  on  the  final  revision,  he  shall  go  and 
visit  each  municipality  and  have  original  jurisdiction  as 
well  as  in  appeal. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  think  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Eichmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives)  are  beside  the  case.  He 
has  conjured  up  the  bugbear  of  a  tramp  proposing  to  qualify 
on  an  old  horse,  which  he  tells  the  revising  officer  he  pos¬ 
sesses  somewhere  else.  My  amendment  provides  that  a  man 
shall  qualify  on  real  and  personal  property,  not  on  an  old 
horse  alone.  In  the  first  place,  we  hope  that  the  revising 
officer  would  know  better  than  to  take  the  word  of  a  tramp 
as  to  the  possession  of  an  old  horse  in  some  out  of  the  way 
part  of  the  country,  and  to  give  him  a  vote  on  the  horse. 
Almost  every  one  will  have  in  mind  the  case  of  persons  in 
business,  in  a  small  way,  in  cities  and  towns,  and  especially 
in  villages,  who  would  not  be  able  to  qualify  on  real 
estate  alone.  For  example,  small  shoe-makers,  whose 
real  property  was  not  worth  $200  or  $300,  would  be 
able  to  qualify  if  stock-in-trade  and  implements  were 
included.  The  same  is  true  of  blacksmiths,  though, 
as  a  rule,  their  places  of  business  are  of  some  value. 
The  number  would  not  be  very  large,  but  I  mention  these 
cases  for  the  sake  of  the  principle,  and  in  order  to  secure 
uniformity.  The  proviso  with  respect  to  fishermen,  one 
might  almost  suppose  to  be  a  bid  for  the  support  of  that 
class.  Possibly  such  is  not  the  case,  and  it  has  been 
inserted  with  a  view  to  doing  justice.  If  so,  there  can  bo 
no  objection  to  extending  the  same  measure  of  justice  to 
other  classes  following  different  callings.  I  ask  to  have 
the  amendment  amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows  ;  “  or  real  I 
Mr,  Casey. 
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property  and  implements  of  his  calling  or  stock-in-trade.” 
These  words  to  be  inserted  after  “  real  property  ”  in  the 
first  line  of  paragraph  three. 

Mr.  WILSON.  The  First  Minister  will  find  that  in  many 
incorporated  cities  the  value  of  property  is  not  higher  than 
in  towns.  No  doubt  many  small  store-keepers  will  be  dis¬ 
franchised  if  the  qualification  is  held  at  $300  assessment.  I 
hope  the  First  Minister  will  see  his  way  to  make  the  conces¬ 
sion  asked.  In  the  city  of  St.  Thomas  there  are  a  number 
of  people  who  would  have  a  vote  under  the  Ontario  Act,  and 
yet  would  not  have  a  vote  at  Dominion  elections. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  the  condition  of  things  that  would  exist  under 
this  clause  of  the  Bill.  Sandwich  is  the  county  town  of 
Essex,  and  its  population  is  less  than  1,000.  The  popula¬ 
tion  of  tho  village  of  Essex  Centre  is  2,000.  Under  this  Bill 
a  person  in  that  village  would  have  the  vote  if  assessed  for 
$150,  while  in  Sandwich  he  would  require  to  be  assessed  for 
$200  to  obtain  the  franchise,  In  the  county  of  Bothwell, 
the  town  of  Bothwell  has  a  population  between  800  and 
1,000.  The  village  of  Morrisburg  has  a  population  of  2,000. 
The  qualification  in  the  former  is  $200  and  in  the  latter 
$150.  The  First  Minister  is  sacrificing  a  principle  to  an 
end.  Wo  do  not  determine  what  places  shall  be  a  town. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  were  to  say  that  in  places  having  so 
many  thousand  population,  the  qualification  should  be  a 
certain  amount,  and  in  places  with  a  less  population  it 
should  be  a  different  amount,  there  would  be  something 
definite  about  the  proposition,  and  we  would  be  conforming 
with  the  principle  on  which  the  Government  set  out.  I 
hope,  however,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  agree  to  abandon  the 
multiplication  of  qualification.  The  Ontario  Bill  provides  that 
$200  shall  be  the  qualification  in  towns  and  cities,  and  $100 
in  villages  and  rural  districts.  It  is  perfectly  obvious  wo 
are  attaching  very  little  importance  to  the  possession  of 
property.  That  being  the  case,  a  great  inconvenience 
arises  from  the  adoption  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  A  few 
men  may  get  control  of  the  village  council  for  the  time 
being,  and  in  order  to  obtain  a  mayor  or  police  magistrate, 
they  get  incorporation  as  a  town.  A  large  number  of  per* 
sons  who  at  the  time  were  qualified  might  be  thereby  dis¬ 
qualified  by  the  action  of  a  few  men.  I  am  sure  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  consult  the  member  for  Essex,  he  will  find 
the  facts  to  be  as  I  have  stated  with  regard  to  that  county, 
and  I  know  them  to  be  as  I  have  stated,  in  my  own  con¬ 
stituency.  The  instances  mentioned  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  York  from  the  census,  show  that  there  are  many 
places  under  1,000  inhabitants  which  are  called  towns,  and 
many  places  that  have  at  least  2,000  inhabitants  that  are 
still  villages. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Essex).  So  far  as  my  section  of  the 
country  is  concerned,  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills)  is  quite  correct.  Take  for  instance  the  village  of 
Leamington,  or  the  village  of  Essex  Centre,  the  population 
of  either  of  those  places  is  double  the  population  of  the 
town  of  Sandwich,  the  county  town. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  It  is  not  incorporated. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (Essex).  It  isone  of  the  oldest  incor¬ 
porated  towns  in  Ontario  ;  it  has  a  mayor,  a  reeve,  and  all 
the  paraphernalia  of  a  town.  I  do  not  know  how  the 
matter  will  affect  the  other  Provinces,  but  so  far 
as  my  own  part  of  the  country  is  concerned  I 
think  they  might  be  placed  in  the  same  category, 
for  it  is  a  very  rare  thiDg  for  a  village  in  Western 
Ontario  to  be  incorporated  unless  it  has  a  large  population, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  there  are  many  towns  that  are 
decaying,  while  villages  are  springing  up  and  becoming 
large  places  around  them.  Take,  for  instance,  Tilbury 
village,  which  is  unincorporated.  It  is  partly  in  Essex  and 
partly  in  Kent,  and  still  it  has  a  much  larger  population 
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than  Sandwich.  I  believe  that  the  qualification  of  $200  in 
a  place  like  Sandwich  is  a  much  higher  qualification  than 
$100  in  Leamington  or  Essex  Centre,  which  are  prosperous 
places.  I  know  I  would  rather  have  $100  worth  of  pro¬ 
perty  in  Essex  Centre  than  $200  in  Sandwich. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  cannot  settle  any 
franchise  based  on  property  so  as  to  meet  every  possible 
case.  The  only  way  we  could  have  dead  uniformity  would 
be  to  have  universal  suffrage . 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  not  prepared  for 
that,  and  I  want  to  carry  this  Bill  this  Session,  and  if  we 
commence  to  re-arrange  the  franchise  de  novo ,  I  think  the 
Session  would  bq  a  long  one.  With  respect  to  Sandwich,  it 
has  been  unfortunate  from  a  variety  of  circumstances.  From 
being  on  the  frontier,  at  the  very  outside  edge  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  it  has  not  progressed  to  such  an  extent  as  it  promised 
originally.  But  this  is  a  very  young  country,  and  I  hope, 
before  my  hon.  friend  who  represents  that  part  of  the  coun¬ 
try  so  worthily,  departs  from  political  life,  Sandwich  will 
rise  with  the  general  progress  of  the  country  to  its  old  posi¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  only  a  suburb  of  Windsor,  now. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman 
speaks  about  Leamington  and  its  population.  Well,  if 
Leamington  gets  the  population  of  a  town  it  will  soon  have 
the  ambition  to  be  a  town,  and  then  the  property,  no  doubt, 
will  rise  in  value,  and  the  amount  required  by  the  franchise 
willjbejjequalised.  Really,  I  have  considered  well  how  far 
I  can  go  with  any  prospect  of  carrying  my  Bill,  and  I  can¬ 
not  yield  personally — I  do  not  feel  authorised  to  yield  to 
these  suggestions.  I  will  try,  as  far  as  possible,  to  liberalise 
the  Bill,  and  meet  the  views  of  all  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
and  some  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side,  as  we  have 
heard  the  argument  advanced,  and  with  some  force,  that 
we  must  eventually  come  to  manhood  suffrage,  we  had  bet¬ 
ter  go  on  now,  and  it  will  be  the  agreeable  duty  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell,  when  he  gets  on  this  side,  if  he  does 
not  go  quite  as  far  as  manhood  suffrage,  to  liberalise  this 
measure  still  further.  We  must  leave  something  for  our 
successors  to  do,  and  we  are  making  substantial  progress  in 
the  direction  in  which  these  hon.  gentlemen  desire  to  go. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  must  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  appears 
to  me  to  take  an  extraordinary  way  of  liberalising  the  Bill. 
In  one  case  the  qualification  under  the  law,  as  it  now  stands, 
is  $200,  and  he  proposes  to  make  it  $300.  In  another  case 
it  is  $100,  and  he  proposes  to  make  it  $150.  That  may  be 
his  notion  of  liberalising  the  franchise,  but  it  is  not  mine. 
The  hon.  gentleman  refers  to  Leamington  and  other  places, 
and  says  they  will  be  ambitious  to  become  towns,  but  as 
the  conditions  upon  which  they  can  become  towns  is  the 
disfranchisement  of  a  considerable  number  of  the  poorer 
classes,  it  is  one  which  is  not  likely  to  be  hastily  complied 
with. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  in  his  time  and  mine  a  great  many  towns  have 
become  villages,  and  a  great  many  cities  have  become  towns, 
and  they  have  done  this  notwithstanding  the  different 
qualification  before  them.  They  have  not  been  prevented 
from  changing  their  condition  by  the  fact  of  their  being 
obliged  to  have  a  higher  qualification. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  think  it  will  be  found  that  as  it  is  well 
known  that  under  the  Ontario  law  property  is  generally 
assessed  much  below  its  value,  to  avoid  additional  taxation 
the  variations  which  have  been  spoken  of  will  be  adjusted, 
and  that  there  will  be  practically  no  difference  as  to  the 
classes  of  property  upon  which  votes  will  be  allowed. 

Mr.  AUGER.  One  of  the  grounds  upon  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  wished  to  pass  this  Bill  was  that  we  might  have 
a  uniform  franchise,  but  I  think  if  we  cannot  have  a  uniform 


franchise  all  over  the  Dominion  we  should  at  least  have  i 
uniform  in  the  same  county.  But  according  to  the  Bill  a 
man  in  one  part  of  the  county  will  have  the  right  to  voto 
on  a  property  worth  $150,  while  across  an  imaginary  lino, 
in  the  same  county,  his  property  will  have  to  be  worth  $300 
in  order  that  he  may  have  a  vote.  That  is  rather  incon¬ 
gruous.  The  Bill  will  be  known  for  its  uniform  want  of 
uniformity. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  entirely  approve  of  the  principle  of 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr. 
Casey),  but  it  does  not  go  far  enough.  Now,  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  to  which  I  belong  the  franchise  is  $100  real  estate, 
$400  personal  estate,  and  $400  income.  The  experience  of 
the  people  in  that  Province  has  been  that  the  franchise  in 
personal  property  has  not  been  objectionable  in  any  way. 
I  have  had  a  good  deal  of  experience,  I  have  been  thirty 
years  in  Parliament,  I  have  run  a  good  many  elections,  and 
have  had  intercourse  with  most  of  my  constituents,  so  that 
I  know  a  good  deal  about  their  feelings  and  wishes,  and  I 
believe  it  is  their  desire  not  to  limit  the  franchise,  but  to 
widen  it  if  possible.  So  far  as  my  Province  and  my  county 
are  concerned,  this  Bill  makes  a  distinct  limitation  of  the 
franchise,  and  therefore  I  move,  as  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment,  to  add  the  words  “  or  porsonal  property  of  tho 
value  of  $400.”  That  qualification  has  been  in  existence  in 
New  Brunswick  for  thirty  or  forty  years,  and  has  worked 
well.  I  can  see  no  reason  why  a  person  who  is  a  good 
citizen  and  owns  personal  property  of  the  value  of  $400  or 
$500  or  $1,000  should  not  have  the  right  to  vote  as  well  as 
the  owner  of  real  property.  So  far  as  the  Bill  is  concerned 
there  is  no  uniformity  in  it ;  I  do  not  expect  to  see  any 
uniformity  grow  out  of  it  ;  but  wo  have  determined  to 
adopt  it,  and  it  is  our  duty  to  make  it  as  perfect  as  possible 
in  its  passage  through  the  committee,  without  outraging 
the  rights  of  any  individuals  anywhere  in  the  Dominion. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  I  have  great  pleasure  in  seconding  that 
motion.  In  fact,  I  havo  in  my  hand  a  motion  drawn  by 
the  hon.  member  for  the  city  and  county  of  St.  John  (Mr. 
Weldon)  to  the  same  effect,  which  I  shall  put  into  your 
hands.  In  New  Brunswick  we  have  a  personal  property 
qualification,  under  which  a  great  many  exerciso  tho  fran¬ 
chise  ;  and  a  franchise  that  doos  not  provide  for  personal 
property  qualification  will  exclude  a  groat  many  from  tho 
vote.  Even  if  the  amendment  is  adopted,  a  great  many  in 
the  city  of  St.  John  will  be  deprived  of  the  franchise. 
There  they  have  a  freeman’s  qualification,  under  which  any 
froeman,  who  has  taken  out  a  license  to  do  business  and 
who  has  personal  property  to  the  value  of  $100,  is  a  voter. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  would  suggest  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Northumberland,  that  perhaps  it  would  be  better  for  him  to 
withdraw  his  motion  as  an  amendment  to  the  amendment 
of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin.  I  think  that  he  will 
find  that  the  wording  of  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Sudbury  (Mr.  Burpee),  will  attain  the  object  he  has 
in  view  better  than  his  own,  because  it  provides  that  the 
vote  on  personal  property  must  be  based  on  residence  and 
assessment  in  addition  to  ownership  to  the  value  of  $400. 
I  would  suggest  to  the  hon.  gentleman  to  consider  those  two 
ingredients  which  are  absent  from  his  amendment. 

Mi-.  MITCHELL.  I  thought  of  the  point  my  hon.  friend 
mentions,  because  it  comes  right  home  to  me  in  my  own 
constituency.  There  personal  property  is  subject  to  assess¬ 
ment,  and  the  assessment  list  is  the  basis  of  the  list  on 
which  we  vote.  I  agree  with  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s  ;  but  we  are  met  with  the  fact,  that  in 
the  Province  of  Quebec,  which  seems  to  be  the  bete  noire  in 
the  way  of  obtaining  manhood  suffrage,  personal  property 
is  not  assessed.  Therefore,  I  think  it  would  bo  better  to 
leave  the  amendment  as  it  is,  although,  if  the  technicality 
can  be  got  over  in  some  way,  I  have  no  objection  to  accept 
the  suggestion, 


1988 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


May  20, 


Mr.  DAVIES.  I  think  there  is  a  good  deal  in  the  objec¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  did  not  think  of  the  Province 
of  Quebec. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  You  have  always  to  think  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  in  this  House. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Well,  I  would  ask  whether  it  would  not 
be  well  to  amend  the  amendment  to  make  residence  an 
essential. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  would  suggest  that  the  party  should  put 
his  personal  property  into  a  piece  of  land,  and  that  would 
obviate  the  difficulty. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  That  is  all  very  well,  but  we  must  con¬ 
sider  the  circumstances  of  the  various  parts  of  the 
Dominion  as  they  are.  All  fishermen— -and  these  are  the 
kind  of  men  who  have  personal  property — must  not 
necessarily  have  real  estate  also.  In  the  Province  of  New 
Brunswick,  I  am  given  to  understand,  there  are  a  large 
number  of  persons  whose  property  is  personal  and  who 
now  possess  the  franchise,  and  I  am  sure  the  hon.  member 
for  Eichmond  and  Wolfe  would  not  desire  to  exclude  them. 

Mr.  IVES.'  I  do  not  desire  to  exclude  them,  but  if  the 
qualification  is  based  on  assessment  that  gets  rid  of  the  dif¬ 
ficulty  I  find  with  the  motion  of  the  hen.  member  for 
Northumberland.  In  most  of  the  Provinces,  so  far  as  I  am 
aware,  personal  property  is  not  assessed  and  is  not  the  basis 
of  taxation,  and  how  are  you  to  fix  the  franchise  on 
personal  property  when  it  can  only  apply  to  a  certain 
portion  of  the  Dominion  where  it  is  assessed  ? 

Mr.  CHAIEMAN.  I  would  point  out  that  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  amendment  is  not  an  amendment  to  the  amend¬ 
ment.  It  would  come  in  properly  after  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  is  disposed  of. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  If  it  is  not  strictly  in  order,  I  will 
withdraw  it  until  it  is,  and  then  propose  it  as  a  substantive 
amendment. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  quite  agree  with  the  proposal  that  per¬ 
sonal  property  should  continue  to  form  a  basis  of  qualifica¬ 
tion  in  New  Brunswick,  and  it  would  be  a  pretty  fair  basis 
of  qualification  in  other  Provinces  where  it  does  not  now 
form  such  a  basis.  I  do  not  see  why  a  man  who  has  per¬ 
sonal  property,  say  in  the  shape  of  machinery  in  his  trade 
or  stock  in  a  store,  should  not  be  entitled  to  vote.  I  do  not 
see  why  such  a  person  has  not  as  much  stake  in  the  country 
as  one  who  is  merely  living  here  for  a  time  and  earning  a 
certain  income.  I  think  a  person  who  has  any  kind  of  pro¬ 
perty,  either  real  or  personal,  is  more  likely  to  remain  a 
permanent  resident  than  one  who  is  merely  living  here 
or  there  while  earning  a  certain  income.  I  put  my  motion 
in  its  present  restricted  shape,  not  because  I  was  opposed 
to  the  wider  proposal,  but  to  make  it  exactly  parallel  with 
the  fisherman’s  franchise. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Casey)  negatived. 

Mr.  MU  LOCK  moved  that  the  word  “  three  ”  in  the 
sixth  line  on  page  4,  sub  section  3,  be  struck  out,  and  the 
word  “  two  ”  be  inserted  in  lieu  thereof. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEICHT.  I  understand  that  this 
amendment  proposes  to  substitute,  in  place  of  what  the 
First  Minister  proposes,  a  uniform  franchise  of  $200  for 
both  cities  and  towns.  Now,  the  First  Minister  himself 
must  be  aware  that  one  of  our  main  objects,  or  one  of  his 
main  objects,  is  to  produce  a  franchise  as  uniform  as  is 
possible.  It  appears  to  me  that  the  introduction,  as  mat¬ 
ters  stand  in  Canada,  of  a  franchise  of  $300  for  cities  and 
$200  for  towns,  makes  a  very  needless  confusion  ;  and  also, 
that  we  must  consider  that  proposition  in  connection  with 
the  next  clause  which  fixes  the  qualification  of  tenants  of 
real  properties  in  cities  and  towns.  Anybody  who  is  prac¬ 
tically  acquainted  with  the  operation  of  a  franchise  knows 
perfectly  well  that  if  there  be  any  class  in  the  community 
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who  are  less  likely  than  others  to  form  desirable  voters, 
it  is  precisely  that  class  of  persons  who  occupy 
small  tenements  in  cities.  I  can  only  speak  with 
knowledge  of  the  class  who  occupy  tenements  in 
the  cities  of  Ontario,  and  I  say,  without  fear  of  contradic¬ 
tion,  that  the  possession  of  the  smallest  portion  of  property 
is  a  better  qualification,  if  you  have  a  property  qualification 
at  all,  for  the  exercise  of  the  franchise,  than  the  fact  that 
men  are  occupying,  as  tenants,  single  rooms  very  often  in 
cities,  at  a  monthly  rental  of  $2,  or  an  annual  rental  of  $20. 
Whoever  has  inspected  the  poorest  quarters  of  our  cities, 
knows  perfectly  well  that  the  class  of  persons  who  have 
tenements  of  that  description  are,  as  a  rule,  very  decidedly 
inferior  to  that  class  of  voters  who  have  either  such  qualifi¬ 
cations  as  my  horn  friend  behind  me  proposes  to  insert  or 
the  qualification  of  owning  property  of  the  actual  value  of 
$200.  I  can  see  no  consistency  or  principle  whatever  in 
refusing  to  the  owners  of  real  property  in  cities  to  the 
extent  of  $200  a  franchise  which  you  are  willing  to 
give  to  the  tenant  who  may  occupy  a  single  room  in  a 
lodging  house,  such  as  is  the  only  accommodation  offered  to 
too  many  of  our  people  in  many  quarters  of  large  cities.  It 
appears  to  me  that  there  is  no  sort  of  reason  or  justification 
for  refusing  the  qualification  to  the  real  property  owners  of 
the  value  my  hon.  friend  proposes  to  enfranchise,  and  which 
if  my  memory  is  correct,  is  that  to  be  used  under  the  Onta¬ 
rio  Act,  and  giving  it  to  the  class  of  persons  whom  the  very 
next  section  proposes  to  enfranchise.  This  is  a  matter  in 
which  you  must  have  regard  to  the  classes  of  persons  to 
whom  you  are  about  to  grant  the  franchise.  I  believe  that 
the  proposi  ion  introduced  by  the  hon.  member  for  Nor- 
thumbeidand  (Mr.  Mitchell),  although  I  could  only  support 
it  as  an  alternative,  although  I  greatly  preferred  leaving  the 
matter  with  the  Provinces,  would  have  given  the  franchise 
to  a  great  many  persons  more  desirable  than  those  the  very 
next  clause  deaircs  to  give  it  to.  I  do  not  see  the  slightest 
reason  for  giving  it  to  tenants  at  such  a  very  low  value  and 
refusing  it  to  proprietors  of  property  worth  $200  in  cities. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  principle  of  uni¬ 
formity  is  not  carried  out  in  the  Ontario  Bill,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  see  since,  in  cities  and  towns,  the  qualifica¬ 
tion  is  $200,  and  in  incorporated  villages  $100  ;  and,  as  we 
have  heard  from  several  hon.  members,  there  are  various 
incorporated  villages  much  more  prosperous  than  the  towns. 
I  think  we  must  adhere  to  the  proposition  on  the  paper. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  That  was  not  precisely 
the  argument  to  which  I  was  calling  the  attention  of  the 
committee.  I  was  calling  its  attention  to  the  class  of  per¬ 
sons  to  whom  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  give  the 
franchise,  under  the  tenancy  clause;  that  is  to  say,  the 
occupants  of  rooms  at  a  very  low  rent ;  and  I  do  not  see 
why  we  should  exclude  the  owner  of  property,  which  is  a 
much  better  qualification  than  tenancy. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Huron  (Sir  Eichard  Cartwright).  If  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  is  willing  to  let  in  tenants  who  may  only  hold  a 
single  room  at  $2  a  month,  he  should  not  object  to  letting 
in  the  freeholder  who  owns  $200  worth  of  property.  It  is 
noteworthy  that  in  cities  and  towns,  the  very  places  where 
he  requires  an  extra  freehold  qualification,  this  extremely 
low  tenancy  qualification  is  admitted.  The  Bill  admits  the 
very  lowest  class  of  tenants  in  cities  and  towns,  in  point  of 
financial  resources,  but  requires  a  much  higher  qualifica¬ 
tion  for  freeholders  than  is  required  in  other  places.  Apart 
from  that,  I  think  the  greater  uniformity  in  the  Ontario 
Bill  as  between  cities  and  towns  is  worthy  of  imitation  for 
this  reason.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  such  clearly  drawn 
distinction  between  cities  and  towns,  taking  them  merely 
as  they  are  named  cities  and  towns,  as  the  Bill  would  seem 
to  imply.  Is  there  any  reason  why  the  moment  a 
town  attains  a  population  of  10,000  and  becomes  a 
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city,  as  it  can  under  the  law  of  Ontario,  the  quali¬ 
fication  should  he  raised  one-third  ?  Certainly,  the 
value  of  property  does  not  go  up  one-third  in  that  time,  and 
there  is  no  reason  why  the  qualification  should  be  raised 
one-third  simply  because  the  place  is  called  a  city,  while  it 
remains  with  exactly  the  same  population,  and  property  has 
exactly  the  same  value  as  it  had  before  being  incorporated. 
On  the  other  hand,  even  in  a  large  city,  there  is  no  such 
great  difference  between  the  value  of  property,  of  the  class 
of  properties  that  would  be  covered  by  this  clause,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  seems  to  think  there  is.  Of  course,  in  the 
better  parts  of  large  cities,  property  is  vastly  more  valuable 
than  in  towns,  but  the  only  class  of  property  to  which  this 
clause  will  apply  would  be  very  small  properties  in  poorer 
parts  of  the  city,  or  perhaps  the  suburbs ;  and  I  do  not  think 
that  property  in  the  suburbs  of  a  city,  where  you  can  get 
lots  for  $300,  or  in  the  slums  of  a  city,  is  one-third  more 
valuable  than  in  the  best  parts  of  our  prosperous  towns. 
Therefore  the  distinction  on  that  ground  is  illogical. 
If  you  mean  to  have  a  distinction  between  the  two,  let  the 
higher  qualification  apply  only  to  such  cities  as  form 
electoral  districts.  There  you  have  a  perfectly- logical  and 
reasonable  line  of  division,  because  the  cities  would 
undoubtedly  be  much  larger  than  any  merely  incorporated 
towns. 

Mr.  IVES.  Question. 

Mr.  CASElT.  We  are  speaking  to  the  question.  The 
hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  seems  to  be  tired. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  have  heard  you  make  forty  speeches  on  it. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  is  tired  of 
hearing  me.  He  need  not  hear  me.  He  need  not  listen  to 
me.  Tie  can  quietly  pay  his  attention  to  something  else,  as 
he  generally  does,  but,  if  he  persists  in  introducing  his 
criticism  of  me  while  1  am  speaking,  he  will  simply  delay 
the  proceedings. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Go  on. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  have  been  put  off  the  line  of  argument 
which  I  was  following. 

Mr.  BOSSE.  Louder,  1  cannot  hear  what  you  say. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  do  not  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  feels 
the  loss.  There  aro  other  people  who  wish  to  hear  me  also, 
and,  if  the  hon.  gentlemen  will  cease  to  interrupt  me,  they 
will  hear  me  much  better.  There  is  no  logical  reason  for 
the  increase  in  the  amount  of  qualification  following  the 
mere  fact  of  a  town  becoming  incorporated  as  a  city.  I  can 
conceive  that  there  would  be  some  reason  when  a  town 
became  a  really  large  city,  an  important  place,  an  electoral 
district,  but  to  make  the  mere  fact  of  incorporation  as  a  city 
raise  the  qualification  by  one-third  is  illogical  and  unfair. 
It  has  been  pointed  out  by  quotations  from  the  census  that 
very  frequently  you  will  require  the  higher  qualification 
from  so-called  ciiieo  whioh  are  smaller  than  so-called  towns, 
and  that  would  have  an  effect  directly  the  opposite  of  the 
intention  which  the  First  Minister  seems  to  have  had  in 
view.  It  is  true,  as  he  says,  that  you  cannot  make  a  Bill 
which  will  cover  all  possible  cases,  but,  when  it  is  pointed 
out  that  there  is  a  way  of  avoiding  certain  injustice,  I  think 
he  should  give  it  duo  consideration,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
change  could,  on  any  reasonable  grounds,  be  objectionable 
to  those  gentlemen  bohind  him  whom  he  has  consulted. 
It  is  simply  a  further  step  in  the  direction  of  uniformity. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  First  Minister  proposes  that  the  pro¬ 
perty  qualifications  in  cities  shall  be  $300,  and  by  the  next 
section  he  proposes  that  the  qualification  of  a  tenant  shall 
be  $2  a  month.  There  are  many  cases  in  which  the  pro¬ 
prietor  might  be  disqualified,  while  the  tenant  would  have 
a  vote.  There  are  many  cases  where  the  property  has  to 
be  valued  at  less  than  $300,  where  the  rental  would  be  more 
than  sufficient  to  give  a  vote  to  the  tenant. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Twenty  dollars  a  year 
is  about  1  per  cent  on  $300. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  First  Minister 
must  know  perfectly  well  that  the  rents  paid  by  these  poor 
people  in  large  cities  are  out  of  all  proportion  to  the  selling 
value  of  the  property.  There  are  a  large  number  of  rook¬ 
eries  which,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  are  beginning  to  exist  in 
our  own  cities,  where  people  are  obliged  to  content  them¬ 
selves  with  the  occupation  of  one  or  two  rooms  only,  and  in 
such  cases — in  the  case  of  joint  ownership,  for  instance — it 
would  be  found  that  the  rent  demanded  was  decidedly  more 
than  even  10  or  12  per  cent.  That  is  a  well-known  feature 
in  connection  with  that  kind  of  property,  and  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  is  much  too  intelligent  not  to  know  it,  as  he  is  also 
much  too  intelligent  not  to  know  that  the  particular  class 
of  persons  paying  the  rents  which  he  names  are— although 
I  do  not  want  to  deprive  them  of  the  franchise — probably 
the  class  who  offer  the  least  security  of  any  for  the  right 
of  exercising  the  franchise. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  I  do  not  think  we  are  here  to  level  exist¬ 
ing  distinctions,  if  the  people  choose  to  make  them.  If  a 
place  calls  itself  a  city,  it  is  for  some  advantage,  and  I  think 
we  are  in  duty  bound  to  accept  these  distinctions  hero. 
Hon.  gentlemen  say  it  is  unjust  that  a  man  on  one  side  of  an 
arbitrary  line  should  not  have  a  vote  on  the  same  amount 
of  property  which  qualifies  a  man  on  the  other  side  of  that 
line,  but  we  find  these  arbitrary  distinctions  in  law.  There 
is  a  six  years  limitation  in  regard  to  a  debt,  and  a  ten  years 
limitation  in  regard  to  the  possession  of  land.  These  are 
arbitrary  provisions.  It  might  be  unjust  that  a  debt  one 
day  over  six  years  could  not  be  collected,  but  that  is  the 
law.  It  is  quite  as  unjust  in  the  one  case  as  in  the  other. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  When  this  Bill  was 
first  drawn,  it  is  to  be  supposed  after  being  reasonably  well 
considered,  it  did  not  appear  to  the  First  Minister  that  there 
was  any  difference  between  towns  and  cities.  He  made  the 
qualification  the  same,  $300,  and  I  think  he  was  right  in 
making  it  the  same.  I  do  not  think  that,  in  a  great  part  of 
Ontario,  at  any  rate,  there  is  any  difference  in  the  value  of 
property  in  the  moderately  prosperous  town  and  in  the 
moderately  prosperous  city.  Why,  then,  having  laid  down 
originally  the  doctrine  that  in  towns  and  cities  the  value 
should  be  uniform,  does  he  depart  from  the  principle  which 
he  himself  set  out  with  ?  I  agree  that  it  is  right  to  reduce 
the  amount,  but  I  think  it  is  better  to  make  the  reduction 
uniform  in  both  cases. 

Mr.  WILSON.  If  the  First  Minister  has  been  in  the 
habit  of  renting  property,  he  would  find  that  it  would  be 
difficult  to  charge  even  as  little  as  $2  a  month  for  a  pro¬ 
perty  worth  $300  in  order  to  make  anything  out  of  it.  I 
believe  this  will  disfranchise  many  of  those  living  in  small 
tenements  in  cities,  and,  I  think,  if  you  are  going  to  do  what 
is  right,  you  will  reduce  the  amount  to  $200,  especially  in 
cities  which  are  not  of  a  sufficient  size  to  entitle  them  to 
send  representatives  to  this  House.  If  the  First  Minister 
owned  houses  and  attempted  to  rent  them,  he  would  find  that 
he  would  require  more  than  7  per  cent,  if  he  was  going  to 
make  any  money  out  of  it.  I  know  of  many  places  which 
are  assessed  at  less  than  $300  but  which  are  renting  for 
$2.50  and  $3  a  month,  and  in  those  cases  the  owner  would 
be  disfranchised,  while  the  tenant  could  record  his  vote. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  have  in  my  mind’s  eye  a  case  in 
my  own  town.  There  is  a  factory  in  connection  with  which 
eight  or  nine  small  houses  were  built,  the  man  who  put 
them  up  intending  to  rent  them  to  operatives  in  his  factory. 
In  some  cases  he  has  sold  the  houses  to  men  who  work  in 
the  factory.  I  know  that  those  houses  are  assessed  for  $150 
each,  and  for  the  houses  that  are  not  sold  he  gets  a  rent  of 
$2  a  month.  Now  overyone  of  those  tenants  at  $2  a  month 
will  have  a  vote,  while  those  which  have  bought  the  houses, 
which  are  only  assessed  for  $150,  will  be  deprived  of  vot- 
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ing.  I  know  those  facts  pe  rsonally,  and  I  think  it  is  an 
injustice. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  think  the  suggestion  thrown  out  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  should  be  adopted,  as  to  the 
size  of  the  town.  For  instance,  there  are  three  towns  in 
my  county  that  are  incorporated,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
population  of  all  of  them  amounts  to  more  than  1,500. 
Unless  a  town  has  a  population  of,  say,  1,500,  it  ought  to 
be  classed  as  a  village,  and  the  qualification  should  be  $  150. 
At  present,  in  Manitoba,  $100  is  the  qualification  in  country 
or  town,  without  distinction.  But,  according  to  the  explan¬ 
ation  of  the  First  Minister,  this  Bill  will  provide  that  in 
cities  it  shall  be  $300  and  in  towns  $200,  while  in  a  village 
it  is  the  same  as  in  a  country  municipality.  A  distinction 
ought  to  be  made  as  to  the  size  of  the  town.  Most  people 
in  a  new  country  are  ambitious  and  get  incorporated  as  a 
town  before  they  have  a  sufficient  population.  I  think 
these  small  places  should  be  considered  the  same  as  a  rural 
municipality,  and  not  counted  as  a  town. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Mulock)  negatived. 

On  Mr.  Mitchell’s  amendment,  p.  1987, 

Mr.  TAIL.  I  mentioned  the  other  day  that  in  the 
Province  of  Nova  Scotia  we  have  a  personal  property 
qualification  of  $300,  or  a  combined  qualification  of  real 
and  personal  property  of  $200.  Now,  if  we  are  to  have  a 
personal  property  qualification  at  all,  I  think  it  should  be 
reduced  to  $300  instead  of  $400,  which  would  cover  New 
Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia.  I  quite  approve  of  the  propo¬ 
sal  that  only  residents  shall  be  allowed  to  vote  on  personal 
property;  I  do  not  think  any  man  living  outside  the  poll¬ 
ing  district,  or  village,  or  town,  should  be  allowed  to  vote 
on  personal  property.  If  my  right  hon.  friend  would 
reduce  that  to  $200,  it  would  satisfy  my  hon.  friends  from 
New  Brunswick  as  well  as  those  from  Nova  Scotia.  I  am 
aware  that  objections  will  be  made  to  making  changes  in 
the  Bill,  but  there  are  a  good  many  people  in  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  and  Nova  Scotia  who  will  be  disfranchised  if  they  are 
not  allowed  to  vote  on  a  personal  property  qualification. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  do  not  find  fault  with  the  remarks  of 
hon.  gentlemen  from  the  Lower  Provinces,  who  ask  that 
the  franchise  based  upon  personal  property,  that  now  exists 
in  the  Lower  Provinces,  should  be  continued.  But  I  have 
noticed  all  through  the  discussion,  that  an  attempt  has  been 
made  to  make  out  that  a  large  number  of  people  are  being 
disfranchised  by  the  present  Bill.  Now,  I  think  that  is 
creating  an  unfair  impression.  I  have  had  some  experience 
in  regard  to  the  franchise  in  New  Brunswick,  at  least ;  and 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that,  from  a  pretty  close 
examination  of  the  facts,  there  will  be  a  considerable 
increase  in  the  number  of  voters  in  the  whole  Province,  as 
compared  with  those  who  are  now  allowed  to  vote  under 
the  provincial  law,  and  that  increase  will  amount  to  16  or 
17  per  cent.  In  my  own  county,  the  increase  will  be  very 
much  larger.  Now,  I  think  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
stated  that  a  large  number  of  people  are  going  to  be  dis¬ 
franchised  by  this  Bill,  he  ought  to  qualify  that  by  stating 
that  a  much  gi-eater  number  of  people  are  going  to  be 
enfranchised  by  the  Bill. 

Mr.  YAIL.  That  does  not  help  those  who  are  dis¬ 
franchised. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  But  that  is  a  fairer  way  to  treat  the 
Bill.  Having  established  the  fact  that  this  Bill  does  enfran_ 
chise  a  large  number  of  men  who  could  not  vote  before, 
then  the  question  comes  up:  How  many  are  going  to  be 
disfranchised  ?  After  looking  into  the  matter  I  must  con¬ 
fess  that  I  can  hardly  find  anyone  who  is  going  to  be  dis¬ 
franchised  under  this  Bill ;  1  cannot  imagine  a  case,  You 
have  a  franchise  there  that  you  never  had  before;  you  have 
the  farmers’  sons,  you  have  the  mechanics’  sons,  you  have 
the  mechanics  themselves,  and  you  have  what  you  never 
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had  before,  to  any  extent,  in  the  Lower  Provinces,  an  income 
franchise.  In  New  Brunswick  the  income  clause  of  the 
provincial  law  which  was  $400,  was  a  dead  letter,  except 
in  large  cities.  You  will  not  find  in  rural  constituencies 
ten  men  who  ever  voted  under  the  income  clause.  This  Bill 
opens  it  up  very  widely,  and  brings  in  the  laboring  classes, 
it  brings  in  every  industrious  mechanic,  and  every  indus¬ 
trious  laboring  man  in  the  country.  My  hon.  friend 
from  Queen’s— whom  I  do  not  see  present  now — 
speaking  to  me  the  other  night  about  this  very  clause,  said 
the  great  objection  he  had  was  that  a  large  number  of  men 
in  his  county  had  invested  their  capital  in  ships  and  coast¬ 
ing  vessels,  they  were  assessed  upon  them  as  personal 
property,  and  these  would  be  exoluded  from  voting.  I 
said  :  Don’t  you  think  these  men  will  come  in  under  the 
income  clause  ?  He  said  :  They  will,  but  that  income  now 
is  too  high,  and  a  great  many  will  be  cut  off.  The  right 
hon.  Premier  has  announced  that  that  clause  will  be 
reduced  from  $400  to  $300,  so  I  think  all  proper  cases  will 
be  covered.  All  wage-earners  will  be  included  who  earn  an 
income  of  $300,  and  all  who  are  owners  or  occupants  of 
real  estate  to  a  certain  amount.  It  has  been  clearly  admit¬ 
ted  that  the  assessed  value  of  $100  does  not  represent  the 
real  value  of  the  property  in  the  Province  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  and  no  disqualification  will  arise  on  that  account. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  agree  with  the  Minister  in  a  good  deal 
he  has  said.  I  think  that  this  Bill  will  add  a  good  many  to 
the  voters’  lists  who  did  not  vote  before.  But  I  do  not 
agree  with  the  Minister  in  regard  to  the  personal  property 
qualification.  He  underestimated  the  number  of  those  who 
will  be  disfranchised  if  the  personal  property  qualification  is 
not  included  in  the  Bill.  I  believe  many  who  have  personal 
property  will  vote  under  some  other  qualification  ;  but,  not¬ 
withstanding  that,  the  hon.  gentleman  admits  he  is  going  to 
disqualify  some  people.  It  is  a  mere  matter  of  opinion  as 
to  how  many ;  he  thinks  very  few.  I  do  not  think  the 
number  will  be  so  many  as  some  of  my  friends  think  it  will 
be ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  does  disqualify  a  number  of 
men  whom,  I  am  sure,  he  would  not  desire  to  disqualify. 
They  have  exercised  the  right  of  the  franchise  for  many 
years  on  a  personal  property  qualification.  There  cannot 
be  any  desire  to  disfranchise  those  who  invest  in  small 
vessels.  Those  do  not  come  under  the  class  of  ship¬ 
owners,  who,  as  a  general  rule,  have  some  other  qualifica¬ 
tion  which  would  entitle  them  to  vote.  This  clause  might, 
however,  disfranchise  a  class  of  men  who,  above  all  others, 
have  enterprise  and  energy,  and  have  invested  their  earn¬ 
ings  in  personal  property,  that  is  in  coasting  vessels,  for  a 
number  of  those  men  have  no  other  property  upon  which 
to  qualify.  If  you  examine  the  lists  made  up  from  the 
assessment  rolls  you  will  find  a  large  number  assessed  on 
personal  property.  By  this  Bill  you  disfranchise  them, 
unless  they  have  some  other  kind  of  property.  I  admit  that 
a  great  many  will  have  some  other  qualification,  but  a  large 
number  will  not.  But  by  this  liberal  measure  is  it  noces- 
sary  to  disqualify  any  men  having  that  qualification  and 
those  energies  and  abilities  ?  What  injustice  will  be  done 
if  you  insert  an  amendment  that  will  qualify  those  who  have 
voted  on  a  personal  property  qualification  ?  Such  will  not 
interfere  with  the  Bill  or  with  its  objects.  The  hon.  Min¬ 
ister  gave  a  very  fair  view  of  the  case ;  but  he  admitted  too 
much,  for  he  admitted  it  would  disfranchise  some, 
although  a  very  small  number.  I  think  it  will 
disfranchise  more  than  he  thinks,  and  I  live  on 
the  seaboard,  and  am  in  a  position  to  know. 
It  will  disfranchise  some  fishermen  who  have  intested  in 
fishing  vessels,  and  some  persons  investing  in  coasters  or 
in  shares  in  large  vessels.  There  is  no  necessity  to  dis¬ 
franchise  those  people ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  is  doing  so 
to  some  extent,  it  may  not  be  to  a  very  great  extent.  That 
is  only  a  matter  of  guesswork.  You  would  have  to  go  over 
the  list  and  find  out  who  were  voting  on  the  personal  quali- 
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cation,  and  whether,  under  this  Bill,  they  could  vote  under 
some  other  qualification,  and  that  would  involve  consider¬ 
able  trouble.  I  asked  the  First  Minister  if  he  had  con¬ 
sidered  this  matter,  and  he  told  me  he  had  done  so, 
and  therefore  I  thought  it  useless  to  say  anyhing  more 
about  it;  but  I  am  quite  satisfied  from  the  desire  mani¬ 
fested  to  enfranchise,  so  far  as  he  can  under  the  system 
he  has  adopted,  all  who  should  vote,  he  would  be  doing  a 
just  thing  to  admit  the  personal  property  qualification  so 
far  as  regards  the  Maritime  Provinces. 

Mr.  MILLS.  In  this  modern  age  it  is  an  extraordinary 
ractice  to  adopt  that  a  portion  of  a  community  who  have 
itherto  qualified  on  personal  property  should  now  be  dis¬ 
franchised.  Formerly,  more  importance  attached  to  real 
property  than  attaches  to  it  at  the  present  time.  This  was 
due  to  the  system  of  feudal  obligation.  There  was  very 
little  personal  property  then  in  existence.  Under  the 
modern  condition  of  things,  personal  property  is  increasing 
in  importance,  and  the  amount,  as  compared  with  real  pro¬ 
perty,  is  beyond  anything  known  to  the  people  in  former 
times.  If  a  man  invests  $1,000  with  other  partners  to  buy 
a  ship  worth  $5,000  or  $6,000,  he  has  no  vote  on  that 
account  under  this  Bill ;  yet,  if  he  had  invested  $1,000  in 
wild  land  he  would  have  had  a  vote.  Is  not  that  legis¬ 
lative  discrimination  against  the  investment  of  money  in 
articular  callings  ?  Now,  that  is  a  rule  which  is  not 
ased  on  equitable  principles,  to  say  nothing  of  common 
sense,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  lost 
sight  altogether  of  the  circumstances  of  the  population  of 
the  Maritime  Provinces.  Experience  has  shown  that  the 
rule  which  is  now  in  force  in  those  Provinces  is  a  fair  rule. 
They  have  representative  government  in  New  Brunswick 
and  Nova  Scotia.  The  law  has  been  made  by  legislators 
who  understand  the  circumstances  of  the  people,  and 
who  seek  to  meet  the  condition  of  things  as  it  pre¬ 
vails,  and  if  any  evil  has  grown  out  of  that  rule 
it  would  have  been  remedied  long  since.  If  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  consider  the  circumstances  of  the  population  for  a 
moment,  he  will  see  how  widely  they  differ  from  those  in  the 
fertile  Province  of  Ontario,  and  he  will  see  that  there  is 
good  reason  for  adopting  the  rule  which  prevails  there,  and  it 
seems  to  me  to  be  one  which  might  be  fairly  adopted 
through  the  entire  Dominion.  Upon  what  principle  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  propose  that  a  man  shall  have  a  vo’o  on  his 
fishing  tackle, while  the  man  who  invests  $l,000_or  $2,000  in 
ships  shall  not  have  a  vote  on  that  property  ?  It  does  seem 
an  extraordinary  proposition  that  a  man  should  have 
a  vote  upon  $150  or  $300  worth  of  real  estate,  and  that  he 
should  require  to  have  $5,000  in  bank  stock  or  other  personal 
property,  yielding  him  $300  a  year,  before  he  can  have  a  like 
privilege.  If  there  is  any  difference  as  between  the  holders 
of  real  estate  and  the  holders  of  personal  property,  it  is  in 
favor  of  the  holders  of  personal  property,  because  it  is  less 
certain,  more  precarious,  more  destructible  than  real 
property,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  me  to  be  revers¬ 
ing  the  rule  which  ought  to  be  applied,  if  there  is  to  be  any 
difference. 

Mr.  PAINT.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  astray  in  his  calcula¬ 
tion.  In  Nova  Scotia  we  seldom  invest  in  shipping  unless 
it  pays  40  per  cent,  a  year,  especially  in  the  cod  fishery  on 
the  Grand  Banks. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  PAINT.  In  the  first  place  we  have  to  pay  14  per 
cent,  for  insurance,  and  if  your  profit  would  only  be  10  per 
cent,  where  would  your  venture  be  ? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Did  you  say  40  per  cent  ? 

Mr.  PAINT.  I  say  40  per  cent,  and  I  challenge  investiga¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  wish  the  hon.  gentleman  would  make 
public.the  particular  investments  that  can  be  made  for  that 


return,  as  I  know  that  there  are  many  in  other  parts  of  the 
Dominion  who  would  like  to  get  even  20  per  cent.,  and  I 
know  ship-owners  in  Prince  Edward  Island  who  would  be 
glad  to  get  10  or  5.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  for 
some  years  back,  many  of  them  have  been  running  their 
ships  at  a  loss,  and  it  is  perfect  nonsense  to  talk  of  invest¬ 
ments  in  shipping  paying  40  per  cent. 

Mr.  PAINT.  If  the  marine  insurance  is  14  per  cent, 
per  annum,  and  they  would  be  glad  to  make  5,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  says,  they  would  lose  9  per  cent. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  know  lots  of  them  that  have  insured 
their  own  ships  because  they  cannot  make  profit  enough  to 
pay  the  companies.  I  am  astonished  that  a  practical  man 
like  the  hon.  gentleman  should  talk  to  the  committee  in 
this  way,  as  it  is  calculated  to  mislead.  1  am  not  quite 
satisfied  with  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  North¬ 
umberland,  because  I  think  residence  should  be  annexed, 
and  I  intend  to  move  the  addition  of  the  following  words : 
“  And  is  a  resident  within  such  city  or  town.”  I  do 
not  put  in  assessment,  because  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec  they  do  not  assess  personal  property  at  all. 
The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  King),  I  think  in 
the  absence  of  the  Fix-st  Minister  the  other  day,  gave  a  list 
of  those  who  would  be  disfranchised  in  his  own  county  in 
the  absence  of  a  personal  qualification.  This  list  he 
obtained  from  the  secretary-treasurer  of  his  county,  and  it 
showed  that  ninety-eight  votes  would  be  disqualified  in 
that  county,  though  it  is  not  a  very  large  one.  Now  that 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  hardship,  and  it  was  no  answer  to  his 
argument  that,  as  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  stated, 
twenty  or  thirty  others  would  be  enfranchised.  I  do  not 
know  that  the  First  Minister  has  had  these  facts  brought  to 
his  attention. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  heard  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  It  seemed  to  me  that  he  made  out  a 
strong  case  on  these  facts,  and  upon  them  and  upon  facts 
within  my  personal  knovledge  I  should  support  the  per¬ 
sonal  property  qualification. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  I  think  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  and  the  other 
amendment  might  be  joined.  The  hon.  gentleman  proposes 
a  property  qualification  without  residence,  but  with  assess¬ 
ment.  The  present  amendment  includes  both.  The  amend¬ 
ment  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  now  pro¬ 
poses  is  to  require  residence  alone,  leaving  out  the  assess¬ 
ment,  which  will  obviate  the  difficulty  in  the  case  of 
Quebec. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  would  have  no  objection  whatever 
to  that.  But  I  would  object  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  motion 
requiring  both  residence  and  the  location  of  the  property  in 
the  district.  A  man  may,  for  instance,  have  $1,000  worth 
of  bank  stock  situated  in  St.  John,  while  he  may  live  in 
Northumberland.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  residence 
clause  and  will  amend  my  motion  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  VAIL.  And  reduce  the  amount  to  $300  ? 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Every  reduction  is  a  step  in  the  direc¬ 
tion  I  desire.  If  the  right  hon.  Premier  will  consent,  I 
will. 

Amendment  to  amendment  (Mr.  Davies)  negatived. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Mitchell)  negatived.  Teas,  33 ;  nays,  53. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Premier  what  definition  is  given  to  towns  under  the  term 
used  here.  I  am  not  speaking  now  for  Ontario  or  Quebec, 
but  for  the  Province  I  know  most  about,  my  own  Province. 
We  have  places  there  that  have  been  called  towns  for  the 
last  50  or  60  years ;  they  have  never  been  incorporated,  but 
they  have  always  had  the  designation  of  towns,  having  a 
population  varying  from  1,000  to  5,000,  I  wish  Bto  know 
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whether  that  group  of  houses  will  comprise  what  is  known 
under  this  section  as  a  town.  Because  it  may  be  claimed 
that  it  requires  to  be  an  incorporated  town. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  “A  town  means  a  place 
incorporated  as  a  town  or  recognised  as  such  by  or  under 
any  Act  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada  or  the  Legislature  of 
the  Province  in  which  it  is  situate.” 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  seems  to  me  the 
amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Mulock)  is  a  very 
reasonable  one,  and  I  can  conceive  no  reason  on  earth,  if  we 
depart  from  the  provincial  franchises,  why  we  should  not 
introduce  a  limit  of  this  kind.  Everybody  knows  that 
there  are  a  large  number  of  towns  and  villages  scattered  all 
over  this  country,  especially  in  Ontario,  and  everybody 
knows  that  there  is  no  practical  distinction  between  them 
other  than  that  of  population.  Moreover,  a  great  many  are 
in  a  state  of  flux,  as  the  hon.  Premier  admitted  ;  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  many  of  the  villages  is  rising,  and  the  population 
of  a  considerable  number  of  the  towns,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  is 
shrinking,  so  that  on  every  possible  ground  the  limitation 
proposed  by  my  hon.  friend  ought  to  commend  itself  to  the 
committee.  It  is  especially  desirable  in  such  cases  as  the 
hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  mentions. 
Everybody  who  has  been  in  Manitoba  knows  that  the  towns 
there  are  laid  out  in  the  most  ambitious  fashion.  I  have 
known  three  houses  to  be  designated  as  a  city  ;  indeed,  I 
have  known  places  to  be  designated  as  cities  where  there 
was  not  a  house. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  will  not  be  many 
people  disfranchised  there. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  No ;  but  there  are  a 
considerable  number  of  small  places  in  Manitoba,  and  I 
suspect  in  the  Territories,  which  have  got  themselves 
incorporated  as  towns,  which  will  not  attain  the  size  of 
ordinary  villages  in  other  parts  of  the  Dnninion  for  many 
yearp. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  To  fortify  myself,  as  I 
do  sometimes,  by  referring  to  the  legislation  in  the  Province 
of  Ontario,  I  would  point  out  that  the  Bill  recently  passed 
there  makes  no  such  limitation  as  the  amendment  proposes. 

Mi\  MILLS.  There  is  this  distinction  between  this  Bill 
and  the  Ontario  Act.  The  Local  Legislature  has  the  power 
of  saying  what  shall  be  a  town  or  a  village ;  this  Legislature 
has  no  such  power.  The  hon.  gentleman  told  us  he  was 
bringing  forward  this  Bill  to  emancipate  himself  from  the 
thraldom  in  which  he  has  been  so  long  held,  and  he  now 
wants  to  insist  that  he  shall  not  be  emancipated.  He  pro¬ 
poses  by  the  very  clause  under  consideration  that  this 
Legislature  shall  continue  in  that  position  of  dependence 
which  he  declared  himself  so  anxious  to  emancipate  it  from. 
The  hon.  gentleman  pretends  that  he  has  been  long  suffer¬ 
ing  and  wishes  to  release  himself  from  the  thraldom  of  the 
Local  Legislatures,  yet  he  proposes  that  the  Local  Legis¬ 
lature  of  each  Province  shall  have  an  opportunity  of  alter¬ 
ing  its  franchise  by  declaring  that  some  village  shall  be  a 
town  and  some  town  a  village.  He,  therefore,  is  continuing 
a  portion  of  that  dependence,  to  release  himself  from  which 
he  gave  as  a  reason  for  bringing  forward  this  Bill.  We  were 
to  have  here  an  independent  Legislature  elected  by  inde¬ 
pendent  electors,  made  independent  by  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
independent  revising  barristers.  We  see  now  how  much 
force  there  was  in  the  observations  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  been  pressing  on  our  attention. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  First  Minister  will  see  that  the  excep¬ 
tional  circumstances  called  to  his  attention  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  and  justly  insisted  on 
as  a  reason  for  this  amendment,  do  not  exist  in  Ontario,  to 
the  same  extent  at  any  rate,  as  in  a  new  Province  such  as 
Manitoba  ;  so  that  while  there  might  not  be  necessity  for 
Mr.  Mitchell. 


this  in  the  Ontario  Act,  it  does  not  follow  there  is  no  neces¬ 
sity  for  it  in  a  Bill  which  includes  the  whole  Dominion. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  wish  to  correct  my  hon.  friend 
who  says  this  provision  would  not  affect  Ontario.  I  know 
of  several  towns  in  Ontario  that  will  be  affected  by  it ;  and 
I  should  therefore  very  much  like  to  see  the  alteration  sug¬ 
gested  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock), 
adopted.  The  Ontario  law  provides  that,  when  a  village 
has  a  certain  number  of  inhabitants,  it  can  be  erected  into 
a  town  by  proclamation  ;  but  when  it  has  not  that  number, 
it  requires  a  special  Act  before  it  can  be  incorporated  into 
a  town.  I  know  of  several  cases  where  villages  have  been 
erected  into  towns,  under  special  Acts,  and  owing  to  special 
circumstances,  such  as  railways  running  through  them  ;  and 
which,  instead  of  doing  good,  have  done  harm  to  those 
places,  and  their  population  has  not  increased  as  expected. 
These  places,  of  course,  cannot  be  expected  to  humiliate 
themselves  by  going  back  to  the  Legislature,  and  asking  to 
be  incorporated  again  into  villages ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
it  would  be  very  unjust  to  disfranchise  a  number  of  their 
inhabitants,  as  this  Bill  will  do,  unless  the  amendment  of 
my  hon.  friend  be  adopted. 

Mr.  WATSON  moved  in  amendment, 

That  after  the  word  “  town,”  in  the  6th  line  of  section  3,  the 
following  words  be  inserted:  “With  a  population  of  not  less  than 
1,200.” 

He  said  :  I  think  this  proposition  is  a  reasonable  one,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  many  places  in  a  new  country,  such  as 
the  Province  of  Manitoba,  being  ambitious  and  expecting  to 
grow  rapidly,  have  become  incorporated  as  towns,  although 
their  population  is  by  no  means  large ;  for  instance,  the  town 
of  Gladstone  has  its  mayor  and  councillors  although  its  popu¬ 
lation  is  but  ab  jut  400.  The  town  of  Birtle  and  the  town  of 
Minnedosa  and  Rapid  City,  each  of  which  has  not  over  500  or 
600  inhabitants,  also  come  within  the  same  category,  and 
under  this  Bill,  as  they  would  have  to  qualify  under  the 
term  of  town,  the  qualification  in  those  places  would  be  $200. 
I  do  not  think  that  this  is  right,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  in 
villages  which  have  equally  as  large  populations  the  qualifi¬ 
cation  is  lower.  The  amendment  I  propose  would  give  the 
First  Minister  a  better  chance  of  keeping  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  towns  by  providing  that  any  place  with  a  less  popu¬ 
lation  than  1,200  should  not  be  considered  a  town,  but 
should  be  recognised  in  this  Franchise  Bill  as  a  village. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  think  that  confusion  will  arise  from 
our  adopting  a  term  which  is  entirely  the  creature  of  the 
Local  Legislature.  What  is  the  distinction  between  a  town 
and  a  village  ?  It  is  a  matter  of  population.  The  theory 
as  regards  qualification  is  a  question  of  population.  It  is 
said  here  that  the  reason  for  having  a  different  property 
qualification  in  cities  and  towns  is  because  in  the  larger 
places  property  is  worth  more  than  where  there  are  less 
people.  The  whole  question  is  therefore  a  matter  of  popu¬ 
lation.  Now,  if  that  is  correct,  the  mere  fact  that  a  Local 
Legislature  chooses  to  call  one  community  a  village  or  a 
town  or  a  city,  cannot  be  considered  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind.  If  population  is  to  be  the  basis,  we  ought  to  provide 
against  the  real  object  of  this  measure  being  defeated  by 
the  action  of  any  Local  Legislature.  The  right  hon.  the 
Premier  states  that  the  Act  of  the  Local  Legislature  of 
Ontario  is  a  reason  for  the  adoption  of  a  similar  provision 
in  this  Bill,  but  it  is  to  bo  remembered  that  we 
are  now  dealing  with  places  that,  so  far  as  this 
Bill  is  concerned,  are  not  to  bo  amenable  to  the  Legi  - 
lature  of  any  Province.  The  Local  Legislatures  can  make 
and  unmake  towns;  the  term  “  town  ”  is  a  creature  of  the 
Local  Legislature ;  but  when  we  are  considering  a  measure 
applicable  to  the  Dominion,  I  think  the  reason  for  following 
the  legislation  of  a  particular  Province  ceases  to  exist,  and 
I  moved  my  amendment,  not  knowing  that  my  hon.  friend 
from  Marquette  had  the  same  idea  in  his  mind.  I  think 
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unless  we  adopt  some  such  suggestion,  we  shall  be  passing 
a  measure  that  is  not  going  to  be  uniformly  general  in  its 
application,  and  I  think  it  is  conceded  that  uniformity  is 
desirable,  so  far  as  can  be  acquired  by  this  measure. 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  sub-section  4, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose  an  amendment 
to  this  clause.  In  the  7th  line,  I  propose  to  strike  out  the 
word  “  November  ”  and  substitute  “  January.”  In  the  14th 
line  I  propose  to  make  an  alteration,  so  that  it  will  read : 

Before  the  date  of  the  certificate  of  the  final  revision  of  the  voters’ 
list  hereinafter  mentioned,  made  by  the  revising  officer. 

That  is  to  say  that  the  voter  will  be  qualified  if  his  rent  is 
paid  up  to  the  time  when  the  vote  is  registered. 

Mr.  YAIL.  That  will  open  the  door  to  a  great  deal  of 
fraud.  Any  one  can  come  in  and  qualify  before  the  final 
revision. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  a  man  has  occupied  a 
house  for  a  year,  and  pays  his  rent  before  the  final  revision, 
he  certainly  ought  to  have  a  vote. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  There  is  a  motion  of  Mr.  Lister  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  word  “  and  ”  in  the  13th  line. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth) .  I  propose  an  amendment  in 
substitution  of  the  whole  clause. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  That  will  come  at  the  end,  when  it  is 
proposed  that  the  clause  shall  be  adopted. 

Mr.  MILLS.  My  hon.  friend  proposes  to  substitute 
another  clause  instead  of  this.  If  the  committee  do  not 
approve  of  that,  they  can  then  go  on  to  amend  the  clause. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  would  be  the  more 
convenient  plan,  because  there  would  be  no  use  in  amending 
the  clause  and  afterwards  substituting  another  clause. 
Although  it  may  not  be  strictly  correct  it  would  be  more 
convenient  to  discuss  the  proposed  substitution  first. 

Mr.  BAIN.  When  the  First  Minister  spoke,  I  hoped  he 
would  have  dealt  in  some  manner  with  the  mode  by  which 
the  tenant  is  to  be  placed  upon  the  voters’  list.  The  con¬ 
cession  that  was  made  a  few  days  ago  on  a  previous  clause 
provided,  as  I  underetood,  that,  to  a  certain  extent,  the  basis 
upon  which  the  revising  officer  should  first  construct  the 
voters’  list  should  be  the  assessment  roll  of  the  munici¬ 
pality.  By  this  clause  the  qualification  of  a  tenant  is  the 
payment  of  a  certain  amount  of  rent.  There  are  a  large 
number  of  persons  on  the  assessment  roll  who  are  placed 
there  as  tenants  in  occupation  of  real  property  of  a  certain 
value.  It  seems  to  me  that,  if  it  were  possible  to  readjust 
the  qualification  of  tenants  in  this  clause,  in  such  a  form  as 
to  keep  the  valuation  in  sight,  it  would  be  an  improvement. 
As  the  Bill  now  stands,  the  entrance  of  these  parties  on  the 
roll  will  give  no  indication  of  the  amount  of  rental  they  pay, 
by  which  alone  they  can  here  vote,  and  it  appears  to  me  that, 
in  making  up  the  first  lists,  either  the  tenants  must  be 
entirely  left  out  or  they  must  be  all  put  on,  and  then  appli¬ 
cation  will  have  to  be  made  to  the  revising  officer  to  cor¬ 
rect  them  afterwards.  This  would  involve  a  large  amount 
of  trouble,  and  I  therefore  intend  to  propose  that  the  tenants 
shall  go  upon  the  assessment  rolls  in  regard  to  property 
similar  in  valuation  to  that  which  would  qualify  proprietors 
in  cities  and  towns.  We  would  thus  have  a  basis  of  tenancy 
that  would  be,  to  a  certain  extent,  uniform.  Another  diffi¬ 
culty  as  to  the  qualification  for  tenancy  is,  that  while  a 
tenant  may  be  paying  rent,  either  in  kind  or  in  cash,  there 
is  no  provision  for  a  tenant  who  gives  work  in  exchange  for 
the  occupation  of  his  property.  In  large  cities  and  towns, 
where  there  are  tenement  houses  occupied  by  very  many 
families,  and  sub-divided  very  much,  this  will  have  a 
tendency  to  bring  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act  a  class 
very  much  below  the  qualification  that  we  require  from  the 


owner  of  the  property.  Before  a  man  can  be  an  elector  in 
a  city  as  a  proprietor,  he  must  own  $300  worth  of  real  estate, 
but  a  man  paying  $2  a  month  rent,  which  must  bo  for  a  very 
small  piece  of  property  in  a  city,  can  be  qualified  as  a  voter. 
There  are  other  reasons  why  it  is  undesirable  that  tho 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant,  as  to  rent  being 
paid,  should  have  to  be  shown  in  order  to  entitle  a  man  to  a 
vote.  A  landlord  might  exercise  undue  influence  over  his 
tenant,  either  by  inducing  him  to  vote  in  a  certain  direction 
by  giving  him  a  certificate  that  he  had  paid  his  rent, 
or  by  refusing  to  give  him  a  certificate,  perhaps,  in  case 
of  a  dispute,  when,  perhaps,  he  had  fairly  paid  his  rent. 
It  seems  to  me,  that  in  all  these  cases  it  will  make  it  more 
difficult  to  prove  his  right  than  if  the  tenant  was  simply 
placed  upon  tho  roll  as  the  tenant  of  property  of  a 
certain  value.  I  presume  that  one  object  of  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  is  to  simplify  as  much  as  possible  the  working  of  the 
Act,  so  as  to  make  it  possible,  without  undue  friction,  or 
undue  trouble  on  the  part  of  the  individual,  to  prove  his 
right  to  vote,  but  who,  under  these  circumstances,  I  think, 
would  have  considerable  additional  trouble  in  proving  his 
right.  Because  if  tenants,  as  qualified  on  the  assessment 
roll,  are  not  to  go  on  the  primary  list,  it  is  plain  there  will 
be  a  large  number  of  persons  who  will  be  obliged  to  make 
special  application  to  the  revising  officer  to  be  put  on.  On 
the  other  hand,  if  they  are  put  on  indiscriminately  as  ten¬ 
ants,  unless  this  qualification  is  broad  enough  to  cover  every 
tenant,  then  there  will  be  the  same  difficulty  in  readjusting 
their  rights,  and  proving  that  they  have  no  right  to  be  on. 
It  was  with  that  view  that  I  move  this  amendment : 

That  sub-section  4  of  section  3  be  struck  out,  and  the  following  sub¬ 
stituted  therefor  : — Every  male  person  entered  as  a  tenant  on  the  last 
revised  assessment  roll  of  the  city  or  town  in  which  he  tenders  his  vote, 
and  who  is  residing  at  the  time  he  tenders  his  vote  within  said  city  or 
town,  and  who  is  rated  for  real  property  on  the  last  revised  assessment 
roll  of  said  city  or  town,  of  the  actual  value  of  not  less  than  $200,  and 
has  resided  there  continuously  for  at  least  twelve  months  next  preceding 
the  election  at  which  he  votes. 

I  prepared  this  clause  before  the  First  Minister  had  made  a 
difference  in  the  qualification  of  $300  in  cities  and  $200  in 
towns.  Otherwise,  the  restriction  as  to  residence  and 
other  matters  in  this  original  clause,  I  think  we  all  approve 
of.  But  I  would  suggest  to  him  whether  it  is  not  desirable 
to  change  the  basis  as  I  have  suggested. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  pre¬ 
pared  that  amendment  with  a  view  to  the  Province  of 
Ontario  only.  It  is  inapplicable  to  some  of  the  other 
Provinces.  However,  Sir,  with  respect  to  this  clause,  I 
would  ask  that  it  be  postponed  and  we  go  on  to  the  next. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  First 
Minister  to  one  point  with  reference  to  that  clause.  While 
the  assessment  roll  is  made  a  means  of  information  to  the 
revising  barrister,  and  will  give  him  the  information 
desired,  under  this  clause  it  would  not  give  him  any  inform¬ 
ation  whatever.  Of  course,  I  am  speaking  of  Ontario,  and 
if  the  right  hon.  gentleman  will  refer  to  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  Ontario,  page  1876,  he  will  see  the  form  which 
is  to  be  filled  in  by  the  assessors,  which  gives  the  names  of 
the  owners,  the  names  of  the  occupants,  or  rather  taxable 
parties,  stating  whether  they  are  freeholders,  tenants,  etc., 
and  gives  all  the  particulars ;  but  it  does  not  give  any 
information  as  to  the  amount  of  rental.  Therefore,  a  very 
important  fact  on  which  the  franchise  is  based  under  this 
Bill,  could  not  be  ascertained  except  by  special  evidence 
before  the  revising  barrister. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  Before  that  clause  is  laid  over,  I  wish 
to  remind  the  First  Minister  that  I  called  his  attention  to 
this  matter  a  few  evenings  ago,  by  a  question  which  he  said 
he  would  answer  at  the  proper  time.  This  matter  brings 
that  question  up  again.  With  the  information  which  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer  can  obtain  from  the  voters’  list  and  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll,  will  he  be  able  to  ascertain  anything  in  rela- 
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tion  to  rental  ?  Now,  the  extent  to  which  that  applies  is, 
perhaps,  greater  than  the  First  Minister  would  at  first 
suppose,  as  I  mentioned  on  that  occasion,  I  had 
gone  over  the  voters’  list,  not  the  assessment  roll, 
of  my  own  constituency,  and  I  found  upon  it 
over  TOO  names  returned  as  tenants.  Now,  upon  that 
voters’  list  there  would  only  be  the  names  of  tenants  occu¬ 
pying  enough  property  to  give  them  a  vote  ;  upon  the 
assessment  rolls  there  would  be  a  much  larger  number  of 
names.  Hence,  the  possession  of  the  voters’  list  and  the 
assessment  roll  by  the  revising  barrister  would  give  him 
no  information  whatever  in  relation  to  those  he  wished  to 
put  upon  the  list  in  consequence  of  their  paying  sufficient 
rent.  In  that  position,  what  would  he  do  ?  He  would 
have  to  get  other  information,  which  would  amount,  vir¬ 
tually,  to  making,  at  least,  one-fourth  of  a  new  assessment. 
Without  that  information  his  first  list  would  have  to  leave 
off  all  that  class,  or  include  all  that  came  under  that  head, 
and  would  virtually  make  the  first  list  of  no  value  what¬ 
ever.  One  point  further.  The  intention  is,  evidently,  to 
base  the  vote  largely  upon  the  fact  of  the  man  being  a 
citizen  and  an  occupant.  Under  the  provision  of  rent  the 
franchise  may  rest  really  upon  the  existence  of  a  debt  due 
from  the  tenant  to  the  landlord  which  may  not  exceed  $2. 
If  the  tenant  is  indebted  to  the  landlord  to  the  extent  of  $2, 
he  is  deprived  of  his  vote.  The  fact  of  his  being  a  citizen,  the 
fact  of  his  paying  taxes,  and  all  that,  does  not  give  him  the 
vote,  provided  he  owes  his  landlord  $2. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  In  assessing  property  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario,  the  assessor  goes  around  and  generally 
assesses  the  man  in  occupation,  so  the  point  taken  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  does  not  apply  at  all.  The  amount  of 
money  that  the  occupant  is  assessed  for  will  guide  the 
revising  officer  as  to  whether  he  has  a  vote  or  not. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  suppose  the  First  Minister  reserves  this 
clause  for  the  purpose  of  farther  considering  it,  and  I  wish 
to  call  his  attention  to  this  fact:  Apart  from  the  objections 
made  by  my  hon.  friend,  which  seem  conclusive  against  the 
present  plan,  in  case  there  was  a  dispute  between  the  land¬ 
lord  and  tenant  with  regard  to  his  rent,  or  in  consequence 
of  an  unsettled  account,  that  tenant  would  be  disfranchised 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  it  stands. 

Mr.  FISHER  I  would  like  to  draw  the  Fi  st  Minister’s 
attention  to  another  point,  which  I  consider  a  very  radical 
change  in  the  paragraph.  Under  the  Quebec  law  a  tenant 
not  only  has  to  pay  a  certain  amount  of  rental  per  annum, 
but  the  property  on  which  he  pays  it  has  to  be  of  a  certain 
value.  This  is  a  very  important  item  in  the  property 
qualification,  and  I  trust  that  whatever  may  be  the  new 
clause  the  right  hon,  gentleman  intends  to  draw  up,  he  will 
keep  this  in  view.  As  it  is  now,  a  tenant  may  pay  an 
annual  rental  on  a  property  which  will  amount  to  an 
enormous  annual  interest.  I  know  many  cases  in  the 
assessment  of  my  own  county,  where  a  tenant  pays  a  rental 
of  $20  a  year  on  a  property  which  is  assessed  for  only  $50 
annual  value ;  and  in  that  way  a  good  many  men  will  get 
the  right  to  vote  under  this  clause  who  really  ought  not  to 
have  it  at  all,  because  the  property  on  which  their  fran¬ 
chise  is  based,  is  not  of  sufficient  value  to  give  them  a  vote. 
1  think  the  clause  ought  to  be  drawn  so  that  the  actual 
value  of  the  property  would  be  the  same  as  would  give  a 
vote  to  the  owner. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  want  to  restrict, 
but  to  enlarge.  A  tenant  pays  on  rental,  and  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  value  of  the  property.  As  a  general  rule, 
people  do  not  pay  ridiculous  rents  in  this  country. 

Mr.  FISHER.  A  tenant  ought  not  to  have  the  privilege 
of  voting  on  property  on  which  if  he  were  owner  he  could 
not  vote.  The  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCallum) 
has  stated  that  tenants  are  inserted  on  the  assessment  roll 
Mr.  Fairbanks 


Mat  20, 


for  certain  values.  The  qualification  now  proposed  is  not  a 
qualification  on  the  assessed  value,  but  it  is  a  question  as  to 
whether  the  tenant  pays  a  rental  of  $2  a  month.  The 
assessment  roll  furnishes  no  information  as  to  the  amount 
of  rental  a  man  pays.  We  can  assume  that  a  man  on  the 
assessment  roll  as  tenant  of  property  worth  $500  is 
absolutely  and  clearly  within  the  range  of  the  Act. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  wish  to  suggest  to 
the  Ministor  as  to  whether  he  cannot  readjust  the  clause 
so  that  in  some  way  the  value  of  the  property  put 
down  on  the  assessment  roll  in  the  tenant’s  name  shall 
be  an  indication  of  bis  right  to  vote,  A  man  might  pay  a 
rental  of  $2  a  month  and  yet  the  property  if  sold  might  not 
be  worth  $200  ;  and  another  man  occupying  property  worth 
four  or  five  times  that  amount  would  not  be  paying  rent 
equivalent  to  the  value  of  the  property.  Such  a  case  might 
occur  in  regard  to  partly  improved  property.  A  man 
might  occupy  a  piece  of  that  property  with  the  house  and 
pay  $2  or  $4  a  month  rental ;  yet  the  property  might  be 
worth  $2,000,  that  part  of  it  lying  idle  not  adding  to  the 
value  of  the  rental.  I  have  made  the  suggestion  with  a 
view  to  obviate  the  difficulty  that  is  apparent. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  worthy  of  con¬ 
sideration. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Monck  may  have  been  very  profound,  but  unfortunately  they 
had  not  the  remotest  bearing  upon  either  the  clause  under 
discussion  or  upon  the  amendment.  I  do  not  think  the  hon. 
gentleman,  although  he  is  familiar  with  the  assessment  roll 
and  voters’  lists  for  Monck,  and  1  happen  to  be  so  also,  never 
saw  the  amount  of  a  tenant’s  rental  put  down  on  an  assess¬ 
ment  roll,  and  so  he  could  not  see  it  on  the  voters’  list. 
We  have  been  discussing  that  question  and  trying  to  find  a 
remedy  for  it.  The  assessment  roll  gives  no  informa¬ 
tion  as  to  the  amount  of  rental  paid  by  the  tenant. 
We  think  it  will  be  more  easy  to  get  at  the  value  if  the 
tenancy  were  based  on  value  not  on  rental. 

Mr.  McOALLUM.  With  all  the  profound  knowledge  of 
the  hon,  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  I  can  say 
this  :  Tha'f  to-day  in  Ontario,  if  a  tenant’s  name  is  put  down 
for  property  worth  $200  and  the  owner’s  name  is  put  down 
for  the  same  property,  they  both  can  vote  on  that  property. 
The  ho;_  r.  ember  who  got  into  this  House  by  the  grace  of 
God  and  of  Oliver  Mowat  can  again  attempt  to  give  us  a 
profound  statement. 

Mr.  Y AIL.  I  will  give  the  First  Minister  a  point  to 
consider  in  regard  to  Halifax.  There  the  assessment  is 
based  altogether  on  real  estate,  and  it  is  debited  against  the 
owner  of  real  estate.  I  occupy  a  property,  the  assessed 
value  of  which  is  $8,000.  Under  this  Bill  I  will  not  have  a 
vote,  because  I  am  not  on  the  assessment  roll,  the  owner  of 
the  property  being  assessed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  You  will  be  entitled  to 
a  vote  under  this  Bill. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  you  are  a  tenant  and 
pay  $20  and  upwards  you  have  a  vote. 

Mr.  YAIL.  But  I  am  not  on  the  assessment  roll. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  is  to  do  away  with 
the  assessment  roll. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  The  First  Minister  might  meet  the 
views  of  all  parties  by  adding  to  the  fifth  clause  the  words 
“  as  bond  fide  occupant  or  tenant  of  real  property,”  and  then 
insert  a  provision  for  a  change  of  tenancy  during  the  year. 
The  matter  would  then  be  settled  and  all  persons  would 
stand  on  an  equal  footing. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  heard  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  suggestion,  and  I  will  give  it  due  consideration. 
In  the  meantime  I  object  altogether  to  the  value  of  the  free- 
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hold  being  an  indication  of  what  the  tenant’s  right  to  vote 
should  be.  I  am  strongly  of  the  opinion  that  if  a  tenant 
pays  a  rental  he  has  such  an  interest  in  the  country  as 
entitles  him  to  a  vote,  no  nutter  what  may  be  the  value  of 
the  freehold  if  put  in  the  market.  The  rental  is,  as  a  gen¬ 
eral  rule,  an  indication  of  the  value  of  the  freehold  to  some 
extent.  However,  I  will  consider  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
suggestion. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  If  rental  is  to  be  the  basis,  the  owner 
of  a  property  may  be  disfranchised,  while  the  tenant  of 
property  of  similar  value  has  a  vote.  I  know  of  cases  in 
my  own  town  where  the  owner  of  a  house  worth  $150 
would  not  have  a  vote,  while  a  tenant  living  on  adjoining 
property  and  living  in  a  similar  house  would  have  a  vote, 
because  he  pays  $2  a  month  rent.  There  is  no  reason  why 
.the  same  property  qualification  should  not  be  necessary  for 
the  tenant  as  for  the  occupant  or  owner,  and  that  is  a  basis 
which  everybody  could  understand. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  again  draw  the  attention  of  the 
First  Minister  to  a  case  which  I  cited  in  my  own  section, 
where  the  owner  of  a  property  worth  $150  would  be  cut 
out  of  his  vote,  while  the  tenant  paying  $2  a  month  would 
have  the  right  to  vote. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  These  gentlemen  are 
getting  very  aristocratic.  They  are  now  favoring  the 
bloated  aristocrat,  the  landlord,  while,  for  the  last  three 
weeks  they  were  trying  to  take  another  line  altogether. 
This  provision  is  to  give  the  poor  man,  the  man  who  has  a 
local  habitation  and  a  name,  the  man  who  pays  this  rental, 
the  right  to  vote,  and  whether  his  landlord  has  sufficient  to 
give  him  a  vote  or  not,  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  matter. 

Sir  EICHARD  CAET  WEIGHT.  That  is  not  a  fair  way 
of  putting  it.  This  is  a  proposition  to  refuse  a  vote  to  the 
poor  man  who  by  honest  industry  has  accumulated  $200 
worth  of  real  estate,  while  you  give  the  vote  to  another 
poor  man  who  has  not  accumulated  property  by  his 
industry,  but  who  only  pays  $2  a  month  rental. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  With  regard  to  the  case  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Wellington,  while  the  property  may 
be  assessed  for  $150,  it  may  be  worth,  as  we  know  is  often 
the  case,  double  that  amount.  The  rental  would  be  primd 
facie  evidence  that  it  would  be  worth  more,  and,  although 
it  might  be  put  on  the  roll  for  $150,  it  might  be  worth 
$200  or  $300.  The  question  is,  would  the  owner  who  rents  it 
at  $2  a  month  take  $150  for  it,  if  it  was  put  on  the  market. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  In  this  case  the  owner  has  sold  it  for 
$  i  50,  and  the  tenant  has  the  privilege  of  renting  it  for  $2 
or  paying  that  amount. 

Mr.  SCEIYER.  I  do  not  think  the  view  presented  by 
the  Minister  of  Customs  affects  the  principle  at  all.  We 
are  talking  about  the  franchise,  and,  no  matter  what  the 
property  may  be  \alued  at,  if  it  is  not  valued  at  enough  to 
give  the  owner  a  vote  he  has  not  a  vote,  but  the  tenant  has 
a  vote,  even  if  the  property  is  worth  more. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  misunder¬ 
stand  the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  member  for  Wellington 
(Mr.  McMullen).  He  spoke  about  the  assessed  value  of 
the  property,  and  I  say  the  assessed  value  does  not  indicate 
the  real  value. 

Mr.  SCEIVEE.  But  the  assessed  value  gives  or  with¬ 
holds  the  franchise. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  under  this  Bill.  If  you  can  show 
the  revising  officer  that  it  is  worth  $150  in  a  county,  you 
can  insist  on  the  vote. 

Mr.  SCEIYER.  Not  so  far  as  the  lists  are  concerned, 
which  are  the  basis  of  the  roll. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  soundness  or 
relevancy  in  the  principle  laid  down  by  the  First  Minister. 


He  says,  what  have  we  to  do  with  the  relation  between  the 
landlord  and  tenant. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Nothing  in  the  world. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  ask  what  has  the  rent  paid  by  a 
tenant  to  do  with  his  qualification  to  vote.  If  we  are  anxious 
to  establish  a  fraudulent  system,  one  which  will  enable  a 
landlord  by  connivance  with  his  tenant  to  multiply  votes, 
to  create  faggot  votes,  this  system  is  one  just  calculated  to 
promote  that  object,  but  if  our  object  is  to  ascertain  whether 
a  man  is  in  such  circumstances  as  to  warrant  him  in  voting, 
surely  the  value  of  the  pi’operty  is  the  safest  test.  Is  the 
interest  of  the  tenant  who  pays  $2  a  month  rent  for  a  proper¬ 
ty  actually  valued  at  $150  greater  than  the  interest  of 
the  man  who  is  the  proprietor?  It  is  absurd  to 
speak  of  bloated  aristocrats  in  connection  with  the 
owners  of  such  properties.  The  hon.  gentleman  pro¬ 
poses  to  give  the  vote  to  a  man  who  pays  $2  a  month  rent, 
who  may  nevor  have  paid  that  rent,  who  may  not  be  called 
upon  to  pay  it,  and  who  may  be  given  a  receipt,  because  it 
is  known  what  his  political  proclivities  are,  and  he  pro¬ 
duces  that  receipt  as  prima  facie  evidence.  Well,  Sir,  you 
have  some  protection  against  fraud  when  you  say  that  the 
property  shall  be  on  the  assessment  roll  at  $200  or  $300, 
and  if  the  revising  officer  thinks  that  is  an  unfair  valuation 
he  can  value  it  higher  or  lower.  Supposing  the  occupant 
were  to  come  and  say,  my  property  is  worth  more  ;  though 
it  is  only  assessed  for  $300  it  is  worth  $30  a  year  to  me. 
Why  will  you  not  take  his  value  as  to  the  use  and  profit  he 
derives  from  the  property  which  he  occupies  and  does  not 
own,  and  make  that  the  basis  of  the  right  to  the  franchise  in 
the  case  of  the  occupant  as  well  as  in  the  case  of  the  tenant  ? 
But  you  do  not  apply  it  to  the  occupant.  You  say  to  the 
occupant,  we  will  not  look  at  the  value  of  the  use  of  the 
property  but  the  value  of  the  property  itself.  I  say  the 
same  test  should  be  applied  in  the  case  of  the  tenant  as  the 
occupant,  as  they  stand  in  exactly  the  same  relation  if  the 
occupant  has  paid  nothing  for  the  property. 

Mr.  AUGER.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  based  some  of 
the  clauses  of  this  Bill  on  the  Ontario  law,  and  I  ask  him 
now  to  take  a  lesson  from  the  Quebec  law.  There  a  man 
who  pays  rent  is  qualified  to  vote  only  if  the  owner  of  the 
property  has  a  right  to  vote. 

Mr.  FISHER.  It  seems  to  me  perfectly  absurd  that  a 
tenant  occupying  property  should  have  a  vote  when 
the  owner  of  that  property  cannot  have  a  vote  upon  it. 
Certainly  the  owner  has  a  greater  stake  in  the  country  than 
a  tenant  can  possibly  have,  who  is  there  only  temporarily, 
perhaps  a  year  and  no  more.  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
.seems  to  me  contrary  to  equity  and  justice,  certainly  it  is 
entirely  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  franchise  which  has 
always  existed  in  the  Province  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  if  there  is  very  much  pi’operty  in  his  part  of  the 
country  worth  only  $200  that  will  rent  for  more  than  $20  a 
year.  In  my  part  of  the  country  there  is  none. 

Mr.  FISHER.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  that  kind  of  prop¬ 
erty  in  my  constituency. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  It  is  a  poor  country,  then. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Those  hon.  members  from  the  Province 
of  Ontario  may  think  so,  but  there  are  other  Provinces  in 
this  Dominion  besides  the  Province  of  Ontario,  and  other 
interests  to  be  considered  besides  those  of  Ontario.  I  am 
glad  to  see  that  the  hon.  First  Minister  assented  to  that 
view,  and  I  am  sorry  the  same  spirit  does  not  actuate  the 
Tory  members  from  Ontario.  I  kuow  many  instances  of 
tenement  houses,  occupied  by  five  or  six  tenants,  paying  $2 
a  month  each,  although  the  whole  property  would  not  be 
valued  at  more  than  $300  or  $400. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Are  they  Chinese ? 
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Mr.  FISHER,  I  believe  they  are  laboring  men  living  in 
a  respectable  manner,  and  are  quite  as  good  as  the  laboring 
men  of  Ontario.  It  happens  on  some  occasions  that  men 
■who  are  occupants,  would,  if  occupancy  were  not  to  be  con¬ 
sidered,  call  themselves  tenants  and  get  the  vote,  whereas  if 
if  they  called  themselves  occupants  they  would  not  be  able 
to  vote  ;  and  we  know  perfectly  that  a  private  arrangement 
between  the  owner  and  the  tenant  is  frequently  made  by 
which  a  man  gets  a  vote  when  he  is  really  not  entitled  to  it. 

Mr.  McOALLUM.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  be 
always  ready  to  point  out  where  a  fraud  might  be  committed. 
When  he  speaks  of  a  tenement  house  which  is  occupied  by  a 
half  a  dozen  tenants,  does  he  mean  to  say  that  it  is  occupied 
by  half  a  dozen  men  ? 

Mr.  FISHER.  Half  a  dozen  people  pay  rent. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  How  can  the  owner  be  disqualified  if 
he  receives  $2  a  month  rent  from  five  or  six  people  ?  The 
thing  is  ridiculous  in  itself. 

Mr.  AUGER.  That  there  are  such  cases  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec  is  shown  by  the  fact  that  the  Legislature  has 
found  it  necessary  to  put  in  that  proviso,  and  it  was  put 
there  by  a  Conservative  Government.  We  have  poor  men 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  there  may  be  poor  men  also 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  We  do  not  legislate  here  for 
rich  men  only,  but  for  all  classes.  I  am  sure  I  could  also 
find  such  cases  as  the  hon.  member  for  Brome  has  mentioned 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Renfrew).  It  must  be  evident  that  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  who  are  so  anxious  to  have  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  franchise,  are  now  attempting  to  restrict  it ;  but 
any  one  who  is  used  to  the  renting  of  houses  knows  that 
very  few,  if  any  landlords,  will  be  precluded  under  this 
clause  from  voting.  If  the  argument  of  these  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  means  anything  it  means  that  they  do  not  wish  ten¬ 
ants  to  have  a  vote  under  the  terms  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  observations  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  are 
wholly  unwarranted  by  anything  that  has  been  said  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  The  proposition  on  this  side  of  the 
House  is  intended  to  prevent  fraud.  We  do  not  propose 
that  a  tenant  in  one  part  of  a  Province  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  voting  on  a  qualification  that  would  be  no 
qualification  elsewhere.  If  you  take  the  value  of  the  pro¬ 
perty  as  the  basis,  you  have  a  uniform  principle  which 
applies  to  all  parties  alike.  A  man  might  say  to  his  dozen 
or  half  dozen  tenants,  I  will  let  you  have  this  property  at 
$2  a  month  with  the  understanding  that  you  will  only  pay 
$1,  so  that  you  may  have  a  vote.  How  is  this  to  be  pre¬ 
vented,  unless  there  is  a  scrutiny  by  way  of  appeal  ?  Any 
number  of  frauds  may  be  committed  under  this  provision, 
and  it  is  to  prevent  stuffed  voters’  lists  as  well  as  stuffed 
ballot  boxes  that  it  is  objected  to  on  this  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  understood  that  the  right 
hon.  First  Minister  proposes  to  postpone  this  clause,  and  I 
have  therefore  no  disposition  to  detain  the  Committee. 
But  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for  Brome  was 
this :  He  gave  the  case  of  a  tenement  house  occupied  by 
five  or  six  tenants,  workingmen,  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  who  he  says  are  as  respectable  as  those  in 
Ontario — which  is  quite  true,  as  happily  the  respect¬ 
ability  of  workingmen  does  not  depend  on  the  Province 
they  reside  in ;  and  he  says  that  the  effect  of  this  clause 
will  be  to  give  each  tenant  that  pays  $2  a  month  a  vote, 
whereas  the  whole  property  is  not  worth  enough  to  give 
more  than  one  man  a  vote.  What  does  that  mean  ?  It 
means  that  those  five  tenants  are  to  be  deprived  of  their 
votes,  although  they  are  respectable  workingmen,  and  yet 
the  hon.  gentleman  says  he  does  not  want  a  restricted 
franchise.  If  his  preposition  was  adopted  the  effect  would 
be  this :  This  property  would  not  be  of  sufficient  value, 
divided  among  the  tenants,  say  five  tenants,  to  give  to  each 
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a  vote,  therefore  the  whole  five  tenants  should  be  excluded. 
That  is  the  position  taken  by  hon.  gentlemen,  and  it  is 
entirely  inconsistent  with  the  course  they  have  advocated. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  were  sincere  in  his 
desire  to  extend  the  suffrage,  he  had  an  opportunity  of 
evincing  his  sincerity  where  the  motion  for  manhood 
suffrage  was  before  the  House,  but  he  declined  to  avail 
himself  of  that  opportunity.  His  desire  is  therefore  not  to 
extend  the  franchise  but  to  limit  it.  The  proposition  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Brome  (Mr.  Fisher)  is  made  with  the 
object  of  preventing  fraud.  As  he  has  shown  in  the  sixth 
sub-section,  you  have  adopted  the  value  of  property,  as  the 
basis  upon  which  an  occupant  has  the  right  to  vote.  Why 
adopt  it  in  the  occupant’s  case,  and  not  in  the  other  ?  If  a 
workman  occupies  a  property  valued  under  $150,  or  an 
agreement  to  purchase  it,  paying  in  instalments  with 
interest  at  8  per  cent.,  he  is  left  out  of  the  franchise,  but  if  he 
occupies  the  same  prooperty  as  a  tenant  at  $2  a  month  he 
will  have  a  vote.  What  is  the  object  of  excluding  him  in 
the  one  case  and  including  him  in  the  other  ?  The  object 
can  only  be  to  encourage  fraud  by  the  creation  of  faggot 
votes,  and  disfranchise  the  honest  man,  and  it  is  with  the 
object  not  of  not  preventing  an  honest  man  from  voting  but  of 
preventing  unprincipled  politicians  from  creating  faggot 
votes  and  thus  disfranchising  an  honest  man  that  this 
amendment  is  proposed.  When  the  value  of  property  is 
made  the  basis  in  the  occupant  clause,  the  same  basis 
should  be  adopted  with  regard  to  tenancy. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  The  hon.  member  for  Brome 
(Mr.  Fisher)  has  declared  that  he  proposed  his  amendment 
in  view  of  cases  which  he  knows  to  exist  at  this  moment 
and  which  he  has  cited.  Therefore  he  could  not  have  pro¬ 
posed  it  with  the  object  of  preventing  fraud,  because  in 
those  cases  there  can  have  been  no  fraud.  The  cases  he 
mentioned  are  in  his  own  county,  and  they  are  cases  of  bond 
fide  tenants  who  are  paying  regular  rents  to  bond  Me  land¬ 
lords,  of  respectable  workingmen — the  hon.  gentleman 
emphasised  the  term  respectable — yet  now  he  says  his 
anxiety  to  prevent  them  voting  is  because  these  respectable 
workingmen  would  enter  into  a  fraudulent  conspiracy  with 
their  landlords  in  order  to  obtain  votes  for  which  they  were 
not  entitled. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  will  explain  to  the  hon.  gentleman  how 
the  case  stands.  These  people  who  occupy  this  property 
class  themselves  as  occupants ;  under  the  Quebec  provincial 
law,  an  occupant  does  not  require  to  occupy  property  of 
assessed  value,  and  consequently,  by  calling  himself  an 
occupant  instead  of  a  tenant,  a  man  may  manage  to  be 
placed  on  the  voters’  list  who  would  not  have  that  right  as 
a  tenant.  I  want  to  prevent  this  being  done  under  this  Bill 
by  putting  tenants  and  occupants  in  the  same  position,  by 
making  the  value  of  the  property  the  basis. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  was  in  the  Quebec  Legislature  when 
the  Quebec  law  was  passed.  It  was  presented  by  a  Conser¬ 
vative  Government,  and  the  gentleman  who  had  charge  of 
the  Bill,  Mr.  Church,  is  a  great  friend  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White).  The  objection  now  being  made 
was  made  by  him  then.  There  is  a  clause  in  the  Quebec  law 
which  says  that  in  order  that  a  tenant  may  vote  on  property, 
the  property  must  have  a  real  value  of  $300,  and  the  rental 
must  be  $30  a  year.  What  reason  was  given  for  combining 
the  two  ?  The  reason  given  by  Mr.  Church  was  the  same 
as  that  given  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side,  that  otherwise 
the  result  in  many  cases  would  be  that  the  proprietor  would 
bo  disfranchised,  while  the  tenant  would  be  enfranchised, 
which  would  be  something  very  extraordinary.  In  many 
cases,  property  is  assessed  for  only  $250  in  cities,  and  yet 
the  rental  is  very  high  compared  with  the  value  of  the  pro¬ 
perty.  That  property  very  often  is  rented  for  $3  a  month, 
more  than  sufficient  to  qualify  the  tenant,  so  that  the  tenant 
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would  be  qualified  while  the  proprietor  would  not.  It  was 
in  order  to  prevent  that,  and  in  order  to  prevent  fraud,  that 
the  Quebec  Legislature  exacted  the  two  values  in  the  case  of 
a  tenant,  that  he  should  pay  $30  rental,  and  that  the  pro¬ 
perty  should  be  assessed  at  $300. 

Mr.  FAIRBANKS  The  gist  of  the  whole  thing  is  simply 
this,  there  are  two  properties  identical  in  every  respect, 
standing  opposite  each  other,  each  worth  less  than  $300. 
The  occupants  of  both  contribute  to  the  revenue  and  per¬ 
form  all  the  duties  of  citizens,  but  in  the  one  case  the 
occupant  who  is  a  proprietor  cannot  vote,  while  in  the 
other  case  the  occupant  who  is  a  tenant  can  vote. 

On  sub-section  5, 

Mr.  FLEMING!  moved  in  amendment : 

That  after  the  word  “  occupant”  in  the  32nd  liae,  there  be  inserted  the 
words  “  or  tenant  ”  and  after  the  word  “wife  ”  in  the  45th  line,  there  be 
added  the  following  • — Provided  that  in  the  case  of  such  tenant,  a 
change  of  tenancy  during  the  year  next  before  the  said  first  of  Novem¬ 
ber,  in  any  such  year,  shall  not  deprive  the  tenant  of  the  right  to  vote 
in  respect  to  such  real  property,  if  such  change  is  without  intermission 
of  time,  and  the  several  tenancies  are  such  as  would  entitle  the  tenant 
to  vote,  had  such  tenant  been  in  possession  under  either  of  them,  as 
such  tenant  for  the  year  next  before  the  said  day  of  November  in  any 
such  year. 

That  will  do  away  with  the  necessity  of  the  4th  clause 
altogether. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  altogether  restricts 
the  number  of  tenants  and  cuts  off  a  great  number  of  work¬ 
ingmen.  I  am  opposed  to  it  altogether. 

Mr.  FLEMING!.  The  proviso  that  is  added  is  taken 
from  the  proviso  in  the  previous  sub-section.  There  can 
be  no  logical  argument  why  tenants  should  occupy  any 
position  different  than  that  occupied  by  owners  or  occu¬ 
pants.  There  is  no  reason  why  a  person  occupying  the 
position  of  tenant,  living  in  a  tenement  house,  should 
occupy  a  different  position.  Anyone  acquainted  with  the 
cities  will  know  that  these  tenement  houses  are  rented 
sometimes  at  a  very  heavy  rent  for  the  accommodation 
they  afford.  In  the  poorer  parts  of  cities  families  in  poor 
circumstances  are  sometimes  obliged  to  occupy  a  single 
room.  The  improvident  classes  are  driven  to  the  occupa¬ 
tion  of  these  tenement  houses,  and  it  is  with  a  view  of 
giving  these  improvident  people  a  better  position  than  the 
industrious  classes  of  the  community  that  this  Bill  seems 
to  be  framed.  I  know  in  my  own  town  of  instances  where 
properties,  small  houses  or  cottages,  sell  at  $  150,  for  which  a 
rental  is  paid  sufficient  to  qualify  the  tenant.  I  can  recall 
an  instance  when  I  sold  a  small  cottage,  I  had  at  one  time, 
for  $175,  which  had  been  rented  before  at  $3  a  month.  The 
effect  of  this  section  will  be  that  the  moment  the  tenant  of 
such  a  property  purchased  it,  he  would  cease  to  have  the 
right  to  vote,  although  he  had  that  right  when  a  tenant. 
There  are  numerous  instances  in  towns,  where  properties 
are  not  assessed  at  sufficient  value  to  entitle  the  owner  to 
vote,  but  where  the  rents  are  sufficiently  high  to  enable  the 
tenant  to  vote.  So  soon  as  a  man  becomes  a  freeholder  of  a 
property  less  than  $200  in  value,  he  ceases  to  be  a  voter.  As 
long  as  he  pays  $2  a  month  for  the  same  property,  he  will 
have  a  vote. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
he  sold  a  property  for  $175  which  he  was  receiving  $36  a 
year  for.  It  seems  to  me  that  he  must  have  put  a  monstrous 
screw  on  the  poor  tenant  to  make  him  pay  $36  a  year  for  a 
property  which  was  worth  only  $175.  That  is  a  rather 
Jewish  operation.  In  the  next  place,  if  he  sold  it  for  $175, 
there  is  no  accounting  for  human  eccentricity.  For  a  man 
to  sell  for  $175  a  property  which  brings  him  in  $36  a  year, 
is  a  most  extraordinary  instance  of  ecceutricity,  and  we 
cannot  legislate  for  such  an  instance  as  that.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  getting  $36  a  year  for  that  property,  it  was 
his  bounden  duty  to  see  that  it  was  assessed  for  more  than 
$200,  at  all  events,  and  then  he  could  not  lose  his  vote. 


But,  after  all,  that  is  not  the  question.  The  question  of  the 
landlord  or  the  owner  is  settled  by  the  previous  clause. 
This  relates  to  the  amount  of  annual  interest  which,  as  a 
tenant,  should  qualify  a  man  to  have  a  vote.  The  hon. 
gentleman  wants  to  prevent  a  man  paying  rental  from  hav¬ 
ing  a  vote,  unless  his  landlord  also  has  a  vote.  There  is  no 
necessary  connection  between  the  two.  The  workingman 
pays  his  rent,  and  has  a  right  to  have  a  vote.  But  if  you 
scratch  a  Liberal,  you  find  an  aristocrat.  Now,  we  find  that 
these  hon.  gentlemen  are  against  giving  the  workingman, 
who  pays  a  small  rental,  the  right  to  vote. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  It  strikes  me  that  we  are  mixing  up 
two  classes  of  qualifications.  There  may  be  objections  in 
regard  to  the  qualification,  but  I  do  not  see  how  we  are 
going  to  better  the  matter  by  disqualifying  the  tenant 
because  the  real  estate  owner  does  not  own  property  enough 
to  qualify  him.  There  are  two  classes  of  voters.  Wo  have 
fixed  the  qualification  for  property  owners  in  cities  at  $300. 
No  matter  how  many  tenants  one  of  them  may  have,  if  the 
property  is  not  worth  that,  he  cannot  vote ;  but,  because  he 
cannot  vote,  I  do  not  see  how  wo  are  going  to  better  the 
matter  by  disfranchising  the  tenants.  It  appears  to  me 
that  we  are  mixing  up  the  two  cases.  If  the  qualification 
of  the  owner  is  too  high,  make  it  lower,  or,  if  it  is  too  low, 
make  it  higher  ;  but  I  am  in  favor  of  the  extension  of  the 
franchise,  and  you  are  not  going  to  remedy  the  matter  by 
mixing  two  things  together.  If  a  man  has  property  in  a 
city  worth  $275  and  gets  rent  for  it,  he  cannot  vote  under 
this  Bill,  but  I  do  not  see  how  you  are  going  to  benefit  him 
by  preventing  the  tenant  from  voting  who  pays  $2  a  month 
rent.  There  may  be  frauds  under  this  law  as  there  may  be 
under  all  laws.  Men  may  qualify  their  tenants  to  vote  by 
giving  a  receipt  for  rent  which  they  have  not  received. 
That  cannot  be  remedied  unless  it  is  detected,  but  I  do  not 
think  we  ought  to  restrict  the  franchise  by  cutting  off  the 
tenants  because  the  landlord  has  not  enough  property  to 
qualify  him. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  The  First  Minister  made  some 
verbal  amendments  in  this  clause.  I  asked  him  then  some¬ 
thing  in  reference  to  them  which  he  said  he  would  sub¬ 
sequently  explain.  Probably  he  will  give  the  explanation 
now. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  read  the  5th  sub¬ 
section  as  I  proposed  to  have  it  amended : 

“Or  is  the  bond,  fide  occupant  of  real  property  in  any  such  city  or  part 
of  a  city  of  the  actual  value  of  $300,  or  within  any  such  town  or  part  of 
a  town  of  $200  ” - 

In  order  to  make  the  occupancy  agree  with  the  ownership 
clause. 

Mr,  LANDERKIN.  Is  actual  residence  a  qualification 
for  the  vote  of  the  occupant  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  An  occupant  is  a  person 
who  occupies  or  resides.  There  is  a  difference  between 
possession  and  occupation.  Occupant  and  resident  mean 
the  same  thing. 

Mr.  LADERKIN.  In  the  interpretation  clause,  is  occu¬ 
pant  given  as  a  resident  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  course. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentlemen  professes  to  be  very 
anxious  for  the  extension  of  the  franchise.  He  is  appre¬ 
hensive  lest  some  tenant  might  be  disqualified  under  the 
amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  behind  me.  We  have  had 
evidence  of  the  earnest  zeal  of  the  hon.  gentleman  for  the 
qualification  of  tenants  by  his  votes  on  the  various  amend¬ 
ments  which  have  been  submitted.  We  have  seen  that 
earnest  zeal  displayed  by  his  vote  on  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Northumberland.  The  question  now  is 
whether  a  tenant  shall  be  placed  in  a  better  position  than 
the  proprietor.  We  say  that  the  occupant  and  the  tenant 
stand  in  the  sumo  position.  Take  the  case  of  the  man  who 
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’bias  agreed  to  buy  the  property  of  another.  He  goes  into 
possession.  I  the  property  is  worth  $275,  he  can  have  no 
vote,  but,  if  he  agrees  to  pay  $2  a  month  for  the  property 
ho  will  have  a  vote.  Upon  what  principle  is  the  man 
who  pays  $2  a  month  to  have  the  vote  while  the 
man  who  agrees  to  purchase  the  same  property,  who 
goes  into  possession,  who  occupies  the  same  house, 
and  cultivates  the  same  ground  is  not  to  have  a  vote  ? 
There  is  neither  reason  nor  sense  in  such  a  proposition. 
There  can  be  no  difficulty  in  understanding  why  we  have 
such  a  proposition  before  us.  The  rule  is  simple  and  plain. 
Let  us  look  at  the  question  of  convenience.  If  you  take  the 
value  of  the  property,  the  value  is  upon  the  assessment  roll. 
My  hon.  friend  for  Lambton  (Mr.  Fail-bank)  pointed  out 
that  in  his  constituency  there  were  1,700  tenants  upon  the 
voters’  list,  and  700,  I  think  he  said,  upon  the  roll.  How 
these  700  were  taken  out  and  put  on  the  voters’  list  because 
the  property  occupied  by  them  was  valued  at  a  sufficient 
amount  to  enable  them  to  go  upon  the  voters’  list.  How  are 
those  parties  who  are  tenants,  to  get  on  the  voters’  list  that 
are  paying  $2  a  month,  or  $20  a  year  ?  You  cannot  take 
them  from  the  assessment,  you  have  no  means  of  knowing 
the  amount  of  rent  they  pay.  It  is  only  necessary 
that  the  landlord  or  his  tenants  should  go  before  the 
revising  officer  and  state  that  they  pay  a  certain  rental 
and  therefore  have  a  right  to  have  their  names  on  the 
list  ;  but  if  they  do  not  do  so,  their  names  do  not  appear 
at  all.  The  revising  officer  has  no  means  of  knowing 
what  their  rental  is.  It  may  be  that  the  man  ocupy- 
ing  the  property  as  a  tenant  may  be  a  relative  of  the 
pi-oprietor,  and  may  be  paying  scarcely  any  rent  at  all ;  yet 
he  occupies  the  land,  or  is  assessed  for  it,  he  pays  his  taxes 
upon  it,  and  has  a  large  income  derived  from  it.  If  he  is  an 
occupant,  his  income  may  be  more  than  $20 — may  be  $50  a 
year,  yet  he  would  not  be  entitled  to  vote  if  it  was  not 
assessed  at  a  certain  sum.  But  if  he  pays — not  to  the 
Crown,  not  to  the  Government,  not  to  any  purpose  in  which 
the  State  is  interested — but  if  he  pays  to  another  party,  or 
has  agreed  to  pay  to  another  party,  a  certain  sum,  lie  is  not 
entitled  to  vote.  That  is  the  provision  the  hon.  gentleman 
makes  in  his  Bill  and  he  undertakes  to  tell  the  committee 
that  he  does  this  for — what  ?  Why,  in  order  to  extend  the 
franchise.  Sir,  there  is  an  obvious  and  an  honest  way  of 
extending  the  franchise.  The  hon.  gentleman  can  fix  a 
lower  qualification  if  he  desires  ;  he  can  say  that  it  shall  be 
$100.  If  he  wishes  to  give  the  tenant  an  opportunity  of 
voling  to  a  greater  extent  than  the  tenant  has  now,  let  him 
fix  a  lower  qualification.  But  here  is  a  provision,  not  to 
help  the  tenant,  hut  to  enable  irauds  to  be  committed,  to 
permit  the  manufacture  of  faggot  votes,  to  do  the  very  thing 
which  every  man,  on  both  sides  of  the  House  who  wishes  to 
have  an  honest  voters’  list,  seeks  t©  prevent.  How  are  you 
going  to  have  an  honest  voters’  list  under  a  provision  such 
as  this  ?  I  say  it  cannot  be  had.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
wants  to  give  us  a  fair  voters’  list,  if  he  does  not 
wish,  when  we  get  rid  of  a  stuffed  ballot  box, 
to  give  us  a  stuffed  voters’  list,  let  us  have  a 
plain,  simple  and  straightforward  qualification,  that  is  ap¬ 
plicable  to  all  parties  who  are  entitled  to  vote.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  wishes  to  extend  the  franchise  to  a  larger  num¬ 
ber  of  tenants,  let  him  lower  his  qualification,  and  he  can 
accomplish  his  object  in  a  straightforward  way.  He  is  not 
accomplishing  that  object,  but  he  is  facilitating  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  votes  by  the  proposition  he  has  laid  before  us. 

Sir  JOHN  A.MACDONALD.  I  think  I  can  leave  the  speech 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  just  delivered  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Sunbury  (Mr.  Burpee)  who  has  stated  the  case  of  the  tenant 
quite  clearly.  With  respect  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  all  I  have  got  to  say  is  that  I 
desired,  from  his  position,  to^  treat  ,^all|  ho -’said,  |and3  the 
arguments’ *he  used,  wi thievery  respect,  but  it  is  a  great 
Mr,  Mills,  . 
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strain  for  me  to  be  able  to  do  so.  I  have  heard  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  with  great  attention  when  they  direct  their 
minds  sincerely,  bona  fide ,  so  far  as  I  can  judge,  to  improv¬ 
ing  the  Bill.  I  have  listened  to  them  with  great  respect 
and  I  give  them  every  consideration.  But  I  put  myself  in 
the  judgment  of  the  committee  whether  every  word  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Bothwell  has  uttered  is  not  directed 
for  a  different  purpose,  for  the  purpose  of  annoyance,  for 
the  purpose  of  obstruction. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Oh,  no. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Oh,  but  it  is. 

Mr.  MILLS.  But  it  is  not. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentlemen  does 
not  make  it  a  bit  stronger  by  saying  it  is  not.  Common 
sense  is  common  sense.  The  hon.  gentleman  repeats  again 
and  again  and  again,  over  and  over  again,  with  what  you  may 
call  a  “  damnable  iteration  ”  his  criticism  of  the  Bill.  Now, 
Sir,  we  discussed  the  question  of  rental.  I  quite  understand 
the  argument  that  was  used  with  respect  to  the  objection 
the  hon.  gentleman  takes  to  rental ;  I  have  heard  it  a  dozen 
times.  But  the  question  now  is  on  the  5th  sub-soction.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Peel  (Mr.  Fleming)  has  moved  an 
amendment  to  add  the  rental  to  this  clause  of  occupancy, 
and  he  has  done  so  upon  arguments  that  were  used  on  a  pre¬ 
vious  clause.  There  was  no  necessity  to  go  over  them  again. 
We  have  had  the  discussion  in  advance  upon  this  amend¬ 
ment,  and  I  have  taken  the  ground,  and  I  dare  say  the 
majority  of  the  committee  will  agree  with  me,  that  it  is,  in 
our  opinion,  a  restriction  of  the  right  of  voting  of  vast 
masses  of  tenantry  on  the  small  holdings  of  the  country. 
Therefore  I  object  to  it  altogether  upon  the  very  sensible 
ground  of  the  hon.  member  for  Charlotte  (Mr.  Burpee). 
Now  with  respect  to  this  clause  about  occupancy.  It 
is  simply  an  extension  of  the  3rd  sub  section,  and  to 
let  in  a  body  of  men  who,  without  that  clause,  would  not 
have  a  vote.  The  3rd  sub  section  deals  with  the  owner  of  real 
property,  the  proprietor  of  any  freehold  estate,  in  a  city 
worth  $300,  and  in  a  town  worth  $2U0,  But  that  only 
allows  the  actual  proprietor,  the  freeholder  having  a  legal 
title,  or  an  equitable  title  amounting  to  a  legal  title,  who 
has  a  title  that  may  be  held  valid  in  a  court  of  law,  and  it 
includes  only  these.  But  the  5th  sub  section  goes  further.  It 
is  to  enable  those  parties  who  otherwise  have  not  strictly  a 
legal  title,  who  are  not  freeholders,  but  who  are  in  occupa¬ 
tion  of  property,  to  exercise  the  franchise.  It  is  to  allow 
occupants  who  are  assessed  for  a  property  under  provincial 
legislation,  who  hold  property  to  the  same  amount,  that  is 
to  say,  they  are  occupants  under  a  license  of  occupation,  or 
an  agreement  to  purchase  from  the  Crown,  or  from  other 
persons,  who  hold  their  occupation  in  any  other  manner 
than  as  an  owner  or  as  a  tenant,  and  they  must  be  in 
possession  for  a  year;  a  man  who,  in  a  town,  is  occupying 
property  for  a  whole  year  of  the  value  of  $200,  or,  in  cities, 
a  value  of  $300.  If  he  is  not  an  occupant  in  the  face  of  the 
world  of  that  property,  he  must  have  such  an  interest  in  it 
as  will  equitably  give  him  the  franchise.  The  sub-section 
is  simply  an  extension  of  the  3rd  sub-section  being 
limited  to  the  proprietor  and  the  freeholder,  and  the  5th 
sub  section  extending  it  to  the  person  who  for  a  year  has  held 
property  of  that  value  before  the  world,  and  therefore  is 
the  ostensible  owner,  although,  perhaps,  he  may  not  be 
the  legal  owner.  It  is  for  the  purpose  of  extending  the 
franchise. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  have  no  doubt - 

Mr.  HESSON.  We  have  had  quite  enough  from  you. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Yes,  I  have  no  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  had  quite  enough,  and  so  much  so  that  I  think  he  has 
not  been  in  his  place  lor  nearly  a  week  in  this  House.  I 
quite  understand  the  observations  addressed  to  me  by  the 
First  Minister,  but  they  will  not  in  the  slightest  degree  deter 
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me  from  the  performance  of  what  I  believe  to  be  my  duty 
here  as  a  representative  of  my  constituents  in  this  House. 
The  censures  of  the  hon.  gentleman  have  very  little  influ¬ 
ence  upon  me.  I  care  just  as  little  for  his  censure  as  I  do 
for  his  commendation.  I  believe  one  is  quite  as  valuable 
as  the  other.  The  hon.  gentleman  told  the  committee  that 
his  proposal  to  base  the  franchise  for  the  tenant  upon  rental 
was  with  the  view  to  extend  the  franchise  so  far  as  regards 
tenants,  The  hon.  gentleman  gave  no  reason  for  his  action, 
which  must  necessarily  lead  to  faggot  votes  and  to  frauds 
in  the  voters’  lists.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  provided  that 
the  tenant’s  rent  must  be  paid;  so  if  a  dispute  arises 
between  the  landlord  and  tenant,  the  former  can  give  the 
tenant  the  choice  between  exercising  the  franchise  and  pay¬ 
ing  the  contested  amount.  I  trust  the  committee  has  suffi¬ 
cient  independence  not  to  support  the  proposition  submitted. 

Mr.  CAMEKON  (Middlesex).  I  beg  to  move  in  amend¬ 
ment  that  the  word  “  two  ”  be  substituted  for  the  word 
“  three  ”  in  the  3rd  line  of  sub-section  5,  and  “  $200  ” 
for ‘‘$300”  in  the  amendment  just  read.  I  believe  this 
amendment  is  in  the  direction  which  the  Minister  has  indi¬ 
cated  as  being  what  he  wished.  I  am  in  favor  of  making 
the  franchise  as  liberal  as  possible.  While  I  wish  to  have  the 
franchise  as  liberal  as  possible,  and  more  liberal  I  believe 
than  the  proposition  of  the  First  Minister,  yet  1  desire  that 
fraud  shall  be  prevented.  It  is  a  tact  that  in  the  United 
Provinces  before  Confederation  the  system  now  proposed  was 
abandoned,  because  of  the  frauds  that  occurred  under  the 
annual  valuations.  Subject  to  the  correction  of  the  First 
Minister,  I  state  that  it  was  during  the  Administration  of 
which  he  was  the  leader  before  Confederation  that  we  aban¬ 
doned  the  principle  of  annual  valuation  so  far  as  giving  the 
right  to  vote,  and  we  adopted  the  system  of  actual  valuation 
of  property.  It  was  the  complaint  as  to  fictitious 
rentals  that  proved  to  be  one  of  the  causes  that  led  to  the 
abandonment  of  the  former  system.  It  will  be  very  simple 
to  practice  fraud  under  the  clause  as  proposed.  While  we 
admit  the  possibility  of  fraud  being  committed  by  the 
adoption  of  the  clause  as  it  stands,  we  are  asked  at  the 
same  time  to  adopt  a  proposition  under  which  a  landlord 
can  disfranchise  a  tenant  if  he  is  in  arrears  for  rent.  If 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  that  desire  to  protect  the 
interest  of  the  tenant  which  they  have  expressed,  why  do 
they  allow  such  a  proposition  to  exist  in  this  Bill  ?  It  is 
placing  too  dangerous  a  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
landlords.  A  dispute  may  arise,  and  the  result  of 
a  difference  of  political  opinion  between  landlord  and' 
tenant  may  be  the  disfranchisement  of  the  tenant. 
The  principle  in  this  case  ought  to  be  simply  one  which 
would  reduce  itself  to  the  question  of  what  ought  to  be  the 
value  of:  he  property  on  which  a  man  should  vote,  and 
whatever  the  amount,  it  should  be  some  value  which  would 
be  easily  understood  and  readily  reached,  and  one  which,  if 
you  will,  should  emiituchise  as  far  as  possible  every  male  of 
mature  years  who  is  a  citizen  of  this  country.  If  you  adopt 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Peel  to  which  mine 
is  a  rider  you  will  reach  something  which  is  tangible  and 
practicable,  and  something  which  will  give  an  assurance 
that  every  man  who  has  the  right  to  vote  will  have  a  vote 
under  this  clause.  But  do  not  let  us  leave  the  Bill  open  to 
the  introduction  of  faggot  voting,  which,  if  full  advantage 
was  taken  of  it,  would  render  it  impossible  that  the  true 
expression  of  opinion  could  be  had  in  any  constituency, 
especially  in  the  neighborhood  of  large  cities.  Faggot  votes 
would  be  quite  practicable  under  the  tenancy  and  occupancy 
clause  as  it  now  stands.  Another  reason  why  we  should 
avoid  passing  the  clause  in  its  present  shape  is  that  it  would 
be  differently  construed  by  different  revising  officers.  There 
is  another  detail  in  this  connection  to  which  I  would  draw 
the  attention  of  the  First  Minister,  and  that  is  as  to  the 
dates  at  which  the  year,  as  defined  by  the  Bill, 


shall  begin  and  end.  He  inserted  the  date  of  the 
first  of  January,  as  I  understood,  for  the  reason 
that  in  cities  the  assessment  rolls  were  made  up  at 
a  time  which  made  it  more  convenient  for  the  revising 
officer  to  prepare  his  roll  by  the  1st  of  January  rather  than 
the  1st  of  November.  If  I  understood  him  aright  in  that 
respect,  it  would  appear  to  me  that  he  was  conveniencing 
only  one  city  in  Ontario,  the  city  of  Toronto,  where  the 
assessment  roll  is  prepared  at  a  different  time  of  the  year 
from  the  usual  time  in  the  other  parts  of  the  Province. 
In  the  towns  and  rural  municipalities,  and  in  fact  every¬ 
where  outside  of  Toronto,  the  assessor  is  usually  appointed 
at  the  first  or  the  February  meeting  of  the  council  in  each 
year,  and  he  goes  to  work  immediately  afterwards,  finishing 
his  work  in  the  first  three  months  of  the  year,  and  in  the 
vast  majority  of  instances  the  assessment  is  completed  and 
the  voters’  list  is  published  by  the  15th  of  July.  The  fully 
revised  assessment  roll  could  thus  be  put  in  the  hands  of 
the  revising  officer  by  the  1st  of  October  under  ordinary 
circumstances,  and  in  no  instance  need  it  be  delayed  so  long 
as  the  1st  of  November.  Now,  assuming  that  he  delays 
dealing  with  the  roll  until  the  beginning  of  the  next  year, 
an  election  might  take  place  in  the  latter  part  of  Decem¬ 
ber,  and  the  result  would  be  that  they  would  have  to  take  a 
roll  two  years  old.  I  trust  the  First  Minister  will  give  his 
attention  to  this  feature  of  the  Bill. 

The  Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

Mr.  VAIL.  If  the  right  hon.  First  Minister  could  see  his 
way  to  accept  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Peel 
(Mr.  Fleming)  I  think  it  would  simplify  the  matter  very 
much.  It  would  cover  nearly  all  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
proposes  to  cover  by  these  $2,  $6,  $12  and  $20  rentals,  and 
enable  the  reviser  to  go  to  the  assessment  roll  for  the  names 
of  the  tenants  or  occupants.  Otherwise  it  would  be  very 
difficult  indeed  for  the  reviser  to  know  where  to  look  for 
these  men ;  he  would  have  to  go  to  one  half  of  the  houses 
in  the  city  to  learn  who  were  entitled  to  vote,  while  if  the 
amendment  were  adopted  he  could  learn  from  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll  who  the  occupants  were,  and  in  that  way  he  could 
make  up  his  list  very  easily.  I  hope  the  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  see  his  way  clear  to  accept  this  amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  the  discussion  of  the 
fourth  paragraph,  I  heard  that  and  several  other  arguments 
which  struck  me  to  some  extent ;  therefore  I  asked  the 
committee  to  allow  the  fourth  paragraph  to  Btand  over,  and 
stated  that  I  would  give  it  my  best  consideration,  for  I 
really  want  to  get  an  Act  which  will  as  far  as  possible  satisfy 
both  sides  of  the  House.  Then,  when  we  come  to  discuss 
that  paragraph,  the  hon.  gentleman  can  move  his  amend¬ 
ment.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  know  that  I  cannot  con¬ 
sent  to  any  alterations  without  due  consideration,  for  they 
have  to  be  fully  considered  by  the  responsible  advisers  of 
the  Crown.  In  the  meantime,  if  we  confine  ourselves  to 
the  simple  question  of  occupancy,  I  think  we  can  get 
through  without  much  trouble,  because  this  paragraph  is 
merely  an  expansion  of  the  third  paragraph,  and  the  whole 
question  the  hon.  gentleman  refers  to  will  be  left  open,  and 
can  be  discussed  in  a  day  or  two  when  we  come  to  the 
paragraph  it  relates  to. 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had  stated  before 
what  he  now  states,  I  do  not  think  my  hon.  friend  would 
have  moved  this  amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  forgotten  some¬ 
what  what  he  said.  Ho  said  to  take  the  value  of  the  pro¬ 
perty  as  a  basis  of  the  tenancy  qualification  would  be  to 
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restrict  the  franchise,  and  he  could  not  consent  to  that.  If 
he  says  he  does  not  intend  to  adhere  to  that,  and  admits  that 
there  is  force  in  the  view  taken  on  this  side,  that  would  be 
a  great  reason  for  my  hon.  friend  not  pressing  the  motion, 
although  I  think  it  would  have  been  better  to  deal  with  the 
question  in  the  way  my  hon.  friend  proposes  in  this  para¬ 
graph,  and  strike  out  the  fourth  paragraph  altogether. 
Everything  of  course  depends  on  whether  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  disposed  to  consider  seriously  the  proposition  made 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  We  think  that  if  you  make  it 
impossible  to  take  the  valuation  as  primd  facie  evidence  of 
qualification,  so  as  to  get  the  name  of  the  tenant  on  the 
voters’  list,  you  enormously  increase  the  cost  to  every 
candidate  of  seeing  that  the  list  is  properly  revised ; 
for,  however  honest  the  revising  officer  might  be, 
he  would  have  no  means  of  knowing  whether  a 
tenant  should  go  on  the  list  without  enquiry  or  evidence. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  must  say  I  am  not  at 
all  converted  to  the  idea  of  making  the  vote  of  a  tenant 
depend  on  the  value  of  the  property  to  the  landlord.  But 
there  were  some  statements  made  about  the  difficulty  of 
ascertaining  who  the  tenants  are,  the  amount  of  their  rental 
not  appearing  on  the  assessment  roll,  and  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  suggested  that  there  might  be  room  for  fraud. 
It  was  in  view  of  those  two  points  principally  that  I  asked 
the  postponement  of  the  paragraph  for  consideration. 

Amendment  to  amendment  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex) 
negatived. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Fleming)  negatived. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  move 

That  sub-section  five  be  struck  out  and  the  following  substituted 
therefor : — Every  male  person  entered  as  an  occupant  on  the  last 
revised  assessment  roll  of  the  city  or  town  in  which  he  tenders  his  vote, 
who  is  residing  at  the  time  he  tenders  his  vote  in  the  said  city  or  town, 
and  is  rated  on  the  last  revised  assessment  roll  of  such  city  or  town  at 
not  less  than  $200,  and  who  has  resided  there  continuously  for  at  least 
12  months  next  preceding  the  election  at  which  he  votes. 

This  does  away  with  the  non-resident  vote.  It  is,  perhaps, 
the  greatest  bane  to  purity  that  can  possibly  exist  with 
regard  to  an  election.  It  is  well  known  that,  under  this 
clause,  the  door  will  be  opened  to  a  great  amount  of  wrong¬ 
doing  in  connection  with  elections.  Any  person  who 
desires  it,  can  be  rated  as  an  occupant  without  being  a 
resident ;  a  person  in  the  occupation  of  property  may  exist 
miles  away  from  the  property.  I  understand  the  law  is 
clear  on  that  point ;  I  understand  such  is  the  case,  and  it 
is  in  order  to  do  away  with  that  I  propose  this  amendment. 
If  the  right  hon.  gentleman  would  consent  to  make  resi¬ 
dence  a  condition  under  this  clause,  I  would  not  move  this 
amendment,  but,  as  the  clause  stands,  a  person  may  have 
himself  rated  as  an  occupant  in  very  many  districts,  and 
hence  create  what  are  termed  faggot  votes.  The  interpre¬ 
tation  clause  does  not  state  definitely  that  an  elector 
should  reside  in  the  electoral  district  where  he  should 
vote,  and  I  hold  that  this  clauses  should  be  made  so  clear 
that  there  can  be  no  possibility  of  any  misunderstanding 
arising  under  it  from  a  want  of  clearness  in  the  interpre¬ 
tation  clause.  In  the  Ontario  Act  the  qualification 
is  $200  in  cities  and  towns,  while  under  this  it  is 
$300.  I  understand  the  First  Minister  has  declared  it 
will  be  reduced  to  $200  in  towns,  but  it  will  remain 
at  $300  in  cities,  so  that  in  the  latter  many  per¬ 
sons  will  be  disfranchised  by  this  Bill  who  have  a 
vote  under  the  Ontario  Act.  It  is  not  desirable  to 
take  the  franchise  from  those  who  already  possess  it  under 
the  provincial  law,  more  especially  as  the  First  Minister 
has  said  his  intention  is  to  extend  rather  than  to  restrict 
the  franchise.  I  hope  this  amendment  will  be  adopted, 
becauso  if  not,  the  door  will  be  opened  by  which  an  honest 
expression  of  the  will  of  the  people  at  the  polls  may  be 
prevented. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr,  Mills, 
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On  sub-section  6, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose  that  this  sub¬ 
section  shall  read  as  follows  : 

“  Is  a  resident  within  such  city  of  or  town  or  part  of  a  city  or  town, 
and  derives  an  income  from  his  earnings  or  from  some  trade,  calling, 
office  or  profession,  or  from  some  investment  in  Canada — striking  out 
the  words  ‘  or  charge  on  real  property  ’ — of  no  less  than  $300  annually, 
and  has  so  derived  such  income,  and  has  been  suoh  resident  for  one 
year  next  before  the  first  day  of  January,  in  the  year  of  Our  Lord  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-six,  or  any  subsequent  year.” 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  would  make  it  $250, 
it  would  be  the  same  as  the  Ontario  provision. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
gentleman  there  is  a  good  deal  of  difference  of  opinion 
about  coming  down  to  even  $300  among  my  friends. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  I  think  that  under  the  provision 
that  the  investment  should  be  in  Canada,  there  will  be 
some  difficulty  on  the  part  of  the  revising  officer  in  ascer¬ 
taining,  should  any  protest  be  made  with  regard  to  an 
investment,  whether  it  is  genuine  or  not.  If  it  were  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  investment  should  be  in  the  city  or  town 
where  a  man  claims  to  vote,  there  would  be  no  difficulty. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  diffi¬ 
culty  under  this  clause.  It  is  quite  clear  we  are  in  favor  of 
extending  the  franchise,  and  even  if  a  man  had  no  invest¬ 
ment  at  all,  provided  he  is  a  resident  in  the  city  or  town,  I 
should  be  in  favor  of  giving  him  a  vote ;  but  if  it  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  provide  against  any  difficulty,  we  could  apply  a 
test  by  providing  that  he  should  be  assessed  on  the  pro¬ 
perty.  A  man  will  hardly  allow  himself  to  be  assessed  for 
the  purpose  of  being  allowed  to  vote  as  possessing  an 
income,  if  he  really  did  not  enjoy  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  can  be  easily  proved 
that  a  man  has  an  investment  in  stock,  say  in  the  Bank  of 
Montreal  or  Bank  of  Toronto. 

On  sub-section  7, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  going  to  move  a 
clause  in  substitution  of  this  sub-section.  I  propose  to 
divide  the  sub-section  into  two  parts  so  as  to  make  it  clear. 
The  first  part  will  read  :  “  If  his  father  is  alive,”  etc.,  and 
the  second  :  “  If  his  father  is  dead,”  giving  in  the  first 
place  the  right  in  connection  with  the  father,  and  in  the 
second  in  regard  to  the  mother,  after  the  father’s  death,  in 
the  same  manner.  I  also  propose  to  amend  the  proviso  by 
substituting  six  months  for  four  months’  absence  as  dis¬ 
qualifying  the  son  from  the  power  to  exercise  the  vote. 

Mr.  TAIL.  Suppose  the  eldest  son  is  away  from  home, 
would  this  Bill  give  the  next  eldest  the  vote  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  mean  supposing  there  is  only  enough 
property  to  qualify  two  persons.  I  do  not  think  it  does. 
It  applies  only  to  the  elder  son,  and,  if  he  had  left  the 
Dominion  altogether,  the  next  son  would  not  have  the 
vote. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  If  the  elder  son  has 
undertaken  the  duties  of  housekeeping  on  his  own  account, 
I  question  very  much  whether  the  second  son  would  have 
the  right  to  vote,  presuming  there  was  only  one  other  vote 
on  the  property  than  the  father’s.  This  clause  seems  to 
restrict  it  to  the  elder  son.  Perhaps  the  construction  put 
on  it  by  some  revising  officers  might  widen  it,  but  the 
clause  would  be  open  to  the  more  limited  construction, 
which  I  do  not  think  the  First  Minister  intends  or  is  advis¬ 
able  to  adopt. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  necessity  for  an  alteration.  It  says :  “  The  eldest  son, 
or  such  of  the  elder  sons.” 
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Mr.  YAIL.  That  is  supposing  the  property  could  qualify 
more  than  one  son. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  eldest  son  is  away 
he  cannot  vote.  When  the  farmers’  sons  franchise  was 
first  introduced  it  was  upon  the  principle  that  it  is  generally 
supposed  that  the  son  of  the  farmer  will  be  his  heir  and 
that  he  remains  with  his  father  and  works  on  the  farm 
without  pay,  because  he  works  for  his  inheritance  while  the 
other  sons  are  scattered.  Afterwards  it  went  further  and, 
I  suppose  under  the  law  of  an  equal  division  of  property,  it 
was  considered  that,  if  the  property  was  able  to  bear  it,  each 
of  the  sons  would  inherit  his  share  of  that  estate  and  that, 
therefore,  if  it  was  large  enough  to  justify  it,  they  should 
each  have  a  vote,  if  resident  on  the  farm  with  the  father. 
Of  course,  if  they  go  off  the  farm,  they  are  like  other  per¬ 
sons,  and  must  get  their  votes  as  occupants  or  tenants  or 
upon  their  income  or  earnings,  as  the  case  may  be.  I  think 
the  clause  is  right  enough. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  point  is  whether,  if  the  elder  son  is 
away  from  home,  the  next  eldest  would  have  a  right  to  vote 
on  the  property. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  think  it  is  clear. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  says  :  “  The  oldest  or 
such  of  the  elder  sons.” 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  where  the  property  is  sufficient  to 
qualify  more  than  the  eldest  son,  but,  if  it  is  not  more  than 
sufficient  to  give  one  a  vote,  and  the  eldest  is  away,  can 
another  be  given  the  right  ? 

Mr.  EDGAR.  What  is  the  use  of  using  the  words  “  elder 
sons  ?  ” 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  may  be  five  sons, 
and  the  proporty  may  be  only  enough  to  qualify  two.  It 
implies  priority.  I  think  a  couple  of  words  will  meet  the 
whole  case  ;  if  we  have  the  same  language  as  in  this  Bill  in 
line  20  “  shall  belong  only  to  the  father  or  to  the  mother, 
and  such  of  the  eldest  sons  being  resident  thereon  ”  strik¬ 
ing  out  the  word  “  mother.”  Put  it  this  way  :  “  And  such 
of  the  eldest  sons  being  so  resident  as  aforesaid,” 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  would  ask  the  Right  hon.  gentleman  to 
consider  the  claims  of  the  sons-in-law  and  the  grandsons. 
I  suppose  that  under  the  word  “  son,”  in  the  3rd  line  of  this 
clause,  step  son  is  included. 

Sir  JOHN.  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Would  it  not  be  well  to  extend  the  provi¬ 
sion  to  sons-in-law  and  grandsons  ?  The  Right  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  admitted  that  he  is  willing  to  take  what  is  good 
out  of  the  Ontario  Law,  and  it  is  from  that  I  get  this  sugges¬ 
tion.  The  illustration  which  the  First  Minister  used  a  little 
while  ago  why  farmers’  sons  were  first  given  that  franchise, 
seemed  to  me  a  very  good  one,  namely,  that  the  son  was 
working  with  the  father  and  earning  the  inheritance.  Now 
I  think  the  first  instance  that  occurs  to  me  of  an  inheritance 
being  worked  for  and  earned,  was  by  a  future  son-in-law. 
When  Jacob  worked  for  Laban  he  worked  as  a  future  son- 
in-law.  I  think  that  is  a  very  good  reason  why  we  should 
include  sons-in-law. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  He  will  work  for  a 
mother-in-law  next.  When  we  [were  settling  the  inter¬ 
pretation  clause  I  asked  that  the  definition  should  stand 
over  until  we  considered  the  question  about  the  step¬ 
son  and  grandson.  The  hon.  gentleman  can  bring  up  that 
subject  when  we  go  back  to  the  interpretation  clause. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  understood  that  it  was  farmers’  sons  that 
stood  over. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  My  hon.  friend  says  he 
wants  me  to  go  a  step  farther. 
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Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Put  him  out. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  wish  to  move  an  amendment  to 
this  clause,  namely :  “  that  the  words  “  grandson,  step-son 
or  sons-in-law  ”  be  inserted  after  the  word  “  son  ”  in  the  first 
line  of  the  7th  clause.  I  understand  from  the  Premier  and 
other  hon .  gentlemen  opposite,  that  the  intention  of  the 
present  Act  is  not  to  restrict  the  franchise  as  it  is  at  pre¬ 
sent  enjoyed,  but  rather  to  widen  it.  So  far  as  all  the 
Provinces  are  concerned,  it  will  give  the  franchise  to  some 
who  would  not  otherwise  bo  entitled  to  it,  and  as  regards 
the  Province  of  Ontario,  I  simply  take  the  words  of  the 
Provincial  Act.  I  think  we  should  not  deprive  of  the 
franchise  any  parties  who  now  enjoy  it  under  any  of  the 
provincial  laws  now  in  force,  or  that  may  hereafter  come 
into  force.  This  amendment  will  also  prevent  confusion  in 
making  up  the  voters’  list,  and  with  this  view  I  move  the 
amendment. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  I  beg  to  move  an  amendment  relating 
exclusively  to  the  city  of  St.  John.  That  city  has  a  fran¬ 
chise  which  gives  a  vote  to  every  freeman  having  been 
assessed  for  one  year  in  the  sum  of  $100.  The  Act  reads 
thus :  “  And  the  name  of  every  freeman  of  the  city  therein 
assessed  in  the  sum  of  $100,  shall  be  added  to  and  inserted 
in  the  list.”  The  franchise  in  the  city  of  St.  John  has  been 
such,  I  think,  ever  since  it  had  a  charter.  It  is  a  peculiar 
ono,  but  one  which  the  people  are  very  anxious  to  retain.  I 
beg  to  move  the  amendment  which  I  placed  in  your  hands, 
to  preserve  this  franchise  to  the  freemen  of  the  city  of  Sfc. 
John. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  How  many  freemen  are 
there  ? 

Mr.  BURPEE,  One  hundred  and  fifty. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  constitutes  them  freemen  ? 

Mr.  BURPEE.  I  prosume  they  have  a  license.  The  hon. 
gentleman,  who  lives  in  St.  John  most  of  the  time,  ought  to 
know. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  beg  your  pardon  ;  I  do  not  live  in  tho 
city  of  St.  John. 

Mr,  BURPEE.  They  take  out  a  license,  I  think,  from 
the  corporation,  which  constitutes  them  freemen  in  case  they 
are  assessed  for  $100  for  the  year  previous. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  any  one  who 
applies  for  and  pays  the  license  fee,  becomes  thereby  a 
freeman  of  the  city  ?  Or  is  it  a  distinction  of  honor  con¬ 
ferred  by  the  city  itself?  If  so,  upon  what  class  of  persons 
is  it  conferred,  and  would  not  these  persons  have  the  suf¬ 
frage  on  one  of  the  other  bases  of  the  franchise  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  think  we  are  called  upon  to  con¬ 
sider  whether  these  gentlemen  may  or  may  not  have  the 
franchise  upon  some  other  grounds.  We  have  the  fact 
before  us  that  a  certain  number  of  gentlemen,  known  as 
freemen  of  the  city  cf  St.  John,  are  entitled  to  vote  as 
freemen  under  the  law,  and  have  been  ever  since  the  city 
received  a  royal  charter.  One  of  the  hon.  members  from 
the  city  of  St.  John  informed  me  before  leaving,  that  the 
terms  on  which  those  persons  were  made  freemen  were 
that  they  were  to  do  business  in  the  city  and  pay  taxes  on 
$100,  and  pay  £6  6s  into  the  city  corporation  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  privilege  of  a  freeman ;  or  if  they  were  sons  of 
freemen,  they  were  to  do  business  in  the  city  and  pay  £1 
0s.  6d.  There  are  about  150  freemen.  Those  parties  will 
be  disfranchised  unless  provision  is  made  for  the  continuance 
of  this  provision  of  the  charter  of  tho  city. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  we  can 
accept  the  amendment.  No  doubt  most  of  those  persons 
if  they  pay  an  annual  sum  of  £6  6s.  will  be  holders  of  pro- 
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perty,  or  at  all  events  will  come  under  the  income  franchise. 
Again,  if  they  pay  $20  rent  per  year  they  will  have  a  voto. 
Besides  if  we  look  back  at  English  history  we  shall  find 
that  this  class  of  votes  was  looked  upon  with  great  disfavor. 
The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  knows  that  the  freemen 
were  swept  away  by  the  Reform  Bills  as  being  one  of  the 
nuisances  there,  they  being  known  under  the  name  of  pot- 
walloppers. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  I  am  sorry  if  the  First  Minister  cannot 
accept  this  amendment.  The  freemen  have  enjoyed  the 
privilege  for  a  long  time ;  some  of  them  may  be  enfran¬ 
chised  in  other  ways,  but  a  great  many  will  not  be.  The 
sum  of  $20  paid  for  the  privilege  of  being  a  freeman  is  only 
paid  once,  not  annually. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  stated  that 
they  would  all  be  disfranchised  if  the  present  freeman’s 
qualification  was  not  retained.  Is  the  hon.  member  sure 
about  that? 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  stated  precisely  what  the  hon.  gentleman 
knows ;  that  they  will  be  disfranchised  as  freemen. 
Whether  they  will  be  qualified  in  any  other  way,  I  do  not 
know.  If  so,  it  will  be  a  mere  accident. 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  section  4, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  only  alteration  I 
propose  is  the  substitution  of  1st  January,  1886,  instead  of 
1st  November,  1886. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  have  already  pointed 
out  that  the  assessment  in  towns  and  townships  and  vill¬ 
ages  in  Ontario  is  made  between  1st  February  and  15th 
May  in  every  year.  Under  exceptional  circumstances 
towns  and  cities  can  adopt  a  different  period  of  the  year,  all 
counties  can  by  a  special  enactment  postpone  the  assess¬ 
ment  to  15th  July.  The  assessment  roll  has  been  made  the 
basis  of  the  voters’  lists  under  this  Bill*  If  so,  the  assess¬ 
ment  made  in  February  of  one  year  cannot  be  acted  on  by 
the  revising  officers  until  after  1st  January  in  the  following 
year.  That  leaves  a  long  interval,  while  as  a  fact,  the 
voters’  list  is  now  prepared  or  generally  distributed  by  1  st 
July  or  at  the  very  latest  by  1st  August  and  revised  by  1st 
September  or  15th  September  at  the  very  latest. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  wrong. 
Persons  have  a  right  to  appeal  until  1st  of  August.  After 
that  the  clerk  has  to  make  up  the  voters’  list  and  it  is 
published  during  one  month.  It  is  utterly  impossible  to 
have  all  the  appeals  in  by  1st  August. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  Most  of  the  hon.  members 
for  Ontario  will  recollect  the  time  at  which  they  receive 
the  voters’  lists  from  the  different  municipal  clerks.  They 
generally  reach  us  about  1st  July,  and  by  1st  August  in  the 
majority  of  instances.  The  voters’  list  is  printed,  and  upon 
it,  appeals  are  made.  It  is  true  it  is  not  the  final  list  at 
the  time  it  comes  into  the  possession  of  those  who  are 
entitled  to  copies. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  the  Minister  in  charge  will  see 
that  this  is  an  extremely  inconvenient  time  for  making  up 
the  lists.  How  many  days  does  the  hon.  gentleman  pro¬ 
pose  to  give  for  the  examination  of  the  list  ?  If  he  allows 
thirty  days  from  the  time  the  list  is  received  it  means  that 
the  time  for  examining  into  it  and  making  changes  would 
be  just  the  time  when  Parliament  would  be  in  session,  and 
how  would  the  hon.  gentleman  himself,  while  attending  to 
his  duties  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  look  after  the 
revision  of  the  lists  in  his  own  constituency  ?  Every 
member  in  the  rural  constituencies  in  a  large  degree  will 
have  to  look  after  that  work  in  his  own  constituency.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  would  say  the  1st  of  August  or  the  1st 
of  September  it  would  be  a  much  more  convenient  season. 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MAQDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  and 
I  could  pair  off. 

Mr.  MILLS.  But  we  do  not  happen  to  represent  the  same 
constituency. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  has  forgot¬ 
ten  the  dates.  According  to  the  Act,  every  assessor  must 
deliver  over  the  roll  before  the  1st  of  May,  the  duties  of 
the  court  of  revision  must  be  completed  by  the  1st  of 
July,  and  the  final  revision  by  the  judge  must  be  deter¬ 
mined  before  the  1st  of  August, 

Mr.  RYKERT.  That  is  just  what  I  said. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  therefore  see 
that  in  Ontario,  at  least,  the  list  will  be  ready  for  the 
revising  officer  soon  after  the  1st  of  August.  I  think  the 
First  Minister  will  see  that  it  is  postponing  it  unnecessarily 
to  make  the  date  the  1st  of  January. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (York).  That  portion  of  the  Ontario  Act 
is  objectionable,  because  it  compels  the  revision  of  those 
lists  just  at  a  season  of  the  year  when  farmers  are  unable  to 
pay  any  attention  to  it,  that  is  during  July  and  August.  I 
think  it  is  much  better  that  the  work  should  be  done  in  the 
winter,  when  the  people  have  more  time. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  But  we  cannot  alter  the  Ontario  law,  and 
the  revising  officer  bases  his  calculations  on  the  assessment 
roll,  which  is  completely  finished  by  the  1st  of  August. 
That  may  be  a  good  or  a  bad  time,  but  it  is  the  time  by  law, 
and  the  only  question  we  have  to  consider  is  whether  wo 
shall  wait  five  months  before  the  work  shall  be  gone  on  with 
by  our  own  officer. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  astray  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  his  law  on  this  subject.  It  is  true  the  list  must  be 
returned  finally  revised  by  the  1st  of  August,  but  after 
that  time  the  voters’  list  has  to  be  completed.  It  is  pro¬ 
vided  that  immediately  after  the  final  revision  of  the  roll 
the  clerk  shall  proceed  to  make  copies  of  the  voters’  lists 
and  publish  them  for  thirty  days.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  the  court  of  revision  is  generally  held  in  the 
months  of  September  or  October — seldom  before  that  time, 
so  that  by  taking  the  1st  of  January  there  is  a  certainty  of 
having  the  voters’  list  finally  revised  by  tho  county  judge. 
Then,  in  cities  the  roll  is  not  revised  before  tho  end  of 
September,  so  that  there  will  only  be  a  month  or  so  between 
tho  two  lists,  and  tho  revising  officer  will  have  a  complete 
list  for  the  whole  electoral  district,  instead  of  going  on  and 
taking  the  townships  and  villages  at  one  time  and  tho 
cities  at  another.  It  would  be  utterly  impossible  for  him  to 
get  a  finally  completed  list  before  the  1st  of  Cctobor. 

Mr.  VAIL.  So  far  as  my  own  Province  is  concerned,  I 
think  the  right  hon.  gentleman  could  not  have  chosen  a 
more  inconvenient  time  than  January.  If  he  had  taken 
November  then  we  could  take  the  lists  of  the  previous  year. 
I  do  not  know  how  the  matter  stands  in  Ontario,  but  there 
are  other  Provinces  to  be  considered.  By  our  law  the 
assessors  are  not  bound  to  supply  a  copy  of  the  list  until  the 
20th  of  January.  The  revision  takes  place  in  March,  and 
the  court  is  held  in  April.  If  the  leader  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  consent  to  make  his  time  the  1st  of  March  or  the 
1st  of  May  it  would  be  much  better  for  the  lower  Provin¬ 
ces.  It  would  be  impossible  to  revise  the  lists  at  this  time, 
unless  they  took  the  lists  of  the  previous  year. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Nobody  can  tell  when  a 
general  or  particular  election  will  take  place,  and  I  think 
tho  time  is  a  matter  of  no  consequence.  In  1878  the  elec¬ 
tion  was  in  September;  in  1882  it  was  in  June;  and  it  is 
a  mere  chance  when  it  may  take  place.  No  matter  what 
month  the  election  may  fall  upon,  it  may  give  a  long  time 
or  a  short  time,  but  after  full  consideration,  and  after  dis¬ 
cussing  tho  matter  with  men  who  havo  had  a  good  deal  of 
experience,  I  thought  it  would  be  fair  all  round  to  make  it 
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the  1st  of  January,  and  it  is  convenient,  for  the  sake  of 
symmetry,  that  the  same  date  should  apply  both  for  cities 
and  towns. 

Mr.  YA1L.  The  revising  officer  cannot  make  it  by  the 
1st  of  January,  for  he  cannot  get  the  roll  by  that  time. 

Mr.  MILLS.  This  shows  the  difficulty  of  fixing  a  uniform 
time.  There  is  the  difference  of  climate  and  the  difference 
of  local  circumstances ;  and  what  is  suitable  for  one  Pro¬ 
vince  is  not  suitable  for  another.  My  hon.  friend  tells  me 
that  the  1st  March  is  as  early  a  period  as  will  suit  the 
Province  of  Quebec.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln 
seems  to  confound  the  voters’  list  and  the  assessment  roll. 
The  local  voters’  list  is  a  matter  of  no  consequence  to  us  ; 
we  are  not  following  it ;  we  are  not  adopting  the  same 
qualification.  What  is  of  consequence  to  us  is  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll,  from  which  the  qualification  of  voters  is  to  be 
ascertained.  As  soon  as  the  assessment  is  carefully  revised, 
we  are  prepared,  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  to  make  up  the 
voters’  list.  It  would  be  easy  to  ascertain  what  would  be 
the  most  convenient  time  in  each  Province,  and  to  provide 
that  the  voters’  list  should  be  made  up  in  the  different 
Provinces  at  such  times  as  would  be  most  suitable.  I  do 
not  see  any  object  in  adopting  any  particular  time  for  all 
the  Provinces  when  that  time  is  not  convenient.  It  is  not 
desirable  to  make  up  the  list  on  an  assessment  roll  eight  or 
ten  months  old.  My  observation —and  I  dare  say  that 
of  every  other  hon.  gentleman  from  Ontario  coincides 
with  it — is  that  when  you  compare  the  voters’ 
list  of  one  year  with  that  of  another  year,  you  find  a  very 
large  percentage  of  names  on  one  list  which  are  not  on  the 
other,  owing  to  the  migrations  of  our  people.  Some  go  to 
Manitoba  and  some  to  the  western  States,  and  if  the  assess¬ 
ment  roil  is  not  used  until  it  is  eight  or  ten  months  old,  a 
considerable  number  will  be  left  off  the  voters’  list.  I  there¬ 
fore  think  it  is  desirable  that  the  list  should  be  made  up  as 
soon  as  possible  after  the  assessment  roll  is  completed. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  The  assessment  roll  is  not  conclusive’ 
There  are  many  names  on  the  voters’  list  that  are  not  on 
the  assessment  roll.  The  only  persons  whose  names  must 
be  put  on  the  voters’  list,  because  they  are  on  the  assessment 
roll,  are  income  voters. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  voters’  list  which  has  been  prepared 
under  the  local  law  is  not  a  matter  of  the  slightest  conse¬ 
quence  under  this  Bill.  Under  the  local  law  the  qualifica¬ 
tion  is  8200 ;  and  how  is  a  judge  or  revising  officer  to  know 
whether  the  party  there  named  is  on  the  assessment  roll 
for  8200  or  $500  ?  He  cannot  tell ;  and  therefore  the  voters’ 
list  is  no  guide  to  him ;  but  the  assessment  roll  is,  because 
he  sees  there  the  value  of  the  property  put  there  by  the 
assessor,  and  he  transfers  the  name  of  every  person  assessed 
for  the  amount  required  from  the  assessment  roll  to  the 
voters’  list.  He  cannot  transfer  a  single  name  from  the 
voters’  list  of  the  Province  to  the  list  under  this  Bill, 
because  you  have  adopted  a  different  qualification. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  There  is  another  point  to  which  I  would 
like  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  committee.  The  hon. 
gentleman  for  Lincoln  has  spoken  of  the  voters’  list  being 
made  up  after  the  closing  of  the  assessment  roll  on  the  1st 
of  August;  but  if  the  object  of  the  Erst  Minister,  in  fixing 
the  1st  of  January,  is  to  give  the  revising  officer  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  refer,  after  that  date,  to  the  lists  in  cities  and 
towns,  he  has  not  fixed  the  right  date ;  because,  by  the 
assessment  Act,  it  is  provided  that  cities  and  towns  sepa¬ 
rated  from  the  county  may  pass  by-laws  regulating  the 
different  periods  of  their  assessment ;  that  the  assessment 
must  be  taken  between  the  1st  of  July  and  the  30th  of 
Septembeber;  that  the  roll  must  be  returned  to  the  clerk 
on  or  before  the  1st  of  October,  that  the  time  of  the  closing 
of  the  court  of  revision  shall  be  the  15th  of  November,  and 
that  the  final  return  to  the  county  juge  shall  be  on  or 


before  the  31st  of  December;  so  that  there  is  no  time 
given  for  making  up  the  voters’  list  at  all. 

Mr.  AUGER.  There  is  another  reason  why  November 
should  be  chosen  instead  of  January.  Those  who  will  be 
most  interested  in  watching  the  making  up  of  the  lists  will 
bo  the  representatives  of  the  people,  and  if  the  list  is  to  bo 
made  up  in  January,  tho  members  of  Parliament  will  not 
be  there  to  look  after  it.  While,  if  November  was  chosen, 
the  list  might  be  made  between  that  time  and  the  time 
Parliament  meets. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  hon,  First  Minister  might  say  why  it 
is  that  in  section  13  it  is  provided  that  the  revising  officer 
will  not  publish  his  list  until  the  1st  of  January,  1887, 
which  is  a  year  after  the  date  at  which  the  qualification  is 
to  exist.  It  is  very  difficult  to  see  why  a  whole  year  is 
allowed  to  elapse. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  The  month  of  November  is  the  time 
selected  for  making  up  our  local  lists  in  New  Brunswick, 
and  it  is  considered  the  most  convenient  time  for  that 
Province. 

On  sub-section  2’,  section  4, 

Mr.  EDGAR  moved  in  amendment: 

That  after  the  word  “  naturalisation  ”  the  following  words  be  added  : 
And,  if  an  Indian  or  person,  with  part  Indian  blood,  has  been  duly 
enfranchised,  and  has  had  the  same  civil  capacity  conferred  upon  him 
as  other  persons  who  are  entitled  to  vote  under  this  Act. 

He  said :  My  object  in  moving  this  amendment  is  one  of 
which  the  House  has  heard  something  before.  It  embraces 
a  protest  on  the  part  of  those  who  support  it  against  giving 
a  vote  to  unenfranchised  Indians  who  are  still  under  the 
wardship  and  tutelage  of  the  Crown.  Whatever  other 
capacities  other  voters  have,  it  is  proposed  by  this  amend¬ 
ment  the  Indians  shall  also  have,  before  being  entitled  to 
exercise  the  franchise. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  promised  to  make  some 
exceptions  with  respect  to  the  Indians  in  some  of  the 
Provinces,  and  I  think  the  proper  place  to  discuss  this 
subject  is  on  the  clause  which  declares  who  shall  not  have  a 
vote.  This  clause  declares  generally  that  persons  duly 
qualified  as  British  subjects  shall  have  a  vote,  and  then 
come  the  exceptions. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  1  was  led  to  propose  this  amendment  from 
the  way  the  right  hon.  gentleman  has  framed  the  Bill.  In 
the  interpretation  of  the  word  “  person,”  in  the  beginning 
of  the  Bill,  he  has  considered  it  necessary  to  declare  that 
it  shall  include  the  Indian.  Following  that,  it  seems  to  me 
that  when  we  come  to  this  clause,  stating  the  kind  of 
persons  who,  in  counties  and  towns,  shall  have  a  vote,  it  is 
the  pi’oper  place  to  lay  down  the  rule  I  propose  as  regards 
the  Indians.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  was  right  in  intro¬ 
ducing  the  interpretation  clause  at  an  early  stage  of  the 
Bill,  so  as  to  show  its  scope,  in  order  that  nobody  would  be 
surprised.  The  Indian  is  one  of  the  large  classes  that  are 
to  be  affected  by  the  interpretation  of  the  word  “  person.” 
You  cannot  place  the  Indian  in  the  clause  of  exceptions, 
dealing  with  returning  officers  and  others  exempted  from 
the  right  to  vote,  but  must  deal  with  him  under  the  general 
clause. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  because  the  Indian  comes  under  the  interpretation 
clause  of  the  word  “  person,  ”  this  is  the  proper  place  to 
introduce  his  amendment.  Well,  a  judge  is  a  person,  so  is  a 
returning  officer,  so  is  a  paid  agent,  and  yet  they  are  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  the  next  clause.  The  general  principle  is  that 
all  persons  having  this  qualification  shall  vote ;  then,  in  the 
next  clause,  we  say  that  certain  persons,  who  are  qualified 
by  the  previous  clause,  shall,  for  special  reasons,  be 
excluded, 
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Mr.  EDGAR.  Such  as  Chinamen.  Why  did  not  the 
hon.  gentleman  keep  Chinamen  for  the  next  clause  ?  They 
are  put  in  the  interpretation  clause  along  with  the  Indian. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  will  be  remembered  that 
we  had  a  long  discussion  on  the  Indian  question,  on  the 
interpretation  clauso  of  the  word  “  person  ;  ”  and  the  First 
Minister,  at  the  conclusion  of  that  debate,  which  was  some¬ 
what  lengthy,  stated  that  we  had  taken  the  debate  at  the 
wrong  clause.  He  was  partly  to  blame  for  that,  for  he  lead 
us  into  it,  or,  at  any  rate,  warranted  us  in  entering  into  it 
then,  because  we  settled  the  exclusion  of  the  Chinese  on 
that  very  same  interpretation  paragraph  on  which  we  dis¬ 
cussed  the  Indian.  However,  the  First  Minister  has  stated 
that  it  is  his  intention  to  make  some  alterations.  We  do 
not  know  what  they  will  be  or  in  what  direction.  I  think 
it  would  be  desirable,  before  the  subject  is  fully  gone  into, 
that  we  should  know  what  the  First  Minister  intends  to  do. 
If  he  does  not  care  to  disclose  his  intention  until  he  reaches 
the  clause  which  he  thinks  is  the  proper  one,  I  would  ask 
him  whether  he  will  consent,  should  the  alterations  he  will 
propose  be  not  such  as  will  meet  the  views  of  this  side,  to 
allow  us  to  move  the  amendment  which  my  hon.  friend 
is  proposing. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  You  may  as  well  discuss 
it  now  as  at  any  other  time. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Does  the  hon,  gentleman  propose  to  tell  us 
what  he  is  going  to  do  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will,  when  I  come  to  the 
clause. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  objected  to  defining  the 
Indian  as  he  meant  the  word  “  Indian  ”  to  be  understood  in  the 
Act,  when  we  were  discussing  the  interpretation  clause,  but 
he  discovered  that  that  was  the  right  place  to  exclude  Chi¬ 
namen.  I  understand  that  definitions  are  introduced  in  an 
interpretation  clause  for  the  purpose  of  explaining  and  limit¬ 
ing  the  scope  of  the  technical  words  that  are  used  in  the 
Act  to  which  those  definitions  apply.  The  hon.  gentleman 
said  that  an  Indian  meant  a  person,  and  that  we  were  making 
a  great  ado  because  he  had  inserted  in  the  interpretation 
clause  the  fact  that  an  Indian  is  a  person.  That  is  a  fact  in 
natural  history,  and  it  was  not  of  the  slightest  consequence 
to  introduce  it  in  this  Act,  except  for  the  purpose  of  the  Act. 
It  does  seem  to  me,  and  I  believe  that  will  be  the  opinion  of 
every  draughtsman,  that  the  proper  place  to  have  limited  the 
use  of  the  word  “Indian”  was  in  the  interpretation  clause  itself, 
just  as  the  hon.  gentleman  uses  the  word  “  son”  in  a  techni¬ 
cal  sense,  and  states  what  the  meaning  of  that  word  is  in  the 
interpretation  clause.  He  does  not  propose  to  say  whether 
it  means  step-son,  son-in-law  or  grandson,  as  well  as  the  son 
defined  in  that  particular  clause.  Why  does  he  give  those 
definitions,  if  not  for  the  purpose  of  explaining  the  use  of 
the  word  “  son  ”  in  the  different  clauses  of  the  Bill?  Thus, 
in  the  use  of  the  word  “  Indian  ”  in  the  Bill,  unless  he 
intends  to  enfranchise  every  Indian  in  the  Dominion  who 
has  a  certain  amount  of  property  that  might  be  credited  to 
him,  although  held  from  the  Crown  as  an  occupant,  the 
proper  place  to  have  defined  and  limited  the  use  of  the 
word  was  the  interpretation  clause.  I  am  not  going  to 
argue  that  point  further ;  it  is  so  clear  that  it  requires  no 
further  discussion.  It  is  only  necessary  to  point  out  that  if 
he  intende4  the  word  “  Indian  ”  to  apply  to  enfranchised 
Indians  and  no  others — those  who  have  the  civil  capacity 
to  make  civil  contracts,  who  have  control  over  their  own 
affairs,  and  in  whom  the  possession  of  property  would  be 
the  evidence  of  thrift  and  foresight,  as  it  would  be  in  any 
class  of  the  community — the  interpretation  clause  was  the 
proper  place  to  define  those  limitations.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  objected  to  that ;  he  said  he  would  not  limit  and  define 
the  use  of  the  word  “Indian”  there ;  that  that  was  not  the  pro¬ 
per  place ;  but  he  admitted  it  was  the  proper  place  to 
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exclude  Chinamen.  Now,  when  we  come  to  this  clause, 
and  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Edgar)  proposes  to  limit  the  term 
“  British  subject  by  birth  or  naturalisation  ”  by 
excepting  Indians  on  their  reservations,  and  who  are 
the  wards  of  the  Government,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  again  this  is  not  the  proper  place.  Why 
is  this  not  a  proper  place?  Will  it  not  accomplish  the 
object  which  my  hon.  friend  has  in  view  ?  If  the  hon.  the 
First  Minister  is  prepared  to  meet  the  views  of  those  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  to  meet  the  views  of  the  country,  of  the 
great  majority  of  those  outside  of  Parliament  who  have  put 
him  where  he  is,  and  put  his  supporters  where  they  are,  if 
he  is  prepared  to  make  a  statement  to  that  effect  to  the 
House,  we  on  this  side  will  leave  the  artistic  question  as  to 
the  particular  part  of  the  Bill  in  which  that  declaration  is 
to  be  put  in  to  him.  But  if  he  is  not  prepared  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  country  he  ought  to  be  prepared  to  discuss 
this  question  here  just  as  well  as  at  a  future  stage  of  the 
Bill.  I  had,  to-day,  the  honor  of  presenting  to  the  House  a 
petition  signed  by  113  electors  residing  in  the  3rd  division 
of  the  township  of  Sombra. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  (Leeds).  Seventeen  cents’  worth. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No;  there  is  not  seventeen  cents’  worth, 
nor  is  there  much  sense  in  the  observation,  or  good  taste 
either.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  insult  those  who  petition 
Parliament.  If  there  is  one  right  which  is  more  sacred  than 
another  to  the  free  men  living  under  British  institutions,  it 
is  the  right  of  petitioning,  but  hon.  gentlemen  seem  to  think 
it  is  a  serious  invasion  of  their  rights  that  there  should  be  a 
petition  at  all.  Upon  that  petition  there  were  the  names  of 
113  out  of  less  than  130  electors  in  that  polling  division,  and 
a  majority  of  those  electors  voted  against  me  at  the  last 
election.  More  than  three-fourths  of  all  the  electors,  Tory 
or  Reform,  who  reside  in  that  polling  sub-division,  have 
signed  that  petition. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  No,  no. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  had  better  not  say  no 
unless  he  knows.  He  does  not  know  in  this  case,  and  I  do. 
That  polling  sub-division  lies  on  the  banks  of  the  River  St. 
Clair.  Half  a  mile  across  the  Chenal  Eoaite  is  Walpole 
Island,  where  those  people  reside  whom  the  'non.  gentleman 
proposes  to  enfranchise.  Those  who  best  know  them,  those  who 
support  the  hon.  gentleman  and  who  are  my  political  oppo¬ 
nents,  or  who  have  been  so  up  to  this  time,  have  petitioned 
him  not  to  do  this  violence  to  the  constitution.  I  am  willing 
to  give  the  franchise  to  any  Indian  who  owns  his  own  Ian"*, 
who  is  responsible  for  his  own  debts,  against  whom  a  civil 
process  may  run,  who  is  liable  to  perform  the  same  civil 
duties  as  a  white  man.  Further,  I  am  willing  to  give  to 
every  Indian,  whether  he  is  qualified  or  not,  who  is  ready 
to  take  the  risk  of  that,  the  opportunity  of  making  the 
trial,  and  when  he  does,  and  when  he  has  the  same  qualifi¬ 
cation  as  is  required  of  a  white  man,  I  am  willing  to  accord 
to  him  the  same  rights.  But  the  same  reason  which  would 
prevent  the  House  from  giving  the  franchise  to  a  child  ten 
years  of  age  will  apply  to  an  Indian.  Why  do  you  not  give 
the  franchise  to  every  boy  between  ten  and  twenty-one  years 
of  age  ?  You  will  not  allow  him  to  jeopardise  the  property 
he  may  inherit  ;  you  will  not  allow  him.  to  make  a  contract 
which  will  waste  his  estate ;  you  say  he  has  not  the  necessary 
judgment.  You  give  him  the  opportunity  for  his  judgment  to 
mature;  you  exercise  control  over  him  in  the  interest  of  the 
State,  and  I  admit  that  that  is  a  right  and  proper  control.  But 
you  go  further,  and  say  that  he  is  not  prepared  to  accept 
the  absolute  responsibilities  of  a  free  man,  and  therefore  he 
cannot  have  the  elective  franchise.  You  do  exactly  the  same 
thing  with  the  Indian.  What  does  the  hon.  gentleman  pro¬ 
pose?  Here  are  810  Indians  on  Walpole  Island,  according 
to  the  returns  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  Not  one 
of  them  pays  one  farthing  of  municipal  taxes,  or  can  be 
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called  upon  to  serve  as  a  juryman,  or  can  be  drafted  into 
the  militia,  or  can  be  made  subject  to  a  civil  process,  or  has 
the  liberty  to  make  a  contract  for  himself.  But  the  hon. 
gentleman  says:  I  will  take  the  value  of  Walpole  Island  ;  I 
will  have  my  revising  officer  estimate  how  much  the  island 
is  worth  ;  and,  if  that  island,  divided  amongst  all  those  In¬ 
dians  resident  there,  is  sufficient  to  give  each  one  over 
twenty-one  years  of  ago  a  vote,  he  shall  have  a  vote.  It  is 
rumored  that  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  some  change ; 
that  he  proposes  that  the  Indians  shall  have  separate  hold¬ 
ings.  But  the  Indian  may  have  a  separate  holding  at  any 
time  by  his  will ;  he  can  give  to  any  Indian  that  he  can 
ascertain  will  support  him  a  separate  holding  ;  there  is 
nothing  in  his  way;  and  that  Indian  is  no  more  a  property- 
holder,  upon  any  just  principle,  than  is  the  man  who  resides 
in  a  foreign  country.  In  most  of  the  reservations  they  have 
allocations.  I  believe  that  every  portion  of  the  Moravian 
town  reserve  is  allotted.  Forty  acres  are  allotted  to  each 
family ;  and,  under  this  Bill,  the  hon.  gentleman  would  give 
them  votes.  Yet  he  knows  that,  except  some  two  or  three, 
there  is  not  one  of  them  qualified  to  exercise  the  elec'ive 
franchise.  Apart  from  the  question  of  intelligence,  there 
is  wanting  that  public  spirit  which  is  necessary  to  the 
proper  exercise  of  the  elective  franchise,  which  is  neces¬ 
sary  in  order  that  the  franchise  may  elevate  the  Indian 
instead  of  the  Indian  degrading  the  electoral  system. 
Under  this  provision  the  hon .  gentleman  would  give  to 
these  Indians  200  votes.  I  believe  that  about  one  vote  to 
four  of  the  Indian  population  would  be  a  fair  representa¬ 
tion  of  the  number  that  would  be  entitled  to  vote  under  this 
law  on  the  various  reservations  throughout  Ontario.  It  is 
only  necessary  to  take  up  the  election  returns  for  the  last 
three  parliamentary  elections,  and  to  take  the  number  of 
Indians  in  the  different  electoral  distrits  of  this  country,  to 
see  what  the  effect  of  that  system  would  be.  In  1880  the 
hon.  gentleman  reported  that  ho  had  sent  out  circulars  to 
all  the  Indian  agents  throughout  the  older  Provinces,  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  the  Indians  were  prepared 
for  a  simple  municipal  system.  There  was  a  proposition  to 
establish  municipal  councils,  to  which  Indians  would  bo 
elected,  and  of  which  the  Indian  agent  would  be  chairman. 
They  had  to  deal  with  the  boundary,  fences,  drains,  and  tho 
construction  of  roads  through  the  reservations,  questions  of 
the  simplest  character.  And  what  report  did  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  receive  from  all  his  agents  ?  He  was  informed  that 
the  Indians  were  not  sufficiently  intelligent  to  enable 
them  to  work  out  such  a  system  as  that ;  and  yet 
the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  give  to  them  the  right  to 
exercise  the  franchise,  the  highest  privilege  that 
belongs  to  a  free  people.  I  say  a  more  monstruous 
proposition  was  never  submitted  to  a  Legisla¬ 
ture.  The  proposition  is  so  much  at  variance  with  all  our 
conceptions  of  freedom,  that  I  cannot  for  a  moment  suppose 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  had  simply  the  elevation  of  tho 
Indian  in  view  v\hen  he  made  it.  The  way  to  improve  the 
Indian  population  is  not  to  begin  with  the  most  complex 
features  of  our  political  organisation,  but  to  begin  with  the 
simplest;  not  to  begin  at  the  top,  but  at  the  bottom.  Now, 

I  see  before  me  the  Postmaster  General.  Tho  Postmaster 
General  knows  that  a  more  unpopular  measure  than  this 
Indian  provision,  in  his  section  of  tho  country,  and  in  the 
very  city  which  he  represents,  could  not  be  put  upon  the 
Statute  Book. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  do  not  know  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  discover  it  if  he 
does  not  know  it.  I  have  seen  myself  several  communica¬ 
tions  from  that  city,  from  gentlemen  who  have  hitherto 
supported  him,  and  who  declare  that  this  is  a  monstrous 
proposition,  I  have  seen  communications  from  parties  who 
have  nover  given  a  vote  except  to  a  suppoi'ter  of  tho  First  j 
Minister,  and  who  declare  that  if  this  Bill  becomes  law  | 


neither  he  nor  a  supporter  of  his  will  ever  receive  a  vote 
from  them  again. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  A  good  thing  for  you  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  Well,  Sir,  I  do  not  propose  to  do  evil  thatgood 
may  come.  The  damnation  of  such  parties  is  just  who  hold 
that  view,  and  the  condemnation  of  hon.  gentlemen  would 
be  a  most  righteous  act,  there  is  no  doubt  about  that.  We  do 
not  sook  to  do  wrong  in  order  that  we  may  profit  by  it ;  we 
leave  that  to  the  hon.  gentleman.  Now,  I  would  say  more 
in  regard  to  this  measure  if  there  were  not  Indians  in  my 
own  constituency.  So  far  as  the  constituency  of  Bothwell 
is  concerned,  it  does  not  make  tho  slightest  difference  to  me 
whether  the  hon.  gentleman  enfranchises  or  disenfranchises 
these  Indians.  I  am  opposing  the  proposttion,  not  because 
I  expect  either  to  gain  or  lose  by  it — that,  I  think,  is  a  very 
secondary  consideration.  I  am  not  so  anxious  to  sit  here  that 
I  am  ready  to  support  a  wrong  proposition,  or  to  oppose 
one  right  in  itself,  that  I  may  remain  in  Parliament.  But  I 
say  that  I  am  not  the  least  afraid  of  being  injured  by  the 
proposition  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  submitted  to  us. 
I  am  confident  that  the  number  of  men  who  will  be 
turned  against  the  hon.  gentleman  in  the  constituency, 
on  account  of  this  proposition,  will  exceed  the  num¬ 
ber  of  Indian  voters  ho  expects  to  secure  by  it.  I 
say  that  it  is  a  degradation  of  Parliament  to  undertake  to 
introduce  into  this  Assembly  representatives  of  men  who 
place  no  value  upon  the  electoral  franchise,  who  know 
nothing  about  our  free  institutions,  nothing  about  its  history, 
nothing  about  the  struggles  or  difficulties  by  which  its 
freedom  has  been  obtained  ;  and  it  is  because  the  hon.  gent¬ 
leman  has  proposed  to  inflict  a  serious  injury  upon  tho 
country  in  this  particular  that  I  have  entorod  my  protest 
against  this  Bill.  It  is  because  this  Bill  possesses  so  many 
mischievous  features  that  I  have  opposed  it  so  long. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  That  is  not  the  Indian  question. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  discussing  tho  principles  of  the  Indian 
question,  and  I  cannot  for  one  moment  admit  that  you,  Sir, 
or  anyone  else,  can  undertake  to  carve  out  for  mo  my  lino 
of  argument  upon  this  question.  Tho  proposition  before  us 
is  so  vicious  in  its  principles,  so  degrading  to  froo  institu¬ 
tions,  so  well  calculated  to  destroy  representative  Govern¬ 
ment,  that  I  feel  myself  called  upon  to  state  the  conse¬ 
quences  which  are  likely  to  flow  from  its  adoption.  I  have 
stated  the  reasons  why  I  do  so,  no  matter  what  may  be  the 
political  effect  of  this  measure.  In  the  essay  which  I  read 
yesterday  from  Mr.  Gladstone,  there  is  a  statement  to 
which  I  did  not  refer,  but  which  is  pertinent  to  this  point. 
That  distinguished  statesman  observes  that  nothing  can  be 
more  disagreeable  to  a  party  or  to  a  public  man,  in  under¬ 
taking  to  consider  the  advantages  which  are  to  be 
gained  by  a  particular  proposition,  than  to  consider  its 
effect  upon  the  party  boforo  he  considers  whether  it  is  right 
or  proper  in  itself.  And,  Sir,  it  is  not  a  question  of  party, 
it  is  not  tho  advantage  which  this  may  give  to  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite,  or  the  disadvantage  which  it  may  inflict  upon 
this  side  of  the  House,  that  is  tho  chief  thing  for  consider¬ 
ation.  Our  system  of  government  is  a  system  which 
requires  forbearance  on  the  part  of  parties,  a  system  under 
which  the  majority  are  supposed  to  put  restraints  on  them¬ 
selves  by  the  consideration  of  what  is  right  and  just,  and 
not  by  considerations  simply  of  what  will  be  of  particular 
advantage  to  the  party  at  the  moment.  It  is  not  possible 
to  preserve  that  moral  elevation  which  is  necessary  for  tho 
security  of  freedom  under  representative  institutions  when 
measures  of  this  sort  are  thiust  upon  the  attention  of  Par¬ 
liament  and  supported  by  a  whole  party.  We  must  remem¬ 
ber  that  when  we  have  a  proposition  so  atrocious  as  I  con¬ 
sider  this  to  be,  submitted  to  Parliament  for  its  considera¬ 
tion,  and  sought  to  be  forced  upon  Parliament,  there  is  such 
a  thing  as  allegiance  to  party,  and  we  are  bound  to  consider 
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what  is  to  be  the  effect  on  the  whole  party  of  the  adoption 
of  a  course  such  as  this.  The  principle  of  allegiance  to 
party  and  of  devotion  to  party  leaders  we  may  admit.  It 
springs  from  qualities  in  human  nature  that  tend  to  elevate 
rather  than  degrade  it,  if  it  is  controlled  within  proper 
bounds  and  by  proper  principles.  We  see  the  devotion  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  the  First  Minister,  their  self- 
sacrifice,  the  extent  to  which  they  subordinate  personal  con¬ 
victions  to  support  measures  he  may  propose  ;  but  when  you 
go  bohind  that,  instead  of  a  party  existing  for  the  purpose 
of  accomplishing  some  great  end,  it  exists  merely  as  an  end 
in  itself.  When  office  is  held,  not  for  the  purpose  of  accom¬ 
plishing  some  general  progress  for  the  benefit  of  the  State, 
but  for  the  purpose  of  securing  particular  individuals  in 
power,  then  you  are  degrading  party ;  and  when  you  do 
that,  all  the  people  supporting  that  party  throughout  the 
country  are  naturally  induced,  except  when  the  question  is 
such  as  to  revolt  their  moral  senses,  to  give  in  their 
adhension.  They  are  called  on  to  seek  for  grounds  on 
which  to  defend  what  is  indefensible ;  they  are  asked 
to  adopt  lines  of  defence  which,  under  other  circumstances, 
they  would  immediately  reject,  and  they  so  bring  a  whole 
party  down  to  the  lower  level  occupied  by  those  who  lead  it. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Question,  question. 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  sufficient 
mental  capacity — — 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  in  order. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  not  talking 
to  tho  question. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  continues  to 
address  the  Chair  in  that  way  I  shall  name  him.  I  give 
the  hon.  gentleman  fair  warning.  He  has  spoken  in  a 
rough  manner  to  the  Chair  before,  and  I  allowed  it  to  pass  ; 
but  I  will  not  allow  it  to  pass  again.  The  hon.  gentleman 
is  now  discussing  the  subject  of  allegiance  to  party  and  not 
the  subject  before  the  committee  ;  and  if  he  continues  to 
do  so  I  shall  call  him  to  order. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  must  be  guidel  by  my  own  judgment  in 
these  matters. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Chair,  chair. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  have  respect  for  the  Chair,  but  I  should 
like  to  exhibit  it  without  sacrificing  those  feeling  of  self- 
respect  which  I  feel  duo  to  myself  and  to  those  who  sent 
me  here.  In  the  line  of  argument  I  have  taken  I  have  only 
said  what  I  believe  to  be  strictly  pertinent.  I  am  pointing 
out  that  this  question  of  the  Indian  franchise  is  a  most 
serious  question.  Tho  proposal  is  ono  which  I  think  is  most 
vicious  in  principle  ;  and  I  am  pointing  out  that  this  evil  is 
not  merely  confined  to  its  effect  upon  members  of  the  party 
on  that  side  or  on  this  side  of  the  House,  but  the  mischievous 
effects  of  this  measure  are  of  a  kind  calculated  to  degrade  the 
moral  sense  of  the  entire  country.  You  may  think,  Mr, 
Chairman,  this  is  not  a  matter  pertinent  to  this  question, 
but  I  do.  It  is  a  matter  most  pertinent.  If  this  proposal 
is  such  as  is  calculated  to  bring  about  the  moral  degrada¬ 
tion  of  the  people  that  is  a  most  serious  objection  to  the 
measure  proposed.  If  I  can  succeed  in  pointing  that  out  and  in 
making  this  House  believe  it  as  strongly  as  I  feel  it,  and 
make  the  country  feel  it  also,  I  shall  accomplish,  in  a  great 
measure,  the  objects  I  have  in  view  in  addressing  this  House. 
I  care  very  little  in  itself  whether  hon.  gentlemen  carry  this 
proposition  of  Indian  enfranchisement  or  not.  That  is  to  me 
a  matter  of  very  secondary  consideration  ;  but  I  say  it  is  a 
matter  of  grave  consequence  to  see  that  the  country  to 
which  1  belong,  of  tho  people  of  which  I  am  a  humble 
representative,  should  bo  placed  in  such  a  position  ;  for 
Mr.  Mills. 


since  I  have  had  a  seat  in  this  Parliament  1  have  never 
allowed  myself  to  be  biased  by  any  personal  or  mere  party 
consideration. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh  ! 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  care  a  straw  what  the  views  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  with  respect  to  myself.  I 
know  myself  what  I  do  and  the  motive  which  governs  me 
in  my  action  and  conduct.  If  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  say  that 
tho  discussion  of  the  effect  of  this  question  on  tho  conduct 
of  parties  is  not  in  order,  I  am  ready  to  take  my  seat.  I 
altogether  refuse  to  admit  that  that  proposition  is  a  sound  pro¬ 
position.  It  is  so  unsound  I  would  not  be  a  party  to 
admitting  that  I  have  been  out  of  order  in  discussing  the 
tendency  and  effect  of  this  proposition  upon  the  people. 
The  First  Minister,  when  ho  made  this  proposition,  declared 
it  was  his  intention  to  enfranchise  all  Indians  who  had  the 
qualifications  required  in  this  Bill.  That  would  embrace 
every  Indian  in  Manitoba  who  resides  on  a  reservation. 
Tho  hon.  gentleman  knows  it.  It  would  embrace,  as  he 
said  at  the  time  it  was  his  intention  to  embrace,  all  the 
Indians  of  the  North-West,  the  moment  they  had  represen¬ 
tation  on  the  floor  of  Parliament.  It  would  embrace  all 
male  Indians  over  21  years,  who  reside  within  the  Province 
of  Ontario.  I  do  not  know  how  it  will  be  in  Quebec  or  tho 
Martime  Pro' vinces,  for  their  reservations  are  of  less  value ;  but 
so  far  as  Ontario  is  concerned,  there  is  not  a  reservation  ex¬ 
isting  south  of  the  Lakes  that  has  not  sufficient  intrinsic  value 
to  give  a  vote  to  every  male  Indian  ovor  21  years.  I  have 
entered  my  protest  against  this  proposition.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite,  if  they  choose  to  persist  with  this  measure, 
have  a  sufficient  majority  in  Parliament  to  place  it  upon  the 
Statute  Book.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  should  remember 
that  the  question  of  right  and  wrong  is  not  determined  by 
a  majority ;  that  in  the  progress  of  mankind,  general  moral¬ 
ity,  intelligence  and  independence  of  tho  world,  there  is  a 
minority  who  may  be  right,  and  it  is  said  by  one  of  the 
first  writers  on  representative  government,  M.  Guizot,  a 
d'stinguished  French  statesman,  that  the  acts  of  a  majority 
are  always  open  to  question,  because  sovereignty  does  not 
rest  with  numbers,  nor  with  the  supreme  authority  of  the 
State,  but  rests  with  the  principle  of  natural  justice,  which 
lies  behind  law,  upon  which  law  is  founded,  and  by  which  the 
maintenance  of  law  must  be  defended.  You  may,  Sir,  as  has 
been  observed  by  another  French  statesman,  defend  law  by 
bayonets,  but  they  are  uncomfortable  things  to  sit  upon. 

Some  hon.  MEMBEES.  Question,  question. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  this  proposition 
further.  I  have  stated  my  objection  to  it.  I  say  that  the 
Indians  who  are  not  enfranchised,  the  Indians  who  are  not 
qualified  to  accept  the  responsibilities  of  free  men,  are  not 
qualified  to  accept  the  highest  privilege  of  free  men,  the 
right  of  the  election  of  members  to  this  House.  I  say  that 
the  young  men  of  this  country,  to  whom  yesterday  you 
refused  the  elective  franchise,  the  school  teachers  of  this 
country,  the  students  in  the  various  law  offices,  the  laboring 
men  and  clerks  in  the  stores  and  shops,  the  men  who  are, 
by  their  honest  labor,  supporting  their  own  families,  are 
infinitely  better  qualified  to  exercise  the  elective  franchise 
than  those  who  are  dependents  on  the  State,  and  who  would 
be  reduced  to  destitution  if  it  were  not  for  Government 
interference.  You  have  denied  to  125,000  of  the  young 
white  men  of  Canada  the  elective  franchise  ;  you  refused  it 
yesterday  by  a  large  majority  ;  and  while  you  voted  that 
they  should  not  have  the  franchise  you  now  propose  to  give 
it  to  men  who  do  not  know  one  letter  from  another,  who 
havo  no  property  under  their  own  control,  and  who  are 
in  no  respect  qualified  to  exercise  that  high  privilege  which 
you  propose  to  confer  upon  them. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  intend,  a  little  later  in  the  evening,  to 
move  an  amendment  with  respect  to  the  Indians,  as  sub- 
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section  10  to  section  4,  to  make  the  law  in  regard  to  the 
Indians  as  like  as  possible  to  the  law  as  it  now  exists  in 
Ontario.  Hon.  gentlemen  on  that  side  have  spoken  very 
strongly  in  favor  of  the  law  of  Ontario  in  every  possible 
respect.  They  have  spoken  in  favor  of  the  law  in  the  United 
States.  We  had  long  and  eloquent  speeches  last  night  in 
favor  of  manhood  suffrage,  and  wo  were  pointed  to  the 
United  States,  where  they  enfranchised  4,000,000  of  ne¬ 
groes.  Are  we  to  take  them  as  an  example  and  refuse  to 
enfranchise  - 

Mr.DAVIES.  The  negro  was  a  free  man  when  ho  was 
given  the  franchise. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  And  the  Indians  are  free.  They  are  cer¬ 
tainly  British  subjects  ;  they  are  certainly  of  independent 
disposition,  and  through  the  whole  history  of  all  those  Indian 
tribes  it  was  never  possible  to  make  slaves  of  them.  They 
were  always  a  free,  independent  and  high-spirited  race. 
Take  the  example  furnished  by  the  North-West  just  now. 
We  have  heard  some  hon.  gentlemen  very  eloquent  and  oc¬ 
casionally  very  facetious  about  Pie-a-pot,  Strike-him-on  the- 
back  and  Poundmaker.  It  is  much  to  be  regretted  that  these 
Indians  are  in  rebellion,  and  we  must  give  every  credit  to  our 
gallant  volunteers  who  have  gone  out  to  that  country  to  sub¬ 
due  the  rebellion.  But  what  does  General  Middleton  say  of 
the  Indians,  or,  in  other  words,  of  the  half-breeds,  and  in  this 
part  of  the  country,  all  through  Ontario  and  Quebec,  we  have 
only  half-breeds — there  is  not  a  full-blooded  Indian  among 
them?  Ho  gave  them  credit  for  being  possessed  of  great 
courage,  and  he  could  not  do  otherwise,  when,  out  of  a  force 
of  450,  with  all  the  best  implements  of  modern  warfare 
against  them,  in  the  hands  of  the  best  troops,  before  they 
yielded  more  than  one-half  of  their  whole  number  fell 
down  dead  or  bleeding  where  they  stood.  People  that  can  do 
that  must  surely  be  capable,  with  proper  training,  of  higher 
and  bettor  things  than  rebellion.  We  have  had  examples 
which  show  that  the  Indians  are  quite  capable  of  exercising 
the  franchise.  Take  the  half-breeds,  the  same  class  of  poople 
we  have  here;  the  franchise  was  allowed  to  them  in  Manitoba, 
and  it  did  them  a  great  deal  of  good.  It  kept  them  quiet,  and 
they  sent  half-breed  representatives  to  the  Local  Legislature 
ol  that  Province,  somoof  whom  occupied  the  best  offices,  one 
of  them  being  President  of  the  Council,  and  they  certainly 
were  not  behind  the  white  men.  These  people  who  have 
been  so  sweepingly  denounced,  we  must  admit,  are  British 
subjects ;  they  have  some  rights,  and  the  question  is  how  far 
we  shall  extend  to  them  the  privilege  of  the  franchise.  I 
am  as  much  against  extending  the  franchise  to  those  who 
are  not  deserving  of  it  as  any  person  could  be  ;  but  no  one 
has  proposeu,  as  has  been  said  here,  to  give  the  franchise  to 
the  wild  Indians  ol  the  forests  or  the  plains.  By  this  Act  it 
is  provided  that  they  must  be  possessed  of  property,  they 
must  live  like  their  white  neighbors  before  they  can  vote 
They  pay  as  high  taxes,  in  proportion  as  any  other  people 
in  the  community.  They  pay  indirect  taxes  to  the  Dominion 
Government,  and  they  tax  themselves,  where  it  is  required, 
to  make  roads  through  their  farms  and  reservations,  and 
they  perform  the  duties  of  good  citizens  all  over  the 
country. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  What  taxes  do  they  pay  ? 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  have  seen  a  very  elaborate  statement 
of  the  taxes  paid  by  the  Indians,  made  by  a  member  of  the 
other  House,  and  it  showed  very  clearly  that  the  average 
taxes  paid  by  the  Indians  at  the  present  time  to  the 
Dominion  Treasury  is  $6  a  head. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Upon  what  ? 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Upon  the  goods  they  use. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Yes ;  furnished  by  the  Superintendent 
General. 


Mr.  DAWSON.  A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  the 
annuities  paid  to  the  Indians,  but  they  are  not  gratuities, 
but  simply  payments  for  their  lands.  We  have  heard  them 
spoken  of  hero  as  if  they  were  living  on  charity  ;  but  that  is 
by  no  means  the  case.  The  hon.  gentleman  spoke  very 
strongly,  and  he  used  a  string  of  strong  terms,  such  as 
“  most  monstrous,”  “  outrageous,”  “  vicious,”  “  unjust,” 
“degraded,”  “atrocious,”  “mischievous,”  “calculated  to 
degrade  the  people  of  this  country,”  and  so  on.  All  these 
terrible  terms  which  have  been  flung  about  so  eloquently  are 
very  strong,  but  they  prove  nothing.  Saying  that  an  Act  is 
monstrous  and  atrocious  does  not  make  it  monstrous  or 
atrocious.  I  think  the  speech  we  have  listened  to  from  the 
hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Mills)  would  not  do  discredit  to  the 
darkest  period  of  the  dark  ages,  when  the  people  were  kept 
in  thraldom,  and  were  not  allowed  to  assert  their  rights  as 
men.  The  old  law  of  Ontario  was  : 

“  All  Indians  or  persons  with  part  Indian  blood  who  have  been  duly 
enfranchised,  and  all  Indians  or  persons  with  part  Indian  blood  who  do 
not  reside  among  Indians,  though  they  participate  in  the  annuities, 
interest-moneys  and  rents  of  a  tribe,  band  or  body  of  Indians,  subject 
to  the  same  qualifications  in  other  respeds,  and  to  the  same  provisions 
and  restrictions,  as  other  persons  in  the  electoral  district.” 

That  was  for  a  long  time  the  law  of  Ontario,  and  it  worked 
exceedingly  well  in  the  district  I  represent.  There  wore 
very  few  Indians  there  who  had  votes  or  who  asked  for  votes  ; 
but  in  my  district  the  right  to  vote  was  given  to  them  by  the 
British  North  America  Act,  which  provided  a  household 
suffrage  for  the  district  of  Algoma,  which  certainly  applied 
to  Indians  as  well  as  to  all  other  persons  in  tho  district. 
In  1883,  it  having  boon,  I  suppose,  represented  to  tho  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Ontario  that  the  Indians  were  voting  in  a 
certain  direction,  they  amended  the  law  as  follows  :  — 

“All  Indians  or  persons  with  part  Indian  blood,  who  have  been  duly 
enfranchised,  and  all  unenfranchised  Indians  or  persons  with  part  Indian 
blood,  who  do  not  participate  in  the  annuities,  interest-moneys  or 
rents  of  tribe,  band  or  body  of  Indians,  and  do  not  reside  among  the 
Indians.” 

The  fact  of  receiving  the  annuity  from  the  Government 
prevented  the  Indian  from  voting  under  that  law  ;  but 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  discussion  about  it  in  different 
parts  of  Ontario,  and  the  Government  seems  to  have  been, 
in  fact,  ashamed  of  it,  for  iu  the  last  Act  they  repealed  that 
provision,  and  went  back  in  tho  direction  of  tho  forraor  law 
by  adopting  this  provision  : 

“  Where  there  is  a  voters’  list,  all  Indians  or  persons  with  part  Indian 
blood,  who  have  been  duly  enfranchised,  and  all  Indians  or  persons  with 
part  lndian  blood  who  do  not  reside  among  the  Indians,  though  they 
participate  in  their  annuities,  etc.,  but  the  Indians  or  persons  with  part 
Indian  blood  who  are  entitled  to  vote  where  there  is  no  voters’  list, 
shall  be  only  the  following,  namely  All  Indians  or  persons  with  part 
Indian  blood,  who  have  been  duly  enfranchised,  and  all  unenfranchised 
Indians  ” — 

That  is  one  of  the  things  which  the  hon.  gentleman  calls 
monstrous,  enacted  by  the  Government  of  Ontario. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Read  on. 

Mr.  DAWSON— 

“  or  persons  with  part  Indian  blood,  who  do  not  participate  in  the 
annuities,  interest-moneys  or  rents  of  a  tribe,  band  or  body  of  Indians, 
and  do  not  reside  among  Indians.” 

Now,  the  phrase,  “do  not  reside  among  Indians,”  is  rathor 
ambiguous ;  it  might  be  construed  to  moan  a  man  residing 
with  his  own  family ;  but  I  presume  the  meaning  was  the 
Indians  of  the  forest,  who  are  not  civilised  in  any  way.  But 
what  I  propose  now  to  move  is  : 

That  an  Indian  or  a  person  with  part  Indian  blood,  who  has  been  duly 
enfranchised,  or  is  an  unenfranchised  Indian  or  a  person  with  part 
Indian  blood,  who  lives  in  a  fixed  habitation  and  follows  some  trade, 
calling  or  occupation,  common  to  civilised  life,  though  he  participate  in 
the  annuities,  interest-moneys  and  rents  of  a  tribe,  band  or  body  of 
Indians,  subject  to  the  same  qaalifi  ,'ations  in  other  respects,  and  to  the 
same  provisions  and  restrictions,  as  other  persons  in  the  electoral 
district  shall  have  a  right  to  vote. 

Mr.  LISTER.  That  includes  them  all. 
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Mr.  DAWSON.  It  does  not ;  it  includes  only  Indians 
who  live  like  white  men. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  It  includes  Indians  on  tho  reserves 

Mr.  DAWSON.  This  question  about  tho  reserves  just 
amounts  to  this  :  There  are  some  Indians  living  on  reserves 
who  are  very  far  advanced  in  civilisation,  and  who  do  not 
live  among  other  Indians.  There  is  one  reserve  on  the 
Island  of  Manitoulin,  which  is  about  forty  miles  long,  and  in 
some  parts  of  which  the  Indians  are  exceedingly  scattered. 
There  are  not  many  of  them  in  a  position  to  exercise 
the  franchise,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  this  Bill  will  give 
the  franchise  to  a  single  Indian  more  than  those  who  now 
enjoy  it.  It  will  deprive  a  few  of  tho  votes  they  formerly  had 
on  household  suffrage,  and  a  few  outside  of  the  reserves  who 
have  not  houses  of  $150  value  ;  but  I  do  not  think,  on  the 
whole,  that  it  will  make  any  perceptible  difference  in  the 
number  of  Indians  entitled  to  vote,  at  least,  in  my  district. 
With  regard  to  Walpole  Island,  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  last  spoke  has  mentioned,  there  seems  to  be  some 
alarm.  I  do  not  know  the  condition  of  the  Indians 
on  that  island.  But  I  should  suppose  there  was  no  great 
risk  in  giving  them  the  franchise,  because  I  have  been  told 
that  some  of  them  are  very  far  advanced  in  civilisation.  We 
speak  of  the  moral  elevation  of  the  Indians.  I  think  the 
moral  elevation  of  the  Indians  can  be  best  brought  about 
by  showing  them  that  they  have  a  voice  in  the  government 
of  tho  country  in  which  they  reside,  which  once  belonged  to 
their  ancestors,  and  which  they  ceded  to  tho  white  man; 
and  I  will  give  you  a  very  good  example  of  that.  In  the 
Province  of  Manitoba  the  half-breeds  have  been  conceded 
a  right  to  a  voice  in  the  government.  They  vote  for 
members  of  the  Local  Legislature,  and  if  you  compare  them 
with  tho  half-breeds  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  you  will  find 
that  they  are  considerably  in  advance  of  them  in  general 
intelligence,  because  they  have  been  treated  as  men  having 
rights,  and  I  think  we  ought  to  pursuo  a  similar  course  with 
regard  to  the  Indians  in  tho  older  Provinces.  I  think  it 
will  be  something  to  be  proud  of  and  to  rejoice  over  by 
this  Parliament,  that  we  have  enfranchised  tho  Indian 
raco  and  given  them  something  to  lift  them  up  from 
the  condition  in  which  they  have  always  been  hold. 
We  have  but  a  very  small  number  of  Indians,  comparatively 
speaking,  between  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  oceans,  and  I,  for 
ono,  will  support  this  measure  of  enfranchisement.  I  am  in 
favor  of  treating  them  as  other  people  are  treated.  This 
Bill  goes  no  further  than  that ;  it  simply  says  that  the 
Indian  shall  be  a  person.  I  hope  the  First  Minister  will 
adopt  ray  amendment,  which  defines  more  clearly  what 
Indians  should  vote.  I  think  it  will  be  an  improvement  on 
this  clause,  because  the  question  has  been  raised  as  to 
whether  Indians  are  not  minors,  who  receive  pay  from 
the  Government.  The  amendment  I  propose  will  settle  that 
question ;  it  will  give  Indians,  who  are  qualified  as  white 
men,  the  right  to  vote;  it  will  enable  them  to  exercise  the 
franchise  if  they  are  in  a  position  to  deserve  the  franchise. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  am  surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  member 
for  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson)  make  tho  statements  he  has  just 
made.  He  says  that  Indians  have  the  right  to  vote  in  tho 
election  of  members  for  the  Manitoba  Legislature  and  that 
they  have  seats  in  that  House, 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Half-breeds. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Half-breeds  are  not  Indians  ;  they  are 
not  recognised  as  Indians  in  any  sense  of  the  word ;  they 
do  not  receive  any  annuities,  and  the  Manitoba  Act  clearly 
defines  that  any  Indian  or  any  person  with  Indian  blood, 
who  receives  an  annuity  from  the  Crown  shall  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  enfranchised  and  shall  not  have  a  vote.  I  am  sur¬ 
prised  that  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma  should  insist  that 
the  half-breeds  in  Manitoba  are  Indians. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  So  they  are. 

Mr.  Dawson. 


Mr.  WATSON.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  should  go  out 
there  and  call  those  half-breeds  Indians  ho  would  probably 
lose  his  scalp,  if  scalping  knives  were  around. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  must  be  Indians, 
then  ;  white  men  do  not  scalp. 

Mr.  WATSON.  If  they  were  Indian  they  would  prob¬ 
ably  scalp.  The  half-breeds  in  Manitoba  are  as  true 
and  as  good  business  men  and  as  intelligent  as  any 
white  men  in  the  country.  The  Indians  are  not ;  they 
still  persist  in  carrying  on  the  barbarous  practices  of  the 
wild  Indians  of  the  forest ;  they  have  their  sun  dances,  and 
torture  themselves  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  they 
are  brave  men.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  they  are  brave ; 
they  show  themselves  very  brave  by  torturing  themselves. 
I  do  not  think  that  is  a  class  that  should  be  enfranchised  in 
this  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  by  the  Manitoba  Act  no  Indian  is  allowed  to  vote  who 
receives  an  annuity.  That  is  true,  because  there  are  no 
Indian  reserves  there,  and  therefore  there  can  be  no  annui¬ 
ties  ;  but  the  Manitoba  Act  allows  the  unenfranchised  Indians 
to  vote. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  Indians  in  Manitoba  who  receive 
annuities  from  the  Crown,  who  receive  annual  allowances, 
are  disenfranchised  ;  but  as  soon  as  an  Indian  becomes  edu¬ 
cated  in  that  Province,  as  soon  as  an  Indian  becomes  a  person, 
as  the  First  Minister  describes  him,  as  soon  as  he  is  able  to 
make  a  living  for  himself  and  does  not  receive  an  annuity, 
he  has  as  good  a  right  to  vote  as  any  white  man,  and  I  think 
that  is  right.  The  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma 
(Mr.  Dawson)  is  no  better  than  tho  Bill  itsolf,  because  it 
provides  that  tho  Indian  who  is  in  receipt  of  an  annuity 
shall  have  a  vote.  Those  Indians  cannot  give  an  independent 
vote  at  the  Dominion  elections;  they  are  subject  to  the  pow¬ 
ers  that  be;  they  receive  any  favors  they  get  from  the  pow¬ 
ers  that  be,  and  they  certainly  would  be  instructed  to  vote 
by  their  agent  for  tho  powers  that  be.  The  First  Minister 
has  stated  that  he  intends  to  exempt  Manitoba  and  British 
Columbia  from  the  action  of  the  Indian  franchise.  I  am 
glad  to  hear  that,  but  I  am  still  sorry  to  see  that  the  Indians 
in  any  part  of  the  Dominion  who  are  not  enfranchised  shall 
have  a  vote  in  the  Dominion  elections. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  This  question  of  giving  a  vote 
to  the  Indians  has  been  discussed  in  this  House  for  a  long 
time,  and  a  great  deal  has  been  said  with  regard  to  the 
Indians  on  reserves.  I  do  not  know  what  position  those 
Indians  hold  in  other  sections  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada, 
because  I  am  not  acquainted  with  their  position  in  other  sec¬ 
tions,  or  with  the  course  they  pursue,  or  with  the  claims  they 
have  against  the  Government ;  but  I  know  that,  so  far 
as  the  township  of  Tyendenaga  is  concerned,  that  we 
get  a  large  amount  of  taxes  from  the  white  settlers 
living  on  the  •  reserve  in  that  township.  To  say  that 
the  Indians  on  that  reserve  are  beggars  or  beholden  to 
the  Government  is  not  saying  what  is  true.  The  hon. 
gentleman  who  sits  behind  you,  and  who  was  bora  in  that 
township,  and  ought  to  be  on  this  side  of  the  House,  knows 
that  what  I  state  is  true,  when  I  say  that  the  British  Gov¬ 
ernment  gave  to  the  Mohawks  tho  township  of  Tyendenaga, 
that  parts  of  the  township  was  sold  and  the  money  was 
invested  for  the  Indians  with  this  Government  and  the 
Ontario  Government,  and  that  there  is  now  $100,000  of 
money  which  was  paid  by  tho  whito  people,  as  part  of  that 
agreement,  which  has  not  been  credited  to  tho  Indians,  and 
which  they  are  claiming  and  entitled  to  to-day.  The  money 
they  get  from  tho  Government  is  the  interest  on  the  money 
received  for  the  sale  of  their  lands  and  invested  for  them  at 
4  per  cent. ;  and  there  is  not  an  hon.  member  in  this  House 
who,  if  he  got  by  treaty  from  the  Government  the  whole  town¬ 
ship  of  Tyendenaga,  and  occupied  it  as  a  reservo  or  rented  it, 
or  to  whose  credit  the  money  for  which  any  portion  of  it 
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was  sold,  if  any  were  sold,  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  the  annual  interest  to  be  paid  to  him  as 
annuity,  who  would  not  consider  that  he  was  under  no 
obligation  to  the  Government  for  receiving  that  amount,  as 
it  was  only  his  just  due.  I  hold,  therefore,  that  any  man 
who  says  the  Indians  are  beggars  or  dependents  because  they 
receive  this  annuity  says  what  is  not  true.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  they  pay  no  taxes,  but  I  can  tell  him  that  the  town¬ 
ship  gets  annually  $700  from  the  white  tenants  on  the  Indian 
reserve.  When  there  is  a  road  made  on  the  reserve  or  a 
bridge  built  the  township  council  pays  part  of  the  expense 
and  the  Indian  council  pays  the  other  part.  Is  there  anything 
wrong  in  that  ?  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  why  they 
sneer  before  they  know  the  facts.  I  contend  that  is  just 
what  one  township  always  does  to  another.  Take  two 
adjoining  townships  :  if  there  is  a  boundary  bridge  or  road 
made  between  them,  does  not  each  pay  its  share  of  the 
expense  ?  If,  on  the  reserve  in  the  township  which  the 
Indians  own  and  is  now  sold  to  the  whiles,  a  bridge  or  a 
road  is  made,  the  township  council  pays  its  share  and 
the  Indian  council  pays  its  share  also.  What  is  there  wrong 
in  that  ?  Are  the  Indians  therefore  to  be  called  beggars,  or 
dependent,  and  be  told  that  they  are  under  a  compliment  to 
the  Government  of  the  day  ?  Not  at  all ;  and  I  say  that 
from  the  reserve  the  township  gets  from  the  white 
settlers  the  sum  of  $700  per  annum.  Let  me  just 
say  that,  so  far  as  the  Indians  of  the  township  of  Tyen- 
denaga  are  concerned,  they  own  their  own  allotments 
of  land.  They  make  their  agreements  with  the  white  men, 
the  Indian  council  carries  out  those  agreements,  the  rents 
are  collected  and  paid  to  them,  and  they  do  with  their  l-ents 
as  they  please.  The  Government  do  not  lay  out  the  money 
for  them,  but  send  a  cheque  on  the  Bank  of  Montreal,  and 
they  take  that  cheque  and  do  as  they  please  with  it.  Does 
any  white  man  do  anything  different  from  that  ?  Then, 
they  work  their  own  land,  they  sell  their  own  grain,  they 
buy  their  own  cattle  and  reaping  machines  and  buggies,  and 
they  go  to  their  church,  and  you  will  see  them  just  as  well 
dressed  and  as  well  conducted  as  any  gentleman  in  this 
House.  I  say  it  is  contemptible  and  mean  for  any  hon. 
gentleman  to  stand  up  here  and  throw  slurs  upon  them. 
They  are  just  as  true,  just  as  loyal,  just  as  genei’ous,  just  as 
sober  and  industrious,  as  many  of  the  men  who  stand  up 
here  and  utier  such  harsh,  unkind  words  against  them. 
They  are  just  as  loyal  to  the  Government  and  just  as  true  to 
one  another  as  hon.  gentlemen  who  stand  up  and  use  harsh, 
unkind  and  unbecoming  words  in  their  regard. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  made  use  of 
the  words  “contemptible  and  mean,”  with  reference  to 
remarks  of  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House.  These  words  are 
not  parliamentary. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Perhaps  I  have  spoken  too  strongly,  but 
have  we  not  heard  strong  language  on  the  other  side  ?  I 
just  heard  the  member  for  Algoma  read  a  list  of  those  strong 
adjectives— yes,  very  strong.  Did  you  call  those  gentlemen 
to  order?  If  I  have  used  a  word  that  is  harsh  it  is  because 
I  feel  that  an  injustice  is  done  to  araoe  of  people  who  ought 
to  be  assisted,  elevated  and  placed  in  their  proper  position. 
I  do  not  believe  there  are  ten  Conservatives  in  the  whole 
county  of  Hastings  who  will  object  to  the  Mohawks  on  the 
reserve  getting  a  vote,  and  there  are  hundreds  and  thou¬ 
sands  of  Reformers  who  will  be  anxious  to  have  them 
enfranchised.  They  have  said  so  to  mo  repeatedly; 
they  have  said  that  they  aie  entitled  to  enfranchisement. 
There  are  Mohawks  in  the  township  of  Tyendenaga  who 
could  sit  in  this  House  with  benefit  to  the  House  and  the 
country,' and  if  this  Bill  becomes  law  I  believe  some  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Indian  bands  will  be  elected  to  this  House,  and 
they  will  be  a  credit  to  it.  I  wish  to-day,  from  the  inmost 
thoughts  of  my  heart,  that  there  was  a  member  of  an  Indian 
band  to  stand  up  here  and  defend  his  race,  for  in  that  case 
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there  would  not  be  so  many  slurs  thrown  or  such  unbe¬ 
coming  language  used  in  regard  to  the  Indians.  The  time 
is  coming  when  they  will.  You  cannot  accuse  them  of 
being  disloyal  to  the  British  Crown.  You  accuse  them  of 
everything  bad  you  possibly  can,  and  in  a  way  which  I  do  not 
think  is  becoming  to  the  representatives  of  the  people.  I  do 
not  know  what  other  Indians  in  other  parts  of  the  country 
may  do,  or  how  they  are  situated,  but  I  say  that,  in  the 
township  of  Tyendenaga,  the  Indians  are  entitled  to  the 
franchise  and  I  hope  they  will  get  it.  They  are  not  all 
Conservatives.  A  few  have  votes  now,  and  they  are  divided. 
Who  can  tell  how  they  will  vote  ?  I  think  the  member  for 
South  Brant  will  agree  with  me  in  that. 

Mr,  PATERSON.  We  will  try  to  get  some  of  them. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Of  course  you  will ;  a  few  Indians  have  the 
vote  now,  and  some  vote  Conservative  and  some  vote  Reform. 
We  are  not  battling  to  get  them  enfranchised  because  we 
believe  they  are  all  Conservatives,  but  because  we  believe  it 
is  right  and  just,  and  I  believe  the  majority  of  the  House 
will  carry  out  that  right  and  that  justice  with  scarcely  a 
dissenting  voice,  so  far  as  the  Conservative  members  are 
concerned.  It  has  been  said  that  I  am  very  anxious  to  get 
the  Indians  enfranchised.  There  are  lots  of  hon.  members 
in  this  House  who  were  not  here  when  I  first  had  the  pri¬ 
vilege  of  being  a  member,  though  they  may  have  been  here 
occasionally  since.  I  have  been  here  continuously  for  sixteen 
Sessions,  and  I  believe  that  I  can  carry  East  Hastings 
whether  the  Indians  are  enfranchised  or  not.  I  have 
worked  for  many  of  the  electors  there  for  $4  and  $5  a 
month,  thirty-three  or  thirty-four  years  ago,  and  I  am  repre¬ 
senting  what  some  call  a  Reform  constituency,  though  every 
time,  except  once,  when  I  was  opposed  by  a  Conservative,  I 
have  been  opposed  by  a  Reformer.  The  First  Minister  and 
his  Government  did  all  they  could  to  keep  me  from  being  a 
member  of  this  House— the  hon.  gentleman  who  ought  to  be 
the  leader  of  the  opposite  party,  but  who  was  treated  as  they 
treat  the  Indians,  kicked,  cuffed,  insulted  and  put  out. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS*  Order. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Order!  Is  it  an  insult  to  tell  a  man  he 
is  not  fit  to  lead  a  party,  that  he  is  not  fit  for  the  position  ? 
I  believe  in  speaking  plainly  and  truly,  and  I  wish  he  was 
now  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  as  he  ought  to  bo.  But  he 
was  in  the  Ontario  Government  and  he  brought  his  candidate, 
and  1  fought  the  then  leader  of  that  Government  and  the 
then  loader  of  this  Government,  and  I  got  elected,  and 
whether  the  Indians  are  enfranchised  or  not  I  believe  I  can 
be  elected.  Bat  1  say  that  they  are  entitled  to  the  franchise, 
and  I  am  satisfied  they  should  get  it. 

Mr.  LISTER.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  taken  occasion  to 
deliver  a  very  violent  tirade  against  some  hon.  members  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  What  he  has  spoken  about  is  not 
the  issue  we  are  now  discussing.  It  is  not  whether  the 
Indians  have  sufficient  intelligence  to  exercise  thefranchi.se 
properly  and  discreetly,  but  what  the  Opposition  contend 
for  is,  that  so  long  as  they  are  wards  of  the  Government  and 
under  the  control  of  the  Indian  agent  and  the  Superinten¬ 
dent  General,  who,  I  believe,  is  the  right  hon.  gentleman  who 
leads  this  Government,  it  would  bs  the  grossest  impropriety 
cn  the  part  of  this  Government,  or  any  other  Government, 
to  enfranchise  those  people.  It  requires  no  difficult  stretch 
of  the  imagination  to  see  that,  under  the  peculair  circum¬ 
stances  in  which  they  are  situated,  influences  of  every 
description  would  be  used  against  these  men,  guileless  as 
they  are,  in  reference  to  the  political  institutions  of  the 
country  ;  and  the  result  would  inevitably  be  that  their  vote 
would  be  cast  on  the  side  of  the  Government  party.  I  am 
delighted  to  hear  from  the  hon.  member  for  North  Hastings 
or  South  Hastings,  I  forget  which. - 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  He  is  neither. 
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Mr.  LISTER— that  the  Indians  have  in  the  past  few 
years  improved  their  social  and  intellectual  position  to  such 
an  extent  that  they  are  fit  to  exercise  the  franchise  properly  ; 
but  only  three  years  ago,  less  than  five  years  ago,  the  hon. 
gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Government  reported,  in  a  Blue 
Book  which  he  sent  to  the  House  as  the  result  of  his  enqui¬ 
ries  throughout  the  country,  that  the  Indians,  and  among 
them  those  my  hon.  friend  from  East  Hastings  talks  about, 
were  not  in  a  position  to  be  granted  the  simplest  sort  of 
municipal  government.  Will  he  tell  me  that,  in  these  five 
years,  these  people  have  advanced  so  much  in  intelligence 
and  become  so  well  acquainted  with  the  system  of  govern¬ 
ment  that  they  are  now  in  a  prime  condition  to  be  entrusted 
with  the  ballot  and  to  cast  their  votes  intelligently.  I  fear 
the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  speak  in  an  entirely  disinter¬ 
ested  manner  on  this  question.  I  believe  he  has  a  lingering 
hope  that,  if  the  franchise  is  granted  to  the  Indians  on  the 
Tyendenega  reserve,  most  of  them  will  be  found  voting  for 
him.  Why  does  he  not  come  out  manfully  and  admit  that 
these  are  the  motives  which  actuate  him,  instead  of  putting 
on  the  mask  and  representing  that  his  motives  are  purely 
and  simply  for  the  best  interests  of  the  Indian  race  If  it  is 
thought  that  the  Indians  are  sufficiently  advanced  in  intelli¬ 
gence  to  exercise  the  franchise,  by  all  means  give  it  to  them. 
But  when  you  give  them  the  franchise  I  think  you  ought  to 
sever  the  bonds  that  exist  between  them  and  the  Government 
of  the  day,  and  cast  upon  them  all  the  responsibilities  and 
duties  of  citizens.  Why,  Sir,  if  this  class  of  men  were  placed 
upon  the  electorate  we  would  have  different  reserves 
throughout  this  country  invaded  by  such  men  as  invaded 
Algoma  and  Muskoka  district  during  the  recent  elections. 
The  Indians  would  be  influenced  by  emissaries  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Sir,  if  these  men  were  not,  five  short  years  ago,  able 
to  undertake  the  simplest  form  of  municipal  government, 
is  it  reasonable  to  suppose  that  to-day  they  are  in  a  position 
to  receive  from  this  Parliament  the  right  to  undertake  the 
highest  and  most  complete  system  of  government  ?  Is  it  not  a 
miserable  subterfuge  to  say  that  this  measure  will  have  any 
other  effect,  or  is  designed  to  have  any  other  effect,  than  to 
destroy  one  or  two  Liberal  members  of  Parliament,  and  to 
make  the  seats  of  a  few  Conservatives  more  safe?  But  is 
that  any  compensation  for  this  grievous  evil  that  will  be  done 
to  the  country,  by  throwing  amongst  the  electorate  a  class 
of  men  totally  uneducated  and  ignorant  of  the  most 
fundamental  principles  of  responsible  government?  It 
is  idle  to  argue  anything  else,  and  the  men  who  argue 
that  the  Indian,  in  the  condition  of  bondage  in  which 
he  now  is,  should  be  entrusted  with  the  franchise,  I  claim 
are  not  acting  sincerely.  I  consider  that  it  would  be 
dangerous  to  the  commonwealth  to  place  that  class  of  men 
among  the  electorate.  The  member  for  Algoma  (Mr. 
Dawson)  remarked  that  the  United  States  had  enfranchised 
the  Southern  negroes.  I  admit  it ;  but  not  until  they  had 
severed  and  shaken  off  the  shackles  of  bondage  in  which 
those  negroes  lived.  If  you  want  to  enfranchise  the  Indians 
of  this  country,  enfranchise  them,  but  cut  from  their  feet 
the  shackles  which  now  bind  them  to  the  Government  of 
the  country.  If  these  men  arc  sufficiently  intelligent 
to  manage  their  own  affairs,  why  is  -  it  necessary 
that  the  Government  should  send  an  Indian  agent  amongst 
them  ?  Why,  Sir,  it  would  be  in  violation  of  the  law  for  the 
Indians  to  sell  one  stick  of  timber  off  the  reservation  with¬ 
out  the  consent  of  the  agent.  They  cannot  enter  into  a  con¬ 
tract  by  which  they  are  bound,  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  any 
more  than  a  minor  of  15  years  of  ago.  They  cannot  make  a 
wiil  but  that  it  is  subject  to  be  disallowed  by  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  General.  In  every  condition  in  which  you  look 
upon  them  they  are  as  helpless,  and  more  helpless,  than 
the  child  of  10  years  of  age  in  this  country.  Yet  men 
have  the  face  to  stand  up  in  this  Parliament  and  say 
that  these  men  should  be  granted  the  franchise.  A 
more  monstrous  proposition  I  never  heard  from  the 
Mr.  Lister. 


mouth  of  any  living  man — to  say  that  the  Government  of 
the  day  shall  keep  these  Indians  in  a  state  of  bondage,  that 
they  shall  keep  them  in  a  state  of  tutelage,  to  say  that  they 
cannot  make  a  will  without  the  sanction  of  a  Government 
agent,  that  they  can  do  nothing  but  what  a  child  could  do, 
that  they  are  to  remain  under  the  influence  of  the  agents 
on  the  Indian  reservations  throughout  this  country — I 
repeat  that  a  more  monstrous  proposition  was  never  uttered 
by  the  mouth  of  man,  and  I  say  the  man  who  seriously 
defends  that  proposition  is  not  sincere. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  am  sincere. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  say  if  the  man  is  sincere  who  states  that, 
he  has  some  sinister  or  selfish  motive  in  what  he  says.  Give 
the  Indian  a  vote  if  you  like.  I  have  500  of  them  in  my 
county.  I  care  not  whether  they  are  enfranchised  or  not. 
They  cannot  defeat  me,  if  every  man  voted  against  me. 
Enfranchise  them  if  you  like,  hut,  with  enfranchisement, 
cast  upon  them  all  the  responsibilities  of  other  electors  of 
this  country.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  East  Hastings 
(Mr.  White)  says  that  a  large  majority  of  the  Conservatives 
of  his  county  would  support  the  Indian  franchise.  I  do  not 
know  what  they  would  do  in  that  county,  but  I  do  know 
that  in  other  counties  that  is  not  the  sentiment  of  the 
people.  1  would  take  the  liberty  of  reading  an  extract 
from  a  letter  received  only  to-day  from  a  prominent  and 
and  life-long  supporter  of  the  light  hon.  gentleman  who 
leads  this  House.  I  say  this  extract  echoes  and  voices  tho 
feeling  of  large  numbers  of  Conservatives  throughout 
western  Canada.  He  says  : 

!<  I  have  been  carefully  watching  the  action  of  the  Government  in 
pushing  through  Parliament  the  Franchise  Bill,  notwithstanding  the 
opposition  offered  to  it  by  the  Opposition.  Although  a  Conservative  all 
bit  life,  and  having  much  sympathy  with  the  party  in  the  past,  l  am 
compelled,  in  justice  to  myself  and  to  roy  country,  to  protest  against 
this  most  iniquitous  measure  as  it  is  proposed  to  pass  it.” 

He  says  further : 

“  The  extension  of  the  franchise  to  the  Indians,  and  the  revising^ 
barrister  clause,  must  be,  to  every  independent  mind,  an  indication  of 
weakness.” 

He  goes  on  further  to  say  : 

‘‘ADdasfor  myself,  this  measure  alone  compels  me  to  cast  off  alle¬ 
giance  to  the  Conservative  party  and  ally  myself  to  the  Opposition,  who 
are  contending  for  right  against  might.” 

If  hon.  gentlemen  think  proper  to  dispute  the  correctness  of 
that  letter,  I  say  that  the  man  who  wrote  it  is  one  of  the 
most  prominent  men  in  the  section  of  country  in  which 
he  lives,  and  that  is  not  in  my  own  county.  He  has  been,  as 
he  states,  a  life-long  supporter  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Name,  name;  give  us  the  name. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  will  give  you  the  name  if  you  will  pro¬ 
mise  not  to  House  it,  I  will  let  you  see  the  letter.  It  is  a 
private  letter  to  myself,  and  I  would  be  committing  a 
breach  of  privilege  to  make  it  public. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  When  a  letter  is  read  to  the 
House,  or  a  portion  of  a  letter,  the  House  is  entitled  to  have 
that  letter  laid  upon  the  Table. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Pei  haps  you  would  like  to  have  a  news¬ 
paper  article  laid  upon  tho  Table. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  I  would  like  to  see  the  letter. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Well,  you  are  not  going  to  get  the  letter. 
The  hon.  member  lor  East  Hastings  (Mr.  White)  has  told 
us  that  the  Indians  pay  taxes.  I  say  the  Indians  pay  taxes 
in  the  same  way  as  tho  rest  of  the  citizens  of  this  country. 
They  pay  taxes,  of  course,  if  the - - 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  order.  The 
Chairman  has  not  decided  the  point  I  raised,  and  before  the 
member  goes  on  any  farther  i  would  like  to  have  that  ques¬ 
tion  decided.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Lambton  (Mr. 
Lister)  has  read  here  a  letter ;  he  has  animadverted  on  that 
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letter,  and  stated  that  it  was  from  a  life-long  Conservative, 
a  thick-and-thin  supporter  of  the  right  hon  Premier,  and 
then  he  went  on  quoting  the  letter,  and  he  now  refuses  to 
give  the  name  of  the  writer  and  to  place  this  letter  on  the 
Table.  He  stated  it  was  private,  afier  giving  what  portions 
of  it  he  liked.  That  is  not  according  to  the  rule.  The  rule 
says,  any  member  who  chooses  to  read  a  letter  or  portions 
of  a  letter  is  obliged  to  place  that  letter  or  paper  on  the 
Table,  so  that  members  may  see  it. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Read  the  rule. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Before  you  decide  the  point,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the 
fact  that  only  last  Session  a  letter  was  read  by  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown — a  most  important  letter,  an  official  letter,  a 
letter  affecting  the  moneys  of  the  public  to  the  extent  cf 
$375,000 — and  that  letter,  after  it  was  read,  was  deliber¬ 
ately  withheld  by  the  Minister,  who  refused  to  place  it  in 
the  hands  of  the  committee,  and  to  this  day  the  country  has 
never  been  able  to  get  its  hands  on  that  letter.  The  action 
of  the  Minister  was  endorsed  and  backed  up  by  the  hon. 
member  who  has  raised  this  point  of  order  to-night. 

Mr.  M  CLOCK.  The  hon.  member  (Mr.  Lister)  merely 
stated  that  he  was  quoting  from  a  letter.  He  informed  the 
committee  that  he  did  not  propose  to  lay  the  letter  before 
it,  because  it  was  a  private  communication.  There  can  be 
no  doubt  that  he  stated  that  all  he  proposed  to  do  was  to 
quote  from  it.  He  practically  laid  it  before  this  House 
and  the  committee  when  he  read  those  extracts,  and  all 
that  could  be  asked  would  be  that  he  should,  with  his  own 
hands,  copy  those  extracts  and  hand  them  in.  The  com¬ 
mittee  could  not  call  an  hon.  member  to  violate  private 
correspondence  and  to  lay  such  a  document  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  VAIL.  1  will  refer  to  a  particular  case.  I  remem¬ 
ber  in  1876-77  a  letter  was  read  in  this  House,  and  a  party 
somewhat  connected  with  it  asked  that  it  be  read  at 
the  Table,  and  the  Speaker  decided  that  the  House  could 
not  call  for  the  letter. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Hall).  In  my  opinion,  the  point 
of  order  is  not  well  taken.  The  rule  cited  refers  only  to 
pubiic  documents  and  not  to  private  documents. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  I  want  to  state  what  the  rule  is. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  There  can  be  no  discussion  on  the 
Chairman’s  ruling,  unless  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  House. 

Mr.  LISTER.  No  doubt,  when  this  Bill  was  first  intro¬ 
duced  it  was  the  intention  of  the  First  Minister  to  enfran¬ 
chise  the  Indians  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  the 
Dominion.  We  have  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  statement, 
recorded  in  Hansard ,  that  such  was  his  intention — that  the 
Indians  in  the  North-West  and  British  Columbia  should  be 
enfranchised;  and  we  have  the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that 
since  then  he  has  considerably  modified  those  views  ;  and 
now,  if  we  can  judge  from  his  expressions  and  the  expres¬ 
sions  of  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma,  the  intention  of  the 
•First  Minister  is  that  this  Bill  shall  only  apply  to  the  older 
Provinces  of  the  Dominion.  I  admit  that  upon  many  of  the 
reservations  there  are  Indians  who  are  probably  well  able 
to  exercise  the  electoral  franchise.  But  if  that  is  the  case, 
those  Indians,  if  they  want  to  exercise  the  franchise,  have  a 
method  provided  by  law’,  by  which  they  can  become  enfran¬ 
chised  Indians  and  be  entitled  to  assume  the  same  status  as 
white  men.  There  has  never  been,  from  any  body  of  Indians 
in  this  country,  any  petition  asking  Parliament  to  confer  on 
them  the  franchise.  Further,  there  has  never  been  a  peti¬ 
tion  from  white  people  asking  this  Parliament  to  confer  the 
franchise  upon  Indians.  The  idea  of  conferring  the  fran¬ 
chise  on  Indians  was,  no  doubt,  given  to  the  First  Minister 
by  an  hon.  gentleman  ia  this  House,  probably  by  the  hoc. 


member  for  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson),  who  is  greatly  inter¬ 
ested  in  their  enfranchisement, 

Mr.  DAWSON.  1  am  not  specially  interested  in  Algoma 
in  that  way.  I  have  stated  already  that  I  do  not  think  this 
Bill  will  increase  the  Indians  enfranchised  in  Algoma,  and 
I  say  so  now. 

Mr.  LISTER.  This  Bill  must  inevitably  increase  the 
electors  in  Algoma.  I  do  not  wish  to  deny  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber’s  statement,  that  he  believes  this  Bill  will  not  increase  the 
electorate  of  the  district  of  Algoma,  and  I  am  bound  to  give 
the  hon.  member  credit  for  sincerity ;  but  I  know  something 
about  the  district  as  well 'as  the  hon,  gentleman,  and  in  my 
opinion  the  conferring  of  the  right  to  vote  on  Indians  will 
largely  increase  the  vote  in  that  district.  This  is  a  recent 
idea  of  the  First  Minister  to  give  Indians  the  vole.  We 
have  the  fast  that  for  seventeen  years  the  hon.  gentleman 
has,  Session  after  Session,  introduced  a  Bill  to  regulate  the 
franchise  throughout  the  Dominion.  The  Bill  now  before 
the  House  is  the  first  time  the  hon.  gentleman  has  proposed 
to  give  the  Indians  votes.  The  First  Minister  had  not  such 
an  idea  in  1880,  because  in  that  year  he  reported  to  this 
House  that  the  Indians  were  not  sufficiently  advanced  to 
exercise  intelligently  the  simplest  form  of  municipal  govern¬ 
ment.  I  believe  that  in  no  other  country  in  the  world  would 
such  a  proposition  be  entertained  or  be  made  by  the 
Executive.  In  the  United  States  they  have  Indian 
reservations,  the  same  as  we  have.  In  the  State  of 
New  York  there  are  a  number  of  reservations ;  ia  the 
Western  States  there  are  reservations  as  well  as  in 
the  Eastern  States.  The  Indians  there  are  under 
the  control  of  the  Government,  as  are  the  Indians  in  Canada. 
They  receive  gratuities,  just  as  our  Indians  do  ;  and  in 
the  State  of  New  York,  where  a  large  number  of  them  are 
to  bo  found,  they  are  equally  intelligent  with  our  Indians. 
The  facilities  for  educating  them  are  fully  equal,  if  not 
superior,  to  those  in  this  country,  and  in  every  respect  they 
are  equal,  it  not  superior,  to  the  Canadian  Indians.  And 
who  ever  heard  of  the  United  States — that  country  of  man¬ 
hood  suffrage,  that  country  which  gives  to  every  immigrant 
that  comes  into  it  the  right  to  exercise  the  franchise  and 
take  a  part  in  the  affairs  of  that  great  nation— who  ever 
heard  suggested  or  whispered  an  intention  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  of  that  country  to  confer  on  the  Indians 
the  right  to  vote?  Why,  Sir,  the  proposition  is  too  mon¬ 
strous  to  have  found  a  resting  place  in  the  minds  of  any 
statesmen  on  the  other  side  of  the  line.  It  remained  for 
Canada — that  country  of  queer  political  doings — to  invent 
the  idea  of  giving  the  Indians  votes.  It  is  not  to  bo 
wondered  at  that  in  Canada  this  idea  should  find  a 
pice  and  find  advocates,  when  we  remember  our  peculiar 
political  condition,  when  we  cast  our  eyes  back  for  a  few 
brief  years,  and  remember  what  has  taken  place  in  this 
country.  I  say  it  is  not  at  all  surprising  that  the  First 
Minister  should  be  found  introducing  a  Bill  such  as  the  one 
now  under  consideration,  a  Bill  which  I.  have  characterised 
before  as  a  fit  companion  to  the  infamous  Gerrymander 
Bill  which  was  passed  in  1882.  I  say  we  have  no  right, 
under  any  such  state  of  circumstances,  to  give  the  Indians 
a  vote.  In  the  eye  of  the  law  the  Indian  is  a  minor  ;  ha  has 
not  one  of  the  responsibilities  of  citizenship  cast  upon  him. 
He  is  not  able  to  enter  into  a  contract  which  is  binding 
upon  him  ;  he  is  unabffi  to  make  disposition  of  his  goods, 
by  will  or  otherwise  ;  he  is  unabffi  to  make  any  disposition 
of  his  land,  or  what  pertains  to  his  land  ;  he  is  under  the 
control  of  the  Superintendent  General,  through  his  agents 
throughout  this  country.  He  has  a  right  to  expect  that 
advantages  might  bo  withheld  from  him  if  he  does 
not  act  in  accord  with  the  wishes  of  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  General  and  of  the  Government  of  which  he  is 
a  member.  These,  Sir,  are  circumstances  which  would 
influence  the  Indian,  and  would  influence  the  white  man,  if 
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he  occupied  the  same  position.  The  Indians  are  only 
human,  like  ourselves,  and  with  such  resistless  means  of 
influencing  him,  is  it  unreasonable  to  suppose  he  would 
cease  to  be  a  free  man ;  that  his  ballot  would  be  cast  under 
pressure  and  his  vote  would  be  given  in  support  of  the 
Government?  Is  it  a  worthy  act  of  the  Government;  does 
it  redound  to  their  credit ;  does  it  show  courage  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  that  they  should  attempt  to  take  this 
power  into  their  hands  ?  Surely  they  are  strong  enough  in 
the  country  without  doing  that.  We  have  heard,  over 
and  over  again,  the  changes  rung  in  this  House  that  the 
party  in  power  are  as  powerful  as  ever,  and  if  they  are, 
with  two  to  one  in  the  House,  why  are  they  afraid 
to  go  back  to  the  country  without  this  piece  of 
legislation,  giving  the  Indians  a  right  to  vote  under  the 
circumstances  I  have  attempted  to  describe.  Sir,  the  only 
reason  which  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma  gave  for  confer¬ 
ring  the  franchise  upon  the  Indians  was  that  they  pay  taxes 
into  the  Dominion  Treasury.  Now,  if  that  was  the  principle 
upon  which  the  franchise  was  adopted,  then  we  would  have 
manhood  suffrage  in  this  country,  in  which  case  there  would 
be  some  logic  in  the  argument  of  the  hon.  gentleman  ;  but, 
unfortunately  for  him,  that  is  not  a  principle  which  actuates 
the  First  Minister  in’ this  legislation.  The  principle  here  is 
a  different  principle  altogether.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
thought  proper  to  quote  the  law  from  the  statutes  of  Ontario, 
but  I  believe  the  statute  which  he  quoted  is  a  statute 
relating  to  the  district  of  Algoma,  and  not  to  the  other  por¬ 
tions  of  Ontario — a  district  which  had  exceptional  legisla- 
lation,  where  certain  people  were  allowed  to  vote,  and  where 
people  who,  perhaps,  lived  in  a  tent  all  night,  called  them¬ 
selves  householders.  But,  Sir,  the  legislation  of  the  Province 
of  Ontario  is  fair  in  every  respect,  because  it  permits  the 
Indian  to  vote  if  he  is  enfranchised.  If  he  is  free  from  the 
influences  which  the  Government  can  exercise  over  him, 
and  if  he  is  not  residing  amongst  the  tribal  Indians,  ho  has 
a  vote,  provided  he  has  the  same  property  qualifi¬ 
cation  as  a  white  man.  In  that  respect  the  grounds 
on  which  the  vote  is  given  are  perfectly  clear  and 
logical,  because  there  can  be  no  possible  influence  of  the 
the  Government  if  the  Indian  is  not  living  on  the  reserve 
and  ceases  to  be  under  the  influence  of  the  agent  in  charge 
under  the  Government.  Then,  I  say  the  measure  before 
the  House,  as  well  as  the  amendment,  should  be  rejected 
by  this  House,  from  the  statement  made  by  the  First  Minis¬ 
ter  himself  in  1880,  when  he  proclaimed  that  the  Indians 
were  not  fit  to  assume  the  rights  and  powers  of  municipal 
government.  It  should  be  rejected  because  the  Indians  are 
infants  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  and  are  in  a  state  of  tutelage, 
under  the  control  of  the  Government.  Until  that  influence 
is  removed  I  say  it  would  be  unjust  and  disgraceful  for  any 
party  to  enfranchise  these  people.  If  they  are  intelligent 
enough  to  exercise  the  franchise,  give  it  to  them.  But  give 
them  their  money  or  their  property,  to  do  with  what  they 
like.  If  you  say  they  are  not  provident  enough  to  take  care 
of  their  proporty,  that  they  will  waste  it,  then  you  admit  all 
we  contend  for ;  you  admit  that  they  should  not  exercise  the 
right  to  vote.  If  you  say  it  is  the  duty  of  the  State  to  preserve 
their  property,  you  admit  their  want  of  intelligence,  their 
want  of  thrift,  and  all  that  we  complain  of  as  reasons  for 
their  not  receiving  the  franchise.  That  being  the  case,  it 
would  be  unwise,  unstatesmanlike  and  disgraceful,  on  the 
part  of  any  political  party  of  this  country,  to  confer  the 
franchise  on  these  people,  under  the  circumstances  I  have 
stated. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  wish  to  offer  a  word  of  explanation. 
The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  was  kind  enough 
to  attribute  to  mo  personal  motives  in  the  view  I  take  of 
the  Indian  franchise.  I  do  not  think  that  was  quite  parlia¬ 
mentary  ;  but  I  can  assure  the  House  that  I  have  no  per¬ 
sonal  motives  in  the  matter.  As  regards  the  district  I 
Mr,  Lister. 
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represesent,  I  think  the  Bill  will  leave  the  franchise  much 
the  same  as  it  is  at  present,  though  eventually,  as  the  Indians 
become  civilised,  the  number  enfranchised  may  be  increased. 
We  have  not  a  large  number  of  settled  Indians  in  Algoma, 
although  we  have  a  great  number  of  wild  Indians  in  the 
forest ;  and  until  they  begin  to  settle  down,  the  Indian 
franchise  in  the  district  I  represent  will  not  be  very  large. 
Again,  he  says  the  only  reason  I  gave  why  Indians  should 
have  votes  was  that  they  pay  taxes.  I  did  not  give  that  as 
a  reason  why  they  should  have  votes,  but  why  they  should 
not  bo  deprived  of  votes.  If  all  the  Indians  in  Algoma  had 
votes  to-morrow,  I  have  no  knowledge  that  they  would  vote 
for  me,  for  a  large  proportion  of  the  few  who  had  votes 
voted  against  me  at  the  last  election. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  hon.  member  for  Lambton  (Mr. 
Lister)  displayed  a  good  deal  of  warmth  in  dealing  with 
this  question,  and  used  a  good  many  strong  words  and 
phrases  in  reference  to  other  hon.  gentlemen  who  have 
spoken  on  this  subject — I  thought,  perhaps,  more  than  he 
was  justified  in  using,  under  the  circumstances.  He  imputed 
improper  motives  to  the  hon.  member  for  East  Hastings 
(Mr.  White)  because  he  supported  the  measure,  and  said 
that  no  hon.  gentleman  who  spoke  as  that  hon.  gentleman 
did  was  sincere.  He  talked  as  if  he  was  speaking  from 
principle ;  but,  after  a  little,  he  inadvertently  let  out  what 
was  the  secret  of  his  warmth  on  this  question.  He  said  there 
were  several  hundred  Indians  in  his  constituency,  and 
then  he  went  on  to  say,  in  a  boasting  way,  that  he  did  not 
caro  whether  they  were  enfranchised  or  not.  Any  one 
listening  to  his  argument  must  reasonably  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  with  him  there  were  personal  consider¬ 
ations  at  stake ;  and  if  he  can  impute  improper  motives 
to  the  hon.  member  for  East  Hastings  and  the  hon.  member 
for  Algoma,  we  can,  with  equal  propriety,  impute  improper 
motives  tohimin  the  argument  he  advanced.  He  said  it  was 
the  most  monstrous  proposition  ever  submitted  to  this  House ; 
that  in  no  other  country  in  the  world  would  it  be  under¬ 
taken,  and  that  we  have  no  right  to  give  the  Indian  the 
privilege  of  voting ;  yet  his  next  proposition  was  that  the 
legislation  of  Ontario  was  fair  in  every  particular.  If  the 
hon,  gentleman  had  been  as  fair  as  he  professed  to  be,  he 
would  have  admitted  that  the  Province  of  Ontario  has  given 
the  Indians  tho  right  to  vote  already,  and  that  they  have 
voted  time  and  again.  Yet  he  says  the  law  which 
allows  them  to  vote  is  fair  in  every  particular,  but  it  is  not 
fair  for  this  House  to  pass  a  law  to  give  them  a  right  to 
vote.  I  know  something  about  how  the  Indians  were  dealt 
with.  In  tho  election  before  last,  in  the  Muskoka  district, 
the  timber  inspector  there,  who  supported  Mr.  Mowat’s 
candidate,  went  out  among  tho  Indians,  and  it  was 
currently  reported,  and  I  believe  correctly,  that  he 
bought  up  nearly  all  tho  Indians  in  the  district, 
collected  them  in  one  place,  and  took  them  to  the 
polls  and  got  them  to  vote.  After  that  he  took  the 
Indians  away,  took  their  dresses  from  them  and  put  them 
on  the  squaws,  and  took  them  in,  and  got  them  to  poll  their 
votes.  That  was  done  under  the  law  of  Ontario  and  by  tho 
friends  of  the  Ontario  Government.  But  it  was  rumored 
that  Mr.  Mowat’s  timber  inspectors  did  not  retain  that  con¬ 
trol  over  the  Indians  that  they  would  wish,  and  he 
insei’ted  in  his  Bill  that  nice  little  clause,  that  any  unenfran¬ 
chised  Indian  receiving  any  money  from  the  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  have  no  right  to  vote;  but  as  long  as  he 
could  get  the  votes  of  the  Indians,  he  was  perfectly  willing 
to  give  them  the  right  to  vote.  There  is  nothing  done  by 
this  Bill  but  what  has  been  done  before;  there  is  nothing 
unreasonable  in  it;  and  I  believe,  if  there  is  one  thing  more 
than  another  that  will  tend  to  the  moral  elevation  of  the 
Indian  to  the  level  of  the  white  man,  it  is  to  give  him  the 
right  to  vote,  to  confer  upon  him  the  same  privileges,  duties 
and  responsibilities  conferred  upon  white  men. 
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Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  had  supposed,  after  the 
strongly  expressed  views  of  the  representatives  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  British  Columbia,  who  so  firmly  support  the 
Government,  that  the  hon.  First  Minister  would  have 
re  considered  his  Bill  and  allowed  it  to  apply  to  the  Indians 
in  all  the  Provinces  and  to  the  North-West  Territories  alike. 
With  reference  to  this  Indian  question,  if  we  are  to  judge 
hon.  members  opposite  by  some  of  their  observations  and 
by  the  articles  we  see  in  the  press,  it  is  a  question  that  is 
not  thoroughly  understood  by  them  yet,  and  it  is  desirable 
that  there  should  be  sufficient  discussion  to  enable  us  to 
ascertain  what  the  position  of  the  Indian  really  is,  and  what 
benefits  we  propose  to  confer  upon  him  by  the  Act  now  before 
us.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  profess  that  they  are  champion¬ 
ing  the  cause  of  the  Indian,  that  they  are  desirous  of  lifting 
him  up  from  the  lower  scale  he  occupies  to  a  higher  level; 
and  they  assume  to  themselves  a  certain  amount  of  virtue 
in  saying  that  they  desire  to  do  that,  and,  by  necessity,  would 
seek  to  fasten  on  members  on  this  side  of  the  House,  who 
are  not  in  favor  of  extending  the  vote  to  the  Indians  in  the 
manner  proposed  in  this  Bill,  the  charge  that  they  are 
actuated  by  a  desire  to  keep  some  human  beings,  who  are 
possessed  with  souls  like  other  people  in  the  community, 
in  a  lower  sphere  than  the  latter  occupy.  Do  those 
hon.  gentlemen  not  know  that  not  only  in  this  land, 
but  in  all  lands  where  constitutional  government  prevails, 
it  has  been  the  Liberal  party  who  have  maintained  the 
rights  of  the  people,  who  have  sought  to  elevate  the  masses, 
who  have  ever  sought  to  confer  privileges  and  blessings 
upon  them,  who  have  ever  sought  to  aid  those  who  are 
stuggling  upward  in  the  race  for  life  ;  and  if  they  have  been 
opposed  at  all  in  this  good  war,  they  have  been  opposed  by 
the  party  represented  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  The 
very  tradition,  the  history,  the  record  of  the  Liberal  party, 
ought  itself  to  be  enough  to  convince  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  without  any  statements  or  arguments  on  this  side, 
that  when  they  interpret  the  actions  of  bon.  gentlemen  on 
this  side  as  a  desire  to  keep  down  human  beings  in  this 
country  and  not  to  give  to  them  liberties  and  rights,  they 
have  misapprehended  our  position  and  fail  to  understand 
the  queston.  Who  opposes  the  elevation  of  the  Indians  and 
the  enfranchisement  ot  the  Indians  ?  Is  it  any  one  on  this 
side  of  the  House  ?  Is  it  not  the  desire  of  every  one  on  this 
side,  as  I  trust  it  is  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  that  side,  that  the 
Indian  may  become  elevated,  raised  in  the  public  scale,  and 
have  conferred  upon  him  the  rights  and  privileges  to  which 
he  is  entitled,  as  soon  as  he  is  able  to  assume  the  respon- 
sibilites  of  citizenship  ?  But  I  reiterate  what  I  have  stated 
before,  that  the  Bill  in  your  hands,  Sir,  the  proposition  of 
the  Government  in  this  Bill,  is  not  to  elevate  the  Indian  one 
iota,  not  to  elevate  him  in  the  slighest  degree  in  the  social 
scale ;  it  is  to  do  nothing  for  the  Indian  mentally,  physically, 
morally,  or  financially — it  is  simply  a  proposition  to  give  a 
vote  to  the  Indian  unemancipated,  under  the  management  of 
the  Government,  and  controlled  by  the  Government.  In  fact, 
it  is  a  proposition  to  place  a  certain  number  of  votes  at  the 
control  of  the  Government,  for  the  purpose  of  strengthening 
themselves  in  the  position  they  occupy.  This  is  a  question 
in  which  there  need  be  no  darkness  at  all.  We  have  the 
official  documents ;  we  have  the  laws  relating  to  Indians ;  we 
have  the  machinery  that  has  been  devised  by  Governments 
preceding  this  Government  and  continued  by  this  Govern¬ 
ment,  by  which  the  Indian  may  be  elevated,  may  be  enfran¬ 
chised;  and  the  very  resolution,  the  very  amendment  that 
is  in  your  hands,  Sir,  offered  by  an  hon.  member  on  this 
side,  shows  you  plainly  that  there  is  no  desire  on  the  part  of 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  to  keep  the  Indians  unenfran¬ 
chised.  The  resolution  is  that  the  vote  shall  be  given  to  all 
duly  enfranchised  Indians.  We  propose  to  give  it  to  the 
enfx’anchised  Indian ;  we  want  to  give  it  to  every  enfranchised 
Indian;  we,  on  this  side,  desire  that  the  Indians,  as  soon  as 
they  are  ready  to  avail  themselves  of  this  right,  should  have  it, 


because,  as  I  said  before,  I  do  not  think  it  should  be  our 
policy  to  force  a  measure  on  the  Indians,  but  to  give  them 
the  privilege  and  opportunity  of  becoming  enfranchised, 
when  they  are  prepared  to  avail  themselves  of  this  oppor¬ 
tunity.  If  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  vote  down  this  propo¬ 
sition,  they  will  vote  down  a  proposition  to  give  a  vote  to 
every  enfranchised  Indian,  and  they  will  place  themselves 
in  the  position  that  their  desire  is  to  give  the  vote  to  the 
unemancipated,  unenfranchised  Indians.  Let  me  point  out. 
to  you  the  actual  position  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  as 
shown  by  reference  to  the  Indian  Act.  The  hon.  member 
for  East  Hastings  spoke  rather  warmly,  with  reference  to 
some  expressions  which  fell  from  the  hon.  member  for 
Manitoba  (Mr.  Watson)  and  some  others  with  reference  to 
some  of  the  Indian  bands.  He  appeared  to  resent  them  as 
warmly  as  though  some  of  the  descriptions  were  applicable 
to  the  particular  band  of  Indians  with  which  he  is  more 
acquainted.  This  fact  must  be  borne  in  mind,  that  there  is 
a  difference  in  the  progress  which  has  been  made  by  the 
Indians,  not  only  in  the  different  Provinces,  but  in  the  dif¬ 
ferent  bands  in  the  Provinces.  There  is  no  doubt  about 
that;  the  Indian  law  recognizes  that  fact,  and  there¬ 
fore  the  pi'oposition  to  give  a  vote  to,  or  even  to 
enfranchise  the  Indians,  as  a  body,  in  any  of  the 
Provinces,  is  a  proposition  too  general  in  its  scope, 
for  there  are  but  few  bands,  that  I  know,  of  which  would 
be  fitted  to  exercise  it.  There  was  a  band  in  the  county 
of  Essex,  the  Wyandotts,  who  became  wholly  enfranchised, 
who  assumed  the  responsibilities  of  citizenship,  and  who 
have  a  vote,  as  they  are  entitled  to  have.  Other  advanced 
Indians  in  different  bands  who  are  in  a  sufficiently  advanced 
position  and  desire  to  become  enfranchised,  have  tho  means 
placed  in  their  hands,  in  the  machiney  of  the  enfranchising 
clauses  of  the  Indian  Act,  to  become  enfranchised  ;  and  in 
that  way  alone  can  you  enfranchise  the  Indians,  in  that 
way  alone  can  you  make  the  Indians  citizens  of  this  country, 
receiving  its  full  rights  aad  liberties  and  assuming  its 
full  responsibilities  ?  It  is  idle  to  say  that  the  Bill  before 
us  enfranchises  the  Indian,  as  that  word  is  understood  in  the 
Indian  Act.  It  cannot  do  it ;  the  First  Minister  himself 
would  tell  you,  if  you  asked  him,  that  it  cannot  do  it.  In 
what  position  are  the  unemancipated  and  unenfranchised 
Indians  ?  Read  the  opening  clauses  of  the  Indian  Act  alone : 

“  The  expression  ‘Superintendent  General’  rmean9  the  Superintendent 
General  of  Indian  Affairs  ;  the  expression  1  Deputy  Superintendent  Gen¬ 
eral  ’  means  the  Deputy  Superintendent-General  of  Indian  Affairs;  the 
expression  ‘  agent  ’  or  ‘  Indian  agent  ’  means  and  includes  the  commis¬ 
sioner,  assistant  commissioner,  superintendent,  agent,  or  other  officer 
acting  under  the  instructions  of  the  Superintendent  General ;  the  expres¬ 
sion  ‘  person  ’  means  any  other  than  an  Indian  ;  the  expression  •  band  ’ 
means  any  tribe,  band  or  body  of  Indians  who  are  on,  or  are  interested 
in,  a  reserve,  or  in  Indian  lands  in  common,  of  which  the  legal  title  is 
vested  in  the  Crown - ” 

That  is  how  the  lands  of  these  individuals  are  held.  The 
title  is  vested  in  the  Crown. 

“  who  share  alike  in  the  distribution  of  any  annuities  or  interest  monies 
for  which  the  Government  of  Canada  is  responsible.” 

Now,  when  we  come  to  the  Department  of  Indian  Affairs, 
we  see  how  completely  the  unemancipated,  unenfranchised 
Indian  is  under  the  control  of  the  Superintendent  General  of 
the  Indians  and  his  local  agents  residing  on  the  reserves : 

11  The  Minister  of  the  Interior,  or  the  head  ot  any  other  Department 
appointed  for  that  purpose  by  the  Governor  in  Council,  shall  be  the 
Superintendent  General  of  Indian  Affairs,  and  shall,  as  such,  have  the 
control  and  management  of  the  lands  and  properties  of  the  Indians  in 
Canada.  ” 

And  it  is  while  the  Indian’s  lands  and  his  liberties,  and  his 
properties  and  his  rights,  are  under  the  management  and 
under  the  control  of  the  Superintendent  General,  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  give  him  a  vote,  to  have  his 
lands  and  the  management  of  his  affairs  under  precisely  tho 
same  control  after  the  vote  is  given  to  him  as  they  were 
before.  And  yet  some  of  those  hon.  gentlemen  will  venture 
to  say  that  it  is  a  proposition  which  it  is  advisable  to  adopt ; 


2014 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


Mat  20, 


“  There  shall  be  a  Department  of  the  Civil  Service  of  Canada  which 
shall  be  called  the  Department  of  Indian  Affairs, and  which  L^nor  in 
management,  charge  and  direction  of  Indian  affairs.  The  Governor 
Council  may  appoint  an  officer  who,  shall  be  called  the  Deputy  Superin¬ 
tendent  General  of  Indian  Affairs,  and  may  also  appoint  suchother offi- 
cers,  clerks  and  servants  as  are  requisite  for  the  proper  conduct  of  the 
business  of  the  Department.  The  Governor  in  Council  may  als°>fr°“ 
time  to  time,  appoint  officers  and  agents  to  carry  out  ^ct  a“d  Orders 
in  Council  made  under  it,  which  officers  and  agents  shall  be  paid  in  sue 
a  manner  and  at  such  rates  as  the  Governor  in  Council  directs,  out  of 
any  fund  that  is  appropriated  by  law  for  that  purpose. 

I  have  read  these  sections  in  order  to  point  out  how  abso¬ 
lutely  under  the  control  of  the  Superintendent  General  and 
his  local  officers  and  agents  the  unemancipated,  unenfran¬ 
chised  Indians  are.  They  have  the  sole  control  and  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  Indians’  affairs.  While  retaining  them  in  that 
position  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  give  them  a  vote. 
Without  going  through  the  whole  Act,  which  is  not  neces¬ 
sary,  I  would  point  out  where  the  hollowness,  if  1  eay  not 
the  hypocrisy,  of  this  Bill  is,  when  there  is  an  attempt  made 
to  justify  it  on  the  ground  that  it  is  designed  to  do  the 
Indian  some  good  or  to  raise  him  in  the  social  scale.  There 
is  a  way  by  which  that  can  be  accomplished,  but  it  is  only 
by  the  machinery  provided  in  the  enfranchising  clauses  ol 
the  Indian  Act.  In  that  way  alone  can  an  Indian  be 
elevated,  can  he  be  made  a  free  man,  can  he  occupy  the 
same  plane  occupied  by  the  white  citizens  of  this  country. 
But  is  there  a  proposition  from  tho  Government  to  amend 
the  Indian  Act  in  the  direction  of  giving  greater  facility  to 
the  Indian  to  become  enfranchised,  by  making  theso 
clauses  less  strict,  by  shortening  the  term  of  probation 
by  making  it  easier  for  the  Indian  to  avail  himself  ot 
tho  Act,  to  do  away  with  clauses  of  the  Indian  Act  which 
have  been  revised  and  are  kept  in  operation  with  a  view  of 
keeping  the  Indian  as  an  Indian,  of  keeping  him  on  the 
reserve,  of  retarding  any  desire  that  might  be  in  him  to 
burst  the  bonds  and  to  get  greater  freedom.  There  are 
clauses  in  the  Indian  Act  designed  by  tho  parties  who  put 
them  there  to  prevent  the  Indian  leaving  the  reserve  and 
mingling  with  the  white  people,  and  endeavoring  to  work 
his  way  upward,  as  tho  other  races  in  the  country  work 
thoir  way  up  in  the  struggle,  in  the  battle,  and  in  tho  race 
of  life.  The  Indian  Act,  as  it  will  stand  after  those 
unomancipated  Indians  are  given  the  right  to  vote,  inflicts 
fines  and  penalties  on  tho  Indian  who  will  leave  bis  reserve 
and  try  to  make  a  man  of  himself.  Let  me  road  you  a 
section  : 

“  Any  Indian  who,  for  five  years  continuously,  lias  resided  ia  a  foreign 
country,  without  the  consent,  in  writing,  of  the  Superintendent  Gen  _ra 
or  his  agent,  shall  cease  to  be  a  member  of  i he  band  of  which  he  or  she 
was  formerly  a  member,  and  shall  not  again  become  a  “ombor  of  that 
band,  or  any  other  band,  unless  the  consent  of  such  band,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Superintendent  General  or  his  agent,  is  first  obtained 

If  an  Indian  would  like  to  leave  a  reserve  whore  his  energies 
aro  crippled,  and  has  public  spirit  enough  to  go  to  the 
Republic  to  the  south  of  us,  as  many  of  our  sons  go,  if  he 
goes  there  and  engages  in  some  trade,  or  calling,  or  occupa¬ 
tion,  and  works  his  way  up,  then  the  Indian  Act  imposes  a 
penalty  on  him  if  he  does  not  come  back  within  five  years 
and  settle  on  the  reserve.  Why  not  give  him  liberty  to  go, 
and  wish  him  God-speed,  as  you  do  to  your  own  boy  ?  Why 
impose  tho  penalty  that,  if  he  ventures  to  do  that,  his  share 
of  the  land  which  he  holds  in  common  with  tho  others  shall 
be  forfeited,  as  to  the  leases.  Either  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Hastings  (Mr.  White)  has  been  mistaken  in  the  pro¬ 
position  he  laid  down  as  to  the  Indians  in  Tyendenaga  leas¬ 
ing  their  holdings,  or  those  Indians  who  have  violated  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  are  liable,  and  tho  men  who  havo 
leased  from  them  are  liable.  The  Indian  Act  is  Lamed  to 
prevent  an  Indian  leasing  his  land  to  a  white  man.  I  think 
t  would  have  been  a  good  thing  to  give  the  Indian  the  i  ight, 
when  he  desired  to  do  it,  to  lease  his  holding  to  a  respect- 
ablo  white  man.  In  that  way,  they  would  havo  intelligent, 
capable  white  farmers  scattered  throughout  the  reserve, 
whose  example  would  be  an  incentive  to  the  Indians 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


engaged  in  agricultural  pursuits  to  imitate  them  in  their 
better  modes  of  farming.  But  our  Indian  Act  is  framed  on 
the  principle  :  Do  not  let  the  whites  get  in  there  at  all,  or  the 
Indians  will  become  so  advanced  that  they  will  not  want  to 
remain  in  the  state  in  which  they  are  ;  and  if  they  do  not 
want  to  remain  in  that  state,  the  office,  the  employment,  the 
services  of  the  local  agent  will  not  be  wanted.  The  tendency 
is  to  keep  the  Indiam  where  he  is.  It  is  not  so  very  long 
ago  that  our  Indian  Act  was  framed  in  such  a  manner  that 
this  was  the  effect  of  it.  It  was  changed,  and  I  take  a  little 
credit  in  a  humble  way  for  having  it  changed ;  but,  under 
the  Act  as  it  stood,  if  an  Indian  woman  lived  in  a,  state  of 
adultry  with  a  white  man  and  had  five  or  six  children,  she 
and  her  children  would  draw  their  shares  of  the  interest 
money  of  the  band ;  but,  if  she  turned  round,  and  married 
that  white  man,  and  lived  according  to  the  laws  of  God  and 
man,  our  Indian  Act  cut  her  and  her  children  off  from 
receiving  their  share  of  that  fund.  We  got  that  wiped  out, 
and  now  the  Indian  woman  can  marry  a  white  man  and  get 
her  share,  but  her  children  cannot  participate  in  it.  Whether 
we  wont  far  enough  or  not  I  will  leave  you  to  decide,  but  at 
any  rate  we  made  a  step  in  the  right  direction.  There  is 
the  field  in  which  gentlemen  opposite,  who  desire  to  advance 
the  cause  of  the  Indian,  should  work.  Help  the  men  who 
desire  to  see  the  Indian  advanced.  By  this  Bill  you  do  not 
do  anything  in  that  direction,  but  you  should,  by  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Indian  Act,  remove  the  disabilities  under 
which  you  put  a  progressive  Indian,  you  should  make 
more  simple  the  machinery  by  which  the  Indian  seek¬ 
ing  enfranchisement  may  obtain  it.  Then  you  may 
fairly  claim  to  be  the  friend  of  the  Indian  and  one 
who  desiros  to  help  him  forward  in  his  course. 

I  might  go  on,  for  almost  every  clause  of  the  Indian  Act 
shows  the  complete  state  of  tho  tutelage  and  wardship  in 
which  the  Indian  is  held.  The  first  section  I  read  shows 
that  the  control  and  management  of  his  affairs  are  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government,  and  every  section  of  the  clause 
defines  when,  where  and  how  the  Government  may  come  in 
and  exercise  that  control.  The  clause  relating  to  what  I 
spoke  of  last,  with  reference  to  Indian  an  woman  marrying  a 
white  man,  stands  now  in  the  amended  form  this  way  in  the 
Act.  (The  hon.  gentleman  read  section  11  of  the  Indian 
Act,  relating  to  intermarriages).  So,  any  woman  who 
marries  a  white  man  forfeits  her  rights  to  her  share  in  tho 
land  which  she  has  in  common  with  all  the  other  members 
of  the  band.  I  leave  it  to  the  committee  to  say  whether 
that  is  right  or  not;  but  permitting  her  to  share  in  tho 
annuities,  as  wo  do  here,  is  a  great  advance  upon  what  the 
law  was  a  few  years  ago,  when,  if  she  married  a  white  man, 
that  would  have  entailed  upon  her  the  further  penalty  of 
losing  the  interest  of  the  money  to  which  she  is  entitled. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  She  would  have  had  a  good  protector 
when  she  married  the  white  man,  as  much  as  any  other 
woman. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Yes  ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman 
would  hardly  say  that  a  white  woman,  when  she  marries  a 
man,  should  therefore  forfeit  any  property  she  had  in  her 
own  right.  The  design  of  the  Indian  Act  is  to  keep  Indians 
from  intermarrying  with  tho  whites,  to  keep  them  shut  up 
on  their  reserves,  and  to  remain  in  their  present  state. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  Then  you  think  it  desirable  that  white 
men  should  marry  Indian  women. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  think  if  a  white  man  and  an  Indian 
woman  desire  to  be  united  in  the  bonds  of  matrimony,  this 
Parliament  of  Canada  ought  not  to  impose  any  fines  or 
penalties  for  doing  so. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  It  does  not. 


Mr.  PATERSON.  Yes,  it  does;  I  am  pointing  that  out. 
Mr.  BERGIN.  You  are  trying  to,  but  you  are  not  sue* 
ceeding. 
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Mr.  PATERSON.  Well,  I  trust,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
convinced  you.  I  have  pointed  out  that  the  Indian  woman, 
if  she  married  a  man  remaining  on  the  reserves,  has  her 
share  in  common  of  the  lands  there,  but  if  she  marries  a 
white  man  she  forfeits  her  share  of  the  land.  And,  in  addition 
to  forfeiting  her  share  of  the  land,  she  at  one  time  forfeited 
her  share  of  the  interest  money.  We  have  amended  the  Indian 
Act,  as  concerns  the  interest  money,  but  the  penalty  of 
forfeiting  her  share  in  the  lands  is  still  upon  the  Statute 
Book.  I  have  pointed  this  out,  showing  that  the  whole 
tendency  of  the  Indian  Department  and  the  management  of 
it,  is  in  the  direction  of  keeping  the  Indians  as  Indians,  of 
repressing  them,  of  keeping  them  down.  Thero  is  a  clause 
which  says  a  man  shall  forfeit  his  right  in  the  lands  if  he 
lives  for  five  years  in  the  United  States,  if  he  has  enough 
courage,  if  ho  has  enough  public  spirit,  to  go  over  there 
and  work  his  way  up,  and  does  not  come  back  inside  five 
years  and  go  on  the  reserves.  Now,  let  us  take  one  or 
two  other  clauses,  just  to  see  the  position  the  Indian 
occupies.  (The  hon.  gentleman  read  section  20,  where  the 
Indian  may  devise  certain  property  by  will.)  Now,  ho  may 
make  his  will,  hut  if  it  is  not  approved  by  the  Superinten¬ 
dent  General  that  ends  the  matter. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  The  approval  follows  the 
approval  by  the  band. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Yes  ;  and  here  again  you  see  the  lack 
of  control  on  the  part  of  the  Indian.  Even  if  the  Super¬ 
intendent  General  was  not  there,  they  are  controlled,  in 
devising  their  own  property,  by  the  band.  Does  not  that 
show  tho  absence  of  self-control  on  tho  part  of  tho  indivi¬ 
dual  ?  If  he  fails  to  have  done  that,  then  he  is  declared  to 
have  died  intestate,  and  the  will  is  of  no  force  at  all.  They 
may  make  their  will,  but  if  it  is  not  approved  by  the  band, 
and  also  by  the  Superintendent  General,  that  ends  the  mat¬ 
ter,  and  the  Indian  Act  declares  ho  shall  have  died  intestate. 
(The  hon.  gentleman  read  section  30,  prohibiting  the  Indians 
selling  their  produce  under  certain  fines  and  penalties  ) 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Does  this  apply  to  all  tribes  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  It  applies  to  the  Indians  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Manitoba,  the  District  of  Keewatin,  and  tho  North- 
West  Territory. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  does  not  apply  to  the  Indians  of 
Ontario  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  No.  It  applies  to  the  Indians  to 
whom  this  Bill  proposes  to  give  votes.  These  Indians  are 
not  able  to  dispose  of  their  produce,  except  under  certain 
restrictions.  When  this  Act  passes  the  Manitoba  Indians 
will  be  in  the  position  of  voters. 

Mr.  WHITE.  No,  they  will  not  be  in  that  position. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  We  have  had  the  member  for  East 
Hastings  telling  us  so. 

Mr.  WHITE.  No  ;  you  had  the  First  Minister  making 
the  statement  that  the  Indians  of  Manitoba  and  British 
Columbia  were  not  to  be  included  in  this  Bill. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  The  hon.  Minister  has  changed  his 
mind,  because  he  explicitly  answered  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  that  this  Bill  would  include  the  Indians  of  the 
North-West  Territory  and  British  Columbia.  The  hon. 
gentleman  changed  his  mind  after  the  question  had  been 
debated — about  a  week  afterwards. 

Mr.  WHITE.  On  the  very  same  day  the  conversation 
occurred  with  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell. 

Mr.  MILLS.  By  looking  at  Hansard,  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  see  it  was  nearly  a  week  afterwards. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  One  of  the  members  for  British  Col¬ 
umbia  last  night  assured  us  he  wanted  the  Indians  to  vote. 


So  we  have  reason  to  believe  that  the  First  Minister  has 
changed  his  mind  again. 

Mr.  WHITE.  It  would  not  apply  to  them,  either. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  It  was  on  4th  May  that  the  Minister 
made  that  statement.  It  was  drawn  from  him  by  members 
of  the  Opposition ;  and,  recollecting  this  fact,  it  is  rather  too 
much  to  blame  us  for  the  original  statement  of  the  First 
Minister,  that  he  proposed  to  give  the  franchise  to  Indians, 
who,  under  the  Indian  Act,  were  not  at  liberty  to  sell  any 
of  their  own  produce. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Suppose  we  admit  that  the  First  Minister 
changed  his  mind.  You  are  arguing  now  as  if  he  had  not 
changed  his  mind.  Yet  you  say  he  has  done  so. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Now  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell 
admits— 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  admit  nothing.  I  said :  Assume  he  has 
changed  his  mind. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  The  First  Minister  asked  that  the  discus¬ 
sion  on  clause  9  should  stand  over ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Mr.  Paterson)  will  not  wait  for  the  explanation. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  The  First  Minister  was  asked  to  give 
an  explanation,  but  he  said  the  discussion  had  better  go  on, 

Mr.  BERGIN.  Not  a  discussion  on  the  Indian  Act, 
which  is  not  before  the  House,  but  the  discussion  on  the 
Franchise  Bill. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  What  I  gathered  was,  that  perhaps  the 
First  Minister’s  mind  was  not  fully  made  up.  He  says  he 
consults  his  colleagues,  and  it  may  bo  that  after  further  dis¬ 
cussion  he  will  go  further  than  the  announcement  made  on 
4th  May.  He,  himself,  said  that  the  discussion  had  bettor  go 
on ;  and  therefore,  at  tho  request  of  the  First  Minister,  we 
are  going  on  with  tho  discussion,  and  it  does  not  come  with 
good  grace  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  after  we  have 
been  invited  to  go  on,  to  say  we  should  have  taken  another 
opportunity  to  do  so.  They  must  have  forgotten  that  we 
are  discussing  this  matter  at  the  express  wish  of  tho  Minister 
himself. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  In  all  fairness,  docs  tho  hon.  gentleman 
think  it  is  right  to  discuss  the  Indian  Act  and  then  to  take 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill  as  applicable  to  the  tribes  in  the 
North-West  and  in  Manitoba,  and  make  tho  declaration  he 
has  done,  after  the  declaration  of  the  First  Minister,  that  he 
did  not  intend  to  enfranchise  those  Indians.  I  ask  whether 
that  is  a  fair  argument  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  No ;  I  was  not  using  it  in  that  way, 
Hon.  gentlemen  have  interrupted  me  so  often— -and  I  do  not 
object — that  I  had  not  finished  the  reasons  why  I  entered 
upon  that  line  of  argument.  I  was  pointing  out  that  the 
First  Minister  had  declared,  after  discussion,  that  he  would 
exempt  those  Indians;  and  I  have  just  said  that  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  First  Minister  has  not  again  changed  his 
mind  on  that  matter,  whether  ho  does  not  mean  to  recede 
from  the  position  taken  on  4th  May,  and  include  the  Indians 
of  British  Columbia  and  Manitoba,  that  idea  being  forced  on 
my  mind  by  tho  line  of  argument  adopted  by  the  members 
for  British  Columbia  last  night,  and  their  statements  that 
they  desired  to  have  Indians  enfranchised. 

Mr.  BAKER  (Yictoria).  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The 
hon  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  and  the  hon  member 
for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  are  repeatedly  making  the  state¬ 
ment  that  the  members  lor  British  Columbia  have  said  so- 
and-so  regarding  the  Indians.  I  beg  to  remind  those  hon. 
gentlemen  that  because  one  hon.  member — and,  as  a  rule,  I 
have  the  greatest  regard  for  what  he  says,  and  I  pay  him 
all  legitimate  deference  to  which  he  is  enti  lod — still  I  do 
not  allow  him  to  speak  for  me,  or  for  the  whole  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  British  Columbia,  whether  as  regards  the  enfran- 
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ehisement  of  the  Indians  or  any  other  subject.  I  also  wish 
hon.  members  of  the  Opposition  to  understand  that  I  am  not 
to  be  coerced  into  speaking  when  I  do  not  feel  inclined,  nor 
am  I  going  to  be  retarded  when  I  do  feel  inclined. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  am  very  sorry  if  I  have  done  injury 
to  the  hon.  member,  as  I  did  not  mean  to  do  so.  I  suppose 
I  used  the  term  “  members  for  British  Columbia,”  instead  of 
saying  “  the  junior  member  for  Victoria  (Mr.  Shakespeare).” 
The  senior  member  for  Victoria  (Mr.  Baker)  has  not  yet 
expressed  himself  publicly  on  this  question. 

Mr.  BAKER.  He  may,  ere  long. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  was  going  to  say  that  perhaps  the 
First  Minister  may  again  change  his  mind.  Hon.  gentle 
men  opposite,  I  should  judge  from  what  they  say,  mean  to 
exempt  Manitoba  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill,  in  which 
case  the  section  I  read,  prohibiting  the  Indian  from  selling 
his  produce,  or  another  person  from  buying  it,  would  not 
be  applicable,  and  therefore  it  may  be  left  out  of  considera¬ 
tion.  But  every  other  provision  I  read  as  to  the  disabilities 
of  the  Indians  applies  to  the  most  advanced  bands  of 
Indians  in  the  Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec,  and  to  the 
most  advanced  Indians  in  those  bands.  There  are  intelli¬ 
gent  men,  who  have  made  a  great  deal  of  progress,  so  far  as 
opportunity  had  been  given  them,  on  some  of  the  resorves. 
I  will  give  you  an  instance  in  point.  One  of  the  Indians 
from  my  own  reservation  came  to  see  me  the  other  day, 
and  he  had  some  business  with  the  Department  of  Indian 
Affairs.  Ho  belonged  originally  to  another  reserve,  and  he 
had  gono  from  that  reserve  to  the  Six  Nation  reservo,  had 
married  a  Six  Nation  woman,  and  had  lived  on  the  Six 
Nation  reserve  for  some  time.  He  is  acting  as  interpreter 
there,  and  is.  besides,  a  kind  of  lay  missionary.  His 
appearance,  his  dress  and  his  mode  of  conversation 
were  as  creditable  and  as  -  gentlemanly  as  that  of 
many  gentlemen  in  the  House  at  the  present  timo. 
He  was  one .  of  the  most  advanced  Indians  it  was 
possible  to  find.  I  went  with  him  to  the  Department 
of  Indian  Affairs.  His  mission  there  was  to  receive  com¬ 
pensation  for  improvements  made  on  his  homestead,  on  the 
reserve  where  he  had  lived  before  going  to  the  Six  Nation 
reserve.  He  told  the  officer  that  he  came  for  that  purpose, 
and  he  was  asked  on  what  pay-roll  he  was  entered.  “  The 
Six  Nation,”  he  said.  “  Then  you  are  not  on  the  other,” 
said  the  officer.  “  No,”  he  said,  “  and  though  I  am  on  the 
pay-roll  of  the  Six  Nation,  I  have  no  land  there.”  “  No,  I 
suppose  not,”  said  the  officer,  “  becauso  you  have  no  right, 
but  your  wife  has.”  “  Yes,”  he  said,  “  but  I  have  not  and 
I  cannot  get  any.”  “  No,”  was  the  reply,  “  because  when  you 
married  you  should  have  been  sent  back  to  your  own  reserve 
with  the  woman  you  married.”  That,  Sir,  to  an  educated, 
intelligent  Indian,  who  acts  as  a  lay  missionary  and  inter¬ 
preter.  The  official  only  did  what  the  law  required,  but 
this  will  show  you  how  absolutely  even  these  intelligent 
Indians  are  under  the  control  of  the  Govern mont — just  as 
absolutely  as  the  most  ignorant.  Now,  allow  me  to  call 
your  attention  to  section  38,  which  will  show,  either  that 
the  hon.  member  for  East  Hastings  was  mistaken  in  what 
he  said,  or,  if  he  was  correct  in  stating  that  the  Indians 
were  leasing  their  own  lands,  and  drawing  their  own 
money  on  their  own  account,  they  were  acting 
in  violation  of  the  Indian  Act.  (The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  here  quoted  section  38  of  the  Act  in  question). 
Now,  S'r,  how  shall  we  advance  the  Indians.  It  has  been 
stated  several  times  that  in  1880  the  Superintendent  Gen¬ 
eral  sent  out  enquiries  to  the  different  agents  throughout 
the  Provinces,  but  more  particularly,  I  believe,  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario,  to  ascertain  what  advancement  the  Indian 
tribes  had  made,  with  a  view  of  determining  whether  they 
might  not  adopt  something  in  the  form  of  municipal  gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  management  of  their  own  affairs.  In  his 
report  the  Superintendent  General  regrets  to  say  that  in 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 
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the  great  majority  of  cases  the  answers  were  not  favorable ; 
that  the  Indians,  oven  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  had  not 
advanced  sufficiently  to  adopt  anything  like  a  simple  form 
of  municipal  government  for  the  management  of  their  own 
affairs.  The  matter  lay  in  abeyance,  and  last  year  the 
House  passed  what  is  called  the  Indian  Advancement  Act, 
an  Act  which  is  designed  to  enable  the  more  advanced 
bands  of  Indians  to  adopt  a  simple  kind  of  municipal  gov¬ 
ernment,  or,  in  other  words,  to  enable  them  to  substitute 
councillors  to  be  elected  by  themselves  to  manage  their 
own  affairs,  instea  1  of  there  being  managed  by  chiefs, 
as  they  have  been  in  times  past.  That  Act  provides :  (The 
hon.  gentleman  read  several  clauses  of  the  Act  in  question). 
Last  year  this  House  passed  this  Act,  by  which  the  more 
advanced  bodies  of  Indians,  with  the  consent  of  the  Super¬ 
intendent  General,  might  try  the  experiment  of  managing 
their  municipal  affairs  by  the  election  of  councillors,  instead 
of  living  them  to  be  managed  by  their  chief* ;  and  we  had 
no  more  confidence  in  the  ability  of  even  the  most  advanced 
Indians  to  do  that  than  to  provide  that,  if  after  trying  it,  they 
had  found  it  not  to  work  satisfactorily,  the  Government 
could  at  any  time,  by  Order  in  Council,  compel  them  to 
abandon  it  and  return  to  their  former  system.  And  yet  it 
is  proposed  to  give  the  right  to  vote  for  members  of  this 
House  to  Indians  of  whose  ability  to  elect  councillors  to 
manage  their  municipal  affairs  we  had  great  doubt.  That  Act 
further  provides  that  the  local  agent  of  the  Superintendent 
General  shall  preside  at  the  meetings  of  those  councillors  and 
control  and  regulate  all  matters  of  procedure  and  form.  If 
the  Superintendent  General  were  in  his  place,  1  would  like 
to  ask  him  whether  any  of  the  Indian  tribes  have  taken 
advantage  of  this  Advancement  Act.  I  do  not  know  whether 
any  of  his  colleagues  or  any  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  can 
give  me  the  information  ;  but  I  do  not  myself  know  of  any 
band  having  availed  itself  of  the  permission  there  provided. 
The  Indians  in  my  own  county,  I  claim,  are  as  advanced 
as  any  other  Indians  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  they 
met  the  other  day  to  consider  whether  they  should  adopt 
it,  and  they  decided  that  for  the  present  they  would  not  do 
so;  and  yet  wo  propose,  in  this  Bill,  to  confer  upon  them  the 
hi^kost  duty  of  citizenship— to  vole  as  to  who  shall  make 
the  laws  of  the  land.  The  proposition  is  so  indefensible 
that  I  do  not  wonder  that  hon.  gentle  men  opposite  are  so 
disgusted  at  hearing  the  absolute  control  the  Department 
ossesses  over  these  Indians  in  all  their  affairs  pointed  out 
y  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House.  In  that 
Advancement  Act  the  Superintendent  General  retained 
pretty  summary  powers  of  dealing  with  the  members  of  the 
council.  If  any  member  should  be  proved  to  be  a  habitual 
drunkard,  to  be  guilty  of  taking  a  bribe,  or  of  dishonesty  or 
immorality,  the  Superintendent  General  could  remove  him 
from  that  position;  and  yet  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will 
continue  to  argue  that  the  Indians  are  entitled  to  the  same 
rights  and  privileges  as  other  citizens  of  this  country  while 
in  their  present  position.  The  proposition  is  so  ridiculous 
that  we  have  not  found  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  rise  up  and 
discuss  it  on  its  merits.  Nor  has  their  press  discussed  it, 
nor  can  it  be  maintained,  because  it  is  a  proposi¬ 
tion  not  designed  to  benefit  the  Indians,  but  it  is 
a  proposition,  the  effect  of  which  it  is  hoped  will  be  that 
strength  will  be  added  to  the  Government  in  some  con¬ 
stituencies,  by  the  aid  of  the  votes  given  to  those  Indians, who 
are  so  much  under  the  Government’s  own  control.  But  it 
has  been  denied  that  this  provision  will  give  an  advantage 
to  the  Government.  It  has  been  said  that  the  Indians  will 
divide  in  their  political  views  as  they  do  in  religious 
matters.  That  is  true  ;  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Indians, 
individually,  have  their  different  views  and  sentiments ; 
Indians  differ,  as  do  white  people ;  and  it  is  probable  that 
very  many  of  these  Indians  will  cast  their  votes  for 
those  whom  the  Government  would  not  care  to  have 
them  cast  their  votes  for.  But  there  is  no  disguising 
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what  is  revealed  in  the  laughing,  shining  face  of 
the  hon.  member  for  East  Hastings  (Hr.  White). 
He  sees  safety  for  himself  at  the  next  general  election  in 
this  Indian  voting  proposition  of  this  Act.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  about  that.  There  has  not  been  a  happier  man  in  the 
House  since  the  Bill  was  before  us,  and  I  venture  to  say 
there  is  no  way  in  which  that  gentleman  s  face,  could  be 
lengthened  more  effectually  than  if  the  First  Minister  weie 
to  riso  and  say  that  ho  had  arrived  at  tho  conclusion  that 
while  the  Indian  was  not  enfranchised  this  provision  was 
premature,  and  that  he  would  propose  it  should  not  come 
into  operation  for  five  or  ten  years.  There  is  no  proposition 
that  would  have  the  effect  of  elongating  the  hon.  gentleman  s 
countenance  so  much  as  that.  The  hon.  gentleman  boasted 
that,  in  an  election  gone  bye,  he  carried  his  county  against 
a  nominee  of  the  First  Minister  and  against  an  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  on  this  side ;  that  he  ran  independently ,  as  he  has  boasted 
time  and  again,  and  defeated  both  the  Government  and  the 
Opposition  ;  but  I  will  tell  him  that  if  he  thought  now  he 
would  have  the  influence  of  the  Government  and  the  Super¬ 
intendent  General  against  him  at  the  next  election,  his  inte¬ 
rest  in  giving  a  vote  to  the  Iudian  would  soon  die  out.  I 
may  have  misinterpreted  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  that  is  my 
opinion.  There  is  a  slightly  concealed  pleasure  exhibited  on 
the  part  of  hom  gentlemen  opposite;  there  has  been  a 
good  deal  of  quiet  chuckling  among  them  at  the  proba¬ 
bility  that  perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  who  is  now 
addressing  you,  and  two  or  three  others  who  have  not, 
unfortunately,  commended  themselves  to  the  good  feeling 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  may,  by  tho  operation 
of  these  votes  that  are  under  the  control  of  the  Government, 
be  deprived  of  a  seat  in  this  House,  Well,  they  are  wel¬ 
come  to  all  the  satisfaction  that  thought  will  give  them.  It 
is  not  a  high  or  a  noble  sentiment,  and  they  are  welcome  to 
all  the  satisfaction  they  can  take  out  of  it ;  but  I  say  if  it  is 
in  the  interest  of  the  Indians  and  the  community  that  they 
should  be  given  the  right  to  vote,  while  they  remain  in  a 
state  of  tutelage  and  wardship,  it  matters  not  what  member 
of  the  House  may  lose  his  seat  or  retain  his  seat.  That  is 
but  a  minor  matter.  The  great  principle  of  the  w.eliare  of 
the  nation,  and  the  welfare  of  those  who  constitute  the 
nation,  must  be  the  paramount  interest  and  the  paramount 
idea  in  all  legislation  that  is  enacted  here  ;  but  having 
proved,  as  I  think  I  have,  that  this  proposition  is  not  in  the 
interest  of  the  Indian,  that  it  does  nothing  for  the  Indian, 
that  it  can  do  nothing  for  the  Indian,  the  conviction  is  forced 
upon  the  mind,  not  only  of  hon.  members  on  this  side,  but 
of  hon.  members  opposite,  that  there  is  a  design  in  giving 
the  vote  to  the  unemancipated,  unenfranchised  Indians,  and 
that  design  is  that  certain  members  opposite  may 
have  their  positions  strengthened  thereby,  while  the 
position  of  certain  members  on  this  side  may  be  weak¬ 
ened  thereby.  The  position  of  a  member  of  Parliament 
is  an  honorable  position,  if  it  be  won  in  an  honorable 
manner.  For  my  part,  I  do  not  wish  to  occupy  a  seat  in 
this  House  if  I  cannot  obtain  that  seat  in  an  honorable, 
manly,  straightforward  manner.  I  would  scorn  to  accept 
a  seat  in  Parliament  that  would  not  be  mine  by  the  free 
opinion  of  the  free  electors  of  the  county  that  I  represent, 
even  if  I  could  get  it  by  legislative  enactment,  either 
directly  or  indirectly,  passed  in  this  House,  to  secure  it. 
There  is  sometimes  too  high  a  price  paid  for  what  men 
esteem  an  honor,  and  if  a  man  is  willing  to  sacrifice  prin¬ 
ciples  of  manliness,  of  justice,  of  fair  play,  of  what  is  right 
between  man  and  man,  in  order  to  weaken  or  destroy  a  poli¬ 
tical  opponent  or  to  secure  himself  in  his  own  position,  let 
him  have  the  honor,  if  ho  can  enjoy  it.  He  has  paid  for  it 
a  price  that  every  honorable  man  should  revolt  against 
being  compelled  to  pay.  No,  Sir ;  we  will  discuss  this  ques¬ 
tion  apart  from  all  effect  it  may  have  on  ourseives.  1  sup¬ 
pose,  if  the  people  of  the  country  think  it  necessary  that 
certain  members  in  this  House  shall  have  positions,  even 
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giving  the  vote  to  unemancipated  Indians  will  not  shut 
them  out ;  but  if  it  did,  other  men  will  be  here  ;  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  a  free  country  will  go  on  ;  there  are  as  good  men 
out  of  the  House  as  in  it ;  and  therefore  we  can  discuss  this 
matter  regardless  of  how  it  will  affect  individual  members, 
but  W6  cannot  speak  of  it  irrespective  of  the  influence  it  will 
exercise  on  the  country,  and  the  influence  it  exercises  upon 
those  who.  charged  with  deliberating  upon  public  questions, 
shall,  for  the  purpose  of  weakening  an  opponent  or  strength¬ 
ening  themselves,  vote  to  do  that  which  they  would  hesitate 
to  defend  in  their  place  in  the  House,  and  which  they  have 
not  defended  in  their  press,  but  which  they  must  defend  and 
must  answer  for  on  the  211  hustings  before  which  they  will 
have  to  appear  when  the  next  general  election  comes  round. 
Some  hon.  gentlemen  have  pointed  out  that  the  Indians  may 
not  be  compelled  to  vote  as  the  Government  may  direct, 
because  some  of  them  can  read  and  write,  and  mark  their 
ballot,  and  that  therefore  this  proposition  is  right.  I  will 
read  you  a  statement  that  the  First  Minister  made,  and  it 
struck  me  as  a  statement  not  very  complimentary  to  the 
workingmen  and  mechanics  of  this  country.  He  said,  on 
page  1630  of  the  Hansard  : 

“  By  the  right  of  the  ballot,  the  Indian  is  as  fully  protected  and  as 
fully  independent  as  the  workingmen  of  the  factory.  He  is  as  indepen¬ 
dent  in  every  way,  and  the  Indian  can  not  only  make  hia  mark,  but  he 
can  write  his  name,  in  the  older  Provinces.” 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Well,  tho  hon.  member  for  Card- 
well  endorses  that.  Let  me  put  him  on  record  for 
endorsing  it.  The  statement  is  there  made  by  the  First 
Minister  and  endorsed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell, 
that  the  unenfranchised  and  unemancipated  Indian,  the  sole 
control  and  sole  management  of  whose  affairs  is  vested  in 
the  Superintendent  General,  who  cannot  make  a  will  that 
will  last  after  his  death,  if  the  Superintendent  General  does 
not  desire  he  should  do  so,  who  cannot  enter  into  contracts, 
who  cannot  be  sued  for  debt,  who  cannot  be  called  upon  to 
serve  as  a  juror,  who  cannot  be  ordered  out  for  military 
service  by  the  Government  of  the  day,  is  as  independent  a 
man,  is  in  every  way  as  good  a  man,  while  in  that 
position— 

Mr.  WHITE.  No. 

Mr.  PATERSON — while  in  that  position  of  bondage  or 
tutelage,  as  the  workingman  in  the  factory. 

Mr.  WHITE,  The  hon.  gentleman  has  put  the  case  in  a 
way  not  warranted  by  the  quotation  he  made,  and  he  has 
done  so  for  the  purpose  of  putting  me  on  record.  What 
the  First  Minister  stated,  and  what  I  entirely  endorse,  is, 
that  while  in  the  act  of  voting  with  the  ballot — and  tho 
whole  point  of  the  First  Minister’s  statement  is  in  those 
words  “  with  the  ballot  ’’—the  Indian  is  as  independent  as 
any  man,  whether  a  workingman  in  a  factory  or  not. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  It  needs  no  limitation  or  provision  at 
all.  If  the  Indian  is  not  as  independent  as  the  workingman 
in  the  factory  he  is  not  as  well  fitted  to  vote. 

Mr.  WHITE.  That  is  not  the  point. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  given  away 
tho  case.  He  admits  that  the  workingman  of  the  factory 
is  a  man  who  is  freer  in  some  respects  than  the  Indian. 
He  claims  that  the  Indian,  having  the  ballot,  may  vote 
independently,  because  the  Government  need  not  know 
about  it,  but  if  the  Government  did  know  he  would  not  be 
independent.  In  what  position  does  the  case  stand  ?  Hoes 
the  hon.  gentleman  propose  in  amendment  that  only  the 
Indian  who  can  read  and  write  can  have  a  vote  ?  No. 
The  Bill  proposes  to  give  a  vote  to  the  Indian  who  can 
neither  road  nor  write,  who  cannot  sign  his  name  or  tell 
what  man  he  is  voting  for,  unless  the  ballots  be  of  different 
colors  ;  and  we  are  told  this  is  right,  because,  under  the 
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ballot,  those  -who  can  read  may  vote  independently.  I 
deny  that ;  I  deny  that  the  man  who  cannot  make  a  bar¬ 
gain,  who  is  not  called  upon  to  serve  on  the  jury,  who 
cannot  manage  his  own  affairs,  who  is  completely  under 
the  control  of  the  Government,  can  vote  as  independently 
under  the  ballot  as  the  workingman.  I  say  he  cannot, 
and  the  Indian  himself  knows  it,  and  will  acknowledge 
it — the  Indian  who  has  to  get  the  permission  of  the  Super- 
i  n  tendent  General  before  he  can  engage  in  any  of  those  things. 
I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the  committee  further,  but,  before 
this  Act  is  passed  members  opposite  must  make  up  their 
minds  that  this  Indian  question  will  be  discussed  to  such  an 
extent  that  the  country  outside  will  thoroughly  know  it. 
They  know  it  now.  Petitions,  with  hundreds  and  thousands 
of  signatures,  have  already  come  into  the  House,  stating  that 
they  do  not  approve  of  this  measure,  that  they  do  not 
believe  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the  country  or  of  the  Indians 
to  give  them  a  vote,  still  leaving  them  in  a  state  of  tutelage. 
The  only  argument  which  has  been  attempted  in  favor  of 
giving  the  Indian  a  vote  was  that  which  the  hon.  member 
for  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson)  alleged  to-night,  that  he  contrib¬ 
utes  to  the  revenue  and  pays  taxes. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  One  of  the  reasons. 

Mr.  PATEESON.  I  will  venture  to  say  that  our  sons 
over  eighteen  years  of  ago  contribute  as  much  to  the  reve¬ 
nue  in  the  way  of  Customs  and  Excise  duties  as  the  average 
Indian  does.  They  are  permitted  to  enter  upon  the  path 
of  life  for  themselves  ;  we  allow  them  to  make  their  own 
aiuangements  ;  they  secure  employment  or  enter  into  a  pro¬ 
fession,  and  their  parents,  in  the  vast  majority  of  cases, 
allow  them  to  make  their  own  bargains,  to  draw  their  sal¬ 
aries  and  to  spend  thorn,  and  in  buying  their  clothes 
and  their  food,  and  other  articles  which  they  use, 
they  are  paying  the  taxes.  Just  before  the 
amendment  was  moved  by  my  hon.  friend  from  West 
Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  you  declared  carried  by  this  committee 
a  provision  that  a  person  to  vote  must  be  twenty-one  years 
ol  age,  no  matter  whether  he  paid  takes  or  not.  If  the 
unemancipated  Indian,  under  the  absolute  control  of  the 
Government,  is  to  have  a  vote,  why  shall  not  the  sons  of 
Canada,  between  eighteen  and  twenty  one  years  of  age  have 
it  ?  They  are  serving  in  your  volunteer  ranks  in  the  North- 
West  now,  they  are  shedding  their  blood - 

Some  hon.  MEMBEES.  Oh. 

Mr.  PATEESON.  Gentlemen  may  jeer  at  the  volunteers, 
but  I  say  they  are  doing  a  grand  work.  The  gentlemen 
who  are  sneering  at  them  maybe  commended  for  it  by  those 
who  approve  of  those  sentiments,  but  I  say  they  are  there, 
not  one  or  two,  but  by  the  score,  defending  their  country 
and  maintaining  its  rights,  and  yet  you  have  declared  that, 
though  they  are  over  eighteen  and  in  the  ranks,  they  shall 
not  vote,  and  you  propose  now  to  vote  down  an  amendment 
which  says  that  an  unenfranchised,  unemanciped  Indian,  who 
Is  under  the  control  of  the  Government  far  more  than  these 
young  men  are  under  the  control  of  their  fathers,  shall  not 
vote.  The  country  will  have  something  to  say  on  it.  The 
duty  of  the  Government  would  have  been  to  take  the  voice 
of  the  country  upon  this,  because  they  are  doing  that  which 
they  cannot  bo  sure  they  have  the  approval  of  the  country 
for. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  That  involves  expense. 

Mr.  PATEESON.  It  does  not  necessarily  involve  a  great 
deal  of  expense.  A  general  election  costs  $120,000,  and  if 
this  Bill  passes  and  the  estimate  of  $500,000  a  year  for 
working  it  is  correct,  you  could  have  four  general  elections 
and  save  on  the  amount  in  one  year.  The  First  Minister 
Bays  the  computation  has  been  extravagant,  but  we  do  not 
know  what  tho  cost  will  be.  He  says  he  intends  to  have  a 
simple  machinery ;  but  giving  him  credit  for  a  desire  to 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant), 


Mat  20, 


simplify  the  machinery,  if  he  gives  the  work  to  the  judges 
and  they  do  it  in  ten  days,  as  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Toronto  said,  the  expense  will  be  lessened,  but  how  on  earth 
are  you  to  have  a  complete  list  ?  You  cannot  have  it  done 
cheaply  and  correctly  and  justly  and  honestly ;  and  above  all 
things  we  must  have  it  honest.  I  am  sorry  the  First 
Minster  was  not  present  to  hear  the  powerful  reasons  I  have 
given  and  the  line  of  argument  I  have  adoptod,  because  it 
may  be  necessary,  before  the  discussion  is  over,  unless  he 
says  he  is  pi-epared  to  accept  tho  amendments  we  are  mov¬ 
ing  in  the  interests  of  the  country,  for  me  to  take  advantage 
of  his  occasional  presence  to  enforce  some  of  the  points 
which  have  a  material  bearing  upon  the  question  and 
which  ought  to  be  fully  considered.  I  do  not  wonder 
at  the  hon.  gentleman’s  going  out  of  the  House 
to-night,  seeing  that  he  was  here  very  steadily  during 
the  afternoon.  This  is  an  important  question,  upon  which 
I  can  speak  without  personal  feeling.  I  have  my  opinions 
as  to  what  is  meant  and  designed,  and  I  have  heard  from 
individuals  who  seemed  rather  pleased  about  it  that  would 
naturally  stir  up  some  resentment,  but  we  get  accustomed 
to  that.  Individual  interests  do  not  matter,  but  there  are 
principles  concerned  ;  there  is  the  difference  between  right 
and  wrong,  and  there  is  a  responsibility  upon  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  upon  every  member  of  the  committee  on  this 
question.  The  effect  will  not  be  good  upon  the  Indian  and 
cannot  be  good  upon  the  country.  If  the  First  Minister  has 
a  desire  to  benefit  the  Indian  no  one  knows  better  how  it 
is  to  be  done.  It  cannot  be  done  through  any  Franchise  Bill, 
but  only  through  amendments  to  the  Indian  Act.  Let  him 
introduce  those  amendments,  which  will  enable  the  Indian 
to  reach  a  higher  standard,  and  he  will  receive  the  hearty 
support  of  members  on  this  side  of  the  House.  Our  position 
cannot,  unless  pui’posely,  be  misunderstood  by  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  that  side ;  they  must  not  repeat  and  their  press  may 
not  repeat,  after  what  has  been  said,  that  we  are  opposed 
to  the  enfranchisement  of  the  Indians,  for  our  amendment 
proposes  to  give  tho  vote  to  all  enfranchised  Indians. 
We  are  opposed  to  the  unenfranchised  Indian  being  given  a 
vote  while  the  Government  fasten  upon  him,  and  keep 
fastened  upon  him,  the  shackles,  the  tutelage  and  the 
wardship  in  which  they  have  held  him,  and  held  him  in  a 
degree  that  I  consider  has  not  been  in  the  interest  of  the 
Indian  nor  in  the  interests  of  the  country.  My  hon.  friend 
from  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  gave  a  description  of  the 
Indians  voting  in  Muskoka  which  the  First  Minister  was  not 
present  to  hear.  Ho  said  the  agent  bought  them  up  bodily, 
I  understood  him  to  say,  the  whole  drove. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  I  said  it  was  currently  rumored  that  he 
bought  them  up,  and  I  believed  it  was  so. 

Mr.  PATEESON.  I  am  glad  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
corrected  mo.  He  knows  what  he  said.  But  it  was 
reported,  and  he  believed,  that  the  agents  of  the  Ontario 
Government  had  bought  up  all  the  Indians  in  the  district. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  Not  all.  1  did  not  make  use  of  any 
such  expression. 

Mr.  PATEESON.  The  expression  was  that  they  had 
bought  them  up  in  vast  numbers  and  got  them  all  together, 
I  think  he  said,  in  one  place,  and  run  them  down  on  the  rail¬ 
way,  as  I  understood,  and  voted  them. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  I  said  nothing  at  all  about  the  railway. 

Mr.  PATEESON.  Well,  run  them  to  the  polling  booth, 
and  there  they  voted.  I  want  the  First  Minister  to  notice 
what  his  own  supporter  said  of  the  Ontario  Government 
having  bought  them  up,  the  whole  band,  and  their  having 
voted  for  the  Ontario  Government  candidate.  They  took 
them  back,  and  took  the  male  attire  of  the  Indians  who  had 
just  voted  and  put  it  upon  females,  and  marched  them 
down  and  voted  them  also.  Is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  Yes ;  that  is  correct. 
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Mr.  PATERSON.  These  are  Indians  who  have  been 
exercising  the  franchise,  and  apparently  under  the  Ontario 
Act.  These  Indians  are  not  under  the  control  of  the 
Dominion  Government.  Then  he  goes  on  to  explain  that 
the  Dominion  Government  began  to  have  its  power  felt  a 
little,  and  when  they  began  to  make  their  power  felt,  the 
Ontario  Government’s  power  began  to  weaken,  and  when 
the  Ontario  Government  felt  their  power  weakening,  owing 
to  the  exercise  of  power  by  the  Dominion  Government 
here,  then  the  Ontario  Government  passed  an  Act  disfran¬ 
chising  them. 

Mr.  SPROUDE.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  making  an 
entirely  misleading  statement.  I  said,  when  they  began  to 
find  that  the  Indians  were  deserting  them — I  did  not  say  by 
what  power — then  Mr.  Mowat  introduced  a  measure  that 
would  disfranchise  them. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  If  the  Indians  were  secured  by  pur¬ 
chasing  they  could  be  secured  that  way  again,  I  suppose. 
Therefore,  if  they  deserted,  there  must  have  been  some  cause 
for  it.  There  is  the  picture  drawn  by  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
own  supporter,  his  strong  defender,  the  mouthpiece  of  the 
Government  in  this  debate,  the  gentleman  who  has  taken 
a  more  active  part  in  it  than  any  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
and  he  must  therefore  be  recognised  as  the  exponent  of  the 
views  of  the  Government.  There  is  his  description  of  the 
Indian  vote,  and  how  it  can  be  handled.  And,  Sir,  if  it  be 
a  true  picture,  will  he,  in  face  of  that,  support  a  proposition 
to  givo  to  the  unenfranchised,  unemancipated  Indians, 
wholly  under  the  control  of  the  Dominion  Government,  the 
power  to  cast  their  votes  and  be  operated  upon  by  the 
Government  in  this  manner? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Are  the  Indians  the  only  parties  that 
can  be  bought  up  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  inti¬ 
mate  that  other  parties  have  been  bought  in  the  same  way, 
1  leave  it  to  him  to  make  the  statement.  If  such  is  the 
case  with  the  enfranchised  Indians,  wbat  will  it  be  with  the 
unomancipated,  unenfranchised  Indians  ?  Sir,  we  need  not 
any  further  discuss  this  question  as  to  the  advisability  of 
giving  a  vote  io  Indians  who  are  unemancipated  and  under 
the  control  of  the  Government,  who  would  not  be,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  utterance  of  the  First  Minister — certainly,  not 
all  of  them— at  liberty  to  cast  their  vote  as  they  wished. 
My  position  is:  Elevate  the  Indian,  give  him  every  oppor¬ 
tunity,  force  it  not  upon  him,  but  you  can  only  give  it  to 
him  through  the  machinery  of  the  enfranchising  clauses  of 
the  Indian  Act,  aided  and  assisted  by  the  Government ;  but 
this  Bill  proposes  no  relief  for  the  Indian  at  all,  leaves  him 
just  where  he  was,  giving  the  vote  to  the  unenfran¬ 
chised  Indian,  who  will  remain  unemancipated  and  under 
the  control  uf  the  Government  after  ho  has  had  the  vote 
given  to  him;  and  the  sense  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
will  tell  them  whether  it  is  likely  that  persons  in  that 
position  can  give  that  free,  independent  vote,  that  ought  ever 
to  be  cast  in  a  free  country,  for  the  election  of  representa¬ 
tives  to  a  free  Parliament,  to  support  free  institutions. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the 
unfairness  of  the  line  of  argument  pursued  by  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  during  a  portion  of  the  four  speeches  which  he  has 
just  addressed  to  us — because  we  have  had  four  perorations 
from  him,  at  any  rate.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  read  the 
Indian  Act  with  a  view  of  showing  what  was  the  condition 
of  the  Indians  in  the  North-West  Territory,  Manitoba  and 
Keewatin,  but  when  I  ventuied  to  suggest  to  him  that  we 
already  had  the  announcement  from  the  First  Minister  that 
those  Indians  were  not  to  be  included  in  this  Bill,  he  inti¬ 
mated  there  was  no  positive  evidence  that  such  wa3  the 
case.  It  seems  rather  strange  that  tho  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  with  the  speech  of  the  First  Minister  before  him — 


because  the  quotation  which  he  afterwards  made,  with  refer* 
ence  to  the  independence  of  the  Indians  with  the  ballot, 
shows  that  the  speech  was  before  him — I  think  it  was  rather 
unfair  of  him  to  fall  into  that  line  of  argument.  I  find  that 
on  the  4th  of  May,  during  the  general  debate  upon  the  sub* 
ect  of  the  word  “  Indian,”  and  before  any  vote  had  been 
taken  upon  it,  the  First  Minister  used  these  words: 

“  When  the  word  ‘  Indian  ’  was  put  into  the  Act  by  myself,  I  must  say 
that  I  had  reference,  in  my  own  mind,  to  the  Indians  of  the  old  Provinces, 
where  they  are  educated  and  have  been  under  a  civilising  process  for 
years  and  years,  where  they  have  schools,  where  they  can  read  and  write 
— the  greater  portion  of  them.  I  take  it  that  the  Indians  in  the  Province 
of  Ontario,  as  a  rule,  can  read  a3  well  as  the  white  men.  The  majority 
of  them  were  so  far  advanced  in  civilisation  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Brant  himself,  in  his  speech  in  1880,  wanted  to  have  them  enfranchised 
immediately.” 

And  in  another  portion  of  the  same  speech,  the  First  Minister 
said : 

“  I  said,  however,  that  w'-en  putting  in  the  word  1  Indian,’  I  had 
reference  altogether  to  the  Indians  whom  I  believed  had  shown  themselves 
qualified  to  act  as  electors  and  be  elected  ;  and  when  we  come  to  the 
proper  portion  of  the  Bill,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  called  it,  I  had  intended 
and  do  intend  to  move  an  amendment  by  which  it  shall  be  applied  only 
to  the  older  Provinces.” 

Again,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  speech,  the  First  Minister 
said : 

“In  the  newer  Provinces,  in  the  North-West  and  in  Manitoba,  per* 
haps  in  British  Columbia,  they  are  not  yet  ready  for  the  franchise ;  and 
it  is  my  intention,  when  we  come  to  the  right  place,  to  move  an  amend¬ 
ment  in  that  direction.  But  as  regards  the  Indian,  the  educated  Indian 
of  the  old  Provinces,  our  brethren  living  in  the  same  Province  with  us, 
under  the  same  laws,  and  carrying  out  the  same  laws  as  efficiently  as 
we  do — they  do  not  fill  our  prisons  in  as  large  a  proportion  to  their 
number  as  the  whites  do.  ‘In  fact,  we  seldom  hear,  comparatively  speak¬ 
ing,  of  Indian  crime.  You  find  them  steady,  respectable,  law-abiding 
and  God-fearing  people,  and  I  do  not  see  why  they  should  not  have 
the  vote.” 

It  does  seem  to  me,  with  that  speech,  from  which  I  have 
quoted  passages,  lying  open  before  the  hon;  gentleman 
when  he  addressed  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  this  committee, 
it  was  not  fair,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  to  argue  as  if  it  were 
intended  that  votes  would  be  given  to  the  Indians  of  the 
North-West,  Manitoba  and  Keewatin. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Did  I  do  that  ? 

Mr.  WHITE.  Yes,  you  did. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  wish  to 
do  me  an  injustice. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Certainly  not. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  When  the  Minister  of  Customs  cailed 
my  attention  to  the  point,  did  I  not  expressly  say  so  ?  But 
I  went  on  to  argue  that  it  was  a  change  of  mind  on  the  part 
of  the  First  Minister,  and  that  I  did  not  know  but  that  the 
members  for  British  Columbia  might  change  his  mind  back 
again. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Exactly ;  and  it  was  hardly  fair  to  the 
First  Minister,  who,  I  think,  is  entitled,  when  he  makes  a 
statement  to  this  committee,  to  bo  assumed  to  have  made 
that  statement  truthfully,  when  be  had  said  :  “  When  we 
come  to  the  proper  portion  of  tho  Bill,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
called  it,  I  had  intended  and  do  intend  to  move  an  amend¬ 
ment,  by  which  it  shall  be  applied  only  to  the  older  Pro¬ 
vinces  showing  distinctly  there  was  no  question  of  change 
of  mind.  But  if  there  had  been  a  change  of  mind,  the 
change  of  mind,  at  all  events,  had  occurred.  Even  if  thero 
has  been  a  change  of  mind,  assuming  it  had  been  so,  is  it 
right  to  continue,  in  the  presence  of  that  announcement, 
to  debate  the  question  as  if  that  announcement  hal  never 
been  made.  One  would  imagine  from  the  way  boo.  gentle¬ 
men  have  dealt  with  the  measure  all  through,  and  with  this 
clause  particularly,  it  was  an  unheard-of  thing  that  when  a 
Bill  has  been  introduced  by  the  Government,  passed  through 
the  second  reading  and  referred  to  the  committee,  that 
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amendments  should  be  made  in  it.  What  do  we  refer  it  to 
the  committee  for,  but  for  a  frank  and  free  consideration  and 
interchange  of  opinion  in  regard  to  the  clauses  of  it.  And 
that  a  Government  should  be  charged  with  having  changed 
its  mind  or  been  coerced  into  making  changes,  because 
changes  have  taken  place  in  some  of  the  clauses  of  a  Bill  of 
this  importance  and  size,  seems  to  be  an  unprecedented  line 
of  argument.  But,  as  I  was  saying,  it  is  rather  remarkable 
how  hon.  gentlemen  can  find  very  different  classes  of  argu¬ 
ments  under  different  conditions.  We  find,  in  the  organ  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  I  think  I  may  fairly  say  the 
Globe  is  the  organ  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  perhaps  not 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  but  certainly 
of  most  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  certainly  of  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  who,  i  believe, 
has  some  little  interest  in  it,  as  a  director  of  the  company 
■ — I  find  there  a  remarkable  statement,  made  only  last  week, 
with  respect  to  the  ..condition  of  the  Indians  of  the  North- 
West,  those  very  Indians  who  are  denounced  here.  The 
Globe  says  : 

“  Those  who  know  any  thing  at  all  of  Indian  character  know  that 
Indians  are,  as  a  rule,  extremely  sensitive.  They  do  not  like  to  be 
scolded  or  ridiculed.  The  average  pagan  Indian,  though  he  can  neither 
read  nor  write,  has  more  refinement  of  feeling,  more  intelligence,  and  is 
governed  by  an  incomparably  higher  moral  standard,  than  is  the  aver¬ 
age  North-West  official  appointed  by  Mr.  Dewdney.” 

I  do  not  suppose  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  propose,  for  a 
single  moment,  to  disfranchise  the  officials  appointed  by 
Mr.  Dewdney.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  am  inclined  to  think 
that  very  few  of  the  Indian  agents  of  the  North-West  have 
been  appointed  by  Mr.  Dewdney.  If  I  mistake  not,  the 
Indian  agents  in  the  North-West  were,  to  a  large  extent,  at 
all  events,  appointed  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  the 
same  Indian  agents  are  there  to-day. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No, 

Mr.  WHITE;  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  say  none  of 
them  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  did  not  say,  none  of  them. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Most  of  them  ? 


Mr.  MILLS.  Most  of  them  are  not. 


Mr.  WHITE.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  if  there  were 
an  analysis  made  it  would  be  found  that  most  of  those 
agents  were  appointed  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and 
not  one  has  been  appointed  by  Mr.  Dewdney.  Even  if  they 
had  been,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  do  not  propose  to  disfran¬ 
chise  those  agents — to  provide  that  all  persons  who  may  be 
agents,  even  though  appointed  by  Mr.  Dewdney  are  to  be 
disqualified,  But  beyond  that :  The  hon.  member  speaks 
of  the  Indians  of  the  older  Provinces  as  if  they  were  mere 
serfs  and  slaves  of  the  Government,  willing  to  do  anything 
the  Government  asks  them  to  do.  Take  an  illustration. 
Chief  Jacques,  of  Caughnawaga,  is  a  tribal  Indian  and 
belongs  to  the  tribe  to-day ;  he  receives  his  share  of  the 
annuities,  money  which  belongs  to  him  just  as  much  as  the 
interest  of  Dominion  bonds  belong  to  the  bondholders. 


Mr.  MILLS.  If  he  is  so  thoroughly  competent  to  man¬ 
age  his  own  affairs,  why  is  not  his  money  put  under  his 
own  control  and  at  his  own  disposal  ? 

Mr.  WHITE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  allow  mo  to  finish 
my  argument?  That  chief  is  said  to  be  worth  from  $60,000 
to  $80,000  ;  he  is  doing  a  large  business  for  a  place  like 
Caughnawaga.  He  can  transact  business  just  as  freely  as 
any  hon.  member  in  this  Houso,  or  outside  of  it.  But 
because  he  chooses  to  retain  his  tribal  relations,  to  be  called 
one  of  his  own  people,  because  he  prefers  to  remain  with 
those  among  whom  he  has  always  lived,  and  among  whom 
his  ancestors  lived,  and  upon  whom  he  may  exercise — and 
in  that  respect  it  may  be  a  great  advantage  to  the  country — 
important  influence,  by  his  greater  intelligence,  ho  is  to  be 
treated,  forsooth,  as  if  he  were  a  serf,  a  slave,  a  person 
Mr.  White  (Cardwell). 


incapable  of  and  not  permitted  to  manage  his  own  affairs. 
As  I  understand  it,  and  I  may  frankly  say  I  have  not  given 
the  Indian  Act  that  careful  study  and  attention  which 
some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  given  to  it,  and  if  I  had 
closely  followed  the  debate  of  three  days,  during  which 
the  Indian  Act  was  read  over  about  a  dozen  times  by  each 
speaker,  I  might  have  known  more  about  it ;  but,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  let  me  point  out  this,  that  the  only  thing  an 
Indian  cannot  trade  with  is  in  relation  to  the  land  of  the 
reservation.  He  cannot  dispose  of  that.  If  he  holds  property 
outside,  he  can  carry  on  business  as  much  as  any  one  can,  and 
it  is  only  as  regards  property  in  the  reservation  which  he 
cannot  deal  with,  that  property  being  practically  held  in 
common.  Although  it  may  be  sub-divided,  still  he  holds  in 
common,  as  practically  a  trust,  the  property  in  connection 
with  his  tribe,  but  he  carries  on  his  business  outside  of  it,  just 
as  much  as  anybody  else.  In  the  older  Provinces  he  can  farm 
and  he  can  sell  his  grain.  I  am  sure  my  hon.  friend  from 
Brant  knows  that  in  hie  own  particular  constituency  there 
are  well-to-do  farmers  among  the  Indians,  who  raise  and 
sell  their  own  grain,  transact  business  like  anybody  else, 
but  who,  nevertheless,  retain  their  connection  with  the 
tribe,  is  it  to  the  advantage  of  the  tribe  or  of  the  country 
that  the  influence  of  those  more  intelligent  Indians  should 
be  retained  in  connection  with  it  ?  Hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  say  that  they  would  not  object  to  giving  votes  to  the 
Indians,  if  they  only  become  enfranchised,  in  the  sense  in 
which  they  use  that  word.  Well,  Sir,  nobody  thanks  them 
for  that,  for  if  the  Indian  withdraw  from  their  tribe  and 
cease  to  be  Indians  under  the  law,  they  require  no  considera¬ 
tion  from  hon.  gentlemen  to  give  them  the  franchise.  The 
franchise  comes  to  them  as  to  every  one  who  is  a  British 
subject,  and  when  hon.  gentlemen  say  that  they  are  willing 
that  they  should  have  the  privilege  of  voting  under 
those  circumstances,  they  simply  say  that  they  would 
give  the  Indian  that  which  would  belong  to  him 
by  right,  if  bo  has  the  ordinary  qualifications  under 
the  law.  It  seems  to  me  that  our  true  plan,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  discussion,  is  to  wait  until  we  get  to  the 
clause  which  deals  with  the  qualification  of  Indians,  and  if 
those  qualifications  are  not  such  as  to  meet  the  views  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  if  they  do  not  think  they  are  a  suffici¬ 
ent  guarantee  that  the  Indians  exercising  the  franchise  have 
such  an  interest  in  the  property  on  which  they  become 
qualified  as  fairly  to  entitle  them  to  vote,  then  we  will  have 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  that  point.  But,  after  the 
the  statement  of  the  First  Minister,  which  I  have  quoted,  to 
go  on  discussing  the  question,  as  if  the  intention  was  to  give 
the  Indian,  as  an  Indian— the  Indians  of  the  North-West, 
Manitoba,  and  Keewatin— the  franchise,  is  simply  to  do 
with  this  Bill  what  I  venture  to  say  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  done  with  no  other  Bill  that  has  been  introduced  to 
Parliament.  Let  us  discuss  the  several  clauses  on  their 
merits,  and  in  that  case  I  think  we  will  come  to  a  much 
more  reasonable  conclusion,  and  a  conclusion  which 
those  who  have  been  watching  the  proceedings  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and  the  independent  press — which  hon.  gentlemen 
have  been  disposed  to  regard  so  much  in  the  past,  in 
connection  with  this  matter — will  consider  as  comporting 
more  with  the  dignity  ot  Parliament  and  the  duties  of  an 
Opposition  in  Parliament  than  the  course  they  are  now 
pursuing. 

Mr.  MILLS.  We  deal  with  the  Bill  as  we  have  it,  and 
a9  the  First  Minister  construed  it. 

Mr,  SCBIYER..  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  was  hardly 
candid  in  the  way  in  which  he  put  some  of  the  views  which 
he  expressed  with  regard  to  this  matter.  He  speaks  of  the 
possibility  of  some  ot  the  Indians  becoming  enfranchised, 
and  he  refers  to  some  particular  Indians,  and  to  one  in 
particular,  a  member  of  the  tribe  of  Caughnawaga,  as  being 
in  every  way  worthy  of  being  enfranchised.  Nobody 
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knows  better  than  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  difficulties 
which  have  existed,  and  which  still  exist,  unless  this  Bill 
becomes  law,  in  the  way  of  the  Indians  becoming  enfran¬ 
chised,  were  placed  there  by  the  leader  of  the  Government 
himself.  I  remember  very  well  the  discussion  which  took 
place  on  the  measures  which  were  introduced  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  one  last  year  and  one  several  years  ago,  in 
which  certain  provisions  were  made  for  enfranchising  the 
Indians ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  very  well 
how  great  the  difficulties  were  which  wore  placed 
in  the  way  of  enfranchising  the  Indians.  I  remem¬ 
ber  very  well  some  of  the  appeals  which  were  made  by  the 
gentleman  alongside  of  me  (Mr.  Paterson)  to  the  leader  of 
the  Government,  in  favor  of  relaxing  somewhat  the  strin¬ 
gency  of  those  measures,  and  I  remember,  also,  some  of  the 
remarks  which  were  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  in  reply 
to  those  appeals.  I  remember  he  spoke  then,  as  he  does  not 
speak  now,  of  the  intelligence  of  the  Indians,  even  of  the 
older  Provinces.  He  thought  it  only  prudent  and  proper 
that  we  should  bo  very  careful  in  relaxing  the  difficulties 
which  lay  in  the  way  of  enfranchising  the  Indians.  The 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell  chose  to  single  out  a  certain 
individual. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  There  are  many  of  them, 

Mr.  SCRIVER.  The  man  to  whom  he  refers  is  not  the 
only  one  in  that  tribe  who  is  perhaps  worthy  of  enjoying 
the  franchise.  But  no  one  knows  better  than  he  does,  nor 
than  I  do,  that  the  great  majority  of  the  Indians  of  that 
tribe  are  not  worthy  to  enjoy  the  franchise.  And  what  may 
be  said  of  the  tribe  of  Caughnawaga  can  bo  said  with  equal 
truth  of  a  tribe  of  which  I  know  more,  a  tribe  in  the  county 
I  represent.  I  have  seen  more  or  less  of  those  Indians  for 
many  years  past,  and  I  have  necessarily  been  brought  into 
contact  with  them.  I  think  I  know  their  qualifications  for 
exercising  the  franchise  as  well  as  any  man  could  possibly 
know  them.  They  have,  no  doubt,  their  good  qualities,  as 
the  leader  of  the  Government  has  said  with  reference  to  the 
Indians  of  the  older  Provinces  generally.  They  are  in  some 
respects  quiet  and  law-abiding  citizens ;  but  if  I  am  any 
judge  whatever,  they  are  not  such  a  class  of  people  as  I 
would  think  it  safe,  or  proper,  or  prudent,  or  right, 
to  confer  such  a  trust  upon  as,  if  I  understand  the  remark 
of  the  leader  of  the  Government  rightly,  it  is  proposed  to 
confer  upon  these  men.  They  number,  men,  women  and 
children,  some  ten  or  eleven  hundred.  I  suppose  if  this  Bill 
becomes  law,  and  unless  some  changes  which  we  do  not 
know  anything  about  now  are  introduced  in  the  Bill,  there 
will  be  between  two  and  three  hundred  of  them  who  will  be 
voters  in  that  constitueney.  Well,  that  is  a  pretty  large 
number  to  add  to  a  constituency  in  which  there  are  1,600  or 
1,800  voters,  and  whatever  may  be  said  of  the  intelligence 
of  those  Indians,  I  appeal  to  the  common  sense  of  any  mem¬ 
ber  of  this  House  if  it  is  not  reasonable  to  suppose  that  these 
men  will  vote  as  the  Government  wishes  them  to  vote.  We 
all  know  what  the  general  feeling  of  those  people  is  with 
regard  to  the  Government,  that  the  Government  represents, 
to  them,  the  Queen,  and  the  Queen  is  the  Great  Mother. 
Anybody  having  their  confidence  and  going  to  them  and 
saying :  Now  is  the  time  to  vote  for  your  Great  Mother, 
they  would  go  with,  and  go  almost  as  one  man.  I  have  no 
kind  of  doubt  with  regard  to  that  matter.  For  these  and 
many  other  reasons  I  feel  that  this  measure,  at  all  events  in 
the  form  in  which  it  is  presented  now,  is  an  exceedingly 
objectionable  one,  and  for  my  part  I  am  especially  opposed 
to  this  clause  with  regard  to  the  Indians. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Before  this  amendment  carries,  I 
desire - 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Too  late. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Well,  if  it  is  too  late,  adjourn— -I 
have  no  objection. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No;  go  on. 


Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  is  time  to  adjourn ;  it  is 
after  one  o’clock. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  care  if  it  is  after 
fivo. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  cannot  understand  how  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  give  the  Indians  a  vote  when,  the  other  day,  it  was 
denied  to  many  classes  of  white  people  in  this  community. 
The  bon.  member  for  Northumberland  proposed  that  every 
person  in  Canada  who  paid  taxes — which  virtually  means 
manhood  suffrage — should  have  a  vote,  and  that  proposi¬ 
tion  was  voted  down.  Because  a  white  man  chances  to 
be  poor,  because  he  lives  by  his  own  resources,  because 
it  is  not  his  right  to  live  on  a  reserve,  is  that  any  just 
reason  why  the  Government  should  deny  him  a  vote,  if 
he  is  not  assessed  for  $150  worth  of  property  as  an  owner, 
or  is  not  an  occupant  or  a  tenant  ?  The  hon.  member 
for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  thinks  this  is  not  the  proper 
time  to  discuss  this  matter ;  he  says  we  ought  to 
wait  till  we  get  further  into  the  details  of  the  Bill ;  he  tells 
us  that  the  Indians  are  a  very  sensitive  class ;  yet  he  sup¬ 
ported  the  Government  when  they  brought  on  the  discus¬ 
sion  of  the  woman  franchise  on  the  interpretation  clause. 
As  the  clause  relates  to  “  A  British  subject  by  biith  or 
naturalisation,”  I  think  this  clause  brings  before  us  every 
person  proposed  to  be  enfranchised,  and  I  think  this  is  the 
proper  time  to  discuss  this  question.  There  is  no  reason 
why  the  Indians,  if  they  are  enfranchised,  if  they  possess 
civil  rights,  if  they  are  free  men  in  every  sense  of  the  term, 
should  not  vote  ;  but  to  propose  to  enfranchise  the  wild 
Indians,  who  live  in  tribes,  who  have  no  civil  rights,  who 
are  wards  of  the  Government,  depending  on  it  in  every  con¬ 
ceivable  way,  and  to  object  to  enfranchise  the  white  settlers 
of  this  country  who  have  not  a  property  qualification  of 
$150,  is  something  I  cannot  understand.  Is  it  because  it 
has  been  found,  in  the  district  of  Algoma,  that  the  Indians 
wore  susceptible  to  the  influences  of  liquor  and  could  be 
bought  ?  I  admire  the  spirit  of  the  Hon.  Oliver  Mowat,  who, 
when  he  discovered  that  fact,  struck  them  off  the  list.  If 
you  give  the  Indians  the  franchise,  you  give  them  power  to 
change  the  law,  to  bring  an  influence  over  Parliament 
which  would  be  dangerous ;  you  set  liquor  before  them  free ; 
they  might  exercise  such  power  over  their  representatives, 
or  might  become  representatives  themselves,  as  to  have 
this  barrier  removed.  You  would  then  have  the  spectacle  of 
men  taking  Indians  to  the  polls  to  vote,  and  taking  the 
clothes  off  the  Indians  and  putting  them  on  the  squaws,  and 
bringing  them  up  to  vote  as  was  stated  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  East  Grey.  I  appreciate  very  highly  the  legis¬ 
lation  of  the  Hon.  Oliver  Mowat,  in  depriving  that 
class  of  people  of  the  right  to  vote  and  giving  it  only  to 
persons  who  are  enfranchised  and  are  citizens  in  every  sense 
of  the  term.  Now,  I  believe  that  measures  which  are 
introduced  without  a  due  regard  to  all  interests  in  the  coun¬ 
try  are  bad.  Measures  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  secur¬ 
ing  party  objects  should  bo  beneath  the  contempt  of  all 
parties  in  the  country.  It  was  very  different  with  the  mea¬ 
sure  promoted  by  Mr.  Gladstone  ;  he  had  commissioners 
appointed,  of  all  shades  of  politics,  to  consider  and  perfect 
his  measure.  Now,  we  shall  find  in  the  Indian  Act  very 
many  things  which  go  to  show  why  this  Act  is  pro¬ 
posed.  (The  hon.  gentleman  quoted  a  number  of  the 
sections  of  the  Indian  Act).  Now,  suppose  the  Super¬ 
intendent  General  were  to  present  himself  for  election 
in  a  constituency  where  there  is  a  large  tribe  of 
Indians,  and  he  reads  this  clause  to  the  Indians,  and 
tells  them  they  will  be  dispossessed  of  their  lands,  and  that 
all  their  rights  will  be  taken  away  unless  they  support  him, 
will  they  not  feel  compelled  to  yield  to  hi .  bidding.  No 
Government  should  put  it  in  the  power  of  their  supporters 
to  use  coercion  of  this  kind.  In  section  18  you  will  find 
that  the  Superintendent  General  has  the  power  to  issue 
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documents  granting  locations  to  the  Indians.  Is  it  right 
that  the  Government  should,  by  giving  votes  to  these 
Indians,  enable  the  Superintendent  General  to  use  this  largo 
measure  of  authority  for  a  partisan  purpose  ?  Such  legis¬ 
lation  is  not  creditable  to  any  Government  or  to  any  party. 
Again,  in  clause  23,  no  Indian  can  settle,  nor  reside  or  hunt 
upon  certain  lots,  unless  he  has  the  license  of  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  General.  Here,  again,  we  have  certain  privileges 
which,  in  the  event  of  an  election  oontest,  the  Government, 
through  its  agent,  can  withhold  or  grant  to  the  Indians, 
according  as  the  latter  are  prepared  to  obey  the  behests  of 
the  Administration.  The  Government  will  be  enabled  to 
use  this  influence  in  elections  by  the  provision  of  this  Bill, 
which  gives  the  Indians  the  right  to  vote,  which  gives  that 
right  to  a  class  of  people  who  have  no  other  of  the  rights  and 
duties  of  citizens.  The  hon.  member  for  Algoma,  in  sup¬ 
porting  this  provision,  spoke  of  the  courage  of  the  half- 
breeds  and  the  Indians  of  tho  North-West  shooting  down 
our  volunteers.  Is  that  a  good  and  sufficient  reason  for 
giving  them  a  vote  ? 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  cannot  allow  myself  to  be  misrepre¬ 
sented  in  what  I  said  in  this  House.  I  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  General  Middleton  had  acknowledged,  while 
giving  every  credit  to  the  volunteers,  the  courage  of  the 
foe  they  had  conquered. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  understand  quite  well  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  said.  He  spoke  of  the  courage  of  the  haif- 
breeds.  Does  ho  deny  that  ? 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  spoke  of  the  courage  of  the  volunteers 
also.  I  shall  not  bo  misrepresented  in  this  House  by  any 
hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  accept  the  statement  of  the  hon- 
gentleman,  and  will  let  him  reconcile  that  with  Hansard- 
But  if  the  courage  of  those  who  fought  with  the  volunteers 
was  shown,  how  could  it  be  shown  otherwise  than  by  shoot¬ 
ing  them,  by  resisting  them,  by  resisting  law  and  order.  I 
will  just  leave  that  question  now.  In  sub-section  2,  of  section 
27,  the  Indian  Act  provides  that  nothing  in  the  Act  shall 
be  construed  to  prevent  the  Superintendent  General  from 
issuing  a  license  to  any  person  to  cut  and  remove  trees, 
timber,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  What  section  of  the  Dominion  does  that 
apply  to? 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Sub-section  2,  of  clause  27  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  applies  to  the  North-West  and  Mani¬ 
toba  ? 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Yes. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  What  has  that  to  do  with  this,  when  you 
know  tho  Indians  there  are  not  to  be  enfranchised. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Whore  does  the  Bill  say  so? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  State  the  facts. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  am  stating  the  facts.  The  First 
Minister  said  it  applied  to  the  North-West  and  to  the  Indians 
in  the  North-West,  that  it  applied  to  Poundmaker,  Pie-a-pot, 
and  Strike-him-on-the-back.  He  has  not  changed  his  Bill, 
so  far  as  I  am  aware,  though,  of  course,  it  will  not  apply  to 
them  until  representation  is  given  the  Territories  ;  but  as 
soon  as  it  is,  it  will  apply. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  does  not,  unless  they  have  the  quali¬ 
fications  of  white  men. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  If  you  can  show  me  any  clause 
where  it  is  stated  they  are  to  have  all  the  qualifications  of 
white  men,  I  will  sit  down  and  be  content.  Where  are  the 
other  responsibilities  given  them  that  whites  have  ? 
Where  is  the  right  to  make  those  tribal  Indians  pay  their 
debts  ? 

Mr,  Landerkin. 


Mr.  BOWELL  There  is  nothing  in  this  Bill  to  make  a 
white  man  pay  his  debtSi  I  wish  there  was. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  There  is  a  Bill  to  compel  a  white 
man  to  pay  his  debts.  I  know  that;  a  white  man  can  be 
sued  ;  I  have  been  sued  myself;  everybody  knows  that. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  did  not  know  it  before. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  You  do  not  propose  to  put  them  on 
the  same  footing  as  white  men  ?  The  Indian  Act  is  not 
understood,  I  do  not  think  the  Minister  of  Customs  under¬ 
stands  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  sure  I  will  not  go  to  you  for 
information. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  If  you  would  study  the  statute, 
perhaps  you  would  get  tho  information. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Order. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Well,  if  an  hon.  gentleman  breaks 
in  on  my  remarks  with  his  interruptions,  I  have  a  right  to 
reply  to  him. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  It  is  out  of  order  to  address  an  hon. 
gentleman  across  the  floor. 

Mr,  LANDERKIN.  I  say  that,  if  an  hon.  gentleman 
chooses,  he  can  get  his  information  from  the  statute.  Is 
that  out  of  order  ? 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  No;  but  that  is  not  wb at  you  said. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Clause  76  of  the  Bill  says  the 
Indians  shall  be  exempt  from  taxation,  and  yet  they  are  to 
be  given  tho  franchise  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the 
taxes  of  the  people  of  this  country.  These  Indians  are  not 
allowed  to  buy  and  soil  in  the  same  way  as  white  people, 
and  yet  they  are  to  have  the  vote.  There  would  be  a  cer¬ 
tain  amount  of  fairness  in  it  if  they  proposed  to  compel 
them  to  pay  taxes  it  they  exercised  the  franchise.  The 
Indian  vote  would  be  a  very  dangerous  vote.  We  have  had 
a  sample  of  it  in  Algoma,  and  have  discovered  that  they 
can  be  bribed  and  aro  susceptible  to  the  influences  of  liquor. 
Tho  report  of  the  First  Minister  indicates  on  every  page 
that  they  are  not  qualified  to  vote.  This  is  not  the  way  to 
elevate  the  Indian.  The  rule  should  bo,  in  this  Parliament, 
justice  to  all  and  favors  to  none.  Give  the  Indian  justice  by 
giving  him  a  vote  on  the  same-terms  you  give  it  to  the  white 
man,  and  we  will  not  object  to  it ;  but  you  refuse  to  give 
manhood  suffrage  to  the  white  people  and  then  give  it  to 
the  Indians.  The  Act  shows  that  the  Indians  have  ceded 
their  lands  by  treaty  for  certain  considerations,  and  you  are 
going  to  give  them  the  franchise  and  reject  the  poor 
unfortunate  whites,  who,  from  poverty,  are  unable 
to  qualify.  If  the  Indians  squander  their  property 
will  they  not  squander  their  votes  ?  This  Bill  will 
take  away  a  great  safeguard  from  the  Indians  them¬ 
selves,  because  they  will  obtain  concessions  which  will 
be  to  their  disadvantage  and  against  their  future  welfare. 
I  protest  against  this  measure,  because  I  consider  it  unjust 
and  unfair,  and  because  I  think  it  would  be  a  dangerous 
thing  to  give  a  vote  to  the  Indians  until  they  conform  to 
the  terms  proposed  in  the  amendment.  I  was  very  much 
impressed  with  what  the  hon.  member  for  Huntingdon  (Mr. 
Scriver)  stated  just  now.  He  has  been  brought  into  con¬ 
tact  with  the  Indians,  he  knows  their  habits  and  modes  of  life, 
and  he  states,  from  personal  knowledge,  that  it  would  be  a 
dangerous  thing  to  confer  upon  them  the  franchise  before 
they  had  sufficient  intelligence  to  appreciate  it.  I  think 
this  House  should  pause  before  adopting  so  dangerous  a 
principle  as  is  proposed  in  this  measure. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  think,  on  an  occasion  of  this  kind,  when 
the  First  Minister  has  shown  some  disposition  to  make 
reasonable  concessions,  this  clause,  in  particular,  is  ope  on 
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which  the  Government  might  make  a  concession  which,  I 
am  sure,  would  meet  with  the  general  approval  of  the 
country.  The  country  has  gone  on  for  a  great  many  years 
without  this  Indian  vote,  and  I  do  not  see  why  we  cannot 
continue  to  do  without  it.  I  hope  that  the  First  Minister, 
before  the  Bill  is  passed,  will  abandon  his  Indian  clause,  and 
thereby  meet  the  views  of  a  large  body  of  electors,  who  have 
already  expressed  their  opinion  by  the  numerous  petitions 
that  have  been  presented  here,  and  by  a  large  number  of 
public  meetings  ;  and,  I  will  also  venture  to  say,  by  the 
private  views  of  Conservative  electors,  which  have  been 
communicated  to  hon.  members  on  the  other  side  of  this 
House,  because  I  am  perfectly  certain,  from  information  I 
have  received,  that  a  large  number  of  electors,  supporters  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  have  communicated  to  them  their 
dissatisfaction  with  this  extraordinary  and  novel  feature  of 
the  Bill.  I  therefore  hope  that  the  hon.  Minister  will  see 
his  way  possible  to  meet  the  views  of  this  side  of  the  House ; 
otherwise,  we  will  have  to  record  our  dissent  of  the 
measure  now,  and  as  long  as  an  opportunity  is  offered  to 
us,  at  future  stages  of  this  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
good  enough  to  say  that  he  sees  in  me  a  disposition  to  meet 
the  wishes  of  the  House,  so  far  as  1  can.  I  think  I  have 
shown  that,  but  I  do  not  exactly  think  that  I  have  been 
met  in  a  similar  spirit  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
That  I  must  leave  to  them.  But  I  really  do  think,  that  for 
the  sake  of  the  country,  for  the  sake  of  the  credit  of  this 
House,  and  on  account  of  expense,  there  can  be  no  neces¬ 
sity  in  the  world  for  going  over  the  same  thing  again  and 
again.  There  has  not  been  a  single  argument  used  to-day 
that  has  not  been  repeated  ad  museum  already  on  the  dis¬ 
cussion  about  the  word  “  Indian,”  and  therefore  it  seems  to 
be  a  criminal  waste  of  time.  Hon.  gentlemen  had  plenty 
of  time  for  discussing  this  matter  on  concurrence  and  on 
the  third  reading.  Hon.  gentlemen  must  remember  that 
I  stated  I  was  going  to  move  in  this  matter,  as  I  thought 
at  the  right  time,  when  we  came  to  the  qualifica¬ 
tion,  to  say  who  should  not  vote,  and  I  would  have 
moved  at  that  time  an  amendment,  adding  a  paragraph 
declaring  that  Indians  ought  not  to  vote.  I  threw 
that  out  early,  stating  that  such  was  my  intention  ; 
but  my  suggestion  was  not  accepted.  I  still,  however,  will 
not  be  prevented  from  doing  as  I  said  I  would  do.  When 
we  come  to  the  right  place  I  shall  move  with  respect  to 
what  Indians  should  not  have  the  vote,  and  if  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  think  that  is  not  as  much  restricted  as  it  should 
be,  they  will  have  time  to  move  that  still  further  classes  of 
Indians  should  not  be  permitted  to  have  the  electoral  fran¬ 
chise.  That  is  what  I  propose  to  do,  but  my  proposal  was 
not  accepted,  and  I  have  rather  a  right  to  complain  on  that 
ground.  However,  all  I  can  say  is,  that  we  have  listened 
with  a  good  deal  of  attention — some  of  us,  for  wo  cannot  all 
stay  here  forever,  but  by  dividing  up  we  endeavor  to  gather 
all  the  ideas — to  what  has  been  said  by  hon.  gentlemen.  In 
the  meantime,  I  hope  we  will  take  a  division,  and  when  we 
come  to  the  other  clause  we  can  discuss  it  again  fully. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  think  the  First  Minister 
was  hardly  fair  in  one  remark  he  made  to  hon.  gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  went 
on  with  the  discussion  at  the  request  of  the  First  Minister. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  At  my  request? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  understood  the  First  Minister  to  say, 
let  the  discussion  go  on. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  certainly  understand  so,  and  I  pro¬ 
ceeded.  I  asked  the  First  Minister  if  he  was  prepared  to 
state  what  change  he  would  propose.  He  alluded  to  British 
Columbia,  and  1  understood  him  to  say :  No,  let  the  dis¬ 
cussion  go  on.  And  I  went  on  with  it. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  debate  had  gone  on 
for  some  time.  The  hon.  members  for  Bothwell  and  West 
Toronto  had  spoken,  and  the  resolution  was  not  withdrawn 
and  the  debato  went  on.  There  was  no  object  in  stopping 
the  hon.  members  when  other  hon.  members  had  spoken  at 
length,  and  the  discussion  went  on. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  It  was  before  we  first  got  into  dis¬ 
cussion.  I  spoke  briefly  before  I  entered  upon  my  speech. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  asked  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  withdraw  the  motion. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  First  Minister  is  correct,  and  the 
hon.  member  for  Brant  is  correct,  to  a  certain  extent.  That 
hon.  member  evidently  intended  to  stop  the  discussion,  but 
the  hon.  members  for  Bothwell  and  Queen’s  at  once  said  to 
the  hon.  gentleman:  No,  no;  we  will  have  it  now;  and 
they  repeated  the  phrase  three  of  four  times.  Then  the 
hon.  gentleman  still  continued  to  desire  to  act  on  the  sug¬ 
gestion  of  the  First  Minister,  but  the  hon.  member  for  Both¬ 
well  made  a  long  speech,  and  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
said  :  If  you  must  discuss  it,  go  on.  I  think  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Brant  acted  in  good  faith,  and  intended  not  to  go  on 
with  the  discussion  to-night,  but  it  was  forced  on  him  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  and  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  As  it  comes  to  my  mind  now,  I  asked, 
after  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  had  concluded,  if 
the  First  Minister  did  not  feel  at  liberty  to  make  the  state¬ 
ment  now  he  should  consent  to  the  amendment  being 
moved  at  a  future  time.  Then  I  understood  the  First 
Minister  to  say  they  would  take  the  discussion  now. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Edgar),  p.  2003,  negatived. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Perhaps  the  next  clause 
will  be  allowed  to  pass,  which  fixes  the  qualification  for 
real  property  in  cities  at  $150. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  desire  to 
detain  the  committee  unnecessarily,  but  I  know  an  hon. 
member  desires  to  move  an  amendment  to  that  clause. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  say,  in  regard  to 
clause  4,  that  I  have  changed  it,  because  I  ascertained  that 
as  drawn  it  did  not  quite  meet  the  case,  because  a  man  may 
be  employed  as  a  farm  laborer  and  not  pay  any  rent.  I 
have  inserted  in  the  clause  :  An  annual  rent  il  of  $20,  or 
that  value  in  kind  or  in  money’s  worth. 

Mr.  MU  LOCK.  With  respect  to  the  qualification  in 
rural  districts,  I  shall  move  to  reduce  the  amount  from 
$150  to  $100.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will  consider 
the  matter  between  now  and  the  next  sitting  of  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  afraid  not. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  2.10  a,m., 
Thursday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  21st  May,  1885. 
The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 
Prayers. 

FRANCHISE  BILL  PETITIONS. 

On  the  order,  reading  and  receiving  petitions, 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  Before  these  petitions  are  received, 

I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
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these  petitions  have  been  presented  here  by  hon,  members 
without  apparently  their  having  read  them  or  without  their 
understanding  that  these  signatures  in  most  cases  are  the 
signatures  of  one  man  or  two  men  in  most  of  the  petitions. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  It  is  false.  It  is  not  so. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  The  rule  is  most  clear  ;  and  hon. 
members  who  have  presented  them — some  of  them  leading 
members  of  Parliament  and  old  parliamentarians — cannot 
help  having  recognised  it.  The  rule  is  laid  down  in  May, 
page  610  ; 

“The  signatures  must  be  written  upon  the  petition  itself,  and  not 
pasted  upon,  or  otherwise  transferred  to  it.  It  must  have  original  signa¬ 
tures  or  marks,  not  copies  from  the  original.” 

Again,  on  page  611: 

“Any  forgery  or  fraud  in  the  preparation  of  petitions,  or  in  the  sig¬ 
natures  attached,  or  the  being  privy  to,  or  cognisant  of,  such  forgery  or 
fraud,  will  be  punished  as  a  breach  of  privilege.  By  a  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  2nd  June,  1774,  it  was  declared,  ‘  that  it  is  highly 
unwarrantable,  and  a  breach  of  the  privilege  of  this  House,  for  any 
person  to  set  the  name  of  any  other  person  to  be  presented  to  this 
House.’  ” 

Again,  on  page  616  : 

“  In  both  Houses  it  is  the  duty  of  members  to  read  petitions  which  are 
sent  to  them,  before  they  are  presented,  lest  any  violation  of  the  rules  of 
the  House  should  be  apparent  on  the  face  of  them  ;  in  which  case  it  is 
their  duty  not  to  oiler  them  to  the  House.” 

We  have  had  bundles  after  bundles  of  these  petitions  pre¬ 
sented.  Tbe  right  of  petitioning  is  a  sacred  right,  Her 
Majesty’s  subjects  have  a  right  to  come  here  in  a  certain 
form  and  a  certain  way.  All  of  these  petitions  have  been 
headed  in  the  same  way.  The  same  words  are  used,  written 
by  the  same  persons,  concocted  by  the  same  friends, 
executed  by  the  same  hands;  and  apparently,  when  they 
came  to  be  signed,  in  numbers  of  cases  the  signatures  wore 
written  by  two  or  three  individuals  in  each  municipality. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  I  say  yes.  Let  a  committee  be 
formed,  and  you  will  see  whether  I  am  right  or  whether  the 
hon.  member  for  Middlesex  (Mr.  Cameron),  who  takes  up 
so  little  of  the  time  of  the  House,  is  right.  Here  is  a  peti¬ 
tion  from  the  municipality  of  Bentinck,  presented  by  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin).  There  are 
the  signatures  of  William  Hunter,  Archy  Hunter  and  John 
Hunter,  in  tbe  same  handwriting.  That  is  plain  on  the 
face  of  the  petition.  I  have  taken  some  little  trouble  with 
these  petitions,  with  regard  to  the  signatures,  and  had  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Grey  taken  the  same  trouble,  he 
would  not  have  presented  the  petitions  he  laid  before  the 
House.  Then  there  aro  the  names  of  Jocklin,  Marshall 
Jocklin  and  Michael  Finnerty,  written  by  the  same  hand  ; 
one  person  has  evidently  written  them  all,  and  yet  this 
petition  is  asked  to  be  received. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills)  thinks  that  is  all  right.  There  aro  the  signa¬ 
tures  of  James  Puhl,  Frederick  Puhl,  and  John  Purvis,  and 
Edward  Purvis,  and  Nicholas  Schlezhauer,  and  W.  T.  Mar- 
vick,  and  James  Marshall,  written,  both  signatures  in  each 
case,  by  the  one  hand. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  How  do  you  know? 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  Because  I  have  looked  over  them, 
and  have  had  an  expert  examine  them,  and  the  best 
authority  that  can  be  received  in  a  court  of  justice 
in  this  matter,  the  authority  of  a  competent  expert, 
can  be  received  before  a  committee  of  this  House  to  show 
that  those  petitions  were  signed  by  the  same  persons,  and 
that  the  signatures  are  in  the  same  handwriting.  There  is 
also  petition  number  2,  from  Bentinck,  South  Grey,  also 
presented  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Grey  (Mr.  Lan¬ 
derkin).  Nine  signatures  on  it,  Nos.  1,  2,  3,  4,  12,  13,  26, 
Mr.  Woodworth. 


36  and  37,  are  illegible,  and  clearly  the  work  of  ono 
man.  Petition  No.  4,  from  the  municipality  of  Sulli¬ 
van,  in  the  County  of  Grey,  containing  thirty  signa¬ 
tures,  presented  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Grey  (Mr. 
Allan)  yesterday,  and  asked  to  be  received  today, 
has  also  a  largo  number  of  signatures  in  the  same  hand¬ 
writing.  John  Mannerow,  August  Mannerow,  Fred. 
Schlumske,  August  Biuhm  and  Charles  Bluhm;  Geo. 
Smith  and  Geo.  A.  Smith;  Thomas  Duff  and  James  Duff; 
Samuel  Palmer  and  John  Palmer;  John  Reid  and  Ernest 
Pike — are  in  each  case  in  the  same  handwriting,  and  there 
are  besides  six  names  illegible.  Then  there  is  the  municipal¬ 
ity  of  St.  Yincent,  County  of  Grey,  from  which  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Grey  (Mr.  McMullen)  presented  a 
petition.  Oa  that  petition  we  find  the  names  of  James 
Oliver  and  J.  N.  Oliver  ;  Tho3.  Harris  and  Alb.  T,  Harris  ; 
A.  Thompson  and  William  A.  Ellis ;  James  Sparling  and 
Chas.  Collier;  J.  M.  Smytho  and  Chas.  Parkin;  Amero 
Tait  an  d  Alex.  Sauter — all  evidently  written  by  the  same  hand 
in  each  case.  No.  7  petition,  from  the  municipality  of  Thames- 
ville,  County  of  Kent,  presented  by  Mr.  Miller,  shows  the 
same  unvarying  monotony  in  the  handwriting  of  the  signa¬ 
tures.  S.  B.  Ripley  and  S.  A.  Tye ;  R.  M.  Logan  and 
Robert  Amola ;  James  Rolinson  and  Sam  Singer ;  Ban 
Higgins  and  J.  Polewski — show  the  same  writing  in  each 
case,  and  there  are  several  signatures  completely  illegible. 
Not  only  that,  but  a  soft  pencil  has  been  used  in  most  of  these 
cases,  so  that  one  can  hardly  decipher  any  name  in  a  great 
number  of  cases.  I  have  only  referred  to  th9  signatures  which 
it  would  be  patent  and  clear  to  a  boy  t6n  years  of  age,  are 
in  the  same  handwriting.  In  most  of  the  soft  pencil  signa¬ 
tures,  the  same  man  has  pot  down  signature  after  signature, 
and  you  cannot  tell  what  the  signatures  are  and  what  the 
names  are.  Not  only  the  petitions  I  have  drawn  attention 
to,  but  nearly  all  the  petitions  against  the  franchise  pre¬ 
sented  to  this  House,  have  the  same  indelible  mark.  When 
the  proper  time  comes,  I  intend  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  gross  breach  of  privilege  on  the  part  of  hon. 
members  in  asking  that  these  petitions  be  received  and  read 
when  they  ought  to  have  known,  had  they  taken  the  trouble 
that  parliamentary  practice  requires  them  to  take,  that  the 
signatures  to  these  petitions  Were  in  many  cases  in  the  same 
handwriting,  and  that  therefore,  the  petitions  should  not 
have  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  Hou36. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  What  is  the  point  of  order  ?  If  I 
am  out  of  order  I  shall  retract  as  quickly  as  possible  ;  but 
I  have  yet  to  learn  that  I  am  out  of  order,  when  I  say  that 
hon.  members  of  this  House  have  dared  to  ask  the  clerk  of  the 
House  to  receive  petitions  which  have  been  concocted  here 
and  sent  all  over  the  country  and  are  signed  by  the  same  hand. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  presented  eighteen  petitions  and 
looked  over  them  carefully,  and  am  quite  certain  there  is 
no  irregularity'  in  any  of  them.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  lynx 
eyes  may  discover  some  irregularity  but  I  failed  to  discover 
any.  I  am  sure  they  are  as  well  signed  as  any  petitions 
ever  received  here. 

Mr.  TROW.  No  wonder  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  feol 
somewhat  restless  in  their  seats,  in  the  face  of  thousands  of 
signatures  against  this  Bill,  probably  one-third  of  them 
being  those  of  their  own  supporters.  Tho  petitions  I  pre¬ 
sented  here  I  have  examined  very  carefully,  and  I  question 
very  much  whether  any  two  signatures  on  them  were 
written  by  the  same  hand.  They  are  genuine  signatures, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  had  no  right  to  accuse  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  on  this  side  of  misrepresentation. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  that  the  hon.  gentleman  made, 
under  the  circumstances,  a  highly  improper  speech.  He 
referred  to  a  rule,  but  as  regards  the  statements  he  made, 
that  rule  has  no  bearing ;  it  does  not  sustain  them  in  any 
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particular.  Ho  has  selected  names  from,  the  petition  I  pre¬ 
sented  yesterday  or  tho  day  before,  from  the  village  of 
Thamesville,  and  stated  they  were  not  genuine.  Those 
signatures  are  genuine.  They  are  the  signatures  of  the 
parties  themselves.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  undertake  to 
make  a  speech  of  that  kind  with  a  view  of  addressing  the 
country,  but  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  presented  those  peti¬ 
tions  are  ready  to  take  the  responsibility  of  them.  I  know, 
so  far  as  the  signatures  to  the  petitions  from  my  own  con¬ 
stituency  aro  concerned,  that  they  are  genuine.  I  do  not 
bolieve  there  is  a  single  name  put  there  unless  by  the  party 
himself,  or  at  his  request. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Ob,  oh. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentlemen  say  “  oh,  oh,”  but  I  say 
that  any  party  who  wishes  to  petition  this  House  has  aright 
to  ask  another  party  to  put  his  name  to  the  petition,  just  as 
good  a  right  to  do  that  as  ho  has  to  do  any  other  act.  We 
assume  the  responsibility  of  these  petitions.  Let  the  hon. 
gentleman  name  some  party  whose  name  is  recorded  on  any 
one  of  these  petitions,  who  says  he  did  not  sign  it  or  autho¬ 
rise  his  name  to  be  put  there.  Then  there  will  be  something 
to  put  before  the  House,  but  there'is  nothing  now.  Tho 
hon.  gentleman  has  nothing  except  an  attempt  to  cast  reflec¬ 
tions  upon  the  good  faith  of  those  on  this  side  who  presented 
those  petitions.  I  presented  a  petition  to-day  signed  by 
475  persons  from  the  city  of  London.  I  cannot  say  that 
I  know  every  one  of  those  signatures,  but  I  know  the  party 
from  whom  I  received  the  petition.  It  was  not  sent  at  my 
instigation,  and  the  hon.  member  who  respresents  that  city 
will  no  doubt  be  able  to  identify  many  of  those  signatures. 
It  is  an  extraordinary  thing  that  tho  hon.  member  should 
attack  the  hon.  gentleman  who  presented  those  petitions, 
when  no  complaint  has  come  from  any  one  whose  name 
appears  there. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  caused  a  message  to  be  sent  to 
the  hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Woodworth)  asking  him 
to  send  me  the  petitions,  and  he  sent  a  message  back  by  the 
page  that  he  did  not  wish  to  send  me  his  private  papers  ; 
so  he  has  been  reading  from  his  private  papers,  and  I  do  not 
therefore  wonder  at  tho  irregularity. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  A  page  came  to  rna  and  asked  mo 
for  the  petitions.  I  said  1  had  not  the  petitions,  that  they 
were  on  the  Table  of  tho  House,  but  that  if  Mr.  Landerkin 
wanted  to  see  my  private  papers,  he  should  send  me  word. 
That  is  just  like  the  ordinary  misrepresentation. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN”.  I  have  not  got  the  petitions  yet ; 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  sent  them.  The  names  of  the 
people  he  has  mentioned  are  those  of  very  respectable 
people,  and  I  do  not  want  him  to  sneer  at  them.  He  tries 
to  sneer  at  the  German  people  who  live  in  my  riding,  who 
are  very  respectable  people,  and  I  think  it  ill  becomes  him 
to  sueer  at  a  very  respectable  class  of  people  who  have 
signed  their  names  to  these  petitions.  ]t  is  not  to  be  won¬ 
dered  at  that  the  signatures  of  poople  in  the  same  family 
should  resemble  one  another  very  much.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  says  that  a  boy  10  yeais  of  age  could  discover  tho 
similarity.  That  is  no  doubt  an  evidence  of  the  ability  of 
the  hon.  gentleman,  but  these  are  the  names  of  very  respect¬ 
able  people. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  Ho  doubt  of  it. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had  the  cour¬ 
age,  or  the  manliness,  or  the  courtesy — — 

Mr.  WOO  WORTH.  Is  that  in  order,  Mr.  Speaker,  to 
accuse  mo  of  want  of  manliness  ? 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  If  he  had  either  of  these  attributes, 
he  would  have  sent  me  tho  petition,  so  that  I  could  have 
examined  the  names. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  I  ask  if  that  is  in  order, 
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Mr.  SPEAKER.  It  is  not  in  order  to  make  any  personal 
allusions.  Try  to  keep  in  order. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  used  words 
which  implied  dishonorable  conduct  ou  the  part  of  the  hoD. 
member.  He  accused  him  of  forgery. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  did  not  hear  any  such  statement 
from  the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  charging  any  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  with  forgery. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  He  said  he  had  seen  petitions  that 
those  presenting  them  must  have  known  were  forgeries. 

Mi*.  SPEAKER.  I  did  not  so  understand  him. 

Mr.  E  DGAR.  I  understand  that  the  speech  made  by  the 
hon.  member  is  the  result  of  groping  through  all  these 
petitions  with  two  assistants,  and  with  the  aid  of  a  very 
powerful  microscope.  These  are  the  only  results  of  his 
efforts.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  knows,  but  he  ought  to 
know,  that  if  a  person  authorises  another  man  to  pub 
his  name  down,  that  is  exactly  the  same  as  if  he  did  it  him* 
self. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Oh,  is  it? 

Mr.  EDGAR.  By  the  law  of  England,  and  by  the  law  of 
Ontario,  if  you  authorise  another  man  to  put  yoqr  naipe  t<5 
your  will,  it  is  as  good  as  if  you  did  it  yourself, 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  No. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  a  lawyer,  and 
knows  it, 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  do  not  propose  to  accuse  any  member 
of  this  House  of  presenting  petitions  knowing  that  they 
were  signed  by  one  hand,  but,  in  regard  to  two  or  three 
petitions  presented  from  the  township  of  Tyendenaga,  in 
the  constituency  of  my  hon.  friend  from  East  Has- 
tings,  I  asked  to  look  at  them,  and  I  called  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  an  hon.  gentleman  of  the  Opposition,  who 
was  passing  at  the  time,  to  them.  I  said :  Look  at 
these  petitions;  you  will  see  that  they  are  largely 
sigued  by  the  same  band.  This  is  an  instance  of  the  way  in 
which  petitions  are  signed.  Out  of  fifty-one  signatures,  I 
counted  about  thirty  which  were  written  by  the  same 
pencil,  and  were  all  apparently  in  tho  same  hand.  I  know 
most  of  those  gentlemen,  and  I  know  that  the  names  that 
they  represent  are  respectable  persons,  but  that  is  not  the 
question  raised  by  the  lion,  member  for  King’s  (  Mr,  Wood* 
worth).  It  was  not  that  these  persons  do  not  exist,  but  th- 1 
their  names  had  been  signed  by  the  same  hand  ;  and  that,  in 
my  opinion,  is  the  fact  in  the  case  to  which  I  refer.  My 
hon.  friend  from  East  Hastings  (Mr.  White)  and  an  hou, 
gentleman  of  the  Opposition  and  myself  went  through  those 
petitions,  and  tho  hou.  member  from  the  other  sido,  when  I 
called  his  attention  to  them,  said  :  “They  appear  to  be  all 
written  by  one  hand  ”  The  three  petitions  were  much  in 
the  same  position.  What  tho  petition  presented  just  now 
by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  is,  I  do 
not  know,  for  I  have  not  had  the  pleasure  of  seeing  it  yet, 
when  I  do  I  think  I  shall  know  who  the  signors  are, 
whether  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  presented  those  petitions 
knew  it  or  not — and  I  do  not  say  they  did,  I  do  not  fancy 
they  did— more  than  half  of  the  signatures  on  one  petition 
were  signed  with  one  pencil,  of  the  same  color,  and  in  the 
same  hand. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  With  reference  to  what  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  said — — 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order;  spoke. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Is  it  a  personal  explanation? 

Mr,  EDGAR.  It  is  a  personal  explanation.  With  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  petition  which  I  presented  from  North  Hast- 
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ings,  I  can  only  say  that  I  received  it  from  a  gentleman, 
with  a  letter  from  him,  whose  name  heads  that  list. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Very  likely.  I  said  nothing  at  all  in 
reference  to  that  petition,  because  I  had  not  seen  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  not  going  to  enter 
into  the  discussion  of  the  particular  series  of  petitions 
which  have  been  brought  down  just  now,  because  there  is  a 
good  deal  of  feeling  about  it,  and  it  is  better  to  avoid  feeling 
when  we  can,  but  I  must  deny  the  particular  line  laid  down 
by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  when 
he  gives  us  a  legal  disquisition  on  quod  fecit  per  alium  fecit 
per  se,  when  he  states  lhat  one  man  can  authorise  another 
to  sign  any  document,  and  that  is  the  act  of  the  prin¬ 
cipal.  That  may  be  the  general  rule,  but,  I  think, 
that  on  looking  back  to  the  precedents,  we  find 
that  there  has  always  been  a  close  scrutiny  into 
petitions  to  see  that  no  such  unwholesome  practice  is  allowed 
in  regard  to  them.  It  destroys  the  real  value  of  the  peti¬ 
tions  if  anybody  lifts  up  a  petition  and  finds  that  the  names 
were  written  in  one  hand.  There  is  no  security  to  the 
House,  there  is  no  security  to  the  member  who  presents  it. 
He  may  be  bound  to  present  it  if  he  receives  it  from  a 
respectable  source,  as  the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario 
(Mr.  Edgar)  says.  He  may  be  blamed  if  he  doe3  not  pre¬ 
sent  it,  although  it  may  have  a  suspicious  appearance  ;  but 
it  must  destroy  the  value  of  a  petition  if  a  series  of  names, 
from  one  to  fifty,  are  written  in  the  same  hand.  I  have 
seen,  on  several  occasions  in  my  life,  three  or  four  hundred 
names  all  written  by  one  hand,  and  they  were  afterwards 
found  to  have  been  fraudulent.  It  is  quite  evident  to  the 
House  who  receives  a  petition  that  twenty  or  thirty  men 
cannot  write  the  same  hand,  and  it  is  therefore  quite  clear 
that  those  twenty  or  thirty  individuals  did  not  sign  their 
names.  Then  there  is  no  evidence  whatever  that  those 
names  were  authorised  by  the  owners  of  the  names  to  be 
placed  on  the  petition.  If  a  man  cannot  write,  he  makes  his 
mark,  and  the  witness  is  supposed  to  certify  that  the  man 
could  not  write,  but  if  a  mancan  write  his  name,  he  is  utterly 
inexcusable  in  authorising  another  man  to  write  it  for  him.  I 
think  it  is  quite  clear  that  the  practice  ought  to  be  discounten¬ 
anced.  I  know  it  has  been  discountenanced ;  I  am  satisfied, 
from  my  general  recollection,  that  it  has  been  greatly  dis¬ 
countenanced  in  England,  as  being  destructive  of  the  value 
of  petitions ;  because  Parliament  cannot  examine  every 
name  and  ascertain  whether  it  is  a  genuine  signature,  and 
they  have  no  evidence,  if  it  is  not  a  genuine  signature,  that  it 
was  put  on  with  his  assent.  It  utterly  destroys  the  whole 
value  of  parliamentary  petitions,  and,  1  think,  that  must 
clearly  be  understood  by  both  sides  of  the  House.  I  am 
speaking  for  the  purpose  of  fencing  around  aud  protecting 
petitions  in  the  future — certainly  not  with  any  desire  to 
restrict  the  right  of  petition.  I  regret  to  hear  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  say:  We  hold  ourselves 
responsible  for  all  these  petitions.  He  can  only  hold  him¬ 
self  responsible,  as  a  member  of  Parliament,  for  the  petition 
he  presents  himself.  But  it  leads  one  to  suppose  that  in  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  mind,  at  all  events,  it  was  a  party  move, 
and  therefore  he  is  bound  to  take  the  responsibility.  But 
he  cannot  know  whether  the  petitions  are  honest  petitions 
or  dishonest— -he  has  no  means  of  knowing  that.  Yet  he 
says:  We  assume — speaking  for  himself  and  the  whole 
party— -we  assume  the  whole  responsibility.  I  am  quite 
sure  his  leader  in  this  House  would  not  assume  any  respon¬ 
sibility;  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  take  any  responsibility 
except  for  a  petition  presented  by  myself,  and  which  I 
endorsed. 

F'  Mr.  BLAKE.  I  did  not  understand  my  hon.  friend  from 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  to  say  that  each  member  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  on  this  side  of  the  House  assumed  responsibility  for 
all  the  petitions.  He  was  speaking,  of  course,  of  the 
distributive  responsibility  of  each  hon.  member  who  has 
Mr.  Edgar. 
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presented  a  petition  and  holds  himself  responsible  in  the 
sense  in  which  a  member  of  Parliament  is  responsible  with 
respect  to  that  petition,  Now,  the  right  of  petition  is  a 
sacred  right,  and  it  is  extremely  important  that  that  right, 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said,  should  be  fenced  in  from 
abuse;  but  it  is  extremely  important,  also,  that  it  should 
not  be  unduly  restricted ;  and  it  would  be  a  very  dangerous 
thing  to  mark  such  limits  of  responsibility  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s,  Nova  Scotia  (Mr.  Woodworth)  has 
attempted  to  mark  out  for  hon.  gentlemen  who  present 
petitions.  If  a  petition  comes  to  an  hon.  member  from  a 
respectable  quarter,  and  apparently  fair  upon  the  face  of  it 
— 1  do  not  mean  as  to  the  substance,  but  iu  the  surround¬ 
ings— -he  ought  to  present  that  petition  to  the  House.  He 
may  not  sympathise  with  it  altogether,  but  he  ought  to  give 
the  petitioner  an  opportunity  of  laying  his  case  before  the 
House.  He  does  not  endorse  it  by  doing  so.  I  remember 
a  famous  case  of  that  kind,  a  case  in  which  a  Mr.  Wasson 
sent  a  petition  against,  I  think  it  was,  Lord  Chelmsford, 
with  a  charge  of  grossly  improper  conduct,  many  years  ago, 
when  no  less  a  constitutionalist,  no  less  a  venerable  states¬ 
man  than  Earl  Russell,  presented  that  petition,  deeming  it 
his  bounden  duty  to  present  it,  though  he  could  not  himself 
find  that  there  was  anything  in  the  charge  nor  sympathise 
with  it;  yet  he  presented  it  to  the  House  of  Lords,  making 
that  statement. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  a  different  thing. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  pointing  out  how  eminent  constitu¬ 
tionalists  have  felt  that  it  was  necessary  to  guard  the  right 
of  petition  by  throwing  no  obstruction  in  the  way  of  any 
man  approaching  this  House  who  desires  to  do  so.  There¬ 
fore,  I  say,  it  would  be  a  very  extraordinary  petition, 
within  the  rules  of  Parliament — of  course  every  member 
must  consider  whether  it  is  in  the  rules  of  Parliament— • 
which  I  should  feel  myself  free  to  refuse  to  present,  though 
it  might  have  but  little  of  my  sympathy.  Now,  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  this  question  of  signatures.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  made  an  observation  with  which  I,  to  some  extent, 
agree;  he  said  petitions  would  be  more  valuable  if  they 
were  all  signed  in  different  hands  ;  but  he  has  said  that  they 
utterly  lose  their  value  when  they  are  not  so  signed.  I 
differ  with  him  entirely  there.  Now,  1  have  seen  a  good  many 
petitions  in  the  course  of  my  parliamentary  experience, 
I  have  seen  very  large  numbers  of  signatures  on  petitions, 
the  authenticity  of  which,  and  the  respectability  of  which, 
were  never  questioned,  although  many  of  the  signatures 
were,  to  my  mind — I  could  not  swear  to  it — in  the  same 
band.  The  hon.  gentleman  himself  says  he  knew  a  case 
in  which  there  were  three  or  four  hundred  signatures  in  the 
same  hand,  and  it  happened  to  be  proved  in  that  case  that 
there  was  a  fraud.  Of  course  there  may  he  a  fraud  in  such 
a  case,  and  there  may  be  fraud  when  the  signatures  are 
different ;  because  if  you  present  a  petition  on  which  each 
signature  differs  from  the  other  as  chalk  from  cheese,  that 
would  not  prove  the  genuineness  of  any  one  of  the 
signatures.  Now,  we  should  understand  what  the  rule  of 
Parliament  is.  Is  it  the  rule  of  Parliament — I  do  not  say 
whether  the  practice  is  commendable  or  not— -that  the  peti¬ 
tion  must  be  signed  in  every  instance  by  th8  proper  hand 
of  the  person  whose  name  is  there  affixed  ?  I  say  it  has  not 
been  the  practice,  so  far  as  I  know,  in  this  Parliament. 
There  were  a  vast  number  of  petitions  presented  in  the  early 
part  of  this  Session  by  persons  interested  in  the  cause  of 
temperance,  and  it  has  been  stated  that  more  than  100,000 
signatures  were  appended  to  those  petitions.  Now,  I  would 
like  to  know  whether  all  those  signatures  were  by  different 
hands;  I  would  like  to  know  whether  there  were  not  scores 
of  persons  who  signed  through  the  medium  of  the  person 
who  was  handing  the  petition  around.  I  believe  that  is  the 
case ;  I  believe  that  it  has  not  been  understood  through  the 
country  at  large,  or  understood  by  hon.  members  here,  that 
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it  was  an  improper  thing  that  a  petition  should  be  signed  in 
some  cases  by  other  than  the  proper  hand  of  the  party.  I 
believe  it  has  been  fairly  assumed  that  if  a  petition  came 
from  respectable  quarters,  and  bore  other  marks  of  genu¬ 
ineness,  such  signatures  as  might  seem  to  be  in  the 
same  hand,  were  duly  authorised  signatures.  I  do 
not  know  any  reason  why  the  right  of  petition 
should  be  more  restricted  than  is  the  right  of 
performing  any  other  more  solemn  act.  Ho  can 
perform  very  solemn  acts  through  another.  He  can 
authorise  a  man  to  do  many  things  in  his  name,  and  to  sign 
his  name  to  many  instruments  which  will  have  most  impor¬ 
tant  effects.  Nor  does  he  need  the  written  name  of  a  party 
to  powers  of  attorney  or  powers  under  seal.  When  a  man 
gives  his  consent  on  the  spot  and  sees  his  name  signed,  it  is 
signed  by  his  hand  though  it  is  not  written  in  his  proper 
hand.  If  we  are  to  lay  down  this  doctrine  which  is  projected 
that  the  proper  signatures  of  the  party  himself  must,  in  all 
cases,  be  affixed,  then  let  it  be  laid  down  after  consideration 
and  established  as  the  general  rule  and  practice  of  Parlia¬ 
ment.  But  I  maintain  to  cast  discredit  upon  the  line  of 
petitions  presented  during  the  last  few  days,  because  soma 
of  the  signatures  are  alleged  to  be  or  appear  to  be  in  the 
same  handwriting,  is  an  attempt  which  would  react  in  the 
way  of  casting  discredit  upon  the  great  mass  of  petitions 
upon  various  subjects  which  have  been  presented  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  during  the  last  few  years.  I  believe  it  has  been  a 
common  custom,  and  there  hardly  exists  a  case  of  a  member 
who  has  presented,  I  do  not  say  petitions  with  few  signa¬ 
tures,  or  petitions  for  a  private  Bill,  but  petitions  on  some 
large  topic  of  public  importance,  to  which  many  signatures 
were  attached — I  doubt  if  there  would  be  a  single  case  found 
in  which  an  hon.  gentleman  who  had  presented  such  peti¬ 
tions  would  not  have  rendered  himself  open  to  the  censure  of 
the  hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Woodworth),  if  these  cen¬ 
sures  are  well  founded. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  desire  to  say  — —=• 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  am  afraid  the  hon.  gentleman  has  lost 
his  right  to  speak,  except  to  make  a  personal  explanation. 

Mr,  LANDERKIN.  I  was  speaking  when  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  raised  the  point  of  order.  I  then  sat  down  and  have 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  speaking  since,  and  I  have  not 
finished  my  speech.  Is  it  fair  that  I  should  have  been 
assailed  in  this  House,  and  the  petitions  I  have  presented 
been  assailed,  and  cannot  put  myself  right  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER,  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
been  assailed  or  any  reflections  cast  on  the  hon.  gentlemen 
who  have  presented  petitions  to  this  House  merely  because 
some  of  the  names  are  signed  by  one  person.  That  is  no 
reflection  on  hon,  gentlemen.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  hon. 
members  to  present  petitions  they  receive  from  respect¬ 
able  sources,  if  there  is  a  sufficient  number  of  signatures  to 
the  petition  to  justify  its  presentation.  According  to  the 
English  practice,  it  is  improper  for  one  person  to  sign 
the  names  of  other  persons  except  in  case  of  their 
incapacity  from  sickness.  In  England  the  practice  is 
to  refer  all  petitions  to  a  committee,  and  the 
committee  reports,  whenever  it  appears  that  several 
names  are  signed  by  the  same  person,  and  recommends 
that  those  names  be  struck  from  the  number  of  the  peti¬ 
tioners.  That  appears  to  be  the  only  penalty  which  exists. 
I  suppose  that  rule  exists  here  ;  if  several  names  are  signed 
by  the  same  person  the  number  of  such  names  is  struck  off 
from  the  number  of  the  petitioners.  It  has  not  been  the 
practice,  I  admit,  of  this  House  to  scrutinise  tho  man¬ 
ner  in  which  names  have  been  signed.  Tho  Clerk  and 
his  officials  have  been  charged  with  the  duty  which  per¬ 
tains  to  a  committee  in  England,  and,  if  that  prac¬ 
tice  is  to  bo  adopted,  it  will  be  tho  duty  of  the  Clerk 
and  his  officials  to  call  my  attention  to  cases  where  more 


than  one  signature  is  in  the  same  handwriting,  and  then  it 
will  bo  my  duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
subject,  and  the  House  can  order  that  such  names  be  struck 
off  the  number  of  petitioners.  In  England,  apparently, 
there  is  no  evidence  required. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  would  be  a  new  practice  here  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Yes. 

Mr.  CASEY.  When  a  point  of  order  is  taken  during  a 
speech,  and  the  point  is  finally  decided,  does  that  interrup¬ 
tion  prevent  the  hon.  member  resuming  his  speech? 

Mr.  SPEAKE  R.  I  decided  the  point  of  order,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Landerkin)  did  not  continue  his  speech ;  but 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario,  the  hon,  member  for 
Hastings,  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham,  all  continued 
the  debate  on  the  subject,  not  on  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  have  not  finished  my  speech. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  can  get  at  it  in  some  way.  I  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Of  course  the  hon.  member  who  desires 
to  speak  cannot  move  the  motion  to  adjourn.  That  must  be 
moved  by  some  other  member, 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  If  the  hon.  member  has  only  a  few 
words  of  personal  explanation  to  offer,  I  am  sure  the  House 
will  hear  him. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  have  only  a  few  words  to  say.  I 
asked  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  to  send  over  the  petitions, 
but  he  did  not  return  them  to  me.  I  found  he  was  not  read¬ 
ing  from  the  petitions  at  all.  I  find  the  names  of  Nicholas 
Schlozhauer  and  T.  Nicholas  Schlozhauer,  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  said  were  in  the  same  handwriting.  They  are  not 
in  tho  same  handwriting.  Also  the  names  of  James 
McMahon  and  Michael  Finnerty,  which  are  said  to  be  in  the 
same  handwriting.  They  are  not  in  the  same  handwriting. 
To  show  in  what  good  faith  1  acted  in  this  matter,  I  wish  to 
read  two  of  the  letters  accompanying  those  petitions.  The 
first  is  from  John  Proctor,  as  follows 

“  Hanover,  13th  May,  1886. 

“Dear  Doctor, — Yours  of  6th  to  hand.  Thanss  for  copy  of  Franchise 
Bill  Yon  ask  what  do  I  think  of  it.  It  is  simply  outrageous.  It  would 
appear  that  Sir  John  would  like  to  drive  the  Opposition  and  their  sup¬ 
porters  to  some  overt  Act.  Oh,  for  a  Cromwell  !  I  think  some  of  his 
friends  are  getting  ashamed,  and  almost  'wish  he  would  withdraw  the 
Bill.  We  must  just  hope  and  work  so  that  good  may  result  out  of  the 
intended  evil.” 

The  next  letter  is  from  Dr.  McLean,  of  Ayton,  as  follows : — « 

“  Avton,  May  13th,  1886. 

Dr.  Landerkin. 

“  Dear  Sir, — I  have  just  forwarded  to  Mr.  James  Trow  a  petition  which 
has  been  signed  during  the  last  two  days.  If  more  time  had  been 
allowed  the  signatures  would  have  been  much  larger,  as  everybody 
signed,  both  Grit  and  Tory,  with  the  exception  of  two  lonely  Tories, 
who  considered  that  anything  is  fair  in  politics.  If  you  examine  you 
will  find  that  the  majority  of  the  names  are  those  of  rank  Conservatives, 
but,  I  must  say  men  who  do  not  want  a  new  Franchise  Bill,  or  any  other 
unfair  advantage.” 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  did  not  find  fault  with  tho 
member  for  Perth  (Mr.  Trow)  presenting  a  petition  from 
East  Hastings,  An  hon.  member  who  receives  a  petition 
has  a  right  to  presont  it.  I  know,  although  I  am  very  much 
in  favor  of  the  Franchise  Bill,  that  if  anyone  sent  me  a  peti¬ 
tion  fx’om  my  own  county,  or  any  other  county,  I  would  pre¬ 
sent  it.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  said  when  he  presented  it 
that  thirty  of  the  signatures  were  of  Conservatives.  I  do 
not  find  fault  with  his  sa)  ing  so.  When  home,  I  accidentally 
met  several  of  them  ;  and  I  may  here  say  that  I  believe 
nineteen-twentieths  of  the  names  to  the  petition  were  those 
of  persons  who  act  with  the  Reform  party.  I  met  several 
—and  I  know  every  man  on  the  list — I  said  to  one  j 
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‘  Well,  you  have  signed  the  petition  against  the  Franchise 
Bill.  Have  you  read  the  Bill?”  “  In  truth,”  he  said,  “  I 
have  neither  seen  the  Bill  nor  the  petition  ;  if  a  man  signed 
it  in  my  name,  ho  had  no  right  to  do  so,  and  it  was  a  for¬ 
gery.”  I  know  many  signatures  have  been  signed  in  the 
post  office,  and  liberties  have  been  taken  with  signatures. 
I  will  give  the  hon.  gentleman  who  presented  the  petition 
the  name  of  the  party  who  said  to  me  that  he  had  neither 
seen  the  petition  nor  the  Bill.  I  rose  only  to  say  that  I 
believe  the  rule  should  be  applied,  and  that  no  petition 
should  be  presented  to  the  House  unless  signed  by  the  parties 
themselves,  or  by  the  mark  of  a  party  who  cannot  sign  his 
name.  That  would  save  a  great  deal  of  trouble,  and  we 
would  have  less  petitions  and  less  inconvenience.  So  far  as 
my  own  section  is  concerned,  I  may  say  that  there  is  very 
little  excitement  with  regard  to  this  Franchise  Bill. 

The  petitions  were  then  received. 

Hr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  it  would  be  well  if  it  were 
understood  by  hon.  gentlemen,  as  well  as  in  the  country, 
that  it  is  irregular  for  any  person  to  sign  the  name  of 
other  people  to  petitions. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  have  a  petition  here  presented  by  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Perth  (Mr.  Trow;,  and  while  I  do 
not  deny  that  each  name  represents  a  settler,  and  each 
signature  is  a  Grit  signature,  I  venture  to  say  that  if  you 
look  at  the  petition  yourself,  Mr.  Speaker,  you  will  find 
that  not  more  than  two  or  three  parties  have  written  all 
the  names.  I  find  at  least  twenty  names  written  in  the 
one  handwriting. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  With  reference,  Sir,  to  the  announcement 
which  you  have  just  made,  I  think  if  we  are  to  change 
what  has  been  our  invariable  practice  for  seventeen  or 
eighteen  years  it  would  be  well  that  the  change  were  made 
by  a  more  solemn  act  than  simply  an  announcement  from 
the  Chair.  I  think  a  rule  should  be  adopted,  and  that  the 
people  ought  to  know  that  it  is  the  determination  of  the 
House  that  the  signatures  ought  to  be  signed  by  those 
whose  names  purport  to  appear  on  the  petition. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  When  a  petition  is  pre¬ 
sented.  I  think  it  is  presumed  that  it  is  signed  by  the 
parties,  and  unless  individuals  particularly  interested  in 
looking  at  the  petition  ascertained  to  the  contrary,  it  is 
supposed  that  the  parties  sign  their  own  names,  and  when¬ 
ever  objection  has  been  taken  I  think  the  rule  has  been 
adhered  to.  I  know  that  before  Confederation  in  the  old 
Parliament  of  Canada,  the  moment  it  was  ascertained  that 
that  rule  was  not  complied  with,  in  several  cases  the 
petitions  wero  visited  with’  condign  punishment.  I  par¬ 
ticularly  refer  to  petitions  which  were  presented  when 
there  was  great  political  excitement,  and  when,  therefore, 
they  were  carefully  scrutinised,  and  when  it  was  shown 
that  they  were  false  signatures,  tho  rule  was  acted  upon,  as 
I  have  said.  The  rule  is  a  common  sense  one,  and  it  is 
very  strictly  observed  in  England.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a 
report  made  to  the  House  of  Commons,  in  46  Victoria,  by 
a  select  committee  on  public  petitions,  wherein  it  is  stated  : 

“  Your  committee  have  felt  it  their  duty  to  bring  to  the  notice  ot  the 
House, a  petition  in  favor  of  the  repeal  of  the  contagious  diseases  Acts - 

Which  was  a  matter  which  created  great  excitement  in 
England. - 

“  which  was  presented  by  Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck  from  Whitehaven 
on  the  12th  of  March  last,  and  which  they  find  to  contain  serious  irregu¬ 
larities. 

“  Your  committee  have  observed  that  the  petition,  though  purporting 
to  be  signed  by  414  persons,  is,  ia  fact,  signed  by  293  only,  the  remain¬ 
ing  121  signatures  being  in  the  same  handwriting.  Your  committee, 
therefore,  having  regard  to  the  Orders  of  the  House,  have  abstained 
from  reckoning  such  names  among  the  signatures.” 

I  think  it  is  a  wholesome  rule,  and  one  which  should  be 
followed  out.  I  would  just  say  to  the  House  as  a  whole, 
4hat  tho  fact  that  doubt  has  been  thrown  by  this  debate  on 
Mr.  White  (Hastings). 


the  genuineness  of  those  petitions  destroys,  in  a  great 
measure,  the  effect  which  the  petitioners  want  to  have 
impressed  on  the  House.  It  has  that  effect,  and  it  would 
have  the  still  greater  effect  of  destroying  the  value  of  the 
petitions  for  or  against  any  particular  measure. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  did  not  discuss  the  question  of  the  older 
practice,  but  I  simply  stated  that  as  wo  had  a  settled  prac¬ 
tice  of  eighteen  years,  I  thought  it  should  not  bo  altered  by 
a  simple  announcement  from  the  Chair,  but  should  be  altered 
by  means  of  a  rule  of  the  House. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  much  disposed  to 
agree  with  you,  Sir,  and  also  with  the  First  Minister,  that 
after  due  notice  given  it  would  be  better  to  provide  that  all 
signatures  to  a  petition  should  be  made  in  people’s  own  hand¬ 
writing.  I’agree  with  the  First  Minister  that  it  is  a  security 
against  doubt  being  thrown  upon  petitions.  But  what  I  call 
attention  to  is  this,  that  not  only  do  I  believe  you  will  find  that 
this  question  has  not  been  raised  since  Confederation,  and 
that  the  practice  has  been,  as  my  hon.  friend  beside  mo 
stated,  that  these  petitions  were  received  without  this  par¬ 
ticular  objection  being  taken,  but  I  think,  though  I  am  not 
quite  sure,  that  the  First  Minister  was  concerned  in  a  debate 
which  tcok  place  prior  to  Confederation,  in  which  this 
course  was  taken  on  one  or  two  occasions.  I  think  it 
was  with  reference  to  some  petitions  presented  from  the 
Province  of  Quebec  against  Confederation,  and  that  notice 
was  taken  of  the  practice  by  an  hon.  member.  The  late  Mr. 
Holton  then  called  attention  to  what  he  said  he  knew,  and 
what  I  myself  know  to  be  tho  case,  that  more  particularly 
in  the  country  districts  it  is  a  common  practice  for  the 
parties  who  are  asked  to  sign  petitions  to  request  the  parties 
who  bring  them  around  to  sign  for  them.  I  speak 
simply  as  to  their  custom,  a  custom  which  I  have  observed 
in  one  or  two  cases  myself.  Now,  this  practice  having 
prevailed  for  such  a  length  of  time,  if  a  change  is  to  be 
made  I  think  it  should  be  made  part  of  our  orders.  The 
First  Minister  and  everybody  else  must  see  that  it  would 
be  unfair  and  unreasonable  to  throw  discredit  now  on  a 
particular  batch  of  petitions,  which  have  bean  signed  in  a 
particular  way  which  has  grown  into  a  custom.  I  do  not 
say  that  the  custom  is  right,  or  rather,  that  it  is  expedient, 
but  I  do  say  that  the  custom,  within  my  own  knowledge, 
has  extensively  prevailed  in  the  past,  and  this  is  the  first 
time  within  my  recollection,  except  on  the  particular  occa¬ 
sion  I  allude  to,  which  took  place  before  Confederation, 
that  objection  has  been  taken  to  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  refer  particu¬ 
larly  to  these  particular  potitious,  but  I  simply  called 
attention  to  the  advisability  of  having  a  strict  rule,  in  order 
that  petitions  may  havo  the  weight  which  they  ought  to 
have. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  In  England  there  is  a  distinct 
Order  of  the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  may  or  may  not 
be,  but  it  is  the  continual  practice. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  So  far  as  I  can  recollect,  the 
practice  which  has  been  followed  for  a  very  long  period, 
and  especially  with  regard  to  petitions  coming  from  the 
Province  of  Quebec,  is  this  :  A  large  number  of  people  are 
unable  to  sign  their  name?  to  these  petitions,  nevertheless, 
after  a  certain  number  of  names  have  been  signed  regularly, 
other  names  are  written,  accompanied  by  a  cross;  and 
when  ten  or  twenty  or  100  names  are  so  written,  the  par¬ 
ties  signing  tho  names  for  the  others  wiil  then  certify 
that  the  parties  whoso  names  appear  on.  tho  petition  have 
authorised  them  to  sign  their  names,  and  this  gives  authen¬ 
ticity  to  the  signatures.  It  would  be  a  veiy  hard  thing  if 
persons,  because  they  are  unable  to  sign  their  names,  could 
not  be  in  a  position  to  petition  Parliament  and  lay  their 
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grievances  before  it.  Therefore,  if  the  rule  is  to  be  changed, 
or  if  we  are  to  have  a  new  rule,  I  think  it  should  be  pro¬ 
vided  that  although  a  person  may  not  be  able  to  sign  his 
name,  another  may  be  authorised  to  do  so  for  him ;  but  in 
that  case  a  certificate  ought  to  be  put  on  the  petition. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  hope  the  House  will  not  think  I  am 
suggesting  any  change  in  the  rule.  I  am  simply  pointing 
out  that,  according  to  the  practice  which  has  prevailed,  this 
is  it  regular,  and  ought  not  to  be  pursued  if  possible  ;  and  if 
hon.  members  would  inform  petitioners  throughout  their 
constituencies  that  they  ought  not  to  sign  for  other  people, 
I  think  that  would  be  desirable.  I  am  not  objecting  to  the 
reception  of  these  petitions,  but  the  practice  is  irregular. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— CORRESPOND¬ 
ENCE  WITH  GOVERNMENT. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Was  there  any  correspondence 
between  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  and  the 
Government,  subsequent  to  the  18th  March,  1885,  on  the 
subject  of  the  proposal  for  a  change  in  the  arrangements 
between  the  company  and  the  Government  ?  Was  there 
any  report  from  the  chief  engineer  in  connection  with  the 
matter  ?  Was  there  any  report  from  the  Minister  on  the 
matter  ?  Was  there  an  Order  in  Council  on  the  matter  ? 
Was  any  report  from  any  officer  of  the  company  laid  before 
the  Government  ?  Has  the  Government  the  balance  sheets 
prepared  by  Mr.  Miall,  but  not  appended  to  his  letter  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  I  do  not  think  there  has  been  any  cor¬ 
respondence  since  the  date  mentioned.  There  was  no 
report  from  the  Minister ;  there  was  no  Order  in  Council ; 
there  was  no  report  from  an  officer  of  the  Company,  except 
that  of  Mr.  Ogden,  which  has  been  brought  down.  Mr. 
Miall’s  balance  sheet  was  laid  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Mr.  Miall’s  report  states  that  he  has  pre¬ 
pared  two  balance  sheets,  from  which  he  has  formed  a  con¬ 
densed  balance  sheet  which  has  been  laid  on  the  Table. 
Those  balance  sheets  are  what  I  want. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  understand  that. 

BRANDON  POSTMASTER. 

Mr.  LISTER  asked,  What  are  the  allowances  made  to 
the  Postmaster  at  Brandon  (1)  for  rent,  (2)  for  salaries 
of  assistants  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  allowance  for  rent  is  $600  por 
annum.  The  postmaster’s  salary  includes  an  allowance  of 
$720  per  annum  for  assistance,  granted  under  exceptional 
circumstances,  as  a  provisional  allowance,  and  it  will  be  dis¬ 
continued  on  the  1st  of  October,  1885. 

NORTH-WEST  SURYEYS. 

Mr.  MILLS  asked,  Whether  the  Government  propose  to 
survey  and  set  out  for  settlement  any  lands  in  the  North- 
West  Territory  during  the  present  summer  ?  Whether  any 
surveyors  have  yet  been  sent  to  make  surveys  ?  Whether 
the  geological  staff  are  yet  in  the  field  to  carry  forward 
their  explorations  for  Ihe  current  year  ?  If  not,  why  not? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  answer  sent  to  mo 
is  this:  The  Government  does  not  propose  to  survey  and 
get  out  any  very  large  quantity  of  land  in  the  North-West 
during  the  present  summer,  because,  as  will  be  seen  by  the 
map  herewith,  thi3  is  not  necessary.  Several  surveyors 
either  are  or  are  about  to  be  sent  into  the  field,  to  make 
surveys  of  trails,  and  detached  settlement  surveys.  One 
party  of  the  Geological  Survey  is  already  in  the  field ;  the 
others  are  making  preparations,  and  will  leave  shortly. 


INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY— EARN rNGS  AND 
WORKING  EXPENSES. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  What  were  the  earnings  and  the 
working  expenses  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  for  the 
months  of  March  and  April  respectively  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  For  March  the  earnings  were  $179,869, 
and  the  working  expenses  $175,544.  For  April  the 
earnings  were  $240,295.  I  have  not  yet  the  working 
expenses  for  April. 

L AVIS’S  PATENT  TENT  POLE. 

Mr.  LANGELIER  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  adapt  to  the  tents  used  by  the  militia 
Lavis’s  patent  pole  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  The  patent  referred  to  has  been  submitted 
to  the  military  branch  of  the  Department  for  a  report. 
Until  that  l-eport  has  been  laid  before  me  I  cannot  say 
whether  the  patent  will  be  adapted  to  the  tents  used  by  the 
militia  force  or  not. 

THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  Government  has 
arranged,  and  if  not,  whether  the  Government  will  arrange, 
for  the  free  transport  of  the  bodies  of  the  volunteers  who 
have  fallen  in  the  North-West  to  the  homes  they  left? 

Mr.  CARON.  Up  to  the  present  time  the  applications 
made  to  the  Department  merely  asked  us  to  facilitate  the 
transport  of  the  bodies  of  volunteers  who  fell  in  battle, 
friends  seeming  to  prefer  to  look  after  the  matter  them¬ 
selves.  if  any  applications  be  made  hereafter  for  the  free 
transport  of  the  bodies  of  any  volunteers  who  have  fallen, 
The  Government  will  take  measures  to  arrange  for  the  free 
transport  of  the  bodies. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  Government  intends  to 
submit  to  Parliament  a  proposal  for  a  mark  of  recognition 
in  the  shape  of  a  land  grant,  land  scrip,  or  otherwise,  to  the 
volunteers  on  active  service  in  the  North-West? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  question  has 
already  been  asked,  and  I  answer  in  the  same  way  as  I  did 
before,  that  this  question  engages  the  serious  attention  of 
the  Government. 

DOMINION  LANDS-GABRIEL  DUMONTS’  LOT. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  When  did  Gabriel  Dumont’s  occupa¬ 
tion  of  the  lot  on  the  east  bank  of  the  Saskatchewan,  near 
Gabriel’s  Crossing  and  St.  Laurent,  begin,  according  to  the 
Departmental  papers  ?  When  was  he  admitted  to  home¬ 
stead  entry  for  that  lot?  When  did  he  become  entitled  to 
his  patent  ?  When  was  his  patent  issued  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  nothing  on  the 
papers  or  records  of  the  Department  to  show  when  Gabriel 
Dumont’s  occupation  of  the  lands  on  the  east  6ido  of  the 
Saskatchewan  River,  for  which  he  obtained  entry  as  a  home¬ 
stead  and  pre-emption,  began.  He  obtained  homestead 
entry  for  the  south-west  quarter  of  section  20,  township  42, 
range  1,  west  of  the  third  principle  meridian,  on  tho  1st 
March,  1883,  and  pre  emption  entry  for  the  south-east 
quarter  of  the  same  section.  There  is  nothing  in  the 
declaration  made  by  Dumont,  when  he  appeared  before  the 
land  agent  to  make  his  entry,  to  indicate  that  he  occupied, 
the  land  previous  to  that  day;  and  he  would  not  therefore, 
be  entitled  to  apply  for  his  patent  under  the  homestead 
provisions  of  the  Dominion  Lands  Act  until  three  years 
after  the  date  of  perfecting  his  entry.  The  patent  for  this 
land  has  not  yet  issued,  nor  has  any  application  been 
received  at  this  Department  for  its  issue. 
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CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILW AY — GOVERN MENT 
ROUNDHOUSE. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  land  on  which  a  Govern¬ 
ment  roundhouse  is  erected,  or  ary  property  on  which 
Government  buildings,  occupied  by  Government  or  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Bailway,  has  been  found  to  be  covered  by 
a  patent  irregularly  issued  to  a  private  individual? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  in  1875 
appears  to  have  laid  out  a  town  site  at  Selkirk,  which  was 
then  expected  to  be  the  point  where  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bailway  would  cross  the  Bed  Biver,  and  to  have  appropri¬ 
ated,  for  this  purpose,  lands  occupied  at  the  time  of  the 
transfer,  and  patent  for  Which  the  occupant  was  entitled  to 
obtain  under  the  Manitoba  Act.  The  Government  appears 
to  have  been  unaware  of  this  occupation,  or  if  aware, 
ignored  it.  The  survey  was  made  under  instructions  from 
the  Surveyor  General,  and  the  plan  is  on  record  in  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  but  there  is  nothing  on  record 
in  the  Department  to  show  where  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bail  way  roundhouse  is  situated,  or  indeed  to  indicate  that 
there  is  such  a  building.  It  has,  however,  recently  come 
to  the  knowledge  of  the  officers  of  the  Department,  that  the 
roundhouse  is  upon  a  lot  respecting  which  the  proof  of 
occupation  at  the  time  of  the  transfer  required  under  the 
Manitoba  Act  was  furnished  several  years  ago  and  patent 
issued. 

SATUBDAY  SITTING  AND  QUEEN’S  BIBTHDAY 
ADJOUBNMENT. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  move  that,  when  the 
House  adjourns  on  Friday  nest,  it  will  stand  adjourned  till 
Saturday  following  at  1.30  P.M.,  and  Government 
measures  will  have  precedence  after  routine  business,  and 
also  that,  when  the  House  adjourns  on  Saturday,  it  will 
stand  adjourned  until  Tuesday  the  26th  inst.  at  1.30  P.M. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  DISTUBBANCE  IN  THE  NOBTH-WEST. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Before  you  proceed,  Sir,  to  the  other 
business  of  the  House,  I  think  it  my  duty  to  avail  myself  of 
ray  parliamentary  right  to  make  a  substantive  motion  in 
order  to  raise  an  important  question,  as  I  consider  it  to  bo, 
a  question  both  of  gravity  and  of  urgency,  which  the  state 
of  the  public  business,  the  order  of  the  House  and  the  proce¬ 
dure  which  has  been  pursued,  preclude  my  raising  in  any 
other  way.  I  refer  to  the  duties  of  the  Government  and  the 
rights  and  the  obligations  of  this  House  with  reference  to 
information  as  to  past,  events  in  the  North-West  leading  up 
to  the  troubles  which  have  recently  taken  place.  I  have 
not,  since  I  entered  this  House,  used,  for  any  purpose,  the 
motion  which  I  am  now  about  to  use,  always  believing  as  1 
did  and  do  believe,  that  the  use  of  it  should  be  a  sparing  use, 
that  it  should  be  reserved  for  questions  and  situations,  such  as 
the  present  situation  and  the  present  question.  I  believe  that 
there  subsists  either  a  misconception  or  a  misinterpretation 
of  what  the  duties  and  obligations  and  rights  cf  the 
Government  and  the  House  are  with  reference  to  this  impor¬ 
tant  question,  and  it  is  necessary  that  that  subject  should  be 
cleared  up,  and  that  we  should  come  to  an  understan  ling, 
if  possible,  as  to  what  our  relative  position  is  in  the  matter. 
The  most  limited  conception  of  the  fundamental  function  of 
Government  is  the  maintenance  of  security  to  the  citizen 
against  attack  from  abroad,  and  against  internal  discord,  and 
this  includes  his  right  to  the  full  enjoyment  of  justice  in  the 
land.  Our  own  constitution  acknowledges  and  rather  mag¬ 
nifies  that  limited  conception  of  the  functions  of  Govern¬ 
ment,  by  declaring,  as  it  expressly  does,  that  this  Parliament 
is  authorised  to  make  laws  for  the  peace,  order  and  good 
government  of  our  country ;  and  if  it  be  that  peace  has  been 

broken,  that  public  order - - 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald, 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  order  that  wo  may 
know  the  regulai’ity  or  the  irregularity  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  speech,  I  must  ask  that  he  will  make  the  motion  on 
which  ho  is  going  to  speak. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  know  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
entitled  to  have  the  motion  placed  in  your  hands,  Sir,  but  I 
have  no  objection  to  state  my  motion.  I  am  about  to  move 
that  tho  House  adjourn.  It  is  the  only  motion  I  can  move 
that  will  enable  me  to  make  this  statement.  It  is  the  only 
regular  motion,  and  that  being  so  I  thought  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  have  known  it.  If,  as  I  was  saying,  tho 
public  peace  has  been  broken,  if  the  public  order  has  been 
disturbed,  if  the  authority  of  tho  Government  has  been 
violated,  if  insurrection  has  raised  its  head  in  Canada,  I  hold 
it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  give,  and  the  duty  of 
this  House  to  demand,  and  its  right  to  obtain,  all  tho 
particulars,  so  that  we  may  ascertain  how  these  things 
have  happened,  so  that  we  may  deal  with  the  whole  sub¬ 
ject,  as  it  inciudos  both  the  Government  of  the  country,  and 
those  they  rule,  so  that  we  may  fix  the  responsibility  upon 
the  right  shoulders,  or  share  it,  if  it  be  a  mixed  responsi¬ 
bility,  among  the  right  shoulders;  and  I  hold  it  to  be  the 
duty  of  the  Government,  and  our  right,  that  we  should  bo 
placed  in  a  position  to  form  that  jrdgment  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment.  More  than  eight  weeks 
have  now  elapsed  since  tho  insurrection  broke  out, 
and  from  that  time  out  I  havo  boen  constantly 
pressing  for  those  pieces  of  information  which  might  ena¬ 
ble  us  to  reach  conclusions  upon  this  subject.  Wo  all  felt 
it  to  be  our  duty  heartily  to  agree,  heartily  to  assist  in 
measures  to  restore  the  public  authority,  and  we  felt  that 
that  was  a  duty  emergent  and  doubly  incumbent  upon  us 
in  the  particular  condition  of  the  North-West  country. 
We  did  so  ;  whatever  the  Government  proposed  to  us,  they 
received  without  an  instant’s  delay,  and  they  received  as 
well  the  moral  support  and  countenance  of  every  member 
of  Parliament  and  of  the  people  at  large  in  taking  the 
earliest,  the  most  active,  the  most  energetic,  the  most  com¬ 
plete  steps  that  they  could  devise  in  order  to  the  restora¬ 
tion  of  public  authority.  But  while  we  have  been  doing 
that  we  must  not  lose  sight  of  this  very  important  duty  of 
ours,  nor  must  we  lose  sight  of  this  very  important 
obligation  of  the  Government.  I  say  the  obligation 
of  tho  Government  to  bring  down  to  Parliament  tho 
materials  upon  which  Parliament  may  pronounce  a 
judgment,  is  clear  and  plain.  They  have  full  power  to 
govern,  and  it  is  difficult  to  presume  that  without  some 
neglect,  or  delay,  or  wrong,  such  results  as  have  taken 
place,  could  have  taken  place.  But  I  quite  admit  it  to  be  true 
that  they  may  have  taken  place  without  neglect,  without 
delay,  without  mistake,  without  misgovernment.  That  is 
indeed  possible ;  but  if  there  is  to  be  a  presumption,  the  pre¬ 
sumption  must,  at  the  moment,  be  against  those  in  authority. 
The  Government  of  the  day  may  rebut  that  presumption,  but 
thoy  are  obliged  to  undertake  the  task,  and  the  condition 
upon  which  alone  they  can  accomplish  such  a  rebuttal,  is  full 
information  and  full  materials  on  which  ajudgment  can  be 
reached.  We  have  the  right  of  judgment,  and  we  have  tho 
duty  of  judgment ;  we  are  to  pass  between  our  fellow 
citizens  lately  in  arms  and  their  rulers  on  the  political 
question,  and  we  are  to  pass  on  the  questions  between  tho 
Indians  and  their  rulers.  Besides  having  that  right,  we  have 
a  great  responsibility,  as  the  last  court  of  appeal,  in  this 
matter.  We  aro  the  people’s  representatives,  the  great 
inquest  of  the  country,  upon  whom  it  devolves  to  enquire 
thoroughly  into  such  large  questions  as  these. 
I  say  the  duty  of  the  Government  is  obvious  on  general 
principles.  It  flows  from  their  position  and  ours.  It  has 
been  frequently  admitted  and  acted  upon  in  England.  It 
has  been  admitted  and  acted  upon  here.  It  was  acted  upon 
here  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  themselves  on  the  occasion 
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of  the  former  disturbance  in  18  >9-70.  We  had  at  that  time 
a  disturbance,  a  serious  disturbance,  though  much  less  serious 
than  the  present  one,  in  connection  with  our  acquisition  of 
the  North-West.  When  we  met  Parliament  on  the  15th 
February,  1870,  Louis  Riel  was  in  possession  of  the  Red  River 
settlement,  as  the  president  of  the  Government  which  he 
had  assumed  to  form  in  that  country  ;  negotiations  were 
going  on  with  the  people  of  the  country  ;  an  armed  force 
was  being  organised,  or  was  contemplated  at  any  rate,  for 
progtess  there  in  the  spring.  In  that  condition  of  things 
the  Parliament  met  on  the  15th  February,  1870.  On  the 
24th  day  of  that  month,  the  Government  brought  down  by 
Message,  not  upon  solicitation,  not  upon  instance,  not  upon 
pressure,  but  voluntarily  by  Message  from  His  Excellency, 
the  documents  connected  with  and  throwing  light  upon 
the  causes  of  that  outbreak  up  to  the  latest  date,  and 
comprising  a  mass  of  papers  which,  when  printed  exceeded 
150  pages  of  print.  The  Government  did  not  think  that 
they  were  justified  in  picking  and  choosing  for  themselves ; 
they  felt  that  the  situation  was  one  which  entitled  both 
sides  of  the  House  to  know  all  that  had  transpired,  and  they 
therefore  brought  down  all  the  papers.  They  proposed,  on 
the  day  on  which  they  brought  them  down,  the  formation  of 
a  solect  committee,  struck  from  both  sides  of  the  House,  on 
which  were  the  late  lamented  Mr.  Holton,  my  hon.  friend 
the  present  member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  and 
myself,  from  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House,  to  go  over 
the  papers  which  were  brought  down  in  the  Message,  in 
order  that  they  might  report  to  the  House  what  papers  it 
would  be  expedient  to  publish  at  that  lime.  They  felt  that, 
in  that  peculiar  condition,  it  was  for  the  House  to  decide, 
through  the  medium  of  a  committee  struck  by  the  House, 
and  in  which  both  sides  had  confidence,  what  papers  should 
be  withheld  ;  and  they,  therefore,  brought  down  all,  and  left 
to  that  committee  the  duty  of  deciding  what,  in  the  public 
interest  at  the  moment,  ought  not  to  see  the  light.  In  a  very 
few  days — as  I  have  said,  this  transaction  took  place  on  the 
24th,  nine  days  after  the  opening  of  the  Session — within  a 
very  few  days  thereafter,  that  select  committee  reported, 
and  recommended  the  publication  of  all  the  papers 
brought  down,  with  the  exception  of  one  single  despatch 
from  the  provisional  Lieutenant-Governor,  tue  Hon.  Mr. 
Macdougall,  and  the  names  of  two  or  three  persons 
occurring  in  two  or  three  places  in  some  of  the 
correspondence,  which  names  were  replaced  by  asterisks. 
Almost  immediately  upon  the  opening  of  the  Session,  my 
hon.  friend  from  East  York  moved  for  other  papers — not 
knowing,  of  course,  what  the  Government  would  bring 
down — other  papers  connected  with  some  details  as  to  the 
surveys  and  other  points.  That  motion  was  granted,  and 
those  papers  were  brought  down  within  a  very  brief  period. 
What  were  these  papers  ?  What  was  the  general  character 
of  these  papers  and  of  this  information  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  upon  the  occasion  to  which  I  refer,  with  reference  to 
the  outbreak  that  had  taken  place  in  the  North-West,  to 
prevent  our  entry  into  and  assumption  of  the  government  of 
that  country,  with  reference  to  a  condition  of  things  in 
which  there  was  a  de  facto  government  assumed  to  be  estab¬ 
lished  there,  and  which  was  assuming  to  act  ;  while 
negotiation  was  going  on  for  settlement ;  while  an 
armed  expedition  was  arranged  to  proceed  in  the  spring 
—what  was  the  general  character  of  the  papers  then 
brought  down  ?  They  professed  to  be  everything  that 
threw  light  on  the  cause  of  the  trouble,  that  threw  light 
on  the  conduct  of  the  Government,  that  threw  light  on  the 
conduct  of  tho  Hudson’s  Bay  Company,  that  threw  light  on 
the  conduct  of  the  population,  that  throw  light  on  the 
conduct  of  the  officers  of  the  Government;  ail  the 
instructions,  all  the  despatches,  all  the  correspon¬ 
dence,  all  the  papers  from  which  this  House  and 
this  country  could  form  its  judgment  as  to  how 
that  trouble  had  arisen,  as  to  what  it  was  due  to, 


as  to  who  were  responsible  for  it,  and  as  to  what  course 
should  be  taken  in  regard  to  it,  were  voluntarily  brought 
down  by  the  Government  of  the  day  in  discharge  of 
what  they  felt  to  be  their  public  duty,  their  bounden  duty, 
their  obvious  obligation  to  the  country  and  to  Parliament. 
I  shall  trouble  the  House  with  a  few  references  to  the 
papers  so  brought  down,  in  order  that  I  may  show  by  those 
references  the  kind  of  papers  that  were  thought  fit  to  be 
brought  down,  and  at  the  same  time  incidentally  throw  some 
light  upon  the  present  situation.  That  situation  differed 
very  much  from  the  present.  We  had  bargained  lor 
the  transfer  of  the  territory,  but  we  were  not  in  control 
of  it,  and,  as  I  have  always  thought,  due  precautions  had 
not  been  taken  either  by  the  Government  of  this  country  or 
by  tho  Hudson’s  Bay  Company  in  that  respect.  I  believe 
that  proper  preliminary  communications  with  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company’s  authorities  and  with  the  people  at  large, 
did  not  take  place  before  those  steps  were  taken,  which 
resulted  so  unfortunately,  the  steps  with  reference  to  surveys, 
the  steps  with  reference  to  the  entry  of  the  Governor.  I 
believe  that  due  information  with  reference  to  the  inten¬ 
tions  of  the  Government  as  to  the  constitution  to  be  pro¬ 
posed,  and  the  plan  of  government  of  the  new  Terri  to  y,  as 
to  the  rights  of  the  people  in  their  lands,  was  not  commu¬ 
nicated  at  the  proper  time.  I  believe  that  the  suiveys,  the 
making  of  the  surveys,  the  attempt  to  mako  the  surveys 
without  the  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title,  and  in  the 
condition  of  feeling  amongst  certain  classes  of  the  population, 
was  a  very  great  mistake,  as  was  the  making  of  them,  with¬ 
out  full  and  authoritative  and  authentic  communication  to 
the  settlers  as  to  the  intentions  and  object  of  the  survoys, 
although  such  information  was,  to  some  extent,  communi* 
cated  by  Colonel  Dennis.  As  I  have  said,  I  believe  thq 
Hudson  Bay  Company’s  authorities  were  also  to  blame. 
They  were  to  blame  for  not  communicating  to  the  Govern-* 
ment  of  Canada,  and,  if  necessary,  to  the  Imperial  Govern* 
ment,  the  facts  which  they  knew,  or  ought  to  have 
known,  as  to  the  condition  of  feeling  among  the  people, 
and  for  not  advising  the  course  it  would  have  been 
proper  to  take  under  the  circumstances.  Now,  Sir, 
these  papers,  amongst  others,  contain  proofs  which 
seem  to  mo  to  indicate,  as  I  have  said,  two  things. 
First,  the  kind  of  information  which  the  Government  felt  it 
its  duty  to  bring  down  in  order  that  the  House  might  judge 
whether  it  had  been  right  or  wrong  in  its  procedure  ;  and, 
secondly,  some  things  which  would  help  us  to  a  judgment 
when  the  time  arrives  for  judgment  on  the  present  difficulty, 
They  comprise,  amongst  others,  a  letter  from  Col.  Dennis, 
who  had  been  charged  with  some  duties  in  connection  with 
the  surveys,  to  Mr.  Macdougall,  in  his  capacity  as  Minister 
of  Public  Works  at  Ottawa,  on  the  2 1st  August,  1869,  a 
letter  written  from  the  Red  River  settlement,  in  which  he 
says: 

“I  find  that  a  considerable  degree  of  irritation  exists  among  the  native 
population  in  view  of  surveys  and  settlements  being  made  without  the 
Indian  title  having  first  been  extinguished.  You  will,  no  doubt,  have 
become  aware  that  the  half-breeds  lately,  in  a  public  meeting,  called  the 
company  here  to  account  in  the  matter  of  the  money  paid  for  the  transfer 
to  Canada, 

“  Whatever  may  have  been  the  views  of  the  Government  as  to  the 
character  of  the  title  to  be  conveyed  by  the  deed  of  transfer,  whether 
the  expense  may  or  may  not  be  fairly  chargeable  to  the  company,  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  Government  will,  in  the  first  place,  have  to  under¬ 
take  the  extinction  of  the  Indian  title. 

“  This  question  must  be  regarded  as  of  the  very  greatest  importance. 
In  connection  therewith  1  would  reiterate  to  you  my  conviction,  as 
expres  ed  while  at  Ottawa  that  nothing  should  be  lost.  The  necessity 
for  prompt  action  is  more  apparent  to  me  now  than  it  seemed  even  then. 
Supposing  the  transfer  from  the  company  to  have  been  complete,  it  is 
possible  that  the  object  may  be  carried  out  yet,  this  fall.  There  can  be 
no  question  as  to  the  prejudicial  effects  in  retarding  the  settlement  of 
the  country,  should  the  half-breeds  aad  Indians  assume  a  position  of 
hostiliiy  to  any  extent  whatever  towards  the  incoming  settlers,  or 
towards  the  Government. 

“  The  difficulties  of  the  position  may  be  much  enhanced  by  giving  the 
discontented  parties  the  winter  to  brood  over  and  to  concert  measures 
ia  opposition  to  the  views  of  the  Government.  In  the  meantime,  the 
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French  half-breeds  who  constitute  about  J  or  &  (say  3,000  souls),  of  the 
settlement,  are  likely  to  prove  a  turbulent  element.  This  class  have 
gone  so  far  as  to  threaten  violence  should  surveys  be  attempted  to  be 
made.” 

Then,  on  the  20th  of  August  following,  the  same  geDtleman 
writes  to  the  same  Minister  a  letter,  from  which  I  also 
read  a  brief  extract  : 

“In  the  first  place  I  had  proposed,  until  fully  advised  as  to  the 
system  of  farm  surveys  which  might  be  adopted  by  the  Government,  to 
employ  the  time  in  surveying  the  belt  of  lands  granted  by  the  company 
which  embraces  a  strip  of  two  miles  in  width  on  each  side  and  extend¬ 
ing  up  the  Red  River  for  the  distance  of  say,  40  miles  from  the  mouth, 
and  also  along  the  Assiniboine  in  the  same  way. for  many  miles.  This  I 
have  hesitated  to  go  on  with  at  the  present  time,  in  consequence  of 
much  of  the  land  being  under  crop  ;  going  through  which  would 
involve  more  or  less  injury  to  individual  settlers,  a  measure  which,  in 
the  present  temper  of  the  half-breeds,  is  to  be  deprecated.” 

Again  he  says  : 

“  I  have  again  to  remark  an  uneasy  feeling  which  exists  in  the  half- 
breeds  and  Indian  element,  with  regard  to  what  they  conceive  to  be  the 
premature  action  taken  by  the  Government  in  proceeding  to  effect  a 
survey  of  the  lands  without  having  first  extinguished  the  Indian  title, 
and  I  beg  permission  to  reiterate  the  conviction  expressed  on  a  former 
occssiori,  that  this  must  be  the  first  question  of  importance  to  be  dealt 
with  by  ihe  Government.  I  have,  of  course,  taken  every  opportunity 
to  assure  this  element  as  to  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  deal 
honorably  and  fairly  in  the  matter  in  question,  ani  shall  go  on  quietly 
with  my  work.  Should,  however,  this  feeling  be  likely  to  result  iu 
any  opposition  of  a  character  likely  to  preju  lice  a  settlement  fraught 
with  importance  to  the  immediate  future  of  this  country,  I  shall  at  once 
cease  operation  and  await  your  future  orders.” 

On  the  22nd  of  the  September  following,  Mr.  Maedougall  as 
Minister  of  Public  Works,  sent  a  memorandum  to  the  Coun¬ 
cil  stating : 

“  Mr.  Dennis,  after  consulting  with  the  Crown  Lands  Departments, 
both  in  Canada  and  the  United  States,  in  accordance  with  the  above 
instructions,  has  forwarded  certain  papers  embracing  a  proposed  system 
of  surveys  and  sub-divisions  of  public  lands  in  that  part  of  the  Dom¬ 
inion.” 

On  the  11th  October,  1869,  Colonel  Dennis  sends  a  memoran¬ 
dum  giving  the  circumstances  connected  with  the  active 
opposition  of  the  French  half-breeds  in  this  settlement,  to 
the  prosecution  of  the  Government  surveys  : 

“This  day,  about  2  p.  m,,  a  messenger  arrived,  a  former  chainbea'-er 
of  Mr.  Webb’s  party,  employed  in  surveying  the  ba.-e  line  or  parallel  of 
latitude  between  townships  6,  6  and  7,  briDgiDgthe  unwelcome  informa¬ 
tion  from  Mr.  Webb  that  his  further  progress  with  the  survey  had  been 
stopped  by  a  band  of  some  18  French  half-breeds,  headed  by  a  man 
named  Louis  Riel.” 

I  read  then  another  extract : 

“  He  was  ordered  by  the  leader  of  the  party  at  once  to  desist  from 
further  running  the  line,  and  in  fact  notified  that  he  must  leave  the 
country  on  the  south  side  of  the  Assiniboine,  which  country  the  party 
claimed  as  the  property  of  the  French  half-bree  is,  ani  which  they 
would  not  allow  to  be  surveyed  by  the  Canadian  Government.” 

Well,  Mr.  Dennis  goes  on  to  say  that  he  applied  to  Mr. 
Cowan,  who  was  a  magistrate,  for  magisterial  assistance, 
and  he  adds  : 

“  I  remarked  to  Mr.  Cowan  at  the  same  time,  that  I  questioned 
whether,  owing  to  the  unsettled  state  of  the  land  tenure  as  regards  the 
half-breeds  and  Indians,  and  the  peculiar  irritation  or  sensitiveness 
that  existed  on  the  part  of  the  French  half-breeds  in  view  of  the  trans¬ 
fer  of  the  territory,  and  the  assumption  of  the  Government  by  Canada, 
it  would  be  politic  to  take  harsh  measures  towards  the  offenders  in  this 
case.” 

On  the  12th  October,  1869,  Governor  Maedougall  wrote  a 
letter  to  Mr.  Smith,  Secretary  of  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Com¬ 
pany,  from  which  this  is  an  extract : 

“I  am  also  sorry  to  inform  you  that  some  of  the  people  here  have 
stopped  one  of  Colonel  Dennis’ surveying  parties,  and  as  usual,  of  course, 
the  colonel  came  to  us  for  redress.  The  men  who  have  thus  interfered 
say  they  know  the  survey  could  proceed  without  any  injury  to  anyone ; 
but  stopping  it  is  always  a  beginning,  and  they  are  desirous  to  let  the 
Canadian  Government  know  that  it  is  net  wanted  by  them  ;  that  they 
consider,  if  the  Canadians  wish  to  come  here,  the  terms  on  which  they 
were  to  enter  should  have  been  arranged  with  the  Local  Government 
here,  as  it  is  acknowledged  by  the  people  iu  the  country.” 

Mr.  Cowan,  on  the  15th  October,  1869,  replied  to  Colonel 
Dennis : 

Mr.  Blake, 


“  I  very  much  regret  to  say  that  we  have  failed  entirely  in  onr 
endeavors  to  get  over  the  opposition  of  the  French  Manitoba  settlers  to 
the  survey.  ” 

On  the  12th  February,  1870,  Colonel  Dennis  made  a  long 
report  upon  the  whole  subject  to  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  at  Ottawa,  from  which  I  read  a  short  extraot : 

“  I  should  here  state  that  I  had  previously  explained  the  object  of 
such  survey  to  the  people,  that  the  survey  was  not  to  disturb  boundaries 
or  possession,  but  to  ascertain  each  man’s  actual  occupation,  and  make 
a  plan  thereof,  so  that  the  Government  would  be  in  a  position,  at  the 
earliest  possible  date,  to  carry  out  their  intention  to  confirm  Govern¬ 
ment  deeds,  and  all  bonA  fide  occupants  of  land. 

“  The  Engli-h  speaking  people  appeared  to  understand  and  appreciate 
the  necessity  for  the  measure,  and  the  boon  it  would  be  to  have  thpi? 
titles  perfected,  and  showed  every  facility  to  the  surveyors  employed  at 
the  work. 

“I  gave,  strict  orders,  however,  not  to  survey  in  that  portion  of  the 
settlement  occupied  by  the  French  half-breeds  and  although  I  had,  as 
early  as  the  day  after  my  arrival  from  Canada,  on  the  21st  August, 
called  on  the  dignitaries  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  at  the  palace  of 
St.  Boniface,  on  which  occasion  I  saw  P&re  Tissot,  P6re  Allard,  and  the 
other  priests,  and  explained  the  same  thing  to  them,  and  those  gentlemen 
had  also  expressed  themselves  most  favorably  toward  the  measure,  ani 
promised  that  they  would  explain  the  same  to  their  people,  and  recom¬ 
mend  them  not  to  throw  any  difficulties  in  the  way  of  these  necessary 
surveys  being  effected  ;  still,  as  the  outbreak  occurred  a  few  weeks  after, 
and  I  had  every  de-ire  to  avoid  any  further  possible  cause  of  offence 
J  to  that  party,  I  gave  the  orders  above,  and  to  my  knowledge  they  were 
not  departed  foru  by  either  of  the  gentlemen  employed.” 

'I  hat  fioifche3  the  extracts  which  I  think  it  material  to  read, 
showing  the  degree  of  information  supplied,  and  the  eondi- 

Ition  of  things  upon  the  question  of  surveys,  from  August, 
1869,  onwards.  On  the  27th  October,  1869,  Mr.  Dennis 
communicated  to  Mr.  Maedougall,  when  outside  the  Terri¬ 
tory,  I  think  in  the  neighborhood  of  Pembina,  a  statement 
in  which  he  declares: 

11  The  attitude  of  the  English  speaking  portion  of  the  colony  may,  I 
think,  be  fairly  stated  as  follows: — 

“  They  say,  we  feel  a  disposition  to  extend  a  sincere  welcome  to  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Maedougall,  as  the  gentleman  who  has  been  selected  for  our 
future  Governor. 

“  We  regret  sincerely  that  the  good  name  of  the  colony  should  be 
prejudiced  by  any  such  action  as  we  are  told  is  contemplated  by  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  French  half-breeds.” 

Theo  another  extract: 

“We  feel  this  way — we  feel  confidence  in  the  future  administration  of 
the  Government  of  this  country  under  Canadian  rule ;  at  the  same 
time,  we  have  not  been  consulted  in  any  way  as  a  people,  in  entering 
into  the  Dominion. 

“  The  character  of  the  new  government  ha3  been  settle!  in  Canada 
without  our  being  consulted.  We  are  prepared  to  accept  it  respect¬ 
fully,  to  obey  the  laws,  and  to  become  good  subjects  ;  but  when  you 
present  to  us  the  issue  of  a  conflict  with  the  French  party,  with  whom 
we  have  hitherto  lived  in  friendship,  backed  up,  as  they  would  be,  by 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  which  appears  probable  by  the  course  at 
present  being  taken  by  the  priests,  in  which  conflict  it  is  almost  certain 
the  aid  of  the  Indians'  would  be  invoked,  and  perhaps  obtained,  by  that 
party,  we  feel  disinclined  to  enter  upon  it,  and  think  that  the  Dominion 
should  assume  the  responsibility  of  establishing  amongst  us  what  it, 
and  it  alone,  has  determined  upon,” 

Next,  Mr.  Maedougall  wrote  to  Mr.  McTavish,  who  was  the 
local  head  of  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company  at  Fort  Garry,  a 
letter  in  the  month  of  November,  in  which  he  pointed  out 
that  he  thought  the  duty  of  the  Government  was  to  pro¬ 
claim  the  fact  that  Canada  was  now  the  proprietor  and  the 
Government  of  the  country.  Governor  McTavish,  on  9th 
November,  1869,  answered  Mr.  Maedougall,  in  a  letter,  from 
which  I  will  read  two  extracts  : 

“  The  Act  in  question  referred  to  the  prospective  transfer  of  the  Terri¬ 
tory,  but  up  to  this  moment  we  have  no  official  intimation  from  England 
or  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  of  the  fact  of  the  transfer,  or  of  its  condi¬ 
tions,  or  of  the  date  at  which  they  were  to  take  practical  effect  upon  the 
Government  of  this  country.  In  such  a  state  of  matters,  we  think  it  is 
evident  that  any  such  act  on  the  part  of  the  Red  River  authorities  as 
that  to  which  we  point,  would  necessarily  have  been  marked  by  a  great 
degree  of  vagueness  and  uncertainty  ;  it  was  felt  that  it  might  affect 
injuriously  the  future,  as  well  as  the  present  Government;  and  we 
therefore  deemed  it  advisable  to  await  the  receipt  of  official  intelligence 
of  the  actual  transfer  of  the  country,  and  of  all  the  details  which  it  con¬ 
cerned  us  to  know.” 

Again  : 

“It  is  unquestionable  that  the  preservation  of  the  public  peace  is  the 
paramount  duty  of  every  Government ;  but  while  in  ordinary  circum- 
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stance  it  might  be  reasonable  enough  to  cast  upon  us  the  exclu¬ 
sive  responsibility  of  preserving  the  public  peace,  it  may  perhaps  at  the 
same  time  admit  of  doubt  whether  some  degree  of  responsibility  did  not 
also  re3t  upon  others  in  a  case  of  so  exceptional  a  character  as  this, — 
a  case  in  which  not  merely  a  whole  country  is  transferred,  but  also,  in 
a  certain  sense,  a  whole  people,  or  where  at  least  the  political  condition 
of  the  people  undergo  such  a  great  change  ;  and  it  may  moreover  be  a 
question  whether,  on  the  part  of  the  Government  the  preliminary 
arrangements  for  introducing  that  change  have  proceeded  upon  such  a 
just  and  accurate  appreciation  of  the  condition  of  the  country  and  the 
peculiar  feelings  and  habits  of  its  people,  as  on  such  an  occasion  was 
desirable,  if  not  absolutely  essential;  and  whether  the  complications 
by  which  we  are  now  surrounded  may  not,  to  a  great  extent  be  owing 
to  that  circumstance.” 

Negotiations  were  then  entered  into  by  the  Government  at 
Ottawa  with  a  view  to  sending  out  commissioners  to  deal 
with  the  people  ot  the  country,  and  amongst  those  was 
Yery  Eeverend  Grand  Vicar  Thibault,to  whom,  as  a  part  of 
his  instructions,  on  December  4th,  1869,  the  late  Secretary 
of  State  addressed  a  letter,  from  which  I  will  read  some 
extracts : 

“That  the  disturbances  which  have  taken  place  at  and  around  "Win¬ 
nipeg  and  Fort  Garry  have  grown  out  of  vague  apprehensions  of  danger, 
incident  to  the  transition  state  of  things  which  the  action  of  the  Imper¬ 
ial  Government  and  Parliament  rendered  inevitable,  there  is  no  reason 
to  doubt;  but  it  is  quite  apparent  that,  underlying  what  i3  natural  and 
pardonable  in  this  movement,  there  have  been  agencies  at  work  which 
loyal  subjects  cannot  countenance,  and  thatartlul  attempts  have  been 
made  to  mislead  the  people  by  the  mo3t  flagrant  and  absurd  misrepre¬ 
sentations.  Had  the  Queen’s  Government  or  the  Government  of  the 
Dominion  imitated  the  rash  and  reckless  conduct  of  some  of  those  who 
have  taken  part  in  this  disturbance,  there  would  ere  this  have  been 
bloodshed  and  civil  war  in  Rupert’s  land  with  the  prospect  of  the  flame 
spreading  along  the  frontier  as  the  fire  spreads  over  the  prairie.  For¬ 
tunately  calmer  counsels  have  prevailed  both  in  England  and  at 
Ottawa.  The  proclamation  of  the  Queen’s  representative,  with  copies 
of  which  you  will  be  furnished  in  French  and  English,  will  convey  to 
her  people  the  solemn  words  of  their  Sovereign,  who,  possessed  of  ample 
power  to  enforce  bar  authority,  yet  confides  in  their  loyalty  and  affec¬ 
tionate  attachment  to  her  throne.” 

Another  extract  : 

“  All  the  Provinces  of  the  British  Empire  which  now  enjoy  represen¬ 
tative  institutions  and  responsible  government  have  passed  through  a 
probationary  period,  till  the  growth  of  population  aod  some  political 
training  prepared  them  for  self  government.  In  the  United  States  the 
territories  are  ruled  from  Washington  till  the  time  arrives  when  they 
can  prove  their  fitness  to  be  included  in  the  family  of  state  and,  in  the 
halls  of  congress,  challenge  the  full  measure  of  power  and  free 
development  which  American  citizenship  includes.  It  is  fair  to  assume 
that  some  such  training  as  human  society  requires  in  all  free  countries 
may  be  useful,  if  not  indispensible,  at  Rad  River  ;  but  of  this  you  may 
be  assured,  that  the  Governor  General  and  his  council  will  gladly 
welcome  the  period  when  the  Queen  can  confer,  with  their  entire  appro¬ 
bation,  the  largest  measure  of  self  government  on  her  subjects  in  that 
region,  compatible  with  the  preservation  of  British  interests  on  this 
continent  and  the  integrity  of  the  Empire.” 

A  proclamation  dated  December  6th,  1839,  referred  to  in  the 
dispatch  from  which  I  have  read  some  extracts,  contains 
these  words : 

“  Her  Majesty  commands  me  to  state  to  you  that  she  will  be  always 
reaiy  through  me  as  her  representative  to  redress  all  well  founded 
grn  vances,  and  that  she  has  instructed  me  to  hear  and  consider  any 
complaints  that  may  be  made,  or  desires  that  may  be  expressed  to  me  as 
Governor  General.  At  the  same  time  she  has  charged  me  to  exercise 
all  the  powers  and  authority  with  which  she  has  entrusted  me  in  the 
support  of  order  and  the  suppression  of  unlawful  disturbances.” 

Then  again  i 

“  And  I  do  lastly  inform  you,  that  in  case  of  your  immediate  and 
peaceable  obedience  and  dispersion,  I  shall  order  that  no  legal  proceed¬ 
ings  be  taken  against  any  parties  implicated  in  these  unfortunate 
breaches  of  the  law.” 

On  the  day  following,  namely,  December  7th,  1869,  the 
Secretary  of  State  wrote  to  Mr.  Macdougall  a  letter,  from 
which  1  take  two  extracts: 

“  lfou  will  now  be  in  a  position  in  your  communications  with  the 
residents  of  the  North-West  to  assure  them  (1)  that  all  th-.-.ir  civil  and 
religious  liberties  and  privileges  will  be  sacredly  respected  ;  (2)  That 

all  their  properties,  rights  and  equities  of  every  kind,  as  enjoyed  under 
the  government  of  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company,  will  be  continued  to 
them;  (d)  That  in  granting  titles  to  laud  now  occupied  by  the  set¬ 
tlers,  the  most  liberal  policy  will  be  pursued.” 

Again : 

“  (8)  That  the  present  Government  is  to  be  considered  as  merely 
provisional  and  temporary,  and  that  the  Government  of  Canada  will  be 
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prepared  to  submit  a  measure  to  Parliament,  granting  a  liberal  consti¬ 
tution  as  soon  as  you,  as  Governor,  and  your  Council  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  reporting  fully  on  the  wants  and  requirements  of  the 
territory.” 

A  question  arose  at  this  time  as  to  whether  the  Imperial 
Government  should  pay  over  to  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company 
the  purchase  money  which  had  been  placed  at  their  dis¬ 
position  to  be  paid  over  upon  the  transfer  by  the  Canadian 
Parliament,  the  sum  of  £300,000  sterling ;  and  in  consider¬ 
ing  that  question  and  in  response  to  the  letter  of  the  home 
authorities  upon  the  subject,  and  a  committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  on  December  16th,  1869,  made  a  report  which  was 
approved  and  transmitted  to  the  Colonial  Secretary,  and 
which  is  signed  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald).  From  it  I  will  read  some  extracts  : 

“  That  there  would  be  an  armed  resistance  by  the  inhabitants  to  the 
transfer  was,  it  is  to  be  presumed,  unexpected  by  all  parties ;  it  cer¬ 
tainly  was  so  by  the  Dominion  Government.  In  this  regard  the  com¬ 
pany  cannot  be  'acquitted  of  all  blame.  They  had  an  old  and  fully 
organised  government  in  the  country,  to  which  the  people  appeared  to 
render  ready  obedience.  Their  Governor  was  advised  by  the  Council, 
in  which  some  of  the  leading  residents  had  seats.  They  had  every 
means  of  information  as  to  the  state  of  feeling  existing  in  the  country. 
They  knew,  or  ought  to  have  known,  the  light  in  which  the  proposed 
negotiations  were  viewed  by  the  people  under  their  rule.  If  they  were 
aware  of  the  feeling  of  discontent,  they  ought  frankly  to  have  stated  it 
to  the  Imperial  and  Canadian  Governments.  If  they  were  ignorant  of 
the  discontent,  the  responsibility  of  such  wilful  blindness  on  the  part 
of  their  officers  must  rest  upon  them.  For  more  than  a  year  these 
negotiations  have  been  actively  proceeded  with,  and  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  company  to  have  prepared  the  psoole  under  its  rule  for  the  change 
— to  have  explained  the  precautions  taken  to  protect  the  interest  of  the 
inhabitants,  and  thus  have  removed  any  misapprehensions  that  may 
have  existed  amongst  them.  It  appears  that  no  steps  of  any  kind  in 
that  direction  were  taken.  The  people  have  been  led  to  suppose  that 
they  have  been  sold  to  Canada  with  an  utter  disregard  of  their  rights 
and  position.  When  Governor  McTavisn  visited  Canada  in  June  last 
he  was  in  communication  with  the  Canadian  Government,  and  he 
never  intimated  that  he  had  even  a  suspicion  of  discontent  existing, 
nor  did  he  make  any  suggestions  as  to  the  best  mode  of  effecting  the 
proposed  change  with  the  assent  of  the  inhabitants,” 

Again  : 

“  Any  hasty  attempt  by  the  Canadian  Government  to  force  their  rule 
upon  the  insurgents  would  probably  result  in  .armed  resistance  and 
bloodshed.  Every  other  course  should  be  tried  before  resort  is  had  to 
force.  If  life  were  once  lost  in  an  encounter  between  a  Canadian  force 
and  the  inhabitants,  the  seeds  of  hostility  to  Canada  and  Canadian  rule 
would  be  sown,  and  might  create  an  ineradicable  hatred  to  the  union 
of  the  countries,  and  thus  mar  the  future  prosperity  of  British  America. 
If  anything  like  hostility  should  commence,  the  temptation  to  the  wild 
Indian  tribes  and  to  the  restless  adventurers  who  abound  in  the  United 
States  (many  of  them  with  military  experience  gained  in  the  late  civil 
war)  to  join  the  insurgents  would  be  almost  irresistible.  Already  it  is 
said  that  the  Fenian  organisations  look  upon  this  rising  as  another 
means  of  exhibiting  their  hatred  to  England.  No  one  can  foresee  the 
end  of  the  complications  that  might  thus  be  occasioned,  not  only  as 
between  Canada  and  the  North-West,  but  between  the  United  States 
and  England.  From  a  sincere  conviction  of  the  gravity  of  the  situation 
and  not  from  any  desire  to  repudiate  or  postpone  the  performance  of 
any  of  their  engagements,  the  Canadian  Government  have  urged  a 
temporary  delay  of  the  transfer.  This  is  not  a  question  of  money — it 
may  be  one  of  civil  war.  It  is  one  in  which  the  present  and  future 
prosperity  of  the  British  possessions  in  North  America  is  involved, 
which  prosperity  hasty  action  might  permanently  prejudice.” 

Again : 

“  The  Committee  would  also  request  your  Excellency  to  assure  Lord 
Granville  that  the  Government  have  taken  and  are  taking  active  mea¬ 
sures  to  bring  abont  a  happier  state  of  affairs. 

“  They  have  sent  on  a  mission  of  peace  to  the  French  half-breeds 
now  in  arms,  the  Very  Reverend’  Mr.  Thibault,  Vicar  General  (who 
has  labored  among  them  as  a  clergyman  for  thirty-nine  ^ears),  accom¬ 
panied  by  Colonel  De  Salaberry,  a  gentleman  well  acquainted  with  the 
country  and  with  the  manners  and  feeling  of  the  inhabitants.  These 
gentlemen  are  fully  informed  of  the  beneficent  intentions  of  the  Canadian 
Government,  and  can  disabnsa  the  minds  of  the  people  of  the  misrepre¬ 
sentations  made  by  designing  foreigners.” 

“(Signed)  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.” 

On  the  17th  of  December  the  Government  at  Ottawa  issued 
a  commission  to  the  Hon.  Donald  A.  Smith,  who  was  well 
known  to  and  familiar  with  tho  country  and  its  people,  in  his 
capacity  as  a  resident  of  many  years,  and  as  occupying  a 
responsible  position  in  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company.  In  that 
commission  it  was  said : 
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“  And  whereas  it  is  expedient  that  enquiry  should  be  had',  into  the 
causes  and  extent  of  such  obstruction,  opposition  and  discontentment 
aforesaid,  *  *  *  and  also  to  enquire  into  the  causes  and  discontent 
and  dissatisfaction  alleged  to  exist  in  respect  to  the  proposed  union  of 
the  said  North-West  Territories  with  the  Dominion  of  Canada;  and 
further  to  explain  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  said  country  the  principle 
on  which  the  Government  of  Canada  intends  to  administer  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  country,  according  to  such  instructions  as  may  be  given  to 
you  by  our  Governor  in  Council  in  this  behalf;  and  to  take  steps  to 
remove  any  misapprehension  which  may  exist  in  respect  to  the  mode  of 
government  of  the  same,  and  to  report  to  our  Governor  General  the 
result  of  such  enquiries,  and  on  the  best  mode  of  quieting  and  removing 
such  discontent  and  dissatisfaction  ;  and  also  to  report  on  the  most  pro¬ 
per  and  fitting  mode  for  effecting  the  speedy  transfer  of  the  government 
and  the  country  from  the  authority  of  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company  to  the 
Government  of  Canada,  with  the  assent  of  the  inhabitants.” 

We  passed  the  Manitoba  Act  during  that  Session,  and  that 
Act  declares  in  its  31st  clause : 

“And  whereas  it  is  expedient  towards  the  extinguishment  of  the 
Indian  titles  to  the  land  in  the  Province,  to  appropriate  a  portion  of 
such  ungranted  lands  to  the  extent  of  1,400,000  acres  thereof,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  families  of  the  half-breed  residents,  it  is  hereby  enacted 
that,  under  regulations  to  be  from  time  to  timegmade  by  the  Governor 
General  in  Council,  the  Lieutenant  Governor  shall  select  such  lots  or 
tracts  in  such  parts  of  the  Province  as  he  may  deem  expedient,  to  the 
extent  aforesaid,  and  divide  the  same  among  the  children  of  the  half- 
breed  heads  of  families  residing  in  the  Province  at  the  time  of  the  said 
transfer  to  Canada,  and  the  same  shall  be  granted  to  the  said  children 
respectively,  in  such  mode  and  on  such  conditions  as  to  settlement  and 
otherwise  as  the  Governor  General  in  Council  may  from  time  to  time 
determine.” 

The  32nd  section  dealt  with  the  settlers’  titles.  The  Hudson 
Bay  freehold  grants  were  turned  into  freehold  grants  from 
the  Crown  ;  the  Hudson  Bay  grants,  less  than  freehold,  were 
turned  into  freehold  grants  from  the  Crown ;  titles  by  occu¬ 
pancy  with  license  of  Hudson’s  Bay  Company,  when  the 
Indian  titles  were  extinguished,  were  turned  into  freehold 
grants  from  the  Crown  ;  those  who  were  in  peaceable  posses¬ 
sion  of  lands,  in  which  the  Indian  title  was  not  extinguished, 
were  declared  to  have  a  preemptive  right,  at  a  price  to  be 
fixed  by  the  Governor  in  Council ;  and  the  hay  and  common 
rights  were  to  be  recognised,  and  it  was  declared  that  they 
should  be  commuted  by  grants  in  fee  simple.  With  the  view 
of  carrying  out  the  arrangements  of  the  Manitoba  Act  as 
to  half-breed  grants,  on  the  29th  of  July,  1870,  the  late  Sir 
George  E.  Cartier  recommended  to  Council  the  appointment 
of  Lieutenant  Governor  Archibald  as  administrator  of  Mani¬ 
toba  Crown  lands : 

“  And  that  he  be  required  to  report  when  called  upon,  on  the  regula¬ 
tions  to  be  made  under  the  Manitoba  Act  for  the  selection  and  divi¬ 
sion  of  the  grant  among  the  children  of  the  half-breed  heads  of  families 
residing  in  Manitoba  at  the  time  of  the  transfer  to  Canada,  together 
with  the  mode  and  conditions  as  to  settlement  and  otherwise  which  he 
may  consider  desirable  to  embody  in  such  regulations.” 

There  was  an  Order  in  Council  made  on  the  2nd  of  August, 
1870,  based  on  that  recommendation,  and  on  the  4th  of 
August  the  Secretary  of  State,  pursuant  to  that  order,  wrote 
to  Lieutenant  Governor  Archibald,  communicating  the 
Order  and  saying  : 

“  I  have  to  request  that  you  will  have  the  goodness  at  your  earliest 
convenience  to  report  the  regulations,  etc.,  etc.,  in  terms  of  the  above 
Order  in  Council.” 

Details  were  required,  in  order  to  the  Lieutenant  Governor’s 
carrying  out  this  provision,  and  on  the  4th  of  August,  1870, 
a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State  was  sent  to  Lieutenant 
Governor  Archibald,  conveying  him  his  instructions,  also 
the  9th  paragraph  being  as  follows :  — 

“In  order  to  enable  you  to  select,  under  the  provisions  of  the  31st 
section  of  the  Act,  and  under  the  regulations  to  be,  from  time  to  time, 
made  by  the  Governor  General  in  Council,  such  lots  or  tracts  from 
among  the  ungranted  lands  in  such  parts  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba 
as  you  may  deem  expedient,  to  the  extent  mentioned  in  the  said  section, 
and  divide  the  same  among  the  children  of  the  half-breed  heads  of  fami¬ 
lies  residing  in  the  Province  at  the  time  of  the  transfer  of  the  same  to 
Canada — you  will  cause  an  enumeration  to  be  made  of  the  half-breed 
heads  of  families  residing  in  the  said  Province  at  the  time  of  such  trans¬ 
fer,  and  of  their  children  respectively.” 

On  the  1st  of  October,  1870,  the  Lieutenant  Governor, 
pursuant  to  those  instructions,  divided  the  Province  for 
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enumeration  purposes,  and  appointed  the  enumerators ;  and 
in  the  same  month  issued  the  instructions  and  forms  to  the 
enumerators.  Those  instructions  included  the  direction  to 
count  anyone  whose  dwelling-house  or  place  of  residence 
was  within  the  Province  at  the  time  of  the  transfer,  though, 
at  the  time  he  might  have  been,  or  may  now  be  temporarily 
absent,  and  the  enumeration  so  far  was  proceeded  with  at  a 
comparatively  early  date,  although,  of  course,  it  turned  out 
afterwards  to  be  defective,  by  reason  of  certain  persons  not 
having  been  in  the  Province  at  the  time,  and  evidence  not 
having  been  brought  forward  by  them  at  the  time  of 
the  general  enumeration.  In  the  following  Session  there 
was  brought  down  also  a  letter  from  Hon.  Donald  A.  Smith, 
in  the  capacity  of  chief  officer,  I  presume,  of  the  Hudson’s 
Bay  Company,  addressed  to  the  Lieutenant  Governor,  as  to 
the  District  of  Saskatchewan.  The  letter  was  written  at 
Fort  Garry,  and  dated  9th  September,  1870.  In  that  letter 
he  says : 

“  For  several  years  past  outrages  have  been  of  frequent  occurrence 
there,  with  which  the  authorities  have  been  powerless  effectually  to 
deal ;  and  such  are  at  present  the  latent  elements  of  disorder  that  it  is 
impossible  to  predict  how  long  a  general  outburst  may  be  delayed,  similar 
possibly  in  many  respects  to  that  of  recent  occurrence  in  this  place.” 

And  he  cites  a  number  of  instances.  First,  a  murder  on 
Christmas,  1866 ;  second,  liquor  riots  and  orgies ;  third, 
encounters  between  Assiniboines,  Crees  and  Blackfeet, 
annually  becoming  more  perplexing  to  the  Hudson’s  Bay 
Company’s  people  ;  fourth,  the  existence  of  a  settlement  of 
French  half-breeds  at  a  place  named  St.  Albert,  a  collision 
between  the  inhabitants  of  which  and  the  Indians  had 
already  occurred,  while  a  repetition  of  such  events  was  much 
to  bo  dreaded ;  fifth,  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company’s  people 
were  not  likely  to  be  able  to  live'  long  at  peace  with 
the  Indians,  and  he  mentions  that  in  1867,  Fort  Pitt  was 
forcibly  entered  by  200  Blackfeet,  who  pillaged  the  fort  and 
afterwards  the  trains  of  supplies  of  the  fort  hunters  ;  sixth, 
shortly  after  a  Blackfoot  severely  wounded  a  clerk  at 
Carlton  by  a  gun  shot ;  seventh,  in  the  spring  of  1870  an 
encounter  took  place  between  the  Blackfeet  and  the  Crees 
involving  serious  danger  to  the  Company’s  Factor  Christie  at 
Edmonton ;  eighth,  in  the  spring  of  1870  W,  E.  Traill,  a  clerk 
at  Fort  Pitt  was  savagely  assaulted  by  a  half-breed  servant, 
and  hit  on  the  head  with  a  hatchet;  ninth,  advances  are  a 
necessary  of  life  to  the  half-breeds,  whose  improvidence  obliges 
them  to  live  during  the  winter  on  the  prospective  summer’s 
profits  ;  and  the  refusal  to  make  these  advances  would  expose 
the  company’s  stores  to  certain  pillage  ;  tenth,  a  generally 
mutinous  conduct  throughout  the  settlement.  He  adds; 

“The  miners,  the  missionaries  and  others  who  have  founded  isolated 
settlements  on  the  Saskatchewan  live  in  the  midst  of  personal  dangers 
far  more  serious  than  those  which  menace  the  lives  of  the  Company’s 
servants  at  their  posts.” 

And  he  requests  a  force  of  fifty  men  at  once  at  Edmonton 
and  a  like  force  next  spring  at  Carlton  to  meet  the  press¬ 
ing  difficulties  of  the  case.  Now,  Sir,  these  papers,  as  I 
have  said,  sufficiently  indicate  the  character  of  the  infor¬ 
mation  which  the  Government  thought  it  its  duty  to  bring 
down,  and  which  was  supplied  to  Parliament  at  that  time  ; 
and  thus,  as  I  have  indicated  rather  than  related,  in  the  end, 
after  the  spilling  of  some  blood,  though  a  drop  only  in  com¬ 
parison  with  that  which  has  been  lately  shed ;  after  the 
expenditure  of  much  treasure,  though  a  trifle  only  in  com¬ 
parison  with  that  of  which  we  havo  now  to  face  the  expen. 
diture ;  after  the  running  of  great  risks  ;  after  the  creation 
of  much  ill-feeling;  a  small  Province — because  we  must 
remember  what  was  then  done  was  to  create  only  the  original 
Province  of  Manitoba — was  hastily  formed,  and  a  solution 
of  the  pressing  difficulties  was  found,  though  the  conse¬ 
quences  of  the  errors  then  committed  have  extended  far 
beyond  the  time  of  that  solution.  We  bought,  Sir,  a  very 
dear  experience,  and  with  that  experience  we  began  our 
course  of  governing  the  great  territory  of  the  North-West 
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Since  that  time  15  years  have  elapsed,  and  we  must  ask 
ourselves,  how  we  have  used  the  experience  that  was 
acquired,  how  we  have  fulfilled  our  mission,  how  we  have 
exercised  our  power ;  and  those  questions  are  to  be  answered 
soon.  I  state  them  only  to-day  ;  I  do  not  propose  to  attempt 
to  answer  them  to-day,  because  my  contention  is  that  it  is 
the  Government’s  duty  to  furnish  us  authentic  means  for 
answering.  I  state  them  to-day ;  but  even  their  statement 
requires  some  exposition.  As  I  have  said,  the  actual  terms 
of  settlement  embraced  only  the  area  of  a  small  Province  ; 
but  beyond  that  small  Province  there  were  vast  regions, 
dotted  over  here  and  there  with  Indian  tribes,  and  here  and 
there,  though  in  very  few  quarters,  with  small  settlements, 
if  one  can  call  them  so,  of  half-breeds  or  whites,  with 
a  mission,  or  a  Hudson  Bay  post.  As  the  great  settlement 
of  the  North-West  Territories  in  the  east  was  on  the  Red 
and  the  Assiniboine  rivers,  so  the  great  settlement,  if  you 
may  call  it  so,  in  the  western  part  of  those  Territories  was 
on  the  mighty  Saskatchewan  river,  and  for  the  same  cause. 
At  several  points  on  the  Saskatchewan  there  were  very 
early  settlements.  The  land  was  very  fertile,  the  river 
was  the  great  artery  of  the  internal  trade  of  the  country, 
limited  though  that  trade  was ;  and  it  was  also  for  the  peo¬ 
ple,  during  a  large  portion  of  the  year,  a  chief  means  of  com¬ 
munication.  Many  years  before  1870  the  churches  had 
occupied  the  field.  The  Church  of  England,  the  Roman 
Catholic  church,  and  other  churches,  had  established  missions, 
some  in  the  very  neighborhood  of  the  focus  of  the  present 
disturbance,  and  there  had  been  pioneers — some  of  mixed 
blood,  but  very  few — there  for  many  years.  The  settlement 
was  then  composed — besides  Hudson  Bay  officials, where  they 
had  posts,  besides  the  missionaries — of  half-breeds — French, 
Scotch  and  English,  whom  you  might  call  settlers,  but  who 
were  largely  freighters  and  hunters,  and  some  of 
whom  also  farmed  a  little — and  of  some  old  Hudson 
Bay  employes,  and  other  pioneers  from  Ontario,  Que¬ 
bec  and  elsewhere.  To  that  settlement  had  nat¬ 
urally  extended  under  its  circumstances  the  same 
system  of  occupying  the  river  fronts  which  had  obtained  in 
the  Province  of  Manitoba.  It  had  not  originated  there  ; 
for  Canadian  purposes,  at  any  rate,  we  may  say,  it  had 
originated  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  where  that  system 
obtained  from  the  very  early  settlement  of  the  country,  and 
probably  for  obvious  reasons — for  the  reason  that  protec¬ 
tion  from  Indian  attacks,  society  and  good  neighborhood, 
the  facility  of  communication  by  the  great  river  which  was 
the  chief  means  of  communication,  the  facility  of  obtaining 
what  they  wanted  and  going  where  they  wanted,  were 
largely  served,  by  the  people  living  tolerably  close" 
together  on  the  edge  of  the  stream  ;  and  so  you  found 
a  system  of  narrow  frontages  on  the  river,  and  the 
farms  extending  a  long  way  back.  Both  from  habit  and 
custom,  as  well  as  from  reason,  those  plans  of  action  were 
adopted  in  the  North-West;  and  there  may  be  found  another 
reason,  for  this  system  gave  the  advantage  of  river  flats, 
with  meadow  lands  belonging  to  them,  and  a  variety  to  the 
farm  which  would  be  important  to  the  comfort  and  prosper¬ 
ity  of  the  settlers.  Now,  the  solution  which  was 
reached  for  the  Province  of  Manitoba  itself,  on  any 
points  in  which  the  condition  of  things  was 
similar  in  substance  would,  in  equity  and  in  the  natural 
expectations  of  the  people,  apply  to  the  territories  beyond. 
If  there  were  just  the  same  class  of  persons  similarly  cir¬ 
cumstanced  as  to  race,  as  to  claim,  as  to  situation,  and  as  to 
occupancy,  outside  of  the  bounds  of  Manitoba,  as  those 
within  that  Province,  it  was  not  unnatural  to  say  that  they 
should  expect  similar  treatment ;  and  it  was  not  unnatural 
to  suppose  that  what  was  just  for  the  one  would  be  just  for 
the  other.  Under  these  circumstances,  with  reference  to 
the  extinguishment  of  the  Indian  title  of  the  half-breeds, 
with  reference  to  the  rights  of  occupancy  and  settlement, 
with  reference  to  the  river  front  question,  and  with  refer¬ 


ence  to  the  question  of  surveys — upon  the  jealousy  and  sus¬ 
picion  attending  which  I  have  already  indicated  the  strong 
view  of  that  class  of  the  population  in  the  early  days — on 
all  these  questions,  I  say,  we  had  had  experience  which  should 
have  been  profitable  to  us,  and  we  had  established  precedents 
which  were  calculated  at  once  to  raise  expectations  and  to 
furnish  a  method  of  settling  difficulties.  Of  this  vast  terri¬ 
tory  to  which  I  have  referred,  we  have  for  15  years  now 
had  the  control ;  there  is  no  Hudson  Bay  Company  gov¬ 
ernment  to  blame  now ;  wo  must  bear  our  own  burden,  and 
the  control  we  have  had  has  been  that  of  a  paternal 
or  autocratic  Government  working  from  Ottawa, 
and  no  doubt  with  large,  I  may  almost  say  with 
unlimited  powers  ;  for  whatever  powers  it  felt  in  want  of, 
it  asked  from  this  Parliament,  and  whatever  powers  it 
asked  from  this  Parliament,  this  Parliament  unflinchingly, 
and  at  once,  granted  to  it.  This  being  so,  Sir,  having  so 
entered  into  possession  and  control,  and  having  for  15  years 
so  ruled  that  country,  how  stands  the  case  to-day  ?  What  has 
been  and  what  is  the  condition  of  affairs  ?  We  know  how  the 
case  has  stood  since  the  middle  of  the  month  of  March.  We 
know  that  the  condition  which  I  suggested  hypothetically 
awhile  ago  has  been  the  actual  state  of  things  ;  we.  know 
that  the  public  peace  has  been  broken,  that  the  public  order 
has  been  violated,  that  the  public  authority  has  been 
defied,  and  that  insurrection  has  raised  its  head  in  that 
country.  We  know  that  5,000  Canadians  have  been  put  in 
battle  array  by  the  Government,  with  the  willing  support  of 
the  Parliament  and  the  people  of  the  country  ;  we  know 
that  bloody  engagements  have  been  fought ;  we  know 
that  the  lives  of  some  of  the  best  and  bravest  of 
our  sons  have  been  lost ;  we  know  that  many 

of  those  best  and  bravest  have  been  wounded  ; 
we  know  that  some  have  died,  and  that  many  more,  in  the 
natural  course  of  events,  will  suffer  permanently  from  the 
hardships  incidental  to  war,  those  hardships  which  are  its 
chief  scourge,  which  furnish  the  chief  loss  in  war,  a  loss 
far  greater  than  that  which  is  to  be  traced  on  the  field  of 
battle.  We  know  that  those  hardships  and  those  difficulties 
and  those  infirmities,  so  produced,  have  been  borne  uncom¬ 
plainingly;  and  we  must  remember  that  though  they 
do  not  give  the  honor  of  a  wound,  they  strike  as  severely 
and  as  hard  as  any  wound  can  strike.  We  know 
that  the  families  and  the  friends  of  these  volunteers  have 
suffered,  not  only  in  feeling  but  in  comfort;  we  know 
that  the  pittance  they  are  paid  in  many  cases  does  not 
support  them,  and  that  the  public  of  various  localities 
has  been  obliged  to  come  forward  in  order  to  keep  the  wolf 
of  hunger  from  the  door  of  the  wives  and  children  of  those 
who  are  fighting  our  battles  in  the  North-West.  Now,  Sir, 
in  the  course  of  these  transactions,  our  troops  have  done 
nobly.  It  is  not,  perhaps,  now  the  time,  we  have  not 
now  the  opportunity,  the  information,  to  enable  us,  if 
we  were  capable  of  doing  so,  to  criticise  the  military 
conduct  of  the  campaign  ;  but  we  have  quite  sufficient  infor¬ 
mation,  from  the  unvarying  testimony  which  reaches  us  from 
even  quarter,  to  say  so  much.  We  know  that  in  endurance, 
in  the  character  and  rapidity  of  their  marches,  in  pluck,  in 
dash,  in  steady  courage,  in  military  aptitude,  those  whom  we 
have  sent  into  the  field  have  surpassed  even  our  glowing 
expectations,  and  as  they  are  the  flower,  from  a  military 
point  of  view,  of  the  Canadian  people,  they  are  a  flower  of 
which,  though  it  be  tinged  with  a  bloody  hue  we  may  not 
like,  we  have  a  right  to  be  proud.  And  let  us  be  just  to 
their  foes.  They,  too,  wrong,  deeply  wrong,  in  what  they 
did,  misled,  misguided,  unhappy  men— -they,  too,  fought 
with  skill,  with  bravery,  and  with  determination.  It 
would  be  doing  less  than  justice  to  our  own  forces  to  say 
less  than  that,  because  the  character  of  their  deeds  depends 
largely  upon  the  determination,  and  the  force,  and  the  skill,, 
and  the  power  of  those  with  whom  they  had  to  contend. 
They  fought  desperately,  and  they,  too,  have  bled  and 


died  in  numbers*  This  is  not  all.  Besides  horrid  war, 
there  has  been,  more  horrid  murder.  The  savage  Indian 
has  donned  his  war  paint  and  opened  up  his  career  of 
slaughter,  of  rape  and  pillage  ;  and  age,  nor  sex,  nor  sacred 
office,  nor  faithful  friendship  has  availed  to  prevent  the 
outrages  which  he  calls  war.  Horrors  have  occurred 
which  make  the  blood  run  cold,  and  which  the  tongue 
almost  refuses  to  portray ;  and  against  these,  too,  our  people, 
both  those  who  were  called  by  their  avocation  to  resist  and 
those  who  stood  forward  at  the  moment  as  volunteers,  have 
done  nobly.  The  casualties  in  these  combats,  considering 
the  number  engaged,  have  been  very  great.  The  deaths, 
from  wounds  in  battle  or  from  assassination,  seem, 
by  the  accounts  I  have  seen  in  the  papers,  to  be  on  the  side 
of  the  loyal  forces  and  the  people,  66  or  more,  and  the 
wounded  on  the  same  side  number  119;  and  the  deaths  on 
the  side  of  the  insurgents,  at  and  near  Batouche,  are  said  to 
be  68  or  more,  and  the  wounded  to  be  191,  and  other  deaths 
there  were  on  that  side  earlier.  Besides  this,  it  is  stated 
that  105  Indians  graves  were  counted  after  the  attack  upon 
the  camp  of  Poundmaker.  We  have  no  information  as  to 
the  numbers  wounded  on  that  side  upon  that  occasion. 
Assuming  that  a  proportion  much  less  than  the  usual  pro¬ 
portion  of  deaths  to  wounds  occurred  there,  it  seems  the 
lamentable  probability  that  there  have  on  the  whole  been 
about  250  deaths  and  400  wounded,  representing,  so  far,  this 
phase  of  the  transactions  in  the  North-West  during  the  last 
two  months.  I  have  said  that  the  casualties  on  the  part  of 
the  loyal  forces  are  extraordinary  in  proportion  to  the 
numbers.  They  exceed  those  recorded  of  some  great  historic 
combats.  Instances  will  occur  to  every  one,  but  one  case 
came  under  my  notice  within  a  day  or  two  with  which  I 
had  noc  been  before  familiar  ;  I  refer  to  the  great  battle  of 
Isly  which  was  fought  in  Algiers,  about  forty  years  ago  by 
Marshal  Bugeaud,  against  the  forces  of  the  Moors,  against  the 
Empire  of  Morocco.  The  French  troops  in  that  fight,  num¬ 
bered  6,500  foot  and  1,500  horse,  while  the  Moors  mustered 
about  50,000  horse  and  a  small  body  of  foot.  An  obstinate 
combat  took  place  which  lasted  several  hours.  .Repeated 
attacks  were  made  upon  the  small  bodies,  sometimes  more 
or  less  dotached,  of  the  French  forces.  The  French  forces 
ultimately  obtained  a  decisive  victory,  remaining  on  the 
enemy’s  ground  with  a  loss  in  all  of  2*7  killed  and  96  wounded, 
losses  which  compare  most  favorably  with  those  which 
have  occurred  on  the  side  of  the  troops  of  the  people  of 
Canada,  who  have  been  fighting  the  battle  of  Canada  in  the 
North-West.  I  have  said  that  we  rejoice  over  our  soldiers' 
valor ;  it  is  perhaps  the  one  fruit  and  gain  from  all  this  loss 
and  woe.  But  still  while  we  rejoice,  wo  rejoice,  I,  at  any 
rate,  rejoice  with  chastened  and  sober  feelings,  when  I 
refleet  that  these  are  conflicts  fought  on  Canadian  soil, 
that  they  are  conflicts  fought  between  Canadian  citizens 
and  subjects,  in  part  with  our  fellow  citizens,  in  part  with 
our  Indian  wards,  and  that  the  blood  shed  on  both  sides  is 
the  blood  of  the  commonwealth  ol  Canada,  Surely,  in  the 
state  of  circumstances  I  have  depicted,  there  can  be  no 
question  more  urgent,  no  question  more  important  than  that 
which  I  have  suggested  as  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
state  and  the  duty  of  this  House  to  consider  and  resolve, 
how  can  these  things  be  in  Canada?  How  can  these  things 
he  in  free,  self-governing,  peaceful,  law-abiding  Canada  ? 
But  great  as  were  the  perils  and  toils  of  the  soldier,  and 
deep  as  is  the  sympathy  of  the  people  which  flows  out  to 
him,  and  to  those  dear  to  him  ;  yet  his  fate  is  in  the  line  he 
has  chosen,  in  the  path  allotted  and  undertaken  duty.  But 
the  perils  and  the  hardships  have  not  been  confined 
to  the  soldier ;  far  from  it.  The  perils  and  the  hardships 
have  extended  far  beyond ;  they  have  extended  to  the 
peaceful  settler  who  has  gone  forth  with  wife  and  chil¬ 
dren  to  make  a  home  in  the  wilderness,  to  the  pioneer 
who  undertook  long  and  wearisome  journeys,  who  en¬ 
countered  isolation  and  privation,  but  who  looked 
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for  safety  and  security  in  every  corner  of  our  country. 
He  too  and  those  near  to  him  have  suffered ;  he,  too,  and 
those  near  to  him,  so  far  as  our  information  goes,  have 
done  well  in  the  great  emergencies  to  which  they  were  ex¬ 
posed.  The  lives  of  some  have  been  lost,  and,  generally, 
over  a  wide  area,  terror,  desolation,  destruction,  privation 
have  prevailed,  and  of  course,  over  a  very  much  wider  area 
still,  anxiety  and  suspense.  Smiling  homes  have  been 
destroyed,  and  the  labor  of  years  has  been  swept  away  in  a 
week,  and  over  a  vast  district,  all  the  vaster  because  of  the 
vagueness  of  information  in  that  country,  the  ominous 
cloud  of  an  Indian  war  has  spread.  Now  let  me  read  you 
from  a  local  paper,  the  Battleford  Herald  of  the  23rd  of 
April,  the  account  which  it  gives  of  the  condition  of  things 
in  its  immediate  locality  : 

“  One  short  month  ago,  the  fairest  field  in  Canada  was  the  Saskatche¬ 
wan  country;  to-day  it  is  the  most  desolate.  And  brightest  and  most 
prosperous  in  all  her  settlements  was  the  Battle  River  Valley,  whose 
sons  hailed  the  opening  of  spring  with  joy  and  thankfulness,  rejoicing 
in  the  prospects  of  the  coming  year,  impatient  to  begin  the  labors  that 
were  to  bring  them  their  reward.  But  in  one  brief  day  their  hopes  were 
blasted ;  instead  of  being  the  masters  of  peaceful  and  happy  homes, 
they  were  at  one  blow  bereft  of  everything  but  manhood ;  reduced  from 
a  condition  of  plenty  to  one  of  absolute  penury,  houseless,  homeless  and 
penniless.  Blood  stains  the  soil,  and  the  air  is  thick  with  the  smoke  of 
desolation.  Nearly  a  score  of  our  Gitizens  have  been  slain  without  a 
moment’s  warning,  by  ingrates  whose  interests  they  guarded  as  carefully 
as  they  did  their  own,  and  whose  hands  were  daily  open  in  charity  to 
the  men  they  looked  upon  as  unfortunate  and  to  be  pitied.  In  the  town 
itself,  or  that  part  of  it  lying  south  of  Battle  River,  there  is  only  enough 
left  to  remind  the  sulferers  of  their  once  comfortable  homes,  and  to  recall 
the  fact  that  many  things  of  peculiar  value  are  irretrievably  lost  and 
can  never  he  replaced.  Their  crime  was  that  they  were  whites ;  the 
penalty  imposed  was  death.  Of  all  the  fair  farms  that  covered  the  land, 
but  few  remain.  Some  of  these  lie  under  the  guns  of  the  fort,  while 
others  are  held  by  men  in  alliance  with  the  Indians  ;  for  on  no  other 
ground  can  their  owners  hope  for  exemption  from  the  universal 
ruin.  With  the  exception  of  these,  there  is  not  a  home  that  has  not  been 
raided,  scarcely  a  house  that  has  not  been  burned.  It  has  always  been 
the  boast  of  this  distiict  that,  taking  their  numbers  all  through,  their 
horses  and  cattle  were  better  bred  than  in  any  other  district  on  the 
Saskatchewan;  the  people  wer°  rPTlprBlly  well-off,  and  made  improved 
stock  a  specialty  in  their  system  ot  farming;  but  to-day  they  are  not 
owners  of  a  hoof.  They  are  afoot  and  the  marauders  mounted;  their 
dairies  are  bare,  while  their  herds  are  being  ruthlessly  slaughtered  by 
the  thieves.  The  work  of  extermination  has  begun,  evidently  without  a 
thought  for  the  morrow.” 

Nor,  while  that  is  the  condition  of  things  with  reference  to 
the  settler  in  the  disturbed  districts,  or  those  districts  which 
have  been  the  centres  of  disturbance  in  three  or  four  points 
in  the  North-West,  are  we  to  suppose  that  those  who  have 
risen  against  their  countrymen  had  not,  many  of  them  too, 
a  stake  to  lose,  or  sufferings  for  wife  and  children,  hearth 
and  home,  to  endure.  Let  us  bo  just  again.  Let  me 
read  you  the  correspondence  of  the  Mail  newspaper  of  last 
month  in  regard  to  a  scouting  party  alter  the  battle  of 
Fish  Creek.  The  correspondent  says  : 

“  General  Middleton,  with  Lord  Melgund,  Boulton’s  cavalry  and 
Captain  French’s  scouts,  left  at  9  o’clock  sharp  to-day,  on  a  recon- 
noitering  expedition  down  the  river.  The  force  was  about  80  strong,  all 
mounted  There  are  two  trails  down  the  east  bank  of  the  Saskatchewan, 
one  a  mile  or  so  distant  from  the  river,  which_  runs  through  a 
succession  of  bluffs  and  openings  ;  the  other  nearer  the  River  bank, 
which,  until  Gabriel’s  Crossing  is  reached,  is  almost  entirely  through 
open  plains.  We  went  down  the  first  mentioned  trail,  returning  by  the 
other.  The  land  is  of  excellent  quality,  dotted  here  and  there  with  well 
built  log  houses  of  Metis,  near  which,  in  every  instance,  is  land  broken 
and  almost  ready  for  the  seed  it  will  not  receive  this  spring,  averaging 
from  two  to  twenty  or  thirty  of  forty  aeies.  These  homes,  however, 
were  lonely  and  deserted,  and  with  what  haste  their  occupants  fled,  the 
disordered  state  of  the  contents  only  too  plainly  told.  In  nearly  all, 
only  such  household  goods  as  could  not  be  easily  carried  off  were  left. 
One  house  almost  represented  all.  A  stove,  table,  chairs,  in  some  even 
these  latter  were  taken,  a  bedstead,  a  mattress,  but  no  blankets.  In 
some,  those  nearer  the  scene  of  that  fatal  Friday’s  fight,  only  a  few 
articles  were  missing.  In  ore  place,  the  table  utensils  were  neatly 
left  in  the  cupboard.  In  another,  seed  wheat  half  filled  tke  one  room, 
which  usually  is  the  sleeping,  dining  and  parlor  of  the  household.  A 
cat,  mewing  plaintively,  had  been  left  behind  in  another  when  the  family 
fled  in  their  haste.  At  several,  hens  and  their  brood3  of  chickens  were 
found,  some  of  the  houses  were  locked,  others  left  with  their  doors  wide 
open,  some  people  tarried  to  board  up  the  windows,  others  to  crossbar  them 
as  a  gaol-window  is  barred.  A  few  had  neatly  packed  in  boxes  what 
they  could  not  take  with  them,  but  nearly  all  showed  evidence  of  a 
very  hurried  removal.  From  each  house  came  the  trails  of  the  carts  or 
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waggons  in  which  the  hegira  had  been  made.  All  was  still,  lonely, 
deserted,  but  on  every  hand  were  to  be  seen  signs  of  thrift  and  industry, 
and  even  of  prosperity.  There  was  an  air  of  comfort  and  solidity  about 
these  places  which  compared  more  than  favorably  with  the  homes  of 
their  compatriots,  or  even  of  the  average  white  settler,  of  Manitoba. 
Each  place  was  snugly,  warmly  built  ;  each  farm  had  its  byre,  each  its 
storehouse,  while  some  had  separate,  mud-covered,  tent-shaped  ovens. 
Two  or  three  had  been  enlarging  the  size  of  their  houses,  others  had 
not  wasted  the  winter,  as  the  huge  piles  of  fence-rails  and  sharpened 
pickets. testified.  To  sum  up  their  condition,  I  need  only  use  the  invol¬ 
untary  expression  of  one  of  the  cavalry  as  we  ride  along  :  ‘  What  fools 
these  people  must  be  to  leave  such  homes.’  Of  course,  there  was  no 
elegant  ease,  but  there  was  better  :  a  good  plain  living  without  extraor¬ 
dinary  exertion.  We  bad  not  gone  many  miles  when  a  lot  of  feathers, 
the  contents  of  a  home-made  bed,  were  found  ;  and  near  at  hand  the 
interior  of  a  moss-bag,  that  useful  contrivance  in  which  the  rising  gen¬ 
eration  of  the  North-West  spends  its  earlier  days.  Both  had  been  torn 
to  pieces  to  make  bandages  for  those  wounded  in  the  Fish  Creek  affair. 
At  noon,  we  reached  Gabriel  Dumont’s  Crossing,  although  he  does  not 
run  it  now,  having  sold  out  to  a  native  Manitoban  named  Vandal,  but 
it  still  retains  his  name.  About  a  mile  this  side  of  the  place,  the  scouts 
reported  that  five  half-breeds  had  hastily  left  a  house  and,  mounted  on 
their  fleet  ponies,  galloped  away  Batoche-ward.  By  the  time  the  scat¬ 
tered  little  column  was  collected,  the  fleeing  Metis  were  disappearing 
from  view.  They  apparently  had  seen  our  slow  approach  before  we 
noticed  their  hasty  departure.  The  vacated  house  was  visited,  and  we 
found  that  we  had  been  ungentlemanly  enough  to  disturb  their  mid-day 
meal.  A  fire  was  burning  briskly  in  the  stove,  on  which  the  kettle 
steamed.  Some  meat,  which  was  at  first  thought  to  be  horse-flesh,  was 
being  cooked  ;  and  on  the  table  was  a  newly  baked  bannock.  Outside 
the  door  were  discarded  strips  of  old  linen  clotted  with  blood,  bandages 
to  wrap  the  wounds  of  those  engaged  in  the  recent  fight.” 

Then  again : 

“  At  the  crossing  there  are  several  buildings,  a  double  one  beiog  used 
as  the  residence  of  the‘bo33.’  The  facings  of  the  windows  and  doors 
are  painted  a  bright  blue,  the  only  attempt  at  ornamentation  we  have 
yet  come  across.  On  the  left  is  an  open  storehouse,  and  immediately 
in  front  on  the  main  entrance  is  a  goodly  sized  store.  In  this  latter, 
much  to  our  surprise,  is  a  billiard  table,  with  cues,  chalk,  pool  balls, 
and  all  the  paraphernalia  for  rolling  the  ivories.  Dumont’s  residence 
was  also  entered.  It  was  plainly,  but  for  thi3  country  nicely  furnished. 
As  in  nearly  all  the  other  domiciles,  a  sewing  machine  occupied  one 
corner,  and  the  walls  were  decorated  with  cheap  colored  prints,  amongst 
others  vignettes  of  the  Marquis  of  Lome  and  the  Princess  Louise.  In 
another  house  nearer  the  ferry  were  found  some  letters  addressed  to 
Gabriel  Dumont,  one  being  from  Judith  Bosin,  Montana.  There  was 
also  one  from  the  Dominion  Lands  Office,  Prince  Albert,  in  reference  to 
patents,  and  another  from  a  Saskatchewan  firm  threatening  to  sue 
Gabriel  if  he  did  not  at  once  pay  a  long  overdue  account.  So  this  self 
sacrificing  patriot  is  no  better  off  than  the  rest  of  us,  and  even  in  his 
lonely  life  on  the  plains  is  as  much  subjected  to  duns  as  is  the  average 
Winnipeger.” 

Then  again : 

“  The  reconnoissance  corroborated  the  previous  impreesion  we  had 
formed  that  the  rebels  were  overwhelmingly  defeated  at  Fish  Creek, 
and  fled  in  utter  demoralisation.  All  along  the  route  there  must  have 
been  hurried  flitting,  and  removal  of  women  and  children  to  safer 
quarters. 

“  The  warriors  took  care  of  their  own  safety.  Whether  they  have 
gone  to  Batoche’s  or  not,  cannot,  of  course,  be  ascertained,  but 
appearances  indicate  that  they  have,  and  that  there  they  will  give  us 
battle  if  at  all.  In  the  meantime,  as  one  passes  through  this  desolate 
but  fertile  land,  and  sees  the  happy  homes  deserted,  the  fields  untouched, 
the  byres  enu’ty,  he  cannot  escape  experiencing  a  feeling  of  pain  that 
these  misguided  Metis  have  taken  the  suicidal  course  that  they  have  ; 
of  sorrow  h  .t  .0  many  circles  should  be  rudely  broken  up  ;  of  regret 
that  such  well  cultivated  forms  should  lie  idle  and  unproductive;  of 
sympathising  pity  that  these  unfortunate  men  should  be  plunged  into 
deep  misery  and  poverty  for  the  next  year  or  two.” 

Now,  Sir,  all  over  the  country,  in  the  regions  of  the  dis¬ 
turbance  with  the  Indians,  property  has  been  taken  ;  and  if 
you  look  at  the  amount  of  property  taken  and  destroyed, 
and  count  in  the  year’s  labor  almost  lost  by  these  settlers  by 
the  want  of  opportunity  to  seed,  you  have  a  vast  amount  of 
present  and  of  potential  loss  in  this  regard.  Confidence, 
also,  has  been  shaken.  The  charm  of  peace,  the  habit  of 
submission  on  the  part  of  the  Indian  has  ended,  and  our 
relation  to  him  now  from  this  time  forth  assumes  a  new  and 
more  difficult  phase.  While  the  half-breed  rising,  as  an 
organised  rising  is  over,  the  Indian  war  is  not  yet  over. 
Hew  long  it  may  last,  we  cannot  state,  and  it  may  turn  out 
in  the  end  that  hunger,  cold,  and  the  want  of  ammuni¬ 
tion  may  prove  our  best  allies.  With  us  ourselves,  as 
to  some  parts  of  the  North-West,  and  still  more  with  those 
abroad  who  do  not  know  our  magnificent  distances,  and  who 
cannot  realise  the  fact  that  there  are  vast  unsettled  areas 


in  that  country  fit  for  cultivation  and  so  far  removed  from 
the  scenes  of  disturbances  as  to  render  it  utterly  impossible 
that  they  can  be  affected — I  say  with  those  abroad  to  whom 
we  may  bo  looking  for  settlement,  and  who  find  it  difficult,  in 
view  of  the  smaller  ranges  of  distance  by  which  their  vision 
has  been  bounded  in  the  past,  to  realise  that  fact,  our  pros¬ 
pects  for  immigration  have  been  impaired,  a  blow  to  immi¬ 
gration  has  been  given  which  may  have  effects  enduring 
lor  a  considerable  time,  and  may  require  us,  to  some  extent, 
to  revise  our  plans  for  securing  the  rapid  development  of 
the  North-West.  The  North-West  has  thus  been  thrown 
back  at  a  time  most  critical  for  that  country,  for  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Kailway,  and  for  Canada  at  large.  Millions 
of  the  public  treasury  have  been  expended  or  engaged,  and 
as  yet  we  are  not  in  a  position  to  criticise  that  expenditure. 
Millions  more,  in  the  nature  of  increased  annual 
charge,  are  to  be  demanded  for  the  North-West, 
and  to  repair  in  part  so  far  as  it  is  reparable,  the 
damage  done.  And  thus  at  the  very  moment  when 
we  are  called  on  to  abandon  our  golden  dreams  of  early  and 
large  returns  from  Custom  duties  and  from  land  sales,  we 
find  increased  charge  the  order  of  the  day,  so  that 
both  sides  of  the  national  balance  sheet  will  at  the  same 
instant  be  adversely  affected.  That  is  not  all,  Sir.  Canada’s 
good  name  among  the  nations,  has  suffered.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  has  boasted  that  we  knew  best  of  all  how  to  deal  with 
the  settler ;  that  we  gave  him  superior  advantages,  and 
gave  him  great  consideration,  and  had  produced  in  him  a 
feeling  of  content  and  satisfaction.  The  Government  has 
boasted  that  we  knew  best  of  ail  people  how  to  manage  the 
Indian,  and  by  justice,  liberality,  firmness,  and  wisdom,  at 
once  to  satisfy,  improve,  tame  and  develop  him.  The  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  boasted  that  we  treated  the  early  explorer,  the 
pioneer,  the  man  of  mixed  blood,  wisely,  liberally,  pru¬ 
dently  and  paternally ;  that  he  had  no  ground  for  discontent ; 
that  he,  too,  was  happy.  The  Government  has  proclaimed 
that  in  the  great  North-West  there  were  no  grievances — - 
nothing  but  peace  and  prosperity,  and  what  you  would  see 
all  through  that  wide  extended  country,  was  that  “  content 
basking  on  the  cheek  of  toil.”  Several  Ministers  and  several 
high  officers  of  the  Government,  made  their  progresses 
through  that  country  a  few  months  ago.  All  well !  was  the 
cry  of  these  sentinels  of  Canada  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duty  there.  The  Minister  of  Public  Works  wont  up  at  the 
desire  of  his  chief,  the  leader  of  the  Government,  to  spy  out 
the  grievances,  if  even  his  microscopic  eye  could  discover 
that  any  grievances  were  there.  He  called  for  the  griev¬ 
ances,  he  sought  for  the  grievances,  he  almost  implored 
the  grievances ;  and  he  summed  up  the  results  of  those 
his  arduous  labors  in  a  speech  in  which  he  said  that  he  had 
met  two  men  who  were  discontented,  and,  if  I  rightly 
remember,  the  ground  of  discontent  which  he  gave  was  that 
there  were  not  enough  ladies  in  the  North-West.  Some  of  us 
thank  God  that  there  are  no  more  there  now.  All  well ! 
said  the  Minister.  Now,  what  is  the  contrast  to  those 
smooth  speeches  ?  What  is  the  contrast  to  those  flattering 
tales  ?  1  ask  you,  Sir,  I  ask  the  House,  I  ask  the  country, 
whether  the  contrast  I  showed  you  a  moment  ago,  does 
not  demand  an  early  explanation.  The  task  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  Sir,  was  one  of  special  responsibility,  commensurate 
with  the  vast  power  which  they  had  claimed  and  obtained. 
It  has  been  well  remarked  by  a  publicist  of  con¬ 
siderable  reputation,  that  while  the  parliamentary  sys¬ 
tem  is  the  best  for  those  who  are  represented,  it 
is  the  worst  for  those  who  are  not  represented. 
That  is  a  truth  which,  it  cannot  bo  denied,  added 
largely  to  the  responsibility  of  the  Government,  because 
for  a  country  having  as  its  rule  representative  and  parlia¬ 
mentary  institutions,  to  attempt  to  govern  a  part  of  its 
home  domain  on  paternal  and  autocratic  principles,  neces¬ 
sarily  added  to  the  charge  and  the  responsibilities  of  those 
who  undertook  that  task.  And  still  more  care  is  required 
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when  it  is  the  ease  that  free  institutions  exist  all  around — in  ! 
the  neighboring  Province,  in  the  country  which  governs, 
in  the  neighboring  States,  in  the  continent  at  large — 
in  this  continent,  which,  indeed,  seems  hardly  to  tolerate 
any  other  form  of  rule.  Stiil  more,  Sir,  is  that  responsi¬ 
bility  increased  when  you  are  attempting  so  to  govern  men 
who,  besides  finding  the  air  of  freedom  blowing  all  around 
them  with  the  vast  sweep  and  force  of  the  wide  continent 
itself,  have  been  accustomed,  in  their  earlier  lives,  in  the 
Pi’ovinces  from  which  they  came  themselves,  to  drink  full 
draughts  of  that  vital  air.  And  if  you  turn  even  to  the 
pioneer  and  to  the  half-breed,  the  need  for  care  and  the 
consequent  responsibility  of  the  Government  is  not  relaxed, 
because  they,  too,  had  lived  under  an  easy  rein,  they  had 
the  power,  if  not  the  form,  of  freedom,  they  had  order 
almost  without  law,  and  but  little  sense  of  governmental 
interference.  They  were  a  little  like  the  hunter  of  the  border 
Western  States  who  came  one  day  to  his  cabin  and  said  to  his 
wife :  “  Mary,  we  must  move  out ;  we  are  getting  crowded.” 
“  Why,”  said  she,  “  how  is  that  ?  ”  “  Yes,  we  are  getting 

crowded ;  1  heard  the  crack  of  a  rifle  to-day.”  And  such  is  the 
intolerance  of  the  crowded  haunts  of  men  and  of  nations,  of 
what  are  deemed  happiness  and  comfort  in  what  we  call 
civilised  society,  that  those  men  living  as  they  did  on  the  vast 
plains  had  a  peculiar  freedom  which  we  cannot  well  appre¬ 
ciate.  Still  further  do  we  see  the  need  for  care  in  this  special 
case  when  we  remember  that,  disquieted  by  the  events  of 
1869-70,  and  not  all  recognising  the  new  order  of  things, 
many  of  these  men  receded  before  the  eastern  wave  of  civil¬ 
isation  and  immigration,  and  departed  to  the  plains  to  enjoy 
still  the  rude  freedom  to  which  they  had  been  accustomed. 
But  there  was  yet  another  element  which  added  still  further 
to  the  responsibility  of  the  Administration — the  Indian  ques¬ 
tion.  The  question  of  the  Indian,  the  aboriginal  inhabitant, 
the  untamed  savage,  resentful  of  his  lost  sovereignty,  of  his 
appropriated  lands,  of  his  vanished  subsistence,  of  his 
shackled  liberties,  of  the  constraints  imposed  upon  him,  of 
the  dependence  to  which  he  is  reduced — whose  loyalty  in  the 
nature  of  things  must  be  largely  due  to  policy  or  fear ;  whose 
war  is  murder,  whose  tender  mercies  are  cruel ;  the  Indian 
unaccustomed  to  labor  and  not  yet  resigned  to  starve— to 
manage  him  demands  care  and  vigilance,  indeed,  and  adds  to 
the  responsibility  of  those  who  undertake  the  task.  When  to 
all  this  you  add  a  policy  of  settlement  widely  extended, 
sparse,  isolated,  defenceless,  bringing  the  Indian  and  the 
settler  at  once  into  close  contact  at  many  points,  of  course, 
the  responsibility  is  still  further  increased.  There  is  yet 
another  element  which  added  to  the  responsibilities  of 
Ministers,  and  it  was  that  the  work  of  government  was  to 
be  performed  from  a  very  great  distance.  It  was  to  be  per¬ 
formed  from  this  point,  by  letters,  by  agents,  by  officers, 
and  by  clerks.  And  they  had  therefore,  knowing  what  is 
likely  to  happen  under  such  circumstances,  to  take  precau¬ 
tions  against,  and  by  their  own  vigilance  and  energy  to  over¬ 
come,  the  evils  of  officialism,  of  red  tape,  of  carelessness,  of 
procrastination,  of  favoritism  and  of  fraud,  which  all  are  apt 
to  encrust  a  departmental  and  routine  system.  I  say,  then, 
that  these  conditions  required,  aye  imperatively  demanded, 
from  the  Government  a  high  degree  of  energy,  of  vigilance, 
of  tact,  of  promptness  in  arriving  at  decisions  and  reaching 
conclusions,  and  seeing  that  these  were  acted  upon  with 
respect  to  the  North-West  Territories.  However,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  some  advantages,  and  considerable  advantages. 
They  had,  as  1  have  said,  the  dearly  bought  experience  of 
1869.  They  had  learned  from  that  something  of  the  feelings 
of  the  people,  something  of  the  jealousies  existing  among 
them,  something  of  their  suspicions,  something  of  their 
customs.  They  had  the  advantage  of  the  settlement  made 
in  1870  for  the  Province  of  Manitoba  and  its  application  to 
the  North-West  Territories.  They  had  all  the  money  they 
chose  to  ask,  and  all  the  officers  they  chose  to  name,  and 
they  had  plenty  of  time,  years  upon  years  of  time,  before 
Mr,  Blake. 
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the  questions,  even  after  they  were  raised,  assumed  the 
form  of  extreme  urgency.  They  had  also  the  advantage 
of  utilising  the  link  between  the  white  men  and  the 
Indians— the  half-breed.  I  know  that  in  some  cases  there 
has  been  some  jealousy  between  the  half-breeds  and  the 
Indians,  but  those  most  experienced  in  the  relations,  the 
more  recent  relations  of  the  half-breeds  and  the  Indians  in 
the  North-West,  have,  from  their  places  in  this  House,  not 
infrequently  stated  that  such  is  not  the  rule.  I  recollect 
the  hon.  member  for  Provencher  (Mr.  Boyal),  more  than 
once  stating  in  the  strongest  manner  that  there  was  an 
assistance  which  was  of  the  utmost  consequence,  and  cf  which 
he  deeply  regretted  the  Government  did  not  sufficiently 
avail  themselves,  namely,  the  half-breeds  in  relation  to 
the  Government  and  in  relation  to  the  Indians  through  the 
Government ;  and  I  recollect  his  being  answered  by  the 
First  Minister  assentingly ;  and  of  late  years  the  course 
has  been  to  some  extent  adopted  by  the  Government  of 
appointing  half-breeds  to  such  positions.  I  say  they  had  that 
advantage.  They  had  also  the  advantage  of  the  missionaries 
with  both ;  and  I  believe  if  there  was  one  thing  more  than 
another  which  has  helped  us  to  keep  the  peabe  with 
the  Indians  and  the  half-breeds  for  so  long  a  time,  it  is  the 
good  effect  of  the  missions  throughout  the  North-West  from 
very  early  years.  Those  were  great  advantages  they  had. 
As  I  have  said,  they  had  time  also ;  for  at  Prince 
Albert,  the  neighborhood  of  which  was  the  focus  of  these 
disturbances,  settlement  increased  at  first  but  slowly.  The 
incoming  tide  rose  but  gradually  for  some  years  after  the 
transfer,  and  nothing  was  done  early  with  the  old  settlers. 
However,  in  1878,  if  I  remember  rightly,  a  special  survey 
of  a  portion  of  the  Prince  A1  bert  settlement  was  made.  Mean¬ 
time  many  of  the  half-breeds  had  moved  from  Manitoba 
to  various  points  in  the  North-West  Territory,  and  some  to 
the  neighborhood  of  Prince  Albert.  Meantime,  also  there 
had  been  the  survey  and  location  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  by  the  Yellow  Head  Pass,  and  that  had  stimulated 
for  a  season  the  immigration  to  the  banks  of  the  Saskat¬ 
chewan.  Many  people  came  in  hoping  to  be  along  the  line 
of  the  projected  railway,  and  the  tide  of  immigration  rose 
for  a  season.  All  that  was  changed  in  later  years,  and  the 
change,  of  course,  caused  disappointment  and  difficulty. 
But  a  large  number  in  the  meantime  had  come  in,  had 
come  many  hundreds  of  miles  in  waggons,  had  come 
in  to  be  the  first,  and  as  they  hoped,  to  live  in  the 
most  progressive  part  of  the  country  in  consequence 
of  the  great  fertility  of  the  lands  and  the  great  advantage 
it  had  in  many  ways  if  it  was  to  be  considered  as  a  railway 
centre  as  well.  Difficulties,  as  I  have  said,  arose  dur¬ 
ing  those  years.  Many  questions  were  raised  which  one 
after  another,  and  many  of  them  together,  came  for  vari 
for  solution,  and  those  are  the  questions  upon  which  it 
seems  to  me  the  Government  is  bound,  as  I  have  repeatedly 
stated  this  Session,  to  givo  to,  and  the  House  is  bound  to 
insist  on  receiving  the  fullest  information  as  to  what  was 
represented,  what  was  said,  what  was  done  during  those 
years  in  regard  to  those  questions,  so  that  we  may  judge 
how  it  is,  to  whom  it  is  due  that  those  unhappy  results 
which  I  have  depicted  have  at  length  arisen.  There  came 
many  questions.  The  claims  of  the  half-breeds  of  the  terri¬ 
tories  to  scrip  for  lands,  and  thus  to  be  placed  in  the  same 
position  as  those  of  Manitoba  in  regard  to  the  Indian  title. 
The  claims  of  the  Manitoba  half-breeds,  who  were  omitted 
from  the  old  enumeration  and  not  provided  for  out  of  the 
1,400,000  acres  granted,  of  whom  many  moved  to  the 
North-West  Territories  and,  have  been  residing  there  off 
and  on,  some  of  them  altogether  and  some  temporarily 
since.  The  half  breed  question  of  surveys  on  river  fronts.  I 
admit  that  is  not  exclusively  a  half-breed  question ;  but  it  is 
largely  a  half-breed  question,  at  all  events,  in  so  far  as  the 
actual  difficulties  have  arisen,  because  the  first  settlement 
involved,  in  the  view  of  the  Government  of  that  day,  a 
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recognition  of  the  same  rule  as  had  been  applied  in  the  Eed 
Eiver  and  the  non-user  of  the  general  rectangular  settle¬ 
ment  and  the  special  settlement  survey  along  the 
river  front.  Then  there  are  the  half-breed  settlements 
generally  and  the  surveys  of  those  settlements,  and 
the  adjustment  of  the  claims  of  the  half-breeds  to 
the  land  by  virtue  of  occupation  and  settlement. 
And  there  are  the  white  settlers’  claims  of  the  same  char¬ 
acter.  Then  there  are  the  claims  with  reference  to  coloni¬ 
sation  companies.  The  hon.  Minister,  when,  a  while  ago,  I 
mentioned  the  question  of  colonisation  companies,  objected 
to  my  doing  so.  He  said  that  showed  the  spirit  in  which  I 
was  speaking,  and  he  asked  what  had  that  to  do  with  the 
question  of  the  Metis.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  what  it  showed 
was  not  the  spirit  in  which  I  treated  the  question,  in  the 
sense  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  how  little  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knew  of  what  the  essentials  of  the  question  were; 
because  if  he  had  regarded  the  memorials  and  repre¬ 
sentations  which  had  been  made  on  that  subject  he  would 
have  seen — I  am  not  now  judging  of  any  of  those  claims— 
but  he  would  have  seen,  as  to  the  colonisation  companies, 
that  the  claim  was  made  years  ago  by  the  people  of  this 
very  district,  that  there  were  grievances  and  injustice  con¬ 
nected  with  them ;  and  he  would  have  known  that,  so  far 
from  its  having  nothing  to  do  with  the  Metis,  it  was  inti¬ 
mately  connected,  as  it  is  intimately  connected,  with  the  diffi¬ 
culties  of  the  half-breeds  as  well  as  the  white  settlers.  Then, 
Sir,  there  was  the  question  of  the  great,  the  enormous  block 
of  railway  reserves  made  early  at  the  instance  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company,  involving— I  cannot 
remember  the  exact  number  of  acres — but  I  think  some 
16,000,000  or  17,000,000  acres  of  odd  sections  in  that 
northern  district,  which  were  reserved  for  them  at  an  early 
day,  in  orderithat  they  might  get  a  land  grant  out  of  it.  Then, 
Sir,  there  were  claims  for  assistance — for  mail  accommoda¬ 
tion,  claims  for  local  improvements,  claims  for  river 
improvements.  Then  there  was  the  Indian  question,  com¬ 
plicated  by  the  questions  I  have  alluded  to,  complicated  by 
settlement,  complicated  by  the  reservations,  complicated  by 
starvation ;  and  as  to  which  there  is  a  memorial  sent  in 
November  indicating  the  feeling  of  the  people  upon  it.  Then 
there  were  questions  uf  police  protection,  of  the  home  guard, 
and  there  was  also  the  question  of  the  militia  and  volunteer 
corps — all  points  necessarily  engaging  the  attention  of  the 
Government,  upon  which  they  have  taken  action  at  different 
times,  action  which  as  I  have  pointed  out  more  than  once 
requires  explanation,  and  in  respect  of  which  reports  have 
been  received,  as  we  are  informed  by  the  departmental 
reports  and  otherwise.  Then  after  all  that,  with  reference 
to  all  these  questions,  an  event  occurred  in  the  month  of 
June  last,  which  in  a  sense  accentuated  the  whole  situation, 
and  added  enormously  to  the  responsibility  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  from  that  time  forth.  I  allude  to  the  coming  of  Louis 
Eiel  into  the  settlement,  and  his  remaining  there  from  that 
time  forth.  It  is  not  necessary,  Sir,  for  me  to  use  language 
of  my  own  upon  that  subject,  because  we  do  not  forget 
the  statement  of  the  First  Minister  of  the  feelings  of 
those  people  towards  Louis  Eiel,  the  influence  he  had  over 
them,  and  the  things  he  was  doing  in  the  North  West  dur¬ 
ing  the  summer  and  fall  and  winter  of  the  year.  I  will  not 
now  trouble  the  House  by  repeating  what  is  to  be  found  in 
the  reports  of  the  Debates,  by  repeating  the  various  pieces 
of  information  which  1  have  suggested  as  certain,  as  prob¬ 
able,  as  due  ;  the  reports  from  officers,  the  orders  to  the 
Government  officers,  the  reports  from  the  North-West 
Council,  the  petitions  aud  memorials  of  the  people,  the 
declarations  and  representations  of  impoi  t  int  personages, 
official  and  unofficial — I  say  I  will  not  now  weary  the 
House — though  I  have  here  a  list  of  these  papers,  by 
repeating  that  list  in  respect  of  which  I  desire  to  refer 
to  the  Debates  to  the  efforts  we  have  made  to  elicit 
this  information  from  time  to  time.  But  I  do  say  that 


the  statement  of  facts  which  I  have  given  indicates  in  my 
humble  opinion,  as  a  clear  and  inevitable  conclusion,  that 
there  is  much  to  explain,  much  to  discuss,  much  which  can 
be  explained  and  discussed  only  on  the  production  of  the 
documents  and  papers  which  are,  or  ought  to  be,  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  of  the  day.  There  was,  Sir,  an 
enormous  responsibility  upon  them,  and  also  upon  their 
officers  in  that  country,  and  it  is  due  to  those  officers,  as 
between  themselves  and  the  Government  of  the  day,  it 
is  due  to  those  important  personages  in  the  counti’y,  who 
hold  unofficial  positions,  that  we  should  *have  their  reports 
and  statements  and  communications,  which  would  throw 
light  on  the  condition  of  things  amongst  the  people, 
on  their  state  of  feeling,  and  show  the  action  recom¬ 
mended  to  the  Government  from  time  to  time.  I  say 
it  is  due  to  these  persons  that  we  should  see  what  they  did 
say,  in  order  that  we  may  judge  whether  they  did  their 
duty  or  not.  It  is  due  also  from  the  Government  to  us,  in 
order  that  we  may  see  whether  those  demands  were  made  by 
the  Government  for  information  which  the  notorious  facts 
rendered  it  their  duty  to  obtain.  Now,  for  these  papers 
I  have  been  pressing  almost  continuously  for  the  last  eight 
weeks.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  brought  down  a  few  of 
the  less  material  papers,  but  the  bulk  of  those  papers  he  has 
not  brought  down,  and  from  day  to  day  he  has  said  that  they 
are  being  copied,  that  they  are  being  prepared,  that  they 
will  be  ready  soon,  that  he  will  bring  down  those  which 
are  not  confidential,  and  so  forth  and  so  forth.  But  I  can¬ 
not  compliment  him  on  his  having  given  me  or  the  House 
a  satisfactory  answer,  with  reference  to  the  papers  he  will 
bring  down  and  the  time  when  they  would  be  brought 
down.  The  Session  advances,  and  it  is  necessary  that  these 
papers  should  be  in  our  hands  in  order  that  we 
may  have  the  case  of  the  Government,  the  case  of  their 
officers,  the  case  of  the  people  in  that  country, 
studied  and  examined  with  a  view  to  pronouncing  judg¬ 
ment  in  the  great  cause  which  comes  before  us  as  the  grand 
inquest  of  the  nation.  I  have  said  that  the  questions  to 
which  I  have  referred  demanded  care,  demanded  vigilance, 
demanded  energy,  tact,  and  liberality,  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  They  demanded  promptness  too.  In  these  great 
concerns  of  state  we  must  not  forget  the  rules  which  regu¬ 
late  ordinary  affairs.  Each  man’s  individual  concern  is 
dealt  with  and  looked  at  by  him  with  reference  to  those 
rules,  and  it  is  p  overbial  that  there  should  not  be  delay. 
He  that  giveth  quickly  giveth  twice  ;  justice  delayed  is 
justice  denied  ;  an  ounce  of  prevention  is  worth  a  pound  of 
cure  ;  a  stitch  in  time  saves  nine,  are  four  homely  proverbs ; 
they  excite  the  laughter  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  they 
are  the  language  of  the  people.  They  express  the  way  the 
people  look  at  their  concerns,  and  the  w  y  in  which  they 
expect  to  be  dealt  with,  whether  by  the  Government  or  by 
their  own  neighbor  or  friend  or  opponent.  Now,  the  white 
settlers  as  pioneers,  and  as  disappointed  pioneers  by 
reason  of  the  change  of  the  route  of  railway,  were  entitled  to 
consideration.  The  half-breeds  as  early  colonisers  and 
as  disappointed  men,  remembering  the  events  of  1870,  and 
remembering  also  that  link  of  connection  to  which  I  have  re¬ 
ferred,  which  was  so  potent  for  good  or  evil,  the 
link  between  them  and  the  Indian — they  were  also 
entitled  to  be  dealt  with  on  the  principles  to  which 
I  have  referred.  And,  therefore,  while  I  am  not 
saying— whatever  I  may  think,  whatever  informa¬ 
tion  1  have  been  able  to  accumulate  from  outside, 
whatever  conclusion  that  information  leads  me  to,  while  1 
am  not  to-day  expressing  it,  while  I  am  not  saying  to-day 
that  the  Government  has  not  done  its 'duty,  I  do  say  that 
their  duty  was  such  as  I  have  described,  and  that  we  have  a 
right  to  the  facts  in  order  that  we  may  judge  how  they  have 
done  their  duty.  Since  the  Government  took  power,  1878, 
1879,  1880,  1881,  1882, 1883  and  1884  have  passed,  and  what 
has  been  done — that  is  the  question  ?  In  the  last  of  these 


2040 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


May  21, 


years,  as  I  have  said,  a  very  striking  event — the  invitation  to 
Louis  Riel  and  his  appearance, — took  place,  and  what  has 
been  done  since  that  time  ?  Surely  that  sounded  a  warning 
note.  Surely  it  became  then,  even  if  it  had  not  been  before,  the 
most  pressing  and  paramount  duty  of  the  Government  with¬ 
out  delay,  if  there  had  been  delay,  to  redress  grievances  if 
grievances  there  were,  to  remove  misconceptions  if  miscon¬ 
ceptions  existed,  to  attend  to  precautionary  measures.  Once 
again,  what  are  the  facts  ?  What  was  said ;  what  was 
done?  What  was  done  in  the  way  of  redress,  in  the  way  of 
removing  misconceptions,  in  the  way  of  security  ?  The  Gov¬ 
ernment  have,  as  I  have  said,  hosts  of  officers  in  that 
country;  what  did  they  say  or  do  from  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  down  ?  It  has  a  council  there,  what  did  it 
say  or  do  ?  It  has  unofficial  but  important  helps,  the 
ministers  of  religion,  the  officials  of  the  Hudson  Bay 
Company,  all  deeply  interested  in  seeing  that  a  sound  policy 
was  pursued,  and  whose  lives  and  property  and  dearest 
interests  were  concerned  in  the  keeping  of  the  peace.  What 
did  they  say  ?  What  did  they  do  ?  I  have  said  I  do  not 
attempt  to  answer  these  questions  from  my  own  informa¬ 
tion  ;  I  have  some  information,  which,  perhaps,  I  may  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  House  on  another  day,  upon  some  other  motion  ; 
but  just  now  I  have  been  trying  to  show  the  House,  as  I 
hope  I  have  succeeded,  that  there  is  a  duty  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  inform  us,  and  to  inform  us  fully  and 
very  soon,  so  that  we  may  judge  between  the  people  and 
the  Government,  between  the  Government  and  its  officers, 
and  decide  the  momentous  questions  which  these  issues 
involve.  I  beg,  Sir,  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This,  then,  is  the  result 
of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  protracted  incubation ;  this  is  the 
cause  of  his  absence  from  this  House — that  he  has  prepared 
a  carefully  written  essay,  and  has  moved  that  this  House 
adjourn.  It  is  true  he  has  clothed  this  very  impor¬ 
tant  question  with  a  number  of  images;  poetry, 
although  spoken  in  prose,  has  been  invoked;  the 
tragic  has  been  exhibited ;  and,  on  the  motion  to 
adjourn,  he  appeals  to  the  sympathies  of  this  House, 
and  of  the  country  through  the  press,  by  an  elaborate 
essay  on  the  horrors  of  war.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  taken  a  course  which  is  an  ignoble  course.  The 
Government  are  aware  of  their  responsibilities ;  they  are, 
of  course,  aware  of  the  position  in  which  they  stand ;  they 
know  that  during  their  adminii-.tration  of  the  affairs  of  the 
North-West  and  of  the  rest  of  the  country  there  has  been  a 
rebellious  outbreak;  they  know  that  that  must  be  a  matter 
of  discussion  in  Parliament,  and  they  challenge  enquiry, 
and  are  ready  for  enquiry.  But  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
should,  from  his  rifle  pit,  suddenly  to-day  fire  this  gun — it 
is  an  ignoble  warfare;  it  is  an  Indian  warfare;  but  it 
won’t  kill  the  Government.  If  I  understand  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  gentleman,  it  is  that  he  may  make  this  speech. 
He  says  that  whatever  he  may  think,  he  does  not  now 
mean  to  make  any  charges  against  the  Government ;  he 
says  he  will  by  and  bye,  on  some  other  motion,  do  so.  We 
will  abide  that  motion ;  we  will  wait  for  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  speech,  and  we  will  answer  it.  But  while  the  hon. 
gentleman  hangs  his  words  and  the  conclusion  of  his 
speech,  merely  on  a  desire  to  get  information,  I  appeal  to 
the  common  sense  and  to  the  judgment  of  this  House 
if  his  whole  speech  was  not  meant  to  insinuate  what  he  did 
not  dare  to  assert — that  the  Government  are  to  blame.  He 
went  back  to  the  events  of  1869  and  1870,  and  gave  us 
a  historical  detail  of  what  happened  then;  and  he  said  the 
Government  gave  full  information  at  that  time.  Sir,  I  was 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  at  that  time,  and  on  my 
responsibility  as  the  head  of  the  Government,  I  thought 
it  right  then  to  communicate  to  the  House  and  the  coun¬ 
try  that  information.  I  thought  it  was  safe  for  that  infor¬ 
mation  to  be  given  ;  and  just  now  as  then,  in  the  exercise  of 
Mr.  Blake. 


my  discretion,  those  papers  were  brought  down,  because  I 
thought  it  was  expedient  to  bring  them  down,  so  in  the 
exercise  of  the  same  discretion  we  have  withheld  much  of  the 
information  that  the  hon.  gentleman  asked  for.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  asked  for  much  that  he  cannot  get ;  he  has 
asked  for  much  that  he  will  get;  but  Sir,  the  House  knows 
and  the  country  knows  that  if  there  has  been  some  delay, 
the  continued,  the  senseless — if  I  may  use  the  expression 
without  offence — at  all  events  the  useless  encumbrance  of 
every  Department  with  motions  for  papers  has  much  to 
do  with  the  delay  in  those  papers  that  the  Government 
should  bring  down  ;  and  there  are  a  great  many  of  those 
papers  that  the  Government  refused  to  bring  down  upon 
the  ground  that  it  would  not  be  in  the  interest  of  the 
country  to  do  so.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  :  Oh,  here  are 
the  discontented  half-breeds ;  the  Government  have  not 
kept  up  the  link — he  does  not  say  so,  but  he  insinuates  it — 
betwen  the  Indian  and  the  white  man;  he  says  the  half-breed 
is  the  civilising  influence  between  the  Indian  and  the  white 
man  ;  the  half-breed  is  the  link  to  connect  the  two.  Then 
he  goes  on  to  speak  of  the  colonisation  companies.  He 
does  not  assert  that  they  have  done  anything  wrong,  but 
that  it  is  alleged  that  they  have  done  something  wrong;  and 
he. gives  us  a  number  of  instances.  He  does  not  say  that 
the  mode  of  survey  is  wrong ;  he  does  not  say  that  the  half- 
breeds  or  the  Indians  have  been  ill-used ;  but  from  the 
long  detail  that  he  gives,  he  leads,  and  he  desires  to  lead 
this  House — not  so  much  to  lead  this  House,  because  it  will 
not  be  deceived  ;  it  knows  his  style — but  in  order  to  beguile 
the  country  to  believe  that  the  Government  have  been 
laggard  in  their  duty,  and  have  not  performed  their  duty. 
Let  the  hon.  gentleman  bring  forward  his  specific  charges  ; 
let  him  bring  •  harge  after  charge — I  care  not  whether  they 
are  for  want  of  judgment  or  for  delay,  we  are  ready  to 
meet  him.  Do  you  think  Mr.  Gladstone  would  have  sprung 
a  motion  on  tho  other  side  in  the  manner  in  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  sprung  his  motion  this  morning  ?  I  heard 
this  morning  that  a  gentleman  who  fetches  and  carries  for 
him — if  that  be  not  an  offensive  expression — went  to  the 
press  and  said :  “  Prepare ;  there  is  going  to  be  a  great 
speech  delivered  by  tho  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  you 
must  report  whatever  he  is  going  to  say.”  They  did  not 
want  that  we  should  know  what  was  going  to  be  said  by 
him,  what  course  was  to  be  taken.  I  ask  if  an  hon. 
gentleman  on  that  side  did  not  go  to  the  pr,ess 
and  make  the  statement  I  now  say  he  did?  The 
hon.  gentleman  claims  that  we  ought  to  have  brought  down 
the  reports  of  the  missionaries  and  the  agents  and  of  all  the 
various  officers  scattered  over  that  country,  and  lay  those 
reports  before  the  House.  Well,  Riel  has  only  been  taken 
the  other  day.  At  this  moment  the  hero  of  that  rebellion, 
Gabriel  Dumont,  is  free ;  Gabriel  Dumont  may  have  a  large 
force  behind  him ;  at  this  moment  there  may  be  the  lives 
of  white  men,  women  and  children,  at  the  mercy  of  the  half- 
breeds,  who  may  not  yet  be  subdued,  although  their  coward 
leader  has  surrendered ;  the  lives  of  white  people  may  be 
yet  at  the  mercy  of  Dumont  and  his  half-breeds,  and  we  are 
asked  to  bring  down  to  this  House  all  the  statements  of  the 
clergy — we  will  bring  them  down  by  and  bye — and  the 
statements  of  the  officers,  whose  lives  might  be  the  forfeit 
of  the  publication  of  these  statements.  The  missionaries 
there  have  no  families,  but  they  have  their  lives,  and  tho 
wives  and  the  children  of  all  the  others  there  in  authority, 
all  the  others  there  who  have  been  reporting  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  are  at  the  mercy  of  these  yet  unsubdued  bands 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  although  the  half-breed 
rebellion  may  be  considered  to  have  been  put  down,  there 
is  a  long  Indian  war  before  us.  I  hope  that  is  not 
true.  Suppose  we  will  have  no  more  trouble  with 
the  half-breeds  in  arms,  still  those  men  are  there, 
and  we  know  they  have  incited  the  Indians  to  rebel, 
we  know  that  the  half-breeds  have  roused  up  the  Indians 
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to  wage  war.  The  Indians  had  no  cause  of  complaint,  no 
cause  of  warfare,  they  had  no  reason,  no  grievance  in  the 
world  to  make  them  rise  in  arms,  but  they  were  roused 
and  induced  to  revolt  by  these  half-breeds ;  and  do  you 
think  that  these  men,  crushed  down,  their  leaders  killed, 
some  of  them  wounded,  suffering  now,  and  perhaps  by  and 
bye,  from  the  hardships  of  a  suppressed  rebellion,  do  you 
think  that  they  will  not  continue  to  be  behind  the  Indians, 
to  incite  them  to  war,  to  arouse  them,  calling  upon  them  to 
revenge  the  wrongs  of  those  who  are  almost  of  the  same 
blood  ?  And  until  that  Indian  war  is  over,  until  that  coun¬ 
try  is  kept  quiet,  it  would  be  madness,  it  would  be  cruelty, 
it  would  be  folly  for  any  Government  to  put  intelligence 
into  the  hands  of  these  men  by  publishing  prematurely 
papers  of  the  kind  asked  for.  If  I  could  believe  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  was  acting  with  a  sincere  and  honest  desire 
to  remedy  the  evils  of  administration,  if  I  thought  he  was 
anxious  to  impress  upon  the  country  the  necessity  of  a  new 
system,  I  would  say  he  was  quite  right.  Bat  I  know,  and  the 
country  knows,  that  is  not  the  case  ;  and  all  the  motions  that 
he  has  made,  from  the  first  day  the  House  met,  every  return 
he  has  asked  for  in  respect  to  the  North-West  troubles, 
bore  evidence  on  their  face  that  they  wei*e  for  the  purpose 
of  trying  to  obtain  a  miserable  party  triumph  over  the 
Government  which  he  hopes  to  supplant.  But  if  ever  there 
was  a  man  mistaken  in  that  idea  it  is  the  hon.  gentleman. 
If  he  had  kept  quiet,  if  he  had  allowed  matters  to  go  on  as 
they  have  gone  on,  the  country  always  looking,  the  people 
always  looking  to  find  some  one  to  punish  in  the  case  of  a 
great  reverse,  he  might  have  a  better  prospect ;  but  if  we 
had  been  wrong,  if  we  had  been  negligent,  at  all  events,  we 
tried  to  do  our  duty,  we  were  loyal,  we  tried  to  suppress 
the  outbreak — a  causeless  outbreak — we  loyally  attempted 
to  put  it  down,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  attempted  to  take 
advantage  at  a  time  when  he  ought  to  have  rallied  around 
the  Government  of  the  day,  no  matter  by  whom  adminis¬ 
tered,  of  our  position  ;  and  every  motion,  every  question  he 
put,  was  put  with  the  idea,  not  of  protecting  the  men, 
women  and  children,  not  of  preventing  the  flow  of  blood 
about  which  he  speaks  so  pathetically,  but  of  bringing  dis¬ 
credit  upon  those  whom  he  hopes  to  supplant.  I  tell  him 
the  country  knows  that.  As  an  old  parliamentarian,  as  a 
man  of  great  experience,  and 

“  My  experience  doth  attain 
To  something  like  prophetic  strain,” 

I  tell  him,  never  in  the  world  did  his  prospects  in  the 
future  stand  so  dark  as  they  do  now,  when  it  is 
obvious  to  man,  woman  and  child,  when  he  who  ru"s 
may  read,  that  the  aim,  the  end,  the  object  of  every 
motion  he  has  made,  or  every  speech  he  has  delivered, 
of  every  question  he  has  asked,  is  the  one  thing,  to 
attain  a  party  triumph.  I  tell  him  he  is  mistaken.  Great 
has  been  the  sin  the  hon.  gentleman  has  committed  and 
great  will  be  the  retribution.  It  has  happened  that  there 
has  been  placed  in  my  hands,  as  a  chattel  mortgage  was 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  hon.  gentleman  some  time  ago, 
while  the  hon.  gentleman  was  reading  the  first  part  of  the 
Saskatchewan  Herald,  a  copy  of  the  same  paper.  He  read 
a  pathetic  account,  cut  out  carefully,  of  all  the  miseries  the 
people  suffered  in  the  valley  of  the  Saskatchewan,  after 
premising  that  the  Government  ought  to  be  strong  and 
active  and  that  their  responsibility  was  great.  He  saw  fit 
to  so  quote  that  paper  as  to  infer,  because  he  said  he  did  not 
state — oh,  no,  whatever  he  might  think  he  would  not  state 
—that  we  were  wrong  ;  but  after  working  up  the  House  to 
the  idea  that  it  might  be  possible  we  were  all  wrong — 
though  he  did  not  say  so,  he  thought  we  were  wrong,  for 
we  could  draw  no  other  inference  from  his  language  —  he 
read  a  certain  portion  of  the  editorial  of  the  Saskatchewan 
Herald ,  not  knowing,  perhaps,  that  I  had  the  paper  in  my 
handi  Let  me  read  what  he  left  out.  The  part  he  did  read 
256 


was  an  account  of  the  miseries  and  sufferings  of  the  Saskat¬ 
chewan  people,  but  he  left  this  out : 

“  And  yet  in  the  face  of  these  awful  facts— in  spite  of  the  ruin  wrought 
upon  an  industrious  people — men  are  to  be  found,  and  some  of  them  in 
high  positions,  who  characterise  these  crimes  as  ‘mistakes,’  and  sug¬ 
gest  that  their  perpetrators  come  in  and  acknowledge  it,  make  new 
promises  as  to  the  future,  and  resume  their  old  position  as  petted  and 
pampered  wards  of  the  Grown.  It  is  too  late  for  any  such  suggestions. 
The  Government  and  people  have  been  deceived  as  to  the  civilisation 
of  these  wild  tribes.  They  have  shown  themselves  incapable  of  grati¬ 
tude  ;  their  apparent  tractability  was  cunning;  their  civilisation  but  a 
cloak  to  hide  their  hellish  plans.  They  have  thrown  down  the  gaunt¬ 
let,  and  now  that  it  has  been  taken  up,  the  issue  must  be  pressed  until 
the  fullest  justice  has  been  done.  But  while  punishment  must  be  meted 
out  to  the  Indians,  what  shall  we  say  to  those  white  men  and  nominally 
civilised  half-breeds  who  have  instigated  this  rising  ?  On  them  rests  a 
fearful  responsibility,  and  on  them  the  penalty  must  lie.  Those  who, 
knowing  better,  incited  to  these  murders  and  devastations,  put  them¬ 
selves  on  a  level  with  the  savages  in  all  save  their  animal  courage,  and, 
as  their  crime  was  greater,  so  must  their  punishment  be  exemplary. 
The  work  will  not  be  done  in  a  day,  but  it  must  be  done  thoroughly,  and 
we  have  confidence  that  the  people  of  Canada,  who  have  so  long 
ungrudgingly  given  the  vast  sum  of  money  spent  in  feeding  the  Indians, 
while  apparently  settling  down  to  a  new  mode  of  life,  will,  now  that 
the  feeding  scheme  has  proved  a  failure,  cheerfully  give  whatever  men 
and  money  may  be  required  to  fight  them,  and  re-establish  peace  and 
order  on  such  foundations  as  shall  not  again  be  shaken.  ” 

Why  did  not  the  hoD.  gentleman  read  that  part  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentlemen 
laugh,  but  they  laugh  with  their  hearts  in  their  boots.  I 
charge  it  as  being  a  matter  of  disingenuousness  on  the  part 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  read  so  much  of  the  article  as  to 
show  the  miseries  of  the  people,  and  then  try  to  lead  up  to 
a  series  of  carefully  prepared  insinuations  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  were  responsible  for  all  that,  when  the  same  paper 
says  the  Government  were  not  responsible,  that  the  Indians 
were  primarily  responsible  and  the  half-breeds  were  more 
so.  It  is  in  the  same  spirit  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  daring 
the  whole  of  this  Session,  has  dealt  with  and  treated  this 
subject.  Let  me  go  a  little  further.  The  hon.  gentleman, 
spoke  about  the  poor  Indian,  discontented,  driven  by  hunger, 
and  so  on  ;  and  the  half-breeds,  also  driven  by  hunger ;  and 
at  the  same  time  he  reads  an  elaborate  account  of  the 
luxurious  furniture  and  household  appurtenances  of  the 
great  rebel,  Gabriel  Dumont. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  That  was  from  the  Mail . 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  True,  that  was  from  the 
Mail.  As  to  the  charge  that  the  Indians  have  been  ill- 
treated.  let  me  read  what  the  same  paper  says  : 

“  The  petted  Indians  are  the  bad  ones.  The  Stonies  have  been  treated 
as  being  of  a  superior  race,  and  are  the  first  to  shed  the  blood  of  their 
benefactors.  Poundmaker  has  been  petted  and  pampered,  and  stands  in 
the  front  rank  as  a  raider.  Little  Pine,  bribed  to  come  north  and  kept 
in  comfort,  hastens  to  the  carnage.  Big  Bear,  who  has  foryears  enjoyed 
the  privilege  of  eating  of  the  bread  of  idleness,  shows  his  gratitude  by 
killing  his  priests  and  his  best  friends  in  cold  blood.  Little  Poplar,  a 
non-treaty  Indian,  has  been  liberally  supplied  with  provisions  and  other 
necessaries,  and  thus  enabled  to  spend  all  his  time  in  travelling  up  and 
down  the  land,  plotting  mischief  and  preparing  for  this  season’s  car¬ 
nival  of  ruin.  The  petted  Indians  have  proved  the  bad  ones,  and  this 
gives  weight  to  the  old  adage,  that  the  only  good  Indians  are  the  dead 
ones.” 

Now,  I  say  again  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  hanging  on 
this  motion  of  adjournement,  in  stating  that  he  wished  to 
press  upon  the  Government  the  responsibility  that  they 
should  bring  down  the  papers,  has  taken  an  unworthy 
advantage.  He  has  given  no  notice.  He  has  not  gone  into 
the  discussion.  He  says  he  has  got  the  information.  Well, 
let  him  produce  his  information.  We  will  send  down  the 
papers,  all  that  can  be  sent  down  with  safety  to  the  lives 
and  property  of  the  people  of  the  North-West. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  a  sort  of  sneer 
over  there. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  gay  “  hear,  hoar  ” 
to  that.  The  hon.  gentleman  would  like  to  get  the  papers. 
What  cares  he  whether  people  are  dead  or  alive  in  the 
North-West.  What  cares  he  whether  the  production  of 
papers  might  affect  that  matter. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Shame. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  What  cares  he. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Shame. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  hear  the  hon.  gentleman 
say  “  shame."  It  is  a  shame  on  those  who  cry  it.  The 
shame  will  rest  upon  them  in  the  country,  and  I  tell  the 
hon.  gentleman  that,  in  the  eyes  of  every  dispassionate 
man,  whether  of  our  party  or  of  their  party,  the  speech  of 
this  day  and  the  course  of  hon.  gentlemen  this  day,  will  dis¬ 
gust  the  country,  will  disgust  the  people. 

Mr.  KIRK.  We  will  see  all  about  that. 

Mr.  HICKEY .  We  have  seen  two  or  three  times  before 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  All  I  can  say  now,  is  to 
repeat  that  any  charge,  or  any  number  of  charges,  or  any 
specified  instances  in  which  the  Government  are  blameable, 
or  are  censurable,  either  for  wilful  or  ignorant  want  of  per¬ 
formance  of  their  duty,  we  are  ready  and  willing  to  answer. 
I  court  the  enquiry.  I  believe  that  sufficient  papers  can  be 
laid  before  the  House  to  enable  the  hon.  gentleman  to  form 
an  accurate  idea  of  what  the  true  position  of  that  country 
has  been,  of  what  the  Government  have  done,  and  of  what 
the  Government  has  not  done,  the  reasons  why  they  have 
acted,  and  the  reasons  why  they  have  omitted  to  act.  I 
stand  here,  on  the  part  ot  myself  and  my  colleagues,  on 
behalf  of  the  Ministry  of  which  I  am,  for  the  present,  the 
leader.  We  court  enquiry.  We  challenge  enquiry.  We 
believe,  with  all  the  consciousness  of  being  right,  that  the 
judgment  of  the  countiy  will  be  that  we  have  acted  well, 
that  we  have  acted  to  the  best  of  our  abilities,  and  that,  in 
this  case,  our  abilities  have  not  been  wrongly  directed. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  that,  if  there 
be  one  feeling  common  to  both  sides  of  this  House  on  this 
occasion,  it  must  be  a  feeling  of  profound  disappointment, 
that  a  man  who  occupies  the  position  of  First  Minister  of 
Canada  can  find  no  better  terms,  no  better  answer  to  give 
the  reasonable  demands  preferred  by  my  hon.  friend  than 
is  contained  in  the  reply  to  which  we  have  been  listening 
for  the  past  half  hour.  That  hon.  gentleman  denounced  my 
hon.  friend,  and  for  what  ?  For,  as  he  allleges,  taking  him 
by  surprise.  Why,  it  is  known,  it  is  notorious,  and  to  none 
better  than  to  the  First  Minister,  that  my  hon.  friend  has 
again  and  again  intimated  to  him  that  at  the  earliest 
moment  that  he  believed  consistent  with  his  sense  of  public 
duty  he  would  call  attention  to  the  shortcomings  and  to  the 
misdoings  of  the  First  Minister  and  his  colleagues. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Yes. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Yes,  I  say  again  and 
again.  It  has  been  a  matter  of  Notoriety.  It  has  been 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  gentleman’s  press.  It  has  been 
alluded  to  in  the  course  of  the  late  debate  by  scores  of  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  supporters,  on  the  occasions  when  they 
took  the  floor.  What  does  my  hon.  friend  demand  ?  Again 
and  again,  for  the  last  two  months,  he  has  asked  for  informa¬ 
tion  which  ought  long  ago  to  have  been  placed  before  us 
■ — long,  long  ago — which,  as  the  First  Minister  well  knows, 
he,  on  an  equally  critical  occasion,  when  he,  I  will  not  say 
understood  better,  but  when  he  practised  far  better  than  he 
has  done  of  late  years,  the  rules  and  usages  of  constitutional 
government,  saw  fit  to  give  to  the  House.  I  was  present 
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on  that  occasion,  along  with  my  hon.  friend  beside  me,  and 
I  recollect  well  that,  at  a  time  when  a  rebellion,  which 
threatened  to  be  quite  as  formidable  as  the  present,  was 
raging  in  the  North-West,  the  First  Minister,  of  his  own 
proper  motion,  as  my  hon.  friend  stated,  brought 
down  a  very  voluminous  correspondence,  containing 
information  far  more  minute  and  explicit  than  any 
which  my  hon.  friend  up  to  this  time  has  asked  for.  That 
was  the  course  of  the  First  Minister  then.  But  well  the 
First  Minister  knows  why  it  was  that  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Durham  wa3  not  able  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  business  before.  Why,  Sir,  what  is  the 
reason  that  we  have  been  kept  here,  in  season  and  out  of  sea¬ 
son, for  the  last  five  or  six  weeks  ?  The  First  Minister  delibera¬ 
tely  precipitated  a  measure  on  this  House  which  he  knew 
would  meet  with  the  most  intense  opposition,  which  he 
knew  involved  an  almost  interminable  discussion,  and  ha 
did  that  mainly  for  the  reason  that  he  desired,  by  the 
introduction  of  that  measure,  to  deprive  my  hon.  friends 
and  the  other  gentlemen  of  this  side,  of  the  opportunity  of 
calling  him  and  his  friends  to  account  for  that  misgovern- 
ment  which  has  set  this  country  in  a  flame.  Those  are  th8 
circumstances  under  which  my  hon.  friend  has  delayed 
making  any  allusion  to  this  matter  for  eight  or  nine  long 
weeks  ;  those  are  the  circumstances  under  which  my  hon. 
friend  has  waited  from  day  to  day.  Sir,  it  is  in  the  know¬ 
ledge  of  this  House  with  what  gross  discourtesy  the  First 
Minister,  again  and  again,  has  replied  to  the  most  reason¬ 
able  questions  of  my  hon.  friend.  In  all  my  parliamentary 
experience — not  as  long  as  the  First  Minister's,  but 
longer  than  that  of  most  hon,  members  of  this  House — I 
have  never  heard  the  leader  of  a  Government  act  so  discour¬ 
teously  in  infusing  information  on  questions  which  this 
House  and  the  country  had  a  right  to  know.  Now,  Sir, 
the  hon.  gentleman  tells  us  that  the  course  of  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Durham  is  unpatriotic.  Well,  we  know 
what  unpatriotic  means  in  the  mouth  of  the  First  Minister ; 
translate  that  accusuation  into  plain  English,  and  when  you 
hear  him  accuse  an  hon.  member  on  this  side  of  the  House 
ot  want  of  patriotism,  it  means  that  the  course  he  has 
taken  is  likely  to  be  very  inconvenient  to  the  interests  of 
the  hon.  gentleman.  Did  he  not  tell  us  just  now  that 
he  would  give  us  what  information  he,  in  his  sovereign 
pleasure,  chose  to  give  ?  And  that  he  would  withhold  what, 
in  his  sovereignjpleasure,  he  chose  to  withhold  ?  Is  that  Ae 
way  in  which  the  Minister  of  a  nominally  free  country,  of  a 
nominally  free  Parliament,  should  respond  to  the  requests 
for  information  on  matters  of  the  greatest  public  impor¬ 
tance  ?  Sir,  Dr.  Johnson  was  in  the  habit  of  saying,  long 
ago,  that  patriotism  was  the  last  refuge  of  a  scoundrel.  I 
may  supplement  that  remark  of  his,  and  say  that  the  last 
shift  and  excuse,  for  the  purpose  of  refusing  just  informa¬ 
tion,  to  which  the  First  Minister  has  invariably  resorted, 
is  the  accusation  that  it  is  unpatriotic  to  ask  for  it ;  unpatrio¬ 
tic  for  the  representatives  of  the  people  of  Canada  to  inquire, 
in  their  places  in  Parliament,  why  it  is  that  blood 
has  been  wasted,  why  it  is  that  treasure  has  been 
wasted,  why  it  is  that  the  whole  future  of  this  country  has 
been  seriously  imperilled.  But  it  would  be  more  convenient 
for  the  First  Minister  to  wait  until — when?  Until  this 
House  has  got  so  exhausted  and  tired  that  discussion  is 
impossible;  it  would  be  convenient  for  him  to  wait,  not  for 
a  few  days  or  a  few  weeks,  but  until  a  year  or  more  had 
passed  away  ;  it  would  be  convenient  for  him  to  wait  until 
public  attention  had  been  diverted  to  other  subjects ;  it 
would  be  convenient  for  him  to  wait  until  the  memory  of 
these  things  had  faded  out  of  men’s  minds ;  it  would  be 
most  of  all  convenient  to  wait  until  time  and  opportunity 
had  been  given  to  get  rid  of  disagreeable  witnesses,  to  cook 
and  garble  important  pieces  of  evidence,  which  there  has 
not  been  time,  probably,  to  cook  and  garble  to  his  satisfac¬ 
tion.  . 
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Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  That  is  not  quite  in  j 
order. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  A  good  deal  that  the 
First  Minister  said  was  not  in  order,  but  we  did  not  call  him 
to  order;  and  ho  must  take  the  consequence  of  the  example 
which  he  has  set. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  always  speak  in  order’ 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  that  is  a  large 
order  for  us  to  believe.  Now,  Sir,  I  say  that  the  loader  of 
the  Opposition,  on  this  occasion,  was  most  perfectly  in  his 
right ;  I  say  more,  that  ho  was  most  perfectly  in  the  line  of 
his  duty.  What  does  the  hon.  gentleman  expect?  Does 
he  suppose  that  we,  the  members  of  the  Opposition,  are 
here  to  register  his  decrees  ?  Does  he  suppose  that  we  are 
here  to  express  our  perfect  trust  in  the  Government  of  this 
country,  which  has  given,  of  late,  such  extraordinary 
proofs  of  how  well  they  deserve  our  confidence,  and  the 
confidence  of  the  people  of  the  country  ?  I  ask  again,  has 
the  hon.  gentleman  volunteered  any  information  to  us  ? 
Has  not  every  fragment,  every  scrap,  every  atom  of  evi¬ 
dence,  every  paper  that  has  been  brought  down  here,  been 
wrung  from  him  by  repeated  protests,  by  repeated  demands, 
by  repeated  requirements  for  this  information  ?  What 
information,  I  say,  has  the  Government  vouchsafed  to  us  ? 
Had  they  shown  any  desire  to  take  us  into  their  confidence ; 
had  they  shown  that  they  were  willing,  as  far  as  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  permitted,  to  bring  down  this  information,  then 
they  might  have  pleadod,  with  some  degree  of  justice,  that 
wo  were  unreasonably  impatient  now.  But  the  House 
knows  perfectly  well  that  it  is  the  present  desire  of  that 
hon.  gentleman  to  do  nothing  except  by  the  mode  I  have 
indicated,  to  choke  off  all  discussion  until  the  greater 
number  of  the  members  of  this  House  have  ceased  their 
attendance  on  the  floors  of  Parliament.  I  say  we  have 
abstained  for  a  long  period.  I  say  that  we  are  now,  proba¬ 
bly,  in  a  short  time,  about  to  separate.  We  find  that  answers 
to  the  questions  put  by  us,  to  the  demands  for  information 
made  by  us,  are  refused  and  evaded  in  every  possible  way. 
What  is  the  reason  given,  in  this  crisis,  of  dealing  With  these 
important  matters  in  this  way  ?  The  First  Minister  says  he 
is  not  able  to  secure  the  services  ol  two  or  three  competent 
copying  clerks.  That  is  the  excuse  givsn.  So  great  were  the 
demandsupon  the  resources  of  the  copying  staff  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that,  in  a  matter  of  first-rate  importance,  the  gravest 
matter  with  which  we  have  had  to  deal  for  many  a  year, 
the  First  Minister  of  Canada  was  not  able  to  secure  the 
services  of  copying  clerks  for  a  few  hours.  Why,  Sir,  I 
believe  that  all  the  vital  parts  of  the  information  which  my 
hon.  friend  demanded  could  have  been  secured  by  the  ser¬ 
vices  of  two  men,  at  most,  for  two  or  three  days  out  of  the 
sixty  days  that  have  elapsed  since  these  requests  were 
made.  But  then,  as  my  hon,  friend  truly  said,  this  is  not 
an  unusual  case.  Unhappily  for  us,  under  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  First  Minister,  as  he  must  admit,  we  have 
had  a  rebellion  before,  and  then  the  necessary  papers 
were  brought  down.  Now,  I  desire  to  ask,  if  we  have 
retrograded  so  much  in  the  administration  of  our  public 
affairs  since  18*70,  that  those  concessions  which  were  freely 
made  to  the  Opposition — not,  I  think,  numerically,  much 
stronger  than  the  Opposition  to-day,  perhaps  not  so  strong 
—that  those  which  were  freely  made  fifteen  years  ago  are 
refused  now  ?  What  is  the  reason  ?  I  do  not  doubt  that 
there  is  a  reason,  and  a  very  strong  reasou,  for  all  this  delay. 
Were  these  papers  which  my  hoa.  friend  calls  for,  papers 
which  were  likely  to  give  a  fair,  honest  and  satisfactory 
explanation  of  these  most  unhappy  events,  does  any  gentle¬ 
man  doubt  that  these  papers  would  have  been  laid  on  the  Table 
of  this  House,  and  that  they  would  have  been  printed  and  cir- 
.  culated  from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other  long  ago  ?  If 
there  be  delay,  if  there  be  suppression,  if  there  be  hesitation, 


1  about  bringing  these  documents  down  and  placing  them  on 
the  Table  of  the  House,  all  men  who  are  aware  of  the  past 
record  of  the  Government,  and  more  particularly  of  the  First 
Minister,  will  say  that  I  have  the  strongest  possible 
presumptive  evidence  for  believing  that  these  papers  are  not 
brought  down  because  the  evidence  which  they  would  dis¬ 
close  would  be  excessively  damaging,  and  would  produce  in 
the  minds  of  the  people  of  this  country  a  very  strong  con¬ 
viction  that  had  common  energy,  common  vigilance,  common 
prudence,  common  honesty,  ruled  the  councils  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  this  country,  no  rebellion  in  the  North-West,  no 
distraction  of  human  lives,  no  injury  to  property,  no 
damage  to  the  prospects  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  would  have  occurred,  or  need  have  occurred. 
The  First  Minister  knew  it  right  well ;  and  when  the 
hon.  gentleman  sat  on  this  side  of  the  House,  no  one 
was  more  urgent  in  pointing  out  to  the  people  that  if  any 
disaster  occurred,  if  any  misfortune,  if  any  unforeseen 
calamity  occurred  to  this  country,  the  Government  of  the 
day  were  to  be  held  responsible  for  it.  That  was  the 
doctrine  preached  by  the  hon.  gentleman  and  preached  by 
his  colleages,  and  it  was  by  false  representations  to  the 
people  that  the  Government  which  preceded  him  were 
responsible  for  results  which  arose  from  causes  over  which 
the  Government  had  no  control,  that  the  First  Minister 
succeeded  in  obtaining  his  present  place.  And,  if  that  be 
true  in  ordinary  cases,  how  much  more  true  in  a  case  like 
this  ?  How  much  more  true  is  it  in  a  case  where  men, 
in  the  enjoyment  of  the  advantages  which  my  hon. 
friend  depicted,  find  themselves  so  much  th3  victims 
of  misgovernment,  that,  however  dangerous  it  might  be 
for  them  to  start  the  flame  of  war  in  that  country,  they 
yet  found  themselves  compelled  to  take  up  arms?  Iam 
not  going  to  justify  those  men  at  present  or  to  excuse 
them,  inasmuch  as  we  have  not  the  information  before  us 
to  judge  how  far  they  were  criminal,  or  how  far  they  were 
really  the  agents  of  greater  criminals,  who  may,  perhaps,  be 
beyond  the  power  of  justice  for  the  present.  Does 
the  hon.  gentleman  not  know  that  if  a  disaster  happens  to 
any  officer  in  Her  Majesty’s  service;  if,  for  instance 
a  naval  captain  loses  his  ship,  although  it  is  clear  it  was  by 
overwhelming  stress  of  weather,  although  he  may  have  dis¬ 
played,  and  everybody  may  know  he  has  displayed  the 
utmost  energy  and  heroism  in  endeavoring  to  prevent  the 
calamity,  still  such  an  officer  must  of  necessity  submit  to  a 
coui’t  martial.  I  say  that  the  case  of  the  Government  of 
this  country  is  precisely  similar.  The  Government  have 
proved  themselves  unable  to  discharge  the  most  fundamental 
part  of  their  duties ;  they  have  proved  themselves  unable  to 
maintain  peace  and  order  in  the  country  which  was  specially 
committed  to  their  care,  and  specially  committed  to  the 
care  of  the  First  Minister,  in  his  capacity  as  Superintendent 
General  of  Indian  Affairs,  and,  prior  to  that  time,  specially 
entrusted  to  him  in  his  capacity  as  Minister  of  the  Interior. 
Surely,  under  such  circumstances,  we  have  a  right  to 
enquire  how  these  things  came  about.  Surely  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  would  be  wanting  in  his  manifest  and  plain 
duty  if  be  allowed  this  House  to  separate  without  doing  all 
that  lay  in  his  power  to  acquire  information  on  which  the 
country  will  be  asked  to  form  an  opinion  shortly.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  are  condemned  by  their  own  acts.  If 
there  was  no  just  cause,  if  there  was  no  misgovernment,  if 
there  was  no  abuse  of  their  power,  why  did  the  Government 
of  Canada,  while  the  rebels  were  still  actually  in  the  field, 
issue  a  commission  for  the  purpose  of  investigating  the 
grievances  of  the  half-breeds.  I  say  they  stand  selt-con- 
demned.  If  there  were  no  grievances,  hon.  gentlemen 
would  not  have  issued  that  commission.  If  they  admit 
there  were  grievances,  then  they  stand  condemned,  because 
they  did  not  take  action  before.  Hon.  gentlemen  will 
remember  the  innumerable  warnings  given  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  from  this  side  of  the  Chamber  and  by  the  public  prints, 
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that  there  was  great  dissatisfaction  prevailing  all  over  the 
the  North-West  for  a  period,  not  of  a  few  months,  but  for  a 
period  which  must  be  calculated  by  years.  My  hon.  friend 
truly  said  that  we  could  have  no  better  testimony  as  to  the 
wilful  blindness  of  the  Government  than  the  fact  that  while 
two  or  three  members  of  the  Government  visited  the  North- 
West  within  the  past  few  months,  they  all  came  back  pro¬ 
claiming  peace  where  there  was  no  peace ;  they  all  came 
hack  to  tell  us  that  they  had  not  found  any  grievances,  that 
they  were  welcomed  with  loyal  addresses  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  North-West ;  and  one  Minister, 
I  think  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  declared  publicly 
he  could  not  find  a  whisper  of  discontent  with  this 
best  of  all  possible  Governments.  The  hon.  First 
Minister  tells  us  he  appeals  to  the  House  and  his  appeal 
will  not  fail.  I  suppose,  technically  speaking,  he  is  right, 
that  the  majority  of  the  House  would  sustain  him  though 
one  rose  from  the  dead  to  testify  against  him.  The  hon. 
gentleman  is  sorry  for  the  persons  exposed  to  inconveience. 
He  tells  us  that  the  Indians  are  primarily  responsible  and  that 
the  half-breeds  are  indirectly  responsible ;  and  I  may  add  that 
the  members  of  the  Government  are  most  of  all  responsible 
for  the  results  which  have  occurred.  The  hon.  gentleman 
called  attention  to  a  fact  which  ought,  above  all  other  facts, 
to  have  caused  the  Government  not  to  have  acted  in  the 
way  they  have  done.  Ho  called  attention  to  the  fact — and  the 
House  would  hardly  fail  to  comprehend  its  bearing — that  long 
before  the  first  uprising,  which  took  place  at  Red.River,  the 
Government  had  obtained  full  and  special  warnings  from 
persons  in  a  position  to  give  them  useful  information  as  to 
the  result  of  their  policy ;  and  I  think  my  hon.  friend  would 
have  been  perfectly  justified  in  drawing  the  inference,  if  he 
had  chosen  to  draw  it,  that,  after  that  experience,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  were  bound  not  to  disregard  warnings  given  in  the 
press  and  repeated  on  the  floor  of  Parliament — all  pointing, 
unhappily,  to  just  such  a  result  as  has  taken  place — unless 
the  grievances  to  which  those  warnings  referred  were 
promptly  redressed. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  What  were  the  grievances  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  grievances  were 
that  that  country,  which  ought  to  have  been  administered 
for  the  welfare  of  the  whole  people,  was  used  by  hon  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  for  the  purpose  of  a  vast  bribery  fund, 
through  colonisation  companies,  leases  of  coal  lands,  timber 
lands,  and  by  every  possible  mode  in  which  that  great  herit¬ 
age  could  be  abused  for  the  advantage  of  a  few  needy  and 
unscrupulous  partisans.  The  First  Minister,  as  I  have  said, 
has  not  one  word  to  say  in  explanation  or  in  defence  of  him¬ 
self.  He  knows,  as  well  as  I  know,  and  as  well  as  everyone 
who  has  paid  any  attention  to  the  state  of  that  country 
knows,  how  wide  is  the  dissatisfaction,  how  widespread  is 
the  ruin,  not  merely  to  the  people  of  the  country,  which  is 
being  ravaged  by  the  half-breeds  and  Indians,  but  also  to 
all  those,  and  their  numbers  are  tens  of  thousands  outside 
of  Manitoba,  who  have  invested  almost  their  all  in 
attempting  to  develop  and  promote  the  welfare  of  that 
country.  He  knows  how  seriously  the  future  of  that 
country  is  imperilled  ;  yet  all  we  find  him  stating,  in 
answer  to  my  hon.  friend,  is  simply  to  impute  a  few  ignoble 
motives  to  him.  The  defence  he  makes,  all  he  rests  upon, 
is  this  :  Prove  what  you  please,  urge  what  you  please  ;  I 
have  got  a  majority  at  my  back,  bound  to  support  me,  once 
when  I  am  right  and  twice  when  I  am  wrong.  I  call 
attention  to  this  :  The  hon.  gentleman  had  the  insolence 
—there  is  no  other  parliamentary  word  to  describe  it — to 
charge  members  of  the  Opposition  with  desiring,  for  the 
sake  of  bringing  themselves  and  their  party  back  to  power, 
to  injure  the  future  of  this  country  ;  that  they  desired, 
because  tbe  hon.  gentleman’s  words  implied  that,  to  foment 
that  rebellion  ;  that  they  desire  to  aid,  assist  and  abet  those 
men  now  defying  our  authority  there.  I  should  like  to  know 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


by  whose  hands  that  rebellion  was  put  dowD.  Are  there  not 
as  many  members  of  the  Reform  party  arrayed  in  arms  for 
the  defence  of  the  Government  of  Canada,  to-day,  as  there 
are  of  those  who  support  hon.  gentlemen  ?  Have  we  no 
relatives  or  friends,  whose  lives  have  been  freely  perilled  in 
defence  of  our  country  ?  Are  there  no  friends  of  ours  who 
have  been,  during  the  last  few  weeks,  showing  themselves 
good  and  true  soldiers  in  the  field,  for  the  sake  of  the  de¬ 
fence  of  Canada.  The  hon.  gentlemen  dare  not  say  there  are 
not,  and  if  he  did  dare  say  so,  there  is  scarcely  a  man  whom 
I  see  here  who  could  not  point  to  some  relative  or  near 
friend  who  is  now  engaged  in  defending  our  country  in  the 
North-West.  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman,  the  other  day,  made 
use  of  an  extraordinary  expression,  coming  from  his  lips. 
The  hon.  gentleman  declared,  from  his  place  in  this  House, 
that  if  we  did  not  take  care  representative  government  in 
this  country  would  be  found  to  be  on  its  trial. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  referring  to  a 
previous  debate. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Well,  I  will  say  I 
have  heard  that  statement  has  been  made,  and  I  will  not 
say  it  was  made  in  a  previous  debate.  Something  like  it 
was  repeated  to-day ;  but  whether  that  was  stated  or  not,  I 
will  say  this :  That  in  my  judgment,  to-day,  in  Canada, 
representative  government  is  very  likely  indeed  to  be  on 
its  trial,  if  we  find  that  legitimate  demands  for  information, 
preferred  by  members  of  this  House,  who  have  a  perfect  right 
to  demand  it,  are  ignored  and  refused,  are  made  the  ground  for 
imputing  to  us  want  of  patriotism,  are  made,  when  circum¬ 
stances  so  amply  warrant  them,  a  justification  for  such 
language  as  the  First  Minister  has  not  scrupled  to  indulge 
in  towards  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.  Sir, 
this  is  not  the  way  in  which  free  government  can  be  main¬ 
tained  in  this  country.  It  may  be  that,  in  the  progress  of 
events,  if  certain  measures  which  are  now  being  pressed  in 
this  House  should  become  law,  in  the  shape  they  were 
intended  to  pass  by  the  First  Minister,  that  the  functions  of 
an  Opposition,  and,  for  that  matter,  the  true  functions  of 
Parliament,  will  cease  to  be  of  any  use  or  value  in  this 
country.  But  until  that  takes  place,  so  long  as  we  are 
allowed  by  the  grace  of  the  First  Minister  to  retain  our  seats 
in  this  House ;  so  long  as  we  can  say,  with  some  degree  of 
truth,  that  Parliament  is  composed  of  the  representatives 
of  a  free  people— so  long  as  that  continues,  we  have  a  right 
to  insist,  and  we  will  insist,  on  the  right,  when  such 
circumstances  as  my  hon.  friend  depicted  have  occurred, 
we  will  demand  the  right,  whether  the  Government  of  this 
country  like  it  or  not,  whether  it  be  convenient  for  them 
that  this  demand  should  be  granted  or  not,  we  will  assert 
our  right,  in  the  interest  of  the  people,  whose  representa¬ 
tives  we  are,  on  all  fit  and  proper  occasions,  to  ask  for 
information  respecting  the  affairs  of  this  country ;  and  we 
will  not  submit  to  be  put  down  by  charges  of  want  of 
patriotism  or  because  it  is  not  pleasant  for  gentlemen  now 
controlling  this  Parliament  that  we  should  ask  for  informa¬ 
tion  about  matters  which  they  would  rather  conceal.  We 
will  continue  to  repeat  those  demands,  and  if  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman,  in  the  exercise  of  his  discretion,  chooses  to  refuse 
the  information,  we  must  appeal  from  the  tribunal  of  the 
majority  in  this  House  to  the  tribunal  of  the  people  at  large, 
and  if  that  people  are  worthy  of  free  intitutions,  as  I  hope 
and  believe  they  are,  if  that  people  understand  what  the 
duties  of  their  representatives  in  Parliament  are,  it  is  the 
First  Minister,  and  not  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  who 
will  find — and  that  before  many  days— that  the  people  of 
Canada  will  insist  on  his  recognising  himself  for  what  he  is 
— their  servant  and  not  their  master — and  will  insist  upon 
his  obeying  their  behests,  and  giving  us  some  account  of  the 
stewardship  which,  I  fear,  he  will  be  fonnd  to  have  most 
grieviously  abused, 
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Mr.  WOODWORTH.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  was  asked  the  question  :  What  are  the  grievances 
in  the  North-West  ?  and  though  he  has  gone  on  for  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour,  he  never  specified  a  single  grievance. 
He  stopped  for  an  answer,  and  at  last  he  said  that  the 
granting  of  timber  limits- - - 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  And  gravel  pits. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  Yes;  and  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Elgin  was  kind  enough  to  suggest  to  him  the  expres¬ 
sion  he  has  just  used — gravel  pits.  The  hon.  member  for 
West  Huron  gave  a  speech  in  the  Opera  House  at  Winni¬ 
peg  last  fall,  when  the  Reform  party  of  that  city  gave  an 
ovation  to  the  hon.  member  for  East  York,  and  presented 
him  with  an  address,  in  which  these  so-called  grievances  of 
the  North-West  were  alluded  to.  The  hon.  member  for 
West  Huron  took  up  a  large  portion  of  his  speech  in  deal¬ 
ing  with  those  grievances,  and  I  have  here  his  speech  as 
reported  in  the  Free  Press ,  the  Reform  paper  of  Winnipeg, 
from  which  I  find  that  though  he  went  over  the  same  old 
and  stale  stories  about  the  National  Policy,  the  want  of 
branch  lines,  the  necessity  for  representation  of  the  North- 
West  Territories,  yet  he  never  touched  one  of  the  matters 
which  have  been  referred  to  in  this  House  to-day.  He 
reiterated  the  same  old  questions  which  have  been  repeated 
ad  nauseam  in  this  Parliament — questions  which  have  been 
decided  by  the  people  and  decided  in  this  House  ;  but  he  did 
not  venture  to  give  utterance  to  a  single  statement  which  he 
has  made  in  this  Parliament  to-day.  He  thought  proper  to 
throw  an  insult  across  the  floor  to  me,  but  I  tell  that  hon. 
gentleman  that  I  have  met  his  friends  in  court  before  now, 
and  every  time  I  have  met  them  there,  upon  the  slanders 
they  have  uttered  against  me,  I  have  obtained  verdicts 
against  them.  I  never  allowed  one  of  their  slanders  to  go 
unrebuked,  that  they  had  the  courago  to  utter  or  write  over 
their  own  names,  in  a  form  in  which  it  might  be  brought 
into  court.  They  have  referred  to  this  gravel  pit  in  the 
House,  and  they  insinuate  that  I  received  a  gratuity  from 
this  Government.  The  fact  is,  that  I  was  one  of  three  who 
owned  a  piece  of  land  in  the  North-West  that  the  Govern 
ment  entered  upon;  I  asked  for  an  arbitration,  which  they 
gave  me,  but  the  award  was  not  satisfactory.  I  appealed  to 
the  Exchequer  Court,  and  every  dollar  I  got  was  got  on  a 
judgment  of  the  Exchequer  Corn  t  of  this  country.  These 
hon.  gentlemen  know  this  perfectly  well,  and  still  they  are 
willing  to  utter  these  slanders,  either  without  knowing  that 
they  are  foundationless,  or  if  they  do  know  it,  they  are  guilty 
of  reckless  statements  to  that  extent.  What  excuse  has  the 
hon.  gentleman,  when,  in  discussing  in  this  House  a  grave 
matter  like  this,  affecting  the  whole  people  of  Canada,  a 
matter  which  the  civilised  world  are  all  talking  about— the 
grievances  in  the  North-West-™—- 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH — the  rebellion  in  the  North  West, 
and  when  the  hon.  gentleman  is  asked  to  state  what  the 
grievances  in  that  country  are  which  caused  the  rebellion, 
he  stands  on  his  feet,  and  in  a  voice  as  loud  as  passion  can 
make  it,  he  utters  a  vile  slander  against  me,  a  slander  which 
he  dare  not  put  over  his  own  signature,  or  repeat  in  any 
way  in  which  he  could  be  made  to  stand  an  action  at  court 
for  that  slander.  We  ask  him  to  state  what  are  the  griev¬ 
ances  in  the  North-West,  and  I  say  they  repeat  a  slander 
which  they  dare  not  state  outside,  in  a  way  which  the  courts 
can  take  hold  of,  and  that  is  the  style  of  warfare  which 
they  adopt  in  this  House,  in  discussing  the  question  of 
whether  the  rebellion  was  caused  by  substantial  grievances, 
or  whether  it  has  not  been  incited  by  Grit  farmers  unionists, 
or  the  reckless  statements  of  Grit  newspapers.  The  hon. 
member  for  West  Durham  tried  to  draw  fire  from  the 
veteran  Premier  of  the  country;  he  laid  his  trap,  but 
he  did  not  fall  into  it;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  from  West 


Durham  went  round  and  round  the  question  like  a  wolverine 
circling  round  the  bait,  but  he  does  not  dare  touch  it.  He  sat 
down  in  his  seat,  making  no  charge  or  daring  to  make  one. 
But  his  lieutenant  came  to  his  aid,  and  with  a  larger  voice  and 
a  greater  spread,  he  contented  himself  with  going  round  and 
round  in  the  same  manner  as  he  did  in  the  Opera  House 
in  Winnipeg,  and  sat  down  without  saying  anything.  I  got 
up  to  say  this  only  because,  a  year  ago,  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  put  a  notice  on  the  Paper,  and 
when  it  came  up  ho  dropped  it;  and  yet  he  rises  in  his 
place  to  say  what  he  dare  not  say  outside  of  the  House, 
where  it  would  get  into  the  courts. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  rise  simply  to  answer  the  bitter  and 
unjustifiable  attack  which  has  been  made  upon  myself.  As 
to  the  cry  of  gravel  pits,  I  do  not  say  anything,  because  it 
comes  to  everybody’s  recollection.  As  to  the  statement 
that  I  put  a  notice  on  the  Paper,  and  shirked  that  notice 
when  it  came  up,  I  say  it  is  simply  untrue. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  that  is  not  parliamentary. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  say  the  statement  is  untrue  ;  I  do  not  say 
the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  it  is  untrue  ;  I  leave  him  to 
qualify  that  as  he  chooses.  If  he  did  not  know  it  was  untrue, 
he  may  have  been  laboring  under  a  mistake,  but  the  state¬ 
ment  is  perfectly  untrue.  I  did  not  move  the  motion ;  it  was 
moved  by  somebody  else. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  You  were  out  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  was  out  of  the  House,  and  a  friend  moved 
the  motion  for  me  in  my  absence.  It  is  not  a  matter  of  much 
importance ;  the  hon.  gentleman  need  not  think  his  private 
affairs  are  of  so  much  consequence;  it  was  one  of  the  most 
trifling  little  things  that  ever  occurred.  We  asked  for  infor¬ 
mation,  and  the  information  was  brought  down,  and  it 
appeared  that  there  had  been  an  investigation  into  the  mat¬ 
ter.  As  to  the  statement  that  I  gave  the  notice  and  then 
shirked  it,  it  is  untrue,  and  1  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
retract  it.  I  rose  merely  to  make  this  personal  explanation. 

Mr.  WOODWORTH.  The  hon.  gentleman  gave  a  notice, 
and  when  the  notice  came  up  he  was  not  here.  He  put  it 
on  the  Paper  a  second  day,  and  he  was  not  here  when  it  was 
reached,  and  he  got  a  friend  to  move  it  for  him. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  did  not  get  a  friend  to  do  it.  I  was  Dot 
here,  and  one  of  my  hon.  friends  moved  the  motion  for  me. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  do  not  think  my  hon.  friend 
from  South  Huron  had  anything  to  complain  of  in  the  speech 
made  by  the  hon.  First  Minister ;  it  did  not  take  us  by  sur¬ 
prise  at  all ;  there  was  nothing  extraordinary  about  it ;  it  was 
in  the  usual  lines  which  the  First  Minister  adopts  whenever 
there  is  any  discussion  in  Parliament  upon  any  great  question 
proposed  by  the  Opposition  and  in  which  he  is  interested. 
You  will  have  observed,  Sir,  from  your  knowledge  of  his 
career  in  Parliament  for  the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years,  that 
when  he  cannot  answer  successfully  any  statement  made  in 
the  House,  the  hon.  gentleman  somehow  or  other  works  him¬ 
self  up  into  a  great  state  of  excitement;  he  assumes  a  pas¬ 
sion  which,  I  have  no  doubt,  he  does  not  feel ;  he  becomes 
abusive  and  insolent.  And  so,  on  this  occasion,  he  could  not 
answer  my  hon.  friend  from  West  Durham.  There  was  no 
answer  to  bo  given ;  therefore,  the  First  Minister  assumed 
his  usual  role  of  becoming  insolent  and  impertinent. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  do  not  think  the  word  insolent  is  par¬ 
liamentary. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  have  heard  that  word  used  several 
times. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  First  Minister  himself  used  it. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Well,  I  think  he  was  wrong. 
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Mr.  CAMERON.  I  have  noticed  that  in  the  debate  in 
the  English  Parliament  on  the  Afghan  question,  Lord  Ran¬ 
dolph  Churchill  used  much  stronger  language  than  that, 
which  was  allowed  to  go  unchallenged. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Well,  I  think  it  is  unparliamentary. 
The  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  called  my  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  word  impudent  was  used. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  I  would  suggest  that  you  add  the 
word  ignoble  to  your  vocabulary. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  thero  are  a  great  many  words 
used  that  ought  not  to  be  used,  and  I  appeal  to  the  leaders 
on  both  sides  to  set  an  example  to  hon.  members  by  not 
using  this  language. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  The  First  Minister  used  the  word 
ignoble  unchallenged  by  you  or  by  any  hon.  member  in  the 
House. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  was  pointing  out,  when  you  left  the 
Chair,  that  the  First  Minister,  when  he  had  no  satisfactory 
answer  to  a  proposition  submitted  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
resorted  to  his  invariable  style  of  working  himself  into  a 
passion  and  abusing  and  denouncing  hon.  members  on  this 
side.  He  resorted  to  the  old  cry  of  disloyalty  and  want  of 
patriotism.  That  form  of  alignment  has  aided  the  hon. 
gentleman  on  many  occasions ;  the  hon.  gentleman  may 
adopt  again  that  line  of  argument,  but  it  will  not  go  down 
wi  h  the  people.  It  is  not  a  satisfactory  line;  it  does  not 
answer  the  statements  of  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  (Mr.  Blake).  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  he  assumes  all  the  responsibility  of  the  condition 
of  affairs  4n  the  North-West.  Well,  that  is  his  duty ; 
he  and  his  Government  are  responsible.  We  do  not 
say  how  far  they  are  responsible,  for  we  have  not  the  evi¬ 
dence,  but  they  are  responsible  for  the  condition  of  things, 
as  the  Administration  of  the  day.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says :  We  assume  the  responsibility,  and  I  challenge  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  These  are  very  bold  words  from  the 
First  Minister.  He  challenges  U-,  and  at  the  same  time  he 
retains  carefully,  he  conceals  in  pigeon-holes,  all  the  evi¬ 
dence,  all  the  documents,  all  the  papers  that  have  the 
slightest  bearing  on  the  whole  difficulty  which  has  arisen  in 
the  North-West.  He  told  us  that  in  1869  he  submitted  to 
Parliament  all  the  information  he  considered  expedient, 
and  he  tells  us  that  he  submitts  to  Parliament  all  the 
information  now  he  considers  expedient.  We  all  know 
that  in  1869  every  particle  of  testimony,  every  document, 
every  paper,  every  proceeding  taken  by  the  Government  or 
by  the  officials  of  the  Government,  every  communication 
between  the  officials  of  the  Government  and  the  Government 
were  all  submitted  to  Parliament,  and  underwent  investiga¬ 
tion  at  the  bands  ofParh'ament.  But  now  the  hon.  gentleman 
declines  to  submit  the  documents  bearing  on  this  question  to 
Parliament.  Why  ?  If  it  was  the  right  and  proper  thing  to 
do  in  1869  it  is  equally  the  right  and  proper  thing  to  do  in 
1885.  The  people  and  Parliament  of  this  country  are 
entitled  to  have  all  these  papers  and  documents,  whatever 
they  are,  of  whatever  nature  they  are,  submitted  to  Parlia¬ 
ment,  in  order  that  Parliament  may  be  in  a  position  to 
pronounce  upon  the  responsibility  for  the  events  that  have 
taken  place  in  the  North-West  Territories.  Some  person  is  I 
responsible,  somebody  must  be  responsible,  for  a  rebellion  I 
does  not  take  place  without  some  cause,  and  Parliament  is  1 
entitled  to  have  the  facts,  in  order  to  ascertain  who  is  j 
responsible.  The  hon.  gentleman  tells  us  he  has  given  j 
some  information  on  this  question;  he  tells  us  he'will 
give  us  some  more  information,  but  he  candidly  tells 
us  there  is  some  information  he  will  not  give.  Why 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


will  he  not  give  it  ?  It  is  his  duty,  as  First 
Minister,  to  submit  to  Parliament  the  papers  and 
the  documents  relating  to  any  complaint  or  grievance,  if 
complaints  and  grievances  have  been  presented  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  It  is  his  duty  to  submit  these  papers  to  Parlia¬ 
ment;  and  to  tell  Parliament  that  he  will  submit  some,  and 
that  some  he  will  not,  is  simply  doing  what  the  First 
Minister  of  any  country  has  no  right  to  do.  In  1869  he 
submitted  all  the  documents.  True,  in  some  of  the  com¬ 
munications  some  of  the  names  were  left  out,  not  by  the 
First  Minister,  but  by  the  committee  to  whom  the  papers 
were  submitted.  Wliy  were  they  left  out  ?  I  suppose 
because  the  committee  considered  that  the  names  of  parties 
living  in  the  country  and  concerned  more  or  less  in  this 
correspondence  should  not  be  published  to  the  world.  Could 
he  not  do  the  same  thing  in  this  case  ?  Could  he  not  let 
those  papers  be  brought  down  ?  And  if  there  wore  any 
names  which  it  would  not  be  wise  and  judicious  should  be 
made  known  in  the  North-West,  it  would  be  a  simple 
matter  to  omit  them.  Parliament  does  not  care  so  much 
about  the  names  ;  what  it  desires  to  know  is  the  facts.  It  is 
not  so  anxious  to  know  what  names  were  submitted  to  the 
Government  before  the  outbreak,  with  relation  to  the  diffi¬ 
culties,  if  difficulties  there  were,  that  existed  in  the  North- 
West  Territories,  as  to  ascertain  the  facts.  The  hon. 
gentleman  challenges  my  hon.  friend  from  West  Durham 
(Mr.  Blake)  to  say  that  the  surveys  made  there  caused 
these  outbreaks  and  that  the  Indians  or  half-breeds  were 
wronged.  We  do  not  say  so;  we  want  to  get  the  evidence, 
the  papers;  we  want  to  see,  if  there  is  responsibility  rest¬ 
ing  on  the  shoulders  of  anybody,  where  the  responsibility 
rests.  It  present  wo  aro  in  tho  dark.  The  First  Minister 
conceals  those  papers;  they  are  in  the  pigeon-holes,  and  he 
says  :  Some  1  will  bring  down,  some  I  will  not.  That  is 
the  way  he  treats  Parliament  and  the  country.  He  says  it 
is  not  proper  to  bring  them  down.  Why  ?  It  is  true,  he 
says,  Riel  has  been  caught,  but  Gabriel  Dumont  has  not 
been  caught ;  he  is  at  large  ;  he  is  still  a  rebel ;  he  is  still 
upon  the  plains, surrounded,  possibly,  by  half-breeds  and  pos¬ 
sibly  by  Indians,  and  the  result  of  tho  publication  of  tho 
documents  might  be  the  cause  of  serious  injury  to  the  mis¬ 
sionaries  and  other  residents.  There  is  nothing  in  that  state¬ 
ment.  Why  should  they,  how  should  they  be  prejudiced  ?  I 
suppose,  if  any  of  these  complaints  mentioned  the  names  of 
Riel  or  Dumont,  there  is  no  necessity  for  publishing  that; 
but  the  communications  themselves  should  be  published. 
The  First  Minister  should  have  considered  that  matter  six 
months  ago.  Ho  then  knew  well  that,  laboring  among 
the  half-breeds  and  Indians,  were  some  Missionaries  of  the 
Cross,  spending  their  lives  among  these  people,  with  a 
view  to  christianising  them  and  civilising  them.  He 
know  that  the  Indians  and  the  half-breeds  had  the  most 
implicit  and  unbounded  faith  in  the  missionaries.  He  knew, 
further,  that  the  missionaries  relied,  to  a  large  extent,  on  the 
assurances  of  the  Government  as  to  complaints  made  by 
the  half-breeds,  and  that  the  half-breeds  received  those 
assurances  from  the  missionaries ;  yet,  during  all  these  years, 
while  these  complaints  have  been  existing,  nothing  has 
been  done,  so  far  as  we  know,  so  far  as  the  documents  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Parliament,  at  all  events,  point  out.  The  result  is, 
these  unfortunate  missionaries  have  been  slaughtered  by  the 
Indians;  several  reverend  Fathers  who  labored  among  them 
for  years  have  lost  their  lives;  the  result  is,  blood  has  been 
spilt.  He  now  tells  us  these  documents  should  not  come 
down  because  life  may  be  sacrificed.  There  is  no  necessity 
for  life  being  sacrificed.  I  am  sure  the  publication  of  these 
documents,  published  in  a  judicious  and  careful  manner,  as 
the  documents  of  1869  were  published,  would  furnish  no 
occasion  for  life  being  risked  or  lost.  The  hon.  gentleman 
tells  us  the  Indians  have  not  and  never  had  grievances;  that 
they  never  made  any  complaints.  I  am  not  concerned  at 
this  moment  to  discuss  the  question  how  far  the  Indians  had 
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grievance  and  made  complaints.  I  refer  the  First  Minister 
to  his  own  publish(  d  reports  for  the  last  two  years  ;  there 
he  will  find  something  which  will  not  tally  exactly  with 
that  statement.  If  I  were  concerned  to  established  that 
complaints  were  made  or  that  grievances  existed,  I  need  only 
take  up  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  report  and  the  reports  of 
his  own  officials,  to  show  you  that  for  the  last  five  years 
these  Indians — I  do  not  say  rightly  or  on  justifiable 
grounds — have  been  urging  on  the  Government  of  this 
country  that  they  were  being  systematically  swindled  and 
wronged  out  of  the  money  voted  by  Parliament  for  their 
support.  It  is  nonsense  for  the  First  Minister  to  tell  us, 
who  have  read  his  imports  and  the  reports  of  his  officials, 
and  who  know  something  about  them,  that  there  were  no 
grievances  or  complaints.  People  do  not  go  into  rebellion 
without  grievances  or  complaint.  I  do  not  howover,  intend 
here  to  pronounce  on  that  subject,  except  from  what 
appears  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  report ;  I  am  not  deal¬ 
ing  with  that  now.  What  the  country  is  entitled  to  get  are 
the  documents  on  which  the  First  Minister  based  his  report 
to  Parliament,  in  order  that  we  may  form  our  opinion  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  half-breeds  and  the  Indians  have  any  real 
ground  of  complaint.  The  hon.  gentleman  read  from  a 
newspaper  as  to  the  conduct  of  the  Indians  up  there.  If  my 
memory  serves  me  right,  the  newspaper  did  not  give  them 
a  good  character,  but  treated  them  as  vindictive,  harsh, 
treacherous,  dangerous ;  yet  these  are  the  very  men  the 
First  Minister  proposes  to  enfranchise.  The  First  Minister 
challenges  my  hon.  friend,  and,  in  regard  to  every  motion 
and  every  question  he  has  submitted  to  Parliament  this 
Session  with  respect  to  the  North-West,  he  intimates  that 
those  motions  were  made  and  those  questions  were  put  for 
purely  petty  party  purposes.  I  would  challenge  the  First 
Minister,  if  he  were  in  his  place  ;  I  challenge  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  lay  their  finger  upon  any  motion  or  question  of  my 
hon.  friend  which  was  not  put  with  the  purest  patriotic 
motives. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  What  rot. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  says 
“  what  rot.”  That  is  the  kind  of  argument  I  should  expect 
from  him  ;  it  is  the  kind  of  argument  his  intellect  is 
capable  of  grasping ;  but  I  defy  any  member  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  I  defy  the  hon.  member  with  his  scrap  book,  to 
lay  his  finger  on  any  motion  my  hon.  friend  has  made  which 
was  not  in  the  interest  of  the  country  and  in  regard  to  which 
Parliament  was  not  entitled  to  get  the  fullest  and  fairest 
information.  The  hon.  gentleman  tells  us  he  was  loyal,  and 
as  a  loyalist  undertook  to  suppress  the  rebellion.  The 
loyalty  should  have  been  shown  before  ;  loyalty  to  the  coun¬ 
try,  loyalty  to  the  people  of  Canada,  loyalty  to  those  who 
have  gone  there  to  make  their  homes,  some  of  whom  were 
born  there — that  is  the  loyalty  which  would  be  more  desira¬ 
ble  than  the  lip-loyalty  which  we  hear  so  much  of  in  this 
House.  We  are  entitled  to  get  this  information.  We  are  not 
concerned  at  this  moment  to  discuss  the  whole  question  of 
the  responsibility  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  or  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  any  person  in  the  Dominion  as  to  the  unfortunate 
outbreak  in  the  North-West  Territories ;  we  want  to  get  the 
evidence,  we  want  to  get  the  information  ;  and  now  this 
Session  has  arrived  at  a  period,  and  these  difficulties  have 
arrived  at  a  condition  that  the  people  of  this  country  and 
the  Parliament  of  this  country  are  fairly  entitled  to  call 
upon  the  Government  to  submit  to  Parliament  every 
document,  every  paper,  every  resolution  passed  in  the 
North-West,  every  petition  sent  from  the  North-West, 
every  complaint  made  from  the  North-West,  and  every 
grievance  set  forth  from  the  North-West,  if  any  such  there 
are,  that  have  been  sent  to  this  Government  within  the  last 
seven  years,  respecting  the  condition  of  affairs  in  the  North- 
West  Territories.  The  people  of  this  country  are  entitled 
now  to  the  fullest  and  fairest  information  upon 


this  question,  and  upon  every  question  bearing 
upon  the  action  of  the  Government  and  the  action 
of  the  officials  of  the  Government,  from  the  Lieu¬ 
tenant-Governor  downwards.  But,  when  we  ask  for 
this  information,  how  are  we  answered  ?  I  have  given  you 
some  papers;  I  will  give  you  some  more  papers,  and  some 
more  I  will  not  give  you.  We  are  cot  living  in  an  auto¬ 
cratic  country  ;  we  are  not  living  in  a  country  where  there 
is  a  one-man  power ;  at  least,  I  hope  we  are  not.  I  sup¬ 
posed  that  we  were  living  in  a  free  country,  and  that  Par¬ 
liament  could  insist  upon  the  Government  giving  full  and 
fair  information ;  but  we  are  told  that  we  shall  have  such 
papers  as  it  suits  his  high  mightiness  to  give  us  and  at  the 
time  it  pleases  him  to  give  the  papers,  and  not  until  then. 
That  is  not  a  satisfactory  answer.  It  is  not  an  answer  that 
the  people  will  be  satisfied  with.  The  First  Minister  admits 
that  Parliament  must  be  called  upon  very  shortly  to  pro¬ 
nounce  some  opinion  upon  the  whole  question.  How  are 
we  to  pronounce  an  opinion  ?  Are  we  to  arrive  at  it  by  not 
getting  the  papers,  or  by  getting  only  such  as  the  First 
Minister  in  his  wisdom  sees  fit  to  submit  to  Parliament?  I 
say  no.  We  will  not  be  in  a  position  to  give  an  unbiased 
and  independent  judgment  until  we  have  all  the  papers  in 
connection  with  the  North-West  submitted  to  Parliament. 
The  policy  of  the  Government  may  be  challenged ;  their 
policy  in  their  dealings  with  the  whole  of  the  North-West, 
the  conduct  of  the  Administration  and  the  conduct 
of  the  officials  of  the  Administration,  may  be  called 
in  question ;  the  complaints  and  grievances  of  the  people  in 
that  Territory  may  be  all  discussed  ;  and  it  is  impossible  to 
discuss  these  things  intelligently  uo  less  we  have  the  papers. 
We  have  the  right  to  ask  the  First  Minister  to  bring  them 
down,  to  submit  them  to  Parliament.  There  are  questions 
involved  in  this  matter  of  the  first  possible  consequence  to 
this  whole  country,  to  the  progress  and  to  the  prosperity  of 
the  North  West,  to  the  future  of  that  great  country  upon 
which  the  Dominion  of  Canada  rests  with  such  confident 
hopes ;  and  yet  we  are  to  be  told,  when  wo  ask  for  the 
necessary  iniormation  to  enable  us  to  form  an  opinion  on 
this  question,  that  we  are  to  get  the  papers  when  the  First 
Minister  sees  fit  to  bring  them  down ;  and,  so  far,  he  has 
brought  nothing  down  that  substantially  bears  upon  the 
question  which  Parliament  will  be  asked  to  discuss.  Tiie 
history  of  this  matter  goes  back  some  years.  I  do  not  pro¬ 
pose  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  deal¬ 
ings  with  the  North-West  for  the  last  fifteen  or  twenty 
years.  What  we  demand  is,  that  Parliament  shall  be  put 
in  possession  of  the  documents  which  are  necessary  in  order 
that  we  may  understand  how  far  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
are  responsible  for  the  unfortunate  outbreak  which  has 
taken  place,  and  which  has  culminated  in  the  Iobs  of  life 
and  the  spilling  of  much  blood.  I  desire  to  call  attention 
for  a  moment  or  two  to  the  course  which  the  Opposition  has 
taken  on  this  matter,  to  the  persistent  efiorts  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition,  and  notably  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham, 
to  obtain  from  the  Government  any  satisfaction  as  to  what 
has  taken  place.  You  were  Speaker  in  Parliament  in 
1883,  and  you  are  aware,  Sir,  that  in  that  Session  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Durham  called  for  papers  in  respect  to  the 
grievances  in  the  Prince  Albert  and  Edmonton  districts ;  you 
are  aware  that,  on  that  occasion,  the  matter  was  fully  dis¬ 
cussed  ;  that  it  was  discussed  by  the  First  Minister,  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Provencher  (Mr.  Royal),  and  by  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Durham;  and  you  are  aware  that  the 
House  ordered  the. First  Minister  to  bring  those  papers  down. 
Did  he  bring  them  down  ?  Did  he  put  Parliament  in  pos¬ 
session  of  the  complaints  and  grievances  of  the  half-breeds 
and  the  white  settlers  of  the  North  West  Territories — set¬ 
tlers  in  the  very  spot  that  has  been  lately  the  scene  of  devas¬ 
tation  and  death  ?  No,  he  did  not.  He  did  not,  up  to  this  Ses¬ 
sion.  For  two  years,  although  the  First  Minister  had  these 
papers  in  his  pigeon-holes  all  that  time,  he  wilfully  disre- 
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garded  the  resolution  of  Parliament  and  refused  to  submit 
them.  It  was  only  this  Session,  after  persistent  efforts,  after 
insisting  upon  the  Order  of  the  House  being  obeyed  by  the 
First  Minister,  that  he  submitted  to  Parliament  some  of  the 
papers.  They  did  not  cover  even  the  Order  of  the  House. 
The  First  Minister  in  this  regard  wilfully,  persistently,  dis¬ 
obeyed  the  Order  of  Parliament.  He  brought  down  a 
few  of  the  papers,  most  of  them  of  a  date  subsequent  to  the 
Order  of  the  House.  None  of  them,  I  think,  bore  date 
before  the  Order  of  the  House.  But  the  few  be  brought 
down  did  not  afford  any  information  to  the  members  of  this 
House  or  to  the  people  of  the  country.  On  the  26th  March 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  again  pressed  upon  the 
First  Minister  to  submit  those  papers  to  Parliament.  What 
was  the  answer  then;  I  have  given  you  some  papers,  I  will 
give  you  some  more,  and  some  I  will  not  give  you  ?  No,  that 
was  not  the  answer  at  that  time;  it  was  an  assurance  from 
the  First  Minister  that  these  papers  would  be  brought 
down  shortly.  There  was  no  question  then  as  to  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  people  in  the  North-West  being  affected  by  the 
production  of  those  papers ;  there  was  no  question  of  its 
being  improper  and  injudicious  to  submit  those  papers.  He 
said:  I  will  bring  them  down.  Were  they  brought  down? 
No,  they  were  not.  On  the  27th  March  the  member  for 
West  Durham  again  asked  for  them;  on  the  7th  April  he 
again  asked  for  them;  on  the  16th  April  he  again  asked  for 
the  papers ;  on  the  17th  April  he  again  asked  for  those 
papers ;  on  the  20th  April  he  again  asked  for  them  ;  on  the 
29th  April  again,  and  on  the  6th  May  he  again  asked  for 
them.  It  was  not  until  recently  that  the  First  Minister  took 
the  ground  that  these  papers  should  not  be  submitted 
to  Parliament.  He  has  promised  over  and  over  again  to 
submit  them,  but  whenever  the  question  is  pressed  the  First 
Minister  declines  to  submit  them  to  Parliament.  On  the  26th 
March  the  member  for  West  Durham  impressed  upon  the 
First  Minister  the  necessity  of  having  these  papers,  and 
moved  a  resolution,  and  in  a  powerful  argument  on  the  sub¬ 
ject,  pressed  upon  the  attention  of  the  Government  the  whole 
question.  Again  the  Government  did  not  refuse  to  bring 
those  papers  down,  but  they  did  not  bring  them  down. 
What  did  the  First  Minister  say,  in  reply  to  tho  speech  of 
the  hoD.  member  for  West  Durham  on  tho  26th  March? 
He  said  that : 

11  In  the  meantime,  not  one  of  these  half-breeds  has  been  disturbed; 
more  than  that,  they  have  been  personally  assured  that  their  possession 
was  just  as  good  as  if  they  had  the  deeds  in  their  pockets  ;  but,  mind 
you,  these  men  are  quarrelling  among  themselves,  just  as  white  specu¬ 
lators  do,  when  they  try  to  jump  each  other’s  claims,  and  it  i3  to  settle 
the  residuum  of  these  claims  this  committee  has  been  appointed.” 

There  the  First  Minister  admits  that  complaints  were  made, 
that  the  documents  were  in  his  possession,  that  these  com¬ 
plaints  were  dealt  with  and  their  claims  adjusted.  We 
want  to  see  these  papers.  We  want  to  know  what  action 
the  First  Minister  took  with  reference  to  them.  We  want 
to  know  upon  what  he  based  his  judgment.  Yet  he  tells 
us  coolly  that  we  are  only  to  have  such  papers  as  he  sees 
fit.  He  tells  us  they  were  notified.  How  were  they  noti¬ 
fied  ?  He  has  not  brought  down  any  papers  that  show  these 
half-breeds  were  notified,  that  their  claims  were  recognised. 
He  goes  further,  and  says  they  were  personally  notified. 
I  do  not  know  whether  what  the  First  Minister  states  is 
correct  or  not,  and  I  want  to  know.  I  want  to  got  these 
papers  submitted  to  Parliament,  in  order  that  Parliament 
may  be  thoroughly  conversant  with  this  whole  question. 
The  First  Minister  has  said  that  some  of  these  complaints 
were  years  ago  submitted  to  the  Government.  What  dis¬ 
position  did  the  Government  make  of  them  ?  We  do  not 
know,  and  we  want  to  know.  The  First  Minister  plumed 
himself,  as  he  always  does,  upon  the  wonderful  success  of 
his  Administration  in  preserving  peace  and  order  in  the 
North-West  Territories — the  marvellous  success  that  has 
attended  every  movement  of  this  wonderfully  paternal 
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administration.  He  told  us  that  the  claims  of  the  half- 
breeds  and  aborigines  were  settled  peacefully  and  quietly, and 
he  challenged  the  hon,  member  for  West  Durham  to  deny 
that  these  half-breeds  in  Manitoba  were  properly  treated. 
We  want  to  know  what  they  complained  of.  If  they  sent  com¬ 
plaints  to  the  Administration  I  want  to  know  what  dis¬ 
position  was  made  of  those  complaints.  Yet  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  coolly  tells  us  that  be  will  give  just  such  information 
upon  the  subject  as  he  sees  fit.  I  say  that  is  not  the  way  to 
treat  Parliament,  because  Parliament  is  entitled  to  the  ful¬ 
lest  information  on  all  these  questions.  The  hon.  gentleman 
said  tbe  condition  of  the  half-breeds  of  the  Territories  and 
the  claims  which  have  been  preferred  on  their  behalf  were 
somewhat  similar  to  those  of  the  half-breeds  of  the  Eed 
Kiver  district,  and  had  been  receiving’careful  consideration, 
with  a  view  to  treating  them  fairly.  Now,  we  want  to  know 
how  these  complaints  were  considered  by  the  Government, 
and  when  they  were  considered.  The  First  Minister  says  : 

“  la  the  Edmonton  district  the  surveys  of  lands  settled  on  have  been 
completed,  and  when  the  report  of  the  surveyor,  to  whom  the  duty  was 
entrusted,  has  been  examined  and  approved  in  the  usual  way,  the 
claims  of  the  actual  settlers  at  that  point  will  be  considered  and  dis¬ 
posed  of.” 

Now,  this  was  some  time  ago.  Is  it  a  fact  that  complaints 
were  made  ?  Is  is  a  fact  that  they  were  disposed  of  ?  If 
they  were  made  and  have  been  settled,  I  say  Parliament  is 
entitled  to  have  the  fullest  information  on  these  points. 
The  hon.  gentleman  tells  us  that  the  claims  of  the  half- 
breeds  in  Manitoba  were  all  peaceably  and  quietly  adjusted. 
Is  it  not  a  fact,  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  when 
the  First  Minister  male  this  statement  there  were  500 
claims  undisposed  of ;  and  is  it  not  a  fact  that,  since  the  hon. 
gentleman  made  that  statement,  namely,  on  the  25th  April 
nearly  500  of  these  Manitoba  half-breed  claims  were 
then,  for  the  first  time,  disposed  of  ?  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
these  Manitoba  half  breeds  were  therefore  making  common 
cause  with  their  brethren  in  the  North-West  Territories, 
resisting  what  they  considered  to  be  the  unjust  dealings  of 
this  Government  ?  If  there  are  facts  of  this  kind  we  ought 
to  know  them  ;  we  ought  to  have  the  complaints  of  these 
Manitoba  half-breeds  before  us,  and  we  ought  to  know  what 
disposition  the  Government  has  made  of  them.  Yet  wo 
are  answered  by  the  First  Minster,  who  arrogantly  tolls  us 
that  we  will  get  just  such  information  as  he  sees  fit. 
Upon  the  30th  of  March,  the  hon,  member  for  West 
Durham  again  drew  the  attention  of  the  First  Minister  to 
these  papers,  and  I  believe  the  assurance  was  then  given 
that  the  papers  would  be  brought  down.  But  the  First 
Minister  himself,  on  that  day,  made  use  of  the  following 
language  :  — 

“  In  accordance  with  the  principle  of  the  surveyors,  the  surveyors 
had  commenced  and  had  decided  to  carry  out  that  principle  of  laying 
out  all  the  lines  under  the  normal  practice  of  surveying  that  has  been 
laid  down  in  tbe  Dominion  Land  Act ;  but  while  that  was  being  done, 
it  was  not  for  the  purpose  of  depriving  any  man,  woman  or  child  of  land 
they  had  a  title  to,  by  possession  or  otherwise ;  it  was  not  that  they  had 
the  remotest  idea  of  taking  possession  of  it.  Only,  the  regular  piece  of 
land  would  be  so  much  in  one  quarter,  so  much  in  another,  and  so  much 
in  another.  That  was  the  original  arrangement  made  by  the  Surveyor- 
General,  and  it  naturally  raised  suspicion,  as  you  can  quite  understand, 
among  the  half-breeds,  that  they  were  going  to  be  forced  out  of  their 
irregular  tracts,  of  which  they  were  in  possession,  and  would  be  com¬ 
pelled  to  take  square  blocks.  The  moment  that  was  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  Department  it  was  altered;  and  the  half-breeds  were  in¬ 
formed  they  would  keep  and  get  their  lands  according  to  their  custom. 
They  have  got  their  lands.” 

Prom  his  statement  it  is  manifest  these  half-breeds  had  been 
complaining  of  the  system  of  surveys  which  had  been 
adopted  by  this  Government ;  it  is  manifest  that  at  that 
very  moment  he  was  in  possession  of  complaints  made  by 
the  half  breeds  of  Prince  Albert  and  Edmonton  districts,  and 
from  what  he  said  one  would  infer  that  these  complaints 
had  been  disposed  of  satisfactorily  to  the  half-breeds.  Is  it 
a  fact  that  this  was  done  ?  If  the  complaints  wore  settled 
by  the  Department,  this  Parliament  ought  to  know  it,  and 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2049 


we  ought  to  have  the  documents  before  us.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knew  how  sensitive  the  half-breeds  were  upon  this 
question  of  survey,  ever  since  the  rebellion  of  1869  ;  he  knew 
that  the  evidence  was  overwhelming,  that  one  of  the  great 
grievances  of  the  half-breeds  in  1869  was  the  unwise  and 
injudicious  system  of  survey  adopted  by  the  Government. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  only  to  turn  for  proof  to  the  evi¬ 
dence  given  by  Lieutenant-Governor  McTavish,  in  1874, 
who  says : 

“  Some  of  the  surveys  which  were  made  at  that  time  were  displeasing 
to  the  half-breeds,  on  whose  lands  the  said  surveys  were  made.  The  dis¬ 
content  of  the  half-breeds  arose  further  from  the  fact  that  their  land 
was  being  measured  by  the  surveyors,  without  explanation  being  made 
as  to  the  object,  the  lands  being  then  cultivated  by  the  half-breeds.” 

This  evidence  shows  the  grievances  the  half-breeds  of  Mani¬ 
toba  had  in  1869.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  also  that  the 
Venerable  Archbishop  Tache,  of  St.  Boniface,  gave  his  testi¬ 
mony  before  the  committee  appointed  to  investigate  the 
matter,  when  he  stated  the  following  : — 

“  The  more  remote  cause  was  followed  by  me,  which  was  more  direct, 
and  this  may  be  said  to  have  commenced  with  the  arrival  of  the  sur¬ 
veyors  who  came  into  the  coloDy  of  Assiniboine." 

You  have  the  testimony  of  the  Governor  of  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company,  and  also  the  testimony  of  the  Archbishop, 
taken  in  1874,  both  pointing  out  that  the  cause  of  complaint 
was  the  system  of  survey  adopted  by  the  Dominion  Gov¬ 
ernment.  You  will  find,  further,  that  the  Minister  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Works,  who  was  a  witness  on  that  occasion,  gave  his 
testimony.  Let  us  see  what  he  stated  on  that  occasion, 
with  respect  to  the  surveys,  and  how  far  they  caused  the 
difficulty  that  culminated  in  the  rebellion  of  1869.  The 
hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  Minister  of  Public  Works, 
his  colleague,  declared  on  oath  that : 

‘  ‘  Another  cause,  I  believe,  is  the  want  of  tact — and,  in  certain  cases, 
the  fanaticism  of  certain  Government  employes  who,  instead  of  showing 
the  half-breeds  that  they  were  sent,  not  to  disturb  them  in  the  posses¬ 
sion  of  their  land,  went  to  work  as  if  their  idea  had  been  to  deprive 
those  people  of  their  possessions.” 

Here  you  have  concurrent  testimony,  one  of  the  witnesses 
being  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  who  is  a  Minister  to-day, 
declaring  that  one  cause  of  the  complaints  of  the  half-breeds 
of  Manitoba  was  the  system  of  surveys,  and  they  complained 
that  the  Government  sent  fanatical  officials  to  assist  in  the 
government  of  that  territory.  Like  causes  produce  like 
effects.  The  same  causes,  in  1869,  culminated  in  an  out¬ 
break.  Like  causes  existed  in  1884,  I  will  not  say  they 
culminated  in  an  outbreak,  for  I  will  leave  that  for  the 
House  to  decide  when  the  papers  are  brought  down.  It  is 
quite  clear  that  documents  of  an  important  character  are 
in  the  possession  of  the  Government,  and  that  Parliament 
should  be  seized  of  them.  The  First  Minister  went  on  to 
say: 

“  To-day,  if  there  is  anything  Canada  ought  to  be  more  proud  of  than 
another,  it  is  the  peace,  the  quiet  and  the  order  that  have  existed  in  the 
North-West  ever  since  the  successful  result  of  the  Red  River  expedition, 
under  Lord  Wolseley.” 

That  is  what  the  First  Minister  said  on  the  26  th  of  March 
last.  Was  the  hon.  gentleman  so  utterly  ignorant  of  the 
real  condition  of  affairs  in  the  North-West  as  to  venture, 
upon  his  responsibility  as  First  Minister  of  the  Dominion,  to 
state  that,  if  there  was  one  thing  more  than  another  that 
the  Government  should  be  proud  of,  it  was  the  fact  that 
peace  and  prosperity  and  contentment  existed  in  the  North- 
West  Territories.  At  that  very  moment  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  must  have  known,  or  ought  to  have  known,  that  the 
half-breods  had  got  behind  their  Winchesters  in  opposition 
to  the  Government  of  Canada.  The  hon.  gentleman  must 
have  known,  I  will  not  say  he  did  know,  that  that  statement 
was  wholly  contrary  to  the  facts.  He  ought  to  have  known 
either  of  his  own  knowledge  or  from  his  officials,  if  they 
were  not  of  such  a  fanatical  character  as  was  described  by 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  and  unless  they  were  utterly 
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regardless  of  the  best  interests  of  the  country,  that  at  that 
very  moment  discontent  existed  in  every  portion  of  the  North- 
West.  He  must  have  known,  if  he  had  examined  into  his  own 
pigeon-holes  at  his  Department,  that  complaints,  petitions  and 
resolutions,  passed  in  the  North-West,  protesting  against  the 
Government’s  policy  were  in  those  pigeon-holes.  He  should 
have  known  that  those  claims  were  brought  before  the  Ad¬ 
ministration,  that  charges  of  a  most  serious  character  were 
made,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly  I  do  not  now  say  ;  but 
that  they  were  made  is  beyond  a  shadow  of  doubt.  He  did 
know  that  two  years  before  a  delegation  of  half-breeds  came 
all  the  way  down  from  the  valley  of  the  Saskatchewan,  at 
their  own  expense,  to  interview  the  First  Minister  and  insist 
on  the  recognition  of  existing  claims  throughout  the  North- 
West,  not  only  with  respect  to  the  half-breeds  but  with  res¬ 
pect  to  white  settlers.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  have 
known  the  condition  of  the  North-West  from  the  speech 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham,  and  the 
speech  made  by  the  member  for  Provencher  (Mr.  Eoyal), 
describing  the  grievances  under  which  the  half- 
breeds  were  suffering  ;  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  told  us 
that  if  there  is  one  thing  more  than  another  of 
which  the  Government  have  reason  to  be  proud,  it  was  that 
peace,  progress  and  prosperity  continued  to  exist  in  the 
North-West.  There  was  no  peace.  The  hon.  gentleman 
was  crying  peace  when  there  was  no  peace  and  no  content¬ 
ment  ;  and  the  First  Minister  was  derelict  in  his  duty  to 
the  people  if  he  was  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  discontent¬ 
ment  prevailed,  and  he  was  derelict  to  Parliament  if  he  was 
at  that  time  aware  of  the  condition  of  affairs,  and  yet  stated 
that  peace,  prosperity  and  contentment  reigned  in  the  whole 
North-West  Territory.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  have 
known  something  of  the  movements  of  the  half-breeds  subse¬ 
quent  to  the  interview  he  had  with  the  half-breed  delegates 
from  the  valley  of  the  Saskatchewan.  He  must  have  seen, 
because  I  suppose  he  reads  the  public  press,  the  address 
printed  by  those  delegates,  and  the  letter  sent  by  them  to 
Montana,  calling  on  Louis  Eiel,  their  old  leader,  to  return 
from  his  American  home  and  once  more  settle  among  them 
in  the  North-West.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  have  seen, 
unless  he  were  blind,  wilfully  blind,  the  reply  made  by 
Louis  Eiel  to  the  delegation,  on  4th  June,  1884,  which  was 
couched  in  the  following  language :  — 

“  To  Messrs.  James  Isbister,  Gabriel  Dumont,  Moise  Ouillette  and 
Michel  Dumas : — 

“  GBNTr.BMEN,— You  have  travelled  more  than  700  miles,  from  the 
Saskatchewan  country  across  the  international  line,  to  make  me  a  visit. 
The  communities  in  the  midst  of  which  you  live  have  sent  you  as  their 
delegates  to  ask  my  advice  on  various  difficulties  which  have  rendered 
the  British  North-West  unhappy  under  the  administration  of  the  Ottawa 
Government.  Moreover,  you  invite  me  to  go  and  stay  amongst  you, 
your  hope  being  that  I,  for  one,  could  help  to  better,  in  some  respects, 
your  condition,  and  cordial  and  pressing  is  your  invitation  ; 
you  want  me  and  my  family  to  accompany  you  ;  I  am  at  liberty  to  excuse 
myself  and  say  no ;  yet  you  are  waiting  for  me  ;  so  that  I  have  only  to 
get  ready,  and  your  letters  ol  delegation  assure  me  that  a  friendly 
welcome  awaits  me  in  the  midst  of  those  who  sent  you. 

“  Gentlemen,  your  personal  visit  does  me  honor  and  causes  great 
pleasure  ;  but  on  account  of  its  representative  character,  your  coming  to 
me  has  the  appearance  of  a  remarkable  circumstance  which  I  record  as 
one  of  the  gratifications  of  my  life — an  event  which  my  family  will 
remember,  and  I  pray  to  God  that  my  assistance  will  prove  so  successful 
to  you  as  to  render  tnis  event  a  blessing  amongst  the  many  blessings  of 
this  my  fortieth  year.  To  be  frank  is  the  shortest.  I  doubt  whether  my 
advxe  given  to  you  on  this  soil  concerning  affairs  in  Canadian  territories 
could  cross  the  border  and  retain  any  influence.  But  here  is  another 
view  of  the  matter.  I  am  entitled,  according  to  the  31stand  32nd  clauses 
of  the  Manitoba  treaty,  to  land,  of  which  the  Canadian  Government  have, 
directly  or  indirectly,  deprived  me,  and  my  claim  to  which  is  valid,  not¬ 
withstanding  the  fact  that  I  have  become  an  American  citizen.  Consi¬ 
dering  then,  that  my  interests  are  identical  with  yours,  I  accept  your 
very  kind  invitation,  and  will  go  and  spend  some  months  amongst  you, 
in  the  hope  that  by  petitioning  the  Government  we  will  obtain  the 
redress  of  all  our  grievances. 

“  Montana  has  a  population  of  which  the  native  half-breed  element 
constitutes  a  considerable  proportion;  and  if  we  include  those  white  men 
who,  through  being  connected  by  marriage,  or  in  other  ways  have  a  per¬ 
sonal  interest  in  their  welfare,  I  believe  it  is  safe  to  assert  that  this 
element  is  a  pretty  strong  one.  1  am  just  getting  acquainted  with  them, 
and  I  am  one  of  those  who  would  like  to  unite  and  direct  its  vote  for  the 
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furtherance  of  their  best  interests ;  moreover,  I  have  made  friends  and 
acquaintances  amongst  whom  I  like  to  live,  I  go  with  you,  but  I  come 
back  in  September.  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  gentlemen  delegates,  your 
humble  servant, 

“  Loots  Riel.” 

Will  the  Government  deny  that  they  had  this  communica¬ 
tion  ?  Will  the  Government  deny  that  they  received  peti¬ 
tions  from  the  half-breeds ;  that  resolutions  passed  by  the 
half-breeds  were  received  here  before  October,  1884.  The 
evidence  is  clear.  Another  letter,  bearing  date  22nd  July, 
1884,  signed  by  a  half-breed  named  J.  Isbister,  has  an  impor¬ 
tant  bearing  on  the  notification  given  to  the  Government. 
That  letter  is  as  follows : — 

“  Prince  Albert  Settlement, 

“  St.  Catharine’s  Parish, 

“July  22,  1884. 

“  To  the  Editor  of  the  Sun ; 

“  Sir, — A  treaty  was  made  in  1875  with  the  poor  Indians  out  here.  The 
promises  were  good,  but  they  Have  never  been  fulfilled.  When  the  half 
breeds,  both  French  and  English,  went  to  speak  to  Governor  Morris,  they 
were  asked  not  to  interfere  with  the  Indian,  that  there  would  be  no  delay, 
and  that  the  half-breeds  would  be  attended  to  immediately.  Ever  since, 
and  up  to  the  present  moment,  petition  upon  petition  has  been  drawn  up 
with  the  the  people’s  grievance,  and  sent  down  to  the  Ottawa  Govern¬ 
ment,  but  with  no  result.  How  many  are  there  in  this  settlement  who 
Can  produce  a  free  patent  with  regard  to  land  taken  before  1870,  or  even 
as  to  the  lands  taken  before  1862  ?  I  was  the  first  settler  in  this  settlement. 
I  lived  alone  with  my  wife  and  two  small  children  in  the  wild  times  of 
the  Indian  tribes,  and  when  leaving  my  home  on  a  hunting  excursion 
after  buffalo,  with  my  little  family,  I  found  on  my  return  that  the  house 
had  been  burst  open,  the  boxes  broken,  and  clothing  and  provisions 
taken.  Afterwards,  I  had  to  dig  large  cellars  in  through  the  fir  wood, 
between  this  and  Garleton,  and  cache  my  stuff,  until  I  made  a  sufficient 
hunt  for  the  winter.  Then  I  carted  all  to  the  house,  where  I  wintered, 
and  went  on  with  my  improvements.  To  tell  how  I  had  to  live  in 
bringing  the  wild  Indian  to  live  in  peace  with  the  white  man  would  take 
a  great  many  sheets  of  paper.  But  to  this  day  I  am  not  afraid  to  say 
that  I  am  respected  by  the  Indians  and  by  others  besides.  Yet,  where  is 
the  free  patent  for  my  little  portion  of  land,  or  who  should  hold  the  first 
patent?  How  has  the  screw  been  turned  on  the  poor  settlers  of  the 
North-West,  that  they  have  nothing  to  show  their  right  to  the  land 
occupied?  Yet  the  officials  of  the  Canadian  Government  here  insist  on 
farmers  paying  timber  dues  for  the  fence  required  to  build  around  a  few 
acres  of  land,  and  a  little  dry  wood  required  to  boil  a  teakettle.  Yet  I 
believe  a  man,  the  first  year  settled,  can  get  from  this  same  Government 
about  sixty  logs  free,  which  is  supposed  to  do  for  both  himself  and  stock. 
Therefore,  it  is  necessary  that  we  should  secure  the  same  rights  as  the 
people  of  Manitoba ;  and  we  should  get,  not  blame,  but  sympathy,  from 
those  who  see  how  the  people  of  the  North-West  are  dealt  with.  Hav¬ 
ing  no  one  in  whom  we  could  place  confidence  to  act  in  our  interest,  and 
seeing  that  our  members  are  satisfied  with  promises  only,  we  still  waited 
patiently  until  the  timber  dues  were  cut  to  a  fine  point,  the  best  surveyed 
lands  were  given  to  colonisation  companies,  and  we  were  told  by  a 
Government  official  that  no  provision  had  been  made  for  the  half-breeds 
of  the  North-West,  and  only  for  those  of  Manitoba.  The  people,  both 
English  and  French  half-oreeds,  appointed  a  delegation  to  be  sent  to  Mr. 
Riel,  who  could  soon  give  proper  satisfaction  as  to  whether  the  North- 
West  was  included  in  the  Manitoba  treaty  or  not.  This,  to  satisfy  the 
people,  he  has  already  explained. 

“  J.  Isbister.” 

Sir,  does  this  man  tell  an  untruth  ?  He  says  that  petition 
after  petition,  remonstrance  after  remonstrance,  protest 
after  protest,  was  sent  to  tbe  Government  at  Ottawa,  but 
they  paid  no  attention.  Complaints  made  to  their  officials 
and  to  themselves  practically  passed  unheeded  ;  they  fell  on 
deaf  ears ;  no  attention  was  paid  to  them,  and  still  we 
wonder  why  rebellion  sprung  up  in  the  North-West.  I  do 
not  now  discuss  the  responsibility  for  that  rebellion  ;  it  is 
no  part  of  my  argument ;  but  these  documents  prove  beyond 
doubt  that  the  Administration  have  in  their  possession 
papers  of  vital  importance  in  discussing  this  question, 
papers  which  the  First  Minister  arrogantly  tells  us  he  will 
submit  to  Parliament  or  not,  as  he  thinks  best.  The  First 
Minister  knows  well  that  the  settlers  at  Calgary,  Prince 
Albert,  Moose  Jaw,  Edmonton,  and  every  other  centre  of 
population  in  that  country,  for  the  past  three  or  four  years, 
nave  been  sending  petitions  and  remonstrances  against  the 
conduct  of  the  hon.  gentleman  himself,  against  the 
irritating  and  unreasonable  delays,  against  their 
whole  conduct  from  beginning  to  end,  not  only  of 
the  Administration  but  of  the  officials  of  the  Administration. 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows  perfectly  well  that  the  half- 
breeds  and  the  white  settlers  have  complained  of  these 
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colonisation  companies  getting  possession  of  these  lands 
which  have  been  settled  on  for  years  by  those  half-breeds 
and  white  settlers.  They  know  perfectly  well  that  protests 
have  been  presented  against  the  irritating  results  which 
were  likely  to  follow  his  policy  of  procrastination  and  delay. 
He  knows  perfectly  well  that  not  only  did  he  get  remon¬ 
strances  from  public  meetings,  but  from  private  individuals 
— from  his  own  friends.  We  know  that  these  documents 
are  in  the  possession  of  the  Government,  but  still  the  hon. 
gentleman  tells  us  they  will  be  brought  down  or  not,  as  he 
thinks  fit.  Here  is  what  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  stated 
in  1883,  with  respect  to  the  grievances  of  the  settlers  in  that 
country.  He  said : 

“  The  settlers  are  scattered  along  the  North  Saskatchewan  for  a  great 
distance.  Some  of  them  have  complained  that  they  should  have  long 
narrow  strips  of  land,  running  back  three  or  four  miles  into  the  country, 
such  as  we  were  obliged  to  grant  to  the  settlers  along  the  Red  River 
and  Assiniboine  River,  for  the  purpose  of  settling  all  the  disputes  that 
existed  in  that  country.” 

On  that  occaison  the  hon.  member  for  Provencher  (Mr. 
Eoyal)  said  : 

“  I  suppose  you  are  aware  that  delegates  have  been  sent  here  by  a 
certain  portion  of  the  population  of  the  North-West  Territories,  respect¬ 
ing  the  subject  which  is  just  now  engaging  the  attention  of  this  Bouse, 
and  is  more  especially  under  the  notice  of  the  Government.  These 
delegates  have  laid  their  grievances — if  grievances  they  are — before  some 
of  the  hon.  Ministers.  Their  object  is  to  have  the  title  to  the  lands 
occupied,  owned  and  improved  by  some  of  these  people  for  over  twenty 
years,  recognised  and  confirmed  by  the  Government.  Their  claims  are 
nothing  but  just.  These  lands  belong  mostly  to  half-breed  people,  and 
pioneers  from  Ontario,  who  went  west  from  the  Province  of  Manitoba 
some  five,  ten,  or  fifteen  years  ago.  There  is  a  very  important  group  at 
Duck  Lake,  at  Prince  Albert;  another  at  Edmonton;  another  at  St. 
Albert,  and  so  on.  Last  year  surveyors  went  out  to  carry  on  the  surveys 
of  the  Dominion  in  that  part  of  the  country.  These  surveyors  had  no 
instructions  to  stop  whenever  they  would  meet  any  of  the  old  settle¬ 
ments  ;  and  their  continuing  the  line  aroused,  of  course,  the  suspicion 
of  the  old  settlers,  who  held  a  meeting,  and  represented  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  the  justice  of  respecting  their  property  in  farms  and  improve¬ 
ments.” 

You  see  by  the  arguments  which  were  advanced  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Provencher  that  they  had  meetings  there  ;  that 
they  had  sent  down  complaints  to  the  Government  here  ; 
that  they  had  even  sent  a  delegation  here  ;  and  yet  a  single 
word  of  those  remonstrances  or  representations,  or  of  what 
the  Government  did  with  them,  is  not  submitted  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  ;  thoy  refuse  to  submit  them,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
autocratically  tells  us  that  he  will  give  them  or  retain  them, 
as  he  thinks  fit.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  the  Indians  are 
satisfied  and  contended,  but  if  he  will  turn  to  his  own 
reports  he  will  find  that  the  Indians  for  years  have  been 
complaining  of  the  misconduct,  the  mismanagement  and  the 
robbery  committed  on  them  by  the  officials.  I  do  not  say 
that  these  complaints  are  true ;  I  do  not  know  whether  they 
are  or  not ;  I  am  not  concerned  in  that ;  but  I  say  that  these 
complaints  and  remonstrances  ought  to  be  submitted  to 
Parliament,  in  order  that  we  may  be  able  to  judge  as  to 
whether  these  things  are  true  or  not.  The  First  Minister 
says  that  all  this  fuss  we  are  making  about  the  claims  of 
the  half-breeds  is  a  bagatelle ;  that  it  is  not  to  be  consider¬ 
ed  ;  that  it  is  hot  a  matter  of  the  slightest  importance  to  the 
people  of  this  country.  He  says  : 

“  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  say  that  the  complaint  of  these  people,  as 
published  and  as  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  has  very 
little  reference  to  this  land  question.  This  land  question  is  a 
bagatelle  compared  with  their  other  complaints.  There  are  a  very 
few  things  unsettled,  and  they  will  be  easily  settled.  There  are 
points  which  are  not  yet  Eettled,  but  these  men  will  not  be 
dispossessed.  When  the  boundaries  are  eettled  and  all  their  quarrels 
with  their  neighbors  are  arranged,  they  will  get  their  patents  fully, 
that  they  have  a  right  to.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  went  over  their 
‘  grievances;’  he  rolled  that  word  under  his  tongue  as  a  sweet  morsel — 
the  ‘  grievances  ’  of  these  people  ;  their  ‘just  claims’  denied.  But  I  say 
there  have  been  no  just  claims  denied.  Every  just  claim  has  been 
acknowledged.  The  most  of  those  just  claims  have  been  settled,  and 
those  that  are  not  settled  will  be  settled  as  soon  as  it  can  be  ascertained 
j  beyond  that  fraud  is  not  being  practised  upon  the  people.” 

1  Is  that  true  or  false  ?  Whether  true  or  false,  it  is  quite 
'  oiear  that  the  hon.  gentleman  admits  that  there  are  docu- 
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merits  in  the  possession  of  the  Government  in  relation  to 
these  claims  that  he  has  not  submitted  to  Parliament,  that 
Parliament  has  called  for,  and  that  he  ought  to  submit. 
Whether  it  is  true  or  false,  I  am  not  concerned  in  establish¬ 
ing  just  now ;  only  it  is  somewhat  singular  that  over  200  of 
these  claims  have  been  recognised  by  the  commission  since 
it  went  up  there  two  months  ago.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  every  claim  is  settled.  If  that  is  the  case,  let  us 
have  the  documents,  the  complaints  of  the  half-breeds,  the 
grounds  on  which  they  make  their  claims,  and  the  adjudi¬ 
cation  of  the  Government.  The  hon.  gentleman  sent  Mr. 
Pearce  up  last  summer  to  settle  these  claims.  I  know  Mr. 
Pearce;  he  is  a  respectable  man ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman 
tells  us  he  is  not  capable  of  investigating  these  claims, 
because  the  half-breeds  talk  only  Cree  or  French,  and  Mr. 
Pearce  could  not  talk  a  word  of  either  Cree  or  French* 
Was  it  not  absurd  for  the  Government  to  send  a  man  up  to 
settle  those  grievances  who  could  only  speak  English  ? 
This  report  was  dated  the  24th  of  October  of  last  year,  and 
I  suppose  that  on  the  24th  of  October  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knew  the  difficulties  existing  in  the  North-West, 
and  yet  he  does  not  see  fit  to  inform  Parliament 
what  was  done  with  regard  to  them.  I  am  not 
concerned  to  consider  whether  these  grievances  were 
founded  on  a  proper  basis  or  not.  But  T  have  shown  beyond 
all  doubt  that  there  are  documents  in  the  possession  of  the 
Government  which  they  ought  to  submit  to  Parliament,  and 
which  they  have  not  submitted  to  Parliament.  1  say  Par¬ 
liament  ought  to  be  seized  of  these  documents ;  Parliament 
ought  to  be  informed  of  every  matter  in  connection  with 
the  whole  transaction,  from  beginning  to  end.  The  hon. 
gentleman  treats  Parliament  and  the  people  of  this  country 
with  supreme  contempt ;  he  does  more  than  that ;  he  treats 
his  own  followers  with  contempt.  He  tells  us  that  no  mat¬ 
ter  what  the  policy  of  the  Government  is,  it  will  be  sup¬ 
ported  by  a  majority  of  the  representatives  of  the  people  in 
Parliament.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  trespassing  very 
greatly  upon  the  forbearance  and  good  nature  of  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite.  I  presume  that  they  will  not  decide  ques¬ 
tions  of  this  kind  without  having  the  evidence  before  them, 
and  that  they  will  insist  on  the  production  of  all  the  docu¬ 
ments  bearing  on  this  question.  The  hon.  First  Minister 
tells  us  that  he  will  submit  to  Parliament  such  documents 
as  he  sees  fit.  The  proper  course  for  him,  as  for 
any  Government,  to  pursue,  is  to  take  Parliament 
into  his  confidence,  and  to  submit  all  those  documents 
to  the  consideration  of  Parliament.  Then  we  shall 
know  whether  these  half-breeds,  Indians,  and  white 
settlers  in  the  Territories  have  any  just  ground  of  complaint ; 
but  it  is  treating  Parliament  with  supreme  contempt  to  tell 
us  that  we  are  not  to  have  any  documents,  except  such  as  he 
sees  fit  to  submit ;  and  instead  of  replying  to  my  hon  friend 
calmly  and  deliberately,  to  fall  back  on  the  old  old  story  of 
want  of  patriotism  and  disloyalty.  But  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  misconduct  and  criminality  in  all  the  transactions 
connected  with  the  whole  North-West  will  be  remembered  by 
the  people  of  this  country  long  after  hon.  gentlemen’s  bones 
are  as  rotten  as  their  loyalty. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Before  my  motion  is  put  I  desire  to  say 
just  one  or  two  words  with  reference  to  the  reply  made  by 
the  First  Minister.  The  hon.  gentleman,  not  for  the  first,  or 
second,  or  third  time  this  Session,  has  addressed  to  us  lan¬ 
guage  which  is  wholly  unparliamentary,  and  which  would  be 
-  beneath  the  dignity  of  his  position,  even  if  he  wore  the 
humblest  member  of  this  House,  and  which  is  still  more 
beneath  the  dignity  of  his  position  as  the  leader  of  this  House. 
I  have  not  hitherto  either  commented  upon  or  retorted 
upon  the  hon.  gentleman  when  he  has  adopted  this  style  of 
argument ;  but  I  think  the  time  has  arrived,  or  nearly  arrived, 
when  forbearance  ceases  to  be  a  virtue;  and  when  an  hon. 
gentleman,  in  his  position,  chooses  persistently  and  continu¬ 


ously  to  address  such  offensive  language  to  an  hon.  member 
opposed  to  him,  it  is  time  that  an  understanding  should  be 
reached  as  to  whether  that  method  of  conducting  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  Parliament  is  to  be  continued.  The  hon.  gentleman 
said  to-day :  What  care  I  whether  there  are  people  dead  or 
alive  in  the  North-West;  and  in  several  other  parts  of  his 
address  he  imputed  to  me  the  basest,  meanest  and  most 
unworthy  motives  for  my  course  in  this  House.  I  shall 
only  say  to-night,  as  to  my  views  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
conduct,  that  I  believe  the  hon.  gentleman,  intoxicated  by 
vanity  and  by  the  adulation  of  his  followers,  is  forgetful  of 
his  own  dignity,  and  of  the  decencies  of  debate ;  and  I  warn 
him  that  he  will  not  be  suffered  unscathed  to  pursue  an 
unparliamentary  course.  With  reference  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  statement  as  to  the  reasons  why  he  had  delayed  to 
produce  a  portion  of  these  papers,  and  the  reasons  why  he 
was  not  about  to  produce  another  portion  of  them,  I  have 
just  one  or  two  observations  to  make.  He  says,  of  the  delay 
in  the  production  of  the  papers  which  he  says  will  be 
brought  down,  that  delay  is  excused  in  this  matter,  the 
most  important  which  has  come  before  the  Parliament  this 
Session,  which  has  perhaps  ever  come  before  the  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  the  country,  on  the  ground  that  there  is 
a  deficiency  in  the  copying  powers  of  the  Department. 
It  is  not  necessary  to  do  more  than  state  that  excuse  to 
demonstrate  its  utter  absurdity  and  flimsiness.  Are  we  to 
be  told  by  the  First  Minister,  eight  woeks  after  the  demand 
is  made,  that  it  is  because  he  cannot  find  men  enough  to 
copy  the  papers  that  we  have  not  got  them  ?  As  to  the 
other  class  of  papers,  which  he  has  not  brought  down  and 
says  he  will  not  bring  down,  because  he  says  they  are 
papers,  the  production  of  which  may  imperil  the  lives  and 
interests  of  persons  in  the  North-West,  I  have  two  observa¬ 
tions  to  make.  The  first  is  this ;  that  no  papers  which 
should  show  that  the  writers  of  them  believed  that  the 
half-breeds  had  grievances  or  in  which  they  advised  the 
Government  to  remedy  those  grievances— no  papers  which 
gave  a  fair  and  plain  statement  of  the  circumstances  of  the 
case— could  by  any  possibility,  if  published,  injure  or  impair 
the  standing  of  those  people  in  the  community  in  which 
they  live.  It  is  perfectly  clear  that  those  papers  could  but 
strengthen  them  in  the  confidence  of  the  people  among 
whom  they  live,  instead  of  impairing  it.  The  second 
observation  is  this :  that  we  found  precisely  the  same  diffi¬ 
culty  in  the  year  ISfiD-TO,  and  the  way  in  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  got  over  that  difficulty  on  that  occasion  was  not  by 
taking  upon  itself  not  to  produce  these  papers,  but  by 
bringing  them  down  and  striking  a  select  committee, 
composed  of  members  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  who 
should  decide  how  much  of  those  papers  it  would  be  in 
the  interest  of  the  public  and  of  individuals  to  publish. 
At  that  moment  Louis  Biel,  as  I  said,  was  the  president  of 
the  de  facto  Government  of  the  country ;  he  was  exercising 
a  certain  authority  there,  and  we  know  how  it  was  exercised, 
and  under  those  circumstances  the  Government  brought  the 
papers  down  ;  but,  they  said,  we  will  appoint  a  select  com¬ 
mittee,  which  shall  go  over  the  papers,  and  shall  expunge 
such  as,  for  the  moment,  cannot  be  published  without 
detriment  to  the  interest  of  individuals  there;  and  there  was 
an  expurgation  of  certain  names  and  an  omission  of  a  cer¬ 
tain  document  which  might,  if  produced,  have  had  that 
result.  That  is  the  precedent  of  the  hon.  gentleman  himself, 
set  by  himself,  to  deal  with  the  very  case  he  now  says  he 
is  going  to  meet  without  bringing  down  the  documents, 
In  the  third  place,  and  it  is  the  last  observation  I  will  make, 
the  hon.  gentleman,  in  order  to  make  out  any  case  at  all  for 
this  argument  of  his,  which  I  have  proved  to  be  no  argu¬ 
ment,  affirmed  that  the  half-breeds  were  still  in  insurrection, 
and  that  there  was  still  danger,  and  that  they  were 
still  and  would  be  still  inciting  the  Indian  population 
to  warfare.  That  must  strike  us  all  with  a  painful 
surprise,  because  we  have  observed,  with  feelings  of  gratifica- 
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tion,  I  am  sure,  that  the  General  in  command  had  freed 
a  large  number  of  persons  who  came  in,  and  told  them  to 
return  to  their  homes.  If  it  be  the  case,  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  stated,  that  the  half-breeds  are  still  organising,  I 
do  not  think  that  was  a  very  prudent  thing  to  do ;  but  I  do 
not  think  it  is  the  case.  I  adhere  to  the  statement  with 
whioh  I  opened  my  remarks  ;  I  believe  General  Middleton 
pursued  a  prudent  course ;  I  believe  there  was  no  danger, 
and  in  that,  as  in  other  respects,  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
argument  is  wholly  without  foundation. 

Motion  negatived  on  a  division. 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill 
(No.  103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  sub-section  3,  section  4, 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  move  in  amendment : 

That  after  the  word  “is,”  in  the  42nd  line,  page  5,  the  following 
Words  be  added rated  on  the  revised  assessment  roll. 

He  said :  I  think  this  is  necessary  in  order  to  prevent  the 
manufacturing  of  votes.  If  a  man  is  not  rated  at  all,  but 
simply  tells  the  revising  barriscer  that  he  is  the  owner  of 
property  in  any  municipality,  a  revising  barrister  may  put 
him  on  the  list,  and  there  will  be  no  means  of  ascertaining 
that  he  has  been  improperly  put  on,  unless  by  taking  the 
trouble  to  refer  to  the  registry  office.  There  will  be  no 
difficulty  in  the  case  of  a  man  who  is  rated  on  the  assessors’ 
list,  because  it  is  not  likely  he  would  desire  to  be  taxed 
unless  he  had  some  vested  interest. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  think  this  is  a  very  important  amendment. 
It  will  secure,  at  all  events,  that  which  we  have  been  con¬ 
tending  should  be  the  rule  in  making  the  voters’  list,  namely, 
that  the  primary  valuations  should  be  made  by  the  municipal 
authorities.  A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  the  alleged 
unfairness  of  Grit  assessors,  and  something  might  be  said 
about  the  alleged  unfairness  of  Tory  assessors;  but  as 
between  the  revising  officer  and  the  assessor,  whether  Grit 
or  Tory,  the  latter  would  be  less  likely  to  be  mistaken  or  be 
guilty  of  wrong-doing,  since  his  term  of  office  is  only 
for  one  year,  and  he  is  immediately  amenable  to  the  people 
and  resides  among  them.  The  valuation  by  assessors  is 
more  likely  to  be,  on  the  average,  fair  and  non-partisan  than 
the  assessment  by  the  revising  officer,  because  every  rural 
electoral  division  contains  several  municipalities,  and  the 
chances  are  equal  that  the  number  of  Grit  assessors 
will  be  balanced  by  the  number  of  Tory  assessors,  or 
vice  versd.  It  is  true  that  politics  is  sometimes  intro¬ 
duced  into  municipal  affairs,  but  it  is  only  spasmodi¬ 
cally,  and  generally  municipal  councillors  are  elected 
for  their  services  to  the  municipality,  or  in  the  hope  that 
they  will  render  good  service  to  the  municipality.  In 
my  own  township,  which  is  a  strong  Reform  township,  we 
have  for  years,  at  a  time,  elected  a  Conservative  reeve, 
and  sometimes  we  have  had  a  majority  of  Conservatives  in 
the  council,  and  the  same  thing  has  happened  in  other  town¬ 
ships,  where  the  majority  has  been  been  even  more  strongly 
Reform.  The  chances  are  as  great  that  the  assessor  will 
be  of  one  party  as  of  the  other.  In  any  case,  you  cannot 
expect  to  get  a  man  free  from  political  leanings,  because 
every  intelligent  man  has  them,  and  our  friends  opposite  do 
not  propose  to  have  the  valuation  made  by  a  perfectly 
impartial  person,  but  to  place  it  in  the  hands  of  one  who 
will  be  invariably  a  Conservative. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Hon.  gentlemen  applaud  that  idea,  and 
look  pleased  at  it,  but  I  do  not  think  they  can  ask  this  House 
Mr,  Blake. 


or  the  country  to  consider  the  position  which  they  have 
taken  logical  or  fair.  They  object  to  allowing  assessors  to 
value  property  because  they  may  be  partisans,  and  they 
propose  to  leave  the  valuation  in  every  case  in  the  hands  of 
one  who  is  sure  to  be  a  partisan.  Another  objection  raised 
to  the  valuation  by  municipal  assessors  is  that  they  are  in  the 
habit  of  valuing  too  low,  and  that  in  this  way  the  franchise 
will  be  restricted  ;  but,  in  regard  to  properties  of  small 
value,  the  assessors  generally  estimate  them  more  nearly 
at  their  actual  value  than  they  do  properties  of  larger  value. 
Even  if  the  assessor  fails  to  do  his  duty  in  this  respect,  the 
judges,  when  they  are  appealed  to,  will  always  adopt 
the  basis  laid  down  in  the  law,  and  are  in  the  habit  of 
taking  evidence  as  to  the  actual  value,  and  so  correcting 
any  mistake  which  the  assessors  may  have  made.  I 
contend,  therefore,  that  there  is  much  less  liability  to 
partiality  on  the  part  of  the  assessor  than  on  the  part  of 
the  revising  officer,  and  that  there  is  much  less  liability 
to  actual  error  on  the  part  of  the  former,  because  he  is 
an  actual  resident  and  knows  the  land  personally,  and 
knows  what  land  is  worth  in  the  particular  neigh¬ 
borhood  better  than  a  revising  officer  could  possibly  do.  In 
the  third  place,  I  contend  it  will  be  just  as  easy,  in  fact 
easier,  to  rectify  any  errors  of  judgment  the  assessor  might 
make,  or  any  breaches  of  trust  of  which  he  might  be  guilty, 
than  it  would  be  to  correct  the  errors  of  the  revising  officer. 
In  the  case  of  the  assessor,  his  mistakes,  intentional  or 
otherwise,  would  probably  affect  both  sides  equally  in  the 
constituency,  and  both  sides  would  have  to  bear  the  cost  of 
correction  ;  but  the  mistakes  of  the  revising  officer,  inten¬ 
tional  or  other  otherwise,  would  probably  be  to  the  detri¬ 
ment  of  the  Opposition  party  only,  and  the  cost  of  correct¬ 
ing  his  blunders  or  wrong-doing  would  fall  exclusively  upon 
that  party. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  My  object  in  making  this  amendment 
was  to  guard  against  the  manufacture  of  faggot  votes.  In 
England  a  law  has  been  passed  providing  that  a  man  must 
show  that  he  has  paid  taxes  in  the  year  previous  to  the  time 
when  he  requires  to  be  put  upon  the  list,  that  he  has  been 
put  upon  the  assessment  roll  and  pays  taxes.  I  wish  to 
provide  some  similar  safeguard.  For  instance,  supposing  a 
man  desires  to  be  placed  upon  the  list,  he  may  get  some  per¬ 
son  to  convey  to  him,  for  the  time  being,  a  piece  of  property. 
It  is  not  necessary  that  the  deed  shall  be  registered,  and  he 
produces  it,  before  the  revising  officer  and  claims  to  be  put 
upon  the  list.  The  revising  officer  is  not  supposed  to  visit 
the  registration  office  to  see  if  the  deed  is  bond  fide  or  not. 
He  accepts  the  document  as  primd  facie  evidence  that  the 
man  owns  the  property.  I  have  pointed  out  a  loop  whereby 
deeds  might  be  manufactured  and  give  parties  a  chance  to 
get  put  upon  the  list  when  they  had  no  right  to  it. 

Mr.  BAIN.  I  suppose  it  would  be  hardly  fair  to  ask  the 
First  Minister  to  amend  this  clause,  so  as  to  make  assess¬ 
ment  rolls  absolute  with  reference  to  the  value  of  property  ; 
but  I  do  think  it  might  be  fairly  taken  as  the  basis  upon 
which  these  rolls  are  made  up.  I  think  it  would  not  be 
equitable  to  make  them  final.  There  might  be  cases  in 
which  it  would  be  only  fair,  if  an  appeal  remained  in  the 
hands  of  a  revising  officer,  or  of  the  county  judge.  But  I  do 
think,  speaking  for  my  own  Province,  the  assessment  rolls  in 
the  various  municipalities  should  be  the  basis  of  the  voters’ 
list.  I  presume  there  are  cases  in  which  the  assessors  are  par¬ 
tisan,  and  might,  perhaps,  do  scant  justice  to  those  opposed  to 
them  in  politics.  But  it  is  to  be  remembered  that  they  are 
under  the  control  of  the  municipal  council,  and  parties 
aggrieved  with  their  assessment  have  an  opportunity  of 
appealing  from  him  to  the  council.  I  think  that,  when  the  roll 
finally  comes  from  the  court  of  revision,  it  might  be  accepted 
as  a  fair  and  equitable  valuation  of  property  in  the  municipal¬ 
ities.  With  respect  to  the  properties  which  are  placed  at  the 
low  assessment  of  $150,  or  $200,  my  own  municipal  experi- 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2053 


ence  leads  me  to  the  view  that,  as  a  rule,  those  properties 
are  oftener  valued  to  their  full  amount  than  any  other 
properties  that  go  upon  the  roll.  There  is  a  tendency  on 
the  part  of  parties  who  possess  properties  that  are  worth 
just  about  enough  to  qualify  them  to  vote  to  feel  aggrieved 
if  they  are  placed  a  little  below  that  amount. 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  take  the 
assessment  roll  as  the  guide,  in  the  first  instance,  I  do  not 
see  that  he  could  have  any  objections  to  the  amendment  of 
my  hon.  friend.  If  he  desires  to  make  it  more  clearly  the 
guide  which  the  revising  officer  will  have  to  follow,  it  will 
be  of  great  advantage  to  adopt  this  rule.  It  will  entitle  par¬ 
ties  whose  names  are  upon  the  assessment  roll  to  go  upon 
the  list  as  a  matter  of  right,  in  the  first  instance,  and  then, 
if  it  is  found,  upon  investigation,  that  there  has  been  a 
change  of  proprietor  before  the  roll  is  finally  made  up,  it 
will  be  the  duty  of  the  party  in  whose  hands  the  property 
remains  to  establish  that  right,  but  it  will  give  to  the  party 
whose  name  is  upon  the  assessment  roll  a  primd  facie  right 
to  go  upon  the  voters’  list,  and  to  remain  there. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  we  can  alter 
this  clause,  because  it  would  interfere  with  the  other  form 
of  expression  which  we  have  already  passed,  with  regard  to 
cities  and  municipalities.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  remem¬ 
ber  that  in  the  registration  clause  it  is  provided  that  the 
assessment  roll  shall  be  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  value  of 
such  property. 

Mr.  BAIN.  When  the  rolls  are  made  up,  will  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer’s  clerk  place  all  those  tenants  on  the  voters’ 
list  which  appear  from  the  assessment  roll  to  occupy  pro¬ 
perty  of  sufficient  value  to  qualify  them  to  vote  if  they  had 
been  owneus  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think,  very  likely ;  but 
I  do  not  want  to  prejudice  the  matter. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  fact  that  a  different  form  has  been 
adopted  with  respect  to  the  preceding  clause  is  no  argu¬ 
ment  that  the  present  proposition  should  not  be  discussed 
on  its  merits,  and,  if  necessary,  the  preceding  clause  could 
be  changed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  effect  of  the  adoption 
of  this  motion  would  be  to  make  the  assessment  roll  abso¬ 
lute  evidence  of  the  right  to  vote,  and  no  name  could  be 
struck  off  and  no  name  added. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  That  is  not  so.  According  to  the  language 
of  this  amendment  the  assessment  roll  is  prima  facie  evidence 
of  value,  but  it  is  necessary  that  the  voter’s  name  shall 
appear  on  the  assessment  roll  before  it  can  be  placed  on  the 
voters’ list.  But  it  does  not  give  every  man  on  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll  the  right  to  vote,  because  it  is  declared  that  the 
actual  necessary  value  shall  exist.  If  the  qualification  is 
$200,  a  man  may  be  on  the  assessment  roll  for  $250;  but 
still  it  is  always  open  before  the  judge  revising  the  list  to 
show  that  the  property  is  only  worth  $150,  and  although 
the  man’s  name  is  on  the  assessment  roll  it  can  be  struck 
off  the  voters’  list.  In  like  manner,  a  name  may  be  on  the 
assessment  roll  for  $150  and  the  qualification  be  $200  ;  evi¬ 
dence  can  be  brought  to  show  that  the  property  is  worth 
$200  and  the  name  be  inserted  on  the  voters’  list. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Suppose  a  party  comes  before  a  revising 
officer  and  says :  I  have  obtained  a  transfer  of  property.  It 
was  assessed  on  1st  June,  and  on  1st  July  I  purchased  it. 
Does  the  hon.  gentleman  intend  that  the  party  who  has 
become  the  proprietor  of  the  property  shall  be  entitled  to 
have  his  name  substituted  for  that  of  the  owner  at  the  time 
the  assessment  was  made  ?  Does  he  intend  that  the  original 
proprietor  shall  stand  on  the  list  as  the  owner  when  the 
new  proprietor’s  name  appears  on  the  next  assessment 
roll  ? 
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Mr.  MILLS.  Then  one  of  two  things  must  happen, 
Either  both  parties  must  be  on  the  list  for  the  same  period, 
or  he  must  authorise  the  revising  officer  to  substitute  the 
new  for  the  old  proprietor.  Does  he  propose  to  do  that  at 
the  time  the  list  is  made  up,  or  must  the  party  appear  at 
the  revision  and  establish  his  right? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  object  to  that,  but  it  should  be 
made  absolutely  certain  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  officer  to 
put  the  owner’s  name  on  as  a  matter  of  right. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  we  have  done 
that. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Even  under  the  hon.  gentleman’s  under¬ 
standing,  I  do  not  think  that  the  amendment  would  do  any 
injustice,  because  the  assessment  roll  itself,  before  reaching 
the  stage  at  which  it  becomes  the  basis  of  the  voters’  list,  is 
subject  to  a  process  of  revision  and  appeal,  so  that  the 
voter  would  have  every  opportunity  of  having  himself 
assessed  at  the  right  figure  before  the  roll  was  finished. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  believe  the  First  Minister  is  correct  in 
his  view  of  the  effect  of  this  amendment,  but  if  it  were 
inserted  a  little  lower  down  I  think  it  would  meet  the  case. 
It  would  then  read  :  “  Is  the  owner  of  real  property  within 
any  such  electoral  district,  of  the  value  of  and  rated  on 
the  assesment  roll,  etc.” 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Supposing  it  is  not  rated  on  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  point  of  the  amendment  is,  that 
if  a  man  is  not  so  assessed  we  assume  he  is  not  worth  the 
amount. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  is  making  the  law  worse  than  the 
present  law  in  our  Province. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  No  ;  because  there  is  an  appeal. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  see  that  if  you 
put  those  words  in  you  make  it  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
person  to  be  assessed  on  the  roll  before  he  can  go  on  the 
list. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  He  can  have  the  assessment  corrected. 

Mr.  MILLS.  By  the  interpretation  clause,  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  will  see  that  the  roll  is  only  primd  facie  evidence  of 
value,  and  not  of  ownership,  so  it  does  not  touch  the  point 
raised  by  the  amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  time  to  consider 
that,  will  be  when  we  come  to  the  clause  with  regard  to 
the  revising  officers. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  admits  that  it  shall  be 
the  duty  of  the  officer  to  accept  the  value  on  the  assessment 
roll  as  primd  facie  evidence,  and  the  name  is  primd  facie  evi¬ 
dence  of  ownership. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  objection  to  that. 

Mr.  HACKETT.  As  we  have  no  compulsory  assessment 
rolls  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  the  effect  of  the  amendment 
would  be  to  disfranchise  the  whole  of  the  people  of  some 
counties. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  know  that 
special  provision  must  afterwards  be  made  for  cases  in 
which  there  is  no  assessment  roll. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  HACKETT.  Leave  the  Bill  as  it  i^  at  present,  and 
it  covers  the  whole  case. 

Amendment  negatived. 
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Mr.  MULOCK  moved  that  the  words  “  and  fifty  ”  be 
struck  out  of  the  third  paragraph  of  section  4.  The  effect 
of  that  would  be  to  make  the  qualification  in  rural  districts 
0100. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  I  hope  that  will  be  carried  ;  otherwise, 
this  clause  will  disfranchise  more  people  in  New  Brunswick 
than  any  other  clause  in  the  Bill.  In  that  Province  0100  real 
estate  has  been  the  qualification  for  many  years.  The  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  King)  the  other  night  made  a  state¬ 
ment  as  to  the  effect  of  the  clause  in  his  county.  He  said 
there  were  2,000  voters  in  Queen’s,  of  whom  some  427  wore 
qualified  on  property  between  0100  and  0150  in  value,  and 
*he  personal  qualification  in  this  Bill  will  disfranchise 
some  90  more,  making  a  difference  in  the  electorate  of 
some  20  per  cent.  I  do  not  say  that  all  of  thoso  will 
bo  disfranchised,  because  a  few  few  of  them  may 
be  enfranchised  under  other  clauses  of  the  Bill.  But  the 
larger  portion  will  be  left  off  the  list  altogether.  The 
county  of  Sunbury  adjoins  Queen’s,  on  the  west,  and  I 
think  the  circumstances  there  would  be  about  the  same. 
I  have  written  for  a  list  to  the  secretary-treasurer  of  the 
county,  and  I  believe  the  hon.  member  for  Charlotte  (Mr. 
Gillmor)  has  also  written  to  the  secretary-treasurer  of  his 
county;  but  we  have  not  yet  received  replies,  which  1 
regret,  because  I  believe  we  Bhall  be  able  to  show  that  a 
very  large  number  of  people  would  be  disfranchised  in  those 
counties.  When  we  are  taking  real  estate  as  the  basis  of 
the  franchise,  I  think  we  should  make  the  qualification  as 
low  as  it  is  in  the  Province  having  the  lowest  franchise.  In 
Ontario  and  New  Brunswick  I  believe  the  franchise  is  $100, 
and  other  Provinces  have  manhood  suffrage;  so  that  I  think 
it  would  only  be  fair  to  reduce  this  to  0100,  and  I  hope  the 
Prime  Minister  will  consent  to  the  amendment.  The  local 
member  for  the  county  of  York,  which  adjoins  my  county, 
writes  to  me  that  he  has  had  the  official  list  examined,  and 
that  of  3,000  or  3,500  electors  outside  of  the  city  of  Frederic¬ 
ton,  this  provision  will  disfranchise  804,  who  are  qualified 
either  on  0400  personal  property  or  on  between  0100 
and  0150  of  real  estate.  The  numbers  in  the  different 
parishes  who  will  be  disqualified,  be  gives  as  follows: — 
St.  Mary’s,  104 ;  Stanley,  96 ;  Southampton,  76;  Queensbury, 
32;  Kingsclear,  54;  Manvers  Sutton,  34;  New  Maryland, 
19;  North  Lake,  57 ;  Prince  William,  50;  Douglass,  HO ; 
Dumfries,  38 ;  Canterbury,  153 ;  and  Bright,  59;  and  he 
adds,  “  few  if  any  of  the  above  will  come  in  under  other 
clauses  of  the  Bill.”  As  Sunbury  is  between  the  counties  I 
have  mentioned,  I  presume  a  great  many  electors  would  be 
disfranchised  there,  as  well  as  in  many  other  counties  in 
the  Province.  In  the  district  where  I  live  you  might 
scarcely  find  a  man  for  miles  around  who  would  be  disfran¬ 
chised  ;  but  six  or  seven  miles  to  the  north,  in  the  back  dis¬ 
trict,  you  would  find  them  by  the  score.  They  live  on  very 
small  farms,  which  are  assessed  for$  100.  There  is  another 
class,  who  have  small  farms  near  coal  mines,  but  who  spend 
a  large  portion  of  the  year  in  the  mines.  I  think  this  Bill 
ought  to  take  all  these  classes  into  consideration. 

Mr.  TEMPLE.  I  would  prefer  to  see  the  qualification 
at  0100  ;  I  do  not  want  to  see  any  man  disfranchised,  but 
there  is  one  thing  to  be  taken  into  consideration,  and  that 
is  the  taxable  value.  Every  man  in  the  country  can  put 
his  property  down  in  order  to  have  it  assessed  low  and 
taxed  low,  but  when  you  come  to  the  real  value,  which  is 
the  value  to  be  taken  in  this  Bill,  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
difference  in  qualification  will  amount  to  anything,  I  think 
that  every  man  who  has  a  vote  now  will  have  a  vote  then 
on  that  qualification.  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any 
trouble  about  it,  and  I  am  not  afraid  to  meet  my  constitu¬ 
ents  on  that  ground.  I  would  rather  have  seen  it  at  0100, 
but  if  the  majority  is  in  favor  of  0150,  I  do  not  see  that  the 
difference  will  really  have  any  effect,  and  am  therefore  pre¬ 
pared  to  accept  the  higher  rate.  As  regards  the  statement 
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the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  N.B.,  (Mr.  King)  made  the 
other  night,  I  have  not  a  word  to  say  about  it ;  his  state¬ 
ment  may  be  correct,  but  if  so,  his  county  is  a  great  deal 
poorer  than  I  understood  it  was,  since  this  qualification  will 
disfranchise  427  of  his  constituents  out  of  a  possible  2,000 
votes.  That  seems  to  mo  a  V8ry  poor  representation  for  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  make  of  his  county.  To  make  his  case 
stronger,  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.  (Mr. 
Davies)  and  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr. 
Cameron)  also  got  up,  although  they  knew  nothing  about 
the  county,  not  half  as  much  as  I  do.  My  view  is  that  where 
there  is  so  much  protesting,  the  truth  is  generally  lost.  As 
regards  the  county  of  York,  N.B.,  the  hon.  gentleman  says 
there  are  about  4,500  votes  in  it ;  it  just  happens  there  is 
within  a  trifle  of  5,000  votes  ;  and  taking  the  same  ratio  of 
disfranchisement  as  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  says  this 
Bill  will  operate  in  his  county,  1,000  votes  would  be  the 
disfranchisement  in  my  county.  I  do  not  believe  that,  even 
admitting  the  ability  of  the  Attorney-General  of  New 
Brunswick.  I  know  him  of  old  ;  he  is  a  firm  Grit,  and  so  I 
do  not  place  much  faith  in  him.  Of  course,  he  takes  the 
assessment  roll,  which  is  based  on  taxable  property;  but 
take  the  Bill  as  it  is,  basod  on  real  property,  and  the  real 
value  will  be  just  about  the  same  as  it  is  now.  As  regards 
the  increased  vote  which  the  Bill  will  give,  I  think  it  is 
going  to  enfranchise  at  least  1,000  in  my  county,  judging 
from  what  I  have  seen  of  the  measure  and  the  arguments  I 
have  heard  on  both  sides.  But  admitting  the  other  view, 
that  taken  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  the  Bill  will 
disfranchise  1,000  people  in  my  constituency,  the  people 
would  never  stand  it.  They  would  not  send  me  back  here 
next  time.  Every  Conservative  in  the  Province  would  be 
wiped  out,  and  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  have  a  free 
course.  With  reference  to  the  extension  of  the  franchise,  I 
believe  the  Bill  is  right.  That  has  been  my  view  from  the 
first,  and  I  am  ready  to  meet  my  constituents  on  that 
ground. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  a  little  incorrect 
in  saying  that  hon.  members  on  this  side  had  tried  to  put 
an  extreme  value  on  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Queen’s,  N.B,  (Mr.  King). 

Mr.  TEMPLE.  I  did  not  say  extreme ;  I  only  said  you 
were  trying  to  help  him. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
required  any  help,  for  all  that  was  necessary  was  what  he 
gave,  a  bare  statement  of  the  facts,  and  these  facts  he 
obtained  from  the  secretary-treasurer  of  his  county.  %  There 
was  no  party  feeling,  no  attempt  to  exaggerate  or  to  throw 
dust  in  peoples’  eyes,  and  if  the  statements  were  incorrect 
the  hon.  member  for  York,  N.B.  (Mr.  Temple),  could  have 
sent  a  communication  to  Queen’s  county  and  found  out 
whether  the  secretary  had  over  stated  the  case  or  not.  Un¬ 
less  the  hon.  gentleman  is  prepared  to  controvert  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  King),  by  some 
evidence,  he  should  not  be  so  ready  to  contradict  it.  With 
respect  to  his  own  county,  certain  statements  have  been 
read,  coming  from  the  Attorney  General,  of  facts  taken 
from  the  lists.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  never  looked 
at  the  list  and  never  had  communication  with  anybody,  but 
that  he  does  not  place  confidence  in  the  statement  of 
the  Attorney  General.  Surely,  when  we  are  fixing 
the  clauses  of  a  Bill  it  is  not  a  question  as  to 
which  side  of  politics  a  man  belongs,  and  when 
the  Attorney  General  has  stated  that  the  Bill  will  dis¬ 
franchise  800  or  900  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  constituents, 
the  hon.  gentleman,  if  he  is  sincere  in  his  desire  not  to  dis¬ 
franchise  anybody,  is  derelict  in  his  duty  in  allowing  the  Bill 
to  go  through  without  taking  the  means  to  ascertain  whether 
the  statement  was  correct,  and  if  it  be  correct,  without  using 
his  influence  to  prevent  such  disfranchisement.  It  is  [no 
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answer  to  a  written  statement  to  say  that  you  do  not  believe 
it.  Until  it  is  controverted  by  some  tangible  testimony,  I 
assume  that  the  members  of  the  committee,  on  both  sides, 
will  act  upon  the  statement  of  the  Attorney-General  of  the 
Province.  The  hon.  gentleman  opposite  says  he  is  in  favor 
of  reducing  the  amount  of  qualification  from  $150  to  $100, 
but  that,  after  all,  as  the  assessed  value  is  lower  than  the 
real  value,  it  will  not  make  much  difference.  The  assess¬ 
ment  roll,  containing  the  assessed  value,  is  the  primd  facie 
evidence  for  the  revising  barrister,  and  if  a  property  is 
assessed  at  $100  the  duty  will  be  thrown  on  every  one  of 
these  800  men  to  bring  evidence  to  show  that  the  assessed 
value  is  not  the  real  value.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  wish 
that  that  should  be  the  result  ?  Why  does  he  not  use  his 
influence  with  the  Government  to  induce  them  to  adopt  the 
amendment  ? 

Mr.  TEMPLE.  I  would  rather  see  the  amount  $100  than 
$150,  but  I  abide  by  the  decision  of  the  majority  of  the 
committee.  I  am  only  one  here.  I  am  not  like  the  hon. 
gentleman  there,  who  seems  to  control  the  whole  House. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  do  not  think  I  have  attempted  to  con¬ 
trol  the  whole  House.  I  think  I  am  just  as  modest  in  the 
expression  of  my  views  as  the  hon.  gentleman  is.  I  wish 
he  would  use  his  influence,  or  is  he  only  throwing  dust  in 
the  eyes  of  his  constituents,  and  pretending  that  he  is  in 
favor  of  this,  when  he  really  is  not  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Order. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  There  is  no  imputation  in  that.  If  there 
is  to  be  a  choice  made  between  the  two  alternatives,  I  would 
not  assume  that  the  one  which  disparages  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  the  correct  one. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  is  refreshing  to  see  how  eagerly,  and  at 
the  same  time  good-naturedly,  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen’s, 
P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies)  always  rushes  into  the  breach  after  a  mem¬ 
ber  on  that  side  from  New  Brunswick  has  spoken,  as  if  he 
thought  sufficient  force  had  not  been  given  to  the  proposi¬ 
tions  advanced.  I  am  sure  that  the  members  from  New 
Brunswick  will  appreciate  his  kind  services.  It  looks  as  if 
he  expected  to  lead  that  branch  of  the  House  from  the 
Maritime  Provinces,  and  i  do  not  doubt  that  he  is  well 
fitted  to  do  it.  He  will  see  that  a  mere  statement  taken 
from  the  assessment  roll,  as  it  now  exists  in  one  of  our 
counties,  is  not  a  sufficient  proof  that  under  this  Bill  the 
number  named  will  be  disfranchised.  When  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  King),  stated  that 
427  would  be  disfranchised  on  that  basis,  the  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s  P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies),  made  the  mistake  of  tak¬ 
ing  that  as  absolute  proof,  but  it  is  not. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  It  is  primd  facie ,  at  all  events. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  No;  it  is  not  even  primd  facie  evidence. 
In  my  own  county  there  is  always  a  difference  between 
the  assessed  and  the  actual  value.  The  reason  is  plain.  If 
a  man  can  have  his  property  assessed  at  a  sufficient  valua¬ 
tion  to  give  him  a  vote  he  would  rather  not  be  assessed  at 
a  higher  amount,  because  he  wishes  to  save  the  taxes.  In 
the  back  settlements  of  our  counties,  because  the  settlers 
are  deprived  of  privileges  of  market  and  communication 
which  the  front  settlers  possess,  there  is  a  disposition,  in 
order  to  make  them  some  sort  of  compensation,  to  assess 
their  property  relatively  lower  than  property  of  equal  value 
in  the  front  settlements.  When  the  Attorney  General  of  New 
Brunswick  stated  that  1,000  or  so  would  be  disqualified  in 
York  county  alone,  he  did  not  know  what  would  be  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  Bill,  because  they  have  been  considerably 
modified  in  the  way  of  lowering  the  franchise  since  we  went 
into  committee,  and  he  does  not  know  what  other  modifica¬ 
tions  may  be  made  until  the  committee  passes  upon  them. 
He  stated  also  that  he  had  not  made  a  critical  examination 


of  the  list,  in  order  to  see  how  many  of  these  men  would  be 
enfranchised  under  the  other  clauses  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  am  always  glad  when  a  reference  is 
made  to  New  Brunswick,  because  it  is  like  pouring  oil  upon 
the  waters ;  the  House  is  always  quiet  upon  such  an  occa¬ 
sion.  I  was  surprised  at  the  statement  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  King),  but  no  one  can  doubt  that, 
according  to  the  list  he  has  given,  these  people  would  be 
disfranchised,  unless  another  valuation  was  put  upon  the 
property.  When  a  statement  came  from  the  hon .  member 
for  iSunbury  (Mr.  Burpee)  substantiating  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  it  looked  very  alarming,  if  it 
were  going  to  disfranchise  a  great  many  electors.  I  have 
written  to  Charlotte,  and  I  do  not  know  whether  an  equal 
number  would  not  be  disqualified  in  that  county.  If  so,  it 
is  a  very  serious  consideration,  and  I  am  sure  that  if  the 
First  Minister  believed  he  was  going  to  disfranchise  one- 
fourth  of  that  number  he  would  remedy  the  matter,  if  he 
possibly  could.  With  regard  to  this  valuation  for  taxes,  I 
am  aware  that  it  may  not  be,  perhaps,  the  actual  value,  but 
it  does  not  make  any  difference  whether  it  is  the  actual 
value  or  a  value  put  on  for  assessment ;  because,  as  long  as 
the  valuation  of  one  man’s  property  is  relative  to  another, 
then  it  is  equal.  If  you  have  a  certain  amount  of  money 
to  raise,  you  have  only  to  raise  the  percentage  if  it  is 
lower,  or  to  lessen  it  if  it  is  higher.  Therefore,  you  might 
make  a  new  valuation,  and  raise  a  man’s  property  which  is 
valued  at  $100  up  to  $150.  I  am  myself  not  aware  of  any 
properties,  with  a  house  and  buildings  upon  them,  that  could 
possibly  be  valued  at  $100,  but  we  find  when  we  go  to  the 
list  that  there  are  a  good  many  such.  Now,  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  leader  of  the  Government  why  he  could  not  put  it 
at  $100.  If  he  feels  it  is  going  to  disfranchise  some  who 
ought  to  vote  he  might  make  the  change.  Now,  we  have 
voted  on  real  estate  for  half  a  century,  and  a  man  who  had 
any  interest  at  all  in  real  estate  has  always  been  allowed  to 
vote.  Really  this  clause  alarms  me,  for  there  are  a  good 
many  owning  real  estate  that  cannot  come  up  to  $150,  and 
will  be  disqualified  under  this  Bill.  I  do  not  think  my  hon. 
friends  opposite  want  to  do  that,  and  if  they  have  any 
influence  with  the  First  Minister  they  should  induce  him 
to  reduce  the  qualification  on  real  estate.  I  agree  that  it 
will  not  disqualify  all  this  number,  but  I  am  afraid  it  will 
disqualify  a  very  considerable  number.  Take  it  all  in  all, 
however,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  I  do  not  think  the 
number  of  voters  will  be  reduced.  In  my  own  county, 
even  if  some  who.  vote  now  upon  a  property  qualification  of 
$100  were  thrown  off,  I  cannot  resist  tho  impression,  in  fact, 
I  am  satisfied,  that  the  increase  in  the  number  of  those  who 
will  come  in  under  the  tenant  vote  will  considerably  add 
to  the  list.  But  that  does  not  help  the  case,  with  regard  to 
those  who  have  voted  upon  personal  property.  Real  property 
qualification  for  all  is  not  the  best  qualification,  but  it  has 
always  been  considered  so,  and  my  hon.  friends  do  not  want 
to  reduce  that.  I  hope  the  leader  of  the  Government  will 
yield  to  my  arguments.  But  whether  he  is  disposed  to  or 
not,  I  am  disposed  to  try  and  get  him  to  do  so,  without  pro¬ 
voking  him  to  refuse  it.  When  I  want  to  get  anything,  I 
want  to  deal  generously,  and  I  expect  a  generous  response. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Oil  is  better  than  vinegar. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  always  use  it  until  vinegar  is  neces¬ 
sary,  and  when  vinegar  is  necessary  I  can  use  it  as  well  as 
any  other  man. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  Two  hon.  gentlemen  from  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  have  spoken  as  if  property  in  New  B  unswick  was 
valued  much  below  the  actual  value.  Now,  I  think  I  know 
as  much  about  making  up  the  lists  as  either  of  them.  In 
New  Brunswick  we  have  three  valuators,  who  are  appointed 
by  the  county  council.  They  go  through  the  county  every 
few  years  and  value  the  whole  county,  to  the  best  of  their 
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judgment.  After  that,  every  year  the  assessor  makes  up  a 
list  and  revises  it  annually  after  the  valuator,  and  I  do  not 
think  the  valuation  will  be  much  increased,  even  under  a 
revising  barrister.  Now,  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  First  Minister  to  the  fact  that  this  clause  will  dis¬ 
franchise  a  large  number  of  people  who  live  on  the  farm,  who 
are  the  bone  and  sinew  of  the  country,  and  whom  we  want 
to  retain  in  the  country,  though  I  admit  it  will  enfranchise  a 
good  many  others.  I  refer  to  tenants.  Tenants  in  houses 
who  pay  $2  a  month  will  be  enfranchised.  But  these  are, 
comparatively  speaking,  a  floating  population,  and  do  not 
live  in  the  same  house  more  than  a  year  or  two.  Now,  why 
enfranchise  them  while  you  disfranchise  the  honest  yeoman 
of  the  country,  who  works  the  land  and  has  buildings  of  his 
own  ?  You  may  enfranchise  a  few  Indians  in  New  Bruns¬ 
wick — perhaps  40  or  50  in  the  county  of  York.  In  the 
county  of  Sunbury  I  do  not  know  whether  there  will  be  half 
a  dozen.  It  will  enfranchise  some  householders,  but  I  do  not 
know  of  any  other  class,  in  the  country  districts. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  In  my  own  county  I  have  in  my  mind’s 
eye  now  those  who  live  on  real  property,  those  who  have 
farms  so  little  that  they  can  hardly  call  them  farms,  and 
which  may  not  possibly  be  worth  $100.  It  may  be  true  that 
their  farm  and  house  are  not  worth  more  than  $100,  but  it  is 
equally  true  that  no  man  can  live  and  keep  his  family  on  a 
farm  which,  combined  with  the  house,  is  not  worth  more 
than  $100.  I  know  there  are  persons  of  that  description. 
They  have  a  small  house,  in  which  their  family  lives,  but 
they  get  their  living  from  earnings  in  quite  a  different 
direction,  and  il  their  earnings  do  not  come  up  to  sufficient 
to  meet  the  qualification  required  by  this  Bill,  when  finally 
passed,  I  shall  be  very  much  mistaken. 

Mr.  TROW.  The  system  of  valuation  in  New  Brunswick 
seems  to  be  preferable  to  that  in  Ontario — it  being  a  system 
under  which  valuator  go  round  and  value  property  every 
three  years.  The  assertion  that  hundreds  of  persons  will 
be  disfranchised  under  this  clause  is  well  worthy  of  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  Government.  The  qualification  under  the 
local  Act  of  New  Brunswick  is  $100,  the  same  as  in  Ontario. 
I  favor  the  reduction  to  $100. 

Mr.  MOFFAT.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  in  error  in  stating 
that  valuators  go  round  every  three  years.  New  Brunswick 
had  legislation  with  respect  to  municipal  corporations  some 
nine  years  ago,  and  the  law  provides  that  a  valuation  should 
be  made  every  five  years,  for  the  purpose  of  equalising  the 
amount  paid  by  each  parish. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  changes  made  in  this 
Bill  have  been  secured  through  the  Opposition  standing  up 
for  the  people  and  demanding  their  rights,  and  the  fact  that 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  realised  the  fact  that  they 
will  have  to  answer  for  this  Bill  before  their  constituents, 
the  qualification  has  been  reduced  from  $400  to  $300  in 
regard  to  income.  I  pointed  out  that,  under  the  Bill  as 
drawn,  it  would  disfranchise  hundreds  in  my  own  town.  A 
great  many  of  these  will  be  enabled  to  vote  on  account  of 
the  change,  but  some  will  still  be  shut  out.  The  people  will 
recognise  that  they  are  indebted  to  the  Opposition  for  hav¬ 
ing  secured  to  them  rights  of  which  the  Government  and 
their  supporters  sought  to  deprive  them.  I  do  not  know 
that  the  $150  qualification  will  apply  with  such  force  to 
Ontario  as  to  some  other  Provinces ;  but  this  House  has 
been  informed  that  unless  the  amendment  is  adopted  a 
large  number  of  persons  in  New  Brunswick  will  be  dis¬ 
franchised.  The  Opposition  maintain  that  the  Government 
have  no  right  to  take  away  the  right  to  vote  from  anyone. 
I  support  the  amendment. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Oil  and  vinegar  policy  would  do  very  well  if 
we  were  approaching  some  absolute  monarch  and  asking 
favors.  But  we  are  sitting  here  as  representatives  of  the 
people,  seeking  to  preserve  their  rights  and  liberties,  The 
Mr.  Burpee. 


hon.  member  for  Sunbury  (Mr.  Burpee)  has  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  he  has  obtained  information  from  the  local 
member  that  804  persons  at  present  qualified  to  vote  will  be 
disfranchised  under  this  provision  of  the  Bill.  An  hon. 
gentleman  says  he  does  not  think  that  is  the  case.  But  no 
reason  has  been  stated,  and  it  is  not  asserted  that  he  has 
taken  the  trouble  to  make  enquiries  as  to  the  assessment 
between  $100  and  $150.  And  how  many  are  entitled  to 
vote  on  personal  property  who  will  be  wholly  disfranchised 
by  this  Bill  ?  Has  he  taken  the  trouble  to  find  whether  the 
fact  is  really  as  represented  by  his  colleague  in  the  Local 
Legislature,  that  804  free  men,  who  are  now  entitled  to 
exercise  the  electoral  franchise,  will  be  deprived  of  that 
privilege.  Now,  it  is  not  a  matter  which  we  can  regard 
with  complacency.  A  man,  if  his  house  is  on  fire,  does  not 
sit  down  in  the  burning  building  to  ascertain  how  the  fire 
originated,  or  say  that  he  does  not  know  how  it  began, 
and  he  will  not  trouble  himself  about  the  matter.  We  owe 
a  duty  to  our  constituents.  A  serious  responsibility  rests 
upon  us  ;  we  are  put  here  as  the  guardians  of  the  liberties 
of  those  who  sent  us  here,  and  unless  a  man  has  committed 
an  offence  against  the  election  law,  or  made  himself  liable 
to  the  penalties  of  the  law,  we  have  no  right  to  disfranchise 
him  without  his  consent.  But  here  is  a  proposition  to  take 
from  the  people  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  county,  and  in 
all  probability  the  people  of  other  counties  in  his  own  Pro¬ 
vince,  and  in  a  large  proportion  over  the  entire  Dominion, 
the  right  to  vote,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  treat 
the  matter  with  perfect  indifference.  He  says :  I  would  like 
to  see  the  franchise  fixed  at  $100,  but  I  am  going  to  abide 
by  the  voice  of  the  majority;  I  will  stand  by  $150,  which  I 
do  not  like,  because  the  majority  are  going  to  vote  that  way. 
The  hon.  gentleman’s  complacency  reminds  me  of  a  story 
told  in  the  annals  of  Pennsylvania,  about  a  farmer’s  son 
who  was  lost  in  the  winter  time.  The  farmer  was  asked 
why  he  did  not  make  an  effort  to  find  his  son,  and  he  replied 
that  if  his  son  found  his  way  back  to  a  neighbor’s 
house  he  was  all  right ;  but  if  not,  that  the  weather  was 
so  cold  he  was  frozen  to  death,  and  he  would  not  trouble 
himself  about  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  taken  the  disfran¬ 
chisement  of  this  large  number  of  the  electors  of  his  county 
with  as  much  coolness  as  the  Pennsylvania  farmer  did  in  that 
case.  Then  we  had  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Foster) 
appearing  on  the  stage  in  a  new  character.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  comes  forward  and  he  says  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s,  P.E.I. :  What  business  have  you  interfering  in  this 
domestic  affair  ?  This  is  a  matter  which  concerns  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  New  Brunswick.  In  an  early  part  of  the  discus¬ 
sion  that  hon.  gentleman  forgot  that  there  were  provincial 
lines  at  all;  he  wished  them  obiiterated;  this  Dominion 
was  a  sort  of  political  mosaic,  the  lines  of  which  wore  too 
distinctly  visible,  and  he  wanted  them  erased,  and  this 
country  made  one  grand  unit.  Now,  he  says  :  What  busi¬ 
ness  have  you  to  interfere  here  in  a  provincial  matter? 
We  are  not  sitting  here  representing  Canada  as  a  unit, 
but  we  are  here  representing  the  different  Provinces. 
I  am  herefrom  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick,  and  why 
do  you  interfere  with  the  affairs  of  that  Province? 
The  hon.  gentleman’s  practice  to-night,  and  his  precept  on 
a  former  evening,  do  not  agree;  his  magniloquent  views  put 
forward  a  few  evenings  ago  are  altogether  dissipated.  He 
has  made  a  new  departure,  or  rather  he  has  resiled  back 
to  the  position  he  occupied  when  this  Bill  was  introduced 
for  discussion.  One  hon.  gentleman  said  that  he  believed 
1,000  names  would  be  added  to  the  roll  in  his  county  under 
this  Bill.  Great  is  the  hon.  gentleman’s  faith !  It  would, 
perhaps,  be  enough  to  save  him  at  another  election,  if  it 
were  well  founded.  But  what  evidence  has  he  given  to 
show  that  it  is  well  founded  ?  Why,  Sir,  it  is  the  duty  of 
hon.  gentlemen  on  that  side,  if  the  law  of  compensation,  so 
miscalled,  applied  in  this  case — it  would  be  the  duty  of 
those  gentlemen  who  come  here  and  ask  us  to  adopt  pro- 
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visions  of  this  sort,  to  establish  beyond  controversy  that 
that  is  the  case.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  First  Min¬ 
ister,  when  ho  introduced  this  Bill,  to  have  explained 
its  precise  effects,  in  the  way  of  enfranchisement  or 
disfranchisement  in  every  Province.  Has  the  commit¬ 
tee  any  evidence  of  that  sort  ?  What  evidence  is  there 
that  the  liberties  of  free  men,  of  Englismen  under  an  English 
system  of  parliamentary  government,  shall  not  be  taken 
from  them,  when  they  have  committed  no  offence,  when  they 
have  exhibited  public  spirit,  by  exercising  the  franchise, 
and  their  ability  likely  to  discharge  their  duty — I  say  upon 
what  principle  of  law  or  morals  are  those  people  to  be  dis¬ 
franchised  ?  Sir,  these  gentlemen  ought  not  to  come  here 
with  vague  generalities  in  addressing  the  committee.  They 
ought  to  be  prepared  with  facts,  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Sunbury  has  shown  himself  to  be  prepared  with  facts. 
What  evidence  have  these  gentlemen  presented  to  show 
that  the  effects  of  this  provision  will  not  be  what  was 
stated  by  the  hon.  member  for  Sunbury.  And  if  it  is  so,  and 
hon.  gentlemen  could  show  that  the  effect  of  the  law  would 
be  to  put  on  a  number  equal  to  that  taken  off,  so  long  as 
they  could  not  show  that  it  puts  on  precisely  the  samo  men 
they  answer  nothing.  There  may  be  good  reasons  for  put¬ 
ting  on  some  who  are  not  on  now,  but  what  are  the  reasons 
for  taking  off  those  men  who  now  have  the  franchise  ?  We 
do  not  send  our  neighbors  to  the  penitentiary  who 
commit  no  crime ;  we  do  not  deprive  a  man  of  his 
property  without  compensation,  when  it  is  needed  for  the 
purpose  of  the  State,  and  upon  what  theory,  then,  do  we, 
who  are  the  servants  of  the  people,  to  whom  a  great  trust 
has  been  committed  by  those  to  whom  the  law  has  commit¬ 
ted  the  question  of  deciding  who  shall  represent  the  people 
of  the  whole  country  in  Parliament— upon  what  ground  do 
we  exercise  the  right  of  taking  from  them  a  great  privilege 
which  they  have  not  misused,  an  important  trust  which 
they  have  not  violated  ?  I  say  it  is  of  the  utmost  conse¬ 
quence  that  these  hon.  gentlemen  should  begin  to  under¬ 
stand  that  the  right  of  voting  is  a  most  important  right, 
something  which  ought  to  be  valued,  and  that  if  we,  repre¬ 
senting  the  people  of  this  country,  do  not  show  by  our  con¬ 
duct  that  we  place  a  high  estimation  on  an  elective  franchise, 
how  can  we  expect  the  people  to  do  so?  How  can  we  sup¬ 
pose  that  they  will  loyally  guard  those  free  institutions 
which  have  been  committed  to  us  by  the  mother  country  ? 
This  is  a  serious  matter ;  it  is  a  matter  we  ought  carefully 
to  consider.  It  is  not  a  question  which  involves  the  fate  of 
the  Opposition  or  the  fate  of  the  Government,  merely;  it  is 
a  question  which  involves  the  maintenance,  on  a  broad  and 
permanent  basis,  of  representative  government  in  the 
country ;  and  that  being  so,  every  hon.  gentleman  should 
throw  aside  his  party  inclinations  for  the  time  being,  and 
should  regard  this  as  a  matter  of  such  consequence  that  he 
would  no  more  think  of  taking  from  a  man,  who  has  not 
violated  the  law,  the  franchise  he  possesses,  than  he  would  of 
breaking  into  a  neighbor’s  house  and  taking  his  property  at 
midnight.  Until  we  approach  the  question  in  this  spirit  we 
shall  not  be  able  properly  to  discharge  our  duty.  The  hon. 
First  Minister,  before  he  proposes  to  increase  the  qualification 
and  disfranchise  any  class  of  the  community,  ought  to  show 
a  sufficient  cause,  which  he  has  not  done.  In  Prince  Edward 
Island  and  British  Columbia  there  is  no  property  qualifica¬ 
tion  at  all,  and  even  with  $  100  he  will  disfranchise  some ;  but 
in  the  Provinces  of  Ontario,  Manitoba  and  New  Brunswick, 
embracing  2,500,000  people,  more  than  half  the  population  of 
the  whole  Dominion,  the  qualification  is  now  $100,  and  if 
he  fixes  it  at  $100,  he  will  fix  it  as  high  as  it  is  already  for 
2,500,030  people.  Then,  why  disfranchise  a  considerable 
number  of  people  ?  If  the  hon.  gentleman  looks  at  the 
voters’  lists  in  the  Provineo  of  Ontario,  he  will  find 
that  a  considerable  number  of  persons  who  are  entitled  to 
vote  at  municipal  elections  are  not  entitled  to  vote  for 
members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  showing  that  there  are 
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a  large  class  of  people  who  hold  property  valued  at  less 
than  $150.  Now,  the  burden  of  proof  is  on  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  to  show  that  these  people  are  unfit  to  exercise  the 
electoral  franchise,  or  have  abused  it,  before  this  right  shall 
be  taken  away  from  them.  The  only  justification  for  such  a 
course  is  the  paramount  safety  of  the  State — that  the  State 
itself  is  injured  by  the  existing  condition  of  affairs,  which 
has  not  heretofore  been  shown. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  did  not  find  fault  with  the  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.,  for  coming  to  the  front,  I  congratulated 
him  on  doing  so ;  but  I  was  naturally  jealous  of  the  talent  and 
ability  of  my  hon.  friends  from  New  Brunswick.  I  hope 
my  hon.  friend  will  long  live  to  represent  his  people  and  his 
party  in  the  House,  and  if  a  time  should  come  when  ho 
should  not  be  able  to  get  a  seat  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  I 
hope  he  will  come  to  New  Brunswick,  and  we  shall  do  the 
best  we  can  to  get  him  a  seat.  The  hon.  member  for  Both° 
well  is  nothing  if  he  is  not  certain.  There  is,  in  fact,  no 
vague  generality  about  him;  everything  is  always  per¬ 
fectly  obvious  and  logically  certain  ;  he  is  not  a  man  who 
would  ever  allow  any  subject  to  pass  this  House  without 
giving  his  opinion  upon  it,  and  after  he  has  given  an  opinion 
upon  it,  that  is  the  last.  But  would  my  hon.  friend,  just  for 
a  moment,  turn  his  eyes  backward,  and  ask  his  friend  behind 
him  whether  there  was  perfect  certainty  in  the  statement 
he  made.  The  statement  was  that  in  the  county  of  Queen’s, 
N.B.,  427  persons  are  on  the  present  assessment  roll  for  $100 
or  over,  and  less  than  $150.  Will  any  hon.  gentleman  on  that 
side  rise  and  say  that  that  is  altogether  out  of  the  region  of 
generality,  and  that  it  is  an  indisputable  fact  that  that  num- 
ber  will  be  disfranchised  under  this  Bill?  The  Attorney- 
General  of  New  Brunswick  sent  up — what  statement  ?  Did 
he  send  up  the  statement  that  1,000  persons  in  the  county 
of  York  would  be  disfranchised  under  this  Bill,  and  will  ho 
stand  sponsor  for  that  ? 

Mr.  BURPEE.  804  is  the  numler  I  stated. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  want  any  vague  generalities,  so 
I  take  the  exact  number,  804.  Now,  I  say  there  is  a  vague 
generality  on  his  own  side  of  the  Houso,  when  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Charlotte,  the  hon,  member  for  Sunbury  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s  get  up  and  make  a  statement  as  to  how 
many  would  be  disfranchised  under  this  clause.  I  could  spend 
more  time  in  talking  about  tnv  friend  from  Bothwell,  but  it  is 
not  worth  while.  He  is  the  kind  of  a  man,  according  t)  his 
own  statement,  that  if  his  house  was  on  fire  he  would  not  sit 
down  and  try  to  settle  how  it  took  fire.  He  has  proved 
himself  to  be  such  a  man  as  that,  and,  with  such  men,  how 
can  one  argue  ? 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  When  the  country  comes  to  con¬ 
sider  whether  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  been  dealing 
with  vinegar  or  molasses,  I  think  they  will  decide  that  it  is 
molasses,  or  they  would  not  have  stuck  to  the  subject  so 
long.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  statement  made  by  the  horn 
member  for  Queen’s,  N.B.,  was  sent  to  him,  and  made  by  him 
in  good  faith;  yet,  when  you  look  at  the  figures,  and  at  the 
county  of  Queen’s,  as  it  is,  it  appears  to  me  to  be  perfectly 
irreconcilable  with  the  facts.  I  am  not  prepared  to  deny 
absolutely  the  statement  he  has  made,  because  I  have  not 
seen  the  list;  but  in  that  county  there  is  an  acreage  of 
625,517  of  granted  lands,  which  are  owned  by  somebody. 
They  cannot  be  owned  by  the  female  portion,  and  must  be 
held  by  the  male  portion  of  that  community.  Now,  we  find 
by  the  census  of  1882  that  there  were  2,373  houses, 
263  warehouses  and  3,516  barns  and  stables  in  that  couDty, 
making  6,152  buildings  for  2,000  voters,  of  whom  he  ea:d 
about  500  would  be  disfranchised.  Now  let  us  take  tho.se 
figures  to  be  coi’rect :  2,000  electors  in  the  county  of  Queen’s, 
and  an  acreage  of  625,000  acres  in  that  county.  We  know 
that  in  Queen’s  there  is  no  large  city,  where  one  man  may 
own  a  number  of  buildings,  which  he  lets  out ;  we  know  there 
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is  not  even  a  town  in  the  county,  but  that  it  is  purely  a 
country  place,  a  farming  community  entirely.  How,  then, 
can  that  625,000  acres  held  by  farmers  be  divided  among 
that  number  of  electors  without  giving  each  holding  a 
greater  value  than  $150  ?  And  mind  you,  they  must  be  all 
electors;  because,  unlike  the  law  in  Ontario,  the  law 
there  allows  non-residents  to  vote,  so  that  they  are  on 
the  electors’  list.  How  is  it  possible  that  these  farmers 
can  have  such  small  holdings,  taking  these  figures 
as  correct ;  that  so  many  of  the  holdings  would  be 
worth  only  between  $100  and  $150.  That  is  entirely 
incomprehensible.  According  to  the  census  returns  of 
1882  there  are  2,294  owners,  and  the  hon.  member  for 
Sunbury  (Mr.  Burpee),  the  neighboring  county,  will  agree 
with  me  that  the  holdings  are  pretty  well  divided.  No 
doubt  some  will  hold  more  largely  than  others,  but  not  to 
that  great  extent  that  he  will  find  400  odd  proprietors  out 
of  2,000  who  will  hold  such  small  pieces  of  land  that  there 
holdings  will  be  only  worth  $100.  If  it  be  true  that  there 
are  400  and  some  odd  people  on  the  assessment  roll  or 
voters’  lists,  assessed  at  between  $100  and  $150,1  can  arrive 
at  no  other  conclusion  than  that  they  are  there  illegally,  that 
the  electoral  law  of  New  Brunswick  does  not  authorise  them 
to  be  there,  and  that  they  are  put  there  simply  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  having  votes,  against  the  law.  That  may  be  a  wrong 
conclusion,  but  I  cannot  conceive  that  there  are  actually  bond 
fide  owners  of  real  estate  in  that’county  to 'that  extent,  whose 
properties  are  now  worth  but  that  low  amount. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Do  you  draw  the  same  conclusion  about 

York? 

Mr.  LANDEY.  York  is  over  twice  as  large,  and  I 
would  draw  the  same  conclusion  there.  I  would  draw 
the  conclusion  that  in  any  county  where  there  is  such  a 
large  proportion  of  electors  rated  upon  property  valued 
between  $100  and  $150,  they  are  not  properly  on  the  list. 
If  they  are  not  this  Bill  will  do  them  no  injury.  I  cannot 
deny  the  statement  that  has  been  made,  because  I  have  not 
seen  the  lists ;  but  I  mention  these  facts  to  show  how  highly 
incredible  it  is  that  6,152  buildings,  divided  between  2,000 
electors,  an  average  of  three  buildings  each  taken  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  acreage,  should  in  so  many  cases  be  so  very 
small  as  not  to  be  worth  more  than  $150.  In  a  large  city, 
where  one  holder  might  have  a  large  number  of  buildings, 
this  possibly  might  apply  ;  but  in  a  farming  community, 
where  property  is  pretty  evenly  divided,  this  statement  is 
altogether  incredible. 

Mr.  BUBPEE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to  me 
as  knowing  something  about  Queen’s  county.  I  do.  I  did 
business  there  for  several  years  ;  I  hold  property  myself  in 
that  county,  farms  to  the  amount  of  $8,000  or  $10,000,  and 
know  as  much  about  it,  almost,  as  I  do  about  the  county  of 
Sunbury,  and  1  believe  every  word  of  the  statement.  I 
think  it  is  reflecting  unfairly  on  some  of  the  officers  in 
Queen’s  county  to  come  to  the  conclusion  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  come  to,  in  his  generality  of  reasoning.  I  know 
the  county  treasurer  very  well,  Mr.  Davitt ;  he  has  repre¬ 
sented  that  county  in  the  Local  Legislature  ;  he  is  a  gen 
tleman  who  is  perfectly  reliable ;  he  knows  about  as  much 
of  Queen’s  county  as  any  man  in  it,  and  ho  has  made  the 
statement  in  good  faith,  and  I  believe  it.  From  what  know¬ 
ledge  I  have  of  Queen’s,  I  have  no  reason  to  dispute  it. 

Mr.  TEMPLE.  In  answer  to  a  question  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  as  to  how  I  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  these  men  could  not  enjoy  the  franchise,  I 
would  say  that  there  is  not  a  farmer  in  the  county  of  York 
whom  I  do  not  know,  and  I  believe,  if  their  property  is  put 
down  at  $100,  it  is  rated  at  below  its  value.  1  have  been 
sheriff  for  the  county  for  nineteen  years,  and  know  something 
about  the  assessment  roll.  I  have  held  a  great  many  elec¬ 
tions  while  I  was  sheriff,  and  the  rolls  ail  went  through  my 
Mr.  Landby  (Kent). 


hands ;  and  if  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills) 
knew  as  much  about  Ontario  as  I  do  about  York,  he 
would  not  talk  so  much  in  the  House. 

Mr.  EYKEET.  We  can  only  speak  of  our  counties,  and 
I  will  give  the  House  to  understand  exactly  how  this  Bill 
affects  the  county  I  have  the  honor  to  represent.  In  Merri- 
ton  village  there  are  no  persons  assessed  under  $200  ;  in  the 
town  of  Niagara  there  are  none  under  $200  ;  in  the  village 
of  Beamsville  there  are  none  under  $200  ;  in  Port  Dal- 
housie  there  are  none  under  $200  ;  in  Niagara  township 
there  are  only  eight  under  $200  ;  in  Louth  there  are  seven 
under  $200  ;  in  Clenhie  there  are  ten  under  $200  ;  or, 
altogether,  there  are  fifty  in  the  county  of  Lincoln  who  are 
assessed  under  $200  ;  and  those,  if  assessed  at  the  actual 
value,  would  be  properly  assessed  at  $200.  All  those  per¬ 
sons  live  in  houses,  and  it  must  bo  a  God-forsaken  house 
indeed,  that  is  not  worth  $200,  with  the  lot  it  is  built  on. 
This  Bill,  instead  of  doing  injury  to  Ontario,  will  do  a  great 
deal  of  good,  because  it  will  enable  persons  already  assessed 
for  $100  on  property  to  appear  before  the  revising  barrister 
and  have  their  property  assessed  at  $150.  The  best  test  to 
take  is  one’s  own  county,  and  in  the  whole  county  of  Lin- 
j  coin,  in  which  there  are  7,000  voters,  only  fifty  will  be  dis¬ 
franchised, 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Landry) 
made  the  mistake  of  confusing  certain  conclusions  he  drew 
from  facts  he  found  in  the  census  returns  with  the  actual 
facts  as  they  exist,  and  finding  they  differred,  he  says:  So 
much  the  worse  for  the  facts.  The  question  may  not  be  of 
importance  to  the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln,  taking  his 
figures  as  correct,  but  I  would  suggest  this  to  the  First 
Minister :  The  impression  is  sought  to  be  conveyed  by  a 
number  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  that  side  that  there  is  no 
actual  wish  to  disfranchise  any  portion  of  the  community. 
If  that  is  true,  and  if,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  this  does  dis¬ 
franchise  a  certain  portion  of  the  voters  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  and  as  the  question  whether  the  qualification  be 
$100  or  $150  is  purely  arbitrary  and  does  not  involve  any 
principle,  why  refuse  to  put  it  down  to  $100?  It  has 
been  shown  that  possibly  harm  may  be  done  by  keeping 
the  qualification  at  $150.  But  it  is  clear  that  no  one  will 
be  disfranchised  by  reducing  it  to  $100. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  hope  this  will  be  changed  to  $100,  for 
several  reasons.  One  of  the  principal  reasons  is,  that  $100 
is  the  qualification  of  an  elector  in  Manitoba.  If  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  have  a  different  franchise  for  the  election  of  members 
to  this  House,  still  it  should  be  made,  as  near  as  possible, 
the  same  as  the  local  franchises,  as  otherwise  it  will 
create  confusion  in  making  out  voters’  lists.  I  have  not 
heard  any  hon.  gentleman  opposite  give  any  reason  why 
the  qualification  should  be  raised  to  $150.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  King’s,  N.B.,  stated  that  the  assessors  in  back 
districts  valued  the  properties  lower  because  they  were 
removed  from  a  market.  I  do  not  think  that  property 
which  is  situated  ten  or  fifteen  miles  from  a  market  is  of 
equal  value  with  that  which  is  close  to  a  market.  In  Mani¬ 
toba,  valuators  go  around  every  five  years  to  equalise  the 
assessments  for  judicial  purposes,  and  I  do  not  think  any 
injustice  would  be  done  or  any  interference  with  the  fran¬ 
chise  would  take  place  if  it  were  left  in  their  hands.  As 
my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  has  said,  in  most 
of  the  Provinces  people  have  a  vote  on  property  worth  $100 
now,  and  no  reason  has  been  given  for  raising  it  to  $150. 
In  Manitoba  it  may  disfranchise  many  electors,  particularly 
in  small  villages.  If  the  First  Minister  would  reduce  this 
to  $100,  I  have  no  doubt  his  followers  will  be  as  willing  to 
accept  that  as  to  accept  $150.  I  do  not  think  any  hon. 
member  should  have  such  views  as  were  expressed  by  the 
hon.  member  for  York  (Mr.  Temple),  who  stated  that, 
though  he  thought  $100  was  right,  if  the  First  Minister  said 
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0150,  he  would  agree  to  it.  I  think  this  change  ought  to  be 
made. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  I  think  the  arguments  which  have 
adduced  are  strongly  in  favor  of  the  proposed  reduction. 
The  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  Foster),  showed  that 
he  expected  that  the  voters  who,  it  was  said,  would  be  dis¬ 
franchised,  would  be  looked  after  by  the  revising  barrister. 
That  is  the  very  thing  we  want  to  avoid.  In  England  every 
householder  has  a  vote,  and  the  man  who  owns  property 
worth  40  shillings  a  year  is  also  entitled  to  vote.  Though 
some  hon.  gentlemen  may  object  to  adopting  the  provincial 
franchises,  I  think  it  would  be  well  to  come  as  near  to  them 
as  possible  in  some  Provinces.  In  Ontario,  the  largest 
Province  in  the  Dominion,  $100  is  the  qualification,  and  no 
harm  would  result  from  adopting  the  same  amount  here. 
A  number  of  people  will  have  the  vote  as  tenants,  who,  if 
they  were  owners  of  the  same  property,  would  not  have 
it.  It  is  a  grievance,  that  any  man  who  is  sent  here,  partly 
by  the  votes  of  these  people,  should  support  a  proposition 
to  disfranchise  them.  When  once  a  man  has  been  given  the 
right  to  vote  it  is  imprudent  to  deprive  him  of  that  right. 
Now,  the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Rykert)  said  this 
Act  would  positively  disfranchise  fifty  persons  in  his  con- 
stitency  now  having  votes,  and  he  stated  the  other  night 
that  under  the  Mowat  Act  some  267  persons  would  be 
deprived  of  votes.  I  claim  that  under  the  Mowat  Act  no  one 
will  be  deprived  of  the  franchise  who  now  has  it,  although 
some  may  be  prevented  from  duplicating  their  votes.  But 
the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  frankly  admits  that  there  are 
fifty  in  his  constituency  who  will  be  absolutely  disfran¬ 
chised  by  this  Act,  as  being  assessed  below  $200. 

Mr.  HESSON.  My  hon.  friend  from  York  has  been  cen¬ 
sured  by  almost  every  speaker  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
to-night,  because  he  chooses  to  follow  bis  own  views,  and  not 
be  dictated  to  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  He  is  responsible 
to  his  constituency,  and  not  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  One 
hon.  gentleman  opposite,  while  speaking  to-night,  referred 
eight  or  nine  times  to  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Now,  that 
hon.  gentleman  represents  only  one  constituency  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  and  I  think  it  is  quite  sufficient  for 
him  to  speak  for  his  own  constituents,  and  not  for  the  whole 
Province.  Hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  have  quietly  lis¬ 
tened  to  the  remarks  of  Opposition  speakers,  to  see  if  there 
was  anything  in  their  arguments  to  induce  us  to  ask  the 
First  Minister  to  change  that  clause,  but  we  have  not  seen 
any  such  arguments.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just 
taken  his  seat  has  challenged  us  to  appear  before  the  voters 
that  we  are  disfranchising  by  our  Act  here.  The  gentle¬ 
men  who  have  sent  us  to  this  House  will  pass  upon  our 
conduct  in  disfranchising  any  of  the  actual  voters.  Now, 
speaking  for  my  own  constituency,  I  have  lived  for  forty-two 
years  or  upwards  in  the  city  situated  in  the  county  which  I 
have  the  honor  to  represent,  and  I  do  not  know  a  single 
individual — and  I  profess  to  know  them  all — who  will  be 
disfranchised  by  this  Bill — not  one.  I  speak  of  what  I  know, 
and  I  say,  with  the  utmost  confidence,  that  we  will  have  a 
largely  increased  number  of  voters  who  have  never  voted 
before. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  HESSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  says,  “hear,  hear.’’  He 
himself  had  to  admit  that  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  he  did 
not  feel  it  was  going  to  affect  the  representation  to  a  very 
large  extent,  whether  the  qualification  remained  at  $200  or 
$150. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  never  said  so. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  think  my  hon.  friend  is  straightforward 
enough  to  admit,  in  his  cooler  moments,  at  all  events,  that 
ho  cannot,  from  memory,  point  to  a  single  constituent  of 
his  own,  on  a  house  [or  lot  worth  $200,  and  which  a  family 
could  possibly  live  in,  who  will  be  disfranchised.  I  know 


that  in  my  constituency  these  small  holdings  run  from  $200 
and  $275  upwards,  $200  being  the  lowest  value.  Therefore,  I 
think  my  hon.  friend  has  no  right  to  speak  for  the  whole 
Province  in  the  way  he  has  done.  I  consider  the  Bill  is  a 
liberal  one.  The  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson) 
said  that  they  would  take  the  credit  of  having  induced,  or 
having  compelled,  the  Government — -not  by  pouring  oil  on 
the  troubled  waters,  not  by  talking  in  a  molasses  style — but 
compel  the  Government  to  make  these  changes  in  obedience 
to  their  arguments.  Now,  I  think  hon.  gentlemen  in 
this  House  heard  from  the  leader  of  the  Government  long 
ago  that  he  proposed,  when  he  reached  certain  clauses,  espe¬ 
cially  those  where  the  qualification  was  at  issue— -he  would 
be  prepared  to  make  certain  changes. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  When  did  he  say  that  ? 

Mr.  HESSON.  Several  days  ago,  before  we  reached  this 
clause  ;  the  hon.  gentleman  knew  it,  but  he  will  go  to  the 
country  and  claim  his  party  are  entitled  to  all  the  credit 
for  having  forced  the  Government  to  change  their  views 
upon  this  Bill. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  may  be  mistaken ;  I  cannot 
speak  positively  ;  but  I  do  not  recollect  that  the  First  Min* 
ister,  at  any  time  during  this  debate,  stated  that  he 
intended,  when  he  reached  this  clause,  to  make  a  reduction 
in  the  figures.  I  think  we  never  had  any  intimation  of  it. 
If  the  hon.  member  for  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson)  thinks  I 
am  wrong,  let  him  produce  the  statement  from  the  Hansard. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  find  that  in  most  cases  the  qualifica¬ 
tion  required  throughout  the  whole  Dominion  is  as  follows  : 
In  two  Provinces  manhood  suffrage  prevails.  Therefore,  in 
two  Provinces  the  qualification  for  this  class  of  voters  is 
less  than  $100.  In  two  other  Provinces  the  qualification 
required  is  over  $100  ;  and  in  three  Provinces  the  qualifi¬ 
cation  is  $100.  Therefore,  by  adopting  the  $100  proposi¬ 
tion,  we  adopt  a  fair  mean  between  existing  qualifications. 
I  think  it  may  be  assumed  that  the  average  public 
opinion  of  the  whole  Dominion  is  in  favor  of 
adopting  $100  as  the  qualification  for  this  class  of  voters. 
The  hon.  member  for  York  (Mr.  Temple)  says  he  is  in 
favor  of  the  motion,  and  yet  he  is  going  to  oppose  it.  The 
hon.  gentleman  declares  in  effect  that  his  opinion  is  his 
own,  but  his  vote  belongs  to  someone  else.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  King’s  (Mr.  Foster)  objected  to  the  style  of  criticism 
indulged  in  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills), 
stating  that  he  was  indulging  in  vague  generalities.  I  should 
like  to  know  if  there  is  any  hon.  gentleman  whose 
style  of  debate  is  more  open  to  that  criticism  than  that  of 
the  hon.  member  for  King’s,  The  hon.  member  for  North 
Perth  cut  in  and  stated  the  case  of  his  own  county ;  and 
that  hon.  gentleman  took  the  narrow  line,  that  no  member 
has  a  right  to  speak  of  any  section  of  the  Dominion  except 
that  which  he  specially  represents. 

Mr.  HESSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  misrepresenting 
me.  I  did  not  make  that  statement.  I  said  no  hon.  member 
had  a  right  to  speak  for  the  whole  Province  of  Ontario, 
though  an  hon.  member  might  fairly  speak  of  his  own 
county. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  am  glad  to  have  such  a  witness,  and  I 
will  add  nothing  to  his  remarks.  It  is  gratifying  to  find 
there  are  members  who  take  a  more  liberal  view  of  the 
question  than  do  those  members  representing  special  inter¬ 
ests.  The  hon.  member  for  Prince  has  taken  the  same 
narrow  view  as  his  friend  from  York,  and  he  also  declares 
he  is  in  favor  of  the  motion,  and  yet  will  vote  against  it. 
He  favors  it  because  he  knows  his  constituents  would  be  in 
favor  of  it.  Every  member  who  represents  a  Province  in 
which  manhood  suffrage  prevails  is  bound  to  carry  out  the 
declared  will  of  his  constituents,  as  evidenced  by  the  statute 
on  the  subject  of  the  franchise.  If  any  such  member  votes 
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against  this  motion  he  votes  against  his  own  Province,  No 
valid  arguments  have  been  presented  against  the  motion, 
and  there  is,  therefore,  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
adopted,  as  it  is  a  proper  motion  and  one  to  lower  the  fran¬ 
chise.  The  hon.  member  for  King’s  criticised  the  action  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  whom  he  said  he  would  be 
glad  to  welcome  to  public  life  in  New  Brunswick.  I  would 
advise  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  to  first  consult  his  own 
constituents.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  know  that  the 
effect  of  adopting  the  clause,  as  originally  drawn,  would  be 
to  disfranchise  some  of  those  voters  who  sent  him  here,  and 
I  give  it  as  my  opinion  that  we  have  no  authority  to  vote 
away  the  franchise  from  any  one.  The  hon.  gentleman  took 
the  ground  that  because  under  this  Bill  the  franchise  would 
be  given  to  some  we  had  the  right  to  take  it  away  from 
others.  But  we  have  no  right  to  rob  Peter  to  pay  Paul. 
It  would  be  a  most  extraordinary  thing  if  a  majority  should 
be  found  to  support  this  clause,  as  drawn,  without  a  single 
argument  having  been  advanced  in  favor  of  it. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Mulock)  negatived. 

Mr.  BURPEE  moved  the  following  amendment : — 

After  the  word  “  dollar,”  in  the  third  line  of  the  third  sub-section, 
insert :  Or  personal  property  of  the  actual  value  of  $400,  or  personal 
and  real  property,  together,  of  the  actual  value  of  $400. 

He  said  :  I  have  taken  the  wording  from  the  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  Act.  If  such  an  amendment  is  not  adopted  the  Bill 
will  disfranchise  a  large  class  of  persons,  principally 
unmarried  men  owning  personal  prop'erty.  Some  of  them 
are  the  sons  of  small  farmers,  who  sometimes  work  in  the 
woods,  sometimes  in  vessels,  but  many  of  them  have 
personal  property  of  one  kind  or  other,  amounting  to  $400. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  We  have  had  a  personal  property 
qualification  for  many  years  in  New  Brunswick,  and  if 
this  clause  passes  in  its  present  shape  it  will  disqualify 
many  worthy  citizens— energetic  young  men,  who  have 
invested  in  vessel  property,  or  lumbering  operations,  who 
are  now  voting  on  a  personal  property  qualification. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  adopted  a  personal 
property  qualification  with  regard  to  the  fishermen,  and  I 
cannot  see  why  the  holder  of  personal  property  should  not 
have  a  vote.  The  income  franchise  clause  would  only  allow 
a  vote  for  an  income  of  $300, which,  at  6  per  cent.,  would  repre¬ 
sent  $5,000  worth  of  personal  property ;  whereas,  you  give  a 
vote  to  the  proprietor  of  real  property  amounting  to  $150,  or  a 
tenant  at  $2  a  month.  If  personal  property  is  to  be  taken 
as  the  evidence  of  thrift  or  intelligence,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  ownership  of  a  certain  amount  of  personal  property 
would  be  as  good  a  test  as  any  for  the  franchise.  There  are 
many  men  earning  moderate  wages,  but  who  are  not 
earning  sufficient  to  entitle  them  to  vote  as  wage-earners, 
but  if  they  have  saved  sufficient  from  their  earnings  to  have 
a  deposit  in  the  bank,  or  in  their  own  possession,  amount¬ 
ing  to  $400,  they  should  have  a  vote.  Young  unmarried  men 
of  this  class  would  not  come  in  as  householders,  and  you 
would  be  encouraging,  in  practice,  the  habit  of  economy  by 
adopting  this  principle  to  a  certain  extent,  which  you  do 
not  do  in  any  other  way.  Both  in  Nova  Scotia  and  in  New 
Brunswick  persons  vote  on  this  basis,  and  a  large  number 
who  are  now  entitled  to  vote  would  be  disfranchised  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  insists  on  excluding  personal  property.  I 
hope  he  will  see  his  way  to  the  adoption  of  the  amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  As  I  said  yesterday, 
with  every  desire  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  House,  I  have 
ascertained  beyond  a  doubt  that  even  if  I  were  in  favor  of 
it  I  could  not  carry  this  resolution  in  this  House. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Burpee)  negatived. 

On  sub-section  4,  section  4, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  language  of  this 
paragraph  is  nearly  identical  with  that  of  the  similar  para- 
Mr.  Mulock, 


graph  respecting  tenants  in  cities  and  towns.  After  having 
heard  the  debate  on  the  other  resolution,  I  asked  it  to  be 
postponed,  that  it  might  be  considered.  On  full  reflection, 

I  find  that  I  cannot  materially  alter  it.  I  have  altered  it, 
however,  in  one  respect,  in  order  to  allow  wages  to  be 
included  as  rental,  by  inserting  the  words  “  or  in  money’s 
worth.”  It  has  been  pressed  upon  me,  and  I  think  it  is  a 
reasonable  argument,  that  if  a  person  is  under  a  rental,  say 
of  $20  for  a  year,  he  ought  to  pay  the  whole  of  his  rent  to 
be  qualified ;  otherwise,  he  would  be  merely  under  a  promise 
to  pay,  which  would  leave  room  for  all  kinds  of  fraud.  But, 
for  instance,  it  has  been  said  to  me  :  A  person  leases  a  mill 
for  $1,000  a  year,  and  if  he  happens  to  be  unable,  in  a  bad 
year,  to  pay  the  whole  of  his  rent,  he  would  have  no  vote. 
So  I  provide,  in  this  clause,  that  he  must  have  at  least  paid 
$20  of  his  last  year’s  rent,  so  as  to  put  him  on  the  same 
footing  as  a  person  whose  whole  rent  is  $20. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  perhaps  tell  us 
how  he  expects  to  meet  the  inconvenience  that  would  arise 
from  the  fact  that  the  revising  officer  will  find  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll  no  longer  a  guide  for  a  very  large  percentage  of 
the  votes  in  each  constituency.  In  almost  every  town  and 
village  a  large  pi'oportion  of  those  entitled  to  have  their 
names  on  the  voters’  list  are  tenants.  The  assessment  roll 
has  always  furnished  an  easy  means  of  ascertaining  who 
these  people  are,  because  the  valuation  of  the  property 
enables  those  making  up  the  voters’  list  to  transfer  the 
names  from  the  assessment  roll  to  the  voters’  list.  But 
under  this  clause  it  will  be  necessary  to  get  the  names  from 
some  other  source.  Therefore,  I  think  it  would  be  only 
fair  to  the  committee,  before  we  proceed  further,  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  should  explain  in  what  way  he  intends  to 
meet  that  inconvenience,  because  otherwise  every  tenant 
would  be  obliged  to  appear  before  the  revising  officer  in 
order  to  have  his  name  put  on  the  list.  It  could  not  be, 
under  this  provision,  on  the  voters’  list,  in  the  first  instance, 
because  the  hon.  gentleman’s  intention  is  that  the  revising 
officer  shall  make  up  the  list  from  the  assessment  roll. 
Now,  as  the  assessment  rolls  offers  no  information,  so  far  as 
the  tenants  are  concerned,  and  the  tenants  would  neces¬ 
sarily  be  left  off  the  voters’  list  in  the  first  instance,  it  would 
be  when  the  list  was  revised  that  the  tenant  would  vote 
on  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  assessment  roll,  of 
course,  will  be  the  primd  facie  evidence,  so  far  as  it  goes.  If 
there  aro  any  parties  who,  under  this  Bill,  have  any  claim 
as  tenants  and  are  not  on  the  assessment  roll,  they  will 
make  application  in  the  ordinary  way,  by  letter,  to  the 
revising  officer,  to  bo  put  on  the  roll.  In  the  Ontario  assess¬ 
ment  roll  there  aro  certain  parties  marked  as  tenants,  who 
are  assessed  as  tenants  to  a  certain  amount,  and  the  revising 
officer  will  at  once  see  that  the  value  of  the  property  gives 
them  a  right  to  bo  put  on  the  list. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  assessment  roll  cannot  furnish  primd 
facie  evidence  in  the  case  of  a  tenant.  Supposing  a  man  is 
assessed  for  a  house  and  lot  valued  at  $300,  how  is  the 
revising  officer  to  know  the  amount  of  rent  that  is  paid  ? 
There  may  be  little  or  no  rent  charged. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  value  of  the  pro¬ 
perty  will  show  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No ;  because  if  there  is  such  relation 
between  the  rental  of  property  and  value,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  argument  in  favor  of  taking  the  rental  is  gone  alto¬ 
gether.  He  argued,  yesterday,  there  was  no  such  relation, 

Mr.  WILSON.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  force  in  what 
the  hon.  member  for  Both  well  has  said.  In  fact,  the  First 
Minister  will  find  a  great  deal  of  difficulty  getting  this  class 
of  voters  placed  on  the  voters’  list.  He  says  the  value  of 
the  property  will  enable  the  revising  barrister  to  ascertain 
J  what  the  rent  will  be.  What  are  the  facts  ?  Yesterday  the 
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First  Minister  said  that  $2  a  month  rental  was  the  proper 
rental  on  a  valuation  of  $300,  or  about  8  per  cent. ;  but  in 
this  clause  we  find  the  hon.  gentleman  has  reduced  the  pro¬ 
perty  valuation  in  the  country  to  $150,  or  one  half,  and  yet 
he  keeps  the  rental  the  same  as  in  the  city*  How  can  he 
claim,  then,  that  the  rental  will  be  easily  ascertained  by  the 
valuation  ?  The  First  Minister  will  find  he  is  disfranchising 
a  large  number  of  people.  Why  should  he  keep  the  tenancy 
clause  at  $2  a  month  or  $20  a  year  in  a  township,  when 
he  reduces  the  property  qualification  one  half.  Is  it  not 
reasonable  that  he  should  equally  reduce  the  rental  qualifi¬ 
cation.  He  further  provides  that  in  the  country  the 
rental  may  be  paid  either  in  money  or  in  kind, 
but  in  the  villages  he  will  not  allow  that  option. 
Everyone  knows  that  in  mnny  villages  there  are  large 
gardeners,  who  rent  certain  quantities  of  land  and  return  a 
certain  portion  of  the  produce  to  the  owner  as  rent.  Why 
should  he  not  allow  them  to  have  a  vote?  Why  should 
they  be  debarred  because  they  pay  rent  in  kind  ?  The  hon. 
gentleman  thought  yesterday  it  was  an  outrageous  thing 
that  a  man  should  obtain  15  or  20  per  cent,  of  the  value  of 
his  holding  as  rent ;  yet  here,  according  to  his  own  arrange¬ 
ment,  tenants  in  townships  will  be  paying  nearly  14  per 
cent.,  because  while  the  value  of  the  property  qualification 
is  reduced  to  $150  that  of  the  rental  is  kept  up  to  $2  a 
month.  I  would  advise  him  to  reconsider  this  clause 
thoroughly.  I  know  of  a  large  number  who  are  occupying 
small  houses  for  which  they  are  paying  $1.50  per  month, 
which  would  be  $18  a  year.  They  will  be  deprived  of  the 
vote.  If  you  carry  the  principle  to  the  rural  sections,  and 
the  value  is  only  half  what  it  is  in  towns,  they  should  have 
the  vote  if  they  pay  $1  a  month,  or  $12  a  year. 

Mr.  TAYLOE.  So  far  as  I  know  of  the  assessment  law 
of  Ontario,  the  tenant  has  to  be  placed  on  the  assessment 
roll  with  the  owner.  The  assessment  roll  is  to  be  taken  as 
the  basis,  and  it  is  the  duty  of  the  assessor  to  couple  the 
tenant’s  name  with  that  of  the  owner.  The  name  must, 
therefore,  go  on  the  assessment  roll,  and  that  is  taken  as  the 
primd  facie  evidence.  The  revising  officer  sees  at  once  the 
value  of  the  property  the  tenant  occupies.  If  it  amounts  to 
$150  he  is  placed  on  the  roll ;  if  not,  he  is  not  placed  on  the 
roll  unless  he  shows  to  the  returning  officer  that  he  is  paying 
$2  a  month. 

Mr.  CASEY.  This  clause  does  not  say  that  a  tenant 
shall  have  a  vote  where  the  property  is  worth  $150,  but 
that  he  shall  vote  if  he  pays  a  rental  of  $2  a  month. 

Mr.  TAYLOE.  It  says  that  shall  be  prima  facie  evidence. 

Mr.  CASEY.  There  are  cases  in  which  it  cannot  be 
prima  facie  evidence,  and  that  is  one  in  which  it  will  not  be 
prima  facie  or  secunda  facie.  We  might  find  land  assessed 
for  $200  or  $300  let  out  simply  for  the  taxes  or  for  keeping 
up  the  fences.  I  support  the  contention  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  East  Elgin  (Mr.  Wilson),  that  if  there  is  to  be  some 
well-understood  ratio  between  the  value  of  the  property  and 
the  rental  required  to  qualify,  the  ratio  should  be  uniform, 
in  the  country  as  well  as  in  the  cities  and  towns.  My  hon. 
friend  who  spoke  last  has  pointed  out  that  property  worth 
less  than  $150  might  be  rented  for  enough  to  qualify  the 
tenant.  Thus  the  tenant  would  have  the  vote  while  the 
freeholder  would  be  depi  ived  of  it. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  We  were  told  that  the 
qualification  was  to  rest  primarily  on  the  assessment  roll, 
but  the  rental  is  not  shown  on  that  roll.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  admitted  the  possibility  of  tenants  being  placed  on  the 
voters’  list  when  the  owner  was  not.  Another  part  to  which 
there  is  a  strong  objection  is  that  allowing  non-resident 
tenants  the  right  to  vote. 

Mr.  MTJLOCK.  No ;  it  says  “  possession,” 


Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  it  the  intention  of  the 
First  Minister  that  a  tenant  who  leaves  the  electoral 
district  shall  have  the  vote  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  He  must  be  a  tenant  for 
at  least  one  year  and  pay  a  certain  rental.  He  can  change 
within  the  muncipality,  so  that  the  occupation  is  continuous. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  First 
Minister  that  the  non-resident  tenant  should  vote  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Ho  can  vote  now  if  he  is 
assessed.  A  man  may  be  in  possession  of  half  a  dozen 
places  in  the  same  town,  working  them  all,  and  yet  not  in 
occupation  of  more  than  one. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  assessment  is  not  made  every  year. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  principle  is  the 
same.  It  is  not  necessaay  to  be  an  actual  occupant  at  all. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Under  this,  the  tenant  who,  after  the 
expiration  of  his  tenancy,  went  to  another  municipality, 
would  have  the  right  to  vote. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  think  there  is  a  wider 
view  to  be  taken  of  this  clause  than  has  been  shown  yet.  I 
see  no  other  means  than  those  provided  in  the  requirement 
to  have  the  rent  paid,  to  prevent  any  amount  of  fraud  being 
practised  under  this  clause.  It  is  possible  for  a  man  who  is 
living  adjacent  to  a  number  of  constituencies  to  have  him¬ 
self  fraudulently  assessed  in  each  one  of  them.  It  is  quite 
true  this  clause  requires  that  he  shall  have  paid  his  rent ; 
but  if  that  is  all  the  protection  we  have,  it  is  possible  for 
him  to  get  a  receipt  which  may  be  fraudulent. 

Mr.  BOWEL L.  It  is  not  likely  the  fraud  to  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  alludes  will  bo  perpetrated  to  the  extent  ho 
anticipates,  because  the  man  must  have  paid  a  year’s  rent, 
at  least,  or  a  sum  equal  to  $20  a  year. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  am  contemplating  the  possibility  of 
collusion  botween  himself  and  his  landlord,  in  order  to  get 
his  receipt ;  and  we  are  really  admitting,  in  the  widest  way, 
the  possibility  of  a  number  of  faggot  votes  being  placed  on 
the  list. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  simple  remedy  is, 
that  the  party  can  be  sworn  whether  he  is  paying  ront  or 
not. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  That  ought  not  to  be  our  only  resource. 
We  know  it  is  disagreeable  for  men  to  be  sworn,  and  dis¬ 
agreeable  for  scrutineers  to  ask  others  to  be  sworn.  I  have 
no  doubt  the  First  Minister  intends  that  the  man  in  occu¬ 
pancy  must  be  so  in  good  faith,  in  order  to  have  a  right  to 
vote,  and  if  that  be  so,  let  it  be  so  stated  in  the  Act.  Now,  I 
have  a  preference  for  the  absolute  value  of  property  as  being 
that  on  which  the  right  to  vote  as  a  tenant  should  be 
obtained.  I  beg  to  move,  in  amendment  to  the  amendment, 
that  the  following  be  substituted  for  subsection  4  of 
section  4 : 

Every  male  person  entered  as  a  tenant  on  the  last  revised  assess¬ 
ment  roll  in  any  electoral  district  in  Canada,  other  than  cities  and  towns 
in  which  be  tenders  his  vote,  and  who  is  residing  at  the  time  ho  tenders 
his  vote  within  the  municipality,  and  who  is  rated  for  real  property  on 
the  last  revised  assessmet  roll  of  said  municipality,  of  the  actual  value 
of  not  less  than  $100,  and  has  resided  there  continuously  for  at  least 
twelve  months  next  preceding  the  election  at  which  he  votes. 

I  believe  this  is  a  much  simpler  qualification  than  that  which 
•  is  required  in  the  Bill,  and  this  amendment  will  simplify  the 
t  matter  very  much.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  has  stated 
that  in  his  constituency  thero  were  only  fifty  names  appear¬ 
ing  on  the  roll  as  being  assessed  for  less  than  $200,  and  over 
$100.  I  have  been  looking  through  the  voters’  list  in  the 
rural  municipalities  of  the  constituency  I  have  the  honor  to 
represent,  and  I  find  there  are  seventy  exactly,  in  five  muni¬ 
cipalities. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  That  is  the  assessed  value,  not  the  actual 
value. 
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Mr.  CAMERON.  01  course  it  is  the  assessed  value,  and 
we  have  made  the  assessed  value  prirnd  facie  evidenoe.  It 
lies  with  the  man  who  takes  exception  to  that  assessed 
value  to  appeal  to  the  revising  officer ;  consequently,  the 
revising  officer,  unless  there  are  other  facts  placed  before 
him,  has  to  accept  that  and  treat  it  as  the  basis.  Now,  I 
recollect  where  a  property  is  assessed  for  $100  only,  yet  I 
know  the  individual  to  be  very  well  qualified  to  vote.  He 
is  a  storekeeper,  and  keeps  a  post  office  at  a  cross  road, 
and  does  a  fair  little  business,  but  nothing  pretentious. 
Now,  I  think  that  man  certainly  entitled  to  vote  on  the 
score  of  intelligence,  but  last  year  he  was  only  assessed  at 
$100.  In  another  instance  I  found  on  the  list  the  name  of 
a  gentleman  of  intelligence,  and  a  strong  supporter  of  the 
First  Minister,  who  was  assessed  for  $100,  and  he  occupied 
almost  a  similar  position,  being  in  business  at  the  cross 
roads. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  1  desire  to  offer  a  practical  suggestion. 

I  suggest  that  this  sub-section  be  amended  so  that  a  person 
holding  a  property  of  the  value  of  $150  or  a  lease  of  the 
necessary  rental  shall  be  on  the  list.  The  object  is  that  any 
person  who  is  on  the  assessment  roll  as  a  tenant  of  a  pro¬ 
perty  worth  $150  shall  be  placed  on  the  voters’  list,  or  if  he 
is  paying  the  necessary  amount  of  rental.  In  that  way  the 
revising  officer  would  he  enabled  to  obtain  from  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll  the  name  of  the  owner  and  the  name  of  the  ten¬ 
ant,  bracketed,  and  the  value  of  the  property  fixed  at  $150 
or  exceeding  that  amount.  He  would  thus  obtain  such  infor¬ 
mation  as  would  enable  him  at  once  to  know  all  tenants 
assessed  for  property  of  that  value,  and  it  would  reduce  very 
considerably  the  number  of  those  who  would  have  to  make 
application.  It  is  not  desirable  that  persons  coming  under 
this  class  of  voters  should  be  put  to  the  trouble  and  annoy¬ 
ance  of  going  before  the  revising  barristers.  It  is  not  right 
that  a  man’s  right  to  the  franchise  should  be  dependent 
upon  the  vigilance  of  the  party  organisers  in  the  different 
electoral  districts. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  hope  it  will  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  that  I  am  showing  disrespect  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
in  not  answering  at  length  his  arguments,  because  the 
matter  was  discussed  at  great  length  yesterday,  and  the 
arguments,  which  wore  pressed  with  ability,  were  not  suffi¬ 
cient  to  induce  me  to  alter  the  clause  in  the  direction  sug¬ 
gested.  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  trouble  about  the 
matter  ;  names  will  be  entered  on  the  assessment  roll,  and 
the  practical  result  will  be  that  the  revising  officer  wili  put 
on  the  list  every  man  who  is  a  tenant,  and  then  it  will  be  for 
the  parties  to  object.  One  hon.  gentleman  to-night  spoke 
against  faggot  voting,  and  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
spoke  against  it  last  night.  Well,  it  is  a  new  thing  for  a 
Liberal  party  to  object  to  faggot  voting,  for  Bright  and  Cob- 
den  worked  for  years  to  establish  faggot  voting — that  is, 
that  one  area  of  property  should  bo  sub-divided  into  smaller 
portions,  so  that  thereby  the  people  might  fight  the  landed 
aristocracy.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  read  “Morley’s  Life 
of  Cobden”  he  will  find  that  he  labored  earnestly  all  his  life 
for  that  purpose,  and  now  both  parties  at  this  moment  are 
forming  associations  for  the  purpose  of  making  faggot  votes 
and  breaking  up  properties  into  small  portions,  to  give 
votes  to  the  working  classes.  That  is  what  they  call  faggot 
votes. 

Mr.  CASEY.  What  the  hon.  gentleman  says  shows  dis¬ 
tinctly  the  evils  of  this  principle.  Faggot  votes  are,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes,  bogus  votes. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No.  Sometimes  they 
sell  these  properties  for  a  certain  value,  and  they  reduce 
the  properties  to  such  a  size  that  the  purchase  money  will 
cover  a  certain  number  of  votes  at  a  certain  figure. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Those  are  bond  fide  votes,  which  is  not 
what  we  generally  understand  by  faggot  votes.  What  I 
Mr,  Cameron  (Middlesex), 


object  to  in  this  Bill  is,  that  it  offers  facilities  for  creating 
suppositious  tenancies,  merely  for  the  purpose  of  creating 
votes.  If  people  buy  land  bond  fide  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
votes,  that  is  all  right,  but  to  give  the  appearance  of 
tenancy  where  there  is  none  is  a  very  different  thing, 
and  it  should  not  be  allowed  on  the  grounds  of  pub¬ 
lic  policy.  The  proposal  which  is  now  made  is  to  make  the 
tenancy  of  property  worth  $150  prirnd  facie  evidence  of  the 
rental,  which  is  not  provided  in  the  Bill.  Unless  some  such 
change  is  made  the  revising  officer  will  not  be  justified  in 
placing  any  tenant  on  the  voters’  list  until  he  has  outside 
evidence  of  the  amount  of  the  rent,  as  he  has  no  right  to 
place  the  people  on  the  roll  and  then  trust  to  appeals  being 
made  to  put  matters  right,  as  neither  the  assessment  roll 
nor  the  voters’  list  give  them  any  information  as  to  rental. 
If  he  chooses  to  go  against  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  law, 
and  put  every  tenant  on  the  roll,  he  throws  on  outsiders 
his  own  duty  of  ascertaining  and  proving  the  matter, 
thereby  causing  expense,  trouble  and  loss  of  time  to  those 
outsiders.  All  we  ask  is  that  the  rolls  should  be  some  primd 
fiacie  evidence  of  the  tenancy.  The  possessor  of  a  lot  of 
waste  land  may  sub-divide  it  into  very  small  lots,  qualify  a 
number  of  people  at  a  rental  of  $20  a  year,  give  them  a 
receipt,  and  the  whole  affair  would  be  regulated  without 
costing  him  a  cent ;  and  unless  the  attention  of  the  opposite 
paity  has  been  called  to  the  matter,  the  fraud  will  be  put 
through  without  anybody  being  put  to  the  proof.  A  man 
might  qualify  200  voters  on  an  acre  of  land  in  this  way. 
It  would  be  unparliamentary  to  say  that  the  Bill  was 
intended  for  such  a  purpose,  but  if  that  were  the  intention 
it  could  not  be  better  arranged. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  I  would  like  to  draw  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  First  Minister  to  the  position  in  which  this  clause 
would  place  tenants  in  some  cases.  I  refer  to  the  voters’  list  of 
the  only  village  in  my  riding,  a  village  in  which  there  are 
about  200  voters.  I  find  that  out  of  these  200  there  are  20 
non-residents,  18  of  whom  are  owners  and  2  tenants.  The 
balance  are  in  the  proportion  of  about  two  proprietors  to 
one  tenant,  being  59  tenants  to  130  proprietors,  including 
the  non-residents.  The  hon.  First  Minister  says  he  assumes 
that  the  revising  officer,  in  making  up  his  list,  will 
place  all  tenants  on  the  voters’  list  who  are  on  the 
assessment  roll  for  the  requisite  qualification  ;  but  that  is 
leaving  a  wide  range  of  option  to  the  revising  officer.  He 
may  take  a  strict  view  of  the  working  of  the  law,  which 
will  have  the  effect  of  excluding  tenants  altogether,  because 
in  villages  a  great  many  occupy  houses  the  valuation  of 
which  will  not  be  much  above  the  qualification,  if  fixed  by 
the  assessed  value,  and  I  would  suggest  to  the  First  Minister 
that  he  should  consider  whether  it  would  not  be  desirable 
to  make  it  an  instruction  to  the  revising  officer  to  place  on 
the  first  list  all  the  tenants  who  are  on  the  assessment 
roll  for  the  requisite  qualification  as  respects  value.  In 
my  experience,  unless  there  is  the  excitement  of  an  election 
on  hand,  people  are  ordinarily  careless  in  seeing  that  their 
names  are  on  the  voters’  list ;  and  if  the  large  proportion  of 
tenants  have  to  trust  to  the  revising  officer  to  put  them  on, 
or  see  that  they  are  put  on,  by  giving  previous  notice,  the 
practical  result  will  be  that  unless  the  leading  political 
friends  of  both  sides  pay  attention  to  this  matter  a  great 
many  will  be  left  off.  I  think  it  is  undesirable  to  put  difficul¬ 
ties  in  the  way  of  a  man  having  the  right  to  vote, 
getting  his  name  placed  on  the  list  without  his  having  to  exert 
himself  to  do  so,  simply  because  he  is  not  a  proprietor 
of  property.  I  have  not  much  sympathy  with  the  statements 
made  against  the  assessors’  values,  and  the  slight  which  has 
been  cast  upon  their  oaths.  When  you  come  to  prove  the 
right  of  people  to  be  placed  on  the  voters’  list,  in  a  great 
many  cases  I  think  you  will  have  to  take  the  oaths  of  men 
i  without  any  better  social  standing  than  the  assessors,  and 
l  with  quite  as  muoh  inducement  to  bias.  I  speak  freely,  with- 
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out  regard  to  party,  when  I  say  that  some  of  us  who  have 
gone  through  a  lengthened  municipal  experience  can  call 
to  mind,  especially  in  times  when  there  has  been  strong 
political  feeling  abroad,  on  the  eve  of  an  election,  a  good 
many  enthusiastic  supporters  of  both  sides  who  were 
inclined  to  put  a  pretty  high  value  on  the  property  of  their 
friends.  I  merely  rose  to  state  that  in  this  one  village  in 
my  own  riding,  by  the  present  voters’  list,  actually  one-third 
of  all  the  voters  are  tenants  ;  and  I  think  it  is  worthy  of  the 
Iron,  gentleman’s  consideration,  if  he  declines  to  accept  the 
alternative  proposition  of  the  hon,  member  for  Peel  (Mr. 
Fleming),  to  provide  that  all  those  tenants  shall  go  on  the 
first  making  up  of  the  voters’  list  who  can  show,  by  the 
assessment  roll,  that  they  occupy  property  which  would 
qualify  them  if  they  were  proprietors. 

Mr.  MILLS.  'The  hon.  member  for  East  Lambton  (Mr. 
Fairbank)  yesterday  stated  that  20  per  cent,  of  his  con¬ 
stituents  are  actually  tenants.  Of  course,  in  towns  and 
cities  the  tenant  class  would  be  very  much  larger.  The  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  confer  the  elective  franchise  on 
those  who  have  an  income  of  a  certain  sum,  who  have  not 
hitherto  had  their  names  on  the  assessment  roll,  and  who 
will  not,  so  far  as  I  know,  have  their  names  on  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll  hereafter,  -except,  perhaps,  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario.  If  you  put  the  number  of  tenants  as  at  one-fifth 
of  the  whole  population,  which  1  think  would  be  a  very 
low  percentage,  taking  the  town  and  city  population  along 
with  the  rural  population,  of  the  tenants  whose  names 
would  be  on  the  assessment  roll  as  tenants,  with  reference 
to  the  value  on  the  property,  the  revising  officer  would  be 
unable  to  put  nearly  one-third  or  one-fourth  of  the  popula¬ 
tion  on  the  list,  without  some  evidence  in  addition  to  what 
ho  would  be  able  to  obtain  from  the  assessment  roll.  I  think 
the  proposition  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Peel  (Mr. 
Fleming)  is  better  than  that  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  But  I 
think  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Middle¬ 
sex  (Mr.  Cameron)  is  better  than  either.  There  is  no 
doubt  that  if  the  hon.  gentleman  adheres  to  the  rule  of 
rental  he  would  get  rid  of  the  difficulty  of  proving  all  the 
tenants,  by  adopting  the  rule  suggested  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Peel,  because  the  assessment  roll  would 
furnish  a  guide  for  putting  on  all  those  assessed  above  $150, 
leaving  only  the  very  small  class  who  would  be  assessed 
under  that  amount.  But  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would  have 
been  more  satisfactory,  generally,  to  have  adopted  the  rule 
of  $100  assessed  value,  so  as  to  make  the  assessment  roll, 
as  far  as  possible,  conclusive  in  the  preparation  of  the  voters’ 
list.  No  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  has  had  far  more 
experience  than  any  of  us  with  regard  to  parliamentary 
management,  but  I  fancy  that  his  attention  to  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  voters’  lists  has  not  been  as  extensive  as  that  of 
some  hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  I  am 
satisfied  that  if  he  knew  the  difficulties  that  will  grow  out 
of  the  proposition  he  has  submitted,  he  would  hardly  be  dis¬ 
posed  to  persistently  adhere  to  it.  One  of  the  great  diffi¬ 
culties  we  have  is  to  induce  voters  to  interest  themselves 
sufficiently  to  see  that  their  names  are  put  on  the  list, 
unless  when  an  election  is  at  hand.  In  my  own  constitu¬ 
ency, where  an  assessor  had  improperly  put  40  or  50  names  on 
the  list  and  left  out  50  or  60,  there  was  no  difficulty  in  getting 
struck  off  those  who  were  improperly  put  on  ;  but  there 
was  much  difficulty  in  getting  those  who  had  been  left  out 
to  appear  before  the  judge  and  have  their  names  inserted. 
If  the  revising  officer  has  to  take  the  assessment  roll  for  the 
rental,  he  will  say :  Here  is  a  property  worth  $1,000  that 
certainly  will  pay  more  than  $20  a  year.  But  there  is  no 
legal  evidence  to  justify  his  putting  the  name  of  the  tenant 
of  such  property  on  the  voters’  list.  If  the  value  of  the 
property  were  made  a  test  for  the  tenant  there  would  be 
no  difficulty.  If  we  look  at  the  intrinsic  merits  of  the  ques¬ 
tion,  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  referred,  that  the  rental 


should  be  taken  instead  of  the  value  of  the  property,  we  will 
find  it  difficult  to  understand  why  the  rental  should  be  taken 
in  the  case  of  a  tenant  when  the  equivalent  for  rental,  the 
amount  for  use  and  profit,  is  not  taken  in  the  case  of  an 
occupant. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  When  we  come  to  the 
clause  as  to  the  instructions  to  be  given  to  the  revising 
officer,  we  will  see  if  we  cannot  make  it  so  as  to  meet,  to 
some  extent  the  views  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  This  clause,  if  persisted 
in,  will  eventually  bring  about  the  same  corrupt  practices 
that  created  such  a  scandal  in  the  Midlothian  elections,  in 
which  the  Buccleugh  estates  were  made  of  service  by  creat¬ 
ing  any  number  of  faggot  votes  in  the  constituency.  Now 
is  the  time  to  anticipate  such  tendency  and  avoid  it.  Years 
ago  we  had  a  qualification  for  electors  similar  to  the  present, 
but  it  was  abolished  in  1868,  as  the  hon.  member  for  Lincoln 
knows. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  I  understood  my  hon.  friend  from  Both* 
well  (Mr.  Mills)  to  say  that  Ontario  was  the  only  Province 
in  which  the  assessment  roll  made  mention  of  the  tenant, 

Mr.  MILLS.  No ;  I  did  not  say  that.  I  referred  to  the 
wage-earners. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  Because,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  there 
would  be  no  necessity  whatever  for  the  revising  officer  to 
make  any  valuation  in  regard  to  the  tenant,  inasmuch  as  the 
tenants  and  the  amount  of  rental  they  pay  are  mentioned  in 
the  valuation  rolls. 

Mr.  McMULLEN,  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
First  Minister  again  to  a  matter  of  which  I  spoke  when  we 
were  on  the  interpretation  clause.  In  my  constituency 
five  men  voted  who  lived  in  another  riding.  At  the  election 
three  of  them  were  sworn,  and  took  the  oaths  and  voted,  and 
two  were  not  sworn.  It  was  known  that  they  were  made 
tenants  only  to  give  them  a  vote, 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Why  did  you  not  get  them  struck  off  ? 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  We  did  not  notice  anything  until 
ju3t  before  the  election,  but  the  next  year  we  got  them 
struck  off.  There  will  be  a  great  deal  of  fraud  of  that  kind, 
and  bogus  votes,  if  the  clause  is  left  as  it  is  now.  The  father 
may  rent  ten  acres  from  the  son,  and  the  son  may  rent  ten 
acres  from  the  father,  and  each  of  them  will  be  able  to  vote 
on  the  other’s  property.  The  First  Minister  also  stated 
that  he  was  going  to  provide  that  if  a  man  whose  rental 
was  $1,000,  had  paid  $20  of  the  amount,  he  should  be 
entitled  to  vote.  The  landlord,  however,  might,  for  political 
reasons,  refuse  to  receive  anything  less  than  the  full  rent, 
and  in  that  case  the  tenant  would  be  depiived  of  his  vote. 
I  would  suggest  that  a  tender  of  the  amount  should  be 
sufficient.  In  regard  to  the  bogus  votes  to  which  I  have 
referred,  some  provision  should  be  made.  I  fool  sincerely 
honest  in  this  matter,  and  hope  something  will  be  done. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  kind  of  fraud  will 
be  practised  under  any  system.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  some  improper  names  were  put  on  the  assessment  roll, 
and  the  next  year  he  got  them  struck  off.  That  was  not 
under  this  Bill.  No  one  can  provide  against  the  infinity  of 
ingenious  modes  of  getting  votes  by  improper  means,  but 
this  clause  does  not  offer  any  greater  facility  than  the 
present  law  in  Ontario. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  If  a  tenant  were  obliged  to  be  an 
actual  resident  on  the  property  it  would  prevent  all  that. 
A  tenant  may  go  to  the  revising  officer  and  produce  his 
lease  and  claim  the  right  to  be  put  on  the  list,  and  no  doubt 
the  revising  officer  will  put  him  on. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  Ontario  law  provides  a  remedy  against 
such  frauds,  but  that  remedy  does  not  exist  in  this  measure. 
In  Ontario,  when  a  lease  is  produced  as  evidence  of  a 


2064 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


9 


tenancy,  the  tenant  and  the  lessor  must  be  prepared 
to  swear  that  it  is  a  bond  fide  lease,  and  not  one  simply 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  the  lessee  put  on  the  voters’ 
list.  That  has  prevented  many  cases  of  fraud. 
I  notice  that  in  the  next  clause  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
introduced  the  words  “  is  a  bond  fide  occupant.”  I  propose, 
when  these  amendments  are  disposed  of,  to  move  that  the 
same  words  shall  be  inserted  in  this  clause,  to  provide  that 
the  person  shall  be  a  bond  fide  tenant.  I  think  the  require¬ 
ment  of  occupancy  would  be  a  very  fair  one,  too,  in  this 
clause,  because  a  person  does  not  bond  fide  rent  a  small  piece 
of  land  like  this,  and  pay  $20  for  it,  for  any  other  purpose 
except  to  live  on  it,  as  a  rule.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  has 
spoken  of  the  organised  attempts  to  create  faggot  votes  in 
the  old  country,  as  if  it  was  a  legitimate  part  of  party 
practice. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  said  nothing  of  the 
kind. 

Mr.  CASEY.  He  said  both  parties  were  organised  for 
that  purpose. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  But  I  neither  expressed 
approbation  or  disapprobation, 

Mr.  CASEY.  But  he  quoted  it  as  a  precedent. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No;  I  expressed  sur¬ 
prise  that  the  Liberal  gentlemen  opposite  should  take  such 
a  different  view  of  these  matters  from  the  Liberal  party  in 
England. 

Mr.  CASEY.  He  said  that  both  English  parties  are  now 
organised  for  this  purpose.  If  wo  are  going  to  have  the 
manufacture  of  faggot  votes  in  Canada,  it  is  well  we  should 
know  it  at  once.  That  is  the  suggestion  contained  by  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  remarks.  Of  course,  it  will  not  be  illegal 
under  this  Act,  if  it  is  put  in  force.  The  clause  seems  meant 
to  make  faggot  votes  legal.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
ought  to  explain  why  it  is  that  in  the  case  of  a  tenant  alone 
he  takes  no  account  of  tbe  value  of  the  land,  but  merely  of 
the  rental.  He  says  the  requirement  for  the  payment  of 
rent  is  not  a  safeguard.  We  have  known  many  elections 
where  votes  were  considered  cheap  at  a  higher  price  than 
even  $20,  and  $20  is  all  that  is  required  in  this  case  to 
qualify  a  voter.  The  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  explain  this 
inconsistency. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  explained  it,  as  fully 
as  I  could,  last  night. 

Mr.  MTJLOCK.  Ido  not  see  how  this  provision  is  going 
to  be  worked.  The  revising  officer,  the  Premier  says,  takes 
the  assessment  list,  and  there  he' finds  the  names  of  the  ten¬ 
ants,  but  there  is  nothing  on  that  paper  to  show  him  how 
much  rental  the  tenant  pays,  and  unless  the  tenant  pays  a 
rental  equal  in  amount  to  the  lowest  amount  provided  by  this 
section,  he  has  no  vote.  The  Premier  says  the  presumption 
may  be  drawn,  from  the  assessment  list  and  from  the  prop¬ 
erty  that  is  so  rented,  that  the  tenant  is  paying  enough 
to  qualify  him  under  this  clause  ;  but  that  is  all  a  matter 
of  guess  work,  and  this  is  not  a  manner  in  which  the 
revising  officer  should  proceed.  Under  the  present  system 
the  assessor  is  sworn  to  make  up  the  list,  setting  forth,  to 
the  best  of  his  knowledge,  the  names  of  the  persons  entitled 
to  be  on  that  list,  the  property  they  occupy,  and  its  value. 
You  then  have  got  something  that  is  of  evidence.  If  the  pre¬ 
sent  clause  furnishes  the  best  practicable  test  it  is  a  poor  one, 
and  it  shows  that  the  scheme  itself  is  an  impracticable  one. 
The  whole  matter  is  going  to  be  thrown  into  confusion.  How 
is  the  question  of  the  amount  of  rental  to  be  settled  ?  Who  will 
be  able  to  know  what  is  the  bargain  between  landlord  and 
tenant  ?  This  provision  appears  to  further  strengthen  the 
hands  of  the  landlords,  and  that  is  unnecessary,  as  regards 
the  Province  of  Ontario.  It  is  to  be  regretted  that  this 
subject,  which  was  postponed  from  yesterday,  has  not  yet 
reached  a  proper  solution.  It  is  a  provision  of  the  Bill  that 
Mi-.  Casey. 


is  going  to  open  the  door  to  all  sorts  of  unsatisfactory 
results,  and  proves  that  it  is  an  unworkable  scheme  that  is 
offered. 

Amendment  (Mr.  CameroD,  Middlesex)  negatived. 

Mr.  CASEY  moved  that  the  words  “  bond  fide  ”  be 
inserted  before  “  tenant,”  on  the  first  line  of  paragraph  4. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  we  cannot  put 
that  in,  as  every  tenant  is  supposed  to  be  bond  fide,  and  we 
might  as  well  put  bond  fide  owner.  If  a  man  is  not  a  bond 
fide  tenant  he  is  not  a  tenant.  It  is  different  with  an  occu¬ 
pant,  as  he  may  be  a  mere  squatter. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  With  the  permission  of 
the  committee,  I  would  ask  to  have  the  same  amendment 
made  with  regard  to  cities  that  has  been  made  in  this 
clause. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Premier  to  the  fact  that  by  this  section  a  young  man 
occupying  a  room  in  a  city,  and  paying  $3  a  month  for  it, 
though  he  does  not  pay  rent  on  real  estate,  but  only  for 
furniture,  or  perhaps  for  furniture  and  services  combined, 
would  have  a  vote. 

Mr.  CURRAN.  You  will  get  no  room  of  the  kind  men¬ 
tioned  in  any  city  in  Canada  for  $3  a  month. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Suppose  it  is  $3  ;  the  real  estate  may 
not  be  worth  25  cents. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  would  ask  if  it  is  the  intention  to 
amend  the  election  law  in  order  to  carry  out  this  Jaw.  Ia 
the  case  of  a  voter  changing  his  residence  it  appears  that 
under  the  Bill  the  revising  officer’s  certificate  does  not 
altogether  disclose  the  rights  of  the  voter. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  How  is  it  done  now  ?  He  takes  the 
oath  at  present  and  he  is  qualified,  and  that  would  be  the 
case  under  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  No  ;  that  does  not  meet  this  case, 
because  he  only  swears  that  he  is  the  person  named  on  the 
list,  that  he  was  a  tenant  and  still  resides  within  the  elec¬ 
toral  district. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  In  the  Province  of  Quebec  the  pro¬ 
prietor  is  responsible  for  the  taxes,  and  knowing  that,  very 
often  leases  his  property  so  as  to  make  the  rent  include  the 
taxes.  In  that  casefwill  the  amount  of  the  taxes  be  deducted 
from  the  rent  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Oh,  no ;  that  is  very  com¬ 
mon  in  Canada. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  might  be  well,  in  that  case,  to  provide 
that  so  much  shall  be  free  from  taxes. 

On  sub-section  5,  section  4, 

Mr.  MULOCK.  There  might  be  a  tenant  of  a  property 
worth  $150,  who  does  not  pay  sufficient  rent  to  qualify  him 
to  vote  as  a  tenant.  Would  there  be  any  objection  to  pro¬ 
viding  for  him  in  this  section  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  would  not  do. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  would  propose  this  amendment  as  an 
addition : 

Provided  always,  that  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  employ6 
or  servant  of  the  Government  of  Canada  in  occupation  of  real  property 
belonging  to  the  Crown. 

This  is  intended  to  apply  chiefly  to  the  case  of  a  caretaker 
in  a  drill  shed  or  other  Government  building,  who  gets  a 
residence  in  the  building,  and  who  would  thereby  be  quali¬ 
fied  under  this  clause  as  an  occupant. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  A  caretaker  is  held  to 
be  a  servant,  occupying  a  portion  of  your  house.  In  Ire- 
land,  when  a  tenant  is  evicted,  whom  the  landlord  does  not 
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wish  to  press,  he  allows  him  to  remain  as  a  caretaker,  and 
he  is  considered  as  a  servant  who  holds  the  property  for  his 
master. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Would  not  a  servant,  then, occupying  a  house 
on  a  farm,  and  engaged  by  the  year,  be  qualified  under  this 
clause  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes;  his  house  is  part 
of  his  wages. 

Mr.  CASEY.  He  would  not  qualify  under  this  clause, 
but  under  the  income  clause. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Casey)  negatived. 

On  sub-section  6,  section  4, 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  wish  to  enter  my  protest  here.  I  think 
the  income  qualification  should  be  put  lower  than  it  is  for 
the  country  ;  everything  else  is  put  lower  for  the  country 
than  for  the  towns.  Wages  are  lower  there  also,  and  the 
agricultural  laborer  is  as  well  qualified  to  vote  as  the  town 
laborer.  There  are  a  great  many  town  laborers  getting 
$300  a  year,  but  a  farm  laborer  does  not,  on  the  average,  get 
$300  a  year,  in  Ontario.  The  average  wages  for  agricul¬ 
tural  laborers  there  is  $264  a  year,  without  board,  and  $170 
with  board.  They  are  generally  farmers’  sons  or  the  sons 
of  small  land-owners,  who  work  for  their  neighbors  and  are 
just  as  well  qualified  to  vote  as  town  laborers.  I  hope  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  review  the  income  franchise  in  this 
section  for  that  reason. 

Mr.  AUGEE.  Suppose  a  man  hired  for  a  year  for  $150 
and  his  board,  would  the  board  be  part  of  his  income  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes.  I  move  that  the 
words  “  earnings  in  money,  or  money’s  worth,”  be  added. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at  2:20  a.m„ 
Friday. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  22nd  May,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

THE  DISTUEBANCE  IN  THE  NOETH-WEST. 

Mr.  EDGAE.  I  see  in  an  extra  published  by  one  of  the 
city  newspapers  it  is  stated  that  Poundmaker  has  seDt  in  a 
flag  of  truce  to  Battleford,  and  released  some  prisoners. 
Has  the  Government  received  any  information  on  this 
subject  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  other  information 
than  that  which  is  published  through  the  press,  and  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  received. 

THE  FEANCHISE  BILL, 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  sub-section  7,  section  4, 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  First  Minister  stated,  when  we  were 
at  another  part  of  the  Bill,  that  he  proposed  to  consider 
this  clause  and  the  one  that  immediately  followed.  When 
provision  was  made  in  the  Ontario  Act  it  was  simply  to 
enfranchise  farmers’  sons  and  not  the  sons  of  other  property 
holders.  Under  this  clause  it  is  proposed  to  enfranchise 
the  sons  of  all  property  holders,  and  these  two  sub-sections 
might  properly  be  merged  into  one  sub-section. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  course,  when  the  Bill 
was  first  framed,  some  years  ago,  there  was  no  question 
about  giving  the  franchise  to  other  sons  than  to  farmers’ 
sons.  I  think  it  will  not  be  well  that  we  should  now  com¬ 
mence  to  alter  the  Bill  in  regard  to  such  particulars,  and 
the  two  sub-sections  may  as  well  stand.  There  can  be  no 
objection  to  it  in  this  way,  and  it  will  give  information  ; 
and  as  we  are  told  that  this  is  merely  the  commencement 
of  other  and  perhaps  more  liberal  legislation,  it  will  be  the 
means  of  gathering  in  a  comparatively  large  proportion  of 
farmers’  and  mechanics’  sons.  It  will  give  that  informa¬ 
tion,  which  there  can  be  no  harm  in  giving,  and  I  would 
rather  not  alter  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  a  Bill  for  industrial  statistics. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  will  be  valuable  in  that 
regard,  and  therefore  we  may  as  well  leave  it  as  it  is. 
While  I  am  up,  I  may  say  that  in  consequence  of  the  dis¬ 
cussion  we  had  last  night  I  have  been  thinking  over  the 
two  clauses  respecting  tenants,  as  regards  both  cities  and 
counties,  which  have  been  carried  in  committee.  Now,  I 
was  struck  by  some  of  the  remarks  that  were  made,  though 
they  had  occurred  to  me  before ;  but  in  order  to  go  a  cer¬ 
tain  step  and  to  remove  the  uncertainty  that  has  been  com¬ 
plained  of  by  some  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  the  hon, 
member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  and  especially 
another  hon.  member,  if  it  be  understood,  as  a  matter  of 
arrangement,  that  no  other  amendment  shall  be  proposed,  I 
propose  to  take  a  step  that  will,  to  a  certain  extent,  meet 
the  views  of  hon.  gentlemen,  and  it  is  this:  That  in  case 
any  assessment  roll  shows  a  party  to  be  a  tenant  but  does 
not  show  the  rent  he  pays,  I  propose  to  add  a  proviso 
which,  although  it  does  not  go  as  far  as  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  wishes,  goes  a  considerable  step  towards  it, 
and  I  propose  to  provide  that  the  fact  that  the  property  in 
respect  to  which  he  pays  a  rent  is  assessed  at  $150  shall  be 
accepted  as  prima  facie  evidence  that  the  tenant  has  a  right 
to  be  on  the  register.  I  understand  that  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec  the  assessment  roll  shows  the  rental  that  is  paid ; 
in  Ontario,  and  perhaps  some  of  the  other  Provinces,  the 
assessment  roll  merely  marks  that  he  is  a  tenant,  without 
showing  the  rent  he  pays.  I  propose  to  go  to  that  extent ; 
I  cannot  go  any  farther.  If  that  is  accepted  as  an  advance, 
I  shall,  in  the  course  of  th9  evening,  move  that  a  proviso  to 
that  effect  be  added  to  the  clause,  quoad  cities,  and  quoad 
counties. 

Mr.  MILLS.  So  that  in  cities  the  tenant  will  have  one- 
half  the  qualification  of  the  owner  ?  . 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  shall  adapt  it  to  differ¬ 
ent  circnmstances. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAET WEIGHT.  Does  the  First  Minister 
mean  that  a  man  must  pay  a  rent  on  property  assessed  for 
that  value  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No.  It  was  argued  last 
night,  with  a  great  deal  of  force,  that  in  Ontario  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll,  for  instance,  says:  John  Jones,  lot  No.  1,  value 
$150,  as  the  assessed  value.  Then  he  is  marked  as  tenant, 
but  that  does  not  show  what  rent  he  pays  at  all.  But  I 
would  make  a  proviso  that  if  that  property  is  assessed  at 
$150  which  gives  the  franchise  to  the  owner,  that  shall  be 
prima  facie  evidence  that  the  tenant  has  a  right  to  be  regis¬ 
tered.  If  it  is  proved  afterwards,  on  objection,  that  he  does 
not  pay  $20  a  year,  the  prima  facie  evidence  is  rebutted. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  done  well  to  accept 
the  suggestion  proposed  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Peel  (Mr. 
Fleming)  last  night.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  right  horn 
gentleman,  after  agreeing  to  his  proposal,  if  he  cannot  go  a 
little  further,  and  take  some  means  to  prevent  the  making 
of  fictitious  leases,  merely  for  the  purpose  of  manufacturing 
voters,  and  to  require  that  the  lease  shall  be  bond  fide. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  that  would  come 
under  gome  election  law  providing  against  fraud  and  cor¬ 
ruption.  The  whole  tenor  of  this  Bill  is  to  settle  what  the 
franchise  shall  be,  not  to  provide  against  fraud  and  manu¬ 
factured  votes. 

Mr.  CASEY.  In  the  next  sub-section  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  has  provided,  and  I  think  successfully,  against 
fraudulent  voting  under  the  occupancy  clause,  and  I  think  a 
provision  of  the  same  sort  might  be  put  into  this  clause. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  When  we  were  at  the 
clause  about  mechanics’  sons  and  property-owners’  sons  in 
cities,  I  took  occasion  to  remind  the  committee  the  clause 
was  originally  framed  when  woman  suffrage  was  in  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  A  man  may  be  a  tenant  of  a  very  valuable 
piece  of  property,  and  pay  a  very  light  ground  rent,  and  if 
he  were  assessed  on  the  value  of  the  property,  he  might 
have  ten  votes.  Numerous  cases  occur,  in  cities  like  Toronto, 
where  there  is  only  a  nominal  ground  rent.  It  occurs  in 
other  Provinces  besides  Prince  Edward  Island. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  was  told  by  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John 
(Mr.  Weldon),  before  he  left,  that  a  considerable  number  of 
tenants  in  the  city  of  St.  John  were  paying  wharf  rent  and 
were  entitled  to  a  renewal  of  their  leases.  The  amount  of 
rent  is  merely  nominal,  although  the  property  is  very 
valuable.  There  is  in  this  city  a  very  considerable  number 
of  tenants  of  the  Crown  who  have  leases  of  parts  of  the  Bye 
estate,  and  they  pay  very  small  rentals.  I  am  satisfied 
that,  unless  some  radical  changes  have  been  made  since  I 
was  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  some  of  the  parties 
would  be  disfranchised,  although  the  property  they  hold  is 
worth  many  thousands  of  dollars. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  propose  to  go 
further  than  I  have  stated  now ;  but  the  suggestion  as  to 
tenants  of  property  under  ground  rent  for  improvements 
constitutes  a  special  case,  and  I  will  consider  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Then  I  understand  some  opportunity  will 
be  given  for  the  consideration  of  this  question  of  tenants  in 
the  island  who  pay  ground  rental  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Certainly. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  When  the  discussion  on  the  interpreta¬ 
tion  clause  was  in  progress,  it  was  allowed  to  stand  over. 
I  then  proposed  to  move  an  amendment  respecting  the 
word  “  farm,”  setting  forth  that  it  should  mean  20  acres, 
and  10  acres  in  respect  of  market  gardens.  It  struck  me, 
however,  that  it  was  entirely  immaterial,  as  these  people 
would  be  land-owners,  and  they  and  their  sons  would  have 
votes. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  interpretation 
clause  stands  over.  When  we  go  back  to  it  we  can  discuss 
the  question  of  20  acres  and  the  market  gardens.  In  regard 
to  the  sons  of  farmers  and  property-owners,  I  think  it  will 
be  an  incidental  advantage  to  keep  the  farmers’  sons  dis¬ 
tinct,  so  that  we  can  see  the  number  that  have  respectively 
voted  at  elections. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  object  will  not  be  accomplished, 
because  the  sons  of  manufacturers,  fishermen  and  other 
classes  are  not  particularised.  How  is  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  ascertain  how  many  sons  of  merchants,  of  woollen  manu¬ 
facturers,  of  cotton  manufacturers,  or  blacksmiths  there 
will  be  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  is  not  going  to  get  the 
information  which  he  declares  it  is  desirable  to  obtain  in 
this  way. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  common  sense  of  the  committee  will  not  see  that,  in 
counties  especially,  where  the  great  mass  of  the  population 
is  agricultural,  it  will  add  this  incidental  advantage  of  show¬ 
ing  what  proportion  are  absolutely  employed  in  that 
industry,  and  what  proportion  are  drawn  from  other 
Mr.  Caset, 
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industrial  classes.  That  is  an  incidental  advantage  which  I 
think  we  might  keep,  especially  as  it  makes  no  difference 
whatever,  and  is  a  matter  of  running  two  sentences  into 
one. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Originally  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
intended  to  give  the  franchise  only  to  farmers’  sons,  but 
afterwards,  and  I  think  properly,  he  extended  it  to  the  sons 
of  owners  of  real  estate  generally.  Now,  why  regain  the 
two  clauses  when  the  effect  is  only  to  make  trouble,  to  have 
an  additional  column  in  the  reviser’s  list,  and  to  cause  a 
good  deal  of  trouble  and  annoyance  as  to  which  class  these 
people  are  to  go  in.  Besides  the  clause  is  inartistic,  and 
there  is  no  conceivable  advantage  which  can  result  from  it, 
unless  the  hon.  gentleman  has  some  ulterior  object  in  seeing 
how  many  sons  of  the  owners  of  real  estate  vote  on  more 
than  twenty  acres  of  land. 

Mr.  CASEY.  This  will  involve  the  necessity  of  the 
revising  officer  deciding  under  what  heads  he  shall  classify 
these  voters,  and  if  there  is  any  dispute  witnesses  will  have 
to  be  called  and  fees  paid.  Under  this  Bill  more  is  now 
left  to  the  individual  than  formerly,  and  it  should  be  drawn 
so  that  it  will  not  puzzle  the  non  legal  voter,  while  the 
effect  of  these  two  clauses  will  be  very  puzzling  to  that 
class.  The  language  of  the  Ontario  Act,  both  in  the  inter¬ 
pretation  and  the  enacting  clauses,  is  very  plain,  and  it  cov¬ 
ers  the  whole  ground  of  securing  the  franchise  to  all 
holders  of  real  property,  whether  farmers’  sons  or  not. 
When  the  hon.  gentleman  decided  to  include  the  sons  of 
other  owners  than  farmers,  he  simply  put  on  another  clause, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  his  explanation  is  incidental  rather 
than  the  advantage  which  he  claims  will  bo  gained. 

Mr.  LISTER.  The  form  in  which  these  provisions  stand 
will  involve  a  good  deal  of  expense  and  trouble.  The 
revising  officer  will  naturally  ask  himself  why  it  is  that 
farmers’  sons  and  the  sons  of  other  land-owners  should  be 
distinguished,  and  he  may  call  upon  people  to  appeal  against 
the  list  as  to  whether  they  are  farmers’  sons  or  the  sons  of 
other  land-holders.  The  hon.  gentleman  finding  that  Mr. 
Mowat  intended  to  give  the  franchise  to  the  sons  of  other 
owners  than  farmers,  felt  that  he  must  be  up  with  the  legis¬ 
lation  of  Ontario,  because  it  seems  to  be  a  run  between  him 
and  Mr.  Mowat,  as  to  who  shall  have  the  most  liberal  Act. 
Why  should  it  be  left  to  the  revising  officer  to  say  to  the 
sons  of  farmers,  or  of  other  owners,  you  must  come  forward 
and  give  evidence  that  you  belong  to  one  class  or  the  other. 
The  revising  officer  will  ask  himself  why  this  distinction 
was  made.  He  will  say  that  the  Legislature  in  making  it 
must  have  had  some  object  in  view  ;  and  persons  seeking 
to  be  put  on  the  list  under  these  clauses,  must  satisfy  him 
as  to  which  ciass  of  electors  they  belong  to.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  reason  given  by  the  First  Minister  is  no  reason 
at  all.  The  object  of  this  Bill  is  not  to  procure  statistics  ; 
its  only  intent  is  to  provide  a  list  of  electors.  If  section  8 
includes  the  sons  of  all  land-owners,  whether  residing  in  a 
city,  or  in  a  village,  or  in  the  country,  what  is  the  necessity 
of  encumbering  the  Bill  with  section  7  ?  The  greater 
includes  the  less.  The  distinction  is  inartistic  ;  there  is  no 
reason  whatever  for  it ;  and  it  will  only  load  to  confusion, 
difficulty,  and  expense.  I  think  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
ought  to  consent  to  expunge  that  section  altogether. 

Mr.  WALLA.CE  (York).  I  think  there  is  a  very  good 
reason  why  these  two  sections  should  be  retained.  We  know 
that  the  assessment  roll  in  Ontario  and  the  voters’  list  has  a 
column  for  farmer’s  sons. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Not  now  ;  not  after  this  Act  comes  in 
force. 

Mr.  WALLACE.  By  the  law  that  is  in  force  in  Ontario 
during  the  year  1885,  there  is  no  provision  made  for  any 
man’s  son  except  the  farmer’s  son.  Consequently,  when 
the  revising  officer  has  to  ascertain  who  are  to  be  put  on 
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the  list,  he  has  the  farmers’  sons  column  of  the  assessment 
roll  to  aid  him,  but  he  has  no  aid  from  it  with  reference  to 
the  sons  of  landholders. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  notice  that 
the  sons  of  tenant  farmers  are  not  provided  for  in  either  of 
these  clauses. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  Ontario  statute  defines  not  a  farmer’s 
son  but  a  land-holder’s  son. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (York).  That  only  commences  next 
year ;  it  does  not  apply  to  the  first  list. 

Mr,  MILLS.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had  made  sub-sec¬ 
tion  7  of  section  3  apply  to  this  particular  matter  it  would 
have  covered  the  whole  ground.  He  need  not  have  changed 
one  word  to  have  made  that  section  serve  in  the  place  of 
the  two  he  now  proposes.  Under  this  section  the  son  of  a 
land-holder  would  have  to  prove  the  extent  of  his  father’s 
property — whether  it  was  under  or  over  20  acres — before 
the  revising  officer  could  decide  in  what  class  to  place  his 
name  on  the  list. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  answer  of 
the  hon.  member  for  West  York  (Mr.  Wallace)  is  conclu¬ 
sive.  The  first  voters’  list  made  for  Dominion  purposes  in 
Ontario  will  be  made  in  the  opening  of  the  spring  of  1886, 
in  order  to  do  that  they  must  get  the  assessment  roll  of 
1885.  He  will  find  there  the  names  of  the  farmers’  sons, 
and  he  can  at  once  transfer  them  from  the  assessment  roll 
of  1885  to  his  voters’  list  of  1886.  But  under  the  provincial 
Act  which  comes  in  force  in  1886,  the  rolls  showing  who 
are  land-holders’  sons  will  not  be  revised  except  between 
August  and  October;  and  therefore  the  revising  officer,  in 
the  spring  of  1886,  will  have  to  enquire  who  the  land-hold¬ 
ers’  sons  are.  Much  of  that  work  will  be  done  in  the  coun¬ 
ties  especially,  by  the  assessment  roll  of  1885,  which  will 
show  who  the  farmers’  sons  are. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  To  hear  the  hon.  member  for  West  York, 
and  to  hear  his  reasons  for  retaining  this  clause  endorsed 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  one  would  imagine  that  the  whole 
of  this  Dominion  consists  of  the  Province  of  Ontario.  This 
Bill  is  not  framed  only  to  suit  Ontario.  In  Quebec,  in  Nova 
Scotia  and  in  New  Brunswick,  the  franchise  is  not  conferred 
specially  on  farmers’  eons,  and  in  those  Provinces  the  diffi¬ 
culty  pointed  out  from  retaining  these  two  clauses  will 
exist  the  very  moment  this  Act  comes  into  operation. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  yield 
to  the  proposal,  if  he  had,  we  would  have  been  through 
long  ago.  The  hon.  member  for  West  York  (Mr.  Wallace) 
assumes  the  names  will  be  got  from  the  voters’  list  in 
Ontario  this  year,  that  is  true,  but  how  is  it  with  regard  to 
the  other  Provinces,  and  how  will  it  be  with  regard  to 
Ontario  after  this  year  ?  The  old  list  will  not  aid  the  hon. 
gentleman,  because  property  is  being  constantly  divided, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  is  simply  enormously  increasing 
the  difficulties  of  those  who  prepare  the  lists  without  ac¬ 
complishing  the  slightest  advantage  to  any  portion  of  the 
community. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  There  ought  not  be  anything 
like  a  20  acre  lot  mentioned,  either  in  the  Ontario  Act  or  the 
present  Act.  There  are  many  farmers  cultivating  land  out¬ 
side  of  villages  and  towns,  in  lots  of  from  5  to  10  acres, 
which  are  of  more  value  in  many  parts  of  the  country  than 
lots  of  20  acres  or  100  acres  elsewhere,  but  I  do  not  think 
that,  as  regards  the  farmers’  sons,  the  mention  of  the  num¬ 
ber  of  acres  will  do  any  harm.  The  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s,  P.E.I.,  asked  if  we  thought  there  was  no  other 
place  than  Ontario.  We  do  think  there  is  ;  we  reckon  for 
the  Dominion,  but  the  great  opposition  to  the  Bill  comes 
from  Ontario,  and  were  it  not  for  the  Act  of  the  Ontario 
Local  House,  we  would  not  have  one-tenth  of  the  opposition 
we  have.  This  measure  increases  the  franchise  in  every 


part  of  the  Dominion  except  Prince  Edward  Island  and 
British  Columbia. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  argument,  that  the 
number  of  acres  should  not  be  mentioned,  is  exactly  what 
we  have  been  arguing.  What  we  want  is  but  a  simple  pro¬ 
vision  chat  the  sons  of  all  land-holders  whether  farmers  or 
not  who  have  sufficient  property,  should  be  qualified. 

Mr.  KIRK.  Because  certain  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side 
object  to  certain  portions  of  the  Bill,  is  not  an  evidence 
that  we  are  opposed  to  the  Bill,  but  an  evidence  of  our 
desire  to  insist  in  improving  it  and  making  it  as  perfect  a 
law  as  possible.  From  the  first,  I  have  objected  to  this 
clause  as  it  stands.  Farmers’  sons  and  fishermen  are  the 
only  two  classes  mentioned  with  regard  to  real  estate.  In 
the  9th  clause,  fishermen  are  entitled  to  vote  if  they  are 
owners  of  real  property  and  boats  and  tackle,  but  are  not 
allowed  to  qualify  on  any  other  personal  property.  In 
Nova  Scotia  this  will  have  the  effect  of  decreasing  the 
number  of  votes  in  that  class  of  the  community.  The 
fact  that  farmers’  sons  are  mentioned  will  raise  a  doubt 
in  the  mind  of  the  revising  barrister  that  fish* 
ermen  are  not  included,  even  though  the  father 
may  have  sufficient  real  estate  to  give  him  a 
vote.  Fishermen’s  sons,  as  well  as  farmer’s  sons,  ought  to 
be  entitled  to  vote  in  their  father’s  own  sufficient  real 
estate.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  the  farmers  are  the 
largest  class  in  the  community,  but  in  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  the  fishermen  are  also  a  very  important  class. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  has  read  the  Bill,  be 
must  have  seen  that  fishermen’s  sons,  whose  fathers  have 
real  estate,  may  have  a  vote. 

Mr.  KIRK.  I  do  not  deny  that,  but  I  say  it  is  not  clear. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  There  is  no  doubt  about  it  at  all. 

Mr.  KIRK.  There  are  large  numbers  of  fishermen  who  own 
a  considerable  quantity  of  land,  and  are  not  called  farmers, 
and  their  sons  might  not,  under  this  Act,  be  entitled  to  vote. 
Where  is  the  necessity  for  saying  that  farmers’  sons  shall 
be  entitled  to  vote  when  you  do  not  give  the  same  right  to 
the  sons  of  fishermen  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Look  at  the  8th  clause. 

Mr.  KIRK.  They  may  come  in  under  the  8th  clause,  but 
it  will  create  confusion.  Supposing  the  7th  clause  was  not 
there,  and  the  words  “  other  than  farmers’  sons  ”  were  struck 
out  of  the  8th  clause,  would  not  that  admit  farmers’  sons  ? 

Mr.  EDGAR.  There  is  a  very  large  class  of  farmers  who 
do  not  own  the  farms  which  they  work,  but  have  a  large 
stake  in  the  country,  who  own  a  lot  of  stock,  and  whose 
sons  work  for  them  in  the  same  way  as  the  sons  of  proprie¬ 
tors  work  for  them.  In  many  cases  the  owners  are  simply 
nominal  owners,  because  they  have  large  mortgages  on  their 
property,  and  have  not  really  any  more  interest  than  the 
tenant  farmers  have.  I  propose,  therefore,  an  amendment 
to  the  clause  that  the  following  words  be  added  after  the 
word  “  son  ”  in  the  first  line  of  sub-section  7  of  section  4 : 
“or  tenant  farmers’  sons.” 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  There  is  no  doubt  that  there  are  a 
large  number  of  these  tenant  farmers  whose  sons  should  be 
entitled  to  vote  as  much  as  the  sons  of  owners,  and  I  there¬ 
fore  hope  that  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  In  the  Province  of  Quebec  there  are 
many  of  this  class.  I  saw  in  a  paper  which  is  supposed  to 
be  more  or  less  under  the  inspiration  of  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works,  the  Monde  of  Montreal,  a  statement  that 
members  on  this  side  of  the  House  desired  to  prevent 
farmers’  sons  from  voting.  I  have  not  heard  any  one  on 
this  side  express  an  opinion  to  that  effect,  and  now  we  are 
proposing  to  increase  the  number  of  farmers’  sons  who 
should  have  a  vote. 
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Mr.  WILSON.  In  tho  neighborhood  of  cities  and  towns, 
very  often  a  large  rental  is  paid  for  a  farm,  and  the  sons  of 
the  tenant  farmer  work  for  him  in  the  same  way  as  tho  sons 
of  an  owner.  They  are  as  intelligent  and  as  much  entitled 
to  a  vote  as  the  sons  of  farmers  who  own  their  farms.  A 
farmer  may  have  a  lease  of  eighteen  or  twenty  years  of  his 
land,  and  his  sons  are  as  much  entitled  to  a  vote  as  those 
of  the  owner  whose  property  may  be  heavily  mortgaged. 

I  know  that  in  the  section  from  which  I  come  there  are 
leases  of  this  kind  upon  property,  which  run  for  twenty-one 
years.  The  tenants  virtually  own  the  land,  yet  they  will 
all  be  prevented  from  voting  unless  they  can  get  upon  the 
assessment  roll  by  some  other  means.  We  ought  to  try  to 
prevent,  as  much  as  possible,  the  contention  in  the  various 
courts  of  revision  that  usually  takes  place  there.  If  the 
First  Minister  still  persists  in  granting  the  tenant  farmer  a 
right  to  vote,  I  can  see  no  reason  why  these  two  clauses 
should  be  retained.  It  will  be  the  source  of  a  great  deal  of 
annoyance  to  the  revising  barrister,  and  to  parties  desirous 
of  getting  upon  the  list. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  1  wish  to  remind  the  First  Minister  of 
the  circumstances  existing  in  Prince  Edward  Island.  Those 
hon.  gentlemen  who  support  him  in  this  House  will  bear 
me  out  in  the  statement  that  in  that  Province  nearly  all 
the  lands  were  originally  held  or  leased  by  tenant  farmers. 
Since  then  the  farms  have  been  bought  out  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  bought  out  by  the  tenants,  of  whom  a  large  pro¬ 
portion  are  now  freeholders,  and  the  large  number  who  yet 
remain  tenants  are  paying  a  rent.  Heretofore,  their 
sods  have  been  accustomed  to  go  with  the  father 
and  vote  on  polling  day.  Whatever  effect  the  Bill 
may  have  in  other  Provinces,  it  will  disqualify 
large  numbers  of  these  farmers’  sons  in  Prince  Edward 
Island,  and  here  is  an  opportunity,  by  this  amendment,  of 
reinstating  the  sons  of  the  tenant  farmers  throughout  the 
Island  in  the  position  they  held  before  this  Bill  was  intro¬ 
duced.  I  suppose  there  will  be  hundreds  of  these  men  in 
each  county  disfranchised  by  this  Bill.  I  have  seen  myself 
as  many  as  three  sons  go  up  to  the  polls  with 
the  father  and  vote.  If  this  amendment  is  accepted, 
these  sons  will  be  continued  in  their  right,  because 
the  farm  is  of  sufficient  value  to  give  both  father 
and  sons  a  vote.  I  am  quite  sure  my  hon.  friends 
from  the  Island,  irrespective  of  politics,  will  support  the 
amendment  so  far  as  our  Province  is  concerned.  There 
can  be  no  harm  in  it ;  it  is  in  the  direction  of  extending  the 
franchise,  and  those  gentlemen  who  expressed  a  desire,  the 
other  day,  to  extend  the  franchise  in  every  reasonable  direc¬ 
tion,  ought  to  be  the  first  to  accept  this  proposition.  I 
would  press  upon  the  First  Minister  the  desirability  of 
allowing  these  farmers’  sons  to  continue  to  exercise  the 
franchise.  They  are  a  very  intelligent  class,  well  educated 
young  men,  who  take  a  great  interest  in  politics,  and  are 
among  the  most  active  in  promoting  the  interests  of  their 
candidate.  I  hope  my  hon.  friends  from  tho  Island,  who 
support  the  Government,  will  use  their  influence  with  the 
Premier  to  get  this  amendment  accepted. 

Mr.  AUGER.  In  the  Province  of  Quebec  there  is  a  very 
large  class  of  tenant  farmers  who  work  tho  farms  of  large 
proprietors,  while  the  proprietors  are  absent  in  the  city  or 
elsewhere.  These  tenants  cannot  work  those  large  farms 
alone,  and  they  keep  their  sons  with  them,  who  live  on  the 
farm.  Tou  are  now  giving  a  vote  to  a  man  who  owns  a 
farm  worth  $300,  and  you  give  his  son  a  vote,  but  although 
the  tenant  farmer  may  work  a  farm  worth  ten  times  that 
amount,  and  has  more  at  stake  than  the  small  proprietor, 
you  propose  to  deprive  his  sons  of  the  right  to  vote.  I  am 
afraid  it  will  induce  them  to  leave  the  farm  and  emigrate. 
I  hope  the  First  Minister  will  accept  this  amendment, 
because  in  my  Province  it  will  make  a  great  difference  with 
our  young  men. 

Mr.  Langelier. 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  doubt  whether  the 
attention  of  the  First  Minister  has  been  called  to  the  fact, 
that  within  the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years  there  has  been  a 
great  alteration  in  many  parts  of  the  country  as  regards 
the  ownership  of  land.  Notably  in  Ontario  there  is  a  large 
class  of  tenant  farmers,  men  possessed  of  considerable  capi¬ 
tal,  and  apparently  that  class  is  on  the  increase.  Now,  I 
can  quite  understand  how  it  may  have  been  very  objection¬ 
able  at  a  former  period  to  give  the  franchise  to  sons  of 
very  small  tenant  farmers,  but  I  submit  the  position  is 
entirely  changed  now.  I  submit  that  the  sons  of 
these  tenant  farmers,  at  present  are,  to  say  the  least,  quite 
as  well  deserving  of  the  franchise  as  the  small  tenants  in 
towns  and  cities,  whom  he  proposes  to  enfranchise.  If  you 
are  going  to  enfranchise  the  small  tenants  in  cities,  if  you 
are  going  to  enfranchise  Indians,  as  the  hon,  gentleman 
pi’oposes,  it  certainly  appears  very  absurd,  and  very  incon¬ 
sequent,  to  refuse  the  franchise  to  tho  sons  of  tenant  far¬ 
mers  of  the  class  who  are  now  becoming  a  very  large  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  agricultural  population.  Then,  there  is 
another  consideration.  It  is,  as  the  First  Minister  knows, 
very  desirable  that  we  should  do  all  we  reasonably  can  to 
encourage  those  young  men  to  stay  in  this  country,  and 
remain  with  their  fathers  on  the  farm,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
that  giving  them  the  franchise  would  help  to  secure  both 
these  desirable  objects. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  new  Ontario  law  on  this  subject,  as  the 
First  Minister  will  observe,  if  he  looks  at  it,  includes,  by  the 
interpretation  clause,  tenants  amongst  those  who  are 
embraced  within  the  definition  of  “landlord,”  and  “land¬ 
lord’s  sons,”  includes  the  sons  of  the  owner  and  the 
tenant.  I  know  that  a  great  many  of  the  farmers  of  Ontario 
are  tenant  farmers — in  fact,  1  know  some  parties  who  were 
proprietors  of  land,  sold  their  land,  and  invested  their 
money,  and  rented  other  farms,  still  continuing  the  business 
of  farming,  and  believing  that  a  certain  amount  of  capital 
invested  otherwise  than  in  land,  would  yield  a  larger  inter¬ 
est  than  will  real  estate.  They  can  rent  a  farm  worth 
$10,000  for  very  much  less  than  the  interest  on  that  sum,  so 
they  become  tenant  farmers.  There  is  a  large  number  of 
that  particular  class.  The  question  is,  what  is  best  with 
respect  to  the  safety  of  the  state  ?  Can  these  sons  of  ten¬ 
ant  farmers  be  entrusted  with  the  franchise,  and  are  they 
likely  to  exercise  it  as  intelligently  as  proprietors  of  the 
soil  ?  They  will,  no  doubt,  exercise  it  quite  as  intelligently. 
The  sons  of  tenant  farmers  are  educated  with  farmers’  sons, 
and  are  equal  to  them  in  ability  and  intelligence.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  they  are  members  of  the  same  class.  It  is 
most  extraordinary  that  we  should  be  legislating  to  give 
the  wild  Indian  the  franchise  and  withhold  it  from  the  ten¬ 
ant  farmers’  sons. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  As  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  repeated  again  and  again  the  purpose  of  giving  farm¬ 
ers’  sons  votes  was  this  ;  The  farmer  is  the  owner  of  the 
soil.  As  a  general  rule  one  of  his  sons  remains  at  home 
and  succeeds  to  the  property  at  his  tather’s  death.  The 
other  sons  go  to  the  towns  on  their  own  account.  That  was 
the  original  idea  in  Ontario.  It  was  afterwards  extended 
so  as  to  include  the  sons  of  property  owners. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  A  kind  of  universal  suffrage. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No,  because  in  this  Do¬ 
minion  there  is  no  law  of  primogeniture.  The  estate  is 
accordingly  divided  up.  It  has  been  under  the  usual  argu¬ 
ment  :  Why  should  you  prevent  an  artisan’s  son  or  a  mer¬ 
chant’s  son  from  having  the  vote,  because  on  his  father’s 
death  he  will  obtain  tho  property,  and  the  business  stand  ? 
This  has  always  been  based  upon  the  suggestion  that  the 
son  had  a  real  interest  in  the  estate.  That  argument  can¬ 
not  apply  to  a  tenant’s  son.  He  has  no  interest  in  the  land 
which  his  father  rents  for  a  period  of  from  one  to  ten 
years ;  and  so  it  would  be  giving  a  vote  without  the  party 
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possessing  any  qualification.  The  father  has  a  vote  on  his 
rental,  but  the  son,  as  I  have  said,  has  no  interest  in  the 
estate.  If  you  adopt  this  proposition  you  must  give  the 
vote  to  sons  of  tenants  in  cities  and  towns  who  pay  $2  a 
month  rent.  That  is  simply  manhood  suffrage.  I  am  not 
prepared,  and  the  House  is  not  prepared,  to  adopt  manhood 
suffrage,  which  has  already  been  voted  down,  and  I  cannot 
therefore  adopt  the  proposal  because  it  would  be  in  effect 
manhood  suffrage. 


they  require  it  in  their  own  business.  Then,  with  respect 
to  this  clause  about  fishermen-— 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  have  not  come  to 
that  yet. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Well,  we  have  not  come"  to  it,  but 
everybody  has  been  talking  about  it.  I  want  a  little  to  say 
about  it;  I  want  my  name  in  Hansard  as  well  as  other 
people. 


Mr.  DAYIES.  I  do  not  think  the  First  Minister  can 
have  correctly  stated  the  reasons  why  farmers’  sons  were 
given  the  vote ;  if  he  has,  they  are  very  flimsy  reasons.  In 
Prince  Edward  Island  persons  have  leases  for  99  years  at 
small  rentals,  and  are  practically  in  the  same  position  as 
owners  of  the  fee.  I  would  point  out  to  the  First  Minister 
that  the  sons  of  farmers  have  no  vested  right  in  their 
fathers’  estates.  The  father  can  leave  it  to  whom  he  pleases. 
But  in  the  case  o  1  leases  for  999  years,  you  are  going  to 
create  this  extraordinary  anomaly.  Two  farmers  may  live 
along  side  each  other.  One  has  a  lease  for  999  years  for 
which  he  pays  five  pounds  a  year  rent,  and  the  other  buys 
out  the  reversion.  The  sons  of  the  latter  will  have  a  vote 
while  the  sons  of  the  tenant  for  999  years  will  have  no 
vote.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  cannot  grant  it  to  every  ten¬ 
ant  farmer,  he  should  grant  it  at  least  to  tenant  farmers  for 
long  terms. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  already  told  the 
hon.  gentleman — I  promised  him  that  the  case  of  long 
grant  leases  would  be  considered  if  the  Bill  will  declare 
that  a  building  lease  on  a  long  lease  is  equivalent  to  an 
ownership,  if  it  declares  that  such  a  lessee  stands  in  sub¬ 
stance  as  a  proprietor,  then  his  sons  will  have  a  vote,  but 
until  we  settle  the  first  point  with  regard  to  these  quasi 
owners,  we  cannot  deal  with  their  sons. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  proposed  to  consider 
those  cases  where  a  party  has  a  right  to  renew  a  lease  on 
payment  of  a  small  rent,  but  there  is  another  class  of  cases 
where  the  lease  is  for  a  specific  time  and  no  matter  how 
long  that  time  is  he  has  a  chattel  interest. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  what  I  have  pro¬ 
mised  to  consider. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  an  additional  case. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  speak  without  pi’ejudice 
of  course,  but  I  stated  that  those  persons  holding  a  999  years 
lease  would  be  equivalent  to  those  having  an  estate  for  life 
—would  be  of  equal  value,  I  mean.  We  might  fairly  say 
that  such  a  person  should  be  considered  as  an  owner.  A 
person  holding  lease  twenty-one  years,  renewable  for 
ever- — — 

Mr.  MILLS.  Or  ten  years. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No,  I  think  twenty-one 
years  should  be  the  least,  for  no  person  would  take  a  ground 
rent  for  the  purpose  of  building  a  house  unless  he  has  a 
twenty-one  years  lease  renewable,  or  an  increased  rental  to 
be  settled  by  arbitration.  That  is  another  case  to  be  fairly 
considered.  If  we  decide  that  those  persons  have  the  same 
property  substantially,  though  not  technically,  for  life,  I 
should  have  no  objection  that  the  sons  of  such  parties  should 
have  a  vote,  but  the  major  being  settled  the  minor  will 
follow. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Premier  to  the  fact  that  there  is  a  class  in  my  own  county 
called  lumberers,  who  have  a  great  deal  of  money  invested 
in  their  business,  many  of  whom  are  not  farmers.  They 
may  or  may  not  be  owners  of  real  estate,  but  they  generally 
have  sons,  and  their  sons  work  with  them,  and  I  would 
like  to  know  if  any  provision  can  be  made  for  them.  Some¬ 
times  they  have  $10,000  or  $12,000  worth  of  property, 
which  they  do  not  want  to  invest  in  real  estate,  because 


Mr.  BOWELL.  That’s  honest  any  way. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  This  is  the  first  time  I  have  opened 
my  mouth  for  two  days,  except  to  eat  and  drink,  and  I 
have  been  waiting  for  an  hour  to  get  a  chance  to  say  what 
I  want  to  say;  but  what,  with  the  distinguished  orators  on 
the  other  side,  and  the  right  hon.  gentleman  answering 
them,  I  have  not  had  a  chance  to  say  a  single  word.  Now, 
I  propose  to  have  a  little  say  at  this  discussion,  and  what  I 
shall  say  will  be  short,  as  I  am  always  short — ’Sometimes 
with  my  right  hon.  friend,  and  sometimes  with  hon.  gen. 
tlemen  opposite. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  You  are  five  feet  eight— 
not  very  short,  rather  tall. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  A  little  too  tall  for  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  sometimes.  The  point  I  wish  to  refer  to  is  about 
the  fishermen,  and  I  know  the  right  hon.  gentleman  will 
take  it  in  good  part.  There  are  quite  a  number  of  people 
in  my  own  county  who  are  fishermen,  and  we  know  that  the 
effect  upon  people  who  lead  the  life  of  fishermen  is  they 
generally  have  large  families. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Explain,  explain. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  do  not  see  that  the  statement  of  a 
truism  on  that  subject  should  provoke  laughter  on  this 
occasion,  but  certainly  it  is  a  relief  from  the  very  dry 
speeches  we  have  had  for  a  very  long  time.  It  is  quite  a 
relief  to  know  that  there  is  a  little  music  left  in  the  House 
yet.  What  I  want  to  say  to  the  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  this :  That  he  is  getting  very  near  manhood 
suffrage ;  he  is  going  towards  it  step  by  step,  and 
soon  there  will  be  nothing  but  the  shadow  of  a  shade 
left  of  his  original  franchises.  I  would  like  him  to 
consider  this  question  of  the  fisherman’s  sons,  who  perhaps 
may  have  real  estate  to  the  amount  of  $200  or  $300,  or  may 
have  personal  property  to  the  amount  of  $700  or  $1,000.  I 
would  like  to  know  from  the  hon.  gentleman  if  he  could  not 
put  in  some  provision  for  fishermen  who  have  two,  three  or 
four  grown  up  sons,  who  have  probably  $500  or  $000  worth 
of  real  estate,  or  $1,000  worth  of  personal  property  in  his 
boats  and  fishing  tackle,  etc.  Why  should  he  not  include 
these  sons  of  fishermen,  even  as  a  matter  of  fair  play  if 
nothing  else,  as  well  as  the  sons  of  mechanics  and  farmers. 
I  will  not  ask  him  to  commit  himself  at  this  moment,  but  I 
would  ask  him  to  consider  the  matter  before  we  reach  the 
section.  I  have  risen  for  these  two  purposes  :  First  as  to  the 
merits  of  the  two  classes  I  have  mentioned,  and,  secondly,  to 
get  my  name  in  Hansard. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  gives  a  correct 
account  of  the  grounds  upon  which  this  franchise  was  first 
granted.  The  franchise  was  first  commended  on  some  such 
ground  as  that — that  the  farmer’s  son  was  supposed  to  have 
a  real  interest  in  the  property.  But  we  have  got  very  far 
beyond  that  in  this  Bill.  The  hon.  gentleman  provides  hero 
an  income  franchise  and  a  wage-earner’s  franchise,  which 
gives  a  vote  to  a  workingman  who  has  no  interest  in  any 
property  or  stake  in  the  country  beyond  the  fact  that  he 
has  earned  $300  a  year.  That  franchise  cannot  certainly 
be  defended  on  the  ground  of  interest  in  land,  and  it  is  quite 
clear  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  in  this  Bill,  Conserva¬ 
tive  as  he  is,  has  got  far  away  from  the  idea  of  the  franchise 
having  any  connection  with  a  living  interest  in  a  piece  of 
land.  The  question  is,  then,  whether  the  sons  of  tenant 
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farmers  should  be  qualified  with  their  fathers  or  not;  and  it 
must  not  be  decided  on  the  issue  whether  they  have  any 
living  interest  in  the  soil  or  not.  Let  us  compare  this  class 
with  the  classes  whom  the  hon.  gentleman  doe3  enfranchise. 
Take  the  laborer.  The  tenant  farmer  employs  a  laborer,  and 
erhaps  pays  him  $300  a  year  in  wages,  or  in  wages  and 
oard  combined  ;  and  the  laborer  will  be  disqualified,  while 
the  tenant  farmer’s  own  son  will  not  be  qualified.  Again, 
compare  the  tenant  farmer’s  so  a  with  the  man  who  rents 
a  room  in  a  city  lodging  house  at  $2  a  month.  There  is 
no  comparison  ;  the  mere  lodger  at  $3  a  month  has  no  such 
interest  in  the  country  as  the  son  of  a  tenant  farmer  ;  and 
the  latter  is  as  well  qualified  as  the  former  on  the  ground 
of  intelligence,  social  position  or  stake  in  the  country.  I 
do  not  believe  there  is  any  tenant  farmer’s  son  in  Canada 
who  does  not  earn  as  much  in  the  course  of  tho  year  as 
would  qualify  him  under  the  wage-earners’  franchise  if  he 
got  it  in  money  or  in  money  and  board  combined.  But  he 
does  not ;  he  simply  helps  to  produce  the  crop,  the  price  which 
is  shared  between  the  farmer  and  his  sons  according  to  their 
necessities.  He  may  get  $50  in  one  year,  $100  in  another, 
and  $25  in  another  in  cash  ;  but  he  gets  no  regular  wages. 
He  is  practically  working  the  farm  on  shares  with  his  father. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is,  practically,  wages. 

Mr.  CASEY.  But  you  are  leaving  his  vote  at  the  mercy 
of  his  father,  and  to  some  extent  at  the  mercy  of  the  land¬ 
lord,  because  if  the  landlord  chooses  the  farmer’s  sons  can 
be  put  on  as  joint  tenants  ;  and  where  the  landlord  is  of 
the  same  political  stripe  as  the  tenant,  that  is  done ;  but  in 
the  one  case  the  hon.  gentleman  leaves  the  vote  of  the  ten¬ 
ant’s  sons  at  the  mercy  of  the  landlord,  and  in  another  case 
at  the  mercy  of  the  father.  That  is  not  sound  constitu¬ 
tional  doctrine.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  raised  the  diffi¬ 
culty  that  if  you  give  the  franchise  to  the  sons  of  tenant 
farmers,  you  will  be  obliged  to  give  it  to  the  sons  of  all 
other  tenants.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  connection 
between  the  cases  of  the  farmer-tenant  and  the  lodger- 
tenant.  I  think  you  might  naturally  be  called  upon 
to  give  the  franchise  to  the  sons  of  other  land¬ 
holders  renting  a  property  of  the  value  that  would  qualify 
tho  tenant  farmer  and  bis  son  ;  but  you  are  not  obliged  to 
extend  it  to  the  case  of  the  lodger-tenant.  The  value  of 
the  property  will  be  shown  by  the  assessment  roll,  and  it 
will  be  easy  to  determine  how  many  sons  will  be  qualified. 
I  propose  that  sub-section  8  be  amended  by  inserting  after 
the  word  “farm  ”  in  the  second  line  the  words: 

Or  of  ary  person  actually  domiciled  in  any  dwelling  house  as  tenant 
therein  where  such  dwelling  house  and  the  land  if  any  held  with  it  are 
of  the  actual  value  of  $300. 

These  words  are  from  the  Ontario  Act,  which  does  extend 
the  franchise  to  the  sons  of  tenant  farmers.  I  have  shown 
how  it  may  be  extended  to  the  sons  of  other  tenants  without 
going  to  manhood  suffrage,  and  I  put  the  qualification  at 
$300,  following  the  lines  of  the  Ontario  Act,  in  which  the 
qualification  of  such  tenants  is  put  at  $200,  double  the 
amount  required  to  qualify  a  tenant  himself. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  have  gone  over  the  lists  of  tenants 
in  one  of  the  townships  in  my  riding,  and  I  find  there 
are  78  tenant  farmers  in  it.  Are  we  going  to  disfranchise 
the  sons  of  78  tenant  farmers  in  one  township  ? 

Mr.  FERGUSON  (Leeds  and  Grenville).  They  never 
had  votes. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Thoy  have  vote3  under  the  Ontario 
Act,  and  it  is  important  they  should  bo  allowed  to  have 
votes  under  this.  I  know  one  case  where  a  man  rents  200 
acres  of  land  for  which  he  pays  $400  rental,  and  yet  his  two 
sons  will  not  have  the  right  to  vote.  If  a  tenant  who  pays 
a  rental  of  $20  a  year  is  entitled  to  vote,  why  should  not 
the  sons  of  a  tenant  who  pays  a  sufficient  rental  to  make 
$20  each,  if  divided,  be  entitled  to  vote  ? 

Mr.  Casey. 


Mat  22, 


Mr.  LANGELIER.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  has  I 
understand  consented  to  take  into  consideration  the  case  of 
Prince  Edward  Island.  I  will  bring  under  his  notice  a  case 
concerning  Quebec.  In  Napierville  there  is  a  whole  town¬ 
ship  which  was  originally  granted  by  the  Crown  to  the  Hon. 
Mx%  Baby.  The  lands  have  since  been  granted  to  farmers 
for  a  certain  number  of  years,  and  if  the  sons  of  those  ten¬ 
ants  are  not  to  be  entitled  to  vote,  there  will  not  be  a  farm¬ 
er’s  son  in  all  that  township  who  will  have  the  right  to 
vote. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  While  it  may  be  said  that  a  tenant 
farmer  could  give  his  son  a  vote  by  putting  him  on  wages, 
that  is  not  the  usual  practice,  and  to  encourage  the  sons  of 
tenant  farmers  to  remain  with  their  fathers,  to  encourage 
filial  duty,  the  franchise  should  not  be  limited  to  the  sons 
of  freehold  farmers,  but  should  be  extended  to  the  sons  of 
farmers  who  have  leases  for  a  reasonable  time,  say  five 
years. 

Mr.  SCRIYER.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not 
limit  his  consideration  to  the  cases  of  what  he  calls  building 
leases  of  twenty-one  years. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  gay  so. 

Mr.  SCRIYER.  There  are  cases  of  emphyteutic  leases 
made  for  99  years. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  take  care  of  that. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  CASEY.  This  clause  provides  that  only  as  many 
farmers’  sons  shall  qualify  as  tho  property  would  qualify 
if  they  were  joint  owners  with  their  fathers.  Considering 
the  length  we  have  gone  in  enfranchising  different  classes, 
I  do  not  see  any  reason  for  continuing  this  restriction. 
All  the  arguments  I  have  applied  to  the  case  of  tenant 
farmers’  sons  will  apply  to  this  case.  In  my  own 
county,  I  find  by  inspection  of _  the  lists,  320  farmers’ sons 
were  qualified  under  the  late  Ontario  Act,  while  I  find  by  the 
census  of  1881  there  wore  755  farmers’  sons  in  that  county. 
These  400  sons  of  farmers  will  be  included  under  Mr. 
Mowat’s  Act  and  excluded  under  this  Act.  We  should  not 
disfranchise  anyone  who  has  a  vote  in  the  Provinces.  Those 
sons  of  freeholders  might  be  able  to  qualify  if  thoy  were 
servants  instead  of  sons,  and  it  is  not  fair  that  they  should 
bo  disqualified  because  they  are  working  on  their  father’s 
farms.  I  move  that  clause  7  be  amended  by  ommitting  the 
proviso  in  reference  to  the  division  of  the  value  of  the  pro¬ 
perty.  That  will  leave  all  the  sons  of  freeholders  who  are 
themselves  qualified  at  liberty  to  vote.  That  is  in  conson¬ 
ance  with  the  spirit  of  this  Bill,  and  particularly  in  conson¬ 
ance  with  tho  spirit  of  the  people  of  Ontario.  I  cannot  help 
reminding  tho  First  Minister  again  that  Mr.  Meredith,  the 
leader  of  the  Conservative  party  in  Ontario,  moved  a  reso¬ 
lution  in  the  Ontario  Assembly,  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage, 
so  that  at  the  next  election  Conservative  members  from 
Ontario  will  have  a  beautiful  time.  The  elections  for  the 
Local  House  and  for  this  House  may  take  place  at  the  same 
time,  and  wo  shall  see  the  Conservative  members  for  a  rid¬ 
ing  in  the  Local  House,  asking  for  support  because  he 
advocates  manhood  suffrage,  and  the  Federal  representative 
of  the  same  riding  asking  for  support  because  he  opposed 
it.  I  think  that,  as  the  Conservatives  of  Ontario  are  in 
favor  of  manhood  suffrage,  we  are  entitled  at  least  to  ask 
that  we  should  approach  so  near  to  it  that  the  intelligent  sons 
of  our  farmers  should  be  enfranchised. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  think  sub  section  7  should  be  eliminated 
altogether  and  sub-section  8  should  be  amended.  I  think 
that  the  tenants  of  Ontario  as  well  as  those  of  Prince 
Edward  Island,  should  have  the  right  to  exercise  the  fran¬ 
chise.  Any  hon.  gentleman  who  will  take  the  trouble  to 
go  over  the  voters’  list  of  his  district,  will  find  that  at  least 
nine-tenths  of  the  people  named  on  the  list  are  farmers. 
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Now,  this  farmers’  son  suffrage  is  not  a  very  old  one. 
When  it  was  agitated  some  years  ago  it  was  thought  to  be 
a  dangerous  innovation,  and  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  were  not  entirely 
in  accord  with  the  proposition  to  enfranchise  the  sons  of 
farmers.  Experience  has  proved  that  it  was  no  mistake  ; 
experience  has  proved  that  the  farmers’  sons  of  this  country 
were  thoroughly  qualified  to  exercise  the  franchise  in  an 
intelligent  way.  Why  should  not  these  men  still  continue 
to  exercise  that  right  for  the  election  of  members  to  this 
House  ?  Why  should  not  the  sons  of  tenant  farmers  have 
the  right  just  as  much  as  the  sons  of  proprietors  ?  As  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothweil  (Mr.  Mills)  says,  they  go  to  the 
same  school,  they  associate  together,  they  have  the  same 
measure  of  intelligence,  and  there  is  no  reason  why  the  son 
of  a  farmer  who  happens  to  be  a  tenant,  should  be  excluded 
from  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  while  the  son  of  his 
neighbor,  who  happens  to  be  the  owner,  is  included.  The 
reason  for  giving  the  franchise  to  the  sons  of  farmers  was, 
that  it  would  bo  an  inducement  to  those  sons  to  remain  at 
home  and  help  their  aged  parents  to  work  the  farm.  If 
that  argument  was  good  in  their  case,  it  is  equally  good  as 
respects  the  sons  of  tenant  farmers. 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  sub  section  8, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  going  to  move  an 
amendment  equivalent  to  the  one  that  has  just  been  passed. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Before  that  is  done  I 
wish  to  call  the  First  Minister’s  attention  to  the  word 
“continuously”  in  the  19th  line  of  the  8th  paragraph. 
Now,  he  knows  that  in  all  probability  these  clauses  will  be 
considerably  fought  over  by  the  respective  parties,  and  it 
is  desirable  that  there  should  be  as  little  confusion  as  pos¬ 
sible.  A  considerable  number  of  residents  in  towns  and 
cities  are  persons  who  are  getting  more  and  more  into  the 
habit  of  spending  a  considerable  part  of  the  year  away  from 
their  ordinary  residences  on  which  the  vote  takes  place, 
and  I  apprehend  this  word  “  continuously  ”  might  give  rise 
to  a  considerable  amount  of  wrangling,  as  the  son  of  such  a 
person  could  hardly  swear  that  he  had  been  a  year  con¬ 
tinuously  in  residence,  if,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  had  spont 
several  months  away  from  the  domicile. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  last  clause  will 
cover  that. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  think  so, 
because  there  it  provides  for  occasional  absence  from  the 
residence  of  the  father  and  mother.  I  am  referring  to  the 
case  where  a  whole  family  is  absent  for  quite  a  long  period 
during  the  summer  season. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  that  word  “con¬ 
tinuously”  would  be  reasonably  interpreted  as  meaning 
six  months  in  the  year.  A  person  is  continuously  resident 
where  he  has  got  his  domicile,  if  he  has  no  other.  I  take 
it  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  comes  down  here  to 
Parliament,  is  still  continuously  resident  at  Kingston. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  raised  that  objection 
because  this  is  sure  to  be  litigated  a  great  deal.  I  think  a 
dispute  would  arise  on  the  meaning  of  the  word  “  continu¬ 
ously.”  The  Minister  may  be  correct  enough,  that  a  pro¬ 
per  construction  would  be  to  pay  no  attention  to  such  a 
discontinuance  of  residence  as  I  speak  of ;  but  I  am  certain 
the  point  would  be  taken,  and  it  covers,  probably,  some 
thousands  of  cases  throughont  the  Dominion. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  has  never  been 
any  difficulty  raised.  The  word  “  continuously  ”  has  al¬ 
ways  been  in  the  present  Act  since  farmer’s  sons  have  had 
the  franchise,  and  the  question  has  never  been  raised. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  But  this  is  a  new  fran¬ 
chise. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  a  new  franchise, 
but  the  question  has  never  been  raised  as  tc  farmers’  sons 
under  the  present  Act. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  could  not  be  in  the  case  of  farmers’  sons 
the  question  was  not  likely  to  arise  under  the  Ontario  Act, 
and  could  not  become  a  practical  question. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  desire  to  move  in  amend¬ 
ment  that  the  following  words  be  inserted  after  the  word 
“  farm :  ” 

“  Or  of  any  person  actually  domiciled  in  any  dwelling  house  of  at  least 
he  actual  value  of  $200." 

I  heartily  approve  of  any  extension  of  the  franchise  in  the 
direction  of  manhood  suffrage.  This  amendment  imposes 
residence  as  a  necessary  qualification.  Next,  he  must  be  the 
son  of  the  man  who  is  a  landowner  to  the  value  of  $400, 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  sub-section  9, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose  to  add  after  the 
word  “  boats,”  the  words  “  nets,  fishing  gear  and  tackle,  ” 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  This  proposition  is  one  to  give  the  fisher¬ 
men  a  vote,  and  the  question  is,  does  it  attain  that  object  ? 
The  hon.  gentleman  makes  it  essentially  necessary  that  the 
fisherman,  qua  fisherman,  shall  possess  certain  real  estate— 
it  does  not  matter  how  little.  If  he  possesses  $5  worth  of 
real  estate  and  $150  worth  of  fishing  gear,  he  has  a  vote,  I 
do  not  think  it  is  desirable,  if  you  wish  to  confer  the  fran¬ 
chise  on  the  fishermen,  to  make  it  necessary  that  he  should 
possess  any  quantity  of  land.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
principle  or  reason  in  it,  as  it  is  not  essential  to  a  fisherman 
carrying  out  his  calling  properly  that  ho  should  be  the  owner 
of  real  estate  at  all.  He  may  occupy  a  temporary  stage  on 
shore  and  carry  on  his  calling  in  that  way,  as  a  great  many 
of  them  do  in  the  mackerel  fisheries.  If  you  wish  to  confer 
the  franchise  upon  this  class  of  people,  you  should  not  annex 
a  condition  which,  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten,  will  not  be  com¬ 
plied  with,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  large  numbers  of  them 
do  not  possess  real  estate.  I  move  to  add,  after  the  word 
“tackle,”  “or  boats,  tackle  or  other  implements  of  his 
calling.” 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  I  cannot  agree  to  that. 
If  the  fisherman  rents  a  house  he  has  a  vote  as  a  tenant — • 
he  has  a  house  of  some  kind,  either  as  owner,  tenant  or 
occupant.  He  gets  a  vote  under  the  other  provisions  of  the 
Bill  in  that  case,  but  as  it  is  represented  to  mo  that  the 
fisherman  has  a  very  small  tenement  generally,  and  lives 
most  of  the  year  on  board  his  boat,  if  he  is  the  owner  of 
property,  this  clause  gives  him  the  franchise  in  addition  to 
the  other.  It  is  to  give  him  the  right  to  vote  as  the  owner 
of  property,  although  it  may  not  be  of  the  value  of  $150,  if 
it  can  bo  supplemented  by  the  value  of  his  boats,  his  nets, 
or  his  gear.  This  is  a  substantial  concession  to  the  fisher¬ 
men. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  go  further  than  the  hon.  gentleman, 
and  I  say  that  as  real  estate  is  not  necessary  to  enable  the 
fisherman  to  carry  on  his  calling,  he  should  have  a  vote 
provided  he  has  sufficient  money  invested  in  personal  pro¬ 
perty.  Take  the  case  of  a  fisherman  possessing  a  boat  well 
fitted  out  and  furnished,  worth  $1,500  or  $2,500,  he  would 
not  have  a  vote,  but  if  he  had  $5  worth  of  real  estate  in 
addition  he  would  have  a  vote. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  He  must  have  a  house, 

Mr.  DAVIES.  He  lives  on  his  boat. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Not  all  the  year  round, 
and  besides  he  is  assessed  on  his  earnings. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  condition  attached  is  unnecessary 
and  illogical.  A  fisherman  possessing  $2,000  or  $3,000 
worth  of  personal  property  will  not  have  a  vote ;  whereas, 
if  be  had  $150  worth  of  sand  bank,  ho  would. 
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Mat  22, 


Mr.  KIRK.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  will  secure  the  vote  to  owners  of  real 
estate,  who  are  fishermen  ;  but  I  do  not  tbink  it  extends 
the  franchise  to  the  sons  of  these  men. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MADDONALD.  If  they  are  fishermen, 
they  will  have  their  earnings. 

Mr.  KIRK.  But  they  may  not  amount  to  $400  a  year. 

Amendment  lost. 

Mr.  MIJLOCK.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  principle  of  this 
clause.  I  do  not  object  to  fishermen  being  enfranchised  in 
a  ready  way,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  clause  is  open  to 
the  objection  that  it  is  class  legislation,  and  I  cannot  see  on 
what  principle  the  fishermen  aro  entitled  to  legislation  that 
is  denied  to  any  other  of  our  industrial  classes.  There  are 
a  vast  numbe.’  of  mechanics  who,  for  the  purpose  of  their 
trade  and  calling,  have  kits  of  tools  that  serve  to  them  the 
same  purpose  as  do  the  boats,  nets,  gear  and  tackle  to  the 
fishermen  ;  and  on  what  principle  is  it  that  theso  men  are 
not  granted  the  same  privilege  that  is  conceded  to  the  fish¬ 
ermen.  Then,  the  ordinary  carter  or  the  man  who  carries 
on  business  as  a  cabman  — 

Mr.  MITOHELL.  I  know  my  hon.  friend  does  not 
desire  to  curtail  the  privileges  of  any  of  the  people  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces — we  are  getting  very  few  in  this  Bill 
-—-and  do  not  let  an  hon.  gentleman  who  has  a  feeling  in 
common  with  mo  about  manhood  suffrage,  prevent  this  one 
concession.  Let  us  get  this  fishermens  clause  pass,  and 
we  will  then  talk  about  the  carters. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  asks  for  some¬ 
thing  for  the  Maritime  Provinces  which  he  will  not  help 
me  to  get  for  the  other  Provinces. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Certainly  I  will  help  you,  if  you  do 
not  obstruct. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Is  it  not  better  to  get  a  clause  that  will 
apply  to  all  equally  meritorious  callings  ?  I  would  ask  the 
Premier  if  he  would  have  any  objection  to  a  similar  provi¬ 
sion  being  inserted,  applicable  to  other  trades. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD,  That  has  been  settled 
already. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  do  not  remember  any  expression  of 
opinion  falling  from  any  person  against  the  argument  I 
advanced,  or  any  decision  being  arrived  at  by  the  committee 
on  that  point.  However,  I  will  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Northumberland,  and  move  a  substantive 
motion  after  this  clause  is  decided  upon,  Tho  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Northumberland  tells  me  hois  going  to  support  me 
in  that. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  My  hon.  friend  has  just  anticipated  me, 
I  had  a  motion  prepared  to  the  same  effect,  which  I  intended 
to  move  as  soon  as  this  clause  was  carried. 

Mr.  KIRK.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  First  Minister  if  a 
fisherman  living  on  property  of  which  he  is  not  the  owner, 
or  of  which  he  does  not  hold  the  deed  in  fee  simple,  would 
be  entitled  to  vote  under  this  clause. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

Mr.  KIRK.  Then  this  clause  will  disfranchise  a  great 
many  people  who  are  simply  occupants. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  will  vote  as  occu¬ 
pants  under  a  previous  clause. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  If  a  man  of  this  class  votes  as  an  occu¬ 
pant  he  must  be  the  bond  fide  occupant  of  real  property  of 
the  value  of  $150.  He  erects  his  stage  on  the  shore  con¬ 
tiguous  to  tho  fisheries,  but  he  will  not  come  under  tho 
title  of  occupant,  because  he  does  not  live  there. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  He  has  his  home, 

Mi%  Davies. 


Mr.  DAYIES.  He  certainly  cannot  qualify  on  the  fish¬ 
ing  stage,  where  he  lives  in  the  summer  and  carries  on  his 
trade.  If  he  can  qualify  as  an  occupant,  there  is  no 
necessity  of  giving  him  this  special  privilege.  This  clause, 
as  it  is  worded,  will  not  reach  a  large  class. 

Mr,  KIRK.  A  fisherman  may  have  a  home  that  will 
not  reach  $150  in  value. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Then,  he  votes  on  his 
earnings. 

Mr.  KIRK.  Then,  I  do  not  see  any  necessity  for  this 
clause  at  all. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Does  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  wish  to  strike  it  out  ? 

Mr.  KIRK.  No,  I  do  not. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  really  wishes  to 
reach  the  class  of  people  we  are  talking  about,  he  must 
insert,  after  the  word  “  owner,”  the  words,  “  tenant  or 
occupant.”  I  do  not  think  he  will  object  to  that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Indeed  I  will.  I  think 
it  ia  highly  objectionable. 

Mr,  GILLMOR.  In  the  county  I  represent,  there  are 
5,009  of  these  people.  Daring  certain  seasons,  the  fisher¬ 
men  from  the  island  and  the  mainland  go  to  some  locality 
where  it  is  convenient  to  pursue  their  calling,  and  while 
there,  they  erect  their  tents;  and,  so  far  as  I  know,  they 
have  loft  their  homes  to  go  there.  They  stay  there  two  or 
three  months,  as  long  as  they  can  catch  fish;  but,  in  my 
constituency,  I  do  not  know  of  any  fishermen  who  have 
not  their  homes  as  well. 

Mr.  KIRK.  If  a  fisherman  owns  property  sufficient  to 
give  him  a  vote  under  the  occupancy  clause,  there  is  no 
necessity  for  this  clause.  But  the  very  fact  that  it  is 
inserted,  shows  that  there  is  a  necessity  for  it;  and  I  think 
the  word  occupant  should  be  inserted  here,  to  meet  the  case 
that  this  clause  is  intended  to  meet. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  move  in  amendment  that  the  following 
words  be  added  : 

Is  a  mechanic  or  artisan  and  is  the  owner  of  real  property  and  tools 
or  implements  of  his  calling,  within  any  such  electoral  district,  which 
together  are  of  the  actual  vaiue  of  $150. 

This  will  place  the  mechanics  and  artisans  in  the  same 
category  as  fishermen.  There  is  no  reason  why  the  imple¬ 
ments  in  the  one  case  should  not  count  as  well  as  in  the 
other. 

Mr.  PAINT.  The  concession  extended  to  the  fishermen 
is  necessary,  inasmuch  as  all  he  has  may  be  swept  away 
several  times  in  one  season,  which  is  not  the  case  with  the 
mechanic. 

Mr.  MILLS.  His  real  property  would  not  be  swept 
away,  and  it  is  upon  the  real  property  that  all  parties  are 
qualified.  In  the  case  of  the  fisherman,  an  exception  is 
made  by  allowing  his  personal  property  to  be  included,  aud 
unless  you  give  other  classes  the  same  right,  you  will  be 
destroying  the  principle  of  uniformity,  which  is  so  much 
insisted  on.  Should  the  First  Minister  reject  this  sugges¬ 
tion,  a  large  number  of  artisans  in  this  country  cannot  fail 
to  conclude  that  be  is  hostile  to  their  liberties  and  interests. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  do  not  think  that  amendment  goes  far 
enough.  I  move  that  these  words  be  added : 

Is  engaged  in  any  trade,  occupation  or  calling,  and  is  the  owner  of 
chattel  property,  required  for  the  purposes  of  such  trade,  occupation  or 
calling,  and  real  property  within  such  electoral  district,  which  together 
are  of  the  actual  value  of  $150.. 

Unless  this  amendment  be  adopted,  ia  Toronto  alone  there 
will  be  a  great  many  men  employed  in  industries  who  will 
not  have  a  vote.  It  is  unjust  to  deny  to  the  working- 
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men  in  manufactories  what  is  granted  to  other  classes. 
I  hope  the  Prime  Minister,  if  he  does  not  now  decide  in 
favor  of  the  amendment,  will  take  it  into  consideration,  and 
will  be  able  to  meet  the  views  which  have  been  expressed 
upon  this  point. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Of  course  he  will,  but  do  not  make 
your  speech  too  long.  You  are  spoiling  it. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  am  not  making  it  any  longer  than 
necessary,  but  this  is  a  matter  of  great  importance,  and  I 
do  not  think  that,  since  we  have  begun  to  discuss  the 
details  of  this  Bill,  we  have  had  a  clause  proposed  which 
would  be  more  appreciated  than  that  proposed  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  Queen’s,  or  one  in  that  direction. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  can  hardly  think  the  hon.  member 
for  North  York  is  serious  in  saying  that  this  Bill  will  dis¬ 
franchise  the  mechanics  in  Toronto.  According  to  the 
report  of  the  Bureau  of  Statistics  of  Ontario,  the  mechanics 
in  the  city  of  Toronto  and  the  wage-earners,  although  they 
only  work  251  days  in  the  year,  averaged  $444  of  earnings. 
These  included  blacksmiths,  blacksmiths’  helpers,  boiler 
makers,  boiler  makers’  helpers,  bricklayers  and  masons,  car 
builders,  carpenters  and  wood  workers,  cigar  makers,  cotton 
mill  operatives,  laborers,  machinists,  moulders,  painters, 
plasterers,  plasterers’  laborers,  printers,  sewing  machine 
hands,  tin  and  coppersmiths,  tool  makers,  and  a  large  num¬ 
ber  unspecified,  the  total  number  employed  being  590. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  What  about  those  who  did  not  get  those 
wages. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  This  represents  all  classes,  and  I  take 
it  that  the  others  would  earn  a  similar  amount. 

Mr.  MoNEILL.  I  think  the  property  of  fishermen  is 
very  readily  distinguishable  from  the  tools  of  the  artisan. 
The  boat  of  the  fisherman  very  nearly  approaches  the  char¬ 
acter  of  a  house.  It  is,  as  nearly  as  you  can  imagine, 
equivalent  to  real  property.  It  is  a  moveable  house. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  How  about  the  nets  and  the  tools  of  his 
trade  ? 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  am  not  speaking  of  the  nets,  but  of 
the  boat.  I  recollect  on  one  occasion  having  a  conversation 
with  the  late  Lord  Cairns  on  the  subject  of  the  Alabama, 
and  I  remember  his  making  the  observation  that,  in  point 
of  fact,  a  ship,  in  his  opinion,  very  nearly  approached  to  a 
tenement. 

Mr.  TROW.  According  to  the  statement  read  by  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule),  thore  are  very 
few  operatives  in  the  city  of  Toronto,  which  has  a  popula¬ 
tion  of  about  130,000,  for  he  states  there  are  only  590. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  No;  I  said  that  was  a  report  from  590 
wage-earners. 

Mr.  MULOCK;  I  do  not  think  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Grey  improves  the  matter  at  all,  because 
he  admits  that  these  workmen  were  earning  enough  wages 
to  qualify  them.  Some  of  the  fishermen  earn  enough  to 
qualify  them  in  the  same  way,  but  we  are  legislating  to  give 
them  a  double  chance,  and  why  should  wo  not  do  the  same 
in  regard  to  the  other  classes  of  wage-earners?  A  proposi¬ 
tion  of  this  kind  should  be  applicable  to  all  classes,  and  I 
think  this  principle  should  be  conceded.  In  any  case,  it  is 
of  sufficient  importance  to  be  considered  by  the  First  Min¬ 
ister.  I  would  not  ask  him  to  give  a  decision  to-day,  because 
no  doubt  he  would  require  time  to  consider  it,  but  I  hope 
that,  before  we  get  out  of  committee,  we  shall  have  some 
expression  of  opinion  on  tho  subject  from  him. 

Mr.  PAINT.  The  fisherman  is  entitled  to  extra  consider¬ 
ation  on  the  ground  of  his  precarious  calling. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman  suggest  some 
word  in  the  Bill  to  show  that  is  the  principle  on  which  the 
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concession  is  granted  ?  The  hon.  member  for  North  Bruce 
(Mr.  McNeill)  suggested  it  was  given  to  a  fisherman  because 
his  boats  and  tackle  were  looked  upon  in  the  nature  of  a 
tenement.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  not  aware  that  we  had 
already  moved  that  the  fisherman  who  possessed  $1,000 
worth  of  property  in  boats  and  tackle  should  have  a  vote, 
but  the  leader  of  the  Government  thinks  he  ought  to  have 
at  least  $1  worth  of  real  estate.  There  may  be  a  reason  for 
that,  I  do  not  know.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member  fox* 
North  York  (Mr  Mulock)  and  accept  his  amendment  to 
the  one  I  proposed,  as  being  broader  and  better  carrying 
out  my  intention  that  all  artisans  and  mechanics  of  all 
kinds  engaged  in  trade  should  be  entitled  to  vote  if  they 
were  possessed  of  personal  property,  and  for  the  same  rea¬ 
son  as  fiahermon.  No  reason  has  been  given  for  withhold¬ 
ing  it  from  the  mechanic  and  artisan,  while  giving  it  to  the 
fisherman,  * 

Mr.  BURPEE.  I  would  ask  the  First  Minister  to  con¬ 
sider  the  opportunity  there  is  here  to  make  faggot  votes, 
A  man  may  have  a  joint  interest  in  real  estate  worth  $100, 
but  if  his  boats  and  tackle  are  worth  only  $149  he  cannot 
have  a  vote.  I  cannot  see  why  fishermen  should  be  placed 
on  a  different  basis  from  anyone  else. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  it  must  be 
becoming  pretty  clear  to  both  the  First  Minister  and  his 
colleagues,  that  they  might  just  as  well  have  accepted  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr. 
Mitchell)  which  has  the  merit  of  being  clear,  consistent  and 
logical,  and  vastly  less  open  to  fraud  than  a  great  many 
franchises  the  First  Minister  is  proposing  to  introduce ;  and 
I  entertain  no  doubt  whatever  that  but  a  very  short  time 
will  elapse  before  we  will  be  obliged  to  come,  substantially 
if  not  in  name,  to  this  amendment.  There  has  not  been 
advanced  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  one  logical  argu- 
ment,  even  one  plausible  or  specious  argument,  why  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  should 
not  be  accepted.  One  hon.  gentleman  tells  us  that  he  pro¬ 
poses  to  give  this  to  fishermen  because  their  trade  is  pre¬ 
carious.  Well,  it  is  only  too  well  known  to  all  of  us  who 
pay  any  attention  to  these  matters,  that  the  wages  earned 
by  many  classes  of  mechanics  in  this  country,  are  very  pre¬ 
carious.  Indeed,  it  is  a  rare  thing,  and  only  in  prosperous 
years,  that  many  of  the  best  paid  trades  have  250  days’ 
employment  in  the  year.  Very  often  they  are  without 
employment  for  many  months  together,  and  they  are  just 
as  subject  to  the  vicissitudes  of  fortune  as  th9  fisherman  can 
be.  Then  another  hon.  gentleman  stated  that  because  590 
men  of  different  trades  in  Toronto,  very  variously  paid, 
earn  an  averago  of  $140  a  year,  therefore  these  men  would 
be  entitled,  under  the  wage-earners’  franchise,  to  get  a 
vote.  That  does  not  follow  at  all.  One-half  of  these  men 
may  be  receiving  a  great  deal  more  than  $440,  but 
probably  a  great  many  of  them  are  receiving  much  less, 
and  if  you  came  to  examine  it  you  would  find  that  a  large 
percentage  of  them  were  actually  in  receipt  of  loss  than 
$300.  Now  there  can  be  no  argument  advanced  for  dis¬ 
criminating  between  fishermen,  and  ordinary  mechanics 
and  artisans.  If  the  one  class  are  entitled  to  the  franchise 
under  this  particular  law,  the  other  class  should  be,  and 
within  a  short  time  they  are  sure  to  get  it. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  The  hon.  member  for 
East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule),  in  dealing  with  this  question,  gave 
us  statistics  from  the  Ontario  Bureau  of  Industries,  which 
dealt  exclusively  with  the  wages  earned  by  mechanics  in 
cities,  but  he  will  recollect  that  in  rural  municipalities 
mechanics  of  the  same  industry  and  intelligence,  do  not 
earn  the  same  wages.  The  reason  is  that  it  is  cheaper  to 
live  in  the  country  than  it  is  in  cities.  Therefore,  while 
the  mechanic  in  the  cities  may  secure  the  right  to  the  fran¬ 
chise,  the  mechanic  in  the  rural  constituencies  is  deprived 
of  it,  though  he  may  be  equally  intelligent,  simply  because 
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lie  does  not  earn  as  much.  I  think  the  amendment  of  the 
hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  ought  to  be 
adopted  for  this  reason  ;  there  has  been  a  difference  made  in 
the  value  of  real  property  required  to  enfianchise  a  man  in 
cities,  and  in  towns  and  villages,  and  so  there  ought 
to  be  a  difference  made  in  the  amount  of  wages  earned, 
otherwise  some  classes  are  going  to  be  disenfranchised  in 
rural  municipalities,  while  they  will  have  the  vote  in  cities. 
A  great  many  will  be  disfranchised  under  the  reduced  wage 
earning  qualification.  I  cannot  understand  why,  if  a  fisher¬ 
man  invests  $150  in  boats  and  nets  he  should  have  a  right 
to  vote  as  a  result  of  that  investment,  but  that  a  carpenter 
or  a  mechanic  who  has  invested  $150  should  be  refused  it. 
If  we  adopt  this  principle  in  regard  to  fishermen,  it  should 
be  extended  to  all  similar  classes. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  support  the  amendment  because,  if  this 
privilege  is  granted  to  fishermen,  it  should  be  extended 
equally  to  mechanics.  There  are  mechanics  in  towns  and 
villages,  who  though  intelligent  and  industrious  men, 
yet  will  not  be  enfranchised  on  account  of  earnings. 
Every  day  the  First  Minister  is  tending  in  the  way  of  man¬ 
hood  suffrage.  It  is  desirable  that  such  should  be  adopted, 
for  it  would  be  the  means  of  doing  away  with  all  these 
different  qualifications  and  the  enormous  expense  that 
would  be  involved  on  the  country. 

Mr.  TEOW.  I  do  not  see  why  this  class  of  voters  have 
not  as  good  a  right  to  the  franchise  as  any  other  class,  and 
I  cannot  see  any  reason  why  the  fishermen  should  be  favor¬ 
ed  specially  by  the  First  Minister,  unless  he  regards  them 
as  the  wards  of  the  Government,  at  least  to  the  tune  of 
$150,000  a  year. 

Sir  J OHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  that  is  a  bare¬ 
faced  observation  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  LANDEEKIN.  I  cannot  understand  how  it  is  that 
as  chattel  property  has  been  acknowledged  as  the  basis  of 
franchise  for  one  class,  the  various  industrial  classes  of  the 
country,  chiefly  mechanics,  should  be  excluded  from  those 
benefits.  Very  large  number  of  them  are  engaged  in  the 
different  mechanical  pursuits,  they  necessarily  require  large 
quantities  of  tools,  and  if  the  fishermen  are  allowed  to  exer¬ 
cise  the  franchise  on  their  kit  I  think  it  is  only  reasonable 
that  a  mechanic  should  have  the  same  privilege.  If  they  do 
not,  a  number  of  very  active  and  intelligent  men  will  be 
excluded  from  the  franchise.  At  any  rate,  this  clause  is 
another  argument  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage. 

Amendment  to  amendment  (Mr.  Mulock)  negatived. 

Mr.  PATEESON  (Brant).  The  proposition  of  the 
amendment  is  one  directly  in  accord  with  the  clause  under 
consideration,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  no  valid  objection 
can  be  raised  against  it.  If  such  a  provision  is  good  in  the 
case  of  the  fishermen,  why  should  it  not  be  good  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  mechanics  owning  a  certain  amount  of  property, 
consisting  of  the  implements  of  their  trade  ?  If  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  not  adopted,  putting  mechanics  precisely  on  the 
same  footing  as  any  other  class,  I  think  we  would  be  mak¬ 
ing  a  very  invidious  distinction,  though,  of  course,  having 
voted  for  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Northum¬ 
berland,  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage,  I  do  not  object  to 
the  fisherman  clause. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Davies)  negatived. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  have  not  been  very  fortunate  in  my 
suggestions  to  the  First  Minister  this  afternoon,  but  I  think 
I  am  justified  in  expecting  that  the  one  I  am  about  to  pro¬ 
pose  will  be  favorably  received.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
already  determined  that  a  fisherman  must  have  a  certain 
amount  of  real  property,  though  he  does  not  insist  on  his 
having  the  whole  amount  required  by  the  other  classes  of 
the  community,  and  since  you  give  the  fisherman  a  certain 
Mr.  Cameron  (Middlesex). 


status,  because  he  owns  real  and  personal  property  together, 
then  you  must  apply  to  him  the  same  results  which  flow 
from  his  possessing  property  and  having  grown  up  sons. 
You  give  farmers’  sons  a  vote,  and  I  approve  of  that,  and 
you  give  votes  to  the  sons  of  other  owners  of  real  estate, 
and  I  thjnk  that  is  a  good  provision.  I  ask  you  to  confer 
on  the  sons  of  fishermen  the  same  rights  as  you  do  on  the 
sons  of  owners  of  real  estate.  It  frequently  happens  that 
the  father  and  several  sons  live  and  work  together,  and  they 
have  about  equal  intelligence  and  education,  and  they  are 
equally  fitted  to  enjoy  the  franchise.  If  you  give  the  fran¬ 
chise  to  thesonsof  those  in  Ontario,  who  invest  their  money 
in  real  estate,  I  do  not  see  how  you  can  deny  the  right  to 
the  sons  of  fishermen,  who  invest  their  capital  partly 
in  nets,  in  gear,  and  partly  in  real  estate,  or  if 
not,  you  lay  yourselves  open  to  very  illogical  results. 
If  a  fisherman  has  $1,000  worth  of  boats  and  fishing  gear, 
and  his  sons  live  with  him  continuously  and  share  with  him 
the  dangers  of  his  occupation  on  the  sea,  on  what  principle 
can  you  withhold  the  vote  from  these  young  men,  while  you 
give  it  to  the  sons  of  farmers  who  have  only  $400  of  real 
estate  to  qualify  both  alike?  You  cannot  justify  it  on 
principle  or  on  reason ;  and  if  you  make  this  distinction, 
you  create  a  good  deal  of  jealousy  and  give  rise  to  agitation 
which  can  only  have  one  result  in  the  long  run,  that  of 
fishermen’s  sons  being  placed  on  the  same  footing  as  farm¬ 
ers’  sons.  You  have  properly  extended  the  principle  beyond 
farmers’  sons,  and  you  give  the  franchise  to  the  mechanic  or 
anybody  else  who  has  real  estate  of  the  value  of  $400,  and 
to  his  sons  as  well.  If  you  apply  the  same  principle  to  the 
sons  of  fishermen,  you  will  be  conferring  a  privilege  on  an 
intelligent  and  industrious  class  of  young  men,  who  are 
good  citizens  of  the  State  and  in  every  way  worthy  of  the 
trust. 

Mr.  GILLMOE.  I  endorse  what  my  hon.  friend  has  said. 
I  am  not  in  favor  of  class  legislation,  but  if  there  are  any 
class  of  persons  in  the  Dominion  who  ought. to  be  favorably 
considered,  I  think  it  is  the  fishermen,  because  they  do  not 
participate  in  many  of  the  advantages  resulting  from  the 
expenditure  on  railways  and  other  public  improvements. 
The  reasons  given  by  the  Prime  Minister  for  conferring 
the  franchise  on  farmers’  sons  I  thought  were  very  good, 
but  with  us  in  New  Brunswick  farmers’  sons  do  not  as  a 
rule  remain  at  home  so  much  as  fishermen’s  sons.  If  you 
look  at  the  census,  you  will  find  that,  while  certain  portions 
of  our  population  remain  stationary,  the  fishing  population 
is  always  increasing.  Their  young  men  are  not  induced  to 
go  to  the  West  to  take  up  farms,  and  they  remain  at  home 
more  than  any  other  class.  The  object  of  the  young  fisher¬ 
man  is  not  to  get  a  farm ;  his  home  is  on  the  water,  and 
his  ambition  is  to  become  the  owner  of  a  vessel  as  soon  as 
he  can  save  money  enough  out  of  his  earnings.  The  farm 
is  rather  kept  for  the  father,  who,  when  he  reaches  a 
certain  age,  and  that  is  not  very  old,  is  allowed  to  remain 
at  home  and  cultivate  his  little  piece  of  land.  It  is  true, 
you  have  admitted  the  personal  property  qualification  to 
aid  these  fishermen.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for 
Sunbary  that  we  ought  to  leave  that  with  all  classes  as 
before ;  but  if  we  cannot  get  it  for  all,  I  do  not  wish  to 
deprive  the  fishermen  of  that  advantage.  But  I  do  think 
it  would  be  doing  a  wise  and  generous  thing  to  confer  the 
franchise  on  fishermen’s  sons,  who,  as  a  class,  I  can  testify, 
are  deserving  and  intelligent,  and  if  the  hon.  Prime  Minister 
did  so  he  would  not  regret  it. 

Mr.  CAMEEON  (Huron).  I  regret  very  much  that  the 
hon.  First  Minister  cannot  see  his  way  to  assenting  to  the 
proposition  made  in  the  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Davies).  It  appears  to  me  to 
be  a  reasonable  proposition,  and  one  that  can  be  justified  on 
precisely  the  same  grounds  as  you  justify  giving  the  vote  to 
farmers’  sons  and  landowners’  sons.  On  what  principle  do 
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you  propose  to  give  the  vote  to  the  son  of  a  farmer  ?  The 
object  is  to  keep  him  in  the  country  and  to  make  him  a 
citizen  by  giving  him  an  interest  in  the  country  and  a  voice 
in  making  its  laws.  You  also  enfranchise  the  landowner’s 
son,  he  may  not  be  engaged  in  any  trade  or  calling  ;  he 
may  be  living  on  twenty  or  twenty-five  acres  of  land  ;  and 
you  give  him  a  vote  for  the  same  reason  as  you 
do  the  farmer’s  son.  We  give  them  a  vote  in  order 
that  they  may  realise  fully  that  they  have  a  stake 
in  the  progress  and  prosperity  of  the  country.  That 
is  the  only  reason  upon  which  we  can  justify  giving 
either  the  farmers’  sons  or  the  land-owners’  sons  a 
right  to  vote.  Does  not  precisely  the  same  reason 
apply  to  fishermen’s  sons  ?  They  are  just  as  intelligent, 
just  as  well  able  to  exercise  the  franchise,  just  as  likely  to 
make  as  good  citizens  in  every  respect,  as  the  sons  of  far¬ 
mers  or  landholders.  It  is  provided  that  every  fisherman 
who  has  real  property  and  boats  and  tackle  to  the  value  of 
$150  shall  have  a  vote.  There  is  no  provision  as  to  how 
much  property  he  must  own  ;  so  that  should  he  own  but  a 
few  dollars  worth,  he  will,  provided  his  boats  and  fishing 
gear  make  up  the  difference,  have  the  right  to  vote.  There¬ 
fore  the  personal  property  owned  by  a  fisherman  is  treated 
practically  as  real  estate,  as  he  is  given  the  right  to  vote  on 
that,  and  treating  his  personal  property  as  real  property, 
as  land,  you  are  bound  to  give  the  fisherman’s  sons  the 
right  to  vote  as  you  do  the  farmer’s  son. 

The  Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  into  Committee. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  with 
regard  to  this  question  of  fishermen’s  sons.  I  am  sorry  I 
was  not  able  during  the  afternoon  to  impress  on  the  First 
Minister  the  necessity  of  enfranchising  the  sons  of  tenant 
farmers.  The  same  reasons  exist  with  regard  to  the  sons 
of  fishermen  having  a  vote  as  to  the  sons  of  tenant 
farmers.  If  there  is  any  class  in  the  community  in  which 
we  should  endeavor  to  create  an  interest  in  the  franchise  of 
the  country,  it  is  the  young  and  rising  class.  The  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  taking  that  interest  should  be  given  as  early  in 
life  as  possible.  It  has  been  suggested  that  the  farmers 
might  put  their  sons  in  the  position  of  wage-earners,  but 
the  farmers  do  not  always  feel  disposed  to  enter  into  con¬ 
tract  with  their  sons  in  order  to  give  their  sons  the  privi¬ 
lege  of  voting,  especially  as,  after  a  few  years,  they  might 
be  compelled  to  pay  large  amounts  as  wages  to  their  sons 
should  a  quarrel  arise.  Nor  is  it  desirable  that  the  son’s 
franchise  should  depend  on  any  action  of  the  parents ;  we 
should  endeavor  to  take  them  completely  from  the  control 
of  the  parent  in  this  matter,  and  no  impediment  should  be 
placed  in  giving  them  the  right  to  exercise  the  franchise. 
When  we  have  given  this  right  to  farmers’  sons  we  should 
give  it  to  other  sons.  I  do  not  see  any  reason  for  refusing 
it  to  the  sons  of  fishermen.  This  clause  enabling  fishermen 
to  vote  on  real  property  and  personal  property  qualification 
is  a  peculiar  clause  ;  it  looks  as  if  they  have  to  be  the  own¬ 
ers  of  real  estate  as  well  as  of  chattel,  and  the  owners  of 
chattel  as  well  as  of  real  estate,  in  order  to  enable  them  to 
vote.  If  a  fisherman  owns  sufficient  property  to  qualify 
himself  and  his  sons,  why  should  those  sons  not  be  enfran¬ 
chised  without  requiring  the  lather  to  make  them  wage- 
earners  or  to  give  them  an  interest  in  his  property?  I  am 
satisfied  that  we  are  disfranchising  a  large  percentage  of 
the  electors  when  we  strike  out  the  sons  of  tenant  farmers. 
That  is  a  elass  which  is  increasing,  and  the  sons  of  fisher¬ 
men  are  also  increasing  in  more  than  one  section  of  the 
country.  We  ought  in  fairness  to  give  the  same  privilege 
to  the  sons  of  fishermen  that  we  have  extended  to  the  sons 


of  farmers.  I  would  call  the^attention  of  the  First  Minister 
to  this  point.  By  the  interpretation  clause,  a  son  is  declard 
to  mean  a  step-son  or  a  son-in-law  or  a  son.  Supposing  the 
son  and  the  son-in-law  live  on  the  farm  with  the  father,  and 
the  property  is  only  sufficient  to  qualify  one  in  addition  to 
the  father,  who  is  to  have  the  vote  the  son  or  the  son-in- 
law?  Hon.  gentlemen  may  think  we  are  suggesting  these 
things  with  a  view  to  delay,  but  from  the  commencement 
of  the  discussion  of  this  measure  we  have  simply  endeav¬ 
ored  to  present  reasonable  arguments  in  favor  of  reasonable 
changes.  We  are  sorry  to  think  that,  after  spending 
almost  the  entire  afternoon  in  discussing  the  question  of 
the  enfranchisement  of  sons,  we  have  not  been  able  to  ac¬ 
complish  anything.  Still,  though  we  have  failed  to  obtain 
it  in  the  case  of  the  sons  of  tenant  farmers  and  mechanics 
who  are  tenants  and  not  owners,  I  should  like  to  assist  in 
securing  it  for  the  sons  of  fishei’men. 

Mr.  LISTER.  This  is  what  may  be  termed  a  fancy  fran¬ 
chise,  I  suppose  the  First  Minister  has  introduced  it  in 
order  to  gain  a  little  popularity  in  the  Maritime  Provinces. 
If  it  is  right  that  the  fishermen  of  the  Lower  Provinces 
should  vote  upon  personal  property,  the  same  reasoning  ap¬ 
plies  to  people  in  the  other  Provinces  of  the  Dominion. 
However,  as  it  hab  been  determined  that  these  people 
should  be  entitled  to  a  vote,  and  as,  in  the  other  Provinces, 
where  the  franchise  is  based  upon  real  estate,  it  has  been 
thought  wise  to  fgive  the  franchise  to  the  sons  of  owners,  I 
can  see  no  reason  why  the  sons  of  the  fishermen  in  the 
Maritime  Provinces  should  not  also  have  that  right.  I  do 
not  pretend  to  urge  that  personal  property  should  be  the 
basis  of  the  franchise,  but,  when  this  House  has  decided 
i  hat  it  should  be  the  basis,  it  is  manifestly  unfair  and  un¬ 
just  to  exclude  the  sons  of  those  men,  when  the  sons  of 
those  who  are  qualified  in  the  other  Provinces  are  permitted 
to  vote.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  say  that  in  granting 
this  privilege,  to  those  people,  there  is  any  danger  to  the 
commonwealth,  that  there  is  any  fear  that  those  men  who, 
reared  upon  the  sea,  who  form  our  merchant  navy,  could 
not  safely  be  entrusted  with  the  franchise  ?  No  man  will 
say  that  they  are  not  loyal,  that  they  are  not  intelligent, 
that  they  are  not  in  every  way  competent  to  exercise  the 
franchise  intelligently,  and  for  the  best  interests  of  the 
country.  If  the  First  Minister  persists  in  refusing  them  the 
franchise,  he  will  do  an  act  that  cannot  be  justified.  He 
will  exclude  from  the  right  to  exercise  the  franchise  a  large 
body  of  men  upon  whom  the  future  of  this  country  greatly 
depends,  and  who  largely  contribute  to  its  wealth  and 
greatness.  I  trust  the  First  Minister  will  consider  this 
matter,  and  find  it  to  be  his  duty  to  admit  to  the  franchise 
men  whom  this  section  of  the  Act  must  necessarily  exclude. 
I  do  not  sea  how  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  who  come  from  the  Maritime  Provinces,  can  justify 
this  attempt  to  prevent  their  fellow  citizens  from  having 
the  same  rights  as  the  young  men  of  the  older  Provinces.  I 
repeat  that  if  it  is  wise  and  prudent  to  give  the  sons  of 
farmers  and  the  sons  ot  landholders  throughout  this 
country  the  franchise,  the  reasons  are  equally  cogent  why 
you  should  give  it  to  the  sons  of  fishermen  in  the  Maritime 
Provinces. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Of  course-— 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Come  Mills,  hold  on  and  let  this 
motion  pass. 

Mr.  MILLS.  We  have  two  classes  of  franchises  pro¬ 
posed  in  this  Bill,  which  is  rather  an  unusual  course 
of  procedure.  There  is  a  primitive  franchise,  which 
rests  upon  the  ownership  of  property,  and  there  is  a 
derivative  franchise,  which  may  depend  upon  the  relation 
of  the  voter  to  some  one  else.  Now,  what  is  the  nature 
of  the  interest  of  these  fishermen  ?  Is  it  an  ownership 
in  the  property  upon  which  he  is  to  qualify,  or  is  it 
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some  interest  less  than  ownership  ?  Or  is  it  an  interest 
similar  to  that  of  a  tenant  ?  The  bon.  First  Minister  has 
refused  to  give  the  franchise  to  the  sons  of  tenants  and 
occupants.  He  has  admitted  that  there  are  certain  classes  of 
tenants  whose  title  much  resembles  that  of  freeholders,  and 
that  it  might  be  right  and  proper  to  put  their  sons’  privileges 
upon  the  same  footing  as  the  sons  of  freeholders.  Now, 
in  the  clause  that  we  have  adopted,  you  have  the  principle 
that  the  fisherman  is  not  a  person  having  a  limited  interest 
in  the  property  upon  which  he  qualifies,  but  he  have 
an  absolute  interest.  The  property  on  which  he  qualifies 
is  his  fishing  tackle  and  boats,  that  is  to  say,  personal 
property.  Another  has  a  freehold  estate.  Of  course,  if  a 
fisherman  has  a  freehold  interest  in  a  sufficient  amount  of 
real  estate  to  enable  him  to  qualify  on  that  alone,  his  son, 
if  the  estate  is  sufficient,  would  also  be  qualified,  not  as  a 
fisherman’s  son,  but  as  the  son  of  an  ordinary  holder  of  real 
properly.  If  a  fisherman  has  property  worth  $300,  his  son 
would  be  entitled  to  vote  under  the  preceding  clause,  8. 
Now,  if  that  fisherman’s  son  is  entitled  to  vote,  why  would 
you  refuse  the  right  to  the  son  of  another  fishei’man  who  is 
qualified  to  vote  under  section  9  ?  Supposing  a  fisherman 
had  $250  worth  of  property,  in  that  case  his  son  could  not 
qualify.  Suppose  in  addition  to  that,  that  he  has  $2,000 
worth  of  property  in  a  boat  or  vessel.  You  will  refuse  to 
the  son  of  that  man  who  has  $2,000  worth,  the  right  to 
vote,  and  you  give  it  to  the  son  of  the  fisherman  who  has 
$300  worth.  It  is  clear  we  are  proceeding  upon  no  settled 
rule  or  principle,  nothing  you  could  recognise  as  a  principle 
on  which  you  would  be  able  to  say,  if  a  party  is  qualified 
under  such  a  section  another  party,  upon  the  same  kind  of 
reasoning,  and  upon  the  same  principles,  would  be  qualified 
under  the  next  section.  That  you  do  not  recognise.  There 
are  no  lines  laid  out  that  you  can  trace  through  this  Bill 
and  say  that  they  are  lines  or  principles  which  may  be 
easily  and  fairly  applied.  We  are  proceeding  in  a  hap¬ 
hazard  sort  of  way,  without  any  recognised  rule  of  conduct ; 
and  it  does  seem  to  me  that  we  are  creating  a  whole  con- 
gerie  of  the  most  serious  difficulties  in  this  Bill,  that  will  bo 
presented  to  the  revising  officer.  There  is  no  reason  or 
principle  which  would  exclude  the  son  of  a  fisherman  who 
has  $250  worth  of  real  estate,  and  a  vessel  worth  $2,000, 
while  you  admit  the  son  of  a  fisherman  who  has  $300 
worth  of  real  estate,  and  a  boat  worth  $50.  Take,  for 
instance,  the  son  of  a  fisherman  who  has  $200  worth  of  real 
estate.  You  say  he  may  vote ;  there  is  no  doubt  about 
that.  But  you  say  to  the  son  of  a  fisherman  who  has  a  boat 
worth  $2,000  and  $^50  worth  of  real  estate,  that  he  may 
not  vote.  Now,  what  reason  have  you  for  saying 
that  the  son  of  the  one  may  not  be  just  as  safely 
entrusted  with  the  franchise  as  the  son  of  the  other. 
Is  he  more  likely  to  undervalue  the  electoral  privilege  ;  is  he 
likely  to  be  less  qualified ;  or  to  be  less  acquainted  with  the 
constitutional  system  under  which  we  live  ;  is  he  likely  to 
be  inferior  in  point  of  intelligence,  training,  and  public 
spirit,  for  the  exercise  of  the  franchise,  than  is  the  fisherman 
who  happens  to  have  $300  more  of  real  estate  ?  You  can 
assign  no  sufficient  reason  why  you  should  entrust  the  son 
of  the  farmer  with  the  electoral  franchise  and  refuse  it  to 
the  son  of  the  fisherman.  We  are  simply  acting  in  an  arbi¬ 
trary  manner.  Wo  have  not  adopted  any  settled  rule  or 
principle  since  we  passed  the  third  section.  We  are  mak¬ 
ing  provisions  in  a  most  arbitrary  and  capricious  manner, 
and  in  dealing  with  a  question  of  such  consequence,  we 
ought  to  proceed  in  a  more  rational  way.  We,  on  this  side, 
have  proposed  amendments.  We  have  received  no  answer 
except  a  manifestation  of  an  obstinate  desire  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  not  to  accept  any  suggestion  from  this  side  of  the 
House.  I  trust  this  proposal  will  receive  the  attention  of 
the  committee.  I  invite  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to 
approach  this  question  as  fair-minded  men,  anxious  to  pro¬ 
mote  the  public  interest,  and  to  secure  those  changes  in  the 
Mr.  Mills* 


Bill  that  are  best  suited  to  secure  what  is  right  and  fair  to 
all  classes  of  the  community  in  every  part  of  the  Dominion. 
If  we  desire  to  do  so,  the  committee  will  accept  the  proposi¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s. 

Mr,  ARMSTRONG.  It  may  be  laid  down  as  a  fundamen¬ 
tal  principle  that,  in  arranging  a  franchise  for  the  whole 
country,  no  class  should  be  discriminated  against.  This 
wholesome  principle  has  been  departed  from,  not  only  in 
the  case  now  before  the  committee,  but  in  the  case  of  sons 
of  tenant  farmers.  It  would  be  desirable  to  get  back  to  that 
wholesome  rule.  Tho  fisherman  derives  his  livelihood  and 
wealth  from  the  sea,  and  his  stock-in-trade,  boats,  tackle 
and  implements,  are  just  as  much  his  capital  as  is  the  farm 
of  the  farmer  or  the  workshop  and  property  of  the  manu¬ 
facturer.  So,  if  we  place  him  under  disabilities,  we  make 
an  invidious  distinction  which  this  committee  is  not  war¬ 
ranted  in  making.  Viewing  the  matter  in  this  light,  it  was 
a  mistake  to  require  the  fishermen,  in  order  to  obtain  the 
franchise,  to  be  rated  for  real  property  at  all.  The  clause 
should  have  provided  that  where  fishermen  have  personal 
property  such  as  boats,  fishing  tackle,  of  sufficient  value  to 
entitle  them  to  the  franchise,  they  should  possess  it.  It  has 
been  objected  that  a  fisherman  requires  some  real  estate  to 
live  upon.  It  may  not  necessarily  be  so.  He  may  be  a 
batchelor  and  may  board.  He  may  be  worth  thousands  of 
dollars  in  boats  and  fishing  tackle,  and  yet  not  own  a  little 
piece  of  real  estate  sufficient  to  give  him  a  vote.  Another 
class  in  regard  to  which  the  committee  have  departed  from 
the  wholesome  rule  laid  down,  is  that  of  tenant  farmer’s 
sons. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  That  matter  has  been  decided. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  No  disability  should  be  thrown  on 
fishermen  or  on  any  other  class  of  the  community. 

Mr.  TROW.  The  franchise  might  safely  be  entrusted  to 
the  sons  of  fishermen,  who  as  a  rule  are  well  educated  and 
would  exercise  it  usefully  to  the  state.  I  cannot  conceive 
why  the  First  Minister  should  have  any  objection  to  confer¬ 
ring  the  franchise  on  this  class,  even  if  they  own  no  real 
estate.  There  is  no  party  advantage  asked  whatever,  because 
in  all  probability  those  young  men  would  take  sides  in 
politics  just  the  same  as  any  other  class. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Sub-section  9  declares  that  real  estate 
and  the  fishing  tackle  of  fishermen  shall  be  considered  equal 
to  the  real  estate  of  other  persons  required  in  order  to 
qualify.  If  so  the  fisherman  should  stand  in  the  same  posi¬ 
tion  as  regards  property  qualification  and  be  entitled  to  all 
the  privileges  flowing  from  it  in  the  same  manner  as  is  the 
owner  of  real  estate  under  sub-section  8.  Under  that  sub¬ 
section  the  owner  of  real  estate,  having  his  son  living  with 
him,  and  they  not  being  entitled  to  vote,  otherwise  can  have 
his  son’s  name  entered  on  the  list,  provided  the  value  of  the 
property  is  sufficient  to  entitle  two  persons  to  vote  on  it,  as 
joint  owners.  If  the  property  qualification  of  a  landsman  is 
to  be  treated  in  that  way  and  he  must  have  a  certain 
value  in  property,  whether  it  be  real  or  personal,  on  what 
principle  do  you  deny  the  franchise  to  the  son  of  the 
fisherman  which  you  give  to  the  son  of  he  farmer? 
We  are  working  up  a  scheme  which  was  recommended  on 
tho  ground  that  the  House  should  establish  a  uniform  fran¬ 
chise,  and  here  we  have  a  franchise  given  to  one  class  and 
refused  to  another.  If  the  fishermen  are  to  be  legislated 
for,  well  and  good,  but  they  should  not  be  singled  out  as  a 
class,  but  the  whole  of  our  industrial  classes  should  be  legis¬ 
lated  for  in  one  class.  We  desire,  as  far  as  possible,  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  Premier,  who  has  invited  us  to  assist  him 
in  making  this  Bill  uniform  ;  but  do  hon.  gentlemen  now  say 
that  they  do  not  want  uniformity  ?  If  they  do,  then  they 
have  abandoned  one  of  the  strong  gi’ounds  on  which  the  Bill 
was  recommended.  All  our  legislation  should  stand  uniform 
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over  all  classes ;  it  should  be  like  the  gentle  dew  from  hea¬ 
ven,  which  falls  on  the  just  and  the  unjust ;  but  this  scheme 
is  being  worked  out  in  an  illogical,  partial  and  unfair  way. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  desire  to  enter  my  pro¬ 
test  against  the  lack  of  uniformity  which  pervades  tbis  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  Bill,  and  which,  if  the  amendment  is  not  adopted, 
will  be  conspicuous  for  its  uniform  want  of  uniformity. 
"When  a  man’s  son  is  placed  on  the  list  on  the  ground  of 
having  a  certain  amount  of  property,  you  should  not  abandon 
that  principle  either  in  connection  with  fishermen  or  the 
tenants  of  real  estate.  It  must  be  remarked  and  recognised 
that  where  the  enfranchisement  of  the  sons  of  owners  has 
already  been  put  in  practice,  it  has  been  successful  in  a 
marked  degree,  and  so  much  so  that  its  success  was  made 
the  ground  for  its  introduction  of  this  Bill.  In  Ontario  its 
success  was  so  well  recognised  that  the  principle  was  lately 
extended.  We  find  that  it  is  proposed  in  this  Bill  to  give 
the  vote  co  unenfranchised  Indians,  on  the  basis  of  the  land 
which  they  have  solely  in  common  with  their  tribe.  Now, 
if  we  abandon  any  absolute  principle  to  such  an  extent  as 
that,  does  it  not  seem  strange  that  we  should  draw  the  line 
at  the  sons  of  our  own  people  ?  This  clause  applies  more 
directly  to  an  important  class  in  the  different  Provinces,  a 
class  who,  as  the  hon.  member  for  West  Lambton  pointed  out, 
would  be  largely  drawn  upon  for  our  naval  defence,  if  we 
are  forced  to  that  alternative,  and  a  class  which  at  present 
is  a  very  important  one  in  this  Dominion.  Why,  then,  do 
we  not  hear  from  the  representatives  of  constituencies  where 
there  are  a  large  number  of  fishermen  who  will  be  deprived 
of  the  franchise  if  this  amendment  is  not  adopted.  I  press 
this  amendment  strongly  because,  if  its  principle  is  admit¬ 
ted,  we  will  secure  the  right  which  should  be  equally  recog¬ 
nised,  of  giving  the  franchise  to  the  sons  of  tenant  farmers 
in  Ontario. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Many  amendments  have  been  proposed 
on  this  side  of  the  House  in  the  direction  of  an  extension  of 
the  franchise  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  do  not  see  fit 
to  reply  to.  Certainly  all  of  these  amendments  cannot  be 
bad ;  some  of  them  ought  to  meet  with  their  approbation. 
With  regard  to  the  amendment  now  before  us,  the  hon. 
First  Minister  in  charge  of  the  Bill  has  expressed  neither 
his  willingness  nor  his  unwillingness  to  accept  it.  We  are 
advocating  what  we  believe  to  be  a  just  and  proper  prin¬ 
ciple,  and  we  have  heard  no  argument  to  refute  what  we 
propose.  We  have  affirmed  the  principle  that  if  a  farmer 
after  years  of  industry  has  acquired  a  certain  amount  of 
property,  and  his  sons  are  working  with  him,  they  ought  to 
be  placed  on  the  voters’  list ;  and  if  the  fisherman,  instead 
of  using  the  profits  of  his  avocation  in  purchasing  land, 
chooses  to  invest  it  in  fishing  tackle  and  other  implements 
necessary  to  carry  on  his  pursuit  successfully  with  his  sons, 
both  he  and  his  sons  ought  to  have  a  right  to  record  their 
voteB  at  an  election  as  well  as  the  farmer  and  his  sons.  I 
ask  whether  any  just  reason  has  been  given  why  these  men 
should  be  denied  the  right  which  has  been  granted  to  the 
farmers.  True  we  hold  the  farmers  of  this  country  in  high 
esteem ;  we  appreciate  them  very  much  ;  they  are  very 
important  factors  in  the  community  ;  but  those  who  follow 
the  dangerous  avocation  of  fishing,  who  increase  our  navy 
and  render  it  valuable  to  the  country,  ought  at  least  to  be 
treated  as  well  as  the  farmers.  The  hon.  First  Minister  started 
out  with  the  proposition  that  we  were  going  to  have  a  uni¬ 
form  and  symmetrical  franchise ;  and  yet  this  distinction 
is  made  between  the  farmers  and  the  fishermen,  and  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  do  not  bring  any  arguments  to  show 
why  they  should  not  be  placed  on  the  same  footing.  I  say 
this  is  not  treating  the  House  fairly.  Unless  they  can 
show  that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  country  that  this 
amendment  should  not  prevail,  we  are  entitled  to  ask  that 
it  should  be  adopted,  and  until  they  give  us  some  reason 
why  they  should  not  accept  it  this  measure  ought  not  to 


carry.  Do  they  contend  that  they  have  made  this  Bill 
perfect  at  the  outset,  and  that  they  are  not  going  to  accept 
any  amendments  ?  We  have  seen  already  that  this  Bill  is 
by  no  means  perfect,  and  this  clause  is  as  faulty  as  any 
other.  You  are  going  to  do  an  injustice  to  the  sons  of  the 
fishermen ;  you  are  going  to  do  a  wrong  to  those  who  are 
following  an  important  and  dangerous  calling ;  you  are 
holding  out  to  them  no  inducement  to  continue  in  that 
calling.  You  tell  them  :  If  you  go  and  buy  a  few  feet  of 
land  we  will  let  your  sons  have  votes,  but  if  you  invest 
your  money  in  boats  and  fishing  tackle  we  will  not  let  you 
have  that  right.  Is  that  a  proper  principle  ?  I  believe 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ought  to  rise  superior  to  party 
feeling  on  this  occasion,  and  do  justice  to  the  fishermen  of 
the  Maritime  Provinces.  Will  the  Government  not 
respond  ?  I  hope  they  will,  but  I  have  no  faith  that  they 
will ;  I  have  lost  all  faith  in  them,  because  they  have 
treated  other  amendments  in  the  same  manner  ;  and  before 
the  country  can  get  justice  these  men  will  have  to  leave 
the  treasury  benches  and  let  men  take  their  places  who 
will  deal  fairly  with  every  interest  in  the  country. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  regret  very  much  that  while  these  argu¬ 
ments  are  advanced  on  this  side,  they  have  never  been 
responded  to  by  the  hon.  First  Minister  or  by  any  hon. 
gentleman  opposite.  The  ai’guments  are  either  good  or 
bad,  and  they  ought  to  be  accepted  or  rejected ;  they  ought 
to  be  treated  with  respect.  It  is  not  fair  to  the  thousands 
of  sons  of  fishermon  who  are  to  bo  disfranchised,  that  this 
proposition  should  be  treated  with  silent  contempt.  I  am 
more  than  astonished  that  the  hon.  member  for  Inverness 
(Mr.  Cameron)  who  makes  himself  from  time  to  time  the 
champion  of  the  people  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  and  at 
times  with  good  effect,  and  meets  with  a  good  deal  of  sym¬ 
pathy  on  this  side,  should  remain  silent  when  a  claim  is 
put  forward  on  behalf  of  the  fishermen.  He  has  a  good 
deal  to  say  about  the  Indians  but  not  a  word  about  the  fish¬ 
ermen,  although  he  represents  a  county  in  which  there  is 
a  large  fishing  interest.  And  what  has  the  hon.  mamber 
for  Richmond  (Mr.  Paint)  to  say  on  this  subject  ?  Is  he  in 
favor  or  opposed  to  having  fishermen’s  sons  put  on  the  same 
footing  as  farmers’  sons  ?  Either  the  proposition  is  just  or 
it  is  not,  and  there  must  bo  some  occult  reason  why  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  will  not  express  an  opinion  on  it. 

Mr.  PAINT.  We  have  been  taunted  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  with  not  replying  to  this  proposition.  There  is  no 
necessity,  for  the  reason  that  the  hon.  member  for  Charlotte 
(Mr.  Gillmor)  has  admitted,  that  in  his  own  county  this 
measure  would  enfranchise  a  thousand  fishermen,  and  so 
throughout  the  rest  of  the  maritime  counties. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  did  not  say  any  such  thing. 

Mr.  PAINT.  There  is  some  mistake  somewhere ;  per¬ 
haps  it  was  800 ;  and  it  is  the  same  throughout  all  the  Mari¬ 
time  Provinces. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness).  I  am  very  much  pleased 
with  the  high  compliment  paid  me  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.,  but  I  may  assure  him  that  he  knows 
very  little  about  the  county  which  I  have  the  honor  to 
represent,  when  he  runs  away  with  the  idea  that  I  repre¬ 
sent  a  fishing  county.  I  can  assure  him  that  the  county  I 
represent  is  an  agricultural  county,  and  the  sons  of  farmers 
there  have  been  enfranchised  under  the  Bill.  It  is  true 
there  are  a  few  fishermen  in  it,  and  I  can  assure  my  hon. 
Mend  that  if  I  know  anything  about  the  people,  and  I  think 
I  do,  this  Bdl  will  practically  give  manhood  suffrage  to  the 
people  of  Inverness. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Glad  of  that. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  When  the  lists  are  prepared  under  the 
Bill  it  will,  under  one  provision  or  another,  give  to  the 
people  of  Inverness  practically  manhood  suffrage,  There ^ 
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fore  they  have  no  reason  to  complain  ;  I  believe  that  will 
be  the  case  in  all  rural  districts  in  the  Dominion  and  par¬ 
ticularly  among  the  fishermen. 

Mr.  MULOGK.  Does  the  bon.  gentleman  object  to  tho 
enfranchisement  of  the  sons  of  fishermen  ? 

Mr,  CAMERON  (Inverness).  The  sons  of  fishermen  may 
be  enfranchised  under  this  Bill  in  my  county,  because  they 
happen  to  have  the  real  and  personal  qualification  necessary 
to  give  them  a  vote. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  rather  singular  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  should  assign  as  his  reason  for  supporting  this  Bill 
that  it  will  practically  give  manhood  suffrage.  Is  the  hon. 
gentleman  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage  ?  I  think  he  has 
voted  against  it.  If  he  is  consistent  and  thinks  the  Bill 
will  lead  to  that  conclusion  he  ought  to  vote  against  the 
Bill.  He  will  have  to  explain  his  explanation.  He  will 
have  to  tell  the  House  how  he  is  opposed  to  the  principle 
of  manhood  suffrage  and  is  in  favor  of  a  Bill  which  he  says 
will  practically  lead  to  manhood  suffrage.  He  has  not 
answered  the  question  put  him  by  the  hon.  member  for 
North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  as  to  whether  he  is  in  favor  of 
enfranchising  fishermen’s  sons,  but  says  he  thinks  they 
will  be  enfranchised  under  this  clause.  Then  from  an 
abundance  of  caution  he  ought  to  vote  for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness).  I  may  say  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  when  I  am  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage  I 
will  tell  him  so. 

Mr.  PAINT.  When  tho  hon.  member  for  Inverness  said 
the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.,  knew  very  little  about 
the  fishermen  of  the  Maritime  Provinces,  he  did  him  a 
great  deal  of  injustice,  inasmuch  as  that  hon.  gentleman 
received  a  fee  of  $8,000  and  upwards  for  advocating  the 
arbitration  claims  before  the  Halifax  Fishery  Commission 
and  is  now  suing  for  $8,000  more. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  And  one  result  was  the 
country  was  bettered  by  $4,500,000. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  thinks  because  a 
certain  counsel  received  a  fee  for  advocating  the  fishermen’s 
claims  before  the  Fishery  Commission,  the  hon.  gentleman 
thinks  that  the  fishermen’s  sons  should  not  be  enfranchised. 
The  only  reason  why  I  appeal  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Richmond  is  that  I  notice  he  takes  moro  than  ordinary 
interest  in  the  public  affairs  of  this  country  lately,  and  i 
hope  the  rumors  we  have  lately  heard  have  some  founda¬ 
tion,  that  he  will  have  more  influence  shortly  in  the  affairs 
of  his  country  than  he  has  had  heretofore.  I  would  like  him 
to  answer  the  question  I  put  him  ;  is  he  oris  he  not  in  favor 
of  conferring  the  franchise  on  fishermen’s  sons  ? 

Mr.  PAINT.  I  wish  to  leave  something  for  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  to  do  when  they  get  into  power. 

Mr.  KIRK.  The  hon.  member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  Cam¬ 
eron)  has  said  that  the  sons  of  fishermen  in  his  county 
would  have  votes,  because  the  fishermen  there  possess  the 
necessary  real  and  personal  property  to  enable  them  to 
vote.  But  the  Bill  does  not  allow  personal  property  to 
count  in  giving  votes  to  fishermen’s  sons.  It  is  only  where 
tho  father  owns  a  sufficient  amount  of  real  estate  to  give 
himself  and  his  sons  a  vote  that  the  son  can  have  a  vote. 
Personal  property  does  not  count.  It  may  be  that  in  Inver¬ 
ness  the  fishermen  have  sufficient  real  estate  to  give  them¬ 
selves  and  sons  votes,  but  that  is  not  the  case  in  all  the 
counties.  It  is  said  that  the  incomes  of  fishermen’s  sons 
ought  to  give  them  votes.  It  is  quite  possible  that  fisher¬ 
men’s  sons  may  earn  $300  a  year  in  catching  fish,  but  will 
they  get  credit  for  having  earned  that  much  whilst  they 
are  remaining  with  their  fathers.  I  do  not  think  it  is  likely 
they  will.  The  First  Minister  explained  that  the  word 
“owner”  in  sub-section  9,  meant  an  owner  possessing  a 
Mr,  Cameron  (Inverness), 


title  in  fee  simple.  Fishermen  who  are  squatters  and  do 
not  own  $150  dollars  worth  of  real  estate  would  not  count 
as  owners,  and  therefore  would  not  be  entitled  to  a  vote, 
no  matter  how  much  they  might  possess  in  the  way  of 
boats  or  nets  or  personal  property.  I  think  this  clause  will 
deprive  of  the  right  to  vote  a  number  in  Nova  Scotia  who 
would  have  that  right  if  the  words  “  or  occupiers  ”  were 
added  after  the  word  “  owner.” 

Amendment  (Mr.  Davies)  negatived. 

On  section  5. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  beg  to  move  an  amendment  of  which 
I  gave  notice  some  time  ago  : 

That  the  following  be  inserted  a9  sub-section  10  of  section  4  of  the 
said  Act : — Or  is  an  Indian  or  person  with  part  Indian  blood  who  has 
been  duly  enfranchised,  or  is  an  unenfranchised  Indian  or  person  with 
part  Indian  blood  who  lives  in  a  fixed  habitation  and  follows  some  trade, 
calling  or  occupation  common  to  civilised  life,  though  he  participate  in 
the  annuities,  interest,  moneys  and  rents  of  a  tribe,  band  or  body  of 
Indians,  subject  to  the  same  qualifications  in  other  respects  and  to  the 
same  provisions  and  restrictions  as  other  persons  in  the  electoral  dis¬ 
trict. 

That  is  the  amendment  of  which  I  have  given  notice ;  but  I 
have  added  to  it  the  following  : 

Provided  that,  in  the  case  of  Indians  living  on  reserves,  this  Act 
shall  apply  only  to  such  as  occupy  separate  holdings  or  allotmens 
therein,  and  Indians  so  occupying  separate  holdings  or  allotments, 
surveyed  or  unsurveyed  and  whether  location  tickets  have  been  issued 
therefor  or  not,  shall  be  entitled  to  be  registered  on  the  list  of  voters, 
subject  to  the  same  qualifications  in  other  respects,  and  to  the  same  pre¬ 
visions  and  restrictions  as  other  persons  in  the  electoral  district. 

This  has  been  so  much  discussed  that  I  need  say  very  little 
about  it.  We  have  heard  beautiful  principles  enunciated  by 
our  Opposition  friends.  The  hon.  member  for  South  Middle¬ 
sex  (Mr.  Armstrong)  said  that  it  was  a  wholesome  rule  that 
no  class  of  the  community  should  be  discriminated  against. 
That  is  an  admirable  principle  to  go  upon,  and  I  entirely 
concur  with  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  We  have  just  carried  the  section 
referred  to,  and  this  appears  to  be  an  addition  to  it.  I  do 
not  think  I  can  accept  .it  now. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  is  a  new  clause. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  moved  it  as  an  addition  to  the  clause. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN,  It  is  an  addition  to  clause  4. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  move  it  as  sub-section  10,  in  addition. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  understood  that  the  First  Minister  was  to 
inform  us  as  to  what  he  proposed  on  the  Indian  question 
when  we  came  to  the  disabling  clauses,  and,  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  could  make  his  motion  in  such  a  way  as  to  adapt 
it  to  the  point  at  which  the  First  Minister  proposed  to  amend 
the  Bill,  we  should  have  the  one  discussion  on  that  matter. 
If  not,  we  shall  have  a  discussion  to-night,  and  another  dis¬ 
cussion  when  the  First  Minister’s  proposition  is  before  us. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  am  exceedingly  obliged  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  for  the  suggestion,  but,  in  the  meantime,  I  shall 
make  the  few  remarks  which  I  intended  to  make  upon  the 
additional  clause  which  I  have  proposed,  leaving  it  to  the 
House  to  do  what  it  may  think  fit  in  the  matter.  This 
addition  is  very  much  like  the  Ontario  Act  in  regard  to  the 
Indian.  The  Ontario  Act  gives  a  vote  to  Indians  who  “  do 
not  reside  among  Indians.”  I  understand  that  to  mean 
Indians  who  live  in  separate  habitations,  but  it  is  a  rather 
ambiguous  phrase,  and  I  think  it  will  be  more  clearly 
understood  as  I  have  put  it.  I  think  it  is  unfair  to  deny 
the  right  to  vote  to  those  Indians  who  are  named  in  my 
amendment,  because  of  the  money  which  they  derive  from 
the  Government.  No  Government  can  exercise  any  con¬ 
trol  over  those  moneys.  They  are  justly  due  to  the  Indians 
and  no  Government  can  ever  deprive  them  of  them.  There¬ 
fore  to  say  that  those  who  do  not  participate  in  the  annui¬ 
ties  shall  vote  and  that  those  who  do  participate 
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shall  not  vote  is  not  a  very  fair  distinction. 
With  regard  to  Indians  living  on  reserves,  I  think  those 
deserving  of  it  should  have  the  vote.  On  these  reserves 
there  are  clergymen,  Indian  merchants,  and  half-breed 
farmers,  and  it  would  be  very  unfair  to  deprive  them 
of  the  franchise  simply  because  they  reside  on  the 
reserves.  Some  of  the  Indians  on  the  reserves  are 
very  far  advanced,  and  are  entirely  fit  to  oxercise  the 
franchise ;  many  of  them  are  far  advanced  in  civilisation  and 
education.  I  have  put  in  the  words  “  separate  holdings  on 
the  reserves,”  also  the  words  “reserves  unsurveyed.”  A 
great  many  of  the  reserves  are  not  surveyed.  I  know  of  one 
reserve  40  miles  long,  where  the  Indians  live  apart  from 
each  other  and  have  large  farms.  Yet  these  locations  have 
never  been  surveyed,  and  they  have  no  location  tickets  for 
them.  I  have  no  objection  that  something  should  be 
introduced  providing  that  in  estimating  the  value  of  the 
Indians’  property,  the  land  which  he  holds  on  the  reserve 
should  not  be  considered.  I  am  not  anxious  to  give  all  the 
Indians  on  the  reserves,  the  franchise.  I  know  very  large 
reserves  on  which  there  are  over  1,000  Indians,  and  I 
believe  this  Act  would  not  give  votes  to  more  than  30  or  35 
of  them,  at  the  outside. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  amendment  of  the  hon.  member 
is  not  in  order.  In  the  first  place,  it  cannot  be  put  as  an 
addition  to  clause  4,  because  that  is  already  passed.  It  can¬ 
not  be  put  as  a  new  clause,  as  it  is  not  in  the  proper  form, 
and  as  another  opportunity  will  be  given  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  bring  this  up,  I  cannot  put  it  before  the  committee 
at  present. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  putting  his  motion  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  stating  his  views  upon  it,  and  under  the  ruling 
of  the  Chairman,  which  I  think  is  clearly  right,  my  hon. 
friend  cannot  present  it  just  now.  I  mentioned  the  other 
day  that  this  subject  would  be  brought  up  on  the  disqualify¬ 
ing  clause  ;  that  is  to  say,  at  this  moment  an  Indian,  boing 
a  person,  shall  have  the  same  right  to  vote  when  properly 
qualified,  as  the  whites.  When  we  come  to  the  disqualify¬ 
ing  clause,  it  can  be  inserted  there  what  Indians  shall  be 
excepted,  if  any,  from  the  general  provision  of  the  Bill.  I 
think  my  hon.  friend  had  better  withdraw  his  amendment. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  must  bow  to  your  ruling,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  if  the  motion  is  not  in  order  at  the  present  time.  But 
I  trust  the  First  Minister,  when  he  brings  forward  his 
amendment,  will  have  in  view  the  provisions  I  have 
suggested.  I  think  they  are  very  reasonable,  and  I  shall  take 
another  opportunity  of  explaining  then.  With  the  consent 
of  the  House,  I  shall  withdraw  the  motion  for  the  present. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Dawson)  withdrawn. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  is  to  apply  to  such 
cities,  for  instance,  as  Belleville,  St.  Catharines  and  Hull, 
which  are  not  electoral  districts. 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  the  First  Minister  will  look  at  the  defi¬ 
nition  of  town  or  city,  he  will  see  that  it  means  any  electoral 
district,  and  a  corporation  that  is  designated  a  city  or  town, 
by  the  law  of  the  Province  in  which  it  is  situated,  is  wholly 
independent  of  any  electoral  divisions  or  boundaries,  and 
that  being  the  case  this  clause  is  clearly  surplusage. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  taken  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  stating  that  I  shall  alter  this  clause.  The  hon. 
gentleman  may  remember  that  it  was  discussed,  and  it  was 
stated  that  there  were  certain  ambitious  cities  that  were 
really  towns ;  they  were  not  electoral  districts.  On  con¬ 
sideration,  I  think  cities  which  are  portions  of  counties, 
should  be  rated  as  towns,  and  that  will  reduce  the  qualifica¬ 
tion  to  the  qualification  granted  to  towns. 

Mr.  KIRK.  Halifax,  for  instance. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Halifax  is  an  electora1 
district. 

Mr.  KIRK.  No,  it  includes  the  county  as  well  as  the 
city. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  the  3rd  clause  it  is 
provided  that  in  cities  a  property  shall  be  of  the  value  of 
8100,  and  in  towns  8200.  I  propose  that  in  cities,  not  being 
electoral  districts,  the  franchise  shall  be  8200. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  had  new  light  on  this  question.  I  suppose  he  has  been 
looking  from  the  hill  here  across  the  river  to  Hull,  where 
there  are  a  good  number  of  small  holdings,  and  ha  has  had 
pointed  out  to  him  the  importance  of  making  a  distinction 
and  bringing  them  under  the  lower  qualification  so  as  not 
to  do  injury  to  a  very  excellent  friend  and  an  hon.  member 
whom  we  all  admire.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  has  under¬ 
taken  to  go  this  far,  why  does  he  not  wipe  out  the  distinction 
altogether  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  allow  this 
section  to  stand  over  so  that  I  can  further  consider  it. 
The  hon.  gentleman  said  I  looked  across  to  Hull.  But  I 
have  had  representations  from  other  places  as  well  as  from 
Hull,  and  therefore  I  must  consider  well  this  sub  section. 

Mr.  CASEY.  This  is  a  point  we  ur^ed  last  night.  I 
urged  it  myself,  but  not  until  two  or  three  had  done  so. 
The  idea  was  first  put  forward  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Megan  tic  and  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec  East. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  position 
of  St.  John.  The  electors  can  vote  for  three  members — ■ 
for  one  member  for  the  city  and  two  members  for  the  city 
and  county. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  the  only  fran¬ 
chise  of  the  kind  in  the  Dominion.  I  do  not  see  how  the 
First  Minister  is  going  to  deal  with  it,'  except  by  making  a 
special  provision. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  electors  will  vote  in 
the  city  proper  and  in  the  city  and  county,  just  as  at  this 
momont. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  thought  the  hon, 
gentleman  was  going  to  produce  uniformity. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Not  pedantic  uniformity. 

On  section  6, 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Suppose  a  property  is  not 
sufficiently  valuable  to  qualify  two  partners,  will  the  pro¬ 
perty  not  be  represented  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  there  are  two  pieces 
of  land  lying  side  by  side  and  each  of  them  comes  up  to  the 
value  of  8150,  each  of  the  owners  will  have  a  vote.  If  the 
whole  piece  becomes  one  property  held  by  the  same  two 
men  and  it  does  not  give  a  vote  to  both,  neither  shall  have 
a  vote  on  the  property.  That  is  the  present  law. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  has  been  the  law  in 
Ontario ;  but  unless  I  am  misinformed  it  is  not  the  law  to¬ 
day  in  Quebec.  In  that  Province  the  property  would  be 
registered  in  the  name  of  the  senior  member  of  the  part¬ 
nership. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  Minister  of  Public  Works  knows  that 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec  where  a  property  is  worth  more 
than  is  required  to  give  a  vote,  the  person  who  stands  first 
in  the  firm  is  entitled  to  the  vote.  In  Ontario  unless  the 
property  is  equally  divided  among  all  the  pnr'ies  so  as  to 
give  each  a  vote,  none  vote.  The  hon.  gentleman  in  this 
section  is  not  proceeding  on  the  principle  of  valuation, 
so  far  as  tenants  are  concerned,  With  regard  to  the  other 
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clauses  he  has  adopted  a  wholly  different  view.  A  tenant 
would  require  to  have  provision  made  that  where  the  rent 
is  $40  two  might  have  a  vote,  or  $60  that  three  should  have 
a  vote. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Perhaps  on  this  clause  the  right  hon, 
gentleman  will  state  more  distinctly  than  ho  has  yet  done, 
whether  tribal  Indians  living  on  reserves  would  be  qualified. 

Sir  JOHN"  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  it  was  understood 
that  this  would  be  discussed  on  the  qualification  clause. 
While  I  do  not  wish  to  be  irregular,  I  hold  this,  that  while  I 
would  not  exclude  all  Indians  living  on  reserves,  I  would 
exclude  some.  But  we  will  discuss  that  point  when  we 
come  to  the  proper  clause. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  I  would  suggest  in  order  to  make  this 
clause  cover  the  ground  mentioned  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell,  that  after  that  word  “  value  ”  in  the  eleventh  line 
these  words  should  be  inserted  “  or  the  rent  payable  is  of 
sufficient  amount.” 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  see  no  reason  for  alter¬ 
ing  a  clause  which  has  stood  since  1841.  It  is  the  law  of 
the  land,  and  everybody  understands  it. 

Mr.  FLEMING,  The  hon.  gentleman  will  observe  that, 
under  the  law,  the  qualification  of  the  tenant  has  been  based 
on  the  actual  value  of  the  property  under  lease.  In  this 
Bill  it  is  provided  that  the  amount  payable  shall  be  the 
ground  of  qualification.  My  suggestion  is  for  the  purpose 
of  making  the  clause  clear,  consistent  and  complete. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  cannot  see  it  at  all,  as  I 
find  that  it  accords  exactly  with  the  clause  of  the  Statutes  of 
Canada  of  1859. 

Mr.  MILLS,  My  hon.  friend  from  Megantic  (Mr. 
Langelier)  informed  me  this  morning  that  the  law  of  Que¬ 
bec  with  regard  to  parties  in  partnership  is,  that  where  a 
property  is  not  sufficiently  divided  to  give  votes  to  all,  the 
senior  partner  gets  the  first  vote,  then  the  next,  and  the 
third  and  so  on,  according  to  the  value  of  the  property. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  is  possible  that  a  large  number  of  per¬ 
sons,  say  eight  or  ten,  might  be  the  joint  owners  of  a  piece 
of  property,  and  it  would  be  rather  too  bad  that  none  of 
them  should  vote,  so  that  I  think  the  clause  should  indicate 
which  of  them  would  be  qualified. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Until  1882,  the  law  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec  was  the  same  in  this  respect  as  the  present  Bill, 
though  I  cannot  state  what  changes  have  been  made  since. 
I  should  think,  however,  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Megantic  would  not  be  likely  to  be  mistaken. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  I  call  attention  to  this  fact:  an  owner 
of  real  estate  worth  $150,  as  well  as  the  tenant  on  the  same 
property,  would  have  votes.  Now  if  a  property  of  that 
value  gives  two  individuals  a  vote,  why  should  not  joint 
owners  in  a  large  property  have  the  same  privilege  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  There  is  a  great  deal  of 
waste  land  in  the  country,  but  you  do  not  give  the  vote  to 
the  land  but  to  the  individual.  The  land  is  not  represented  ; 
the  people  are  represented  ;  and  whether  they  hold  jointly 
or  singly,  they  must  have  an  interest  in  the  land  to  the 
amount  specified  by  the  Act. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  I  quite  agree  with  the  remark  of  the 
hon.  First  Minister,  that  it  is  the  individual  who  is  repre¬ 
sented  and  not  the  laud,  and  that  is  the  strongest  argument 
used  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  am  afraid  that  this  clause,  while  very 
reasonable  in  some  respects,  will  cut  out  fishermen  who 
ought  to  be  qualified  if  they  are  joint  owners,  because  it 
refers  only  to  joint  owners  of  real  property,  whereas  fisher¬ 
men  are  qualified  on  a  combination  of  personal  and  real 
property.  Unless  the  First  Minister  wishes  to  be  down  on 
Mi-.  Mills. 


fishermen,  as  he  was  when  he  declined  to  give  fishermen’s 
sons  a  vote,  I  think  a  change  is  required  here, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Not  in  the  least. 

On  section  7, 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  This  is  the  old  clause. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  wish  to  draw  the  right  hon.  gentleman’s 
attention  to  the  fact  that  by  this  clause  the  principle  of 
residence  is  acknowledged  as  to  the  income  vote,  and  I  cer¬ 
tainly  think  the  same  principle  ought  to  be  adopted  as  to 
all  other  kinds  of  votes.  We  all  know  that  the  non  resident 
vote  is  a  fertile  source  of  illegal  expenditure  of  money. 
There  is  nothing  that  creates  such  a  temptation  to  illegal 
expenditure,  as  we  all  know  who  have  had  to  run  elections, 
as  the  demands  made  by  non  resident  voters  to  have  their 
expenses  paid  to  induce  them  to  come  and  vote ;  even  where 
they  are  willing  to  give  up  their  time,  they  are  not  willing 
to  spend  any  money.  As  we  are  following  the  Ontario  law 
in  various  respects,  we  might  follow  it,  I  think,  in  acknow¬ 
ledging  the  principle  of  residence  in  all  cases.  For  that 
reason  I  would  move  that  the  words  “  in  respect  of  inoome,” 
be  struck  out,  That  will  make  residence  essential  to  all 
voters. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  entirely  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
object  in  moving  this  amendment.  We  have  discussed  the 
question  of  non-residence  somewhat,  but  it  is  one  which  I 
think  should  be  much  more  thoroughly  discussed.  A 
number  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  spoken  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  exclude  non-residents  from  voting  as  if  it  dis¬ 
franchised  those  voters.  The  hon  member  for  West  York 
(Mr.  Wallace),  in  particular,  deplored  the  condition  his  rid¬ 
ing  would  be  in  if  the  450  non-resident  voters  who  vote  in 
that  riding  were  prevented  from  doing  so.  I  think  it 
was  450. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (York).  600  or  700. 

Mr.  CASEY.  That  is  stronger  still.  Those  men  have 
vote3  elsewhere,  and  the  fact  that  they  vote  in  the  west 
riding  of  York  is  an  injustice  to  all  the  other  residents  cf 
that  riding.  They  are  not  content  with  voting  in  the  rid¬ 
ing  where  they  live. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  may  not  have 
votes  elsewhere. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  fancy  that  most  of  them  vote  for  the  hon. 
gentleman,  or  he  would  not  be  so  anxious  to  retain  them  on 
the  voters’  list.  As  the  hon.  gentleman’s  majority  is  con¬ 
siderably  less  than  600  or  700,  he  is  in  fact  elected  by  per¬ 
sons  who  do  not  live  in  his  riding  at  all. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  live  in  Canada. 

Mr.  CASEY.  But  it  would  be  as  just  to  allow  me  to  vote 
in  Prince  Edward  Island  as  to  allow  non-residents  to  vote 
in  West  York.  This  defeats  the  object  of  having  geographi¬ 
cal  boundaries  to  electoral  districts  altogether  The  reason 
why  we  define  an  electoral  district  by  geographical  bound¬ 
aries  is  to  secure  that  the  persons  who  shall  elect  a  member 
shall  be,  as  a  general  rule,  residents,  neighbors  in  close 
community  with  each  other.  The  other  view  is  that,  say 
600  or  700  non-resident  voters  of  West  York,  for  instance, 
shall  have  the  right  to  vote  there  and  also  the  right  to  vote 
where  they  reside.  This  destroys  the  principle  of  repre¬ 
sentation  we  have  agreed  on.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  said  a 
few  minutes  ago, it  was  not  the  representation  of  property  but 
of  individuals  he  desired.  Now,  however,  he  says  we  must  go 
back  to  property  representation.  I  say  it  is  the  individual 
that  should  be  represented.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  not 
allow  two  persons  who  own  $150  worth  of  land  between 
them  to  vote,  but  he  will  allow  one  person  to  have  two 
votes,  provided  he  has  real  property  of  the  value  of  $150 
in  two  different  places.  The  difficulty  has  been  raised 
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that  a  proposal  to  exclude  non-resident  votei’s  would  shut  some 
out  of  the  vote  altogether,  because  they  might  have  no  other 
qualification  than  the  real  property  in  the  district  where  they 
do  not  reside.  It  is  hardly  possible  that  such  people  would  not 
have  sufficient  income  to  qualify  where  they  do  reside,  but  to 
meet  these  extreme  cases  these  people  could  be  given  a  vote 
on  their  real  estate  and  not  be  allowed  to  vote  elsewhere. 
It  is  time  we  had  a  clear  expression  from  hon.  members  as 
to  whether  they  wish  property  to  be  represented  or  persons. 
And  even  as  regards  property  qualification,  the  Bill  is 
illogical,  for  while  a  man  who  owns  a  number  of  small  lots, 
worth  $150  each,  in  different  electoral  districts,  may  have  a 
vote  in  each,  a  man  who  owned  $  1 0,000  worth  of  property  in 
one  district  can  only  have  one  vote.  To  be  logical,  the 
hon.  gentleman  should  give  the  latter  as  many  votes  as  the 
number  of  times  his  property  is  worth  $150.  For  all  these 
reasons,  I  move  that  from  the  words  “  and  persons,”  in  the 
4th  line  of  the  clause,  to  “  situated,”  inclusively,  be  struck 
out. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman,  when  we  had  before 
us  the  Bill  for  the  distribution  of  seats  in  1882,  told  us  that 
there  was  great  importance  in  adhering  to  what  he  called 
the  sacred  principle  of  representation  by  population. 
Under  our  constitution  we  have  that  principle  as  between 
the  Provinces,  and  if  we  adhere  to  that  principle  it  is 
plain  that  no  elector  would  be  entitled  to  more  than  one 
vote.  The  First  Minister  told  us  the  other  evening,  very 
properly,  that  the  vote  is  not  given  to  the  property  but  to 
the  man,  and  that  the  property  is  only  the  evidence  of  the 
man’s  fitness  to  exercise  the  vote.  That  is  the  obvious  prin¬ 
ciple  upon  which  we  are  proceeding.  We  do  not  give  a 
man  one  vote  because  he  has  $150  worth  of  property,  aud 
two  votes  because  he  has  $300,  and  three  votes  because  he 
has  $450.  We  are  not  dealing  with  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  as  if  it  were  a  banking  corporation,  in  which  each 
individual  represents  by  his  votes  the  amount  of  stock  he 
brings  to  the  common  fund.  We  give  the  vote  to  the  indi¬ 
vidual  and  require  that  he  shall  have  a  certain  amount  of 
property  as  the  evidence  of  his  fitness  to  exercise  the  fran¬ 
chise.  The  person  who  is  entitled  to  exercise  the 
franchise  may  exercise  it  somewhere,  but  not  every¬ 
where.  No  matter  how  much  property  he  may  have, 
and  how  widely  that  property  may  be  disseminated  over 
the  country,  we  are  departing  from  the  principle  of  repre¬ 
sentation  which  is  laid  down  in  the  fundamental  law  when 
we  give  him  more  than  one  vote.  It  is  to  the  population 
that  the  representation  is  given.  Upon  what  rule  of  con¬ 
sistency  can  you  give  any  man  more  than  one  vote,  unless 
you  group  constituencies,  and  then  you  may  give  each  man 
as  many  votes  as  there  are  members  to  be  represented  in 
that  particular  group.  We  provide  that  the  elections  must 
take  place  on  the  same  day.  If  a  man  has  property  in 
London,  and  in  Toronto,  and  in  Ottawa,  he  cannot  vote  in 
each  place  on  the  same  day,  so  that  you  practically  disfran¬ 
chise  him  by  the  present  law,  in  regard  to  his  voting  in  more 
than  one  place.  Why  should  he  be  able  to  vote  twice 
because  he  owns  property  in  Toronto  and  in  the  County  of 
of  York,  while  he  could  not  do  so  if  his  property  was  in 
Toronto  and  in  Ottawa  ?  In  view  of  the  provisions  of  the 
constitution  and  of  the  reason  for  requiring  a  property 
qualification  at  all,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  is  to  the  man 
and  not  to  the  property  that  the  vote  is  given,  and  that  the 
property  is  a  mere  evidence  of  fitness,  it  logically  follows 
that  the  rule  should  apply— one  man,  one  vote. 

Mr.  HESSON.  How  is  it  that,  in  the  city  of  Toronto, 
you  give  two  votes  instead  of  three  ?  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that,  under  the  new  Mowat  Bill,  an  elector  has  the 
privilege  of  voting  twice  in  the  election  of  three  members. 
Why  should  he  not  vote  three  times? 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  asks  a  question  which 
is  not  pertinent  to  this  matter  at  all.  I  am  not  going  to 
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enter  into  the  question  whether  the  representation  of  mi¬ 
norities  is  better  than  the  simple  representation  of  majorities 
or  not.  The  Province  of  Ontario  had  adopted  that  principle 
with  regard  to  Toronto,  but  that  is  not  involved  in  the 
question  before  us.  The  First  Minister  has  stated  that 
it  is  not  the  property  but  the  individual  who  gets 
the  vote.  We  know  that  if  a  man  has  $150  worth 
of  property  it  is  as  much  evidence  of  his  fitness, 
under  the  Bill  now  before  us,  as  if  he  had  $150,000. 
Once  admit  that  he  has  the  qualification,  and  you  stop  at 
that  point.  We  have  in  our  universities  a  certain  curri¬ 
culum,  and  we  say  a  man  who  passes  an  examination  shall 
have  a  degree.  All  men  who  pass  it  are  not  of  equal  intel¬ 
lectual  attainments,  but  there  is  a  qualification  to  which  all 
are  admitted.  You  are  doing  the  same  thing  in  this  Bill. 
You  say  what  the  minimum  qualification  shall  be  in  each 
case.  A  man  having  shown  his  fitness  by  the  possession  of 
that  qualification,  you  stop  at  that  point,  aDd  you  say  you 
will  give  him  a  vote.  But  upon  what  theory  can  you  give  him 
three  or  four  votes  ?  The  very  moment  you  admit  the 
right  to  vote  in  a  different  constituency  you  also  admit 
that  you  ought  so  to  alter  your  law  as  to  enable  him  to  do 
that.  Bnt  you  make  it  impossible,  because  all  the  elections 
are  to  be  held  on  the  same  day.  How  is  a  man  who  has  a 
property  qualification  in  Winnipeg,  and  another  in  Halifax, 
going  to  vote  in  both  places  ?  When  you  say  that  a  man 
shall  have  more  than  one  vote,  and  that  a  wrong  is  done 
him  if  you  do  not  give  him  more  than  one  vote,  you  have 
no  right  to  have  all  the  elections  on  the  same  day, 
and  in  doing  so  you  condemn  your  own  policy.  I  say 
that  we  ought  to  provide  that  the  man  shall  vote  in 
the  place  where  he  resides.  Then  there  is  less  danger  of 
personation,  less  danger  of  fraud,  and  there  is  less  expense 
entailed  upon  committees  in  bringing  up  non-resident  voters. 
It  seems  to  me,  we  are  logically  called  upon  to  carry  out 
the  principle  of  one  man,  one  vote.  The  First  Minister  laid 
down  a  rule  that  property  was  only  an  evidence  of  fitness. 
That  being  the  case,  it  does  not  matter  how  much  property 
a  man  has  ;  he  is  only  entitled  to  one  vote.  Why  should  a 
man  who  has  property  in  Toronto  and  York  have  the 
privilege  of  voting  twice,  while  a  man  who  has  property 
in  London  and  Ottawa  has  only  the  privilege  of  voting 
once  ?  The  Minister  of  Customs  said,  some  time  ago,  that 
he  would  be  disfranchised  under  this  Bill,  because  he  is  not 
a  voter  in  this  place  and  has  not  the  necessary  qualification 
in  the  constituency  where  he  would  reside  were  he  not  a 
Minister.  Well,  I  say  that  is  a  case  to  be  considered.  How 
are  you  to  decide  when  a  man  has  no  vote  where  he  resides, 
whether  he  can  produce  evidence  that  he  is  entitled  to  be 
entered  upon  the  register  there.  If  you  can  say:  No  matter 
where  the  property  may  be,  that  man  has  the  necessary 
qualification ;  and  you  accept  that  as  a  qualification,  the  fact 
that  he  is  resident  in  one  place  and  his  property  is  situ¬ 
ated  in  another,  ought  not  to  entitle  him  to  vote  twice,  but 
it  ought  to  entitle  him  to  vote  where  he  resides.  The  rule  of 
the  constitution  is,  representation  by  population,  which  the 
First  Minister  called  a  sacred  principle.  And  the  rule  off 
the  representation  of  property,  and  of  interest,  and  of  all 
that  sort  of  thing,  upon  any  artificial  scheme  or  contrivance, 
is  something  that  does  not  belong  to  our  constitution  or  to 
our  system.  I  trust  the  First  Minister  will  accept  this 
amendment,  and  recognise  the  rule  of  one  man,  one  vote. 
He  has  laid  down  a  doctrine  here  to-day  consistent  with  no 
other  principle ;  he  has  accepted  the  principle  of  holding  all 
the  elections  on  the  same  day,  which  is  consistent  with  no 
other  principle,  and  he  has  made  it  impossible  for  a  man 
who  has  property  in  different  constituencies,  widely  apart, 
to  exercise  his  franchise  in  each.  I  do  hot  know  how 
far  the  hon.  gentleman  has  looked  into  this  question, 
but  I  have  given  it  some  attention ;  and  all  those  who 
reside  in  border  counties  know  that,  if  you  take  up  the 
voters’  list  when  it  is  twelve  months  old,  you  will  find  a 
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considerable  percentage  of  those  whose  names  are  on  that 
list  residing  in  a  foreign  country.  Now,  those  parties  are 
brought  back  to  vote — possibly  in  a  manner  contrary  to 
law,  and  the  election  is  contested.  How  are  you  going  to 
contest  the  election  in  this  case?  You  cannot  issue  a 
summons  to  bring  the  parties  before  the  court.  They  are 
residing  beyond  your  jurisdiction,  in  a  foreign  country. 
The  election  trial  comes  on  an  1  the  witnesses  are  not  to  be 
obtained,  for  your  court  has  no  power  to  bring  them.  The 
hon.  gentleman  knows  what  happened  in  one  of  the  western 
constituencies  in  that  particular,  and  the  same  thing  may 
happen  in  a  score  of  others.  Now,  you  get  rid  of  great 
temptations  to  fraud,  and  you  get  rid  of  what  is  of  no  earthly 
advantage  to  one  party  more  than  another.  Why  bring 
back  a  man  from  a  foreign  country,  who  has  gone  abroad 
and  intends  to  reside  abroad,  to  come  here  and  vote  in  what 
is  now  to  him  a  foreign  country?  Isay,  on  the  very 
principle  of  expediency  the  doctrine  of  one  man,  one  vote,  is 
"the  rule  that  ought  to  be  adopted.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
proposes  an  amendment,  to  give  to  a  man  who  has  a  quali¬ 
fication  in  one  part  of  the  country  a  vote  in  any  other  place 
where  he  resides,  I  am  prepared  to  support  that. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  It  seems  to  me  this  is  a  question  that 
Can  be  considered  without  party  violence.  I  think,  speak¬ 
ing  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  with  which  I  am  best 
acquainted,  that  no  hon.  gentleman  on  that  side  of  the  House 
will  contend  that  there  are  more  property  owners  in  th9 
Province  of  Ontario  who  are  Conservatives  than  who  are 
Reformers.  There  can  possibly  be  no  party  advantage,  unless 
it  is  admitted  that  one  party  has  superior  advantages  in  fetch¬ 
ing  votes  into  the  constituency.  If  there  is  no  party  advan¬ 
tage,  I  think  we  can  look  upon  the  question  unembarrassed 
from  that  point  of  view.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  no  doubt  that 
the  property  qualification  is  merely  nominal ;  the  real  under- 
lying  principle  of  this  measure  is  the  man  instead  of  the 
property.  It  will  not  be  maintained  for  one  moment,  look¬ 
ing  at  this  Bill  as  a  whole,  that  it  is  property  that  really 
lies  at  the  bottom  of  this  franchise.  Take,  for  instance, 
your  $2  a  month  rent.  That  rental  would  probably  represent 
property  of  very  small  value  indeed, property  of  less  than  $  100 
value.  I  have  myself  known  many  properties  not  worth  $200 
that  rented  for  three  times  that  amount.  It  will  not  be  main¬ 
tained  that  a  shanty  representing  less  than  $100  is  more 
important  than  the  man,  with  a  numerous  family,  who  is  a 
large  tax-payer  to  the  Dominion,  and  probably  pays  more 
taxes  than  some  owners  of  considerable  property.  The  real 
principle  is  that  the  man  is  the  voter ;  that  is  the  principle 
of  representation  w'here  there  is  taxation.  It  is  true,  we 
have  not  got  up  to  that  point  yet ;  but  we  have  gone  as  far 
—using  the  term  applied  the  other  night  in  regard  to  Mr. 
Gladstone,  that  he  was  a  practical  statesman— as  the  hon. 
gentleman  felt  he  could  go.  I  am  sure  the  First  Minister, 
in  this  regard,  is  controlled  by  some  circumstances.  What 
controls  him  I  do  not  know,  but  he  has,  no  doubt,  gone  as 
far  in  that  direction  as  he  practically  can  go  at  the  moment. 
The  real  underlying  principle  is  that  the  man  instead  of  the 
property  is  represented.  Test  it  by  an  imaginary  case,  but 
one  which  is  not  altogether  imaginary.  A  man  has  property 
in  four  constituencies,  sufficient  to  entitle  him  to  a 
vote  in  each.  It  only  requires  $600  to  do  that.  Hence, 
$600  of  property,  so  situated,  gives  this  result :  One 
man  equals  four  votes.  Again,  a  man  has  a  property 
worth  $60,000,  situated  in  one  constituency.  Result :  One 
man  equals  one  vote.  The  proposition  seems  absurd.  Still, 
it  is  the  one  we  are  acting  upon  in  giving  the  man  who  has 
the  vote  to  a  man  who  has  barely  sufficient  property  to 
entitle  him  to  a  vote.  Objection  has  been  made  in  regard 
to  disfranchising  a  person  if  he  did  not  live  in  the  locality. 
I  fully  believe  that  is  unjust.  If  a  man  has  not  a  vote  in 
the  constituency  where  he  resides,  and  has  a  vote  in  another 
constituency,  he  should  vote  in  the  other  constituency.  An 
Mr.  Mills, 
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amendment  in  that  direction  would  receive  my  hearty  con¬ 
currence  and  endorsement.  I  believe  it  is  a  notorious  fact 
that  if  you  were  to  take  out  of  past  elections  protests  respect- 
ing  non-resident  voters,  you  would  eliminate  one  very  great 
cause  of  litigation.  It  is  a  cause  of  corruption  and  much 
bribery.  I  do  not  seek  the  suggested  change  from  personal 
interest.  On  that  point  I  am  satisfied  I  should  lose  by  it  ; 
but  I  believe  that  it  is  in  the  general  interest  of  the  coun¬ 
try  as  a  whole,  and  of  the  principle  which  lies  at  the  bottom 
of  it,  that  one  man  should  have  one  vote.  In  case  he  has 
not  a  vote  where  he  resides,  he  should  be  entitled  to  vote 
where  his  property  lies. 

Mr.  McMULLBN.  In  municipal  elections  an  elector  is 
only  entitled  to  vote  in  one  polling  sub-division.  In  regard 
to  non-resident  voters  at  Dominion  elections,  there  are  per¬ 
sons  brought  considerable  distances,  and  more  corruption 
arises  on  account  of  those  persons  being  so  brought  than  in 
any  other  way.  In  my  election  some  parties  came  from 
the  United  States,  I  believe,  on  both  sides.  It  is  desirable 
that  those  people  should  not  have  the  right  to  come  back 
here  and  register  their  votes.  When  non-residents  are 
allowed  votes  an  injustice  is  done  to  the  farmers.  Peo¬ 
ple  in  the  cities  have,  in  some  cases,  votes  in  different  con¬ 
stituencies,  whereas  this  is  seldom  the  case  with  farmers. 
On  one  occasion  I  voted  five  times  at  elections,  and  rode  40 
miles.  I  do  not  think  that  system  should  continue. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman 
as  to  the  practice  having  been  in  the  past  attended  with 
troublesome  and  dangerous  results,  and  leading  to  a  large 
amount  of  fraud.  I  Bpeak  of  what  I  know  in  the  county  I 
represent;  and  I  have  pleasure  in  saying  that  I  do  not 
know,  during  the  last  two  elections,  being  advised  to  assist 
any  gentleman  to  reach  the  constituency  from  outside,  and 
look  at  this  clause  as  being  one  of  the  most  beneficial  in  the 
Bill.  If  a  man  has  sufficient  interest  in  elections  to  go  to  a 
constituency  and  vote,  I  do  not  see  why  he  should  be 
deprived  of  that  privilege.  The  very  evidence  that  a  man 
has  distributed  his  wealth  and  interests  in  other  parts  of 
the  country  makes  it  clear  that  the  individual  ought  not 
only  to  be  represented  in  the  county  where  he  resides  but 
in  such  places  as  he  has  accumulated  property.  The  hon . 
member  for  South  Perth,  residing  in  North  Perth,  should 
be  disqualified  in  the  constituency  which  he  represents. 
He  would  also  be  disqualified  in  other  counties  where  he 
has  property.  I  do  not  think  he  should  be  deprived 
of  that  privilege,  or  that  any  member  should  be  so 
disqualified  who  possesses  intelligence.  I  do  not  recog¬ 
nise  it  in  that  way,  and  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  intended  it  in  that  way.  I  think,  as  long  as 
a  person  possesses  the  privileges  of  a  British  subject  he 
should  not  be  deprived  of  those  privileges,  because  circum¬ 
stances  compel  him  to  live  out  of  the  country.  There  is  no 
party  advantage  to  be  obtained  by  this  provision,  as  far  as 
I  can  see,  as  1  believe  the  parties  who  are  to  be  represented 
would  be  about  equally  in  both  political  parties.  So  far  as  my 
own  county  is  concerned,  there  are  a  large  number  of  pro¬ 
perty  holders  living  outside  of  Stratford  who  are  Reformers, 
and  this  is  particularly  the  case  with  one  township,  which  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Perth  (Mr.  Trow)  formerly  repre¬ 
sented — North  East  Hone.  A  large  number  in  that  town¬ 
ship  own  property  in  Stratford,  and  I  believe  the  whole  of 
them  are  Retormers,  and  I  think  it  would  be  unsafe  and 
unfair  to  disfranchise  those  parties.  I  look  upon  this  class 
of  voters  as  a  class  that  are  well  fitted  to  exorcise  the  fran¬ 
chise,  and  whose  interest  in  the  country  is  calculated  to 
guide  them  in  doing  what  is  right. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  at  all  mean  to 
say  that  this  is  a  question  which  does  not  present  some 
difficulties  on  both  sides.  I  believe  the  objections  which 
have  been  made  by  some  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  spoken 
would  be  met  if  we  adopted,  with  respect  to  the  constituen- 
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cies  at  large,  the  same  rule  we  adopted  with  respect  to 
constituencies  individually,  and  that  is,  if  the  man  had  the 
right  to  vote  in  half  a  dozen  counties  he  should  be  obliged 
to  make  his  selection,  and  vote  in  one  particular  county, 
just  as  at  present  he  has  to  do,  if  he  has  a  vote  in  half  a 
dozen  municipalities  in  one  county.  It  appears  to  me  to  be 
absurd  that  if  I  happen  to  have  property  in  four  or  five 
townships  in  one  constituency  I  am  obliged  to  content 
myself  with  one  vote;  but  if  immediately  outside  of  this 
county  there  are  four  or  five  townships  in  which  I  happen 
to  have  as  many  votes,  in  surrounding  constituencies,  I 
may,  if  time  permits,  cast  my  vote  in  those  various  con- 
stituencies.  I  do  not  see  that  there  is  any  sound  reason 
which  applies  in  one  case  that  does  not  apply  in  the  other. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  know,  as  many  other  hon.  gentlemen 
know,  that  this  practice  of  bringing  in  what  is  called  the 
foreign  vote,  by  which  I  mean  simply  persons  resident  in 
other  parts  of  Canada,  is  a  most  prolific  source  of  expense 
to  the  two  candidates,  and  under  the  present  election  law 
is  often  the  ground  for  contesting  elections.  In  many  cases, 
on  that  ground  alone,  elections  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
might  be  vitiated  if  anybody  chose  to  take  the  trouble. 
Now,  I  think  this  a  question  which  is  of  interest  to  the 
House  at  large,  for  I  do  not  think  this  is  a  party  question. 
I  think  the  hon.  member  for  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson)  was 
right  in  stating  that  one  side  would  Dot  benefit  any  more 
than  the  other  by  the  foreign  vote,  in  the  sense  in  which 
I  use  that  term.  But  I  found  in  all  hotly  contested  elections 
with  which  I  have  had  anything  to  do,  in  some  way  or  other, 
considerable  sums  of  money  are  always  spent  in  bringing  in 
outside  voters,  and  in  many  cases  those  elections  would  be 
vitiated  by  the  money  expended,  although  it  may  have  been 
expended  without  the  knowledge  of  the  candidates,  and  may 
not  have  come  out  of  their  pockets.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
whole  argument  is  in  favor,  not,  perhaps,  of  disfranchising 
a  man  unless  he  votes  in  the  particular  locality  in  which 
he  resides,  but  of  making  a  selection  of  the  particular  con- 
stituency  in  which  he  shall  cast  his  vote.  It  appears  to  me 
to  be  absurd  that  the  mere  accident  of  a  man  holding 
property  in  two  contiguous  constituencies  should  enable  him 
to  cast  two  votes,  when,  if  they  were  several  hundred  miles 
apart,  he  is  utterly  unable  to  do  so. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (Yoik).  We  have  heard  a  good  deal 
to-night,  Sir,  about  this  new  principle  which  has  recently 
been  discovered,  that  one  man  is  to  have  only  one  vote.  Wo 
were  also  told  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  the  other 
day,  that  it  is  the  outcome  of  the  election  campaign  of  1883 
for  the  Local  Legislature  of  Ontario.  But  that  principle 
was  never  heard  of  during  that  campaign,  so  far  as  I  have 
heard.  I  do  not  think  it  was  enunciated  in  a  single  election 
address,  or  in  a  speech  on  a  campaign  platform,  but  it  was 
suddenly  sprung  on  tho  people,  for  some  reason,  during  the 
last  sitting  of  the  Ontario  Legislature,  when  the  new  Fran- 
chise  Bill  was  introduced.  The  effect  of  this  principle  will 
be,  in  a  good  many  cases,  that  men  who  should  be  entitled 
to  vote  will  have  no  vote  at  all.  Take  the  case  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  of  a  man  having  a  vote  in 
London,  another  in  Toronto  and  another  in  Ottawa.  Well, 
Sir,  if  he  says  the  possession  of  property  is  evidence  of 
fitness  for  a  vote,  and  lie  owns  §200  worth  of  property  in  Lon¬ 
don,  §2,000  worth  in  Toronto,  and  §2,000  worth  in  Ottawa, 
if,  as  he  finds,  London  is  hopelessly  Tory,  and  his  vote  will 
do  no  harm  there,  why  should  he  be  prevented  from  coming 
down  to  Ottawa,  where  he  has  ten  times  as  much  property, 
and  recording  his  vote  here,  if  he  sees  fit?  But  tho  amend¬ 
ments  which  have  been  moved  to  this  clause  will  prevent 
him  recording  his  voto  in  Toronto  or  in  Ottawa,  where  he 
holds  property,  while  property  is  the  evidence  of  fitness. 
Another  view  of  the  matter  is  this  :  One  person  may  hold 
property  in  a  number  of  different  places  and  bo  prevented 
from  voting  altogether.  He  may  own  property  in  the  city 


of  Ottawa ;  he  may  be  an  unmarried  man,  who  boards  out 
or  resides  with  his  parents  ;  he  may  have  a  business  in  the 
city  of  Ottawa,  and  reside  outside  the  city  limits.  He  has 
no  vote  in  the  city  of  Ottawa,  because  he  does  not 

reside  there,  and  he  has  no  vote  in  the  county  of  Carle- 

ton,  outside  of  the  city,  and  there  is  no  way  in 

which  he  can  get  a  vote.  He  may  not  be  able  to  vote  on 

income,  because  his  profits  for  the  year  may  be  nil,  and  he 
would  not  be  able  to  swear  that  he  had  an  income  for  that 
particular  year  ;  and  therefore  he  would  be  disfranchised 
altogether.  Then,  by  the  present  law  of  Ontario,  in  the 
city  of  Toronto  a  man  has  two  votes  for  two  candidates ; 
that  destroys  the  principle  of  one  vote  for  one  candidate  \ 
if  a  man  chooses,  he  can  cast  his  two  votes  for  one  candidate. 
If  three  candidates  run,  two  of  them  being  Conservatives 
and  one  .Reform,  a  man  can  plump  his  two  votes  for  the 
Reform  candidate.  I  believe  that  principle  is  wrong  in 
practice,  and  the  principle  enunciated  by  those  amendments 
is  also  wrong.  A  man  might  have  property  in  two  electoral 
districts  and  live  in  the  third,  and  if  he  is  not  a  man  with  a 
household,  he  is  deprived  of  a  vote  in  the  three  districts ; 
and  so  he  has  no  vote  at  all.  I  think  the  clause  is  better 
than  anything  else  that  has  been  proposed. 

Mr.  TROW.  I  do  not  think  wealth  should  constitute  a 
man’s  right  to  vote.  A  man  with  $200  has  as  much  stake 
in  the  country  as  a  man  with  §200,000.  I  do  not  see  why 
a  monopoly  should  be  given  to  a  man  of  wealth.  I  do  not 
know  anything  that  causes  more  fraud  or  corruption  than 
bringing  foreign  voters  into  a  county.  The  amendment 
would  do  away  with  a  great  deal  of  expense  to  candidates  ; 
as  a  rule,  we  find  that  our  protests  depend  very  materially 
on  outside  voters.  There  is  no  advantage  in  bringing  in 
foreign  voters.  If  there  is,  I  should  say  it  is  entirely  on 
the  side  of  the  Conservative  party,  because,  as  a  rule,  they 
are  possessed  of  more  means  and  are  more  lavish  in  the 
expenditure  of  money  than  the  Reform  party.  I  think  the 
hon.  First  Minister  should  confine  himself  to  the  principle 
of  one  vote  to  one  voter.  It  will  do  away  with  a  great  deal 
of  trouble  and  expense  to  candidates,  and  give  general  satis* 
faction. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  say  to  the  hon. 
member  for  West  York  that  I  recognise  the  force  of  the 
objection  he  made.  What  I  suggested  was,  not  that  a  man 
should  be  disfranchished,  but  that  ho  should  be  compelled 
to  elect  where  he  would  record  his  vote,  just  as  at  present ; 
if  a  man  has  a  vote  in  six  or  seven  townships,  he  has  to 
elect  which  he  will  cast  his  vote  in. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Perth  (Mr. 
Hesson)  said  it  was  unfair  to  disfranchise  a  man  who  had 
left  the  country  and  might  still  be  regarded  as  a  British 
subject.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  if  a  tenant  leaves 
a  constituency  after  his  tenancy  expires  he  is  not  at  liberty 
to  vote;  but  if  a  man  is  on  the  assessment  rol  1  as  an  owner, 
even  though  he  has  sold  his  property  and  gone  to  reside  in  a 
foreign  country,  he  can  come  back  and  vote,  so  long  as  his 
name  is  on  the  voters’  list.  That  was  the  law  in  Ontario 
previous  to  the  new  law,  and  that  will  be  tho  law  under  this 
Bill.  If  the  owner  of  a  property  is  registered  on  the  voters’ 
list,  and  he  sells  the  property  and  goes  to  the  Stateof  Michi¬ 
gan,  and  purchases  there  and  settles  down,  he  can,  neverthe¬ 
less,  come  back  to  this  country  and  cast  a  vote  here,  until  a 
new  voters’  list  is  prepared. 

Mr.  WALLACE.  It  might  entice  him  to  stay. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  hardly  likely,  if  he  would  not  stay 
in  the  first  instance  ;  and  it  is  hardly  worth  while  to  fur¬ 
nish  facilities  for  bribery  in  order  to  take  so  improbable  a 
chance  of  bringing  a  man  back.  The  change  in  the  popu¬ 
lation  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  is  very  great ;  I  men¬ 
tioned  the  other  night  that  last  year,  in  one  constituency, 
where  the  voters’  list  was  about  eight  months  old,  there 
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were  128  non-resident  voters,  nearly  all  of  whom  were  resi¬ 
dents  in  the  State  of  Michigan.  If  these  men  were  all 
brought  back  to  vote  on  one  side,  they  would  be  sufficient 
to  change  the  result  of  the  election,  although  they  have  no 
longer  an  interest  in  the  country.  That  is  an  undesirable 
state  of  things,  and  is  wholly  indefensible.  What  I  com¬ 
plain  of  is,  that  this  Bill  will  tend  to  perpetuate  that  system. 
By  giving  a  man  one  vote,  you  give  him  all  that  he  is 
entitled  to,  and  if  he  votes  where  ho  resides, that  is  sufficient. 

I  remember,  in  my  first  election  in  Bothwell,  in  1867,  the 
town  had  a  population  of  nearly  4,000 ;  the  oil  business 
came  to  an  end ;  a  large  number  of  those  engaged  in  that 
business  left;  their  names  were  still  upon  the  register ;  and 
quite  a  number  of  men  came  down  from  London,  at 
the  instance  of  my  opponent,  and  personated  a  number  of 
the  parties  who  had  left.  Nobody  knew  whether  they  were 
the  right  parties  or  not ;  and  I  remember  five  men,  who 
were  not  out  of  the  country,  came  to  vote  for  me  and  found 
that  others  had  voted  in  their  names.  Opportunity  is  given 
to  do  that  sort  of  thing  by  this  system  of  non-resident  votes 
allowed  in  this  Bill. 

Mr.  HESSON.  While  the  connection  of  the  tenant  with 
the  property  ceases  as  soon  as  the  tenant  leaves,  it  has  never 
been  recognised  that  because  the  owner  of  property  is  out 
of  the  country  he  ceases  to  have  an  interest  in  it.  As  soon 
as  he  separates  himself  from  the  ownership,  his  right  to 
vote  should  cease,  although,  in  the  past,  he  had  the  right  to 
vote  if  still  on  the  voters’  list,  even  after  he  had  parted 
with  the  property.  There  is  little  chance  of  there  being 
doubt  as  to  the  personalty  of  owners  of  property,  because 
they  are,  as  a  rule,  well  known  in  the  community ;  but  in 
the  case  of  tenants,  who  change  their  holdings  very  often, 
the  difficulty  of  recognising  them  is  much  greater. 

Mr.  YAIL.  It  is  very  unfair  to  put  non-residents  in  the 
position  to  give  three  or  four  votes,  if  their  properties 
are  not  too  far  apart,  while  in  cases  where  the  distances 
are  too  great  the  owners  of  properties  cannot  exercise  their 
right  as  non-resident  voters.  For  instance,  a  man  who  had 
property  in  Nova  Scotia  and  property  in  Ontario  could  not 
vote  on  both,  while  a  man  who  had  property  in  two  con¬ 
stituencies  close  together  could  give  a  vote  in  each.  A  man 
should  be  compelled  to  vote  in  the  district  in  which  he 
resides  ;  but  if  he  had  not  sufficient  property  there  and  had 
sufficient  property  in  another  district  to  qualify,  he  should 
be  allowed  to  vote  on  the  latter ;  to  meet  this  case,  all  that 
will  be  necessary  will  be  to  make  the  man  swear  that  he 
had  not  property  qualification  in  the  district  in  which  he 
resides,  but  had  it  in  the  distinct  in  which  he  is  going  to  vote. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  question  whether  the  amend¬ 
ments  proposed,  while  curing  one  defect,  are  not  likely, 
perhaps,  to  have  the  effect  of  preventing  some  persons, 
perhaps  by  moving  or  by  other  means,  from  having  a  vote. 
One  man  should  have  one  vote  and  no  more.  If  the  amend¬ 
ments  before  the  committee  will  have  the  effect  of  prevent¬ 
ing  some  men  from  having  a  vote  at  all,  that  is  a  subject  to 
which  we  should  address  ourselves  and  which  we  should 
remedy ;  but  under  the  clause,  as  it  stands,  a  person  having 
property  in  different  electoral  districts  could  vote  in  each 
district  in  which  he  had  the  property.  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  from  West  York  (Mr.  Wallace)  would  agree  with  pie 
in  objecting  to  that,  as  he  voted  for  manhood  suffrage. 

Mr.  WALLACE  (York).  I  am  in  favor  of  manhood  suff¬ 
rage  ;  but  if  property  is  to  be  the  qualification,  it  is  a  differ¬ 
ent  thing. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Under  manhood  suffrage  a  man  votes 
because  he  is  a  man,  and  has  only  one  vote.  The  hon. 
member  for  West  York  voted  for  that,  and  he  is  not  in  a 
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position  to  object  to  the  amendment,  which  carries  out,  as 
far  as  it  can,  the  principle  of  manhood  suffrage.  Property 
is  not  the  basis  of  this  suffrage.  You  have  departed  from 
the  basis  of  property  in  giving  a  vote  to  the  wage-earner  or 
a  vote  to  the  man  who  has  income  and  has  no  property  at 
all.  If  a  man  had  a  large  income,  part  of  which  was 
derived  from  investments  in  one  constituency  and  part  in 
another,  he  would  not  be  permitted  to  divide  his  income  in 
such  a  way  as  to  get  votes  in  the  different  constituencies. 
When  the  hon.  gentleman  voted  for  manhood  suffrage  he 
distinctly  took  the  position  that  one  man  should  have  one 
vote,  and  that  is  reasonable  and  right.  We  recognise  the 
fact  that  a  man  votes  because  he  is  a  man  and  because  he 
contributes  to  the  revenues  of  the  country,  and  has  to 
assume  the  responsibilities  of  citizenship,  and  has  to 
share  in  the  defence  of  the  country.  It  is  especially 
a  strong  argument  when  it  is  a  franchise,  in  a  case 
where  the  contributions  to  the  revenue  are  obtained  almost 
alike  from  rich  and  poor.  I  can  understand  a  distinction  in 
regard  to  municipalities;  I  can  understand  that  a  man  having 
property  in  different  municipalities  should  have  the  right  to 
vote  in  these  different  municipalities,  because  the  revenue  of 
the  municipality  is  derived  from  taxes  levied  on  property  in 
the  municipality.  But  that  is  not  the  case  in  regard  to  this 
House.  The  man  who  might  vote  in  six  different  counties 
contributes  no  more  to  the  revenue  raised  by  this  Parliament 
than  the  man  whose  property  lies  in  one  constituency.  Why, 
then,  should  he  have  more  than  one  vote  ?  I  would  be  willing 
to  aid  the  hon.  member  for  West  York  in  devising  some 
amendment  which  would  prevent  a  man  losing  his  vote 
altogether,  because  his  property  was  in  a  constituency 
different  from  that  in  which  he  lived  ;  but  no  man  should  vote 
in  more  than  one  electoral  district.  The  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  member  for  South  Huron  is  logical,  as  to  a  man  being 
permitted  to  choose  in  which  electoral  district  he  shall  vote, 
if  he  has  property  in  finore  than  one.  It  might  entail  exponse, 
but  it  would  be  to  the  man  himself.  I  think  the  amendment 
ought  not  to  be  resisted  by  the  Government,  because  it  is  fair 
and  equitable. 

Mr.  TEMPLE.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  how  he 
would  manage  in  a  bye  election,  where  a  man  owned  prop¬ 
erty  in  one  riding  and  was  residing  in  the  other.  He 
would  be  disfranchised,  unless  the  plan  of  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Huron  were  adopted. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  The  man,  in  that  case, 
would  be  no  worse  off  than  any  other  elector  in  the  consti¬ 
tuency.  If  he  elected  to  be  put  on  that  electoral  list  he 
would  have  a  vote,  and  if  he  did  not  he  would  not.  That 
is  the  position  he  would  occupy  in  a  general  election,  and 
he  would  occupy  a  no  worse  and  no  better  position  in  a  bye- 
election.  It  is  in  the  direction  of  the  proposition  of  the 
amendment,  namely,  that  there  should  be  only  one  vote  for 
one  man.  The  hon.  member  for  West  York  (Mr.  Wallace) 
remarked  that  at  the  local  elections,  when  the  principle  of 
an  extended  franchise  for  Ontario  was  submitted  and 
adopted  as  the  result  of  these  elections,  we  never 
heard  anything  of  the  principle  of  one  man,  one 
vote.  Well,  in  that  case,  that  was  a  subsidiary  prin¬ 
ciple  involved  in  the  great  extension  of  the  fran¬ 
chise  ;  but  if  that  is  a  good  argument,  how  much 
better  argument  does  it  present  for  this  Bill  not  being 
proceeded  with,  because  wo  never  heard  anything  of  the 
Bill  at  the  elections  in  1882.  If  that  is  a  necessary  result 
of  the  wide  extension  of  the  franchise  that  has  taken  place 
in  Ontario,  it  follows,  almost  of  necessity,  that  this  is  not  an 
equally  great  extension  of  the  franchise,  no  matter  what 
hon.  gentlemen  may  say,  unless  a  similar  principle  becomes 
a  necessity  in  the  working  of  this  law.  It  is  incontrovert¬ 
ible  that  this  amendment  would  prevent  a  great  deal  of 
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personation.  I  sympathise  with  the  views  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  West  York  and  the  hon.  member  for  South  Perth 
(Mr.  Hesson),  that  there  should  be  a  provision  that  every 
man  should  have  one  vote ;  and  if,  as  the  Minister  of 
Customs  stated  the  other  night,  the  effect  of  adopting  the 
one  man,  one  vote  principle,  would  be  to  deprive  him  of  his 
vote,  I  would  certainly  not  advocate  it  as  strongly  as  I  do. 
I  can  conceive,  within  the  limits  of  that  principle,  that  the 
opportunity  should  be  given  to  gentlemen  occupying 
similar  positions  to  himself,  whereby  they  could  vote  ;  but 
what  I  do  object  to  is,  that  one  man  should  have  half  a 
dozen  votes. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  going  to  propose 
an  amendment  to  the  7th  section,  and  leave  it  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  Government.  I  move,  after  the  word 
“  registration,”  in  the  18th  line,  to  substitute  for  the 
remainder  of  the  section,  the  following  words 

And  persons  qualified  otherwise  under  this  Act  as  voters  shall  only 
be  registered  as  voters,  and  vote  in  the  electoral  district  where  the 
property  in  respect  of  which  they  are  qualified,  is  situate  ;  provided 
alwajs,  that  persons  registered  in  more  than  ;one  electoral  district 
shall  not  vote  in  more  than  one  district  in  the  same  election. 

That  practically  enables  every  man  to  vote  who  has  pro¬ 
perty  anywhere,  but  he  must  make  his  selection. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  desire  to  say  that  I  see  no  reason  why 
stipendiary  and  police  magistrates  should  be  disqualified. 
Stipendiary  magistrates  are  not  appointed  by  this  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  they  receive  compensation  from  the  municipal¬ 
ities.  However,  we  can  express  our  views  on  that  matter 
on  the  motion  for  the  third  reading. 

Mr.  YAIL.  The  stipendiary  magistrates  are  only  paid 
by  fees. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  In  Quebec,  stipendiary 
magistrates,  police  magistrates  and  recorders  are  all  paid. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  In  towns  over  5,000 
inhabitants,  in  Ontario,  it  is  necessary,  under  the  law,  to 
appoint  a  police  magistrate,  and  the  municipalities  pay  him. 
It  is  optional  in  towns  under  5,000  inhabitants  for  the  town 
to  appoint  them,  and  they  can  pay  by  salary  or  fees  as  they 
please.  In  many  towns  of  Ontario,  under  5,000  inhabitants, 
they  have  appointed  police  magistrates,  and  they  are  paid 
by  fees ;  but  as  he  is  the  only  magistrate  that  can  act  in  that 
town  the  business  is  confined  to  him,  which  makes  it  an 
inducement  to  the  municipality  to  appoint  them.  I  think 
it  would  be  clearly  an  injustice  to  deprive  such  an  officer  of 
a  vote,  where  he  is  paid  no  salary,  and  where  he  assumes 
the  responsibilities  of  the  office  largely  as  an  honorary 
officer.  Stipendiary  magistrates,  I  believe,  are  in  a  different 
position,  and,  of  course,  magistrates  in  cities  are  paid  by  the 
cities. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  They  are  appointed  by  the  Local  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  The  principle  which  applies 
to  a  magistrate  is  on  account  of  his  position  during  election 
times.  If  he  takes  an  active  part  in  elections,  or  if  he  votes, 
prisoners  may  be  brought  before  him  at  that  particular 
time,  and  it  was  with  that  idea  that  these  officers  were  dis¬ 
qualified  under  the  old  law.  It  is  the  same  principle  that 
disqualifies  judges  of  the  Supreme  Court — that  they  should 
be  perfectly  free  and  independent,  and  should  not  mix  with 
politics. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  do  not  think  that  there  is  a  stipendiary 
magistrate  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  except  in  the 
city  of  Halifax,  who  is  appointed  by  the  Local  Government. 
All  the  rest  are  appointed  by  the  municipalities,  and,  so  far 


as  I  know,  they  get  no  pay — at  least,  that  is  the  case  in 
Digby. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  The  police  magistrates  are  appointed  by 
the  Local  Government. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  So  are  all  magistrates, 
and  if  the  principle  is  correct,  the  hon.  gentleman  should 
disfranchise  all  of  them.  But  it  is  not  in  towns  alone  that 
difficulties  arising  under  the  election  law  are  dealt  with  by 
the  magistrates,  as  those  in  townships  would  be  in  many 
cases  in  the  same  position.  Why  you  should  debar  a  police 
magistrate  from  voting  and  allow  a  justice  of  the  peace  to 
vote,  who  performs  the  same  class  of  duties,  is  a  distinction 
which  I  cannot  understand. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  himself,  a  moment 
ago,  supplied  the  reason.  Police  magistrates  are  not  in  the 
same  position  as  justices  of  the  peace,  for,  as  he  told  us, 
they  perform  all  the  duties  of  a  magistrate. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  And  what  does  he  get  for  it? 

Mr.  BERGIN.  He  is  paid. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  It  does  not  follow  that  a  police  magig. 
trate  gets  a  salary,  as  the  municipality  may  get  the  appoint¬ 
ment  made  without  salary. 

Mr.  HESSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  be  correct,  but 
I  never  knew  of  a  case  where  there  was  an  appointment 
without  salary*  In  Stratford  the  salary  fixed  at  first  was 
$700,  and  shortly  after  the  appointment  the  magistrate 
applied  for  a  larger  salary  and  it  was  increased.  The  police 
magistrate  has  much  larger  judicial  powers  than  an  ordinary 
justice  of  the  peace,  and  I  think  he  should  be  removed  as 
much  as  possible  from  the  sphere  of  politics,  especially  as 
cases  often  come  before  him  arising  out  of  elections,  where 
party  feelings  run  high  and  where  suspicion  might  be 
aroused,  even  if  it  was  not  justified. 

Mr.  YAIL.  All  these  magistrates  administer  the  same 
law.  The  only  difference  is,  that  the  stipendiary  magistrate 
is  confined  within  a  small  radiu3,  while  a  justice  of  the 
peaco  has  jurisdiction  over  a  whole  county. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Is  a  stipendiary  magis¬ 
trate  not  paid  ? 

Mr.  YAIL.  Outside  of  Halifax  I  do  not  think  there  is 
one  who  is  paid  a  salary  in  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Then  they  are  not 
stipendiary  magistrates,  because  a  stipendiary  magistrate  is 
one  who  is  paid  a  stipend. 

Mr.  YAIL.  They  are  paid  by  fees. 

Mr.  KIRK.  Whatever  may  be  the  case  in  Halifax  in 
some  portions  of  Nova  Scotia  they  are  appointed  by  the 
municipal  council  and  are  paid  by  fees.  While  I  can  see 
a  good  reason  why  the  judges  of  the  various  courts  should 
be  disfranchised,  I  cannot  see  why  the  judges  or  the  record¬ 
ers  of  the  Probate  Court  should  be  disfranchised.  They  are 
not  paid  by  salaries,  but  by  fees,  and  in  many  counties  the 
labor  and  the  fees  are  very  small. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  move  that  the  following 
clause,  which  I  have  taken  from  the  Nova  Scotia  Franchise 
Bill,  and  which  I  think  a  very  good  one,  be  inserted  in  the 
section,  applicabie  to  all  vffers: 

la  the  case  of  sons  of  farmers  or  of  owners  other  than  farmers,  the 
time  spent  by  such  sons,  as  mariners  or  fishermen,  or  as  students  in  any 
inetitution  of  learning,  within  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  spent  at  home. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 
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THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Have  the  Government 
received  any  further  intelligence  from  the  North-West  that 
they  are  able  to  communicate  to  the  House  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  only  information  we 
have  received  is  from  certain  sources,  but  not  from  an 
official  of  the  Government — that  the  prisoners  who  were 
taken  in  the  late  raid  by  Round  maker  have  been  all  released, 
and  that  Poundmaker  or  his  band  have  sent  a  sort  of  flag 
of  truce,  wanting  to  know  on  what  terms  they  may  surren¬ 
der. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  12.15  a.m., 
Saturday, 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Saturday,  23rd  May,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers, 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  9, 

Mr.  MILLS.  Perhaps  before  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
moves  his  motion  with  regard  to  the  Indian  clause,  we 
might,  on  this  side,  propose  our  amendment  with  regard  to 
revising  barristers.  The  amendment  is  : 

That  no  revising  officer  of  any  electoral  district,  while  he  is  revising 
officer,  or  for  five  years  thereafter,  shall  be  qualified  to  be  a  candidate  in 
any  electoral  district,  or  in  any  part  of  which  he  has  been  such  revising 
officer. 

It  seems  to  me  that  is  a  reasonable  proposition.  It  is,  I 
believe,  similar  to  the  provision  of  the  law  of  England,  and 
is  consistent  with  the  principle  of  equity — that  a  gentle¬ 
man  who  has  been  engaged  in  the  preparation  of  the  voters’ 
lists  in  any  electoral  division,  ought  not  himself  to  be  a 
candidate  in  that  division  while  he  is  revising  officer  or  for 
some  time  thereafter  ;  otherwise  he  might  have  very  strong 
inducements  to  prepare  a  list  in  his  own  interest.  We 
ought  to  seek,  so  far  as  we  can,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
law  to  prevent  parties  who  have  a  particular  public  duty  to 
perform,  not  to  undertake  the  discharge  of  that  duty  where 
their  interest  and  the  public  interests  may  conflict  with 
each  other.  I  think  that  view  is  sound,  and  is  strictly 
applicable  in  this  case.  In  England  the  party  who  acts  as 
revising  officer  cannot  become  a  candidate  for  representa¬ 
tion  in  the  electoral  district  for  which  he  has  acted. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  think  no  one  can  hesitate  to  adopt  this 
amendment  in  order  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer  making  a  list  upon  which  his  own  election  may 
turn.  It  is  quite  clear  that  if  it  be  proper  for  a  Govern¬ 
ment  official  to  make  the  list  in  any  case,  it  would  be  ex¬ 
ceedingly  improper  and  fail  of  any  possibility  to  secure  a 
fair  voter’s  list  to  allow  such  person  known  to  be  a  candi¬ 
date  to  prepare  the  list  on  which  the  election  would  be  held. 
Even  although  he  were  a  most  honest  and  exemplary  per¬ 
son,  no  one  would  believe  that  his  decisions  were  impartial 
Sir^JoHN  A,  Macdonald, 


and  fair.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  revising  officer  should 
be  prohibited  from  being  a  candidate  for  a  certain  period 
after  he  has  prepared  the  voters’  list,  but  what  that  period 
should  be  remains  to  be  determined. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  would  at  once  say 
that,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  would  alter  his  amendment  by 
which  it  would  be  provided  that  no  revising  officer  shall  be 
a  candidate  at  any  election  where  a  list  settled  by  him 
would  be  used,  I  would  at  once  assent  to  it.  But  I  will  not 
go  farther  and  make  it  a  matter  of  prohibition,  of  disquali¬ 
fication  for  five  years  as  though  he  had  done  something 
wrong,  in  like  manner  as  a  man  is  disqualified  during  eight 
years  for  bribery.  I  admit  the  proposition  that  no  revising 
officer,  whether  county  judge  or  otherwise,  should  be  a 
candidate  if  the  list  on  which  the  election  would  be  held  has 
been  settled  by  such  revising  officer. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  five  years 
would  be  too  long  a  time;  but  the  right  hon,  gentleman  also 
errs  in  his  contention.  I  cannot  remember  the  provisions 
of  the  English  Act,  but  speaking  from  a  memory  which  is 
not  too  strong  on  the  point,  I  think  it  mentions  two  years. 
Howover,  I  have  asked  an  hou.  member  to  obtain  the 
English  Act.  The  principle  that  this  would  be  a  pen&l  dis¬ 
qualification  does  not  apply  to  the  case.  What  is  wanted  is 
so  to  prevent  its  being  the  interest  of  the  revising  officer 
to  act  unfairly  because  he  knows  that  he  may  very  soon  be 
a  candidate  ;  and  it  is  important  to  fix  a  term  of  years,  not 
so  long  as  five,  after  the  preparation  of  the  list  during  which 
the  revising  officer  cannot  become  a  candidate.  You  want 
to  let  the  revising  officer  know  that  when  he  is  preparing 
the  voters’  list,  he  cannot  for  a  certain  number  of  years, 
long  enough  to  eliminate  all  matters  so  far  as  questions  of 
self  interest  are  concerned,  become  a  candidate.  That  is  the 
object,  and,  if  I  mistake  not,  that  object  is  sought  to  be 
accomplished,  not  by  what  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes,  but 
by  providing  a  certain  specified  time  after  the  lists  have 
been  prepared  during  which  a  revising  officer  cannot  become 
a  candidate.  Human  nature  is  much  the  same  aci’oss  the 
Atlantic  as  hero,  and  an  analogous  clause  to  that  in  the 
English  Act  should  bo  introduced  into  this  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  To  show  my  anxious 
desire  to  meet  the  views  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  or 
rather  to  meet  their  suggestions  whenever  reasonable,  I 
will  agree,  if  the  term  be  made  two  years,  to  aocept  the 
amendment.  I  will  give  a  reason.  If  this  Bill  passes,  the 
voters’  lists  will  be  settled  in  1886.  We  must  have  an 
election  in  1887,  and  therefore  the  list  in  1886  is  the  first 
basis  on  which  the  subsequent  revision  in  1887  may  take 
place.  Allowing  for  the  depravity  of  human  nature,  if  we 
could  suppose  such  a  thing,  the  revising  officer,  if  he  were 
not  fit  to  be  a  revising  officer,  might  settle  the  list  in  1886, 
hoping  that  his  successor  in  1887,  if  he  resigned,  would  not 
materially  alter  the  lists  so  as  to  affect  the  general  election. 
So  without  waiting  for  the  English  precedent,  and  the  term 
I  do  not  remember,  I  have  no  objection  to  making  the  term 
two  years. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  quite  ready  to  accept  that. 

Amendment,  as  amended  by  inserting  two  years  instead 
of  five,  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  think  there  is  another  class  of  persons 
who  should  be  excluded  from  the  exercise  of  the  franchise. 
I  refer  to  a  large  number  of  those  who  constitute  the  Civil 
Service  of  the  country.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  how  far 
this  exclusion  should  go,  but  it  is  quite  evident  that  there 
are  a  very  large  number  of  persons  in  the  Dominion,  a  dis¬ 
proportionate  number  in  this  city,  and  a  large  number  in 
any  city  where  there  is  a  large  Customs  and  Post  Office — 
persons  who  are  employed  in  the  Civil  Service  at  consider- 
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able  salaries,  whose  living  depends  on  the  places  they  hold, 
who  ai'e  supposed  to  be  non-political  in  the  execution  of 
their  duties,  and  yet  who  are  allowed  by  this  Bill  to  cast 
votes,  the  result  of  which  may  be  to  oust  from  office  those 
who  appointed  them,  or  to  bring  back  to  office  those  from 
whom  they  expect  favors  in  their  profession.  Now  I  think 
that  is  anomalous.  I  have  the  highest  respect  for  the 
greater  number  of  the  members  of  the  Civil  Service,  and  I 
do  not  think  it  is  derogating  from  the  character  of  those 
gentlemen  to  say  that  they,  as  non-political  officers,  as 
persons  appointed  to  execute,  not  the  will  of  the  party  but 
the  will  of  the  State,  persons  requiring  to  deal  with  both 
political  parties  in  the  country,  and  to  act  as  impartial 
instruments  in  carrying  out  the  will  of  the  Executive — to 
say  that  to  allow  such  people  to  perform  political  acts  is  an 
anomaly.  It  is  always  objectionable  prima  facie  to  restrict 
the  franchise  at  all,  but  it  is  supposed  to  be  exercised  by 
those  who  are  in  a  position  to  exercise  it  with  impartiality, 
with  freedom  from  dictation  and  from  the  extraordinary 
temptations  which  a  place  under  the  Government  brings  with 
it.  If  we  had  a  non-political  service,  as  they  have  in 
England,  if  people  entered  the  service,  not  by  the  will  of 
the  political  head  of  the  Government  of  the  day,  or  the  poli¬ 
tical  head  of  the  Department  in  which  they  are  employed,  and 
if  by  means  of  competitive  examinations  or  some  other  means 
all  parties  could  be  admitted,  if  tney  held  office  practically 
during  good  behavior,  if  they  were  allowed  to  be  pro¬ 
moted  on  their  merits  and  not  by  caprice  or  favoritism  of  a 
Minister,  those  temptations  might  be  less,  and  it  might  be 
possible  that  they  could  exercise  the  franchise  without 
danger  to  the  State,  or  to  their  character  as  impartial 
servants  of  the  State.  But  I  think  that  now  when  appoint¬ 
ment  to  office,  continuance  in  office,  promotion  in  office, 
and  amount  of  salary,  depend  upon  the  will  of  the  head  of 
the  Government  or  the  head  of  the  Department  for  the 
time  being,  it  is  not  safe  for  the  State,  it  is  not  safe  for  the 
Civil  Service,  to  allow  those  dependent  persons  to  exercise 
the  franchise.  It  may  be  said,  as  it  has  been  said,  that  the 
ballot  would  be  an  efficient  protection  to  civil  servants 
against  the  danger  of  their  being  driven  to  the  polls  en 
masse  to  vote  for  their  superior.  I  admit  that  in  certain 

cases  where  there  are  only  a  few  civil  servants  in  a  place, 

the  ballot  might  be  a  protection,  but  in  a  city  like  Ottawa, 
where  there  is  a  disproportionately  large  number  of  serv¬ 
ants,  or  even  in  Toronto  or  Montreal,  where  there  is  a  large 
number  of  them,  it  would  be  quite  possible  for  the 
superiors  of  those  employes  to  know  whether  they 
had  voted  for  the  Government  or  not,  as  cities 

like  those  are  pretty  carefully  canvassed  and  the 

proportion  of  Government  supporters  and  opponents  in  the 
Civil  Service  would  be  pretty  well  known  to  their  superiors, 
at  all  events,  sufficiently  so,  that  a  count  would  show  pretty 
clearly  how  the  great  majority  of  their  votes  were  cast.  It 
might  not  be  possible  to  bring  it  home  to  every  individual,  but 
the  Government  would  know  whether  the  great  majority  of 
them  have  voted  for  their  party  or  not,  so  that  in  those 
cases,  the  ballot  will  not  be  an  efficient  protection  to  the 
civil  servant  himself.  But,  apart  from  any  fear  of  compul¬ 
sion  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  it  will  bo  in  the  inter¬ 
est  of  the  civil  servants  to  vote  for  the  party  that  put  them 
in  office,  because,  under  our  present  partisan  system  of  man¬ 
aging  the  Civil  Service,  it  is  only  from  that  party  that  he 
can  hope  for  favors  or  promotion,  unless  they  are  officers 
of  ma’  ked  efficiency  or  indispensable  in  their  Departments. 
Apart,  then,  from  all  fear  of  compulsion,  the  motive  of  self- 
interest  will  compel  the  great  bulk  cf  the  Civil  Service  of 
the  day  to  vote  tor  those  who  appointed  them,  and  when 
one  pai’ty  has  been  a  long  time  in  office,  of  course  the 
Civil  Service  will  be  almost  wholly  of  the  com¬ 
plexion  of  that  party,  and  tho  way  in  which  their 
influence  would  be  cast  at  the  polls,  could  be  determined 
almost  to  a  certainty.  So  in  a  city  where  the  service  is 


large,  as  in  Ottawa,  Toronto  or  Montreal,  the  proviso  allow¬ 
ing  the  civil  servants  to  vote,  puts  in  the  hands  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  day,  if  it  has  been  long  in  office  and  has  a 
majority  of  its  friends  in  the  Civil  Sei’vice,  the  power  of 
practically  deciding  the  representation  of  those  cities,  be¬ 
cause  most  cities  of  the  size  are  so  closely  divided  that  the 
Civil  Service  will  be  practically  able  to  carry  the  election 
one  way  or  the  other.  There  is  no  doubt  that  is  the  case 
in  Ottawa  where  the  Civil  Service  vote  carries  the  election, 
whereas,  if  they  were  disfranchised,  the  result  might  be 
different.  I  do  not  say  that  it  always  carries  it,  but,  when 
the  strength  of  tho  condidates  is  nearly  equal,  it  often 
does  carry  it.  It  is  unfair  also  to  the  civil  servant 
because  it  places  him  in  the  embarrassing  and  dan¬ 
gerous  position  of  choosing  between  adhesion  to 
his  own  political  views  and  his  retention  in  office. 
It  is  unfair  to  the  State,  because  it  gives  those  who,  under 
the  present  system,  are  the  servants  of  the  Government  of 
the  day,  the  power  to  decide  on  the  representation  of  cities 
in  which  they  form  a  large  proportion  of  the  electorate.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  some  measure  of  restriction  should  be 
placed  on  the  franchise  for  civil  servants.  Some  of  my 
friends  have  perhaps  considered  the  matter  more  than  I 
have  myself,  as  to  how  far  that  restriction  should  go,  and 
probably  they  will  present  amendments  embodying  their 
views.  Of  course  there  are  some  men  who,  though  they 
belong  technically  to  the  Civil  Service,  hold  positions  of  such 
trifling  value,  that  they  could  not  be  considered  as  influen¬ 
cing  their  views,  and  there  are  others,  such  as  coun¬ 
try  postmasters,  whom  I  suppose  no  one  proposes 
to  disfranchise.  But  I  think  the  great  majority 
of  the  civil  servants  should  be  asked  to  choose 
when  they  are  offered  a  position  under  the  Government, 
between  the  certainty  of  considerable  income  and  provision 
for  their  old  age,  and  the  exercise  of  that  right  of  the  fran¬ 
chise  which  they  would  have  if  they  remained  outside  the 
service  of  the  Government.  The  principle  must  be  estab¬ 
lished  that  anybody  who  becomes  a  civil  servant  ceases  to 
be  a  political  individual,  to  take  part  in  political  struggles, 
or  to  use  his  vote  one  way  or  the  other  in  deciding  the 
destinies  of  the  country.  If  you  allow  civil  servants  to  vote, 
I  do  not  see  on  what  ground  you  can  prevent  them  from 
interfering  in  an  election,  making  speeches  or  canvassing 
for  one  candidate  or  the  other.  I  know  that  is  a  most 
objectionable  thing,  but  I  think  not  more  objectionable  than 
that  they  should  exercise  the  ultimate  right  of  citizens.  For 
these  reasons  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  accept  spine 
restriction  of  this  clause. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  move  : 

That  no  person  holding  any  office  or  place  in  the  Civil  Service  of  Can¬ 
ada,  to  which  an  annnal  or  other  salary  is  attached,  and  who  may 
become  under  the  law  entitled  to  a  superannuation  allowance,  shall  te 
entitled  to  vote  at  any  election  of  a  member  for  the  House  of  Commons. 

I  trust  that  the  Government  will  be  disposed  to  accept  this 
amendment;  I  believe  it  is  in  the  interest  both  of  the  public 
and  the  Civil  Service  that  it  should  be  carried.  Under  this 
Bill  not  only  judges  but  even  police  magistrates  are  disquali¬ 
fied,  who  are  not  officers  of  either  Government,  and  who 
are  in  many  cases  paid  only  by  fe6S.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
can  go  so  far — farther  than  it  seems  to  me  in  that  case  than  is 
necessary — it  is  of  infinitely  more  consequence  to  the  effi¬ 
ciency  of  the  public  service  and  the  purity  of  elections  that 
the  principle  set  out  in  the  amendment  I  have  put  into  your 
hands  should  be  accepted.  We  have  in  this  country  adop¬ 
ted  the  English  system  of  a  permanent  Civil  Service  occu¬ 
pied  by  men  who  hold  office  during  good  behavior.  It  is 
of  great  consequence,  in  my  opinion,  that  when  persons 
enter  the  public  service  they  should  cease  to  be  partisans. 
It  is  just  as  necessary  in  tho  public  interest  that  the  per¬ 
sons  employed  in  the  various  Departments  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  be  loyal  to  the  Government  for  the 
time,  being  as  it  is  that  the  judges  should  be  free 
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from  political  or  personal  influence.  No  one  supposes 
that  every  judge  on  the  bench,  if  allowed  to  exercise 
the  elective  franchise,  would  be  biassed  in  the  discharge  of 
his  judicial  duties  on  that  account  ;  but  in  order  to  prevent 
not  only  all  temptations,  and  all  possibility  of  being 
consciously  or  unconsciously  influenced,  but  also  to  secure 
the  public  confidence  in  the  impartiality  of  the  bench,  we 
provide  that  those  who  occupy  those  judicial  positions  shall 
cease  to  have  the  right  to  exercise  the  elective  franchise. 
Well,  it  is  of  just  as  much  public  consequence  that  those 
employed  permanently  in  the  public  service  should  be 
dealt  with  in  the  same  way.  It  is  important  that  every 
Government  should  feel  that  the  officers  by  whom  it  is  sur¬ 
rounded  are  loyal  to  it,  are  not  intriguing  against  it  or 
seeking  to  embarrass  it,  and  are  prepared  faithfully  to  dis¬ 
charge  the  duties  assigned  to  them.  As  long  as  you  permit 
the  various  public  officers  to  take  part  in  political  contests, 
just  so  long  will  it  be  impossible  to  have  an  efficient  public 
service,  just  so  long  will  it  be  impossible  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  place  implicit  confidence  in  those  by  whom  it  is 
surrounded.  I  would  like  to  know  how  it  is  possible  that 
a  public  officer  can  discharge  bis  duties  in  an  efficient 
manner,  if  he  is  engaged  in  a  political  contest,  if  he  is 
perhaps  seeking  to  overturn  the  Government  that  for  the 
time  being  he  is  called  on  to  serve,  or  is  seeking  to  obtain 
political  support  for  that  Administration,  instead  of  devoting 
himself  loyally  to  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  the  office 
which  he  holds.  The  present  position  of  our  public  officials 
is  an  anomalous  one,  and  cannot  continue.  We  must  choose 
between  neutrality  of  public  officers  in  politics,  or  we  must 
determine  that  those  who  engage  in  the  public  service  must 
go  out  with  the  Administration  they  serve.  This  is  the 
system  prevailing  in  the  United  States.  It  is  of  great 
consequence  that  the  public  service  should  be  occupied  by 
men  of  efficiency,  but  it  is  of  still  more  consequence  that  it 
should  be  occupied  by  men  who  do  not  endeavor  to  embarrass 
the  Government.  If  you  adopt  the  system  of  allowing  per¬ 
sons  in  the  public  service  to  be  voters  they  must  make  up 
their  minds  that  their  positions  cannot  be  permanent ;  they 
must  go  out  with  the  Government  that  appoints  them.  1 
believe  almost  every  officer  in  the  public  service  at  this  time 
would  be  pleased  to  be  relieved  of  the  duty  of  exercising 
the  elective  franchise.  He  is  unfairly  pressed  to  go 
to  the  polls  and  vote;  if  the  right  of  voting  is 
taken  away  from  him,  he  is  no  longer  to  be 
influenced  in  that  way;  he  is  no  longer  likely  to  busy 
himself  about  political  conflicts,  instead  of  the  discharge  of 
his  public  duties.  I  remember  a  public  officer  who  declared 
that  he  was  sick,  who  went  to  a  physician  and  obtained  a 
certificate,  and  who  a  week  afterwards  was  found  revising 
the  voters’  list,  contesting  the  right  of  some  persons  in  this 
city  to  remain  on  the  voters’  list,  and  actively  canvassing 
for  a  political  candidate  at  the  time  opposed  to  the  Admin¬ 
istration.  I  know  of  another  public  officer  who  was  a  mom- 
ber  of  the  municipal  council  and  a  member  of  the  Conser¬ 
vative  Association  of  this  city,  who  withdrew  himself  for 
some  days  from  the  public  service  and  devoted  himself  to 
the  revision  of  the  voters’  list.  That  condition  of  things 
will  always  continue  so  long  as  the  present  system  remains 
in  vogue.  In  order  to  get  rid  of  that  system  and  to  secure 
an  efficient  public  service,  the  right  to  exorcise  the  elective 
franchise  should  bo  takon  away  from  these  permanent 
public  officers,  who  are  expected  to  serve  the  public  as 
long  as  their  health  remains,  and  at  the  end  of  a 
long  service  to  be  retired  on  a  superannuation  allowance. 
It  is  open  for  them  to  decide,  before  they  enter  the  public 
service,  whether  they  will  remain  freemen  to  exercise  the 
electoral  franchise  or  become  neutral  men  in  politics, 
devoted  to  the  public  service.  If  they  are  anxious  to 
exercise  the  electoral  franchise,  if  they  wish  to  take  part 
in  political  contests,  let  them  withdraw  from  the  service, 
and  they  will  stand  exactly  as  other  citizens.  So  loDg  as 
Mr.  Mills. 


they  are  in  the  public  service,  so  long  is  it  important  that 
they  should  be  excluded  from  the  public  arena.  I  hope  the 
Government  will  accept  this  amendment.  It  is  in  the 
public  interest,  it  will  contribute  to  the  efficiency  of  the 
public  service,  and  will  do  a  great  deal  to  remove  suspicion 
in  the  minds  of  Ministers  from  those  who  are  permanently 
employed  in  the  different  Departments. 

Mr.  SMALL.  I  would  like  to  ask  if  the  division  court 
clerks  and  bailiffs,  who  are  immediately  under  the  superin¬ 
tendence  of  the  Attorney  General  of  Ontario,  are  disquali¬ 
fied  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  have  not  looked  at  the  Act,  but  I  know 
the  division  court  clerk  in  my  constituency,  Mr.  Stevens, 
was  actively  engaged  against  me. 

Mr.  SMALL.  That  is  the  one  exception. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Every  license  inspector  is  an 
agent  of  the  Ontario  Government — I  will  not  say  so  much 
for  the  commissioners — and  goes  from  house  to  house,  in 
every  section  of  the  country,  canvassing  against  the 
Opposition.  In  Hastings  two  of  the  most  active  men  in 
the  county  elections,  on  the  side  of  the  Local  Government, 
are  the  license  commissioner  and  inspector.  A  man  who 
had  a  hotel  there  for  15  years  was  refused  a  license  by 
these  men,  because  he  would  not  vote  for  their  candidate. 
The  inspector,  as  a  rule,  considers  he  gets  his  $400  a  year 
to  act  as  agent  of  the  Local  Government  and  is  most  active 
in  elections.  The  hon.  member  for  Prince  Edward  (Mr. 
Platt)  will  not  deny  what  I  say.  Why  should  not  Domin¬ 
ion  officials  be  put  on  the  same  footing  as  the  Local  Gov¬ 
ernment  officials  ? 

Mr.  LISTER.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  seem  to 
understand  the  nature  of  the  amendment.  It  is  proposed  to 
disfranchise  those  civil  servants  who  are  directly  entitled 
to  be  called  civil  servants,  who  reap  the  benefit  of  the 
Superannuation  Act,  but  it  is  not  proposed  to  disfranchise 
the  outside  service.  Everybody  knows  that  the  license 
commissioners,  division  court  clerks,  and  bailiffs,  are  not 
civil  servants  in  the  technical  meaning  of  the  word  ;  they 
are  not  subject  to  promotion  or  superannuation.  The 
license  commissioners  aim  not  paid  ;  and  these  officials  are 
not  permanently  appointed.  There  is  a  wide  difference  bo- 
tween  that  class  and  the  class  treated  in  this  amendment.  The 
hon.  gentleman  called  attention  to  the  political  work  of  those 
engaged  in  the  outside  service.  I  will  call  the  attention  of 
the  committee  to  the  fact  that  in  the  post  office  of  this 
House,  less  than  a  year  ago,  an  official  left  his  place  and 
went  canvassing  through  one  of  the  adjoining  counties  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  making  speeches  to  the  electors 
and  doing  all  he  could  to  help  the  Government  candidate. 
When  challenged  as  being  a  servant  of  the  Government,  he 
said  he  had  resigned  ;  but  within  a  week  after  the  election 
ho  was  back  in  the  old  place,  having  been  reappointed. 
There  is  also  the  famous  Mr.  Wilkinson  who  was  appointed 
to  a  position  in  the  Weights  and  Measures  Department  and 
as  a  Government  valuator,  and  who  traversed  the  country 
from  end  to  end  as  political  agent  for  his  intimate  friend 
tho  First  Minister  ;  and  the  result  was  that  instead  of  his 
being  reappointed  to  the  position  he  had  resigned  he  was 
given  the  very  valuable  and  remunerative  office  of 
registrar  in  the  North-West.  It  is  all  very  well 
for  the  hon.  member  for  Hastings  (Mr.  White)  to 
make  tho  statements  he  has  made,  but  ho  has 
not  sustained  them  by  a  single  particle  of  evidence. 
We  have  the  evidence  on  this  side  of  dozens  of  cases  of  Con¬ 
servatives  receiving  Government  pay  and  disgracing  the 
position  they  hold  and  the  Government  by  taking  an  active 
part  in  elections.  Tho  sooner  we  take  the  step  proposed 
in  the  amendment  the  better.  It  is  not  in  the 
interest  of  any  Government,  Reform  or  Conservative, 
that  the  men  who  are  engaged  in  the  public  Departments 
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should  be  partisan.  If  our  Civil  Service  were  on  the  same 
basis  as  the  English  Civil  Service,  where  the  officials  are 
entirely  free  from  all  influence  of  the  Government,  it  would 
he  well  to  give  our  civil  servants  the  right  to  vote.  In  Eng¬ 
land  it  is  not  the  Government,  but  a  commission  appointed 
free  from  all  bias  or  partiality,  which  has  to  do  with  the 
appointments.  A  man  who  wants  to  enter  the  service  is 
not  asked  whether  he  is  Conservative  or  Radical  or  Reform, 
but  has  to  depend  altogether  on  his  qualifications  to 
fill  the  position.  The  men  who  have  the  right  to  appoint 
them  are  not  the  members  of  the  Government, 
and  are  free  from  all  Government  influence. 
There  we  have  not  the  disgraceful  scenes  we  have  in  this 
country.  There  we  do  not  find  men  who  have  been 
appointed  to  positions  in  the  Civil  Service  having  ten  or 
fifteen  years  added  to  their  time  in  order  that  they  may 
receive  an  enormous  superannuation  allowance.  These  men 
may  have  been  obliged  to  resign  in  order  that  their  places 
,may  be  filled  by  some  partial  man  selected  by  the  chief  of 
the  Department.  We  know  that  these  things  take  place  in 
this  country,  and  when  the  promotion  of  a  civil  servant 
depends  on  the  friendliness  of  the  first  Minister,  upon  the 
outside  influence  he  can  get,  upon  the  faithfulness  of  his  ser¬ 
vice  to  the  party  which  appointed  him,  it  is  improper,  to  say 
the  least,  that  such  a  man  should  have  the  right  to  exercise 
the  franchise.  It  will  inevitably  come  to  the  principle 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills) 
that  to  the  victors  belong  the  spoils.  You  are  shaking  the 
tenure  upon  which  these  men  hold  their  offices,  and  when 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  succeed  to  power,  as  they  will 
in  two  years,  it  is  not  to  be  expected  that  they  will  assume 
the  control  of  those  different  Departments  while  they  are 
full,  as  they  are  now,  of  political  partisans  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  If  the  result  is  that  these  men 
have  to  go,  and  that  other  men  in  accord  with  the 
principles  of  those  who  have  the  control  of  affairs 
have  to  take  their  places,  they  will  have  to  blame  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  for  it.  When  we  were  in  power  seven 
years  ago,  it  is  a  matter  of  history  that  many  of  the  civil 
servants  were  faithless  to  their  chiefs,  and  the  members  of 
the  Government  had  many  difficulties  to  overcome.  It  is 
more  than  you  can  expect  that  hon.  gentlemen  will  submit 
to  have  men  in  direct  antagonism  to  them,  without  one 
feeling  of  sympathy  for  them,  who  would  rather  see  diffi¬ 
culties  placed  in  their  way  than  they  would  help  them, 
remaining  in  the  Civil  Service ;  and,  if  the  destruction  of 
the  present  system  of  Civil  Service  takes  place,  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  are  responsible  for  it.  If  there  are  any  Re¬ 
formers  in  the  service — and  I  doubt  if  there  are  very  many — 
we  know  that  they  are  hounded  down,  that  they  are  afraid 
to  express  an  opinion,  they  are  like  cowed  dogs,  afraid  to 
say  anything  because  there  are  so  many  around  them  who 
will  remember  what  they  say ;  they  are  afraid  to  freely 
exercise  the  franchise  against  the  party  in  power  for  fear 
that  they  will  lose  the  position  they  occupy  or  the  just 
promotion  to  which  they  are  entitled.  Is  it  not  more 
just  and  statesmanlike  to  say  that,  when  a  man 
accepts  a  position  in  the  Civil  Service,  whereby, 
after  a  certain  number  of  years  of  service,  he  be¬ 
comes  entitled  to  superannuation,  wherein,  if  he  con¬ 
ducts  himself  properly,  he  will  receive  due  promotion,  is  it 
not  better  in  the  interests  of  Canada  and  of  the  service  itself 
that  that  man  should  be  raised  above  and  beyond  all  politi¬ 
cal  influence  ?  Would  it  not  have  the  effect  of  purifying 
the  Civil  Service,  of  making  these  men  loyal  to  the  country 
and  not  to  the  men  who  appointed  them  ?  Efficiency  in 
the  public  service  is  what  we  are  seeking  for,  it  is  a  desir¬ 
able  thing  to  attain  if  it  be  possible,  but,  if  you  allow  these 
men  to  retain  the  franchise,  as  they  have  it  now,  it  is  impos¬ 
sible  to  have  a  set  of  civil  servants  in  the  City  of  Ottawa 
who  can  free  their  minds  from  the  influences  which  exist. 

I  do  not  blame  them  ;  they  cannot  help  it.  No  doubt  in 
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Ottawa  they  are  very  anxious  to  carry  the  city,  and  it  is 
almost  impossible  for  the  civil  servants  to  exist  in  their 
position  if  they  vote  against  the  Government,  or,  if 
they  do,  they  have  to  vote  in  a  sneaking  way  and 
not  let  anyone  know  how  they  vote.  Anyone  who 
looks  at  the  matter  from  an  impartial  standpoint 
must  see  that  the  position  of  the  civil  sorvants 
to-day  is  an  unenviable  one  as  far  as  they  are  con¬ 
cerned,  and  is  dangerous  to  the  country  at  large.  If  wo  are 
to  have  a  free,  pure  civil  service,  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  these  men  should  not  exercise  the  electoral  franchise. 
I  hope  the  First  Minister  will  take  this  amendment  into  con¬ 
sideration.  These  men  should  be  placed  above  all  political 
parties,  they  should  havo  but  one  master  to  serve,  the 
country  at  large,  not  the  Conservative  parly  or  the  Reform 
party.  They  should  be  loyal  to  the  country  which  pays 
them,  and  should  take  no  part  whatever  in  political  con¬ 
tests,  and,  as  far  as  possible,  should  free  their  minds  from 
political  bia3.  If  the  Civil  Service  were  placed  in  that 
position,  men  who  came  into  power  would  feel  that  their 
subordinates  would  be  loyal  to  them  as  to  those  whom  they 
succeeded. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  do  not  intend  to  take  advantage  of  this 
opportunity  to  make  a  stump  speech  for  the  country,  or  to 
make  charges  which  cannot  be  substantiated. 

Mr.  LISTER,  You  do  not  do  that  for  nothing. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  What  does  the  hon.  gentleman  say  ?  He 
does  not  answer.  If  he  had  as  much  honesty  and  courage 
as  he  has  insinuation,  he  would  repeat  his  statement.  We 
understand  then  that  he  will  say  privately  what  he  dare  not 
say  publicly.  This  question  is  important,  because  if  the 
amendment  be  carried,  it  will  have  the  effect  of  disfranchising 
a  large  number  who  now  exercise  the  franchise.  I  have 
heard  it  stated  more  than  once  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
that,  if  any  person  were  refused  the  franchise,  or  were  dis¬ 
franchised,  the  burden  would  be  on  those  who  disfranchised 
him  to  prove  why  it  should  be  done.  This  proposition  will 
have  the  effect  of  disfranchising  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
capable,  intelligent  citizens,  than  whom,  I  suppose,  in  this 
country,  we  have  no  more  capable  or  more  intelligent ;  and  if 
we  are  going  to  adopt  that  proposition,  I  think  we  had  better 
come  down  to  cool  and  calm  grounds,  and  look  it  over 
thoroughly.  I  am  opposed,  on  the  face  of  it,  to  taking 
the  right  of  suffrago  away  from  any  intelligent  and  capable 
citizen,  who  has  it  now,  on  the  sole  ground  that  he  is 
in  the  service  of  the  country.  Gentlemen  say  that  he  is  in 
the  service  of  a  Government,  but,  after  all,  if  we  have  any¬ 
thing  underlying  the  Government,  it  is  the  country  that  is 
represented  in  the  Government,  and  it  is  in  the  service  of 
the  country  that  these  gentlemen  are  engaged.  Now,  if  you 
make  a  comparison  between  those  who  are  appointees  of  a 
Provincial  Government,  such  as  my  hon.  friend  near  me  has 
referred  to,  and  those  who  are  in  the  service  of  the  Dominion, 

I  hold  that,  on  all  grounds,  the  vote  cannot  be  so  well  taken 
away  from  the  civil  servants  of  the  Dominion  as  it  can  be 
from  the  appointees  of  the  Local  Governments.  Now,  the 
interests  which  will  sway  a  civil  servant  may  be  divided  into 
three  classes.  There  is,  first,  the  interest  of  appointment.  He 
gets  the  appointment,  and  he  is  supposed  to  be,  when  getting 
it,  a  friend  of  the  appointing  power ;  we  will  take  that  for 
granted  in  reference  to  both  the  Local  and  the  Federal 
Governments.  But  in  the  Local  Government  there  is  noth¬ 
ing  to  intervene  between  the  appointing  power  and  the  per¬ 
son.  There  is  no  test  of  fitness,  and  the  appointment  is  in 
the  discretion  of  the  power  that  makes  it.  But  when  you 
come  to  the  Civil  Service  of  the  Dominion,  the  case  is  dif¬ 
ferent.  The  ultimate  appointment  may  be  in  the  power  of 
the  Government,  but  there  is  a  test  of  fitness  which  will 
generally  be  found  to  weed  out  the  more  incapable  of  those 
who  undergo  the  test.  Now  the  appointee  of  a  local  gov¬ 
ernment  is  altogether  and  continually  in  the  power  of  the 
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authority  that.appointed  him.  He  can  be  dismissed  at  any 
time  by  the  same  power  that  appointed  him.  He  holds  his 
position,  not  by  virtue  of  any  law,  but  by  the  will  of  the 
power  that  appointed  him.  But  in  the  Civil  Service  of  the 
Dominion,  after  the  appointees  have  passed  the  test  of 
examination,  they  hold  their  positions  permanently  during 
good  behaviour.  They  may  get  their  appointments  under 
one  Government,  but  you  take  the  civil  servants  at  any 
period  of  time,  and  you  will  find  that  a  very 
large  portion  of  them  have  not  got  their  appoint¬ 
ments  under  the  Government  which,  for  the  time  being, 
holds  sway.  Now,  there  is  the  other  inducement  of 
pay.  The  local  appointees  get  their  pay  directly  from  the 
Provincial  Government,  and  at  the  favor  and  grace  of 
the  Provincial  Government  ;  but  the  civil  servants  of  the 
Dominion  get  their  pay  according  to  fixed  law,  according 
to  the  regulations  of  the  service,  and  the  Government  of  the 
day,  and  the  department  under  the  Government,  have  not 
sole  power  with  reference  to  those  persons.  Their  pay  is 
fixed  on  a  regular  scale,  which  is  laid  down  by  law,  and 
our  appointments  in  the  Civil  Service  of  the  Dominion  are 
as  a  rule,  permanent  appointments.  Then  there  is  the 
interest  of  continuation.  No  one  will  doubt  that  in  this 
matter,  Dominion  civil  servants  have  by  far  the  advantage 
in  the  relative  argument ;  they  are  more  permanent,  by  the 
very  nature  of  their  appointment  and  the  nature  of  their 
service,  than  are  the  appointees  of  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ments.  So  I  say,  on  the  comparative  view,  you  cannot 
consistently  deny  the  civil  servants  of  the  Dominion  the 
right  of  the  franchise,  because  they  are  interested  parties, 
and  yet  give  it  to  the  appointees  of  the  local  powers.  Then, 
if  you  take  the  question  on  the  broad  ground  of  right,  what 
reason  is  there  that  an  intelligent  man  in  the  pay  of  his 
country,  should  be  denied  the  highest  right  of  a  citizen,  to 
have  a  practical  share  in  the  Government  of  the  country  ? 
Does  he  not  know  as  much,  probably,  as  any  other  man 
of  similar  capacity,  about  the  country,  about  its  needs 
and  requirements  ?  He  is  able  to  form  a  far  more  intelli¬ 
gent  idea,  because  he  is  nearer  the  seat  of  Government  and 
comes  in  contact  with  a  great  many  sources  of  information 
that  others  cannot  possibly  have.  The  one  ground  that  is 
strongly  urged  against  giving  him  the  franchise  is  this:  he 
may  be  a  partisan.  So  he  may  be  a  partisan,  but  not 
necessarily  so.  I  believe,  if  we  take  the  700  or  800  civil 
servants  in  the  Inside  Service  to-day,  you  will  find  that  the 
greater  part  of  them  are  not  amenable  to  the  charge  of 
partisanship,  and  I  believe  you  wii  1  find  that  very  few  of 
them  are  partisans  in  the  sense  in  which  some  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  have  spoken.  But  do  hon.  gentlemen  suppose  that 
refusing  the  right  to  vote  from  an  intelligent  man  takes 
away  from  him  all  interest  in  politics  ?  If  they  do  think 
so,  they  are  greatly  mistaken.  The  highest  interest  a  man 
takes  in  politics,  the  deepest  patriotism  which  he  feels,  does 
not  depend  upon  the  right  to  vote  ;  it  springs  from  far 
higher  and  better  motives,  and  a  right  to  vote  is  simply 
one  way  he  has  of  expressing  the  interest  which,  on  other 
grounds,  he  holds  in  his  country.  Is  there  a  man  outside 
who  earns  his  pay  any  more  certainly  than  the  civil  ser¬ 
vant  of  this  country  ?  Is  he  not  worth  that  which  is  given 
him  ?  Is  not  the  salary  paid  him  as  a  fair  reward  for  his 
services  ? — not  as  a  charity,  not  as  a  gratuity,  but  as 
earning  his  pay,  and  being  an  intelligent  and  capable  ser¬ 
vant,  he  ought  not  to  be  deprived  of  his  right  to  vote. 

Mr.  MILLS.  So  is  the  judge. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  position  of  a  judge  and  that  of  a 
civil  servant  are  very  different  indeed,  and  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  knows  it  right  well,  and  the  mere  captious 
remark  he  interjects  cannot  be  fairly  sustained.  My  own 
belief  is  that  a  civil  servant,  under  our  present  rules,  should 
not  be  deprived  of  his  franchise.  There  may  be  occasionally 
partisans,  but  it  is  not  right  because  one,  or  two,  or  three, 
Mr,  Foster. 


may  be  partisans,  that  the  great  body  of  civil  servants 
should  be  disfranchised. 

Mr,  DAVIES.  The  bon.  gentleman  has  assumed  that 
there  is  a  clear  distinction  between  a  judge  being  refused  the 
right  to  exercise  the  franchise  and  a  civil  servant  occupying 
an  equally  prominent  position ;  and  be  assumed  that  that 
distinction  was  prebent  in  the  minds  of  every  member  of  the 
committee  ;  but  he  failed  to  tell  us  wherein  that  distinction 
lay.  I  would  have  been  pleased,  and  perhaps  convinced,  had 
the  hon.  gentleman  shown  some  reason  why  he  is  in  favor 
of  disqualifying  a  judicial  officer  and  in  favor  of  retaining 
the  franchise  for  Civil  Service  appointees. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  supposed  you  would  all  know  that, 
without  my  telling  you. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  It  is  not  plain  to  my  mind — — 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  It  is  to  my  mind. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  And  I  hope,  before  the  debate  closes,  that 
we  will  have  from  the  hon.  gentleman  more  light.  I  think 
he  stated  very  fairly  that  where  it  is  proposed  to  disfran¬ 
chise  any  class  of  the  community,  the  onus  of  proving  that 
they  should  loose  their  franchise  rests  upon  those  who 
make  the  motion.  I  think  the  onus  does  lie  upon  those  who 
propose  to  disfranchise  the  civil  servants,  of  proving  that 
the  proposition  is  a  sound  one.  What  good  reasons  have 
been  advanced  ?  It  has  been  stated  already,  and  it  is  a 
statement  with  which  I  thoroughly  agree,  that  there  is  no 
greater  benefit  conferred  on  the  State  than  that  of  giving  it 
a  thoroughly  good  Civil  Service  ;  and  if  there  was  a  Civil 
Service  in  Canada  placed  upon  a  foundation  which  left 
appointments  open  to  considerations  of  merit  and  not  of 
political  partisanship  of  favor,  and  if  subsequent  promotion 
were  made  upon  merit  and  not  upon  political  favor,  then 
it  would  appear  very  harsh  to  disfranchise  civil  servants. 
But  does  any  bon.  gentleman  imagine  that  by  merely 
making  the  statement  that  appointments  to  the  service,  or 
promotion  afterwards,  are  based  on  anything  approaching 
merit,  any  man  would  believe  him  ?  Any  man  on  either 
side  of  politics,  the  veriest  child  in  the  country,  knows  that 
the  only  passport  to  appointments  and  to  promotions  is 
political  favor.  The  civil  servants  are  political  partisans, 
and  are  thoroughly  imbued  with  the  idea  that  in  order  to 
show  a  reason  for  their  promotion  they  must  prove  them¬ 
selves  to  bo  thorough-laced  partisans.  With  respect  to  the 
Civil  Service  in  the  Maritime  Provinces,  will  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  King’s  declare  that  any  man  would  hope  to  obtain  a 
position  in  the  Service  unless  he  was  a  thorough-faced 
political  partisan  ? 

Mr.  FOSTER.  Is  that  the  inside  service  ?  • 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  bon.  gentleman  knows  more  than 
that :  that  whon  a  person  has  been  appointed  to  the  Service, 
if  he  has  any  hope  of  promotion,  he  bases  that  hope  simply 
upon  service  he  can  do  to  the  party  which  has  appointed 
him.  I  take  my  experience  in  my  own  county  at  the  last 
election.  The  most  bitter  partisans  I  had  to  meet,  the  men 
who  went  from  house  to  house,  the  men  who  worked 
quickest  to  circulate  political  falsehoods  and  lies,  who  took 
the  stump  against  me,  were  men  occupying  positions  in  the 
Civil  Service.  There  are  very  few  members  on  this  side  ol 
the  House,  especially  from  the  Maritime  Provinces,  but 
will  support  the  position  I  have  taken.  If  you  grant  these 
premises,  I  submit  that  sufficient  grounds  have  been  made 
out  for  disfranchising  civil  servants.  You  must  adopt  one 
or  two  alternatives.  Place  the  civil  servants  on  a  proper 
basis ;  and  it  is  the  interest  of  both  political  parties,  of  the 
Service  and  of  the  State  generally,  that  the  Service  should 
be  placed  upon  a  basis  other  than  a  political  one.  The 
right  to  enter  that  Service  should  depend  upon  merit,  upon 
tho  result  of  competitive  examinations,  not  on  having 
political  favor  of  a  supporter  of  the  Government  or 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


2091 


member  of  the  Government  as  a  friend.  Did  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  King’s  when  he  made  the  statement,  as  to  the 
test  of  fitness,  mean  to  imply  that  appointments  are  made 
on  the  ground  of  fitness  ?  Does  he  not  know,  what  the 
country  knows,  that  the  examinations  are  a  farce,  and  that 
there  are  now  six  or  seven  hundred  young  men  who  have 
already  passed  the  test  and  are  now  awaiting  appointments. 
Will  the  hon.  gentleman  say  that  members  of  the  Reform 
party  are  appointed  ?  What  a  farce  it  is.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  King’s  knows  that  it  is  worse  than  not  having  any 
test  whatever. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  wish  to  offer  a  personal  explanation. 
The  hon.  gentleman  would  intimate  that  I  said  merit  was  the 
test.  I  distinctly  stated  that,  for  argument’s  sake,  I  would 
admit  that  appointments  went  by  political  favor;  but, 
interposing  between  that  and  the  great  mass  of  applicants, 
was  this  test.  The  hon.  gentleman  should  have  been  fair 
enough  to  have  given  me  credit  for  that  statement. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  argued  on  two  lines. 
One  was  a  comparative  one,  and  the  other  was  as  to  the 
matter  of  right  and  wrong.  The  hon.  gentleman  drew  a 
distinction  in  favor  of  Dominion  officials  as  compared  with 
the  officials  of  the  Local  Governments,  and  pointed  out  that 
the  test  of  fitness  applied  to  the  former  appointees  and  not 
to  the  appointees  of  the  Local  Governments. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  And  I  did  not  state  the  other. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  have  tried  to  show,  and  I  think  I  have 
succeeded,  that  the  test  of  fitness  is  merely  a  nominal  one, 
which  is  productive  more  of  evil  than  of  good„because  the 
test  of  fitness  is  used  for  the  purpose  of  leading  the  public 
to  believe  that  politics  do  not  enter  into  the  matter  of 
appointments,  while,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  do.  Why  do 
the  Government  not  put  the  Civil  Service  on  a  good  footing 
and  leave  it  open  to  young  men,  irrespective  of  politics  ? 
Because  they  want  to  wield  the  Civil  Service  as  a  joolitical 
weapon  ;  they  have  used  it  as  such  in  times  past,  and  they 
intend  to  do  so  in  the  future.  In  some  of  the  Provinces  the 
appointments  to  the  Local  Government  Service  are  made 
on  the  United  States  system— to  the  victors  belong  the 
spoils,  |They  take  part  in  political  campaigns  and  assume 
the  responsibility  of  their  actions.  If  the  opposite  party 
come  into  power,  they  go  out.  Here  you  put  up  a  nominal 
barrier,  which  throws  the  responsibility  off  their  shoulders, 
while,  at  the  same  time,  you  allow  them  to  become  partisans 
and  commit  all  the  evils  they  can.  The  other  test  was  to 
make  promotions  in  the  Service  depend  upon  merit.  Does 
the  hon.  member  for  King’s  believe  that  such  is  the  case  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  have  not  heard  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  whom  I  put  this  question  reply.  I  assert,  with  strong 
confidence,  that  promotion  depends,  to  a  very  large  extent, 
upon  political  favor. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Nonsense. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  am  acquainted  with  members  of  the 
Civil  Service  in  Ottawa,  and  there  is  not  one  but  has  told 
mo,  when  I  put  the  question  to  him,  that  unless  he  was  a 
political  favorite  he  had  no  hope  of  promotion. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  What  about  Mi1.  Burgess  and 
Mr.  Parmelee? 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  have  not  heard  that  Mr.  Burgess,  of  late 
years,  has  been  a  very  strong  Reformer. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear, 'hear. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  have  not  heard  it  alleged  against  him, 
as  one  of  his  offences,  that  he  sympathises  very  strongly 
with  the  Reform  party.  And  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
out  of  six  hundred  cases,  are  only  able  to  name  one  case, 
the  exception  would  simply  prove  the  rule. 


Mr.  BOWELL.  What  do  you  say  in  regard  to  my 
Department,  where  leading  Reformers,  appointed  by  your 
own  people,  have  been  promoted  ? 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  say  nothing  about  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
Department  ;  I  am  dealing  with  the  general  condition  of 
things.  If  I  am  wrong  in  my  belief  that  merit,  and 
and  merit  alone,  should  be  the  test  of  appointment  to  the 
Civil  Service,  of  promotion  in  the  Civil  Service,  of  obtain¬ 
ing  superannuation — that  the  ground  should  be  based  on 
fair  play  and  justice — prove  that  I  am  wrong,  and  I  will 
vote  against  the  amendment. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Not  a  bit  of  it. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  know  where  men  have  been  superannu¬ 
ated  and  large  sums  added  to  their  superannuation  amount 
because  of  their  political  services.  Hon,  gentlemen  know 
it ;  the  names  have  been  brought  down  to  the  Houso. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Bring  them  down. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Hon.  gentlemen  brought  them  down  last 
Session,  and  they  were  challenged  to  point  out  if  this  was 
not  the  case.  I  think  I  can  advance—— 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Go  on. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  can  go  on. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  do  it . 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  remembers  that  a 
few  years  ago,  when  the  superintendent  of  the  Prince 
Edward  Island  Railway  became  poorly,  he  had  not  been 
very  many  years— 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  hardly  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
in  order. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  go  into  it,  and  I 
make  the  statement,  at  any  rate,  that  there  are  such  cases 
within  my  own  knowledge.  I  have  made  the  statement 
before,  in  the  presence  of  the  former  Minister  of  Railways, 
who  was  responsible  for  the  matter,  or  I  would  not  make  it 
now.  I  make  the  statement  that  political  services  and 
favoritism  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  the  amount  awarded 
in  the  superannuation  of  the  late  superintendent  of  the 
Prince  Edward  Island  Railway ;  and  I  say,  therefore,  that 
the  basis  upon  which  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  argues 
tho  question  is  a  false  basis,  because  he  assumes  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  facts  which  do  not  exist;  he  assumes  a  proper  Civil 
Service  system,  one  somewhat  akin  to  that  of  the  mother 
country,  where  merit  alone  is  required,  and  political  ser¬ 
vices  are  ignored.  But  surely  there  is  hardly  a  member  in 
this  House  but  will  acknowledge  that  no  man  in  the  Civil 
Service  expects  promotion  unless  he  is  able  to  show  a 
political  record  to  his  superiors  which  will  justify  his  pro¬ 
motion.  If  that  is  the  state  of  facts - 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Those  are  not  the  facts. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  If  that  is  the  state  of  affairs,  and  it  is 
tho  state  of  affairs  which  I  derive  from  an  examinatoin  of 
the  records — — 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  No,  no. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  ask  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  to 
read  the  superannuation  list. 

Mr.  WHITE.  We  have  been  discussing  promotions  in 
the  Departments. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  If  he  will  look  at  the  number  of  years 
added  to  those  who  receive  superannuation,  and  inquire 
into  their  political  opinions,  he  will  find  that  my  statements 
are  correct,  and  I  know  it  from  personal  conversation  with 
members  of  the  Civil  Service  in  this  city.  I  find  a 
unanimous  consensus  of  opinion  from  all  of  them  that 
political  service  has  a  great  deal  to  do  with  promotion  in 
the  Civil  Service.  That  being  the  case,  you  must  adopt 
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one  or  two  courses :  either  put  the  Service  on  a  basis  irres¬ 
pective  of  politics  altogether,  which  would  be  in  the 
interest  of  both  parties  and  the  public  in  general— either  do 
that  or  adopt  the  United  States  system,  and  let  them  go  out 
on  a  change  of  Government,  as  the  parties  who  appoint  them 
go  out,  and  let  the  next  party  which  comes  in  have  men  in 
the  Departments  in  whom  they  have  confidence — you  must 
do  either  one  or  the  other  of  those  things,  or  else  you  should 
disfranchise  the  civil  servants  from  exercising  political  privi¬ 
leges.  The  hon.  gentleman  asserts  that,  if  they  are  disfran¬ 
chised,  they  will  still  retain  their  political  proclivities,  and 
do  a  great  deal  to  advance  what  they  believe  to  be  the 
interest  and  welfare  of  the  State.  But,  supposing  they  do 
that,  that  is  not  where  the  harm  is  done. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  The  harm  is  done  by  the  vote,  then  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES.  These  men  feel  themselves  in  an  awkward 
position  ;  they  want  to  exercise  the  franchise,  but  they  feel 
that  they  dare  not  do  it  in  the  way  they  would  like  to - 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  What  is  to  prevent  them  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Because  they  would  incur  the  political 
enmity  of  their  superiors. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  What  about  the  ballot  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Is  the  hon.  gentleman  green  enough,  or 
does  he  imagine  that  I  am  green  enough  to  believe  that, 
because  we  have  the  ballot,  the  way  he  votes  is  not  known. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh ;  hear,  hoar. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  suppose  the  hon.  member  comes  to  this 
conclusion,  that  he  is  willing  to  let  the  civil  servant  deposit 
his  ballot,  but  he  is  never,  by  word  or  sign,  to  express  his 
sympathy  with  one  party  or  the  other. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  You  do  not  propose  to  let  him 
do  that  by  this  Bill. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  They  are  merely  men,  and  if  they  take  a 
strong  political  view,  one  way  or  the  other,  they  will  express 
it  or  it  will  be  dragged  out  of  them  by  those  who,  as  an  hon. 
member  behind  me  has  said,  are  nothing  more  nor  less  than 
spies  in  the  Department,  who  report  it  to  their  superiors — 
I  know  it  myself— report  to  their  political  superiors  how 
they  vote.  1  believe,  from  what  I  have  heard  of  the  Civil 
Service  in  Ottawa,  that  the  whole  system  is  a  carefully  pre¬ 
pared  political  system,  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  the 
interest  of  the  present  party  and  continuing  them  in  power. 
Now,  Sir,  before  I  sit  down,  let  me  say  a  word  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  hon.  member  for  East  Hastings.  I  was  for  some 
time  in  doubt  as  to  the  real  secret  of  the  continued  success 
of  the  Hon.  Oliver  Mowat  and  his  Administration  in  Ontario. 
I  think,  in  listening  to  this  debate,  I  have  discovered  it. 
The  Hon.  Oliver  Mowat  has  laid  down  his  standard  of 
right  and  wrong,  and  it  is  so  perfect  in  the  eyes  of  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh  ;  hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Let  those  laugh  who  win.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen,  I  say,  believe  that  the  standard  laid  down  by  Mr. 
Mowat  is  so  perfect  that  he  always  concludes  his  arguments 
by  referring  to  what  Mr.  Mowat  has  done,  and  what  he  has 
not  done.  The  question  comes  up  of  disfranchising  the 
Civil  Service.  Well,  it  may  be  right  or  it  may  be  wrong, 
hut  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  let  us  see  what  Mr.  Mowat  has 
done.  If  he  has  done  it,  well  and  good,  but  if  not  you  can¬ 
not  vote  for  it.  This  is  the  argument  and  the  only  argu¬ 
ment,  and  I  appeal  to  the  committee  to  say  if  that  is  not 
the  case  with  the  hon.  gentleman.  The  laughter  of  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Hastings  has  ceased.  What  is  the  matter? 
Why  does  he  not  laugh  now  ?  Mr.  Mowat  allows  division 
court  clerks  and  bailiffs  to  vote.  Mr.  Mowat  must  be  right, 
and  therefore  we  should  not  disqualify.  Why  does  not  the 
hon.  gentleman  argue  it  as  a  matter  of  right  and  wrong  in 
itself,  irrespective  of  what  Mr,  Mowat  does  ?  Simply 
Mr,  Dayis§. 
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because  he  must  believe  that  the  standard  set  up  by  Mr  Mowat 
is  a  perfect  standard,  and  he  tries  to  adapt  every  thing  to  it; 
though,  if  it  does  not  suit  him,  he  is  apt  to  make  reflections 
on  the  Administration  in  Ontario.  For  those  reasons,  and 
believing,  as  I  do,  that  entrance  into  the  Civil  Service,  pro¬ 
motion  in  it  afterwards,  and  superannuation  subsequently, 
are  largely  and  improperly  based  upon  political  merit  and 
favoritism.  Until  that  system  is  remodelled  and  placed  on  a 
better  basis  I  will  support  the  principle  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  The  hon.  gentleman  made  a 
remark  that  the  Local  Government  of  Ontario  had 
appointed  certain  officers.  Well,  if  that  is  the  case, 
it  certainly  makes  them  more  partisan,  more  anxious 
for  the  success  of  the  party  who  appointed  them.  I 
remember  the  time  whem  municipal  councils  had  the 
appointment  of  license  inspectors,  and  we  had  no  such 
trouble,  so  far  as  efficiency  is  concerned,  as  we  have  now. 
What  I  was  finding  fault  with  was  that  the  license  com¬ 
missioners  and  inspectors  appointed  by  Mr.  Mowat  were 
going  around  using  their  influence  against  the  present  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  in  favor  of  the  present  Opposition. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Was  that  right  ? 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  do  not  think  it  is  right ;  but  where  are 
there  any  Dominion  civil  servants  who  do  the  same  thing  ? 
Can  the  hon.  gentleman  point  out  where  ?  Mr.  Lalley,  the 
gentleman  appointed  as  inspector  in  East  Hastings,  goes 
from  house  to  house  and  from  place  to  place  electioneering 
for  Gritism.  I  can  take  the  petitions  that  have  been  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  House,  and  I  can  point  out  where  a  party  has 
signed  name  after  name,  and  he  was  appointed  by  Mr.  Mowat. 
if  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  believes  that  it  is  wrong 
for  Dominion  officials  to  interfere  in  elections,  why,  in  the 
name  of  common  sense,  does  he  not  prevent  Mr.  Mowat 
from  doing  wrong  ?  Does  he  not  control  him  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No ;  no  more  than  he  controls  me. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  am  surprised  at  a  gentleman  so  candid 
as  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  making  such  a  state¬ 
ment.  Does  any  man  believe  to-day  that  had  it  not  been 
for  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  Mr.  Wheler  would  have 
been  appointed  to  the  position  he  occupies  ?  Of  course  the 
hon.  gentleman  got  him  appointed,  and  why  ?  Not  because 
he  was  so  much  better  fitted  for  the  position  than  any  other 
man,  but  simply  because  the  Grits  knew  Mr.  Edgar 
would  be  elected  to  the  place.  It  is  as  plain  as  noonday. 
Did  not  the  hon.  gentleman  write  to  the  Reformers  of  that 
county,  saying  that  he  wanted  Mr.  Edgar  elected — that  he 
wanted  his  assistance  ?  If  he  could  control  Mr.  Mowat  to 
appoint  Mr.  Wheler,  and  could  control  the  Reformers  of 
West  Ontario  to  elect  Mr.  Edgar,  I  ask  him  to  control  Mr. 
Mowat  to  appoint  men  who  will  not  interfere  in  elections. 
I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  point  out  any  part  of  Ontario 
where  Dominion  officials  have  taken  an  active  part  in 
political  contests.  We  do  not  know  of  any  in  our  part  of 
the  country.  We  do  not  ask  or  expect  them  to  do  so.  The 
hon.  member  for  West  Lambton  (Mr.  Lister)  made  a  remark 
that  I  think  was  very  unbecoming  of  an  hon.  member 
of  this  House.  He  said  that  when  the  elections  took 
place  the  civil  servants  were  forced  to  go  and  vote 
favorably  to  the  Government,  and  he  said  they  acted 
like  cowardly  dogs,  or  cowed  dogs.  He  compared 
the  civil  servants  to  cowed  dogs.  I  think  that  is 
unfair  in  any  hon.  gentleman.  I  believe  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Civil  Service  are  as  fair,  and  honest, 
and  impartial  a  class  of  men  as  there  are  in  the 
country.  When  the  Ballot  Bill  was  introduced  into  this 
House  I  voted  against  it,  and  I  would  do  so  to-morrow.  I 
like  to  see  what  side  a  man  is  on  ;  but  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  that  his  leader  at  that  time 
did  not  vote  for  the  ballot.  I  remember  how  he  used  to 
say,  in  that  eloquent  tone  that  he  is  gifted  with,  that  it 
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was  necessary,  so  that  the  employes  of  a  large  employer  of 
labor  should  have  the  ballot  to  screen  them.  Well,  under 
the  ballot  who  can  tell  how  a  civil  servant  vote. 
Who  can  tell  how  any  man  votes  who  goes  behind  the 
screen  and  marks  his  ballot?  Yery  few  men  tell  us  how 
they  vote,  and  it  is  against  the  law  to  do  it.  I  never  took  the 
trouble  to  ask  a  man  how  he  voted  ;  and  it  is  the  duty  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  before  they  talk  as  they  do  of  the  Civil 
Service  of  the  Dominion,  to  clean  their  own  doorstep,  and 
to  cause  the  man  they  control  and  keep  in  power  to  prevent 
his  civil  servants  from  taking  an  active  part  in  elections. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  rise  to  take  any  active  part  in 
the  discussion ;  but  with  reference  to  what  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  said  of  me,  personally, "T  wish  to  say  that  I  have 
no  control  whatever  over  Mr.  Mowat,  any  more  than  Mr. 
Mowat  has  control  over  me.  Our  spheres  of  action  are,  as 
I  have  always  conceived,  entirely  different.  I  have  to  deal 
with  the  politics  of  the  Dominion  as  the  leader,  however 
inadequate,  of  the  Liberal  party  of  the  Dominion  ;  my  hon. 
friend,  the  Attorney  General  of  Ontario,  has  to  deal  with 
the  provincial  politics  of  the  Province,  and  in  these  I  inter¬ 
fere  very  little,  indeed,  although  I  have  always  felt  at 
liberty  to  interfere,  and  have  interfered,  by  addressing  my 
fellow-countrymen  at  times  of  general  elections.  With 
reference  to  the  crucial  test  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
refers,  I  beg  to  say  to  him  that  neither  to  Mr.  Mowat  nor 
to  any  member  of  his  Government  who  had  any  authority 
whatever,  did  I  ever~say  a  word  or  write  a  word  or  make  an 
intimation  with  reference  to  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Wheler ; 
nor  did  I  ever  communicate  with  the  constituency  of  West 
Ontario,  until  I  was“informed  by  Mr.  Wheler  himself,  as  he 
thought  it  his  duty  to  inform  me,  that  he  was  about  to 
accept  an  appointment,  which  had  been  arranged  with  the 
Local  Government;  and  upon  being  so  informed,  I  did  what 
I' believe  I  had  a  right  to  do — I  sent  a  letter, in  answer  to  an  en- 
quiry  from  several  of  my  friends, as  to  the  man  who  I  thought 
should  succeed  to  the  nomination  of  the  party  for  the  vacancy 
about  to  take  place.  I  answered  their  enquiry,  and  named 
my  hon.  friend  the  present  member  for  West  Ontario ;  I 
said  it  was  not  my  business  to  choose ;  it  was  their  own 
business ;  but  to  those  who  asked  I  would  not  refuse  to  give 
my  advice.  They  were  good  enough  to  accept  my  advice, 
and  my  hon.  friend  sits  here  for  the^good  of  his  party  as 
well  as  for  the  good  of  the  country. 

Mr.  TASS&  I  intend  to  vote  against  the  amendment,  for 
several  reasons,  which  I  will  explain.  In  the  first  place, 
the  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  enlarge  the  franchise,  and  the 
purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to^restrict  it.  In  the  second 
place,  it  has  been  stated  that  the  Civil  Service  employees 
desire  the  passage  of  an  amendment  of  that  kind.  I  think 
that  statement  was  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s 
(Mr.  Davies).  I  would  like  to  know  on  what  authority  that 
hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  Civil  Service  of  the  country 
desire  to  be  deprived  of  the  franchise. 

Mr.fDAYIES.  Their  own  statements — numbers  of  them. 

Mr.  TASSE.  2,1  would  like  to  know  what  are  those  state¬ 
ments  ;  they  have  not  yet  been  submitted  to  the  House.  I 
believe,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  Civil  Service  employes 
desire  to  continue  to  exercise  the  right  of  voting  which  they 
have  exercised  so  far  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  country.  It  has 
been  stated  by  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  that  they  could 
not  vote  with  perfect  liberty.  For  what  reason  ?  Is  it 
because  we  have  secret  voting  in  this  country  ?  Is  it 
because  we  have  the  ballot,  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
advocated  for  so  many  years  ?^Is  it  becauseThe  ballot  fails 
to  ensure  to  the  voters  of  this  country  the  utmost  freedom 
that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  desire  that  an  important 
portion  of  the  population  should  be  deprived  of  the 
right  to  vote  ?  The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I. 
(Mr.  Davies),  has  stated  that  the  Liberal  members  of 


the  service  in  Ottawa  are  considered  as  mere  spies.  I 
have  been  in  Ottawa  sevoral  years ;  I  had  the  honor 
of  being  an  officer  of  the  House,  and  I  know  something 
of  what  is  going  on  in  the  various  offices,  and  I  beg  to 
say  that  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  most 
unfounded.  We  all  know  that  among  the  most  import¬ 
ant  officers  in  the  Departments  are  to  be  found  Liberals. 
Among  the  various  Deputy  Ministers  are  found  promi¬ 
nent  Liberals ;  Liberals  are  found  also  among  the  chief 
clerks  and  other  officials,  and  none  of  them  are  considered 
as  spies  ;  on  the  contrary  they  are  considered  and  respected 
as  they  should  be.  I  was  employed  in  the  service  of  the 
House  for  several  years,  in  the  translator’s  branch,  and  I 
may  say  that  of  the  six  officers  in  that  branch  I  was  the 
only  Conservative.  This,  in  itself,  is  sufficient  to  show  that 
all  the  employes  of  the  Government  are  far  from  being 
Conservatives.  Now,  it  has  been  said  that  the  Government 
try  to  influence  the  civil  servants  in  order  to  make  them 
vote  for  Conservative  candidates.  Well,  I  have  been  twice 
a  candidate  for  the  city  of  Ottawa.  The  seat  which  I  have 
the  honor  to  occupy  was  previously  filled  by  a  French-speak¬ 
ing  Liberal,  and  I  had  the  honor  to  capture  that  seat  in 
1878  against  all  the  influence  of  the  Mackenzie  Administra¬ 
tion.  Although  the  then  Prime  Minister  himself  did  me 
the  honor  of  visiting  my  constituency  and  address¬ 
ing  the  electors  against  my  candidature,  I  was  elected 
then,  despite  the  influence  of  the  Liberal  Govern¬ 
ment.  I  was  re-elected  in  1882,  with  the  influence  of  the 
Conservative  party,  the  sam9  influence  that  elected  me  in 
3878  ;  and  if  Ottawa  was  represented  from  1874  to  1878  by 
a  Liberal,  and  since  by  a  Conservative,  that  fact  shows  that 
the  civil  servants  of  Ottawa  exercise  their  right  to  vote 
with  the  utmost  liberty  and  freedom.  If  there  is  one  class 
of  the  population  which  is  entitled  to  vote  on  account  of  its 
intelligence,  it  is  assuredly  the  Civil  Service  of  Canada, 
which,  both  by  talent  and  efficiency,  can  be  compared 
favorably  with  any  similar  class  in  either  the  adjoining 
Republic  or  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  desire  to  correct  a  very  important  error 
into  which  the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Tasse)  has 
fallen.  He  charged  me  with  stating  that  the  Liberal 
officials  in  the  Civil  Service  were  spies. 

Mr.  TASSE.  Were  considered  spies. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  not  only  did  not  say  so,  but  such  a 
thing  was  not  in  my  mind.  So  far  from  charging  the 
Liberal  officials  of  the  Service  with  being  spies,  I  must 
say  that  all  those  I  know  are  gentlemen.  What  I  said  was, 
that  there  are  members  in  the  Civil  Service  who  are  pre¬ 
vented  from  freely  exercising  the  franchise,  or  expressing 
the  political  sympathies,  one  way  or  the  other,  because  of 
their  existence  in  the  Departments  of  spies.  I  do  not  charge 
Conservative  members  of  the  Service  with  being  spies.  I 
know  a  great  many  of  them  who  are  gentlemen  ;  but  I  say 
there  are  spies,  who  make  it  a  point  to  report  the  political 
proclivities  of  officials  who  oppose  the  Administration.  That 
is  known  to  the  Service. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  member  for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Tasse) 
told  us,  quite  unnecessarily,  that  he  was  going  to  vote  against 
the  amendment  “  for  various  reasons.”  I  should  suppose  he 
had  something  between  500  and  700  reasons  for  opposing  it, 
for  that  would  represent  the  proportion  in  which  the  civil 
servants  of  Ottawa  voted  at  his  election.  Were  this  amend¬ 
ment  adopted  it  would  simply  cut  away  the  ground  on 
which  he  stands,  and  seriously  endanger,  probably  destroy, 
his  prospect  of  continuing  to  hold  his  seat.  No  wonder  he 
is  opposed  to  the  disfranchisement  of  civil  servants,  but  the 
fact  that  he  is  opposed  to  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
merits  of  the  case.  Should  the  Opposition  come  into  power 
at  the  next  election,  what  is  there  to  prevent  them  making 
^  clean  sweep  and  putting  in  a  considerable  number  of  civil 
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servants  whose  votes  would  elect  any  member  we  chose  for 
Ottawa?  Would  the  hon. gentleman  then  object  to  the  dis¬ 
franchisement  of  the  service  as  strongly  as  he  does  now  ? 
He  asked  what  Civil  Service  employees  desire  to  be  deprived 
of  the  right  to  vote.  The  hon.  member  for  P.E.I. 
(Mr.  Davies)  said  that  some  civil  servants  did  so  desire. 
Perhaps  the  hon.  member  for  Ottawa  would  like  to  know 
their  names,  but  I  think  he  should  be  satisfied  with  the 
assurance  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  not  enquire  farther. 
I  hope  he  will  be  satisfied  with  his  assurance  that  there  are 
some  members  of  the  Civil  Service  who  do  not  want  to  be 
called  upon  to  make  an  invidious  choice  between  their  political 
opinions  and  those  superiors  on  whom  their  bread  and  butter 
depends.  He  wants  to  know  whether  the  ballot  does  not  secure 
the  utmost  freedom  of  action  ;  whether,  under  the  ballot,  it 
is  possible  to  know  how  people  vote,  and  who  can  toll  how 
the  Civil  Service  are  going  to  vote  ?  I  think  the  two  mem¬ 
bers  for  Ottawa  city  can  generally  tell  how  they  are  going 
to  vote.  I  think  they  had  an  idea  before  the  last  election. 

Mr.  MACKINTOSH.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  other  member  for  the  city  of  Ottawa 
says  yes,  that  they  had.  No  doubt  they  canvassed  them. 
They  would  have  been  very  foolish  not  to  canvass  them,  under 
the  present  system.  It  is  then  established,  on  the  confession 
of  one  of  the  members  for  the  city  of  Ottawa,  that  they  knew 
how  the  Civil  Service  were  going  to  vote.  Does  the  hon. 
member  for  Ottawa  who  has  spoken  on  this  subject  (Mr. 
Tass6),  mean  to  say  that  the  civil  servants  are  of  such  a 
character  that  they  cannot  tell  how  they  are  going  to  vote — 
after  they  have  stated  how  they  will  vote,  that  they  cannot 
be  believed  ?  I  do  not  believe  he  has  any  such  inten¬ 
tion  ;  I  do  not  believe  he  saw  the  consequences  of  the 
statement  he  was  making;  but  in  that  statement  he 
insulted  the  whole  Civil  Service.  The  idea  of  asking 
whether  the  ballot  secures  secrecy  in  reference  to  the 
way  in  which  a  man  votes  !  I  do  not  suppose  that  one  civ  I 
servant  out  of  ten  would  refuse  to  answer  the  question  as  to 
how  ho  was  going  to  vote ;  and,  if  he  did,  his  refusal  would 
give  the  answer.  That  man  would  have  magnificent 
chances  for  promotion  ;  he  would  have  a  very  powerful 
claim  upon  the  hon.  members  for  Ottawa  when  the  next 
vacancy  occurred  !  It  is  clear  that  the  members  for, the 
city  of  Ottawa  know  to  a  nicety,  know  to  a  man,  how 
every  member  of  the  Civil  Service  will  vote,  if  he  votes  at 
all.  The  only  question  will  be  :  Does  he  vote?  There  can 
be  no  mistake  of  that  point.  The  list  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  committee,  and  if  they  vote  it  is  known  whether  they 
voted  Eeform  or  Conservative.  Is  it  hard  to  find  how  many 
of  the  Civil  Service  have  supported  their  temporary  mas¬ 
ters,  how  many  have  refused  to  vote,  and  how  many  have 
gone  out  to  support  the  Opposition  ?  It  is  not  hard  to 
understand  what  will  follow  the  casting-up  of  this  balance 
sheet.  It  is  not  hard  to  see  that  those  who  voted  will  feel 
the  effects  sooner  or  later.  No  one  has  contended  that  no 
civil  servant  was  promoted  for  merit.  The  service  would 
not  last  five  years  if  no  one  was  promoted  for  merit.  They 
must  promote  some  persons  who  have  made  themselves 
indispensable,  but  a  Eeformer  must  be  very  indispensable 
indeed  before  he  has  any  chance  of  high  promotion.  We  all 
know  that  the  general  rule  is  that  those  who  are  of  Liberal 
antecedents,  and  show  no  extraordinary  merit,  sufficient  to 
make  themselves  indispensable,  must  be  content  with  the 
annual  increment  of  $50,  until  they  reach  the  head  of  their 
class,  and  must  wait  there  uatil  the  Government  is  forced 
to  promote  one  of  them  occasionally  ;  but,  while  this  pro- 
oess  is  going  on,  political  friends  of  the  Government  are 
being  taken  in  and  put  over  the  heads  of  those  who  ought  to 
have  been  promoted.  It  is  not  only  this  Government  that 
has  done  these  things,  but  every  Government  in  Canada  has 
done  acts  of  that  sort,  which  might  be  construed  as  political 
favoritism.  ^My  hon.  friend  who  sits  in  front  of  me  may 
Mr,  Casey, 
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have  been  misled,  but  it  has  been  rumored  that  political 
favoritism  has  influenced  the  acts  of  every  Government  in 
Canada.  The  question  has  been  asked,  in  a  sneering  way, 
across  the  House  :  Can  you  give  any  instance  of  partisan¬ 
ship  ?  I  know  there  are  a  number  of  people  in  the  Civil 
Service  who  have  no  particular  political  views,  who  have 
been  so  long  in  the  Service  that  they  have  come  to  be  mere 
executive  machines,  and  do  not  care  about  parties  at  all.  But 
most  of  them  are  not  so.  They  were  put  in  the  Service  because 
they  were  political  partisans  or  the  friends  of  political  par¬ 
tisans,  and  no  doubt  they  preserve  the  same  views,  unless  they 
are  miserable  turncoats,  who  have  been  bought  by  an  office 
to  desert  their  party.  I  do  not  say  that  there  are  any  of 
that  kind;  I  do  not  know  that  there  are  any;  but  it 
is  possible  to  imagine  one.  We  are  asked  if  the  Service  is 
partisan  as  a  whole.  I  think  the  answer  must  be,  that  if  it 
is  not  partisan  as  a  whole,  there  is  a  majority  of  partisans 
in  it.  The  length  of  time  the  Conservative  party  has  been 
in  power,  during  the  last  thirty  or  forty  years,  has  greatly 
exceeded  the  time  the  Eeform  party  has  been  in  power. 
As  to  particular  cases.  We  had  an  instance  of  a  Mr.  Gray, 
an  employe  of  the  House  of  Commons  Post  Office,  I 
believe,  who  was  sent  out  to  do  political  work.  Then  there 
was  Mr.  Evanturel,  who  was  a  civil  servant  when  my  hon. 
friend  from  East  York  was  in  power,  who  canvassed  against 
the  Government  of  which  he  was  a  servant.  Political  par¬ 
tisanship  may  be  exercised  both  ways.  After  Mr.  Evan¬ 
turel  went  out  of  the  Service  he  received  his  reward.  He 
received  a  retiring  allowance  of  $1,000,  and  he  was  made 
the  Conservative  candidate  for  Prescott  county,  for  the 
Local  House,  against  Mr.  Hagar.  Was  he  a  partisan,  and 
did  his  partisanship  d.»  nim  any  good?  The  members  for 
Ottawa  would  answer  in  the  negative,  no  doubt.  But 
there  are  more  unpleasant  ways  in  which  partisan¬ 
ship  has  been  shown.  It  has  been  published  in  the 
papers  that  a  certain  person  named  Dionne,  in  connection 
with  one  named  Garon,  the  former  being  an  employe  of 
the  Department  of  Public  Works,  were  fined  in  the  police 
court  for  inciting  a  number  of  persons,  mostly  belonging  to 
the  Civil  Service ;  in  fact,  for  heading  a  mob  of  these  persons 
and  creating  a  disturbance  in  a  meeting  at  St.  Anne’s,  in  this 
city.  When  the  partisanship  of  the  Service  breaks  out  in 
such  a  disagreeable  form  as  this  we  cannot  shut  our  eyes 
to  it.  I  do  not  say  that  the  whole  of  the  Service  is  parti¬ 
san.  There  are  a  number  who  are  impartial,  and  a  number 
who  are  indifferent;  but  the  newer  part  of  the  Service, 
those  who  are  fresh  from  receiving  their  reward,  are  active 
partisans  of  the  Government,  and  it  has  never  been  the  policy 
for  the  present  Government  to  discourage  that  partisanship. 
The  hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.B  (Mr.  Foster)  went  into  a 
long  eulogy  of  the  ability  of  the  civil  servabts — as  if  that 
had  anything  to  do  with  the  case.  He  was  asked :  Is  not 
a  judge  just  as  able  and  just  as  well  qualified  as  a  civil 
servant?  And  he  said  there  was  a  great  difference  between 
the  two  cases.  So  there  is  a  great  difference,  and  it  is  thi3 : 
that  the  judge  may  be  assumed  to  be  an  infinitely  superior 
man,  mentally,  and  to  have  a  greater  stake  in  the  country, 
and  to  have  a  clearer  comprehension  of  political  issue,  than 
any  member,  except  the  highest  grade,  of  the  Civil  Service. 
Anotherdifference  is,  that  the  judge  is  absolutely  independent 
of  the  Government  of  the  day.  He  holds  his  office  during 
good  behavior,  and  can  only  be  removed  by  misconduct,  or 
a  breach  of  trust  of  his  office.  But  the  civil  servant  can  be 
removed  any  morning  by  his  political  head.  There  is  no 
parallel  between  the  two  cases.  If  the  judge,  highly 
educated,  and  with  the  knowledge  of  law  and  statesmanship 
he  must  possess,  is  not  qualified  to  vote,  on  the  ground  of 
dependence,  how  can  the  Civil  Service  clerk  bo  qualifijd, 
whose  salary  is  the  only  means  of  maintenance  he  has  iu 
the  world,  whose  existence  as  a  servant  is  depen¬ 
dent  on  the  mere  caprice  or  the  ill-humor  of  his 
political  superior?  All  legislators  have  decided,  as  a 
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rule,  not  to  enfranchise  judges,  and  all  the  more 
strongly  should  we  decide  not  to  enfranchise  civil  ser¬ 
vants,  who,  as  compared  with  the  judges,  are  mere  creatures 
of  the  Minister’s  will  and  pleasure.  But  the  hon.  member 
for  King’s,  N.  B.,  went  on  the  draw  a  parallel  between  the 
case  of  the  civil  servants  of  the  Dominion  and  those  of  the 
Provinces;  and  he  said  the  appointee  of  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ment  was  entirely  in  the  power  of  that  Government,  and 
that  it  was  not  so  in  the  case  of  the  Dominion  appointee. 
Well,  Sir,  whose  creature  is  the  Dominion  civil  servant,  if 
he  is  not  the  creature  of  the  Government  who  appoints  him  ? 
He  says  there  is  a  test  of  fitness  imposed  that  excludes  men 
who  are  ignorant  of  matters  contained  in  examination  papers. 
But  the  passing  of  that  test  does  not  give  them  a  right  to  be 
in  the  Service.  The  law  only  provides  that  they  may  not  be 
appointed  unless  they  pass  that  test.  We  do  not  object  to 
that,  but  we  complain  that  no  man  can  be  appointed  unless  he 
is  a  Tory,  or  the  particular  friend  of  a  Tory.  We  do  not  com¬ 
plain  that  the  oivil  servants  are  ignorant,  and  not  able  to  vote 
intelligently,  but  we  complain  that  many  of  them  are  parti¬ 
sans,  and  that  they  are  unable  to  exercise  the  franchise  freely 
and  intelligently,  from  the  knowledge  of  what  is  hanging 
over  them  if  they  go  against  the  Government.  He  says  that 
in  the  Dominion  Service  officials  are  appointed  during 
good  behavior.  I  was  astonished  to  hear  him  say 
that ;  we  know  it  is  not  the  case.  A  judge  is  appointed 
during  good  behavior,  but  a  civil  servant  is  not;  he  is 
appointed  during  the  pleasure  of  the  Minister,  and  is  liable 
to  be  dismissed  at  any  moment,  with  or  without  reason 
given.  Of  course,  it  is  usual  to  give  a  reason,  but  he  may 
be  discharged,  so  far  as  the  law  goes,  with  or  without  a 
reason.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  in  the  Provinces 
they  get  their  pay  direct  from  the  Government,  and  that  it 
is  not  so  in  the  Dominion  Service.  Well,  where  in  the 
name  of  goodness  do  they  get  their  pay  in  the  Dominion 
Service,  if  it  is  not  from  the  Government  ?  Are  they  paid 
by  fees  ?  Are  they  paid  from  the  proceeds  of  concerts  held 
for  their  benefit  ?  If  they  do  not  get  their  pay  direct  from 
the  Government,  where  do  they  get  it  from  ?  Certainly, 
they  get  their  salaries  from  the  Government,  and  the 
Government  may  raise  them,  by  promoting  the  civil  ser¬ 
vants,  or  lower  them,  by  degrading  the  civil  servants.  They 
are  utterly  dependent  on  the  will  of  the  Government.  The 
hon.  gentleman  gees  on  to  say  that  promotion  goes  by 
examination  in  the  Dominion  Service,  and  here  again 
I  was  astonished  to  hear  the  hon.  gentleman  say 
that.  Promotion  goes  by  the  same  rule  as  appointments. 
A  man  cannot  be  promoted  until  he  has  passed  a  certain 
examination,  but  his  promotion  afterwards  is  entirely  at 
the  discretion  of  his  superior.  The  superior  can  say  to  this 
man  :  Step  up ;  or  to  the  other  man  :  Step  down.  The  hon. 
gentleman's  contention  that  the  Dominion  Civil  Service  is 
more  independent  than  that  of  the  Pi’ovinces  is  absurd  on 
the  face  of  it.  His  argument  is  based  on  the  assumption 
that  the  Provinces  nave  no  Civil  Service  Acts ;  but  surely  a 
gentleman  of  his  political  knowledge  cannot  be  ignorant 
of  the  fact  that  most  of  the  Provinces  have  a  Civil  Service 
Act,  and  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  the  Civil  Service  Act 
is  every  bit  as  severe  as  the  Dominion  Act,  and  therefore 
every  check  that  exists  here,  exists  in  the  largest  Province 
of  the  Dominion,  and  in  most  of  the  others.  I  am  bound, 
however,  to  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman,  when  he  says 
that  a  man’s  interest  in  the  country  springs  from  other 
motives  than  the  right  to  cast  a  vote.  Now,  that  very  truth 
demolishes  all  the  house  of  cards  that  he  tried  to  build  up 
in  opposition  to  this  amendment.  Why,  Sir,  if  a  man’s 
interest  in  the  country  and  his  desire  to  do  his  duty  to 
the  country  does  not  depend  on  his  right  to  vote,  why  op¬ 
pose  taking  the  right  to  vote  away  from  him  ?  His 
loyalty  to  the  country  and  his  desire  to  do  his 
duty  to  the  country  are  manifested  in  doing  his 
duty  in  the  position  he  holds  as  a  civil  servant.  That 


is  what  he  is  hired  for,  that  is  what  he  is  paid  for — to  exer¬ 
cise  his  loyalty  to  the  country  as  a  civil  servant.  That  is 
where  ho  can  exercise  all  those  great  abilities  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  credited  him  with,  and  which  so  many  of 
the  civil  servants  undoubtedly  possess.  An  attempt  has  been 
made  to  make  a  great  point  about  the  partisanship  of  certain 
Ontario  officials.  But  these  are  not  of  the  same  class  as 
those  who  will  not  be  touched  by  this  amendment. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  They  are  worse.  They  go  out 
when  the  Government  goes  out. 

Mr.  CASEY.  We  are  willing  to  allow  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  have  all  suoh  officials  in  his  county  to  help  him. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  help  myself,  without  officials. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  is  much  worse 
treated  than  his  confreres. 

Mr.  WHITE.  How  would  I  get  them  appointed,  when 
there  are  no  positions  for  them. 

Mr.  CASEY.  This  Bill  will  make  positions.  If  the 
McCarthy  Act  is  sustained  there  will  be  plenty  of  positions. 
In  my  county  there  has  been  an  inspector  of  licenses, 
at  a  salary  of  $600.  One  year  he  had  no  licenses  to  inspect ; 
another  year  he  had  one.  If  the  McCarthy  Act  is  sustained 
by  the  Privy  Council,  this  amendment  will  not  prevent 
officials  appointed  under  it  from  voting  and  helping  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Hasting. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  do  not  want  their  help. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  deny  that  all  officials  in  Ontario  are  Grit 
partisans.  I  am  informed  that  the  Ontario  license  inspector 
at  Ottawa  was  a  Conservative  when  he  was  appointed,  and 
has  never  since  aided  the  Reform  Government. 

Mr.  TASS&  Do  you  mean  to  say  he  has  interfered 
against  the  local  Government. 

Mr.  CASEY.  He  has  not  interfered  at  all.  I  am  so 
informed  ;  I  do  not  know  personally, 

Mr,  WHITE.  He  could  not  hold  his  position  if  he  did 
not. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  am  informed  that  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Lanark  (Mr.  Jamieson)  was  a  license  commissioner* 
under  the  Mowat  Government. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  Mowat  at  first  appointed  two  Reform 
commissioners  and  one  Conservative  commissioner  in  each 
district.  He  soon  changed  his  idea,  and  he  now  appoints 
all  Reformers. 

Mr.  CASEY.  There  is  the  case  of  a  body  of  officers  who 
were  wiped  out  by  the  stroke  of  a  pen — I  mean  the  inspectors 
of  weights  and  measures  appointed  by  the  Reformers.  The 
hon.  member  for  East  Hastings  has  declared  he  thought  in¬ 
terference  by  officials  in  politics  was  wrong,  and  asked  us  to 
stop  Mowat.  In  turn,  I  ask  him  and  his  colleagues  to  stop 
the  First  Minister.  He  should  unite  with  some  hon.  gentle* 
men  opposite,  not  including  the  hon.  members  for  Ottawa 
city,  who  do  not  feel  in  that  way,  in  producing  an  impression 
on  their  leader,  so  as  to  lead  him  not  to  allow  the  servants  of 
the  country  and  not  of  any  party  to  become  political  par¬ 
tisans  and  take  part  in  political  contests. 

Mr.  HACKETT.  It  is  very  unreasonable  that  the  civil 
servants  of  the  country,  who  form  a  very  intelligent  class, 
should  be  deprived  of  the  privilege  of  casting  their  ballot. 
There  could  not  be  a  greater  hardship  inflicted  on  them, 
and  I  am  surprised  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  who  pre¬ 
tend  to  be  very  much  in  favor  of  extending  the  franchise, 
should  seek  to  so  much  restrict  it.  The  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  has  make  a  stirring  appeal  to  this 
House,  and  has  spoken  very  strongly  with  regard  to  the 
civil  servants.  He  said  that  in  188 J,  at  the  time  of  his 
olection,  some  of  his  most  prominent  opponents  were  civil 
servants,  who  went  from  place  to  place  and  opposed  him  on 
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every  possible  occasion.  This  is  the  first  time  I  have  heard  1 

the  statement  made  in  public.  Of  course  I  do  not  doubt  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  statement. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
in  my  county. 

Mr.  HACKETT.  No ;  I  was  looking  after  my  own  county. 
So  far  as  relates  to  the  county  of  Prince,  in  1882  civil  ser¬ 
vants,  and  there  are  civil  servants  there  on  both  sides  of 
politics,  did  not  take  any  active  part  in  the  campaign.  I 
am  of  the  opinion  that  if  such  active  measures  had  been 
taken  by  them  in  Queen’s  county  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
mentions,  we  should  have  heard  of  it  in  the  Opposition 
press  at  that  time,  and  that  press  would  have  called  the 
attention  of  the  country  to  the  stand  taken  by  the  civil 
servants.  But  the  hon.  gentleman’s  experience  on  that 
occasion  was  only  the  experience  I  had  in  1878,  when  I  first 
contested  Prince.  The  whole  Civil  Service  of  the  Island 
was  in  the  hands  of  the  Opposition.  In  1874  a  sweeping 
change  was  made,  and  all  civil  servants  who  were  appointed 
by  the  Conseryative  party  were  dismissed  without  cause. 
They  were  all  removed  ;  one  or  two  were  appointed  again, 
but  the  great  majority  of  the  civil  servants  of  the  Island  of 
Prince  Edward  were  Liberals  in  1878.  Sir,  if  active 
measures  had  been  taken  by  the  Conservative  Civil  Service 
in  1882, 1  want  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  gentleman  what 
measures  were  taken  by  the  Liberal  Civil  Service  in  1878. 
We  all  know  that  the  superintendent  of  the  Island  Railway, 
Mr.  McKechnie,  a  respectable  gentleman  in  other  respects, 
who  was  appointed  by  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr. 
Mackenzie)  issued  a  circular  letter — I  do  not  know  if  he 
had  the  authority  of  the  Minister,  but  he  was  acting  directly 
under  him — but  he  issued  this  letter  to  every  employe  on 
the  railway,  instructing  them  to  vote  for  the  Liberal 
candidate. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  HACKETT.  It  is  a  fact,  for  the  letter  was  published 
and  I  saw  it  in  the  hands  of  a  section-man.  It  was  sent  to 
all  the  workmen  on  the  road. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  All  that  I  can  say  is,  that  I  never 
heard  of  it. 

Mr.  HACKETT.  I  am  sure  the  hon.  gentleman  would 
be  too  fair  a  man  ;  but  nevertheless  the  superintendent  of 
the  Island  Railway  on  that  occasion  did  as  I  state.  It  is  a 
matter  of  public  notoriety,  and  we  know,  Sir,  that  when  the 
pressmen  visited  Prince  Edward  Island,  1  think  in  1877,  a 
gentleman  who  was  the  editor  of  the  Conservative  paper  in 
my  own  county,  and  who,  I  think,  is  within  the  sound  of 
my  voice  at  this  moment,  made  application  to  Mr.  Mackenzie 
to  have  a  pass  over  the  railway,  the.  same  as  the  other 
members  of  the  Press  Association,  but  he  was  refused,  and 
he  was  told  that  it  was  not  customary  to  give  passes  to 
Opposition  editors.  You  can  imagine  the  contest  we  must 
have  fought,  contending  for  the  Conservative  cause  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  in  1878,  with  such  partisans  controlling  the 
Departments  there.  Some  of  the  Grits — some  of  my  oppo¬ 
nents  in  1878— were  Customs  officers  who  went  from  meet¬ 
ing  to  meeting  and  took  the  platform  against  me,  and  made 
the  most  stirring  speeches. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  As  they  do  now. 

Mr.  HACKETT.  The  most  exciting  election,  almost, 
that  we  ever  had  on  the  Island,  took  place  last  summer, 
when  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Queen’s  (Mr.  Jenkins) 
was  returned ;  and  1  have  not  seen  it  stated  in  the 
press,  nor  has  it  been  brought  to  my  notice,  that  the 
Custom  house  officials,  or  the  railway  officials,  in  the  county, 
holding  Dominion  offices,  took  the  stump  and  canvassed  in 
favor  of  the  Government  candidate.  Now,  a  great  deal  has 
been  said  about  the  superannuation  of  Mr.  McNabb.  He 
was  net  superannuated  for  any  services  he  rendered  in 
Mr,  Hackett. 


Prince  Edward  Island;  he  was  not  there  during  any  elec¬ 
tion  contest.  He  was  for  twenty-five  or  thirty  years  in  the 
service  of  his  country  elsewhere  as  a  railway  engineer.  He 
was  a  competent  and  capable  man,  until  he  met  with  an 
accident ;  but  he  was  of  that  nervous  temperament  and  dis¬ 
position,  and  felt  so  badly  the  effect  of  the  accident  which 
ho  met  with,  that  he  applied  for  superannuation.  The  doc¬ 
tors  sent  very  strong  certificates  to  the  Government ;  and 
in  compliance  with  his  request,  having  served  his  country  so 
long,  he  was  superannuated,  and  I  do  not  think  he  received 
anything  more  than  justice  at  the  hands  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  HACKETT.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  “  hear,  hear.” 
We  have  men  in  Prince  Edward  Island  in  the  service  of  the 
railway  who  are  75  years  of  age.  Perhaps  they  have  not 
applied  for  superannuation  ;  I  do  not  think  they  have.  I 
believe  they  are  not  able  to  perform  their  duties,  but  the 
right  hon.  the  First  Minister,  in  a  mistaken  feeling  of 
sympathy,  no  doubt,  has  stood  by  them,  and  would  not 
superannuate  them,  simply  because  he  thinks  it  would  be 
unfair,  and  because  they  have  not  been  a  sufficiently  long 
time  in  the  service  to  entitle  them  to  any  great  amount  of 
superannuation.  I  hope  that  his  kindness  in  this  respect 
will  be  rewarded.  I  do  not  think  that  very  strong  pressure 
has  been  brought  to  bear  on  him  from  the  Island,  at  all 
events,  and  I  think  those  who  have  been  a  long  time  in  the 
service  should  not  be  put  out  of  their  positions  without 
receiving  fair  superannuation.  I  say  it  would  be  an 
unreasonable  thing,  it  would  be  a  terrible  mistake,  that  the 
intelligent  civil  servants  of  this  country,  from  one  end  to 
the  other,  should  be  disfranchised,  and  more  especially  by 
the  acts  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  We  know  the  stand 
they  took  with  regard  to  the  Indians;  how  hotly  and 
strongly  they  opposed  granting  the  franchise  to  the  Indians 
possessing  property  qualifications,  the  same  as  white 
men  ;  and  now  they  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  the  capable 
and  intelligent  civil  servant  of  the  country  should  be  dis¬ 
franchised.  The  principal  reason  they  had  that  the  Indians 
should  not  be  enfranchised  was  that  they  were  not  intel¬ 
ligent  men,  but  here  we  have  intelligent  and  competent 
men,  and  they  would  place  these  men  in  the  same  category 
with  the  Indians.  I  think  it  would  be  a  mistake  if  the 
amendment  were  adopted,  and  I  shall  oppose  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  used  some  argu¬ 
ments  which  I  think  are  very  strongly  in  favor  of  the 
amendment.  If  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statements  can  be 
received  and  full  credence  given  to  them,  the  facts  appear 
to  be,  that  every  Liberal  appointee  on  the  Island  disgraces 
his  position  by  making  himself  a  strong  political  partisan. 
On  every  hustings  he  says  that  these  men  appeared 

Mr.  HACKETT.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Does  he  approve  of  it  ? 

Mr.  HACKETT.  I  say  that  is  not  done  now. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  He  says  that  they  work  day  and  night 
in  the  interest  of  the  Reform  party,  but  that  the  Conserva¬ 
tive  appointees  are  the  most  immaculate  men  that  ever 
lived.  Does  the  bitterest  partisan  on  that  side  of  the  House 
believe  it  ? 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  If  you  say  so,  we  must  believe  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  notice  the  hon.  member  for  Toronto  is 
one  exception,  and  I  am  glad  of  it ;  no,  I  see  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Richmond  signifies  his  approval,  too.  The  fact  is, 
that  the  appointees  made  in  1873  and  dismissed  by  the 
Mackenzie  Government  were  appointments  made  by  a 
moribund  Tory  Government,  just  as  they  were  going  out  of 
office.  We  need  not  go  back  to  these  old  sores,  but  many 
ot  those  on  the  Island  who  hold  Customs  offices,  or  who 
have  been  railway  superintendents — no,  I  will  not  say  the 
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present  superintendent  of  the  railway,  because  he  has  acted 
impartially  in  political  matters,  but  some  men  under  him, 
the  men  who  control  the  subordinates  of  the  railway,  exor¬ 
cise  their  influence  without  hesitation  in  getting  the 
employes  to  vote  in  favor  of  the  political  party  to  which 
they  belong.  It  is  notorious  that,  in  the  last  election,  officials 
took  the  stump  and  canvassed  from  house  to  house  against 
me. 

Mr.  HACKETT.  Name. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  first  one  that  occurs  to  me  is  the  col¬ 
lector  of  Customs  at  Rustico,  who  did  nothing  for  five  weeks, 
except  to  draw  his  pay  and  attend  to  politics.  Talk  about 
the  press ;  that  was  named  in  the  press  at  the  time,  but 
perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  read  the  papers  of  the 
Opposition  side  of  politics  very  carefully.  He  was  not  on  the 
Island  at  the  time,  but  perhaps  his  colleague,  who  knows  the 
facts,  will  say  whether  I  am  over-stating  them  or  not.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  made  an  attack  on  Mr.  McKechnie.  I 
am  not  concerned  in  defending  him,  but  I  had  an  intimate 
acquaintance  with  him,  and  I  must  say  that  there  was  less 
politics  on  the  Prince  Edward  Island  Kailway  then  than  there 
has  been  since,  and  that  the  politicians  of  both  sides  were 
allowed  full  liberty  to  visit  the  railway  works  to  canvass,  a 
liberty  which  is  now  refused.  I  say  the  statements  of  the 
hon.  gentleman,  applied  to  his  political  opponents,  show  con¬ 
clusively  that  the  amendment  should  be  adopted,  because 
his  opponents,  at  least,  appear  to  have  no  right  to  the  fran¬ 
chise,  because  they  would  abuse  it.  He  wishes  the  House  to 
assume  that  the  Conservative  appointments  are  all  immacu¬ 
late.  That  is  always  the  case.  The  appointees  of  the  Conser¬ 
vative  ‘party  are  always  pure  and  spotless  in  their  political 
life.  He  always  does  his  duty,  never  interferes  in  politics, 
and  is  always  pure  and  spotless  in  his  political  life — that  is 
what  he  wants  us  to  assume.  He  knows  that  is  nonsense. 

Mr.  HACKETT.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  totally  mis¬ 
represented  what  I  said.  I  said  that  in  1878  officials  took 
part  in  politics,  but  that  in  1882  they  did  not ;  they 
appeared  then  to  have  a  proper  sense  of  their  duty.  The 
hon.  gentleman  named  one ;  but  he  is  a  man  who  only 
receives  $100  per  annum,  and  who  does  not  occuny  a  very 
high  or  important  position.  Although  I  think  a  public 
official  has  no  right  to  go  on  a  public  platform  and  make 
speeches,  I  think  he  would  have  a  right  to  deposit  his  bal¬ 
lot  ;  and  that  is  what  the  great  bulk  of  the  civil  servants 
on  Prince  Edward  Island  do. 

Mr.  TASSfj.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  not  yet 
made  good  their  contention,  that  the  men  who  constitute  the 
Civil  Service  desire  to  be  deprived  of  their  political  rights, 
and  I  do  not  think  they  can  do  so.  During  the  last  few 
days  this  House  has  been  flooded  with  petitions  signed  by 
Liberal  supporters  of  the  Opposition- — — 

Mr.  LISTEE.  And  Conservatives. 

Mr.  TASSE.  Well,  beforo  taking  the  responsibility  of 
asking  the  committee  to  deprive  the  men  who  compose  the 
Civil  Service  of  the  right  to  vote,  I  think  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  should  at  least  present  to  the  House  a  petition, 
signed  by  a  sufficient  number  of  those  gentlemen,  express¬ 
ing  their  desire  to  be  deprived  of  that  right  which  they 
have  exercised  so  far. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  And  be  dismissed  for  sending  such 
a  petition. 

Mr.  TASSE.  If  it  had  been  presented  under  the  Administra¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  might  have  occurred.  No 
such  petition  has  been  presented  to  us,  and  I  deny  that  hon. 
gentlemen  sitting  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  have  a 
right  to  pose  here  as  the  mouthpieces  of  the  Civil  Service, 
because  they  have  not  been  authorised  by  them  to  state  that 
they  desire  to  be  deprived  of  the  franchise.  I  believe  it  is 
contrary  to  the  public  welfare  that  public  employes  should 


interfere  actively  in  politics ;  but  the  members  of  the  Civil 
Service,  who  are  intelligent  men,  who  possess  a  deep 
acquaintance  with  the  public  affairs  of  this  country,  who 
are  thoroughly  posted  as  to  the  political  antecedents  of  the 
public  men  of  this  country,  are  in  a  better  position,  owing 
to  these  exceptional  causes,  to  give  an  intelligent  vote  than 
almost  any  other  class  of  the  community ;  and  we  ought 
not  to  take  the  responsibility  of  depriving  these  men  of  the 
right  of  voting,  without  knowing  that  such  is  their  desire. 
I  deny  that  all  tho  members  of  the  Civil  Service  in  Ottawa 
belong  to  the  Conservative  party.  A  very  fair  percentage 
of  them  belong,  as  we  all  know,  to  the  Liberal  party. 

Mr.  LISTEE.  Not  many. 

Mr.  TASSE.  Well,  if  my  hon.  friend  had  been  in  Ottawa 
during  the  Administration  of  the  Liberal  party,  extending 
from  1874  to  1878,  when  hundreds  of  appointments  were 
made,  he  would,  perhaps,  have  come  to  another  conclusion. 
I  deny  that  tho  voting  members  of  the  Civil  Service  are  all 
on  the  Conservative  side,  but  I  say  now,  that  they  ought  to 
be,  after  the  effort  that  has  been  made  by  their  Liberal 
friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  to  deprive  them  of 
the  right  of  giving  an  independent  opinion  on  the  public 
affairs  of  the  country.  I  would  say  to  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  that  the  Conservative  candidates 
of  this  city  do  not  depend  on  the  votes  of  the  Civil  Service 
to  be  elected.  It  is  true,  we  receive  a  majority  of  their 
votes,  and  I  am  proud  of  it,  because  they  are  votes  of  men 
who  are  capable  of  making  an  intelligent  choice  between 
the  candidates  who  offer  themselves  for  conducting  the 
public  affairs  of  the  Dominion.  There  are  in  the  city 
5,000  votes,  out  of  which  300  or  400  belong  to  the  Civil 
Service ;  and  a  better  proof  that  the  Conservative  candi¬ 
dates  of  this  city  are  not  elected  mainly  by  the  Civil  Service 
vote  lies  in  the  fact  that  at  the  last  election,  as  well  as  in 
that  of  1878,  the  Conservative  candidates  had  a  majority, 
not  only  in  the  section  of  the  capital  where  the  Civil  Service 
vote  is  situated,  but  we  had  the  honor  to  secure  a  majority 
in  every  ward,  and  especially  in  that  section  of  Ottawa 
where  the  working  classes  live — in  the  ward  of  Ottawa,  in 
the  ward  of  Victoria,  and  in  By  ward,  as  well  as  in  every 
other  ward  of  this  city.  This  fact  proves  conclusively  that 
the  Conservative  candidates  have  not  to  depend  on  the 
Civil  Service  vote  to  obtain  seats  in  this  House  as  the 
representatives  of  Ottawa.  Is  it  surprising  that  the  city  of 
Ottawa  should  have  expressed  itself  on  the  Conservative 
side  either  at  the  last  or  the  previous  election  ?  The  city 
of  Ottawa  has  only  done  what  has  been  done  by  every 
great  city  of  the  Dominion. 

An  hon.  MEMBEE.  No. 

Mr.  TASSE.  My  hon.  friend  says,  “no.”  On  what  side  was 
the  great  city  of  Montreal,  the  great  city  of  Toronto,  the 
great  city  of  Hamilton,  which  elects  Liberals  to  the  Local 
House,  the  city  of  Halifax,  and  a  great  many  other  cities  and 
towns  that  I  could  mention  ?  The  city  of  Ottawa  has  main¬ 
tained  its  political  principles,  and  I  am  afraid,  for  the  sake 
of  my  friends  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  that  as  long 
as  they  fail  to  submit  to  the  people  of  this  country  a  better 
policy  than  they  have  now,  it  will  be  many  years  before 
the  people  of  the  city  of  Ottawa  elect  members  to  support 
them. 

Mr.  IRVINE.  I  would  regret  very  much  to  give  my 
vote  to  prevent  any  resident  of  Canada  from  exercising  the 
franchise,  but  I  am  not  sure,  from  the  course  some  persons 
in  the  Outside  Service  have  pursued,  however  the  members 
of  the  Inside  Service  may  act,  that  it  would  be  a  very  whole¬ 
some  provision  to  deprive  them  of  the  use  of  the  franchise. 
With  reference  to  the  officials  in  my  own  county,  many  of 
whom  are  Conservatives,  in  both  elections  in  which  I  have 
run  I  must  say  that  they  have  pursued  a  wisely  reticent 
course,  and  I  have  not  the  slightest  fault  to  find  with 
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them.  I  cannot  say  the  same  in  reference  to  those  in  the 
constituency  the  hon.  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  represents. 
In  my  first  election  two  or  three  officers  in  the  Outside 
Service  came  down  to  my  constituency  and  canvassed  and 
spoke  against  me.  There  names  were  Mr.  Bedel,  collector, 
who  worked  in  the  parish  of  Kent,  on  the  east  side  of  the 
River  St.  John,  and  Mr.  Baird,  preventive  officer,  who 
worked  in  Wicklow,  on  the  east  side.  They  had  not,  how¬ 
ever,  much  influence  in  those  parishes,  for  they  were  given 
to  understand,  very  early  in  the  day,  that  they  had  much 
better  attend  to  their  own  business.  Men  such  as  these 
may  make  very  good  partisan  officers,  but  are  very  poor 
men  to  be  trusted  with  the  franchise. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  It  occurred  to  me  that  possibly  the  zeal 
now  manifested  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  on  this  question 
had  not  its  counterpart  when  they  held  office.  From  1813 
to  1878  they  held  office,  and  it  will  be  interesting  to  see  how 
far  they  then  held  to  the  principle  they  lay  down  to-day. 
From  Confederation  until  1873  the  election  laws  of  Canada 
in  force  previous  to  Confederation  were  continued,  and  in 
1873  a  temporary  Act  was  passed,  which  perpetuated  nearly 
all  the  principles  of  that  law.  In  1874,  however,  when  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  were  in  power,  they  introduced  an  elec¬ 
tion  Act,  and  in  that  Act  they  did  away  with  all  the  disa¬ 
bilities  of  the  old  Act,  as  regards  people  in  the  pay  of  the 
Government,  except  in  the  case  of  judges.  These  disabilities 
were  enacted  in  the  old  statutes  as  follows:-— 

“The  Chancellor  and  Vice-Chancellors  of  Upper  Canada, — the  Chief 
Justice  and  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  for  Lower  Canada, — 
the  Chief  Justices  and  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench  and  Com¬ 
mon  Pleas  in  Upper  Canada,  and  of  the  Superior  Court  in  Lower 
Canada, — the  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Vice-Admiralty  in  Lower  Canada, — 
the  Judge  of  any  Court  of  Escheats, — all  county  and  circuit  judges,  all 
commissioners  of  bankrupts, — all  recorders  of  cities, — all  officers  of  the 
Customs, — all  clerks  of  the  Peace,  registrars,  sheriffs,  deputy  sheriffs, 
deputy  clerks  of  the  Crown  and  agents  for  the  sale  of  Crown  lands, — 
and  officers  employed  in  the  collection  of  any  duties  payable  to  Her 
Majesty,  in  the  nature  of  duties  of  Excise, — shall  be  disqualified,  and 
incompetent  to  vote  at  any  election  of  a  member  of  the  Legislative  Coun¬ 
cil  or  of  the  Legislative  Assembly.” 

This  section  was  repealed  and  section  39  of  Act  of  1874  was 
p@t  in  its  place,  as  follows  : 

“  The  Chancellor  and  Vice-Chancellors  of  Ontario  and  the  jndges  of 
any  court  now  existing  or  to  be  hereafter  created,  whose  appointment 
shall  rest  with  the  Governor-General  of  the  Dominion,  shall  be  disquali¬ 
fied  and  incompetent  to  vote  at  the  election  of  a  member  to  the  House  of 
Commons  of  Canada.” 

These  very  officials  whom  those  hon.  gentlemen  now  want 
to  see  disqualified  were  disqualified  under  the  old  Act; 
their  disqualification  was  continued  uDder  the  Act  of  1873, 
but  it  was  removed  by  the  Act  of  1874,  the  work  of 
the  party  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  some  of  those 
hon.  gentlemen  then  bad  seats  in  this  House.  We  have 
had  a  great  many  mature  opinions  as  to  what  the  ballot 
would  and  would  not  do ;  and  it  is  remarkable  how 
differently  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  regard  its  working  in 
this  particular  compared  with  their  views  as  to  its  effect 
when  introducing  the  measure.  The  hon.  Mr.  Dorion,  in 
introducing  his  election  Bill,  giving  the  ballot  and  removing 
the  disabilities  hon.  gentlemen  now  wish  to  restore, 
said  :  • 

“  He  would  add  that  secret  voting,  while  it  did  not  prevent  candidates 
paying  away  as  much  money  as  they  pleased,  would  so  regulate  matters 
that  the  party  who  paid  money  would  not  know  how  the  party  to  whom 
he  paid  it  had  exercised  the  franchise,  and  thus  the  ballot  would  take 
away  one  of  the  principal  inducements  to  bribery.” 

Now,  if  any  man  in  the  world  would  be  apt  to  know  how  a 
person  voted  under  tbe  ballot  it  would  be  the  man  who  paid 
money  to  get  him  to  vote  a  certain  way.  Later  on,  we 
find  that  when  the  hon.  Chief  Justice’s  opinion  was  asked 
as  to  the  advisability  of  excluding  Civil  Service  clerks,  he 
said  : 

“Under  the  ballot,  he  could  not  see  why  Government  officials,  includ¬ 
ing  Customs  officers,  should  not  vote.  He  thought  every  one  should 
vote  under  the  ballot.  His  motives  for  prohibiting  judges  from  voting 
[and  I  commend  this  .to  my  hon.  friend,  my  intelligent,  learned,  good-  I 
natured  friend  from  Queen’s,  P.E.I.,  (Mr.  Davies)]  was  that  he  did  not  • 
Mr.  Irvine. 


consider  it  was  desirable  they  should  mix  themselves  up  in  politics! 
because,  if  they  did,  they 'would  not  have  the  confidence  reposed  in  them 
by  the  public  it  was  desirable  they  should  have.” 

Mr.  DAVIES.  That  is  the  kernel  of  the  whole  thing. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  suppose  my  hon.  friend  understands 
that  a  judge  has  to  do  with  trials,  and  if  he  takes  part  in 
politics  he  will  be  apt  to  lose  the  confidence  of  those  who 
appear  before  him,  who  may  belong  to  the  opposite  political 
party.  I  commend  these  salutary  lessons  to  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  and  to  none  more  than  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  who,  if  I  mistake  not,  with  all  his 
philosophical  lore  and  depth  of  logic,  had  a  seat  in  the 
House  at  that  time. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
have  stated,  and  stated  fairly  enough,  that  the  onus  of 
proof  was  laid  upon  those  who  desire  to  disfranchise  any 
individual  in  this  country.  It  is  a  great  pity  that  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  who  introduced  this  Bill,  and  his  colleagues, 
were  not  possessed  of  that  opinion  when  ho  proposed  to 
disfranchise  so  many  individuals  as  are  disfranchised  under 
this  Bill.  My  hon.  friend  from  Queen’s,  P.E.I.,  however, 
has  fully  accepted  the  responsibility  laid  upon  us  in  support¬ 
ing  this  amendment,  of  providing  the  necessity  of  disfran¬ 
chising  those  civil  servants  whom  it  is  intended  to  disfran¬ 
chise.  The  germ  of  that  proof  is  in  the  statement  that 
those  civil  servants  are  open  to  charges  of  partisanship. 
I  do  not  mean  that,  as  civil  servants,  they  have  not  the 
right  to  be  partisans ;  but,  unfortunately  for  the  Civil  Service 
and  for  the  country,  I  believe  that  the  results  of  their  parti¬ 
sanship  will  work  to  their  detriment  or  to  their  advance¬ 
ment  in  the  Civil  Service.  In  a  Service  which  was  not  ma¬ 
naged  by  the  political  chiefs  of  one  great  party,  it  would 
not  matter  much  whether  a  person  showed  political  parti¬ 
sanship  or  not ;  but  when  the  chiefs  of  the  Service  are  lead¬ 
ing  one  of  the  great  political  parties  we  can  see  very  easily 
that  the  partizanship  of  the  employe  must  be  very  closely 
connected  with  his  remuneration  or  advancement.  I  do  not 
wish  to  charge  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  with  being  more 
partisan  than  are  the  chiefs  of  the  other  political  party.  I 
believe  this  would  be  the  case  under  either  political  party. 
I  believe  it  is  almost  necessitated  by  the  party  system  of 
our  Government,  and  as  long  as  we  have  the  country  gov¬ 
erned  by  party  I  believe  that  this  argument  will  hold 
good.  The  hon.  member  from  Prince  Edward  Island  gave 
some  instances  of  gross  partisanship  which  had  been 
performed  by  Liberals  in  the  Civil  Service.  I  do 
not  know  whether  his  statements  are  well  founded 
or  not,  but  whether  Liberals  or  Conservatives  had 
done  this,  it  does  not  matter ;  the  deed  itself  is  the 
best  argument  which  can  possibly  be  advanced  for  the 
adoption  of  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Both¬ 
well.  I  have  known  one  or  two  instances  of  a  similar  kind. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  intimated  that  civil  servants 
are  not  partisans,  and  have  not  been  used  in  political  cam¬ 
paigns.  I  know  that,  in  my  own  political  contests,  I  have 
had  to  contend  with  one,  if  not  two,  of  the  servants  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  who  stumped  my  county  against  me. 
It  was  not  in  the  election  in  which  I  was  successful,  in  1882, 
but  in  the  bye-election  of  1880,  when  I  was  defeated  by  a 
small  majority,  and  when  I  had  the  whole  political  influence 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  thrown  into  my  county.  At  that 
time,  a  gentleman  in  the  employment  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  came  into  my  county  and  stumped  it 
thoroughly,  and  met  me  on  almost  every  platform.  I  do 
not  mean  to  attribute  my  defeat  on  that  occasion  to  the 
services  of  that  gentleman  on  the  platform.  Whatever 
other  services  he  may  have  performed,  I  am  not  well  enough 
acquainted  with  him  to  say  ;  but  on  that  occasion  I  met 
him  frequently,  and  I  believe  I  am  perfectly  correct  in 
saying  that  he  was  sent  by  the  Department  in  whose  service 
he  was.  At  all  events,  he  came,  and  I  have  never  been  able 
to  find  out,  although  I  have  asked  for  the  information,  what 
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other  business  he  had  in  the  Eastern  Townships  at  that  time 
or  that  any  remuneration  which  he  was  receiving  for  the 
services  he  owed  to  his  country  was  decreased  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  the  services  he  performed  for  his  party  and  his 
political  chief.  I  do  not  consider  that  that  is  a  sufficient 
reason  why  the  Civil  Service  should  be  disfranchised.  The 
hon.  member  for  Ottawa  (Mr.  Tasse)  has  said  that  the  Civil 
Service  do  not  desire  to  be  disfranchised.  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  say  that  they  all  desire  to  be  disfranchised.  I 
can  only  say  that  I  remember  four  different  individuals  in 
the  Civil  Service,  residing  in  this  city,  one  of  whom  is  a 
Liberal,  and,  in  regard  to  the  other  three,  1  do  not  know 
that  they  have  any  political  bias,  but  they  all  informed  me 
that  they  would  like  to  be  disfranchised.  The  one  who  was 
a  Liberal  told  me  that,  in  consequence  of  being  a  Liberal, 
he  did  not  dare  to  vote  openly,  or  to  announce  that  he  had 
voted  against  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  am  not  very 
familiar  with  the  members  of  the  Civil  Service,  but  in  one 
or  two  discussions  in  which  I  have  taken  part,  when  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Service  have  been  present,  I  have  not  heard  one 
single  civil  servant  express  the  desire  to  have  the 
franchise  continued  to  them.  I  do  not  think  that 
this  is  a  very  strong  argument  either,  because  I  do 
not  think  it  is  necessary  that  the  civil  servants  should  want 
to  be  disfranchised.  If  their  enfranchisement  is  a  wrong  to 
the  country  and  a  disadvantage  to  the  service,  it  is  not 
necessary  to  ask  them  whether  they  want  it  or  not.  I  vote 
for  the  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  on 
other  grounds.  I  vote  for  it  because  I  believe  it  is  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Civil  Service  itself  and  for  the  benefit  of  the 
country  that  they  should  not  have  the  franchise.  It  is  all 
very  well  for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  say  that  they  vote 
by  ballot,  and  that  it  is  not  known  how  they  vote.  Do  those 
hon.  gentlemen  want  the  civil  servants  to  conceal  their 
sentiments?  If  a  civil  servant  is  known  to  be  a  Liberal, 
and  casts  his  vote  for  a  Liberal  candidate,  it  is  known, 
almost  to  a  certainty,  and  that  is  enough  to  imperil  his 
advancement  in  the  Service.  I  suppose  it  can  be  made 
secret,  and  I  suppose  in  some  case  it  is  made  secret,  but  in 
many  cases  it  is  perfectly  well  known  how  the  individuals 
vote,  though  they  vote  by  ballot.  In  the  Province  of 
Quebec  a  larger  number  of  civil  servants  are  disfranchised 
than  it  is  proposed  to  disfranchise  by  this  amendment. 
In  that  Province  not  only  the  provincial  civil  servants, 
but  the  servants  of  the  Dominion  Government,  are 
prevented  from  voting.  The  law  of  that  Province  dis¬ 
franchises  the  judges  of  the  Court  of  Queen’s  Bench 
and  the  Superior  Court,  the  judge  of  the  Vice-Admiralty 
court,  the  judges  of  Sessions,  the  district  magistrates 
and  recorders,  the  officers  of  Customs,  the  clerks  of  the 
Crown,  the  clerks  of  the  peace,  the  registrars,  the  sheriffs, 
deputy  sheriffs  deputy  clerks  of  Crown,  the  officers  and  men 
of  the  provincial  and  municipal  police  force ;  and  further 
than  that,  agents  for  the  sale  of  Crown  lands,  postmas¬ 
ters  in  cities  and  towns,  all  officers  employed  in  the  collec¬ 
tion  of  duties  payable  to  Her  Majesty,  in  the  nature  of  duties 
of  Excise,  including  collectors,  as  well  of  federal  as  of  local 
revenues.  This  law,  be  it  observed,  was  passed  by  the 
friends  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite ;  it  was  the  Conservative 
Government  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  who  disfranchised  all 
those  civil  servants,  not  only  the  servants  over  whom 
they  had  control,  but  the  servants  of  the  Government  of 
their  own  friends  here  at  Ottawa.  And  much  more,  there¬ 
fore,  is  it  necessary,  that  the  servants  of  this  Government 
should  not  be  allowed  to  vote  for  the  Government  who  has 
control  of  their  remuneration  and  advancement.  The  hon. 
member  for  King’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  Foster),  contended  that  the 
civil  servants  were  men  of  high  intelligence.  I  have  no 
quarrel  with  that  statement ;  I  believe  that  they  are  fully 
of  the  average  intelligence  of  the  community.  But  I  am 
not  aware  that  any  hon.  gentleman  on  this  side  of  the 
House  desire  that  they  should  be  disfranchised  on  account 


of  their  lack  of  intelligence.  We  do  not  wish  to  disfranchise 
them  because  they  are  less  intelligent  than  the  rest  of  the 
community,  but  upon  a  wholly  different  ground,  which  has 
been  clearly  set  forth.  The  hon.  gentleman  implied  that 
the  test  of  intelligence  was  sufficient  to  put  them  out  of  the 
range  of  political  partisanship.  I  do  not  think  it  is  the  less 
intelligent  classes  of  our  community  alone  who  are  open  to 
the  charge  of  partisanship,  or  of  strong  party  bias.  I  believe 
there  are  men  sitting  in  this  House,  of  the  highest  intelli¬ 
gence  in  the  land,  who  are  as  strong  political  partisans  as 
can  possibly  be  found  among  the  most  ignorant  people  of 
the  country.  But  unfortunately  the  intelligence  test  of 
these  civil  servants  is  not  carried  far  enough  to  remove 
them  from  the  political  arena.  If  that  test  were  made  as 
it  is  in  the  English  Civil  Service  examinations,  then 
the  test  of  intelligence  would  not  only  show  that  these 
people  had  a  right  to  vote,  but  it  would  remove  them  from 
the  political  arena,  by  making  them  independent  of  party 
control.  The  test  of  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  spoken 
only  shows  that  those  who  pass  it  have  sufficient  intelli¬ 
gence  to  perform  the  lowest  duties  .  connected  with 
that  branch.  But  their  appointment  still  lies  in  the 
hands  of  the  chief  of  the  Department,  as  well  as 
their  promotion  and  dismissal.  The  hon.  Minister 
of  Customs  has  pointed  to  some  examples  in  which 
men  have  been  promoted,  irrespective  of  their  political 
opinions.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that  that  is  so  ;  I  am 
willing  to  admit  there  are  many  such  examples ;  and 
that  only  shows  how  very  able  and  competent  must 
be  the  Liberals  in  the  Service,  who  have  been  able 
to  obtain  that  promotion,  in  the  face  of  their  political 
opinions.  I  have  no  doubt,  however,  that  for  the  sake  of 
that  advancement  they  did  not  sacrifice  their  political 
opinions,  but  I  am  afraid  there  are  many  gentlemen  in  the 
Service  who  have  not  as  much  moral  courage,  and  who,  for 
the  sake  of  promotion,  might  change  their  opinions.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  have  contended,  I  think  the  hon.  member 
for  Ottawa  claimed,  that  the  civil  servants  are  not  partisan. 
Now,  I  think  no  one  who  is  acquainted  with  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  our  Civil  Service  system  will  deny  that  appoint¬ 
ments  to  that  service  are  nearly  always  made  to  recompense 
some  political  service.  Men  are  appointed  to  the  Service 
simply  because  they  have  been  partisans,  and  their  political 
services  enable  them  to  curry  favor  with  the  Government 
and  to  press  their  claim  for  appointment.  The  greatest 
argument  that  can  be  used  to  the  head  of  a  Department  for 
the  appointment  of  a  person,  is  that  so  and  so  was  able  to 
do  me  (the  member  for  his  county)  some  political  service 
in  the  last  election.  Now,  I  think  it  is  very  desirable  that 
this  disfranchising  clausa  should  go  much  farther  than  it 
does ;  I  think  we,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  have  clearly 
established  our  proposition  that  members  of  the  Civil  Service 
should  be  disfranchised,  and  I  intend  to  support  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell, 

Mr.  CASGRAIN.  The  question  with  me  is  whether  the 
benefit  that  would  accrue  from  disfranchising  civil  servants 
would  outweigh  the  possible  evil.  I  admit  that  they  are  so 
much  under  the  control  of  the  Government  that  they  can 
scarcely  give  an  unbiassed  vote.  There  is  another  class  of 
civil  servants  who  have  a  dread  of  the  powers  that  be,  and 
accordingly  vote  in  a  certain  direction.  So  they  do  not 
give  a  free  vote,  as  they  would  do  if  they  were  not 
under  the  influence  of  the  Government.  The  Government 
and  heads  of  the  Departments  use  the  civil  servants  as 
canvassers  at  elections,  and  for  that  reason,  among  others, 
I  would  not  allow  them  to  exercise  the  franchise.  No 
doubt  some  of  the  civil  servants  simply  exorcise  their  right 
to  vote,  but  thore  are  others  who  act  very  differently.  I  can 
quote  an  instance  in  my  own  case.  An  employe  in  the 
office  of  the  Board  of  Works  canvassed  my  county  openly, 
and  of  course  it  was  to  the  neglect  of  his  other  duties.  I 
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would  not  object  to  that,  if  the  individual  opposed 
me  as  a  citiaen  and  assumed  the  responsibility  of  his  vote. 
Although  this  step  proposed  is  a  grave  step  to  take, 
yet  in  view  of  the  evils  arising  from  the  system,  I  am  in 
favor  of  the  adoption  of  the  amendment,  and  I  believe  that 
a  number  of  the  civil  servants  would  prefer  that  they  did  not 
possess  the  right  of  the  franchise. 

Mr.  LANDKY  (Kent).  I  am  very  reluctant  to  continue 
this  debate,  because  the  subject  has  been  very  fully  discussed, 
and  it  may  be  that  what  I  am  going  to  say  may  not  throw  any 
light  on  the  subject,  or  convince  anyone.  But  perhaps  it 
may  be  as  well,  as  1  have  pretty  strong  opinions  on  the 
subject  of  Government  officials  voting,  and  the  way  in  which 
they  should  exercise  the  franchise,  that  I  should  give 
expression  to  those  views,  so  that  I  may  not  be  accused  of 
having  failed  to  give,  when  this  subject  was  before  the 
House  and  was  so  thoroughly  discussed,  my  views, 
because  they  are  quite  strong  views.  I  am  strongly 
of  the  opinion  that  the  civil  servants  should  not  be  disfran¬ 
chised.  They  should  have  the  same  privileges  as  other 
citizens,  if  they  possess  the  qualifications  that  other 
men  are  required  to  possess  in  order  to  exercise  the 
franchise.  That  is  the  first  principle  I  lay  down.  The 
second  principle  is,  that  they  should  be  at  perfect  liberty  to 
exercise  the  franchise,  irrespective  of  party.  They  should 
exercise  it  in  a  way  so  as  not  to  make  themselves  offensive, 
not  to  make  themselves  incur  the  enmity  of  one  party  or 
the  liking  of  the  other  party.  That  is  the  course  I  think 
they  should  pursue,  if  they  want  to  retain  their  offices.  If, 
however,  they  want  to  throw  themselves  into  election  con¬ 
flicts,  they  must  take  the  risk  into  their  own  hands ;  that 
is,  they  must  stand  or  fall  by  the  party;  and  civil  servants 
should  be  at  liberty  to  take  that  active  position.  Let  them, 
if  they  please,  take  the  hustings  and  act  as  would  the  can¬ 
didate  or  his  friends.  Then  they  must  accept  the  fate  of 
their  party,  and  go  down  with  it.  If  their  party  stands, 
they  will  stand  with  it,  and  vice  versa.  If  he  mixes  in  poli¬ 
tics,  and  holds  very  strong  opinions,  and  desires  to  do  all 
he  can  for  one  of  the  parties,  and  takes  the  hustings,  or 
otherwise  makes  himself  a  political  partisan  or  a  canvasser, 
while  I  admit  he  has  a  right  to  do  that,  and  no  fault  can  be 
found  with  him,  if  the  party  remains  in  power  he 
will  remain  in  power ;  still,  if  it  does  not,  he  should 
be  put  out.  He  should  take  the  fate  of  the  party, 
and  go  out  with  it.  Those  are  the  principles  I  enter¬ 
tain.  In  the  county  I  represent  I  know  several  people 
who  hold  Government  offices  and  who  voted  against  me.  I 
find  no  fault  with  them  for  having  voted  against  me,  and  even 
if  they  have,  in  an  inoffensive  way,  said  something  against 
me.  I  would  never  ask  for  their  dismissal  on  such  grounds, 
because  they  have  a  right  to  exercise  the  franchise.  But 
when  a  civil  servant  takes  the  stump  and  goes  to  the  extent 
that  some  have  gone  to  in  my  county,  of  breaking  the 
election  laws  for  the  purpose  of  defeating  the  candidate 
whom  they  knew  to  be  friendly  to  the  Government,  then  I 
think  such  an  officer  should  be  dismissed.  I  say  this  publicly, 
in  this  House  and  in  the  presence  of  the  Government. 
But  if  civil  servants  only  go  to  the  extent  of  simply  exer¬ 
cising  the  franchise  they  should  not  be  disturbed.  These 
are  the  three  principles  I  lay  down  as  guiding  me  in  giving 
my  vote  :  Civil  servants  should  have  the  franchise.  If 
they  simply  exercise  it  they  should  not  be  disturbed.  If 
they  exercise  it  in  any  other  way,  they  should  accept  the 
fate  of  their  party,  and  either  stand  or  fall  with  it. 

Mr.  McMTJLLEN.  When  we  consider  that  there  are 
between  3,000  and  3,500  civil  servants,  wo  must  recognise 
that  this  is  an  important  question,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
time  devoted  to  its  discussion  has  been  in  any  sense  lost.  In 
1814  the  ballot  was  introduced,  and  no  doubt  the  Liberal 
Government  were  quite  willing  to  extend  the  franchise  to 
as  many  people  as  possible.  (Jonsequently,  this  class  was 
Mr.  Casgrain. 
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not  excluded.  We  have  had  ten  years’  experience  of  the 
ballot,  and  we  have  some  reason  to  believe  that  those  people 
have  not  followed  the  course  indicated  by  my  esteemed 
friend  who  ha3  just  sat  down.  If  the  civil  servants 
had  adopted  the  course  of  simply  voting  and  taking 
no  active  part  in  support  of  either  political 
party,  this  discussion  might  not  have  taken  place. 
But  we  know  that,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  they  have 
had  the  privilege  of  exercising  the  franchise  in  a  quiet 
way,  under  the  operation  of  the  ballot,  there  has  been  great 
evidence,  on  the  part  of  individuals  at  least,  if  not  on  the  part 
of  the  whole  Civil  Service,  that  they  have,  in  many  cases, 
shown  themselves  to  be  partisan,  and  taken  a  prominent  and 
open  part  in  the  elections  of  this  Dominion.  Now,  I  contend, 
in  the  interests  of  the  Dominion,  that  it  is  highly  desirable 
that  those  people  should  be  completely  removed  from  any 
political  influence  or  sympathy  which  they  might  exercise 
on  behalf  of  any  party.  In  the  first  place,  take  the  Civil 
Service  in  Ottawa.  It  is  desirable  that  when  there  is  a 
change  of  Government  the  Government  that  comes  in 
should  meet  with  a  class  of  civil  servants  who  have  no 
bitter  political  feelings,  but  are  prepared  to  discharge  their 
duties  as  honestly  and  faithfully  under  the  Government 
coming  into  power  as  under  the  preceding  Government.  Now, 
we  have  reason  to  believe  that  when  the  hon.  member  for 
East  York  went  into  power  in  1873  there  were  in  the 
Departments  at  Ottawa  people  who  were  willing, 
from  day  to  day  and  from  week  to  week,  to  make 
known  to  journals  on  the  Opposition  side  little  inci¬ 
dents  which  transpired  in  the  offices — they  were 
anxious  to  pick  up  and  communicate  anything  with 
which  fault  might  be  found,  to  their  opponents.  Now,  I 
care  not  what  Government  is  in  power,  I  hold  that  as  long 
as  you  perpetuate  to  those  people  the  right  to  exercise  the 
franchise  you  continue  the  feeling  which  will  lead  them  to 
do  little  things  of  that  kind,  that  are  very  objectionable. 
Now,  is  it  not  desirable  to  guard  the  franchise  so  as  to  secure 
for  the  people  of  this  Dominion  the  free  and  independent 
exercise  of  that  franchise,  and,  as  far  as  possible,  thus  secure 
the  free  and  independent  exercise  of  their  citizenship.  We 
are  now  considering  the  enfranchisement  of  something 
over  3,000  individuals.  If  you  scatter  them  among  a  num¬ 
ber  of  evenly-balanced  constituencies,  where  there  are  a 
dozen  or  two  in  the  service  of  the  Government,  you  may 
affect  the  returns  of  a  dozen  constituencies.  I  dare  say 
there  are  in  this  House  a  dozen  or  more  who  have  been 
returned  with  from  ten  to  twenty  of  a  majority.  Well,  if  you 
permit  a  certain  number  of  civil  servants  in  any  particular 
constituency  to  exercise  the  franchise,  you  are,  to  that  extent, 
aiding  the  Government  of  the  day.  I  find  that  there  is  on 
the  list,  at  the  present  moment,  no  less  than  1,753  civil 
servant  officers  who  are  eligible  to  be  superannuated 
to-morrow — that  is,  officers  who  have  served  in  the  Civil 
Service  over  ten  years.  When  they  serve  that  time  they  are 
eligible  to  be  superannuated,  and  can  fairly  claim  retiring 
allowances  or  superannuation  under  that  system.  I  am 
sure  that  any  gentleman  who  understands  the  extent  of  the 
influence  that,  no  doubt,  can  be  exercised  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  upon  any  of  those  who  are  seeking  retiring 
allowances  under  the  operation  of  this  statute,  will  easily 
see  how  far  their  influence  will  go  in  a  matter  of  that  kind. 
When  you  consider  that  they  are  looking  forward,  after 
the  expiration  of  those  ten  years,  to  some  day  getting  a 
retiring  allowance  at  the  hands  of  the  Government,  and 
that  their  retiring  allowance  will  largely  depend  on  their 
apparent  service,  along  with  the  favor  and  kindness  of  the 
Government,  you  must  see  that  it  would  be  natural  on  their 
part  to  cultivate  a  kindly  feeling  on  the  part  of  those  who 
are  in  power.  They  are  anxious  in  their  own  interests  to 
place  themselves  in  a  position,  so  that  if  it  was  necessary  to 
approach  the  head  of  the  Department  they  would  meet  with 
the  kindly  turn,  which  they  might  naturally  expect  if  they 
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were  politically  devoted  to  the  cause  of  the  head  of  that 
Department.  So  I  say  that  it  is  natural  that  they  should 
support  the  party  in  power,  whichever  party  it  may  happen 
to  bo.  I  say  that  this  is  notan  independent  and  untrammeled 
exercise  of  the  franchise  by  any  means.  You  arc  giving 
ballots  to  men  who  are  going  to  cast  them  in  their  own 
personal  and  individual  interest.  He  cannot  possibly  separate 
himself  from  the  fact  that  it  is  his  interest  to  keep  on  the 
best  terms  with  the  party  in  power.  Politics  has  little  con¬ 
sideration  for  him,  unless  in  his  own  personal  intorost,  and  it 
is  natural  to  suppose  that  he  would  cast  his  ballot  in  favor 
of  the  head  of  the  Department,  simply  because  he  wants  to 
be  on  good  terms  with  him.  There  is  another  point.  I 
understand  that  those  civil  servants  pay  no  taxes ;  they 
are  not  liable  to  be  taxed  for  their  income,  and  therefore  I 
do  not  think  it  is  right  that  they  should  be  permitted  to 
exercise  the  franchise.  It  is  a  well  known  principle  in 
England  that  those  who  do  not  pay  taxes  should  not  be 
permitted  to  vote,  and  it  is  a  principle  carried  out  in  a  good 
many  of  the  United  States,  so  that  I  think  the  case  of  our 
civil  servants  would  not  be  worse  than  the  case  of  others 
who  are  similarly  situated.  The  hon.  member  for  King’s 
referred  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Dorion,  in  introducing 
his  Bill,  did  not  suggest  the  disfranchisement  of  that 
particular  class.  But  if  you  look  back  to  the  discussion, 
you  will  find  that  the  former  member  for  Ca  dwell,  the 
late  Hon.  John  Hillyard  Cameron,  strongly  advocated  the 
continuation  of  the  provincial  voters’  lists.  Other  members 
of  the  Conservative  party  took  the  samo  political  view,  but 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  now  turn  round  and  hold  an  oppo¬ 
site  view.  We  can  point  to  dozens  of  cases  in  which  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  expressed  different  political  opinions  in 
the  past  from  those  they  entertain  now.  I  cannot  deny  the 
propriety  of  the  hon.  members  for  Ottawa  city  advocating 
the  enfranchisement  of  the  Civil  Sorvice.  No  doubt  it  is  in 
their  own  interest.  It  reminds  me  of  a  story  about  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Scotch  Church,  at  the  time  of  the  disruption.  Ho 
was  asked  why  ho  did  not  como  out  and  join  the  Free 
Church,  and  he  said  he  had  five  living  reasons  why  he 
should  not  leave  the  church  to  which  ho  belonged — a  wife 
and  four  children,  and  that  the  church  contributed  a  certain 
sum  annually  to  his  support.  I  dare  say  there  are  600 
living  reasons  why  the  hon.  members  for  Ottawa  should 
support  the  enfranchisement  of  the  Civil  Service,  because 
no  doubt  their  strong  advocacy  of  this  matter  will  create  a 
kindly  feeling  which  may  be  of  advantage  to  them  on  a 
future  occasion.  I  believe,  if  we  were  privately  and  indivi¬ 
dually  to  consult  the  feelings  of  the  Civil  Service,  we  would 
find  that  a  very  large  percentage  of  them  would  prefer 
being  placed  in  a  position  where  they  would  not  be  asked 
or  driven  to  exercise  the  franchise  by  either  party.  In 
the  next  place,  it  is  unreasonable  to  expect  them  to 
sign  petitions  in  favor  of  their  being  disfranchised, 
that  would  be  virtually  saying  to  the  party  in  power  :  We 
do  not  want  to  support  you  ;  we  do  not  choose  to  give  you 
our  votes;  we  wish  to  be  placed  in  the  position  of  not 
being  obliged  to  vote  for  anybody.  You  would  not  expect 
them  to  say  to  the  party  in  power  »  We  are  opposed  to  you. 
It  would  be  unfair  to  them  to  place  them  in  that  position. 
We  know  from  the  returns  which  have  been  laid  before 
Parliament,  that  there  are  in  the  city  of  Ottawa,  at  the 
present  time,  140  civil  servants,  who  have  received  not  only 
their  annual  salary  for  the  services  they  perform,  but  some¬ 
thing  like  $57,000  during  the  last  year  for  extra  services, 
or  an  average  of  $412  apiece.  You  can  hardly  oxpoct  that 
an  officer  placed  under  obligations  of  this  kind  to  the 
Government  he  serves  would  be  likely  to  give  a  very  inde¬ 
pendent  vote.  He  would  natui’ally  say  to  himself :  I  have 
been  favoi’ed  in  a  good  many  ways,  and  it  is  desirable,  in 
my  own  interest,  in  every  way,  that  I  should  support  the 
party  in  power,  who  have  treated  mo  so  kindly.  You 
deprive  the  judges  of  the  right  to  exercise  the  franchise — 


why  ?  Simply  because  they  aro  the  higher  servants  of  the 
Dominion  ;  they  are  supposed  to  adjudicate  on  issues  between 
the  two  political  parties ;  and  it  is  proper  that  they  should 
be  free  from  any  bias.  That  is  perfectly  right ;  but  it  is 
just  as  necessary  that  the  Civil  Service  of  this  country  should 
be  kept  absolutely  free  from  political  influence,  in  order 
that  they  may  efficiently  and  faithfully  discharge  their 
duties  to  the  public.  I  have  heard  it  stated  that,  in  one  of 
the  Departments  in  this  city,  from  week  to  week  and  from 
month  to  month,  financial  statements  have  been  prepared 
for  publication  in  the  Mail  newspaper  in  Toronto,  setting 
forth  the  financial  condition  of  this  Dominion  in  a  very 
bright  and  glowing  color.  If  this  is  done  in  any  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Civil  Service  it  is  very  wrong.  I  do  not  desire 
to  prevent  any  journal  in  the  Dominion  from  using  any 
just  means  to  procure  information  ;  but,  for  an  official  of 
any  Department  to  prepare  statements  for  publication,  in 
order  to  put  a  bright  side  on  the  financial  condition  of  the 
Dominion,  is  exceedingly  wrong  and  imprudent,  and  should 
not  be  permitted.  In  order  to  prevent  anything  of  that 
kind,  the  Civil  Service  should  be  kept  absolutely  free  from 
political  control ;  and  unless  you  disfranchise  them  alto¬ 
gether,  so  that  they  will  have  no  interest  in  the  political 
issues  that  come  before  the  country  from  time  to  time, 
their  political  feeling  will  undoubtedly  grow  upon 
them,  because  wo  know  perfectly  well  that  a  man 
who  exercises  the  franchise  from  year  to  year  becomes 
more  and  more  interested  in  the  success  of  his  party.  Wo 
know,  too,  that  men  who  are  freed  from  the  exercise  of  the 
franchise  gradually  lose  that  one  sidedness  and  that  intorest 
in  party  politics  which  they  might  otherwise  feel.  Wo 
know  that  men  who  have  had  seats  in  Parliament,  and  aro 
appointed  county  judges,  at  first  show  a  little  favoritism  to 
their  friends,  but  after  being  on  the  bench  a  number  of 
years  they  lose  that  feeling,  and  it  would  be  almost  impos¬ 
sible  to  decide  on  which  side  of  politics  they  were.  It  is 
just  as  important  that  the  members  of  the  Civil  Servico 
should  be  free  from  that  kind  of  influence  as  tho  judges. 
With  regard  to  the  superannuations,  it  is  unfair  to 
place  the  civil  servants  in  a  positon  to  claim  an 
increased  number  of  year’s  service  when  they  come 
to  retire.  We  know  that  in  the  past  a  great  many  years 
havo  been  added  to  the  service  of  those  who  havo  retired  on 
the  superannuation  list,  and  the  expenses  of  the  country 
have  been  very  seriously  increased  thereby.  It  has  been 
stated  by  one  gentleman  that  there  are  grounds  to  believe 
that  these  additions  have  been  made  in  some  instances 
through  political  favoritism.  I  do  not  say  whether  that  is 
the  case  or  not,  but  it  is  highly  desirable  that  such  a  state 
of  things  should  not  be  continued.  The  civil  servant  who 
goes  out  at  an  election  and  does  all  kinds  of  dirty  work, 
whether  he  is  a  Conservative  or  a  Eeformer,  will  naturally 
expect  to  receive  some  favor  in  return.  In  every  election 
you  will  find  public  officials  in  almost  every  constituency 
of  the  Dominion.  It  is  decidedly  wrong  that  they 
should  be  required  or  permitted  to  do  such  duty. 
They  should  not  be  permitted  to  have  any  opportunity 
whatever  of  taking  part  in  any  political  contest. 
During  the  last  ten  years  they  have  proved  them¬ 
selves  unworthy  of  the  exercise  of  the  ballot ;  if  they 
have  taken  partin  elections  to  such  an  extent  as  to  warrant 
this  House  in  believing  they  are  unable  to  make  a  prudent 
and  judicious  exorcise  of  the  franchise  under  the  ballot,  it 
is  but  right,  in  the  interests  of  the  country  and  of  the 
Departments,  that  this  privilege  should  be  taken  from  them. 
Mon  so  devoted  to  one  political  party  will,  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duties,  try  to  make  matters  ia  their  own  offices  to 
appear  in  such  a  shape  as  to  put  the  best  side  they  possibly 
can,  on  even  a  black  cause.  If  the  country  requires  any¬ 
thing,  it  is  a  well  prepared  statement  of  its  affairs  every 
year,  it  is  an  unvarnished  and  unbiased  showing  of  the 
actual  facts  in  the  Blue  Books ;  and  in  order  to  have  that 
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we  must  have  a  class  of  civil  servants  completely  free  from 
party  bias.  I  think  vory  warmly  on  this  question  ;  I  have 
taken  an  active  part  in  the  investigation  of  the  superannua¬ 
tion  question  since  I  have  had  the  honor  of  a  seat  in  this 
House,  and  I  have  been  able  to  ferret  out  some  of  the 
evils  of  the  system.  In  many  cases  additions  have  been 
made  to  our  annual  expenditure  under  the  system,  which 
would  not  have  been  made  if  those  in  the  service  of  the 
country  had  not  been  devoted  political  partisans.  Year  after 
year  people  have  been  superannuated,  who,  if  they  had  not 
given  that  evidence  of  deserving  more  than  fair  and 
reasonable  treatment  at  the  hands  of  the  Government,  would 
not  be  to-day  in  the  receipt  of  the  very  large  amounts  they 
are  drawing  from  the  resources  of  the  Dominion,  living  in 
comfort  and  ease.  I  will  take  another  opportunity  of 
making  some  remarks  on  the  subject  of  superannuation.  I 
am  opposed  to  the  enfranchisement  of  any  class  which  is 
not  in  a  position  of  exercising  the  privilege  conferred  upon 
them  as  British  subjects  with  that  independence  which 
should  characterise  the  exercise  of  the  franchise,  no  matter 
by  whom  it  may  be  exercised.  No  doubt  the  city  of  Ottawa 
is  held  in  the  interests  of  the  Government  simply  because  a 
large  number  of  civil  servants  vote  for  the  Government 
candidate  ;  no  doubt  they  consider  it  their  interests  to  con¬ 
tinue  in  power  any  Government  which  is  so  kind  as  to  give 
to  140  of  them  $57,000  in  a  year  for  extra  services  ;  it  is 
but  human  that  they  should.  Just  so  long  as  they  oxercise 
the  franchise  so  long  will  the  Government  deem  it  desirable 
to  increase  the  expenditure  year  by  year.  We  are  anxious, 
on  this  side,  that  the  franchise  should  bo  given  to  all  who, 
by  their  circumstances  and  intelligence,  are  in  a  position  to 
exercise  it  independently  and  intelligently  ;  but  as  regards 
the  Civil  Service,  1  am  of  opinion  that  they  arc  not  in  this 
position.  I  take  the  same  stand  in  their  regard  as  in  the  case 
of  the  Indian  ;  to  give  the  franchise  to  the  ono  is  equally 
objectionable  as  tc  give  it  to  the  other. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  The  hon.  member  for 
Ottawa  (Mr.  Tasse),  in  dealing  with  this  question,  evidently 
had  in  his  mind’s  eye  the  large  class  of  civil  servants  in 
this  city  and  the  advantage  that  must  necessarily  result  to 
himself  in  being  put  on  record  as  the  defender  of  that  class. 
As  I  understand  it,  at  his  last  election  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  a  majority  of  317,  while,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  there  are 
400  Civil  Service  employes  in  tko  Departments,  supposed 
to  be  Conservatives.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  he  had  not  only 
a  majority  in  the  quarters  of  the  city  where  the  civil  servants 
reside,  but  also  where  the  workingmen  reside ;  but  it  is  well 
known  that  at  that  particular  time  there  was  a  very  large 
development  of  dandelions  on  the  Parliament  grounds, 
which  required  a  large  number  of  the  workingmen  of  this 
city  to  clear  away.  Hence  originated  the  name  “  the  dan¬ 
delion  brigade.”  The  hon.  member  lor  King’s  (Mr.  Foster), 
in  reading  the  Consolidated  Statutes  of  1859  aud  those  of 
1874,  omitted  to  read  a  subsequent  clause  in  the  latter, 
which  materially  alters  the  case.  It  is  to  the  effect  that  all 
persons  qualified  to  vote  at  the  provincial  elections  shall  be 
entitled  to  vote  at  the  Dominion  elections.  In  Ontario, 
officials  similar  to  those  it  is  now  proposed  to  disfranchise 
have  been  disfranchised,  such  as  postmasters  in  cities  and 
towns,  and  Customs  officials.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that 
these  Civil  Service  officials  occupy  positions  after  passing 
examinations  under  the  Civil  Service  Act,  but  he  omitted 
to  state  that  the  Act  exempts  a  number  of  officials  from 
its  operation.  I  do  not  wish  to  further  detain  the  committee, 
but  as  it  is  allogod  that  the  license  inspectors  and  Division 
Court  officials  in  Ontario  are  active  political  agents,  I 
may  state  that  in  the  riding  I  represent  the  chairman  of 
the  Conservative  Association  is  the  Division  Court  clerk, 
and  the  inspector  of  licenses  under  the  Dominion  License 
Act  is  the  vice-president. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr,  McMullen. 


Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  would  like  to  speak  for  a 
moment  on  a  question  which  I  suppose  is  a  question  of 
privilege.  I  will  guard  myself  against  bringing  up  any¬ 
thing  to  provoke  discussion.  On  the  18th  May  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  felt 
himself  constrained  to  appeal  from  a  decision  given  by  you, 
Mr.  Chairman.  After  that  appeal  had  been  taken  I  rose 
and  attempted  to  address  you.  The  committee,  misunder¬ 
standing  the  object  for  which  I  rose,  asked  mo  to  maintain 
order,  called  upon  me  to  sit  down,  and  I  need  not  read  the 
Hansard  report  which  I  have  beside  me,  which  shows  that 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  disorder  in  the  House.  I  attempted 
to  make  myself  heard,  but  the  committee  got  beyond  your 
conti  ol,  and  I  therefore  was  unfortunate  enough  not  to  be 
able  to  attain  that  object.  I  suppose  the  committee  were 
fully  of  the  opinion,  as  the  reporters  in  the  press  gallery 
seem  to  have  been,  that  I  desired  to  thrust  myself  on  the 
committee  and  on  your  ruling,  and,  after  you  had  decided 
that  it  should  not  be  argued,  to  argue  it.  I  do  not  care 
personally  for  the  comments  in  the  press  which  have 
appeared  in  consequence  of  the  misconception  of  the 
position  which  I  took,  but  I  simply  desire  to  read  to  the 
committee  what  the  Hansard  shows  was  the  position  which 
I  took  : 

“  Listen  to  me.  When  the  House  was  appealed  to  before,  when  the 
Speaker  was  in  the  Chair,  the  Speaker  said  that,  before  the  appeal  was 
decided  upon,  there  should  be  a  discussion  as  to  the  point.” 

When  I  rose,  it  was  not  to  challenge  your  ruling,  it  was  not 
to  refer  to  your  ruling,  but  it  was  to  avail  myself  of  the  pri¬ 
vilege  which  I  understood,  by  the  ruling  of  the  Speaker 
before,  I  had,  that  beforo  a  point  was  submitted  to  him  it 
should  be  argued  in  the  committee.  The  committee,  being 
in  such  disorder,  thought  I  was  ondeavoxung  to  force  myself 
on  you  and  on  the  committee. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  As  this  resolution  has 
been  disposed  of,  and  as  there  is  another  resolution  on  this 
head  which  I  intend  to  present,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
worth  while  to  go  into  it  now.  Still,  I  do  not  think  that 
hon.  gentlemen  have  earned  out  the  ari’angement,  which 
was  that  I  was  to  have  the  opportunity  of  moving  that 
to-day.  That  was  frustrated  by  the  debate  which  arose,  and 
in  which  the  hon.  members  have  been  repeating  the  same 
thing  over  and  over.  I  do  not  think  the  arrangement  has 
been  carried  out  in  a  good  spint. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman. 
He  said  he  wished  to  carry  the  two  sub-sections  of  the  9th 
section  without  carrying  the  section,  and  I  told  him  that 
there  were  three  amendments  which  we  desired  to  make, 
one  relating  to  the  revising  officer,  the  ono  just  voted  down, 
and  the  one  relating  to  the  Indians.  I  thought  that,  as  the 
discussion  on  the  Indian  question  was  likely  to  be  longer 
than  that  on  the  other  two,  it  would  be  more  convenient  to 
take  the  otfier  two  first,  and  I  intimated  that  when  I  rose. 
I  would  have  taken  my  seat  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
intimated  that  it  was  his  desire  to  begin  with  the  Indians  ; 
but  knowing  what  the  natui’e  of  the  amendment  was  and 
what  sort  of  discussion  was  likely  to  take  place  on  this  par¬ 
ticularly  short  day,  I  thought  it  was  more  desirable  to  get 
the  others  disposed  of,  than  to  bring  up  a  discussion  which 
we  certainly  could  not  have  got  through  to-day.  I  do  not 
think  tho  Minister  is  doing  me  justice  in  saying  that  there 
was  any  violation  of  the  undei’standing. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Thei-o  may  be  a  misunder¬ 
standing,  but  I  stated  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  First 
Minister  would  make  his  motion  about  the  Indians  to  day 
as  section  c,  and  that  tho  hon.  gentleman  would  then  make 
his  motion  about  the  civil  servants  and  that  about  the  other 
matter.  I  thought  the  hon.  gentleman  understood  fully  that 
the  First  Minister  was  to  move  first,  because  I  told  him  it 
would  bo  section  c,  coming  immediately  after  sections  a 
and  b. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  arrange¬ 
ment,  because  I  was  not  here,  but  I  heard  my  hon.  friend 
from  Bothwell  make  the  suggestion  that  it  would  be  more 
convenient  that  these  amendments  should  be  moved  first, 
and  the  First  Ministor  certainly  did  not  indicate  any  dissent. 
It  was,  in  a  manner,  placed  in  his  hands,  and  instead  of 
suggesting  that  there  was  any  violation  of  an  arrangement, 
he  entered  into  the  question  of  the  revising  officer,  and  wo 
settled  it,  and  the  present  discussion  has  been  participated 
in  equally  by  both  sides  of  the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  A. ^MACDONALD.  When  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  moved  his  amendment  I  thought  the  discussion  would 
be  so  short  that  I  did  not  object  to  it,  but  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was  actually  writing  it  while  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  got  up  and  refused  to  sit  down, 
and  spoke  at  large,  without^any  amendment  being  before 
the  Chair,  until  the  hon.  gentleman  made  his  motion.  I 
thought  that  unfair. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  remember  that  I 
rose  before  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  and  stated  the 
effect  of  the  amendment  I  intended  to  propose.  The  amend¬ 
ment  was  in  the  hands  of  my  hon.  friend  beside  me,  but  he 
was  not  here  and  his  desk  was  locked,  and  I  had  to  write 
out  another  amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  a  misunderstanding, 
and  I  shall  say  no  more  about  it.  Under  these  circumstances, 
I  move  that  the  committee  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 


This  document  is  signed  by  (A  C)  Samuel  Atkinson,  Con¬ 
servative  ;  (A  C)  John  West  (his  mark),  Conservative ; 
(A  C)  Thomas  Vogan,  Conservative ;  (C)  Frank  Camp¬ 
bell,  M.D.,  Conservative ;  (ABC)  A.  G.  Staley,  Conser¬ 
vative;  (A  B  C)  E.  A.  Pinnock,  Conservative  ;  (A  B  C)  J. 
J.  Clark,  Consex-vative ;  (ABC)  Charles  Rockin,  Conser¬ 
vative  ;  (ABC)  Henry  Richmond  Anthony  Ealy,  Liberal 
Conservative;  (C)  A.  R.  Davis,  Liberal  Conservative;  (C) 
James  Hunter,  Liberal  Conservative;  (C)  J.  Robinson, 
Liberal  Conservative ;  (C)  Sableir  Brothers,  Liberal  Con¬ 
servatives  ;  (C)  John  A.  James,  Liberal  Conservative ;  (B 
C)  W.  Heath,  Liberal  Conservative;  (B  C)  James  McKim, 
Independent  Conservative ;  (C)  W.  J.  Clark,  printer,  Liberal 
Conservative  ;  (B  C)  Nathaniel  E.  Low,  P.  L.  Surveyor, 
Liberal  Conservative ;  (C  D)  James  Redfern,  Liboral  Con¬ 
servative  ;  (C)  R.  Collins,  Liberal  Conservative.  There  is 
another  name,  J.  F.  Kent.  It  may  have  been  struck  out  as 
there  is  a  mark  through  it,  but  I  cannot  tell.  In  connection 
with  the  document  there  are  two  declarations,  as  follows:— 

Canada,  Province  op  Ontario,  Codnty  op  Brccb, 

Wiarton,  21st  May,  1885. 

I,  Alexander  A.  Campbell,  of  the  village  of  Wiarton,  county  of 
Bruce,  hereby  certify  that  I  did  personally  wait  on  the  parties  marked 
“  C,”  signers  to  foregoing  declaration  ;  that  I  used  no  improper  means 
nor  misrepresented  facts  to  obtain  their  signatures,  and  that  the  above 
signatures  are  bond, fide ,  and  I  make  this  solemn  declaration,  conscien¬ 
tiously  believing  the  same  to  be  true. 

ALEXANDER  A.  CAMPBELL 


Sworn  before  me,  the  day  and  year  first  above  mentioned,  at  Wiarton, 
in  the  county  of  Bruce. 

A.  M.  Tyson,  J.  P. , 

County  of  Bruce. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  tho  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  6:5  p  m., 
until  1:30  p.  m.  on  Tuesday,  the  26th  May. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Tuesday,  26th  May,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

PRIVILEGE— PETITIONS  AGAINST  THE  FRAN¬ 

CHISE  BILL. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  I 
wish  to  refer  to  an  article  of  the  Ottawa  Citizen ,  of  this  city. 
On  a  former  occasion,  when  I  received  a  petition  which  I 
asked  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  to  present, 
on  which  he  had  alleged  there  were  twenty-eight  Conserva¬ 
tive  signatures,  the  Citizen  made  the  charge  that  these  sig 
natures  were  probably  obtained  by  forging  them.  A  short 
discussion  arose,  and  an  impression  was  attempted  to  be  left 
upon  the  House  that,  if  those  names  were  not  forgeries, 
they  were  obtained  by  fraud  or  misrepresentation.  1  do  not 
think,  in  justice  to  those  twenty-eight  men  who  signed  that 
petition,  and  in  justice  to  the  hon.  member  who  presented 
it,  and  to  myself,  who  asked  him  to  do  so,  the  matter  should 
remain  in  that  position.  Especially  is  this  the  case,  as  1 
to-day  received  a  communication  from  Wiarton,  the  place 
where  the  electors  were  who  signed  the  petition,  from  over 
twenty  of  those  Conservatives  who  were  alleged  to  have 
signed  it  by  fraud  and  misrepresentation ;  and  I  ask  per¬ 
mission  to  read  this  communication  to  the  House  on  the 
subject,  as  a  matter  of  privilege.  It  is  addressed  to  myself, 
and  is  as  follows : — 

“  We,  the  undersigned  Conservatives  (and  electors),  desire,  in  the  most 
emphatic  manner,  to  contradict  the  gross  insinuation  made  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  to  the  effect  that  our  names  were  secured  on  the  Wiarton 
petition  against  the  proposed  Franchise  Bill  by  fraud  and  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  j  and  we  further  desire  so  say  that  we  think  it  quite  consistent  with 
the  principles  professed  by  the  Liberal  Conservative  party  to  protest 
against  a  measure  which  we  consider  is  intended  to  stifle  public  opinion 
and  the  free  exercise  of  the  franchise.” 


We,  the  undersigned,  Samuel  Atkinson,  Walter  Roach  Hollin  and 
Herman  J.  Spence,  all  of  the  village  of  Wiarton,  in  the  county  of  Bruce, 
hereby  certify  that  we  did  accompany  one  Alexander  A.  Campbell  when 
he  waited  on  the  parties  signing  the  above  declaration,  opposite  whose 
names  are  appended  our  several  letters,  and  that  the  parties  so  indicated 
did  freely  sign  their  respective  names,  without  improper  solicitation  on 
the  part  of  Campbell  aforesaid,  and  that  the  signatures  to  which  we 
vouch  are  the  bond,  fide  signatures  of  the  parties  therein  named. 

SAMUEL  ATKINSON,  for  letter  “  A,”  8  names. 

W.  R.  HOLDIN,  for  letter  “B,”  8  names. 

HERMAN  J.  SPENCE,  for  letter  “D,”  2  names. 

Sworn  before  me  this  21st  day  of  May,  1885,  at  Wiarton,  in  the  county 
of  Bruce. 

A.  M.  Tyson,  J.  P  , 

County  of  Bruce. 

I  think,  in  the  face  of  these  facts,  the  allegation  that  the 
signatures  were  obtained  by  fraud  and  misrepresentation 
cannot  be  maintained. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  suppose  it  devolves  upon  me  to 
make  a  personal  explanation  with  respect  to  tho  matter 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  just  brought  before  tho 
House.  I  received  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  living  in 
Wiarton,  who  is,  as  every  one  will  admit  who  knows  him, 
as  much  respected  for  his  conscientiousness  and  for  his 
strict  probity  as  any  man  in  the  county  of  Bruce  or  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario.  That  gentleman  wrote  to  me  in  a 
letter,  which  I  have  not  hero  at  this  moment,  but  which  I 
will  take  an  opportunity  of  reading  to  the  House,  that  the 
signatures  of  the  Conservatives  on  the  petitions  were 
obtained  by  misrepresentation  of  the  grossest  kind ;  and 
among  other  misrepresentations  used  was  the  statement 
that  it  was  proposed  by  the  First  Minister  to  enfranchise 
the  North-West  Indians.  And,  if  the  names  which  have 
just  been  read  were  obtained  under  such  a  statement,  after 
the  explanation  made  by  the  First  Minister  to  the  House, 
I  contend  they  were  obtained  by  misrepresentation — I  do 
not  wish  to  make  use  of  stronger  terms.  I  contend  that 
the  names  so  obtained  were  perfectly  valueless ;  and  I  am 
satisfied  that  when  I  hear  from  Wiarton  on  the  subject — 
I  will  write  to  my  correspondent — I  will  find  that  those 
gentlemen  are  still  under  that  apprehension,  and  those  who 
have  signed  the  document  just  read  to  the  House  did  so 
on  account  of  the  representation  made  to  them  on  the 
second  as  well  as  the  first  occasion,  that  it  was  proposed  t© 
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enfranchise  Strike-him-on-the-back  and  all  the  other  Indians 
mentioned. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  And  so  it  was. 

THE. FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

On  section  9, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  was  arranged  that  this 
matter  respecting  the  Indians  should  be  finally  concluded 
and  voted  upon  on  Saturday,  and  that  on  Tuesday  wo  should 
commence  with  the  clause  respecting  the  registration  of 
votors ;  but  better  late  than  never.  I  stated  on  several 
occasions,  when  we  were  discussing  matters  with  reference 
to  the  franchise  of  the  Indians,  that  the  proper  time  to 
bring  them  up  would  be  on  the  qualification  of  voters.  I 
have  prepared  a  sub-paragraph,  which  I  shall  read.  The 
clause  points  out  who  shall  not  vote  at  elections,  and  as  we 
have  adopted  a  sub  section,  providing  that  the  revising 
barrister  shall  not  vote  for  two  years  after  revising  the  lists, 
that  would  be  paragraph  c  and  this  will  be  d : 

Indians  in  Manitoba,  Keewatin  an  I  the  North-West  Territories,  and 
Indians  on  any  reserve  elsewhere  in  Canada,  who  are  not  in  possession 
and  occupation  of  separate  and  distinct  tracts  of  land  on  such  reserves, 
and  whose  improvements  on  such  separate  tracts  are  not  to  the  value 
of  at  least  $150 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Occupation  as  owners  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  read  it. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  It  is  a  distinction  without  a  differ¬ 
ence. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon. gentleman  may 
think  so,  but  I  do  not.  It  is  drawn  up  by  myself,  though 
I  think  it  is  rather  unfair  that  Indians  should  not  vote  who 
have  a  right  in  the  soil  on  which  their  improvements  have 
been  made.  But  in  order  to  prevent,  as  far  as  I  can,  any 
objection,  I  hold  that  Indians  on  a  reserve,  who  have  dis¬ 
tinct  and  separate  holdings,  who  have  made  improvements 
— a  house  or  other  improvements — to  the  value  of  $150, 
should  have  a  vote,  just  as  much  as  any  other  occupant  or 
tenant.  I  do  not  desire  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the 
question  of  the  propriety  or  impropriety  of  allowing  Indians 
on  the  reserves  to  vote  at  all.  It  has  been  discussed  ad 
nauseam ,  first  on  the  interpretation  clause  and  subsequently 
at  great  length  by  a  number  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
I  shall  move  this  amendment. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  They  will  vote  ad  nauseam ,  too. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  no  doubt  the  votes 
we  have  given  are  a  good  deal  of  a  sickener  for  the  hon. 
gentleman. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  stated  that  the 
question  as  to  the  propriety  or  impropriety  of  Indians  on 
l’eserves  voting  has  been  very  much  discussed,  that  he  does 
not  propose  to  add  any  discussion  to  what  has  already  taken 
place  on  that  question,  because  it  has  been  discussed  ad 
nauseam.  Well,  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
discussed  that  question  very  much  himself.  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  said  very  much  in  defence  of 
this  clause,  and  from  the  benches  which  are  filled  by  his 
usual  followers,  there  have  proceeded,  from  time  to  time, 
from  more  than  one  of  his  supporters,  observations  indica¬ 
tive  of  opposition  to  this  clause,  as  now  proposed  to  be 
amended.  Now,  Sir,  although  the  hon.  gentleman  thinks 
that  there  has  been  quite  sufficient  discussion  to  enable  the 
committee  to  dispose  of  this  clause,  1  do  not  share  his 
opinion,  because  I  have  not  yet  heard  any  ground 
upon  which  this  clause,  with  its  qualifications,  can  be 
properly  adopted.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  first  brought 
forward  this  measure  he  was  asked,  upon  the  interpretation 
clause,  what  he  meant  with  reference  to  the  Indians,  and  ho 
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told  us  it  was  intended  to  include  the  Indians  in  Manitoba 
and  British  Columbia.  He  stated  that  positively,  in  answer 
to  my  hon.  friend.  My  hon.  friend  behind  me  (Mr. 
Mills)  was  unable,  as  most  of  us  were  unable,  to  understand 
how  it  could  be  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  bringing  for¬ 
ward  this  proposition,  and  he  wanted  further  explanation 
than  that  which  was  accorded  by  the  language  of  the  Bill 
itself,  and  this  was  the  explanation  which  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  made— that  it  was  to  include  the  Indians  of  Mani¬ 
toba  and  of  British  Columbia.  My  hon.  friend  then  asked 
as  to  the  Indians  of  the  Territories,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
answered  in  the  affirmative.  We  at  that  time  supposed 
that  the  intention  of  the  hon.  gentleman  was  somewhat 
like  that  which  he  now  proposes  by  this  amendment, 
namely,  that  if  it  was  the  Indian  on  the  reserve  who  was 
to  have  a  vote,  it  should  be  when  he  had  a  location  ticket, 
or  a  separate  holding.  Wo  did  not  then  conceive  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  could  have  in  his  own  mind  the  idea  of 
permitting  the  Indian  to  vote  who  had  no  such  holding, 
but  had  simply  his  share  of  the  title  which  his  band  had  in 
the  reserve  itself.  It  subsequently  appeared,  however, 
that  the  language  of  the  Bill  was  capable  of  such 
an  interpretation,  and  now  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes 
that,  as  to  the  Indian  on  the  reserve  who  shall 
have  a  vote  he  shall  vote  if  he  has  in  effect  a  separate  loca¬ 
tion  ticket,  on  property  improved  to  the  value  of  $150. 
With  reference  to  the  explanation  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  makes,  he  stated  a  very  considerable  time — I  think, 
perhaps,  a  fortnight  or  more — after  his  original  statement, 
that  it  was  intended  to  include  the  Indians  of  Manitoba 
and  British  Columbia — he  stated  that  it  was  not  his  inten¬ 
tion  that  they  should  vote.  Ho  stated  that  when  ho  intro¬ 
duced  the  provision  in  the  Bill,  his  mind  had  been  rather 
directed  to  the  Indian  of  the  Eastorn  Province,  but  of  course 
ho  could  not  get  over  the  proposition  that  the  language  of 
the  Bill  really  included  them,  and  that  his  intention  really 
did  include  the  Western  Indians  as  well,  because  the 
language  of  the  Bill  itself  clearly  included  them,  as  we  now 
find  confessed  from  the  proposal  which  is  brought  before 
us,  and  also  because,  in  answer  to  a  question  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  Bothwell,  the  hon.  gentleman  stated 
distinctly  that  such  was  his  intention.  I  suppose, 
Sir,  that  the  little  plan  to  exclude  ihe  Island  of 
Prince  Edward  from  the  uniform  application  of  the 
franchise  having  fallen  through,  it  having  been  found 
that  if  that  little  plan  succeeded,  it  could  only  succeed  by 
virtue  ot  the  destruction  of  the  general  principle  of  uni¬ 
formity.  We  are  now  to  apply  the  hon.  gentleman’s  vague 
observations  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  as  to 
pedantic  uniformity,  to  the  Indian  of  Manitoba.  The  hon. 
gentleman,  the  declared  friend  of  uniformity,  was  not 
friendly  to  pedantic  uniformity ;  and  he  intimated  that 
there  would  be  occasions  to  assert  the  virtue  of  diversity 
and  non-uniformity— as  I  say,  most  of  us  supposed  that 
this  was  applicable  to  Prince  Edward  Island ;  but  after  a 
considerable  time  that  plan  failed,  and  now  we  have  got 
where  the  pedantic  uniformity  comes  in.  It  would  be 
pedantic  uniformity  to  give  the  Indians  of  Manitoba  a  vote ; 
and,  therefore,  the  Indians  of  Manitoba  are  disqualified, 
while  those  of  the  other  Provinces  are  allowed  to  vote. 
Well,  I  suppose  it  is  really  because  the  hon.  gentleman 
felt  that  these  Indians  were  in  too  close  proximity  to  those 
euphemistically  named  chiefs  which  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Bruce  alluded  to  a  moment  ago— Strike-him-on-the 
Back,  Poundmaker,  Big  Bear,  and  the  others — in  too  close 
proximity  to  them,  at  any  rate  in  the  minds  of  the  people, 
and  too  much  associated  with  recent  tragic  events,  to 
attempt  to  force  the  proposition  with  reference  to  them  on 
the  people  ;  but  if  it  was  his  intention  that  the  Indians  of 
Manitoba  should  have  a  vote,  then  we  find  that  a  very  large 
number  of  the  Indians  of  that  Province,  by  virtue  of  tho 
hon.  gentleman’s  second  thought  and  better  advice,  are 
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placed  in  a  different  position.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  not,  as  I  have  said,  argued  out  this  question.  He 
strikes  out  the  Indians  in  Manitoba,  in  Keewatin,  and  in 
the  North-West  Territories  ;  he  therefore  admits  that  under 
the  Bill,  not  merely  the  Indian  in  Manitoba,  but  also  the 
Indian  of  the  District  of  Keewatin,  and  the  Indian  in  the 
North-West  Territories,  would  have  a  vote.  You  will 
observe  that  the  hon.  member  for  North  Bruce  and  others 
have  said  that  it  was  not  intended  by  this  Bill  to  give  the 
Indians  in  the  North-West  Territories  a  vote,  but  if  the  Bill 
does  not  do  that  why  does  the  hon.  gentleman  exclude 
him  just  now  ?  Of  course,  we  know  perfectly  well 
that  at  this  instant  the  North  West  Territories  have  not 
representation  in  Parliament,  and  therefore  at  this  instant 
the  Indians  of  the  North-West  Territories  would  not  have 
a  vote ;  but  this  Bill  is  intended  to  be  the  imperishable 
memorial  of  the  hon,  gentleman’s  name  and  fame,  to  be 
handed  down  to  future  generations.  It  therefore  ought  to 
be  prepared  totus,  teres,  atque  rotundus,  so  as  to  require  no 
alteration  or  change  to  be  made  in  that  day  when  the 
North-West  Territories  shall  have  representation.  He 
anticipates  that  day;  he  is  providing  for  including  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  the  North-West  Territories  with  the  view  of  giving 
them  representation  ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman,  anxious  to 
prescribe  how  they  shall  be  represented,  what  persons 
shall  be  qualified  to  exercise  the  franchise  in  those  Terri¬ 
tories,  when  they  are  to  be  represented,  takes  time  by  the 
forelock — or  shall  I  say  by  the  scalplock  ? — and  says  before¬ 
hand  to  Poundmaker,  and  Big  Bear — perhaps  neutralising 
the  conciliatory  efforts  of  his  agents  who  are  now  engaged 
operating  with  those  eminent  citizens  :  Gentlemen,  to  you 
I  give  notice  even  now,  that  in  the  happy  day  which  is 
coming  when  the  North-West  Territories  shall  be  repre¬ 
sented,  you  shall  be  excluded  from  that  most 
valuable  privilege  of  the  capable  citizen.  Now,  with 
reference  to  the  Indians  on  the  reserves,  elsewhere 
in  Canada,  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  exclude 
the  Indian,  who  is  not  in  possession  and  occupa¬ 
tion  of  a  separate  and  distinct  piece  of  land  in  the  reserve, 
and  whose  such  separate  tract  is  not  of  the  value  of  $150, 
The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  by  that  proposition  in  the 
slightest  degree  answer  the  difficulties  suggested  from  this 
side  of  the  House.  He  does  not  answer  the  difficulty  as  to 
the  dependent  position  of  the  Indian  there,  as  to  the  ward¬ 
ship  of  that  Indian,  as  to  the  character  of  his  holding,  by 
whose  g  ace  he  gets  it  and  holds  it,  and  what  his 
relations r  are  to  the  band  and  to  the  Superintendent 
General.  On  the  contrary,  under  the  provision  as  it  stood 
before,  the  Indian  was  more  independent  than  he  is  under 
this  provision,  because  under  the  law  as  it  stood,  if  the  whole 
reserve  was  divided  up  amongst  the  Indians  would  amount 
in  value  to  such  an  amount  as  would  give  the  qualification, 
any  one  of  the  Indians  would  have  the  right  to  vote,  a  right 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  could  not  deprive  him  of — a  right 
which  he  would  hold  by  Act  of  Parliament,  not  by  the  grace 
of  the  Superintendent  General ;  but  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  pretending  to  give  an  advantage,  says  to  the 
House  that  though  he  thinks  it  rather  unfair  to  the 
poor  Indian  to  deprive  the  other  Indians  of  their 
votes,  he  will  not  give  it  as  a  right,  but  as  a  favor 
to  those  to  whom  he  gives  location  tickets  or  who  have 
separate  holdings  ;  so  that  no  Indian  shall  have  a  right  to 
the  vote  unless  he  gets  a  location  ticket— that  which  he 
does  not  hold  absolutely  or  by  a  form  of  title,  as  any  other 
citizen.  Now,  Sir,  we  are  considering  the  question  of  the 
future  franchise  of  the  inhabitants  of  Canada,  and  we  have 
a  proposal  from  the  hon.  gentleman  with  reference  to  the 
Indian  franchise  which  ought  to  have  been  accompanied  by 
those  statements  which,  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  as  the 
First  Minister,  as  the  Superintendent  General  of  Indian 
Affairs,  as  the  promoter  of  this  Bill,  it  was  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  duty  to  have  laid  before  us.  Wo  ought  to  have 
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learned  from  the  hon.  gentleman  how  many  Indians  would 
have  been  enfranchised  under  this  proposal.  We  ought  to 
have  learned  what  the  present  condition  of  things  is,  and 
what  he  expects  it  to  be.  In  discussions  in  the 
English  House  of  Commons,  upon  proposals  to  enlarge  the 
franchise,  statements  with  reference  to  the  effect  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  enlargement,  and  calculations  as  to  the  numbers  of 
citizens  who  would  be  made  capable  of  enjoying  that  fran¬ 
chise,  have  always  been  made  and  have  formed  the  subjects 
of  discussion.  Here,  after  a  long,  after,  the  hon.  gentleman 
says,  a  too  long  discussion,  he  brings  down  a  proposal  to  us 
which  he  did  not  choose  to  indicate  earlier,  and  we  have  no 
statement  of  its  probable  effects,  or  of  the  number  of  per¬ 
sons  out  of  the  105,000  Indians  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
who  are  to  be  enfranchised  by  it.  Is  it  a  measure  for  the 
enfranchisement  of  the  Indians  as  a  whole,  in  the  body  ? 
How  does  it  affect  British  Columbia  ?  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say,  but  I  daresay  my  hon.  friends  from  that  Province — 
except  the  hon.  member  for  Yictoria,  B.C,  (Mr.  Baker),  who,  I 
believe,  declared  the  other  day  that  he  thought  the  Indians 
ought  to  have  a  vote — are,  some  of  them,  at  any  rate,  pretty 
well  satisfied  with  the  Bill.  I  presume  that  out  of  the 
35,000  Indians  in  British  Columbia,  a  very  small  number 
will  get  the  franchise,  and  I  presume  that  they  may  have  a 
pretty  good  expectation  that  the  system  of  giving  separate 
holdings  upon  the  comparatively  small  reserves  that  exist 
in  that  Province,  will  be  more  extensively  applied.  But 
with  reference  to  the  older  Provinces,  to  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  says  his  attention  was  especially  directed  in  pre¬ 
paring  this  measure,  I  ask  what  is  to  be  the  effect  of  the 
franchise  ?  How  many  have  such  separate  holdings  ?  I3  the 
amount  to  be  confined  even  to  the  location  ticket  ?  The 
question  is  brought  before  the  House  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
once  again  saying  that  he  is  reluctant  in  making  this  change, 
that  he  thinks  it  is  hardly  fair  to  a  great  many  of  the 
Indians.  To  how  many  of  them  is  it  unfair  ?  What  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  Indians  are  being  treated  with  harshness  in 
restricting  the  franchise  to  them,  as  he  says  it  will  be 
restricted  ?  And  what  proportion  are  now  being  benefited  ? 
The  latter  will  be  a  very  variable  quantity ;  it  will  depend 
largely  upon  the  urgency  and  pressure  of  the  local 
agent  and  of  the  Superintendent  General  as  to  the  ex¬ 
pedience  of  sepai*ate  holdings  on  the  reserves  and  the  con¬ 
ditions  upon  which  these  holdings  are  to  be  given. 
Now,  a  good  many  gentlemen  have  been  disposed 
to  treat  this  question,  as  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  the  words 
be  threw  out,  treated  it — that  it  was  hardly  fair  to  the 
Indians,  that  he  was  sorry  to  do  it — in  a  somewhat  senti¬ 
mental  manner.  I  maintain  that  those  of  us  who  object  to 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  proposal  to  give  votes  to  the  tribal 
Indians  living  on  the  reserve  are  not,  by  any  such  objec¬ 
tion,  in  the  slightest  degree,  open  to  the  charge  of  want  of 
sympathy  with  the  Indian.  On  the  contrary,  we  have  sym¬ 
pathised  in  time  past,  and  in  spite  of  the  tragic  events 
of  the  past  few  weeks  we,  too,  to-day  do  sym¬ 
pathise — who  but  can  sympathise  ? — with  the  nature 
and  condition  of  these,  if  not  original,  at  any 
rate  immemorial,  owners  of  the  soil  upon  which  our 
ancestors  intruded.  But  it  is  not  the  case  that 
sympathy  is  to  be  the  ground  upon  which  the  franchise 
is  to  be  extended.  I  had  occasion  myself,  when  I  filled 
the  office  of  Minister  of  Justice,  to  consider  a  case  with 
reference  to  some  of  these  Indians  whom  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to-day  is  excluding — Indians  in  the  district,  I  think, 
of  Keewatin,  and  I  felt  a  very  deep  sympathy  with  two  of 
them,  two  sons.  I  will  state  the  circumstances.  They 
had  deliberately  murdered  their  aged  mother.  1  was  called 
upon  to  say  what,  if  any,  proceedings  should  be  taken 
against  them  ;  and  it  appeared  from  incontestible  testimony 
that  these  unfortunate  heathen  Indians  had  nourished  for 
generations  the  belief  that  an  aged  woman,  such  as  she  was, 
approaching  the  period  of  death,  under  certain  circum- 


2106 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


Mat  26 


stances  became  possessed  of  supei’natural  but  maleficent 
powers,  and  could  and  would,  unless  slaughtered,  be  the 
death,  not  merely  of  her  family,  but  also  of  large  numbers 
of  the  tribe  to  which  she  belonged.  Under  their  religion, 
if  you  can  so  use  the  phrase,  it  became  a  part  of  the  duty 
of  these  two  sons  to  put  an  end  to  their  mother ;  and  they 
discharged  it  with  tears  and  grief,  as  a  religious  duty 
incumbent  upon  them  by  their  laws,  rites  and  ceremonies, 
to  avert  the  result  to  which  I  have  referred.  That  is  the 
sort  of  people  who  are  to  be  excluded  from  the  franchise  by 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  amendment,  and  who,  but  for  that 
amendment,  would  be  included.  Being  satisfied  this  was 
their  ancient  rule,  I  felt  it  would  not  do  to  take  proceed¬ 
ings  with  the  view  to  hang  those  two,  and  I  ordered  a  per¬ 
sonal  visit  to  be  made  to  every  individual  of  the  band,  the 
law  and  customs  of  our  country  to  be  explained  to  them, 
and  to  be  pointed  out  to  them  that  any  repetition  or 
attempt  to  repeat  such  a  crime  would  be  followed  by  the 
utmost  rigor  of  the  law  ;  but  I  felt  that,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  it  would  do  more  harm  than  good  to  take  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  with  reference  to  the  act  that  was  past.  These  are  the 
class  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman, .but  for  his  amendment  of 
to-day,  was  going  to  give  the  franchise  ;  and  I  can  say  we  can 
sympathise  with  these  people,  we  can  bear  with  them,  we 
can  tolerate  many  things  as  due  to  ancient,  ingrained  habit, 
customs,  and  religion  so  called,  we  can  deal  tenderly  with 
them — without  at  all  agi'eeing  that  they  are  capable 
citizens,  proper  to  be  entrusted  with  the  franchise.  They 
are  not,  in  a  word,  fit  to  vote.  For  innumerable  generations 
they  lived,  as  hunters  principally,  a  nomad  life,  and  they 
had  their  own  civilisation,  their  own  rules,  their  own 
notions  of  manly  virtue,  their  own  vices  and  faults,  and  we 
came  here  and  we  added  some  of  our  vices  to  them.  We 
gave  them  the  appetite  and  the  means  of  drink,  and  we  gave 
them  painful  and  loathsome  disease,  and  our  efforts  to  civi¬ 
lise  them  have  been  very  largely,  no  doubt,  a  failure.  I 
once  before,  on  an  Indian  debate,  adverted  to  the  strength  of 
the  wild  strain  in  the  blood  of  the  Indian.  I  told  the  House 
some  years  ago  of  two  cases,  to  my  own  knowledge,  of  youDg 
men,  school  fellows  of  my  own  for  many  years,  apparently 
very  civilised,  well  instructed,  capable  in  all  respects,  but  who, 
after  they  had  grown  up  among  the  haunts  of  men  so  instruct¬ 
ed  and  with  the  opportunities  of  leading  such  a  life  as  we 
would  prefer,  returned,  at  mature  years  to  the  band,  and  to 
the  wild  life  of  the  Indian.  You  cannot  hope  in  any  brief 
space,  in  a  space  which  you  can  measure,  even  in  a  few 
generations,  to  extinguish  that  wild  strain  in  the  blood,  and 
those  longings  for  the  tribal  life,  and  the  free  life  and  the 
wild  life  of  the  Indian.  It  is  useless,  therefore,  to  discuss 
this  question,  as  if  such  a  solution  of  it  were  to  be  obtained 
by  all  the  efforts  we  can  use,  and  by  all  the  efforts  we  have 
been  putting  forward  by  example,  by  local  agents,  by  school 
teachers,  by  missionaries,  by  priests,  by  their  being  sur¬ 
rounded  by  the  habitations  of  white  settled  people.  If  all 
that  has  done  so  little,  what  is  the  giving  of  a  vote  going 
to  do  more?  It  is  not  going  to  Iielp  the  Indians;  it  is 
going,  as  you  propose  to  give  it,  to  add  another  element  to 
his  degredation,  and  to  degrade  the  white  along  with  him. 
Now  what  is  the  position  ?  I  stated  the  position  with 
reference  to  the  Indian  early  in  this  debate,  immediately 
after  the  hon.  gentleman  had  made  his  explanation,  and  I 
reinforced  that  position  then  by  a  perusal  of  the  relevant 
parts  of  the  Indian  Act.  1  am  not  about  to  advert 
again  to  them,  though  the  hon.  gentleman’s  amendment  and 
the  language  with  which  he  put  it  in  your  hands,  Sir,  renders 
it  absolutely  necessary  that  they  should  be  adverted  to 
again,  to  show  how  utterly  he  has  mistaken  or  chooses  to 
misread  the  whole  discussion.  I  am  not  myself,  however, 
about  to  advert  again  in  detail  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
but  I  say  they  are  provisions — and  I  read  them  and  I 
proved  it — which  show  that  the  Indian  is  not  within  the 
meaning  of  those  words  as  applied  to  the  exercise  of  the 
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franchise,  which  show  that  the  tribal  Indian  living  on  his 
reserve,  even  although  he  has  this  separate  holding,  under 
the  hon.  gentleman,  is  not  a  capable  citizen.  I  say  he  is 
not.  I  say  you  disqualify  him,  you  incapacitate  him  in 
many  of  those  respects  which  we  call  the  primary  and 
essential  elements  of  manhood  and  citizenship ;  and  while 
you  disqualify  him  and  incapacitate  him  in  these,  you  have 
no  right  to  give  him  the  crowning  badge,  the  flower  of 
freedom — tbe  vote.  You  tell  him:  You  shall  not  deal 
with  your  own,  with  what  we  call  by  courtesy  your  own, 
as  you  like.  Why  ?  Because  you  have  not  capacity  to  do 
it,  because  you  will  be  deceived,  because  you  are  too 
improvident,  because  you  must  have  a  Superintendent 
General,  a  Deputy  Superintendent  General  and  a  local 
agent  to  look  after  you,  to  control  you,  to  manage  you,  to 
husband  your  reserve,  to  decide  which  of  you  shall  have  a 
holding,  to  dispense  favors  among  you,  to  assist  you  in  the 
determination  of  whom  shall  be  your  chief  and  so  forth.  But 
you  say  to  him  :  There  is  a  process  by  which,  by  certain 
gradations,  after  an  interval  of  years,  having  proved 
by  your  conduct  in  the  first  place  and  by  your  conduct  later, 
having  undergone  a  period  of  probation,  that  you  are  fit  for 
enfranchisement,  you  shall  be  enfranchised  and  become  a 
free  man,  and  shall  have  a  vote  as  you  ought  to  have  a  vote. 
But  now,  you  say,  while  all  these  badges  of  war,  of  tutelage, 
of  inferiority,  of  incapacity  remain — while  they  remain  upon 
your  Statute  Book  marked  upon  the  Indian  and  his  life, 
while  they  remain  in  actual  practice,  while  you  declare  it 
would  be  the  worst  thing  in  the  world  for  the  Indian  to 
remove  them,  while  you  say  the  operation  of  enfranchise¬ 
ment  cannot  be  even  accelerated  without  danger,  while 
this  is  your  own  description  in  your  own  laws  of  the  con¬ 
dition  of  the  Indian,  you  say  to  this  Indian  so  circum¬ 
stanced:  We  will  give  the  franchise.  He  cannot  take  care 
of  himself,  we  have  to  take  care  of  him;  but,  incapable  as  he 
is  of  taking  care  and  controlling  his  own,  we  will  give  him 
the  right  to  manage  our  affairs.  We  have  to  manage  his,  he 
shall  manage  ours.  Now  the  Province  of  Ontario  has  a  num¬ 
ber  of  equally  balanced  constituencies,  in  several  of  which 
there  are  Indian  reserves,  and  the  attempt  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  practically  to  control  the  white  vote  in  those 
constituencies  by  the  addition  of  the  Indian  vote.  And  be 
has  two  great  forces  to  assist  him  in  his  government.  He, 
the  First  Minister,  the  dispenser  of  the  favors  of  Parliament, 
the  dispenser  of  the  bounty  of  the  nation,  the  ruler  of  the 
Indian,  his  guardian,  can  help  himself  well  enough ;  but  that, 
perhaps,  is  not  alone  enough,  so  he  has  the  hon.  gentleman 
his  colleaugue  beside  him,  the  hon.  the  Minister  of  Customs ; 
for  I  see  by  the  Orange  Sentinel ,  in  its  last  edition,  that 
there  is  an  outburst  of  joy  on  the  proposal  to  give  the  tribal 
Indians  the  vote  because  of  the  number  of  Orange  lodges 
among  them.  So  that,  with  what  the  hon.  gentleman  the 
First  Minister  as  Superintendent  General  and  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Customs  as  the  representative  in  this  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  Orange  body,  the  hon.  gentleman  is  qu;te  sure 
that  the  Indians  of  Ontario  will  vote  right,  anyway.  The 
whites  are  to  be  so  ruled,  the  white  electors  in  the  constitu¬ 
encies  are  to  be  so  ruled,  are  to  be  ruled  by  virtue  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  and  the  Minister  of  Customs,  as  an  influential 
Orangeman,  having  an  influence  over  the  Indians.  As  I 
have  said,  I  am  not  about  to  advert  in  detail  to  the  clauses 
of  the  Act,  but  I  am  about  to  do  what  I  have  not  done  hith¬ 
erto,  I  am  about  to  refer  you  to  some  passages  in  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  own  report ;  not  the  report  of  his  deputy,  not 
the  report  of  his  local  agents,  important  as  they  are ;  but 
every  passage  which  I  shall  read  to  you  is  a  passage  in  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  own  report,  signed  by  himself  as 
Superintendent  General  of  Indian  Affairs,  indicating  to 
my  mind  as  clearly  as  possible  the  monstrous  character  of 
the  proposal  he  now  brings  forward.  In  the  report  for  the 
year  ended  the  30th  June,  1879,  the  hon.  gentleman  stated 
this : 
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“It  will  give  your  Excllency  pleasure  to  learu  that  the  condition  of 
the  aboriginal  inhabitants  of  the  Dominion  is,  on  the  whole,  not  only 
satisfactory,  but  gradually  and  surely  improving.  In  the  older  Prov¬ 
inces,  they  have  in  many  cases  attained  to  an  intellectual  and  educa¬ 
tional  standard  not  second  to  that  of  their  white  neighbors,  engaging 
with  much  success  in  agriculture,  mechanics,  commerce,  and  the 
learned  professions,  and  taking  a  creditable  part  in  social  and  religious 
life  and  in  the  political  government  of  the  country. 

I  need  hardly  say  that  these  observations  applied  as  a  rule 
— at  any  rate  the  last  one — to  the  enfranchised  Indian  be¬ 
cause  the  unenfranchised  Indian  had  no  vote.  But  now, 
after  that  rose-colored  statement  of  the  condition  of  tbe 
Indian  in  the  older  Provinces  has  been  road — and  I  should 
like  to  hear  the  number  of  instances  to  which  it  applies  in 
the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia - 

Mr.  KIRK;  Not  one. 

Mr.  BLAKE — In  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick,  in  the 
Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  and  even  in  the  Province  of  Ontario — I  do  not 
deny  that  it  applies  to  some  cases,  but  they  are  rari  nantes 
in  gurgite  vasto — the  majority  are  in  the  other  condition — 
what  does  he  say  ? 

“  In  Ontario,  more  especially,  they  are  abandoning  the  old  tribal 
system  and  the  state  of  tutelage  which  it  involves,  assimilating  with  the 
rest  of  the  population,  and  assuming  all  the  rights,  privileges  and  im¬ 
munities  of  citizens.” 

The  hon.  gentleman’s  general  observation,  you  will  thus 
find,  is  applied  particularly  by  him  to  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  and,  when  he  comes  to  give  us  the  description  of 
the  most  advanced  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  what  is  the 
test  of  advancement  which  he  gives  us,  what  is  the  main 
and  crucial  test  of  advancement  which  he  gives  ?  It  is  this : 

‘‘  In  Ontario,  more  especially,  they  are  abandoning  the  old  tribal 
system  and  the  state  of  tutelage  which  it  involves,  assimilating  with 
the  rest  of  the  population,  and  assuming  all  the  rights,  privileges  and 
immunities  of  citizens.” 

There  is  the  process  of  emancipation,  there  is  the  process 
of  enfranchisement  which  the  hon.  gentleman  rejoiced  to 
see  going  on,  which  he  was  desirous  to  see  go  on  still 
further,  and  which  was  to  result,  after  the  abandonment  of 
the  tribal  system,  after  the  abandonment  of  the  state  of 
tutelage  which  the  tribal  system  involves,  in  an  assimi¬ 
lation  with  the  rest  of  the  population,  and  then  the  assump¬ 
tion  of  all  the  rights,  privileges  and  immunities  of  citizens. 
But  now,  while  yet  they  are  tribal  Indians,  while  yet  they 
do  not  abandon,  and  do  not  choose  to  abandon,  the  tribal 
system,  while  yet  they  are  in  the  state  of  tutelage  which  that 
tribal  system  involves,  as  I  have  here  confessed  under 
the  signature  “  John  A.  Macdonald,”  which  follows  a  page 
or  two  further  on,  while  yet  they  are  in  that  state  of  tutelage 
while  yet  they  decline  to  assimilate  with  the  rest  of  the 
population,  while  yet  they  decline  so  to  acquire,  so  to 
assume,  to  repeat  the  hon.  gentleman’s  language,  all  the 
rights,  privileges  and  immunities  of  citizens,  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  proposes  to  give  them  rights,  privileges  and  immuni¬ 
ties  which  we  should  rejoice  to  see  them  have  if  they  were 
citizens  like  ourselves,  but  which  the  hon.  then  and  always 
hitherto  thought  incompatible  with  the  retention  of  the 
tribal  system,  incompatible  with  the  state  of  tutelage  which 
it  involves,  incompatible  with  a  non-assimilation  with 
the  rest  of  the  population,  incompatible  with  the  non-as¬ 
sumption  of  all  the  rights,  privileges  and  responsibilities  of 
citizens.  Row  shall  these  men  decide  for  us  what 
the  political  government  of  the  country  is  to  be?  How 
shall  they  decide  for  us  what  our  rights  are  to  be  ?  How 
shall  they  decide  for  us  what  is  the  due  and  the  proper 
course  of  a  free  man,  when  they  are  not  free  men  them¬ 
selves  ?  That  is  what  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes.  Is  it 
fitting  that  those  who  are  in  a  state  of  tutelage  should  con¬ 
trol  the  free  men  ?  And  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  says  here 
that  the  tribal  system  involves  a  state  of  tutelage.  And 
he  says  that  those  who  are  in  the  state  of  tutelage  shall  con¬ 
trol  the  free  men.  The  hon.  gentleman  adheres  to  the  view 


that,  because  he  is  their  tutor,  because  he  is  the  man  who 
has  them  in  a  state  of  tutelage,  they  shall  vote,  so  as  to 
control  the  free  expression  of  the  free  citizens  of  this  coun¬ 
try.  Then,  in  the  reports  for  the  next  year,  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  himself— for  I  say  I  adhere  only  to  reports  which 
are  signed  by  his  own  name — says : 

“The  small  Wyandotte  band,  whose  reserve  is  situate  1  in  the  town¬ 
ship  of  Anderdon,  in  the  county  of  Essex,  will  this  year  have  completed 
their  three  years  term  of  probation  for  enfranchisement,  and  will  then 
be  entitled,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Indian  Act  of  1880,  to  letters 
patent  for  their  respective  holdings,  and  to  have  the  capital  at  their 
credit  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  divided  among  them,  and,  upon 
this  taking  place,  they  will  cease  to  be  Indians  in  every  respect  within 
the  meaning  oi  the  law.” 

So  there  is  a  statement,  obviously  with  gratification,  of  the 
result  of  the  provisions  for  enfranchisement  in  their  prac¬ 
tical  application.  Then,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  goes  on 
to  discuss  the  conditions  of  some  of  the  Indians  who  are  to 
be  enfranchised,  he,  as  I  have  said,  indicates  time  and  again, 
their  dependent  condition.  For  example,  speaking  of  the 
Indians  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  whose  reserves  are  more 
favorably  situated,  as  respects  soil  and  climate,  he  says  : 

“  They  are  less  nomadic  in"  their  habit3,  they  live  in  villages  or  on 
reserves,  and  the  wigwam  is,  with  them,  a  thing  of  the  past.  There  is, 
however,  but  little  progress  among  them  ;  although  they  have,  as  a  rule, 
abundance  of  land  of  good  quality,  from  the  cultivation  of  which,  if  pro¬ 
secuted  with  ordinary  vigor,  they  might  procure  an  ample  subsistence 
for  themselves  and  families,  and,  in  order  to  encourage  them  to  do  so, 
seed  grain,  potatoes  and  garden  seeds,  are  supplied  to  such  of  them  as 
have  land  prepared  for  the  same.’’ 

Take  your  Indian,  give  him  his  allotment,  let  him  have  his 
separate  holding,  his  shanty  worth  $150,  and  his  fence  and 
so  forth  worth  $150  of  improvements  upon  it,  and  then  let 
the  Superintendent  General,  forsooth,  decide  that  he  has 
properly  prepared  his  ground  and  is  entitled  to  some  seed 
grain — potatoes  or  garden  seeds — or  the  contrary ;  and,  the 
Superintendent  General  having  decided  whether  he  shall 
have  the  raw  material  for  the  cultivation  of  the  ground, 
give  him  the  vote,  the  free  vote  which  he  will  exercise,  no 
doubt  without  the  slightest  regard  to  the  power  of  the 
Superintendent  General  to  say  to  him  :  You  shall  have  the 
seeds  and  roots  for  planting  your  ground,  or  not,  and  it  is 
in  my  judgment  whether  you  shall  have  them  or  not.  The 
hon.  gentleman  goes  on  to  speak  of  the  western  counties  of 
Nova  Scotia : 

“  The  Indians  of  these  counties  pay  but  little  attention  to  the  culti¬ 
vation  of  the  soil.  The  efforts  of  the  Department  have  been  for  several 
years  unceasingly  directed  towards  inducing  them  to  settle  on 
and  cultivate  lands  on  their  reserves,  and  in  the  furtherance  of 
this  object  seed  grain,  potatoes  and  garden  seeds  are  distributed 
every  spring  among  such  of  them  as  are  disposed  to  use  them ;  and 
although,  as  a  general  thing,  the  attempt  to  make  an  agricultural 
people  of  them  has  hitherto  proved  unsuccessful,  yet  the  reports  from 
some  localities  of  Indians  adopting  that  mode  of  obtaining  a  subsistence 
are  sufficiently  encouraging  to  justify  increased  efforts  being  put  forth 
in  that  direction.” 

There  is  your  free  man  again  ;  there  are  the  Indians  of  the 
western  paat  of  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  living  on  their 
holdings,  and  being  persuaded  by  the  Superintendent 
General  to  cultivate  the  soil  by  an  annual  distribution  of 
seed  grain,  potatoes  and  garden  seeds,  amongst  those  dis¬ 
posed  to  use  it.  Of  course  they  will  vote  against  the 
Superintendent  General : 

“  In  the  eastern  counties  of  the  Province  a  healthier  condition  of 
matters  exist,  especially  is  this  the  case  in  the  Island  of  Cape  Breton, 
where  the  Indians  live  for  the  most  part  in  houses,  make  good  use  of 
the  seed  given  them  by  cultivating  their  lands  and  raising  crops  of 
sufficient  importance  to  materially  aid  in  the  support  of  themselves  and 
their  families.” 

There  you  see  where  they  are  better  off,  where  they  actually 
live  in  houses — the  most  part  of  them — even  there,  Sir,  the 
seed  annually  given  them  to  persuade  them  to  cultivate  the 
soil,  and  not  to  support  themselves— O  no,  that  is  not  to  be 
expected — but  to  aid  materially  in  supporting  themselves. 
Such  is  the  case  in  your  own  Province,  Mr.  Chairman,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  that  you,  Sir,  free  to  speak,  and  untied,  as 
you  have  been  to  that  Chair  for  a  long  time,  we  would  hear 
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you  strongly  denouncing  this  proposition  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  from  the  intimate  knowledge  you  must  have  of  the 
red  men  in  whose  vicinity  you  live  : 

“  The  Superintendent  of  the  Indians  in  the  northern  and  eastern 
counties  of  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick,  reports  an  improvement  on 
the  whole  in  their  condition,  and  he  anticipates  a  continuance  of  the 
same,  owing  to  the  commencement  last  spring  ” - - 

Now,  what  improved  these  Indians  in  the  year  1880  ?  What 
made  them  better  off?  What  made  them  more  capable 
citizens  to  exercise  the  franchise  ?  I  will  tell  you  what 
it  was : 

“  Owing  to  the  commencement  last  spring  of  the  system  of  distribut¬ 
ing  seed  among  such  of  the  Indians  as  were  cultivating  land,  instead  of 
handing  the  money  to  them  as  had  been  previously  the  practise,  when  it 
was  used- for  other  purposes  than  that  for  which  it  was  intended.” 

They  had  a  present  each  spring  to  buy  seed.  They  were 
not  to  be  trusted  with  the  money,  because  they  used  it  for 
other  purposes.  The  Department  had  to  go  back  and  treat 
them  like  children,  and  give  them  the  seed  itself,  and,  Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald,  the  Superintendent  General,  reports  a 
material  improvement  in  the  condition  of  the  Indians  of 
New  Brunswick,  because  the  Superintendent  had  resorted 
to  the  practice  of  restraining  them  by  giving  them  the 
actual  seed  instead  of  the  money.  There  is  a  similarity 
among  them  to  the  Indians  I  recollect  reading  about  whom 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  disfranchising  in  the  North-West, 
who  boiled  the  seed  potatoes,  who  cooked  the  seed  grain, 
and  who  ate  the  oxen  for  the  plow,  and  the  cows  that  were 
intended  to  give  milk  and  for  breeding  purposes.  Even 
giving  them  in  kind  did  not  always  answer  the  purpose.  I 
should  not  be  surprised— -in  point  of  fact  I  have  it  in  some 
of  these  reports,  that  even  giving  the  seed  in  kind  did  not 
always  secure  the  planting  of  the  seed  by  the  more  civilised 
Indians  in  the  eastern  part  of  the  country.  That  is  the 
better  part ;  then  on  the  west  side  of  New  Brunswick  there 
is  a  statement  with  reference  to  Victoria  and  Madawaska, 
where  the  agent  says  : 

“  The  Indians  of  those  counties  are  industrious,  temperate  and  con¬ 
tented,  and  that  they  are  every  year  advancing  slowly  but  surely 
towards  a  higher  state  of  civilisation.” 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say  of  the  Indians  on  the  west  side 
New  Brunswick  : 

“  Those  Indians,  like  their  brethren  of  the  western  counties  of  Nova 
Scotia,  are  unsettled  in  their  habits  ;  ” 

Now,  Sir,  what  is  the  independent  voter,  the  independent 
Indian  voter  in  western  New  Brunswick,  in  the  habit  of 
doing  ?  What  do  you  think  the  Superintendant  General 
complains  of  ? 

“  And  the  constant  appeals  to  the  Department  for  increased  assis¬ 
tance  indicates  but  little  advancement  towards  their  becoming  self 
supporting  and  independent.” 

It  was  rather  an  annoyance,  you  know,  to  be  called  on  to 
give  out  the  public  money  to  assist  the  Indian  before  he 
was  an  independent  voter,  but  now  that  he  has  become  a 
free  and  independent  voter,  how  rejoiced  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  must  be  to  know  that  the  Indian  on  the  west  side  of 
New  Brunswick  is  improvident,  that  he  uses  up  his  money 
and  means  too  fast,  because  ho  will  have  to  come  to  him  and 
say  :  Please  let  me  have  some  money ;  please  give  me  some 
assistance,  some  blankets,  some  food,  something  to  cultivate 
my  land  with.  And  the  Superintendent  General  will  be 
generous,  the  Superintendent  General  will  be  gracious,  he 
will  scold  him  no  more,  and  he  will  take  care  that  his  just 
and  reasonable  requests  for  pauper  relief  are  acceded  to  ; 
and  so  he  will  secure  his  independent  vote.  Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  goes  on  to  discuss  a  most  interesting  topic— the 
elevation  of  the  Indians  by  means  of  education.  Of  course, 
we  know  that  the  process  of  elevation  is  slow,  and  that  it  is 
by  dealing  with  the  young  alone  that  we  can  hope  for 
material  progress.  He  says  : 

“  The  greatest  obstacle  to  the  successful  education  of  Indian  children 
at  day  schools  consists  in  the  irregularity  of  their  attendance,  caused  in 
Mr.  Blake. 


part  by  the  neglect  of  their  parents  to  oblige  them  to  attend,  and  by 
the  frequent  absence  of  many  families  from  the  reserves  while  fishing, 
hunting  and  berry- picking.  In  order  to  remedy  this  state  of  things  as 
far  as  possible,  the  teachers  have  been  instructed  to  adapt  to  the  periods 
of  vacation  the  time  when  the  Indians  will  be  absent  from  the  reserve.” 

There  you  see  the  difficulty.  The  Indian  is  not  morely 
irregular,  nomadic,  absent  himself,  but  he  does  not  cause 
he  children  to  attend,  and  he  frequently  takes  the  child 
away  from  the  reserves  on  his  expedition.  Then,  the  plan 
recently  adopted  in  connection  with  Indian  day  schools  in 
Manitoba,  Keewatin  and  the  North-West  Territory,  of 
granting  bonuses  to  teachers,  etc.,  is  stated.  Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  goes  on  to  deal  with  general  observations  of 
high  consequence : 

“  And  the  Indian  day  school  is,  however,  under  the  best  of  circum¬ 
stances,  attended  with  unsatisfactory  results,  the  Indian  youth,  to  enable 
him  to  cope  successfully  with  his  brother  of  white  origin,  must  be  dis¬ 
associated  from  the  prejudicial  influences  by  which  he  is  surrounded 
on  the  reserves  of  his  band.” 

There  is  the  statement — the  reserve  band  surrounds  the 
Indian  with  prejudicial  influences,  and  if  you  are  going  to 
elevate  the  young  Indian,  if  you  are  going  to  put  him  on  a 
par,  and  bring  him  by  degrees  up  to  the  standard  of  his 
white  brother,  you  must  disassociate  him  from  the  prejudi¬ 
cial  influences  of  the  surrounding  band. 

“  And  the  necessity  for  the  establishment  more  generally  of  institu¬ 
tions  whereat  Indian  children,  besides  being  instructed  in  the  usual 
branches  of  education  will  be  lodged,  fed,  clothed  ” - 

Now  what  ?  Listen,  fathers  of  families  throughout  Canada ; 
listen  to  the  character  of  the  persons  who  are  to  have  votes 
and  control  your  destinies.  What  is  to  be  done  with  the 
children  who  are  to  be  elevated  ?  — — 

“kept  separate  from  home  infliences,  taught  trades  and  instructed 
in  agriculture,  is  becoming  every  year  more  apparent.” 

Kept  separate  from  home  influences  !  That  is  the  character 
of  the  Indian  parent,  that  is  the  character  of  the  Indian 
voter.  That  is  the  elevated  condition  in  which  the  Super¬ 
intendent  General  says  the  Indian  voter  of  to-morrow 
occupies — not  merely  of  to-morrow  but  of  “  of  old  to-mor¬ 
row.”  That  is  the  character  of  the  parent — that  if  the 
Indian  daughter,  or  the  Indian  son,  is  to  be  advanced,  if 
real  progress  is  to  be  made,  if  he  is  to  be  put  in  a  position  in 
which  he  can  cope  with  his  white  brother,  one  of  the  condi¬ 
tions  stated  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman  is,  that  he  is  to  be 
taken  away  from  the  reserves,  and  a  second  condition,  is, 
that  he  is  to  be  kept  separate  from  home  influences.  It  is 
these  people  who  are  to  control  our  destinies.  Every  year 
it  is  becoming  more  apparent,  in  spite  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  long  continued  effort,  that  if  you  are  going  to  make 
anything  of  the  Indian  in  the  sense  of  the  white  man,  you 
must  do  it  through  education  of  the  young,  and  that  if 
you  are  going  to  educate  the  youug  Indian  successfully 
You  must  take  him  from  the  prejudicial  influences  of  the 
reserves,  you  must  keep  him  separated  from  home  influ¬ 
ences,  and  it  is  these  home  influences  which  have  been 
potent  enough  and  prejudicial  enough  to  induce  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  give  the  tribal  Indians  the  franchise.  Then 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  pointed  out  the  prejudicial  condition 
of  affairs  upon  the  bands,  and  goes  on  to  discuss  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  tribal  government : 

“  Convinced  of  the  desirability  of  introducing,  as  soon  as  Indian 
bands  are  prepared  for  it,  a  better  system  of  managing  their  local 
affairs  than  the  one  which  at  present  prevails  among  them,  under  which 
the  chiefs  (who  in  many  cases  are  hereditary,  and  therefore  may  or  may 
not  fairly  represent  the  intelligence  of  the  band)  control  such  matters — 
the  Department  despatched  a  circular  to  the  various  Indian  superin¬ 
tendents  and  agents  calling  upon  them  to  report  whether  the  bands 
under  their  supervision  were  sufficiently  enlightened  to  justify  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  the  inauguration  of  a  simple  form  of  municipal  government 
among  them  would  be  attended  with  success.” 

The  hon.  member  for  Botkwoll  (Mr.  Mills)  read  this  extract 
a  little  while  ago;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  must  have  for¬ 
gotten  it,  and  it  is  to  bring  it  to  his  remembrance  that  I 
read  it  again. 
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Mr.  HESSON.  It  is  to  take  up  time. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  i t^is  to  take  up 
time.  I  deny  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement. 

Mr.  HESSON.  It  looks  very  much  like  it.  That  quo¬ 
tation  has  been  read  half  a  dozen  times. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  I  have  yet 
hope  that  even  the  hon.  gentleman  may  yet  see  light  upon 
this  question.  I  yet  entertain  the  hope  that  though  the 
hon.  gentleman  cannot  answer  our  arguments,  yet  he  may 
be  convinced  by  them,  even  though  it  may  require  a 
surgical  operation  to  achieve  that  result.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  will  require  chloroform  in  order  that  that 
surgical  operation  may  be  performed  ;  but  whatever  is  pos¬ 
sible  must  be  done  in  order  to  convince  him,  and  if  not  to 
convince,  to  convict  the  hon.  gentleman.  The  right  hon. 
gentleman  said  he  was  convinced  as  to  the  advisability  of 
introducing  as  soon  as  possible  among  the  Indians  a  better 
system  of  government.  What  was  that  better  system  ?  A 
simple  form  of  municipal  government  was  that  better 
system,  according  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  words.  He 
was  not,  however,  satisfied  as  to  their  being  sufficiently 
enlightened  for  a  simple  form  of  municipal  government,  so 
he  sent  his  agents  to  find  out  whether,  in  their  opinion,  the 
Indians  were  sufficiently  enlightened  for  the  introduction 
among  them  of  such  a  system  with  success.  The  question 
was  whether  the  Indians  were  sufficiently  enlightened  to 
justify  the  conclusion  that  they  should  have  a  simple  form 
of  municipal  government.  What  was  the  answer  ? 

“  From  the  majority  of  its  officers  who  have  replied  to  the  circular, the 
reports  received  led  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Indian  bands  within 
their  respective  districts  are  not  sufficiently  advanced  in  intelligence  for 
the  change,” 

We  have  it  in  these  reports  ;  they  have  not  been  brought 
down.  Allusion  is  made  to  some  of  them,  and  extracts  are 
given  ;  but  it  would  be  most  interesting  to  know  what  was 
the  view  of  these  agents  in  regard  to  the  condition  of  the 
Indians.  But  we  have  the  summing  up  of  the  right  hon. 
gentleman — a  most  favorable  summing  up,  for  he  wanted  to 
accomplish  his  plan,  and  his  only  doubt  was  whether  his 
wards  were  sufficiently  enlightened  to  permit  of  their  being 
entrusted  with  a  simple  form  of  municipal  government 
with  success.  He  enquires  of  the  local  superintendent.  He 
receives  as  an  answer  that  they  are  not  sufficiently  enlight¬ 
ened  to  have  such  a  system  as  is  proposed.  In  1881  the 
Indians  are  deemed  to  be  sufficiently  enlightened  to  intro¬ 
duce  among  them  a  simple  form  of  municipal  government  ; 
and  yet  the  right  hon.  gentleman  now  proposes  to  give  them 
power  to  govern  this  whole  Dominion. 

“  An  attempt  will,  however,  be  made  at  an  early  date  to  obtain  the 
consent  of  the  more  advanced  bands  to  the  establishment  of  some  such 
system.” 

It  is  stated  how  it  was  to  be  done : 

“  It  is  thought  that  a  council,  proportionate  in  number  to  the  popula¬ 
tion  of  the  band,  elected  by  the  male  members  thereof,  of  twenty-one 
years  and  over,  and  presided  over  by  a  functionary  similar  to  the  reeve 
of  a  township,  might  answer  the  purpose  ;  or  in  its  initiatory  stage  the 
council  might  be  presided  over,  with  better  results,  by  the  local  Indian 
superintendent  or  agent.” 

There  you  have  the  same  hon.  gentleman ;  you  have  the 
suggestion  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  deputy  might  with 
better  results  preside  over  the  municipal  council.  Mow  I 
pass  to  the  next  year,  where  I  find  the  hon.  gentleman  deals 
with  the  Indians  of  the  older  Provinces  again.  He  says  : 

“It  is  to  be  regretted  that  so  many  of  the  Indians  of  the  older  Pro¬ 
vinces,  although  possessing  lands  of  first-class  quality,  situated  within 
easy  reach  of  good  markets,  and  residing  in  the  vicinity  of  white  farmers 
from  whom  they  might,  if  so  disposed,  acquire  a  knowledge  of  farming 
profitably,  evince  such  inability  to  profit  by  these  advantages.” 

That  is  their  condition.  They  have  first-class  land,  they 
are  within  easy  reach  of  good  markets,  they  reside  near 


white  farmers  from  whom  they  could  acquire  a  knowledge 
of  profitable  farming  ;  but  even  with  all  these  advantages 
they  were  unable  to  farm  with  advantage.  Yet  the  hon. 
gentleman  now  proposes  to  enfranchise  them  and  give  them 
power  to  decide  our  destinies  and  to  vote  for  members  of 
this  House. 

“  Their  farms,  generally  speaking,  are  not  only  managed  in  such  a 
way  as  to  afford  profitable  returns,  but  in  too  mauy  cases  they  do  not 
produce  sufficient  to  meet  the  wants  of  their  families.” 

They  have  no  rent  to  pay,  they  have  first  class  lands,  but 
with  all  these  advantages  they  are  unable  to  produce 
sufficient  to  provide  for  their  families. 

“  And  consequently  basket  making,  axehandle  manufacturing,  bead 
work,  moccasin  making  and  other  Indian  handicraft  have  to  be  resorted 
to  in  order  to  supply  the  deficit  ;  and  to  dispose  of  these  articles  the 
Indians  have  to  visit  numerous  places,  and  thus  their  old,  and  to  them, 
congenial  habit  of  wandering  about  the  country  is  fostered,  which  is  at¬ 
tended  with  evil  results  to  them,  morally  and  materially.” 

What  is  to  be  done  for  the  Indian  after  this  description  of 
his  condition  ;  with  the  Indian  in  the  older  Provinces  who 
possesses  such  advantages  and  is  surroundered  by  such 
favorable  circumstances?  Is  he  to  be  left  to  himsell  ? 

“  The  appointment  of  local  agents  possessing  a  practical  knowledge 
offarming,  who  would  instruct  the  Indians  in  that  art,  aud  in  raising 
and  taking  care  of  live  stock,  and  in  keeping  their  buildings  and  fenct-s 
ia  repair,  would  no  doubt  effect  a  change  for  the  better  in  the  condition 
of  the  Indians  of  these  Provinces.” 

You  want  to  establish  a  man  who  will  be  his  guardian,  who 
will  teach  him  to  farm,  how  to  care  for  stock  how  to  keep 
up  his  fences  and  his  buildings.  He  could  not  do  those 
things  himself.  Quis  custodiet  ipsos  custodcs. 

“  The  services  ot  an  active  inspector,  possessing  sufficient  knowledge 
in  such  matters,  to  enable  him  to  judge  whether  or  not  matters  were 
being  propeily  managed  on  the  reserve,  would  also  be  of  incalculable 
benefit.” 

You  want  some  one  over  the  Indian  as  instructor,  you  want 
a  local  superintendent  to  go  there  with  authority  from  head¬ 
quarters,  to  show  that  headquarters  are  watching  over  the 
local  agents  who  are  watching  over  the  Indians,  and  thus 
see  that  everything  is  going  smoothly. 

!l  Until  a  system  of  the  kind  above  indicated  be  inaugurated,  no 
material  improvement  in  the  condition  of  the  Indians  of  the  older  Prov¬ 
inces  may  be  expected.” 

There  the  hon.  gentleman  declared  that  until  a  system  of 
this  description  be  inaugurated,  a  system,  namely,  under 
which  there  will  be  persons  to  teach  them  farming,  to  keep 
up  their  fences,  to  manage  their  stock,  to  look  after  them 
to  see  that  everything  is  right,  no  material  improvement  in 
the  condition  of  the  Indians  may  be  expected.  But  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  is  now  going  to  improve  the  Indian 
by  giving  him  the  franchise.  The  right  hon.  gentleman 
says : 

“  The  strange  aversion  evinced  by  very  many  of  the  Indian  bands  in 
these  Provinces  to  their  reserves  being  sub-divided  into  locations  for 
different  families  has  prevented  the  issue  generally  (as  was  contemplated  ) 
of  location  tickets  to  individual  occupants  covering  the  land  held  by 
them.” 

They  are  averse  at  present  to  a  sub  division  of  locations. 
Until  the  hon.  gentleman  wanted  it  they  did  not  do  it 
generally,  and  it  has  not  been  much  done.  But  now  if  the 
Indians  know  they  are  going  to  have  a  vote,  which  is  a 
species  of  property,  a  new  right  capable  of  being  turned  to 
their  personal  advantage,  perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  giving  them  more  location  tickets, 
and  thus  will  have  power  over  them  to  bo  recompensed  in 
due  time. 

“  Some  bands  however  whose  reserves  were  sub-divided  many  years 
since,  willingly  agreed  to  accept  the  tickets;  the  holders  of  the  same 
appearing  to  understand  that  they  gave  them  individually  a  better  title 
to  their  respective  holdings  than  they  previously  possessed.” 

And  perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  would  tell  them :  Now  the 
location  ticket  and  the  franchise.  You  shall  have  the  vote  if 
you  have  the  location  ticket ;  you  shall  have  the  ticket 
if  you  are  a  good  Indian,  and  if  you  are  a  bad  Indian  I 
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shall  exercise  my  power  and  deal  with  you  with  reference 
to  those  holdings.  Won’t  you  take  the  ticket?  And  the 
Indian  answers  yes,  and  votes  accordingly. 

“  And  it  is  hoped  that  in  time  all  of  the  bands  will  consent  to  their 
reserves  being  sub-divided  and  location  tickets  being  given  to  individual 
occupants  of  land  therein.  It  is  worthy  of  consideration  whether  legis¬ 
lative  measures  should  not  be  adopted  for  the  establishment  of  some 
kind  of  municipal  system  among  such  bands  as  are  found  sufficiently 
advanced  to  justify  the  experiment  being  tried.  It  is  hoped  that  a  sys¬ 
tem  may  be  adopted  which  will  have  the  effect  of  accustoming  the 
Indians  to  the  mode  of  government  prevalent  in  the  white  communities 
surrounding  them,  and  that  it  will  thus  tend  to  prepare  them  for  earlier 
amalgamation  with  the  general  population  of  the  country.” 

There  is  the  hon.  gentleman’s  system.  He  feels  that  the 
tribal,  the  separate  system,  the  holding  system,  is  one 
which  holds  the  Indian  back,  which  does  not  either  entitle 
him  to  or  fit  him  for  the  rights,  the  privileges  and  the 
responsibilities  of  citizenship,  and  he  bends  himself  in  every 
way  to  getting  rid  of  it.  He  hopes  to  educate  him  to  farm¬ 
ing,  he  hopes  to  educate  his  children  away  from  home,  he 
hopes  to  get  him  to  adopt  a  municipal  system  of  govern¬ 
ment,  he  hopes  to  get  him  to  adopt  a  system  of  enfranchise¬ 
ment,  and  he  hopes  that  something  may  be  done  by  slow 
degrees  to  prepare  him  for  early  amalgamation  with  the 
white  population  of  the  country.  And  now,  all  of  a  sudden, 
while  all  theso  things  are  as  yet  unaccomplished,  he  pro¬ 
poses  to  make  him  one  of  the  white  population  of  the 
country,  at  once,  and  in  its  most  distinctive  badge,  the  badge 
of  the  franchise.  Then,  dealing  with  the  Ontario  Indians 
on  reserves,  and  referring  to  the  Indians  at  Fort  William, 
he  says  with  reference  to  the  schools  there : 

“They  erected  a  new  council  house  during  the  past  year.  There  are 
two  schools  on  the  reservation,  one  for  boys  and  the  other  for  girls. 
Both  are  conducted  efficiently.  The  attendance  is,  however,  small, 
mainly  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  parents  do  not  provide  for  sufficient 
clothing  for  the  children.” 

There  is  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement,  that  the  Indians 
who  are  to  have  a  vote  presently  do  not  provide  enough 
clothing  for  their  children,  so  that  the  poor,  naked  creatures 
are  not  able  to  go  to  school.  But  the  parents  are  to  have  a 
vote,  and  no  doubt  that  will  make  up  for  the  want  of  cloth¬ 
ing  on  the  part  of  children.  An  hon.  friend  beside  me 
says  they  will  vote  in  purls  naturalibus,  and  perhaps  we  will 
find  that  something  may  be  done  to  enable  them  to  vote  in 
this  way  without  their  being  dealt  with  for  violating  the 
laws.  Then  he  goes  on,  referring  to  the  Western  Superin¬ 
tendency  of  Ontario : 

“  The  Chippewas  of  Sarnia  occupy  a  valuable  tract  of  land  capable 
of  being  successfully  farmed,  and  affording  rich  compensation  to  those 
so  cultivating  it.  But  far  from  this  being  the  case  with  the  present 
occupants  a  recent  investigation  into  their  condition  reveals  the  fact 
that  a  large  majority  of  them  not  only  fail  to  cultivate  the  land  success¬ 
fully,  but  are  living  in  actual  misery. 

There  is  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  statement  of  the  Chip¬ 
pewa  band.  Then  he  says  with  reference  to  the  Indians 
on  Walpole  Island  and  other  points  in  that  neighborhood  : 

“  Resident  agents  should  be  stationed  on  or  in  the  immediate  vicinity 
of  the  several  reserves,  possessing  qualifications  that  will  enable  them  to 
instruct  the  Indians  in  farming,  and  to  energetically  protect  their  inter¬ 
ests  in  the  timber  and  other  valuables  on  the  reserve  ;  and  it  is  proposed 
at  an  early  day  to  effect  a  change  in  the  manner  indicated.” 

They  want  protection,  they  want  a  protector,  an  energetic 
protector,  they  cannot  take  care  of  their  own  timber  on 
their  own  reserves,  they  are  lost  and  ruined  for  want  of  a 
protector,  and  he  says  they  shall  have  an  energetic  protector 
in  the  person  of  my  deputy,  and  they  shall  vote  as  well. 
Then  the  hon.  gentleman,  referring  to  the  Wyandottes, 
says : 

“  These  Indians  are  also  under  the  superintendent  stationed  at  Sarnia. 
The  large  majority  of  them  were  enfranchised  during  the  past  year,  hav¬ 
ing  served  the  term  of  probation  required  by  the  law  ;  they  received 
letters  patent  conveying  to  them  in  fee-simple  the  lands  individually 
assigned  themselves  and  their  families.” 

There  he  shows  a  case  under  which  the  existing  laws  have 
sufficed  to  enable  tho  Indians  to  bocome  citizens  on  equal 
Mr.  Blake. 
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terms  with  the  white  population.  Then,  as  to  the  Indians 
of  Quebec,  the  Algonquins,  and  the  Tetes  de  Boule  of  the 
Fivers  Desert  and  Gatineau,  he  says  : 

“  The  agent  reports  that  in  a  reasonable  time  these  Indians  will  be¬ 
come  as  good  farmers  as  many  of  their  white  neighbors.  Location 
tickets  covering  their  individual  holdings  were  this  year  issued  to  them.” 

So  there  is  slow  but  satisfactory  progress  going  on  there. 
Then,  Sir,  with  reference  to  Nova  Scotia,  speaking  of  the 
Micmacs  in  Richmond  county  let  us  see  what  was  the 
position  of  those  independent  voters  in  that  year.  They 
are  described  generally  as  being  industrious,  honest  and 
temperate,  but  notwithstanding  that  how  are  they  off  ? 

“  A  few  of  them,  however,  do  not  pay  much  attention  to  the  culti¬ 
vation  of  their  lands,  being  given  to  wandering  habits.  The  crops  of  last 
year,  especially  oats  and  potatoes  (on  which  the  Indians  chiefly  depend) 
were  a  failure.” 

And  had  it  not  been  for  something,  which  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  states  took  place,  they  would  have  been  in  sore 
straits,  and  what  was  it  ?  What  was  it  prevented  the 
Indians  of  Richmond  county  from  being  in  sore  straits  ? 
Sir,  it  was  the  relief  money  sent  them  by  the  Department. 
The  hon.  gentleman  sent  them  poor  relief,  and  this  was  the 
dole  which  prevented  starvation  among  them,  although  they 
are  sober,  honest,  temperate,  and  industrious  Indians.  They 
were  dependent,  notwithstanding  these  good  qualities,  on 
the  generosity  administered  by  the  hon.  gentleman  at  his 
discretion,  to  keep  them  from  starvation,  so  you  see  how 
amply  qualified  they  are  for  exercising  the  vote  freely.  We 
do  not  assumo  that  they  are  base  enough  not  to  entertain 
the  sentiment  of  gratitude  ;  we  do  not  assume  that  they  are 
unintelligent  enough  not  to  know  from  whom  they  received 
that  relief  from  starvation  ;  we  do  not  assume  that  they  are 
of  a  level  low  enough  not  to  know  what  they  may  hope  or 
dread  from  the  good  or  ill  will  of  the  Superintendent  Gen¬ 
eral  at  such  times,  and  knowing  these  things  we  know  how 
the  tribal  Indians  will  vote.  The  next  year  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  goes  on  to  discuss  the  condition  of  Indian  matters  in 
the  older  Provinces,  and  he  says  in  his  report  for  the  year 
1882  : 

“  The  condition  of  Indian  matters  in  these  Provinces  is,  on  the  whole, 
satisfactory.  Any  suffering  of  consequence  during  the  year  was  con¬ 
fined  to  certain  bands  in  Nova  Scotia  which  found  the  scanty  stores 
laid  in  by  them  quite  insufficient  to  tide  them  over  the  unusually  pro¬ 
tracted  winter.  *  *  *  *  The  increased  desire  among  the  Ind  ana 

of  the  older  Provinces  for  additional  schools  on  reserves  on  which  none 
have  as  yet  been  established  or  where  those  already  in  operatio  l  are 
deemed  insufficient,  may  be  regarded  as  an  indication  that  the  much-to- 
be-desired  demand  for  enfranchisement  on  the  part  of  some  if  not  of 
many,  of  the  bands,  may  follow  as  the  result  of  this  inclination  for 
further  enlightment,  and  every  facility  compatible  with  reason  to 
enable  them  to  become  enfranchised  should  be  afforded  those  anxious 
for  the  step. 

Admirable  statement!  Ha  says  there  is  a  greater  demand 
for  schools  and  what  does  that  point  to  ?  It  points  to  an 
indication  that  there  may  follow  what  he  much  desires — a 
demand  for  enfranchisement  on  the  part  of  some  ;  he  thinks 
it  is  likely  to  follow  because  the  request  for  schools  is  an 
indication  of  further  enlightenment,  and  further  enlighten¬ 
ment  will  lead  to  that  much-to-be-desired  demand  for  enfrau 
chisement.  Now  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  give  them 
the  vote  without  enfranchising  them,  to  enable  them  to  vote 
without  making  them  free,  to  leave  them  subject  to  their 
present  disabilities  and  incapacities,  and  nominally  to 
enfranchise  them  so  far  as  the  vote  is  concerned,  while  in 
all  the  material  ingredients  which  involve  the  requisites  for 
a  free  vote  he  leaves  them  in  a  position  of  tutelage  and 
wardship.  He  says : 

“  The  law  might  possibly  be  with  advantage  amended  in  this  respect, 
so  as  to  give  the  Indians  desirous  of  enfranchisement  increased  facilities 
for  accomplishing  their  object. 

“  I  am  pleased  to  be  able  to  report  that  five  bands  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  and  two  bands  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  accepted  location 
tickets  covering  their  individual  holdings.  And  thirty-six  members  of 
the  Wandotte  band  of  Anderdon,  County  of  Essey,  having,  as  stated  in 
my  report  cf  last  year,  been  enfranchised,  received  letters  patent 
covering  the  lands  individually  covered  by  them.  ” 
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So  you  see  there  is  slow  progress,  but  some  progress, 
towards  the  hon.  gentleman’s  aspirations,  which  were 
to  educate  the  Indians  and  they  asked  for  more 
education ;  to  get  the  Indians  to  accept  separate  hold¬ 
ings  and  they  accept  separate  holdings  ;  and  to  get 
the  Indian  to  apprehend  slightly  in  som6  degree,  the 
opportunities  of  enfranchisement,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
thinks  there  is  some  movement  in  that  direction.  Speaking 
of  the  Ontario  Indians,  and  speaking  with  reference  to  the 
band  on  the  Sarnia  reserve  he  says  : 

“  There  should  and  would  be  some  fine  farms  on  this  reserve,  if  they 
were  properly  managed.  As  it  is,  the  Indian  owners  either  overcrop  the 
land  until  the  soil  becomes  worn  out,  or  they  allow  it  to  become  over¬ 
grown  with  weeds.  On  the  reserve  at  Kettle  Point  and  the  sivifere  aux 
Sables  there  are  some  tolerably  well  cultivated  farms  and  good  orchards. 
On  Walpole  Island  matters  are  somewhat  better  than  on  the  Sarnia 
reserve.  The  same  remark,  however,  in  regard  to  overcropping  the 
land,  applies  also  there.” 

Then,  with  reference  to  the  crops  on  the  reserves  of  the 
Chippewas  and  the  Munceys,  he  says  : 

“  Leases  of  lots  and  parts  of  lots  which  are  not  used  by  the  Indians 
have  been,  with  the  consent  of  the  band  and  others,  will  probably  be 
rented,  to  respectable  white  farmers,  on  leases  of  short  terms  which 
bind  the  lessee  to  pay  a  handsone  rental,  make  valuable  improvements 
on  the  land,  till  it  in  a  husbandlike  manner,  and  at  the  expiration  of  the 
term  of  lease,  peaceably  give  up  possession  of  the  land  without  compen¬ 
sation  for  improvement.” 

Remember  that  this  is  a  proposal  to  lease  to  white  men 
lands  which  are  claimed  by  individual  Indians,  and  to 
charge  for  these  leases.  What  has  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
say  to  the  individual  Indian  ? 

“  The  individual  Indian  claimants  of  the  location  leased  Will  receive 
the  rent.” 

Why,  of  course,  he  should  receive  the  rent ;  it  is  the  rent  of 
his  own  holding  which  he  has  agreed  so  lease  to  the  white 
man.  Why  should  he  not  receive  the  rent?  Ah,  but  he 
only  receives  it  on  one  condition. 

“  Provided  they  work  the  parcels  of  land  retained  by  them  in  a 
proper  manner,  otherwise,  the  rent  will  be  placed  at  the  credit  of  the 
whole  band.” 

The  local  superintendent  is  to  decide  whether  the  individual 
Indian  retaining  a  portion  of  his  own  holding,  and  allowing 
a  portion  to  be  leased  to  the  white  man,  is  working  his  own 
proportion  in  a  proper  manner.  If  the  Indian  superinten¬ 
dent  says  to  him  :  Lo  (or  whatever  his  name  is),  yes,  you 
are  operating  it  in  a  proper  manner,  you  will  have  the 
land  ;  or  he  says :  Lo,  you  are  negligent ;  you  went  picking 
berries  or  hunting  or  basket-making — yes,  and  you  went  to 
the  polls,  and  I  am  afraid  you  did  not  vote  right;  you  can. 
not  have  the  land — I  will  take  it  away  from  you.  You  will 
observe  how  fully  these  persons  have  the  capacity  of  citi¬ 
zens,  what  sort  of  right  they  have  to  possess  their  own ; 
they  are  to  have  the  right  of  renting  a  piece  of  their  own 
land  to  the  white  man,  provided  they  work  the  rest  in  a 
proper  manner  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Superintendent 
General.  The  local  superintendent  may  say :  See,  here, 
Lo,  you  are  not  working  that  piece  properly ;  and  if  Lo 
does  not  do  the  right  thing  by  the  Superintendent  General, 
why,  he  is  not  to  have  his  rent.  Now,  you  may  suppose 
that  the  Indian  has  been  improving  very  much  during  this 
series  of  years,  and  that  what  would  be  very  bad  a  few  years 
ago  would  be  very  good  now.  Let  me  read  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  himself  said  in  his  report  for  the  year  1883  : 

“  The  condition  of  Indian  affairs  in  the  older  Provinces  renains 
unchanged  to  any  important  degree.  The  Indians  of  Ontario  and 
Quebec,  with  the  exception  of  the  bands  on  the  North  Shore  of  the 
lower  St.  Lawrence,  are  mainly  self-supporting  ;  and  those  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario,  with  the  assistance  of  their  annuities  and  the  interest  on 
their  invested  capital,  may  be  considered  as  being,  on  the  whole,  in  con- 
fortable  circumstances.  These  Indians  cost  the  country  nothing  except 
the  support  of  schools  for  a  few  of  the  bands  who  have  not  funds  suffi¬ 
cient  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  from  which  to  pay  the  expense  of 
teachers  salaries,  etc.” 

So  that,  even  among  the  best  classes  of  Indians,  so  plea¬ 
santly  described,  the  Superintendent  General  can  at  his  dis¬ 


cretion  devote  a  portion  of  the  public  funds  for  a  portion  of 
their  expenditure. 

“  The  Indians  in  Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick  and  Prince  Edward 
Island  are  not  in  so  satisfactory  a  condition  as  their  brethren  in  the 
Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec.  This  is  probably  to  be  accounted  for 
by  the  fact  that  they  were  not  treated  with  the  same  liberality  before 
these  Provinces  formed  part  of  the  Dominion.  Their  wright  to  ample 
reserves  never  having  been  recognised  ;  consequently  tuey  have  no  funds 
at  their  credit,  and  the  assistance  rendered  them  is  from  appropriations 
annually  made  by  Parliament  for  the  relief  of  the  necessities  of  the 
most  aged  and  helpless  among  them.” 

There  you  are.  The  Superintendent  General  asks  yearly 
from  Parliament  money  for  the  assistance  of  the  poor 
relations  of  these  Indians;  and  they  are  to  form  voters, 
capable  citizens,  fit  to  be  trusted  with  the  franchise.  In 
dealing  with  details  the  hon.  gentleman,  speaking  of  the 
Indians  in  the  county  of  Northumberland,  says: 

“  In  the  same  county,  in  the  township  of  Alnwick,  there  is  also  a 
Missis3agua  band,  who,  I  regret  to  say,  like  their  brethren  on  the  Rice 
Lake  reserve,  persist  in  illegally  renting  their  land  to  white  people,  who 
farm  it  very  badly  and  take  all  that  they  can  off  without  putting  any¬ 
thing  on  the  soil  to  renew  it.  The  result  is  that  the  land  is  being 
impoverished.  The  Department  has  endeavored  to  check  this  state  of 
things,  but  with  only  limited  success.” 

You  see  that  these  capable  citizens  cannot  legally  rent 
their  lands,  but  sometimes  they  do  it  illegally,  and  the 
Superintendent  General  points  out  the  deplorable  result. 
They  do  not  know  what  is  good  for  them  ;  they  cannot  be 
trusted  to  act  for  themselves  in  the  renting  of  their  own 
lands,  but  they  can  be  trusted  with  deciding  the  destinies 
of  Canada. 

“  It  is  hoped  that  the  agents  for  the  Rice  Lake  and  Alawick  bands 
who  were  appointed  but  recently,  will  be  able  to  adopt  such  measures 
as  will  check  the  evil  and  promote  agriculture  among  these  Indians 
which  is  one  of  the  principal  reasons  for  local  agents  being  appointed.” 

Then  speaking  of  the  Parry  Sound  district,  he  says: 

“  In  order  to  stimulate  the  Indians  of  the  Parry  Sound  district  to 
increased  efforts  in  farming,  the  Department  offered  prizes  for  the  best 
produce  raised  on  their  lands,  and  an  Indian  agricultural  exhibition  was 
held  at  Parry  Sound,  but  it  proved  a  failure.” 

There  is  the  paternal  rule  of  the  Indians.  I  do  not  object 
to  the  offering  of  prizes  for  an  agricultural  exhibition  or  to 
using  a  portion  of  the  public  moneys  to  help  them  along  in 
any  way :  but  when  the  Superintendent  General  has  to 
decide  whether  the  exhibition  shall  take  place,  or  whether 
any  public  money  shall  be  given  to  it,  he  shows  that  he  is 
not  in  such  relationship  with  them  or  they  with  him  that  it 
is  right  to  trust  them  with  the  franchise.  Then  speaking 
of  some  of  the  Quebec  Indians,  the  hon.  gentleman  points 
out  w  th  reference  to  the  Caughnawaga  reserve  : 

“  A  sub-division  survey  of  the  reserve  (which  has  hitherto  been  held 
in  common  by  the  band),  has  been  in  course  of  prosecution  for  the  past 
few  years.  It  is  thought  that  the  survey  will  be  completed  next  spring, 
when  a  fair  distribution  of  the  farms,  in  50  acre  lots,  will  be  made 
among  the  members  of  the  community.” 

It  is  the  Superintendent  General  who  is  to  make  a  fair  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  estate  among  them,  and  afterwards  to 
receive  their  votes.  With  regard  to  Nova  Scotia  he  says  : 

“  In  the  county  of  Antigonish  there  are  several  reserves,  all  of  which 
are  occupied  by  Micmacs,  who,  during  the  year,  erected  a  few  new 
houses.  Owing,  however,  to  the  migratory  character  of  these  Indians, 
they  only  occupy  their  houses  for  a  short  time  in  the  year.  In  the 
county  of  Halifax  ” — — 

Here,  Sir,  I  find  your  friends.  Listen  to  the  character  of 
your  new  voters  : 

“  In  the  county  of  Halifax  there  are  several  reserves,  but  it  is  regret¬ 
ted  that  few  of  the  Indians  reside  upon  them  ;  they  prefer  frequenting 
the  suburbs  of  the  towns  and  cities  where  they  manufacture  baskets, 
tubs  and  other  articles  of  Indian  ware,  from  the  sale  ol  which  they  de¬ 
rive  sufficiant  revenue  to  support  themselves  and  their  families.  Many 
of  them  are  addicted  to  the  inordinate  use  of  intoxicants.” 

There  you  are  !  I  am  glad  to  know  that  there  are  not 
many  of  them ;  but  that  is  the  condition  of  the  Halifax 
county  Indians  as  described  by  the  Superintendent  General 
who  proposes  to  give  them  votes.  Then,  in  the  report  for 
1884,  the  very  last  year,  the  hon.  gentleman  states  : 
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“Indian  affairs  in  Manitoba,  Keewatin,  and  in  the  older  Provinces  of 
the  Dominion,  have  moved  on  in  very  much  the  same  groove  as  here¬ 
tofore.” 

So  that  you  see  there  is  no  sudden  change  which  fits  the 
Indian  to  vote  which  he  was  not  fit  to  do  before.  If  there 
is  progress,  it  is  very  gradual ;  it  is  the  same  old  rule,  the 
same  old  rut.  Then  there  are  some  pleasing  statements 
made  as  to  demands  for  agricultural  machinery,  the  for¬ 
mation  of  agricultural  societies,  the  erection  of  more  com¬ 
modious  school  houses  aad  so  on. 

“  In  thi9  last  respect,  however,  there  is  still  much  room  for  improve¬ 
ment.  Schools  for  the  higher  education  of  Indian  youth  should  be 
established  in  the  Provinces  of  Quebec,  New  Brunswick  and  Nova 
Scotia,  in  which  the  brightest  and  most  promising  pupils  of  the  day 
schools  might  be  trained  in  industrial  pursuits,  the  knowledge  of  which 
would  enable  them  eventually  to  raise  in  the  social  scale  to  an  equality 
with  the  white  citizen  or  husbandman.” 

Here  is  the  process  of  natural  selection  by  which  you  can 
get  an  Indian  who  shall,  in  the  end,  rise  to  the  condition  of 
a  white  artisan  or  husbandman.  First  of  all,  drop  the  father 
and  drop  the  mother ;  they  are  too  old  dogs  to  learn  to  dance, 
you  can  do  nothing  with  them.  Secondly,  take  the  child 
away  from  them,  because,  not  doing  anything  themselves, 
they  will  hurt  the  child  if  you  leave  it  under  their  control. 
Thiidiy,  take  the  child  to  a  day  school.  Fourthly,  select 
the  brightest  and  most  promising  pupils  out  of  the  children 
at  the  day  school,  and  establish  a  school  for  the  higher 
education  of  the  Indian  youth,  in  which  you  will  put  those 
brightest  most  promising,  those  select  of  the  select  of  the 
children,  and  train  them  in  industrial  pursuits;  and  thus, 
when  3  ou  have  consigned  to  the  low  level  in  which  they 
are,  the  father  and  the  mother,  when  you  have  put  the 
children  in  a  day  school  away  from  the  tribal  and  parental 
influences,  when  you  have  selected  out  of  those  the  best  and 
brightest,  when  you  have  taken  the  best  and  brightest  away 
from  the  average  children  and  put  them  in  a  special  indus¬ 
trial  school,  you  may  be  able  to  enable  those  eventually  “  to 
rise  in  the  social  scale  to  an  equality  with  the  white  artisan 
and  husbandman.”  There  is  the  process  by  which  you  will 
get  a  man  who  is  on  an  equality  with  your  ordinary  voter — 
the  ordinary  white  artisan  or  husbandman.  And  if  that  is 
all  necessary  in  order  to  get  a  man  who  shall  be  on  an  equal¬ 
ity  with  the  ordinary  voter,  how  much  below  that  condition 
of  equality  is  the  adult  Indian,  the  tribal  Indian  on  the 
reserve,  without  all  this  process  of  weaning  away,  education 
and  selection,  which,  in  its  last  and  highest  result,  as  its 
crowning  glory  and  power,  is  to  raise  a  few  of  the  children 
to  an  equality  with  the  white  artisan  and  husbandman. 

“  The  interesting  reports,  published  as  appendices  to  this  report,  from 
the  principals  of  several  institutions  of  this  kind  which  are  in  operation 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  furnish  pleasing  evidence  of  the  happy 
results  of  such  training  to  the  Indian  youths  who  have  completed  their 
course  in  them  ;  and  that  the  Indians  appreciate  such  advantages  is 
proved  by  the  large  number  of  applicants  for  admission  to  the  more 
central  institutions,  already  exceeding  the  capacity  of  the  buildings  to 
accommodate  them.  The  progress  of  Indian  children  at  day  schools, 
however  efficiently  conducted  as  such  institutions  may  be,  is  very 
greatly  hampered  and  injuriously  affected  by  the  associations  of  their 
home  life,  and  by  the  frequency  of  their  absence,  and  the  indifference 
of  the  parents  to  the  regular  attendance  of  their  children  to  such 
schools.  Industrial  schools,  at  which  the  children  are  not  only  edu¬ 
cated,  instructed  in  industries,  fed  and  clothed,  but  in  which  they  are 
also  severed  during  the  school  term  from  all  connection  with  home  life, 
are  obviously  preferable,  as  in  them  the  obstructions  to  education,  com¬ 
plained  of  in  the  case  of  day  schools,  do  not  exist.” 

There  is  the  hon.  gentleman’s  method  of  ultimately  bringing 
the  young  generation,  the  children  of  the  Indian  of  the 
present  day,  up  to  a  condition  of  social  equality  with  the 
white  artisan  and  husbandman  : 

“  The  Indians  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  and  the  Mari  times  Provinces 
certainly  merit  more  liberal  treatment  in  the  matter  of  education  than 
they  have  hitherto  received  at  the  hands  of  the  Government ;  and  unless 
improved  methods  for  educating  and  training  the  children  are  adopted, 
but  little  hope  for  the  intellectual  enlightenment  or  social  elevation  of 
the  Indians  of  those  Provinces  need  be  entertained.” 

So  no  enlightenment,  no  social  elevation,  can  be  attained 
under  your  present  system ;  you  must,  beside  the  day  school, 
Mr.  Blake. 


have  select  schools  to  which  the  best  children  will  be  sent. 
Then  out  of  this  select  few,  out  of  this  small  minority  of  all 
the  Indians,  you  may,  in  some  future  generation,  produce, 
in  some  instance,  social  elevation  and  intellectual  enlighten¬ 
ment. 

“  I  would  suggest,  that  in  order  to  give  practical  effect  to  the  above 
ideas,  two  schools  of  the  industrial  type,  with  accommodation  for  at  least 
80  pupils  in  each,  should  be  established  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  a-  d 
one  of  such  institutions  in  each  of  the  Provinces  of  Nova  Scotia  and  New 
Brunswick,  that  into  either  of  the  latter  institutions,  Indian  children 
from  Prince  Edward  Island,  be  also  admitted  ;  the  number  of  schools  to 
be  hereafter  increased,  should  the  success  of  those  first  established  jus¬ 
tify  such  augmentation.” 

There  is  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statements  as  to  his  process 
for  ultimately  bringing  a  few  young  Indians  up  to  the  scale 
of  the  white  artisan  and  husbandman.  I  maintain  that  this 
series  of  statements,  given  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own 
report,  under  his  own  signature,  upon  his  responsibility  as 
Superintendent  General,  as  Minister  of  the  Crown,  as  First 
Minister  of  the  country,  with  reference  to  the  wardship, 
the  tutelage,  the  necessary  dependent  condition  of  the 
Indian  population,  with  reference  to  their  condition  in 
respect  of  elevation  and  enlightenment,  with  reference  to  the 
difficulties  in  taking  any  steps  towards  that,  are  proof 
positive  that  the  proposal  before  us  is  to  give  the  franchise 
to  incapable  citizens,  to  men  who  are  not  citizens  in  the 
true  sense  of  the  term,  who  are  not  fellow  citizens  with  us, 
because  they  have  not,  to  use  the  spirit  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  language,  though  not  his  exact  words,  the  rights, 
privileges  and  responsibilities ;  and  not  having  the  duties  and 
responsibilities,  neither  ought  they  to  have  the  rights,  the 
privileges,  or  the  immunities  of  citizens. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  The  First  Minister  has  been  good 
enough  to  give  us  his  opinion  that  the  proposal  to  give 
votes  to  the  Indians  has  been  discussed  ad  nauseam.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  heard  one-tenth  of  the  discussion  ;  ho 
will  become  aware,  ere  long,  that  in  every  home  in  this 
country  the  question  of  giving  a  vote  to  the  Indian  yet 
under  the  hon.  gentleman’s  control  is  being  discussed ;  ho 
will  be  aware,  ere  long,  that  the  free  men  of  this  country 
are  earnestly  discussing  the  rights  of  the  wards  of  the 
Government  to  be  put  in  the  same  position  as  responsible 
citizens.  For  that  reason,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  heard 
the  last  of  the  discussion.  For  that  reason,  although  I  did 
advert  to  this  subject  some  days  ago,  I  cannot  permit  myself 
to  remain  silent  to-day.  I  fear  that  the  influence  which  the 
Superintendent  General  of  Indian  Affairs  may  exercise  over 
some  bands  of  Indians  may  have  the  effect  of  disfranchising 
my  whole  county.  My  county  may,  in  the  exercise  of  the 
rights  which  free  men  have,  choose  to  send  me  or  some  other 
gentleman  to  this  House  as  representing  their  views ;  but 
that  expression  in  the  future  may  be  rendered  valueless  by 
the  votes  of  some  of  those  Indian  bands  which  are  under  the 
coutrol  of  the  Superintendent  General ;  and  I  cannot  remain 
silent  while  there  is  a  possibility  of  such  a  result  being 
brought  about.  This  proposition  is  a  new  one;  it  is  an 
unheard-of  proposition.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  has 
read  from  the  report  of  the  Superintendent-General  himself, 
signed  in  his  own  hand,  a  declaration,  clear  and  distinct, 
that  the  people  to  whom  he  is  now  about  to  give  the  right 
to  vote  are  not  capable  of  exercising  the  simplest  right. 
In  1880,  as  it  appears  by  the  report,  he  ascertained  that 
the  Indians  were  not  capable  of  having  introduced  among 
them  the  simplest  form  of  municipal  government,  were  not 
able  to  elect  a  reeve  and  councillors  or  to  pass  by-laws  for 
the  making  of  bridges  and  roads  throughout  the  reserve, 
even  though  their  by-laws  and  resolutions  were  to  be 
revised  by  the  Superintendent  General  himself,  even  though 
the  local  agent  sat  at  their  head  as  their  chief  officer.  Yet 
it  is  upon  these  people  that  he  proposes  to  confer  the  high¬ 
est  rights  of  freemen.  Why  is  this  new  proposition  now 
introduced  ?  It  was  not  in  contemplation  in  any  previous 
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election  Bill,  or  until  this  year.  It  is  not  here  now  for 
any  good  public  purpose  ;  there  is  no  public  demand  for  it, 
the  rights  of  the  free  people  of  this  country  are  not  going 
to  be  enhanced  by  it,  and  no  advantage  will  be  conferred 
upon  the  Indians  by  it.  It  is  simply  here  because  the  hon. 
gentleman  knows  that  the  free  citizens  of  this  country  are 
beginning  to  find  out  that  the  Government  of  which  he  is  the 
head  are  governing  this  country  to  its  injury,  and  because  he 
knows  that  unless  he  can  adopt  some  means  of  strengthening 
his  position  by  exercising  a  control  over  a  large  num¬ 
ber  of  electors  throughout  the  country,  many  of  the  coun¬ 
ties  he  now  holds  will  bo  wrested  from  him.  Therefore  he 
proposes  to  take  away  the  right  from  a  number  of  the 
free  citizens  of  this  country  and  to  confer  it  upon  the  unen¬ 
franchised  Indians.  Is  not  that  the  effect  of  it  ?  If  the 
controlling  voice  of  any  county  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
Indians,  and  the  Indians  are  in  the  hand  of  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  General,  he  is  stealing  the  vote  of  some  other  con¬ 
stituency  and  preventing  it  from  receiving  free  expression 
in  this  House.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  this  is  a 
party  measure,  that  it  is  not  a  measure  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est,  but  is  one  which  he  himself  has  determined,  in  the  exi¬ 
gencies  of  party  to  push  through  this  House  at  all  hazards. 
Ho  knows  that  he  controls  the  voice  of  hon.  members  on 
that  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CHAIKMAN.  Order.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  controls  the  votes  or  the  voice 
of  hon.  members  in  this  House.  That  is  not  a  parliamentary 
expression. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  I  beg  to  withdraw  the  unparliamentary 
expression.  I  will  say  that  he  knows  that  the  views  which 
he  may  give  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  be  adopted, 
and  he  also  knows  that  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  expressed 
themselves  on  that  side  in  reference  to  this  proposition 
have  expressed  themselves  in  a  sense  contrary  to  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  proposition.  The  hon.  member  for  Algoma 
(Mr.  Dawson)  declared  a  few  days  ago  that  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  Bill  to  give  Indians  upon  reserves  the  vote 

Mr.  DAWSON.  No ;  I  said  unqualified  Indians  on 
reserves. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  The  hon.  member  for  New  Brunswick 
said  the  proposition  of  the  Bill  was  not  to  give  to  Indians, 
situated  in  any  other  way  than  white  people  were,  the 
right,  to  vote.  The  hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Landry) 
said  : 

“  I  say  it  matters  not  what  nationality  a  man  belongs  to,  whether  he 
be  Indian  or  negro,  if  he  possesses  the  same  qualifications  for  the  fran¬ 
chise  that  a  white  man  does,  he  ought  to  receive  it.  This  Bill  does  not 
propose  anything  else.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  misunderstood  the  Bill. — - 

“  Why  should  not  the  Indians  have  the  franchise  as  well  as  anybody 
else,  provided  they  stand  upon  the  same  footing  as  others?  ” 

That  is  the  proposition  which  has  come  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  that,  so  soon  as  you  have  put  the  Indian  upon  the 
same  footing  as  others,  he  should  have  the  franchise,  but  why 
should  he  have  the  franchise  before  he  is  put  upon  that 
footing  ?  and  that  is  what  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  by 
his  Bill  and  his  amendment.  He  proposes  that  Indians 
living  on  reserves,  that  have  not  the  capacities  of  white 
people,  that  are  not  subject  to  the  same  laws  so  far  as  civil 
rights  are  concerned,  shall  be  put  on  a  footing  different 
from  that  upon  which  many  white  people  of  this  country 
ore  put.  Many  artisans  and  others,  who  are  making  the 
wealth  of  this  country,  have  been  deprived  of  the  franchise 
by  this  Bill,  which  is  more  restrictive  than  a  number  that 
have  boon  adopted  in  the  Local  Legislatures.  The  indus¬ 
trial  class  of  the  community  has  been  in  many  cases 
deprived  of  the  right  they  would  otherwise  exercise,  and 
their  right  is  handed  over  to  the  Indian  that  is  under  the 
control  of  the  hon.  the  First  Minister  and  his  agents.  It  is 
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an  outrage  upon  freedom.  The  hon.  member  for  Kent 
went  on  to  say : 

“  All  this  Bill  proposes  to  (Jo  is  simply  to  place  the  Indians  on  an 
equal  footing  with  other  men,  and  to  give  them  equal  privileges  when¬ 
ever  their  conditions  are  equal.  That  is  the  interpretation  I  put  upon 
the  Bill,  and  I  believe  the  country  will  so  understand  it.” 

I  wonder  whether  the  hon,  gentleman  so  understands  the 
Bill  now.  Are  the  conditions  of  Indians  residing  upon 
reserves  equal  to  the  conditions  of  the  white  settlers  or  the 
colored  people  of  this  country  ?  No  matter  what  the  color 
may  be,  those  who  are  subject  to  the  responsibilities  of 
citizenship  ought  to  have  the  right  to  vote,  and  as  soon  as 
the  red  man  assumes  those  responsibilities,  he  should  have 
the  vote,  and  would  have  it  by  the  law  of  the  land.  The 
hon.  gentleman  proposes,  however,  to  give  this  right  to 
those  who  are  not  subject  to  those  responsibilities. 
The  hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Landry),  went  on  to  say. 

“  While  we  refuse  to  give  them  the  same  privileges  as  we  give  white 
men,  does  such  a  policy  not  tend  to  keep  them  down?  Does  it  not  tend 
to  keep  them  in  that  humble  and  lowly  position  ?  The  sooner  we,  by 
legislation,  give  them  a  helping  hand  and  raise  them  to  a  higher  level, 
the  better  it  will  be  for  them  and  the  better  it  will  be  for  this  Dominion, 
In  view  of  these  facts,  I  think  there  is  no  harm  in  adopting  this  clause  of 
this  Bill  and  enfranchising  those  Indians  who  are  equally  qualified  with 
white  men  to  exercise  the  franchise.  If  it  should  be  found,  after  a  few 
years’  experience,  that  they  do  not  exercise  the  franchise  in  a  proper 
way,  then  we  can  change  the  policy  and  adapt  it  to  circumstances.  But 
let  us  give  them  a  trial,  at  any  rate ;  if  they  do  not  use  the  franchise 
properly,  we  can  take  it  away  from  them.” 

Ho  does  cot  propose  to  cast  upon  them  any  of  the  civil  rights 
of  which  they  are  now  deprived,  but  he  proposes  simply  to 
give  them  the  right  to  vote,  and  we  know  they  are  not  any 
more  free  to  exercise  that  right  than  they  are  to  exercise  any 
other  right  they  possess.  They  are  not  free  to  sell  their 
lands,  or  to  dispose  of  their  property,  or  to  contract  debts, 
and  yet  they  are  to  be  entrusted  with  the  highest  rights  a 
free  man  can  exercise.  Sir,  we  have  not  beard  from  the 
other  side  of  this  House,  a  single  utterance  from  hon. 
gentlemen  in  defence  of  this  monstrous  proposition.  The 
hon.  member  for  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson),  declared  on  page 
1491  of  the  Hansard: 

“But  no  one  proposes  to  give  it  to  the  wild  Indians  of  the  forest,  or  to 
the  Indians  upon  their  reserves.” 

Now,  the  proposition  is,  according  to  the  explanation  made 
by  the  hon.  Minister  to-day,  to  give  the  franchise  to  Indians 
on  the  reserves,  and  on  separate  holdings.  Now,  we  all  know 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  Indians  upon  these  reserves,  iu 
Ontario  at  least,  are  living  in  separate  houses.  The  wife,  in 
a  large  number  of  instances,  supports  the  husband  by  hor 
labor,  and  the  husband  is  to  be  entitled  to  exercise  the  fran¬ 
chise  but  not  the  wife.  While  there  are  a  number  of  intelli¬ 
gent  Indians  on  the  reserves  capable  of  intelligently  exercis¬ 
ing  th8  franchise,  and  who  would  make  capable  citizens,  I 
complain  that  we  dsraw  no  distinction  between  these  and 
Indians  who  are  not  so.  But  even  the  intelligent  Indians 
are  not  subject  to  the  liabilities  of  other  citizens,  they  pay 
no  taxes,  they  have  no  municipal  government  except  such 
as  the  Government  imposes  upon  them  by  the  local  agent 
under  the  superintendent.  What  will  be  the  practical 
working  out  of  this  proposition  ?  The  revising  officer,  in 
other  portions  of  this  Bill,  is  instructed  to  obtain  assess¬ 
ment  rolls,  and  to  make  them  primd  facie  evidence  that  the 
person  is  entitled  to  vote.  But  there  are  no  assessment 
rolls  on  the  Indian  reserve,  no  means  by  which  the  revising 
officer  can  obtain  this  knowledge  unless  he  goes  to 
the  reserve  and  makes  an  assessment  himself.  The 
officer  from  whom  the  revising  barrister  is  to 
receive  his  information,  is  the  Superintendent  of 
Indian  Affairs,  the  officer  of  the  First  Minister  here,  who 
can  tell  him  what  persons  are  entitled  to  be  put  upon  the 
roli,  and  what  persons  are  not.  Does  the  hon.  Minister  sup¬ 
pose  he  can  make  us  believe  that  these  local  superintendents 
and  agents  are  going  to  give  the  right  to  vote  to  Indians  with- 
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out  obliging  them,  in  some  way,  to  vote  for  their  party  ? 
Why,  the  whole  Bill  is  a  party  measure.  It  takes  prece¬ 
dence  over  every  other  public  measure  simply  because  it  is 
a  party  measure,  and  it  is  being  pushed  through  from  day  to 
day  because  it  is  supposed  that  it  will  advance  the  party 
interests  of  hoD.  gentlemen  opposite.  The  right  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  is  pushing  this  measure  because  he  wants  the  votes 
of  his  Indian  wards.  He  will  need  votes  at  the  next  elec¬ 
tion  and  he  knows  it,  and  so  he  is  now  laying  up  a  store  of 
votes  that  will  be  ready  to  his  hand  in  time  of  need.  It 
is  just  another  instance  of  what  we  have  had  years 
ago.  The  Iadians  are  to  have  votes  in  order  that 
the  Superintendent  General,  by  the  influence  he  exercises 
over  them,  may  secure  those  votes  for  himself. 
We  know  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  some  years  ago,  called 
for  $10,000  more  when  ho  was  in  ar  strait  for  votes,  and  it 
would  be  the  last  time  of  calling.  But  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  propose  this  time  to  ask  for  another  $10,000  ;  he 
proposes  to  enfranchise  a  number  of  Indians  whose  votes  he 
will  control,  and  so  avoid  the  necessity  of  asking  for  another 
$10,000.  For  these  reasons,  and  for  a  number  of  other 
reasons  which  I  shall  take  occasion  to  present  at  a  future 
stage  of  the  debate,  I  am  opposed  to  the  proposition  to 
enfranchise  the  Indians  who  are  not  placed  in  the  same 
position  as  white  men. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  This  Bill,  which  we  have  been  discussing 
for  many  weeks,  was  originally  introduced  by  the  hod. 
leader  of  the  Government.  The  Bill  as  presented  some 
months  ago  was  the  deliberate  conclusion  at  which  the 
First  Minister  had  arrived  as  the  measure  he  intended 
to  lay  before  Parliament  to  be  enacted  into  law.  Of 
course,  there  have  been  some  alterations  made  and  some 
improvements  made  in  the  details  ;  but  after  this  Bill  has 
been  perfected  so  far  as  it  may  bo,  it  reminds  me  of  a  story 
told  of  a  doctor  who  was  asked  his  opinion  with  respect 
to  cucumbers.  He  said  :  Pic£  the  cucumber,  peel  it,  salt 
it,  put  vinegar  on  it,  and  then  throw  it  out  of  doors.  My 
opinion  of  this  Bill  is  that  it  was  never  needed  by  the 
country,  and  should  be  treated  as  the  cucumber. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  discuss  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  do  not  want  to  trespass  on  the  pati¬ 
ence  of  the  committee ;  but  I  contend  we  must  have  con¬ 
siderable  latitude  in  discussing  this  Indian  question.  It 
involves  the  character  of  the  electorate  of  the  .Dominion.  If 
it  does  not  mean  that,  it  means  nothing-  If  we  are  not  at 
liberty  to  express  our  opinions  with  respect  to  the  elector¬ 
ate,  the  discussion  will  be  very  much  curtailed.  But  every¬ 
thing  I  will  say  will  be  relevant  to  the  question  before  the 
committee.  This  is  a  very  broad  question.  We  have  been 
discussing  the  extension  of  the  franchise,  and  this  is  an 
extension  of  the  franchise.  It  will  be  perfectly  in  order,  if 
we  are  going  to  extend  tho  franchise  to  one  class  of  per¬ 
sons,  to  refer  to  other  classes.  Tho  Government  propose 
by  this  Bill  to  extend  the  franchise  to  Indians.  It  is  quite 
proper  for  me  to  state  how  tho  electorate  will  be  improved 
or  affected  by  extending  the  franchise  to  other  classes. 
Instead  of  extending  the  franchise  to  Indians,  there  are 
800,000  white  men  who  have  advantages  of  education, 
religious  instruction  and  civilisation,  and  yet  do  not  possess 
the  franchise.  The  franchise  could  be  conferred  upon 
them  without  degrading  the  electorate  or  society,  in  the 
early  part  of  the  discussion  with  respect  to  Indians  the 
hon.  member  for  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson),  who  is  very  much 
better  acquainted  with  Indian  character  than  I  am,  moved 
an  amendment,  to  add  in  the  fourteenth  line  the  words: 
“who  has  been  enfranchised  under  the  Indian  Act,  and  has 
had  conferred  on  him  the  same  civil  rights  as  other  persons 
qualified  under  this  Act.” 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  beg  the  hon.  gentleman’s  pardon.  Some 
other  member  proposed  that  amendment. 

Mb.  Fleming, 


Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  thought  it  was  the  hon.  member. 
That,  however,  was  a  very  good  amendment,  and  I  am 
quite  in  accord  with  it.  I  contend  that  no  man  is  entitled 
to  exercise  the  franchise  who  has  not  taken  upon  himself 
the  duties  and  responsibilities  of  citizenship,  and  through¬ 
out  this  discussion  no  one  on  this  side  of  this  House  has 
objected  to  giving  Indians  the  franchise  after  they  have 
attained  that  position.  Tho  proposition  to  extend  the  fran¬ 
chise  to  a  class  of  persons  who,  notwithstanding  all  that  has 
boon  done  for  them,  have  not  reached  the  position  of  citi¬ 
zenship,  is  a  monstrous  proposition  and  a  degradation  to 
the  electorate  of  the  country.  It  may  be  thought  that  this 
debate  has  occupied  a  long  time ;  but  when  we  see  tho 
position  taken  by  supporters  of  the  Government,  the  fact 
that  they  have  not  taken  part  in  perfecting  this  great 
measure  of  reform,  it  appears  to  me,  if  they  under¬ 
stand  the  question,  as  if  they  are  not  very  anxious  to 
discuss  the  question  before  the  House  and  the  country. 
The  First  Minister  has  stated  in  this  House  that 
not  a  single  Indian  has  been  enfranchised.  Tho 
leader  of  tho  Opposition  interrupted,  and  said  the 
Wyandotte  band  had’  been  ;  whereupon  the  First  Minister 
said  he  had  forgotten  that  circumstance  ;  that  that  was  a  small 
band,  which  had  been  broken  up  and  had  subsequently 
acted  as  individuals.  Now,  here  is  the  pith  of  the  whole 
question.  Tho  Wyandotte  band  had  risen  in  the  scale  of 
civilisation,  after  many  years  of  assistance,  and  separated 
themselves  from  their  tribal  relations,  and  acted  as  other 
men,  by  assuming  the  responsibilities  of  citizenship  and  with 
all  the  duties  belonging  thereto.  When  they  assume  these 
duties  we  are  in  favor  of  their  enfranchisement,  and  per¬ 
sonally  I  sympathise  as  deeply  with  them  as  any  other 
member.  When  we  remember  them  in  their  rude  and 
savage  state,  there  was  something  grand  about  the  Indians  ; 
but  unfortunately  they  are  in  a  different  condition  to-day. 
Until  the  Indians  separate  themselves  from  their  tribal  rela¬ 
tions  they  cannot  be  enfranchised  with  safety  to  the  State 
or  with  any  advantage  to  tho  Indians.  When  they  occupy 
the  position  of  citizens,  I  repeat,  hon.  gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House  will  be  as  ready  to  extend  the  franchise 
to  them  as  are  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ;  for  when  an 
Indian  occupies  that  position  he  is  as  free  as  any  man. 
He  is  not  under  the  control  of  the  Superintendent  General 
or  of  any  other  man,  unless  he  chooses  to  put  himself  under 
that  control.  He  is  free  to  act  as  independently  as  any 
representative  sitting  in  Parliament.  I  have  heard  it  stated 
by  some  hon.  gentlemen,  including  the  Premier  himself, 
that  this  was  giving  the  Indian  a  chance  to  rise.  Well, 
Sir,  the  Indian  has  had  a  chance  to  rise.  The  tax-payers  of 
this  country  have  given  the  Indians  a  chance  to  rise,  the 
Government  of  this  country  has  been  aiding  and  fostering 
them  for  years  and  years  past,  and  they  have  had  oppor¬ 
tunities.  But  it  seems  to  me  that  they  are  destined  as  a 
race  to  fade  away  before  civilisation.  In  some  respects  I 
regret  it,  but  because  such  is  the  case  is  it  wise  for  us, 
if  we  cannot  raise  them  to  this  level,  is  it  wise  for  the 
country  to  go  down  to  the  same  scale  as  themselves  ? 
I  speak  advisedly,  and  I  say  that  no  good  to 
tho  Indians  and  a  great  deal  of  evil  and  degra¬ 
dation  and  disgrace  will  bo  heaped  upon  the  elector¬ 
ate  of  this  country,  by  making  these  people  voters; 
and  1  say  that  the  electorate  of  this  country  are  not  better 
than  they  should  be,  with  all  the  advantages  of  our  civilisa¬ 
tion.  I  was  much  pleased  that,  although  my  hon.  friend 
from  Kent,  N.B.,  spoke  from  tho  Government  side, 
and  was  supposed  to  represent  their  views — I  was 
pleased  with  the  sympathy  he  expressed  for  the  Indians, 
and  I  agree  with  him  that  when  they  arrive  at  a  certain 
stage  ot  advancement  they  should  occupy  the  same  privi¬ 
leges  as  the  whites.  I  agree  with  him  when  he  said  that 
the  Indian,  after  he  has  arrived  at  that  stage  of  civilisation 
and  that  condition  which  entitled  him  to  vote,  and  when 
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he  had  the  same  qualification  as  the  white  man,  he  should 
have  the  franchise.  In  this  we  are  at  one  with  him.  I  also 
agree  with  something  my  hon,  friend  from  King’s  (Mr. 
Foster)  said,  as  to  the  Indians,  and  I  will  take  occasion  to 
quote  what  he  said  with  reference  to  the  matter.  He  said  : 

“  You  say  the  Indians  ought  not  to  be  enfranchised,”— 

There,  I  think,  the  hon.  gentleman  was  mistaken.  We  do 
not  say  that  certain  Indians  should  not  be  enfranchised, 
because  there  are  certain  Indians  who  are  already  enfran¬ 
chised  and  have  the  qualifications  : 

“You  say  the  Tnd:ans  ought  not  to  be  enfranchised,  and  you  make  a 
Comparison  between  the  Indians  whom  you  say  this  Bill  will  enfranchise 
and  the  gentle  and  sweet  women  of  our  country  ;  you  say  it  is  an 
outrage  that  the  Indians  should  be  enfranchised  and  that  the  women 
should  not.  Now,  I  hold  as  strongly  as  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  can, 
and  just  as  honestly  as  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  do— not  more  honestly  ; 
1  do  not  say  that— ju9t  as  honestly  as  my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills),  and  his  honest  countenance  tells  me  that  he  holds  it  honestly— I 
say  I  hold  as  honestly  as  he  does  in  favor  of  the  complete  enfranchise 
ment  of  women,  married,  single  or  widows,  who  have  an  equal  property 
qualification  with  men,  when  once  you  fix  the  condition  of  a  franchise 
by  a  property  qualification.  But  I  say,  too,  that  I  believe  in  enfran¬ 
chising  the  Indian.  I_  believe  that  the  Indian  who  earns  a  living  for 
himself,  the  Indian  who  has  real  property,  who  occupies  a  home,  "who 
has  a  salary  or  income,  who  is  looking  up  to  that  greatest  boon  which 
men  in  a  civilised  country  can  claim,  and  which  men  in  a  savage  coun¬ 
try  can  aspire  to— the  boon  of  full  and  perfect  citizenship— I  say  I  could 
not,  in  justice  to  history  and  my  own  convictions,  deny  the  right  of  the 
franchise  to  that  man.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  get  up  and  they  thun¬ 
der  away  for  hours  and  hours,  in  a  futile  attempt  to  mislead  the  country 
into  the  thought  that  every  savage  Indian  in  the  great  North-West  is, 
forsooth,  to  be  enfranchised,  and  made  a  voter  under  this  Bill;  that 
Pi-a-pot,  and  Pat-him-on-the-back,  and  those  other  Indians,  with  whose 
names  hon.  gentlemen  are  suspiciously  familiar,  shall  have  votes  ” 

Now,  I  agree  with  the  conclusions  to  which  my  hon.  friend 
comes  with  regard  to  the  class  pf  Indians  that  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  vote.  But  he  must  have  learned  by  this  time 
that  this  Bill  includes  a  great  many  more  than  he  referred 
to  ;  and  I  am  curious  to  know  how  he,  and  my  hon.  friend 
from  Kent  (Mr.  Landry)  are  going  to  meet  the  proposal  to 
enfranchise  Indians  who  have  not  arrived  at  that  condition, 
who  have  not  become  citizens  in  the  full  sense  of  the  word. 
With  regard  to  the  sweet  and  gentle  women  of  the  country, 
I  would  rather  have  heard  him  make  that  speech,  and  make 
such  a  speech  as  I  expected  of  him,  when  that  subject  was 
under  discussion.  But  he  was  silent,  I  believe,  when  that 
discussion  was  going  on.  But  after  his  expressions  of 
admiration  for  the  women  of  our  country,  I  do  not  under¬ 
stand  how  he  has  managed  to  live  so  long  in  single  bleesed- 
ness.  With  regard  to  the  qualifications  of  women  for 
voting—  i 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  hardly  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
in  order  in  referring  to  female  franchise. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  Well,  he  was  speaking  on  the  Indian 
question  at  this  time,  and  I  was  just  following  him.  I  am 
surprised  that  the  hoa.  member  who  sees  so  much  sweet¬ 
ness  in  the  fair  sex  should  not  ore  this  have  wo’ed  and  won 
some  fair  one  to  himself.  He  seems  disposed  rather  to  imi¬ 
tate  the  bee : 

“  And  like  the  busy  bee  improve  each  shiaiag  hour, 

And  gather  honey  all  the  day  from  every  opening  flower.” 

I  wanted  him  to  speak  on  the  enfranchisement  of  women, 
because  I  think  he  could  have  used  language  which  would 
have  convinced  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  Government  side,  but 
he  chose  to  put  it  off.  He  did  not  think  anything  of  the 
sweet  women  when  they  were  under  discussion,  but  when 
we  are  on  the  Indian  clause  now  light  fell  upon  him,  when 
it  was  too  late.  I  endorso  every  word  that  has  been  said 
by  my  hon.  friends  from  New  Brunswick  with  reference  to 
the  enfranchisement  of  the  Indians.  New  Brunswick  is  my 
native  Province ;  I  have  lived  there  all  my  life  ;  I  have  been 
acquainted  with  the  Indians  in  our  vicinity  for  over  half  a 
century,  and  though  I  have  seen  Indians  in  my  own  county 
who  could  read  and  write  and  have  adopted  the  customs  of 
the  whites,  I  say  deliberately  that  I  never  saw  an  Indian 


who,  with  safety  to  society  or  advantage  to  himself,  could 
enjoy  the  franchise.  I  think  my  hon.  friend  from  North¬ 
umberland  will  endorse  those  sentiments. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent),  Will  this  amendment  give  one 
of  them  a  vote  ? 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  will  or  not, 
but  I  presume  it  will  to  others,  who  have  no  better  qualifi¬ 
cations  than  the  Indians  to  whom  I  refer.  Perhaps  my  hon, 
friend  and  those  who  have  Indians  residing  on  reserves  in 
their  own  localities  will  know  about  that  better  than  I  do. 
But  this  I  do  know,  that  for  half  a  century  at  least  the  rate¬ 
payers  of  New  Brunswick  have  been  contributing  to  the 
support  of  the  Indians,  that  the  Indians  have  been  under 
the  control  of  the  Government  of  that  Province  up  to  the 
time  of  Confederation,  and  that  then  the  General  Govern¬ 
ment  took  them  under  their  care.  That  was  a  declaration 
that  the  30,000  or  40,000  Indians  in  the  older  Provinces 
were  unable  to  take  care  of  themselves.  This  Parliament 
saw  that  it  was  necessary  that  these  people  should  be 
guarded  and  protected,  and  to  that  end  passed  the  Indian 
Act.  I  have  read  that  Act  from  one  end  to  the  other,  some 
113  clauses,  and  what  do  I  find  in  it  ?  Do  I  find  that  it  has 
reference  to  a  class  of  persons  whom  Parliament  thought 
could  be  trusted  with  the  franchise  ?  Not  at  all.  I  find 
three  classes  referred  to  in  that  Act — the  Superintendent 
General,  who  is  the  chief  man,  his  officials  under  him,  and 
the  Indians,  who  are  totally  helpless,  who  have  not  the 
intelligence  necessary  for  the  management  of  their  own 
affairs  in  the  least  degree.  (The  hon.  gentleman  read 
a  portion  of  the  Act.)  These  Indians  cannot  sell  to 
a  white  man  or  to  an  Indian ;  their  property  can¬ 
not  be  taken  for  debt,  and  they  cannot  dispose  of 
it  to  anybody  without  the  consent  of  the  Super¬ 
intendent  General.  I  remember  that  many  years 
ago  there  was  a  great  man  down  at  the  seaboard  whom  the 
people  reverenced  so  much  that  when  the  children  were  asked 
who  made  them,  they  answered  Colonel  McBane.  That 
is  something  like  the  influence  of  the  Superintendent  General 
over  these  Indian  tribes.  They  cannot  be  free  men  while 
they  are  under  the  control  of  himself  and  his  officials  ;  and  I 
am  surprised  that  it  should  have  entered  into  the  mind  of 
any  man  or  body  of  men  to  extend  the  franchise  to  this  class 
of  persons,  when  there  are  so  many  men  in  this  country 
who  are  well  qualified  to  exercise  that  privilege,  but  who 
are  denied  it.  I  have  always  been  in  favor  of  manhood 
suffrage;  I  think  the  best  qualifications  for  the  franchise  are 
intelligence,  independence,  and  a  good  moral  character;  and 
wo  step  over  300,000  men  of  that  character  to  give  the  fran¬ 
chise  to  the  Indians,  whoso  progress  is  slow,  and  few  indeed 
of  whom  have  arrived  at  that  stage  of  intelligence  and  inde¬ 
pendence  to  entitle  them  to  vote.  No  doubt,  in  the  older 
Provinces  of  Canada  there  are  a  few  who  have  risen  to  that 
condition  of  intelligence  and  cultivation  ;  but  they  can  vote 
now  if  they  choose  to  throw  off  their  tribal  relations.  When 
an  Indian  becomes  intelligent  enough  to  do  business  for  him¬ 
self  he  ought  to  seo  the  beauties  of  our  civilisation 
sufficiently  to  withdraw  from  his  tribal  relations  and  to 
become,  in  every  sense  of  the  word,  a  free  and  independent 
man.  It  is  a  bold  thing  to  como  into  this  Parliament,  at 
this  age  of  the  world,  at  this  time  of  civilisation  and  refine¬ 
ment,  and  propose  to  enfranchise  a  class  of  men,  most  of 
whom  are  little  raised  above  the  barbarous  condition  of 
their  race.  I  cannot  understand  the  motive;  I  do  not  wish 
to  attribute  motives;  I  know  that  now,  with  all  the  advan¬ 
tages  wo  possess,  the  electorate  of  Canada  has  become 
exceedingly  degraded  and  corrupt.  That  such  a  stato  of 
things  exists  in  this  country  is  more  to  bo  deplored  than 
anything  else.  I  thought  that  the  corruption  of  the  electo¬ 
rate  had  reached  its  culminating  point  when  the  attempt  to 
bribe  members  of  Parliament  took  place  in  Ontario;  but  if 
it  is  the  intention  of  this  Government  and  its  supporters  to 
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enfranchise  the  Indians  of  this  country,  in  order  to  bring 
them  to  the  polls  to  support  their  party,  it  is  the  crown¬ 
ing  act  of  political  rascality.  We  have  continued  this 
debate  because  it  is  important,  because  we  want  the  electors 
of  this  Dominion  to  understand  it  and  come  to  the  rescue. 
This  thing  has  been  sprung  upon  the  country,  and  the  voice 
of  the  people,  wherever  it  has  been  expressed,  has 
been  overwhelmingly  pronounced  against  this  measure.  We 
have  continued  it  for  two  reasons.  For  the  reason  that  we 
want  the  electorate  of  this  country  to  be  pure  and  indepen¬ 
dent.  If  white  men  can  be  corrupted,  we  do  not  want 
whole  tribes  to  be  brought  into  the  electorate  who  can  be 
taken  to  the  polls  as  sheep  to  the  shambles.  There  is  good 
reason  for  the  long  continufance  of  this  debate,  and  I  can  give 
a  personal  illustration  why  a  man  should  hold  on^when  he  is 
safe,  an  illustration  which,  I  think,  applies  to  the  revising  bar¬ 
risters  and  the  Indians  in  this  Bill.  Very  early  in  my  career, 
during  a  political  canvass,  I  went  to  a  farmer’s  house,  and 
as  I  took  hold  of  the  latch  I  heard  the  growl  of  a  very  big  dog 
inside.  I  held  on  to  the  door,  refusing  to  allow  the  people 
inside  to  open  it,  although  they  assured  me  that  I  need  not 
be  alarmed,  that  they  knew  the  dog  and  he  would  not  hurt 
me.  But  I  did  not  know  the  dog,  and  therefore  held  on  to 
the  door.  Finally,  however,  after  a  good  deal  of  pressing 
on  their  part,  I  allowed  them  to  open  it.  What  was  the 
consequence  ?  As  the  dog  went  by,  ho  grabbed  my  browsers 
and  took  one  leg  of  my  pants,  together  with  a  part  of  the 
skin.  I  made  up  my  mind  then  that  when  I  had  an  animal 
so  dangerous  under  my  control  I  would  not  open  the  door 
until  I  was  confident  he  was  taken  good  care  of.  We  have 
got  this  Indian  now;  he  is  not  our  Indian.  We  have  this 
revising  barrister  now  ;  he  is  not  our  barrister.  We  are, 
therefore,  afraid  of  them,  we  hold  them  there,  and 
they  will  never  get  out  at  us  and  do  any  harm 
until  we  open  the  door.  But  the  moment  we  do,  I 
am  afraid  we  will  be  served  as  I  was  by  the  dog,  which, 
I  was  assured,  would  not  bite  if  let  at  large.  I  do  not  know 
how  long  we  can  hold  on  to  the  door,  but  I  will  hold  on  to 
it  until  that  dog  is  taken  care  of,  if  I  have  the  strength. 
This  Bill  is  not  brought  out  to  show  fair  play  between 
party  and  party;  it  is  not  intended,  in  my  humble  opinion, 
to  d©  justice  to  all  parties  ;  it  is  not  based  upon  principles 
of  open-handed  justice  and  fair  play.  I  believe  the  free  men 
of  this  country  do  not  believe  in  this  Bill.  I  do  not  know 
how  many  Liberals  and  how  many  Conservatives  signed 
the  petitions  against  it,  but  I  know  that  every  letter  that  I 
have  received  is  against  the  Bill,  and  one  of  them  is  from  a 
man  who  usually  votes  Conservative.  With  regard  to  the 
qualifications  of  the  Indians  to  use  the  franchise,  you  have 
only  to  turn  over  the  reports  of  the  agents  to  see  the  class 
of  people  they  are.  We  have  to  pay  agents  all  over  the 
Dominion  to  look  after  them,  to  see  that  they  use  the  means 
we  furnish  them  with  in  a  proper  way.  The  hon.  member 
for  Gardwell  (Mr.  White)  described  one  who  was  worth 
some  $75,000.  I  wish  they  were  all  worth  that  much,  so  that 
we  could  relieve  the  people  from  the  tax  of  supporting  them ; 
but  the  man  who  had  the  ability  of  accumulating  that  money 
ought  to  assume  all  the  responsibilities  of  free  men,  he 
ought  to  separate  himself  from  the  tribe  and  become  a  man 
and  a  brother,  and  have  the  right  to  vote  as  other  citizens. 
We  have  been  endeavoring  to  induce  the  Indians  to  change 
their  habits  of  life,  but  we  find  singularly  few  of  them  who 
have  any  inclination  to  change.  They  retain  their  instincts, 
and  refuse  to  settle  down,  as  a  class,  to  farming  operations 
and  mercantile  pursuits,  or  to  any  of  the  industrial  pur¬ 
suits  of  the  white  men.  It  is  not  in  their  nature  to  do  so  ; 
$ie  most  we  can  do  is  to  act  generously  towards  them,  help 
them,  feed  and  clothe  them,  if  necessary  ;  but  to  admit  them 
to  the  franchise,  to  allow  them  to  come  in  and  offset  an 
equal  number  of  white  voters,  cannot  be  defended  on  any 
line  of  argument.  It  cannot  be  considered  in  any  other 
light  than  that  of  a  miserable  party  stratagem.  Let  hon. 
Mr.  Gillmor. 
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gentlemen  opposite  put  themselveB  in  the  place  of  their 
opponents  and  see  how  this  thing  would  work.  If  the 
leader  of  a  Government  I  were  supporting  were  to  make 
any  such  proposition  I  would  leave  him  the  moment  he 
made  it;  but  I  venture  the  assertion  that  we  will  never 
have  such  a  proposition  as  that  coming  from  the  leader  of 
the  Liberal  party.  I  do'not  wish  to  enter  into  the  minds 
and  hearts  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  but  the  fact 
that  they  have  not  given  to  the  country  arguments  in 
favor  of  this  proposition  is  an  evidence  that  thoy  do  not  feel 
themselves  very  safe ;  the  fact  that  their  press  has  not,  ever 
since  this  discussion  commenced,  given  the  truth  to  the 
people,  is  an  evidence  they  dare  not  put  the  case  as  it  stands. 
Our  view  is,  that  when  the  Indian  has  arrived  at  that  stage 
of  civilisation  and  advancement  to  entitle  him  to  become  a 
freeman  he  should  have  the  franchise;  but  the  Govern¬ 
ment  press  endeavor  to  give  a  contrary  impression,  and 
refuse  to  discuss  the  question  on  its  merits.  They  say  the 
Session  is  late,  and  the  time  is  precious,  and  we  know  what 
we  want,  and  that  is  enough  for  you  to  know.  That  is  not 
the  way  the  country  expects  to  be  enlightened  on  an  impor¬ 
tant  measure  of  this  kind.  This  is  not  a  measure  which 
should  be  brought  down,  with  any  show  of  decency,  at  the 
clos8  of  a  Session.  The  leader  of  the  Government  said, 
some  years  ago,  that  a  measure  of  this  kind  would  require 
a  three  months’  Session  to  be  discussed  properly ;  and  we 
will  see  that,  although  it  has  been  brought  down  at  the  end 
of  the  Session,  it  will  not  fail  to  be  properly  discussed.  We 
have  got  the  Indian  and  we  have  got  the  revising  bar¬ 
rister,  and  we  do  not  intend  to  let  them  out,  so  long  as  we 
can,  consistently  with  our  duty  to  the  country,  keep  them 
in. 

Mr.  FISHER.  It  was  with  the  deepest  disappointment 
that  I  listened  to  the  statement  of  the  First  Minister.  When, 
a  little  while  ago,  he  promised  to  introduce  some  changes 
in  regard  to  the  Indian  franchise,  I  fully  expected  that  he 
intended  to  make  some  radical  change,  and  not  that  he 
intended  to  trifle  with  jthe  intelligence  of  the  House  so 
much  as  to  leave  the  matter  practically  as  it  was  before  or, 
possibly,  to  make  it  a  little  worse.  I  did  not  suppose  that 
he  ever  intended  to  meet  the  views  of  this  side  of  the 
House,  for  I  do  not  think  that  is  the  plan  or  the  practice  of 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  ;  but  I  thought  his  followers,  find¬ 
ing  the  opinion  which  was  entertained  in  the  country,  had 
urged  upon  him  some  radical  change  which  he  had  accepted, 
so  I  was  deeply  disappointed  to  find  that  he  was  not  doing  any¬ 
thing  of  the  kind.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  this  afternoon, 
interrupted  my  hon.  friend  from  Charlotte  (Mr.  Gillmor)  to 
ask  him  how  many  Indians  in  his  Province  were  going  to 
be  enfranchised  by  this  measure.  It  is  not  the  place  of 
any  lion,  member  on  this  side,  but  of  the  First  Minis¬ 
ter,  to  answer  that  question,  and  if  those  hon.  gentlemen 
have  not  received  that  information  in  their  caucuses  they 
should  ask  it  here,  so  that  the  First  Minister  may  answer  it 
in  public.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  seem  to  think  it  is 
quite  sufficient  that  they  should  know  what  is  intended  by 
the  Bill,  and  do  not  give  us  or  the  public  any  information  in 
reference  to  it.  If  the  public  know  anything  of  its  provi¬ 
sions  it  is  due  to  the  action  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side, 
in  upholding  this  protracted  debate  and  in  causing  the 
country  to  learn  the  effects  which  the  provisions  of  this  Bill 
will  have.  The  leader  of  the  Government  has  not  seen  fit 
to  tell  us  how  many  Indians  will  be  enfranchised  under  this 
Bill.  The  first  reason  of  his  silence  which  is  likely  to  occur 
to  us  is  that  he  does  not  know.  I  doubt  if  he  or  his  collea¬ 
gues  have  ever  considered  the  scope  of  this  Bill,  in  regard  to 
the  general  electorate  of  the  country,  though  no  doubt  they 
have  carefully  and  wilily  considered  its  effect  on  certain 
constituencies  which  they  wish  to  influence.  There  is, 
however,  another  possible  reason  for  the  silence  of  the  First 
Minister,  and  a  most  discreditable  one,  if  it  be  true,  and  that 
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is,  that  if  he  told  us  how  many  Indians  would  be  enfranchised 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  we  might  be  able  to  com¬ 
pare  his  statement  with  the  number  who  may  become 
enfranchised  under  it  before  the  next  general  election.  It 
is  true  that  to-day  the  Indians  of  New  Brunswick,  Nova 
Scotia  or  Quebec  may  not  to  any  extent  be  enfranchised  by 
this  Bill  and  the  amendment,  as  very  few  of  them  have 
their  location  tickets  and  have  improvements  worth  $150, 
but  it  is  quite  possible  that  when  the  Bill  is  passed  the  Indian 
agents  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  may  give  location  tickets 
to  such  a  large  number  of  Indians  in  constituencies  where 
their  votes  are  desirable  for  Government  supporters  that,  in  a 
short  time  and,  at  all  events,  before  the  next  general  election, 
the  number  may  be  largely  increased.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  such  an  intention  in  his  mind  it  would  explain  his  not 
giving  the  information,  because  it  might  be  compared  with 
the  results  in  those  constituencies.  Since  this  question  first 
came  before  the  House  I  have  gained  some  more  knowledge 
about  it.  The  proposition  then  laid  before  the  House  was 
different  from  the  present  one,  and  the  present  proposition 
is  still  very  objectionable.  Hon.  gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House  then  contended  that  the  present  proposi¬ 
tion  was  the  real  proposition  involved  in  the  Bill,  and 
although  I  was  disappointed  at  the  statement  of  the  First 
Minister  this  afternoon,  I  was  somewhat  comforted  by  the 
reflection  that  he  had  completely  disposed  of  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill),  in 
speaking  of  the  disingenuous  manner  in  which  signatures 
had  been  obtained  to  a  petition  from  his  county.  He  stated 
that  those  signatures  had  beon  obtained  under  the  pretence 
that  this  Bill  intended  to  enfranchise  the  Indians  of  the 
North-West ;  and  he  went  on  to  contend  that  such  was  not 
the  case,  as  the  Bill  was  originally  brought  down.  But 
when  the  leader  of  the  Government  placed  this  amendment 
in  your  hands,  he  impliedly  admitted  that  the  contention 
that  the  Indians  of  the  North-West  were  to  be  enfranchised 
under  the  original  proposition  was  correct.  He  says  that 
was  the  intention  of  the  Bill.  If  that  had  not  been 
the  intention,  why  did  the  hon.  Minister,  in  this  amend¬ 
ment,  propose  the  enfranchisement  of  the  Indians  in  the 
North-West  Territories  ?  Meagre  as  his  remarks  were, 
they  removed  any  ground  for  the  accusation  against  gentle¬ 
men  who  had  obtained  signatures  to  that  petition,  and 
against  the  hon.  gentleman  who  presented  it  to  this  House. 
In  studying  the  Indian  Act,  since  this  question  was  first 
discussed,  1  have  discovered  some  things  that  surprised  me. 
Hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  contended  at  first  that  only  the 
enfranchised  Indians  should  be  given  votes,  whilst  no  Indians 
maintaining  their  tribal  relations  ought  to  be  given  a  vote, 
in  the  interest  of  this  country.  The  hon.  member  for 
Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson)  who,  I  am  glad  to  acknowledge,  is  a 
great  authority  on  Indian  questions,  replied  that  it  was 
unfair  to  ask  the  Indians,  proud  as  they  were  of  their  tribal 
relations,  to  cut  themselves  away  from  those  relations  in 
order  to  have  a  vote.  I  supposed,  of  course,  that  when  they 
became  enfranchised  they  would  necessarily  have  to  aban¬ 
don  their  tribal  relations.  But  in  examining  this  Act  I 
find  that  such  is  not  the  case.  I  find  that  nothwith- 
standing  that  he  may  be  enfranchised  under  the  Indian  Act, 
he  still  remains  a  member  of  the  band,  in  so  far  as  all  the 
privileges  and  advantages  of  that  band  are  concerned,  but 
he  is  cut  away  from  the  band  in  so  far  as  the  disabilities 
are  concerned  which  place  him  in  a  state  of  tutelage.  In 
order  to  make  this  clear,  I  will  read  some  clauses  from  the 
Indian  Act.  (The  hon.  gentleman  read  the  99th  and  some 
following  sections  of  the  Indian  Act,  to  show  the  condition 
of  the  enfranchised  Indian.)  Thero  is  one  exception  hero 
which  I  wish  particularly  to  be  noticed,  namely,  that  which 
carefully  reseiwes  to  the  Indians  enfranchised  under  the 
Indian  Act  such  privileges  and  rights  as  enable  them  to 
remain  members  of  their  band,  and  enables  them  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  annuities,  allowances,  rents  and  interest 


money  of  their  band.  Furthermore,  it  allows  them  to 
participate  in  the  councils  of  their  band  ;  and  here,  I  con¬ 
tend,  is  the  only  real  privilege  which  the  Indians  can 
possibly  claim  as  attendant  on  connection  with  their  band. 
If  they  are  allowed  still  to  vote  for  their  chief,  or  to  be 
elected  chief,  nobody  can  pretend  that  they  are  no  longer 
allowed  to  participate  in  the  advantages  and  benefits  accru¬ 
ing  to  them  as  members  of  that  band ;  and  if  this  is  the  case, 
these  Indians  cannot  have  any  reasonable  objection  to  becom¬ 
ing  enfranchised  under  the  terms  of  the  Indian  Act.  Then 
the  hon.  member  for  Algoma  wished  to  preserve  to  the  Indians 
all  those  traditions  and  sympathies  which  they  hold  as 
belonging  to  an  ancient  race.  I  contend  that  under  this  Act 
there  is  nothing  which  prevents  them  so  retaining  their 
sympathies  and  their  traditions.  When  they  are  enfran¬ 
chised  under  the  Indian  Act  the  only  thing  they  part  with 
is  their  civil  disability ;  they  are  removed  from  the  state  of 
tutelage  which  tho  First  Minister  has  so  often  referred  to 
in  his  Indian  reports.  But  it  still  leaves  the  enfran¬ 
chised  Indians  all  their  peculiar  ideas  and  race  sym¬ 
pathies.  Therefore,  those  who  desire  that  the  Indian  must 
be  enfranchised  under  the  Indian  Act  before  he  obtains  a 
vote  can  no  longer  be  open  to  the  charge  of  dealing 
harshly  with  the  Indians,  because  they  still  retain  all 
the  advantages  which  their  tribal  relations  give  them. 
It  is  true  that  by  their  enfranchisement  they  lose  all  their 
tribal  relations  which  are  disadvantageous  to  them,  by 
which  they  are  kept  from  being  citizens;  and  in  asking 
the  Indians  to  so  enfranchise  themselvos  and  relieve  them¬ 
selves  from  this  disability,  this  mark  of  inferiority  and  servi¬ 
tude,  wo  are  not  asking  them  to  do  anything  contrary  to 
their  self-respect,  or  anything  against  their  tribe  and  race. 
Until  the  Indian  is  enfranchised  ho  is  really  in  a  state  of 
servitude.  Questions  have  been  raised  during  the  discus¬ 
sion  as  to  why  we  should  give  the  vote  to  negroes  and 
others  besides  whites,  apart  from  Indians.  It  is  not  our 
object  to  deprive  Indians  of  the  right  to  vote  when  they 
occupy  the  same  conditions  as  white  men,  negroes, Mahome- 
dans  or  East  Indians.  I  desire,  as  do  all  hon.  members  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  that  the  Indian  shall  be  placed  on 
the  same  plane  with  other  people,  with  respect  to  tho  privi= 
lege  of  voting.  What  we  object  to  is,  that  Indians  under  a 
different  set  of  conditions  shall  be  allowed  a  privilege  denied 
to  other  races  and  colors.  Under  the  Indian  Act  the 
Indian  is  not  allowed  to  will  property.  Under  the  twen- 
tieth  section,  although  he  may  hold  a  location  ticket-— 
which,  under  the  present  amendment,  would  entitle  him  to 
vote — he  is  not  allowed  to  will  property.  That  is  a  privi¬ 
lege  which  white  men,  and  Africans,  and  anyone  else  is 
allowed.  That  is  absolute  entail,  and  it  shows  that  the  pro¬ 
perty  is  not  his  to  do  what  he  pleases  with,  but  is  really 
Crown  property,  held  under  the  Superintendent  General. 
Any  Indian  who,  previous  to  the  selection  of  a  reserve, 
happens  to  hold  any  property  in  it  which  would  not  be 
supposed  to  be  in  common,  which  he  may  have  created,  just 
as  a  settler  creates  improvements,  has  not  the  right  to 
such  property  ;  but  by  tho  twenty-first  section,  if  it 
happens  to  be  taken  as  portion  of  a  reserve  for  a  particular 
band,  he  has  only  the  same  privilege  as  any  Indian  who 
holds  under  a  location  ticket.  Although  an  Indian  may 
have  obtained  the  property  before  he  became  part  of  the 
band,  still,  after  the  Government  chooses  to  take  the  land  as 
a  portion  of  the  reserve,  he  then  has  to  give  up  the  property 
to  the  Government,  and  it  is  held  by  the  Superintendent 
General.  Under  the  twenty-second  and  twenty- third  sec¬ 
tions  the  Superintendent  General  can  lease  or  occupy  lands 
belonging  to  Indians.  He  can  allow  other  people  to  go  on 
a  reserve  and,  by  his  license,  take  possession  of  a  portion  of 
tho  land,  cut  timber,  mine,  or  otherwise  work  and  occupy 
the  land.  This  is  not  just  and  right  to  the  Indian,  if  he  has 
an  inalienable  right  to  the  property.  It  proves  conclu¬ 
sively  that  the  Superintendent  General  and  his 
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agents  have  control  of  the  reserves,  and  not  the  Indians 
themselves.  Furthermore,  under  the  thirty-fourth 
section,  Indians  who  may  have  shown  their  advanced  state 
by  undertaking  agricultural  operations  upon  locations,  and 
are  called  upon  to  do  road  work  and  statute  labor,  not  in  the 
same  way  as  citizens  are  called  upon  by  municipalities,  are 
called  upon  to  do  the  work  by  direction  of  agents  appointed 
by  the  Government.  Here,  again,  is  a  means  by  which  the 
Government  and  the  Superintendent  General  can  control 
and  influence  the  Indians  with  respect  to  voting.  By  the 
thirty-eighth  section  it  is  conclusively  shown  that  the 
Indians  are  minors  and  in  a  state  of  tutelage.  I  allude  to 
the  restriction  with  respect  to  intoxicating  liquors,  which 
are  not  allowed  to  be  sold  on  Indian  reserves.  In  view  of 
my  well-known  opinions  in  regard  to  the  liquor  traffic,  it  is 
far  from  my  wish  to  complain  of  this  restriction  upon  the 
Indians  ;  but  when  I  find  such  a  restriction  is  not  imposed 
on  other  classes,  that  all  other  classes  are  allowed  free  access 
to  liquor,  unless  they  see  fit  by  their  vote  to  exclude  it,  I 
hold  that  this  is  a  state  of  things  proving  that  the  Indians 
are  not  free  men  and  are  not  entitled  to  the  vote. 
We  find  also,  by  another  section  of  this  Act,  that  the  Indians 
are  allowed  to  elect  their  chiefs,  and  that,  in  fact,  a  certain 
kind  of  municipal  organisation  is  allowed  to  them  ;  and  one 
would  suppose,  at  first  sight,  that  such  a  permission  would 
entail  upon  them  a  certain  amount  of  independence  and 
give  them  a  certain  amount  of  training  in  political  work. 
But  if  you  read  the  Act  you  will  find  that  that  permission 
is  simply  given  to  them  when  the  Superintendent  General  j 
or  the  local  agent  chooses  to  allow  it.  They  cannot  demand 
it  for  themselves,  no  matter  how  far  advanced  in  civilisation 
they  may  consider  themselves  to  be,  for  they  must  prove  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  agent  and  the  First  Minister  that 
they  are  likely  to  exercise  that  privilege  as  pleases  those 
autocratic  individuals.  I  believe  this  right  will  be  given 
to  them  just  so  often  and  so  long  as  they  show  that  they  are 
amenable  to  the  instructions  of  the  agents  who  control 
them ;  just  so  long  as  they  show  themselves  sufficiently 
subservient  to  the  Government  who  controls  their 
destinies,  that  right  may  bo  given  then.  But  that 
such  a  right  would  be  given  to  a  band  who 
would  perversely— as  the  hon.  gentleman  would 

think— oppose  the  hon,  gentleman,  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  expected  that  such  would  be  the  case  by  anybody  who  is 
conversant  with  the  methods  by  which  those  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  carry  on  their  political  work  in  this  country.  Then 
the  Indian  is  not  taxable.  (The  hon.  gentleman  Imre  read 
section  75  of  the  Act.)  There,  Sir,  you  see  the  essential 
and  fundamental  difference  between  the  Indian  upon  the 
reserve  and  the  white  man  or  the  Indian  living  off  the 
reserve.  The  tribal  Indian  on  tho  reserve  is  not  liable  to 
bear  his  share  of  the  burthens  of  the  country  and  to  assume 
those  responsibilities  of  citizenship  upon  which  the  right 
to  vote  should  depend.  By  section  77  we  find  that  no  person 
may  sue  an  unenfranchised  Indian  for  a  debt,  or  take  any 
security  or  lien  upon  his  property.  Any  particular  article 
which  an  Indian  may  buy  may  be  seized  again  for  tho  pay¬ 
ment  of  its  price,  but  no  other  personal  property  or  real 
estate  of  the  Indian  is  liable  to  seizure.  The  right  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  give  the  vote  only  to  such  Indians  as 
obtain  a  location  ticket  from  the  local  agent.  Those  who 
do  not  know  the  Act  may  think  that  the  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  made  a  restriction  by  this  amendment,  that  he  has 
made  the  Act  better,  fairer,  and  more  just  to  the 
two  great  political  parties  of  the  country,  and  to 
the  Indian  himself,  than  it  was  before.  But  when  I 
come  to  examine  the  way  in  which  the  Indian  gets  his  loca¬ 
tion  ticket  I  find  that  such  is  not  tho  case.  I  find,  on  the 
contrary,  that  this  amendment  provides  machinery  by 
which  the  right  hon.  gentleman  can  more  surely  and  safely 
control  the  votes  of  the  Indian.  Under  the  original  propo¬ 
sition  of  the  Bill  every  Indian  in  a  tribe  living  on  a  reserve, 
Mr.  Fisher. 


the  valuation  of  which,  when  divided  up  among  the  total  nuta< 
ber  of  adult  male  Indians,  would  give  each  a  vote,  would 
have  a  vote.  If,  however,  a  reserve  was  worth,  say  $10,000, 
and  there  were  in  the  band  100  Indians,  none  of  them 
would  have  a  vote,  because  the  amount  represented  by  each 
would  only  be  $  100,  which  would  not  be  sufficient  to  qualify. 
But  under  the  present  proposition  the  agent  who  controls 
the  destinies  of  the  band  can  issue  his  location  ticket  to  as 
many  as  he  pleases,  so  long  as  the  value  of  each  is  repre¬ 
sented  by  not  less  than  $150.  The  agent  has  in  his  own 
hands  the  absolute  power  of  conferring  the  right  to  vote  on 
certain  Indians,  and  restraining  others  from  voting,  and  by 
his  political  foresight  he  can  select  those  whom  he  knows  to 
be  subservient  to  himself  and  the  Government,  or  grateful 
to  them  for  services  they  have  rendered.  He  can  oxclude 
every  Indian  who  may  happen  to  have  been  fractious  or 
rebellious  to  the  authority  of  the  agent,  or  who  may  have  been 
intelligent  enough  to  form  his  own  opinion  in  political  mat¬ 
ters.  By  this  proposition  the  right  hon.  gentleman  is  really 
taking  to  himself  and  to  his  agents  a  greater  power  for  the 
control  and  the  creation  of  votes  than  he  had  by  the  Bill  as 
it  originally  stood.  By  the  Bill  as  it  originally  stood,  if 
that  band  held  a  reserve  valued  at  $30,000  every  man  of 
them  would  have  the  right  to  vote,  on  the  basis  of  holding 
the  property  as  partners  and  occupants  in  common,  each  of 
whom  held  a  share  worth  $200.  Under  the  present  amend¬ 
ment  none  of  these  Indians  have  the  right  to  vote  at  all ; 
their  vote  is  only  given  by  tho  agent, who  controls  the  band, 

I  and  their  right  is  absolutely  done  away  with.  I  cannot  call 
that  a  right  for  which  these  men  have  to  sue  at  the  hands 
of  an  irresponsible  Indian  agent.  Under  the  Bill,  as  it  was 
introduced,  they  would  have  a  chance  to  show  their  right ; 
but  under  this  amendment  the  power  to  vote  is  not  a  matter 
of  right  at  all ;  it  is  a  matter  of  favor,  which  can  only  be 
exerted  by  the  political  supporters  of  the  right  hon. 
gentleman.  I  do  not  wish  to  attribute  motives  to  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  or  to  any  of  his  followers,  but 
if  I  had  heard  a  single  word  from  any  one  of  these 
hon.  gentlemen,  explaining  that  this  amendment  had  been 
introduced  for  the  purpose  of  restricting  the  vote,  or  giving 
it  to  such  Indians  as  really  deserved  it,  and  explaining  how 
it  was  intended  to  bring  that  about,  one  might  have  attri¬ 
buted  to  them  a  proper  motive  in  introducing  it  ;  one 
might  have  confined  oneself  to  endeavoring  to  show  that 
they  were  not  going  the  right  way  to  attain  their  object ; 
one  might  have  attempted  to  show  that  they  were  not 
going  to  give  the  vote  necessarily  to  the  Indians  who  had 
the  right  to  vote,  but  only  to  such  as  might  have  curried 
favor  with  the  agent  in  charge  of  the  reserve.  But  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  in  introducing  his  amendment,  did 
not  deign  to  tell  this  House  or  the  country  anything  of  the 
kind  ;  he  did  not  give  us  more  than  a  minute,  I  cannot  call 
it  explanation,  but  of  speech  ;  he  simply  stated  that  he  had 
determined  to  do  this.  Well,  such  autocratic  action  on  the 
part  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  may  be  pleasing  to  that 
hon.  gentleman  himself;  it  may  be  pleasing  to  his  collea¬ 
gues  and  supporters  in  this  House ;  but  I  have  reason  to 
believe  that  it  is  not  pleasing  to  his  supporters  in  the  coun¬ 
try.  I  believe  the  day  has  come  when  those  who  have 
hitherto  supported  the  right  hon.  gentleman  and  his  follow¬ 
ers  are  dissatisfied  with  such  an  autocratic  proceeding.  The 
people  of  this  country  are  looking  with  wonder  at  this  Par¬ 
liament,  where  argument  after  argument  is  advanced  by  this 
side  of  the  House,  showing  why  this  Bill  should  not  become 
law ;  and  they  are  gazing  in  wonder  upon  the  spectacle  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  members  of  this  House  sitting 
silent  and  not  attempting  to  support  the  Bill  by  argument, 
statement  or  explanation.  It  reflects  very  little  credit, 
indeed,  upon  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  they  do  not 
try  to  support  or  defend  the  action  of  their  chief  in  this 
House.  I  know  that  I  can  speak  for  those  around  me  when 
I  say  that  we  are  reasonable  enough  to  receive  argument 
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and  explanation  if  we  can  get  them ;  but  while  we  cannot 
get  these,  we  cannot,  in  justice  to  ourselves,  attribute  to 
them  any  other  than  an  improper  motive  for  the  course  they 
are  taking.  It  is  because  they  dare  not  explain  their  motive 
that  they  do  not  do  it.  I  can  well  understand  that  there 
are  motives  which  they  do  not  choose  to  put  on  record, 
which  they  are  ashamed  to  place  before  this  House  and  the 
country.  I  regret  that  this  House  has  been  so  long  detained 
by  the  consideration  of  this  Bill.  If  reasonable  explanations 
had  been  given  of  it  on  its  first  introduction  into  this 
House,  and  proper  discussion  had  been  held  upon  it  as  it 
passed  through  committee,  I  believe  tho  discussion  might 
have  been  very  much  shortened  ;  but  we  have  tried  again 
and  again,  day  after  day,  to  lay  before  the  committee  our 
reasons  for  opposing  this  Bill,  and  we  have  not  had  these 
reasons  answered,  except  on  two  or  three  occasions,  when 
the  hon.  gentlemen  who  attempted  to  answer  them  did  not 
know  what  they  were  talking  about.  We  have  been  dis¬ 
cussing  this  measure  from  day  to  day,  longer  than  we 
wished,  so  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  might  thoroughly 
understand  it ;  and,  still  more,  so  that  the  country  at  large 
might  understand  it.  It  is  evident  from  the  words  of  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  to-day,  that  he 
did  not  thoroughly  understand  this  question  of  the  Indians  ; 
it  is  evident  that  the  country  at  large  does  not  understand 
it.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  attributed  a  meaning  to 
the  Bill,  which  the  right  hon.  gentleman  explained  was  not 
the  true  meaning,  and  the  amendment  really  bears  his 
meaning.  I  oppose  the  meaning  of  this  amendment,  and  I 
believe  the  country  will  oppose  it.  I  oppose  it  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  what  I  believe  to  be  its  insidious  character,  and 
because  it  will  have  a  worse  effect  than  even  the  original 
Bill.  It  is  in  consequence  of  this  feeling  that  I  felt  it  to  be 
my  duty  to  my  constituents  and  this  House  to  say  a  few 
words  upon  the  amendment  before  you  put  it  to  the  vote. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  Among  the  provisions  of  this  very  bad 
Bill,  I  consider  that  before  us  to  be  one  of  the  worst.  The 
longer  it  is  discussed  the  more  apparent  its  perniciousness 
becomes.  For  my  part,  I  will  not  characterise  it  as  1  feel  it 
should  be  characterised,  but  I  do  think  that  the  country  and 
tho  House  should  have  sufficient  time  to  fully  consider  this 
provision  of  the  Bill.  Since  1867  we  have  had  several  Fran¬ 
chise  Bills  proposed  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  all  of 
them,  for  prudential  motives,  were  withdrawn  by  the  leader 
of  the  Government.  The  provision  of  the  measure  before 
you  was  not  in  any  of  those  Bills.  This  is  a  new  proposi¬ 
tion,  and  should,  therefore,  be  all  the  more  fully  discussed. 
If  the  Bills  introduced  before  were  too  objectionable  for  the 
House  to  consider,  what  can  we  say  of  this  measure,  with 
its  Indian  franchise  ?  No  free  country,  no  country 
enjoying  British  institutions,  no  House  of  Commons, 
should  pass  such  a  provision  as  the  one  before 
us.  I  have  been  gathering  what  information  I 
could  from  different  parts  of  the  country,  as  to  tho  senti¬ 
ment  of  the  people  on  this  measure,  and  I  must  say  that 
while  they  object  strongly  to  many  of  its  provisions,  this 
particular  one  which  we  are  now  discussing  is  received 
with  amazement.  Knowing  tho  Indians,  as  the  people  in 
their  vicinity  know  them,  they  are  astonished  that  they 
should  be  entrusted  with  tho  franchise,  to  the  exclusion  of 
other  citizens  whom  this  Bill  will  disfranchise.  Why  not, 
some  people  say,  allow  this  measure  to  be  passed  and  leave 
the  Senate  to  deal  with  it,  whose  business  it  is  to  stop  hasty, 
objectionable  legislation  ?  If  I  thought  the  Senate  would 
deal  with  the  Bill  on  its  merits  I  would  be  willing  to  leave 
it  to  be  dealt  with  by  them,  but  it  is  well  known  that  the 
^Senate  is  mainly  composed  of  political  partisans,  and  the 
decision  they  will  come  to,  wTe  are  confident,  will  be  in 
favor  of  the  Government  measure.  As  the  hon.  member 
for  Charlotte  (Mr.  Gillmor)  has  put  it,  having  the  door  in 
our  own  hands  we  had  better  not  allow  it  to  be  opened,  for 
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if  this  provision  be  allowed  to  escape  out  of  our  hands  lam 
afraid  the  Senate  will  not  stop  it.  I  am  in  favor  of  giving 
a  vote  to  all  on  equal  terms,  provided  they  take  upon  them¬ 
selves  all  the  burthens  of  the  State,  and  are  capable  of 
exercising  the  franchise  as  free  citizens.  We  have  already 
excluded  one  race  from  the  Bill,  we  are  now  about  to 
enfranchise  another.  There  is  as  good  reason  for  excluding 
the  Indians  as  for  excluding  the  Chinese.  The  Chinese  who 
have  acquired  property,  and  have  become  British  subjects, 
and  are  doing  business  in  the  country,  are  developing  the 
country,  and  I  think  those  portions  of  them  have  a  better 
right  to  vote  than  the  tribal  Indian,  who  is  not  a  free  agent 
but  a  ward  of  the  Government.  I  do  not  say  that  the 
Chinese  are  a  desirable  class  of  people  to  encourage,  but  I 
say  that  if  they  are  here  and  take  an  interest  in  the  country 
and  aid  in  its  development,  they  are  better  fitted  to  be 
entrusted  with  the  franchise  than  the  tribal  Indians  who, 
under  the  amendment  in  your  hands,  Sir,  will  not  be  able 
to  vote  unless  they  have  a  location  ticket,  which  is  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Government  agent  to  give  them  or  not,  as 
he  choses.  This  question,  after  the  many  days  of  discussion 
it  has  had,  does  not  appear  to  be  quite  fairly  understood  by 
the  country.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  so  reticent  in 
expressing  their  views  that  only  one  side  of  the  House 
is  represented  in  the  discussion,  and  that  portion  of 
tho  electorate  who  only  read  tho  press  representing  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  are  scarcely  acquainted  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Bill  yet.  I  believe  an  Indian  should  not 
have  a  vote  unless  he  puts  himself  on  equal  terms  with  a 
white  man,  and  then  I  have  no  more  objection  to  his  having 
a  vote  than  I  have  to  an  African  or  a  Chinaman  having 
it,  or  in  fact  any  citizen.  But  the  Indians  cannot  get 
their  location  tickets  unless  it  is  the  will  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  agent  to  give  them,  and  they  cannot  do  business  for 
themselves  in  any  shape.  They  are  wards  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  are  minors,  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  and  are  upon 
an  entirely  different  footing  from  others  who  are  to  have 
tho  vote.  I  do  not  think  the  Government  should  ask  to 
enfranchise  some  10,000  voters  over  whom  they  have  direct 
and  entire  control.  We  make  very  stringent  laws  with 
reference  to  bribery  and  corruption,  and  forbid  candidates 
using  any  influence,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  obtain  a  vote  ; 
but  the  Indian  is  under  the  entire  control  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  to  propose  to  give  him  a  vote  is  worse  than 
absurdity  ;  it  is  an  outrage  upon  the  franchise.  There  are 
only  about  1,550  Indians  in  New  Brunswick,  but  their  votes 
will  be  considerable,  and  a  few  votes  some  times  turn  an 
election.  They  are  more  directly  dependent  upon  tho 
Government  than  even  the  Indians  in  the  Upper  Provinces, 
for  the  $5,000  to  $6,000  which  they  receive  annually  is 
controlled  in  its  distribution  by  the  agent,  who  gives  to  one 
Indian  what  he  likes  and  withholds  from  another  what  he 
likes.  Of  course,  there  are  reserves  in  New  Brunswick 
belonging  to  Indians,  but  they  are  not  so  valuable  as  they 
are  elsewhere,  and,  in  my  opinion,  would  not  give  them  a 
vote  if  they  were  divided  among  them  at  a  proper  value  of 
$150.  That,  however,  is  for  the  executive  to  deal  with,  and 
the  Indian  agent,  and  will  givo  the  latter  more  power  still. 
In  fact,  he  has  the  whole  of  the  power.  An  Indian  is  pro¬ 
hibited  from  drinking  liquor,  and  if  you  sell  a  glass  of 
liquor  to  an  Indian  you  are  fined  $200,  which  is  a  very 
heavy  penalty.  That  shows  tho  manner  in  which  the 
Indian  is  regarded.  They  are  not  looked  upon  as  having 
intelligence,  and  are  therefore  not  in  a  position  to  exercise 
the  elective  franchise ;  they  are  not  intelligent ;  there  are 
very  few  Indians  who  can  write  at  all.  Every  Indian 
child  in  Now  Brunswick  has  the  opportunity  of  going  to 
school,  but  their  disposition  to  rove  from  one  portion  of  the 
country  to  the  other  prevents  thoir  attending  school.  In 
fact,  their  disposition  is  entirely  opposed  to  education.  As 
to  politics  and  the  constitution,  they  know  no  more  about 
them  than  a  child  two  years  old.  They  are,  therefore, 
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entirely  incompetent  to  exercise  the  franchise  in  a  rational 
or  intelligent  manner.  In  New  Bruswick,  the  Indian 
report  states  that  there  are  somewhere  in  the 
neighborhood  of  1,520  Indians,  of  whom  1,150  are 
stated  to  be  resident  on  their  reserves.  The  Indian  agent 
has  put  down  their  residence,  but  I  know,  of  my  own  know¬ 
ledge,  that  a  large  portion  of  them  reside  for  only  a  short 
time  on  the  reserves.  They  are  wandering  tribes,  so  much 
so,  that  although  they  reside  in  several  counties,  the  Indian 
agent  grouped  them  altogether,  because  he  could  not  distin¬ 
guished  which  of  them  belonged  to  one  county  and  which  to 
another.  The  description  given  of  them  the  other  day  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  was 
anything  but  flattering,  but  I  have  no  doubt,  from  my 
experience  of  them,  that  it  is  correct.  Ho  represents  them 
as  wholly  incompetent  to  exercise  the  elective  franchise, 
and  I  believe  it  is  a  fact.  The  quantity  of  cultivated  land  put 
down  as  occupied  by  the  1,500  Indians  and  upwards  in  New 
Brunswick  last  year  is  2,074  acres ;  new  land  broken  up, 
22  acres  ;  number  of  houses  or  huts,  227.  Well,  I  never 
saw  but  one  house  built  by  an  Indian  in  my  life  ;  their 
dwellings  are  mere  huts  or  wigwams.  They  are  said  to 
have  70  barns  and  stables,  17  ploughs,  26  harrows,  10 
waggons,  24  horses,  29  cows,  15  sheep,  60  swine,  and  so  on, 
in  about  that  proportion.  Then  they  raised  2,365  bushels 
of  oats,  1,190  bushels  of  buckwheat,  6,980  bushels  of 
potatoes  ;  and  they  caught  fish  to  the  value  of  some  $5,000. 

The  committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker- 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Becess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

Mr.  BUBPEE.  Before  six  o’clock  I  was  giving  you  a 
statement,  from  the  report  of  the  Indian  agent  of  New 
Brunswick,  of  the  amount  of  stock  held  by  the  Indians  and 
the  crops  produced  by  them  during  the  previous  year.  The 
amounts  given  by  him,  I  apprehend,  aro  quite  as  large  as 
the  facts  would  warrant.  He  explains  that  it  was  very 
difficult  to  get  an  exact  account  from  the  Indians  them¬ 
selves;  they  were  scarcely  intelligent  enough  even  to  do 
that,  but  he  has  done  the  best  he  could  under  the  circum¬ 
stances.  Notwithstanding  that  the  amounts  aro  so  small, 
compared  with  the  number  of  Indians,  they  are  quite  as 
large  as  you  could  expect,  from  the  manner  in  which  they 
do  their  farming.  The  fact  is,  they  are  bad  farmers.  They 
merely  scratch  the  earth  and  throw  in  a  little  grain,  or  plant 
a  few  potatoes,  and  that  is  the  amount  of  their  farming.  In 
order  to  give  you  an  idea  of  the  manner  in  which  they  farm, 
I  will  read  you  an  extract  from  the  agent  himself.  (The 
hon.  gentleman  read  from  the  Indian  report  the  statement 
of  the  agent  concerning  the  farm  operations  of  the  Indians 
in  the  counties  of  York,  Charlotte,  Woodstock  and  St. 
John).  Here  it  seoms  that  the  agent  expended  nothing  for 
seed  upon  the  reserves  in  Woodstock,  because  he  feared  that 
they  would  eat  the  soed  instead  of  putting  it  into  the 
ground.  Now,  Sir,  these  are  the  parties,  or  a  portion  of  them, 
Whom  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  enfranchise  by  the  Bill. 
Some  portion  of  the  press  of  New  Brunswick  has  stated 
that  the  Indians  were  to  be  enfranchised  under  this  Bill 
upon  the  same  conditions  as  white  people  ;  yet  they  occupy 
a  different  position  and  are  to  be  enfranchised  under  dif¬ 
ferent  conditions,  as  I  have  fully  proved.  The  Indians 
almost  entirely  depend  upon  the  Government  and  their 
agents.  The  location  tickets  come  from  the  Government 
or  their  agents.  The  Government  agent  at  each 
roserve  can  give  a  location  ticket  to  any  party  he  pleases, 
and  withhold  one  from  any  party.  But  the  Indians  cannot 
sell  the  land,  or  lease  it,  or  sell  the  timber  from  it,  or  the 
agricultural  products  grown  on  it,  without  first  consulting 
and  obtaining  the  consent  of  the  Government.  Indians 
cannot  make  contracts  and  cannot  make  a  will,  In  fact, 
Mr,  Burpee, 


the  agent  has  to  be  consulted  in  everything  they  do,  and 
he  holds  them,  so  to  speak,  in  the  hollow  of  his  hand.  The 
Indians  of  New  Brunswick  receive  between  $5,000  and 
$6,000.  The  Government  agent  can  give  it  to  such  parties 
as  he  pleases,  and  withhold  it  from  others  ;  the  money  is 
entirely  at  his  disposition.  Indians  so  largely  dependent 
upon  the  good  will  of  the  agent  of  the  Government  should 
not  be  allowed  to  vote  and  have  influence  on  the 
results  of  elections.  If  the  Government  divided  up  the 
reserves,  and  gave  each  Indian  his  own  share  in  fee  simple, 
and  thus  relieve  him  from  all  control  by  the  Government 
or  his  agent,  if  the  Indians  thus  became  free  men  and 
managed  their  own  property,  they  would  be  fit  to  exercise 
the  voting  power  if  they  have  the  necessary  amount  of 
property  qualification.  But  it  is  highly  improper  that  while 
we  disfranchise  two  or  three  very  large  classes  of  young  men 
we  should  propose  to  enfranchise  Indians.  In  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  there  will  be  not  less  than  20  per  cent,  disfranchised 
of  persons  owning  real  estate  between  $100  and  $150, 
and  another  class,  because  this  Bill  has  not  a  personal 
property  qualification.  I  do  not  deny  that  some  of  those 
will  come  in  under  other  qualifications.  But  I  maintain 
that  one-half  will  not  do  so.  Large  numbers,  equal  to  about 
10  per  cent,  of  young  men,  will  be  disfranchised  in  New 
Brunswick,  and  these  form  a  most  intelligent  class  and 
should  be  retained  in  the  country.  It  is  said  that  there  will 
be  very  few  Indians  enfranchised  in  New  Brunswick.  No 
doubt  that  is  the  case,  as  compared  with  the  member  in 
Ontario  and  Quebec  ;  but  there  are  large  reserves  in  New 
Brunswick,  and  no  doubt  the  Government  candidates  will 
see  that  those  reserves  are  well  represented  at  the  polls 
and  that  location  tickets  are  procured  for  a  great  many 
Indians.  Even  if  few  are  enfranchised  in  New  Brunswick, 
still  the  principle  of  this  clause  of  the  Bill  is  wrong,  and  I 
strongly  protest  against  it.  I  beg  to  move,  in  amendment 
to  the  amendment,  the  following  :  — 

No  Indian  shall  vote  for  the  election  of  a  member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  who  has  not  been  enfranchised  and  has  not  had  conferred 
upon  him  the  same  ci  vil  capacities,  and  who  is  not  in  possession  of  the 
same  qualifications  as  are  required  in  other  voters  under  this  Bill. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  A  similar  motion  has  already  been 
negatived  by  the  committee,  and  I  cannot  receive  this  one. 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  a  comparison  is  made  with  the  amend¬ 
ment  published  on  page  1540  of  Hansard,  it  will  be  evident 
that  this  motion  is  not  the  same.  This  is  a  negative  pro¬ 
position,  and  the  other  was  an  amendment  to  a  proposition. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  It  was  not  only  an  amendment  to  a 
proposition,  but  there  was  an  amendment  moved  by  Mr. 
Edgar,  declaring  “  that  no  Indian  shall  be  enfranchised 
who  does  not  possess  the  same  civil  capacities  as  other  voters 
under  this  Bill,”  which  was  negatived.  I,  therefore,  cannot 
receive  this  amendment,  which  is  a  similar  amendment. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  believe  the  majority  of  the  members  of 
this  committee  will  agree  with  me  that  there  is  no  justifica¬ 
tion  for  extending  a  different  rule  to  one  class  of  the  com¬ 
munity  than  to  another,  and  will  agree  also  that  a  first 
element  of  a  man’s  ability  to  exercise  the  franchise  intelli¬ 
gently  is  that  he  should  have  a  certain  amount  of  qualifica¬ 
tion,  so  that  he  may  be  able  to  record  his  vote  in  the  interest 
of  the  commonwealth.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  could  show 
that  the  Indians,  whom  h8  proposes  to  enfranchise,  are 
capable  of  an  intelligent  vote,  then  he  has  made  out  his  case  ; 
but  if  you  find  that  neither  he  nor  the  papers  throughout 
the  country,  which  are  always  so  ready  and  anxious  to 
extol  him  and  do  his  bidding,  have  not  a  word  in  the  defence 
of  this  proposal,  then  I  say  there  is  no  justification  for  such 
a  proposition.  We  find  that  he  himself  is  perfectly  indiffer¬ 
ent  with  regard  to  this  proposal,  and  he  gives  no  just  reason 
why  it  should  be  accepted.  I  say  that  it  is  not  dealing  fairly 
with  the  committee  and  is  not  giving  due  weight  to  the 
intelligence  of  the  members  of  this  House— that  he  should 
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not  think  proper,  that  he  should  not  condescend  to  give  a 
single  reason  why  these  Indians  should  be  enfranchised.  It 
is  perfectly  monstrous  that  we  should  be  asked  to  adopt  a 
proposition  to  enfranchise  a  class  who  have  never  been 
enfranchised  in  any  country  in  the  world. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  WILSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  hear,  hear ;  but 
I  venture  to  say  that  no  other  Premier  in  any  country  in  the 
world  has  ever  come  down  to  a  Parliament  with  such  a  mon¬ 
strous  proposition  as  this,  and  a  proposition  as  to  which  no 
explanation  has  been  given.  I  say  he  is  treating  the  House, 
and  not  only  the  House,  but  the  whole  country,  with  that  con¬ 
tempt  which  I  think  the  country  will  ultimately  resent.  I  ask 
the  First  Minister  to  go  to  England,  from  which  he  is  so  fond 
of  bringing  precedents,  and  though  he  claims  to  be  a  true 
and  loyal  representative  of  the  mother  country,  though  he 
claims  that  none  but  the  Conservative  party  are  loyal,  and 
that  all  intelligent  Englishmen  coming  to  this  country 
adopt  his  views — I  ask  him  if  he  can  point  out  in  the 
mother  country  any  proposal  to  enfranchise  such  a  class  as 
these  people — the  Indian  to  whom  he  proposes  to  give 
votes.  1  think  every  member  of  this  committee  must  con¬ 
tend,  as  has  always  been  contended,  that  a  man  in  order 
to  be  an  elector,  should  have  some  fitness,  some  qualification, 
that  he  should  in  some  way  be  trained,  educated  or  cultivated 
to  an  intelligent  exercise  of  the  franchise.  But  would  an 
Indian  coming  to  the  poll  bo  able  to  decide  intelligently 
which  of  the  candidates  would  be  a  fit  and  proper  person  to 
receive  his  vote  ?  Would  he  be  competent  to  cast  his  vote 
in  an  intelligent  manner  ?  I  say  that  no  member  of  this 
committee  who  knows  that  class  can  say  that  he  would. 
As  showing  what  the  opinions  of  others  are  as  to  the 
qualifications  of  electors,  I  refer  the  First  Minister  to  the 
writings  of  Mr.  Mill,  and  though  I  do  not  agree  with  all 
his  sentiments,  still  the  extract  will  show  the  class  whom 
this  writer  considers  ought  to  be  enfranchised.  (The  hon. 
gentleman  then  proceeded  to  read  the  extract.)  Now,  I 
ask  whether  the  Indians  who  are  about  to  be  enfranchised 
under  this  Bill  will  be  able  to  go  to  the  polls  and  cast  an 
intelligent  and  independent  vote  ?  I  think  you  will  agree 
with  me  that  they  will  not.  The  very  first  provision  we 
make  with  respect  to  voters  is  that  they  must  be  of  the  age 
of  twenty-one  years  and  upwards ;  we  do  that  because  we 
believe  a  minor,  under  the  control  and  guardianship  of  his 
parents,  would  be  unlikely  to  cast  an  independent  and 
impartial  vote.  Is  there  not  just  as  much  reason  why  an 
Indian,  who  is  under  the  supervision  and  tutelage  and 
dictation  of  the  Superintendent  General,  should  be  prevented 
from  casting  a  vote  ?  While  I  should  be  willing  to  give 
to  a  regularly  enfranchised  Indian  the  same  rights  and 
privileges  that  other  people  possess,  under  similar 
circumstances,  that  is  all  that  we  should  be  asked  to  do. 
All  we  have  to  do  to  learn  the  actual  condition  of  the  Indian 
in  his  tribal  state  is  to  refer  to  the  annual  reports  of  the 
Superintendent  General  and  his  agents ;  and  I  am  sorry  the 
hon.  First  Minister  did  not  peruse  them  before  he  brought 
in  his  Bill.  If  he  had  done  so,  although  I  have  very  little 
faith  in  his  doing  that  which  is  in  the  interest  of  the  coun¬ 
try  when  his  own  political  interest  stands  in  the  way,  yet 
I  believe  he  would  not  have  attempted  to  force  upon  the 
House  this  proposition.  There  may  be  a  reason  why  the 
First  Minister  desires  these  Indians  to  be  enfranchised. 
We  know  that  there  is  a  very  active  agent  among  them ; 
we  know  that  Dr.  Oronyhtekha  has  been  doing  a  very  large 
amount  of  missionary  work  among  them,  as  the  hon.  Post¬ 
master-General  well  knows.  He  gives  the  whole  of  his 
time  to  that  work,  although  he  does  not  devote  himself  to 
one  lodge  ;  he  has  a  multiplicity  of  lodges  to  attend  to  ;  and 
withal  he  is  a  good  Tory.  I  am  a  little  inclined  to  think 
that  he  may  be  an  official  of  the  Government  to-day.  Dr. 
Oronyhtekha  goes  from  one  band  to  another  to  organise 
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lodges;  perhaps  they  may  be  temperance  lodges,  but  they 
are  generally  Orange  lodges. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  That  is  not  correct. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  can  show  to  my  hon.  friend  where  he 
has  organised  an  Orange  lodge  in  the  county  of  Middlesex, 
and  whore  a  building  has  been  erected  for  the  use  of  the 
Orange  Indians.  I  can  refer  him  also  to  the  county  of 
Hastings,  where  there  are  a  good  many  Orange  lodges 
among  the  Indians,  and  it  looks  to  me  as  if  the  object  of 
enfranchising  these  Indians  was  to  increase  the  strength  of 
the  Orange  organisation  in  this  House.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  shakes  his  head.  We  know  his  sincere  desire  for  the 
success  of  the  Orange  organisation  ;  we  know  how  his  heart 
would  leap  with  joy  if  he  could  succeed  in  getting  a  few 
more  Orangemen  here,  and  if  he  could  succeed  in  fastening 
on  the  people  of  Canada  that  particular  Bill  which  he  desires 
to  have  fastened  upon  them.  We  know  that  this  Dr. 
Oronyhtekha  is  a  devoted  Orangeman  ;  we  know  that  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario  nine  out  of  tea  of  the  enfranchised 
Indians  will  be  Orange  voters  ;  and  we  know  full  well  how 
they  will  vote.  We  know  that  the  OraDge  organisation  is 
a  political  organisation— perhaps  it  may  be  religious,  or  the 
two  combined.  If  we  find  the  First  Minister  so  anxious  to 
have  these  Indians  enfranchised,  may  there  not  be  a 
sinister  motive  in  his  desire.  I  should  not  be  sur¬ 
prised  if  my  hon.  friend,  the  Minister  of  Public  Works, 
should  have  a  visit  from  this  Dr.  Oronyhtekha  down 
in  his  locality,  with  the  view  of  enfranchising  some  of  the 
Indians  down  there ;  but  they  must  become  good  Orange¬ 
men  before  they  get  the  right  to  bo  placed  on  the  voters’ 
list.  It  may  be  that  the  First  Minister,  a  brother  Orange¬ 
man,  desires  to  have  this  provision  passed  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  increased  strength  to  the  Orauge  voter,  and  obtain¬ 
ing  a  larger  Orange  representation  in  this  House ;  and 
therefore  he  may  send  the  doctor  down  there  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  organising  some  Orange  lodges  in  that  locality.  I 
would  ask  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  to  be  upon  his 
guard,  as  the  Commissioner  of  Customs  may,  perhaps, 
have  a  little  more  influence  with  the  First  Minister  than 
the  hon.  gentleman.  He  may  find  there  may  be  too  many 
Orange  votes,  and  the  Blues  may  not,  in  the  future  as 
they  have  been  in  the  past,  be  able  to  resist  the  agents 
brought  in  by  the  First  Minister.  An  article  which  ap¬ 
peared  in  the  Orange  Sentinel  lately  will  show  that  I  am.  not 
exaggerating  when  I  say  that  it  will  be  dangerous  to 
enfranchise  these  Indians,  as  they  will  become  a  danger  to 
the  State  on  account  of  the  organisation  to  which  many  of 
them  belong,  the  Orange  society,  being  hostile  to  iho 
religious  views  and  sentiments  entertained  bjr  our  friends 
from  the  Province  of  Quobec.  The  Orange  Sentinel  says  : 

“  It  is  claimed  that  the  proposition  to  confer  the  right  of  franchise 
upon  our  civilised  and  loyal  Indian  population,  as  contemplated  in  the 
Franchise  Bill  now  before  the  House  of  Commons,  is  a  true  solution  of  this 
difficult  Indian  problem,  and  it  i3  contended  that  it  will  lead  our 
Indian  brethren  gradually  from  one  step  to  another,  until  they  will 
have  taken  their  places  side  by  side  with  us  as  citizens  of  the 
Dominion.  The  question  is  of  interest  to  us  now— (No  doubt  that  falls 
sweetly  on  the  ears  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works)— for,  as  is 
well  known,  we  have  flourishing  Orange  lodges  in  many  of  these 
reserves,  and  we  speak  what  we  know  when  we  say  that  many  of  the 
members  of  these  lodges  are  as  intelligent,  well-informed  and  capable 
men  as  are  to  be  found  any  where  in  the  Dominion.  If  given  the  fran¬ 
chise,  they  would  be  able  to  exercise  the  right  as  intelligently  as  any 
other  voters.  Those  who  hold  a  different  view  will  do  well  to  read  the 
able  letter  of  Dr.  Oronyhtekha  to  the  London  Free  Press.  It  is  a  calm 
and  dignified  appeal  on  behalf  of  his  race,  such  as  may  be  expected 
from  our  eminent  brother,  which  answers  every  objection  urged 
against  the  enfranchisement,  and  is  all  the  more  powerful  because  of  its 
being  thoroughly  non-partisan  in  its  character,  and  coming  from  the 
Indian  standpoint.” 

Now,  you  will  see  that  it  is  a  matter  of  urgency 
which  the  Orange  body  ought  to  consider  well — so 
says  the  Orange  Sentinel — the  enfranchisement  of  the 
Indian.  Why  should  the  Orange  Sentinel  be  so  anxious 
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atout  it  ?  The  writer  states  that  they  are  as  intelli¬ 
gent  and  capable  as  their  fellow  white  citizens.  Well,  if 
they  do  not  take  the  trouble  to  become  enfranchised  under 
the  Dominion  Act  they  cannot  be  as  capable  as  the  white 
citizens.  I  am  perfectly  willing  that  they  should  be  enfran¬ 
chised  under  the  Dominion  Act,  and  if  they  are  as  intelli¬ 
gent  as  the  Sentinel  says  they  are,  we  are  willing  to  give 
those  who  come  up  to  the  standard  of  the  Act  the  privilege 
of  voting.  I  deny,  however,  that  Dr.  Oronyhtekha  is  a  non¬ 
political  man.  I  say  he  i3  not  only  an  out-and-out  Con¬ 
servative,  but  is  besides  an  Orangeman  of  the  first  water, 
and  my  lion,  friends  from  Quebec  will  learn  to  their  cost, 
perhaps  too  late,  that  his  object  is  to  organise  these  various 
lodges,  and  that  probably  the  First  Minister  in  introducing 
this  clause  has  had  a  similar  motive.  I  ask  my  hon.  friend 
to  go  over  the  records  and  see  whether  the  Indians  have 
complied  with  the  requirements  that  a  white  man  must 
comply  with  in  order  to  vote.  He  will  find  such  is  not  the 
case.  Let  us  consider  the  effect  the  enfranchising  of 
those  Indians  will  have.  You  remember  the  pathetic 
appeals  made  by  the  First  Minister,  when  he  said 
he  desired  to  introduce  a  Bill  that  would  remove  all 
discord,  so  that  every  individual,  no  matter  in  what  Pro¬ 
vince,  might  have  the  same  right  to  go  to  the  polls.  Has 
he  adopted  that  course  ?  He  is  going  to  enfranchise  some 
of  the  Indians,  and  others  he  will  not.  We  know  the  Indian 
nature ;  we  have  heard  the  First  Minister  state,  time  and 
again,  that  they  are  a  jealous  race,  and  if  he  gives  a  vote  to 
some  and  deprives  others  of  it  ho  will  create  discord.  We 
have  to-day  an  evidence  in  the  North-West  of  the  conse¬ 
quences  of  creating  discord  ;  and  I  would  advise  the  First 
Minister  that  the  course  he  is  now  taking  may  be  the  source 
of  a  great  amount  of  irritation  among  the  various  classes  of 
Indians;  1  warn  him  that  instead  of  having  his  difficulties 
confined  to  the  North-West,  he  may  create  difficulties 
in  the  older  Provinces.  I  would  appeal  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  not  to  run  the  risk  of  doing  anything  that  might 
create  difficulty  in  Canada.  Let  us  for  a  short  time  look  at 
the  condition  in  which  we  find  the  Indians  in  the  various 
parts  of  the  Provinces,  and  I  am  very  glad  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  moved  by  the  First  Minister  gives  me  the  opportunity 
of  referring  to  the  North-West  Indians  without  being  out 
of  order.  If  you  will  turn  to  the  report  of  1884  you 
will  find  that  the  Superintendent  General  does  not  give 
a  very  glowing  picture  of  the  prosperity  and  the  advance¬ 
ment  of  the  people  you  are  now  asking  us  to  enfranchise. 
(The  hon.  gentleman  read  from  the  report  references  to  the 
Indians  of  Motlahkatla,  the  Qu’Apppelle  district,  and  the 
Chippewa,  Muncey  and  Oneida  bands.)  The  First  Minister 
proposed  to  enfranchise  the  Indians  in  British  Columbia,  and 
the  most  intelligent  class  of  them  probably  were  concerned 
in  the  difficulties  he  here  refers  to.  He  intended  to  enfran¬ 
chise  the  Indians  in  the  North-West  Territories  had  not  his 
attention  been  specially  called  to  that  matter.  The  Ghippe- 
was,  the  Munceys  and  the  Onoidas  live  in  sections  of  the 
country  not  far  from  the  county  which  I  have  the  honor  to 
represent,  and  yet  the  report  shows  that  their  progress  is 
snjall.  The  Minister  of  Customs  should  not  complain  of  me 
for  referring  to  the  fact  of  these  Indians  being  Orangemen, 
when  the  Indian  agent  himself,  in  his  report,  states  that 
the  Oneidas  are  buiiding  a  council  hall  which  is  to  serve 
also  as  a  lodge  room  for  the  Good  Templars  and  the 
Oivngc  society.  The  report  shows  that  the  schools  on 
these  reserves  are  not  well  attended.  The  number  of 
Indians  living  in  that  locality  is  said  to  bo  1,345,  and  the 
probabilities  are  that  500  or  600  would  bo  enfranchised 
under  the  present  Bill.  (The  hon.  gentleman  read  from 
the  report  concerning  the  Indians  in  the  county  of  Hastings.) 
Every  means  possible  have  been  used  to  elevate  these 
Indians  and  make  them  competent  citizens,  Various  reli¬ 
gious  denominations,  especially  the  Methodists,  have 
labored  persistently  among  them,  and  have  established  a 
Mr.  Wilson. 
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school,  which  is  supported  to  a  great  extent  by  the  contri¬ 
butions  of  that  very  liberal  body,  the  Methodists.  Yet  the 
fact  is  notorious  that  all  these  efforts  have  produced  very 
little  results  indeed.  Coming  to  our  locality,  what  is  the 
condition  in  which  you  find  them  ?  They  are  ever  anxious 
to  obtain  something  to  drink,  and  when  they  do  succeed  in 
getting  something  to  drink,  they  become  thoroughly  intoxi¬ 
cated,  and  have  to  be  put  in  the  lock-up,  and  thereby  become 
a  source  of  annoyance  and  vexation  to  peaceable  citizens. 
(The  hon.  gentleman  proceeded  to  read  from  the  report  of 
the  Indian  agent  at  Mount  Elgin,  giving  an  account  of  the 
operations  of  the  industrial  institution  established  amongst 
them,  and  of  the  extent  to  which  the  Indian  youth 
availed  themselves  of  the  school  facilities  afforded  them.) 
Almost  every  statement  in  the  reports  goes  to  show  that  the 
Government  of  the  day  have  up  to  the  present  time  considered 
that  the  condition  of  the  Indians  is  not  such  as  warranted 
their  general  enfranchisement.  If  they  are  not  competent 
to  be  enfranchised  it  is  not  in  the  interest  of  the  Dominion 
and  of  good  government  that  they  should  be  allowed  to  cast 
their  votes  at  parliamentary  elections.  To  say  this  propo¬ 
sition  is  a  monstrous  one  is  to  express  but  feebly  the 
iniquity  that  is  concealed  under  this  clause.  Let  the  First 
Minister  appeal  to  the  country  on  this  Bill,  if  he  dare.  Let 
him  tell  the* people  that  he  intended  to  give  all  the  Indians 
votes,  until  he  ascertained  that  such  would  not  be  a  popular 
measure,  and  then  proposed  that  the  franchise  should  be 
given  to  such  as  obtained  location  tickets.  If  the  Indians 
had  been  suffering  hardships  I  could  understand  such  a 
proposal.  But  such  is  not  the  case,  except  in  so  far  as  it 
has  been  caused  by  neglect  on  the  part  of  the  Interior 
Department.  I  am  decidedly  opposed  to  the  First  Minister’s 
proposition,  and  it  would  he  much  better  for  the  country  if 
we  hesitated  before  taking  a  leap  in  that  direction,  which 
cannot  fail  but  be  fraught  with  serious  consequences. 
I  look  upon  the  amendment  of  the  First  Minister  as 
illusory.  If  it  were  to  pass,  it  would  bo  oven  worse  than 
the  original  clause,  lor  it  weird  leave  it  optional  with  the 
Government  to  say  whether  Indians  should  be  enfranchised 
or  should  not.  Furthermore,  it  would  place  the  Indians 
under  the  direct  control  of  the  Minister.  On  account  of 
these  and  many  other  reasons,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  vote 
against  this  clause,  as  I  have  voted  against  the  principle  of 
the  Bill.  The  voice  of  the  country  has  been  one  of  protest 
against  this  proposition,  buch  popular  sentiment  being  repre¬ 
sented  by  petitions,  public  meetings  and  expressions  from 
the  pulpit,  and  the  Government  ought  to  listen  to  the  voice 
of  the  people.  Let  them  even  now  amend  the  Bill,  by 
wiping  out  the  clause  enfranchising  Indians.  When  the 
Indian  becomes  enfranchised,  when  he  subjects  himself  to  all 
the  duties  and  all  the  requirements  of  the  State,  let  him  then 
have  the  privilege  of  voting,  but  not  till  then.  I  shall  vote 
against  the  amendment  of  the  First  Minister. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  am  surprised  at  the  reception  which 
this  amendment  has  met  with  from  the  Opposition.  When 
this  question  was  first  discussed  the  great  objection  to  it 
was  that  the  Indian  of  the  North-West — the  savage  of  the 
forest  and  the  plain — would  have  votes,  and  we  had  some 
amusing  descriptions  of  Pie-a-pot,  Slap-him-on-the-back, 
Poundmaker  and  Big  Bear,  voting.  They  all  alluded  very 
eloquently  to  the  subject.  By  this  amendment  the  Indians 
of  the  North-West  and  Keewatin  are  excluded,  and  in  the 
older  provinces  it  expressly  provides  that  only  such  Indians 
as  live  on  reserves  and  have  farms  of  their  own,  which  they 
cultivate  and  improve,  shall  have  the  franchise,  irrespective 
of  the  value  of  their  land.  Surely  there  can  nothing  fairer 
than  that.  As  far  as  my  experience  and  observation  go,  this 
proposition  will  not  greatly  extend  the  franchise  amongst 
the  Indians.  It  will  simply  givo  the  franchise  to  those  who 
are  possessed  of  enough  property  arising  from  their 
own  industry  to  enable  them  to  vote,  and  surely  there 
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can  be  no  groat  risk  in  that ;  surely  that  is  not  a 
very  sweeping  measure.  The  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition 
has  referred  to  Indians  totally  uncivilised,  to  the  savages 
of  the  forest  and  prairie,  and  the  impression  goes  abroad 
that  it  is  to  those  men  that  the  Bill  is  to  give  the  franchise. 
But  the  Bill  means  nothing  of  the  kind.  He  referred  to  a 
murder  having  taken  place  in  the  district  of  Keewatin,  but 
all  Indians  are  not  so  degraded  as  that,  and  it  would  be 
easy  to  cite  instances  amongst  white  people  where  crimos 
just  as  great  as  those  committed  by  Indians  have  taken 
place.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  also  said  that  they 
led  a  nomad  life,  but  except  with  regard  to  the  Indians  on 
the  prairies  that  is  not  the  case,  as  they  have  certain  regular 
hunting  grounds  and  places  where  they  can  find  food  easily, 
but  they  are  not  at  all  such  wanderers  as  they  are  supposed 
to  be.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  they  have  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  giving  to  advanced  Indians,  Indians  who  are  capable 
of  exercising  the  franchise  intelligently,  the  right  to  vote. 
Now,  Sir,  that  is  just  what  the  amendment  proposes 
to  do,  because  it  provides  that  no  Indian  shall  have 
the  right  to  vote  unless  he  is  qualified  as  a  white 
man  is  qualified.  A  great  deal  has  been  said,  to 
the  effect  that  the  Indian  living  on  the  reserve  cannot  have 
the  same  qualifications,  because  he  draws  annuities  from  the 
Government ;  that  he  is  under  a  sort  of  tutelage,  that  he 
does  not  pay  taxes,  etc.  Well,  Sir,  he  taxes  himself  suffi¬ 
ciently  to  make  roads  through  his  reserves  and  to  other 
settlements,  and  he  pays  taxes  to  the  Dominion  Government. 
The  reserve  of  the  Indian  may,  I  think,  be  looked  upon  in 
the  light  of  an  entailed  estate  in  England.  In  such  an  estate 
the  proprietor  has  only  a  life  interest,  and  the  estate  is  not 
liable  for  his  debts ;  but  still  the  life  proprietor  is  not 
deprived  of  his  civil  privileges  on  that  account,  and  he  is 
not  looked  upon  as  being  in  a  state  of  tutelage.  I  would 
draw  attention  for  a  moment  to  a  misapplication  of  the  name 
“  Indian,”  which  has  been  repeated  very  frequently  in  this 
debate.  The  half-breeds  of  Manitoba  are  Indians  ;  they  are 
of  the  same  class  of  poople  that  we  call  Indians  here,  for 
the  Indians  of  the  older  Provinces  are  not  full  Indian 
■—they  are  simply  half-breeds.  When  Manitoba  became  a 
Province  of  the  Dominion  these  half-breeds  elected  repre¬ 
sentatives  to  the  Parliament  of  Manitoba;  they  took  posi¬ 
tions  in  the  Ministry,  and  they  certainly  were  not  behind 
their  white  neighbors,  either  in  intelligence  or  in  general 
knowledge.  Two  hon.  gentlemen  from  New  Brunswick  have 
desci’ibed  the  Indians  of  that  Province  as  being  in  a  very 
inferior  position,  as  being  exceedingly  degraded  and  unfit 
to  exercise  the  franchise.  Now,  if  that  is  the  case,  it  must 
be  simply  from  the  manner  in  which  those  Indians  have 
been  treated.  For  200  years  they  have  been  in  the  midst  of 
civilisation,  and  if  the  system  adopted  towards  them  has 
been  no  better  than  to  produce  such  a  class  of  men  as  they 
describe,  it  is  time  that  system  were  altered.  But  I  say,  Sir, 
that  the  adoption  of  this  new  system,  which  gives  them 
the  franchise  when  they  have  advanced  to  a  certain 
stage,  will  have  a  tendency  to  elevate  them,  to  make  them 
take  an  interest  in  the  country,  and  make  them  good  citizens. 
It  is  unfair  to  the  Indians  to  draw  a  comparison  with  those 
who  owe  their  degradation  to  the  white  man,  as  those 
Indians  in  New  Brunswick  seem  to  do.  These  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  spoke  of  the  Indians  as  living  on  the  tax-payers  of  the 
country.  It  may  be  in  the  memory  of  some  h,on.  gentle¬ 
men  that  the  Imperial  Government,  in  1857,  appointed  a 
commission  to  enquire  into  the  condition  of  the  Indians  in 
Ontario ;  and  what  did  they  say  in  their  report  ?  They 
expressed  themselves  in  the  strongest  language  they  could 
command,  as  to  the  injustice  that  had  been  done  to  the 
Indians,  by  depriving  them  of  their  lands,  robbing  them  of 
vast  territories,  for  what  they  considered  a  mere  nominal 
consideration.  So  that  all  that  the  Indians  have  received 
from  the  white  man  they  have  repaid  ton  fold.  If  the  white 
man  has  kept  the  Indians  in  a  degraded  position,  it  is  high 


time  that  he  should  adopt  another  system,  and  endeavor  to 
lead  them  forward  and  lift  them  up  in  the  social  scale,  and 
try  to  make  good  citizens  of  them.  The  enfranchisement 
under  the  Indian  Act,  which  is  spoken  of  so  often,  is  no 
enfranchisement  at  all.  That  is  a  mere  catch  word ;  it  is 
merely  a  scheme  to  divide  up  the  reserve  and  give 
to  each  Indian  his  portion.  An  Indian,  to  become 
enfranchised  under  that  Act,  no  matter  how  advanced 
he  may  bo,  bias  to  give  up  his  holding  elsewhere, 
and  go  and  live  on  the  reserve,  and  go  through 
a  probationary  course.  But  that  is  no  enfranchisement. 
It  is  merely  designed  to  break  up  the  reserves  into  allot¬ 
ments  and  to  do  away  with  the  tribal  system.  Whether  it 
is  a  wise  plan  or  not,  it  is  an  enfranchisement  that  does  not 
apply  to  the  present  case  at  all.  But  it  has  been  claimed  that 
the  enfranchisement  of  the  Indian  would  degrade  the 
electorate  of  this  Dominion.  Could  anything  be  more 
absurd  than  to  suppose  that  the  enfranchisement  of  a  few 
thousand  Indians  in  the  older  Provinces — no  more  than  one- 
fifth  of  the  whole  number— would  produce  this  terrible 
effect  on  the  electorate  of  5,000.000  of  people.  This  old 
system  has  been  tried  long  enough.  It  is  surely  time  now 
that  instead  of  keeping  the  Indians  in  tutelage  and  treating 
them  as  mere  children,  a  more  advanced  method  of  deab'ng 
with  them  should  bo  tried.  The  first  French  settlers  in  this 
country  dealt  with  them  in  a  far  different  way.  They 
granted  lands  to  the  while  people  who  allied  them¬ 
selves  with  the  Indians ;  and  that  system  worked 
very  well  indeed,  in  bringing  about  friendship  and 
union  between  them,  and  I  believe  the  two  races 
became  largely  amalgamated  in  portions  of  Lower  Canada,, 
Those  early  French  settlers  treated  the  Indians  much  more 
humanely  than  they  have  been  treated  since.  Taking 
this  Bill  as  it  stands,  with  this  amendment,  and 
comparing  it  with  the  Ontario  Act,  the  difference  is  not  so 
very  great.  Hon,  gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  beaches 
generally  admire  the  Ontario  Franchise  Bill ;  and  as  it  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  by  the  Indians,  1  do 
not  see  why  they  should  not  accept  this  amendment.  The 
only  difference  between  the  two  Bills  is,  that  in  the  Ontario 
Act  the  Indians  who  receive  pay  from  the  Government  are 
excluded  under  certain  conditions,  while  this  Bill  does  not 
make  that  a  ground  of  exclusion;  but  it  excludes  them  if 
they  are  not  otherwise  qualified.  In  fact,  I  think  the 
Ontario  Act  goes  quite  as  far  as  this  Bill  does  ;  and  I  must 
say  that  I  rather  like  this  Ontario  Act,  if  some  slight  amend¬ 
ments  were  mad8  in  it.  As  to  this  cry,  which  has  been 
raised  both  in  the  papers  and  in  this  House,  as  to  the  enfran¬ 
chisement  of  the  wild  Indians,  the  Indians  of  the  plains, 
surely  this  amendment  has  done  away  with  all  cause  for 
that  cry ; .  and  now  that  such  an  immense  step  has  been 
taken  towards  meeting  the  wishes  of  tha  Opposition,  I 
think  it  would  be  only  fair  and  reasonable  to  suppose  that 
they  would  advance  a  step  to  meet  the  views  of  the  other 
side.  I  cannot  conceive  of  this  opposition,  which  describes 
everything  that  is  proposed  as  something  monstrous,  some¬ 
thing  terrible,  something  atrocious.  Here  is  a  step  towards 
making  this  Bill  similar  to  the  Ontario  Act,  and  giving  our 
hon.  friends  on  the  Opposition  side  almost  all  they  could 
reasonably  desire,  and  still  the  opposition  is  as  strong  as 
ever. 

Mr.  PATEBSON  (Brant).  We  have  arrived  at  that 
stage  which  the  hon.  Eirst  Minister  saw  fit  to  tell  us  was  the 
proper  stage  at  which  to  deal  with  the  Indian  question ; 
and  he  promised  that  when  we  arrived  at  that  stage  he 
would  propose  some  amendments,  showing  what  he  really 
designed  when  he  first  framed  this  Franchise  Bill.  The 
amendment  is  in  your  hands,  Sir;  we  see  what  the  First 
Minister  designs  now,  whether  he  designed  it  originally  or 
not.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  this  proposition.  I  am  one  who 
believes  that  this  Bill  is  uncalled  for  and  unnecessary  at  all, 


2124 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


Mat  26, 


I  do  cot  wish  to  widen  the  discussion  ;  but  the  persistency 
with  which  this  measure  is  urged  by  the  First  Minister, 
without  its  being  asked  for  by  any  one,  from  one  ocean  to 
the  other,  so  far  as  we  know — and  they  have  been  chal¬ 
lenged  to  say  if  any  one  has  asked  for  it— how  he  should 
be  tho  means  of  obstructing  public  business,  of  unsettling  the 
credit  of  tho  country,  and  damaging  the  private  financial  inte¬ 
rests  of  many  people  of  the  country,  and  why  it  is  that  his  sup¬ 
porters  behind  him,  many  of  whom  I  know  cannot  approve, 
in  their  heart  of  hearts,  of  that  Bill,  have  not  the  manliness 
and  courage  to  say  so,  are  things  I  cannot  comprehend. 
It  is  time  for  you  to  withdraw  your  Bill ;  it  is  evident,  from 
all  wo  hear,  that  the  country  does  not  want  the  Bill,  that 
they  never  asked  for  the  Bill ;  it  is  evident  that  the  country 
has  pronounced  against  the  Bill  in  a  manner  so  unmistak¬ 
able  that  it  cannot  be  misunderstood  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  In  tho  petitions  which  have  come  in  from  ridings 
represented  by  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  who  are  sup¬ 
porting  the  Government,  petitions  from  their  own  constitu¬ 
ents,  praying  that  the  Bill  may  not  become  law,  there  are 
enough  names  entered  of  those  who  supported  some  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite,  who  have  signed  these  petitions,  to  wipe  out 
the  majority  by  which  those  hon.  gentlemen  obtained  their 
seats ;  yet  we  find  them  still  maintaining  their  adhesion  to 
the  First  Minister  and  endeavoring,  at  the  expense  of  all 
public  business,  to  push  through  a  measure  which  their  own 
constituents  tell  them  they  do  not  want.  We  are  forced  to  ask 
the  reason  why  ?  It  cannot  be  argued  any  longer,  with  any 
show  of  decency,  that  they  are  endeavoring  to  carry  out 
this  measure  for  the  good  of  the  public  ;  and  when  we  see 
the  persistency  with  which  they  still  cling  to  it,  we  are 
forced  to  the  conclusion  that  was  borne  in  on  our  minds 
when  we  first  saw  it,  that  they  are  pushing  forward  a 
measure  conceived  for  the  purpose  of  strengthening  their 
own  party  and  damaging  the  chances  of  their  opponents. 
That  conclusion  is  forced  home  on  us  irresistibly.  But, 
though  that  be  the  case,  we  are  not  contending  against  the 
Bill  on  that  ground.  If  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  willing 
to  take  all  the  discredit  that  their  action  will  bring  upon 
them,  they  are  welcome  to  all  the  advantage  they  can  secure 
from  the  passage  of  the  Bill.  They  may  now  cast  all  the 
scorn  and  contumely  they  please  on  the  signatures  of  the 
respectable  people  who  have  petitioned  them  to  desist  in 
their  course,  but  when  again  they  have  to  face  their 
electors  and  acknowledge  that  they  were  deaf  to 
these  remonstances  of  their  constituents,  it  may  perhaps 
dawn  upon  them  that,  instead  of  strengthening  their  own 
position,  they  have  done  that  which  materially  weakened  it ; 
and  they  may  find  that  in  their  desire  to  weaken  some  of 
the  members  on  this  side,  they  have  failed  in  that  attempt. 
It  is  more  than  possible,  it  is  even  probable,  that  many  who 
are  destined  to  be  excluded  from  this  may,  after  all,  find 
that  they  have  not  had  their  position  so  terribly  weakned 
as  the  result  of  the  Bill.  The  people  of  this  country  like 
something  that  is  manly,  something  like  fair  play  ;  they 
have  been  nurtured  with  British  notions.  They  like  the 
idea  of  British  fair  play,  as  between  man  and  man  ;  they  do 
not  like  a  sneaking  attempt  to  legislate  men  out  of  the 
House  whom  they  are  afraid  to  meet  in  a  manly  way. 
There  is  a  moral  sentiment  in  the  country  that  revolts  at 
the  perpetration  of  an  Act  such  as  meditated  by  hon.  gent¬ 
lemen  opposite.  I  read  in  the  Mail  newspaper  a  letter  from 
a  Dr.  P.  E.  Jones,  an  Indian  chief,  written  evidently  in 
a  strong  partisan  frame,  in  which  he  is  pleased  to  allude  to 
the  fact  that  the  opposition  to  this  measure  is  because  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  and  the  member  for 
South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  are  to  lose  their  seats  by  it, 
and  that  is  the  cause,  he  says,  of  the  whole  tempest  in  the 
teapot.  Who  told  that  gentleman  that  either  of  these 
scats  will  bo  lost,  as  a  necessity  of  this  measure?  Ho  speaks 
about  being  snubbed  during  Mr.  Mackenzie’s  reign,  by 
the  Superintendent  General  of  Indian  Affairs,  when 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


endeavoring  to  get  certain  claims  of  his  band  settled, 
but  since  Sir  John  assumed  the  reins  he  has 
had  them  settled.  Was  there  an  understanding, 
when  that  claim  was  settled,  that  there  was  to 
be  a  compensation  given  in  return  for  it  ?  Was  it 
talked  over  between  the  Superintendent  General  and  this 
Indian  chief,  that  as  a  result  of  their  giving  the  Indian 
votes,  the  latter  would  pledge  himself  it  would  have  the 
effect  desired  on  certain  members  of  this  House  ?  Are  we 
to  understand  that  from  the  letter  of  Dr.  Jones,  who 
writes  to  the  Mail  in  a  partisan  strain  ?  These  are  ques¬ 
tions  I  would  like  to  have  the  First  Minister  in  his  seat  to 
give  us  an  understanding  about,  so  that  we  may  know 
what  was  the  aim,  intent  and  scope  of  the  Bill,  so  far  as 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  are  concerned,  when  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  advised  it,  meditated  it,  and  carried  it  out, 
with  their  own  secret  desires  hidden  from  us.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Algoma  (Mr,  Dawson)  thinks  we  are  unreasonable 
on  this  side,  because,  he  says,  the  First  Minister  has  met 
our  views  in  reference  to  this  matter.  Well,  at  an  earlier 
stage,  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma,  with  all  his  learning 
and  ability,  gave  us  a  clear  illustration  that  he  had  failed  to 
comprehend  this  Indian  question  at  all.  It  was  not  till 
after  1  had  challenged  tho  First  Minister  himself,  and  he 
rose  from  his  place  and  told  the  hon  member  for  Algoma 
that  he  had  misunderstood  the  Bill,  that  the  hon.  member 
was  set  right.  I  hope  now  my  hon.  friend  will  not  feel 
annoyed  if  I  tell  him  that,  if  he  is  sincere,  he  is  still  in 
profound  ignorance  of  the  nature  of  the  amendment,  or  the 
new  clause  proposed  by  the  First  Minister.  Is  it  designed 
to  wipe  out  the  objections  taken  by  members  on  this  side  ? 
What  is  the  ground  of  our  contention  ?  Is  it  that  the 
Indians  should  be  kept  down  ?  Again  and  again  we 
have  repeated,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  that 
the  Opposition  have  but  one  desire,  and  that  is  to 
elevate  the  Indians.  What  we  have  contended,  what  we 
have  proved  so  conclusively,  that  no  hon.  gentleman 
opposite,  or  newspaper  supporting  the  party  opposite 
has  dared  attempt  to^controvert,  is  that,  in  this  Bill,  you  do 
not  elevate  the  Indian,  you  do  not  lift  them  up  one  iota ;  he 
remains  in  the  same  state  of  tutelage,  the  same  low,  unen¬ 
franchised  condition,  under  the  Bill  itself,  with  this  clause 
in,  which  is  proposed  to  be  added,  as  he  does  at  present.  It 
is  but  giving  a  vote  to  him  while  he  is  in  the  absolute  con¬ 
trol  of  the  Government,  to  be  told  by  the  Government, 
through  its  agents,  to  march  to  the  ballot  box  and  mark  his 
ballot,  and  if  he  cannot  put  a  mark  there,  in  the  ear  of  the 
agent  of  the  Government,  the  servant  of  the  Superintendent 
General,  to  declare  that  he  cast  his  vote  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  candidate.  What  effect  will  this  “living  in 
separate  holdings,”  being  inserted  as  a  proviso,  have  ? 
What  unenfranchised  Indian  does  that  shutout?  Do  people 
suppose  that  the  Indians  all  live  in  one  vast  tent  ?  Do  not 
they  live  on  their  reserves,  in  their  little  holdings,  some 
larger  and  some  smaller,  and  cannot  the  revising  barrister 
easily  state  whether,  in  any  one  of  them,  there  is  an 
amount  of  work,  or  work  done  to  the  land  to  improve  the 
soil,  to  the  extent  of  $150?  The  unenfranchised  Indian  is 
given  the  right  to  vote  in  this  clause  just  as  effectually  as 
before.  Nay,  more  so ;  for  if  there  was  an  Indian  of  suffi¬ 
cient  independence  to  let  it  be  known  that  he  would  vote 
against  this  Government,  what  power  has  the  Government 
in  their  hands  ?  The  Superintendent  General  can  remove 
him  from  his  possession  by  giving  him  a  sum  of  money  for 
it,  thus  taking  him  off  the  holding  upon  which  he  has  the 
right  to  vote.  And  this  personal  property  that  you 
propose  to  give  him  to  vote  upon  is  personal  property 
in  what  sense  ?  That  he  can  sell  it,  dispose  of  it, 
manage  it,  as  he  pleases?  No;  nothing  of  the  kind. 
He  cannot  do  anything  with  it,  except  with  the  consent  of 
band  and  the  approval  of  the  Superintendent  General.  That 
clause,  I  can  tell  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma,  is  just 
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designed  to  give  the  vote  to  all  the  unenfranchised  Indians, 
virtually,  that  there  are  in  this  country,  ignorant  or  learned, 
rich  or  poor.  The  only  effect  of  that  resolution  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  that  the  Indians  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West 
Territory  shall  not  have  the  right  to  vote.  In  the  other 
Provinces  it  leaves  the  Indian  question  just  where  it  was 
and  where  the  First  Minister  designed  it  should  be,  that 
these  wards  of  the  Government,  who  are  in  a  state  of  tutelage, 
should  have  the  power  to  cast  their  votes  while  they  are 
under  the  control  of  the  Government  of  the  day.  It  might 
be  said  that  it  would  be  humiliating  for  the  First  Minister 
to  withdraw  his  Bill  now.  Granted ;  I  grant  it  freely.  But 
would  it  be  a  greater  humiliation  than  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  gone  through  half  a  dozen  times  since  he  introduced 
this  Bill.  At  first  he  told  us  he  was  in  favor  of  giving 
a  vote  to  unmarried  women,  but  as  the  debate  proceeded, 
we  judged  from  the  actions  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that 
he  had  given  them  to  understand  that,  though  he  had 
expressed  himself  in  that  way,  they  should  vote  it  down. 
At  the  inception  of  the  Indian  debate,  in  answer  to  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell,  the  First  Minister  stated  that  the 
unenfranchised  Indians  of  the  plains  would  have  a  vote 
under  this  Bill.  (See  page  1484.)  What  humiliation  he  has 
undergone  at  the  hands  of  his  followers  since  then  ;  how 
many  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  virtually  given  the  lie 
to  the  utterances  of  their  leader,  have  virtually  said  that, 
when  he  uttered  those  words,  he  stated  what  was  not  true. 
One  of  them  said  that,  when  he  used  those  words,  with  all 
the  solemn  duty  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  resting  upon 
him,  he  was  using  bye-play.  The  First  Minister  has  not 
said  he  was  using  bye-play  or  that  what  ho  said  then  was 
not  true,  but  the  resolution  put  in  your  hands  this  afternoon 
declares  that,  when  Sir  John  Macdonald  used  those  words, 
he  stated  what  was  true.  Otherwise,  why  was  it  neces¬ 
sary  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  had  to  submit  to  these  humilia¬ 
tions,  and  we  have  had  the  humiliation  of  seeing  him  also 
state  that  he  always,  in  his  own  mind,  meant  to  confine  it  to 
the  Indians  of  the  older  Provinces.  What  humiliation  is 
that,  that  a  gentleman  of  the  profound  learning  and  legal 
knowledge  of  the  First  Minister,  who  fully  intended  that 
the  Indian  clause  should  apply  only  to  the  Indians  of  the 
older  Provinces,  should  so  frame  his  Bill  that  it 
included  the  Indians  of  the  other  Provinces  and 
of  the  North-West  Territories,  and  should  have  told 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  that  its  effect  would 
be  to  enfranchise  the  Indians  of  the  west.  I  cannot 
conceive  of  humiliations  much  greater  than  that,  even  if  the 
Bill  were  withdrawn.  Again,  we  heard  speeches  from  the 
members  from  British  Columbia,  and  after  they  had  spoken 
we  find  that  the  effect  of  this  proposition  is  not  to  confine 
the  Bill  to  the  Indians  of  the  older  Provinces,  for  the 
Indians  of  British  Columbia  are  not  excluded.  These  are 
some  of  the  various  phases,  states  and  conditions  of  mind  in 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  since  the  introduction 
of  this  Bill ;  these  are  some  of  the  contradictory  statements 
made  by  him  and  his  supporters  in  reference  to  this  matter. 
All  Indians  are  not  in  the  same  state  of  advancement  in 
this  country.  My  hen.  friend  from  Essex  has  in  his  county 
pei’haps  the  most  advanced  band  ;  they  have  availed  them¬ 
selves  of  the  provisions  in  the  Indian  Act  for  enfranchising 
and  emancipating  themselves,  and  the  Superintendent 
General  tells  us  they  have  proved  the  wisdom  of  their  appli¬ 
cation  and  his  wisdom  in  granting  it.  They  stand  in  this 
country  free  men  to  exercise  their  right.  I  wish  that 
were  the  case  with  more  of  our  Indians.  I  believe 
there  are  more  who  are  fitted  for  it.  I  believe  that, 
on  the  reserve  in  my  own  county,  many  have  attained 
to  a  stage  which,  if  they  were  emanciped  from  Govern¬ 
ment  control  and  free  to  manage  their  own  affairs,  would 
fit  them,  to  give  a  vote,  if  they  desired  to  do  so;  but 
I  do  not  believe  that  any  good  will  be  accomplished  by  the 
Government  trying  to  thrust  upon  them  what  they  have 


never  asked  for.  I  will  tell  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  what 
I  would  tell  the  First  Minister  if  he  was  in  his  place,  as  he 
ought  to  be,  for,  if  his  aim  is  to  strike  a  blow  at  some  mem¬ 
bers  of  this  Opposition  he  ought  to  have  the  manliness  to 
face  them  and  get  his  answer.  I  tell  them  that  I  question 
whether  many  of  the  leading  Indians  in  these  bands  will 
avail  themselves  of  the  privilege  of  voting.  What  is 
reported  to  have  been  uttered  by  a  young  and  intelligent 
Indian  of  the  Mohawks  of  the  Bay  of  Quinte  will,  I  believe, 
apply  to  the  vast  majority  of  Indians  in  my  own  county.  I 
do  not  believe  that,  if  this  Bill  is  put  into  effect,  you  will  bo 
able,  unless  compulsory  means  are  used,  to  get  the  Indians 
of  the  Six  Nations  to  cast  a  vote  tor  one  candidate  or  the 
other,  because  they  take  the  position  that  Ihey  are  not  sub¬ 
jects  of  the  Crown,  but  allies,  and  they  will  use  such 
language  as  is  reported  to  have  been  used  by  this  young 
Indian : 

“  In  a  recent  interview  with  one  of  their  intelligent  young  men,  he 
stated  that  his  people  did  not  want  the  franchise  on  the  bas'is  of  tribal 
lands.  These  lands  are  secured  to  them  by  treaty  with  the  Crown,  free 
from  all  taxation — a  perpetual  inheiitance.  He  said  they  considered  this 
attempted  legislation  as  being  part  of  a  scheme  to  place  their  reserve 
under  ordinary  municipal  control  and  taxation,  and  finally  to  deprive 
them  or  their  children  of  their  birthright. 

“They  fully  recognise  that,  under  existing  election  laws,  they  are 
subjected  to  no  privation  or  unfairness,  for  it  is  open  to  any  tribesman 
to  go  off  the  reserve  and  achieve  a  franchise  ‘  on  an  equal  footing  with 
Europeans.’  The  above  remarks  represent  the  general  feeling  of  the 
Mohawks,  notwithstanding  the  assertion  of  their  fellow-tribesman,  Dr. 
Oronhyatekha,  of  London.  His  statements  must  therefore  be  made 
rather  as  a  paid  Governmeut  official  than  as  an  heir  of  the  original  pro¬ 
prietors  of  this  continent.” 

Sir,  this  is  an  attempt  to  force  upon  the  advanced  and  edu¬ 
cated  Indians  that  are  in  the  possession  of  the  Six  Nation 
reserves,  who  were  the  original  proprietors  of  the  soil,  who 
settled  upon  the  lands  that  were  given  to  them  as  a  reserva¬ 
tion,  and  who  wished  to  maintain  their  independence  and 
not  be  bought.  For  they  will  know  that  if  they  exercise 
the  right  to  vote  and  participate  in  the  government  it  will 
not  be  long  before  their  white  brethren  surrounding  them 
will  raise  an  agitation  that  they  shall  be  under  municipal 
taxation  and  pay  their  share  of  the  county  and  municipal 
taxes.  Therefore,  the  very  class  that,  if  any,  were  fitted  to 
enjoy  the  franchise,  will  be  the  very  class  that,  I  believe, 
will  not  avail  themselves  of  it,  but  will  say  that  it  was  not 
their  own  demand,  that  if  they  touch  it  at  all,  it  will  corn- 
compromise  them  in  their  tribal  relations,  which  they  wish 
to  preserve.  Those  who  will  get  the  franchise  will  be  those 
of  less  intelligence,  those  who  have  not  advanced  as  far  as 
the  others.  But  it  is  claimed  we  ai’e  doing  them  an  injustice, 
because  they  live  in  this  country,  and  they  ought  to  have 
the  right  to  vote.  Sir,  they  will  have  the  right  to  vote  the 
moment  they  desire  to  become  one  of  us,  to  become 
citizens,  and  avail  themselves  of  the  machineiy  provided  for 
that  purpose.  But  they  do  not  want  to  become  citizens. 
They  want  to  maintain  their  tribal  relations,  to  preserve 
their  identity  as  a  separate  people,  and  in  doing  that  they 
want  to  follow  their  own  desires.  If  Dr.  Jones,  the  chieftain 
who  writes  that  letter  in  the  Mail  from  that  partisan  stand¬ 
point,  were  here,  I  would  ask  him  this  question:  Are  you 
prepared  to  let  the  white  people  that  surround  your  reserve 
take  part  in  your  elections,  to  take  part  in  the  election  of 
yourself  as  a  chief  of  the  Mississaguas  ?  What  w  xuld  betho 
reply  ?  He  would  say :  No ;  we  have  nothing  to  do  with 
you.  We  are  a  distinct  people  ;  we  are  our  own  nation,  and 
you  have  no  right  to  come  in  and  interfere  with  us  at  all. 
Would  not  they  tell  us  that,  and  would  not  they  be  right  in 
telling  us  that  ?  Most  undoubtedly  they  would  be.  Keeping 
themselves  in  that  position,  they  can  say  who  shall  be  chief 
among  themselves.  But  if  they  are  able  to  say  who  shall  be 
chief  here,  who  shall  bear  rule  here,  there  will  be  a  very 
good  reason  why  others  will  say:  We  want  to  have  some¬ 
thing  to  say  in  your  affairs  if  you  are  going  to  take  part  in 
ours.  Would  it  not  be  reasonable  ?  Would  it  not  be  right  ? 


2126 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


Mat  26, 


Have  any  ono  of  us  any  right  to  go  on  thess  Indian 
reserves  and  vote  in  reference  to  their  selection  of  a 
chief?  and  do  you  think  they  will  avail  themselves  of 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  force  upon  them  when 
they  have  that  alternative  staring  them  in  the  face?  No, 
Sir ;  the  proposition  of  this  Bill  is  not  to  enfranchise  the 
Indian  in  the  full  sense,  not  to  do  him  a  particle  of  good, 
but  to  gain  a  party  advantage  through  the  agency  of  these 
Indians.  I  tell  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  they  think 
they  are  going  to  accomplish  a  great  party  end  and  damage 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  by  it,  they  have  all 
the  discredit  of  the  attempt,  and  I  question  very  much  if  they 
will  derive  much  benefit  from  it.  Dr.  Jones  truly  says  that  if 
two  or  three  members  of  Parliament  are  to  be  deprived  of 
their  seats  in  order  to  do  an  act  of  justice  to  another  race  of 
people,  is  that  a  reason  why  they  should  not  have  it  ?  Dr. 
Jones  is  right  when  he  uses  that  argument*  The  seat  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  has  no  business  to 
be  secured  to  him  if,  through  the  securing  of  it,  an  act  of 
injustice  is  done  to  a  large  body  of  people,  or  to  any  indivi¬ 
dual  in  this  country.  Now,  Sir,  other  amendments  will  be 
put  into  your  hands  upon  which  I  shall  avail  myself  of  the 
opportunity  of  speaking.  I  am  willing  to  assume  my  full 
share  of  responsibility  for  having  talked  too  much  on 
this  question  before  the  House.  But  I  desire  now  to 
point  out  to  you  the  effect  of  the  amendment  in 
your  hands.  I  venture  to  say  that  the  clause  proposed  to 
be  put  in  by  the  First  Minister  will  not  go  into  the  Bill  as  it 
is.  The  Minister  has  brought  it  in  after  full  consideration 
as  to  its  effect,  as  to  its  bearing,  and  it  may  be  rather  a  dif¬ 
ficult  thing  for  him  to  yield  in  the  matter,  but  I  say  it  will 
not  go  in  in  that  way ;  if  it  does,  the  people  of  the  country 
will  have  something  to  say  about  it.  What  does  it  do  ?  It 
excludes  the  Indians  of  Keewatin  and  Manitoba,  and  admits 
the  Indians  of  British  Columbia.  What  is  the  effect  of  that  ? 
Let  me  read  to  you— and  bear  in  mind  that  every  worl  I 
shall  read  will  be  the  words  of  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  the 
description  of  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  of  those  Indians,  in 
his  report  to  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General.  This 
is  what  he  says,  with  reference  to  those  Indians  that  he  is 
excluding  from  Manitoba  and  Keewatin:— 

“  The  band  who  occupy  the  reserve  at  Lac  Seul  are  in  a  very  prosper 
ous  condition,  possessing  fine  fields,  in  which  they  raise  crops  of  cereals 
and  roots.  They  also  occupy  well-built  houses,  and  keep  them  neat 
and  clean.  There  is  considerable  competition  among  them  as  to  who 
shall  have  the  best  farm.  These  Indians  have  adopted  the  system  so  un¬ 
common  in  Indian  communities,  and  yet  so  desirable,  of  residing  on 
separate  farms,  instead  of  all  living  in  close  proximity  to  each  other. 
The  latter  system  is  disadvantage  >us  from  a  sanitary  point  of  view,  and 
it  retards  greatly  the  progress  of  the  Indians  in  industry,  self-reliance 
and  enterprise.  A  very  good  school  is  in  operation  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  reserve,  and  the  Indian  children  who  attend  it  are  making  satisfac¬ 
tory  progress.” 

These  are  the  Manitoba  Indians  described  by  Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald  in  his  report,  whom  he  proposes  to  shut  out  from 
participating  in  that  inalienable  right  of  the  Indians  to  vote 
as  mentioned  by  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson)  ; 

“  The  Indians  owning  the  reserves  at  the  Manitou  River  possess  large 
and  very  well  cultivated  fields  of  potatoes  and  corn*  They  are  described 
as  a  remarkably  energetic  and  industrious  class  of  Indians.” 

Further  down  the  report  goes  on  to  say,  and  let  me  direct 
the  attention  of  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  to  this : 

“  Adverting  to  the  reserves  and  bands  which  come  under  Treaty  No. 
I,  the  principal  reserve  i3  that  of  St.  Peter’s,  situated  on  the  Red  River ; 
acd  the  band  of  Chippewa  and  Swampy  Cree  Indians,  who  occupy  it, 
comprise  the  most  numerous  Indian  community  in  the  Province  of 
Manitoba.  These  Indians  raise  large  quantities  of  produce,  and  the 
hay  on  the  reserve  is  generally  an  enormous  crop.  The  crops  of  the 
past  year  were,  however,  not  as  abundant  as  is  usually  the  case.  These 
Indians  own  a  large  number  of  live  stock,  and  many  of  them  are  the  pos¬ 
sessors  of  improved  kinds  of  machinery,  such  as  reapers,  mowers  thresh¬ 
ing  machines,  etc.;  also  owning  light  carriages  for  driving  purposes,  and 
large  double  waggons  for  use  in  their  farming  operations,  the  old  1  Red 
River  cart’  being  discarded  for  the  more  modern  conveyance.  The 
catch  of  fish  by  these  Indians  is  usually  very  large,  and  that  of  last  year 
was  no  exception. 

Mr.  Paterson  (Brant), 


“They  constructed  a  road  of  four  miles  in  length,  besides  building  a 
number  of  bridges  and  ditches  on  the  reserve  during  the  year. 

“  There  are  several  good  schools  in  operation  on  this  reserve.” 

They  are  Christian  people,  I  believe.  They  are,  however, 
shut  out  by  the  First  Minister,  after  days  of  considering  this 
Indian  question.  You  cannot  find,  in  any  of  the  Provinces, 
a  description  of  a  band  of  Indians  more  advanced  than  this 
band  in  Manitoba.  Yet  the  hon.  gentleman  deliberately 
excludes  them  from  this  Bill.  Yet  we  are  having  a  uniform 
Bill.  Here  the  most  advanced  and  the  most  intelligent  of 
the  Indians  are  to  be  shut  out.  By-and-bye  I  shall  show 
what  classes  of  Indians  are  to  have  votes.  Here  is  another 
extract  from  the  First  Minister’s  report : 

“  The  band  occupying  the  reserve  at  Fort  Alexander  found  themselves 
in  rather  trying  circumstances  last  winter,  owing  to  the  failure  of  the 
graiu  crop  of  the  previous  season,  the  scarcity  of  fish  and  the  absence  of 
remunerative  labor,  which  they  formerly  hai  no  difficulty  in  obtaining 
at  a  saw  mill  which  was  operated  for  several  years  on  the  reserve,  but 
which  was  la9t  year  removed  to  another  point. 

“  Two  schools  are  conducted  on  the  reserve.  One  of  these  institu¬ 
tions,  which  is  established  in  the  interests  of  the  children  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  portion  of  the  community,  is  described  as  being  most  ably 
managed.” 

Yet  they  are  deliberately  excluded  by  this  measure.  Here 
is  another  extract: 

“  The  band  occupying  the  reserve  at  Fairford  are  in  a  most  satisfac¬ 
tory  condition.  Every  year  the  progress  of  this  community  is  notice¬ 
able  ;  and  in  no  year  was  it  more  remarkable  than  last  season,  the  crops 
having  been  greatly  in  excess  of  those  of  previous  years,  and  consisting 
of  wheat,  barley,  oats,  potatoes  and  hay.  Their  cattle  are  also  increas¬ 
ing  in  number. 

“  The  council  of  this  band  framed,  with  the  assistance  of  the  agent, 
rules  and  regulations  for  the  better  government  of  the  reserve,  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Indian  Act,  1880,  and  these  hiving  been  submitted 
to  Your  Excellency  in  Council,  were  duly  approved  of,  and  thus  have 
become  law. 

“  There  are  two  good  schools  on  the  reserve,  and  the  pupils  in  attend¬ 
ance  are  making  very  satisfactory  progress  in  their  studies.” 

But  these  are  Indians  purposely  and  designedly  shut  out 
from  voting  by  the  First  Minister.  Hero  is  another  ex¬ 
tract  : 

“  On  the  reserve  at  Crane  River  a  much  better  state  of  things  exists. 
The  Indians  have  fine  gardens,  aDd  their  splendid  fields  of  potatoes,  the 
superintendent  reports,  are  kept  scrupulously  free  of  weeds.  These  Indians 
devote  almost  their  entire  time  to  agriculture.  Their  cattle  are  increas¬ 
ing  in  number  and  ara  well  cared  for. 

“  The  school  on  this  reserve  is  ably  conducted  and  the  pupils  are 
making  very  satisfactory  progress.  The  school  house  recently  erected 
is  reported  to  be  an  ornament  to  the  reserve. 

“  The  band  who  own  the  reserve  on  Water  Hen  River  are  in  equally 
as  good,  if  not  in  rather  better  circumstances,  than  the  band  last  referred 
to.  They  display  remarkable  industry  in  the  tillage  of  the  soil,  which 
is  amply  rewarded  by  the  comfort  in  which  they  live,  their  families 
being  well  clothed  and  fed,  and  the  number  of  new  dwelling  houses  and 
stables  erected  by  them  affords  a  further  gratifying  indication  of  im¬ 
provement  in  their  tastes  and  habits.  These  Indians  also  possess  a 
splendid  herd  of  cattle,  in  which  they  take  great  pride. 

“  They  have  a  very  excellent  school  on  the  reserve,  at  which  the 
pupils  are  instructed  in  the  English,  French  and  Ojibewa  languages, 
and  show  remarkable  proficiency  in  these  as  well  as  in  their  other 
studies.” 

These  are  Indian  bands  purposely  excluded  by  the  bon. 
gentleman’s  proposition  from  the  right  to  vote.  Let  me  read 
a  description  of  some  of  the  bands  to  whom  the  First  Minis¬ 
ter  proposes,  among  others,  to  give  the  right  to  vote,  while 
at  the  same  time  he  shuts  out  these  Christian  Indians. 
Here  is  a  description  of  the  condition  of  Indians  in  British 
Columbia,  to  whom  the  hon.  gentleman  gives  the  right  to 
vote,  while  he  refuses  to  give  that  right  to  the  Indians  of 
Manitoba : 

“  A  considerable  amount  of  immorality,  arising  from  the  usa  of 
intoxicants,  and  the  cohabitation  of  Indian  men  and  women  with  olh  t 
than  their  own  consorts,  is  reported  to  exist  on  this  reserve  (Williams 
Lake).  This  condition  of  things  results,  as  a  matter  of  course,  in  the 
prevalence  of  disease  and  poverty,  and  in  the  existence  of  great  unhap¬ 
piness. 

“  Special  legislation  to  put  a  stop  to  this  evil  of  illicit  intercourse  on 
the  part  of  Indians  who,  at  least,  profess  to  be  christianised,  appears  to 
be  necessary. 

I  “  In  heathen  tribes  of  Indians,  however,  the  kindred  evil  of  polygamy 
has  always  been  practised,  and  heathen  Indians  will  only  be  brought  to 
I  refrain  from  practising  it  when  the  enlightenment,  which  ever  attends 
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the  inauguration  of  the  Christian  religion  among  the  heathen,  shall  have 
changed  their  views  in  this  as  well  as  in  other  matters. 

“  On  the  other  hand,  were  legislation,  having  for  its  object  the  forcible 
suppression  of  the  evil,  to  be  introduced,  I  fear  that,  if  it  proved  opera¬ 
tive  at  all,  it  would  only  become  so  after  very  serious  trouble  had 
ensued,  especially  with  the  more  populous  tribes;  and  the  enforcement 
of  such  a  law.would  certainly  be  attended  with  difficulties  of  a  most 
complicated  character  when  it  came  to  be  applied  to  individual  cases. 
For  instance,  the  settlement  of  the  question  of  priority  of  right  when 
several  women  claimed  the  same  man  as  husband  would  be  most  diffi¬ 
cult  ;  and  then  another  question,  most  difficult  of  solution,  would  arise, 
in  regard  to  the  legal  rights  of  the  children,  issue  of  such  marriages.  I 
apprehend,  however,  that  the  enforcement  of  any  law  that  would  inter¬ 
fere  with  their  preconceived  ideas  as  to  marital  rights  would  be  so 
strongly  resisted  by  heathen  tribes  generally  as  to  render  it  inoperative. 
Moreover,  the  inculcation  in  the  minds  of -Indians  of  principles  that  will 
lead  them,  from  conscientious  convictions,  to  abandon  voluntarily  the 
habit  of  polygamy,  as  well  as  other  heathenish  practices,  is,  I  submit, 
the  work  of  those  who  charge  themselves  with  the  responsibility  of 
imparting  instruction  to  them  in  the  tenets  of  Christianity.” 

I  have  read  from  the  First  Minister’s  own  report.  What 
are  we  asked  to  do  ?  I  ask  no  favor  from  the  Conservative 
press  ;  but  I  desire,  in  the  interests  of  the  people,  and  in  the 
interests  of  morality  and  of  righteousness,  that  they  do  for 
once  publish  what  is  the  truth  ;  that  they  for  once  let  that 
class  of  the  community  who  take  their  intelligence  from 
their  papers  know  that  the  First  Minister  has  this  afternoon 
submitted  to  the  committee  a  clause,  the  effect  of  which  is, 
within  the  walls  of  this  great  national  temple  of  justice  and 
righteousness,  to  ask  this  Christian  Parliament  to  put  a 
clause  on  the  Statute  Book  of  Canada  that  exalts  heathen 
polygamy,  with  its  practices,  above  Christian  religion,  with 
its  virtues. 

Mr.  PLATT.  The  hon.  member  for  Algoma  (Mr.  Daw¬ 
son)  has  expressed  surprise  at  the  action  of  Opposition 
members  in  connection  with  the  matter  before  the  commit¬ 
tee.  The  Opposition  will  cease  expressing  surprise  at  his 
opinions  if  the  hon.  gentleman  speaks  many  more  times  on  the 
Indian  question.  He  seems  to  have  undertaken  to  enlighten 
the  House  as  to  the  bearing  of  whatever  amendment  is  pro¬ 
posed  on  the  Indian  clauses  of  this  Bill.  He  has  expressed 
pleasure  at  almost  every  amendment  made  by  the  First  Min¬ 
ister,  and  he  allows  an  amendment  which  he  suggested  him¬ 
self  to  be  superseded  by  another ;  and  yet  this  hon.  gentleman 
now  has  the  boldness  to  tell  the  Opposition  that  that  amend¬ 
ment  should  suffice.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  allow  members  of  the  Opposition  to  judge  for  them¬ 
selves  of  the  meaning  of  this  particular  amendment. 
If  we  take  the  construction  put  upon  it  by  him,  or  if  we  had 
accepted  his  construction  of  the  original  clause,  we  might 
have  been  satisfied.  It  meant  anything  or  nothing,  according 
to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  opinion,  and  he  instills  his  opinion 
into  the  minds  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  until  they  are  led 
themselves  to  believe  that  the  meaning  of  the  clause  was 
entirely  d'fferent  from  that  which  the  First  Minister  said  it 
was.  How,  the  First  Minister  has  not  vouchsafed  an  expla¬ 
nation  of  the  amendment,  and  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma 
has  given  his  explanation.  By-and-bye,  when  the  First 
Minister  gives  his  explanation,  it  will  be  found  as  different 
from  that  of  the  member  for  Algoma  as  was  his  explana¬ 
tion  of  the  original  statement  from  the  explanation  given 
by  that  hon.  gentleman.  Well,  Sir,  the  amendment  in  your 
hands  certainly  has  given  rise  to  disappointment  on  both 
sides  of  the  House.  It  must  have  been  a  disappointment  to 
members  on  the  Government  side,  when  thoy  found  an 
amendment  proposed  which  gives  a  flat  contradiction  to 
nearly  all  the  arguments  they  have  advanced  in  relation  to 
the  Indian  clause.  They  have  been  telling  us  that  the 
tribal  Indians  were  not  to  be  enfranchised,  and  several  of 
them  expressed  themselves  to  the  offect  that,  if  that 
were  the  meaning  of  the  clause,  the  House  would 
not  find  them  supporting  the  measure  ;  and  that 
is  one  of  the  reasons  why  the  First  Minister  has  seen 
fit  to  make  the  change.  He  has  had  a  double  purpose 
in  view.  He  wished  to  lead  the  Opposition  and  the  country 


to  suppose  that  he  was  meeting  us  half  way,  and  he  was 
convincing  his  own  followers  that  he  was  removing  an 
objectionable  feature  from  the  measure  when  he  placed  the 
amendment  in  your  hands.  Well,  he  may  have  convinced 
those  supporters  who  were  opposed  to  the  original  clause 
of  the  Bill,  but  I  can  assure  you  that  he  has  not  convinced 
us  on  this  side  that  he  has  made  any  advance  in  the  direc¬ 
tion  he  pointed  out,  or  lessened  the  obnoxious  character  of 
the  clause  of  which  we  complained  before.  I  say,  so  far  as  the 
two  clauses  are  concerned,  the  original  and  the  amendment, 
as  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  prefer  the  original 
clause.  In  that  we  had  uniformity ;  in  this  we  have  destroyed 
uniformity  and  have  increased  the  power  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Indian  agent.  I  find  that  the  Indians  have 
been  given  such  location  tickets  as  are  mentioned  in  the 
proposed  amendment,  and  I  do  not  know  exactly  what 
it  means.  I  find  that  it  is  stated  in  the  report  with  regard 
to  the  Golden  Lake  agency,  South  Algoma:  (The  hon. 
gentleman  here  quoted  from  the  report  in  question.)  I 
would  like  some  hon.  gentleman  to  state  whether  it  is  his 
own  land — whether  the  Government  have  issued  a  patent 
to  him  ?  If  so,  in  what  position  does  he  stand  ?  Does  he 
own  the  lands  in  fee  simple  ?  And  owning  his  own  land, 
working  it  for  his  own  benefit,  paying  no  municipal  or  pro¬ 
vincial  taxes,  is  it  not  a  misnomer  to  call  the  land  his  own  ? 
Is  not  that  land  still  at  the  disposal  of  the  agent  and  the 
Superintendent  General  ?  Is  it  not  competent  for  the  agent, 
or  the  Superintendent  General,  to  remove  those  Indians 
from  those  locations  ?  They  have  simply  got  holdings  by 
the  grace  and  favor  of  the  agent,  and  they  feel  a  greater 
obligation  after  receiving  those  tickets  than  before  receiving 
them,  and,  therefore,  giving  votes  only  to  such  Indians  as 
receive  separate  location  tickets  increases  the  power  and 
influence  of  the  agent  and  the  Government  to  a  dangerous 
extent.  He  will  have  in  that  very  way  the  making  up  of 
the  list.  Before  the  voters’  list  is  made  up  at  all  the  Indian 
agent  can  go  through  the  reserve,  locating  such  as  he  thinks 
proper,  giving  tickets  only  to  those  who  are  friends  and 
supporters  of  the  Government.  If  there  are  some  Indians 
who,  in  his  opinion,  will  not  vote  as  he  wishes,  they  will  not 
get  location  tickets,  and  only  those  will  get  them  who,  in 
his  opinion,  will  support  himself  and  his  friends.  For  that 
reason  I  am  justified  in  saying  that  the  amendment  is 
even  more  obnoxious  to  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side 
than  was  the  original  clause.  But,  after  all,  does  the 
amendment  relieve  the  Indian  from  those  disabilities 
under  which  he  lives  at  the  present  time  ?  Is  he  any 
less  the  ward  of  the  Government?  I  say  no.  Is  he 
any  less  responsible  to  the  Government  for  almost  his 
every  act  ?  The  amendment  does  nothing  towards  remov¬ 
ing  those  disabilities  which  have  heretofore  been  held 
sufficient  to  disqualify  him  from  casting  his  vote.  Why,  Sir, 
the  Superintendent  General  to-day,  under  the  Bill  proposed, 
as  in  years  gone  by,  will  have  power  of  being  almost 
supreme  upon  the  reserves.  He  is  the  man  who  favors  the 
Indian  in  finding  a  market  for  his  flour  or  his  fish,  he  gives 
him  seeds  and,  perhaps,  some  of  the  implements  upon  his 
farm.  He  may  give  them  permission  to  cut  wood  ;  he  is  the 
man  who  pays  the  annuity;  he  assists  in  the  managing  of 
their  schools  and  the  employment  of  their  teachers,  and  to 
some  extent  he  assists  in  the  payment  of  those  teachers.  He 
writes  their  wills,  or  sanctions  them  after  they  are  written. 
He  is  the  man  who  gives  them  the  location  ticket  upon 
which  they  are  to  qualify  as  voters.  More  than  that ;  he  is 
supreme  amongst  them,  in  a  judicial  capacity.  Let  me  give 
ou  a  description  of  the  extent  to  which  the  Indian  agent 
as  shown  himself  capable  of  exercising  judicial  powers 
on  the  Indian  reserve.  (The  hon.  gentleman  then 
quoted  from  the  report  on  Indian  Affairs  for  1885.) 
The  Indian  agent  is  supremo;  and  for  that  reason  we  have 
objected  to  the  enfranchisement  of  the  Indians  on  the  re¬ 
serves  while  they  are  under  the  control  of  the  Indian  agent. 
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This  amendment,  as  the  previous  speaker  has  pointed  out, 
does  not  destroy  the  effect  of  the  measure,  so  far  as  its  ap¬ 
parent  intent  is  concerned.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  been 
very  careful  in  this  amendment  not  to  exclude  from  the 
operation  of  the  Act  the  Indians  of  Ontario.  In  no  instance 
do  we  find  any  change  made,  where  there  is  a  possibility  of 
the  Indians  acting  beneficially  to  certain  politicians  in 
Ontario.  The  allusions  to  the  Ontario  statute  show  that 
the  fight  over  this  Bill  is  not  a  fight  between  two  parties 
here  so  much  as  a  fight  between  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and 
the  Legislature  of  Ontario ;  and  if  there  is  a  pernicious 
clause  in  that  Act,  that  is  doomed  sufficient  justification  for 
inserting  it  here.  With  regard  to  the  question  of  unifor¬ 
mity,  the  right  hon.  gentleman  seems  willing  to  sacrifice  it 
on  every  occasion.  It  was  at  first  the  crowning  argu¬ 
ment  for  this  Bill ;  now  it  is  of  no  necessity  what¬ 
ever;  but  the  right  hon.  gentleman  is  careful  not  to 
sacrifice  that  principle  unless  there  is  something  to 
be  gained  by  the  sacrifice.  It  would  be  a  sacrifice  of 
uniformity  to  disfranchise  a  part  of  the  Civil  Service.  That 
has  been  steadily  resisted.  It  was  a  sacrifice  of  uniformity 
when  a  portion  of  the  fishermen  were  excepted.  In  every 
instance  in  which  there  has  been  a  breach  of  the  principle 
of  uniformity  it  has  not  been  done  by  depihving  of  the  fran¬ 
chise  those  people  who,  to  a  certain  extent,  might  be  said 
to  be  under  the  influence  of  Ihe  Government.  The  fishermen 
receive  a  bounty,  therefore  we  must  add  them  to  the  list; 
the  Civil  Service  are  under  the  control  of  the  Government, 
therefore  they  must  not  be  disfranchised.  While  we  cast 
off  the  Indians  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territories, 
we  must  retain  the  Indians  of  Ontario,  because  we  need 
them  for  a  purpose.  It  has  been  made  easy  for  the  classes 
I  have  mentioned  to  become  registered,  but  there  are  a 
class  of  voters  whose  registration  the  Government  have 
taken  care  to  make  difficult,  I  will  not  refer  at  any  great 
length  to  the  exclusion  of  the  Indians  of  Manitoba  and  the 
North-West  Territories  by  this  amendment ;  but  I  am 
surprised  that  the  right  hon.  gentleman  should  have  run 
the  risk  of  dealing  so  partially  with  the  Indians.  One 
would  think  that  as  Superintendent  General  he  would  have 
been  very  careful  indeed  not  to  do  so,  for  fear  he  would  rouse 
the  jealousy  of  some  and  excite  the  admiration  of  others 
of  those  savage  tribes.  The  lion,  gentleman  once  expressed 
his  opinion  that  this  .Parliament  should  act  very  carefully 
towards  the  Indians  of  this  country.  In  1812,  when  an 
election  Bill  was  before  this  Parliament,  promoted  by  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  who  now  leads  the  Government,  one 
of  his  followers,  Mr.  Chauveau,  proposed  to  restore  the 
right  to  vote  to  a  small  Indian  tribe  which  had  been 
deprived  of  the  right  by  some  arrangement  of  the  muni¬ 
cipal  list,  and  Sir  John  Macdonald  spoke  as  follows  : — 

“  As  a  matter  of  necessity,  if  these  thirty-four  Indians  'were  allowed 
to  have  an  assessment  list,  other  Indians  similarly  situated  must  have 
the  same  right.  The  question  was,  were  we  prepared  to  allow  Indians 
all  over  the  Dominion  to  vote.  His  hon.  friend  must  admit  that  these 
thirty-four  Indians  should  not  be  accorded  privileges  which  were  denied 
to  others.  It  would  be  soothing  the  feelinga  of  thirty-tour  Indians  and 
wounding  the  feelings  of  3,400.  His  hon.  friend  would  see  that  it  would 
be  the  giving  ot  every  Indian  throughout  the  Dominion,  being  a  house¬ 
holder  to  the  value  ot  $20  rental,  the  right  to  vote,  and  he  did  not  think 
the  Government  was  prepared  to  go  so  far.” 

The  bon.  gentleman  seems  to  have  forgotten  the  necessity 
of  dealing  impartially  with  the  Indians ;  and  now  be  is 
going  to  gratify  the  feelings  of  one  section  of  the  Indians  of 
this  country  and  wound  the  feelings  of  another  section. 
What  he  was  very  carelul  not  to  do  in  1872  he  is  willing 
to  do  in  1885,  whatever  may  be  the  results  of  bis  action. 
He  finds  it  necessary  to  depart  from  the  rule  of  impartiality, 
and  to  adopt  a  rule  of  very  great  partiality  in  dealing 
with  the  Indians.  We  have  heard  a  great  deal  said 
about  the  inability  of  the  Indians,  about  their  being  dis¬ 
qualified  in  various  ways  from  exerting  influence  on  the 
political  affairs  of  the  day  at  the  ballot  box,  but  whether 
Mr.  Platx. 


be  b 3  an  Indian  or  not,  what  is  the  first  qualification  of  a 
voter  ‘ f  When  about  to  pass  a  Bill  adding  to  the  present 
electorate,  what  class  of  people  should  we  feel  natu¬ 
rally  called  upon  to  add  ?  Are  we  to  choose  from 
amongst  the  most  ignorant  in  the  land  or  from 
among  the  more  intelligent  ?  I  say  the  first  quali¬ 
fication  for  a  voter  is  an  adequate  knowledge  of  the 
duties  and  responsibilities  of  a  member  of  Parliament. 
A  man  who  does  not  know  what  is  required  of  his  repre¬ 
sentative  is  not  a  man  upon  whom  we  should  seek  to  thrust 
the  franchise.  If  he  has  it,  well  and  good ;  but  a  man  who 
has  not  adequate  knowledge  to  understand  what  he  wishes 
his  representatives  to  do  for  him  and  what  his  representa¬ 
tive  is  empowered  to  do,  is  not  a  fit  and  proper  person  to 
have  thrust  upon  him  the  responsibility  of  the  franchise. 
Then,  the  voter  should  have  the  disposition  to  act  in  the 
interest  of  the  country  ;  he  should  have  the  desire  to  do 
right.  Have  we  any  evidence  whatever  that  the  Indians, 
especially  those  who  are  living  on  a  reserve  and  are 
separated  to  a  great  extent  from  the  rest  of  the  community, 
are  desirous  mainly  of  the  public  good  ?  Wbat  is  there  to 
induce  them  to  act  in  concert  with  the  rest  of  their  fellow 
citizens  throughout  the  re3t  of  the  Dominion,  and  in  the 
interest  of  the  country  ?  We  have  it  laid  down  as  a  law  by 
Bailley,  that :  “  Any  part  of  a  community  that  may  be 
separated  from  the  rest — any  body  of  men,  however  large 
or  however  small,  will  prefer  its  own  interest  to  that  of  the 
whole  when  these  two  interests  interfere  with  each  other.” 
Is  it  likely  that  the  interest  of  the  public  and  the  interest 
of  the  Indians  on  the  reserves  will  be  identical  for  many 
years  ?  Is  it  not  rather  likely  that  the  two  will  interfere  ? 
Do  we  not  know  that  the  impression  of  the  white  people  is 
that  these  reserves  and  the  Indians  upon  them  are  a  great 
drawback  to  the  advancement  of  civilisation  and  commerce  ? 
Are  not  our  people  anxious  these  tribal  relations  should  be 
broken  up  and  the  Indians  now  on  the  reserve  be  scattered, 
and  become  mingled  with  the  community  at  large,  and 
those  tracts  which  are  now  almost  unproductive  be  made  to 
blossom  as  a  rose,  and  become  equal  in  value  with  the  sur¬ 
rounding  country  ?  For  many  years  to  come,  so  long  as 
these  reserves  are  upheld,  a  diversity  of  interests  will  exist 
between  the  Indians  and  the  whites,  and  so  long  these 
men,  whom  we  are  now  about  to  constitute  voters,  will  act 
in  their  own  individual  interest  and  not  in  the  interest  of 
the  public  at  large.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  no  doubt 
much  disappointed  at  the  continuation  of  the  debate,  but 
many  on  this  side  are  likewise  disappointed.  I  say  the 
First  Minister  is  responsi  ble  for  its  continuation.  Before  he 
placed  the  amendment  in  your  hands,  Sir,  he  could  havo 
made  such  concessions  as  would  have  been  acceptable 
to  this  House  and  to  the  country,  for  enough  has 
been  said  to  lead  him  to  a  correct  conclusion  as 
to  the  wishes  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides. 
Had  he  even  shown  a  desire  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  House 
and  the  people,  the  debate  would  have  ceased  long  ago; 
were  the  wishes  of  both  sides  consulted,  the  unanimous 
advice  wouid  be  to  strike  out  the  Indian  clause  altogether 
and  let  the  Indians  become  enfranchised  through  the  only 
method  by  which  we  can  enfranchise  them.  The  Indian 
Act  was  intended  for  that  very  purpose;  we  have  laid  down 
the  road  by  which  the  Indian  can  travel  to  the  privilege 
which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  seeking  to  give  him 
without  an  effort  on  his  part,  and  when  he  will  have  reached 
that  goal,  we  will  have  accomplished  a  double  purpose. 
We  will  have  given  him  the  franchise  which  he  can  exercise 
with  discretion  and  to  the  benefit  of  the  country,  and,  to  a 
certain  extent,  we  will  have  rid  ourselves  of  the  difficulty 
and  trouble  of  maintaining  these  reserves.  I  may  say 
that  the  Indian  Act  might  be  amended.  Let  us  adopt  an 
easier  method.  By  all  means  let  us  enfranchise  the  Indian 
and  place  upon  him  all  the  responsibilities  of  citizenship 
before  we  entitle  him  to  vote.  There  are  many  reasons 
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against  giving  the  tribal  Indians  that  right ;  there  are  the  diffi¬ 
culties  that  will  occur  at  election  times  from  these  people 
taking  part  in  elections,  such  as  the  danger  of  strong  drink 
being  distributed  among  them.  Wo  have  two  measures, 
both  of  which  professedly  are  intended  for  the  elevation 
of  the  Indians — the  Indian  Act  and  this  Bill.  The  one  tends 
to  elevate  the  Indian  in  a  particular  sense,  lift  him  up  step  by 
step  from  the  foot  of  the  ladder,  until  he  becomes  a  true, 
genuine  citizen  of  the  country,  when  he  will  have  conferred 
upon  him,  as  a  matter  of  course,  the  privilege  of  exercising  the 
franchise.  This  Bill  seems  rather  an  instrument  calculated  to 
further  degrade  the  Indians.  It  will  not  lift  him  up  a  single 
step,  but  will  thrust  upon  him  a  responsibility  he  dare  not  and 
cannot  exercise  of  his  own  free  will.  What  a  great  contrast 
between  the  two  measures.  I  have  here  a  couple  of  articles 
written  by  different  authors,  which  describe  exactly  the 
effect  of  the  two.  The  following  remarks  from  Baiilie 
aptly  illustrates  the  Indian  Act : 

“Par  from  enslaving,  it  makes  more  and  more  free  those  on  whom 
it  is  exercised  ;  and  in  this  respect  it  differs  wholly  from  the  vulgar  sway 
which  ambition  thirsts  for.  It  awakens  a  kindred  power  in  others,  calls 
their  faculties  into  new  life,  and  particularly  strengthens  them  to  follow 
their  own  deliberate  convictions  of  truth  and  duty.  It  breathes  con¬ 
scious  energy,  self-respect,  moral  independence,  and  a  scorn  of  every 
foreign  yoke.” 

That  explains  the  aim  and  result  of  the  Indian  Act,  if  carried 
to  its  legitimate  conclusion ;  but  the  Bill  we  are  now  consider¬ 
ing  is  aptly  described  in  the  words  of  Dr.  Channing  : 

“  There  is  another  power  over  man  very  different  from  this  ;  a  power, 
not  to  quicken  and  relevate,  but  to  crush  and  subdue  ;  a  power  which 
robs  men  of  the  free  use  of  their  nature,  takes  them  out  of  their  own 
hands,  and  compels  them  to  bend  to  another’s  will.  This  is  the  sway 
which  men  grasp  at  most  eagerly,  and  which  it  is  our  great  purpose  to 
expose.  To  reign,  to  give  laws,  to  clothe  their  own  wills  with  omni¬ 
potence,  to  annihilate  all  other  wills,  to  spoil  the  individual  of  that 
self  direction  which  is  his  most  precious  right — this  has  ever  been 
deemed,  by  multitudes,  the  highest  prize  for  competition  and  conflict. 
The  most  envied  men  are  those  who  have  succeeded  in  prostrating 
multitudes,  in  subjecting  whole  communities  to  their  single  will.  It  is 
the  love  of  this  power,  in  all  its  forms,  which  we  are  anxious  to  hold  up 
to  reprobation.  If  any  crime  should  be  placed  by  society  beyond  pardon, 
it  is  this.” 

Here,  I  think,  we  have  a  brief  and  apt  description  of  the 
intent  and  purpose  and  aims  of  the  two  Bills  which  we 
have  been  considering  in  comparison  with  each  other.  Let 
us  amend  or  enlarge  the  Indian  Act,  so  that  we  can  carry 
out  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  enacted,  and  leave  the 
enfranchisement  of  the  Indian  where  it  was  left  when  that 
Act  was  placed  on  the  Statute  Book,  and  when  they  have 
gone  up  grade  by  grade  and  arrived  at  the  true  status  of  a 
citizen  they  will  obtain  the  franchise  and  be  able  to  exercise 
it  with  benefit  to  himself  and  the  country. 

Mr.  SOMERYILLE  (Brant).  This  question,  it  may  be 
admitted  by  all  parties,  has  been  pretty  fully  discussed,  at 
least  on  this  side  of  the  House.  There  can  be  no  doubt  in 
the  minds  of  the  people  that  the  Opposition  have  endeavored 
to  do  their  duty  in  this  matter.  Parliament  is  supposed  to 
be  a  deliberative  body.  It  is  supposed  that  the  gentlemen 
who  are  sent  here  to  represent  the  people  will  express  their 
opinions  on  the  various  subjects  which  are  brought  up  for 
discussion,  hut  during  this  debate  we  have  had  a  peculiar 
spectacle  presented  to  the  people.  We  have  had  introduced 
one  of  the  most  important  measures  ever  proposed  since 
Confederation,  and  we  have  on  record  the  opinion  expressed 
by  the  Premier  himself,  that  this  Act  was  of  such  great 
importance  that  it  would  require  the  whole  of  one  Session 
to  discuss  it  properly.  In  the  face  of  that  statement,  we  are 
perfectly  justified  in  discussing  it  clause  by  clause  ;  but  I  fail 
to  understand  why  it  is  that  hon.  gentlemen  who  sit  on 
the  other  side  are  so  loath  to  express  their  opinions 
on  this  important  question,  and  how  they  can  justify 
their  course  in  studiously  remaining  silent.  Occasionally, 
goaded  on  by  the  arguments  and  the  taunts  which  havebeen 
thrown  at  them  from  this  side  of  the  House,  they  have 
endeavored  to  say  something  in  justification  of  the  Bill, 
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but  in  all  the  speeches  I  have  heard  and  read  from 
that  side  they  have  studiously  avoided  coming  to 
the  discussion  of  the  question  before  the  House. 
They  have  attempted,  in  their  own  way,  to  make  the 
country  believe  that  the  views  expressed  by  the  Opposition 
are  not  sound,  and  the  Government  press,  in  the  Province 
of  Ontario,  at  least,  have  taken  the  same  position  j  they 
have  refused  to  publish  the  actual  facts  in  connection  with 
this  measure,  or  to  give  the  Bill  itself,  and  they  nave  mis¬ 
represented  the  arguments  presented  inAhis  House,  and  the 
statements  made  by  the  Premier  in  introducing  this 
measure.  They  have  persisted  in  publishing  statements 
which  have  been  proved  to  be  false  on  the  floor  of  the  House, 
and  by  the  Opposition  press  in  their  contentions  with  the 
Government  organs.  I  do  not  wonder  that  that  portion  of 
the  press  which  voices  the  sentiments  of  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  has  acted  in  this  way.  We  know  that  the  Ministerial 
press  is  a  subsidised  press  ;  that  it  is  not  a  free  press ;  that 
the  organs  of  the  Government  are  bought  up  by  the  money 
which  belongs  to  the  people  of  this  country  ;  that  they  are, 
like  the  Indians,  the  ward3  of  the  Government,  sustained 
by  the  pap  which  is  fed  to  them  by  the  Government ;  that 
they  meet  around  the  Government  fable,  and  pick  up  the 
crumbs  scattered  to  them  from  time  to  time.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  pruss  of  this  country  is  not  free.  It  is  bound 
in  the  same  shackles  which  bind  the  Indians,  to  whom 
this  Bill  proposes  to  give  votes,  and,  therefore,  it 
does  not  voice  the  sentiments  of  the  people.  I  apa 
glad  to  know  there  are  some  independent  Conser¬ 
vatives  in  this  country,  who  have  signed  petitions 
expressing  disapprobation  of  this  measure.  I  know  that 
this  fact  has  caused  a  great  deal  of  dissatisfaction  among 
gentlemen  opposite,  who  have  seen  these  petitions  presented 
day  after  day,  and  have  been  convinced  that  there  is  a  feel¬ 
ing  aroused  throughout  this  Dominion  which  will  tell  upon 
them.  Notwithstanding  all  the  statements  that  these 
signatures  have  been  placed  there  without  authority,  in  fact, 
that  they  have  been  forged,  hon.  gentlemen  are,  no  doubt, 
uncomfortable  in  their  positions.  They  know,  after  examin¬ 
ing  those  petitions,  that  names  of  many  prominent  Conser¬ 
vatives  in  several  constituencies  are  to  be  found  appended 
to  them.  The  day  will  come  when  they  will  have  to  give 
an  account  of  their  stewardship,  and  will  have  to  show  why 
they  have  sat  there  in  dumb  silence  when  such  an  import¬ 
ant  measure  has  been  under  discussion — why  they  have 
refused  to  open  their  mouths,  either  by  the  agreement  come 
to  in  tt^ir  caucus  or  the  mandate  given  forth  by  the  First 
Minister,  which  compels  them  to  remain  silent.  They 
are  not  worthy  representatives  of  a  free  people  in  a  country 
possessed  of  free  institutions  and  a  free  government.  They 
are  not  men  worthy  of  being  entrusted  with  the  task  of  repre¬ 
senting  free  constituencies,  men  who  dare  not  lift  up  their 
voices  in  justification  of  the  course  they  are  pursuing; 
Do  we  find  the  First  Minister  attempting  to  justify  this  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  Bill  ?  Not  a  bit  of  it.  We  find  be  pretends  that 
he  is  making  a  concession,  and  ho  gets  up  in  the  House  and 
announces  that  after  weeks  and  weeks  of  consideration  of 
this  important  Indian  clause  he  has  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  he  will  make  some  alteration  in  the  original  Bill.  But 
does  lie  make  any  statements  to  justify  the  change,  or  to 
justify  giving  the  vote  to  the  Indians  at  all  ?  Not  one  word 
in  justification  either  of  the  change  or  of  the  original  pro¬ 
position  to  give  all  the  Indians  of  the  Dominion  a  vote.  I 
contend  that  the  Government  supporters  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  organs  may  say  what  they  please  with  regard  to  this 
matter,  but  it  is  on  the  records  of  this  House  that  the  First 
Minister  contemplated  by  the  Bill,  and  the  Bill  shows  it, 
giving  votes  to  all  the  Indians  throughout,  not  only  the  older 
Provinces,  but  the  North-West  Territories  aud  British 
Columbia.  If  we  want  any  more  evidence  of  this,  we  have 
it  in  the  fact  that  the  First  Minister  has  come  down  here 
to-day  with  an  amendment  which  excludes  Manitoba,  Kee- 
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watin  and  the  North-West  Territories ;  and  yet  the  news¬ 
papers  supporting  the  Government  have  been  stating  for 
weeks  past  that  the  First  Minister  never  contemplated 
passing  such  a  measure  as  this,  and  I  believe  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  read  a  statement  from 
the  Montreal  Gazette  to  the  same  effect.  All  the  organs  of  the 
Government  must  know  that  it  was  the  original  intention 
of  the  First  Minister  that  all  these  Indians  should  be  given 
votes,  but  not  enfranchised  But  to-day  we  find  the  First 
Minister  bringing  down  a  proposition  that  Manitoba, 
Keewatin  and  the  North-West  shall  be  exempted  from  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill.  Sir,  we  contend  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  no  improvement,  so  far  as  the  older  Provinces  are 
concerned,  on  his  original  proposition  ;  we  find,  in  fact, 
that  the  amendment  is  even  more  objectionable,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  it  will  be  more  objectionable  to  the  country 
at  large  than  the  original  Bill.  The  original  Bill  contem¬ 
plated  dividing  up  the  reserve  and  giving  votes  to  all  the 
Indians  on  the  reserve  ;  but  this  amendment  gives  a  vote 
to  the  men  who  obtain  a  location  ticket  from  the  Indian 
agent.  I  would  like  to  ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
whether  it  is  likely  that  the  Indian  agent  will  be  found 
giving  location  tickets  to  bad  Indians  ?  because,  I  pre¬ 
sume  the  agent  will  think  that  all  the  Indians  are  bad  who 
will  not  vote  for  the  representative  of  the  Great  Mother  in 
this  country,  who  will  not  vote  for  constitutional 
Tory  government,  who  will  not  vote  for  the  per¬ 
petuation  of  the  power  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
and  his  supporters.  I  fancy  that  the  Indians  who 
Will  support  the  Government  will  be  considered  good 
Indians,  and  will  got  their  location  tickets,  and  be 
entitled  to  vote.  Therefore,  I  do  not  see  that  any  conces¬ 
sion  has  been  made  by  the  First  Minister  in  this  amend¬ 
ment.  I  have  heard  it  sometimes  remarked  by  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  that  no  special  advantage  was  proposed  to 
be  given  to  the  Indians  by  giving  them  the  vote.  I  do 
not  know  whether  these  hon.  gentlemen  believe  that  or  not. 
I  think  my  hon.  friend  from  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson)  has 
often  contended  that  no  advantage  over  other  citizens 
would  be  given  to  the  Indians  in  giving  them  a  right  to 
vote.  Now,  I  think  the  facts  are  all  against  this  assump¬ 
tion.  I  contend  that  every  man  in  this  country  is  entitled 
to  a  vote,  and  I  believe  it  would  have  been  better  for  the 
Dominion  at  large  if  we  had  adopted  manhood  suffrage 
than  the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  But,  Sir,  I  am  forced  to 
the  conclusion  that  this  Indian  clause  is  an  effort  to  intro¬ 
duce  class  legislation  here.  The  Act  contemplates  that  the 
white  man  or  the  colored  man  shall  be  possessed  of  a  certain 
property  qualification  to  entitle  him  to  vote.  With  regard  to 
the  Indian  it  is  different.  He  is  not  responsible,  in  a  great 
many  ways,  as  the  white  or  the  colored  man  are  res¬ 
ponsible— he  is  not,  in  fact,  a  free  agent  at  all, 
but  is,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  an  infant  in  the  eye  of  the 
law,  and  yet  we  are  proposing  to  give  these  men  votes  in 
Dominion  elections.  The  First  Minister  has  often  described 
them  as  wards  of  the  Government.  They  are  not  considered 
fit  to  be  entrusted  with  the  management  of  their  own  affairs ; 
they  cannot  control  their  own  lands;  they  cannot  rent  their 
own  farms;  they  have  not  sufficient  enterprise,  in  many 
instances,  to  provide  their  own  seed  grain  ;  and  when  it  is 
given  to  them,  as  was  Btated  here  to-day,  they  have  not  sense 
enough  to  put  it  into  the  earth,  but  prefer  rather  to  eat  it  up. 
They  are,  according  to  the  First  Minister,  unable  to  under¬ 
take  the  most  simple  form  of  municipal  governmefit,  and  yet 
he  proposes  to  give  them  a  vote,  in  order,  as  I  believe,  to 
swamp  the  votes  of  white  men  in  some  counties  of  this 
Dominion,  especially  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  And  in 
other  respects  the  Indian  is  not  a  free  man.  He  is  not 
required  to  do  jury  duty,  and  in  that  case  the  conclusion  of 
the  Government  is  a  wise  one,  as  no  intelligent  man  in 
this  country  would  desire  to  have  his  case  tried  before 
an  Indian  jury,  for  the  simple  reason  that  Indians,  as  a 
Mr.  Somerville  (Brant), 
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rule,  are  not  possessed  of  the  necessary  intelligence 
which  would  enable  them  to  arrive  at  a  proper  con¬ 
clusion  with  respect  to  any  matter  that  might  come 
under  the  consideration  of  any  court.  They  are  not 
responsible  in  other  ways.  They  are  not  in  a  position 
to  be  sued.  If  they  contract  a  debt,  no  one  can  recover. 
They  are  not,  even  in  tbis  respect,  on  the  same  level  as 
your  own  child,  because,  if  a  white  man’s  child  contracts  a 
debt,  the  father  may  be  made  responsible.  But  these 
Indians,  who  are  not  responsible  for  any  debts  they  may 
contract,  are  to  be  entrusted  with  votes,  while  our  boys,  now 
fighting  for  the  liberties  of  the  people  in  the  North-West,  who 
may  be  over  18  years  of  age,  are  not  entrusted  with  that 
power.  Those  young  men  have  undertaken  responsibilities 
which  are  greater  than  any  which  the  Indians  are  required 
to  assume.  Furthermore,  I  wish  to  note  the  fact  that  a  large 
number  of  intelligent  citizens  of  this  country  will  be  dis¬ 
franchised  by  this  Bill.  This,  of  course,  is  denied  by  some 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  by  some  of  the  organs  of  tho 
Government.  But  I  noticed  the  other  day  a  report  of  a 
meeting  held  at  Brantford,  where  careful  calculations  had 
been  made  as  to  the  number  of  mechanics  and  other  laboring 
men  in  that  city  who  would  be  disfranchised  by  this  Bill. 
I  suppose  the  calculation  was  correct,  or  it  would  not  have 
been  made  at  a  public  meeting,  at  which  parties  in  favor  of  the 
Bill  could  have  denied  its  accuracy.  The  calculation  was  that 
several  hundreds  would  be  so  disfranchised.  When  the  Bill 
is  applied  to  other  cities  and  towns  it  will  likewise  be  found 
that  a  large  number  of  intelligent  people  will  be  disfran¬ 
chised,  while  the  Government  proposes  to  enfranchise  the 
tribal  Indians  on  the  reserves.  We  have  had  the  statement 
of  the  representative  of  East  Toronto  (Mr.  Small),  that  tho 
Bill  will  not  disfranchise  more  than  50  of  the  Toronto 
volunteers  in  tho  North-West.  I  should  like  to  ask  tho  hon. 
gentleman  what  right  he  has  to  disfranchise  even  50  voters  ? 
What  will  the  people  think  of  their  representative,  when  he 
rises  in  this  House  and  says  the  Bill  will  only  disfranchise 
50  volunteers  in  the  North-West? 

Mr.  SMALL.  The  50  volunteers  to  whom  I  referred 
would  not  have  votes  in  consequence  of  being  minors. 

Mr.  SOMEEYILLE.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  it  would 
disfranchise  them. 

Mr.  SMALL.  No ;  of  course  not.  They  will  have  to  be 
enfranchised  first.  But  they  will  not  have  votes. 

Mr.  SOMEEVILLE.  The  statement  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  was,  that  only  50  volunteers  of  those  now  fighting  in 
the  North-West  would  be  disfranchised  by  this  Bill. 

Some  hon.  MEMBEES.  No,  no. 

Mr.  SOMEEYILLE.  Every  hon.  gentleman  knows  that 
was  his  statement.  Ho  knows  himself  that  was  his  state¬ 
ment.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  now  rises  and  endeavors  to 
creep  out  of  the  difficulty  in  which  he  placed  himself,  by 
saying  that  they  would  not  be  disfranchised  because  they 
were  not  now  enfranchised. 

Mr.  SMALL.  I  cannot  make  the  hon.  gentleman  under¬ 
stand  what  I  said. 

Mr.  SOMEEYILLE.  Probably  not.  The  utterances 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  are  so  hedged  about  that  it  is  diffi¬ 
cult  for  anyono  to  understand  them.  I  am  surprised  that 
the  people  of  East  Toronto  understood  him,  and  that  they 
should  have  sent  him  here  to  misrepresent  them. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  mombor  must  not  say  that. 

Mr.  SOMEEYILLE.  Ho  misrepresents  the  volunteers, 
certainly.  If,  however,  I  have  said  anything  unparliament¬ 
ary,  I  am  prepared  to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  SMALL.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  accustomed  to  that. 

Mr.  SOMEEYILLE.  The  hon,  gentleman  is  mistaken 
in  saying  I  am  accustomed  to  that.  I  do  not  trouble  the 
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House  frequently,  and  so  the  hon.  gentleman  cannot  say  to 
what  I  am  accustomed. 

Mr.  SMALL.  I  have  heard  you  talking  a  great  deal  of 
rubbish. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  The  hon.  member  for  Algoma 
stated,  with  a  good  deal  of  force,  that  the  Indians  are  brave 
men.  Is  that  any  reas'on  why  they  should  be  given  a  vote  ? 
The  Zulus  of  Africa  are  brave  men,  and  they  showed  bravery 
in  all  engagements  with  British  forces.  I  see  no  reason 
why,  because  Indians  show  bravery,  they  should  b8  given 
the  vote.  Then  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma  (Mr.  Lawson) 
went  on  to  take  the  same  line  of  argument  that  organs  of 
the  Government  have  taken,  that  it  never  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  give  a  vote  to  the  wild  Indians  of  the 
west,  which,  I  think,  has  been  satisfactorily  explained 
already.  But  I  should  like  to  call  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
attention  to  the  fact  that  in  Ontario  we  have  some  Indians  who 
may  be  said  to  be  yet  wild  Indians.  There  is  a  large  number 
of  pagan  Indians  on  the  Grand  River,  men  who  are 
not  civilised  in  any  way  whatever;  but  they  are  said 
to  be  more  trustworthy  than  some  of  the  civilised 
Indians.  They,  no  doubt,  have  holdings  and  pieces  of 
land  which  they  cultivate,  and  on  which  they  live,  and 
according  to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  they 
should  be  entitled  to  vote.  They  are  not  quite  so  savage  as 
some  of  the  Indians  who  have  taken  up  arms  in  the  North- 
West,  but  there  are  quite  a  number  of  such  Indians  in  one 
of  the  best  districts  of  Ontario.  Then  I  find  the  hon. 
gentleman  referring  to  the  New  Brunswick  Indians.  The 
hon.  member  for  Algoma  has  said  they  have  been  degraded 
by  the  white  men. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  said  they  were  so  represented  by  one 
of  the  representatives  of  New  Brunswick. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE,  If  the  statement  was  not  correct 
the  hon.  gentleman  should  not  have  repeated  it  here.  It 
must  have  been  correct,  or  the  hon.  gentleman  would  not 
have  said  they  were  degraded  if  they  were  not  degraded. 
The  hon.  gentleman  is  willing  to  have  those  degraded 
Indians  vote.  I  do  not  think  he  can  justify  this  proceeding. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  said  the  representatives  said  that, 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  The  hon.  gentleman  assumed 
from  the  statement  made  that  it  was  correct.  If  the 
degraded  Indians  are  to  be  given  votes  in  New  Brunswick 
and  the  West  how  can  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma  justify 
that  position  ? 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  did  not  say  that.  I  said  if  it  was 
correct  it  afforded  very  good  ground  for  our  believing  why 
a  different  system  should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell 
(Mr.  White),  in  a  short  speech,  talked  very  eloquently 
about  some  Indian  chief  at  Caughnawaga,  who  wa3  an 
enterprising  man  and  able  to  manage  his  own  affairs. 
There  are,  of  course,  some  exceptional  cases  where  Indians 
are  possessed  of  intelligence  and  are  capable  of  doing  busi-. 
ness  and  managing  their  own  affairs.  When  they  reach 
such  a  condition  they  should  stop  out  of  the  Indian  reserve 
and  become  free  citizens  of  a  free  country,  and  then  they 
should  be  properly  enfranchised,  and  would  have  to  assume 
all  the  responsibilities  of  white  men.  But  I  do  not  think  it 
is  right,  Sir,  that  one  single  Indian  should  be  selected  out  of 
a  band,  or  that  a  ceitain  number  of  Indians  out  of  tho 
whole  Indian  population  of  the  Dominion  should  be  selected 
as  a  justification  for  the  proposition  that  all  Indians 
should  be  given  votes.  And  then,  as  a  sample  of  the 
intelligence  of  these  Indians,  whom  this  House  now  pro¬ 
poses  to  enfranchise,  I  might  refer  to  what  was  stated  by 
tho  hon.  member  for  East  Grey,  in  a  short  speech  which  he 
delivered  here  the  other  evening  : 


“In  the  election  before  last,  in  the  Muskoka  district,  the  timber 
inspector  there,  who  supported  Mr.  Mowat’s  candidate,  went  out  among 
the  Indians,  and  it  was  currently  reported,  and  I  believe  correctly,  that 
he  bought  up  nearly  all  the  Indians  in  the  district,  collected  them  all  in 
sale  place,  and  took  them  to  the  polls  and  got  them  to  vote.  After  that  he 
took  the  Indians  away,  took  their  dresses  from  them  and  put  them  on 
the  squaws,  and  took  them  in,  and  got  them  to  poll  their  votes.” 

Now,  are  those  the  kind  of  voters  we  want  in  this  country  ? 
Are  those  the  kind  of  voters  the  hon.  member  fbr  Cardwell 
would  like  to  have  ? 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  can  tell  the  hon.  member 
that  it  was  just  such  voters  that  defeated  me  in  Montreal— 
voters  by  the  telegraph  system,  as  it  was  called,  where 
people  changed  their  dresses  and  voted  as  other  people, 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Were  they  Indians  ? 

Mr.  WHITE.  No  ;  white  people. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Did  the  men  put  their  clothes 
on  the  women,  and  did  the  women  vote  ?  I  think,  Sir,  if 
the  women  of  Montreal  voted  against  tho  hon.  gentleman 
they  showed  their  good  sense,  but  I  doubt  if  they  were  so 
degraded  as  to  dress  themselves  in  men’s  clothing  and  go 
to  the  polls,  and  put  in  their  votes  against  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman,  assuming 
that  his  statement  is  correct— and  not  knowing  the  facts,  I 
assume  it  is  correct— is  that  any  justification  for  him  giving 
those  men  votes  who  have  been  degraded  to  such  a  degree 
—the  voters  in  the  district  of  Algoma  ? 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Not  Algoma— Muskoka. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Yes,  Muskoka.  You  have  a  parti- 
cular  regard  for  Algoma.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  member  for 
Cardwell  if  he  can  justify,  before  tho  House  and  the  coun¬ 
try,  or  before  the  electors  of  Cardwell,  the  proposition  to 
give  votes  to  the  class  of  people  whose  actions  have  beep, 
described  by  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Who  was  most  to  blame,  the  Indians  or 
Mowat’s  white  men  ? 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  awfully 
troubled  about  Mr.  Mowat.  If  there  is  anything  he  dislikes 
it  is  the  name  of  Mowat. 

Mr.  BEATY.  It  is  a  mote  in  his  eye. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  It  is  well  to  see  that  some  of  the 
hon.  gentlemen  representing  Toronto  are  waking  up.  We 
have  had  two  speeches  from  them  to-night,  one  from  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Toronto,  aad  the  other  by  tho  hon. 
member  for  West  Toronto,  the  latter  being  a  joke,  or  an 
attempt  at  a  joke.  I  would  just  say  that  it  is  rather  sur¬ 
prising  that  the  name  of  Mr.  Mowat  should  have  such  a 
baneful  influence  on  hoD.  gentlemen  opposite,  whenever  it 
is  mentioned  in  a  discussion  here.  They  seem  to  think 
that  he  is  capable  of  doing  all  that  it  is  possible  to  do  in 
Ontario.  I  know  that  their  leader  has  assumed,  in  times 
past,  that  he  was  a  greater  constitutional  lawyer  than  Mr. 
Mowat,  but  the  courts  of  this  country,  and  of  the  old 
country,  have  decided  that  Mr.  Mowat  is  the  greater  con¬ 
stitutional  lawjer. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  getting  very 
far  away  from  the  question, 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  I  will  try  to  get  back  to  the 
Indians,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  (Leeds).  Get  back  to  the  squaws. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  Perhaps  you  have  some  Indians  in 
your  county,  and  you  will  be  getting  back  to  the  squaws. 
Among  the  hon,  members  of  the  House  who  are  heartily  in 
accord  with  the  Premier  in  regard  to  this  Bill,  we  find  the 
hon.  member  for  East  Hastings,  who  is  very  anxious  that 
the  Bill  should  pass.  He  has  substantial  reasons  for  desir¬ 
ing  that  the  Bill  should  pass.  He  is  one  of  the  men  repre- 
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senting  the  Conservative  side  in  this  House,  who  are  bold 
enough  to  say  that  he  believes  in  the  provisions  of  this  Bill, 
and  that  the  Indians  should  have  votes.  And  why  ?  Sim¬ 
ply  because  there  is,  in  his  constituency,  a  band  of  Indians, 
and  in  that  constituency  there  are  a  large  number  of  Orange 
lodges,  which  are  mainly  composed  of  Indians.  There  are 
Orange  lodges  composed  entirely  of  Indians,  and  we  all 
know  the  hon.  member  for  Bast  Hastings  is  a  bright  and 
shining  light  in  the  Orange  order.  No  doubt  it  would  be 
very  convenient  for  him  to  go  out  on  the  Indian  reserve  in 
his  constituency  at  election  time  and  address  his  brethren  in 
his  regalia.  No  doubt  it  would  be  inspiring  to  them,  that 
their  representative  in  Parliament  should  come  and  address 
them  in  their  lodges,  and  try  to  induce  them  to  vote  for 
himself,  as  the  Government  candidate,  in  any  election  which 
might  take  place  there.  But  it  is  well  to  inquire  what  the 
First  Minister  expects  to  gain  by  the  passage  of  this  Indian 
clause  of  his  Franchise  Bill.  Does  he  introduce  it  from 
patriotic  motives  ?  Is  it  from  a  desire  to  elevate  the  Indian 
and  make  him  a  better  man  and  a  better  citizen  ?  I  think 
it  must  be  perfectly  clear  to  the  mind  of  every  gentleman  in 
this  House  that  no  such  reason  actuates  the  First  Minister 
in  introducing  this  clause.  I  am  satisfied  that  there  are  not 
half  a  dozen  gentlemen  supporting  him  who  believe  that  he 
is  actuated  by  any  such  desire.  I  am  satisfied  they  do  not 
believe  it,  simply  because  they  do  not  get  up  here  and 
express  their  opinion  in  support  of  this  Bill,  and  because  the 
First  Minister  does  not  himself  say  so.  I  am  forced,  there¬ 
fore,  to  the  conclusion  that  he  does  not  care  for  the  eleva¬ 
tion  of  the  Indian,  that  he  does  not  hope  to  raise  him  out 
of  the  serfdom  which  he  is  placed  under,  as  a  ward  of 
the  Government,  dependent  on  the  generosity  and,  in 
many  cases,  the  charity  of  the  Government.  His  idea  in 
introducing  this  clause  is  tff  another  character  altogether. 
Ho  knows  that  with  his  local  agent  and  his  revising  bar¬ 
rister  he  will  be  able  to  secure  on  all  the  reserves  of  this 
Dominion  the  almost  solid  vote  of  the  Indians ;  and  this  is 
his  only  and  sole  object  in  introducing  this  clause  into  this 
Bill.  He  says  he  was  only  imitating  the  example  set  by 
the  Hon.  Oliver  Mowat,  the  Premier  of  Ontario,  in  doing 
so.  Now,  I  want  to  read  the  enactment  of  the  Ontario  law 
with  regard  to  this,  to  show  that  the  enfranchisement  of  the 
Indians  by  the  two  Acts  is  not  placed  on  the  same  basis. 
(The  hon.  gentleman  read  from  the  law  referred  to).  I 
contend  that  there  is  no  similarity  between  the  provisions  of 
the  Ontario  Act  and  those  of  this  Bill  with  regard  to  the 
enfranchising  of  the  Indians;  and  the  statement  of  the 
First  Minister  that  he  was  simply  adopting  the  enactment 
of  Mr.  Mowat  cannot  be  substantiated  or  justified,  for  the 
simple  reason  that  it  is  not  founded  upon  fact.  Then,  we 
are  told  that  by  this  amendment  the  Indian  who  resides 
on  a  reserve,  and  who  has  improvements  to  the  value  of 
$150,  and  a  location  ticket,  is  to  be  entitled  to  vote  ; 
but  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  this  committee 
to  the  fact  that  on  a  large  number  of  the  reserves  in  Ontario 
the  improvements  have  been  made,  even  the  houses  and  the 
fences  have  been  built,  by  and  at  the  expense  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  These  improvements  are  not  the  improvements  made 
by  the  Indians  themselves,  but  are  made  at  the  expense  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  for  infants  under  the  care  and  man¬ 
agement  of  the  Indian  agent;  and  therefore  an  Indian  in 
those  circumstances  doe3  not  occupy  the  same  position  as 
another  elector  of  the  country,  who  has  made  his  own 
improvements  on  his  own  property.  There  is  not  much 
difficulty  in  discovering  the  motive  which  has  actuated  the 
hon.  First  Minister  in  seeking  to  give  votes  to  all  the 
Indians  of  the  Dominion,  except  those  of  Manitoba  and  the 
North-West.  There  are  fifteen  counties  in  Ontario  alone 
which  will  be  more  or  less  affected  by  this  Indian  vote. 
There  are  a  number  of  gentlemen  who  occupy  seats  in  this 
House  and  who  give  a  vigorous  opposition  occasionally  ho 
the  measures  proposed  by  the  Government,  whose  positions 
Mr.  Soheeville  (Brant). 


will  be  endangered  by  this  provision ;  and  no  doubt  the 
motive  of  the  First  Minister  was  not  to  elevate  the  Indians 
or  to  place  them  in  a  better  position  to  secure  the  rights 
and  privileges  of  the  white  man,  but  to  try  to  defeat  several 
of  the  gentlemen  who  sit  on  the  Opposition  benches  in  this 
House ;  and  I  would  like  to  ask  how  such  a  course  can  be 
justified  ?  I  think  I  can  demonstrate  to  this  House  that  the 
liberties  of  the  entire  people  of  this  Dominion  may  be 
injured, the  very  expression  of  their  opinion  may  be  thwarted 
by  giving  votes  to  the  Indians  on  the  reserves.  Suppose 
that  after  the  next  general  election  parties  come  to  this 
House  about  equally  divided ;  suppose  the  First  Minister 
comes  back  here  with  only  two  or  three  of  a  majority,  though 
I  fancy  he  will  not  have  that,  and  suppose  this  Bill  is  passed 
in  the  meantime,  and  the  Indians  on  the  reserves  are 
enfranchised  :  I  would  like  to  ask  this  House  if  it  is  not 
manifest  that  the  whole  freedom  of  the  citizens  of  this 
country  may  be  injured  by  this  Bill ;  they  would  have 
obtained  their  small  majority  through  the  influence  of  the 
Indian  vote, and  thereby  be  enabled  to  retain  power  and  place 
here  against  the  will  of  the  great  majority  of  the  while 
voters  of  this  Dominion.  They  would  be  robbing  the  free 
citizens  of  this  country  of  the  right  to  say  who  should  be  the 
members  of  the  Government  to  control  the  affairs  of  this 
country  and  who  should  represent  them  in  this  Parliament. 
In  that  case,  I  would  like  to  ask  if  the  voice  and  the  free 
will  of  the  people  of  this  Dominion  would  not  be  subverted 
by  this  Bill.  Could  the  Czar  of  Russia  introduce  a  more 
tyrannical  measure  than  this?  I  would  like  to  know  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  any  right  to  endanger  the  whole  electo¬ 
rate  of  this  Dominion  by  such  a  measure  as  this,  in  order  to 
bolster  up  the  party  in  power.  I  believe  in  party  govern¬ 
ment  ;  I  believe  that  in  this  country,  as  well  as  in  others 
possessing  representative  institutions,  we  must  have  gov¬ 
ernment  by  party ;  but  I  fail  to  see  where  party  govern¬ 
ment  is  in  existence  at  the  present  time.  It  is  a  one-man 
Government  wo  have  here,  as  clearly  evinced  in  the  discus¬ 
sion  of  this  measure.  The  supporters  of  the  First  Minister 
have  taken  no  part  in  the  discussion  whatever;  the  First 
Minister  introduced  a  Bill,  he  decided  it  should  be  put 
through,  and  his  supporters  will  come  to  his  rescue,  no 
doubt,  when  the  vote  takes  place  ;  but  I  believe  there  is  a 
day  of  retribution  coming,  I  believe  the  time  will  come 
when  these  men  will  have  to  stand  before  their  electors  and 
justify  their  course  in  this  House  in  supporting  this  mon¬ 
strous  proposition  to  give  votes  to  the  wards  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  give  them  the  opportunity  of  out-voting  the  free 
citizens  of  the  Dominion.  I  would  like  to  ask  how  it  is  that, 
for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of  the  world,  a  measure  of 
this  kind  has  been  introduced  here?  In  no  country 
enjoying  responsible  government  has  the  vote  been  given 
to  the  Indians.  In  the  United  States  no  attempt  ha3  ever 
been  made  to  give  them  votes,  although  in  many  of  the 
older  States  there  are  bands  of  Indians  just  as  intelligent  as 
any  we  have  in  our  Provinces.  There  has  been  no  party  man 
or  statesman  in  the  American  Republic  who  has  over  dared 
to  outrage  the  people  of  that  country  by  attempting  to 
grant  the  suffrage  to  the  Indians  on  reserves.  We  all  know 
the  course  pursued  by  the  First  Minister  at  former  elections, 
in  order  that  he  might  retain  place  and  power ;  but  in 
introducing  this  measure,  and  in  forcing  his  supporters  to 
vote  it  through,  he  has  excelled  himself.  His  supporters 
have  not  had  the  courage  to  stand  up  like  men  and  express 
their  reasons  for  the  vote  they  propose  to  give ;  they  have 
not  stood  up  like  representatives  of  a  free  people  and 
attempted  to  argue  against  the  propositions  laid  down  and 
sustained  so  ably  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  ;  and  I  say 
it  is  a  shame  that  men  who  como  hero  to  represent  the 
people  should  sit  here,  as  they  have  sat  for  weeks  past,  not 
daring  to  open  their  mouths.  They  sit  there  quietly,  occu¬ 
pying  the  position  of  serfs. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN,.  The  word  is  not  parliamentary. 
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Mr.  SOMERVILLE.  1  do  not  want  to  say  anything 
offensive  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite;  they  are  really  not 
serfs,  I  believe,  and  I  will  call  them  simply  a  mechanical 
majority.  They  believe,  with  the  hon,  member  for  King’s 
(Mr.  Foster),  that  it  is  the  duty  of  gentlemen  who  repre¬ 
sent  the  constituencies  of  the  Dominion  to  come  here 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  recording  the  will  of  the  Premier 
or  the  will  of  the  Government,  But  I  think  that  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  ought  to  have  some  respect  for  themselves 
and  some  respect  for  their  constituencies,  and  ought  to  dis¬ 
cuss  this  as  intelligent  men ;  they  ought  to  have  some 
respect  for  the  electors  who  sent  them  here.  If  they  had, 
they  would  express  their  opinions  on  this  Indian  clause. 
The  men  who  sent  them  here  will  require  some  explanation 
at  their  hands.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  members  on  this 
side  could  be  induced  to  support  any  Government,  or  the 
leader  of  any  Government,  who  introduced  any  such  out¬ 
rageous  proposition  as  this ;  I  believe  there  is  an  indepen¬ 
dent  feeling  amongst  the  Reform  representatives  in  this 
House,  which  precludes  the  possibility  of  their  supporting 
anything  of  the  kind.  Further,  1  do  not  believe  that 
any  Eeform  leader  would  introduce  any  such  outrageous 
proposition.  No  intelligent  elector  in  this  Dominion,  Con¬ 
servative  or  Reformer,  will  justify  this  measure.  We  have 
had  expressions  of  opinion  from  Independent  Conservatives 
and  Liberal  Conservatives  and  Conservatives  pure  and 
simple,  who  have  declared,  by  signing  the  petitions  sent 
here,  that  they  are  not  prepared  to  uphold  the  Government 
in  enacting  this  measure.  The  people  should  be  consulted 
before  such  a  measure  as  this  is  made  law.  We  are 
not  afraid  to  go  to  the  people ;  we  are  anxious  to  go ;  we 
believe  the  people  are  not  prepared  to  sustain  this  Govern¬ 
ment  in  this  outrageous  attempt  to  thwart  the  will  of  the 
people ;  we  would  be  only  too  glad  if  the  First  Minister 
would  dissolve  this  House  to-morrow  and  go  to  the  country, 
and  I  am  satisfied  that  not  only  on  this  Bill,  but  on  all  other 
subjects,  the  First  Minister  would  find  he  is  not  sustained 
by  the  people.  It  is  somewhat  strange  that  the  First 
Minister  should  claim  that  this  measure  is  a  reform 
measure;  it  would  be  strange, indeed,  if  a  reform  measure 
should  emanate  from  the  leader  of  the  Government  or 
his  colleagues.  The  history  of  the  world  indicates 
that  reforms  have  been  fought  for  always  by  Eeformers, 
and  any  reforms  which  the  people  have  secured  have 
been  secured  through  the  exertions  of  the  Eeformers. 
But  I  fancy  this  is  merely  a  pretence  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  protect  themselves  before  the  electorate.  I  fancy 
that  the  indignation  of  the  people  of  Canada  will  be 
widespread  with  regard  to  this  outrageous  proposition,  and 
that  the  meetings  which  have  been  held  in  a  large  number 
of  the  towns  and  cities  of  Ontario  indicate  only  a  tithe  of  the 
feeling  wnich  is  spreading  through  the  Dominion  in  regard 
to  it.  I  am  satisfied  that  if  the  Government  does  not 
retrace  its  steps  and  withdraw  this  Bill,  or  take  out  the 
obnoxious  clauses  before  the  House  rises  a  wave  of  indigna¬ 
tion  will  spread  throughout  the  Dominion,  and  the  gentle¬ 
men  on  the  Treasury  benches  will  yet  discover  that  they  have 
made  a  mistake  in  attempting,  by  this  Bill,  to  strengthen 
their  power  and  injure  the  freedom  of  the  citizens  of 
this  country,  by  giving  a  vote  to  tribal  Indians,  who  are  not 
capable  of  managing  their  own  affairs,  and  who,  in  ninety- 
nine  cases  out  of  every  hundred,  are  not  sufficiently  intelli¬ 
gent  to  mark  their  ballots,  and  who  will  be  directly  under 
the  control  of  the  Government  agent  and  the  revising 
barrister.  If  time  would  permit,  thousands  more  would 
sign  petitions  against  the  passage  of  this  Bill;  but  I  hope 
that  good  sense  will  yet  prevail,  and  that  the  Government 
will  see  they  are  not  justified  in  pursuing  the  course  they 
have  adopted.  How  is  it  that  no  members  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  except  the  First  Minister,  have  said  anything  in 
justification  of  this  measure?  We  know  they  are  capable 
of  doing  so  if  they  could  justify  it,  and  I  am  forced  to  the 


conclusion  that  they  cannot  justify  it,  and  I  believe  they 
will  find  at  the  next  election  that  the  people  cannot  be 
induced,  by  the  bonds  of  party  allegiance,  to  forget  their 
manhood  and  desert  those  principles  of  justice  which  every 
free  man  ought  to  uphold. 

Mr.  TEOW.  Every  member  ought  to  enter  his  protest 
against  this  measure,  which  has  probably  created  more 
excitement  throughout  the  country  than  any  which  has 
emanated  from  the  Government  during  its  career.  The 
numerous  petitions  which  we  receive  are  signed,  evidently, 
by  members  of  both  political  parties.  This  has  been  denied  by 
some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite ;  but  I  can  vouch  for  the  fact 
that  those  I  have  received  from  my  constituency  are  signed 
by  many  leading  Conservatives.  I  have  no  doubt  that,  if  the 
Government  persist  in  pushing  this  measure  through  this 
House,  they  will  lose  prestige  with  the  people.  I  do  not 
know  but  that  the  Opposition,  in  discussing  this  measure,  is 
conducting  a  political  contest  much  cheaper  than  they  could 
in  going  round  their  respective  counties.  This  discussion 
has  been  confined  almost  entirely  to  members  of  the 
Opposition.  It  is  an  unfair  fight— a  one-sided  fight. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  You  cannot  complain,  if  you  have  it  all 
your  own  way. 

Mr.  TROW.  We  should  not  have  it  our  own  way. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Your  leader  did  not  say  so, 

Mr.  TEOW.  My  hon.  friend,  the  Minister  of  Customs, 
who  has  so  much  debating  ability,  when  he  was  on  this 
side  of  the  House  would  not  allow  any  measure  to  pass 
without  having  a  fling  at  its  promoters.  The  bon.  gen¬ 
tleman  who  just  took  his  seat  said  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
weie  a  servile  following.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  that,  but 
they  are  an  obedient  following.  I  do  not  know  that  there 
is  any  man  in  the  Dominion  or  on  the  continent  of 
America  who  has  so  much  control  over  his  followers  as 
Sir  John  Macdonald  has.  I  have  known  him  in  this  debate  to 
raise  his  hand  when  an  hon.  gentleman  got  up  to  speak,  and 
he  fell  down  instantaneously,  as  if  he  was  shot.  There  was 
no  displeasure ;  it  was  simply  a  jack-in-the-box ;  it  was 
instantaneously  and  effectively  done.  It  is  surprising  that 
they  have  not  a  spirit  of  independence,  that  they  do  not 
say  :  This  is  a  measure  which  affects  my  riding ;  petitions 
have  been  sent  in,  signed  by  supporters  of  mine,  and  I  must 
speak  and  explain  my  views  in  reference  to  it.  I  have 
noticed  many  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  attempted  to  speak, 
but  they  dare  not.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  hon.  member 
for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  who  is  a  very  fluent  and  flowery 
speaker,  is  very  anxious  to  bear  his  part  in  the  discussion, 
but  he  is  dumb,  like  the  rest.  I  am  surprised,  also,  that  the 
Conservative  press  is  so  reticent  of  late.  You  will  find  that 
that  end  of  the  gallery,  which  is  usually  filled  by  reporters 
in  the  Conservative  interest,  has  been  vacated. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Talked  to  death. 

Mr.  TEOW.  They  have  nothing  to  do.  They  are  lying 
dormant.  There  is  no  item  of  news  in  the  Conservative 
press  in  reference  to  the  Franchise  Bill.  They  are  anxious 
for  some  information  ;  they  are  anxious  for  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  who  represent  their  views  here  to  express  themselves 
on  the  floor  of  the  Houso.  There  are  two  sides  to  every 
question.  The  Bill  before  the  House  is  revolutionary  in  its 
nature,  and  ought  never  to  be  brought  before  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  without  first  having  been  pronounced  upon  by  the 
people.  It  has  not  been  asked  for  by  anyone,  that  I  have 
heard  of. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  please  con¬ 
fine  himself  to  the  motion  befoi'e  the  House,  and  not  discuss 
tho  Bill. 

Mr.  TEOW.  Very  well,  Mr.  Chairman.  Now,  the  hon. 
member  for  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson),  who  has  resided  among 
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the  Indians  for  half  a  century,  and  who  understands  them, 
if  anybody  does,  says  that  the  Indians  having  the  same 
qualifications  as  the  white  men  certainly  should  not  be 
deprived  of  the  franchise.  Who  is  to  bo  the  valuator  of 
their  lands  ?  An  Indian  having  three  or  four  acres  of 
improved  land  certainly  would  be  valued  by  the  Indian 
agent  at  $150,  so  that  all  Indians  on  the  reserve  would  be 
qualified  to  vote.  It  would  not  exclude  any  Indian,  so  far 
as  I  know.  At  the  same  time,  their  relations  with  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  are  such  that  they  would  vote  as  the  agent  dic¬ 
tated  to  them.  Probably  ninety-nine  out  of  every  hundred  of 
them  cannot  write,  and  they  would  have  to  go  before  the 
agent  or  the  deputy  returning  officer  and  ask  which  way 
they  should  vote.  Of  course,  he,  as  their  instructor,  as 
their  father  confessor,  almost,  would  naturally  advise  them 
to  vote  with  the  Government  of  the  day.  We  find  by  the 
reports  that  even  the  Indians  who,  by  having  a  few  acres 
of  improved  land,  would  be  qualified  to  vote,  are  not  proper 
parties  to  be  entrusted  with  the  franchise,  the  dearest 
right  that  any  Briton  can  possess.  I  will  read  a  few 
lines  from  the  Indian  report  of  the  First  Minister.  (The  hon. 
gentleman  read  from  the  report  concerning  the  Chippewa 
bands  on  Lake  Huron,  showing  their  indifference  to  the 
school  facilities  provided  for  their  children.  He  also  read 
from  the  report  concerning  the  condition  of  the  Indians  of 
Vancouver  Island,  and  the  immorality  prevailing  amongst 
them.)  The  hon.  member  for  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson)  stated 
that  the  half-breeds  of  Manitoba,  properly  speaking,  were 
Indians*  I  am  surprised  that  he  made  that  statement, 
because  he  has  been  in  Manitoba,  and  must  know  that  the 
half-breeds,  as  a  rule,  are  educated,  and  most  of  them  are 
agriculturists.  They  are  not  wards  of  the  Government, 
and  are  entirely  different  from  the  Indians  whom  the 
Fh’St  Minister  wishes  to  enfranchise.  Numerous  meetings 
have  been  hold  throughout  the  country  to  protest  against 
the  passing  of  this  Bill.  We  find  that  on  Saturday  night 
last  a  very  large  mass  meeting  was  held  in  the  city  of 
Montreal,  attended  by  over  3,000  people. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  About  115. 

Mr.  DESJARDINS.  Three  hundred. 

Mr.  TROW.  The  paper  says  there  were  over  3,000  elec¬ 
tors  present,  of  all  shades  of  politics,  who  were  unanimous 
in  condemning  the  Bill.  Meetings  were  also  held  at  Inger- 
sol  and  at  Embro.  I  think  it  is  the  duty  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  to  use  their  influence  with  the  First  Minister 
to  induce  him  to  modify  the  Bill,  especially  in  one  or  two 
particulars.  It  is  an  extraordinary  fact  that  the  First  Minis¬ 
ter  has  not  met  the  Opposition  at  the  general  elections  since 
Confederation  in  a  fair  fight.  First,  he  spent  money  lavish¬ 
ly.  Next,  it  was  misrepresentation.  Next,  by  cutting  and 
carving  50  or  60  different  ridings.  His  present  object  is  to 
take  charge  of  the  voters’  lists,  to  give  revising  barristers  an 
opportunity  of  putting  on  such  voters  as  they  please.  We 
consider  it  our  duty  to  fight  this  matter  out  manfully.  We 
are  satisfied  there  is  a  piece  of  leaven  that  is  leavening  the 
whole  lump  ;  that  the  discussions  here  have  convinced  many 
of  the  Conservative  voters  in  South  Perth ;  and  that,  as 
regards  North  Perth,  in  view  of  the  petition  I  presented 
to-day  and  the  petition  I  presented  a  few  days  ago,  the  case 
of  the  present  representative  of  that  riding  is  hopeless.  The 
measure  should  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  wish  to  refer  briefly  to  the  remarks 
made  by  the  last  speaker.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  referred 
to  the  petition  he  presented  from  North  Perth,  which  he 
thinks  goes  to  prove  that  Conservatives  are  largely  petition¬ 
ing  the  House.  I  cannot  allow  the  matter  to  pass  without 
entering  my  protest  against  the  hon.  gentleman’s  state¬ 
ments.  I  think  I  know  the  electors  of  Stratford,  after  a 
residence  there  of  over  forty  years,  as  well  as  does  the  hon. 
gentleman,  who  has  only  latterly  gone  to  reside  there, 
Mr.  Trow. 


although  he  formerly  lived  at  Shakespeare.  I  have  gone 
carefully  through  the  list  he  presented  from  Stratford,  on 
which  there  were  163  names,  after  the  petition  had  been 
peddled  round  from  house  to  house  and  from  hotel  to  hotel — I 
know  all  about  it  because  I  spent  a  week  at  home,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  did  nothing  of  the  kind — and  I  find  only  nine 
names  which  I  would  pronounce  as  those  of  Conservatives  out 
of  the  whole  163.  If  I  wrote  to  each  of  those  gentlemen,  they 
would  respectively  give  very  good  reasons  why  they  signed. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Those  reasons  would  be  very  good  on 
their  side,  but  not  in  justification  of  the  Reform  party, 
whose  members  pressed  them  to  sign.  With  respect  to  the 
whole  petitions  presented  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  find  but 
nine  Conservatives  out  of  574  electors.  I  do  not  pretend  to 
say  that  those  gentlemen  had  not  some  reasonable  cause 
urged  upon  them ;  but  every  one  of  them  who  signed  it  would 
not  only  be  willing  to  sign  a  petition  to  send  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  South  Perth  (Mr.  Trow)  to  Batouche’s  Crossing, 
or  anywhere  else,  but  also  to  transport  the  whole  Grit  party 
out  of  the  House.  I  must  confess  that  I  never  saw  more 
indignation  expressed  by  intelligent  electors  than  I  met 
with  on  my  journey,  and  especially  during  the  week  I  spent 
in  my  own  town — expressions  almost  of  contempt,  for  the 
manner  in  which  the  House  was  spending  its  time,  and  the 
manner  in  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  wasting  the 
time  of  the  House,  causing  expense  to  the  people,  and 
inconvenience  to  the  business  men  of  Canada,  simply  because 
the  Government  were  discharging  their  duty,  in  bringing 
down  a  Bill  entirely  within  their  power  and  jurisdiction. 
Yet  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  expected  that  the  country 
was  going  to  rise  in  arms  and  express  terrible  indignation. 
The  hon.  gentleman  speaks  of  meetings  that  have  been 
held,  but  what  are  those  meetings  ?  There  is  one 
city  of  9,000  inhabitants  in  the  county  of  Perth,  and  they 
have  not  had  sufficient  indignation  to  get  up  a  meeting,  and 
the  same  is  true  of  every  town  and  township  in  the  county 
the  hon.  gentleman  represents.  Now,  if  that  is  evidence  of 
indignation  with  this  Bill,  lam  at  a  los3  to  know  what 
indignation  really  means.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
referred  to  meetings  held  elsewhere.  Well,  if  he  had  read 
the  Mail  of  to-day  he  would  have  seen  an  account  of  a 
meeting  which  was  not  quite  according  to  his  mind.  It  is 
headed  “  A  Grit  Indignation  Meeting  closes  with  cheers  for 
Sir  John.”  I  do  not  think  we  will  object  to  that  kind  of 
meeting,  especially  when  I  inform  you  it  was  attended  by 
Mr.  Preston,  the  paid  agent  of  the  Reform  party,  who  travels 
throughout  tli9  country,  as  the  agents  of  the  Farmer’s  Union 
did,  to  stir  up  indignation  and  misrepresent  the  case  to  those 
who  did  not  read  the  matter  for  themselves,  and  had  not 
heard  it  explained.  We  find  that  the  paid  agent  of  the 
Reform  party  was  sent  down  to  Ridgetown,  where  he  called 
a  meeting  to  misrepresent  the  case. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  What  were  the  misrepresentations? 

Mr.  HESSON.  It  was  represented  there  that  an  attempt 
was  made  to  enfranchise  the  Indians  of  the  North-West. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  And  was  not  that  attempted  at  first  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Why  is  there  an  amendment 
excluding  them  ? 

Mr.  HESSON.  It  is  too  late  in  the  day  to  utter  such 
statements  to  the  people.  I  believe  the  electors  of  Canada 
understand  the  question,  because  the  press  has  discussed  it ; 
but  hon.  gentlemen  were  not  satisfied  with  that.  They 
complain  that  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  have  chosen  to 
sit  still  and  allow  them  a  full  opportunity  of  sdebatiDg  this 
question ;  they  speak  of  the  followers  of  the  Government 
being  dumb,  of  their  being  servile  followers,  and  they 
apply  to  them  nearly  all  the  harsh  names  they  can  find  in 
their  vocabulary,  because  we  allow  them  to  debate  this 
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question  undisturbed.  The  reason  we  did  not  engage  in  the 
discussion  was  not  because  we  could  not  find  something  in 
favor  of  the  Bill,  not  because  the  Government  had  not  a 
right  to  pass  the  Bill,  not  because  they  had  not  fully  consi¬ 
dered  every  clause,  though  changes  might  be  found  desir¬ 
able  as  the  Bill  proceeded.  The  Government  have  never 
proposed  to  legislate  for  the  whole  people,  without  consult¬ 
ing  them,  they  do  consult  their  friends  from  time  to  time, 
and  that  is  what  has  made  them  strong  in  the  House,  and 
strong  in  the  confidence  of  the  people  behind  them.  How, 
with  regard  to  the  challenge  of  the  hon.  member  for  Brant 
(Mr.  Paterson),  to  appeal  to  the  people,  we  have,  in  our  re¬ 
collection,  challenges  of  that  kind  made  on  former  occasions, 
when  hon.  gentlemen  had  to  go  to  the  country  a  year  too 
soon  for  them,  and  I  do  not  think  they  had  much  to  boast  of. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  You  gerrymandered  the  country. 

Mr.  HESSON.  They  had  nothing  to  boast  of,  and  when 
they  came  back,  they  came  back,  if  not  in  a  smaller 
minority,  at  least  not  in  increased  numbers.  I  do  not  sup¬ 
pose  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  dissolve  the  House 
at  the  will  of  any  particular  individual  in  this  House,  but  hon. 
gentlemen  seem  to  think  that  they  alone  represent  the  will 
of  the  people  of  Canada,  and  that  really  we  had  no  right 
here  except  to  listen  to  them.  Now,  that  we  listen  quietly, 
now  that  the  press  has  been  quiet,  though  their  own  papers 
have  not  been  silent,  why  should  they  complain  if  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  going  to  do  something  which  is  to  prove  so  disastrous 
to  the  country,  and  especially  to  the  Conservative  party  ; 
and  if  Conservatives  are  signing  these  petitions,  it  is  the 
very  thing  which  should  gratify  them.  We  are  silent,  and 
Ministers  are  silent,  because  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  has,  I  think,  in  sufficiently  clear  language  for  the  com¬ 
prehension  of  any  hon.  gentleman,  explained  his  views.  I 
do  not  think  tho  Bill  required  much  explanation,  because 
each  clause  explains  itself  as  it  goes  on.  I  rose  to  say,  with 
regard  to  these  petitions,  that  i  have  looked  over  the  names 
carefully,  and  that  I  know  the  names  of  the  electors  as  well 
as  the  hon.  member  for  South  Perth  (Mr.  Trow)  does,  and 
that  I  challenge  him  to  a  test  in  that  matter.  I  do 
not  think  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  should  be  lectured 
as  we  have  been,  night  after  night,  because  we  chose 
to  sit  silently  and  allow  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  have 
the  time  they  desire,  because  we  treat  them  in  a  courteous 
manner,  although  every  one  of  them,  almost,  without 
exception,  has  been  called  to  order  during  the  discussion. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  “  no,”  but  if  he  will  look  at 
Hansard  he  will  find  that  not  only  has  the  Chairman  called 
them  to  order,  but  that  they  have  been  called  to  order  by 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side,  who  felt  their  temper  riled  by 
the  remarks  that  have  been  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  throughout  this  long  debate. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  Had  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Perth  delivered  his  speech  a  little  earlier  in  the  discussion, 
possibly  it  might  have  deterred  hon.  members  on  this  side 
from  proceeding  further.  His  remarks  have  shown 
pointedly  the  position  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are 
disposed  to  take  with  regard  to  this  measure.  He  stated 
that  when  he  was  at  home  he  found  a  unanimous  con¬ 
demnation  of  the  course  adopted  by  the  Opposition.  Well, 
I  must  say  that  it  is  the  first  time  that  we  have  heard  of 
any  announcement  of  that  kind  ;  and  possibly,  had  he  gone 
to  the  Opposition  and  quietly  whispered  about  the 
indignation  he  found  in  the  country,  without  expos¬ 
ing  us  to  the  House,  wo  might  have  quietly  with¬ 
drawn  from  the  discussion,  and  not  made  a  further 
exhibition  of  ourselves  to  the  country  and  to  the  House. 
However,  I  think  the  duty  performed  by  the  Opposition,  so 
far,  in  place  of  being  condemned  by  the  people  of  this  Do¬ 
minion  has  been  fully  appreciated  by  them.  It  has  been 
said  that  a  great  deal  of  time  has  been  taken  up  by  us,  and 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Perth  (Mr.  Heason)  men¬ 


tioned  tho  number  of  times  that  one  hon.  member  addressed 
the  House  on  this  and,  I  believe,  a  number  of  other  ques¬ 
tions.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  once  in  Opposition, 
and  I  have  quietly  looked  over  the  discussions  of  1877  and 
18*78,  to  see  how  much  time  they  occupied.  I  find  that  the 
Minis+er  of  Customs  addressed  the  House  in  1877,  110  times, 
and  in  1878,  95  times;  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  in  1877,  addressed 
the  House  158  times,  and  in  1878,  144  times;  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  spoke,  in  1877,  148 
times,  and  in  1878,  112  times;  the  hon.  First  Minister,  him¬ 
self,  thought  it  necessary,  as  leader  of  the  Opposition,  to 
address  the  House,  in  1877,  253  times,  and  in  1878,  129 
times;  and  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  was  not  silent  on 
these  occasions,  either,  but  in  1878  addressed  the  House  129 
times.  So  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  when  they  felt  it 
their  duty  to  oppose  the  measures  before  the  House,  did  not 
hesitate  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House ;  but  because  we 
feel  it  our  duty,  on  this  occasion,  to  offer  our  objections  and 
criticisms,  they  say  it  is  obstruction. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman  allow  me  to 
say  that  when  I  referred  to  the  number  of  times  an  hon. 
member  addressed  this  House  it  was  on  one  single  Bill,  on 
which  he  spoke  seventy-three  times.  If  I  had  taken  the 
trouble  to  ascertain  the  number  of  times  he  and  others 
addressed  the  House  during  the  whole  Session,  the  number 
would  have  been  very  much  larger. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  We  have  been  giving  our  opinion  ok 
two  very  important  questions — tho  enfranchisement  of  civil 
servants  and  the  enfranchisement  of  the  Indians.  I  took 
occasion,  when  this  Bill  was  introduced,  to  warn  the  Govern* 
xnent  of  the  extended  discussion  which  would,  no  doubt, 
j  take  place  on  a  measure  of  this  kind.  I  think  there  is  no 
question  that  could  be  introduced  into  Parliament  more 
likely  to  secure  extended  discussion  than  one  relating  to  the 
franchise.  It  affects  every  man  who  sits  in  this  House,  and 
it  is  one  in  which  the  people  are  deeply  interested.  In 
England,  when  measures  relating  to  the  franchise  are 
brought  forward,  they  are  discussed  at  great  length,  and 
it  should  certainly  be  expected  that  these  criticisms 
would  take  place  in  this  country  upon  a  Bill  of 
such  an  important  character.  If  you  should  take  one 
of  the  shorthand  reporters  out  to  a  private  room  with 
the  members  whoAre  supporting  the  Government,  and 
ask  them  to  state  privately  what  their  views  are  with 
regard  to  tho  intention  of  the  First  Minister  as  to  the 
enfranchisement  of  the  Indians,  and  what  they  said  was 
taken  down  and  published,  I  venture  to  say  that  it  would 
be  tbe  most  ridiculous  exposure  of  their  views  in  connection 
with  that  matter  that  could  be  conceived  of ;  because  I  do 
not  believe  there  are  half  a  dozen  men  on  the  Government 
side  who  can  give  a  clear  and  distinct  statement  of  what 
the  First  Minister  means  by  this  measure.  He  stated,  at 
one  time,  that  he  intended  to  enfranchise  all  the  Indians  of 
the  North-West :  he  afterwards  withdrew  from  that  posi¬ 
tion,  and  now  he  confines  the  enfranchisement  to  the 
Indians  of  the  older  Provinces  and  those  of  British  Colum¬ 
bia.  I  understood  that  one  of  the  members  stated  that  it 
was  not  the  intention  to  enfranchise  the  Indians  of  British 
Columbia ;  but  I  see  nothing  in  the  amendment  to  show  me 
that  that  statement  is  true.  We  have  been  creeping  from 
one  point  to  another,  and  changes  have  been  made  in  tbe 
Bill  continuously.  It  is  difficult  to  state  what  further 
amendments  may  not  yet  be  made.  Tbe  hon.  First 
Minister  has  not  yet,  evidently,  settled  in  his  own 
mind  what  he  intends  on  this  whole  question.  Per¬ 
haps  it  is  because  the  Opposition  have  so  intelligently 
discussed  the  question  that  he  has  obtained  light  upon  it.  I 
would  like  to  see  a  question  of  tho  importance  of  this  ques¬ 
tion  fully  and  fairly  discussed  on  all  sides  ;  and  I  have  felt 
somewhat  surprised  that  the  followers  of  the  Government 
have,  from  day  to  day,  declined  to  raise  their  voices  in  sup- 
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port  of  the  possition  taken  by  the  First  Minister.  Perhaps 
they  do  not  agree  with  the  views  ho  holds,  or  else  they 
have  decided  to  place  the  matter  entirely  i  n  his  charge, 
and  allow  him  simply  to  cany  the  Bill,  with  whatever 
amendments  he  thinks  proper  to  introduce,  and  then  do  as 
the  hon.  member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Foster)  says,  register  the 
will  of  the  Government.  Now,  there  are  two  great  objec¬ 
tions  to  the  enfranchisement  of  the  Indians.  In  the  first 
place,  they  are  absolutely  and  completely  under  the  con¬ 
trol  of  the  Superintendent  General,  and  in  the  nest  place 
they  will  be  absolutely  under  the  control  of  the  revising 
barrister.  If  they  are  to  be  permitted  to  vote  at  all  on  a 
portion  of  the  reserve,  it  will  bo  through  the  kindness  and 
assistance  of  the  Superintendent  General.  Their  names 
will  not  be  on  the  assessment  roll,  because  they  will  not 
be  taxed  ;  and  they  will  only  be  put  on  the  voters’  list 
through  the  operations  of  the  Superintendent  General 
and  the  revising  barrister.  It  is  very  easy  for 
any  person,  knowing  the  influence  the  Superintendent 
General  exercises  over  them,  to  tell  how  these  people 
will  probably  vote.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  doubt  in 
the  minds  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  they  will  only  be 
granted  their  privilege  of  voting  because  they  will  be 
expected  to  give  their  votes  to  the  Government  in  power.  It 
is  extremely  objectionable  that  any  percentage  of  electors 
should  be  placed  in  that  position.  If  there  is  anythingthat 
we  should  hold  sacred  and  dear,  it  is  the  right  of  the  fran¬ 
chise  to  be  exercised  by  a  free  and  independent  people,  with¬ 
out  danger  of  its  being  overbalanced  by  the  votes  of  those 
whom  the  Government  control.  There  is  no  necessity  why 
we  should  so  far  depart  from  the  ordinary  course  followed 
in  enfranchising  tho  people  of  the  Dominion.  Judging  from 
the  reports,  those  Indians  are  only  a  class  of  semi- civilised 
creatures,  not  possessed  of  the  education  or  information 
sufficient  to  enable  them  intelligently  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  electors.  What  appears  to  be  exceedingly  ridicu¬ 
lous  in  the  whole  proceeding  is,  that  this  Bill  should 
exclude  the  sons  of  tenant  farmers,  intelligent 
young  men,  who  have  had  the  advantages  of  a  liberal 
school  education  and  have  been  brought  up  in  a  Christian 
community,  from  the  franchise,  and  give  it  to  these 
untutored,  semi-civilised,  irresponsible  beings.  In  the 
United  States  no  Indian  can  vote  who  does  not  pay  taxes 
and  discharge  the  duties  of  an  ordinary  citizen  ;  and,  fulfill¬ 
ing  those  obligations,  he  is,  as  a  matter  of  course,  placed  on 
a  level  with  other  people.  The  word“  Indian  ”  need  not  be 
used  at  all.  It  will  be  time  enough  for  us  to  consider  this 
Indian  question  when  we  will  have  manhood  suffrage, 
which,  perhaps,  we  will  have  before  very  long.  But  until  we 
reach  that  point  we  should  not  pass  a  special  clause  giving 
the  franchise  to  tho  Indians.  Tho  only  conclusion  we  can 
arrive  at  with  regard  to  this  Bill  is  that  it  was  introduced 
fer  a  political  purpose,  that  of  strengthening  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  weakening  the  Opposition.  A  device  similar  in 
its  intent  to  this  was  adopted  at  the  last  elections,  and  now, 
before  another  general  election,  wo  find  tho  Government 
taking  this  means  to  avoid  defeat.  It  is  the  intention  of  the 
First  Minister,  I  believe,  to  press  this  measure  through  at 
any  cost,  but  if  he  thinks  that  we  will  at  all  weaken  in  the 
discharge  of  our  duty  he  is  greatly  mistaken.  At  the  last 
general  election  I  heard  it  often  said  that  the  Opposition 
wore  charging  the  Government  with  acts  which  they  did 
not  charge  against  them  on  tho  floor  of  the  House.  As 
regards  the  Franchise  Bill,  we  are  determined  that  no  such 
charge  will  be  advanced,  with  the  slightest  basis  for  the 
assertion.  The  hon.  member  for  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson) 
urged  that  the  Indians  should  be  enfranchised,  on  the  ground 
that  many  of  them  might  have  houses  on  the  reserve,  and 
might  have  made  improvements  on  their  lots  to  the 
extent  of  $150  ;  but  ho  omitted  to  meniion  that  they  pay 
no  taxes  or  assessments  of  any  kind.  Instead  of  thrusting 
upon  these  people  the  privilege  of  citizenship,  we  should 
Mr.  McMullen. 


try  and  raise  them  from  the  position  they  occupy,  by  educa¬ 
tional  influences ;  and  then,  when  they  showed 
their  willingness  to  assume  all  tho  obligations,  as 
well  as  enjoy  all  the  privileges  of  citizenship, 
1  would  have  no  objection  to  give  them  votes. 
You  might  as  well,  in  South  Brant,  for  instance,  say  that 
100  Conservatives,  instead  of  having  one  ballot,  should  have 
two.  Under  the  amendment  introduced  by  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  it  would  be  possible  to  enfranchise  every  Indian  living 
on  a  reserve  in  the  older  Provinces,  and  I  have  no  doubt  it 
is  the  intention  to  do  that.  Tho  hon.  member  for  Cardwell, 
the  other  evening,  stated  it  was  only  the  intention  to  enfran¬ 
chise  Indians  who  held  property  separate  altogether  from 
reserves,  but  the  member  for  Algoma  says  the  amendment 
is  to  enfranchise  Indians  who  live  upon  reserves  and  have 
improvements  worth  $150,  over  and  above  the  property  they 
hold.  I  should  like  to  know  which  is  right.  We  might 
know  if  the  First  Minister  were  here,  but  he  is  not,  and  we 
are  talking  to  empty  benches.  Still,  we  shall  continue  to 
offer  our  objections.  The  First  Minister’s  time  may  be 
taken  up  by  other  important  measures,  and  I  sympathise 
with  him  in  that  particular,  but  he  should  be  here  to  listen 
to  remonstrances  from  this  side,  and  we  should  have  a  fair 
hearing  for  any  amendments  we  have  to  propose.  We  have 
been  offering  amendments  and  making  objections,  but  we 
have  not  been  successful  in  getting  any  of  our  amendments 
accepted.  I  offered  one  myself. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Question. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  shall  come  to  the  Indian. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  You  are  going  into  the  whole  matter. 

Mr.  Mo  MULLEN.  It  is  very  hard  to  confine  us  to  tho 
Indian,  because  we  havo  not  been  successful  in  our  amend¬ 
ments  on  other  clauses.  However,  I  shall  refer  to  tho 
Indian.  We  should  educate  the  Indians  to  the  standard  of 
intelligence  before  we  place  the  franchise  in  their  hands. 
They  will  require,  in  many  cases,  to  have  their  ballots 
marked  for  them,  and  if  the  subordinates  of  the  Superinten¬ 
dent  General  are  at  the  polls,  is  it  not  reasonable  to  sup¬ 
pose  that  the  Indians  will  vote  for  the  Government 
from  whom  they  get  their  allowance  every  year.  I 
would  like  to  hear  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  give  their 
reasons  for  supporting  this  Bill,  but  in  place  of  that 
they  pin  themselves  right  down  to  the  clause  and  shut 
their  eyes  to  every  objection.  I  would  not  like  to 
say  that  the  First  Minister  has  gagged  his  followers ; 
I  am  glad  to  say  that  there  is  at  least  one  hon.  gentleman 
who  cannot  bo  gagged,  and  that  is  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson).  He  has  broken  through  the 
rule  to  night  and  offered  some  remarks  with  regard  to  the 
Indians.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill) 
is  also  largely  interested  in  the  Indian  question,  as  there  are 
a  good  many  of  them  in  his  constituency,  and  I  should  like 
very  well  to  hear  his  views  on  the  subject  of  giving  them 
the  franchise.  I  have  been  a  good  deal  through  the  Algoma 
district,  and  I  must  say  in  all  my  travels  I  never  met  an 
Indian  that  I  believe  you  could  educate  in  half  an  hour  what 
a  vote  was,  let  alone  marking  the  ballot.  Thoy  are  people 
who  never  heard  of  such  a  thing,  and  I  do  not  think  they 
have  any  idea  of  tho  honor  there  is  to  be  conferred  upon 
them.  I  am  sure  that  in  place  of  their  discharging 
the  duty  intelligently  tho  revising  barrister  and  Super¬ 
intendent  General  will  do  the  whole  work  for  them. 
It  is  stated,  with  respect  to  the  Indians,  that  on  receiving 
potatoes  for  seed  they  planted  them  whole,  and  shortly 
afterwards  dug  them  up  and  eat  them.  Yet  it  is  proposed 
to  enfranchise  such  Indians.  Again,  it  has  been  found,  with 
respect  to  Indians  in  the  woods,  that  they  cannot  be  depended 
upon.  I  desire  the  representatives  from  Quebec  to  under¬ 
stand  that  there  is  no  ground  for  the  assertion  that  this  Bill 
has  been  introduced  because  the  present  Ontario  Government 
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has  introduced  a  Bill  to  disfranchise  a  number  of  people  in 
that  Province.  Such  is  not  the  fact,  and  the  Mowat  Bill 
has  widely  extended  the  suffrage.  I  was  in  Montreal  on 
Saturday,  and  had  an  interview  with  a  Conservative  with 
respect  to  this  Bill.  He  told  me  that  the  general  feeling  in 
Montreal  among  moderate  Conservatives  is  antagonistic  to 
the  Bill.  They  were  in  favor  of  retaining  the  present  fran¬ 
chise.  In  discussing  this  measure  we  are  simply  discharg¬ 
ing  our  duty,  and  when  our  party  come  to  occupy  the 
Treasury  benches  we  shall  amend  the  Act  in  the  way  we 
have  indicated. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  entirely  agree  with  the  sentiments 
which  the  hon.  member  for  North  Perth  says  were  expressed 
by  his  constituents  :  that  it  is  not  in  the  interest  of  the  coun¬ 
try  that  the  time  of  the  House  should  be  taken  up  by 
obstruction,  or  whatever  it  may  be  called,  but  this 
debate  has  been  a  most  important  one,  dealing  with  a 
measure  which  is  most  unnecessary,  and  which  should  not, 
at  all  events,  have  been  introduced  at  the  time  it  was  intro¬ 
duced.  When  the  Indian  clause  was  first  introduced  it 
proposed  to  give  the  franchise  to  every  Indian  possessing 
the  necessary  qualification,  but  as  time  went  on  various 
views  were  presented  by  various  members.  I  will  not 
raise  any  verbal  criticism  of  the  amendment,  except  with 
regard  to  this  point :  that  I  think  the  amendment  will  be 
open  to  the  construction  of  enfranchising  a  whole  band, 
merely  because  they  jointly  occupy  a  separate  property,  and 
that  the  whole  band  jointly  have  made  improvements  to  the 
extent  of  $150,  so  that  I  think  a  verbal  amendment  is 
necessary  to  limit  it  in  accordance  with  what  appears  to  be 
the  intention  of  the  First  Minister.  The  various  changes 
which  have  been  made  in  this  Indian  clause  have,  so  far  as 
they  have  gone,  met  the  prejudices  or  criticisms  which  have 
been  raised  against  the  measure,  but  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  I  cannot  give  my  assent  to  the  amendment.  What¬ 
ever  may  be  the  opinion  of  hon.  members  as  to 
property  qualification,  or  manhood  suffrage,  I  think 
all  are  agreed  that  it  is  most  desirable  that  voters  should 
possess  some  degree  of  intelligence  and  education,  so  that 
they  may  exercise  the  franchise  wisely ;  and  though  it  may 
be  difficult  to  test  such  a  qualification,  yet  in  this  Bill 
intelligence  or  education  appears  to  have  been  left  out  of 
the  question,  and  now  an  amendment  is  proposed,  contain- 
ing  a  general  proposition  which,  I  think,  in  its  language, 
will  overreach  the  object  of  the  promoter  of  the  Bill.  I 
think  it  is  impossible  to  enfranchise  a  class  in  this  way  and 
do  justice.  There  are  Indians  and  Indians.  There  are 
some  Indians  who  are  capable  of  exercising  the  franchise 
intelligently,  and  others  who  are  not,  but  the  amendment 
provides  no  means  of  discrimination.  I  refer  for  a  moment 
to  some  remarks  which  were  made  last  Session,  and  reported 
in  Hansard,  second  volume,  page  1110.  (The  hon.  gentle- 
quoted  from  the  debates  in  question).  The  hon.  member 
lor  Northumberland,  who  speaks  from  a  long  experience, 
said  he  was  not  aware  of  a  single  Indian  in  the  Province  of 
New  Brunswick  who  was  to  day  able,  intelligently,  to  exer¬ 
cise  the  franchise,  and  it  is  clear  that  the  Indians  of  Nova 
Scotia,  as  a  class,  are  not  entitled  to  enjoy  the  franchise. 
On  the  same  page  of  Hansard  the  Premier  said,  speaking 
of  the  Indians  of  British  Columbia:  (The  hon.  gentleman 
again  quoted  from  Hansard).  The  hon.  gentleman,  then 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  gave  his  opinion  on  the 
Indians  on  the  22nd  of  May,  1883 — I  read  from  Hansard, 
page  1376 — referring  principally  to  the  Indians  of  the 
North-West: 

“  If  you  wish  to  educate  these  children  you  must  separate  them  from 
their  parents  during  the  time  they  are  educated.  If  you  leave  them  in 
the  family  they  may  know  how  to  read  and  write,  but  they  still  remain 
savages.’7 

A  year  ago  he  told  us  that,  and  to-day  he  proposes  to  give 
them  the  franchise.  In  1876  there  was  a  Bill  before  the 
House  to  consolidate  the  Indian  Act ;  and  the  Premier,  then 
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in  Opposition,  used  these  words  in  regard  to  the  Indian 
race.  I  read  from  Hansard,  page  1991,  vol.  2 : 

“  We  have  seen  the  Indian  race  improved  by  education,  bat  you  can 
not  make  the  Indian  a  white  man.” 

The  Minister  of  Public  Works  endorsed  that  statement ;  and 
yet  these  Indians,  who,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
wore  children  in  1876  and  savages  in  1883,  are,  in  1885,  to 
be  put  on  a  par  with  the  white  man.  Now,  I  am  going 
to  read  some  extracts  from  the  Indian  report,  to  show 
the  condition  of  the  Indians  in  British  Columbia  and 
elsewhere.  (The  hon.  gentleman  read  a  number  of  extracts 
from  the  Indian  report  for  1884). 

Sir  RICHARD  CART  WEIGHT.  I  think  it  is  time  to 
adjourn. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Go  on  ;  it  is  early  yet. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  is  a  quarter  past  two.  I 
think  our  constituents  will  feel  that  we  have  done  our  duty 
to-day. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  And  more  than  your  duty. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  move  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Lost;  carried. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  think  the  noes  have  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  think  we 
could  possibly  get  through  to  night.  I  know  there  are 
several  other  gentlemen  who  wish  to  speak  on  this  matter. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  is  the  fifth  week 
we  have  been  discussing  this  measure,  and  the  Indian  ques¬ 
tion  has  been  discussed,  I  think,  three  out  of  the  five  weeks. 
Then,  again,  there  was  a  positive  pledge  made  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  that  this  clause  was 
to  be  voted  on  by  Saturday  night,  and  that  wo  were  to 
have  the  next  clause,  relating  to  revising  barristers,  on 
Tuesday  morning.  That  arrangement  has  been  shamelessly 
broken,  in  order  that  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham 
might  make  his  speech  to  day. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  When  was  that  arrange¬ 
ment  made  ?  Because  I  was  present  on  Friday  night,  and 
I  do  not  recollect  that  any  agreement  was  made  as  to  any¬ 
thing  more  than  that  two  or  three  motions  should  be  made,  if 
the  disqualification  clauses  were  allowed  to  go  on.  Was  this 
pledge  made  on  Saturday  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No;  it  was  made  on  Fri¬ 
day  night. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  But  on  Friday  night  I 
was  present  myself. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  was 
not  present  when  the  arrangement  was  made  between  Mr. 
Mills  and  Sir  Hector  Langevin. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  was  here  until  the 
House  adjourned  at  12  o’clock,  and  I  did  not  understand, 
certainly,  that  any  arrangement  was  made  as  to  taking  the 
vote  on  the  Indian  question  on  Saturday. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  on  Satur¬ 
day,  most  distinctly  repudiated  having  come  to  any  such 
arrangement,  and  he  repudiated  it  in  the  presence  of  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  stated  in  the  presence  of 
the  hon.  member  what  I  state  now,  and  it  was  this:  It  was 
understood  that  wo  would  pass  the  7th  and  8th  clauses,  and 
the  First  Minister  would  move  his  motion  between  the  7th 
and  8th  clauses,  and  then  we  would  take  up  the  9th  clause; 
but,  inasmuch  as  there  were  amendments  to  be  made  to  the 
9th  clause,  we  would  only  pass  the  paragraph  on  the  printed 
Bill,  but  we  would  not  finally  pass  the  9th  clause,  in  order 
that  the  next  day,  Saturday,  the  First  Minister  might  make 
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his  motion,  adding  a  new  paragraph  concerning  the 
Indians,  which  would  be  paragraph  0,  and  that  the  hon. 
member,  on  his  side,  was  to  move  one  or  two  additional 
paragraphs;  one  was  about  the  Civil  Service,  and  the 
other  about  revising  barristers.  He  wanted  to  amend 
paragraph  B,  and  to  add  a  new  paragraph  about  civil 
servants,  and  it  was  well  understood  these  would  be  gone 
through  on  Saturday.  But  when  we  met  here  on  Saturday, 
instead  of  the  hon.  gentleman  allowing  the  First  Minister 
to  go  on  with  his  motion,  he  got  up  and  made  a  speech,  and 
moved  the  revising  barrister  paragraph,  which  was  lost. 
Immediately  afterwards,  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin 
(Mr.  Casey)  made  a  speech,  as  if  he  were  to  make  a  motion 
to  the  paragraph  about  the  Civil  Service ;  but  it  was  only 
to  give  time  to  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  to  prepare 
his  motion,  which  he  was  then  preparing,  and  he  then  got 
up  and  made  his  motion.  The  First  Minister  was,  there¬ 
fore,  prevented  from  making  his  motion,  because  these  gen¬ 
tlemen,  along  with  others,  took  all  the  time,  until  six  o’clock 
on  Saturday.  That  was  the  understanding.  Of  course,  the 
hon.  gentleman  thought  otherwise  on  Saturday,  and  here 
we  are,  at  nearly  half-past  two  o’clock,  about  this  motion, 
and  we  are  now  asked  to  adjourn; 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  understand  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say 
that  this  was  a  private  arrangement  which  took  place 
between  him  and  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell.  There 
was  no  understanding  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  is  not  here  to  speak  for  himself.  But 
he  did  not  understand  it  as  the  Minister  of  Public  Works 
now  understands  it,  when  it  was  mentioned  on  Saturday. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  mentioned  it  twice,  and 
certainly  he  did  not  rise  in  his  place  to  deny  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  He  stated  he  would  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  to  do  so. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  He  did  not  venture  to  do 
it  then. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  was  sitting  alongside  of  him,  and  I 
heard  him  say  that  he  did  not  make  any  such  arrangement 
as  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  now  states.  But  that  arrange¬ 
ment  was  a  private  one,  and  is  a  matter  between  the  Minister 
of  Public  Works  and  the  member  for  Bothwell,  when  he  is 
present;  and  therefore  I  think  that  if  any  misunderstand¬ 
ing  took  place  between  them  the  member  for  Bothwell 
should  be  present  when  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  makes 
his  statement. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MA.CDONALD,  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
it  was  a  private  arrangement.  We  all  know  perfectly  well 
what  it  was. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  say  I  assume  it  was,  because  no  public 
arrangement  was  made. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Arrangements  are  gener¬ 
ally  made  in  that  way.  We  know  perfectly  well  that  the 
nominal  leader  of  the  Opposition  has,  to  a  certain  degree, 
abdicated  his  functions,  and  Mr.  Mills  was  obviously  leading 
on  that  side,  and  I  think  hon.  gentlemen  of  the  Opposition 
were  bound  by  any  arrangement  he  made,  public  or  private. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  There  is  no  doubt  about 
that.  If  Mr.  Mills  so  understood  the  matter,  everybody 
here  would  hold  themselves,  and  rightly  hold  themselves, 
to  be  bound  by  it.  But,  I  must  say  this :  I  was  present 
here  myself  up  to  12  o’clock  on  Friday  night,  up  to  the  time 
the  House  adjourned,  and  I  recollect  very  well  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  coming  to  me  and  telling  me  that 
he  thought  it  would  be  well  to  adjourn,  if  we  got  clause 
7  and  8,  I  think,  passed,  and  the  two  sub-sections  of 
the  other  one,  to  which  there  were  some  amendments  to  be 
made.  He  asked  me  if  I  was  willing  to  agree  to  that,  and 
I  said  yes.  That  is  all  I  recollect  about  the  matter.  I  had 
no  conversation  with  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  though 
Sir  Hector  Lanoeyin. 


I  am  quite  sure  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  would  not 
make  any  statement  he  did  not  believe  to  be  correct,  and  I 
am  certain  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  would  not  have 
made  an  arrangement  of  that  kind  and  then  broken  it.  I 
do  not  understand  the  First  Minister  to  have  been  concerned 
in  it  in  any  way. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No;  but  I  have  given 
my  sense  of  it  from  the  information  I  got  from  my  hon. 
friend.  The  two  gentlemen  met  behind  the  Speaker’s 
Chair  and  made  the  arrangement. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  got  my  information 
from  the  member  for  Bothwell.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  may 
say  to  the  hon.  gencleman  that  1  was,  myself,  responsible 
for  the  conduct  ol  the  Opposition  on  Friday — not  Saturday, 
as  I  was  not  here  then.  But  on  Friday  evening  I  was  here, 
and  I  perfectly  recollect  that  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
came  to  me  and  mentioned  the  matter,  as  I  have  stated.  I 
was  a  good  deal  astonished  to  hear  that  there  had  been  any 
dispute  on  Saturday  about  the  matter.  I  think  it  unfortu¬ 
nate  there  should  be  any  misunderstanding  of  this  kind, 
because,  of  course,  if  there  is,  there  is  an  end  to  any  possi¬ 
bility  of  making  other  arrangements.  At  the  present 
moment,  I  may  say  that  I  do  not  think  that  the  discussion 
is  likely  to  be  protracted  long  to-morrow,  but  I  do  know 
that  two  or  three  hon.  gentleman  desire  to  speak.  The 
hon.  gentleman  must  recollect  that  the  amendment  which 
he  proposed,  and  which  I  have  just  had  an  opportunity  of 
inspecting,  was  one  of  some  serious  importance,  differing 
materially  from  the  proposition  those  gentlemen  had  sup¬ 
posed  was  likely  to  be  made  with  respect  to  the  Indians. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  did  not  understand  from 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works  that  we  were  to  have  a  vote 
on  the  Indian  question  on  Saturday.  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  did  not  say  so.  I  understood  an  opportunity 
would  be  given  to  the  First  Minister  to  propose  his  amend¬ 
ment.  Of  course,  if  he  says  he  had  an  understanding  with 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  that  a  vote  should  be  taken 
on  the  Indian  question  on  Saturday,  that  places  a  different 
question  upon  it. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  That  was  the  understanding. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  That  is  certainly  a  surprise  to  me.  I 
do  not  see  how  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  made  the 
proposition,  knowing  that  a  great  many  members  desired 
to  speak.  He  certainly  says  he  did  not  do  so.  The 
Minister  of  Public  Works  had  not  stated,  until  now,  that 
there  was  to  be  a  vote.  I  know  the  hon.  member  for  Both¬ 
well  wants  to  speak  himself  on  this  question,  as  do  several 
other  members,  and  I  think  it  would  be  unfair  to  him. 
Certainly,  I  do  not  want  to  be  a  party,  nor  does  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell,  to  anything  like  a  violation  of  good 
faith.  That  should  not  be  charged,  especially  when  the 
hon.  member  is  not  present. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONA.LD.  As  I  understand,  the  hon. 
gentleman  opposite  has  taken  the  responsibility,  across  the 
floor,  of  stating  that  to-morrow  this  will  be  disposed  of 
within  reasonable  time--- — 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Yes  ;  within  reason¬ 
able  time.  This  particular  Indian  question. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes;  I  shall  move  the 
committee  rise. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Is  it  understood  that  no  amendments 
are  to  be  permitted. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  I  understand  is, 
that  the  Indian  question  is  to  be  closed  to-morrow — this 
debate  you  have  introduced  on  your  proposition. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  whole  question,  so 
that  we  may  get  upon  the  next  clause.  It  will  not  shut  out 
amendments. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  that  is  reason¬ 
able. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will  allow 
me  to  repeat  what  I  said  before  he  came  in.  I  desire  to 
know  whether  by  this  amendment  it  is  intended  to  require 
each  Indian  to  have  improvements  to  the  value  of  $150  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes.  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  matter  ;  and  now  that  we  have  got  into 
good  humor  again,  I  should  like  to  amend  it  by  wording  it 
in  the  singular  instead  of  the  plural. 

Committee  rose  and  reported. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  2:30  a.m., 
Wednesday. 
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Wednesday,  27th  May,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  received  to-day,  from  General  Middleton, 
a  telegram,  dated  Battleford,  which  I  think  will  possess 
interest  to  the  House.  It  is  as  follows : 

“  I  have  made  prisoners  of  Poundmaker,  Lame  Man,  Yellow  Mud, 
Blanket,  Breaking-through-tbe-ice — about  the  most  influential  and 
dangerous  men  about  him.  I  also  have  two  men  who  killed  Payne, 
Indian  instructor,  and  Treemont,  the  rancher — White  Bear,  who  ki'led 
Payne,  and  Wahwanite,  who  killed  Treemont.  My  next  task  will  be 
Big  Bear.  Poundmaker  brought  iu  two  teams  and  gave  up  210  arms 
and  five  revolvers.  I  ordered  them  to  give  up  flour,  horses  and  cattle, 
and  am  sending  part  of  the  police  to  see  that  they  are  all  given  up.  The 
90thjust  arrived  in  camp  by  steamer ;  rest  coming  by  land  If  obliged,  pro¬ 
pose  to  organise  force  of  mounted  infantry  from  police,  Boulton’s  mounted 
scouts  and  some  mounted  artillery— in  all  about  300  men — with  light 
carts  and  as  little  baggage  and  supplies  as  possible,  so  as  to  scour  the 
whole  country  and  strike  rapidly.  I  expect  Big  Bear  will  soon  give  up. 
If  he  does,  I  shall  treat  him  as  I  have  done  Poundmaker ;  if  he  does  not, 
I  shall  attack  him.” 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Probably  it  would  have  been  better  if  the 
Minister  of  Militia  had  read  this  dispatch  in  support  of  the 
First  Minister’s  admendment  now  under  the  consideration 
of  the  committee. 

Sir  JOHiN  A.  MACDONALD.  A  suggestion  was  made 
by  the  hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock),  as  to 
the  wording  of  my  amendment,  and  I  quite  agree  with  him 
in  regard  to  it.  I  therefore  propose  that  the  latter  part  of 
the  clause  should  be  put  in  the  singular  instead  of  the 
plural.  At  the  same  time,  I  desire  to  provide  for  a  case 
which  certainly  did  not  occur  to  me.  It  might  happen  that 
an  Indian  living  on  a  reserve  might  not  have  a  vote  there, 
but  he  might  have  property  elesewhere.  I  would  propose, 
with  the  consent  of  the  committee,  that  after  the  word 
“  Territories,”  the  following  words  be  inserted  : 


And  any  Indian  on  any  reserve  elsewhere  in  Canada,  who  is  not 
in  possession  and  occupation  of  a  separate  and  distinct  tract  of  land  in 
such  reserve,  and  whose  improvements  on  such  separate  tract  are  not 
of  the  value  at  least  of  $150,  and  is  not  otherwise  possessed  of  the 
qualifications  entitling  him  to  be  registered  on  the  list  of  voters  under 
this  Act. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Would  it  not  be  better  to  divide  it  into 
two  paragraphs,  paragraph  “C”  to  be  “Indians  in  Mani¬ 
toba,  Keewatin  and  the  North-West  Territories,”  and  the 
remainder  of  the  paragraph  to  be  sub-section  “  B.” 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Before  I  address  myself  to  the  subject 
of  the  amendment  and  the  clause  of  the  Bill  before  the 
committee,  I  wish  to  make  an  observation  or  two  with 
reference  to  the  statement  made  by  the  First  Minister  last 
evening  during  my  absence.  The  First  Minister  informed 
the  committee  that  an  arrangement  had  been  made  between 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works  and  myself,  and  that  that 
arrangement  had  been  departed  from — in  fact,  that  we  had 
broken  through  the  arrangement,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
said  we  had  shamefully  disregarded  the  arrangement  which 
had  been  had  between  us.  Now,  I  beg  leave  to  give  to  that 
statement  a  most  explicit  denial.  The  hon.  gentleman  and 
myself  had  a  discussion  with  regard  to  the  point  at  which 
the  committee  should  stop  on  Friday  evening.  I  suggested 
to  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  that  we  should  stop  when 
we  reached  the  end  of  section  8.  The  hon.  gentleman 
expressed  his  desire  that  we  should  go  through  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  clause  9.  I  mentioned  to  him  that  we  had 
amendments  to  move,  and  three  of  those  amendments, 
of  which  I  had  a  knowledge,  I  mentioned  to  him. 
He  also  stated  that  the  First  Minister  intended — 
as  we  knew,  from  his  announcement,  if  he  adhered 
to  his  intention — to  move  an  amendment  to  this 
section,  and  I  agreed  on  behalf  of  our  friends  here — for  my 
bon.  friend  from  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
was  leading  the  Opposition  that  evening — that  we  should 
consider  the  provisions  of  section  9,  with  the 
understanding  that  the  section  was  not  carried,  and  that  it 
should  be  open  to  us  next  day  to  move  the  amendments  we 
desired,  Now,  the  understanding  between  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  and  myself  had  reference  solely  to  tho  point  we  should 
reach,  and  the  condition  in  which  clause  9  should  stand  when 
we  closed  our  proceedings  in  the  committee  on  Friday 
evening.  We  had  no  discussion  as  to  the  length  of  time 
which  should  be  taken  up  with  the  consideration  of  section 
9,  or  any  amendment  to  it,  on  the  following  day.  Sir,  I 
had  no  authority  to  agree  to  any  such  understanding,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  propose  it.  There  was  no  inti¬ 
mation  that  there  would  be  any  such  agreement  between 
us  ;  the  sole  subject  of  discussion  between  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works  and  myself  was  the  condition  in  which  we 
should  leave  section  9  when  the  debate  closed ;  and  when 
the  hon.  the  First  Minister  proposed  an  amendment  I  sup¬ 
posed  he  was  proposing  to  carry  the  clause,  and  I  objected. 
The  committee  remember  that  very  well.  Now,  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  this  clause,  and  of  the  arrangement  between  the  hon, 
gentleman  and  myself,  was  referred  to  by  the  First  Minister 
in  the  discussion  on  Saturday.  The  First  Minister  said : 

“As  this  resolution  has  been  disposed  of  ” - 

This  was  a  resolution  proposing  to  exclude  the  Civil 
Service  from  the  list  of  voters — 

“and  as  there  is  another  resolution  on  this  head  which  I  intend  to 
present,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  worth  while  to  go  into  it  now-  Still, 

I  do  not  think  that  hon.  gentlemen  have  carried  out  the  arrangement, 
which  was  that  I  was  to  have  the  opportunity  of  moving  that  to-day.” 

Now,  that  was  what  the  hon.  gentleman  stated  the  arrange¬ 
ment  to  be.  He  did  not  for  one  moment,  on  Saturday,  hint 
that  we  were  to  take  up  the  subject  of  the  Indian,  and  that 
we  were  to  close  the  discussion  on  that  day.  He  nevor 
intimated  such  a  thing  on  that  day.  He  added : 
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“  That  was  frustrated  by  the  debate  which  arose,  and  iD  which  the 
hon.  members  have  been  repeating  the  same  thing  over  and  over.  I  do 
not  think  the  arrangement  has  been  carried  out  in  a  good  spirit.” 

I  took  exception  to  that  statement.  I  said  : 

“  I  do  not  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman.  He  said  he  wished  to  carry 
the  two  sub-sections  of  the  9th  section,  without  carrying  the  section 
and  I  toldhim  that  there  were  three  amendments  which  we 
desired  to  make,  one  relating  to  the  revising  officer,  the 
one  just  voted  down,  and  the  one  relating  to  the  Indians. 

I  thought  that,  as  the  discussion  on  the  Indian  question  was 
likely  to  be  longer  than  that  on  the  other  two,  it  would  be  more  con¬ 
venient  to  take  the  other  two  first,  and  I  intimated  that  when  I  rose.  I 
would  have  taken  my  seat  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had  intimated  that  it 
was  his  df  sire  to  begin  with  the  Indians  ;  but  knowing  what  the  nature 
of  the  amendment  was  and  what  sort  of  discussion  was  likely  to  take 
place  on  this  particularly  short  day,  I  thought  it  was  more  desirable  to 
get  the  others  disposed  of  than  to  bring  up  a  discussion  which  we  cer¬ 
tainly  could  not  have  got  through  to-day.” 

Now,  Sir,  there  was  an  expressed  declaration  of  the  reasons 
I  proposed  to  move  those  two  amendments  first,  and  I  waited 
for  a  moment,  in  order  that  the  First.  Minister  might  object, 
if  he  saw  proper.  I  did  so  because  I  believed  the  discussion 
on  them  would  be  comparatively  short,  and  we  would  be 
able  to  get  through  with  them,  and  I  stated  I  thought  it  was 
more  desirable  to  do  that  than  to  take  up  the  discussion  of 
the  Indian  question,  which  we  certainly  could  not  have  got 
through  with  on  Saturday.  Now,  if  there  was  any  such 
understanding,  why  did  not  the  hon.  gentleman  take  excep¬ 
tion  to  my  observations  then  ?  But  he  did  not  do  it,  and 
the  conclusive  answer  to  his  statement  now  is,  that  he  did 
not  do  it  because  there  was  no  such  understanding.  Why, 
Sir.  the  hon.  gentleman  never  intimated  to  me  that  he 
desired  any  such  understanding,  and  he  knew  we  came  to 
no  such  understanding.  All  the  hon.  gentleman  proposed 
to  discuss  was :  Shall  we  stop  at  the  end  of  section  8  or  go 
on  to  section  9  as  it  stands?  I  wished  to  stop  at  section  8, 
because  we  had  these  amendments  to  move,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  said  we  will  go  through  section  9  as  it  is  here, 
but  not  carry  it,  and  leave  it  open  till  next  day.  But  as  to 
what  we  might  do  on  that  section,  there  was  no  understand¬ 
ing  whatever.  I  reported  the  matter  precisely  as  it  was  to 
the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright), 
because  he  was  in  charge  of  the  Opposition  on  that  day.  I 
do  not  propose  to  make  any  further  observations  on  this 
matter,  but  I  must  express  my  astonishment  that  any  state¬ 
ment  like  that  should  have  been  made  to  the  committee. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  I  was  not  a  party 
to  that  arrangement  at  all.  I  can  only  speak,  from  the 
statement  made  to  me  by  my  hon.  friend  the  Minister  of 
Public  Works,  as  to  what  that  arrangement  was.  As  I 
understood  itfrom  him,  it  was  this — that  all  the  amendments 
that  might  be  moved  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
would  be  moved  the  next  day,  that  I  should  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  moviDg  my  resolution  respecting  the  Indians  on 
the  same  day,  that  that  clause  should  be  got  rid  of  on  that 
day,  and  that  on  Tuesday  morning  we  should  commence  the 
discussion  on  the  revising  barrister ;  and  my  hon.  friend 
reiterated  that  statement  last  night.  I  was  going  on  with 
my  amendment,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  rose  and  moved 
his  amendment  respecting  revising  barristers,  I  think  it  was. 
I  could  have  no  objection  to  that,  as  I  really  understood  from 
my  hon.  friend  that  the  whole  thing  was  to  be  finished. 
Then  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  rose  and 
commenced  speaking,  and  did  not  sit  down  until  the  hon. 
member  for  Both  well  had  prepared  hurriedly  the  second  reso 
lution,  and  then  the  one  sat  down  and  the  other  got  up  and 
proposed  the  second  amendment.  That  was  about  the  Civil 
Service.  That  was  rather  remarkable,  but  still  believing 
that  the  arrangement  would  be  carried  out,  I  thought  there 
would  be  plenty  of  time  to  dispose  of  it;  but  when  we 
approached  six  o’clock,  I  found  that  the  whole  time  had 
been  taken  up  in  discussing  these  two  amendments.  There¬ 
fore,  I  gave  up  the  matter,  and  I  said  I  really  did  not  think 
the  arrangement  had  been  carried  out  in  the  correct  spirit. 
Mr.  Mills. 
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My  hon.  friend,  l  think,  will  reiterate  the  statement  that  it 
was  a  decided  bargain  that  that  whole  clauso  relating  to  the 
Indians  should  be  disposed  of  on  Saturday,  so  that  on  Tues¬ 
day  we  might  commence  the  discussion  of  the  registration 
clause,  and  the  appointment  of  the  revising  barristers. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  am  sorry  that  there 
should  be  any  misunderstanding;  but  when  the  matter  was 
fresher  in  our  memories  than  it  is  to-day,  that  is  to  say,  on 
Saturday,  I  stated  the  case  as  I  understood  it,  and  I 
repeated  it  yesterday.  I  find  in  the  Hansard  that  I  stated 
this : 

“  There  may  be  a  misunderstanding,  but  I  stated  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  the  FirBt  Minister  would  make  hi3  motion  about  the  Indians 
to-day  as  section  C,  and  that  the  hon.  gentleman  would  then  make  his 
motion  about  the  civil  servants  and  that  about  the  other  matter.  I 
thought  the  hon.  gentleman  understood  fully  that  the  First  Minister  was 
to  move  first,  because  I  told  him  it  would  be  section  0,  coming  immedi¬ 
ately  after  sections  A  and  B.” 

What  confirms  me  in  my  recollection  of  that  statement  is 
that,  when  the  House  went  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
this  matter  on  Saturday,  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
said  : 

“  Perhaps  before  the  right  hon.-  gentleman  moves  his  motion  with 
regard  to  the  Indian  clause,  we  might,  on  this  side,  propose  our  amend¬ 
ment  with  regard  to  revising  barristers.” 

Showing  that  the  hon.  gentleman  expected  that  the  First 
Minister  would  make  his  motion  about  the  Indians  as  sub¬ 
section  C,  which  was  to  come  after  sections  A  and  B  sections, 
which  had  been  accepted  on  Friday  night;  so  I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  the  statement  I  made  was 
perfectly  in  accord  with  the  understanding  between  us.  Of 
course,  I  do  not  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  had  any  inten¬ 
tion  of  deceiving  us;  I  would  never  say  that  of  any  hon. 
member  of  this  House.  It  is  an  unfortunate  thing  that 
there  should  be  a  misunderstanding ;  but  I  inferred  from 
these  statements  that  the  intention  was  that  the  hon.  First 
Minister  should  make  his  motion  first,  and  that  after  that 
was  disposed  of,  the  hon.  gentleman  should  move  about  the 
Civil  Service  and  the  revising  officers. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  are  two  entirely  distinct  questions. 
One  is  the  question  which  was  discussed  the  other  day ;  the 
other  is  the  question  now  raised,  and  which,  I  believe,  was 
raised  last  night.  The  question  as  to  whether  the  Indian 
amendment  should  be  moved  first,  is  one  thing ;  the  other 
as  to  whether  the  debate  should  terminate  on  this  clause  on 
Saturday  is  quite  another  thing.  The  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  stated  in  my  hearing  on  Saturday,  upon  the  sug¬ 
gestion  of  the  hon.  First  Minister,  that  the  arrangement 
had  not  been  carried  out  in  a  good  spirit,  that  he  himself  at 
the  opening  of  the  discussion  had  suggested  to  the  First 
Minister  that  probably  it  would  be  more  convenient  to  take 
the  two  amendments  of  the  Opposition  before  he  moved  his 
amendment.  I  heard  him  say  that,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
appeared  to  assent  to  it ;  he  acknowledges  having  assented 
to  it.  The  hon.  First  Minister  did  not  object,  and  permitted 
those  two  amendments  to  be  moved.  I  therefore  do  not 
see  that  there  was  anything  improper  in  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  making  that  suggestion,  and  leaving  it  to  him 
to  decide  whether  he  should  make  his  proposition  with 
reference  to  the  Indians  first,  or  whether  these  two  amend¬ 
ments  should  be  taken  first ;  but  upon  that  day  there  was 
no  statement  made  to  this  House  that  there  was  an  agree¬ 
ment  that  the  debate  on  this  particular  clause  should  close 
on  Saturday  and  that  the  debate  on  the  revising  barristers 
should  commence  on  Tuesday.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Minister 
of  Public  Works  not  only  in  form  but  in  spirit ;  and  iyhat  I 
regretted  was  to  hear  that  the  hon.  First  Minister  had  used  a 
phrase,  which  I  hope  on  reflection  he  will  recall,  that  there 
had  been  a  shameless  disregard  of  an  arrangement.  Of  course, 
if  there  is  a  misunderstanding  it  is  to  be  regretted,  because 
arrangements  privately  made  across  the  floor  are  for  the 
convenience  of  public  business,  and  unless  they  are  clearly 
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understood,  and  fairly  and  honorably  observed  on  both  sides, 
it  will  be  much  to  be  regretted.  Bat  it  would  be  infinitely 
more  lamentable  if  there  should  be  a  suspicion  on  one  side 
or  the  other  that  there  had  been  a  wilful  violation  of  good 
faith.  In  what  spirit  did  the  hon.  First  Minister  and  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  meet  this  House  on  Satur¬ 
day  ?  The  First  Minister  stated  that  the  arrangement  had 
not  been  carried  out  in  good  spirit.  He  moved  the  adjourn¬ 
ment  of  the  House  at  six  o’clock,  having  got  rid  of  the  two 
amendments ;  and  he  did  not  then  say  that  it  had  been 
agreed  that  the  debate  should  close  on  his  amendment  that 
night;  he  said  he  was  to  have  the  opportunity  of  moving 
first.  Then  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works,  in  the  fair 
way  in  which  he  conducts  business,  began  his  observations 
by  saying  that  there  must  have  been  a  misunderstanding, 
and  then  he  said  that  he  had  stated  to  my  hon.  friend  from 
Bothwell  that  the  First  Minister  would  make  his  motion 
first.  My  hon .  friend  has  acknowledged  that,  and  said  he 
offered  that  suggestion  to  the  First  Minister  for  the 
convenience  of  business,  which  the  First  Minister 
adopted,  and  which  occasioned  that  departure  from  the 
arrangement  which  my  hon.  friend  would  have  made. 
But  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  did  not  upon  Saturday 
say  that  it  was  agreed  between  him  and  my  hon.  friend 
from  Bothwell  that  the  discussion  should  close  upon  that 
clause.  He  made  no  statement  then,  nor  has  he  said  to-day 
that  that  was  part  of  the  arrangement.  That  is  the  charge 
which  the  First  Minister  made,  I  understand,  during  the 
absence  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  last  night.  My 
hon.  friend  had  therefore  nothing  to  answer  upon  that 
Saturday  upon  the  subject.  The  First  Minister  moved  the 
adjournment  at  six,  because  it  was  impossible  to  get  through 
the  discussion  in  time,  and  be  in  a  position  to  move  his 
Indian  clause  upon  the  resumption  of  the  House.  He  did  not 
then  declare,  nor  has  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  declared, 
that  there  had  been  anything  said  as  to  the  discussion  being 
closed  on  that  day.  It  was  not  until  yesterday  that  state¬ 
ment  was  made.  Then  the  First  Minister  closed  the  whole 
matter  by  saying  ,  it  is  a  misunderstanding,  and  I  shall 
say  no  more  about  it.  Then,  upon  the  Tuesday, 
he  resumed  not  merely  the  discussion  of  the  original 
alleged  misunderstanding  as  to  the  order  of  the 
motion,  but  he  makes  a  fresh  statement,  and  says  upon 
further  consideration  it  has  been  recollected  there  was 
another  term  in  the  agreement  which  was  not  merely  what 
should  be  done,  but  also  the  course  the  discussion  should 
take  in  the  way  of  its  being  concluded.  I  do  not  know 
what  the  First  Minister  said,  but  he  has  repeated  his  state¬ 
ment  just  now,  and  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  has  said 
to-day,  that  was  part  of  the  arrangement  as  he  understood 
it.  If  he  did  so  understand  it,  of  course  I  will  accept  his 
statement,  but  it  was  unfortunate  it  was  not  stated  on  the 
occasion  when  the  nature  of  the  understanding  camo  under 
discussion,  namely,  on  the  Saturday  itself ;  and  it  makes  it 
plain  that  my  hon.  friend,  from  his  point  of  view,  is  equally 
warranted  in  stating  very  positively  that  it  was  not  his 
understanding.  I  have  heard  nothing  but  what  was  said  in 
the  committee  on  Saturday,  and  there  was  not  the  slightest 
pretence  on  Saturday,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  was  making 
his  explanation,  with  his  colleague  beside  him,  that  there 
was  an  arrangement  that  the  discussion  should  be  closed  on 
Saturday.  He  said  it  was  a  misunderstanding,  and  that  he 
would  say  no  more  about  it.  It  is  a  pity  he  did  not  adhere 
to  that  statement. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  reason  why  I  acce¬ 
ded  to  the  hon.  gentleman  going  on  with  hie  two  motions  on 
Friday  was  very  obvious.  It  was  in  my  mind  that  all  the 
amendments  were  to  be  concluded  on  that  day.  It  was  a 
matter  of  little  consequence  in  what  manner  these  different 
amendments  should  be  moved,  but  it  was  more  proper  that 
this  amendment  quo  ad  the  revising  barrister  should  be 


moved  before  the  Indian  new  clause,  because  the  clause  read 
before  it  referred  to  the  revising  barristers  and  others  who 
woro  to  be  disqualified.  I  saw,  when  the  proposition  was 
made,  that  it  was  a  very  reasonable  one,  and  I  acceded  to 
it ;  it  was  in  my  mind  that  the  whole  thing  would  be  closed 
on  that  day.  True,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  there  was 
no  express  mention  made  of  the  understanding  that  we 
should  go  on  to  the  next  clause  relating  to  the  revising  bar¬ 
risters  the  next  day,  and  that  was  rather  an  omission.  But 
having  said  it  was  a  misunderstanding,  there  was  no  more 
to  be  said  about  it.  I  would  certainly  not  have  said  more 
about  it,  if  it  had  not  been  that  yesterday  the  debate  on  the 
Indian  clause  was  pressed,  as  I  and  every  hon.  gentleman 
felt,  and  argued  for  the  purpose  of  throwing  over  the 
division  yesterday ;  and  I  considered,  when  it  was  really 
understood  by  my  hon.  friend,  and  conveyed  to  me  as  the 
understanding,  that  the  whole  thing  was  to  be  closed  on 
Saturday  night,  and  when  it  was  debated  with  the  obvious 
object  of  preventing  division  boing  taken  last  night,  that 
certainly  the  agreement  was  broken,  both  in  spirit  and  in 
letter. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  When  I  had  that  under¬ 
standing  with  the  member  for  Bothwell,  I  stated  to  him 
exactly  what  I  have  stated  here,  and  I  will  show  why  the 
inference  I  drew  was  the  proper  one.  I  stated  that  the 
First  Minister  would  make  his  motion  about  Indians  Satur¬ 
day,  as  section  C,  and  that  the  bon.  gentleman  would 
then  make  his  motion  about  the  Civil  Service,  and  also 
about  the  other  matter.  I  knew  perfectly  well,  that  of  the 
three  motions,  the  one  about  the  Indians  would  be  debated 
more  than  the  other ;  and  when  I  stated  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  that  on  the  following  day,  Saturday,  the  First  Minis¬ 
ter  would  make  his  motion  as  Section  C,  and  then  would 
take  the  other,  the  inference  was,  that  the  motion  of  the 
First  Minister  would  go  through  that  day.  It  is  only  a 
recollection  that  came  to  my  mind  whilst  the  discussion 
was  going  on,  that  when  I  had  an  understanding  with  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell  about  the  work  to  bo  completed 
on  Friday,  he  suggested  to  take  sections  7  and  8  only,  and  I 
said :  That  is  not  work  enough,  the  First  Minister  has  a 
motion  to  make  that  will  come  between  7  and  8,  and  then 
we  shall  take  section  9  down  to  tho  revising  barrister,  so  as 
to  finish  that  work.  Then  he  said:  We  cannot  finish 
section  9,  because  I  will  have  a  motion  or  two 
to  make  in  addition.  I  answered  the  First  Minister 
has  his  motion  about  the  Indians  and  will  make  that  as 
clause  C.  He  said,  we  had  better  take  section  9,  so  that  we 
can  consider  it,  without  finally  passing  it.  I  stated  then,  my 
hon.  friend,  the  First  Minister,  would  make  his  motion  section 
C  on  Saturday.  It  stands  to  reason,  coming  after  A  and  B, 
that  it  should  be  the  first  motion  ;  and  I  am  very  sorry  there 
should  be  any  misunderstanding  about  it.  Of  course,  the 
work  being  completed  about  section  9  on  Saturday,  the 
revising  barrister  clause  was  the  next  one  to  come  up  on 
Tuesday,  and  it  was  perfectly  well  understood  it  would  be 
so.  The  discussion  was  quite  different  on  Saturday.  Instead 
of  the  First  Minister  moving  his  motion  about  the  Indians, 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwoll  made  his  motion,  with  the 
prefix  that  I  read  just  now,  about  the  revising  barrister,  and 
then  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  got  up 
and  began  to  make  a  speech  on  the  Civil  Service,  immedi¬ 
ately  after  which  tho  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  made  a 
second  motion,  so  that  my  hon.  friend  on  my  right  had  no 
chance  whatever  to  make  his  motion  about  the  Indians 
with  advantage,  the  discussion  continuing  until  six  o’clock. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  must  differ  once  again  from  the  Minister 
of  Public  Works.  I  heard  my  hon.  friend  make  a  sugges¬ 
tion  to  the  First  Minister,  as  to  the  comparative  conven¬ 
ience  of  the  order  of  motions,  and  the  First  Minister 
assented  to  his  views.  It  was  in  that  way  alone  they  came 
to  be  taken  in  that  way ;  but,  with  reference  to  the  state- 
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taent  of  the  First  Minister  as  to  the  other  part,  I  am  very 
glad  he  made  it,  and  it  was  worthy  of  himself  to  have  made 
it.  It  appears  to  be  perfectly  plain,  it  was  an  inference  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works  drew ;  and  he  drew  the  inference 
because  the  First  Minister  was  going  to  move  the  other 
clause  first,  and  the  other  amendments  following,  all  would 
be  completed  Saturday.  The  Minister  of  Public  Works  has 
not  stated  it  was  argued  between  himself  and  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Bolhwell,  these  three  amendments  would  bo  com¬ 
pleted  Saturday. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGE  VEST.  I  stated  to  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  that  the  First  Minister  would  make  his  motion 
about  the  Indians  on  Saturday,  as  section  C,  and  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  then  make  his  motions  about  the 
Civil  Service  and  the  other  matter.  That  was  Saturday. 
Of  course  we  cannot  tie  hon.  members  on  both  sides  aod 
prevent  them  speaking  ;  but,  so  far  as  we  were  concerned,  I 
thought  this  motion  would  go  through,  and  the  three 
amendments  with  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Wo  know  all  the  views  of  the  arrange¬ 
ment.  What  my  hon.  friend  says  is  that  his  inference 
was  the  order  would  be,  first  the  motion  about  the  Indians, 
and  then  the  two  motions  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Bothwell.  There  was  not  a  distinct  statement  that  the 
two  motions  would  bo  read  that  day,  still  less  concluded 
And  so  the  whole  tissue  of  statement  upon  which  the  First 
Minister  declared  that  there  had  been  a  shameless  disregard 
of  an  arrangement  comes  to  this,  that  an  inference  was 
drawn  by  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  from  his  own  state¬ 
ment  as  to  the  order  in  which  the  motions  would  be  taken 
up,  that  the  debate  would  then  be  concluied.  I  do  not  say 
he  drew  an  unwarrantable  inference,  though  I  think  he 
drew  a  strong  one,  but,  if  there  was  an  arrangement  that 
the  debate  should  be  closed  that  day,  it  would  have  been 
more  convenient  that  it  should  have  been  stated  here.  It 
does  not  appear  to  have  been  so  stated,  and  it  is  very  easy 
to  understand,  from  the  very  fair  statement  of  the  Minister 
of  Public  Works,  that  there  was  a  misunderstanding,  and 
that  my  hon.  friend  from  Boihwell  did  not  mean  to  agree  to 
anything  except  as  to  the  order  in  which  the  discussion 
should  take  place. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVTN.  The  inference  I  drew,  and 
the  understanding  I  suggested  in  regard  to  the  section  was 
so  clear  to  me  that,  when  I  related  to  my  hon.  friend  on 
my  right  that  the  understanding  was  such,  he  stated  that 
his  motion  would  come  first,  and  the  hon.  gentleman’s  two 
motions  would  come  afterwards,  and  that  therefore  we 
should  be  free  for  the  revising  barristers  on  the  Tuesday. 
That  is  what  I  thought  was  understood  between  ihe  hon. 
gentleman  and  myself,  and  I  can  only  repeat  that  it  is  a 
pity  that  there  should  be  any  misunderstanding. 

Mr.  MILLS.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  came  to  section 
9,  when  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  were  in  the  Chair,  1  got  up  and 
repeated  what  I  understood  to  be  the  understanding,  in 
order  that  the  whole  committee  might  be  informed  as  to 
the  terms  upon  which  the  adjournment  was  to  take  place. 
I  have  looked  at  Hansard ,  and  I  find  there  is  no  report  of 
that,  but  I  daresay  it  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  that  took  place.  There  were  two  matters  about 
which  we  were  anxious  to  come  to  an  understanding.  One 
was  where  we  should  stop,  whether  at  section  8  or  section 
9;  the  second  was  in  what  state  section  9  was  to  be  left 
when  we  did  stop.  The  reason  for  leaving  it  in  that  way 
was  that  the  hon.  gentleman  said  the  First  Minister  wished 
to  move  an  amendment.  I  said  I  wished  to  move  certain 
amendments.  I  did  not  understand  that  there  was  any 
agreement  as  to  the  order  in  which  those  amendments  were 
to  be  moved,  and,  when  I  asked  the  consent  of  the  First 
Minister  to  move  my  amendments  first,  it  was  because,  as 
the  leader  of  the  House,  as  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the 
Mr.  Blake. 


Bill,  as  the  member  who  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
Houso,  I  supposed  it  was  his  right  to  move  his  amendment 
first;  not  because  I  thought  there  was  any  arrangement  on 
that  subject  between  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  and 
myself.  Our  discussion  with  regard  to  the  motions  that 
were  to  be  made  was  merely  for  the  purpose  of  giving  him 
our  reasons  for  keeping  section  9  open,  and  he  stated  the 
First  Mini-ter’s  intention  to  make  the  amendment  in  order 
to  assure  me  that  there  was  no  intention  to  prevent  us 
from  amending  section  9.  That  is  precisely  how  the 
matter  stood 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  suppose  that  is  the 
end  of  it.  As  to  the  motion  now  before  you  there  is  a 
suggestion  by  my  hon.  friend  from  North  York  (Mr. 
Mulock),  that  the  amendment  had  better  be  divided  into 
two.  I  have  no  objection  to  that,  but,  for  Heaven’s  sake 
do  not  let  us  have  a  separate  discussion  on  the  two  motions. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  course  not. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Before  I  enter  into  the  general  discussion 
of  this  question,  I  would  say  with  regard  to  the  amendment 
that,  whether  the  First  Minister  intends  it  or  not,  the  result 
will  be  that,  if  an  Indian,  who  is  part  holder  or  a  holder 
along  with  his  tribe  of  an  Indian  reservation,  chooses  to  live 
off  the  reservation,  even  though  he  may  have  made  no 
improvements,  he  will  be  still  entitled  to  a  vote  under  this 
amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Yes,  that  is  clear.  The  hon.  gentleman 
disqualifies  certain  Indians  from  voting,  he  states  what 
Indians  are  to  be  disqualified.  An  Indian  who  is  a  resident 
upon  a  reservation,  if  the  reservation  is  sufficient,  when 
divided  amongst  the  band,  apart  from  this  amendment, 
would  bo  entitled  to  his  vote  as  a  part  holder  in  the  reserva¬ 
tion.  If  ho  does  not  reside  on  the  reservation,  he  is  not  dis¬ 
qualified  ;  this  amendment  does  not  reach  him.  If  a  whole 
band  of  Indians  were  to  live  off  the  reservation,  although 
they  had  no  improvements  upon  it,  if  the  reservation 
was  sufficient  in  value  to  give  all  the  Indians  over  21 
years  of  age  a  vote,  such  Indians  would  be  entitled  to  vote. 
They  are  not  excluded  by  this  amendment.  I  think  this  is 
a  very  important  departure  from  anything  that  we  have 
had  in  the  electoral  law  of  Canada  before,  and  I  think  it  is 
entitled  to  more  careful  consideration  than  it  has  hitherto 
received.  I  am  surprised  that  hon.  gentlemen  from 
Ontario  who  know  the  character  of  the  Indians  residing 
within  their  electoral  districts  can  have  so  long  remained 
silent  and  allowed  the  Bill  to  reach  this  stage  without 
making  an  earnest  protest.  It  is  necessary  to  look  at  the 
history  of  the  Indian  population  and  to  see  what  the  policy 
of  the  Imperial  Government  has  been  in  regard  to  them. 
Hon.  gentleman  sometimes  forget  that  some  of  these  Indian 
bands  have  been  under  the  influence  and  jurisdiction  of  the 
Crown  for  more  than  two  centuries.  We  know,  in  looking 
at  the  history  of  the  discovery  of  this  continent,  that  the 
Indian  population  was  held  to  be  in  such  a  condition  that 
they  had  no  rights  of  property  in  the  soil.  The  Crown 
took  possession  of  the  country,  and  it  was  recognised  as  the 
property  of  the  Crown,  notwithstanding  that  the  Indians 
occupied  it  for  the  purpose  of  hunting.  As  early  as  the 
time  of  James  I,  wo  find  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown 
declaring  that  the  recognition  of  any  right  of  the  Indians 
in  the  soil  was  based  on  public  policy  and  on  a  desire  to 
secure  peace  in  the  settlement  of  the  country,  and  not 
because  the  Indians  had  any  property  in  the  soil.  In  fact, 
you  find  grants  made  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  to  Sir 
Eernando  Gorges,  to  the  Plymouth  Company,  to  Attorney- 
General  Heath,  to  Ogilvie  and  a  number  of  others,  to  Wil¬ 
liam  Penn  and  the  Duke  of  York,  in  fee  simple, 
of  large  extents  of  territory,  without  any  attempt 
being  made  to  deal  with  the  Indian  population.  In 
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fact,  the  Indians  were  held  to  be  in  so  low  a  state  of  civili¬ 
sation  that  they  had  no  rights  of  property  in  the  soil.  This 
same  rule  we  find  recognised  in  nearly  all  the  colonies,  and 
the  policy  of  the  Crown  was,  when  grants  were  made,  not  to 
deal  with  the  Indians  at  all  with  reference  to  the  possession 
of  the  country,  but  to  leave  those  to  whom  a  proprietary 
right  had  been  conceded,  to  make  such  terms  as  they  might 
think  proper  with  the  Indian  population.  This  was  the  case 
in  the  State  of  New  York  when  that  colony  was  granted  to 
the  Duke  of  York,  and  when  certain  parties  undertook  to 
deal  with  the  Indians,  and  to  obtain  from  them  a  title  to 
the  soil  and  to  hold  lands  in  opposition  to  the  grantees  of 
the  Duke  of  York.  Chief  Justices  Holt  and  Polloxfen  were 
consulted  by  the  Lords  of  Trade  and  Plantation  who  wore 
advised  that  the  Indians  had  no  property  whatever  in  the 
soil,  and  that  the  Crown  might  deal  with  them  as  a  matter 
of  public  policy  or  convenience  for  the  purpose  of  protect¬ 
ing  their  interest  and  securing  peace  to  the  settlers  ;  but 
that  when  the  Crown  made  a  grant  of  a  large  extent  of 
territory  to  any  of  its  subjects,  it  was  the  business  of  those 
subjects  to  deal  with  the  Indian  population.  So  you  will 
find  that  in  theearly  history  of  the  English  colonies  ofNorth 
America,  the  Government  established  no  Indian  Department 
and  made  no  arrangement  with  the  Indian  population,  bat 
they  left  the  lord  proprietors,  to  whom  this  vast  extent  of 
territory  had  been  granted  by  the  Crown,  to 
deal  with  the  Indians  in  their  own  particular  districts. 
Thus,  on  the  grant  made  to  the  Duke  of  York,  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  New  York,  the  Duke,  or  his  governors,  dealt  with 
the  Indians  in  this  manner.  They  were  his  wards,  they 
were  under  his  control,  they  stood  in  the  same  relation  to 
the  lord  proprietors  of  the  country  that  the  serfs  in  England, 
before  the  abolition  of  slavery,  stood  to  the  noblemen  upon 
whose  estates  they  resided.  That  was  their  position,  and 
when  William  Penn  came  into  the  possession  of  the  colony 
of  Pennsylvania,  and  when  he  dealt  with  the  Indian  popula¬ 
tion,  he  professed  to  purchase  the  country  from  them,  he 
made  treaties  with  them  in  order  to  secure  their  good  will, 
and  to  prevent  any  injury  ^happening  to  his  people  whom 
he  brought  out  for  the  purpose  of  colonising  the  large  extent 
of  country  which  the  Crown  had  granted  him.  In  dealing 
with  the  Indian  population  he  dealt  with  them  as  his  wards, 
and  that  policy  was  continued  by  the  English  Government, 
who  completely  ignored  the  Indian  population  in  all  their 
transactions.  I  say  the  policy  of  treating  the  Indians  as 
wards  or  villeins  of  the  proprietors  of  those 
extensive  grants  was  continued  down  until  the 
year  1155.  At  that  time  the  French  were  making 
inroads  upon  the  borders  of  the  country  claimed  by 
Great  Britain  along  the  Ohio,  and  along  the  south 
shores  of  the  lakes.  They  were  making  treaties  and 
establishing  friendly  relations  with  the  Indian  population, 
seeking  to  secure  their  trade,  seeking  to  secure  their  sup¬ 
port  as  allies,  against  the  various  English  colonists  to  the 
south.  Well,  there  was  a  convention  called  in  the  colony 
of  New  York,  in  1755,  to  consider  the  question  of  a  federal 
union  of  all  the  British  possessions  in  North  America,  and 
as  a  preliminary  to  carrying  out  that  scheme,  it  was  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  Indians  should  be  taken  from  under  the 
control  of  the  different  proprietary  governments,  and  placed 
under  the  control  of  two  superintendents.  There  was  a  Mr. 
Stone,  who  was  made  superintendent  of  what  was  called 
the  Southern  Department,  and  Sir  William  Johnson,  the 
superintendent  of  what  was  called  the  Northern  Department. 
Two  superintendencies  were  established,  and  the  Indians 
who,  up  to  that  time,  had  been  treated  as  wards  under  the 
control  of  the  proprietary  governments  on  the  continent, 
wore  afterwards  treated  as  wards  of  the  Crown. 

That,  I  say,  was  the  beginning  of  the  system 

of  taking  recognition  of  the  Indian  population  on 
behalf  of  the  Crown.  Shortly  after  this,  certain 
treaty  arrangements  were  made  between  the  English 
Government  and  the  Six  Nations  through  these  two 


superintendents,  and  the  policy  of  dealing  with  the  Indians 
of  securing  to  them  certain  reservations  and  protecting « 
them  in  certain  rights  was  adopted  as  a  matter  of  public  * 
policy,  in  order  to  prevent  a  renewal  of  those  conflicts 
which  arose  shortly  after  the  conquest  of  Canada.  It  is 
true  that  some  English  moralists,  men  like  Governor  Endi- 
cott,  Boger  Williams  and  Wm.  Penn,  undertook  to  deal 
with  the  Indians  as  having  certain  proprietary  rights. 
But  this  was  not  the  general  policy  of  the  Imperial  Gov¬ 
ernment;  on  the  contrary,  they  held  that  the  Sovereign 
was  lord  of  the  fee,  and  that  the  Indian  population  were  to 
be  treated  with  by  the  different  proprietors,  and  paid  such 
sums  as  these  might  think  necessary  to  secure  peace  and 
security  to  those  who  were  engaged  in  colonising  those 
parts  of  the  proprietary  governments  as  were  set  out  for 
settlement. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The  discus¬ 
sion  which  the  hon.  gentleman  is  bringing  up  is  a  very 
good  one,  and  might  be  nocessary  at  a  future  pericd,  but  it 
is  evidently  intended  to  influence  a  case  now  before  the 
courts  as  to  the  rights  of  the  Indians  in  the  soil.  He  has 
no  right  to  do  this  on  the  question  of  enfranchising  the 
Indians.  There  ought  to  be  some  notice  given  before  a 
discussion  of  this  kind  is  started,  in  order  that  others  might 
be  prepared  to  have  something  to  say  about  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  have  no  intention  whatever  to  influence 
any  pending  case.  I  am  only  entering  into  this  discussion 
to  ti'ace  the  policy  of  the  English  Government  towards  the 
Indians  and  to  point  out  the  present  condition  of  the  Indians. 

I  want  to  show  what  the  Government  has  under¬ 
taken  to  do  for  the  Indians,  and  to  show  what  progress  they 
had^  made  during  the  200  years  that  they  were  wards  of 
the  lord  proprietors  who  had  obtained  the  lands  uuder 
grant,  from  the  Crown  itself.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  committee  to  this  question,  whether  the  condition  of 
the  Indians  is  such  as  to  lead  us  to  suppose  that  they  are 
likely  to  make  such  progress  at  an  early  day  as  to  fit  them 
for  the  exorcise  of  the  franchise  that  is  about  to  be  con¬ 
ferred  upon  them. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No,  it  is  a  question  of 
order;  and  I  think  the  question  is  well  taken. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  deny  there  is  any  such  proposition. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  A  point  of  order  has  been 
taken,  and  must  be  decided.  Let  us  argue  upon  that. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  speaking  to  the  point  of  order. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
going  on  with  his  speech. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Not  at  all.  I  was  showing  the  pertinence 
of  ray  remarks  to  this  question.  We  are  here  proposing  to 
confer  the  franchise  upon  a  population  that  are  in  a  semi- 
barbarous  condition— upon  people  who  are  not  allowed  to 
hold  their  lands,  and  I  wish  to  show  that  this  population 
have  been  under  the  surveillance  of  the  Government  for 
two  centuries,  and  it  is  my  right  to  do  so. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Now,  about  this  point  of 
order.  The  hon.  gentleman  commenced  with  an  elaborate 
argument  to  show  that  the  Indians  never  had  any  right  in 
their  own  country,  that  the  whole  country  belonged  to  the 
Crown.  That  has  nothing  to  do  with  fhis  question,  which 
is,  whether  the  Indian  on  reserves  shall  be  qualified  or  dis¬ 
qualified.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  argue  that 
reserves,  specially  set  aside  by  the  Crown,  do  not  belong  to 
the  tribe  of  which  each  individual  Indian  is  a  member,  so 
that  the  general  argument  whether  the  whole  country 
originally  belonged  to  the  Indians  or  not,  or  whether  they 
had  any  title,  has  nothing  to  do  with  this  motion.  The  hon. 
gentleman  is  clearly  out  of  order.  The  committee  has 
already  decided  that  the  tribal  Indians  may  have  a  vote, 
and  this  is  simply  the  disqualification  of  a  portion  of  them. 
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The  hon.  gentleman  is  making  a  speech  in  order  to  prove 
that  the  decision  could  be  overridden  by  saying  that  certain 
tribal  Indians  should  not  have  votes.  That  is  not  the 
question  ;  that  has  been  decided  by  the  committee.  The 
question  is  what  individuals  shall  be  excepted  from  the 
general  principle  that  tribal  Indians  might  vote,  if  other¬ 
wise  qualified. 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  is  right  in  his  con¬ 
tention,  if  the  committee  has  already  decided  that  the 
tribal  Indians  shall  vote,  why  does  he  now  propose  an 
amendment  that  tribal  Indians  in  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West  shall  not  vote.  We  can  limit  it  still  further.  The 
whole  question  of  the  limitation  and  fitness  of  the  Indians 
to  vote  is  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  the  committee  has  decided  that  a  par¬ 
ticular  class,  the  Indians  of  the  North-West,  shall  vote,  how 
is  it  in  order  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  propose  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  take  away  that  right  ?  That  is  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  doing.  If  the  committee  has  so  decided,  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  out  of  order.  If  the  committee  has  not 
so  decided,  it  is  open  to  move  that  Indians  in  Ontario,  New 
Brunswick,  or  any  part  of  Canada  should  be  excluded,  and 
therefore  the  whole  question  is  open. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  With  respect  to  the  point  last  raised, 
I  think  the  question  of  the  enfranchisement  of  the  Indians 
was  passod  and  confirmed  by  this  committee  on  the  amend¬ 
ment,  and  it'  w#s  clearly  understood  that  exceptions  should 
be  made,  and  that  therefore  reopens  the  question.  So  I  do 
not  think  any  reference  to  that  point  is  out  of  order.  A 
discussion  as  to  the  proprietary  rights  of  the  Indians  as  af¬ 
fecting  anything  outside  of  this  House, — if  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  pursues  that  course  of  reasoning  I  shall  certainly  con¬ 
sider  his  remarks  out  of  order.  I  do  not,  however,  know 
that  ho  has  done  so  thus  far. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  have  no  objection  to  a  discussion  of 
the  proprietary  rights  of  the  Indians,  if  it  is  understood  that 
we  all  shall  bo  allowed  equal  latitude. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  not  proposing  to  discuss  the  proprie¬ 
tary  rights  of  the  Indians.  No  doubt  we  shall  have  an 
opportunity  of  doing  so  on  another  motion.  Looking  at 
tho  progress  made  with  this  Bill  we  shall  have  quite  enough 
to  attend  to  within  the  four  corners  of  the  Bill,  and  the  pub¬ 
lic  are  specially  interested  in  this  Indian  question  at  the 
present  moment,  not  in  the  proprietary  rights  of  the 
Indian  population.  It  is  tho  political  right  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  confer  upon  Indians  in  which  the 
public  are  particularly  interested ;  and  it  is  to  that  question 
I  propose  to  invito  tho  attention  of  the  committee.  In 
order  that  we  may  be  bettor  able  to  consider  the  political 
enfranchisement  of  the  Indians,  it  is  important  to  know 
what  is  the  intellectual  and  industrial  status  of  that  popula¬ 
tion  and  what  progress  they  have  made — whether  that 
special  class  to  wh<j»m  it  is  proposed  to  confer  the  franchise 
is  likely  to  elevate  i,hem  or  to  lower  the  political  institutions 
of  the  country.  The  relations  of  the  Indians  to  the 
Crown  are  to  some  extent  involved  in  this  question,  for,  as 
the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  has  said, 
some  of  the  Indiah  tribes  residing  within  Canada  have 
always  denied  that  they  were  subjects  of  the  Crown.  They 
say  they  are  allies  of  the  Crown,  that  treaty  relations  recog¬ 
nises  them  as  such,  and  this  is  specially  applicable  to  the 
Six  Nation  Indians,  who  reside  near  Brantford,  in  the  county 
of  Hastings  and  in  Other  portions  of  the  Dominion.  The 
15th  article  of  the  Treaty  of  Utrecht  recognizes  them  as 
allies  of  the  Crown.  There  was  an  alliance  made  between 
them  and  the  Imperial  Government  for  the  purpose  of 
resisting  French  encroachments  on  the  Ohio,  and  in  other 
portions  of  the  King’s  Dominion  between  what  was  the 
French  country  and  the  Thirteen  Colonies.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  proposes  to  deal  with  the  Indians  contrary  to  the 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


Mat  27, 


terms  of  the  treaty  which  exists  between  them  and  the 
Crown.  I  do  not  know  how  far,  in  a  court  of  law,  those 
Indians  would  be  held  to  be  regarded  as  British  subjects. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  hear,  hear. 
There  are  the  Treaties  of  Lancaster,  Logstown  and  Utrecht 
between  England  and  France,  which  recognises  them  not 
as  subjects,  but  as  allies.  They  refused  to  be  called  sub¬ 
jects,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  they  have  refused  to 
accept  enfranchisement  in  many  cases  because  they 
thought  they  would  be  making  concessions  which  would 
interfere  with  the  ancient  pretensions  which  they  have  on  all 
fitting  occasions  invariably  upheld.  Those  Indians  were 
under  the  control  of  the  British  Government  for  more  than 
two  centuries.  Before  that  time  the  Six  Nation  Indians 
were  under  the  control  of  the  Dutch.  They  were  armed  by 
the  Dutch,  and  they  were  able  to  make  conquests  among 
the  surrounding  tribes,  even  exterminating  many  tribes  in 
Ontario,  and  they  settled  down  in  the  vicinity  of  Albany 
and  had  placed  over  them  an  English  superintendent  who 
gave  them  instruction  and  rendered  them  assistance. 
School  teachers  were  appointed,  clergymen  were  sent 
amongst  them  for  the  purpose  of  giving  them  religious 
instruction ;  and  this  was  done  for  more  than  a  century 
before  the  United  States  ceased  to  be  British  colonies. 
After  the  war  of  independence,  they  left  their  reservations  in 
the  State  of  New  York  and  had  reservations  granted  to  them 
in  Ontario.  Since  1783,  for  more  than  a  century,  they  have 
been  under  British  influence,  undor  the  instruction  of 
religious  and  secular  teachers,  and  we  see  at  this  day  that 
a  large  number  of  them  adhere  to  their  ancient  habits, 
and  that  a  considerable  number  of  them  living  in  Brantford 
still  claim  to  be  pagan  Indians.  If  they  have  shown  them¬ 
selves  so  much  opposed  to  assimilation,  to  the  adoption  of 
the  habits  of  the  white  population,  how  does  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  expect  that  by  conferring  upon  them  the  electoral 
franchise  it  will  better  fit  them  for  citizenship  ?  Most 
people  from  other  countries  who  come  and  settle  here  are 
soon  absorbed  in  the  surrounding  population.  They  for¬ 
get  their  ancient  language  and  habits.  They  bring  a  cer¬ 
tain  amount  of  knowledge  and  industrial  practices  to  the 
common  stock,  but  these  and  they  too  are  merged  in  the 
rest  of  the  population.  But  the  Indians  are  in  a  wholly 
different  position.  They  do  not  readily  adopt  the  habits  of 
civilised  life.  They  do  not  intermingle  with  the  white 
population.  They  have  no  disposition  to  assimilate, 
no  desire  to  imitate  the  white  population,  preferring 
to  maintain  their  ancient  habits  and  usages.  And 
it  does  seem  to  me  an  extraordinary  proposition,  when 
these  people  have  made  scarcely  any  progress  for  two 
centuries,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  transfer  them  to 
the  voters’  lists.  Now,  Sir,  we  know  that  this  provision  of 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  Bill,  although  brought  forward  for  the 
first  time,  has  been  under  consideration  for  the  last  two  or 
three  years.  It  has  not  been  announced  to  the  public ;  the 
public  have  not  been  informed  of  his  intentions ;  but  I 
remember  very  well  that  the  party  who  ran  in  opposition 
to  me  at  the  last  election  announced  to  his  friends  that  the 
First  Minister  was  to  introduce  a  Bill  enfranchising  the 
Indians  of  Moraviantown  on  the  Thames,  the  Indians  of 
Walpole  Island,  and  the  Indians  in  the  vicinity  of 
Brantford,  and  that  it  was  at  that  time  seriously 
contemplated  to  enfranchise  the  Indian  population.  Well, 
Sir,  I  now  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee 
to  the  preparation  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  making 
with  a  view  to  the  enfranchisement  of  the  Indians.  The 
hon.  gentleman  felt  it  would  not  do  to  suddenly  enfranchise 
the  Indian  population  without  some  preparatory  steps  being 
taken  to  secure  the  good  opinion,  and  to  make  a  favor¬ 
able  impression  on  the  minds  of  the  Indian  population. 
It  would  seem  that  there  are  certain  Indian  bands  scat- 
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tered  through  Ontario,  were  a  portion  of  the  reserves  they 
received  from  the  Government  have  been  sold  by  the  Crown, 
and  the  moneys  have  not  been  accounted  for.  I  believe  it 
is  stated  that  some  of  these  sales  took  place  as  early  as 
1820,  and  from  that  day  to  this,  the  moneys  derived  from 
those  sales  have  not  been  accounted  for  by  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  General  or  the  party  administering  Indian  affairs. 
Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  an  Order  in 
Council  which  the  hon.  gentleman  adopted  and  which, 
although  I  do  not  know  that  he  has  laid  it  before  Parliament, 
would  be  of  very  great  importance  in  the  discussion  of  this 
Bill.  On  the  30th  of  June  last  an  Order  in  Council  was 
carried,  in  which  it  is  stated  : 

“  On  a  report  dated  7th  June,  1884,  from  the  Superintendent  General 
of  Indian  Affairs,  statins;  with  reference  to  a  claim  made  by  a  band  of 
Indians  known  as  the  Mississaguas,  of  the  Credit,  who  at  one  time 
occupied  a  reserve  in  the  township  of  Toronto,  Ontario,  but  who  subse¬ 
quently  removed  to  the  Grand  River,  and  are  now  settled  upon  lands  in 
the  township  of  Onandaga,  which  forma  part  of  the  Six  Nations  Indian 
reserve,  that  certain  moneys  which  were  received  by  the  Crown  Lands 
Department  of  the  old  Province  of  Canada,  in  payment  for  lands  surren¬ 
dered  by  these  Indians  in  the  year  1820,  to  be  sold  for  their  benefit,  but 
which  moneys  were  never  placed  to  their  credit,  and  that  after  caretul 
enquiry  has  been  made  in  this  matter  it  has  been  ascertained  that  the 
claim  of  the  Indians  is  a  just  one. 

“  The  Minister  reports  on  the  subject  under  consideration  as  follows  : 
That  in  the  year  1858  the  special  commissioners  who  were  appointed 
for  the  purpose  of  investigating  Indian  matters  in  the  old  Province  of 
Canada  reported,  with  reference  to  the  Mississagua  band  in  question, 
that  in  1828  there  was  a  balance  then  due  these  Indians  amounting  to 
$8,303.50,  together  with  interest  thereon,  and  on  comparing  the  total 
quantity  of  land  in  the  reserves  which  were  surrendered,  and  which 
were  situated  at  Port  Credit,  Oakville  and  Bronte,  with  the  quantity 
ascertained  to  have  been  subsequently  sold,  the  statement  of  the  com¬ 
missioners  as  to  the  amount  due  in  1828  appears  to  be  correct;  and  sub¬ 
sequently  to  that  year  the  sales  recorded  of  the  lands  at  Port  Credit, 
described  in  the  surrender  as  block  F,  would  appear  to  have  produced 
the  sum  of  $6,316.37,  and  the  interest  on  this  amount,  calculated  from 
the  dates  of  the  different  sales  at  six  per  cent.,  amounts  to  $18,362.61, 
making  a  total  sum  due  these  Indians  for  the  sales  at  Port  Credit  of 
$24,678.98. 

“  That  with  regard  to  the  sales  of  lots  in  what  was  formerly  known  as 
the  Bronte  Reserve,  and  which  is  described  as  Block  G  in  the  surrender, 
it  would  appear  from  a  statement  received  from  the  Crown  Lands 
Department,  that  the  amount  collected  from  t  the  purchasers  was 
$2,218.25,  upon  which  sum  the  interest  at  six  per  cent,  from  the  dates  of 
sales  amounts  to  $6,069.73,  the  total  amount  therefore  due  these  Indians 
on  account  of  the  land  last  referred  to,  is  $8,287.98. 

“  That  with  regard  to  the  lands  at  Oakville,  which  are  described  as 
Block  B  in  the  surrender,  it  is  concluded  from  the  papers  and  state¬ 
ments  of  record  in  the  Department,  that  the  amount  received  therefor, 
viz  :  $4,080,  is  included  in  the  amount  stated  by  the  special  commis¬ 
sioners  to  have  been  due  these  Indians  in  1828  as  above  described. 

“  It  will  thus  be  seen  that  the  several  amounts  due  these  Indians  are 
as  follows 

Block  B. 

Amount  due  by  the  Commissioners’  Report,  in  1858,  to  be  due  in  the 


year  1828- 

Principal . . . $  8,303  50 

Interest  thereon  at  6  per  cent . .  27,401  55 


$35,705  05 

Block  F. 

Amount  shown  by  the  Statement  from  the  Crown  Lands  Department, 
Toronto,  to  have  been  paid  on  account  of  Sales — 

Principal . ....$  6,316  37 

Interest  thereon  at  6  pen  cent,  from  dates  of 

sales . 18,362  61 

$24,678  98 

Block  G. 

Amount  shown  to  have  been  paid  as  per  Statement  from  Crown  Lands 
Department — 

Principal . . . . . $  2,218  25 

Interest  at  6  per  cent .  6,069  78 

$  8,287  98 

Total . $68,672  01 


Let  me  say  here  that  the  hon.  gentleman  seems  at  once  to 
have  communicated  to  the  Indians  at  Brantford,  this  report 
which  he  made  to  Council  and  the  Order  in  Council 
itself.  The  hon.  gentleman  informed  these  Indians,  with- 
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out  communicating  with  the  Government  of  Ontario  or  the 
Government  of  Quebec,  that  this  sum  was  due  them. 
I  understand  that  the  invariable  rule  has  been  that  no  sum 
or  charge  was  to  be  made  to  the  debt  of  the  Provinces 
of  Ontario  and  Quebec,  without  the  assent  of  the  Govern¬ 
ments  of  those  Provinces,  and  without  communication  first 
having  been  made  to  them.  The  hon.  gentleman  shakes  his 
head,  but  that  rule  has  been  adhered  to  so  far  as  I  know  in 
every  instance  except  this,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  himself 
has  refused,  since  the  adoption  of  this  report,  to  entertain  a 
similar  proposition  without  first  having  communication  with 
the  Governments  of  those  Provinces.  In  1841,  when  the 
union  took  place  between  Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  the  debt 
of  the  old  Provinces  was  assumed  jointly  by  the  new  Govern¬ 
ment.  This  debt  was  a  debt  existing  before  the  union  ;  it 
is  a  debt  chargeable  to  the  Government  of  the  two 
Provinces  if  it  were  a  just  debt.  Yet  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  taken  upon  himself,  without  any  legal  authority  what¬ 
ever,  to  make  a  charge  against  the  Government  of 
Ontario  and  the  Government  of  Quebec.  How  could  he 
do  that  ?  This  is  a  debt  sixty  years  old  and  I 
say,  Mr.  Chairman, — and  this  is  my  point  in  this 
case — that  the  whole  charge  was  made  for  the  purpose  of 
securing  the  political  good  will  of  those  Indians  before  the 
franchise  was  conferred  on  them.  I  say  it  was  a  most 
improper  proceeding.  It  was  not  only  contrary  to  law, 
contrary  to  the  practice  prevailing,  contrary  to  the  conduct 
required  by  good  faith  towards  the  Governments  of  Ontario 
and  Quebec,  but  it  was  a  most  improper  action  looking  at 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  intended  to  do.  For  three“years 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  contemplating  conferring  the 
elective  franchise  upon  the  Indians,  and  before  doing  that  he 
has  raked  up  an  old  claim,  which  for  aught  I  know  may  have 
already  been  properly  met,  and  he  has  admitted  it  to  the 
Indians  as  against  the  Local  Government  without  any  com¬ 
munication  to  the  Government  on  the  subject.  Here  is  a 
communication,  dated  the  5th  of  September,  addressed  to 
the  Superintendent-General  by  the  local  superintendent  at 
Brantford : 

“  Sir,  I  have  the  honor  to  acquaint  you  that  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Mississaguas  of  the  Credit  in  council  held  yesterday,  the  following  reso¬ 
lution  was  unanimously  adopted  : — Moved  by  John  Cheechok,  seconded 
by  James  A.  Wood,  Resolved:  This  council  do  heartily  thank  the  right 
hon.  the  Superintendent-General  of  Indian  Affairs,  for  his  kind  attention 
and  consideration,  in  having  the  claims  of  the  band  satisfied,  in  the 
manner  set  forth  in  the  Order  in  Council  of  the  30th  June  last.” 

There  is  the  expressed  good  will  of  the  Indian,  and  for  what  ? 
For  this,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  a  charge  against 
Ontario  and  Quebec  of  $10,000  without  the  knowledge  or 
assent  of  either  of  those  Provinces.  Like  Artemus  Ward, 
who  was  ready  to  sacrifice  his  wife’s  relations  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  upholding  the  union,  the  hon.  gentleman  is  pre¬ 
pared  to  impose  any  amount  of  burdens  upon  the  Govern¬ 
ments  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
the  good  will  of  the  Indian  population  upon  the  eve  of  their 
political  enfranchisement.  I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  a 
discussion  as  to  whether  this  was  a  valid  claim  or  not ;  in 
point  of  law  it  is  not ;  but  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  it 
ought  to  be  ruled  out  on  that  ground,  if  it  could  be  shown 
that  this  money  had  never  been  accounted  for,  and  that  the 
Indians  had  not  received  the  sum  for  which  the  reservations 
had  been  sold.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  had  not  the  facts  to 
enable  him  to  decide  conclusively  that  that  was  the  case. 
It  was  an  obligation  of  sixty  years  old,  which  he  had  not 
considered  before,  although  he  had  been  in  office  nearly 
forty  years ;  and  it  was  his  bounden  duty  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Govei*nments  of  Ontario  and 
Quebec  to  the  matter,  so  as  to  give  them  the 
opportunity  to  say  whether  they  were  willing  to  assume 
this  obligation  or  not.  The  hon.  gentleman  gave  them  no 
such  opportunity,  and  he  has  exhibited  this  extraordinary 
haste  to  incur  this  liability  on  behalf  of  these  two  Govern- 
!  ments  on  the  eve  of  introducing  the  Bill  to  enfranchise 
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the  Indians.  First  he  employs  agents  to  organise  them 
into  Orange  societies,  then  he  proposes  to  vote  them  this 
large  sum  of  money,  and  then  to  confer  upon  them  the 
elective  franchise.  This  question  was  before  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  Ontario  last  winter,  and  I  wish  to  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  committee  to  the  observations  made  upon  it  by 
the  treasurer,  and  the  committee  will  then  be  better  able 
to  judge  of  the  propriety  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  course. 
The  treasurer  says : 

“  We  are  confronted  with  a  claim  of  $68,000-— 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  It  has  been  pointed  out  to  me  that 
this  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  question. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  it  has  very  much  to  do  with  the 
franchise.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  undertakes  to  give  the 
Indians  a  bribe,  and  then  to  confer  the  franchise  upon  them, 
it  is  something  the  House  should  take  notice  of;  and  I  wish 
to  state  these  facts  to  the  committee  so  as  to  enable  them  to 
judge  whether  persons  so  treated  can  exercise  the  franchise 
independently.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  recog¬ 
nise  debts  of  60  years’  standing— 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  do  not  think  we  can  go  into  the 
merits  of  that.  It  is  not  relevant. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  relevant  as  showing  the  nature  of  the 
transaction. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  What  has  that  to  do  with 
the  franchise  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  has  everything  to  do  with  it.  The  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  confer  the  elective  franchise  upon 
men  to  whom  he  has  given,  without  the  sanction  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  at  the  expense  of  the  Local  Governments  and  with¬ 
out  their  sanction,  a  large  sum  of  money,  and  then  to  con¬ 
fer  the  elective  franchise  upon  them.  If  that  is  not  rele¬ 
vant,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  understand  what  is  relevant. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  If  the  hon.  gentleman  is  able 
to  point  out  that  the  Government  possesses  certain  influ¬ 
ences  that  they  can  exercise  over  those  who  are  being 
enfranchised  by  this  Bill,  and  further  proceeds  to  show  that 
there  is  a  danger  that  they  might  use  those  influences,  it 
seems  to  me  pertinent  to  the  question.  It  would  be  one  of 
the  reasons  that  might  be  urged,  and  urged  strongly 
against  giving  Indians  in  that  position  a  vote.  The  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  claims  that  they  are  not  only  in  that 
position,  but  that  they  have  exercised  that  influence.  As  I 
understand,  that  is  his  line  of  argument. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  precisely  my  position. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  charge  is  that  some 
Indians  have  been  bribed  by  the  Government  declaring  that 
a  certain  sum  of  money  was  due  them,  that  the  Government 
acted  improperly  in  bribing  them,  and  that  therefore  the 
Indians  must  be  disfranchised. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  No,  I  think  one  main 
argument  my  hon.  friend  is  bringing  against  giving  the 
Indians  votes  is  that  the  Indians  are,  from  the  nature  of 
the  case,  to  a  great  extent  in  the  hands  of  the  Government 
of  the  day,  and  in  illustration  of  that  he  is  pointing  out  that 
particular  transaction.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  a  very 
pertinent  thing,  and  a  very  strong  argument.  If  the  rela¬ 
tions  which  exist  between  the  Government  of  the  day  and 
the  Indians  are  such  that  the  interests  of  a  whole  band 
may  be  largely  affected  by  tbe  Government  of  the  day, 
there  is  no  doubt  that  they  are  in  a  very  special  sense  at 
the  mercy  of  the  Government,  far  more  than  ordinary 
white  men  would  be.  It  seems  to  mo  that  to  establish  that 
my  hon.  friend  should  be  allowed  to  give  illustrations 
showing  what  has  actually  occurred. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  decides 
that  certain  contractors  on  the  railway  have  a  right  to  a 
Mr.  Mills. 


certain  sum  of  money ;  there  is  a  report  saying  that  a  cer¬ 
tain  sum  is  due  them-— .therefore  we  should  pass  a  Bill  that 
all  contractors  shall  have  no  vote. 

Mr.  VAIL.  You  are  now  proposing  to  enfranchise  a 
certain  class  which  had  not  the  franchise  before,  and  it  is 
perfectly  right  that  any  hon.  member  debating  this  ques¬ 
tion  should  state  why  he  believes  this  class  is  not  an  inde¬ 
pendent  elass  and  should  not  have  the  franchise.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Bothwell  is  attempting  to  show  why  it  should 
not  enjoy  the  franchise,  and  he  ought  to  be  allowed  to  state 
the  circumstances  which  warrant  that  assertion. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  going  much 
further;  He  is  discussing  whether,  with  reference  to  a 
certain  debt,  these  people  are  entitled  to  it  or  not.  Such  a 
discussion  is  not  relevant  to  the  case.  He  can  refer  to 
certain  facts  that  have  transpired,  but  cannot  enter  into 
them  as  a  discussion. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  had  no  intention  of  going  into  the  merits 
of  the  case.  I  was  showing  that  no  matter  what  the  merits 
might  be,  this  was  not  a  thing  that  the  First  Minister 
ought  to  have  done,  and  that  if  there  was  a  debt  at  all  it 
was  a  debt  to  the  Provinces  which  it  was  for  the  Provinces 
to  decide  whether  they  would  recognise  or  not.  I  was 
stating  that  the  First  Minister  had  departed  from  the  recog¬ 
nised  rule,  and  that  he  was  doing  so  for  some  object  or 
other,  which  object  was  being  developed  in  the  Bill  now 
before  us. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
brings  a  charge  of  that  kind,  I  will  be  glad  to  meet  him  ; 
but  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  subject  under  discussion. 
He  is  taking  an  unworthy  advantage  of  his  position  to 
make  statements  which  he  has  no  right  to  make,  and  which 
are  utterly  false  and  untrue,  like  all  the  statements  of  the 
hon.  gentleman. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  desire  your  ruling, 
Mr.  Chairman,  as  to  whether  the  statement  made  by  the 
First  Minister,  that  my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  is  in  the 
habit  of  habitually  making  false  statements,  comes  within 
the  limits  of  the  ordinary  rules  of  debate.  If  you  so  rule, 
we  will  be  happy  to  meet  the  hon.  gentleman  as  to  the 
value  of  his  statements. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  understood  the  hon,  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  to  say  that,  like  many  of  the  statements  or  most  of 
the  statements  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr. 
Mills),  this  one  was  false.  I  do  not  think  that  was  saying 
he  always  makes  false  statements. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  raise  another  point,  that 
the  First  Minister,  having  charged  my  hon.  friend  from 
Bothwell  with  making  a  false  statement,  my  hon.  friend 
must  be  permitted  to  prove  that  the  statement  he  is  making 
is  not  false. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  said  that  whenever  the 
hon.  gentleman  brought  up  the  charge,  I  would  bo  ready  to 
answer  it ;  but  he  has  no  right,  and  it  is  an  unworthy  and 
unparliamentary  course  to  try  and  raise  it  in  this  discus¬ 
sion. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon,  gentleman  said  a  good  deal  more 
than  that.  He  has  said  a  good  deal  more  than  that  many 
times  this  Session,  in  the  House  and  out  of  the  House.  I 
have  not  thought  it  worth  while  to  notice  many  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  statements,  but  I  will  tell  him  this,  that  he  has 
made  statements  that  are  untrue,  and  I  will  at  a  fitting 
opportunity  prove  they  are  untrue. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  All  right. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  will  do  more.  I  say  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  not  believed  on  his  own  side  any  more  than  he  is  on  this 
side.  You  have  ruled,  Sir,  that  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  read 
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the  statement  of  the  treasurer  of  the  Province  of  Ontario 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  true  inwardness  of  this 
transaction,  as  a  part  of  this  enfranchisement  Bill.  I 
submit  to  your  ruling,  and  will  not  discuss  that  question 
further,  but  I  will  take  another  opportunity,  if  not  in  the 
House  somewhere  else,  of  bringing  the  whole  of  those  facts 
before  the  public,  in  order  that  they  may  judge  precisely 
the  character  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  transactions.  I  hold 
in  my  hand  the  report  of  the  First  Minister,  and  among  the 
other  things  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  stated  in  this 
report  is  the  following : 

“  The  Oneida  band  erected  a  new  building  to  serye  as  a  council  hall 
and  as  a  lodge  for  the  Good  Templars  and  the  Orange  society.” 

Mr.  WALLACE  (West  York).  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MILLS.  No  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  is  pleased 
with  that.  I  told  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  when  this 
Bill  was  introduced,  that  the  object  was  to  get  rid  of  hon. 
gentlemen  on  this  side,  and  to  transfer  his  followers  from 
that  side  to  this,  after  the  hon.  gentleman  had  been  duly 
strengthened  by  the  Indian  vote  and  the  lodges  that  are 
established  amongst  them.  The  hon.  gentleman  has,  in  this 
report,  mentioned  only  one  lodge,  that  on  the  Oneida 
reserve,  but  he  knows  that  the  Indians  of  Walpole  have 
been  so  organised,  that  the  Moravian  Indians  through  the 
exertions  of  his  agent,  Mr.  Beaty,  of  Highgate,  have  also 
been  organised  into  Orange  lodges,  and  we  have  no  doubt 
that  the  same  policy  and  practice  has  been  generally  pur¬ 
sued,  and  that  in  this  Bill,  as  well  as  by  these  liberal  dona¬ 
tions,  the  Indian  population  is  being  fitted  for  the  exercise 
of  the  franchise  in  the  way  best  suited  to  the  hon.  gentle 
man’s  interests.  I  say  that  the  Indian  population  are  unfitted 
for  the  exercise  of  the  franchise ;  I  say  that,  as  a  race,  they 
are  not  capable  of  any  great  improvement.  There  is,  here 
and  there,  an  Indian  amongst  them  who  is  qualified  for 
enfranchisement,  and  where  he  is,  the  elective  franchise 
ought  to  be  conferred  upon  him  as  an  incident  of  those 
qualifications  which  he  possesses,  as  any  other  citi¬ 
zen.  But  the  hon.  gentleman’s  Bill  proposes  to 
do  more  than  that ;  it  proposes  to  enfranchise  the 
Indians  of  the  various  reserves  where  their  improvements 
are  worth  the  small  sum  he  mentions,  although  their  ability 
to  hold  those  improvements  is  wholly  due  to  the  interference 
of  the  Government  in  protecting  the  property  as  an  Indian 
possession.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
fact  that  the  Indian  fund,  which  raises  some  of  those  Indian 
bands  above  want,  is  not  due  to  the  industry  and  thrift  of 
the  bands  themselves.  What  is  their  position  ?  When  many 
of  those  bands  came  across  from  the  United  States,  after 
the  American  revolution,  reserves  of  very  considerable  size 
were  marked  out  for  them.  Those  reserves  were  larger 
than  were  required  for  their  own  immediate  interest,  and 
they  consented  to  the  surrender  and  sale  of  a  portion  of  the 
soil.  This  surrender  and  sale  has  created  an  Indian  fund 
belonging  to  the  band  to  whom  the  reservation  belongs,  and 
that  fund  has  principally  contributed  to  the  support  of  the 
Indian  population.  It  is  impossible  to  show  that  there 
are  any  Indian  bands  in  this  counti*y  which  have  any 
money  accumulated,  except  that  which  has  been  accumu¬ 
lated  for  them  by  the  Government  through  the  sell¬ 
ing  of  a  portion  of  the  reserve  so  surrendered  ;  yet  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  enfranchise  those  Indians  who  have 
exhibited  none  of  the  elements  of  progress  and  thrift 
required  on  the  part  of  any  other  population  of  Canada. 
The  Chippawas,  the  Ottawas,  the  Delawares,  the 
Oneidas,  the  Six  Nations,  are  all  the  Indians  who 
reside  south  of  Lake  Huron  and  north  of  Lake 
Erie  and  Ontario  and  who  came  across  the  border. 
They  were  Indians  under  the  control  of  the  Crown  before 
Canada  became  a  British  possession,  and,  when  the  terri¬ 
tories  south  of  the  lakes  ceased  to  be  British,  these  Indians 
came  across  into  Canada,  and  had  reserves  granted  to  them, 


and  the  moneys  which  have  been  accumulated  and  consti¬ 
tuted  funds  belonging  to  the  different  bands  have  been 
moneys  derived  from  the  sale  of  a  portion  of  the  reserves 
in  the  way  I  have  indicated.  The  condition  of  the  Indian 
population  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  and  in  some  parts  of 
the  Province  of  Quebec,  where  the  reserves  are  of  very 
limited  extent,  shows  what  the  Indian  will  do  when  he  has 
no  special  advantage  conferred  upon  him  by  the  special 
interference  of  the  Government.  It  is  well  known  that  the 
maxims  of  the  Indians  are  that  it  is  better  to  lie  than  to  sit, 
better  to  sit  than  to  stand,  better  to  stand  than  to  walk, 
better  to  walk  than  to  run.  These  are  the  maxims  of  a 
thriftless  population,  who  do  not  desire  improvement,  who 
will  not  make  those  exertions  that  are  necessary  for 
improvement.  Great  sacrifices  have  been  made  on  behalf 
of  the  Indian  population.  Missionaries  and  school  teach¬ 
ers  have  gone  among  them,  Government  inter¬ 
ference  has  been  exercised  over  them,  special 
officers  are  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  pro¬ 
tecting  these  wards  of  the  Government  who  are 
incapable  of  protecting  themselves.  I  should  like  to  know 
of  any  Province  in  which  there  are  not  agents  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  looking  after  the  Indians.  You  know  what  would 
become  of  the  Indian  if  the  Government  did  not  interfere 
in  his  behalf.  You  do  not  allow  the  natural  law  of  the  sur¬ 
vival  of  the  fittest  to  operate  in  regard  to  him.  You  pre¬ 
vent  his  extinction  by  want  or  disease  by  special  interfer¬ 
ence  in  his  behalf.  Yet  these  are  the  men,  these  objeots 
of  charity,  upon  whom  you  propose  to  confer  the 
electoral  franchise.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the 
committee  to  the  relation  which  exists  between  the 
Government  and  the  Indian  population.  There  is 
not  a  rule  that  you  apply  under  the  Independence 
of  Parliament  Act  for  the  purpose  of  disqualifying  certain 
parties  from  sitting  in  this  House  that  does  not  apply 
against  giving  the  Indian  the  elective  franchise.  He  is  not 
in  a  position  of  independence.  His  relations  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  are  of  such  a  character  that  it  is  against  his  interest, 
as  it  is  against  the  interest  of  the  State,  that  the  elective 
franchise  should  be  conferred  upon  him.  Before  Confeder¬ 
ation  wo  had  an  Act  providing  for  the  enfranchisement 
of  the  Indian  population,  and  the  only  band  of 
Indians  enfranchised  under  that  Act  were  the  Wyan- 
dottes,  a  band  of  so-called  Indians  that  had  almost 
ceased  to  be  Indians,  and  in  whom  you  could  hardly 
trace  any  Indian  blood.  The  Indian  Act  places  the 
control  of  the  Indians  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  Superin¬ 
tendent-General.  The  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  give  to 
Indians  having  a  separate  holding  the  vote,  but  whether 
they  have  a  separate  holding  or  not  depends  upon  his  will. 
The  law  says  that  he,  in  the  exercise  of  his  own  discretion 
as  Superintendent-General,  shall  decide  whether  the  Indian 
reservation  shall  remain  a  unit  or  shall  be  sub-divided  and 
allotted  to  different  individuals.  That  is  not  an  exercise  of 
the  judicial  power.  It  is  purely  a  matter  of  discretion  and 
it  is  an  arbitrary  discretion,  bound  by  no  rule,  and  it  is  in 
the  power  of  the  Superintendent-General  to  refuse  a  division 
of  the  property  when  he  thinks  the  Indians  in  any  band 
are  politically  hostile  to  him.  If  his  improvements  are 
taken  from  an  Indian,  the  Superintendent-General  can  say 
whether  the  sum  to  be  paid  for  them  shall  be  taken  out  of 
the  funds  of  the  Indians  or  shall  be  obtained  from  other 
sources,  so  that  it  is  in  his  power  to  impose  charges  upon 
the  band  and  to  withhold  compensation  from  particular 
Indians.  The  fact  is  that  the  power  over  the  Indian  is  abso¬ 
lute,  and  it  is  a  population  of  that  character  on  whom  the 
hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  confer  the  elective  franchise.  No 
people  could  be  more  helpless.  When  the  first  English 
settlements  were  taking  place  on  this  continent,  when  the 
Crown  sold  its  property  to  an  individual,  the  Indians 
became  the  wards  of  the  purchaser  from  the  Crown.  They 
stood  in  the  same  relation  to  him  that  the  serfs  did  to  the 
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lord  of  the  manor  in  England  before  serfdom  was  abolished. 
That  state  of  things  lasted  until  1755,  and  from  that  time 
downward,  the  Government  have  assumed  the  wardship  of 
the  Indian  population.  They  took  it  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  lords  proprietors,  who  had  purchased  from  the  Crown 
large  estates  on  this  continent,  and  the  Government  still 
retain  that  hold  over  the  Indians.  In  reading  the  sections 
of  this  Bill,  you  recognise  the  relation  between  the  villein 
and  the  lord  of  the  manor,  and  there  would  have  been  as 
much  propriety  in  conferring  the  franchise  upon  the  villeins 
on  an  estate  in  former  times  as  upon  the  Indians  while  they 
stand  in  this  relation  to  the  Crown.  By  this  Indian  Act  it 
is  provided  that  the  Superintendent-General  may  issue  a 
location  ticket  when  he  approves  of  it  and  not  before.  He 
is  the  sole  judge.  He  is  not  obliged  to  assign  any  reason 
to  anybody — to  his  colleague  or  to  the  Indian  who  may 
make  the  application.  When  the  Indian  gets  a  location 
ticket,  he  cannot  transfer  to  anyone  out  of  the  band  his 
interest  in  the  land  and  cannot  transfer  to  another  Indian 
without  having  the  consent  of  the  Superintendent-General. 
Why,  Sir,  is  such  a  man  a  free  man  ?  Can  he  exercise  the 
elective  franchise  freely  ?  Can  he  vote  against  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  or  against  a  candidate  who  supports  the 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  while  such  power  rests  in  tho  hands 
of  the  Minister  ?  Then  we  find  with  regard  to  leaseholds, 
that  if  an  Indian  who  has  a  location  ticket,  chooses  to  lease 
part  of  his  lands  to  another  party  with  the  consent  of  the 
superintendent,  unless  he  cultivates  it  in  a  way  to  suit  the 
superintendent,  then  this  officer  may  refuse  to  allow  him  to 
receive  the  rents  and  profits  of  his  own  land.  Is  that  man 
free  to  vote  as  he  thinks  proper  ?  I  do  not  caro  how 
intelligent  he  is ;  apart  altogether  from  the  question  of 
the  general  intelligence  of  the  Indians,  you  place  him  in 
such  a  position  that  if  he  had  the  intelligence  of  an  ordinary 
white  man,  he  could  not  exercise  his  freedom  in  voting 
while  his  relation  to  the  Crown  is  such  as  it  is  at  present. 
Now,  Sir,  this  Indian  discussion  has  presented  many 
phases  since  this  Bill  was  first  introduced.  When  it  was 
introduced  I  asked  the  Eirst  Minister  whether  his 
intention  was  to  enfranchise  the  Indians  of  British 
Columbia  and  Manitoba,  and  he  replied,  “  Yes.  ”  I  asked 
him  whether  it  was  his  intention  to  enfran¬ 
chise  the  Indians  of  the  North-West  Territories  as 
soon  as  they  were  represented  in  this  House,  and 
he  said  it  was.  In  fact  he  made  a  broad  declaration  as  to 
these  Indians  with  regard  to  the  electoral  franchise.  After 
some  discussion  had  taken  place  it  was  discovered  that  this 
might  not,  after  all,  be  a  very  popular  proposition,  especially 
as  the  Indians  of  the  North-West  were  engaged  in  commit¬ 
ting  depredations,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  wished  to  resile 
from  that  position.  He  endeavored  to  explain  that  he  only 
had  the  Indians  of  the  older  Provinces  in  his  mind.  It  is 
true,  his  attention  was  specially  called  to  the  Indians  of 
British  Columbia  and  Manitoba ;  it  is  true  that  the  conse¬ 
quences  of  the  adoption  of  this  Bill  with  regard  to  the 
North-West  Territory,  as  soon  as  they  would  be  repre¬ 
sented,  were  also  called  to  his  attention,  and  he  gave,  with 
regard  to  all  these,  an  affirmative  answer  as  to  what  Indians 
were  to  vote.  At  a  later  period  he  resiled  somewhat 
from  that  position,  and  he  said  that  only  the  Indians  of  the 
older  Provinces  were  to  vote.  Now  we  have  this  amend¬ 
ment  before  us.  We  find  he  has  gone  back  from  the  posi¬ 
tion  he  took  with  regard  to  the  Indians  of  British  Colum¬ 
bia,  and  he  now  intends  that  they  shall  exercise  the  elec¬ 
toral  franchise.  Well,  Sir,  I  have  no  doubt  that  there  has 
been  a  change  in  that  particular  again,  because  one  hon. 
member  on  that  side  declared  he  was  most  anxious  that 
the  Indians  of  British  Columbia  should  have  the  elective 
franchise.  The  Indians  in  that  country  are  numerous 
and  formidable,  they  have  overawed  the  white  popula¬ 
tion,  have  created  not  a  little  anxiety,  and  are  still 
subject  to  their  ancient  habits,  as  was  shown  by  my  hon. 

Mr.  Mills. 


friend  from  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson).  I  say  we  are  very 
sure  that  when  the  hon.  member  spoke,  the  First  Minister 
had  again  made  up  his  mind  not  to  leave  British  Columbia 
out,  but  to  include  the  Indians  of  that  Province  in  the  class 
who  were  to  be  enfranchised.  But,  Sir,  we  find  that  the 
organs  of  the  hon.  gentleman  everywhere  represent  that  he 
only  proposed  to  put  the  Indians  upon  the  same  footing  as 
white  men  and  to  give  them  the  same  opportunities ;  and  yet 
to-day,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  put  that  amendment  in 
your  hands,  he  assured  the  House  he  was  doing  the  Indian 
an  injustice,  that  he  was  requiring  of  him  a  larger  qualifica¬ 
tion  than  he  was  requiring  of  other  citizens. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  say  so. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  so  understood  the  hon.  gentleman.  We 
find,  Sir,  under  the  provision  of  this  Bill,  that  these  Indians 
scattered  throughout  Ontario,  who  have  homes  upon  reserva¬ 
tions,  if  they  withdraw  from  reservations,  would  be 
entitled  to  vote.  Sir,  if  you  look  at  the  reservations  in  that 
Province,  you  will  find  that  there  are  twelve  constituencies, 
at  least,  that  may  have  their  political  complexion  changed 
by  the  Indian  vote.  In  fact,  whether  there  are  twenty-four 
Beformers  or  twenty-four  Tories  sitting  in  this  House  as 
representatives  of  those  particular  constituencies,  may 
depend  upon  the  direction  in  which  this  Indian  vote  shall 
be  cast.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  may  think  that  a  matter 
of  small  consequence,  but  I  have  known  Governments  in 
the  United  Kingdom  to  last  for  a  considerable  period  of 
time  with  a  smaller  majority  than  twenty-four.  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  members  of  this  House  to  this  point, 
whether  they  are  from  Ontario  or  other  Provinces,  that  the 
question  as  to  which  party  shall  control  the  Government  of 
this  country  at  the  next  election  may  depend  solely  upon 
the  votes  of  the  Indians  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  alone. 
Sir,  I  regard  this  as  a  matter  of  no  little  importance,  what¬ 
ever  hon.  gentlemen  may  think.  But  let  me  tell  this  House 
that  the  vote  of  this  country  will  not  be  the  vote 
of  the  white  population  as  it  is,  with  the  Indian 
population  added  to  one  side.  The  petitions  which  have 
been  received  from  nearly  every  constituency,  and 
especially  from  those  constituencies  in  which  Indians  re¬ 
side,  show  that  there  has  been  no  question  before  this 
country  since  1837  that  has  so  deeply  moved  the  population 
of  the  Province  of  Ontario  as  this  Franchise  Bill,  and  no 
portion  of  that  Bill  has  created  so  profound  an  impression 
upon  the  people  as  that  section  which  we  are  at  this 
moment  considering.  Whatever  the  hon.  gentleman  may 
think,  I  am  satisfied  of  this,  that  in  the  county  I  represent 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  adds  two  hundred  Indian  votes  to  his 
own  side,  there  will  be  more  than  200  Conservative  votes, 
which  were  on  his  side,  that  will  be  found  on  the  other  side 
at  the  next  election.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  will  be 
the  result. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Then  what  are  you  complaining  about  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  complaining  about  the  infamy  of  the 
proposition. 

Mr.  HESSON.  If  the  proposition  gives  you  a  majority, 
that  is  all  you  desire. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  have  stated,  and  I  repeat  it,  that  I  do  not 
propose  to  admit  as  a  principle  that  we  are  bound  to  do 
evil  that  good  may  come ;  to  accept  a  measure  wrong  in 
itself,  because  I  believe  it  will  not  work  to  the  injury  of 
myself  and  my  friends,  which  was  the  object  the  hon. 
gentleman  had  in  view  when  he  proposed  it.  We  know 
the  malevolent  motive  from  which  the  proposition  has 
emanated.  It  has  been  declared  again  and  again.  The  hon. 
gentleman’s  supporters — I  will  not  use  a  stronger  expression 
— in  the  country  have  admitted  that  the  measure  was  for 
the  purpose  of  strangling  certain  representatives  on  this 
side  that  the  Gerrymander  Bill  failed  to  defeat.  But  I  tell 
the  hon.  gentleman  and  the  hon.  member  for  North  Perth 
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that  it  is  not  every  scheme  of  political  janissarianism  that 
succeeds.  Men  are  not  so  easily  strangled  except  by  public 
opinion,  and  there  is  too  much  sense  of  fairness  among  the 
people  to  allow  them  to  be  led  to  adopt  a  course  so  discredit¬ 
able  to  themselves  and  so  disastrous  to  the  well  being  of 
the  country.  Whenever  our  condition  is  such  that  members 
on  either  side  of  the  House  are  disposed  to  support 
that  which  they  believe  to  be  wrong  in  itself 
because  it  is  proposed  by  theit  leaders,  we  have 
reached  a  condition  very  closely  bordering  on  revo¬ 
lution.  We  know  how  the  civil  war  in  the  neigh¬ 
boring  republic  grew  up,  and  how  nearly  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  standing  on  the  brink  of  a  precipice  which  may  lead 
to  serious  disaster  to  the  country.  But  we  trust  there  is 
sufficient  moral  strength  in  the  country,  sufficient  sense  of 
fairness  in  the  Conservative  party,  not  to  follow  the  hon. 
gentleman  in  the  atrocious  course  in  which  he  is  now  lead¬ 
ing  his  followers. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  have  only  a  word  to  say,  and  it  is  with 
respect  to  the  first  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech. 
The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  opened  his 
speech  with  the  question  of  the  Indian  territorial  rights,  but 
as  he  has  not  persisted  in  discussing  that  matter  it  is  quite 
unnecessary  for  me  to  enter  into  it  now,  further  than  in 
reply  to  the  few  words  he  uttered,  to  say  that  when  that 
question  comes  up  I  shall  be  prepared  to  show  that  the  right 
to  the  soil  was  originally  in  the  Indians,  that  it  was 
acknowledged  to  be  so  by  the  Imperial  Government  of 
Great  Britain,  that  it  has  been  acknowledged  to  be  so  by 
the  Federal  Government  of  the  United  States,  and  that  both 
the  Imperial  Government  of  Great  Britain  and  the  Federal 
Government  of  the  United  States  simply  exercised  a  pre¬ 
emptive  right  to  purchase  from  the  Indians.  In 
the  United  States  the  separate  States  were  pre¬ 
vented  from  purchasing  from  the  Indians.  By  the  rule 
of  Great  Britain,  whatever  may  have  occurred  in  the  early 
settlement  of  the  country,  latterly  when  the  country 
became  organised,  and  even  before  the  cession  of  this 
country  by  France,  there  was  a  well  considered  system  by 
which  the  rights  of  the  Indians  were  acknowledged  That 
being  the  case,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  show  that  it  was  the 
policy  of  the  Crown  to  acknowledge  the  Indians’  territorial 
rights.  The  hon.  member  for  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson) 
yesterday  read  extracts  from  the  report  of  the  Indian 
Department,  showing  how  far  advanced  some  of  the 
Indians  were  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  and  how  unjust 
it  was  to  deprive  them  of  the  franchise  and  give  it  to  other 
Indians.  I  will  read  a  short  extract  relating  to  the  band  to 
which  the  discussion  which  has  just  taken  place  has 
particular  reference.  It  is  as  follows  : — 

“  The  Six  Nation  Indian?,  whose  reserve  is  situated  on  the  Grand 
River,  in  the  Counties  of  Brant  and  Haldimand,  are  increasing  in  num¬ 
bers  and  in  prosperity.  Many  of  their  farms  are  well  cultivated,  and 
the  products  of  the  soil  and  of  the  dairy  exhibited  at  their  annual  agri¬ 
cultural  exhibitions  command  the  admiration  of  all  persons  who 
attend  them.  Their  exhibition  of  this  year  was  remarkably  successful ; 
and  the  Six  Nations  combined  with  it  the  centennial  celebration  of  the 
grant  made  to  them  by  the  Crown  of  the  tract  of  land  of  which  their 
reserve  forms  a  part,  in  recognition  of  their  loyalty  and  valor,  as  prac¬ 
tically  proved  on  numerous  occasions  on  the  field  of  battle,  in  defence 
of  the  British  flag.  The  exhibition  was  well  attended,  and  addresses 
commendatory  of  the  fealty  and  prowess  of  their  ancestors,  and  of  the 
progress  made  by  the  present  generation  in  civilisation  were  delivered 
by  members  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  by  other 
distinguished  persons.  The  quantity  of  new  land  broken  by  these 
Indians  during  the  year  amounted  to  nearly  six  hundred  acres.  They 
have  an  excellent  school  system  on  the  reserve ;  and  the  institutions 
are  efficiently  conducted.” 

Surely  there  is  not  great  risk  in  giving  the  franchise  to  such 
people  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  have  no  desire  to  enter 
into  the  larger  question  which  has  been  suggested  by  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  but  it 
is  evident  that  we  have  a  considerable  amount  of  Indian  dis¬ 
cussion  yet  before  us.  I  intend,  however,  to  confine  myself 


to  the  question  of  the  propriety  of  conferring  the  right  to 
vote  on  unenfranchised  Indians,  That  proposal  has  still  the 
same  characteristics  that  marked  it  when  the  Bill  was 
originally  introduced.  In  the  first  discussion  of  the  clause 
there  was  a  general  concensus  of  opinion  that  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  confer  the  franchise  on 
Indians  in  the  Territories  and  Dominion  generally  ;  that  it 
was  to  be  conferred  upon  a  particular  class  of  Indians,  the 
Indian  who  had  practically  assumed  all  the  responsibilities  of  a 
civilised  state,  the  Indian  who  held  a  holding  in  his  own  right. 
Eventually,  that  construction  of  the  Bill  was  abandoned. 
The  First  Minister  explained  in  reply  to  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  that  the  intention  was  to  give 
votes  to  the  Indians  of  the  eastern  Provinces,  and  the 
Indians  in  Manitoba,  the  North-West  Territories  and 
British  Columbia.  Subsequently,  the  First  Minister  said  it 
was  his  intention  to  confine  this  provision  to  the  Indians  in 
the  eastern  Provinces,  and  we  had  a  proposition  submitted 
as  an  amendment  to  the  clause  by  that  hon.  gentleman, 
apparently  giving  a  st'll  different  phase  to  the  case,  and  to¬ 
day  we  have  still  another  phase  given  to  it.  These  changes 
have  each,  apparently,  been  made  to  meet  objections  made 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  as  well  as  the  representations 
made  by  supporters  of  the  Government  to  members  of  the 
Government.  Bat,  notwithstanding  these  objections  and 
representations,  notwithstanding  the  feelings  expressed  in 
the  country  with  reference  to  this  provision  of  the  Bill, 
practically  we  have  come  back  to  where  we  started  and  to 
the  original  intention  of  the  Bill.  There  is  the  same  inten¬ 
tion  and  determination  of  the  First  Minister  in  these 
amendments  to  give  a  vote  to  all  the  tribal  Indians,  as  was 
originally  intended  by  him.  It  has  been  contended  that  the 
Indian  has  arrived  at  such  a  stage  of  mental,  moral  and  mate¬ 
rial  development  as  to  entitle  him  to  the  franchise  equally  with 
the  white  citizen.  I  should  have  been  glad  if  that  were  the 
case,  but  the  reports  on  Indian  affairs  do  not  convey  that 
assurance  with  any  strength  or  definiteness.  The  First 
Minister  in  speaking  on  this  question  on  the  4th  of  May, 
said  he  took  it  that  the  Indians  of  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
could,  as  a  rule,  read  as  well  as  the  white  men.  Now,  if 
that  were  the  case  it  would  not  only  be  contrary  to  the 
well  known  desire  of  tho  Reform  party  throughout  the 
Dominion  to  refuse  them  the  franchise,  but  it  would  be  con¬ 
trary  to  right  and  justice  in  every  respect,  I  think  that 
phase  of  the  question  has  been  amply  and  satisfactorily 
settled  by  the  views  already  expressed  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  Hon.  gentlemen  have  been  told  over  and  over 
again  that  the  tribal  Indian  is  still  a  minor,  that  the  stato 
administers  all  his  material  affairs,  and  yet  it  is  proposed 
by  the  present  amendment,  that  the  Indian,  no  matter 
what  his  relationship  to  the  state  or  to  the  remainder  of  the 
community,  should  have  the  right  to  a  vote.  I  wish  to 
refer  for  a  moment  to  the  position  which  the  Indian  in  the 
neighboring  country  occupies  toward  the  stato,  because 
it  is  stated  in  an  organ  of  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site,  and  one  which  must  more  than  usually  be 
hold  to  express  their  opinions,  that  the  Indian  in 
the  United  States  has  the  same  privileges  as  the 
white  men.  Now,  I  have  looked  over  the  State  constitu¬ 
tions  and  I  find  only  in  tho  State  of  Minnesota,  is  the 
Indian  dealt  with  in  any  way  whatever.  The  constitution 
of  that  State  provides  that  every  male  of  21  years,  of  the 
following  classes  shall  have  votes :  First,  white  citizens  of 
the  United  States ;  secondly,  white  foreigners  who  have 
declared  their  intention  to  become  citizens ;  third,  pei'sons 
of  mixed  white  and  Indian  blood,  who  have  adopted  the 
customs  and  habits  of  civilisation ;  fourthly,  persons  of 
Indian  blood  residing  in  the  State,  who  have  adopted  the 
language,  customs,  and  habits  of  civilisation,  after  an  exam¬ 
ination  before  any  district  court  of  the  State,  in  such  man¬ 
ner  as  may  be  provided  by  law,  and  shall  have  been  proved 
by  such  court,  capable  of  enjoying  the  rights  of  citizenship 
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within  the  State.  Now,  that  is  the  most  liberal  provision 
which  exists  in  any  State  in  the  Onion,  and  it  may  com¬ 
mend  itself  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  who,  though  they 
show  a  disposition  to  follow  the  instincts  of  British  institu¬ 
tions,  are  disposed,  in  many  cases,  to  follow  the  procedure 
that  has  been  adopted  in  the  country  to  the  south  of  us. 
I  should  be  glad  if  they  adopted  in  this  instance  the  very 
wise  limitation  that  has  been  made  in  the  constitution  of 
the  State  to  which  I  have  referred,  that  limitation  being  the 
most  liberal  in  any  state  of  the  Union.  Moreover,  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  Act  of  Congress,  of  1866,  which  dealt  with  the 
question  of  citizenship,  and  involved  the  then  recent  enfran¬ 
chisement  of  the  negro,  provided : 

“  All  persons  born  in  the  United  States  and  not  subject  to  any  foreign 
power,  excluding  the  Indian,  if  not  taxed,  are  hereby  declared  to  be 
citizens  of  the  United  States.” 

Morse  on  “  Citizenship,”  defining  this  clause,  says : 

“  This  does  not  include  Indians  born  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States;  but  an  Indian,  if  taxed,  and  if  his  tribal  relations 
have  been  abandoned,  is  a  citizen.” 

Similar  to  this  is  the  position  which  has  been  taken  on  this  side 
of  the  House  with  reference  to  conferring  the  right  to  vote  on 
the  Indian,  and  we  have  invariably  shown  the  distinction 
which  has  arisen  for  the  first  time  upon  the  introduction 
of  this  Bill,  regarding  the  status  of  the  Indian ;  that  he  is  to 
be  enfranchised  for  the  purpose  of  voting,  but  is  not  to  bo  en¬ 
franchised  in  any  other  respect ;  he  still  remains  a  minor, 
with  respect  to  the  disposition  of  anything  he  acquires,  and 
with  respect  to  the  management  of  his  private  affairs.  While 
he  still  remains  under  the  control  of  the  Superintendent- 
General  he  is  to  receive  the  most  sacred  rights  of  citizen¬ 
ship,  the  right  to  say  who  shall  govern  him,  and  in  what 
way  ho  shall  be  governed  ;  and  it  is  proposed  to  do  that 
while  white  people  who  do  not  possess  property  of  the 
value  of  $300,  who  do  nob  earn  $300  a  year,  and  who  do 
not  pay  a  rental  of  $20  a  year,  are  not  ontitled  to  vote.  If 
we  have  thought  it  well  to  restrict  the  qualifications  in 
these  respects,  is  it  sufficient  to  say  that  the  Indian  who 
shall  have  made  improvements  on  his  private  reservation 
to  the  value  of  $150  shall  be  capable  of  voting  ?  How  are 
these  improvements  made  ?  It  does  not  require  a  very 
careful  examination  of  the  report  of  tbe  Indian  Department 
to  see  that  in  many  instances  not  only  are  the  Indians 
aided  in  their  means  of  subsistence,  but  in  building  hou'ses 
and  in  furnishing  them  with  appliances  for  tilling  their 
land.  Are  these  the  means  by  which  the  white  citizen 
secures  the  right  to  vote  ?  Is  it  by  virtue  of  a  grant  from  the 
Department  of  Indian  Affairs  that  ho  has  the  right  to  say 
who  shall  represent  him  in  this  House  ?  Not  by  any 
means ;  he  has  to  secure  the  necessary  qualifica¬ 
tions  by  his  own  labor.  Under  these  circumstances 
is  the  Indian  going  to  be  a  free  citizen  in  the  exercise  of  the 
franchise  ?  It  is  fatal  to  free  institutions  and  unbecoming 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  submit  a  proposition  of  that 
kind  to  any  representative  body  which  has  a  proper  respect 
for  British  institutions.  It  is  fatal  to  the  principles  on 
which  our  constitution  is  founded  ;  and  the  undermining  of 
our  constitution  is  begun  when  such  a  proposition  as  this  is 
seriously  contemplated.  It  has  been  held  by  the  First 
Minister  that  the  Indians  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  are  in 
a  fit  condition,  in  the  way  of  education  and  intelligence,  to 
exercise  the  franchise.  I  will  refer  to  the  report  of  the 
Superintendent  General  for  the  year  1884  to  see 

whether  that  is  the  case  or  not.  (The  hon. 

gentleman  read  from  the  report  referred  to.)  Any 
Indian  who  is  disposed  to  accept  the  full  privileges  of 
enfranchisement  can  become  enfranchised  under  the  Indian 
Act.  Wherever  the  pernicious  influences  of  the  liquor 
traffic  have  been  brought  to  bear  on  the  Indian,  he  has 
retrograded  perceptibly,  and  it  is  to  people  susceptible  to 
such  influences  that  it  is  proposed  to  give  the  franchise. 
Stringent  provisions  have  been  made  against  the  exercise 
Mr.  Cameuon  (Middlesex), 
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of  undue  influence  over  the  electorate,  and  yet  this  pro¬ 
vision  gives  the  right  to  vote  to  an  Indian,  while  the 
Indian  Department  has  the  power  to  give  him  or  to  with¬ 
hold  from  him,  that  sustenance  which  may  be  necessary  to 
him  in  consequence  of  his  own  improvidence  and  lack  of 
thrift.  The  reports  of  the  Superintendent  General  show  that 
but  little  educational  progress  has  been  made  amongst  the 
Indians,  even  of  the  most  advanced  bands,  and  by  these 
it  appears  that  everywhere  the  Indian  is  still  under  the 
direct  supervision  of  the  Government.  He  may  be  refused 
a  concession,  or  given  a  concession,  bat  in  every  instance 
he  can  be  made  to  understand  that  the  concession  is  depen¬ 
dent  on  the  course  he  will  pursue  towards  the  Government 
candidate.  Now,  Sir,  1  will  quote  one  or  two  more  cases 
from  the  report  as  it  regards  the  Province  of  Quebec,  to 
show  that  both  in  regard  to  the  intellectual  development  of 
the  Indians,  and  in  regard  to  their  industrial  progress,  they 
are  still  far  behind  the  white  settlers.  (The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  proceeded  to  read  from  the  report  concerning  the 
Indians  of  Cornwall  Island,  St.  Louis,  County  of  Laprairie, 
and  Caughnawaga.)  In  Caughnawaga,  I  understand  the 
Indians  are  supposed  to  bo  the  most  intelligent  and  pro¬ 
gressive  of  any,  and  still  it  is  stated  here  that  there  are  only 
a  few  successful  farmers  among  them.  (The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  proceeded  to  read  from  the  report  concerning  the  Mic- 
mac  Indians  of  New  Brunswick,  in  the  County  of  Richmond, 
and  the  Indians  in  the  Counties  of  Pictou  and  Colchester, 
Nova  Scotia,  showing  the  condition  of  agriculture 
among  them,  and  their  low  intellectual  development)  In 
Prince  Edward  Island  also  the  condition  of  affairs  is  reported 
to  be  unsatisfactory.  I  have  endeavored  to  show,  from  the 
Superintendent  General’s  own  report,  the  condition  of  the 
Indians  at  the  present  time  as  regards  their  qualification  to 
exercise  the  franchise.  The  report  incontestably  proves 
that  the  qualifications  deemed  necessary  for  freemen  to 
exercise  the  franchise  are  not  possessed  by  the  Indians.  It 
would  be  very  interesting,  if  I  were  not  precluded  from 
doing  so,  to  glance  at  the  returns  indicating  the  condition 
of  the  bands  under  Chief  Beardy,  under  the  Chief  occupying 
the  Duck  Lake  reserve,  Big  Bear,  Poundmaker  and  others 
in  the  North-West  Territories,  who  have  recently  occupied 
a  hostile  attitude  towards  this  country.  They  are  spoken  of 
as  being  industrious  and  frugal,  but  this  statement  must  be 
a  comparative  one,  because  these  bands  who  are  spoken  of  as 
industrious  are  really  dissatisfied  with  their  surroundings  and 
are  in  revolt,  it  is  important  that  this  committee  should 
anticipate  the  ultima1  e  consequences  of  enfranchising 
the  Indians.  With  respect  to  the  Indians  of  British 
Columbia,  it  was  at  first  understood  that  the  First  Minister 
did  not  propose  to  give  them  the  right  to  vote,  and  an  hon. 
member  was  even  ruled  out  of  order  on  the  ground  that  the 
Act  did  not  apply  to  them.  We  are,  however,  informed  by 
the  most  recent  amendment  of  the  First  Minister,  that  the 
Indians  of  British  Columbia  are  to  be  enfranchised.  In 
the  report  for  1884,  the  hope  was  expressed  that  some 
of  the  more  civilised  bands  in  these  Provinces,  will  avail 
themselves  of  the  provisions  of  the  Indian  Advancement 
Act.  It  was  only  a  hope  that  was  indulged  in,  that  they 
would  take  advantage  of  these  small  municipal  privileges 
and  facilities,  and  yet  it  is  seriously  proposed  that  we  shall 
now  give  to  these  Indians  the  power  of  determining  who 
shall  or  who  shall  not  be  members  of  this  House,  notwith¬ 
standing  that  they  are  still  participants  in  the  advantages 
conferred  by  the  Crown.  (The  hon.  gentleman  here  quoted 
a  number  of  other  extracts  from  the  report  of  the  Super¬ 
intendent  General  as  to  the  Indians  of  British  Columbia.) 
We  are  not  to  assume  by  any  means  that  they  are  to  have 
these  separate  holdings  in  fee;  they  are  merely  to  acquire 
the  right  of  occupancy  in  each  of  those  holdings,  they  are 
still  wards  aud  minors,  and  yet  they  are  to  exercise  the 
right  of  voting.  Then  as  to  the  schools,  in  those  particular 
localities  in  British  Columbia,  I  find  the  following.  (The 
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hon.  gentleman  here  quoted  further  from  the  report,) 
Such  is  the  idea  held  by  these  Indians  whom  it  is  now  pro¬ 
posed  to  give  the  right  of  franchise  as  to  the  advantages  of 
education,  and  such  are  their  actions  when  facilities  are 
afforded  them  to  obtain  that  education.  Within  the  last  21 
years  the  white  people  of  this  country  have  absolutely 
expended  a  sum  approaching  $200,000,000  in  order  to 
perfect  the  education  of  their  children,  and  yet,  while  they 
have  voluntarily  submitted  to  this  taxation,  the  House 
solemnly  refused  the  motion  of  the  hon,  member  for  Nor¬ 
thumberland  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage,  and  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  give  the  franchise  to  these  Indians,  who  are  not 
only  not  educated,  but  who  are  indisposed  to  take  advan¬ 
tage  of  the  offers  which  missionaries  and  others  present,  in 
order  that  they  might  acquire  an  education.  Such  men,  I 
say,  have  not  the  first  qualification  which  is  expected  in 
citizens  who  exercise  the  franchise,  and  it  is  false  to  one  of 
our  most  sacred  political  bulwarks  that  such  men  should  be 
empowered  to  say  who  shall  or  shall  not  be  legislators, 
occupying  seats  in  this  House.  (The  hon,  gentleman 
quoted  further  from  the  report,  with  reference  to  the 
Indians  of  British  Columbia.)  The  Tyendenaga  reserve, 
in  the  County  of  Hastings,  which  has  been  referred  to 
more  than  once,  I  am  prepared  to  admit,  is  one  of  the  best 
reserves  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  so  far  as  material 
improvement  is  concerned,  but  let  us  see  what  the  relation  of 
that  band  is  to  the  Government  and  to  the  Superintendent 
General. 

Mr,  WHITE  (Hastings).  They  are  independent  of  both 
the  Government  and  the  Superintendent  General.  The 
money  that  is  given  to  them  is  their  own  money  ;  they  do 
not  thank  the  Government  for  it.  The  land  was  sold,  and 
they  invested  their  money  with  the  Government. 

Mr.  CAMEKON  (Middlesex).  According  to  the  report, 
the  money  was  not  distributed  alone  as  annuities,  and  conse¬ 
quently  they  are  to  some  extent  under  the  control  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  If  it  were  an  annuity  such  as  I  would  be  glad  to 
know  the  hon.  gentleman  possessed,  an  annuity  he  had  pur¬ 
chased  from  the  Government,  under  any  provision  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  make,  and  that  would  leave  him  entirely 
independent  of  the  Government  of  the  day,  or,  for  that 
matter,  the  Opposition,  I  would  say  there  was  no  point  in 
the  objection  I  am  making ;  but  I  contend  that,  excluding 
the  annuity,  there  are  objections  sufficient  in  the  other 
items  that  are  distributed  by  the  Government  to  make  good 
my  contention  that  these  men  cannot  enjoy  the  freedom 
which  it  is  absolutely  necessary  they  should  enjoy  in  order 
that  we  may  have  from  them  an  expression  of  opinion  at 
the  polls  as  free  as  that  from  others. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  1  say  they  are  as  free  as  you 
are. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  think  it  would  be  better 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  would  get  up  and  give  his  view  of 
the  case  fairly  at  length. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  have  done  so. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Since  this  amendment  has  been  sub¬ 
mitted,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  no  remark  except  in 
an  interjectory  manner,  in  answer  to  the  observations  I  have 
made.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  First  Minister  has  given 
him  particular  instructions  to  remain  silent,  but  I  say  if  these 
amendments  are  not  open  to  the  objections  we  make,  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  should  endeavor  to  give  some  proof  that 
they  are  not.  Since  this  question  has  been  under 
discussion,  we  have  had  any  number  of  differ¬ 
ent  constructions  placed  on  the  clause  before  us. 
It  is  contended  that  it  applies  to  no  Indians  who  have  not 
separate  reserves,  that,  in  fact,  it  means  practically  what  is 
defined  in  the  Ontario  Act.  That  however  has  been  con¬ 
tradicted  more  than  once  by  the  First  Minister  himself. 
Then  we  have  had  the  amendment  submitted  yesterday,  and 


which  has  been  changed  again  to-day.  We  have  had  all 
these  amendments  made  with  the  one  purpose,  to  give  a 
vote  to  Indians,  no  matter  whether  they  have  severed  them¬ 
selves  from  the  tribal  relations  or  not,  no  matter  whether 
they  have  acquired  any  property  in  the  reserve  that  would 
be  of  the  flimsiest  character  or  not,  and  no  matter 
whether  they  practically  work  the  reserves  upon 
which  they  are  or  not.  The  evident  purpose  and  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  Bill,  as  amended,  is  to  admit  to  the  fran¬ 
chise  all  the  Indians  that  a  partisan  revising  offi¬ 
cer  will  consider  himself  justified  in  admitting. 

Its  intention  is  to  enfranchise  as  many  of  the  Indians  as  it 
is  possible  to  find  of  mature  ago  on  a  reserve.  The  hon. 
member  for  Algorna  has  more  than  once  stated,  and  stated 
explicitly,  that  he  would  not  support  any  such  proposition, 
and  he  endeavors  to  shelter  himself  now  bohiod  the  con¬ 
tention  that  this  would  not  be  effected  by  the  amendment 
before  us.  But  1  hold  it  will,  and  it  is  for  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  who  are  not  desirous  that  the  clause  should  have 
that  wide  latitude,  to  suggest  some  other  wording  which 
will  confine  it  within  the  limits  they  desire  to  give  it.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  have  demured  to  our  contention  that 
the  provision  has  the  width  we  allege.  Well,  if  it  is  not 
:  their  intention  that  it  should  have  that  width,  why  should 
they  be  adverse  to  such  a  change  being  made  in  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  clause  as  will  more  definitely  determine  its 
intention.  We  are  not  opposed  to  the  vote  being  given  to 
the  enfranchised  Indian.  He  can  secure  that  right  under 
the  law  as  it  now  stands;  under  the  Act  of  1830,  he  has  all 
the  same  facilities  to  acquire  the  right  to  vote  as  any  citizen 
has.  Consequently  there  would  be  no  reason  or  purpose 
whatever  in  this  clause  wo  are  discussing,  if  it  was  not  in¬ 
tended  the  unenfranchised  Indian  should  secure  the  right  of 
which  the  enactments  now  on  the  Statute  Book  deprived  him. 
I  hope  that  the  provisions  of  this  clause  will  yet  be  limited 
to  those  Indians  who  would  be  enfranchised  under  the 
Indian  Act.  The  First  Minister  has  expressed  his  opinion 
that  it  is  unfortunate  that  the  Indians  have  not  been  relieved 
from  their  tribal  relations  long  before  this.  It  is  in  his 
power  to  make  such  a  proposition  to  this  House  as  will 
facilitate  the  emancipation  of  those  Indians,  and  nothing 
would  be  more  popular  in  tho  localities  lying  contiguous  to 
the  Indian  reservations.  1  do  not  attempt  to  show  that  that 
course  would  be  a  judicious  one.  I  do  not  propose  it.  i 
leave  it  for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  judge,  but,  if  they 
maintain  that  the  Indian  has  reached  that  stage  of  intel¬ 
lectual  development  that  makes  him  a  capable  citizen,  we 
have  no  right  to  retain  him  in  the  position  of  minority  which 
he  now  occupies,  and  we  have  no  right  to  hamper  the 
development  of  the  locality  in  which  he  lives  by  retaining 
him  in  the  tribal  relationship  while  we  give  him  the  right 
to  vote.  In  regard  to  other  classes  of  the  community, 
provisions  are  made  that  they  must  live  in  houses  of  a 
certain  value,  or  pay  a  certain  amount  of  rent,  or  derive  a 
certain  amount  of  income  or  wages,  but  we  are  abandoning 
those  provisions  in  reference  to  the  least  educated  class  ot 
the  community,  and  are  making  qualifications  apply  to 
the  Indians  which  wo  ourselves  furnish  them.  The 
Department  has  the  liberty  to  give  the  Indian  the  aid  from 
the  Indian  funds  that  his  necessities  may  require,  and  on 
that  expenditure  by  the  Department  he  may  acquire  the 
right  to  the  franchise.  That  is  not  what  the  country 
understands  by  this  Bill,  and  it  would  be  becoming 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  await  the  verdict 
of  the  country  in  relation  to  this  measure.  If  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  are  as  confident  of  the  popular 
approval  of  this  measure  as  they  pretend  to  be,  why  do 
they  not  appeal  to  the  people  of  the  country  in  defence  of 
it  ?  But  it  is  because  they  dare  not  do  so,  it  is  because 
they  desire  to  appeal  at  the  next  election  to  another  elec¬ 
torate  than  the  one  to  which  they  appealed  in  1882.  We 
have  heard  no  defence  of  this  measure  from  hon,  gentlemen 
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opposite — if  I  except  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma  (Mr. 
Dawson)  who,  I  really  believe,  wishes  to  deal  honestly  and 
fairly  about  this  matter.  We  have  had  no  defence  of  this 
proposition  in  its  altered  form.  The  alteration,  Sir,  has  not 
removed  our  objections  to  the  Bill.  We  find  that  the  same 
principle  underlies  it  still,  namely,  the  principle  of  giving 
a  vote  to  the  enfranchised  Indian  instead  of  giving  it  to  the 
Indian  on  the  interest  that  ho  holds  in  the  tribal  reserva¬ 
tion.  Sir,  I  would  be  glad  to  see  this  provision  of  the 
Bill  eliminated;  I  would  be  glad  if  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  would  have  the  courage  of  their  convic¬ 
tions  and  vote  it  down  before  it  is  too  late.  If 
they  expect  to  derive  any  personal  advantage  from  it,  I 
think  they  will  be  mistaken.  I  believe  that  the  people, 
independently  of  their  political  predilections,  will  condemn 
this  measure  when  they  have  an  opportunity.  We  have 
already  seen  many  of  them  change  their  political  allegiance 
when  the  question  of  the  National  Policy  was  submitted  to 
them  in  1878,  and  in  1882.  I  am  prepared  to  admit  the 
fact,  while  I  question  the  reasons  that  induced  them  to 
change  their  allegiance.  But  I  say  that  fact  proves  conclu¬ 
sively  that  the  people  of  Canada  are  not  so  bigoted  in  their 
adherence  to  party,  that  they  will  not  follow  their  own 
convictions  of  what  is  to  their  interest  and  best  in  the 
interest  of  the  country.  And  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  people  are  so  bound  down  by  party  thraldom  that 
they  will  follow  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  the  length  of 
submitting  to  the  degradation  involved  by  the  passage  of 
this  Bill;  and  from  an  intimate  acquaintance  with  a  few 
constituencies,  at  least,  I  am  satisfied  that  when  the  time 
comes  they  will  mark  their  disapproval  of  this  iniquitous 
measure. 

Mr.  FAIRBAEK.  I  am  glad  that  there  aro  a  few  min¬ 
utes  left  for  me  to  express  my  opinion  on  this  clause.  It  is 
true  that  I  said  a  few  words  upon  it  on  a  former  occasion, 
but  it  was  under  most  unfavorable  circumstances,  at  the 
beginning  of  the  last  day  of  that  now  well  known  Session  of 
fifty-seven  hours,  while  the  sunlight  was  breaking  through 
those  windows. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Montmagny).  Give  us  something  fresh. 

Mr.  FAIEBANK.  Tho  first  question  claiming  our 
attention  is,  what  was  the  the  stato  of  the  Indians 
under  the  Bill  as  introduced  ?  As  I  understood  it,  it 
clearly  defined  how  it  was  that  Indians,  who  jointly 
or  separately  had  property  qualification,  whether  in 
a  band  or  out  of  a  band,  on  a  reserve  or  off  a  reserve 
in  any  Province,  having  representation  here,  and  in  any 
Territory  as  soon  as  it  had  representation  here,  should 
have  the  franchise.  The  remarks  made  by  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  in  answer  to  the  pertinent  questions  propounded  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  (Mr.  Mills),  have  been 
referred  to  sufficiently  often  that  I  need  not  repeat  them. 
However,  they  are  questions  and  answers  which  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  have  not  heard  the  last  of.  On  a  subse¬ 
quent  day  the  member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  put  the 
same  questions  to  the  First  Minister.  His  answer  was  : 
I  have  already  answered  that  question.  That  answer  had 
been  treated  by  the  Ministerial  press  as  a  joke.  It  was  no 
joking  matter.  To  use  tho  First  Minister’s  phrase,  that 
allegation  is  too  thin.  In  the  present  amendment  that 
question  is  fully  stated  and  finally  settled.  It  defines  by 
excluding  from  the  Bill  some  provisions  that  were  in  it 
before.  If  they  wore  not  in,  there  wa9  no  necessity  for 
putting  them  out. 

The  Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

Mr.  FAIR  BANK.  In  the  few  moments  allotted  to  me 
before  the  committee  rose,  I  endeavored  to  point  out  the 
Mr.  Cameron  (Middlesex). 
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scope  of  the  Bill  as  it  passed  the  second  reading  and  went 
to  the  committee.  I  pointed  out  that  it  embraced  the 
entire  Dominion.  There  have  been  contrary  contentions 
maintained  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  by  their  press. 
The  amendments  introduced  by  the  First  Minister  will 
for  ever  settle  this  question.  It  has  been  claimed  that  the 
Bill  only  applied  to  the  older  Provinces.  To-day,  under 
the  amendment  submitted,  British  Columbia  is  included 
and  made  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  I  am  chiefly 
interested  at  this  time  in  enquiring  its  effect  within  the 
older  Provinces.  The  amendment  provides,  what  the  Bill 
did  not  provide  for,  that  the  Indians  to  whom  is  to  be  given 
the  vote  should  have  a  separate  holding ;  that  is  to  say,  that 
they,  with  the  consent  of  the  band  and  what  is  more  impor¬ 
tant  with  the  consent  of  the  Superintendent  General,  Indians 
should  have  allotted  to  them  respectively  a  portion  of  land. 
It  provides  that  there  shall  be  improvements  upon  this  land. 
This  point  of  improvement  is  intended  to  convey  the  idea 
that  it  is  evidence  of  the  Indian’s  industry,  intelligence  and 
fitness  to  vote.  When  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  at  some  further 
stage  of  the  discussion  aro  uncorked,  and  we  hear  from  them, 
we  shall  hear  them  dwell  upen  this  point  to  a  certain  extent. 
They  will  say  that  those  Indians  have  a  property  qualifica¬ 
tion,  and  why  should  they  not  vote  as  other  men  ?  Through¬ 
out  the  discussion  in  the  Ministerial  press  the  point  has 
been  kept  out  of  view  that  giving  the  vote  was  not  enfran¬ 
chising.  The  enfranchisement  of  the  Indians  is  provided 
for  by  law.  It  is  a  certain  process  by  which  he  is  made 
free  from  the  disabilities  under  which  he  labored,  and  he  is 
released  from  his  tribal  condi  ion.  I  wish  to  examine  for  a 
moment  into  this  question  of  improvements.  I  am  well 
aware  that  much  consolation  is  expected  to  bo  drawn  from 
it;  that  it  is  to  Jet  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  down  more 
easily.  I  have  said  that  the  allotment  was  made  by  tho 
consent  of  the  band  and  Superintendent  General ;  indeed, 
without  the  consent  of  the  latter  the  Indians  could  do  very 
little  indeed.  The  improvements  must  amount  to  the  value 
of  $150.  Let  us  for  a  moment  consider  them.  They  will 
consist  in  part  of  the  dwelling.  It  is  not  very  extravagant 
that  we  should  estimate  the  value  at  $70,  even  as  an  Indian’s 
dwelling,  then  it  remains  to  provide  for  $80  more  of  improve¬ 
ments.  In  Ontario  the  landsoccupied  by  Indians  were  at  one 
period  heavily  timbered.  The  average  value  of  clearing 
land  there  may  be  said  to  b9  $20  per  acre.  Lands  slashed 
would  bo  classed  as  partially  improved — say  $10  per  acre, 
therefore,  if  rn  Indian  has  a  log  cabin  or  a  house  worth  $70 
and  has  slashed  eight  acres  of  timber  for  the  purpose  of 
selling  the  timber  to  somebody  else,  he  will  have  made  the 
necessary  improvements  under  this  Bill.  He  will  have 
given  evidence  of  the  industry  and  the  intelligen  3e  which 
hon.  gentlemen  ask  for.  It  will  not  matter  though  the 
Government  has  made  this  clearing,  as  they  have  made  it  in 
many  instances,  or  erected  the  building,  still  the  man  is 
qualified  to  vote.  It  would  be  far  better  if  a  very  small 
piece  of  land  is  tilled,  if  there  is  a  small  corn  patch  culti¬ 
vated  entirely  by  the  squaw,  that  will  all  be  evidence  of  his 
fitness  to  vote.  Who  is  to  make  this  valuation  ?  The 
Ministerial  press,  to  some  extent  at  all  events,  have  stated 
that  the  list  which  goes  before  the  revising  barrister  will  be 
the  list  prepared  by  the  municipal  officers.  But  how  is  it  to 
reach  the  reserve  ?  Is  there  not  a  high  wall  around  the 
reserve  which  will  prevent  the  municipal  list  from  entering 
it?  This  will  be  worked  by  the  revising  barrister,  or  by 
the  judge  who,  the  member  for  West  Toronto  said,  would  do 
the  work  so  quickly  that  it  would  not  occupy  more  than  ten 
days  in  any  constituency.  But  if  the  value  of  improvements 
Were  much  greater,  it  does  not  touch  the  point.  The  point 
is  giving  a  vote  to  a  man  who  does  not  possess  the  liberty 
to  exercise  the  right  as  we  possess  it. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  They  have  as  much  liberty  as 
you  have. 
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Mr.  F ATEBANK,  Unfortunately,  I  cannot  hear  the  gen¬ 
tleman.  I  say  the  point  of  the  question  was  the  giving  of 
votes  to  men  who  are  not  citizens  in  the  same  sense  in  which 
we  are  citizens,  and  who  are  not  amenable  to  all  the  laws, 
as  we  are.  The  question  has  been  asked  from  the  Minis¬ 
terial  side  of  the  House,  how  many  Indians  this  Bill  would 
enfranchise,  and  though  it  has  not  been  answered,  I  think 
we  can  approximate  tbe  number  which  it  is  intended  to 
enfranchise  or  to  give  the  vote  to.  In  Bothwell,  I  believe, 
it  is  expected  to  give  a  sufficient  number  of  votes  to  finish 
the  work  which  the  gerrymander  and  the  returning  officer 
could  not  do.  In  South  Brant  it  is  hoped  to  furnish  a  suffi¬ 
cient  number  to  serve  the  hon.  gentleman  who  now  repre¬ 
sents  the  constituency  in  the  same  manner.  In  East  Hast¬ 
ings  it  is  hoped  that  there  will  be  a  sufficient  number  of 
Indian  votes  to  make  what  wa3  a  doubtful  constituency, 
secure  for  the  hon.  gentleman  who  represents  it  now. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  That  has  been  said  for  16  years. 

Mr.  FAIEBANK.  In  other  constituencies  it  is  expected 
to  do  the  same  kind  of  work.  The  First  Minister,  yester¬ 
day,  in  answer  to  an  observation  of  the  hon.  member  for  East 
York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  told  us  what  wa3  expected  from  this 
measure.  He  said  of  the  Indian  votes,  that  these  votes  will 
make  you  sick.  It  is  expected  that  the  Indian  votes,  of 
which  one  end  is  held  by  the  Superintendent  General,  will 
make  the  Grits  sick.  Sir,  it  seems  to  mo  in  the  nature  of 
an  Indian  alliance.  We  had  one  in  the  North-West  lately — 
an  attempt  at  an  alliance  between  Louis  Eiel  and  the  Indians 
of  that  section.  It  did  not  succeed,  and  this  attempted  alli¬ 
ance  may  succeed  no  better.  After  the  explanation  we 
have  had,  it  is  hardly  necessary  to  enquire  how  the  Indians 
came  into  the  Bill.  Who  put  them  there,  and  when  ?  Who 
asked  for  it?  Was  it  himself?  Was  it  his  neighbors?  The 
petitions  which  have  been  presented  to  the  House  show 
whether  it  was  his  neighbors  who  have  asked  him  to  be  put 
there  or  not.  The  Indian  was  not  there  a  short  time  ago. 
Who  put  him  there  ?  The  First  Minister  has  answered  that 
question— to  make  the  Grits  sick.  We  were  not  in  much 
doubt  about  it.  The  expressions  of  joy  from  some  members 
on  the  Ministerial  side  indicated  quite  clearly  who  it  was 
asked  to  have  them  put  there.  Sir,  a  short  tims  ago  woman 
was  in  the  Bill  before  us.  The  Indian  was  not  in  it.  Woman 
is  now  out  and  the  Indian  is  in.  He  was  quietly  led  in, 
bare-footed  or  in  moccasins  so  as  not  to  make  any  noise. 
Woman  was  publicly  kicked  out,  and  I  think  she  will 
remember  the  manner  of  her  exit.  Mr.  Disraeli  said  that 
Lord  Palmerston  had  caught  the  Reform  party  in  bathing, 
and  had  stolen  their  clothes.  I  think  the  First  Minister  has 
been  bathing  in  the  stream  of  promises,  of  which  ho  is  fond. 
The  women  of  Canada  chanced  to  go  by  there  and  they 
seated  themselves  upon  his  clothes  ;  he  cannot  get  ashore, 
and  now  he  seems  to  be  paddling  to  the  other  shore  to  a 
wigwam  standing  there,  where  he  hopes  to  borrow  a  blanket 
to  keep  him  warm  in  the  winter  of  his  discontent.  Sir, 
when  the  Indian  assumes  the  responsibilities,  the  liabilities, 
and  duties  of  white  men,  I  would  be  the  last  man  in  Canada 
to  stand  up  and  oppose  his  enfranchisement.  I  give  place 
to  no  man  in  my  friendly  feelings  towards  the  Indian,  but 
until  he  assumes  those  duties  and  responsibilities,  1  believe 
the  vote  will  be  anything  but  beneficial  to  him,  if  it  is 
given  to  the  banded  Indian,  and  he  accepts  it,  because 
there  are  serious  doubts  iu  my  mind  whether  his  own 
disci’etion  and  judgment  will  not  lead  him  to  decline  it, 
but  if  it  is  given  and  accepted  it  will  not  be  beneficial  to 
the  Indian.  Will  ho  vote  as  an  individual  ?  No,  Sir  ;  he 
will  vote  as  a  band ;  the  council  fires  will  be  lighted  when 
he  goes  to  the  polls.  If  it  is  accepted  and  has  the  effects  in 
cortain  districts  which  it  is  expected  to  have,  if  it  overcomes 
the  white  majority,  ill-feeling  between  the  white  man  and 
the  Indian  will  be  inevitable.  That  is  not  in  the  Indian’s 
interest.  The  citizens  of  a  constituency  who  are  in  the 
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majority,  the  full  citizens,  liable  to  all  the  provisions  of  the 
law,  on  finding  their  will  thwarted  by  an  unemancipated 
Indian  vote,  will  not  be  satisfied,  and  the  impressions  formed 
by  them  will  not  be  beneficial  to  the  Indians.  We  shall 
hear  the  plea :  Why  should  the  Indian  not  have  a  vote  if  he 
has  the  property  qualifications  of  a  white  man  ?  Sir,  does 
the  tax  collector  enter  the  Indian  reservation  ?  Does  the 
collector  of  debt  enter  the  Indian  reservation  ?  Has  the 
militia  bugle  any  note  that  calls  the  Indian  to  military 
duty  ?  When  a  public  highway  strikes  an  Indian  reserve 
it  has  to  go  around  it  or  bridge  it.  Has  the  head  of  the 
Indian  Department  any  papers  in  his  pigeon-holes  to-day 
asking  for  contributions  to  those  so  situated  ?  Sir,  did  the 
picture  ever  present  itself  to  you  of  a  Minister  canvass¬ 
ing  an  Indian  reserve  for  votes  ?  Fancy  the  Minister  of  Cus¬ 
toms  visiting  an  Indian  reserve  for  votes,  making  his 
approaches  gradually.  He  commences  -with  the  young,  dis¬ 
posed  to  teach  the  young  idea  how  to  shoot,  by  putting  cop¬ 
pers  on  a  stick  ;  he  makes  a  further  advance,  not  with  the 
three  E’s,  but  with  the  three  B’s— brooms,  baskets  and 
beads ;  still  further,  he  carries  on  a  fur  trade,  buys  muskrat 
skins,  and  pays  with  bits  of  mink.  The  thought  occurs  to  my 
mind,  how  are  the  mighty  fallen !  A  right  hon.  gentleman 
whom  we  have  recently  heard  much  of  as  having  been  forty 
years  in  public  life,  who  has  for  a  quarter  of  a  century 
directed  the  destinies  of  Canada,  who  has  heretofore  been 
accustomed  annually  to  hunt  for  political  elephants,  coming 
down  to  set  traps  for  rats  and  mice  on  an  Indian  reserve  ! 
Sir,  has  he  so  little  confidence  in  the  white  man  that  he  has 
to  fall  back  on  the  Indian  ?  Is  the  white  man  to  have  no 
rights  that  the  Indian  need  regard  ?  The  proposition 
to  place  the  ballot  box  on  the  Indian  reserve  meets 
with  approval  nowhere.  It  suits  the  purpose  of  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  to  ridicule  the  petitions  that  have  been 
presented  to  this  House.  They  may  see  the  day 
when  they  will  regret  that.  I  have  not  referred  to  the 
petitions  which  have  been  presented  by  myself;  but  those 
petitions  contain  the  names  of  as  intelligent  and  prominent 
Conservatives  as  there  are  in  the  district  I  represent.  For  the 
Indian  I  would  ask  that  he  be  allowed  to  enjoy  his  council, 
his  bands  and  his  traditions,  that  he  be  treated  with  kind¬ 
ness,  with  liberality,  with  honesty  and  with  truth,  and  that 
the  best  men  be  brought  in  contact  with  him.  The  Indian 
of  North  America  has  suffered  enough  ;  add  no  new  suf¬ 
ferings  to  him.  Do  not  introduce  him  into  political  war¬ 
fare  ;  do  not  force  him  to  come  to  Parliament  and  sit  up 
until  two  o’clock  in  the  morning;  do  not  lay  upon  him  the 
charge  of  obstructing  business  because  the  Government  will 
not  bring  business  down;  do  not  force  him  into  a  position 
to  be  found  fault  with  because  he  will  not  support  a  measure 
designed  and  intended  to  perpetuate  a  party  in  power,  and 
having  no  other  design. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  feel  that  I  need  offer  no  apology  to  this 
House  for  asking  their  attention  for  a  few  moments  while  I 
discuss  the  measure  now  under  consideration. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  The  eighth  time.  •» 

Mr.  LISTER.  Sir,  the  hon.  member  for  East  Hastings 
is  becoming  a  nuisance  in  this  House. 

Mr.  WHITE.  You  apologise  to  the  House  for  the  eighth 
time. 

Mr.  LISTER.  This  Bill  has  been  for  the  last  four  or  five 
weeks  debated  by  this  House,  but  the  section  now  under 
discussion  has  only  been  incidentally  referred  to.  The 
question  of  giving  the  Indian  a  vote  is  one  of  momentous 
importance ;  it  is  a  question  which  should  receive  the 
serious  consideration  of  all  the  members  of  this  House, 
whether  they  be  supporters  or  opponents  of  the  Government. 
It  is  proposed  by  this  Bill  to  confer  upon  a  class  of  the 
community  rights  they  have  never  had  before ;  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  throw  into  the  electorate  of  this  country  a  class  of 
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people  totally  unacquainted  with  the  affairs  of  the  country, 
with  the  political  issues  which  come  before  this  Parliament, 
and  with  everything  that  should  fit  a  man  to  fulfil  tho duties 
of  a  citizen  of  the  country.  In  discussing  this  question 
there  are  several  things  to  be  considered.  In  tho  first  place, 
it  is  the  duty  of  Parliament,  before  they  confer  upon  the 
Indian  that  great  privilege,  to  bo  satisfied  beyond  all  perad- 
venture  that  the  person  to  whom  they  are  giving  this  right 
is  sufficiently  intelligent  and  sufficiently  advanced  in  civili¬ 
sation  to  appreciate  that  right  and  to'exercise  it  intelligently. 
If  the  person  who  is  to  be  enfranchised  does  not  possess 
these  qualifications  it  is  a  dangerous  thing  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  add  to  the  electorate  of  the  country  that  class  of 
people.  I  need  only  refer  to  the  reports  of  the  hon,  gen¬ 
tleman  who  leads  this  Government,  to  show  that  tho  Indian 
is  not  fitted  to  exercise  the  franchise.  I  will  confine  myself, 
however,  to  that  portion  of  the  report  which  deals  with  tho 
Walpole  Indians,  and  the  band  of  Chippewas  residing  near 
the  town  of  Sarnia.  I  find  that,  so  far  as  the  Chippewa 
band  is  concerned,  living  near  the  town  of  Sarnia,  the  hon. 
gentleman  reports  that,  with  the  exception  of  two  or  three 
of  them,  they  have  made  no  advancement  during  a  number 
of  years ;  that  much  of  the  land  which  was  originally 
cleared  by  the  Government  for  the  Indians  has  been 
neglected,  and  is  covered  with  brush  wood.  Speaking  of 
the  Chippewas,  the  hon.  gentleman  gives  a  similar  account ; 
their  cleared  land  is  less  in  extent  than  it  was  ten  or  twelve 
years  ago.  I  have  referred  to  those  two  instances  simply 
to  show  that,  so  far  as  those  Indians  are  concerned,  for  the 
last  twenty  or  thii’ty  years  no  advancement  has  been  made 
by  them,  according  to  the  report  of  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  General ;  and  they  are  a  very  favorable  por¬ 
tion,  compared  with  the  other  ludians  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  also  proposes  to  enfranchise.  To  a  very  small 
extent  do  they  associate  with  the  whites ;  they 
are  totally  unacquainted  with  the  ways  and  manners  of  the 
whites,  and  I  believe  only  within  the  last  year  have  they 
attempted  to  elect  their  own  chiefs.  Their  reserves  are  a 
source  of  injury  instead  of  benefit  to  tho  country.  One  of 
the  most  important  roads  in  the  eounty  of  Lambton  runs 
along  the  reserve,  and  there  is  no  worse  road  in  the  coun¬ 
try  ;  repeated  applications  have  been  made  to  the  Indian 
office  to  obtain  assistance  for  the  purpose  of  putting  that 
road  in  condition,  but  so  far  these  efforts  have  been  fruitless. 
The  applicants  have  been  told  that  they  must  go  to  the 
Indians  on  the  reserves  to  get  their  permission  to  have  the 
funds  in  the  hands  of  the  Indian  Department  expended  on 
the  road  ;  but  it  is  well  known  the  Indians  will  not,  under 
any  consideration,  give  their  consent  to  a  proposal  of  that 
kind.  The  consequence  is,  that  one  of  the  best  situated 
roads  in  the  county  of  Lambton  is  left  in  a  state  dangerous 
to  public  travel. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  You  say  the  Government 
control  the  Indians,  and  you  now  say  the  Indians  control 
their  own  funds. 

Mr.  LISTER.  They  do  not.  Tho  Indian  superintendent 
says  to  the  people  who  ask  for  the  assistance  to  build  the 
roads  that  they  must  go  to  the  Indians  and  get  their  sanc¬ 
tion  before  the  Government  will  be  willing  to  pay  the 
money ;  but  it  does  not  follow  that  the  Indian  superin¬ 
tendent  has  not  the  right,  if  he  thinks  proper,  to  take  the 
money  for  the  purpose  of  building  the  road.  I  only  men¬ 
tion  the  fact  to  show  the  difficulty  people  living  near  the 
reserves  have  to  encounter  in  dealing  with  the  reserves. 
In  the  county  of  Lambton  there  are  6,000  acres  of  land 
on  the  reservos,  5,600  of  which  have  nover  had  a  plough 
put  through  it.  No  effort  is  made  to  cultivate  the  land, 
and  instead  of  that  large  block  being  fertile,  and  an  advan¬ 
tage  to  the  country  at  large,  it  lies  there  useless.  Another 
objection  which  has  been  urged  over  and  over  again  is, 
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that  so  long  as  the  Indians  labor  under  disabilities 
they  should  not  have  the  right  conferred  upon  them  to  vote. 
Before  giving  the  Indian  the  franchise  you  should  remove 
from  him  the  disabilities  which  now  exist,  and  by  law 
declare  him  a  free  man,  and  relieve  him  from  the  conti'ol  of 
the  Superintendent  General  and  his  minions.  This  is  the 
most  preposterous  proposition  ever  submitted  to  Parliament, 
that  a  man  who  controls  16,000  or  18,000  Indians  in  the 
Province  of  Ontaro,  as  absolutely  as  the  Southerner  did  his 
slaves,  should  ask  this  free  Parliament  to  give  these  people 
the  right  to  vote  and  to  allow  their  votes  to  weigh  against 
those  of  the  white  men  who  assume  all  the  responsibilities 
of  citizenship  and  render  service  to  tho  country  in  various 
ways.  It  has  been  stated  that  we  took  days  in  discussing 
whether  an  Indian  was  a  person,  but  the  Superinten¬ 
dent  General,  in  his  interpretation  clause,  doclares  that 
the  expression  “  person  ”  means  any  individual  other 
than  an  Indian,  so  that,  according  to  him,  an 
Indian  is  not  a  person.  The  clauses  of  the  Indian 
Act  provide  a  very  simple  means  by  which  those 
Indians  who  desire  it  can  obtain  enfranchisement,  but  this 
Bill  proposes  to  give  the  vote  to  those  who  have  no  respon¬ 
sibility,  who  pay  no  taxes,  and  whom  the  First  Minister 
has  declared  unfit  for  the  simplest  form  of  municipal  govern¬ 
ment.  If  Indians  do  not  take  advantage  of  the  enfranchising 
clauses  of  the  existing  law,  simple  as  they  are,  that  is  a 
most  convincing  proof  that  they  do  not  wish  to  obtain  tho 
privileges  of  citizenship.  It  is  pretended  that  an  Indian 
has  a  right  to  acquire  property,  and  it  is  said  that  that 
property  belongs  to  the  Indian.  But  if  that  property  be¬ 
longs  to  tho  Indian,  accumulated  by  his  thrift  and  industry, 
the  Government  step  in  and  say  that  he  shall  have  no  right 
to  dispose  of  it  as  he  pleases,  that  the  will  of  tho  deceased 
Indian  shall  be  frustrated  if  the  First  Minister  thinks 
proper  to  disallow  it.  That  is  the  man  who  the  First 
Minister  says  is  intelligent  enough  to  have  the  right  to  vote. 
Then  the  Indian  cannot  dispose  of  or  sell  his  timber ;  he 
cannot  lease  his  land. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Yes,  he  can.  I  say  that  the 
Indians  do  lease  their  land. 

Mr.  LISTER.  The  hon,  gentleman  says  he  can  sell  it. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  did  not  say  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  LISTER.  That  shows  the  utter  ignorance  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  undertook  to  correct  me,  as  he  will  see 
by  reading  section  21  of  the  Indian  Act.  (The  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  read  section  21).  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  still  say 
that  the  Indians  have  a  right  to  lease  their  land  ? 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  do.  I  say  they  do  it,  too. 

Mr.  LISTER.  There  is  one  ground  upon  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  been  basing  the  giving  of  the  franchise  to 
the  Indian,  namely,  because  he  has  a  right  to  lease  his 
land.  But  the  statute  law  of  this  country  says  distinctly 
that  he  shall  not  sell,  nor  shall  he  lease,  tho  land  upon 
which  he  resides.  Then,  Sir,  it  is  proposed  that  the  man 
who  has  no  proprietary  interest  in  the  land,  who  cannot 
sell  it,  who  cannot  mortgage  it,  who  cannot  lease  it — it  is 
proposed  by  the  infamous  measure  now  under  consi¬ 
deration  to  give  that  man  the  right  to  cast  his  ballot 
for  members  of  this  House.  More  than  that:  if  the  hon, 
gentleman  will  look  at  section  26  of  tho  same  Act  he  will 
find  that  the  Indian  cannot  even  sell  tho  timber  which  is 
growing  upon  his  land.  (The  hon.  gentleman  read  section 
26).  So  ho  will  see  that  the  Indian  cannot  even  sell  the 
timber,  or  the  minerals,  or  the  stone  upon  the  land  he  is 
entitled  to  occupy  upon  tho  reserve  without  the  written 
consent  of  the  Superintendent  General.  Yet  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  get  up  in  this  House  and  say  that  that  man  shall 
exercise  his  right  as  a  citizen  of  this  country,  the  highest 
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right  of  a  citizen,  that  of  casting  a  ballot  for  a  member  of 
Parliament. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  The  farmers’  sons  and  the 
mechanics’  sons  who  are  enfranchised  hero,  have  they  a  right 
to  sell  land  ?  Have  they  a  right  to  mortgage  land  ? 

Mr.  LISTER.  The  hon.  gentleman  compares  the  farmers’ 
sons  of  the  country  with  the  Indians. 

Mr.  WHITE.  No,  I  do  not. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  want  ths  House  to  take  notice  of  that. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  consider  the  Indians  as  good  as  jmu  or  I, 
or  any  otkor  man  in  this  country. 

Mr.  LISTER.  All  right. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  member  for  Hastings  is  out 
of  order.  He  has  no  right  to  interrupt  an  hon.  gentleman 
when  he  is  speaking,  and  I  hope  he  will  not  do  it  again. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Then,  Sir,  let  us  go  a  step  further.  It  is 
proposed  to  give  the  vote  to  the  unenfranchised  Indian. 
What  are  his  legal  rights  ?  I  again  refer  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  the  Indian  Act,  section  78.  (The  hon.  gentleman 
reads  the  section  in  question).  So  that  an  Indian  may 
have  $10,000  worth  upon  his  holding  on  the  reserve;  he 
may  contract  debts  to  any  amount,  yet  no  judgment  can 
have  any  force  or  effect  against  his  property  upon  that 
reserve.  No  property  can  be  seized  under  execution  against 
that  Indian  except  it  is  property  on  the  reserve  that  is 
liable  to  taxation.  Even  the  poorest  man  in  this  country, 
if  he  contracts  a  debt,  has  to  pay  it.  He  is  brought  up 
before  a  judge,  on  a  judgment  summons,  and  if  he  does  not 
pay  the  debt  the  chances  are  that  he  is  incarcerated  in  gaol. 
But  the  privileged  Indian  of  this  country,  the  particular 
ward  of  the  Government,  the  individual  over  whom  the 
Government  takes  such  a  lively  interest,  and  protects  his 
land  and  timber  for  him,  he  may  contract  a  debt  to  any 
amount,  from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other,  and  yet  no 
one  has  any  redress  against  him,  by  execution  or  otherwise, 
as  long  as  that  Indian  holds  his  property  upon  the  reserve. 
What  is  proposed  to  be  done  is  dangerous  to  the  Indians 
themselves,  and  it  is  an  injustice  to  them.  The  Indians 
have  not  asked  for  representation  in  this  House,  and  that 
they  shall  have  the  right  to  vote  conferred  on  them.  There 
has  been  no  petition,  no  evidence  whatever,  that  the  Indians 
want  to  exercise  the  franchise.  I  believe  they  do  not  want 
this  right  conferred  on  them,  because  the  moment  it  is  con¬ 
ferred  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge  enters  into  the  Indian 
system  under  which  they  have  lived.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  may  talk,  but  when  an  election  comes  round  no 
doubt  we  shall  find  the  hon.  member  for  East  Hastings  can¬ 
vassing  the  Indians  in  his  county,  going  through  the  reserve 
with  a  horde  of  camp  followers,  using  every  possible  argu¬ 
ment  to  persuade  the  Indians  to  voto  for  him.  To  place  the 
Indians  who  have  not  had  the  simplest  form  of  municipal 
government,  who  know  nothing  of  the  institutions  under 
which  they  live,  at  the  mercy  of  a  horde  of  politicians  look¬ 
ing  for  votes,  unscrupulous  as  to  the  means  to  be  used 
to  obtain  votes,  is  to  place  the  Indians  in  an  unenviable 
position.  The  effect  will  surely  be  to  destroy  the  Indian 
system  which  has  existed  here  for  50  or  60  years.  The 
moment  they  begin  to  appreciate  their  strength  arid  to  find 
they  are  able  to  control  the  election  in  a  county— because 
in  some  counties  they  will  bo  able  to  thwart  the  will  of  the 
white  men — at  that  moment  the  danger  arises.  Portions 
of  the  Indians  will  be  found  to  be  anxious  to  have  lands 
granted  them,  and  they  will  bring  such  strong  pressure  to 
bear  upon  the  representatives  that  they  will  be  compelled 
to  yield  to  their  wishes.  If  hon.  gentlemen  think  that  such 
is  in  the  interest  of  the  Indians  thoy  will  support  the  Bill. 
But  if  the  effect  of  giving  the  franchise  to  Indians,  when 
they  have  not  asked  for  it  and  do  not  want  it,  is  as  I  have 


stated,  then  a  man  is  no  friend  to  the  Indians  who  will  urge 
that  they  be  given  the  vote.  The  First  Minister  has  this 
matter  under  consideration  no  doubt  some  little  time* 
Within  the  last  year  he  has  dismissed  the  Liberal 
agents  throughout  Ontario  and  substituted  Conserva¬ 
tives,  whom  I  will  not  call  tools  of  his  own.  He 
had  a  motive  in  doing  that,  and  it  was  that  when 
ho  gave  the  Indians  the  vote  be  would  have  them 
under  his  control.  The  position  of  the  agents  them- 
selvoa,  for  in  the  event  of  a  change  of  Government  they 
must  understand  they  cannot  retain  their  position,  is  also 
imperilled.  It  has  been  said  that  Mr.  Mowat  has  given  the 
right  to  vote  to  the  Indians.  I  admit  that  is  the  case,  to  a 
certain  extent.  There  are  two  classes  which  are  given  the 
right  to  vote  under  the  Ontario  Act.  First,  those  who  have 
been  enfranchised  ;  seoond,  those  not  enfranchised,  but  who 
do  not  live  with  the  tribes,  and  who  do  not  receive  any 
annuity  or  interest  money,  and  who  do  not  reside  among 
Indians.  If  Indians  occupy  such  a  position  as  that  of  the 
latter  class  they  are  not  under  the  influence  of  the  Dominion 
Government,  and  so  far  as  outside  influence  goes,  they  are 
the  same  as  any  other  members  of  the  community ;  and  if 
those  men  have,  by  thrift,  acquired  property,  there  is  no 
reason  why  they  should  not  be  allowed  to  vote.  They 
pay  taxes,  do  not  reside  upon  reserves  and  have  severed 
their  tribal  relations,  and  there  is  no  reason  why 
those  men  should  not  be  entitled  to  vote.  It  is 
impossible,  under  the  hon.  gentleman’s  Act,  that  these 
men  can  exercise  the  franchise  freely,  because  anybody 
who  reads  the  Indian  Act  must  satisfy  himself  that  the 
influence  of  the  Government  is  all-powerful  with  the  Indian, 
and  that  if  the  Indian  does  not  yield  to  the  will  of  the 
Government  it  may  thwart  him  in  every  possible  way. 
In  fact,  it  is  almost  impossible  for  the  Indian  to  get  along 
unless  he  yields  to  the  wishes  of  the  powers  that  be.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  say  that  there  never  was  so  mon¬ 
strous  and  scandalous  a  proposition  made  to  any  Parliament 
in  the  wide  world  as  to  enfranchise  these  men,  who  are 
dependent  on  the  will  of  the  Government,  who  have  no 
rights  whatever,  so  far  as  the  law  is  concerned,  and  who 
have  no  control  over  their  own  property.  I  mistake  the 
feelings  of  the  people  of  this  country  if  they  are  prepared 
to  accept  and  consent  to  so  monstrous  a  proposition.  I 
believe  it  will  never  be  sanctioned  by  the  people  of  the 
country.  I  believe  it  is  an  innovation  upon  our  parliamentary 
system  ;  that  it  is  a  revolutionary  measure.  If  hon. 
gentlemen  had  submitted  such  a  Bill  as  this  before  the 
elections  of  1882  I  boliovo  they  would  have  been  defeated, 
and  that  when  they  go  to  the  country  again  the  people  will 
show  their  utter  condemnation  of  the  measure  by  defeating 
the  men  who  have  so  misused  the  confidence  which  the 
people  put  in  their  hands.  There  never  was,  in  the  whole 
history  of  this  country  such  a  measure  proposed,  and  I 
believe  it  is  impossible  for  men  ever  again  to  introduce  to 
this  or  any  other  Parliament  so  iniquitous  a  measure. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  notice  that  tfcere are  a  number 
of  yo«ung  members  in  this  House,  and  I  am  glad  to  see 
young  men  in  the  House,  because  they  are  generally  kind, 
energetic  and  intelligent.  The  younger  members  of  this 
House,  in  addressing  the  committee,  have  frequently  refer¬ 
red  to  the  east  riding  of  Hastings.  I  have  said  before,  and 
I  now  repeat,  though  I  do  not  like  to  repeat  what  I  formerly 
said— I  do  not  like  to  listen  to  speeches  prepared  and 
written  on  paper.  I  do  not  like  to  see  men  rising  to  address 
the  House,  and  having  to  read  a  lot  of  books  in  order  to 
make  a  few  remarks.  I  have  no  notes  of  what  I  am  going 
to  say,  and  no  blue  book,  and  I  have  not  written  down  the 
remarks  I  intend  to  make.  I  have  had  the  honor  of  being 
sixteen  years  a  member  of  this  House,  and  surely  it  does 
not  stand  well  for  young  members  to  say  that  I  fear 
re-election.  Like  every  other  member  of  the  House, 
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I  am  in  the  hands  of  my  friends.  They  may  I 

not  select  me,  but  if  they  do,  I  will  guaran¬ 

tee,  with  or  without  the  Indian  vote,  that  I  will 
carry  the  east  riding  of  Hastings  by  the  parties 
I  have  worked  for  at  84  or  85  a  month  thirty-three 
or  thirty-four  yeara  ago— those  who  know  who  I 
am,  what  I  am,  where  I  came  from,  and  how  I 
live.  The  statement  has  been  made  by  three  of  the  gentle¬ 
men  who  have  addressed  the  House  that  among  the 

Indians  in  their  section  of  the  country  there  is  not  a 

man  entitled  to  the  franchise.  In  addressing  you 
the  other  evening  I  said  I  would  not  refer  to  other 
Indian  reserves,  but  I  think  I  have  a  right  to  refer  to  the 
reserve  in  East  Hastings.  The  statement  was  made  last 
night  that  there  are  a  number  of  Orange  lodges  in  that 
reserve.  It  is  not  true ;  there  is  one.  There  are  some 
of  the  Indians  on  that  reserve  who  belong  to  Orange  lodges, 
some  to  temperance  lodges,  some  to  Masonic  lodges,  and 
some  to  Oddfellows.  I  think  they  generally  belong  to  the 
Church  of  England,  and  on  the  reserve  they  have  two 
churches.  They  pay  a  minister,  but  if  the  bishop  sends  a 
clergyman  to  them  of  whom  they  do  not  approve,  they  make 
the  bishop  remove  him.  Some  members  of  the  band  insisted 
that  they  should  employ  Church  of  England  school  teachers, 
but  let  me  say  to  their  credit  that  they  employ  teachers,  no 
matter  whether  they  are  Catholics  or  Protestants,  no  matter 
what  Protestant  church  they  belong  to.  To  say  they  are 
not  independent  of  the  Government  is  to  say  what  is  not 
correct.  They  got  from  the  Crown  of  Great  Britain  a  whole 
township  ;  they  surrendered  three-fourths  of  that  territory, 
and  the  money  which  is  invested  out  of  the  sale  of  these 
lands  is  theirs.  It  belongs  to  no  one  but  the  Indian  band. 
I  ask,  in  the  name’of  common  sense,  if  it  is  not  right,  when 
the  land  is  sold,  and  the  money  is  collected  and  invested, 
that  they  should  be  entitled  to  the  interest  of  it  ?  Is  it  not 
as  much  theirs  as  any  money  that  is  invested  in  Govern¬ 
ment  funds  ? 

Mr.  LISTER.  Give  them  the  deed  of  their  lands. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  was  speaking  of  the  land 
which  was  sold  and  the  money  invested.  I  say  they  are 
just  as  well  entitled  to  the  interest  of  that  money  as  any 
party  in  this  House  or  in  this  country  who  invests  money 
in  the  Post  Office  Department  or  in  Government  bonds. 
Who  will  deny  it?  No  man  can.  They  are  asked  by  Mr. 
Mowat’s  Bill  to  resign  the  interest  of  this  money  in  order 
to  be  enfranchised,  but  I  say  that  it  would  not  be  fair,  right 
or  just.  Then  we  are  told  that  they  do  not  rent  their  lands. 
The  Indians  in  our  township  make  their  own  arrangements ; 
they  go  to  the  Indian  council  and  make  the  arrangements 
with  the  white  men  to  rent  their  land.  They  go  to  the 
council  and  lease  their  lands,  the  lease  is  signed,  and  the  rents 
are  collected.  The  rents  are  claimed  in  advance.  They  are 
sent  to  Ottawa,  and  the  check  is  sent  back  on  the  Bank  of 
Montreal  to  the  Indians. 

Mr,  LISTER.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  say  that  the  law 
permits  them  to  do  that? 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  think  if  the  law  did  not  permit 
them  they  would  not  do  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Why  does  the  check  come  to 
Ottawa,  if  they  do  their  own  work  ? 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  will  tell  the  hon.  gentleman.  A  few  years 
ago,  since  I  became  a  member  of  this  House,  a  number  of 
people  bought  the  rents  in  advance ;  they  got  the  orders 
from  the  Indians,  and  sent  the  orders  to  Ottawa,  and  the 
Government  allowed  them  to  collect  the  rents  through  the 
orders ;  but  I  insisted  that  the  money  should  be  paid  at 
Ottawa,  aud  that  the  checks  should  go  back  to  the  Indians, 
who  could  do  as  they  liked  with  them.  In  my  township, 
the  rents  are  collected  six  months  in  advance ;  they  are 
sent  to  Ottawa,  and  in  less  than  one  week  the  checks  on 
Mr.  White  (Hastings). 


the  Bank  of  Montreal  are  returned  to  the  Indians.  The 
Indians  are  treated  in  the  same  way  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
himself  or  any  other  man  who  has  business  with  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Is  there  anything  wrong  in  that,  and  have  the 
Government  any  control  over  men  in  that  position  ?  They 
have  not.  It  is  said  that  the  Indians  have  no  roads.  The 
Indian  band,  last  year  or  the  year  before,  purchased 
from  an  Indian  woman  of  that  tribe,  a  lot  of 
land  at  Deseronto  for  $8,000  ;  they  cut  it  into  lots 
and  sold  half  of  it  for  $35,000;  they  paid  the  owner 
the  $8,000  and  invested  $27,000  with  the  Government; 
and  they  are  going  to  draw  $20,000  to  put  up  wire, 
board,  and  cedar  fences  on  their  lands ;  and  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  two  yearB  from  to-day  there  will 
not  be  any  land  better  fenced  than  the  Indian  reserve  in  the 
county  of  Hastings.  Why  do  you  not  go  and  teach  your 
Indians  to  do  likewise?  Go  and  do  your  duty  by  the 
Indians  and  you  will  find  them  worthy  of  every  position. 
In  our  township  some  of  their  lands  are  rented  to  white 
men  and  we  collect  from  the  white  men  on  the  Indian 
reserve  $700,  which  g06S  into  the  municipal  treasury. 
When  a  road  is  to  be  built  the  Indian  council  pays  part, 
and  the  township  council  the  other  part,  but  in  fact  the 
Indians  pay  the  whole,  because  $700  are  collected 
on  the  reserve.  Now,  are  they  not  just  as  much 
enfranchised  as  any  man  in  this  House  ?  Do  they  not 
pay  taxes  ?  Do  they  not  build  roads  ?  I  say  they  do.  We 
have  no  trouble  in  building  roads  in  that  township.  We 
have  seven  miles  of  gravel  road  running  from  Richmond  to 
the  village  of  Deseronto  ;  it  is  a  free  gravel  road,  passing 
through  the  reserve  ;  it  has  to  be  kept  up  by  the  municipal 
council ;  but  ail  other  roads  are  built  partly  by  the  council 
and  partly  by  the  Indians.  They  support  their  churches 
and  schools  ;  they  employ  common  school  teachers,  without 
regard  to  the  church  they  belong  to,  which  shows  them  to 
be  as  independent  and  free  as  other  citizens  in  the  com¬ 
munity.  They  belong  to  what  oi’ganisation  they  please, 
they  are  as  well  entitled  to  vote  as  the  white  man.  Then, 
we  are  told  that  they  have  not  a  right  to  make  a  bargain, 
or  to  buy  or  sell.  They  sell  their  barley;  they  send  their 
milk  to  the  cheese  factories;  they  buy  and  sell  their  horses, 
their  buggies,  their  reaping  and  mowing  machines,  the  same 
as  white  citizens.  I  could  name  a  gentleman  employed 
by  this  House  who  lends  money  to  the  Indians  on  the 
reserves,  and  who  gets  his  interest  as  regularly  as 
from  white  men,  and  perhaps  more  so.  Under 
these  circumstances,  why  should  they  not  vote  ?  But 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  we  compare  the  farmers’  sons 
with  the  Indians.  I  contend  in  many  cases  that  the  Indian  is 
as  good  as  a  white  man,  I  care  not  whether  he  is  English, 
Irish,  Scotch,  German  or  Canadian.  Why  is  he  not  ?  Is  he 
not  a  responsible  being  ?  Ho  is  just  as  loyal  and  good 
as  the  Grits  who  sneer  at  him.  I  ask  if  the  farmer’s 
son  has  a  right  to  sell  or  lease  bis  father’s  farm.  Has  the 
mechanic’s  son  the  right  to  sell  or  lease  his  father’s  pro¬ 
perty  ?  Not  at  all ;  yet  he  has  the  right  to  vote.  Then, 
the  Indian  who  has  his  land  allotted  to  him,  and  has  $150 
worth  of  improvements  made  upon  it,  will,  under  this  Bill, 
have  a  vote.  I  ask,  does  the  Indian  not  pay  cash  for  the 
lumber,  nails,  glass  and  putty  he  uses  in  his 
buildings,  as  well  as  the  white  man  ?  If  he  puts 
barns  and  other  buildings  on  bis  land  why,  in  the 
name  of  common  sense,  should  he  not  have  the  right  to 
vote,  if  he  has  $  150  worth  of  property  ?  Is  he  not  respon¬ 
sible  to  the  Iaw3  of  the  country  ?  Does  he  not  wear  clothes, 
and  smoke  tobacco,  and  pay  duty,  as  well  as  any¬ 
body  else  ?  And  does  he  not  pay  taxes  upon  these 
articles  ?  Yet  it  is  said  we  are  not  a  friend  of 
the  Indian  in  allowing  him  to  be  enfranchised.  I 
contend  that  we  are.  If  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  discharge 
their  duty  on  the  different  reserves,  as  I  have  tried,  in  my 
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humble  way,  to  discharge  mine  to  the  Indians  of  the  east 
riding  of  Hastings,  they  would  find  the  Indians 
qualified  to  vote  as  intelligent  men.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Middlesex  said,  and  I  was  proud  to  hoar  him 
say  so,  that  he  was  quite  willing  to  admit  the  Indians 
of  the  east  riding  of  Hastings  were  further  advanced 
in  civilisation  than  any  other  Indians  in  the  country. 
Why  do  not  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  discharge  their 
duty  to  the  Indians?  Why  do  they  not  advise  them? 
Tell  them  what  is  in  their  own  interest  and'  benefit ; 
insist  upon  the  Government  doing  their  duty  to  them  ;  and 
then  you  will  have  as  good  and  intelligent  Indians  as  there 
are  in  the  east  riding  of  Hastings.  Hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  say  we  are  going  to  have  100,000  votes  less  under  this 
Bill  than  under  the  Mowat  Act.  I  say  it  is  not  true ;  I  say 
it  will  increase  the  vote  ;  because  property  will  be  repre¬ 
sented,  no  matter  where  situated,  and  a  man  will 
have  the  right  to  vote  where  he  has  taxable  prop¬ 
erty,  anywhere  in  the  country.  Take  the  Bill,  as  it  is 
now  proposed  to  be  passed,  and  it  will  be  seen  that 
the  difference  of  income  between  $250  and  $300  is  very 
slight.  There  is  no  industrious  mechanic  or  laborer 
who  will  not  earn  $>00,  and  when  you  take  a  $100  assessed 
value,  you  will  find  it  will  give  $150  l’eal  value,  and  thus 
give  the  vote  to  men  who  are  on  the  assessment  roll  for 
$100.  I  am  satisfied,  as  soon  as  this  Bill  passes,  there  will 
be  no  trouble  over  it  in  any  part  of  the  country.  I  have 
had  the  pleasure  of  meeting  my  constituents  two  or  three 
times  since  the  Bill  has  been  introduced,  and  did  not  hear 
a  person  say  a  word  about  the  franchise ;  their  only  cry 
was  :  Why  is  the  House  remaining  so  long  in  Session,  for 
we  see  nothing  wrong  or  injurious  in  the  Bill,  and  when 
we  get  Mr.  Mowat’s  Bill,  and  put  the  two  side  by  side,  we 
are  satisfied  the  difference  will  be  so  slight  that  there  is 
nothing  to  find  fault  with  ?  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are 
keeping  this  House  in  session  a  great  deal  longer  than  they 
should  ;  they  know  that  very  few  hon.  gentlemen  can  afford 
to  remain  here  from  their  business  and  their  homes,  and  it 
becomes  exceedingly  monotonous  to  have  to  listen  from  day 
day  to  the  same  speeches.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  taken  his  seat,  made  a  few  remarks  on  this  question. 
But  how  many  times  had  he  addressed  the  House  already  ? 
Some  eight  or  nine  times.  Has  he  notread  the  same  clause 
eight  or  nine  times  over?  I  believe  this  Bill  should 
pass.  Do  we  not  give  votes  to  Africans  and  all  other 
people,  and  if  the  African,  coming  from  the  South 
perhaps,  a  slave,  has  the  right  to  vote,  why  should 
not  the  Indian  have  that  right  ?  The  Indians  on 
the  Mohawk  reserve  celebrated  their  centennial  in 
September ;  they  left  their  homes  in  order  to  live  under  the 
British  flag ;  they  have,  for  a  hundred  years,  owned  property 
and  managed  it  and  paid  their  debts,  and  why  should  they 
not  be  given  the  vote,  as  other  men  ?  How  is  it  that  the 
Province  of  Quebec  is  not  finding  fault  with  this  Bill,  or 
Nova  Scotia,  or  New  Brunswick,  or  Manitoba?  The  whole 
objection  comes  from  the  Province  of  Ontario.  I  contend 
that  the  changes  made  in  this  Bill  are  not  as  great  as  those 
made  by  Mr.  Mowat  in  his  Bill  of  last  spring,  yet  where  did 
the  Conservative  party  hold  meetings,  get  up  petitions,  and 
keep  the  House  in  session,  as  hon.  gentlemen  are  doing  ? 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  criticised  the  Bill  unfairly 
and  not  impartially.  The  best  evidence  that  the  right  hon. 
the  leader  of  the  Government  is  acting  in  the  best  interests 
of  the  country  is  that  scarcely  one  of  the  leaders  of  the 
Opposition  remains  in  the  House,  with  the  exception  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Huron  (Sir  Bichard  Cartwright), and  he  is  not 
satisfied  with  the  tactics  pursued  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
They  can  sit  there  till  September  so  can  we,  and  until 
October,  November  and  December.  Wo  have  just  as  much 
interest  in  the  progress  of  this  country  as  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  and  are  as  anxious  as  they  to  have  good  laws,  and 
we  discharge  our  duties  as  citizens  just  as  well.  They  can 


keep  the  House  in  session  as  long  as  they  please  ;  the 
Government  supporters  will  do  their  duty  and  stand  true  to 
the  Government,  even  should  this  Session  run  into  the  next. 
We,  on  this  side,  when  in  Opposition,  did  not  pursue  this 
course.  We  had  a  policy ;  we  educated  the  country  up  to  it, 
and  appealed  to  the  country  successfully  on  it  at  two 
elections. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Did  not  the  hon.  gentleman’s  leader  say 
that  if  the  gerrymandering  Bill  had  been  proposed  by  us  on 
that  side,  and  he  had  been  with  the  Opposition,  ho  would 
have  taken  care  that  the  House  would  have  been  in  session 
until  August  before  he  would  allow  it  to  pass. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Did  you  hear  him  say  so  ?  I  think  you 
must  have  dreamed  it;  no  person  in  this  House  heard  him 
say  so.  The  hon.  gentleman  would  not  make  such  rash 
statements.  The  Opposition  said,  withdraw  your  Franchise 
Bill ;  but  it  will  not  be  withdrawn.  It  will  become  law,  and 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  may  as  well  know  it  first  as  last. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  First  Minister  ought  to  be  ablo  to  speak 
for  himself. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  am  proud  of  the  Indians  in  the  east  rid¬ 
ing  of  Hastings.  I  am  happy  to  say  they  will  intelligently 
and  impartially  exercise  the  franchise,  without  being  com¬ 
pelled  to  vote.  They  do  not  allow  the  Government  to 
control  them  ;  they  control  their  own  business,  and  I  hope 
the  Indian  will  live  to  see  the  day  when  he  will  have  a 
seat  in  this  House.  He  will  not  then  be  criticised,  and 
misrepresented,  and  slandered,  as  ho  is  now.  I  say  the 
criticism  of  the  Indians  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  is 
unfair  and  untruthful. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  do  not  intend  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
committee  with  a  speech  to-night.  I  had  intended  to  speak 
on  the  Indian  question,  but  the  debate  has  been  so  prolonged 
that  I  will  content  myself  with  moving  an  amendment  to 
the  amendment  which  the  hon.  the  First  Minister  has  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  House,  and  I  will  do  it  almost  in  silence.  I 
have  a  few  words,  however,  to  say,  in  order  to  make  my 
amendment  intelligible  With  reference  to  the  remarks 
made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  which 
I  suppose  were  intended  not  for  the  House  but  for  the 
country,  I  think  his  charge  against  hon.  gentlemen  on  this 
side  is  most  unfair  and  unjust.  The  remark  made  by  his 
own  leader,  who  has  had  more  experience  in  Parliament 
than  even  he,  with  his  boasted  sixteen  years’  sittings  here, 
should  suffice  to  convince  him  that  a  Bill  of  such  a  radical 
nature  as  this  cannot  be  disposed  of  in  the  summary  way  in 
which  ordinary  legislation  is  disposed  of.  The  First  Minister 
is  on  record  as  saying  in  his  place,  as  leader  of  the  House,  that 
a  Bill  of  this  kind,  to  be  properly  considered,  should  occupy 
the  attention  of  Parliament  for  a  whole  Session,  and  the  hon, 
gentleman  knows — or  if  not,  he  has  learned  by  this  time, 
and  those  associated  with  him  have  learned  also — that,  if 
important  Bills  of  this  character  are  brought  down  in  the 
expiring  days  of  a  Session,  in  the  hope  that  they  will  be 
forced  through  without  criticism  or  debate,  those  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  have  counted  without  their  host,  so  far  as  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  in  this  House  are  concerned.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
intended  that  this  Bill  should  receive  that  consideration 
which  its  importance  deserves,  it  might  have  been  brought 
down,  and  should  have  been  brought  down,  within  a  fort¬ 
night  or  three  weeks  of  the  opening  of  the  House  ;  and  the 
six  or  eight  weeks  we  spent  here,  doing  little  or  nothing, 
meeting  and  adjourning,  after  conversation  on  some  trivial 
subjects,  might  very  well  have  been  devoted  to  tho  con¬ 
sideration  of  this  Bill,  and  the  cost— — 

Mr,  WHITE  (Hastings).  Are  you  aware  that  we  have  been 
forty-two  days  on  this  Bill  now  ? 

Mr.  DAYIES — and  the  expense  which  he  intimates  the 
country  will  suffer  from  the  prolongation  of  this  debate 

a 


2158 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


Mat  27, 


would  have  been  entirely  saved,  had  the  First  Minister 
brought  down  the  Bill  at  the  time  he  ought,  when  it  could 
have  been  considered  and  discussed,  and  passed  through 
without  any  undue  prolongation  of  the  Session.  The  hon. 
gentleman  devoted  himself  to  proving  that  the  Indians  on 
the  reserve  in  his  district  are  worthy  of  the  franchise  ;  and, 
to  hear  him  argue,  one  would  suppose  that  they  did  not 
come  within  the  provisions  of  the  Indian  Act  at  all.  They  are 
free  men,  he  tells  us  ;  they  own  their  land ;  they  lease  their 
land  ;  they  buy,  they  sell,  they  make  contracts,  they  incur 
liabilities  and  discharge  them .  The  hon.  gentleman  must 
either  be  very  ignorant  or,  if  the  facts  exist  as  he  says  they 
do,  matters  are  carried  on  there  in  direct  violation  of  the 
law  of  the  land,  and  he  should  at  once  take  steps  to  with¬ 
draw  the  Indians  on  his  reserve  from  the  operation  of  the 
Indian  Act.  The  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  know,  and  if 
he  will  take  the  trouble  to  read  the  Act  before  him,  he  will 
see  at  once,  that  his  statement  that  they  have  the  power 
to  lease  any  lands  on  their  reserve  is  not  correct.  Mo 
matter  how  educated  they  may  be,  no  matter  how  civilised 
they  may  be,  the  law  has  declared  that  every  one  of  them, 
until  he  is  enfranchised,  is  a  minor,  a  child,  a  ward  of  the 
Superintendent  General.  The  38th  section  expressly  enacts 
that : 

“  No  reserve  or  portion  of  a  reserve  shall  be  sold,  alienated  or  leased, 
until  it  has  been  released  or  surrendered  to  the  Grown  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Act.” 

And  then  follow  the  exceptions : 

“  Excepting  that  in  cases  of  aged,  sick  and  infirm  Indians,  and  widows 
or  children  left  without  a  g'uardian,  or  in  the  cases  of  Indians  engaged 
in  the  practice  of  any  one  of  the  learned  professions,  or  in  teaching 
schools,  or  in  pursuing  a  trade  which  interferes  with  their  cultivating 
land  on  the  reserve,  the  Superintendent  General  shall  have  the  power  to 
lease,  for  their  support  or  benefit,  the  lands  to  which  they  are  entitled.” 

So  that,  even  if  an  Indian  on  his  reserve  has  become  an 
educated  man,  has  joined  one  of  the  learned  professions, 
standing  on  a  par  with  one  of  the  most  educated  men  in  the 
first  city  of  Dominion,  the  law  tells  him  he  is  a  minor  in 
its  eyes,  and  he  cannot  sell  or  lease  or  dispose  of  one  acre 
of  that  land.  When  the  hon.  gentlemen  removes  these 
disqualifications  from  the  Indians  on  his  reserve,  when  he 
places  them  on  the  footing  he  says  they  stand  upon,  the 
footing  of  free  men,  who  are  able  to  contract,  and  have 
incurred  the  liabilities  and  have  the  privileges,  and  possess 
the  qualifications  and  the  disqualifications  of  citizens,  the 
conclusion  of  his  argument  would  be  a  sound  one— they 
should  have  the  right  to  vote.  But,  until  he  establishes 
those  facts,  and  until  he  exempts  them  from  the  operation 
of  the  Indian  Act,  or  until  they  themselves  take  advantage 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Indian  Act  and  become  enfranchised, 
and  own  the  location  on  which  they  live,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  88th  section  of  the  Act  : 

“  From  the  date  of  such  letters  patent  all  distinction  between  the 
legal  rights,  privileges,  disabilities  and  liabilities  of  Indians,  and  those 
of  Her  Majesty’s  other  subjects,  shall  cease  to  apply  to  such  Indian,  or 
to  the  wife  or  minor  unmarried  children  of  such  Indian.” 

Until  that  time  he  must  not  talk  about  their  standing  in 
the  same  position  or  upon  the  same  footing  as  farmers’  sons 
or  mechanics’  sons,  or  any  other  free  men.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman,  although  I  have  no  doubt,  in  my  own  mind,  that  it 
was  farthest  from  his  thoughts,  deliberately  insulted  every 
farmer’s  son  in  this  Dominion,  I  do  not  think  he  intended 
to  do  it,  but  when  he  told  the  farmers’  sons  and  the 
mechanics’  sons  that  they  were  no  better  and  no  freer,  and 
occupied  no  better  position,  and  were  no  more  independent, 
quoad,  their  vote,  than  the  Indian  on  the  reserve,  who  cannot 
buy  or  sell,  who  is  not  independent  in  any  respect,  who  is 
the  ward  of  tho  Superintendent  General,  and  cannot  do  any¬ 
thing  without  his  consent,  he  insulted  the  free  and  indepen¬ 
dent  sons  of  the  farmers  and  mechanics  of  this  country. 
In  looking  at  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  First 
Minister,  I  notice  that,  although  Manitoba,  Iveewatin  and 
the  North-West  Territories  are  mentioned,  British  Columbia 
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is  not  mentioned  at  all.  I  think  I  may  fairly  say  that  the 
House  has  not  been  treated  fairly  with  respect  to  that 
amendment.  Although  my  own  parliamentary  experience 
has  been  very  short,  1  have  read  a  good  deal  of  parlia¬ 
mentary  history,  and  I  think  I  might  fairly  challenge,  in 
Britain  itself,  or  in  any  one  of  its  dependencies,  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  a  Bill  of  one-half  the  radical  importance  of  this 
Bill,  affecting  so  deeply,  as  this  does,  the  very  constitution 
of  the  country,  by  which  so  many  thousands  of  the  hitherto 
free  citizens  of  this  Dominion  are  disqualified,  and  so  many 
more  thousands  are  enfranchised,  who  have  never  been 
thought  of  or  recognised  as  free  citizens,  who  have  never 
been  dreamt  of  as  exercising  the  crowning  privilege  of  a 
free  citizen,  namely,  a  vote,  which  has  been  thrust  upon 
the  Table  without  any  explanation  whatever.  I  want  to 
know  if  there  is  a  gentleman  sitting  on  this  committee 
who  understands  why  British  Columbia  has  been  excluded 
from  this  amendment. 

Mr.  WHITE.  They  are  good  Indians. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  do  not  ask  the  hon.  member  for  East 
Hastings.  He  makes  such  ridiculous  and  childish  remarks 
that  I  do  not  think  they  are  worth  noticing.  I  ask  any 
hon.  gentleman  in  this  committee,  why  have  the  Indians 
of  British  Columbia  been  placed  upon  a  different  footing 
from  the  Indians  of  Manitoba  ?  Is  it  because  they  are 
better  educated  ?  Is  it  because  they  are  better  qualified  ? 
I  am  not  going  to  weary  the  committee  by  reading  extracts 
from  the  Indian  report  of  the  First  Minister,  with  respect 
to  the  Indians  of  British  Columbia,  but  I  am  going  to  call 
attention  to  the  silence,  to  the  ominous  silence  of  hon: 
gentlemen  who  represent  British  Columbia  in  this  House. 
There  has  not  been  a  statement  made  by  any  responsible 
gentleman  in  this  committee  to  justify  the  giving  the  fran¬ 
chise  to  the  British  Columbia  Indian  while  witholding  it 
from  the  Manitoba  Indian.  We  are  voting  in  tho  dark  ;  we 
are  voting  without  explanation.  The  First  Minister  evi¬ 
dently  does  not  consider  it  necessary  to  give  any  expla¬ 
nation  whatever.  There  is  one  curious  lact  in  connection 
with  the  Indians  of  British  Columbia,  to  which  1  wish  to 
call  attention.  Since  this  debate  began  I  may  say  that  I 
have  read  more  Indian  literature  than  I  ever  did  before, 
ard  I  find  that  while,  according  to  the  Indian  Act,  the 
Indians  of  many  of  the  Provinces  are  entitled,  after 
undergoing  a  certain  probation,  and  by  getting  the  sanc¬ 
tion  of  the  band  to  which  they  belong,  and  by  getting 
the  approval  of  the  Superintendent  General,  to  become 
free  men  and  possess  the  rights  and  disabilities  and 
liabilities  that  belong  to  a  free  citizen  of  a  free  country,  that 
while  that  right  extends  to  the  Indians  of  all  the  other  Pro¬ 
vinces,  it  does  not  extend  to  those  of  British  Columbia.  The 
British  Columbia  Indian  must  always  remain  a  ward  and  a 
slave,  and  these  are  the  men,  numbering,  approximately, 
40,000,  that  you  propose  to  enfranchise  and  place  on  a  par 
with  the  free  citizens  of  this  Dominion ;  these  are  the  men 
who,  by  your  own  legislation,  you  have  declared  are  unfit 
even  to  be  enfranchised,  who  never  can  become  enfranchised, 
who  cannot  own  land,  who  cannot  contract  to  sell  or  to  buy, 
who  are  slaves,  to  all  intents  and  purposes — these  are  the 
men  you  single  out  by  your  Bill  for  enfranchisement.  Sir, 
while  you  are  doing  that  in  British  Columbia,  on  the  shores 
of  the  Pacific  Ocean,  what  are  you  doing  down  in  the  Pro¬ 
vinces  on  the  Atlantic  Ocean  ?  In  Prince  Edward  Island 
you  are  taking  1,500  or  2,000  of  the  best  young  men  in  the 
island  and  disfranchising  them.  You  have  committed  a 
cruel  and  wicked  wrong,  and  you  know  it;  and  you  justify 
that  according  to  the  law,  or  the  principles,  laid  down  by  the 
hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.  B.  (Mr.  Foster),  as  the  law  of 
compensation — the  only  answer  he  gives  to  it.  The  2,000, 
the  4,000,  the  5,000  Indians  who  are  not  capable  of  being 
enfranchised  under  the  Indian  Act  in  British  Columbia,  are 
given  the  privileges  of  free  citizens,  but  you  are  depriving 
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yoang  men  who,  for  thirty  years,  have  exercised  that  right  in 
Prince  Edward  Island,  from  exercising  the  franchise  here¬ 
after.  And  that  is  the  law  of  compensation.  That  is  the  just, 
the  fair,  the  honest  Bill  that  you  want  us  to  accept,  without 
criticism,  without  remark,  and  more  than  that,  not  only  in 
this  House,  but  through  your  press,  you  condemn  us  for 
raising  a  voice  against  it.  It  is  based  upon  iniquity  from 
beginning  to  end,  and  you  know  it.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  it.  It  cannot  be  defended,  either  here  or  in  the  press, 
or  on  the  platform,  where  the  facts  are  acknowledged.  You 
do  more  than  that.  You  go  to  the  Province  of  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  and  you  disfranchise  men  by  the  hundred.  We  have 
had  a  report  from  the  county  of  York  alone  of  800  free  men 
who  are  to  be  disfranchised,  of  500  in  adjoining  county  of 
Sunbury,  500  in  the  constituency  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Queen’s  (Mr.  King),  and  the  same  proportion,  no  doubt, 
exists  in  other  constituencies  of  New  Brunswick,  from 
which  we  have  not  yet  got  returns.  You  do  this,  and 
you  do  it,  as  it  becomes  you,  in  solemn  silence,  and  you 
complain  because  we,  on  this  side,  raise  our  voices  in  protest 
against  the  iniquitous  outrage.  I  can  tell  hon.  gentlemen 
that  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  this  Dominion 
an  agitation  is  spreading,  but  nowhere  is  it  so  strong  as  in 
the  Province  of  New  Brunswick,  if  I  can  believe  the  letters 
that  come  from  there  and  the  reports  of  my  hon.  friends 
around  me. 

Mr.  TEMPLE.  I  can  show  you  some  letters,  also,  that 
perhaps  you  would  like  to  read . 

Mr.  DAYIES.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  does  receive  let¬ 
ters — and  I  don’t  dispute  it — they  are  directly  opposed  to 
those  I  have  seen  received  by  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House ;  and  it  is  a  most  extraordinary  thing,  and  no  doubt 
it  will  seem  extraordinary  to  the  people,  that  although,  in 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  constituency,  where  these  men 
are  being  disfranchised — the  hon.  gentleman  cannot  deny 
it— not  only  does  he  view  this  Bill  with  complacency  but, 
with  positive  approval 

Mr.  TEMPLE.  Well,  I  do  deny  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  You  deny  the  figures  which  are  given  ? 
Does  the  hon.  gentleman  deny  the  figures  which  are  taken 
from  the  assessment  rolls  of  Sunbury,  Queen’s  and  York 
counties  ?  Here  is  the  paper  which  1  have  in  my  hand, 
giving  the  names,  a  paper  which  comes  from  his  own 
county. 

Mr.  TEMPLE.  What  is  the  name  of  the  paper  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  York  Gleaner. 

Mr.  TEMPLE.  Oh,  oh  ! 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  laughs,  but  his 
laughter  is  no  answer.  This  paper  gives  the  name  of  every 
parish  in  his  constituency ;  it  gives  the  number  in  each 
parish  that  has  been  disfranchised  by  this  Bill;  it  shows 
that  804  persons,  outside  the  city  of  Fredericton,  have  been 
disfranchised.  And  the  hon.  gentleman  has  formally 
accepted  the  disfranchisement,  and  given  his  reasons  for  it. 
But  what  I  am  discussing  now  is  the  abominable  injustice, 
the  double  injustice,  you  are  doing,  that  while  you  are  dis 
franchising  these  free  men  who,  certainly,  have  never 
shown  themselves  unfit  to  exercise  the  franchise,  you  are, 
acting  upon  sthis  wonderful  law  of  compensation,  making 
up  for  it  by  giving  the  franchise  to  the  Indians  of  British 
Columbia,  who  are  not  capable,  even  by  your  own  standard, 
of  ever  becoming  free  citizens.  The  law  does  not  allow 
them.  The  law  says — I  suppose  there  must  be  some  object 
in  exempting  them  from  the  privilege  offered  to  other 
Indians — they  shall  not  become  enfranchised  ;  they  shall  not 
own  the  land  and  become  free  citizens.  Still  you  are  enfran¬ 
chising  them.  That  is  a  matter,  to  a  large  extent,  resting  with 
the  members  from  British  Columbia.  An  hon.  member  from 
that  Province,  I  think,  a  few  days  ago  expressed  approval  of 


this  enfranchising  clause,  so  far  as  Indians  are  concerned  in 
that  Province.  At  all  events,  all  the  members  from  British 
Columbia  voted  for  it.  The  way  we  look  at  it  is  that,  when 
the  members  for  a  Province  vote  for  a  particular  scheme, 
we  think  they  must  know  more  about  it  than  other  mem¬ 
bers.  My  amendment  does  not  propose  to  touch  British 
Columbia.  The  hon.  members  from  that  Province  must 
take  the  responsibility  of  their  actions  and  must  give  an 
account  to  their  constituents.  But  I  propose  to  add  to  the 
amendment  the  words  Ontario,  Quebec,  New  Brunswick, 
Nova  Scotia  and  Prince  Edward  Island.  In  other  words,  I 
seek  to  place  those  five  Provinces  in  the  same  position,  in 
regard  to  the  Indians,  as  is  Manitoba.  The  hon.  member  for 
East  Hastings  says  that  in  this  country  we  admit  the  blacks 
and  persons  irrespective  of  color  to  the  franchise.  Thank 
God,  in  this  country  there  is  no  distinction  of  color.  If  a 
man  is  a  free  citizen  we  do  not  care  whether  he  is  black, 
brown  or  white ;  but  we  draw  a  distinction  between  a  slave 
and  a  free  man,  I,  in  common  with,  I  think,  two  members, 
hold  peculiar  views  with  respect  to  tli8  Chinese.  I  was  not 
in  favor  of  their  being  disfranchised  ;  but  both  sides  of  the 
House  were  in  wonderful  unanimity,  and  favored  it.  The  hon. 
member  for  East  Hastings  was  in  favor  of  disfranchising 
the  Chinese. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  w^s  not  in  the  House  at  the 
time  when  the  vote  was  taken. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Then  you  are  in  favor  of  enfranchising 
the  Chinese. 

Mr,  WHITE.  Yes  ;  I  am  in  favor  of  enfranchising  the 
Chinese. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Then  there  are  four  of  us,  and  we  make 
quite  a  strong  party.  The  hon.  member  for  East  Hastings 
spoke  of  the  Indians  on  his  reserve,  not  only  as  being  free 
men  in  all  respects,  but  as  being  liable  to  taxation  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  all  the  disabilities  and  liabilities  of  white  men. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  said  they  pay  taxes. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  law  says  distinctly  that  they  shall 
not  be  liable  to  any  taxation.  (The  hon.  gentleman  quoted  a 
section  of  the  Act).  So  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  of 
facts  is  without  foundation. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  said  that  Indians,  equally  with  white 
men,  pay  taxes  to  municipalities ;  that  money  is  taken  to 
build  roads  and  bridges.  The  Indian  council  provides  money 
to  build  half  the  bridges  and  keep  them  in  repair. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  am  dealing  with  the  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  Indians  were  liable  to  taxation, 
the  same  as  white  men.  I  say  that  every  statement  on 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  based  a  conclusion  is 
erroneous. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  say  they  pay  taxes— -they  pay  duties  to 
this  Government,  the  same  as  other  citizons. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  they  pay  duties, 
the  same  as  white  men  pay,  on  the  reserves. 

Mr.  WHITE.  The  same  as  any  other  men. 

Mr.  DAYIES,  I  repeat  that  the  facts  on  which  the  hon. 
gontleman  has  based  his  conclusion  are  erroneous.  There 
is  no  tax  payable  on  a  reserve.  The  hon.  member  (Mr. 
White)  wound  up  by  saying  that  the  Indians  were  just  as 
much  entitled  to  enfranchisement  as  a  white  man.  They 
are  taught  from  childhood  to  look  up  to  the  Superintendent 
General,  at  whose  dictation  they  will  vote  when  this  Bill 
becomes  law.  So  far  as  the  Maritime  Provinces  are  con¬ 
cerned,  no  one  member  has  dared  to  rise  in  his  place  and 
say  there  is  an  Indian  in  the  three  Maritime  Provinces 
who  is  fit  to  exercise  the  franchise.  They  are  a  degraded 
and  dying  race,  going  down  before  civilisation  ;  they  are 
deteriorating  year  by  year ;  they  are  a  degraded  and 
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ignorant  race,  who  will  not  have  the  slightest  conception 
of  what  Parliament  means  by  this  legislation,  but  who  will 
be  ready  to  sell  their  vote  to  the  highest  bidder  when  they 
get  it.  The  attempt  to  confer  the  franchise  on  such  Indians 
and  to  disfranchise  white  people  is  one  of  the  most  infamous 
propositions  ever  submitted  to  a  Christian  Parliament.  I 
challange  any  hon.  member  from  the  Maritime  Provinces, 
on  either  side  of  the  House,  to  rise  and  tell  the  committee 
that  in  his  opinion  the  Indians  of  those  Provinces  form  a 
class  of  men  who  are  worthy  of  being  enfranchised.  I  turn 
up  to  the  reports  of  the  Indian  Department — and  if  the 
reports  with  rospect  to  other  Provinces  are  on  a  par  with 
this  one,  they  are  very  misleading — and  I  find  the  following 
with  respect  to  the  Indians  of  Prince  Edward  Island  : 

“  In  the  case  of  some  of  the  non-resident  Indians— for  instance,  those 
at  Rocky  Point — it  is  perhaps  better  that  they  should  remain  where 
they  are,  as  they  are  doing  tolerably  well,  from  an  industrial  point  of 
view,  and  occupy  comfortable  houses.” 

It  is  absurd  to  talk  about  those  Indians  occupying  comfort¬ 
able  houses  and  doing  pretty  well.  They  live  in  wretched 
cabins  and  in  birch-bark  wigwams, and  depend  on  the  charity 
of  the  people  in  the  towns.  Every  hon.  member  from  the 
Province  knows  that  fact. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  jeers  and  sneers  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  are  not  going  to  make  matters  any  better.  There 
will  be  a  day  of  reckoning,  when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
will  have  to  come  face  to  face  with  those  whom  they  have 
disfranchised.  And  I  do  not  know  that,  perhaps,  you  will 
bo  as  much  the  gainers  as  you  imagine  you  will  be.  I 
move,  in  amendment,  to  add  after  the  words  “  North-West 
Territories  "  the  words,  “Ontario,  Quebec, Now  Brunswick, 
Nova  Scotia,  and  Prince  Edward  Island.” 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  said 
he  would  movo  his  resolution  silently,  or  that  he  would 
merely  make  a  few  remarks.  Ho  has  kept  his  word. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  You  have  to  thank  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Hastings  tor  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  statement  made  some  time  ago,  in  the  discus¬ 
sion  on  the  word  “  Indian  ’’—that  Manitoba,  the  North-West 
Territories,  Keewatin  and  British  Columbia,  should  be 
excepted.  Since  that  time  I  have  heard  a  good  deal  of 
debate  on  the  matter.  I  have  hear’d  some  hon.  gentlemen 
of  the  other  side  speak  about  the  Indians  of  British  Colum¬ 
bia,  and  state  that  they  were  superior  to  the  North-West 
Indians,  that  they  were  much  more  industrious  than  the 
prairie  Indians,  or  the  Indians  of  the  plaiD.  One  hon  gen¬ 
tleman  from  British  Columbia  spoke  in  favor  of  their  being 
allowed  the  franchise,  and  I  had  the  impression  that  that 
was  the  general  impression.  I  have,  however,  been 
reminded  that  I  had  made  that  speech,  and  I  would  now 
move  that  the  words  “  British  Columbia  ”  should  be  inserted 
as  well  as  Manitoba,  Keewatin  and  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  referred,  in  the  early  part  of  the  afternoon, 
to  a  matter  with  reference  to  the  amendment  which  the 
First  Minister  has  put  in  your  hands.  I  again  call  the 
attention  of  the  committee  to  the  phraseology  of  this  amend¬ 
ment.  It  states  the  Indians  “  in  Manitoba,  Keewatin,  the 
North-West  Territories,  or  any  Indian  on  any  reserve,  who 
is  not  in  possession,  etc.,”  shall  bo  disqualified,  except  on 
the  conditions  herein  stated.  Now,  what  would  be  the 
effect  if  wo  were  to  adopt  the  provision  of  this  Act  without 
this  amendment?  I  think  it  is  clear  that  the  Indian  would 
be  entitled  to  vote  upon  precisely  the  same  conditions,  with 
regard  to  property,  whether  that  property  bo  their  interest 
in  the  reservation,  as  any  other  class  of  the  community  simi¬ 
larly  situated.  The  occupant  on  an  Indian  reservation 
would  have  the  same  right  to  vote,  under  section  6,  which 
Mr.  Davies. 


wo  have  already  adopted,  as  the  occupant  of  any  other  pro¬ 
perty  in  the  country.  I  ask  the  attention  of  any  lawyer  in 
this  House  to  the  wording  of  that  section,  and  I  say  that,  so 
long  as  an  Indian  is  on  a  reserve,  he  must,  under  the  amend¬ 
ment,  have  improvements  worth,  the  value  of  at  least 
$150.  But  if  ho  is  not  on  a  reserve  what  is  his  position  ? 
Supposing  he  is  one  of  a  band,  and  chooses  to  withdraw  from 
the  reserve,  then  he  does  not  require  these  improvements 
and  the  provisions  of  section  6  will  apply  to  him ;  and  if  the 
whole  of  an  Indian  band  were  to  withdraw  from  the  reser¬ 
vation  and  reside  els  where,  the  value  of  that  reserve  must 
be  considered,  and  if  it  is  sufficient  to  give  each  one  a  vote, 
he  is  entitled  to  such  a  vote.  I  think  that  is  as  plain  as 
any  matter  can  well  be,  and  as  to  the  legal  construc¬ 
tion  there  is  really  no  room  for  doubt.  Apart  from  that,  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  some  obser¬ 
vations  made  by  the  First  Minister,  as  to  the  ground  for 
enfranchising  the  Indians  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 
The  hon.  gentleman  said  : 

“  Oh,  let  me  get  through.  When  the  word  “Indian  ”  was  put  into  the 
Act  by  myself,  I  must  say  that  I  had  reference  in  my  own  mind  to  the 
Indians  of  the  old  Provinces,  where  they  are  educated  and  have  been 
under  a  civilising  process  for  years  and  years,  where  they  have  schools, 
where  they  can  read  and  write — the  greater  portion  ol  tnem.  I  take  it 
that  the  Indians  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  as  a  rule,  can  read  as  well 
as  the  white  man.” 

And  again  ho  said  : 

“  If  you  go  to  any  of  the  reserves  in  the  older  Provinces,  you  will  find 
that  the  Indians  have  good  houses,  that  they  and  their  families  are  well 
clad,  the  education  of  their  children  is  well  attended  to,  their  morals 
are  good,  their  strong  religious  feeling  is  evident.  You  will  find  as 
good  chuiches  and  as  regular  church-goers  among  the  red  men  as  among 
the  white  men.  You  will  find  that  in  every  respect  they  have  a  right  to 
be  considered  as  equal  with  the  whites.” 

Now,  against  bis  statement  that  the  education  of  their  chil¬ 
dren  is  well  attended  to,  that  their  morals  are  good,  and 
that  their  religious  feeling  is  evident,  I  put  the  statements 
he  has  made  in  his  report  to  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General,  in  which  he  says  that  the  Indian  children,  in  order 
to  have  any  chance  of  success,  must  be  taken  from  under 
the  control  of  their  parents  and  from  under  parental 
influence.  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  reconcile  the 
one  statement  with  the  other.  He  declares  that  the 
Indians  are  living  in  good  houses.  I  contest  that  state¬ 
ment,  and  I  challenge  him  to  the  proof.  I  declare  that  it 
is  not  true.  I  declare  that  if  he  grants  a  commission  I  will 
prove  that  it  is  not  true — that  it  is  wanting  in  accuracy  in 
every  particular.  I  will  show  that  Indians  are  not  educated, 
as  he  says  they  are  educated,  that  they  are  not  attending 
schools,  as  he  says  they  are  attending  schools.  I  will  show 
that  they  are  not  attending  church,  as  he  says  they  are 
attending  churches.  Why,  Sir,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
only  examine  his  own  reports  he  will  see  that  his  statement 
is  not  a  true  statement.  It  does  not  represent  the  facts  as 
they  are,  and  I  charge  the  hon.  gentleman  with  making  a 
statement  which  was  intended  to  mislead  the  committee 
and  the  country  in  this  particular.  Sir,  let  him  look  at 
these  reports  and  compare  the  statements  made  in  them 
during  the  past  five  years  with  the  statements  made  in  that 
speech. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  exceed¬ 
ing  the  limits  when  he  says  the  First  Minister  intended  to 
mislead  the  House. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order,  and  I  call  attention  to  your  own  ruling.  I  must  say 
that,  after  what  passed  from  the  First  Minister  to  my  hon. 
friend  from  Bothwell  to  day  already,  which  you  ruled  in 
order,  I  cannot  conceive  that  my  hon.  friend  can  be  out  of 
ordor  in  making  this  statement. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  just  say  that  the  First  Minister 
stated  to-day  that  I  deliberately  misstated  facts  to  the  House 
—that  I  did  so  constantly.  You  ruled  that  it  was  not  out 
of  order  for  one  hon.  gentleman  to  accuse  another  of  making 
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statements  that  were  not  true — of  making  false  statements. 
Now,  I  am  not  making  a  charge  the  evidence  of  which  is 
not  before  the  committee.  I  referred  here  to  a  speech,  and 
I  read  the  words.  I  turned  to  his  own  report  a  ad  I  referred 
him  to  the  words  of  that  report.  He  says  in  that  report 
that  the  parental  influence  of  the  Indians  is  such  that  the 
children  cannot  be  improved  without  taking  them  out  of 
reach  of  that  influence.  He  declares  that  their  influence  is 
as  good  as  that  of  the  white  population,  and  that  they  are  as 
intelligent.  Why,  Sir,  I  tell  him  that  four-fifths  of  the 
Indian  population  over  twenty-one  years  of  age  cannot  read 
or  write. 

Mr.  FARROW.  How  do  you  know? 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  know  that  is  so,  and  I  am  ready  to 
establish  the  fact  if  it  is  contested  ;  and  yet,  Sir,  here  is  a 
statement  made  as  a  pretext  for  the  enfranchisement  of 
these  Indians  that  is  not  accurate  in  any  one  particular. 
Now,  I  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  that  fact,  and 
I  ask  them  whether  they  are  ready  to  vote  that  these  men 
ought  to  be  enfranchised  upon  the  hon.  First  Minister’s 
statement,  which  every  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House,  know¬ 
ing  anything  of  the  Indian  population,  knows  is  wholly  at 
variance  with  the  facts. 

Amendment  to  amendment  (Mr.  Davies)  negatived. 
Yeas,  42 ;  nays,  68. 

On  amendment  of  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  a  reason  were  wanted  for  the  protraction  of 
this  debate,  which  tho  hon.  member  for  East  Hastings  (Mr. 
White)  said  was  too  protracted,  it  would  be  found  in  the 
proposal  now  before  us.  The  hon.  First  Minister  has  felt 
the  situation  to  be  so  extraordinary  that  ho  began  yesterday 
afternoon  by  proposing  to  amend  his  own  clause ;  and  that 
having  been  before  the  committee  for  two  days,  he 
is  now  proposing  to  amend  his  own  amendment.  I 
do  not  object,  on  the  point  of  form ;  I  do  not  insist 
that  he  shall  find  a  colleague  to  amend  his  amend¬ 
ment  for  him.  Yet  the  hon.  member  for  East  Hastings 
says  the  debate  ought  not  to  be  protracted.  Why,  if  it  had 
not  been  protracted  up  to  this  time  the  hon.  First  Minister 
would  not  have  seen  light.  His  mind  has  been  in  a  state 
of  flux  and  fluctuation.  There  are  125,000  Indians  in  the 
Dominion,  by  the  census.  And  he  began  by  telling  us  that 
he  was  going  to  enfranchise  them  all — at  least,  all  the  male 
adults,  or  very  nearly  all.  Well,  after  a  fortnight  or  so  of 
discussion,  he  decided  that  he  would  not  enfranchise  the 
Indians  of  Manitoba,  the  North-West  Territories,  Keewatin 
or  British  Columbia.  After  the  lapse  of  another  fortnight 
he  comes  down  and  says:  I  have  changed  my  mind  again. 
I  am  not  going  to  enfranchise  the  Indians  of  Manitoba, 
Keewatin  and  the  North-West  Territories,  but  I  will 
enfranchise  the  Indians  of  British  Columbia.  And  now 
we  have,  I  will  not  say  his  last  thoughts,  but  his  last 
thoughts  up  to  this  moment,  and  some  35,000  Indians  who, 
an  hour  ago,  were  to  have  the  franchise  are  disfranchised 
again.  Consider  what  a  proportion  of  the  population  of 
British  Columbia  that  is.  Why,  it  is  the  largest  half  of  the 
whole  population  of  British  Columbia  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  disfranchising. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  No. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  How  many  are  there  altogether  in  British 
Columbia,  does  the  hon.  gentleman  say  ?  I  suppose  he 
does  not  know.  Well,  it  is  a  fluctuating  quantity.  Of  course, 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  understand  that  when  I  say  the 
larger  half  I  was  not  including  the  disfranchised  Chinese. 
The  census  returns  give  the  whites  as  19,000  odd,  the 
Indians  as  25,000  odd  and  the  Chinese  as  4,350.  Since  that 
time,  of  course,  we  know  there  has  been  a  considerable 
increase  in  the  Chinese  population. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  And  the  whites  have  doubled. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  I  was  going  to  say  something  about  the 
whites,  but  the  hon,  gentleman  will  allow  me,  considering 
his  views,  not  to  mix  the  whites  and  the  Chinese  together ;  I 
was  dealing  with  the  Chinese  separately.  I  say  the  Chinese 
have  very  largely  increased  ;  but  a  considerable  time  ago 
we  decided  that  the  Chinese  should  not  have  the  franchise. 
I  do  not  include  them  in  the  population  of  British  Columbia ; 
but  when  I  find  by  the  census  that  there  are  25,000  Indians, 
and  by  the  last  Indian  report  of  the  hon.  First  Minister 
that  there  are  some  35,000,  I  want  to  know  how  many 
whites  there  are,  and  whether  my  statement  is  incorrect, 
that  as  to  the  voting  population  of  British  Columbia,  as  it 
was  an  hour  ago,  the  Indians  are  the  larger  half  of  it. 

Mr.  SHAKESPEARE.  The  white  population  has 
increased  since  then  some  15,000. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  quite  aware  that  the  white  popula¬ 
tion  has  very  considerably  increased  since  that  time,  that 
a  considerable  proportion  of  that  population  are  engaged  in 
the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  that 
it  is  uncertain  how  many  of  that  portion  of  the  population 
will  remain  in  the  country.  Bat  I  will  accept  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  figures ;  I  will  assume  that  there  is  an  increase 
of  15,000.  Well,  15,000  and  9,000  make  34,000,  and  the 
tabulated  statement  in  the  hon.  First  Minister’s  report  for 
1884  gives  the  number  of  Indians  as  34,617.  So  that  the 
larger  moiety  of  the  voting  population  of  British  Columbia, 
as  it  was  an  hour  ago,  as  it  is  this  minute,  until  this  amend¬ 
ment  carries,  is  the  Indian  population.  Well,  I  say  this  is 
an  important  question.  It  is  a  question  with  reference  to 
the  Province  of  Brit'sh  Columbia,  about  which  the 
hon.  First  Minister  has  been  in  a  state  of  doubt 
and  suspense  for  this  long  time ;  he  has  been 
hither  and  thither,  up  and  down,  forward  and  backward. 
What  motives,  what  arguments,  what  views,  have  procured 
the  results  he  has  indicated  to  the  House  from  time  to  time 
as  his  intentions  ?  We  do  not  know.  Wo  are  told  without 
reasonable  explanation  what  the  hon.  gentleman’s  conclu¬ 
sions  are.  He  begins  by  tolling  my  hon.  friend  :  Yes,  the 
Indians  of  British  Columbia  are  to  be  enfranchised.  Some 
time  afterwards  he  said  :  I  do  not  think  very  much  of 
them  ;  I  do  not  intend  to  enfranchise  the  Indians  of  British 
Columbia.  Two  days  ago  he  said  :  Yes,  I  do.  Now,  after 
two  days’  debate  he  says  :  No,  I  do  not.  I  do  not  know 
whether  this  may  lead  to  the  conclusion  that,  as  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  began  by  intending  to  enfranchise  the  whole  Indian 
population  in  all  the  Provinces,  numbering  131,000,  and  as 
of  these  131,000  he  has  now  excluded  by  this  amendment 
the  great  bulk  from  the  franchise,  perhaps,  if  the  debate 
continues  a  little  longer,  at  a  subsequent  stage  of  the  Bill 
the  hon.  gentleman  may  continue  in  the  same  path ;  and 
although  he  is  not  disposed  this  evening,  although  he  is  not 
yec  ready  to  adopt  the  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Queen’s,  P.  E.  I,  (Mr.  Davies),  yet  considering  what  we 
have  found  has  taken  place  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  mind, 
after  the  deliberation  and  discussion,  although  one-sided, 
during  which  we  have  been  endeavoring  to  convince  him, 
further  discussion  may  have  its  effect ;  each  drop  of  water 
affects  the  rock,  and  equally  good  results  may  ensue  with 
regard  to  the  small  remnant  of  the  Indian  population 
the  hon.  gentleman  now  proposes  to  enfranchise.  I  am  sure 
that  would  be  the  result,  were  not  the  hon.  gentleman’s  secret 
object,  nay  his  obvious  object,  in  the  whole  matter,  con¬ 
nected  with  the  Indians  of  the  older  Provinces,  and  not  with 
the  Indians  of  the  other  Provinces.  I  am  sure  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Victoria,  who  furnished  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  with  figures  with  reference  to  British  Col¬ 
umbia,  has  heard  with  confusion  and  shame  this  last  declar¬ 
ation  of  the  First  Minister.  We  know,  from  what  he  said 
the  Other  day,  what  his  feelings  are.  He  was  anxious  that 
the  red  man  should  be  given  the  franchise  as  a  free  and 
independent  voter,  and  for  a  fortnight  he  was  in  gloom 
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because  the  bon.  gentleman  said  the  Indians  in  British  Col¬ 
umbia  would  not  be  enfranchised  ;  but  after  a  fortnight,  the 
First  Minister  declared  that,  after  listening  to  the  hon.  gen 
tleman’s  appeal,  he  would  enfranchise  the  Indians.  Two 
days  later,  however,  after  the  hon.  gentleman  felt  that  the 
few  words  which  had  fallen  from  him  on  the  floor  of  the 
committee  had  changed  the  iron  will  of  the  First  Minister, 
he  finds  the  iron  will  has  become  bent  again,  and  his  Indian 
friends  are  not  to  be  enfranchised  after  all.  We  will,  no 
doubt,  have  another  eloquent  appeal  from  him,  with  a  view 
to  preventing  the  passage  of  the  amendment,  and  to  securing 
for  those  Indians  in  tribal  communities  the  rights  and 
liberties  he  thought  he  had  obtained  for  them,  but  which 
now  he  finds  snatched  from  the  lip  that  was  about  to 
drink.  If  anything  was  wanting  to  show  that  this  debate 
has  not  been  so  needlessly  protracted  as  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Hastings  declares  it  has,  it  is  these  fluctuations  of  the 
First  Minister.  He  has  been  gathering  light  from  various 
quarters.  At  one  time  he  has  viewed  the  subject  in  one 
way ;  at  another  time  he  has  viewed  it  in  another  way ; 
his  mind  changes  as  the  debate  progresses.  We  now  find 
him  settled  to  the  view  that,  of  131,000  Indians  in  the 
Dominion,  only  that  smaller  portion  resident  in  the  older 
Provinces  of  the  Dominion  is  to  be  enfranchised.  I  am 
not,  myself,  about  to  oppose  the  hon.  gentleman’s  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment;  I  think  it  is  a  very  good  one. 
Second  and  third  thoughts  are  better,  but  I  think  this  is 
about  the  fourth  thought,  and  fourth  thoughts  are  the  best 
on  this  occasion,  for  on  them  he  has  arrived  at  a  right  con¬ 
clusion  with  reference  to  the  Indians  of  British  Columbia; 
and  perhaps,  at  the  second  stage  of  the  Bill,  we  may  find 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  reached  a  right  conclusion  with 
reference  to  the  Indians  elsewhere. 

Mr.  PATEESON  (Brant).  I  ventured,  in  the  few 
remarks  that  I  made  to  the  committee  last  night,  to  say 
that  the  clause  as  proposed  by  the  First  Minister  would 
not  become  law  in  the  shape  in  which  it  was.  Though  not 
claiming  to  have  the  gift  of  prophecy,  I  claim  to  have  that 
prophetic  utterance  fulfilled.  The  clause  has  been  amended  ; 
the  Province  of  British  Columbia  has  been  added,  whether 
as  the  result  of  the  extracts  I  read  from  the  reports  of  the 
First  Minister  himself  to  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General,  I  cannot  say.  It  has  been  added,  at  any  rate,  to 
the  great  displeasure  of  the  junior  member  for  British 
Columbia  (Mr.  Shakespeare),  who  has  been  so  anxious  to  have 
the  Indians  of  that  Province  enfranchised.  I  read  extracts 
from  the  report  of  the  First  Minister  himself,  where  he 
pointed  out  that  heathen  polygamous  tribes  engaged  in 
their  heathenish  practices,  and  maintained  that  it  would  be 
impossible,  or  at  least  unwise,  by  process  of  law,  to  attempt 
preventing  their  indulging  in  heathenish  rites,  and  I  con¬ 
trasted  that  condition  with  the  condition  of  some  of  the 
tribes  of  Manitoba  that  were  being  excluded,  notably  the  St. 
Peter  Indians,  to  whom  he  has  in  his  report  given 
a  good  character.  We  have  now,  as  the  result  of  more 
mature  consideration,  the  proposition  of  the  First  Minister 
to  do  what  I  ventured  last  night  to  say  he  would  have  to 
do,  exclude  those  polygamous  tribes  of  British  Columbia 
from  participating  in  the  vote  he  is  about  to  confer  on  other 
Indians.  The  First  Minister  said  the  reason  he  would 
exclude  the  Indians  of  the  newer  Provinces  was  because 
they  had  not  the  same  facilities  of  education  that  the  Indians 
of  the  older  Provinces  had.  But  what  are  the  figures  given 
by  the  Minister  himself,  in  his  report  to  the  Governor  Gen¬ 
eral,  with  reference  to  the  education  of  the  different  Indian 
bands  in  the  different  Provinces.  He  reports  that  out  of 
33,559  Indians  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territories, 
1,261  are  attending  school;  while  in  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec,  out  of  1,223,  only  467  attend  school ;  so  that  there  are  as 
many  Indians  attending  school  in  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West,  in  proportion,  as  are  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  Only 
Mr.  Blake, 
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107  attend  school  in  Nova  Scotia,  1 18  in  New  Brunswick  and 
15  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  yet  deliberately  he  is  excluding 
the  Indians  of  Manitoba,  who  have  more  children,  in  propor¬ 
tion,  going  to  school,  than  have  the  Indians  in  some  other  Pro¬ 
vinces.  There  has  been  no  straight  line  pursued  by  the  Minis¬ 
ter  in  this  question,  and  hon.  gentlemen  stand  there  convicted 
in  dealing  with  this  Indian  question,  from  their  own  action, 
from  the  change  in  their  purposes  and  designs,  of  what  they 
have  been  charged  with,  that  the  whole  proposition  to  bring 
the  Indians  into  the  electorate  of  this  country  has  been 
designed  to  weaken  the  force  of  one  political  party  and  to 
strengthen  another.  It  is  evident  that  it  is  not  for  the  eleva¬ 
tion  of  the  Indian.  The  amendment  that  is  offered  is  based 
upon  no  line  that  can  be  justified,  by  reason,  by  common 
sense,  or,  I  was  going  to  Bay,  by  decency.  There  are 
Indians  and  Indians,  as  the  member  for  North  York  (Mr. 
Mulock)  said  last  night,  and  if  the  desire  was  to  deal  with 
these  Indians  in  an  intelligent  manner,  the  way  to  deal  with 
them  is  that  laid  down  in  the  Indian  Act,  not  to  give  the 
vote  to  whole  bodies  at  once.  In  the  Province  of  Ontario 
there  are  bands  of  Indians  and  there  are  bands  of  Indians. 
There  are  some  members  of  a  band  who  are  intelligent, 
and  who  are  far  more  advanced  than  other  members  of 
the  same  band.  There  are  other  bands  which  have 
attained  to  comparative  intelligence,  and  according  to 
the  report  of  the  Minister,  there  are  those  which  are 
sunk  low  in  ignorance  and  low  in  habit,  and  yet  there 
is  no  distinction  drawn,  no  educational  distinction,  no 
distinction  other  than  that  of  property,  which  the  most 
ignorant  Indian  in  any  Province  may  have  as  well  as 
anyone  else.  1  hold,  then,  that  it  is  proved  that  this 
proposition  is  not  for  the  advancement  or  the  benefit  of  the 
Indian.  If  the  First  Minister  has  determined  to  throw  aside 
the  consideration  that  we  think  is  of  importance  and  that 
leads  us  to  vote  against  his  whole  proposition,  the  fact  that 
the  most  intelligent  as  well  as  the  most  ignorant  Indian  is 
under  his  control,  has  not  the  management  of  his  own 
affairs,  and  is  a  minor  in  the  eye  of  the  law ;  if  he  will  not 
regard  that,  and  is  determined  to  enfranchise  some  Indians, 
let  him  not  do  it  by  Provinces,  or  even  by  bands  ;  let  him 
have  some  kind  of  educational  test,  some  test  of  capacity, 
but  do  not  let  him,  in  an  indiscriminate  way,  give  the  vote 
to  all  the  Indians  in  the  Provinces,  whether  they  be 
barbarian  or  civilised,  ignorant  or  educated.  True  states¬ 
manship  would  make  that  imperative  on  the  part  of  the 
First  Minister.  You  are  doing  discredit  to  the  more 
advanced  Indians,  the  Indians  described  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  East  Hastings,  by  giving  the  most  ignorant  and 
debased  Indians  in  the  Provinces  the  same  right,  pro¬ 
vided  they  have  $150  worth  of  improvements  made,  in 
the  judgment  of  a  revising  officer.  If  the  First 
Minister  will  not  regard  it  as  an  objection  that  these  men 
are  not  free  men — and  that  they  do  not  desire  to  become 
free  men  is  evidenced  by  their  not  taking  advantage  of  the 
Indian  Act — there  might  be  some  justification  for  selecting 
some  individuals  out  of  the  bands  of  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Hastings,  some  of  the  bands  in  my  own  county,  and 
many  others ;  but  this  proposition  is  to  force  this  vote 
upon  the  most  debased,  uneducated  and  illiterate  Indians. 
There  is  more  involved  in  this  Indian  question  than  I  think 
the  First  Minister  has  comprehended.  I  can  speak  dis¬ 
interestedly  in  this  matter,  for  the  effect  upon  an  individual 
should  have  no  weight  in  doing  an  act  of  justice,  if  it  be  an 
act  of  justice,  to  a  community,  but  there  are  questions 
involved  in  this  which  require  more  serious  consideration 
before  they  are  dealt  with.  Why  do  not  the  educated  and 
intelligent  Indians  avail  themselves  of  the  machinery 
for  enfranchisement  contained  in  the  Indian  Act  ?  The 
First  Minister  would  tell  you  that  it  is  because  they  desire 
to  preserve  their  tribal  relations.  Is  not  that  a  declaration 
on  the  part  of  those  educated  and  intelligent  Indians  that 
they  do  not  want  to  become  citizens  of  this  country  in  the 
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ull  acceptation  of  the  term,  but  that  they  want  to  remain 
part  of  their  tribes,  and  to  preserve  their  separata  nation¬ 
ality,  and  to  have  their  voice  and  their  influence  there. 
As  they  would  resent  any  attempt  on  the  part 
of  their  white  brethern  who  surround  them  to  enter  upon 
their  reserves,  and  vote  for  their  chiefs,  and  make  their 
rules  and  regulations,  they  will  be  precluded — and  no  doubt 
they  will  look  at  it  in  that  light— -from  exercising  the  vote 
which  is  propose  to  be  given  to  them.  There  are  other 
considerations.  Has  the  First  Minister  considered  the 
whole  cost  ?  How  are  you  to  vote  many  of  these  ignorant 
Indians?  Will  your  voters’  list  be  printed  in  their  lan¬ 
guage  ?  Will  the  notices  you  give  them  be  in  their  lan¬ 
guage  ?  In  the  more  intelligent  bands  in  my  own  county, 
when  some  Indian  cases  come  up  in  the  courts  of  justice,  the 
interpreter  has  to  be  there,  and  how  will  the  Indian  inter¬ 
pret  your  law,  how  will  he  know  what  answer  to  give  when 
the  question  is  put  to  him,  “  For  whom  do  you  vote  ?  ”  The 
interpreter  will  have  to  be  there.  These  Indians  speak 
different  languages  and  dialects,  and  many  of  them  refuse 
to  converse  in  English,  though,  perhaps,  in  a  measure,  they 
understand  it.  We  are  indiscriminately  bringing  into  the 
electorate  of  this  country  a  people  who  are  foreign  to  us  in 
a  certain  sense,  and  who  desire  to  remain  so.  If  the  First 
Minister  desires,  as  I  believe  he  does,  to  see  wiped  out  the 
distinctions  that  exist,  1  am  at  one  with  him  in  that. 
But  this  Bill  does  not  propose  to  do  that.  That  is  provided 
for  in  the  Indian  law ;  under  that  law  those  Indians  who 
desire  enfranchisement  must  get  people  to  vouch  for  them, 
and  after  they  have  been  vouched  for,  the  Superintendent 
General  must  exercise  his  discretion,  and  then  they  must 
serve  a  probationary  term  of  three  years  before  they  are 
allowed  to  obtain  their  land  in  fee  simple,  which  is  then 
entailed,  so  that  they  cannot  part  with  it.  There  you  have 
a  process  of  selection,  and  yet,  while  proposing  to  retain 
those  provisions,  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  give  them 
all  the  right  to  vote  at  once,  making  no  distinction  between 
the  intelligent  and  the  unintelligent,  the  heathen  and  the 
Christian,  the  semi-civilised  and  the  civilised  Indian. 
I  hold  that  if  the  First  Minister  is  earnest  in  his  desire  to 
benefit  the  Indian,  to  elevate  him,  he  should,  at  any  rate,  let 
this  matter  stand  over  till  he  has  given  it  a  little  more  con¬ 
sideration,  and  until  he  sees  that  this  Bill  will  be  perfectly 
useless  to  accomplish  in  the  slightest  degree  the  elevation 
of  any  Indian  in  this  country,  and  to  consider  the  way  in 
which  the  different  bands  of  Indians  view  their  relation  to 
the  Crown,  and  are  likely  to  view  this  clause,  which,  I 
believe,  many  of  them  will  not  avail  themselves  of.  If  the 
First  Minister  will  not  recognise,  as  we  do,  that  the  Indians, 
being  in  a  state  of  tutelage,  not  free  men,  in  the  full  sense 
of  the  word,  without  the  responsibility  of  citizens,  they 
should  therefore  not  be  given  the  right  to  vote,  I  do  ask 
him  to  have  some  process  of  selection,  whereby  those  who 
are  best  fitted  should  be  given  the  vote.  It  is  a  new  thing 
altogether  that  an  Indian  should  have  the  vote,  and  if  he 
will  bring  some  of  them  within  the  electorate  it  is  but 
reasonable  that  some  distinction  should  guide  us  in  giving 
the  vote  to  other  than  the  mere  possession  by  the  Indian  of 
$150  worth  of  improvements  on  the  land  he  holds. 

Amendment  to  amendment  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  TROW.  There  are  a  certain  class  of  men  on  each 
of  the  reserves  who,  from  their  superior  intelligence  over 
the  bands  with  whom  they  associate,  and  with  whom  they 
are  connected,  should  have  the  right  to  the  franchise — I 
refer  to  those  half-breeds  who  are  still  the  wards  of  the 
Government  and  are  connected  with  the  band,  but  are  of 
superior  education  and  intelligence.  I  move,  in  amendment 
to  the  amendment  : 

Indians  or  persons  of  part  Indian  blood  who  have  not  been  partly 
enfranchised,  and  Indians  or  persons  with  part  Indian  blood  who  reside 
among  Indians. 


Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  do  not  think  this  amendment  is  in 
order,  in  view  of  the  amendment  which  the  committee  has 
already  voted  down. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  was  a  different  clause. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  is  a  disabling  clause. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant),  There  is  a  distinction  ;  it  is 
going  a  step  farther  than  we  went  before.  The  proposition 
we  offered  before  was  voted  down,  and  that  was  that  only 
enfranchised  Indians  should  have  a  vote.  This  propo¬ 
sition  includes  Indians  who  have  not  been  enfranchised 
under  the  Indian  Act,  but  who  are  living  among  white 
people,  who  have  property,  and  are  subject  to  the  respon¬ 
sibilities  of  property,  occupying  a  different  position  from 
Indians  on  the  reserves,  whose  property  is  not  liable  to 
seizure.  This  proposition  is  that  of  the  Mowat  Act,  word 
for  word,  that  has  been  commended,  and  which  the  First 
Minister  said  he  was  humbly  following.  It  embraces  the 
very  class  of  voters  that  the  Mowat  Act  does. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Wo  are  now  upon  the  clause  proposed  by 
the  First  Minister  to  disqualify  certain  classes  of  Indians, 
which  disqualifies  all  Indians  who,  but  for  this  proposed 
amendment,  would  be  qualified,  all  Indians  excepting  thoso 
who  have  improvements  to  the  value  of  $150.  Now,  has 
the  committee  decided  that  these  Indians  shall  have  a  vote  ? 
If  it  has,  then  the  hon,  gentleman’s  amendment  is  not  in 
order.  But  the  hon.  gentleman’s  amendment  proposes  to 
disqualify  a  certain  class  of  Indians  who,  but  for  this  pro¬ 
posal,  would  have  a  vote,  and  it  cannot  but  be  in  order  to 
make  another  proposition  with  reference  to  the  disqualifi¬ 
cation  of  certain  classes  of  Indians.  It  cannot  be  only  the 
First  Minister’s  proposals  that  are  in  order  and  those  of 
other  hon,  members  of  the  House  that  are  to  be  out  of 
order.  You  will  observe  he  proposes  the  disqualification  of 
certain  Indians  who,  under  the  Bill  as  it  now  stands,  would 
be  qualified.  I  think  ho  is  quite  right  to  propose  that, 
because  there  was  a  distinct  understanding  that  when  the 
disqualifying  clauses  came  we  should  be  able  to  propose 
disqualifying  amendments,  and  the  First  Minister,  in  pur¬ 
suance  of  that,  has  proposed,  without  objection,  a  disqualify¬ 
ing  amendment  ;  and  now  my  hon.  friend  proposes  to 
disqualify  all  those  Indians  who  are  living  on  the  reserves. 
He  proposes  to  leave  the  vote  to  the  Indians  who  are 
enfranchised,  who  are  not  living  on  the  reserves.  It  is 
simply  an  enlargement  of  the  disqualifying  amendment  of 
the  First  Minister.  The  First  Minister  says :  I  will 
disqualify  the  reserve  Indian,  unless  he  lives  on  a  separate 
allotment  and  his  improvements  are  worth  $150.  That  you 
consider  in  order.  Now  my  hon.  friend  says  :  I  want  to 
disqualify  the  Indian  who  is  living  on  the  reserve  alto¬ 
gether.  It  is  a  question  of  degree,  not  of  order. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  brings  up  the  whole 
question  we  have  been  discussing.  It  is  in  order. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  The  proposition  of  my  hon.  friend  is 
to  exclude  from  the  franchise  all  Indians  except  those 
not  wholly  enfranchised  under  the  Indian  Act,  or  such  as  have 
not  separated  themselves  from  the  band  and  acquired  pro¬ 
perty,  the  same  as  other  people  in  the  country.  I  urge  upon 
the  First  Minister  the  adoption  of  this  amendment,  for  the 
reasons,  already  urged,  and  for  other  reasons.  I  urge  it 
because  the  House  has,  at  his  instance,  adopted  the  proposi¬ 
tion  to  require  a  holder  of  property  in  cities  and  towns  to 
have  property  to  the  value  of  $300  and  $200  before  entitled 
to  vote.  I  urge  it  beeause  the  workingmen  of  this  country, 
for  whom  the  hon.  gentleman  has  professed  in  the  past  very 
warm  regard,  are  required  to  have  $300  of  property  as  a 
necessity  for  them  to  exercise  the  franchise.  The  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  confer  upon  Indians,  who  have  no 
civil  capacity,  who  do  not  add  to  the  wealth  of  the  country, 
the  right  of  vote,  and  in  some  instances  to  hold  the  balance 
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of  power  in  counties,  on  possessing  $150  of  improvements 
on  the  reserve,  no  matter  how  the  improvements  may  : 
have  been  obtained — no  matter  whether  they  were  created  , 
by  the  Government  or  by  any  other  means,  whether  the 
Government  have  cleared  the  farm  or  furnished  the  lumber 
to  build  the  house.  The  hon.  gentleman  professes  to  be  giv¬ 
ing  an  enlarged  franchise,  and  says  this  will  be  the  means 
of  giving  the  working  people  an  influence  in  public  affairs 
not  hitherto  possessed  by  them.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
not  reducing  the  franchise  as  low  as  obtains  in  some  of  the 
Provinces.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  increasing  the  property 
qualification  in  Ontario  for  workingmen,  but  he  is  taking 
away  from  the  working  people  rights  they  would  possess 
but  for  this  Bill,  and  giving  the  franchise  to  men  who  have 
a  simple  voting  power  ot  $150.  I  commend  to  the  working¬ 
men  the  hon.  gentleman’s  conduct  in  this  matter  as  their 
professed  friend,  and  I  urge  upon  him  that  while  he  requires 
a  workingman  to  acquire,  by  his  own  industry,  $300  worth 
of  property  to  entitle  him  to  vote,  he  is  taking  away  that 
little  influence  left  to  the  workingmen  by  giving  the  vote  to 
Indians  under  his  own  control. 

Amendment  to  amendment  (Mr,  Trow)  negatived. 

Mr.  KING.  The  members  for  New  Brunswick  have 
already  called  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the  fact 
that  the  Indians  of  that  Province  do  not  possess  the  qualifi¬ 
cations  which  should  entitle  them  to  the  franchise.  I  have 
not  yet  heard  any  hon.  member  from  that  Province  rise 
and  dispute  the  statement  made  by  us  in  that  regard.  I 
might  call  attention  to  the  report  of  the  First  Minister,  but 
I  desire  specially  to  read  a  short  extract  from  a  speech 
delivered  in  this  House  by  the  hon.  member  from  North¬ 
umberland  (Mr.  Mitchell).  That  hon.  gentleman  said  : 

“I  may  tell  the  right  hon.  Premier  that  I  disagree  entirely  with  the 
views  he  has  expressed  in  relation  to  the  Indians,  so  far  as  the  section 
of  country  from  which  I  come  is  concerned,  at  least.  My  Province  is 
amongst  the  oldest  Provinces  of  this  Dominion.  The  early  settlement 
of  what  was  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia,  which  covered  the  country 
from  which  I  come,  dates  back  several  centuries,  and  it  may  be  classed 
amongst  the  older  Provinces  of  the  Dominion  ;  and  I  can  tell  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  that  the  descriptions  he  has  given  of  the  Indians  of  the 
other  Provinces  are  as  far  from  the  actual  fact  as  day  is  from  night ; 
and  I  can  fully  endorse  the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies),  that  any  man  who  knows  the  tribal  condition  of 
these  Indians — the  miserable,  wretched  state  in  which  they  exist,  their 
beggary,  humiliating  and  debased  condition — Ispeak  of  it  with  regret — 
and  knowing  it,  could  for  one  moment  think  of  giving  that  class  of 
people  the  elective  franchise,  simply  could  not  have  fairly  considered 
what  he  was  attempting  to  do.  Sir,  I  am  speaking  my  honest  convic¬ 
tions,  and  I  intend  to  do  it  to  the  end  in  this  matter.  The  elective 
franchise  is  too  sacred  to  be  dealt  with  by  prejudices,  by  party  purposes 
or  by  whims.” 

Those  are  the  words  of  that  hon.  member,  a  gentleman  who, 

I  believe,  on  most  occasions  supports  the  Government.  I 
fully  endorse  the  statement  contained  in  that  speech.  I 
believe  it  is  as  near  the  truth  as  anything  yet  stated,  or  that 
can  be  stated,  in  regard  to  the  Indians  of  New  Brunswick. 
If  those  statements  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Northum¬ 
berland  are  not  correct,  I  should  like  any  bon.  member  to 
rise  in  his  place  and  contradict  them.  If  those  statements 
are  true,  and  they  have  gone  uncontradicted,  should  not  an 
exception  be  made  in  favor  of  New  Brunswick?  If  that 
statement  be  true,  why  should  the  Government  seek  to 
enfranchise  the  Indians  of  that  Province  ?  There  is  no 
reason  why  the  Indians  of  New  Brunswick  should  have  the 
franchise  conferred  upon  them.  I  will  not  say  but  that  some 
hon.  members  may  expect  this  proposition  to  affect  their 
elections.  I  do  not  believe  it  will  influence  many  elec¬ 
tions.  I  know,  in  the  county  of  Kent,  there  are  Indians, 
some  of  whom  might  be  enfranchised  under  this  Act. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  I  do  not  believe  it  will  give  one 
of  them  a  vote. 

Mr.  KING.  If,  under  this  Bill,  not  one  Indian  in  New 
Brunswick  will  be  entitled  to  vote,  then  why  impose  it  on 
Mr.  Fleming. 
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the  Province  ?  If,  after  one  hundred  years,  the  Indians  are 
not  qualified  to  vote  under  this  Bill,  why  does  the  hon. 
gentleman  insist  on  this  clause  ? 

Mr.  LANDRY.  Because  it  does  no  harm. 

Mr.  KING.  It  has  the  effect  of  interfering  with  people 
of  the  other  Provinces. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  We  want  to  enlighten  them. 

Mr.  KING.  I  do  not  consider  it  necessary  that  the 
Indians  of  New  Brunswick  should  bo  enfranchised.  There 
is  not  one  Indian  in  New  Brunswick  who  has  $150  worth, 
or  is  fit  to  have  the  franchise  conferred  on  him. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  I  was  speaking  of  my  own  county,  and 
I  said  I  did  not  believe  it  would  give  one  of  them  a  vote, 

Mr.  KING.  I  believe  they  are  as  well  qualified  there  as 
in  any  part  of  New  Brunswick,  and  I  know  something  about 
them.  I  say  it  is  an  outrage  that  these  Indians  should 
have  the  franchise  conferred  on  them  while  the  Bill  would 
disfranchise  a  large  number  of  the  white  people  of  New 
Brunswick.  I  procured  from  an  officer  in  my  county  a 
statement  of  the  number  who  would  be  disfranchised,  and 
I  am.  informed  that,  during  my  absence,  the  accuracy  of 
that  statement  has  been  questioned.  I  can  only  say  that 
the  secretary-treasurer  of  my  county  is  a  gentleman  stand¬ 
ing  high  in  the  estimation  of  the  people  of  that  county,  that 
he  is  well  known  to  almost  every  gentleman  in  this  House 
from  New  Brunswick,  that  he  fills  the  office  of  registrar  of 
deeds,  of  secretary-treasurer,  and  some  other  important 
offices.  I  do  not  know  that  he  had  any  interest  in  sending 
a  report  which  was  not  correct.  The  statement  was  one 
which  surprised  me,  but  the  facts  are  that  this  Bill,  if  it 
passes,  will  disfranchise  a  very  large  number  of  persons  in 
my  own  county.  I  called  the  attention  of  another  gentle¬ 
man  from  another  county  to  these  figures,  and  he  said  he 
was  surprised  that  such  was  the  case.  I  told  him  that  he 
had  better  inquire  in  his  own  county,  and  he  looked  over 
the  lists  and  he  found  that  there  were  some  804  who  would 
be  disfranchised  in  York  county.  The  hon.  member  for 
Sun  bury  found  that  over  400  voters  would  be  disfranchised 
in  his  county,  and  I  say  it  is  unfair  to  attempt,  by  a  Bill  of 
this  kind,  to  disfranchise  the  white  people  in  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  and  enfranchise  the  Indians,  when  no  gentleman 
will  claim  that  there  is  an  Indian  in  New  Brunswick  who  is 
qualified  to  vote,  I  move,  in  amendment  to  the  amendment, 
to  add,  after  the  words  “  North-West  Territories,”  the 
words  “  New  Brunswick.” 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  want  the  House  to  understand  clearly 
what  the  assertion  is  that  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s 
makes.  Does  he  make  the  assertion  before  this  House,  that 
actual  information  has  been  sent  to  this  House  from  either 
York,  or  Sunbury,  or  Queen’s,  that  under  the  operation  of 
this  Bill  exactly  so  many  persons  will  be  disfranchised  ?  Is 
that  the  statement  he  makes  ?  Or,  is  this  the  statement  he 
makes :  that  information  has  been  sent  from  those  three 
counties,  that  on  looking  over  the  assessors’  lists  so  many 
were  found  who  were  assessed  on  property  of  the  value  of 
$100,  but  less  than  the  value  of  $150?  Now,  which  of 
those  is  true,  for  there  is  a  great  difference  ? 

Mr.  KING.  I  would  like  to  answer  the  hon.  gentleman. 
The  statement  he  last  made  is  the  statement  I  made,  that 
on  the  assessment  list  the  secretary-treasurer  of  my 
own  county  informs  me  that  he  finds — I  do  not  x-ecollect 
the  exact  number,  but  420  and  some  odd  persons,  who  are 
assessed  on  real  estate  of  a  less  value  than  $150,  but 
exceeding  $100. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  If  tho  hon.  gentleman  will  take  the 
:  Hansard  report  of  his  remarks,  he  will  find  that  the  state 
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ment  he  made  a  little  while  ago  and  the  statement  he  makes 
now  are  not  one  and  the  same.  He  stated  before  that  that 
many  would  be  disfranchised. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  So  there  are. 

Mr.  KING.  That  would  be  the  effect  of  it.  I  under¬ 
stand  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  stated  that  the  assessed 
value  of  property  is  far  below  the  actual  value,  but  I  do  not 
believe  the  hon.  gentleman  will  go  before  his  municipal 
council  at  the  nest  meeting  and  tell  them  that  they  are 
appointing  men,  sworn  to  make  a  true  valuation  of  property, 
for  assessment  purposes,  based  on  the  actual  cash  value 
of  the  property,  and  that  these  men  do  not  do  their  duty. 
That  may  be  correct  of  the  officers  of  his  own  county,  but 
it  is  a  charge  which  I  would  not  have  the  hardihood  to 
apply  to  the  officers  of  my  county.  I  believe,  on  the  con¬ 
trary,  that  on  account  of  the  large  depreciation  in  the 
value  of  real  estate  which  has  been  going  on  in  many  parts 
of  New  Brunswick,  property  is  assessed  too  high  rather 
than  too  low.  The  lists  in  many  places  have  remained  the 
same  for  ten  years.  I  am  voting  on  property,  myself,  which 
I  would  sell  for  half  its  assessed  value,  and  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Sun  bury  owns  property  in  my  county,  and  he  is 
paying  taxes  on  a  valuation  of  $  1,000  in  excess  of  the 
value  he  puts  upon  it. 

Mr.  TAIL.  When  the  First  Minister  made  his  short 
explanation  with  regard  to  this  Bill,  he  gave  us  to  under¬ 
stand  that  he  intended  to  include  the  Indians  in  all  the 
Provinces,  but  I  did  not  suppose  for  a  moment  that  he 
intended  to  give  a  vote  to  all  those  people  living  on  the 
reserves,  whether  they  were  intelligent  enough  to  understand 
their  duties  as  voters  or  not.  My  idea  was  that  he  intended 
to  give  votes  only  to  that  class  who  wore  given  votes  by 
the  Ontario  Act,  in  which  case  I  would  have  found  no  fault, 
because  I  think  that  all  intelligent  Indians,  all  Indians 
capable  of  exercising  the  franchise,  and  understanding  fully 
the  obligations  and  responsibilities  of  electors,  should  be 
entitled  to  vote.  Shortly  afterwards,  however,  in  answer  to 
my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell,  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
stated  that  he  intended  to  give  the  vote  to  the  Indians  of 
the  North-West — to  Poundmaker  and  Big  Bear,  and  all  the 
rest  of  them  ;  and  upon  hearing  that  statement  1  made 
up  my  mind  that  the  whole  thing  was  a  huge  joke, 
and  that  he  did  not  intend  to  enfranchise  any  of  the 
Indians.  A  few  days  afterwards  we  heard  whispers 
from  the  other  side  that  the  First  Minister  did  intend 
to  enfranchise  some  of  the  Indians,  but  that  when  he 
explained  to  whom  he  intended  to  give  the  vote  they 
were  sure  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  could  not  object. 
A  little  later  on  the  First  Minisler  stated  that  he  intended, 
by  an  amendment,  to  confine  the  vote  to  a  certain 
number  of  Indians,  which  would  include  those  living 
on  reserves  who  held  and  occupied  land  on  which  their 
improvements  amounted  to  $150.  When  we  heard  that  he 
intended  to  include  all  tribal  Indians,  while  ho  kept  the 
power  in  his  own  hands  to  say  v,  ho  should  and  who  should 
not  bo  entitled  to  vote,  we  made  up  our  minds  that,  after  all, 
our  first  impression  was  correct,  that  he  intended  to  give 
the  vote  to  all  the  Indians  in  the  older  Provinces  that  it 
was  at  all  possible  for  him  to  enfranchise.  Now,  I  do  not 
know  a  great  deal  about  the  Indians  of  Ontario ;  but  if  the 
Indians  we  have  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  at  all  compare 
with  the  Indians  in  Ontario,  I  cannot,  for  my  life,  see  the 
justification  for  giving  the  franchise  to  any  Indians  who  are 
on  the  reserves  and  who  live  as  the  Indians,  generally 
speaking,  do  in  the  Maritime  Provinces.  In  the  county 
I  represent  there  are  some  200  or  300  Indians.  A  few  of 
the  younger  men  are  employed  in  the  spring  of  the  year  in 
driving  logs  and  timber  down  the  streams,  and  some  few 
work  in  the  mills ;  but  with  that  exception  they  employ 
themselves  in  fishing  and  shooting,  and  their  whole  time  in 


summer  is  spent  off  the  reserve.  They  spend  no  time  in 
improving  their  lands;  they  pay  no  taxes:  they  are  not 
worthy  of  being  called  by  the  name  of  citizens,  and  they 
are  not  such  people  as  should  really  be  enfranchised.  I 
notice  that  the  appropriation  made  for  the  Indians  in  Nova 
Scotia  is,  in  all,  some  $5,000,  of  which  $1,400  or  $1,500  is 
expended  in  paying  agents,  $1,200  or  $1,300  in  buying 
food  and  the  necessaries  of  life,  and  some  $1,300  or  $1,400 
in  the  purchase  of  seed  grain,  potatoes,  and  farming 
implements,  in  order  to  induce  them,  if  possible,  to 
cultivate  the  soil  to  some  extent,  in  order  to  provide 
a  living  for  their  families  through  the  winter.  Now, 
if  the  Government  find  it  necessary  to  expend  over 
one-fifth  of  the  whole  grant  for  the  2,000  or  3,000 
Indians  in  Nova  Scotia,  in  food,  to  enable  them  to  get 
through  the  winter,  it  is  quite  clear  that  they  do  not 
occupy  sufficient  land  to  entitle  them  to  a  vote  under 
this  Bill,  nor  cultivate  their  land  to  a  sufficient  extent  to 
give  us  any  hope  that  they  will  in  the  future  become  useful 
members  of  society,  or  convince  us  that  it  will  be  of 
any  advantage  to  the  State  to  endow  them  with  the 
privilege  of  voting.  I  will  just  refer  for  a  moment  to  the 
reports  of  the  local  agents  in  the  county  of  Digby,  to 
show  that  there  is  no  such  improvement  going  on  among  the 
Indians  of  Nova  Scotia  as  to  justify  the  Government  in 
expecting  anything  in  the  future  from  them.  (The  hon. 
gentleman  then  read  from  the  reports  of  1871, 1878  and  1884.) 
We  ought  to  be  satisfied  by  this  that  there  is  no  improve¬ 
ment  going  on  among  the  Indians  in  tho  Province  of  Nova 
Scotia,  at  least  in  the  western  portion.  I  know  nothing  of 
the  eastern  portion,  where,  I  believe,  there  are  a  few  Indians 
of  a  little  better  class  than  those  of  the  west.  Our  Indians 
spend  the  time  hunting,  fishing  and  shooting,  principally 
porpoises,  and  do  nothing  else  for  their  support ;  they  take 
no  interest  in  politics  and  know  nothing  of  politics,  except 
that  Sir  John  is  the  Premier,  and  they  look  to  him  for  the 
money  they  are  to  receive.  With  all  due  deference  to  what 
the  feelings  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  may  be  in  regard 
to  the  Indians,  he  is  not  doing  them  any  favor  by  granting 
them  this  privilege,  and  by  doing  so  the  whites  will  feel 
they  are  degraded  to  a  great  extent.  In  Ontario,  where 
there  is  a  large  number  of  Indians,  their  votes,  in  many  con¬ 
stituencies,  will  swamp  the  white  vote,  and  one  can 
easily  understand  with  what  a  feeling  of  abhorrence  the 
white  citizens  will  regard  a  law  which  gives  tho  vote  to 
such  a  class  as  this.  I  cannot  believe  the  right  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  would  be  so  persistent  in  his  determination 
to  force  this  Bill  through  the  House,  at  a  great 
expense  to  the  country,  unless  he  was  going  to 
derive  from  it  some  political  advantage  over  his  opponents. 
To  say  that  this  country  will  be  benefited  by  enfranchising 
the  Indians  is  to  state  something  no  intelligent  man  should 
believe.  If  these  men  are  intelligent  enough  to  vote,  why 
does  the  hon.  gentleman  keep  their  money  in  the  treasury  of 
the  Dominion  ?  Why  does  he  not  distribute  it  among  them? 
If  they  area  people  capable  of  properly  using  the  franchise, 
they  are  capable  of  managing  their  own  property  and 
transmitting  it  to  their  descendants.  I  felt  called  upon  to 
take  part  in  this  debate,  because  nothing  has  been  said 
with  regard  to  the  public  sentiment  in  Nova  Scotia,  and  it 
might,  therefore,  be  inferred  that  the  Indians  in  that  Pro¬ 
vince  were  fitted  to  exercise  the  franchise.  That  they  are 
not,  cannot  be  denied.  Has  any  man  from  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces  asked  for  this  Bill  ?  True,  the  hon.  member  for  Eich- 
mond  (Mr.  Paint)  said  that  he  thought  the  Indian  ought  to 
have  the  right  to  vote,  but  there  is  not  a  man  in  this  House 
besides  that  hon.  gentleman  who  holds  that  opinion.  If  the 
Indians  are  to  be  given  a  vote,  let  them  be  first  put  on  the 
same  footing  as  white  men,  and  then  I  shall  have  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  allowing  them  to  vote.  This  Bill  will  disfranchise 
many  people  who  have  hitherto  voted  on  the  personal  quali¬ 
fication  in  Nova  Scotia,  while  at  the  same  time,  it  enfran- 
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chises  those  Indians  who  pay  no  taxes.  It  will  therefore 
create  a  great  deal  of  dissatisfaction.  I  admit  that  the  income 
clause  will  cover  a  few  of  these  men,  but  the  papers  in 
Nova  Scotia,  which  were  of  a  different  opinion  at  first,  are 
beginning  to  discover  that  many  will  be  disfranchised  who 
had  votes  under  the  personal  property  qualification. 

Mr.  PAINT.  I  am  sure  the  hon.  gentleman  must  bo 
pleased  at  the  attention  with  which  the  House  has  listened 
to  his  remarks.  Let  me  present  another  picture.  In  the 
county  of  Richmond  the  Indians  have  a  chapel  which  costs 
them  $8,000,  which  they  paid  for  out  of  their  own  money, 
and  they  have  a  comfortable  glebe  house.  A  largo  number 
of  them  can  read  and  write;  a  number  live  in  frame 
houses  and  some  in  log  houses,  and  they  have  cattle.  I  can 
Bay  the  same  for  the  county  of  Victoria,  but  I  do  not  know 
so  much  about  the  other  two  counties  in  the  island  of  Cape 
Breton.  In  the  county  of  Inverness,  however,  they  have  a 
very  valuable  tract,  that  has  not  been  much  infringed  upon 
so  far.  The  timber  upon  it  is  nearly  intact,  apart  from  the 
damage  by  gales.  The  member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  Cameron) 
can  answer  for  that. 

Mr.  VAIL.  The  hon.  gentleman  referred  to  the  county 
of  Inverness. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  He  did  not. 

Mr.  VAIL.  He  said  they  were  in  as  good  a  state  as  they 
were  in  his  own  county. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS*  No;  ho  did  not. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  am  not  sure  that  they  are  not  under  the 
same  agent. 

Mr.  PAINT.  No. 

Mr.  VAIL.  The  local  agent  says  : 

“  When  not  in  real  destitution,  they  seem  always  happy  and  contented, 
much  more  so  than  other  people  would  be  under  similar  circumstances.” 

That  does  not  look  to  me  as  if  they  had  chapels,  and  houses, 
and  barns  to  make  them  happy  and  comfortable. 

p  Mr.  ALLEN.  At  the  town  of  Owen  Sound  we  had  a 
band  of  about  300  Indians  living  for  ten  years.  Our  Indian 
experience  has  been  neither  profitable  nor  pleasant,  and  1 
believe  the  present  course  of  the  Government  has  a  ten¬ 
dency  to  make  Indians  dishonest,  dissatisfied,  and  worse 
citizens  than  they  otherwise  would  be.  If  the  Indians  were 
treated  as  other  people,  if  the  Indians  in  the  Saugeen  pen¬ 
insula,  who  receive  annually  from  $12,000  to  $18,000  in  two 
bands,  which  number  about  TOO,  were  to  divide  the  property 
which  they  consider  belongs  to  them,  and  if  they  were 
allowed  to  become  citizens  and  to  manage  their  own  affairs, 
and  to  be  responsible  for  their  debts,  and  to  sue  and  be  sued,  I 
believe  they  would  be  in  a  better  position  than  they  now  are. 
We  have  found  the  Indians  thriftless,  drunkards,  and  unwil¬ 
ling  to  pay  their  just  debts.  We  found  them  an  intolerable 
nuisance  in  Owen  Sound,  and  we  experienced  a  very  great 
relief  when  they  were  moved  forty  miles  further  down  the 
bay.  I  was  at  home  on  Monday,  and  I  know  the  feeling  in 
that  part  of  the  country  in  reference  to  this  clause  of  the 
Franchise  Bill.  Both  Reformers  and  Conservatives,  in  the 
county  of  Bruce  and  in  the  county  of  Grey,  say  they  will 
oppose  the  Government  on  this  Bill ;  that  it  is  giving  an 
undue  advantage,  placing  the  Indians  in  a  position  they 
should  not  occupy  as  long  as  they  are  wards  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  treated  as  minors.  I  will  support  and  vote  for  a 
measure  putting  the  Indians  on  the  same  footing  as  white 
men,  allowing  them  to  transact  their  own  business.  In  my 
part  of  the  country  many  gentlemen  of  all  shades  of  politics 
say  openly  that  this  Bill  is  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indian, 
but  is  intended  for  party  purposes,  and  there  are  Conservatives 
in  my  constituency  who  are  liberal  enough  to  say  they  will 
Mr.  Vail. 
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not  sanction  any  such  measure.  When  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  gets  back  to  Wiarton,  where 
those  28  Conservatives  are  who  signed  that  petition  which 
was  presented  the  other  day,  and  signed  it  principally  for  the 
reason  that  this  Bill  will  enfranchise  the  Indians  living  a 
short  distance  from  their  place,  he  will  have  a  hot  and  lively 
time. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Question. 

Mr.  PAINT.  That  is  not  to  the  point. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  We  are  talking  about  the  Indian  franchise, 
and  I  am  giving  the  reason  why  the  gentlemen  in  North 
Bruce  signed  the  petition. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  You  are  discussing  the  petitions,  not 
the  question  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  The  petition  was  a  request  to  this  House 
not  to  pass  the  Franchise  Bill.  They  sent  a  petition  because 
they  believed  the  Indians  should  not  have  a  vote  while  they 
are  under  the  control  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  keep 
close  to  the  question. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  I  understand  the  question  is  the  enfran¬ 
chisement  of  the  Indians. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  No;  it  is  the  disqualification  of  the 
Indians. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  I  am  giving  reasons  why  they  should  not 
be  enfranchised,  namely,  because  they  are  wards  of  the 
Government,  and  because,  while  the  Government  controls 
their  local  affairs,  and  while  the  local  agent  is  to  be  the  party 
who  is  to  recommend  them  to  get  the  location  ticket  which 
will  give  them  a  right  to  vote,  they  cannot  give  a  free  and 
unbiassed  vote.  I  was  speaking  to  an  Indian  agent  on 
Monday,  and  he  is  more  bewildered,  I  think,  than  any  man 
I  have  met,  with  reference  to  the  qualification  of  Indians. 
He  says  he  believes  no  Indian  in  the  band  which  he  controls 
will  have  a  vote.  He  certainly  does  not  understand  this  Bill. 
Nor  do  the  leading  Conservatives  in  my  town  who  say  no 
Indian  in  the  North-West  could  vote ;  and  when  I  showed 
them  a  statement  made  by  the  First  Minister,  that  Big  Bear 
and  other  Indians  of  the  North-West  could  vote,  they  were 
almost  incredulous,  and  said  the  Hansard  I  showed  them  was 
printed  in  the  Globe  office.  The  people  in  the  country  are  not 
satisfied  that  Indians  should  be  allowed  to  vote  while  they 
remain  wards  of  the  Government.  Both  Conservatives  and 
Reformers  in  that  part  of  the  country  condemn  the  measure, 
and  you  will  find  that  those  hon.  members  who  will  vote  for 
it  in  this  House  will  be  left  at  home  at  the  next  election. 

Mr.  KIRK.  The  hon.  member  for  Richmond  (Mr.  Paint) 
has  said  that  in  his  county  the  Indians  were  so  well  off  that 
they  had  built  for  themselves  a  church  worth  $8,000,  and  a 
manse,  for  both  of  which  they  had  paid.  Now,  if  the 
Indians  of  Richmond  county  have  done  that,  they  have 
done  more,  I  think,  than  the  white  people  of  Nova  Scotia 
have  done.  In  the  county  of  Richmond  there  are  248 
Indians,  and  to  pay  $8,000  it  would  require  upwards  of  $30 
per  head  for  each  man,  woman  and  child,  including  the 
papooses;  or,  reckoning  five  individuals  to  a  family,  this 
church  alone,  to  say  nothing  of  the  manse,  cost  $160  for 
each  family.  Now,  I  venture  to  say  that  there  is  no  settle¬ 
ment  of  white  people  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  I  do  not 
care  how  wealthy,  who  have  done  more  than  that  towards 
building  a  church.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  entirely 
wrong  in  making  that  statement,  as  much  so  as  some  other 
hon.  gentlemen  who  claim  that  the  franchise  is  going  to 
increase  the  number  of  voters  in  the  Dominion.  Whilst  I 
am  up  I  wish  to  read  a  short  paragraph  from  the  Halifax 
Herald ,  with  reference  to  a  statement  made  by  myself  in 
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this  House  on  a  former  occasion.  (The  hon.  gentleman  read 
the  article  in  question.)  I  do  not  know,  and  neither  does 
the  editor  of  the  Halifax  Herald  know,  that  the  Indians  are 
enfranchised  in  Nova  Scotia.  I  will  promise  the  editor  of 
the  Herald  a  leather  medal  if  he  can  point  out  to  me  one 
instance  of  an  Indian  ever  having  voted  in  the  Province  of 
Nova  Scotia  under  the  local  law. 

Mr.  TOWNSHEND.  I  know  of  one  Indian  in  my  own 
constituency  who  does,  and  he  always  has  voted  lor  me. 

Mr.  KIRK.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  satisfy  mo  of  one 
case  he  shall  have  the  leather  medal.  I  would  like  him  to 
give  the  time,  place  and  circumstances  under  which  any 
Indian  gave  a  vote.  I  know  perfectly  well  that  Indians 
who  are  in  the  same  condition  as  white  men  can  vote,  but 
I  say  that  the  laws  of  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  prevent 
the  Indians  from  voting  who  receive  aid  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment  as  paupers,  and  I  know  that  there  is  not  one  Indian 
in  the  whole  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  who  does  not 
frequently  receive  such  aid  ;  and  under  the  law  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince,  neither  black,  nor  white,  nor  red  man  can  vote  who  has 
received  aid  as  a  pauper  from  the  Government,  or  from  any 
source.  In  that  way,  although  Indians  may  be  enfranchised, 
they  will  not  have  votes.  The  Indians  in  that  Province  are 
an  illiterate,  ignorant  class  and,  moreover,  an  improvident 
class.  Under  this  Bill  not  more  than  twenty  Indians  will 
have  votes  in  Nova  Scotia,  if  the  assessment  roll  were  taken 
as  a  basis ;  but  with  the  aid  of  a  revising  barrister  a  great 
many  would  be  enfranchised.  I  was  astonished  when  I 
heard  the  First  Minister’s  statement  as  to  the  intelligent 
and  educated  condition  of  the  Indians  of  the  older  Provinces. 
I  thought  that  Nova  Scotia  was  one  of  the  older  Provinces  ; 
and  then  I  thought  that  perhaps  he  looked  upon  Nova 
Scotia  as  a  new  Province,  or  had  forgotten  altogether  the 
condition  of  the  Indians  there,  as  described  in  his  own 
report.  The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  stated  that  four-fifths 
of  the  Indians  could  neither  read  nor  write.  That  is  the 
case,  so  far  as  Nova  Scotia  is  concerned.  There  are  only 
four  Indian  schools  in  the  Province,  three  of  which 
are  in  Cape  Breton  Island.  In  Nova  Scotia,  how¬ 
ever,  the  Indians  have  a  light  to  attend  the 
public  schools.  In  King’s  county  I  observe  that  only 
one  is  in  attendance,  and  that  is  about  the  proportion 
throughout  the  Province.  Special  mention  is  made  in  the 
report  of  the  Indian  Department  of  the  death  of  ono  Indian, 
who  was  the  only  self-supporting  Indian  in  the  county  of 
Queen’s.  I  can  see  no  reason  why  the  Indians  should  be 
enfranchised.  There  must  have  been  some  powerful  reason 
for  seeking  to  secure  the  Indian  a  vote.  It  cannot 
be  in  consequence  of  the  number  of  Indians  in  Nova 
Scotia  and  New  Brunswick,  because  there  are  not  many 
in  these  Provinces,  but  in  consequence  of  the  number  in 
Ontario.  I  can  fancy  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
visiting  the  county  of  Colchester,  where  there  are  a  good 
many  Indians.  He  will  call  a  pubhc  meeting  in  the  town 
hall  at  Truro.  He  will  attempt  to  make  a  speech  to  the 
free  and  independent  electors  there.  Not  many  Indians 
will  come  to  that  meeting ;  so  he  will  afterwards  hold  a 
special  meeting  in  one  of  the  Indian’s  wigwams.  1  fancy 
seeing  the  Minister  addressing  the  Micmac.s  as  the  free  and 
independent  electors  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  going 
round  among  the  squaws,  and  kissing  the  papooses,  in 
order  to  influence  their  husband’s  and  pa’s  to  vote.  I  am 
happy  to  say  that,  in  my  county,  there  are  no  Indians,  and 
I  therefore  will  not  be  troubled  with  anything  of  this  kind. 
There  are  members  on  this  side  of  the  House  whom 
they  fear,  and  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  determined  to 
get  rid  of  them.  In  1882  they  tried  the  Gerrymander  Act, 
but  it  failed  to  get  rid  of  these  men.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  seemed  to  be  afraid  to  meet  those  on  this  side  in 
fair,  open  and  manly  discussion,  and  so  they  adopt  other 
means.  They  impose  the  franchise  on  the  Indian,  and  try 


to  get  rid  of  these  gentlemen  by  the  tomahawk  and  the 
scalping  knife. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  it  is  out  of  order 
to  discuss  the  Gerrymander  Bill,  and  besides  it  is  contrary 
to  the  arrangement  by  which  we  were  to  get  through  this 
clause  long  ago. 

Mr.  PAINT.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  doubted  the 
accuracy  of  my  statement.  I  say  the  chapel  and  glebe  are 
good,  substantial  structures,  orected  by  the  Indians,  and  are 
worth  $8,000.  I  was  astonished  to  hear  the  hon.  member 
for  Digby  accusing  the  Indians  of  poverty  and  misery,  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  should  remember  that  the  statement 
went  through  all  the  press  of  this  Dominion  that  the  main¬ 
taining  of  the  pauper  poor  in  his  county  had  been  sold  at 
auction. 

Mr.  KIRK.  What  does  the  hon.  gentleman  say?  That 
the  people  of  my  county  have  been  sold  by  auction  ? 
There  is  not  a  word  of  truth  in  the  statement.  It  is  false. 

Mr.  YAIL.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to  the 
people  being  put  up  at  auction  in  my  county.  I  merely 
state  that  the  statement  he  has  made  has  no  foundation  in 
fact. 

Mr.  MU LOCK.  The  First  Minister  stated  this  evening 
that  it  was  not  intended  that  the  Indian  entitled  to  land,  as 
tribal  Indians,  should  qualify  on  the  value  of  the  land  itself, 
if  he  happened  to  move  off  the  reserve;  and  by  the  wording 
of  the  amendment,  the  land  which  is  held  by  the  Indian 
may  bo  itself  made  the  qualification,  if  he  happens  to  move 
off  the  reserve.  I  think  the  intention  of  the  Minister  would 
be  better  expressed  if  the  words  41  on  the  reserve”  were 
struck  out. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  other  clause  says 
“  in  possession  and  occupation.” 

Mr.  MULOCK.  But  it  may  not  mean  actual  occupation. 

Amendment  to  the  amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  As  the  Indians  are  to  have 
the  same  privileges  of  while  men,  will  liquors  be  allowed 
to  bo  sold  to  them  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  franchise. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  But  what  will  be  the  effect  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  It  will  not  give  that 
privilege. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  At  present,  these  newly  made  citizens 
are  visited  by  agents,  who  are  paid  to  report  to  Parliament 
what  potatoes  they  grow,  what  children  have  been  born, 
and  so  on.  I  want  to  know  if  the  special  privileges  con¬ 
ferred  on  them  will  not  be  extended,  and  if  we  will  not  have 
agents  appointed  in  the  different  counties  to  report  to  this 
Parliament  how  we  are  getting  on. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  First 
Minister  to  the  fact  that  there  are  many  of  the  Indians  who 
do  not  speak  English  or  French,  and  that  there  is  no  pro¬ 
vision  made  for  interpreting.  It  seems  to  me  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  will  find  it  necessary  to  make  such  a  provision  in 
this  Bill,  or  by  an  amendment  in  the  Election  Act. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  so,  we  would  have  to 
provide  for  the  Germans,  and  the  Poles,  and  the  Menno- 
nites,  and  people  from  the  south  and  west  of  Ireland,  who 
do  not  speak  the  English  language. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Not  at  all. 

On  section  10, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  this  is 
quite  a  reasonable  hour;  I  think  we  ought  to  have  finished 
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a  while  ago.  However,  I  do  not  complain  ;  we  have  got 
through  a  very  important  portion  of  the  Bill,  and  we  have 
now  entered  upon  another  portion,  which  has  received  a 
great  deal  of  discussion,  and  which,  I  must  say,  within 
reasonable  grounds,  called  for  discussion,  though  I  think 
the  bounds  were  immensely  exceeded.  However,  I  do  not 
wish  to  press  for  anything  more  to-night,  and  I  will  move 
that  the  committee  now  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  adjourned  at  12:35  a.m., 
Thursday. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS: 

Thursday,  28th  May,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

OFFICIAL  REPORT  OF  THE  DEBATES. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  beg  to  movo  that  the  third 
report  of  tho  Select  Committee  appointed  to  supervise  the 
official  report  of  the  debates  be  adopted.  I  might  say  that 
last  week,  when  tho  report  was  presented,  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition  asked  that  a  statement  should  be  made  as  to  the 
probable  saving  effected  by  the  proposed  changes,  and  that 
we  should  adjourn  the  debate  so  as  to  take  up  the  ques¬ 
tion — 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  cannot  take  it  up 
to  day. 

Mr.  WHITE.  No;  but  1  propose  simply  to  make 
a  statement  as  to  the  probable  saving  to  bo  effected 
by  the  adoption  of  the  report  presented  last  week.  I  might 
say  that  in  the  present  edition  of  Hansard  there  is  1,350 
copies  of  what  is  called  the  daily  edition — that  is,  the  num¬ 
ber  sent  around  to  members  every  day.  Of  the  bound 
edition  there  are  1,100  copies  of  English  and  350  French. 
Under  the  proposed  arrangement  we  will  have  600  copies 
of  English  and  180  of  French,  it  being  proposed  that  each 
member,  instead  of  receiving  five  copies,  shall  receive  but 
two,  which  will  effect  a  saving  in  the  number  of  copies  of 
670  altogether.  The  cost  of  the  composition,  that  is,  the 
mere  typesetting,  will  not  be  materially  changed  by  the 
new  process,  because  there  will  be  the  same  amount  of  mat¬ 
ter  to  be  set  up,  but  a  very  considerable  saving  will  be 
effected  in  binding,  paper,  and  presswork,  in  the  boxes  in 
which  these  Hansards  are  sent  to  members,  and  in  the 
express  charges  in  sending  them.  The  saving  on  these 
items  is  estimated  in  the  aggregate  at  $4,000.  That  state¬ 
ment  has  been  made  up  by  Mr.  Hartney,  Mr.  Brower,  and 
also  Mr.  Romaine,  who  made  a  very  careful  estimate  of  the 
probable  saving.  The  amounts  paid  for  salaries  of  reporters, 
translators,  French  proof-reader,  English  proof-reader — the 
gentleman  who  prepares  the  index — and  the  amanu¬ 
enses,  will  be  the  same.  The  cost  of  Hansard  last 
year,  which  we  suppose  may  be  regarded  as  a  reason¬ 
able  Session,  was  $38,114.84,  but  that  did  not  include 
the  increase  in  the  salaries  of  iho  translators  and  the 
short-hand  writers.  The  reporters,  translators,  proof¬ 
readers  and  amanuenses  cost  now,  at  the  rate  which  was 
agreed  to  be  given  last  Session,  in  the  aggregate  $26,696. 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


The  proposal  made  by  the  reporters  themselves,  and  which 
forms  part  of  this  report,  is  a  mere  suggestion.  Of  course, 
the  Debates  Committee  have  no  power  to  make  an  absolute 
recommendation  on  that  question,  and  the  offer  is  stated, 
that  is,  that  the  reporters,  whose  salaries  are  now  annual 
salaries,  and  who  are  practically  officers  of  the  House,  should 
be  employed  during  the  recess,  where  the  Government 
require  the  use  of  short-hand  writers,  in  connection  with 
commissions,  the  court  of  claims  about  to  be  established,  the 
Supreme  Court,  if  necessary,  departmental  enquiries,  or 
other  work  of  that  description.  By  returns  which  have 
been  brought  down  this  year  1  find  that  that  the  cost,  dur¬ 
ing  the  last  three  yoars,  of  mere  special  reporting  work, 
chiefly  on  commissions,  amounted  to  about  $4,000  a  year  ; 
so  that  the  saving  in  printing  and  from  the  use  of  the 
reporters  in  that  way  would  be  about  $8,000  in  the  aggregate. 
I  may  say,  howevei — if  one  may  anticipate  a  report  which 
will  probably  be  shortly  made  from  the  Printing  Committee 
—  that  if  the  printing  of  Hansard  is  included  in  the  contract 
for  the  general  printing  of  Parliament,  the  probability 
is  that  the  cost  of  printing  will  be  very  much  reduced. 
The  contract  for  the  printing  of  Hansard  now  is  a 
special  contract.  It  was  made  with  the  contractors  for 
the  printing  of  Parliament— in  fact,  no  one  else  in  the  city 
was  able  to  undertake  it— and  they  charge  60  cents  a 
thousand  ems  for  composition.  Looking  at  the  matter  with 
some  practical  experience,  I  think  that  will  probably  be 
reduced  at  least  one-fourth,  if  the  printing  of  Hansard  is 
included  in  the  general  contract.  So  that,  according  to  my 
estimate,  the  saving  that  would  be  effected  by  all  these 
changes  is  about  $10,000  a  year.  Hon.  members  will 
notice  by  the  report  presented,  that  the  form  of  Hansard  is 
proposed  to  be  changed.  Instead  of  having  the  large,  bulky 
volume,  in  large  type,  the  proposal  is  to  make  it  an  octavo 
volume,  uniforn  with  our  Journals  and  Sessional  Papers, 
and  printed  in  smaller  type ;  as,  after  all,  it  is  a  matter  of 
record,  and  the  question  of  larger  type  is  of  no  possible 
value.  In  that  way  we  make  a  large  saving  of  presswork 
and  paper,  and  also  in  binding.  We  pay,  to-day,  for  the 
binding,  90  cents  a  volume.  The  estimate  mado  as  to  what 
it  will  cost  in  the  new  form  is  40  cents  a  volume,  less  than 
one-half ;  and  I  may  say  that  the  estimate  I  have  made  is 
on  the  basis  of  three  volumes  octavo,  instead  of  two  large 
quarto  volumes.  The  whole  saving,  as  I  said,  will  amount 
to  about  $10,000  a  year. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  thought  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
arranged  to  give  us  tho  information  as  to  the  probable  sav¬ 
ing  before  he  proposed  to  move  the  adoption  of  the  report. 

Mi-.  WHITE.  I  am  going  to  move  tho  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  asked  twenty-four  hours’  notice.  I  may 
say,  however,  that  the  information  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
given  requires  to  be  supplemented  by  a  division  of  the  sav¬ 
ing  into  two  items.  I  think  different  considerations  apply 
to  the  reduction  in  the  number  of  copies  and  to  the  size  of 
type,  and  we  ought  to  know,  before  we  are  called  upon  to 
deal  with  the  two  propositions,  what  the  effects  of  each, 
separately,  would  be. 

Mr.  WHITE.  The  reduction  on  the  printing  and  paper 
and  binding  will  be  somewhere  about  one-half. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  About  $2,000  each. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Yes;  that  is  about  the  estimate. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  would  suggest  that  instead  of  the 
debate  being  adjourned  the  motion  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  move  it  to-mor¬ 
row. 
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Mr.  WHITE.  Wo  will  give  twenty-four  hours’  notice. 

Motion  to  concur  in  Eeport  withdrawn. 

IMPORTATIONS  OF  PRISON  MANUFACTURES. 

Mr.  PLATT  asked,  Have  any  importations  of  manufac¬ 
tured  goods,  the  product  o?  prison  labor,  imported  from  the 
United  States,  been  seized  or  detained  by  the  Customs 
authorities  of  Canada  ?  If  so,  who  were  the  importers, 
and  what  disposition  has  been  made  of  such  goods  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Several  importations  of  goods,  in  whole 
and  in  part  the  product  of  prison  labor,  have  been  detained 
by  the  Customs.  In  every  case  where  it  has  been  conclu¬ 
sively  shown  that  the  order  for  the  goods  was  given  prior 
to  the  passing  of  the  resolutions,  the  importers  have  been 
permitted  to  re-export  the  goods.  It  is  not  deemed  advis¬ 
able  to  give  the  names  of  the  importers. 

GOYEENMENT  QUARANTINE. 

Mr.  TASCHEREAU  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  appoint,  as  has  been  already  done, 
visiting  physicians  stationed  at  Father  Point,  who  will 
visit  and  accompany,  as  far  as  the  quarantine  station  at 
Grosse  Isle,  if  there  is  reason,  or  Quebec,  each  steamship, 
whether  carrying  mails  from  beyond  the  sea  or  emigrants 
or  passengers,  and  who  will  report  on  the  sanitary  con¬ 
dition  of  the  steamship  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  With  respect  to  the  first  part  of  the 
question,  it  has  been  done  already.  At  present,  all  the  mail 
steamers  that  call  at  Rimouski  are  examined  by  a  physician 
there;  all  other  vessels  and  steamers  are  examined  at 
Grosse  Isle. 

THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  LANGELIER  asked,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the 
Militia  Department  deducted  from  the  amount  of  pay  due 
to  Achille  Blais,  a  private  of  the  9th  Battalion,  who  died  at 
Winnipeg  while  he  was  in  the  service  of  the  country,  the 
funeral  expenses  of  the  said  Blais  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  So  far  as  the  information  the  Department 
has  obtained  is  concerned,  it  is  not  true*  Every  expense 
connected  with  the  death  of  any  of  the  volunteers  has  been 
met  by  the  Government,  so  far  as  they  could  be  ascertained 
by  the  Department. 

Mr.  LANGELIER  asked,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated 
by  the  special  correspondent  of  the  Toronto  Mail  at  Clark’s 
Crossing,  on  the  8th  May,  that  soldiers  pillaged  the  houses 
of  half-breeds  and  destroyed  a  quantity  of  articles  belonging 
to  them ;  if  it  is  true  that  they  demolished  Madame  Tourand’s 
house  at  Fish  Bay,  broke  her  furniture  and  broke  up  a 
sewing  machine  and  a  stove ;  if  it  is  true  that  at  Gabriel’s 
Crossing  they  destroyed  the  windows  of  the  residence  of 
one  Yandal,  broke  up  the  clock  and  bedsteads  and  strewed 
the  floor  with  the  remains  of  broken  furniture,  and  then, 
next  day,  set  the  house  on  fire ;  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  instruct  commanding  officers  to  take  the 
necessary  steps  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  such  excesses  and 
to  punish  those  who  have  been  guilty  of  them  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  It  is  not  true.  Strict  orders  were  given  by 
General  Middleton  to  the  force  not  to  enter  any  house  or 
touch  any  property,  under  pain  of  severe  punishment.  Offi¬ 
cial  despatches  received  mention  nothing  about  Madame 
Tourand’s  furniture,  sewing  machine  or  stove.  Some  broken 
glass  must  be  expected  where  guns  are  brought  to  bear 
upon  a  village ;  but  no  official  account  has  been  received  as 
to  the  number  broken  on  Mr.  Yandal’s  residence— -nor  about 
372 


his  clock  or  bis  bedstead.  The  intention  of  the  Govern 
ment  is  to  allow  the  commanding  officer,  who  knows  his 
duty  as  a  soldier,  to  look  after  the  troops  under  his  com¬ 
mand. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  Government  has  received 
despaches  not  yet  laid  on  the  Table  giving  accounts  of  :  1. 
The  Duck  Lake  fight ;  2,  The  Fish  Creek  fight ;  3.  The 

fights  at  and  near  Batoche  ;  4.  The  fight  with  Pound- 

maker-;  5.  The  evacuation  of  Carlton  ;  6.  The  affair  at 

Frog  Lake  ;  7.  The  affair  at  Fort  Pitt ;  And  from  whom 

have  such  despatches  been  received,  and  when  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Telegrams  were  received,  which  I  com¬ 
municated,  from  time  to  time,  to  the  House.  Now,  that 
the  troubles  are,  I  hope,  very  nearly  finished,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  expect  to  receive  official  reports  of  the  different 
engagements  which  are  mentioned  in  this  question,  which 
reports  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  Government  has  given 
any  instructions  to  or  communicated  with  General  Middle- 
ton,  as  to  the  disposition  of  any  of  the  insurgents  who  have 
surrendered  ? 

Mr.  CARON,  No  instructions  were  issued  to  General 
Middleton,  except  in  so  far  as  instructing  him  to  send  to 
Regina  the  persons  whom  he  considered  should  be  commit¬ 
ted  for  trial. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  What  is  the  number  of  claims,  so  far, 
recognised  by  the  half-breed  commission  now  at  work? 
What  is  the  number  of  claims  rejected  by  the  commission? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  commissioners  have* 
up  to  date,  reported  the  issue  of  140  certificates  for  scrip  to 
North-West  half-breeds.  There  is  no  report  from  the  com¬ 
missioners,  up  to  date,  having  reference  to  rejected  claims. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  number  of  the  North- 
West  Police  exceeds  that  authorized  by  law,  and,  if  so,  to 
what  extent  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MAQDONALD.  About  240  recruits  have 
been  engaged,  in  view  of  the  proposed  increase  of  the  force. 
We  hope  to  get  a  good  many  from  the  battalions  now  in 
the  west  when  they  are  ordered  home. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  How  many  claims  preferred  by  Mani¬ 
toba  half-breed  minors,  remain,  for  want  of  proof,  as  yet 
unacknowledged  by  the  Government  ?  How  many  claims 
so  pi-eferred  have  been  rejected  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  report  from  the 
Department  is  that : — (1.)  There  are  fifteen  claims  filed  in 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  preferred  by  Manitoba  half- 
breed  minors  which  require  additional  evidence  before  they 
can  be  recognised.  (2.)  Toe  Department  has  no  means  of 
ascertaining  how  many  of  those  which  were  preferred  will 
be  rejected,  until  the  evidence  in  each  case  has  been  received. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  question  is,  how  many  have  been 
rejected  ;  none  have  been,  I  suppose. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  presume  not,  from  the 
answer. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  Government  gave 
General  Middleton  any  instructions  or  suggestions,  or  had 
any  prior  communication  with  him,  or  has  received  any 
despatch  not  brought  down,  from  him,  on  the  subject  of : 
(1.)  His  message  or  proclamation  to  the  insurgents  after 
the  Fish  Creek  fight  ?  (2.)  Or  his  message  to  Louis  Riel  at 
Batocheff 

Mr.  CARON.  No  instructions  were  issued  about  the  first 
or  second  portion  of  this  question.  As  to  the  question  refer¬ 
ring  to  the  letter  written  by  General  Middleton,  that  letter 
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was  real  here  by  myself,  when  it  was  communicated  to  me 
by  telegram. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  Government  intends  to 
propose  to  Parliament  some  increase  of  pay  to  the  volun¬ 
teers  on  active  service  in  the  North-West,  so  that  their 
families  may  not  be  dependent  on  private  contributions  for 
subsistence  during  the  absence  of  their  bread-winners  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  whole  question  of 
the  treatment  of  the  volunteers  on  active  service,  and  of 
their  families  and  also  with  respect  to  the  families  of  those 
who  have,  unfortunately, 'fallen,  and  also  with  respect  to  the 
wounded,  is  under  consideration  of  the  Government,  and  the 
matter  will  be  submitted  to  Parliament  during  the  present 
Session. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Were  the  seven-pounder  guns  used  in 
the  fight  with  Poundmader,  Mounted  Police  guns  ?  If  not, 
to  what  part  of  the  force  did  they  belong  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  belong  to  the 
Mounted  Police. 

PAYMENT  OF  CLERKS  IN  DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  any  of  the  clerks  in  any  of 
the  Departments  have  not  received  their  pay  at  the  ordinary 
times  of  payment?  If  so  how  many  clerks,  and  in  what 
Departments,  for  how  long  and  for  what  reason  ?  Whether 
the  delay  in  despatching  parties  on  the  Geological  Survey 
is  attributable  to  there  being  no  available  appropriation  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  are  no  clerks  in 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  wlio  have  not  received  their 
pay  at  the  ordinary  timos  of  paymont.  The  Director  of 
the  Geological  Survey  says:  “  No  delay  has,  up  to  the  pre¬ 
sent,  occurred  on  that  account.  Two  parties  have  been 
dispatched,  one  to  Hudson  Bay  and  one  to  Lake  Mistassini. 
The  other  officers  have  been  busy  with  the  preparation  of 
their  maps.  The  lateness  of  the  season  also  made  it  advisable 
not  to  take  the  field  as  early  as  usual,  viz.,  the  middle  of 
May.” 


answer  will  be  endorsed  on  its  back.  All  I  can  say,  how¬ 
ever,  is,  that  no  action  was  taken. 

DOMINION  LANDS  PATENTS— CHARGES  OF 
FRAUD. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whothor  besides  Laing,  the  clerk  at 
Ottawa,  one  Mathewman,  a  clerk  at  Winnipeg,  is  implicated 
in  charges  of  fraud  in  connection  with  the  procuring  of 
patents  of  Dominion  lands?  Whether  it  has  been  ascertained 
that  Mathewman  has  for  a  long  time  been  taking  bribes 
either  in  money  or  in  scrip  or  land  for  the  procuring  and 
expediting  of  patents  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  not  now  and 
never  was  at  any  period,  a  clork  in  the  service  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  either  at  Winnipeg  or  elsewhere, 
of  the  name  of  Mathewman,  There  is  a  brother-in-law  of 
Mr.  Laing,  whose  name  is  Mathewman,  but  he  is  a  resident 
of  Ottawa,  although  it  is  understood  he  has  at  various  times 
made  lengthened  visits  to  Winnipeg.  The  whole  subject 
covered  by  this  enquiry  is  at  present  under  investigation. 

GOVERNMENT  AGENTS  IN  NORTH-WEST  TERRI¬ 
TORIES— FEES  FROM  SETTLERS. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  Government  has 
received  any  information  that  any  of  its  agents  in  the 
North-West  Territories  have  taken  for  their  own  use  fees  or 
money  from  settlers  in  connection  with  land  cases  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  has  not 
recoived  any  information  that  any  of  [the  agents  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  have  taken,  for  their  own  use, 
fees  or  money  from  settlers  in  land  cases,  but  it  has  been 
made  cause  of  complaint  against  some  of  the  agents  that  in 
their  capacity  as  justices  of  the  peace,  they  have  taken  fees 
for  affidavits,  which  were  made  before  them  for  the  con¬ 
venience  of  settlers,  and  which,  if  made  before  other 
magistrates,  would  have  been  subject  to  the  fee  charged  by 
the  agents. 

COLONISATION  COMPANIES-TOWNSHIP 
SURVEY'S. 


Mr.  BOWELL.  There  has  been  no  delay  in  my  Depart¬ 
ment. 

DOMINION  AlSD  PROVINCIAL  FRANCHISES. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  the  First  Minister  recoived 
from  the  Prime  Minister  of  Nova  Scotia  the  following  des¬ 
patch  : — 

Halifax,  February  17th,  1885. 


Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  What  wore  the  dates  of  the  surveys 
of  the  townships  allotted  to  the  Prince  Albert  Colonisation 
Company,  and  of  the  approval  of  those  surveys  ?  How 
many  settlers  were  reported  by  the  surveyors  on  the  tract  ? 
How  many  settlers  were  reported  by  the  inspector  of 
colonisation  companies  on  the  tract  prior  to  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  settlement  by  the  company.  At  what  date  or 
dates  did  the  inspector  report  on  this  tract  ?  How  many 
reports  did  he  make  ? 


Uight  Honorable  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald ,  Ottawa. 

Ia  view  of  the  intention  of  the  Dominion  and  Provincial  Governments 
to  introduce  Franchise  Bills,  it  seems  probable  that  there  will  be  much 
Confusion  and  inconvenience.  It  is  very  desirable,  for  the  convenience 
of  the  public,  that  the  Dominion  and  provincial  franchise  be  the  same. 
On  behalf  of  the  Nova  Scotia  Government  I  would  suggest  that  action 
be  deferred  for  the  present,  and  that  during  the  recess  a  conference  be 
held  between  the  Dominion  Government  and  such  of  the  Provincial 
Governments  as  may  consent  to  participate,  with  a  view  to  an  agree¬ 
ment  on  a  uniform  franchise.  Please  let  me  know  by  wire  whether  you 
can  entertain  the  proposal. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  following  is  the 
information  asked  for  : — 


PRINCE  ALBERT  COLONISATION  COMPANY. 


’p.  45a,  R.  26,  w.  2nd  Mer.,  surveyed  season ’83 
“  46a,  “  26,  “  “  May,  '83 

“  45a,  “  27,  “  “  season  ’83 

“  45,  “27,  “  “  “  ’82 

“  44,  “28,  “  “  Feb.  '83 

“  45«,  “  28,  “  “  March  ’83 

“  43.  “28.  “  “  season ’83 


approved  18th  Sept.,  ’83 
“  19th  April,  ’84 

“  18th  Sept.,  ’83 

“  22nd  Dec.,  ’82 

“  18th  July,  ’83 

“  15th  Nov  ,  '83 

not  approved. 


W.  S.  FIELDING. 

Whether  the  said  despatch  has  been  acknowledged,  and  if 
so,  when  ?  Whether  the  slid  despatch  has  been  answered, 
and  if  so,  when  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  A  telegram  from  Mr. 
Fielding  about  the  franchise  has  been  received.  I  have 
searched  for  it  and  cannot  lay  hands  upon  it.  I  have  no 
doubt  I  will  find  it ;  we  are  now  looking  for  it,  and  the 
Mr.  Caron. 


The  surveyor  reported  five  settlers  on  tho  tract.  The  inspec¬ 
tor  of  colonisation  societies  reported  ten  settlers  on  the 
tract  prior  to  the  commencement  of  settlement  by  the  com¬ 
pany.  Date  of  the  report  of  the  inspector,  19th  November, 
1884.  The  inspector  made  only  one  report  on  this  com¬ 
pany’s  tract.  The  total  number  of  settlers  on  the  tract  at 
that  time  was  twenty -nine,  including  the  ten  settlers  who 
I  were  on  the  land  prior  to  the  commencement  of  settlement 
I  by  the  company. 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2171 


Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  What  were  the  dates  of  the  surveys 
of  the  townships  allotted  to  the  Edmonton  and  Saskatche¬ 
wan  Colonisation  Company,  and  of  the  approval  of  those 
surveys  ?  How  many  settlers  were  reported  by  the  sur¬ 
veyors  on  the  tract?  How  many  settlers  were  reported  by 
the  inspector  of  colonisation  companies  on  the  tract  prior 
to  the  commencement  of  settlement  by  the  company  ?  At 
what  date  or  dates  did  the  inspector  report  on  this  tract  ? 
How  many  reports  did  he  make  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  surveys  were  made 
and  approved  as  follows 


Tp. 

63, 

R.  23, 

w.  4th  Mer., 

It 

surveyed  season 

’82,  approved  22nd 

Jnne, 

’83 

ll 

54, 

“  23, 

u 

<» 

>82, 

it 

22nd 

June, 

’83 

it 

55, 

“  23, 

it 

u 

it 

’82, 

It 

22nd 

June, 

’83 

u 

53, 

“  24, 

H 

a 

it 

’82, 

It 

25th 

June, 

’83 

it 

54, 

“  24, 

(f 

it 

tt 

’82, 

ll 

12th 

Feb  , 

’83 

ll 

55, 

“  24, 

ll 

ii 

a 

’82, 

It 

2nd 

April, 

’83 

The  surveyor  reported  14  settlers  on  the  tract.  The  inspec¬ 
tor  of  colonization  societies  reported  49  settlers  on  the  tract 
prior  to  the  commencement  of  settlement  by  the  company. 
Date  of  the  reports  of  the  inspector,  30th  August,  1884. 
The  inspector  made  two  reports,  both  on  the  same  date ; 
one  upon  townships  53  and  54  in  ranges  23  and  24 ;  and  the 
other  upon  township  55  in  ranges  23  and  24.  The  total 
number  of  settlers  on  the  tract  at  that  time  was  115,  in¬ 
cluding  the  49  settlers  who  were  on  the  land  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  settlement  by  the  company. 

MANITOBA  BOUND  HOUSE. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  When,  and  in  whose  name,  did  the 
patent  for  the  roundhouse  property  in  Manitoba  issue  ?  Is 
it  one  of  the  patents  irregularly  issued  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  was  incidentally  ascer¬ 
tained  about  a  year  ago,  that  the  roundhouse  at  Selkirk  is 
probably  upon  a  part  of  lot  72.  This  lot  is  shown,  by  evi¬ 
dence  furnished  to  the  Department  in  the  usual  way,  to 
have  been  occupied  at  the  time  of  the  transfer  by  one 
George  Johnstone,  a  half-breed,  who  sold  to  on«  Thomas 
Taylor,  in  the  month  of  July,  1874;  Taylor,  in  November 
of  the  same  yoar,  sold  to  one  David  Glass,  barrister — now 
city  solicitor — of  Winnipeg,  and  at  the  time  of  the  purchase, 
I  am  informed,  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Sifton,  Glass  & 
Fleming,  railway  and  telegraph  contractors ;  Glass  sold  to 
one  John  S.  Denuis,  jr,,  of  Winnipeg,  Dominion  Land  Sur¬ 
veyor,  on  the  13th  March,  1882;  and  shortly  afterwards, 
the  claim  having  been  approved  by  the  Department  of 
Justice,  patent  issued  to  Dennis.  If  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  at  or  before  the  date  of  issue  of  the  patent,  had 
had  information  that  the  roundhouse  was  upon  this  lot,  the 
ground  occupied  by  it  would  have  been  exempted  from  the 
operations  of  the  patent. 

FBENCH  CANADIANS  IN  CUSTOMS  DEPARTMENT. 

Mr.  CAT U  DAL  asked,  What  are  the  names  of  the  two 
French  Canadians  employed  in  tho  inside  branch  oE  the 
Customs  Department  at  Ottawa?  What  is  the  annual 
salary  or  monthly  pay  of  each  ?  When  were  they 
appointed  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  names  are  Charles  Boivin  and  Alide 
Lacerte,  they  received,  respectively,  $600  and  $500.  The 
first  was  appointed  14th  July,  1883,  and  tho  second,  1st 
June,  1882.  These  officers  were  appointed  to  tho  inside 
service  on  vacancies  being  created  through  the  superanua- 
tion  of  Messrs.  Hay  and  Peachy, 

WATERPROOF  BLANKETS. 

Mr.  CATUDAL.  Has  the  Militia  Department  purchased 
a  quantity  of  rubber  or  waterproof  blankets  for  the  use  of 
tho  Volunteers  in  the  North-West  or  elsewhere  ?  If  so,  from 


whom  were  such  blankets  or  covering  purchased  and  what 
prices  were  paid  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  The  Department  of  Militia  has  bought 
1,700  waterproof  blankets  from  George  May  of  Ottawa,  at 
$1.40  each  ;  1,200  from  the  Gutta  Percha  and  Rubber  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Company  of  Toronto,  at  $1.38  each,  and  500  from 
the  Goodyear  Rubber  Company  of  Montreal,  at  $1,25  each, 
making  in  all  3,400  waterproof  blankets, 

PETITIONS  AGAINST  THE  FRANCHISE  BILL, 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  desire  to  make  a  personal  explana¬ 
tion.  A  short  time  ago  I  received  a  letter,  which  I  hold 
here,  from  a  gentleman  in  Wiarton.  I  am  under  rather 
embarrassing  conditions  in  connection  with  this  letter,  for  I 
have  not  yet  received  authority  to  read  it,  but,  under  the 
peculiar  circumstances  in  which  I  stand,  I  am  satisfied  that 
my  friend  would  allow  me,  in  justification  of  my  own  char¬ 
acter  for  veracity,  to  read  this  letter  to  the  House.  A  day 
or  two  after  the  receipt  of  the  letter— and  I  say  this  only  to 
explain  why  I  read  it — I  received  a  communication  from 
the  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  calling 
my  attention  to  a  petition  which  had  been  sent  from  Wiar¬ 
ton  against  the  passage  of  the  Franchise  Bill,  and  which  he 
informed  me  had  been  signed  by  28  Conservatives.  I 
replied  to  his  letter  immediately,  thanking  him  for 
his  communication,  telling  him  I  had  heard  of  the 
petition  already,  and  also  something  as  to  the  means  that 
had  been  employed  to  obtain  signatures  to  it.  Being  in 
possession  of  the  information  I  then  had,  I  attached  not  the 
very  smallest  importance  to  the  petition,  so  far  as  it  was  an 
exposition  of  the  views  of  those  who  had  signed  it,  but  I 
considered  it  interesting  as  an  evidence  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  signatures  were  obtained  to  that  petition.  I  was 
in  the  Library  on  the  subsequent  day  when  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  made  a  reference  to  a  paragraph  which  had  appeared 
in  one  of  the  local  papers,  and  as  I  was  not  present,  my 
hon.  friend  from  Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  said  that  he  thought 
that  the  hon.  gentleman,  under  tho  circumstances,  ought  to 
have  read  the  communication  that  I  had  sent  to  him.  The 
hon.  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  said  that  no 
doubt,  if  I  were  in  my  place,  I  would  be  able  to  say  whether 
the  names  had  been  obtained  improperly. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  No,  whether  they  were  forgeries  or  not, 

Mr.  MoNEILL.  Well,  I  was  informed  that  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  was  speaking  of  whether  they  wore  obtained  by 
misrepresentation  or  not;  but,  of  course,  I  accept  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  statement.  Nevertheless,  my  hon.  friend 
thought  that  the  hon,  member  for  West  Ontario  (Mr. 
Edgar),  being  in  possession  of  this  document  from  me, 
might  have  communicated  the  contents  of  it  to  the 
House.  My’hon.  friend  who  sits  near  mo,  from  Cape  Bre¬ 
ton,  had  been  shown  by  me  the  letter  which  I  had 
received  from  the  hon.  member  from  West  Ontario. 
Ho  then  got  up  in  his  place,  and  very  kindly,  in  my 
absence,  in  order  to  justify  the  statement  I  had  made 
in  my  letter  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  said  ho  was  aware 
that  I  had  received  a  letter  from  one  of  my  constitu¬ 
ents,  stating  that  those  signatures  had  been  obtained  by 
misrepresentation.  Now,  tho  House  will  excuse  me  for  the 
length  of  time  I  have  taken  in  respect  to  this  matter, 
because  I  am  desirous  of  explaining  how  the  contents  of 
this  letter  came  before  the  House  at  all.  When  I  received 
this  letter,  I  had  no  intontioo  of  reading  it,  unless  I  had 
permission  from  the  writer.  But,  under  tho  circumstances, 
as  I  have  said,  I  think  it  would  be  only  right  that  I  should 
communicate  to  the  House  the  contents  of  the  letter.  It  is 
dated  the  14th  May,  and  I  received  it  two  days  before  the 
hon.  gentleman  brought  up  the  matter  in  the  House.  This 
is  the  letter: 
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“  Wiarton,  14th  May,  1885. 

"  Alex!  McNeill,  Esq. 

*  *  *  *  *  *  * 

“I  have  no  doubt  you  will  be  surprised  when  you  see  the  number  of 
Conservatives  that  have  signed  the  petitions,  as  I  was  myself.  But  when 
you  are  acquainted  with  the  means  used  to  get  signers  you  will  not 
wonder  at  the  number  of  names  on  it. 

“  Alex.  Campbell,  of  Manlay’s  drug  store,  handled  the  petitions.  As 
petitions  are  a  common  occurrence,  and  almost  everybody  signs  them  if 
the  party  operating  them  is  liked,  that  has  been  the  case  in  this  instance. 
Pew  of  those  signing  it  took  the  trouble  to  read  it,  and  fsimply  took 
Campbell’s  word  for  the  contents.  Some  say  they  signed  it  without 
knowing  what  it  was.  Toothers  the  petition  (that  is  Conservative^  was 
read  includingthe  North-West  Indians,  etc.  All  kinds  of  deception  was 
practised,  as  only  Grits  know  how  to  practise  it,  and  the  Conservatives 
who  signed  the  petition,  when  it  is  too  late,  are  very  angry  at  themselves 
for  allowing  any  Grit  to  so  far  impose  on  them.  I  write  on  behalf  of 
those  Conservatives  who  have  signed,  showing  how  their  signatures 
were  obtained.  These  are  facts  that  have  come  under  my  own  observa¬ 
tion  when  it  was  too  late  to  remedy  them.” 

I  think  hon.  gentlemen  will  admit  that  when  I  was  in  pos¬ 
session  of  that  information  I  was  perfectly  justified  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  statement  I  did.  Of  course  I  cannot  read  the  name 
of  my  informant,  but  I  may  say  that  the  person  who  wrote 
this  letter  to  me  is  as  honorable,  and  upright,  and  as  thor¬ 
oughly  trustworthy  a  man  as  can  be  found  anywhere,  and  I 
am  just  as  certain  as  I  can  be  of  anything  told  me  by  any 
man,  that  the  gentleman  who  wrote  me  this  letter  was 
requested  by  some  of  the  signers  of  that  petition  to  do  so ; 
and  I  am  just  as  certain,  also,  that  he  believed  when  he  wrote 
the  letter  that  he  was  expressing  the  views  of  all  those  Con¬ 
servatives  who  signed  that  document.  I  may  also  say  that 
since  then  I  have  received  a  letter  from  another  gentleman 
in  reference  to  the  petition,  in  which  this  passage  occurs  : 

"  A  large  number  of  names  were  got  by  fraud  and  misrepresentation, 
so  far  as  1  can  learn.” 

Now,  so  far  as  the  document  presented  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  a  day  or  two  ago  is  concerned,  I  would  just  say  that 
having  looked  it  over  since  then  I  must  in  all  candor  confess 
that  I  see  names  upon  that  document  of  thoroughly  intelli¬ 
gent  men,  who  have  always  been  considered,  and  who  are, 
good  Conservatives.  It  is  only  just  and  right  that  I  should 
make  that  statement.  Eut  I  may  say  at  the  same  time  that 
there  are  other  names  upon  that  document,  which  are  pur¬ 
ported  to  be  signed  only  by  Conservatives,  of  men  who,  I 
think  I  can  say  without  doubt,  voted  against  me  at  the  last 
election  ;  and  I  think  I  shall  be  able  in  a  short  time  to  give 
the  House  further  information  on  this  matter.  I  should 
just  like  to  say  that  so  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  think  that 
the  Conservatives  who  signed  that  petition  are  perfectly 
justified  in  signing  it,  are  perfectly  justified  in  signing  any 
petition  to  this  House  which  they  believe  to  be  a  righteous 
petition.  I  am  satisfied  that  hon.  members  on  both  sides  of 
this  House  will  agree  with  me  when  I  say  that  I  am  not  one 
of  those  who  hold  that  the  best  friends  of  their  party  are 
those  who,  in  ordinary  parlance,  “  go  it  blind,”  or  in  other 
words,  who  put  party  before  country ;  but  I  -do  say,  and  I 
repeat,  that  I  am  satisfied  that  many  of  those  who  signed 
this  last  document  would  not  have  signed  it  had  they  been 
in  possession  of  all  the  facts  in  connection  with  the  matter. 

Mr.  LANDEEKIN.  I  have  got  a  letter  also  from  Wiarton 
which  you  will  permit  me  to  read,  as  it  will  assist  my  hon. 
friend  from  North  Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  to  put  those  Con¬ 
servatives  who  signed  this  petition  in  a  proper  light.  I  do 
not  like  to  see  it  stated  that  intelligent  Conservatives  would 
sign  a  petition  not  knowing  the  nature  of  it.  I  think  it  is 
a  reflection  upon  them  which  I  would  not  allow,  as  I  have  a 
great  many  Conservative  friends  myself,  and  X  could  not 
allow  the  Conservative  party  to  be  so  slandered  without 
entering  my  protest  against  it. 

Mr.  McNBILL.  I  am  quite  certain  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  wish  to  misrepresent  what  I  said. 

Mr.  LANDBEKIN.  No,  I  am  not  going  to, 

Mr.  McNeill. 


Mat  28, 


Mr.  MoNBILL.  1  did  not  say  that  any  gentleman  who 
signed  that  petition  did  so  without  knowing  the  nature  of 
it. 

Mr.  LANDEEKIN.  I  will  road  this  letter,  with  your 
permission,  which  says: 

“  I  am  happy  to  inform  you  that  27  Wiarton  Conservatives  signed  a 
petition  against  the  Franchise  Bill.  Now,  I  see  by  the  Tory  papers  that 
the  Tory  crowd  claim  a  fraud.  Such  is  not  the  case.  Surely  it  does 
not  reflect  much  credit  upon  Wiarton  Conservatives  to  say  they  don’t 
know  what  they  sign,  as  well  as  to  say  they  don’t  know  which  way  to 
vote,  and  only  go  the  way  they  are  dragged  by  the  nose.” 

THE  FEANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  10, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  is  a  subject  that 
has  already  been  discussed  at  considerable  length,  that  is  to 
say,  the  mode  of  registration  and  the  officer  who  is  to 
be  appointed  to  register  the  voters.  I  may  say  that  with 
respect  to  the  10  and  11th  clauses,  which  have  excited  most 
discussion  with  respect  to  the  persons  to  be  appointed,  the 
revising  officer,  that  several  hon.  members  in  speaking  to 
the  clause  objected  to  the  word  “  may”  and  desired  it  to  be 
“  shall.”  I  do  not  think  that  is  necessary  under  the  ordin¬ 
ary  mode  of  statutory  construction  :  but  the  word  “  may  ” 
will  be  altered  to  “  shall”.  The  clause  reads  at  present  : 

“  A  revising  officer  to  be  appointed  under  this  Act  may,” 

I  change  that  to : 

“  A  revising  officer  to  be  appointed  under  this  Act  shall,  in  any  Pro¬ 
vince,  except  Quebec.” 

I  propose  to  except  Quebec  and  British  Columbia.  The 
reason  I  make  British  Columbia  an  exception  as  well  as 
Quebec  from  the  general  rule  laid  down  as  to  the  appoint¬ 
ment  is,  that  on  the  mainland,  in  the  interior  of  British 
Columbia,  there  are  no  practicing  barristers  and  there  are 
some  judges  who  may  be  appointed,  but  they  may  not  all 
be  available.  With  the  exception  of  these  two  Provinces 
it  is  proposed  that  the  revising  officer  shall  be  either  a 
judge  or  a  junior  judge  of  any  County  or  District  Court 
(putting  in  the  word  “  district  ”)  in  the  Province  in  which 
he  is  to  act,  or  a  barrister  of  at  least  five  years’  standing  at 
the  bar  of  such  Province.  In  the  Province  of  Queboc  he 
shall  be  either  a  judge  of  the  Superior  Court  of  Lower 
Canada,  or  an  advocate  or  notary  (it  is  proposed  to  insert 
“  notary  ”)  of  at  least  five  years’  standing.  As  the  House 
knows,  the  notaries  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  are  leading 
men,  and  are  as  much,  if  not  more,  acquainted  with,  and 
employed  in,  matters  connected  with  real  property  than  are 
advocates.  With  respect  to  the  Province  of  British 
Columbia  I  propose  that  the  following  words  be  inserted : — 

And  in  the  Province  of  British  Columbia  the  revising  officer  shall  be 
either  a  judge  of  the  Superior  Court  or  of  the  County  or  District 
Courts,  or  a  barrister  of  at  least  five  years  standing,  or  a  stipendiary 
magistrate. 

Stipendiary  magistrates  are  men — at  least  some  of  them — 
who  formerly  performed  judicial  functions,  they  were  Gold 
Commissioners  and  acted  generally  in  a  judicial  capacity. 
The  clause  as  I  now  propose  to  submit  it  to  the  committee 
will  read  as  follows 

Any  revising  officer  to  be  appointed  under  this  Act  shall,  in  any 
Province  except  Quebec  and  British  Columbia,  be  either  a  judge  or 
junior  judge  of  any  County  or  District  Court  in  the  Province  in  which  he 
is  to  act,  or  a  barrister  of  at  least  five  years’  standing  at  the  bar  of  such 
Province.  In  the  Province  of  Quebec  he  shall  be  either  a  judge  of  the 
Superior  Court  of  Lower  Canada  or  an  advacate  or  notary  of  that 
Province  of  at  least  five  years’  standing. 
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There  is  a  proviso  added  to  the  clause,  which  I  propose  to 
amend.  It  provides  that  the  same  returning  officer  may  be 
appointed  for  and  require  to  discharge  the  duties  in  respect 
to  more  than  one  electoral  district.  1  also  propose  that  he 
rr ay  be  appointed  for  a  portion  of  an  electoral  district.  I 
add  that  clause  because  judicial  districts,  certainly  in 
Ontario,  and  I  believe  it  is  the  same  in  other  Provinces,  and 
electoral  districts,  are  not  the  same.  Take  the  case  of  an 
electoral  district.  A  large  portion  of  that  district  belongs 
to  one  electoral  district.  There  may  be  a  portion  of  it 
attached  to  another  electoral  district  for  electoral  purposes. 
Then  it  will  be  more  convenient  to  make  the  judge  of  the 
municipal  and  judicial  district  the  revising  barrister  of  that 
portion  of  his  judicial  district  which  belongs  for  electoral 
purposes  to  another  district.  Then,  after  the  lengthy  discus¬ 
sion  which  Lhave  already  mentioned,  I  propose  that  in  all 
cases  where  the  revising  officer  is  not  a  judge  himself,  there 
shall  be  an  appeal  to  the  courts,  and  that  shall  be  as  well  on 
fact  as  on  law,  and  it  shall  not  rest  with  the  revising  officer 
to  grant  it.  Under  an  appeal  made  under  the  conditions 
specified  in  the  Bill,  the  appeal  shall  go.  These  are  the 
suggestions  I  make  with  respect  to  this  branch  of  the  sub¬ 
ject.  The  first  clause  before  us  is  merely  authorising  tho 
appointment  of  the  revising  officer,  the  tenure  of  his  office, 
and  so  on.  I  move  the  adoption  of  section  10. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Tire  proposals  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
have  laid  before  us  are,  I  regret  to  hear,  inadequate  to  the 
position  of  the  case  as  it  has  been  demonstrated  in  the  dis¬ 
cussions  to  which  he  has  referred.  The  clause  which  wo 
have  before  us,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  thought,  and  rightly 
thought,  involves,  in  order  to  its  consideration,  an  explana¬ 
tion  of  his  purposes  with  respect  to  dealing  with  the 
subject.  But  that  clause  in  itself,  even  standing  alone  and 
without  reference  to  the  other  clauses,  deals  with  this  sub¬ 
ject  in  a  manner  which  I  think  is  entirely  unsatisfactory, 
because  it  prescribes,  in  general  terms,  the  duties  of  the 
functionary  who  is  to  be  appointed  by  the  Governor  in 
Council.  That  duty  is  declared  to  be,  not  to  revise  but  to 
prepare,  revise  and  complete  the  list ;  and  therefore,  we 
are  face  to  face  in  this  clause,  limiting  ourselves  to  the  four 
corners  of  it,  and  not  extending  our  view  as  we  may  fairly 
do  as  we  have  been  invited  to  do  by  the  explanation  of  the 
hon.  gentleman,  with  the  two  questions :  The  mode  of  the 
appointment  of  the  revising  officer;  and  a  general  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  functions  of  that  officer.  I  object  to  the  duties 
assigned  to  the  revising  officer.  I  say  that  the 
name  of  that  officer  is,  having  regard  to  his  duties, 
a  misnomer.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  propose  to  make 
a  revising  officer ;  he  proposes  to  make  an  officer  who 
will  make  the  lists,  and  having  made  them,  revise 
them,  and,®  having  revised  them,  complete  them ; 
and  therefore  the  primary  function  of  this  revising  officer 
is  to  do  something  which  he  is  afterwards  to  revise.  Now, 
I  say  that  that  very  statement  of  the  case,  shows  that  there 
is  here  a  proposed  combination  of  functions,  which  are 
certainly  distinct ;  and,  to  a  certain  extent,  as  I  think  I 
shall  demonstrate,  incompatible  functions.  I  say  it  is  bet¬ 
ter  that  the  person  who  is  to  revise  the  list,  should  revise 
the  handiwork  of  another,  rather  than  his  own.  We  have 
had  a  good  deal  of  revising  going  on  the  last  two  or  three 
weeks  in  this  Parliament,  and  one  of  the  inconveniences 
has  been  the  conjunction  of  the  offices  of  maker  and  reviser 
of  the  document.  The  revision  would  have  been  better,  the 
amendments  more  extensive,  much  more  would  have  been 
struck  out,  and  put  in,  had  it  not  been  that  the  reviser  in 
chief  of  the  document  now  under  consideration,  was  also 
tho  maker  of  that  document,  and  was  obviously  desirous 
that  his  handiwork  should  be  confessed  by  him  as  little 
imperfect  as  possible.  Now,  practice  shows  the  propriety 
and  convenience  of  the  separation  of  those  offices,  as  well. 
Whence  do  we  draw,  whence  does  the  hon.  gentleman 


invite  us  frequently  to  draw,  our  inspiration  in  our  legisla¬ 
tion,  except  from  the  old  land,  and  the  practice  in  England 
ever  since — so  far  as  I  know — -they  have  had  a  system  of 
registering  and  revising  the  lists,  and  certainly  ever  sinoo 
tho  time  of  the  passage  of  the  great  Reform  Bill  of 
1832,  has  been  in  accordance  with  the  argument  I  present 
to  you,  namely,  that  the  functions  of  making  and  of  revising 
tho  lists  ought  to  be,  as  it  is  there,  in  wholly  separate  hands, 
There  the  lists  are  made  by  those  who  best  know  how  to 
make  the  lists.  The  lists  are  made  by  the  local  authorities 
of  the  small  sub-divisions,  having  that  local  and  minute 
knowledge  of  the  inhabitants  in  the  sub-division,  of  their 
position,  of  their  property,  of  their  standing,  which  enables 
them  to  make  a  good  list,  and  the  list  so  made  is  revised  by 
another  and  distinct  officer,  appointed  by  other  persons, 
and  in  a  different  fashion.  Then,  Sir,  wo  are  not  neces* 
sarily  confined  to  our  knowledge  of  the  English  practice  as 
a  guide— but  we  can  refer  as  a  guide  to  English  practice 
which  has  worked  satisfactorily.  It  is  not  simply  because 
it  has  been  written  down  in  English  Statute  Books,  but 
because  it  has  been  found  to  work  so  well — not  without 
inconvenience  and  difficulty,  I  admit — but  so  well,  so  much 
better  than  any  other  scheme  that  can  bo  devised  and  that, 
although  attention  is  being  directed  to  this  subject 
continuously,  although  it  forms  a  large  part  of  the  practi¬ 
cal  working  of  the  eloction  law,  although  the  franchise 
has  been  extended  several  times,  and  although  propositions 
for  the  extension  of  the  franchise  and  tho  moi’e  perfect  rep¬ 
resentation  of  the  people  in  Parliament  have  been  before 
the  English  people  and  the  English  House  of  Commons,  off 
and  on,  for  a  great  many  years,  you  do  not  find  any  serious 
proposal  to  alter  this  arrangement  by  which  the  local  auth¬ 
orities  of  the  small  sub-divisions,  having  the  knowledge  and 
experience  to  which  I  have  referred,  make  the  primary  lists* 
We  are  not,  however,  confined  to  English  statute  law,  or 
English  experience;  we  can  turn  to  our  own.  We  find  that 
in  the  different  Pi-ovinces  in  which  lists  have  been  prepared, 
the  system  has  ruled  with  us  up  to  this  time,  of  a  local 
making  of  the  lists.  I  do  not  speak  of  a  provincial  making 
of  the  lists,  I  do  not  use  the  word  local  in  that  sense,  but 
with  reference  to  the  small  sub-divieions  of  the  electoral 
district,  the  municipal  sub-divisions  out  of  which  the  elec- 
tox'al  distinct  is  composed,  and  when  I  speak  of  local  author¬ 
ities,  I  speak  of  that  class  of  authoi’ities  which  are  created 
under — it  may  be  the  Provincial  Legislatui’e,  it  is  true— but 
in  which  the  men  ai’e  appointed,  as  a  rule,  by  the  people  of 
the  locality  themselves.  I  say,  then,  with  us,  in  the  old 
Provinces  of  Canada,  before  Canada  was  a  Dominion;  in  the 
other  Provinces,  where  there  ai-e  lists,  since  Canada  has  been 
created  a  Dominion,  the  rule  has  been  the  preparation  of  these 
lists  by  local  authoxities.  So  that  we  can  appeal  to  our  own 
practice,  to  our  own  expei’ience,  as  another  reason  why  we 
should  adopt  this  plan.  I  may  go  further,  Sir.  This,  if  it 
is  not  the  fii’st  time,  as  I  have  said  before,  when  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  brought  forward  a  Franchise  Bill  in  this 
Parliament,  and  his  Bills  of  the  earlier  years,  the  Bill  of 
1869  I  think,  the  Bill  of  1870  I  am  sure,  contained  different 
pi’ovisions  from  this.  It  contained  the  provision,  objection¬ 
able  as  I  conceive  in  the  highest  degree,  that  the  Governor 
in  Council  should  appoint  the  persons  to  make  the  lists, 
but  it  recognised  the  wisdom  of  the  view  that  tho  persons 
to  make  the  lists  should  not  be  the  persons  to  revise  it.  For 
the  hon.  gentleman  in  that  measure  proposed  a  board  of 
three  pei’sons  for  each  electoral  district,  who  should  make 
the  first  list.  He  felt  that  a  more  minute  local  knowledge 
was  necessary  than  could  bo  obtained  by  the  appointment 
of  any  one  individual  for  an  electoral  district,  and  therefore 
he  proposed  more  than  one  so  that  there  might  be  an 
aggregation  in  the  mind  of  the  boai'd,  of  the  local  knowledge 
which  was  essential,  and  he  pi’oposed  a  board  to  prepax’o  the 
first  list,  and  after  that  preparation  of  the  first  list,  the 
revision  of  that  list,  and  the  framing  of  the  voters’ 
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list  .  for  the  first  year,  was  to  be  with  the  judiciary 
-—with  the  County  Court  judges,  with  the  District  Court 
judges  in  Quebec.  The  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  had,  at 
that  time  no  County  Courts,  and  in  that  Province  on  that 
ground,  the  hon.  gentleman  made  special  provision  for  the 
appointment  of  a  revising  barrister.  But  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  rest  of  the  Dominion,  where  he  could  find 
county  judges,  or  district  or  superior  judges,  as  in  Quebec, 
the  hon.  gentleman  proposed  a  separate  board  for  making 
the  lists,  and  the  subsequent  operation— not  for  the  first 
year  only,  but  for  all  time  thereafter — was  put  in  the  hands 
of  the  judiciary  exclusively.  The  list  which  was  revised 
first  by  the  judge,  was  to  be  the  basis  of  the  list  for  every 
subsequent  year,  so  that  the  Government  nomination  had 
nothing  to  do  with  any  such  proceeding.  Now,  the  reason 
of  the  thing  is  in  accordance  with  these  views.  I  ask 
whether  I  do  not  establish  a  very  strong  prima  facie  case  for 
the  adoption  of  these  views,  when  I  point  to  the  legislation 
and  the  practice  of  England  in  like  matters,  to  the 
legislation  and  the  practice  of  the  Provinces  of 
old  Canada  and  of  the  Provinces  since  Canada  was  confed¬ 
erated  in  like  matters,  when  I  point  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
proposal  in  a  like  matter,  in  the  years  1869  and  1870.  But, 
Sir,  one  may  ask  why  it  is  that  there  is  this  consensus  of 
legislation  and  of  practice.  It  is  founded  I  believe  on  good 
sense,  on  the  exigency  of  the  case.  What  should  be  our 
object  ?  Our  object  should  be  to  obtain  as  good  and  full  a 
primary  list  as  possible.  As  little  as  possible  ought  to  be 
required  to  be  subject  to  an  appeal,  which  is  a  source  of 
trouble  and  expense  and  loss  of  time  to  the  individual  voter 
or. to  the  party  organisation — I  say,  as  little  should  be  left 
to  an  appeal  as  possible ;  and,  in  order  that  as  little  should 
be  left  to  appeal  or  revision,  in  order  that  as  little  as  possi¬ 
ble  should  be  left  to  the  subsequent  proceedings,  requiring 
attendance  of  parties  and  the  taking  of  evidence  at 
a  time  to  be  fixed,  it  is  necessary  that  the  first 
list  should  be  as  full  and  complete  as  possible, 
in  the  effort  to  secure  a  proper  representation  of  the  people 
in  Parliament  we  can  deal  with  no  more  important  topic 
than  the  machinery  for  the  making  of  the  lists ;  and  it  has 
been  recognised  in  the  discussions  in  the  English  Parliament 
as  an  object  of  primary  and  growing  importance  to  secure 
that  by  a  plan  giving  as  little  room  for  doubt  and  difficulty 
and  omission  and  erroneous  insertions  as  possible,  so  that 
the  voter  shall  get  on  the  list  with  as  little  troulle  to  him¬ 
self  as  possible.  If  that  is  the  view  in  England,  where 
wealth  abounds,  where  parly  organisations  exist  in  every 
constituency  which  is  at  all  equally  divided,  where  it  is  a 
custom  to  have  an  attorney  or  several  attorneys  in  the  differ¬ 
ent  parts  of  the  riding  engaged  from  year  to  year  in  making 
out  and  completing  the  lists,  where  a  system  almost  perfect 
in  its  operation  has  prevailed  for  years,  involving  a  very 
great  expense— if  that  was  important  there,  how  much  more 
important  is  it  here.  That  difficulty  has  given  rise  to  recent 
legislation  in  England  with  the  view  of  reducing  the 
expenses  of  elections — not  the  expense  of  the  immediate 
canvass  at  the  polls,  but  the  constant  drain  of  expenses, 
even  upon  wealthy  candidates  and  wealthy  party  organisa¬ 
tions,  which  were  going  on  from  year  to  year  for  a  consider¬ 
able  time  before  the  elections;  and  with  the  object  of  reme¬ 
dying  ibis  abuse  which  had  grown  up,  it  was  pointed  out 
that .  the  list  must  be  so  made  as  to  cause  as  little  expense 
and  inconvenience  as  possible  to  the  voter  in  getting  his 
name  placed  upon  it.  Now,  bow  can  that  object  be  reached  ? 
It  is  assential  to  reaching  that  object  that  there  should  be 
minute  local  knowledge  on  the  part  of  those  who  make  the 
primary  lists.  It  can  be  made  effectively  only  by  those 
who  know  a  small  area  of  the  country,  who  know  every¬ 
body  in  that  area,  where  they  live,  how  they  live,  and  who 
have  that  general  information  that  we  usually 
have  about  our  neighbor.  That  local  knowledge 
on  the  part  of  certain  individuals  in  order  that 
Mr.  Blake. 


they  may  discharge  their  duties  to  the  munici¬ 
pality,  is  an  essential  element  in  the  making  of  a  good  list. 
Talk  to  me  about  being  able  to  make  a  list  from  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll  without  more  knowledge  ;  you  cannot  do  it.  There 
may  be  Provinces  and  there  may  be  counties — I  know  there 
are  counties  in  the  Province  of  Ontario — in  which  by 
degrees  the  assessment  has  approximated  to  the  real 
value  of  the  property ;  but  I  know  also  that 
there  are  many  instances  in  which  the  assessment 
furnishes  no  just  basis  on  which  you  can  calcu¬ 
late  the  value  of  a  man’s  property  ;  because  it  is  rated  at 
much  under  its  real  value.  It  was  only  yesterday  that  the 
hon.  member  for  King’s,  N.B.,  (Mr.  Foster)  was  complain¬ 
ing  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies),  because 
he  had  used  an  argument  derived  from  the  assessment  roll 
as  to  the  disfranchising  operation  of  the  BilL  in  his  Pro¬ 
vince,  and  he  said  that  was  not  a  good  argument,  because 
you  could  not  depend  on  the  assessment  roll,  for,  although 
25  per  cent  of  the  present  voters  might  be  disfranchised  if 
you  did,  they  would  not  bo  disfranchised  because  their  pro¬ 
perty  was  worth  more,  that  appeared  by  the  assessment 
roll.  Upon  that  arose  an  issue  of  fact.  My  hon.  friend 
said  the  roll  represented  tho  real  value  in  the  Province  ; 
and  how  had  that  been  brought  about?  A  few  years  ago 
the  assessment  had  been  an  undervaluation,  but  the  real 
value  had  depreciated  while  the  roll  had  kept  up,  so  that 
there  was  an  approximation.  That  state  of  things  exists  in 
some  cases ;  in  all  cases  it  does  not  exist ;  but  even  if  you 
were  to  confine  yourself  to  the  roll,  local  knowledge  is 
required  to  enable  you  to  judge  who  should  be  on  the  list. 
But  that  is  not  all.  Under  this  measure  large  numbers  of 
persons  are  entitled  to  the  vote  who  do  not  appear  on  any 
assessment  roll  at  all,  and  therefore  the  qualification  of 
these  persons  must  be  ascertained  from  other  sources  of 
information  than  the  assessment  roll.  From  what  source  ? 
From  the  local  knowledge  of  the  individual  within  a  small 
area  within  which  a  man’s  intimate  local  knowledge 
extends ;  he  knows  the  people,  he  knows  the  property  on 
which  they  live,  he  knows  those  who  have  incomes.  lie 
may  not  be  able  with  the  most  complete  knowledge  to  give 
an  absolutely  perfect  list;  but  if  he,  with  all  the  knowledge 
he  has,  can  only  give  you  an  approximately  accurate  list, 
how  accurate  will  be  that  which  is  made  by  one  man  for 
the  whole  district?  It  is  clear  that  an  essential  element 
for  the  making  of  a  complete  list  is  the  sub-division  of  the 
work  among  a  number  of  persons  in  the  different  localities, 
with  regard  to  which  each  has  accurate  and  full  knowledge. 
Now,  Sir,  the  mode  in  which  this  is  to  be  obtained  is  by 
taking  as  the  makers  of  these  lists  those  municipal 
functionaries,  who,  from  their  knowledge  of  the  peo¬ 
ple,  and  from  the  general  nature  of  the  work 
they  have  to  accomplish  for  the  municipality,  have 
the  requisite  information  to  enable  them  to  give 
you  a  good  list,  and  these  persons  being  appointed 
by  the  people — in  some  cases  through  the  medium  of  elec¬ 
tions,  in  some  cases  indirectly  through  the  medium  of  the 
councils  whom  the  people  themselves  elect — are  responsi¬ 
ble  directly  to  that  small  community  whom  they  serve,  in 
the  midst  of  which  they  live,  and  of  which  they  have 
knowledge  ;  and  in  each  one  performing  for  that  small  por¬ 
tion  of  the  community  to  which  he  is  responsible,  the 
function  of  making  the  primary  list,  you  have  the  best 
guarantee  you  can  have  for  its  beiDg  well  made.  I  am  not 
saying  that  the  system  is  perfect.  Hon.  gentlemen  bandy 
charges  across  the  floor  of  fraudulent  assessments.  There 
is  no  doubt  there  have  been  fraudulent  lists  made,  and  for 
political  purposes ;  but  if  you  search  the  records,  and  look 
at  the  number  of  cases  in  which  there  have  been 
appeals,  you  will  find  that  the  number  of  cases 
in  which  there  is  serious  ground  for  complaint  is 
infinitesimally  small  compared  with  the  whole  number  of 
cases  in  which  the  function  is  discharged  by  those  officers* 
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I  say  that  in  the  whole  Province  round,  in  the  townships  or 
villages  or  towns  in  which  this  function  is  discharged,  the 
primary  function  of  preparing  that  from  which  the  list  is 
ultimately  to  be  made,  ascertain  the  number  of  cases  in 
which  there  are  careful  lists  made,  in  which  there  is  no 
serious  ground  of  complaint.  They  go  unheard  of,  unno¬ 
ticed  ;  nobody  says  anything  about  them.  They  are  like 
God’s  blessings,  air  and  water  and  sunlight;  but  there  are 
cloudy  days  and  rainy  days,  cold  and  wintry  days,  and 
those  make  a  mark,  and  we  grumble  about  them.  So  it  is 
with  the  lists.  There  are  municipality  cases  in  which  the 
officer  does  not  rise  to  his  duty,  in  which  he  has  erred  or, worse 
than  erred,  acted  improperly,  and  those  you  must  expect 
under  any  human  machinery.  Do  you  suppose  you  are 
making  a  perfect  human  machine  ?  Do  you  suppose  that 
any  machinery  you  can  make  will  be  automatically  per¬ 
fect?  Do  you  suppose  that  there  will  not  be  difficulties 
and  inconveniences  in  this  machinery  ?  Of  course  there 
will ;  but  we  have  had  a  practical  experience  of  great 
value,  of  large  extent,  for  a  great  number  of  years,  in  the 
making  of  lists,  which,  practically,  has  answered  very  well 
on  the  whole,  and  it  has  this  immense  advantage :  That  the 
people  are  accustomed  to  it,  that  the  people  have  confidence 
in  it,  that  the  people  know  that  their  right  to  be  put  on  the 
list  is  dependent  upon  a  man  living  in  their  own  small 
community,  known  to  them,  and  who  holds  his  office 
during  their  good  will.  I  say,  therefore,  before  you  reject 
that  plan  and  adopt  another,  you  have  carefully  to  consider, 
not  whether  there  may  be  an  occasional  instance  of  an 
abuse  of  this  power,  but  whether,  upon  the  whole,  this 
plan  has  worked  well,  and  whether  it  does  not  give  pros¬ 
pects  for  working  at  least  as  well  as  the  one  you  propose. 
Is  the  one  you  propose  likely  to  work  betcer  ?  If  it  is  not, 
you  had  better  leave  things  as  they  are ;  there  is  no  use  in 
changing  except  for  the  purpose  of  improvement.  Now, 
this  work  has  to  go  on  in  the  different  Provinces,  and  it  has 
to  go  on  practically  by  this  class  of  officials.  They  have 
to  keep  on  making  lists  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
who  the  voters  shall  be,  whether  you  pass  this  Bill  or  not, 
and  there  is  another  reason  for  not  making  a  change 
unless  there  is  some  imperative  necessity.  Why  should 
wo  make  a  double  function  ?  Why  have  two  sets  of  men 
preparing  lists  practically  of  a  majority  of  people,  the  same 
in  each  community  ?  Why  should  we  have  one  set  of  lists 
prepared  by  officials,  not  appointed  by  the  Local  Govern¬ 
ments,  if  that  is  your  abhorrenco,  but  appointed  by  the 
people  themselves,  the  electors  themselves,  through  the 
medium  of  their  councillors,  as  a  rule,  and  then 
have  another  set  prepared  by  some  county  judge 
Or  barrister?  Why  appoint  some  county  judge  or 
some  barrister  to  do  practically  the  same  work  for 
you  ?  Of  course,  I  do  not  say  that  the  lists  will  be  the 
same,  because  you  have  a  divergent  franchise ;  but  we  know 
that  divergent  franchise  will  to  a  very  large  extent,  embrace 
a  very  large  number  of  men  who  will  be  on  both  lists  ;  and 
the  question  of  the  excess  on  the  larger  list  is,  after  all,  a 
question  which  is  comparatively  easy  to  settle  if  you  have 
that  local  knowledge  which  is  an  essential  element  in  a 
satisfactory  settlement.  This  is,  as  I  have  said,  the  advan¬ 
tage  of  having  the  present  plan,  of  having  a  plan  which  will 
be  continued,  whether  you  like  it  or  not,  as  a  means  of  pre¬ 
paring  electoral  lists  for  the  provincial  elections ;  and  to 
impose  upon  the  people  the  duty  of  looking  to  a  double 
making  of  the  lists  is,  it  seems  to  me,  a  very  serious  thing. 
I  say  you  impose  that  upon  them  when  you  propose  that 
other  functionaries  shall  make  the  lists.  Any  man  who 
knows  that  under  the  least  liberal  of  the  two  franchises  ho 
is  entitled  to  vote,  knows  practically  that  he  will  be  on  the 
list,  if  he  has  confidence  in  the  local  authorities ;  but  he 
will  have  now  to  make  another  enquiry  as  to  a  different 
mode  of  treatment  by  another  functionary,  who  is  a  resident 
in  a  county  town  or  in  some  large  place  in  the  oounty,  with 


reference  to  a  Dominion  election.  I  maintain,  therefore, 
that  we  ought  to  leave  the  making  of  the  lists  with  those 
local  officers  who  have  the  best  means  of  knowing  those 
things  which  are  essential  to  the  making  of  a  good  list,  and 
it  will  not  be  denied  that  wo  can  impose  this  duty  upon 
them  as  we  have  heretofore  imposed  administrative,  official 
and  judicial  duties,  from  time  to  time,  upon  any  of  the  citi¬ 
zens  of  Canada,  as  well  by  virtue  of  their  official  titles  as 
by  virtue  of  their  names.  In  Ontario,  I  should  say  that  it 
would  be  better  to  authorise  the  local  municipality  itself  to 
name  the  person  who  should  make  the  lists— the  municipal 
council  or  the  representative  of  the  municipal  council  in  the 
locality.  The  worst  plan  of  all  is  that  which  puts  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  lists  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  of  the  day. 
Now,  let  us  consider  what  the  proposal  is.  The  proposal  is 
that  the  revising  officer,  who  may  be,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
hints  to  us  he  most  often  will  be,  a  County  Court  judge  or  a 
district  judge,  shall  make  the  primary  lists.  How  is  he 
going  to  make  them  ?  He,  of  course,  has  not  that  minute 
knowledge  of  the  condition  in  life  of  all  the  people  within 
his  county,  of  the  qualifications  and  position  of  the  men, 
young  and  old,  which  each,  in  his  own  little  area — the 
municipal  authorities  to  whom  I  have  referred— -naturally, 
and  as  a  part  of  his  duty,  possesses.  He  will  have  to  rely 
upon  information  given.  If  he  is  going  to  make  anything 
like  a  correct  primary  list,  he  will  have  to  make  a 
visitation  of  some  kind,  and  to  find  out,  hero, 

there  and  the  other,  from  this  man  and  that, 
who  ought  to  be  on  the  list.  He  cannot  make  a  domiciliar 
visitation.  It  is  noc  intended  he  should  go  up  and  down 
the  concession  lines  and  find  out  who  is  entitled  to  vote  and 
who  is  not  ;  ho  has  to  take  the  assessment  roll  in  a  sense 
as  a  primary  basis,  but  when  we  give  him  the  assessment 
roll,  and  even  with  reference  to  the  names  on  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll,  there  is  much  he  is  expected  to  attain  by  personal 
enquiry.  I  may  say  that  is  not  the  idea  ;  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  not  pretended  it  is.  If  it  were  we  know  the 
County  Court  judge  could  not  discharge  the  duty  consis¬ 
tently  with  the  proper  performance  of  his  other  duties.  It 
would  be  impossible  for  him  to  make  such  an  inquisition  as 
that ;  but  the  revising  officer,  whether  he  be  barrister  or 
County  Court  judge,  will  have  to  communicate  with  people 
here  and  there,  possessing  minute  local  knowledge,  and  try 
and  find  out  from  them  who  should  be  on  the  list.  Is  it  not 
better  to  take  those  people  themselves  and  make  them 
responsible  before  the  light  of  day,  before  the  face  of  the 
people,  for  the  making  of  the  primary  lists,  than  to  allow 
Mr.  Justice  so  and  so,  or  Mr.  Barrister  so  and  so,  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer,  to  communicate  with  and  obtain  from  them, 
irresponsible,  without  the  sanction  of  an  oath,  without  the 
discharge  of  official  duty  in  this  regard,  that  information 
without  which  he  is  helpless  to  prepare  anything  that  may 
be  called  a  primary  list.  Ho  has  to  communicate  with 
these  people  all  over  the  county,  get  that  loose  information 
he  will  get  in  that  way,  instead  of  getting  information  up¬ 
on  their  responsibility  to  the  public,  by  their  being  persons 
warranted  to  discharge  the  duty,  responsible  under  the  law 
as  regards  those  whom  they  wilfully  put  off  the  lists  or 
wrongfully  put  on  them,  for  neglect  of  duty  to  the 
local  authorities.  I  therefore  contend  we  are  on  this 
clause  face  to  face  with  a  great  fundamental  question,  the 
practical  operation  of  which  is  going  very  seriously  to  affect 
the  representation  of  this  people  in  Parliament.  Had  the 
amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Northumberland 
carried  it  would  not  have  accomplished  all  that 
some  people  expected  from  it.  Because  somo 
people  talk  as  it  it  would  have  saved  entiroly 
the  expense  involved  in  your  system,  but  it  would  have 
accomplished  much,  because  the  tost  which  was  proposed — 
and  it  is  only  as  a  test,  of  course,  that  it  could  have  been 
proposed  ;  it  is  not  the  test  I  would  myself  propose,  the 
payment  of  taxes— is  one  of  very  simple  application,  and  it 
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would  be  a  comparatively  easy  thing  to  make  a  perfect  list 
according  to  that  view.  The  task  under  this  Bill,  which 
contains  so  many  different  franchises,  based  upon  so  many 
different  qualifications,  requiring  so  much  knowledge  which 
can  be  obtained  only  by  investigation,  except  from  those 
who  have  that  general  knowledge  of  the  people  amongst 
whom  they  immediately  live,  is  a  task  entirely  different, 
and  therefore,  the  more  complicated  your  franchise,  the 
greater  your  number  of  qualifications,  the  larger  the  sets  of 
conditions  under  which  people  are  admitted  or  excluded,  the 
narrower  the  distinctions  of  value  and  otherwise  upon  which 
depends  the  right  to  be  placed  upon  the  list,  the  more 
important  it  is  to  consider  whether  the  capacities  of  already 
acquired  knowledge  or  the  capacity  of  acquiring  the  know¬ 
ledge  satisfactorily  by  any  one  man,  County  Court  judge  or 
other,  is  going  to  be  such  as  that  this  scheme  shall  carry 
satisfactorily,  is  going  to  be  such  as  that  the  primary  list 
shall  be  well  and  thoroughly  and  completely  made.  Now  1 
turn  next  to  the  function  of  this  officer.  His  only  function 
under  his  name,  the  only  function  he  can  consistently  perform 
is  that  of  revision,  the  function  of  a  revising  officer.  The  hon. 
gentleman,  not  to  day,  but  on  former  occasions,  stated  that 
this  revising  officer  would  be  the  judge  in  a  great  many 
cases,  but  he  pointed  out  rather  ominously,  in  one  of  the 
statements  he  made  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  that  we 
must  not  forget  that  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  there  were 
some  forty  counties,  I  think,  while  there  were  ninety-two 
constituencies,  as  much  as  to  say  that  it  could  not  be  that 
always  or  in  a  good  many  cases  the  County  Court  judge 
would  be  called  on  to  discharge  the  duty.  At  a  subsequent 
period  of  the  discussion,  the  hon.  gentleman  stated  that 
more  light  had  flowed  in  upon  him  since  ho  spoke  before, 
and  that  he  had  received  communications  from  many  County 
Court  judges,  indicating  that  they  would  make  no  difficulty, 
and  that  they  thought  the  work  could  be  well  and  thoroughly 
performed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Several  County  Court 
judges,  not  many. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  beg  the  hon.  gentleman’s  pardon- 
several  only.  I  told  him  at  that  time,  and  I  tell  him  now, 
that  the  proper  function,  the  function  that  could  be  practi¬ 
cally  discharged,  that  of  revision,  the  function  which  they 
are  discharging  now,  he  will  find  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
obtaining  their  assistance  to  discharge,  always  supposing 
he  gives  them  some  remuneration  for  it ;  but,  as  to  their 
undertaking  to  make  the  lists  and  do  it  satisfactorily,  I  do 
not  think  that  is  within  the  bounds  of  reason  to  expect.  I 
maintain  that,  if  it  is  to  be  the  rule  that  the  County  Court 
judge  shall  be  the  officer,  and,  if  it  is  only  in  those  cases  in 
which  he  declines,  either  from  reluctance  to  undertake  that 
task,  which  would  be  very  rare,  or  from  inability  to  dis¬ 
charge  it  coincidently  with  the  discharge  of  his  judicial 
functions,  which  will  also  be  very  rare,  1  say  if,  in  these 
cases,  the  appointment  of  revising  officer  is  to  be  made, 
this  clause  ought  to  be  amended  further,  and  the  provision 
ought  to  bo  distinct  and  express  that  the  County  Court 
judge  or  junior  judge,  describing  him  properly,  shall  ba  the 
revising  officer  in  all  cases  except  when  ho  declines  to  act. 
And  I  say  that,  in  those  cases  in  which  he  declines  to  act, 
he  beiDg  bound  to  act  unless  he  gives  due  notice  of  decli¬ 
nature,  in  those  cases,  be  they  few  or  be  they  many,  the 
Government  should  not  appoint  the  revising  officer  who  is 
to  fill  his  place.  I  say  that  the  revising  officer  who  is  to 
act  under  those  circumstances  should  be  appointed  by  some 
other  authority  than  the  Executive  of  the  country.  I  main¬ 
tain  that,  as  to  the  judge,  he  should  not  owe  his  appoint¬ 
ment  in  this  regard  to  the  good  will  or  pleasure  of  the 
Executive,  and  I  maintain  a  fortiori  that,  as  to  the  revising 
officer,  he  should  not  owe  his  appointment  to  the  good  will 
and  pleasure  of  the  Executive.  Do  you  want  to  make  the 
judge  suspected  ?  Pass  this  Bill  as  it  is,  in  which  you  know 
"  Mr.  Blake. 


his  appointment  as  revising  officer  is  not  dependent  upon 
his  judicial  status,  but  upon  the  will  and  pleasure  of  the 
Government  of  the  day,  in  which  it  may  not  be  continued 
from  year  to  year,  except  in  so  far  as  satisfactorily  to  them 
he  discharges  his  duty  ;  pass  this  Bill  in  the  way  you  wish, 
if  you  want  the  revising  officer  to  be  suspected,  if  he  is  not 
a  judge.  It  has  been  impudently  stated,  in  a  sheet  sup¬ 
porting  the  Government  from  time  to  time,  for  years  past, 
that  I  could  not  oppose  this  proposition  because  I  once 
referred  the  hon.  gentleman  to  the  revising  officer  in  Eng¬ 
land,  because,  when  he  was  proposing  a  board  of  three  per¬ 
sons  to  be  named  by  himself,  I  pointed  out  that  the  Eng¬ 
lish  system  of  revising  officers  worked  on  a  different  line, 
and  that  the  revising  barrister  was  appointed  not  by  the 
Executive,  but  by  the  judges  of  the  land.  Therefore,  for¬ 
sooth,  because  I  am  not  in  favor  of  the  principle 
of  this  mode  of  appointment,  because  I  objected  then 
to  what  the  hon.  gentleman  was  proposing  in  this  very 
regard,  I  am  bound  to  favor  it  now.  I  am  not  inclined,  I 
hope,  to  place  on  too  low  a  position  the  political  morality 
of  our  country,  the  political  morality  of  parties,  the  stand¬ 
ing  of  those  who  at  one  time  or  another  may  have  the 
majority  in  this  country,  but  I  say  that  you  have  got  to 
remember,  whatever  elevated  view  you  may  take  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  our  status,  however  far  you  may  be  disposed  to  go 
in  the  assertion  that  Canada  will  not  depart  from  those 
principles  of  justice  and  fair  play  which  must  underlie  parlia¬ 
mentary  government  and  all  other  forms  of  government — ■ 
and  without  it,  your  talk  of  self-government  is  a  farce,  and 
your  talk  of  parliamentary  government  is  worse  than  a 
farce— however  much  you  may  be  disposed  to  affirm  that 
no  party  when  in  power  will  use  its  power  to  aggrandise 
itself  to  the  prejudice  of  the  minority,  to  perpetuate  its  own 
power  by  unfair  means,  we  cannot  contend  that  we  are  less 
liable  to  misuse  our  strength,  that  we  are  less  restrained  by 
high  considerations  of  the  character  to  which  I  have  refered, 
that  we  are  less  moved  by  those  baser  considerations  to 
which  I  have  refered  than  the  English  people,  the  English 
parties,  the  English  Governments ;  and  yet  there  no  Gov¬ 
ernment  was  bold  enough  to  propose  to  the  free  Parliament 
of  England  that  it  should  be  entrusted  with  the  nomination 
of  the  men  to  make  or  to  revise  the  lists,  no  Parliament  has 
beei  base  enough  to  surrender  to  the  Executive  Govern¬ 
ment,  in  which  it  confided,  that  power.  They  felt  that  it 
was  a  power  which  ought  not  to  be  asked,  and  they  did  not 
ask  it.  They  proposed  a  different  mode  of  appointment. 
Why  ?  Why  is  it  that  an  English  Government  proposed  to 
an  English  Parliament,  and  an  English  Parliament  accepted 
and  recorded  upon  the  Statute  Book,  where  it  stands,  amid 
all  the  vicissitudes  of  electoral  laws,  from  that  time  to  this, 
the  proposition  that  the  judges  of  the  land  should  be  the 
persons  who  should  appoint  the  revising  officers  ?  It  was 
because  they  felt  that  it  was  a  power  with  which  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  day  ought  not  to  ask  that  it  should  be  entrus¬ 
ted.  It  was  because  they  felt  that  the  appointment  coming  from 
that  source  was  coming  from  a  suspected  and  a  painted 
source  in  Ihe  eyes  of  the  people  ;  it  was  because  they  felt 
that  those  engaged  in  the  discharge  of  this  duty  could  not 
do  it  with  a  fair  chance  of  being  considered  impartial 
between  the  two  great  parties,  if  they  were  the  nominees 
of  the  Government  of  the  day;  it  was  because  they  felt 
that  the  well  working  of  the  system  depended  upon  the 
adoption  of  that  special  and  peculiar  provision  which,  in 
this  case,  and  for  those  purposes,  they  used.  Now,  Sir,  I 
have  referred  more  than  once,  and  1  shall  refer  again,  to 
the  hon,  gentleman’s  own  statement  on  this  subject.  When 
he  first  introduced  his  Bill  he  told  us  the  revising  officer  in 
England  was  appointed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who,  we 
know,  although  a  judge,  is  also  a  political  officer,  and  a 
great  member  of  his  political  party,  a  great  member  of  the 
Administration ;  and  the  inference  was  naturally  drawn 
that  as  we  have  not  a  political  officer  like  the  Lord  Chan- 
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cellor  here,  that  as  there  is  no  member  of  the  Cabinet  here 
who  is  Lord  Chancellor,  it  was  no  great  step,  in  fact  it  was 
following  up  the  same  lines,  that  what  was  done  by  that 
political  officer  in  England,  should  bo  done  by  the  Governor 
in  Council  here.  I  have  called  the  hon.  gentleman’s  atten¬ 
tion  more  than  once  to  the  mistake  in  fact  which  he  made 
when  he  made  that  statement,  to  the  fact  that  he  was 
inaccurate  in  declaring  that  a  political  officer  had  the 
appointment  of  revising  barristers  in  England,  to  the  fact 
that  the  revising  barristers  of  the  metropolitan  county  are 
appointed  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  and  the  revising  bar¬ 
risters  of  all  the  other  counties  are  appointed  by  the  senior 
judge  of  the  Court  of  Assize,  going  on  summer  circuit,  if  I 
remember  aright.  There,  in  the  county  for  which  he  is  to 
make  the  appointment,  on  the  bench  of  justice,  that  justice 
which  he  is  called  upon  to  dispense  at  the  same  moment  to 
the  people  of  the  county,  in  public,  before  their  faces,  with 
the  two  great  political  parties  represented,  the  judge,  the 
non-political  officer,  is  called  upon  to  discharge,  as  one  of 
his  functions,  this  power,  this  office,  of  appointing  the  revis¬ 
ing  barristers.  I  say  you  cannot  devise  a  better  plan,  so 
far  as  I  know,  in  principle,  however  much  you  may  vary  in 
detail  than  that ;  I  say  you  cannot  find  a  stronger  proof 
that  the  power  which  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  take 
to  himself  of  appointing  the  person,  whether  he  be 
judge  or  barrister,  is  a  power  which  would  not  be  asked 
in  England,  which  would  not  be  given  in  England,  and  if 
not  asked  and  not  given  in  England,  I  want  to  know  why 
it  should  be  asked  and  given  here.  I  want  to  know  on  what 
ground  the  hon.  gentleman  sets  himself  so  much  higher 
than  an  English  Prime  Minister,  having  control  of  English 
and  Imperial  affairs,  and  controlling  an  English  Parliament, 
that  he  should  say  that  the  appointment  of  such  a  man, 
surrounded  by  those  checks  and  restraints  by  which  he  is 
surrounded  in  the  exercise  of  his  power,  should  be  entrusted 
to  him.  I  aver,  therefore,  that  the  revising  officer,  what¬ 
ever  his  functions,  in  the  rare  cases  the  hon.  gentleman 
says,  in  the  cases,  be  they  few  or  many,  in  which  the  holder 
of  that  office  is  unable  to  execute  the  duty,  then  his 
appointment  ought  to  come  from  an  unobjectionable  source. 
What  is  to  be  this  duty  which  is  going  to  be  discharged  ?  It 
is  the  duty  of  making  and  revising  the  lists  of  the  jury 
empanelled  to  try  the  Government  of  the  day,  which  is  to 
try  the  question  between  the  Government  and  the  Opposi¬ 
tion.  Why  should  those  who  are  in  the  majority,  who  have 
all  the  advantage  which  place  gives,  which  power  gives, 
which  patronage  gives,  which  majority  gives — why  should 
they  in  addition  have  the  power  of  naming  the  men  who 
are  to  settle  the  lists  of  those  who  are  to  determine  whether 
they  shall  continue  to  hold  this  power  or  not  ?  I  ask  for 
answers  to  these  arguments.  We  have  not  heard  any 
answers  yet.  We  have  heard  no  reason  given  why  the 
views  taken  in  other  countries,  the  views  so  obviously  based 
upon  reason  and  justice,  should  not  be  applied  here.  I 
maintain  that  those  members  of  Parliament  who  will  assent 
in  silence  to  the  passing  of  a  law  to  surrender  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  day  the  appointment  of  the  men  who  are  to 
make  and  revise  the  lists,  are  unworthy  of  sitting  in  a  free 
Parliament,  and  those  who  feel,  as  my  hon.  friends  near  me 
feel,  that  this  is  a  question  vital  to  the  reality  of  free  repre¬ 
sentative  institutions,  are  not  merely  at  liberty,  but  are  also 
bound,  to  struggle  to  the  utmost  of  their  ability  against  the 
incorporation  of  this  vicious  principle  in  the  law  of  Canada. 
Sir,  what  has  been  one  of  the  results  of  this  discussion  ? 
Early  on  the  second  reading  we  herd  the  Secretary  of'State  say 
that  there  was  an  appeal  from  the  revising  officer,  as  before. 
It  was  shown  immediately  afterwards  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  mistaken,  that  just  as  the  leader  was  mistaken 
about  the  English  law,  so  the  Secretary  of  State  was  mis¬ 
taken  about  the  law  which  he  was  recommending  to  the 
House;  Now  we  are  told,  after  a  long  interval  of  time, 
that  there  is  to  be  an  amendment,  that  there  is  to  be  an 
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appeal,  first,  as  of  right,  and,  secondly,  in  fact  as  well  as  in 
law.  We  are  not  told  to  whom  that  appeal  is  to  b9,  as  yet. 
We  have  not  got  the  details  of  that  appeal  before 
us,  but  we  are  given  a  general  principle  of  action.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  confessed  that  his  first  proposition  is 
indefensible  as  it  stood;  the  hon.  gentleman  has  con¬ 
fessed  that  it  would  not  do  to  leave  the  revising  officer 
power  to  say  whether  there  should  be  an  appeal,  that  it 
would  not  do  to  restrict  the  appeal  to  questions  of  law.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  confessed  that  the  powers,  the  final 
and  conclusive  powers,  practically,  that  he  was  about  to 
confer  upon  his  nominees,  the  revising  officers,  were  powers 
which  he  ought  not  so  to  confer,  and  he  is  about  to  amend 
the  Bill  and  to  render  it  in  that  regard  less  outrageous  than 
it  was  when  he  first  pressed  it  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House.  Sir,  that  man  would  take  but  a  very  cursory,  imperfect 
and  superficial  view  of  this  matter,  who  would  suppose  that 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  gentleman  removes  the  ovil. 
The  evil  is  at  the  source,  the  taint  is  at  the  source,  the  diffi¬ 
culty  is  at  the  source.  It  is  the  BU3pected  and  improper 
authority  who  is  to  appoint  the  officer,  that  makes 
the  difficulty.  Why,  Sir,  to  say  that  our  present 
system  involves  occasionally  some  injustice  in  the 
making  of  the  lists  to  the  one  party  or  the  other, 
that  occasionally  an  over  zealous  and  improper  Con¬ 
servative  assessor  or  functionary,  makes  the  lists 
wrongly,  and  occasionally  an  improper  and  over  zeal¬ 
ous  .Reform  assessor  does  the  same  thing,  and  that  that  is  a 
reason  for  this  change — I  do  not  say  for  a  change  but  for 
this  change— -is  absurd  ;  because  this  change  is  one  which 
puts  the  dead  weight  of  a  revising  officer  all  the  time  on 
one  side,  which  says  it  shall  be  the  nominee  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  all  cases  who  shall  make  the  list,  and  the  other 
party,  the  party  of  the  minority,  shall  have  the  function  of 
appeal.  It  is  a  very  great  blessing  that  it  is  able  to  appeal, 
but  it  is  a  very  great  misfortune  that  it  should  always 
have  to  appeal.  And  as  a  matter  of  fact  many  appeals 
will  not  take  place,  because  the  difficulty,  the  expense,  the 
loss  of  time,  the  uncertainty,  the  trouble  would  prevent  the 
appeals  which  ought  to  take  place.  But,  as  I  said  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  the  lists  will  be  made  right  for 
the  appointers  of  the  revising  officers.  We  are  to  have  an 
appeal,  and,  though  we  are  thankful  for  small  mercies, 
though  ho  gives  us  now  at  this  late  hour,  the  right  to  make 
an  appeal,  we  insist,  with  all  the  force  with  which  we  can 
insist,  that  he  has  not  the  right  to  take  to  himself  the 
power  of  appointing  the  maker  of  the  lists  of  those  who 
are  to  judge  him.  To  these  proposals  of  his,  which  are 
to  combine  the  functions  of  making  and  revising  the  lists 
in  one  single  man,  who  cannot  be  competent  to  do  the 
thing,  who  cannot  be  competent  to  do  it  for  the  reasons  I 
have  stated,  and  to  remove  the  making  of  the  list  from 
those  best  qualified  by  knowledge  and  experience,  and  the 
confidence  of  the  people  to  perform  that  function,  and  hand 
over  to  the  Government  of  the  day  the  appointment  of  the 
maker  and  reviser,  I,  for  my  part,  offer  my  humble,  and 
earnest,  and  strenuous,  and  lasting,  and  persistent  opposi¬ 
tion. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  object  at  all  to  the 
line  taken  by  the  hon.  gentleman  in  the  argument  he  has 
just  closed.  On  the  contrary  I  would  rather  congratulate 
the  committee  on  the  fact  that  we  are  arriving  at  the  last, 
even  at  the  eleventh  hour,  at  a  legitimate  discussion  of  the 
measure  before  us.  It  is  a  pleasing  contrast  between  to-day 
and  the  discussion  that  has  been  going  on  for  the  last  five 
weeks.  And  the  reason  of  the  difference  is,  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  has,  in  an  able  argument,  addressed  himself  to 
what  he  considers  to  be  the  defects  of  the  measure  and  has 
pointed  out  in  what  respects  the  measure  can  be  improved, 
instead  of  hon.  members  talking,  evidently  with  his  disap- 
proval— 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  No. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Instead  of  hon.  members 
evidently  with  his  disapproval,  discussing  the  matter,  not 
with  a  view,  even  after  the  principle  was  adopted  by  the 
House,  of  improving  and  amending  the  measure,  but  of 
defeating  it  fas  aut  nefas.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  divided 
his  subject  into  two  parts.  First,  he  objects  to  the  mode  of 
the  appointments.  Second,  he  objects  to  the  duties  imposed 
on  the  revising  officer.  Although  the  hon.  gentleman  made 
that  arrangement  of  the  subject,  he  addressed  himself  to  the 
latter  head  first.  He  objects  to  the  duties  that  are  imposed 
on  the  revising  officer.  He  says  that  the  name  of  the  offi¬ 
cer  is  a  misnomer ;  that  the  revising  officer  prepares  the 
lists.  That,  after  the  explanation  that  has  been  given, 
seems  to  be  a  mere  technical  objection  hardly  worthy  of 
the  hon.  gentleman.  The  revising  officer,  according  to  the 
clause  now  immediately  before  the  committee,  is  to  prepare, 
revise  and  complete  the  list.  That  is  true.  That  is  the 
language  of  the  section  ;  but  the  Bill  must  be  read  as  a 
whole,  and  it  will  be  found  that  the  Bill  makes  the  revising 
officer  really  a  revising  officer  in  every  respect, 
except  in  those  particulars  in  which  there  are 
no  means  of  having  a  revision,  because  there  are 
no  means  under  the  present  franchise  of  having  any  original 
list  to  revise.  The  Bill  provides  that  the  assessment  roll, 
who  e  there  is  an  assessment  roll,  shall  be  taken  as  the 
evidence  of  the  franchise.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  say 
the  language  is  indefinite.  I  am  quite  willing  to  hear  sug¬ 
gestions,  although  all  and  any  suggestions  that  have  come 
from  the  other  side  I  have  endeavored  to  meet ;  I  do  not 
think  they  have  been  made  in  the  spirit  in  which  they  have 
been  received.  But  still  that  will  not  prevent  me  from 
receiving  on  the  part  of  the  minority,  and  receiving 
with  respect,  any  suggestions  made  from  any  party 
in  this  committee,  and  of  accepting  them  if  they  meet  with 
my  judgment.  I  have  no  fault  to  find  in  this  matter.  I 
desire  to  have  a  good  measure.  I  desire  to  have  a  measure 
that  will  meet,  as  a  whole,  as  I  believe  this  measure  will 
meet  when  it  goes  to  the  country,  with  the  approbation  of 
the  country.  I  desire  to  make  this  a  good  and  beneficial 
measure  ;  I  desire  to  make  it  as  perfect  a  measure  as  dis¬ 
cussion  will  make  it,  and  I  will  not  at  any  moment  hesi¬ 
tate,  if  I  think  any  suggestion  is  made  that  will  improve 
the  measure,  to  accept  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  spoke  of 
the  Bill  as  first  introduced  in  1869  and  1870,  and  said  that 
the  propositions  made  in  those  Bills,  I  think  in  both  of 
them,  according  to  my  present  recollection,  that  the  first 
list  should  be  settled  by  a  hoawl  of  registration,  and  that 
there  should  be  an  appeal  from  such  board.  Those  bon. 
gentlemen  present  who  were  sitting  in  Parliament  when 
those  measures  were  raid  before  it  must  remember  that  the 
most  objectionable  feature  in  the  whole  Bill,  according  to 
the  mind  of  the  House,  was  that  same  board  of  registra¬ 
tion.  It  was  opposed  on  the  ground  of  th9  enormous 
expense  it  would  involve.  We  hear  much  of  the  expense 
of  the  present  system  without  such  a  board  of  registration, 
and  how  much  more  would  have  been  the  expease  had  that 
board  been  established  with  the  subsequent  appeal?  So  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  objection  to  that 
system  was  so  great,  is  being  uncalled  for,  costly  and 
complicated,  that  it  had  of  necessity  to  bo  excis  d,  expunged 
and  removed  from  any  measure  of  this  kind  before  it  could 
meet  the  acceptance  of  either  side  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  the  revising  officer  has  anterior  duties. 
But  this  measure  will  try  to  deprive  the  revising  officers  of 
the  necessity  of  having  anterior  duties,  and  it  is  only  in 
those  cases  where  there  are  no  moans  of  obtaining  correct 
lists  that  the  revising  officer  will  be  otherwise  than  a 
revising  officer.  The  hon.  gentleman  drawn  a  comparison 
between  the  system  in  England  and  that  proposed  here 
with  respect  to  the  appointment  of  those  officers.  The 
Sir  John  A,  Macdonald. 


hon.  gentleman  is  correct  in  saying  that  I  stated — and  I 
was  incorrect — that  the  revising  officers  were  appointed  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  instead  of  in  metropolitan  counties  by 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  and  in  other  counties  by  the  judges 
of  assize.  When  a  Minister  prepares  a  Bill  and  lays  it 
before  Parliament  he  does  so  with  the  hope  and  expectation 
of  its  becoming  law,  and  a  Minister  ought  not  to  introduce 
a  Bill  without  reasonable  expectation  of  ils  meeting  the 
views  of  the  majority  of  the  representatives  of  the 
people.  A  proposition  of  a  similar  nature  to  that  in 
England  would  not,  I  have  ascertained  beyond  a  doubt, 
not  only  during  this  Session,  but  in  many  Sessions  when 
this  question  came  up,  have  met  the  expectations 
of  Parliament.  Why  it  is  I  do  not  say.  Why  there  is  a 
difference  in  the  public  mind  in  Canada  and  in  England  I 
do  not  know  ;  I  cannot  quite  fathom  it ;  but  I  have  an  im¬ 
pression  on  my  mind,  and  it  is  an  impression  amounting  to 
a  certainty,  that  any  proposition  that  the  appointment  of 
the  revising  officers  should  bo  left  to  the  judiciary  in  the 
different  Provinces  would  not  meet  with  the  approbation  of 
the  majority  of  Parliament;  I,  therefore,  took  the  next 
and  best,  because  the  best  is  the  best  possible  mode  of  get¬ 
ting  good,  efficient,  trustworthy  officers,  and  officers  beyond 
suspicion.  In  order  to  do  that  this  clause  which  is  now 
before  the  committee  provides  that  these  officers  shall  hold 
office  during  good  behavior.  They  shall  not  be  subject  to 
removal  at  caprice,  or  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Government  of 
the  day,  I  am  quite  well  aware  that  this  provision  is  open 
to  the  objection  that  as  to  the  first  appointments  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  day  will  have  the  appointment  of  these 
officers.  It  is  true  ;  and  it  is  true  that  the  Government  of 
the  day  appoint  all  the  judges,  and  with  regard  to  them, 
the  practice  has  been,  as  a  general  rule— -I  myself  have  not 
followed  that  rule  with  any  great  closeness,  as  perhaps  is 
known  to  a  good  many  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House ;  hut 
the  general  rule,  when  judicial  apno;ntraents  are  made  by 
any  Government,  whether  Conservative  or  Liberal,  other 
things  being  equal,  political  friends  are  chosen  for  elevation 
to  the  bench.  But  it  is  always  understood  and  felt  that  the 
moment  a  man  is  made  a  judge,  no  matter  what  his  political 
antecedents  may  have  been,  as  he  is  appointed  during  good 
behavior  and  cannot  be  removed  at  the  beck  or  will  ot  the 
Government  of  the  day,  he  at  once  gets  a  status  and  suf¬ 
ficient  independence  to  act  as  an  honest  man.  So  by  this 
Bill  it  is  provided  that  the  revising  officer  shall  hold  office 
during  good  behavior.  It  is  true  there  is  this  distinction 
made  between  the  tenure  of  a  judge  of  the  Superior  Court 
and  that  of  the  revising  officer,  that  in  respeetto  the  former, 
the  judge  can  only  be  removed  by  the  vote  of  both  Houses, 
the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Commons.  But  it  would  be 
obviously  improper  to  allow  the  Senate  to  have  a  voice  in  a 
matter  affecting  elections  to  Parliament.  It  is  obvious  that 
this  House  must  retain  that  whole  subject  within  its  own 
grasp,  its  own  supervision,  and  therefore,  whereas  a  judge 
of  the  Superior  Court  is  removable  on  a  vote  of 
both  Houses,  the  revising  officer  under  this  Bill, 

is  removable  on  a  vote  of  this  House.  So  that, 

if  there  is  any  reasonable  ground  for  supposing 
that  the  revising  officer  has  acted  improperly,  partially,  or 
oppressively,  or  is  a  partisan,  that  matter  being  laid  before 
this  House,  which  is  chiefly  interested,  he  will  be  removed. 
And  we  all  know,  Sir,  that,  no  matter  what  party  is  in,  if  a 
revising  officer  really  performs  his  duty,  if  no  wrongful  act 
can  be  proved  against  the  revising  officer,  no  malversation 
of  dutjq  no  decided  or  distinct  incapacity  shown,  no  House 
of  Assembly  would  assume  the  responsibility  of  removing 
him  by  a  vote.  It  would  set  the  whole  country  against  the 

majority  to  do  such  a  thing  ;  the  whole  moral  sense  of  the 

country  would  be  opposed  to  the  majority  who  would  give 
a  party  vote  to  remove  a  revising  officer,  who  has  his  tenure 
of  office  during  good  behavior,  unless  malversation  were 
proved,  unless  his  conduct  proved  that  he  deserved  to  be 
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removed.  That,  Sir,  wag  the  best  and  only  course  that 
could  be  taken,  as  I  understand  it,  and  as  I  know  and 
feel,  so  as  to  meet  the  support  of  the  majority  of 
the  representatives  of  the  people  in  Parliament.  Now, 
Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  objects  to  the  revising  officer  pre¬ 
paring  the  lists.  He  says  he  should  have  nothing  to  do 
with  it.  Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  must  have  some  person  to 
do  that,  and  in  the  majority  of  cases  there  can  be  no  diffi¬ 
culty.  Take  Ontario,  from  which  I  am  afraid  the  majority 
of  the  speakers  on  both  sides  have  drawn  their  illustrations, 
because  the  majority  of  speakers  have  come  from  that  Pro¬ 
vince  ;  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  what  is  the  practice  now  ? 
The  assessor  makes  his  lists,  and  he  assesses  all  those  who 
are  ratable  iu  any  way,  and  that  list  is  revised  by  the 
local  municipality,  by  the  Court  of  Revision.  There  is  an 
appeal  from  the  Court  of  Revision, both  as  to  law  and  fact, to 
the  County  Court  judge.  Now,  Sir,  this  measure  means  and 
designs  to  propose  that  the  revising  officer  shall  do  the 
same  acts,  have  the  same  powers  and  guidance  as  the  county 
court  judge  has  at  this  moment  in  Ontario,  the  only  differ¬ 
ence  being — and  you  can  quite  understand  it,  the  difference 
arises  ex  necessitate — that,  whereas  under  the  present  sys¬ 
tem  in  Ontario,  the  local  assessment  list  is  finally  revised  and 
settled  by  the  Courts  of  Revision,  by  the  municipality,  in 
effect  the  appeal  to  the  county  judge  is  only  in  individual 
cases  of  appeal.  This  system  provides  that  the  final  assess¬ 
ment  list  shall  as  now,  as  finally  settled  by  the  Court  of 
Revision,  be  the  basis  of  the  voters’  list,  the  basis  on  which 
representation  is  founded ;  and  instead  of  individual  cases 
being  appealed,  in  effect  the  whole  list  is  appealed  at  once 
to  the  county  judge  or  the  revising  officer.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  says  that  the  most  minute  knowledge  is  required  in 
order  to  form  those  lists.  Well,  the  revising  officer  in  Eng¬ 
land  has  not  such  a  minute  knowledge.  He  is  appointed 
from  the  bar;  the  majority  of  the  bar  are  assembled  in 
London. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  to  revise  the  lists,  not  to  make 
them. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  understand  that.  The 
majority  of  the  bar  are  assembled  in  London  ;  the  young 
barrister,  who  gets  his  100  guineas  or  his  200  guineas,  goes 
to  the  county  or  riding  and  gets  from  the  overseer  of  rates 
the  list  as  primarily  made  to  him,  and  he  adds  to  it.  That 
is  the  system  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  have,  but  there 
is  this  distinction,  that  in  England  a  revising  barrister  is  a 
stranger  altogether  to  the  county,  but  here  we  hope,  as 
much  as  possible,  that  the  revising  officers,  whether  they 
are  judges  or  not,  shall  be  men  acquainted,  or  who  ought  to 
be  acquainted,  with  the  general  circumstances  of  each  indi¬ 
vidual  constituency.  The  revising  barrister  in  England 
comes  from  London,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  praises  that  sys¬ 
tem.  Butiflromemberaright-— the  hon.  gentleman  will  cor¬ 
rect  me  if  I  am  wrong — there  is  no  income  franchise  in  Eng¬ 
land,  and  the  voting  is  taken,  even  under  the  now  Reform  Bill, 
from  the  householder,  combined  or  single,  and  there  is  no 
such  franchise  as  there  is  given  here.  But  I  would  ask 
the  hon  gentleman,  supposing  there  had  been,  as  I  dare 
say  there  will  be,  in  England,  as  England  has  in  many 
measures  followed,  in  respect  of  time,  the  example  of 
Canada - 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MA.CDONALD— in  many  cases,  as  I 
could  prove.  Supposing,  now,  that,  following  our  example, 
there  should  be  a  wage-earners’  vote  in  England,  or  an 
income  vote,  do  you  think  they  would  alter  the  present 
system,  which  the  hon.  gentleman  praises  so  highly  ?  Ho 
you  think  the  revising  barrister  would  not  still  be  appointed, 
would  not  still  come  down  from  London,  and  be  obliged 
then  to  pursue  the  course  which  this  Bill  proposes.  He 
would  have  quoad  household  qts’J  quoad  ratepayers,  the 


means  before  him  in  the  list  returned  by  the  overseers ; 
and  he  would  have  to  assume  the  same  responsibility,  and 
the  same  initiatory  process  as  we  propose  in  this  Bill. 
Under  this  Bill  the  names  on  the  voters’  list  will  be  taken 
from  the  assessment  roll.  Those  not  on  the  assessment 
roll,  I  am  satisfied,  experience  will  show,  will  be  a  small 
minority  in  comparison  with  those  who  have  established 
their  right  to  vote  upon  the  approved  and  revised  assess¬ 
ment  lists  in  the  various  Provinces;  and  it  is  only  in  a 
small  degree  that  he  will  be  obliged  to  use  his  own  judg¬ 
ment  upon  the  evidence  before  him  as  to  those  whom  he  will 
not  find  on  the  assessment  rolls  of  the  Provinces.  Now, 
what  is  our  system  ?  In  the  first  place  I  may  say  it  will 
be  the  effort  of  the  Government  to  obtain  the  services  of 
men  in  judicial  positions  whenever  they  can  be  obtained  ; 
and  it  is  only  in  cases  where  they  find  that  that  cannot  be 
done,  either  from  unwillingness,  or  incapacity,  on  account 
of  ill  health  or  old  age  or  other  causes  on  the  part  of  the 
judge,  that  the  Government  will  exercise  the  power  given 
to  them  of  appointing  revising  officers.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  it  should  be  obligatory— that  there  should  be  a 
clause  in  the  Bill  providing  that  only  in  case  of  declina¬ 
ture  or  refusal  to  act  by  the  judge,  another  person  should 
be  appointed.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  too  well  that 
there  are  judges  who  having  once  held  their  position,  feel 
disinclined  to  give  it  up ;  he  knows  very  well  that  too  often 
“Superfluous  lags  the  veteran  on  the  stage,” 
and  that  although  the  judge,  in  the  opinion  of  the  suitor, 
and  perhaps  of  the  Government  ought  to  have  resigned,  he 
cannot  without  a  painful  process  be  induced  to  resign.  In 
such  cases  it  must  be  that  a  person  other  than  the  judge 
shall  be  appointed  ;  but  the  measure  will  provide  that  in 
such  cases  where  a  revising  officer  other  than  the  judge  is 
appointed,  there  shall  be  an  appeal  both  as  to  law  and  fact. 
It  is  true,  it  may  be  inconvenient  to  have  such  an  appeal ;  it 
may  be  expensi  ve  more  or  less,  but  it  is  expensive  now, 
under  the  present  system.  All  appeals  are  expensive,  but 
appeals  are  the  exceptions.  If  a  revising  officer  acts  fairly 
and  is  known  to  be  an  honest,  straightforward  man,  the 
necessity  for  appeal  will  be  small,  and  the  only  danger  in 
allowing  appeals  is — as  hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  have 
seen — that  it  sometimes  gives  an  advantage  to  a  rich 
man  who  can  afford  to  fight  it  out  to  the  last, 
to  keep  out  the  poor  man  who  has  been  elected, 
and  has  apparently  got  the  votes  of  a  majority 
of  the  people.  But  that  is  an  incidental  advantage  that  the 
rich  man  has  that  cannot  be  avoided.  If  there  is  to  be  an 
appeal  at  all,  of  course  those  who  can  afford  to  take  advan¬ 
tage  of  the  appeal  will  do  so.  Sometimes  we  have  seen  it 
taken  improperly  for  the  sake  of  delay,  and  for  the  sake, 
perhaps,  of  weaving  out  the  unfortunate  man  whose  means 
do  not  enable  him  to  fight  it  out  to  the  last.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  says  he  is  so  strongly  opposed  to  this  monstrous 
measure  that  he  advises  it  being  opposed  in  every  way  pos¬ 
sible.  Of  course,  Sir,  I  understand  that;  I  understand  the 
line  the  hon.  gentleman  has  taken ;  I  understand  the  line 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  taken.  I  pay  respect  to  their 
opinions ;  I  am  glad  to  hear  them  expressed  when  they  are 
expressed  for  a  genuine,  legitimate  purpose,  and  not  for 
another  and  less  parliamentary  object.  I  shall  not  detain  the 
committee  any  longer.  I  shall  be  glad  to  hear,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  I  shall  hear,  all  arguments  that  can  be  offered  both 
for  and  against  the  system  proposed  by  this  measure ;  and 
I  can  only  assure  the  committee,  as  I  have  already  stated, 
that  any  suggestion  which  is  made  with  the  evident  desire 
of  improving  the  measure,  or  removing  any  doubts,  or  mak¬ 
ing  specific  any  uncertainties  in  it,  will  be  received  by  me 
with  every  respect,  and  with  an  anxious  desire  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  both  sides  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  intend  to  answer  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  general  argument ;  I  have  no  doubt  that  will  be  done 
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by  others ;  but  he  evidently  misunderstood  my  statement. 
I  stated  that  local  knowledge  was  necessary  to  the  making 
out  of  the  lists.  The  hon.  gentleman  apprehended  me  to  be 
guilty  of  a  fallacy,  because  I  was  recommending  the  English 
plan  of  appointing  revising  officers,  who,  he  said,  came  from 
London,  and  whose  function  was  similar  to  the  function  of 
his  revising  officer.  There  he  entirely  misconceives  the 
case.  In  England  the  lists  are  made  up  by  the  local  officers, 
and  the  revising  officer  is  simply  a  reviser.  He  comes  down 
to  the  locality  ;  objections  are  made  that  such  a  name  that 
ought  to  be  on  the  list  is  not  on,  and  that  such  a  name  that 
is  on  ought  to  be  taken  off ;  he  hears  the  evidence,  and  he 
deals  with  the  case  as  an  appeal  against  the  list.  He  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  making  of  the  original  list,  which  is 
made  by  those  persons  in  the  locality  having  the  local 
knowledge  which  I  argued  was  essential  to  the  making  of 
the  primary  lists. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  misapprehend 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  argument  at  all ;  but  my  answer  was 
that  in  effect  our  system  is  the  same—that  as  the  revising 
barrister  in  England  takes  the  list  prepared  by  the  local 
officer,  so  in  Canada,  under  this  Bill,  the  revising  officer 
will  take  the  local  assessment  list,  prepared  by  the  local 
assessor  and  approved  by  the  local  municipality,  and  that 
in  that  regard  the  duties  of  the  revising  barrister  in  Eng¬ 
land  and  those  of  the  revising  officer  under  this  Bill  are 
identical.  The  only  difference  is — and  that  difference  I 
stated  plainly — that  under  the  new  franchises  given  by  this 
Bill  there  are  people  given  votes  who  do  not  appear  on  the 
original  list ;  ex  necessitate  there  is  a  difference  in  circum¬ 
stances,  and  therefore  there  must  be  a  difference  in  pro¬ 
vision  ;  but  for  the  vast  proportion  of  the  voters  whose 
names  appear  on  the  assessment  list  the  duty  of  the 
revising  officer  in  Canada  and  the  duty  of  the  revising 
barrister  in  England  are  the  same.  I  could  if  I  would 
provide  that  if  there  were  any  means  the  revising  officer 
should  only  be  a  revising  officer ;  but  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  that  cannot  be. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Oh,  yes. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  course,  by  throwing 
out  the  Bill  and  keeping  the  present  system,  that  can  be. 
But  under  the  present  system  and  under  the  present  Bill, 
that  cannot  be  avoided,  and  my  argument  was  and  my 
inference  was,  and  I  think  the  House  will  agree  with  me, 
that  if  it  so  happened  to-morrow  that  in  a  new  Reform  Bill 
in  England  there  was  a  vote  given,  such  as  we  have  given 
it  to  the  wage-earner,  or  a  vote  given  to  the  income  payer 
who  did  not  appear  on  the  local  rates,  I  will  venture  to 
predict,  and  I  am  sure  no  hon.  gentleman  will  say  it  would 
not  be  so,  that  the  same  system  of  appointing  a  revising 
barrister  would  exist,  and  he  would  be  obliged,  from  the 
stress  of  circumstances,  to  be  as  this  Bill  proposes  he  should 
be,  the  revising  officer  in  all  cases  where  the  rate  rolls 
showed  that  a  vote  existed,  and  that  he  would  still  act  as 
the  revising  barrister  under  that  name,  although  he  must 
of  necessity  have  the  power  conferred  upon  him  to  put  on 
the  lists  ab  initio  those  names  that  did  not  appear  on  those 
rolls,  and  he  would  still  retain  his  mode  of  appointment  and 
would  still  be  appointed  from  a  distance. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  I  deem  it  my  duty  to  the 
profession  to  which  I  belong,  more  particularly  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  to  say  a  fbw  words  in  answer  to  the 
substance  of  the  complaint  which  the  leader  of  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  has  made  against  this  clause  in  the  Bill.  The  objec¬ 
tion  which  he  has  urged  rests  upon  the  theory  that  the 
members  of  the  profession  to  which  we  both  belong, 
will  be  found  so  neglectful  of  their  duty,  so  blind  to 
that  sense  of  honor  which  we  all  claim  is  the  dis¬ 
tinguishing  mark  of  our  profession,  that  they  will  violate 
their  duty,  their  oath  of  office,  for  partisan  purposes, 
Mr.  BiAKS, 


that  they  will  dishonestly  discharge  their  duty  as  revising 
barristers,  should  they  be  appointed  to  that  office ; 
and  that  from  the  ordinary  members  of  the  profes¬ 
sion  who  may  be  appointed  to  fill  that  office,  the 
same  impartiality,  the  same  administration  of  justice 
will  not  be  obtained  as  will  be  obtained  from  the 
County  Court  judges.  He  insists  that  the  appointment 
of  judges  should  be  made  obligatory,  unless  in  the  case  of 
declinature  or  other  special  reason  of  that  character ;  and 
the  reasons  he  advances  for  that  position  is  that  other  men 
in  the  profession  appointed  to  that  particular  position,  men 
who  are  not  judicial  officers,  cannot  be  relied  upon  to  dis¬ 
charge  their  duty  with  impartiality.  A  charge  of  that 
kind  is  an  insult  to  the  profession  to  which  he  and  I 
belong,  and  I  regret  that  insult  should  have  come  from  the 
recognised  leader  of  the  bar  of  Ontario,  the  Treasurer  of  the 
Law  Society,  who,  himself,  in  conjunction  with  the  Benchers 
of  the  Law  Society,  of  whom  I  have  the  honor  to  be  one,  is 
responsible  for  calling  men  to  the  bar  and  confiding  to 
them  the  obligations  and  duties  of  the  profession  to  which 
we  belong.  On  behalf  of  the  bar  of  Ontario,  from  whom 
those  revising  officers  are  to  be  selected,  I  repudiate  the 
charge.  I  say  it  is  an  insult  to  it,  and  that  the  last  man  in 
the  world  who  ought  to  have  made  that  charge  or  insinu¬ 
ation  is  the  loader  of  the  Opposition,  the  head  of  the  bar  in 
Ontario.  I  am  quite  sure,  from  what  I  know  of  the  pro¬ 
fession  in  Ontario,  that  no  man  will  be  appointed  to  this 
position  of  revising  barr  ister  who  will  not  discharge  his 
duty  as  fairly,  as  impartially,  and  as  honestly  as  if  he  were 
a  County  Court  judge,  and  a  safeguard  is  provided  by  the 
Bill,  as  the  leader  of  the  Government  has  stated,  should  any 
delinquency  occur,  and  I  am  quite  sure  none  will  occur,  in 
any  more  frequent  instances  than  those  in  which  it  has 
been  found  necessary  to  apply  the  power  of  the  law  to 
delinquencies  on  the  part  of  County  Court  judges.  I  think 
I  am  only  expressing  the  genei’al  opinion  of  the  public  in 
Ontario,  the  general  opinion,  I  am  sure,  of  the  profession 
in  Ontario,  when  I  say  that  men  can  and  will  be  found  to 
discharge  this  duty  where  they  are  appointed  in  the  place 
of  County  Court  judges  or  instead  of  County  Court  judges, 
because  county  court  judges  are  not  to  be  found  to  discharge 
it,  who  will  discharge  it  as  fairly,  honestly,  and  impartially 
as  would  any  County  Court  judge  or  Superior  Court  judge. 
More  over  the  duty  is  one  that  is  to  be  discharged  in  the 
light  of  day ;  it  is  not  to  be  discharged  in  a  back  room, 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  public  and  the  scrutiny  of 
the  public ;  it  will  be  discharged  in  the  presence  of  repre¬ 
sentative  men  of  both  political  parties  ;  and  those  adminis¬ 
tering  this  office  will  know  that  whatever  they  do  will  be 
scrutinised,  will  know  if  they  depart  from  the  line  of 
rectitude,  which  ought  to  be  followed  be  every  one  fufilling 
a  judicial  obligation,  they  will  be  subject  to  that  obloquy 
and  disgrace  that  always  attends  the  breach  of  an  obligation 
of  honor  on  the  part  of  any  one  committed  with  such  obli¬ 
gation;  I  regret  that  the  charge,  or  rather  the  insinuation, 
should  have  come  from  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  made 
it.  I  regret  he  is  not  in  his  place  to  hear  my  observations 
and  to  justify  his  conduct  in  making  this  insinua¬ 
tion,  if  he  can  do  so,  an  insinuation  that  the  pro¬ 
fession  in  Ontario  is  so  low  in  honor,  so  sunk 
in  public  esteem,  so  unworthy  of  reliance  that  it 
cannot  be  trusted  to  discharge  that  duty  which  this  Bill 
proposes  to  entrust  to  it,  and  a  duty,  too,  which  is  to  be 
entrusted  to  it  undor  the  obligation  of  an  oath,  and  which 
is  to  be  performed  in  the  presence  of  all  parties,  where 
every  one  has  an  opportunity  of  seeing  what  is  done,  of 
scrutinising  what  is  done,  and,  if  injustice  be  done,  of 
making  it  public  and  appealing  from  the  unjust  decision. 
We  know  how  these  lists  are  revised,  we  know  that  the 
representatives  of  both  political  parties,  active  members  of 
associations,  both  Reform  and  Conservative,  attend  these 
Courts  of  Revision  which,  it  is  provided  by  the  Bill,  shall  be 
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held  by  every  municipality,  in  order  that  the  people  inter¬ 
ested  may  not  have  to  travel  far,  may  be  present  and  see 
what  is  going  on.  We  know  the  general  interest  that  is 
taken,  in  these  things,  at  any  rate  in  Ontario,  and  that 
when  any  court  of  that  kind  is  sitting  there  will  be 
numerous  representatives  of  both  parties  present,  who 
understand  all  the  circumstances  ;  and  we  know  that  what 
ever  the  revising  barrister  does,  will  be  done  honestly, 
conscientiously  and  impartially,  be  he  Conservative  or 
Liberal.  In  fact,  it  my  hon.  friends  opposite  occupied  the 
treasury  benches  to-day,  I  would  be  willing  to  see  a  provi¬ 
sion  of  this  kind  put  in  the  Bill,  having  every  confidence  in 
the  honesty  and  integrity  of  the  Liberal  or  .Reform  members 
of  the  profession  in  Ontario,  who  are  almost  as  numerous,  I 
presume,  as  the  Conservative  members,  and  who,  I  believe,  if 
appointed,  as  they  would  be  under  a  Liberal  Government, 
to  this  office,  would  discharge  their  duty  as  honestly,  impar¬ 
tially  as  Conservative  members  of  the  profession. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Perhaps  you  would  like  to  see  us  make  the 
appointments,  now. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  My  hon.  friend’s  observation  is 
simply  absurd,  and  he  knows  it.  He  knows,  as  an  ex¬ 
member  of  the  Government,  that  when  he  sat  on  this  side 
he  did  not  usually  appoint  members  of  the  party  to  which 
he  was  opposed  to  office,  and  I  think  that  the  character  of 
the  appointments  made  by  the  Government  of  to  day  will 
compare  favorably  with  those  made  by  the  Government  of 
which  he  was  a  member.  With  reference  to  the  general 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  I  do  not  at  the  present  moment  intend 
to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  them,  nor  do  I  propose  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  details  of  this  particular  part  of  the  Bill  now  before 
us.  At  a  later  period  in  the  discussion,  if  necessary,  I  may 
have  something  to  say  on  the  subject,  but  at  present  I  sim¬ 
ply  rose,  at  the  first  opportunity,  in  order  to  say  a  word  in 
vindication  of  the  profession  to  which  I  have  the  honor  to 
belong,  and  to  express  my  regret  that  the  hon.  gentleman, 
the  recognised  leader  of  the  profession  in  Ontario,  should  so 
far  forget  himself  as  to  make  the  insinuation  against  us  he 
has  made. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman,  in  proposing  this 
section  of  the  Bill,  has  adopted  toward  the  committee  a  tone 
wholly  different  from  that  which  has  characterised  his 
observations  in  the  earlier  discussions  that  we  have  had 
upon  this  Bill.  He  has  been  complimentary  to  my  hon. 
friend  who  leads  this  side  of  the  House.  He  has  spoken  in 
high  terms  of  the  ability  with  which  he  has  addressed  him¬ 
self  to  the  consideration  of  this  section  of  the  Bill.  There 
is  nothing  which  the  First  Minister  has  said  in  reference  to 
the  able  speech  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  which  would 
not  be  endorsed  on  this  side  of  the  House,  but  we  regret 
beyond  anything  else  that  the  Government  and  the  majority 
in  this  House  have  not  been  led  with  the  same  efficiency, 
and  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  addressed  himself  with 
the  same  ability  and  care  to  the  consideration  of  the  mea¬ 
sure  as  my  hon.  friend  who  addressed  you  from  this  side  of 
the  House.  The  First  Minister  proposed  this  measure,  a 
measure  of  very  great  consequence,  which  is  revolutionary 
in  its  character,  which  is  making  radical  changes  in  our 
parliamentary  system,  if  it  should  become  law,  in  a  speech 
of  little  more  than  eight  minutes  in  length.  I  venture  to  say 
that  no  Minister  of  the  Crown  in  England  has  ever  introduced 
an  important  measure  of  this  kind  with  such  a  speech 
as  the  leader  of  the  Government  introduced  this  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  House  or  the  speech  in  which  he  moved 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  gentleman  pro¬ 
posed  important  changes  in  our  constitutional  system, 
changes  that  had  not  been  discussed  on  the  hustings,  that  had 
not  received  the  attention  of  the  people,  that  had  not  been 
discussed  in  the  press,  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  never  for 
one  momemt  addressed  himself  to  the  effects  that  these 
changes  were  likely  to  have  upon  the  electorate  of  Canada. 


When  Mr.  Gladstone  introduced  his  recent  measure, 
reforming  the  parliamentary  representation  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  he  went  into  minute  details  with  regard  to  it.  He 
told  the  House  what  the  effect  of  those  changes  would  be, 
he  told  the  House  what  classes  of  the  people  would  be  admit¬ 
ted,  the  number  in  the  different  constituncies  that  would  be 
admitted  to  the  electoral  franchise  who  had  not  enjoyed  it 
before,  and  what  would  be  the  aggregate  of  electors  that 
would  be  added  to  the  electoral  body  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  hon.  gentleman  gave  us  no  information  of 
this  sort.  To-day  he  addressed  himself  to  a  discussion  of 
the  particular  clause  before  us,  and  he  told  us  how  anxious 
he  was  to  receive  suggestions  from  this  side  of  the  House, 
and  how  anxious  he  would  be  to  adopt  those  suggestions  if 
they  met  with  his  approval.  Well,  we  have  been  rather 
unfortunate  in  obtaining  the  approval  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  those  changes  which  we  have  hitherto  made,  and,  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  now  disposed  to  give  a  little  more  atten¬ 
tion  and  consideration  to  the  suggestions  made  from  this 
side  of  the  House,  I  think  it  will  be  necessary  that  ho  should 
begin  this  Bill  anew,  that  we  should  turn  back  to  the  first 
clause  and  go  over  it  again.  I  remember  reading  an  anec¬ 
dote  of  a  New  York  clergyman  who  had  prepared  his  sermon 
with  some  care,  and  who  was  addressing  a  very  large  audience 
on  a  very  warm  day.  He  noticed  that  a  large  portion  of 
his  audience  were  asleep,  and,  when  he  had  done,  he  said  : 
I  have  taken  a  very  great  deal  of  care  in  the  preparation  of 
this  discourse,  I  have  given  the  subject  a  very  great  deal  of 
consideration,  and,  observing  that  a  large  portion  of  my 
audience  have  not  been  listening  to  what  I  have  had  to  say, 
and  now,  seeing  they  are  waked  up,  I  think  I  had  better 
begin  again.  We  are  very  much  in  that  position.  We  have 
been  obliged  to  give  a  very  great  deal  of  attention  to  the 
measure  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  submitted  to  the 
House  and  which  we  are  now  considering  in  committee. 
Unfortunately  the  hon.  gentleman  has  kept  us  here  from 
very  early  hours  to  very  early  hours  again,  and  he  has  not 
been  here  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  those  suggestions 
which  we  have  from  time  to  time  made.  He  has  been  for 
a  great  portion  of  the  time  absent,  and,  if  he  is  now 
disposed  to  listen  with  attention  and  care  to  what  the 
Opposition  have  to  say  upon  this  Bill,  I  think  he  will  be 
obliged  to  begin  again  and  to  remain  in  bis  place  and  listen 
to  what  we  have  to  say,  not  merely  with  regard  to  this 
clause  but  with  regard  to  those  other  clauses  which  have 
preceded  it,  and  which  have  been  adopted  by  the  committee. 
The  hon.  gentleman,  in  replying  to  my  hon.  friend,  said  : 
Oh,  the  objections  which  you  make  to  the  functions  of  a 
revising  officer  are  rather  of  a  technical  character.  We  say 
they  are  not  of  a  technical  character.  The  objections  we 
make  to  the  functions  of  the  revising  officer  are  of  the 
essence  of  this  particular  proposition.  We  say  that  the 
duties  imposed  upon  him  are  duties  that  a  revising  officer 
ought  not  to  undertake,  that  the  name  is  a  misnomer.  The 
revising  officer  ought  to  have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  preparation  of  the  list.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  there 
is  no  original  list.  No,  there  never  can  be  an  original  list 
under  the  system  he  proposes,  but  there  is  an  original  list 
in  England,  which  is  prepared  by  the  clerk  of  the  munici¬ 
pality  and  by  the  overseers  of  the  parish.  That  list  is  made 
as  complete  as  possible.  The  work  of  revision  is  a  work 
which  sometimes,  although  it  i  always  possible,  is  not  found 
necessary,  and  it  often  happens  that  arevising  officer,  although 
appointed  for  the  work  of  revision,  finds  there  is  no  revision 
required.  The  list  as  originally  prepared  is  the  list  that 
remains  for  the  purpose  of  being  used  in  the  parliamentary 
elections.  That  is  exactly  the  position  of  things  in  the 
Provinces  at  this  moment.  The  list  that  is  prepared,  under 
the  law  as  it  now  stands,  by  the  clerk  of  the  municipality 
and  by  the  municipal  courts  of  revision,  is  a  list  that  is 
usually  regarded,  or  accepted,  as  complete  in  itself,  and  the 
revising  duties  of  the  judge  are  not  often  called  into  oper- 
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ation.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  it  is  impossible  to 
prepare  a  list  independently  of  the  revising  officer,  I  say  it 
is  not  impossible.  I  say  there  is  no  difficulty  in  pointing 
out  to  him  how  such  a  list  may  be  prepared,  There  is  no 
difficulty  in  obtaining  persons  with  the  necessary  local 
knowledge  to  prepare  that  list,  and  unless  we  have  a  proper 
preparation  of  the  list,  with  persons  on  the  ground  possess¬ 
ing  the  necessary  local  knowledge,  it  will  be  impossible 
that  we  can  have  a  satisfactory  list  without  a  serious  ex¬ 
pense  incurred  every  yeai\  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he 
desires  to  make  this  a  good  measure.  I  do  not  think  that 
is  possible.  We  may  make  this  part  of  the  measure 
unobjectionable.  It  is  possible  to  make  this  a  very  much 
better  measure  than  it  is  now,  but  there  are  parts  of  this 
measure  over  which  we  have  gone,  against  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  set  his  face,  which 
are  of  so  serious  a  character  as  to  render  the  measure 
radically  defective,  even  though  all  the  improvements 
required  in  this  portion  of  the  Bill  should  be  effected.  The 
hon.  gentleman  said  :  It  is  true  I  proposed  a  revising  board 
in  1810,  but  that  was  objected  to  by  my  supporters  and  by 
the  country,  the  proposition  was  regarded  as  monstrous, 
the  expense  would  be  so  enormous  that  it  would  not 
be  for  a  moment  entertained.  Well,  this  is  a  very 
extraordinary  character  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  give 
a  proposition  which  he  himself  had  made,  and  it  does 
seem  to  Jme  that  if  we  are  to  have  a  voters’  list  indepen¬ 
dent  of  the  provincial  list,  then  it  will  be  necessary  to 
subordinate  the  question  of  expense  to  the  question  of  the 
preparation  of  the  list.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  feels  that  it 
is  impossible  to  incur  the  expense  necessary  to  make  a  satis¬ 
factory  list,  one  that  will  be  accepted  as  a  fair  list  to  those 
who  are  to  be  placed  upon  it,  then  I  say  that  he  ought  not 
to  have  undertaken  the  work  at  all.  The  question  of  the 
exercise  of  the  electoral  franchise  is  a  matter  too  important 
to  be  allowed  to  remain  in  an  unsatisfactory  condition, 
simply  because  the  hon.  gentleman  cannot  afford  the 
expense.  But,  Sir,  I  say  that  we  can  make  it  satisfactory, 
we  can  improve  the  machinery  for  preparing  an  independent 
list,  without  incurring  any  additional  expense,  and  without 
exciting  suspicion  that  is  done  for  the  purpose  of  promoting 
the  interest  of  a  party  instead  of  being  a  means  of  securing 
the  fair  expression  of  opinion  in  the  country.  Now  this  Bill 
exhibits  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  its  promoter,  from  be¬ 
ginning  to  end,  not  to  secure  a  complete  and  fair  voters’  list, 
but  to  get  such  a  list  as  will  secure  to  the  Administration  a 
party  advantage. 

Mr,  BOWLLL.  No,  no. 

Mr  MILLS.  I  will  undertake  to  show  that  what  I  state 
is  the  fact ;  T  will  undertake  to  show  that  the  Minister  of 
Customs  vri!  not  be  quite  satisfied  with  a  fair  list. 

Mr,  BOW  ’ILL.  You  have  no  right  whatever  to  say  that. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  will  undertake  to  show  that  this 
proposition  submitted  to  us  is  not  a  fair  proposition.  Sir,  the 
hon.  gentleman  says  that  the  revising  officer  in  England 
has  no  initiatory  duties.  Why  has  he  no  initiatory  duties  ? 
Because  the  list  is  prepared  by  the  municipal  authorities, 
because  the  clerk  of  the  municipality  and  the  overseers  of 
the  parish  prepare  and  complete  the  list?  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  referred  to  the  class  whose  names  are  not  upon  the 
assessment  roll,  although  qualified  to  exercise  the  elective 
franchise.  Well,  Sir,  would  the  duty  of  putting  them  on 
the  list  fall  upon  the  revising  officer?  Not  unless 
the  local  authorities  failed  to  discharge  their  duties. 
The  work  of  putting  them  on  the  list  would  rest 
with  those  who  are  upon  the  ground,  who  know 
the  facts,  who  know  whether  certain  parties  possess 
a  rating  which  would  entitle  them  to  go  upon  the  voters’ 
list,  and  those  parties,  in  a  great  majority  of  instances, 
Mr.  Mills. 
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would  be  put  by  the  local  authorities  on  the  list,  and  the 
expense  of  amending  the  roll  by  revision  would  be  reduced 
to  a  minimum.  Now  1  find  that  all  the  wage-earners  will 
not  be  found  on  the  assessment  roll.  The  assessment  roll, 
then,  is  not  an  original  preparation,  is  not  such  a  prepara¬ 
tion  as  will  supersede  the  necessity  of  a  properly  prepared 
list  as  contra-distinguished  from  a  revised  list.  Then  there 
are  the  tenants.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had,  in  this  Bill, 
adopted  the  rule  of  taking  the  assessed  value  of  the  pro¬ 
perty  as  a  test  of  qualification  of  the  tenant,  then  the 
assessment  roll  would  enable  the  party  in  whose  hands  it 
was  placed  to  see  what  tenants  had  a  right  to  go  upon  the 
voters’  lists.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  done  that. 
He  has  provided  that  the  amount  of  rental  paid  shall  deter¬ 
mine  the  qualification  of  the  tenant,  and  that  being  the  case 
the  assessment  roll  gives  no  indication  of  the  right  of  the 
tenant  to  go  upon  the  list,  and  the  qualification  of  all  ten¬ 
ants  who  are  qualified  to  go  upon  the  list,  must  be  ascer¬ 
tained  from  other  source  than  the  assessment  roll.  Then 
there  is  the  class  of  those  who  have  a  certain  income. 
They  may  or  may  not  be  upon  the  assessment  roll.  I  believe 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec  there  is  no  such  thing  as  assess¬ 
ment  for  personal  property,  so  that  in  the  Province  of  Quebec 
there  will  be  no  such  thing  as  a  party  on  an  assessment  roll 
assessed  for  income,  and  those  who  are  entitled  to  vote  in 
consequence  of  the  amount  of  income  which  they  annually 
have,  will  not  be  found  upon  the  assessment  roll.  Besides, 
there  is  the  class  of  the  fisherman.  Now  if  you  take  these 
classes  who  are  not  likely  to  be  found  upon  the  assessment 
roll,  two  of  which  never  can  be  found  upon  the  assessment 
roll,  you  find  that  nearly  35  per  cent  of  those  who  would  be 
entitled  to  vote  under  the  Bill,  will  not  be  found  upon  the 
assessment  roll,  and  if  they  go  upon  the  voters’  lists  they 
must  either  appear  in  person  and  show  their  right,  or  the 
fact  that  they  are  qualified  must  be  ascertained  from  some 
other  source.  Why,  Sir,  if  you  take  the  parliamentary  elec¬ 
tions  in  this  country  at  any  time  since  the  Union  and  make 
a  change  of  5  per  cent  from  one  side  to  the  other,  you  will 
change  the  majority  from  one  side  to  the  other ;  and  if  that 
is  the  case,  is  it  not  a  matter  of  immense  consequence  when 
you  find  that  in  the  material  that  is  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  revising  officer  for  the  purpose  of  preparing  the  voters’ 
list,  at  least  30  per  cent  of  those  who  are  entitled  to  go  upon 
the  lists,  are  not  upon  it,  and  when  only  5  per  cent  is  suffi¬ 
cient  to  change  a  minority  into  a  majority  ?  1  say  this  is  a  con¬ 
dition  of  things  that  ought  to  be  avoided.  What  change  is  to 
be  made  in  this  proposition  in  order  to  get  rid  of  that  diffi¬ 
culty  ?  Why,  Sir,  to  avail  ourselves  of  the  local  machinery, 
to  say  that  the  local  officers  who  know  the  provincial  law, 
who  have  the  duty  imposed  upon  them  to  prepare  the 
voters’  list,  shall,  under  our  law  and  by  our  authority,  bo 
called  upon  to  prepare  the  voters’  list  for  the  election  of 
members  of  the  House  of  Commons.  They  reside  in  each 
township;  they  know,  not  only  the  farmers,  the  mechanics 
and  merchants,  but  they  know  their  sons,  they  know  the 
wage-earners,  they  know  who  are  steady  in  their  habits, 
who  earn  a  sufficient  amount  of  wages  to  entitle  them  to 
go  upon  that  list ;  they  know  who  are  the  men  of  capital 
who  have  money  loaned  out  to  their  neighbors,  or  who  are 
possessed  of  other  securities,  and  who  have  sufficient  income 
to  enable  them  to  go  upon  the  list.  They  are  therefore  pre¬ 
pared  to  utilise  the  assessment  roll,  so  far  as  it  can  be  used, 
and  to  make  a  list  as  complete  as  possible.  We  have,  then 
the  machinery  already  existing  if  we  choose  to  utilise  it. 
There  is  another  point  I  wish  to  refer  to.  In  the  early  pai  t 
of  this  discussion  I  pointed  out  that  in  our  contested  elections 
we  declared  that  the  provincial  courts  should  be  the  courts 
for  the  purpose  of  trying. election  petitions.  Our  right  to  do 
that  was  contested,  and  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  of  England  were  called  upon  to  decide  the  point. 
They  held  that,  as  we  had  absolute  control  over  the  subject 
,  of  the  trial  of  contested  elections,  we  could  designate  a  pro- 
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vincial  court  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  trial ;  and  if  we 
so  designated  and  imposed  the  duty  upon  it,  it  was  not 
optional  to  perform  that  duty.  It  became  a  Dominion  court 
for  the  purpose  of  trying  actions,  just  the  same  as  if  a  court 
were  created  wholly  independent  of  its  having  a  local  exis¬ 
tence  before,  I  say  the  same  thing  can  be  done  with  regard 
to  the  preparation  of  the  coters’  list.  If  we  choose  to  say 
in  this  Bill,  by  a  new  clause,  that  the  parties  who  are 
appointed  by  the  local  law  to  prepare  the  lists  shall  be 
officers  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Act,  they  will  have  that  duty  imposed  upon  them,  and  will 
be  called  on  to  fulfil  it,  not  as  officers  of  the  Local  Legisla¬ 
ture  and  as  officers  having  derived  authority  from  local 
laws,  but  as  officers  of  this  House,  under  the  laws  of  this 
Parliament.  There  is  no  more  difficulty  in  doing  that  than 
there  was  in  saying  that  a  provincial  court  should  try  con¬ 
tested  elections  for  the  House  of  Commons.  It  is  a  perfectly 
simple  plan.  We  can  attach  to  the  due  performance  of  the 
duties  of  those  officers  such  penalties  as  we  think  the 
public  interest  may  require,  and  we  may  give  an 
appeal  to  a  county  judge.  We  shall  be  acting 
as  is  done  in  an  analogous  case  in  England  with 
respect  to  the  preparation  of  lists,  and  also  in  an  analogous 
case  under  the  Ontario  and  Quebec  laws  and  in  two  at  least 
of  the  three  Maritime  Provinces.  There  is  no  practical 
obstacle  to  having  someone  to  prepare  the  list  distinct  from 
the  party  who  is  to  revise  it.  If  we  adopt  that  system,  we 
shall  be  in  this  position :  We  shall  have  men  who  know  all 
the  people  who  reside  in  the  municipality  and  know  who 
ought  to  go  on  the  voters’  list,  and  appeals  would  be  confined 
to  a  few  cases  where  the  right  to  vote  might  be  in  dispute 
and  where  names  might  accidently  have  been  overlooked. 
It,  moreover,  gives  the  advantage  of  enabling  parties  to 
enquire  beforehand.  Everyone  knows  that  members  of  the 
municipal  council,  assessors  and  clerks,  become  acquainted 
with  almost  every  instance  of  oversight ;  so  that  when  the 
time  of  revision  comes  they  are  easily  corrected,  and  the 
appeals  taken  before  the  revising  officer  are  very  few  indeed. 
Suppose  an  opposite  course  is  adopted.  Here  is  a  county 
with  40,000  or  50,000  people.  The  county  judge  or  revising 
officer  is  called  on  to  prepare  the  list.  He  has  put  into  his 
hands  copies  of  the  various  assessment  rolls.  He  is  told  there 
is  no  difficulty,  that  he  can  accept  those  whose  names  are  on 
the  roll  as  owners  and  occupants.  But  there  is  the  large  class 
of  tenants.  There  are  wage-earners ;  there  are  those  who 
have  incomes,  and  are  entitled  on  that  account  to  go  on  the 
voters’  list.  All  those  parties  must  apply  to  have  their 
names  put  on  the  list  before  the  change  can  take  place.  I 
know  of  my  own  observation,  as  do  other  hon.  members, 
that  if  you  leave  off  any  considerable  number  from  the 
voters’  list  in  any  year,  except  that  on  which  elections 
take  p’acc,  the  names  practically  remain  off.  Such  is  a 
condition  of  things  we  ought  to  avoid.  It  is  not  merely 
necessary  that  we  should  give  facilities  for  having  name3 
placed  on  tho  list,  LuL  we  should  adopt  such  a  system 
as  will  prevent  any  considerable  number  of  names 
being  left  off.  The  great  objection  is  that  25  or  30  per 
cent,  of  those  whose  names  should  be  on  the  list  will  be 
omitted  from  the  list  as  prepared.  Measures  will  have  to 
be  taken  to  have  the  names  put  on,  and  evidence  will  have 
to  be  produced.  Who  is  going  to  look  after  those 
lists  ?  There  is  hardly  a  member  from  the  rural  dis¬ 
tricts  who  has  not  ten  or  twelve  municipalities  within 
his  constituency.  How  is  he  to  know  whether  the 
list  is  properly  made  up  ?  How  is  he  to  know 
how  many  names  have  been  left  off  ?  Even  if  a  member 
resides  in  the  constituency  he  represents,  he  cannot  know 
more  than  25  or  30  per  cent  of  the  residents.  He  will  be 
obliged  to  go  into  every  polling  division  and  call  a  meeting 
of  his  friends,  to  go  over  the  list,  name  by  name.  The  next 
point  is  to  see  that  the  names  of  parties  omitted  are 
inserted  ;  to  see  the  party  and  ascertain  whether  he  will 


attend  at  the  Court  of  Eevision  and  make  application.  The 
candidate  or  member  must  do  that  not  in  one  division  but 
in  thirty,  and  must  spend  a  month  in  meeting  friends.  The 
candidate  must  take  means  for  the  purpose  of  calling  them 
together,  for  the  purpose  of  having  all  names  put  on  the 
list.  Suppose  there  is  not  much  political  excitement  pre¬ 
vailing  at  the  time,  difficulty  will  be  found  in  getting 
the  voters  out.  After  all  these  measures  are  taken 
the  list  will  be  defective.  Suppose  that  a  wage- 
earner  wants  to  get  away  to  attend  the  court, 
his  employer  will  not  consent  to  his  leaving,  he  finds  it 
impossible  for  him  to  get  away,  he  has  something  for  him 
to  do  that  particular  day,  especially  if  his  political  opinions 
differ  from  those  of  the  wage-earner,  and  the  result  is  that 
the  wage-earner  cannot  get  his  name  on  the  list.  I  say,  if 
any  gentleman  will  take  the  trouble  of  counting  the  time 
of  calling  meetings  together  in  each  polling  division,  of 
examining  the  list,  of  going  over  that  list  with  the  people 
of  the  division,  of  taking  the  necessary  steps  to  secure 
their  application  for  the  correction  of  a  list,  and  the  time 
which  is  lost  in  attending  the  Court  of  Eevision,  he  will 
find  that  the  expense  of  a  proper  revision  each  year  will  be 
quite  equal  to  the  expense  of  an  ordinary  election.  Now,  I 
say  frankly  I  would  rather  meet  my  constituents  under  an 
ordinary  and  fairly  prepared  voters’  list  under  the  present 
system,  and  incur  the  expense  of  an  election  each  year, 
than  incur  the  expense  of  correcting  and  revising  the  list 
under  the  system  which  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes.  I 
say  we  are  called  upon  to  take  a  practical  view  of  this  ques¬ 
tion,  to  look  at  it  and  see  the  features  which  it  will  present 
when  it  comes  to  be  worked  out.  I  have  given  you  an  idea 
of  what  it  costs  one  man  in  time  and  labor.  Consider  the 
amount  of  time  lost  by  the  various  parties,  the  time  re¬ 
quired  injgiving  notice,  the  time  required  in  visiting  30 
different  polling  divisions  and  it  will  require  30  days  at 
least  to  do  that— and  see  how  you  are  going  to  do  all  this 
and  get  that  list  revised,  and  if  there  is  not  some  special 
favor  on  the  other  side,  there  is  another  party  which  will 
have  just  the  same  difficulty  and  expense  to  incur.  This  is 
not  a  matter  that  the  'community  are  going  to  meet 
together  as  a  unit  for  the  purpose  of  considering.  We  will 
meet  together  as  parties  ;  the  Conservative  party  will  look 
after  the  interest  of  the  Conservative  party,  on  the  voters 
list,  and  the  Eoform  party  will  do  the  same  thing.  There 
will  therefore  be  double  the  amount  of  expense — there  will 
be  the  same  expense  to  both  sides  in  many  instances, 
as  there  would  be  in  the  case  I  have  mentioned, 
to  the  one  side.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  told 
us  that  once  these  revising  officers  are  appointed  they 
will  be  such  fair  minded  men  that  there  will  be  no  desire 
on  the  part  of  any  party  in  this  House  to  remove  them.  I 
wonder  if  the  hon.  gentleman  remembers  when  there  were 
officers  of  weights  and  measures  appointed.  How  long 
were  they  allowed  to  hold  office  after  the  Govern¬ 
ment  which  made  the  appointment  went  out  of 
power.  I  wonder  if  the  hon.  gentlemen  remembers 
that  not  the  Government,  but  Parliament  itself, 
provided  for  the  appointment  of  the  returning  officers  ;  and 
named  them  in  the  Bill.  The  Government  of  the  day  did 
not  ask  that  those  returning  officers  should  be  appointed  by 
the  Governor  in  Council.  They  proposed  tht  s  they  should 
be  certain  responsible  officers  in  the  country,  and  they 
were  named  in  the  Bill  as  tho  parties  who  were  to  be 
returning  officers  in  the  election.  How  long  were  they 
allowed  to  retain  their  place  after  the  late  Administration 
was  defeated  ?  Why,  Sir,  we  had  the  law  changed,  we  had 
the  appointment  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  Parliament,  we 
had  the  former  Bill  repealed,  and  we  had  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  carrying  through  tliis  House  a  law  taking  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  those  officers  into  his  own  hands.  For  what  pur¬ 
pose  ?  Well,  Sir,  I  know  by  practical  experience  the  pur¬ 
pose  for  which  that  was  done,  and  I  daresay  there  are 
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other  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  had  an  experience  some¬ 
thing  like  mine.  Now,  I  say  that  these  officers  are  noi 
officers  in  whom  the. people  of  this  country  will  have  the 
utmost  confidence.  Let  me  take  the  case  of  the  returning 
officer  who  returned  a  party  for  Muskoka,  who  Parliament 
believed  had  no  right  to  sit  here.  He  was  summoned 
to  this  House  for  dereliction  of  duty  under  an  Order  of  this 
House,  to  show  cause  why  he  made  an  improper  return,  and 
I  am  informed,  and  I  believe  the  Public  Accounts  will  show, 
that  that  gentleman,  after  being  brought  here,  was  paid 
by  the  Government  whose  interests  ho  had  served,  and  was 
sent  back  to  his  business,  paid  by  the  Government  for  mak¬ 
ing  a  trip  to  Ottawa  and  back,  after  having  violated  his 
duty  in  returning  a  party  whom  the  people  refused  to 
elect.  Yet,  in  the  face  of  these  violations  of  law,  the  hon. 
gentleman  asks  us  to  believe  that  the  people  of  this  country 
will  have  confidence  in  the  man  whom  he,  an  interested 
party  in  the  contest,  names  as  the  revising  officer.  Why, 
Sir,  the  proposition  is  monstrous.  It  is  so  utterly  at  vari¬ 
ance  with  every  principle  of  natural  justice  that  a  man 
should  be  made  a  judge  between  two  contesting  parties  by 
one  of  them— such  a  proposition  is  so  contrary  to  all  our 
notions  of  natural  justice  that  it  does  seem  to  me  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  could  not  have  been  serious  when  he 
declared  that  he  had  no  doubt  that  Parliament  and  the 
country  would  have  confidence  in  the  appointments  thus 
made.  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  admits  that  this  is  not  the 
English  practice.  In  England,  in  the  metropolitan  county 
of  Middlesex,  and  in  the  city  of  London,  the  revising  officer  is 
appointed  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  and  in  other  counties 
by  the  senior  judge  during  the  summer  assize,  and  this  is 
only  for  the  purpose  of  revising.  The  work  of  preparing 
the  list  is  in  the  hands  of  the  municipal  authorities.  The 
hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  take  from  the  municipal 
authorities  the  right  to  prepare  the  list.  He  proposes 
to  give  the  preparation  of  the  list  to  this  creature 
of  his  own  appointment,  and  he  proposes  that  not  only  the 
preparation  of  the  list  shall  be  in  his  hands,  but  the  revision 
of  the  list.  Why,  Sir,  the  very  man  who  prepares  the  list, 
makes  it  with  an  imperfect  knowledge,  makes  it  imperfect 
possibly  from  partisanship,  possibly  from  ignorance,  a  list 
which  must  necessarily  be  imperfect,  is  the  man  who  is  to 
have  the  revision  of  that  list  which  he  himself  has  prepared. 
Now,  I  say  that  in  another  feature  we  are  not  following  the 
English  practice.  The  hon.  gentleman  told  the  English 
people  that  he  was  the  one  man  in  this  country  who  was 
disposed  to  follow  the  English  precedents,  to  keep  English 
precedents  alive  here,  that  the  other  party  were  constantly 
looking  across  the  border  and  were  inclined  to  be  influenced 
by  American  opinion  and  precedents,  and  yet  the  hon. 
gentleman  in  an  important  matter,  without  any  necessity, 
apart  from  political  exigency,  is  proposing  a  radical 
departure  from  the  system  of  preparing  the  list  which 
prevails  in  the  United  Kingdom.  He  has  proposed,  Sir, 
what  no  Government  in  the  United  Kingdom  has  ever  asked 
a  Parliament,  what  no  Parliament  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
since  the  fall  of  the  Stuarts,  would  have  ever  entertained, 
and  that  proposition,  is  one  which,  in  my  opinion,  will 
degrade  Parliament,  wiil  prevent  a  fair  expression  of  the 
country,  will  prevent  the  preponderating  political  sentiment 
of  the  country,  prevailing  in  Parliament.  This  provision 
of  the  Bill  is  a  provision  calculated  to  prevent  a  proper 
expression  of  opinion,  because  it  prevents  a  proper  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  voters’  lists.  Sir,  a  prominent  supporter  of  the 
horn  gentleman,  in  the  city  of  Toronto,  in  a  communication 
he  wrote  to  a  newspaper,  not  long  since,  said  he 
regarded  the  stuffing  of  the  voters’  list  as  being  quite 
as  objectionable  as  stuffing  the  ballot  box.  I  think 

so  too,  and  I  believe  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
this  country  think  so;  and  this  proposition  is  one  that  must 
have  the  effect  of  stuffing  the  voter’s’  lists,  whether  it  is  so 
in  intention  or  not.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  we  want 
Mr,  Minns. 
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our  revi  ing  officer  to  do  what  the  revising  officer  now  does 
in  Ontario.  If  he  does,  let  him  provide  the  machinery  for 
the  preparation  of  the  list,  and  let  there  be  an  appeal  from 
the  list  so  prepared  to  the  county  judge,  and  let  that  county 
judge  not  be  appointed  by  the  Governor  in  Council,  but  by 
Parliament ;  let  Parliament  say  in  the  Act  that  wherever  the 
county  judge  or  the  district  judge,  as  the  case  may  be,  exists, 
he  shall  be  the  revising  officer.  Thus  we  shall  take  the  appoint¬ 
ment  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Government,  and  make  the  judge 
independent  of  the  Government  for  the  purpose  of  revising 
the  list;  and  we  shall  leave  with  the  people  themselves 
the  work  of  preparing  the  list.  Every  law  of  this  sort  is 
only  satisfactorily  carried  out  when  it  is  interpreted 
through  the  eyes  of  the  public — when  the  people  themselves 
understand  what  the  law  means.  Let  them  prepare  the 
voters’  lists ;  let  them  say  who  are  entitled  by  this  law 
to  be  placed  on  the  voters’  list ;  and  if  they  have  done  any¬ 
body  a  wrong,  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  county  judge.  But 
this  is  a  proposal  to  put  the  whole  machinery,  not  merely 
for  the  revision  but  for  the  preparation  of  the  list  in  the 
hands  of  the  Prime  Minister  for  the  time  being.  It  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  give  him  some  such  power  as  the  Eoman  centurion 
we  read  of  in  the  Scriptures,  who  said,  “  to  one  man  I  say 
go  and  he  goeth,  to  another  man  I  say  come  and  he  cometh, 
to  this  man  I  say  do  this  and  he  doeth  it.”  We  allow  him 
to  say  that  A  or  B  shall  be  the  revising  officer,  who  shall 
receive  such  compensation  as  the  Prime  Minister  provides, 
and  who  shall  say  who  is  and  who  is  not  to  go  on  the 
voters’  list.  He  interprets  the  law,  from  him  there  is  no 
appeal,  unless  he  is  not  a  judge  ;  but  in  the  majority  of 
cases  he  will  be  a  judge,  receiving  his  appointment,  not 
from  Parliament,  but  from  the  Government,  from  the 
Prime  Minister  ;  and  while  depending  upon  that  Minister, 
he  will  be  called  upon  to  discharge  the  duties  he  imposes 
upon  him.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  in  England  the 
revising  officer  has  not  such  local  knowledge  as  we  claim 
for  him.  We  do  not  say  that  here  the  revising  officer 
should  have  it,  if  you  confine  him  to  the  work  of  revision  ; 
in  England,  the  list  is  prepared  by  the  overseers 
of  the  parish  and  the  clerk  of  the  municipality. 
The  hon.  gentleman’s  reference  to  England  is 
not  in  point,  because  he  proposes  to  create  an  officer  with 
functions  wholly  different  from  those  performed  by  the 
revising  officer  in  that  country.  The  hon.  gentleman  said 
that  in  England  they  may  follow  one  practice  and  give  the 
wage-earners  votes.  They  are  not  likely  to  follow  our 
practice  in  England ;  there  would  be  great  deterioration 
if  they  did.  In  England,  the  political  standard  is  higher 
than  it  is  in  our  country.  No  Prime  Minister  of  England 
could  persuade  his  followers  to  entertain  such  a  propo¬ 
sition  as  that  now  submitted  to  us.  No  Prime  Minister 
of  England  has  ever  proposed  to  take  the  appointment 
of  revising  officers  into  his  own  hands  and  impose  upon 
them  not  only  the  work  of  revision,  but  the  work  of  pre¬ 
paring  the  voters’  lists.  I  do  not  believe  any  Parliament 
in  England  since  the  period  of  the  revolution  has  been  so 
far  lost  to  its  sense  of  duty  as  the  representative  body  of  the 
nation,  so  wanting  in  public  spirit  as  to  entertain  euoh  a 
proposition  if  it  had  been  made ;  and  yet  that  is  the  propo¬ 
sition  which  the  hon.  gentleman  makes  to  this  House,  and 
which  he  expects  those  who  support  him  will  vote  to 
make  law.  In  England,  if  wage-earners  were  given 
votes,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  overseers  of  the 
parish,  and  not  of  the  revising  officer,  to  put  them  on 
the  list.  Their  work  would  be  as  complete  as  possible 
before  the  work  of  revision  would  be  undertaken,  and  wo 
know  that  there  as  here,  under  our  municipal  system  the 
work  of  revision  is  reduced  to  a  minimum.  One  hon. 
gentleman  has  said  that  my  hon.  friend  who  leads  on  this 
side  of  the  House  was  casting  a  reflection  upon  his  profes¬ 
sion  when  he  said  it  was  an  improper  thing  to  put  the  work 
of  preparing  and  revising  the  voters’  lists  in  the  hands  of 
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men  who  were  mere  creatures  of  the  Prime  Minister.  I 
have  as  much  respect  for  the  legal  profession  as  that  hon. 
gentleman ;  but  I  do  not  know  that  they  are  morally  more 
trustworthy  than  any  other  class  of  the  community.  I 
believe  the  agriculturists,  the  merchants,  the  mechanics, 
the  doctors,  and  the  clergymen  of  the  country  are  quite  as 
upright,  quite  as  honorable,  quite  as  distinguished  for  their 
integrity,  as  those  who  belong  to  the  legal  profession.  I  do 
not  care  what  profession  these  men  may  belong  to,  I  do  not 
care  how  honest  in  intention  they  may  be ;  what  I 
do  care  is  that  those  who  undertake  this  work  shall 
be  above  suspicion,  that  they  shall  not  be  appointed 
by  the  leaders  on  one  side  or  on  the  other,  but  that 
they  shall  derive  their  authority  from  some  inde¬ 
pendent  source,  and  that  they  shall  not  be  sus¬ 
pected  when  they  give  a  decision  that  they  give  it  under 
the  pressure  of  the  Prime  Minister  for  the  time  being,  which 
it  seems  to  me  is  the  effect  of  the  proposition  submitted  to 
the  House.  I  do  not  think  this  proposition  ought  to  be 
carried.  I  believe  it  is  of  the  utmost  consequence  that  this 
work  of  preparation  should  be  kept  distinct  from  the  work 
of  revision,  that  the  work  of  preparing  the  lists  should  be 
left  with  the  different  municipalities,  and  the  work  of  revis¬ 
ion  to  the  judiciary  of  the  country.  In  that  way  both  the 
preparation  and  the  revision  of  the  lists  will  be  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  Government  and  out  of  the  hands  of  the  oppon¬ 
ents  of  the  Government ;  but  they  will  be  in  the  hands  of 
impartial  persons.  We  know  that  in  the  various  munici¬ 
palities  those  who  prepare  the  lists  belong  to  both  political 
parties.  It  is  a  rare  thing  to  find  a  municipal  body  in 
which  both  parties  are  not  represented,  and  even  where 
there  is,  there  is  a  law  of  compensation  by  which  the  parties 
who  lose  in  one  instance  gain  in  another.  But  in  this  mea¬ 
sure  there  is  no  such  law ;  the  dice  are  loaded,  and  they 
are  to  be  cast  always  in  the  one  way,  in  favor  of  the 
Administration,  under  the  influence  of  the  Administration. 
I  have  no  objection  to  hon.  gentlemen  governing  the  coun¬ 
try  as  long  as  public  opinion  is  in  their  favor,  but  I  object 
to  a  system  that  will  retain  them  as  rulers  of  the  country 
when  public  opinion  points  in  the  opposite  direction.  And 
so  I  say,  we  wish  to  create  an  impartial  voters’  list,  to  leave 
the  people  free  from  the  shackles  which  the  First  Minister 
wishes  to  impose  upon  them,  to  leave  them  free  to  express 
their  own  unbiased  opinion.  It  is  true  the  public  occasion¬ 
ally  err,  but  it  is  better  they  should  go  wrong  freely  than 
that  they  should  go  right  under  coercion  from  the  Treasury 
benches.  What  we  desire  is  that  people  may  be  allowed 
freedom  to  express  their  opinions  at  every  general  election, 
and  that  the  preponderating  political  opinion  of  the  country 
shall  always  be  able  to  secure  a  majority  to  represent  it  on 
the  floor  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Yesterday,  in  the  course  of  the  dis¬ 
cussion  on  the  amendment  taking  away  the  franchise  from 
certain  classes  of  Indians,  a  remark  was  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  that  he  was  not  afraid  of 
the  effect  the  giving  of  the  franchise  to  the  Indians 
would  have  in  his  own  constituency.  I  was  very 
much  struck  by  the  way  in  which  that  remark  was 
taken  by  an  hon.  gentleman  opposite.  It  was  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson),  I  believe,  who  said 
at  once,  why  then  do  you  oppose  it  ?  Evidently,  in  his 
opinion,  provided  the  one  party  had  nothing  to  lose  by  a 
measure  proposed,  such  measure  should  not  be  opposed  by 
that  party,  even  if  it  were  ruinous  t@  the  country.  If  I 
were  to  take  the  same  view  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Perth  seems  to  take,  I  should  certainly  not  oppose  this 
portion  of  the  Bill,  for  if  there  is  one  thing  which,  in 
my  opinion,  will  damage  the  Conservative  and  benefit 
the  Liberal  party,  it  is  this.  I  propose  however  to 
oppose  it,  not  because  it  will  damage  our  party,  but  because 
I  am  sure  it  will  injure  the  interests  of  this  country.  Those 
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who  have  studied  at  all  the  political  institutions  in  other 
countries,  know  that  in  all  those  countries  which  have 
acquired,  in  any  degree,  parliamentary  institutions,  the 
making  of  the  voters’  lists  has  always  been  entrusted  to  the 
local  authorities.  I  shall  not  mention  all  the  countries  of 
Europe  where  the  representative  system  is  in  existence ;  I 
may  say  however  that  in  France,  which  has  seen  many 
kinds  of  Government,  it  never  occurred,  even  under  the 
second  empire,  to  her  political  men  to  establish  a 
system  by  which  the  Government  would  determine 
who  should  and  who  should  not  vote  at  parliamen¬ 
tary  elections.  What  do  we  see  in  England?  From 
the  first  moment  that  lists  of  parliamentary 
electors  have  been  made,  the  making  of  those  lists  has  been 
confided  to  the  local  authorities  ;  it  never  occurred  to  any 
one  to  confide  the  making  of  them  to  parties  appointed  by 
the  Government  and  under  the  dependence  more  or  less  of 
the  Government.  At  this  moment,  the  Imperial  Parlia¬ 
ment  is  about  to  pass  one  of  the  most  important  laws  con¬ 
cerning  elections  ever  enacted,  and  no  one  has  thought  of 
proposing  to  introduce  such  a  system  as  the  one  sought  to 
be  forced  through  this  Parliament,  that  of  giving  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  voters’  lists  to  officers  appointed  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  What  is  the  reason  given  for  this  proposition  ? 
What  is  the  reason  given  for  taking  away  from  the  local 
authorities  the  making  out  of  those  lists?  Is  it  because  we 
have  a  new  system  of  Government  ?  We  have  the  system 
of  Confederation  which  has  been  in  existence  for  nearly  18 
years,  and  have  no  complaints  under  it  against  the  present 
mode  of  deciding  who  shall  have  the  right  to  vote.  We 
have  heard  3ome  hon.  members  bring  very  serious  charges 
against  the  municipal  officers  in  Ontario  entrusted  with 
the  preparation  of  the  lists,  but  I  do  not  think  any  such 
charge  could  be  supported  by  evidence.  I  am  sure  none 
such  could  be  made  as  regards  the  Province  of  Quebec,  on 
any  just  grounds.  I  think  it  was  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson)  who  said  that  great  injustices 
and  frauds  were  committed  by  the  municipal  councils. 

Mr.  HESSON.  What  I  said  was  that  it  was  well  known 
to  all  the  members  from  Ontario  that  the  elections,  in  the 
main,  were  carried  very  largely  on  political  grounds,  that 
the  councillors  were  so  elected  in  the  first  place,  and  that 
they  appointed  the  assessors  who  made  out  the  rolls,  and 
that  the  courts  of  revision  were  appointed  in  a  similar  way. 
I  also  urged  that  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  was  respon¬ 
sible  for  bringing  party  politics  in  tne  election  of  the  coun¬ 
cillors,  because  he  advised  his  friends  to  look  after  the 
voters’  lists,  and  that  consequently  the  object  was  to  have 
the  preparation  of  the  voters’  lists  in  partisan  hands. 

Mr.  LANGELIE  R.  That  does  not  mean  anything,  if  it 
is  not  intended  to  mean  that  the  lists  are  not  properly 
made.  The  First  Minister  did  not  give  a  single  reason  for 
the  change  proposed,  but  he  said  the  majority  of  his  friends 
in  the  House  wanted  the  new  system.  I  was  much  struck 
by  that  remark.  He  did  not  advance  one  argument  to 
show  why  the  system  which  has  been  in  existence  so  long, 
has  worked  so  well  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  at  least, 
and  I  think  also  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  and  the  other 
Provinces,  should  be  done  away  with,  except  the  argument, 
if  it  can  be  called  so,  that  the  majority  of  his  friends  did  not 
like  that  system.  Why  do  they  not  like  it  ?  If  it  has  given 
satisfaction  to  the  whole  country,  why  should  it  not  give 
satisfaction  to  them?  The  reason  is  obvious,  it  is  beeause 
that  system  gives  justice  to  every  one  on  both  sides,  and 
that  is  not  what  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  want.  They 
want  a  system  that  will  favor  them.  Like  the  dishonest 
gambler,  they  want  to  play  with  marked  cards ;  or,  like 
the  cowardly  duellist,  they  want  to  fight  their  adversary 
after  they  have  destroyed  his  weapon  of  defence. 
That  is  the  system  they  want  to  use  against  us.  The  sys¬ 
tem  that  is  proposed  to  be  introduced  is  not  only  new,  is 
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not  only  a  system  in  favor  of  which  no  good  reason -can  be 
given,  because  I  am  sure  that,  if  any  good  reason  could  be 
given,  it  would  have  been  given  by  the  Premier  this  after¬ 
noon  when  he  explained  the  reason  for  introducing  that 
system.  The  only  reason  he  gave  was  that  it  was  the  wish 
of  the  majority  of  this  House  that  the  change  should  take 
place.  It  amounts  to  this  that  it  is  within  the  power  of  a 
majority  of  this  House  to  say  stat  pro  ratione  voluntas. 
Whether  there  is  a  justification  for  introducing  a  system  or 
not,  whether  that  system  is  unjust  or  not,  provided  it  pleases 
the  majority,  it  is  a  good  principle  of  legislation  to  intro¬ 
duce  it. 

I  want  to  show  first,  that  the  new  system  proposed  will 
be  extraordinarily  expensive.  Figures  have  already  been 
given  in  the  course  of  the  long  discussion  through  which 
this  Bill  has  passed,  but  I  will  mention  facts  which  I  am 
sure  will  not  be  controverted  by  those  who  know  anything 
of  the  preparation  of  electoral  lists  in  the  Province  of  Quebec. 
The  hon.  member  for  Bagot  (Mr.  Dupont)  the  other  day 
made  the  remark  that,  for  several  years,  he  had  been 
secretary-treasurer  of  his  municipality,  and  there  may 
be  several  other  hon.  members  who  may  be  as  well 
acquainted  with  the  making  of  electoral  lists  as  the 
hon.  member  for  Bagot.  I  call  upon  them  to  controvert,  if 
they  can,  the  statements  I  am  going  to  make.  I  think  it 
is  a  very  moderate  estimate  to  say  that  the  making  of  a 
list  in  a  single  municipality  cannot  take  less  than  eight  days. 
It  takes  at  the  very  least  a  week  to  make  a  good  list,  under 
the  present  system,  by  the  municipal  officers,  who  also  have 
the  making  of  the  valuation  rolls.  They  know  each  man 
and  each  property.  They  are  extremely  familiar  with  all 
the  details,  the  knowledge  of  which  is  necessary  to  the 
making  of  a  good  list.  Still,  it  takes  them  a  week  at  least 
to  make  a  good  list.  There  are,  on  an  average,  fifteen  muni¬ 
cipalities  in  every  electoral  division.  I  am  not  speaking  of 
large  cities,  but  of  counties  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  That 
makes  fifteen  times  eight  days  for  the  preparation  of  the 
list.  We  may  say,  in  round  figures,  that  four  months  will 
be  required  by  the  revising  officer,  supposing  him  not  to 
take  more  time  than  the  local  officers  take  now.  It  is  self- 
evident  that  it  must  take  much  more  time  in  the  case  of  a 
man  such  as  the  revising  officer  will  be,  who  will  know 
nothing  of  the  property  in  that  municipality,  who  will  be  a 
perfect  stranger,  who  will  come  there  and  will  act  only  on  the 
information  he  can  get  through  the  county.  He  will  have  to 
divide  the  municipality  into  polling  sub-divisions.  That  is 
another  very  difficult  duty.  I  can  speak  from  personal  know¬ 
ledge  of  the  difficulties  that  a  revising  officer  of  that  kind  will 
experience.  I  was  carrying  on  an  election  last  summer,  and 
that  election  lasted  nearly  two  months.  It  was  in  a  county 
which  was  in  a  large  measure  new  to  me.  I  could  not  now 
undertake  to  make  a  list  of  the  county.  I  drove  through 
the  county  in  every  direction  several  times ;  still  I  would 
not  take  upon  myself  to  make  a  proper  polling  division  of 
that  county,  because  it  requires  for  a  man  to  be  very  fami¬ 
liar  with  every  locality,  and  with  the  citizens  of  every 
locality  and  the  peculiar  circumstances,  to  enable  him  to 
make  a  good  polling  division.  What  will  it  be  then  for  a 
revising  barrister  who  will  arrive  quite  raw,  quite  new,  in 
an  electoral  district  to  commence  to  make  the  lists  in  every 
municipality  ?  He  will  have  to  act  upon  the  information 
given  to  him.  Do  you  think  he  will  go  to  the  heads  of  the 
Liberal  party  in  every  municipality  to  take  information  ? 
What  will  he  do?  He  will  go  to  the  wire-pullers  of  the 
Conservative  party  in  that  locality  to  get  information.  The 
hon.  member  for  Victoria  (Mr.  Cameron)  complained  that 
the  leader  of  the  Opposition  had  insulted  the  Bar  of 
Ontario  by  insinuating  that  these  revising  officers 
would  not  be  impartial.  I  shall  come  to  that  in  a 
few  moments,  but  I  must  say  now  that,  supposing  the 
revising  officer  to  be  as  impartial  as  it  is  possible  to  con¬ 
ceive,  it  will  be  impossible  for  him  to  act  impartially, 
Mr.  Langelier. 
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because,  in  making  the  electoral  lists,  he  will  have  to  take 
information  from  other  parties  who  will  not  be  under  oatn, 
he  will  have  to  take  information,  as  I  said,  from  the  wire¬ 
pullers  of  his  party.  Of  course  they  will  tell  him  :  Make 
the  division  in  this  way  and  in  that  other  way.  I  am  not 
making  idle  suppositions.  I  am  only  stating  what  we  have 
already  seen  on  several  occasions,  when  returning  officers 
have  been  obliged  to  make  polling  divisions  because  they 
had  not  been  made  by  the  municipal  authorities.  I  have 
seen  some  of  these  divisions  made  in  the  best  way  to  prevent 
a  majority  of  the  voters  being  able  to  cast  their  votes.  We 
must  not  suppose  that  all  those  who  give  information  to 
the  revising  officer  will  be  angels,  and  will  give  only  the 
most  honest  and  the  fairest  information,  It  would  be  hav¬ 
ing  a  very  high  opinion  of  human  nature  to  suppose  that 
the  revising  barrister  will  take  into  his  confidence  the 
leaders  of  both  parties  in  every  muncipality,  in  order  to 
get  impartial  and  fair  information  from  them.  One  thing 
is  sure,  judging  from  the  past  and  from  the  conduct  of  the 
officers  in  the  past,  that  the  officers  will  apply  to  the 
heads  of  the  Conservative  party  in  every  place. 

Coming  again  to  the  question  of  the  great  expendi¬ 
ture  that  this  will  entail,  we  should  add  to  the  four  months, 
which,  at  the  very  least,  will  be  required  to  make  the  list 
for  each  county,  two  months  at  least  for  the  revision  of 
those  lists,  especially  the  first  list  to  be  prepared  under  this 
Bill.  There  must  be,  first,  a  list  made  for  each  municipality, 
then  the  municipality  must  be  divided  into  polling  sub¬ 
divisions,  and  then  there  must  be  a  second  sub-division.  If 
that  does  not  take  at  least  two  months,  I  shall  be  very  much 
mistaken.  This  makes  six  months  that  the  revising  officer 
will  have  to  pass  in  the  making  of  the  list  for  each  munici¬ 
pality.  How  much  will  he  be  paid  ?  It  will  be  impossible  to 
get  any  decent  lawyor  to  give  up  his  profession  or  avocation 
for  six  months  without  giving  him,  at  the  very  least,  $1,000, 
and  I  am  very  much  afraid,  speaking  for  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  that  the  Government  will  only  get  inferior,  second 
or  third-class  lawyers,  to  give  up  their  profession  for  six 
months  for  $1,000.  That  is  a  very  moderate  estimate  of 
what  the  Government  will  have  to  pay.  To  that  we  must 
add  the  salary  of  a  clerk,  and  it  is  making  a  very  moderate 
estimate,  also,  to  suppose  that  he  will  be  paid  $300  a 
year.  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  possible  to  get  a  clerk 
for  $300  a  year,  but  I  am  putting  everything  at  the 
lowest  figure  possible.  Then  there  must  be  a  bailiff; 
that  bailiff  certainly  will  not  get  less  than  $200  for  the 
large  quantity  of  work  he  will  have  to  do.  That  makes 
altogether  $1,500  for  each  county.  Then  we  have  to 
add  to  this  the  travelling  expenses  of  the  revising  officer, 
and  of  his  clerk,  of  his  bailiff,  and  the  expenses  of 
printing.  Now,  we  have  had  some  experience  of  the  cost 
of  printing  when  it  is  done  at  the  expense  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  During  this  very  Session,  in  the  Publie  Accounts 
Committee,  we  have  seen  pi-inters  paid  seventeen  times  the 
cost  of  ordinary  composition  for  certain  pamphlets.  We 
may  be  quite  sure  that  this  printing  will  not  be  open  to 
public  competition,  but  will  be  given  only  to  friends  of  tho 
Government.  Altogether,  it  is  impossible  that  the  expendi¬ 
ture  under  this  Bill  will  be  less  than  $2,000  for  each  electoral 
division,  and  as  there  are  211  electoral  divisions  in  Canada, 
and  we  shall  probably  have  more  after  the  next  census,  the 
expenditure  will  reach  very  nearly  half  a  million  dollars — 
indeed,  we  may  say  with  perfect  certainty  that  the  expense 
of  making  this  list  will  reach  half  a  million  dollars.  Well, 
as  1  have  already  said,  if  I  were  to  consider  this  measure  only 
from  a  party  of  point  of  view,  I  should  rejoice  at  it.  I  have 
not  forgotten  the  outcry  raised  in  the  Province  of  Quebec 
by  some  of  the  hon.gentlemon  opposite  from  that  Province, 
when  the  Supreme  Court  was  created.  A  regular  howl  was 
raised  against  the  Liberal  party  because  it  had, as  was  asserted 
put  the  country  to  an  immense  expenditure  in  order  to  give  fat 
salaries  to  certain  lawyers,  I  must  admit  that  a  good  deal 
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of  damage  was  done  our  party  by  that  cry.  But  what  does 
that  court  cost  us  now,  against  which  such  an  outcry  was 
raised  ?  For  the  last  fiscal  year  I  see  the  expenditure  in 
connection  with  it  was  $56,426,  whereas  the  cost  of  these 
211  supreme  courts  that  are  going  to  be  created  by  this 
Bill,  will  be  at  least  half  a  million  dollars.  I  would  like  to 
see  what  defence  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  can  make  to  this 
proposition.  I  see  before  me  some  of  those  who  raised  such 
a  howl  against  the  Supreme  Court,  on  account  of  its  cost  and 
its  affording  fat  salaries  to  a  few  lawyers,  and  I  would  like 
to  know  what  they  have  to  say  in  defence  of  a  proposition 
to  give  salaries  to  211  lawyers,  at  an  expense  of  half  a 
million  dollars. 

But  not  only  will  this  system  be  very  expensive, 
but  it  will  be  less  efficient  than  the  system  now  in  existence. 
As  I  stated  a  few  moments  ago,  it  is  a  very  difficult  thing 
to  make  a  good  election  list,  so  difficult  that  even  when  it  is 
made  by  a  local  officer  there  are  sure  to  be  some  mistakes. 
I  do  not  think  there  ever  was  a  list  made  by  the  secretary- 
treasurer  which  had  not  afterwards  to  be  corrected  by  the 
municipal  council,  although  it  was  made  by  a  local  officer, 
who  knew  every  individual  living  in  the  municipality 
and  the  probable  amount  of  property  in  his  possession. 
I  am  now,  of  course,  speaking  of  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
with  which  I  am  specially  acquainted,  but  I  suppose  the 
case  is  much  the  same  in  the  other  Provinces.  Every  man 
in  a  municipality  knows  what  property  his  neighbors  have, 
and  the  assessor  cannot  easily  be  deceived  on  this  point. 
But  when  the  list  is  to  be  prepared  by  a  perfect  stranger 
going  into  the  county,  knowing  neither  the  individuals,  nor 
the  amount  of  their  property,  how  is  it  poesibls  that  he  can 
make  a  correct  list  ?  For  instance,  take  a  lawyer  going 
from  the  city  of  Quebec  into  the  county  of  Gaspe,  or  the 
county  of  Bonaventure ;  what  can  he  know  of  the  electors 
or  their  means  ?  What  can  he  know  of  the  wages  earned 
by  the  laborers  of  that  county  ?  A  great  many  of  the  elec¬ 
tors  are  away  from  certain  counties  at  certain  seasons  of 
the  year,  and  how  is  this  revising  officer  to  get  the  informa¬ 
tion  which  will  enable  him  to  put  them  on  the  list  or  exclude 
them  from  it  ?  Now,  we  have  obtained  a  concession  from 
the  First  Minister,  that  the  valuation  roll  shall  be  prima  facie 
evidence  of  the  value  of  property  to  qualify  those  who  are 
to  qualify  on  real  estate.  Several  new  franchises  have  been 
admitted,  and  very  properly  admitted.  Farmers’  sons,  or 
proprietors’  sons,  are  admitted,  and  wage-earners  are 
admitted  under  the  Bill  as  it  now  stands.  Now,  how  would 
it  be  possible  for  a  perfect  stranger  to  go  into  a  county  and 
say  how  many  sons  a  farmer  has  who  would  be  qualified  to 
vote  ?  It  is  next  to  impossible.  The  consequence  is,  that 
that  officer  will  have  to  act  on  second-class  information, 
and  of  course  he  will  take  his  information  from  the  wire¬ 
pullers  of  his  party. 

But  the  worst  feature  of  this  Bill,  after  all,  is  its 
injustice  and  its  want  of  impartiality.  By  the  section 
now  under  discussion  the  appointment  of  the  revising 
officer  is  to  be  left  to  the  Governor  in  Council.  (The  hon. 
gentleman  read  section  10  of  the  Bill,  concerning  the 
appointment  of  revising  officers.)  Now,  I  desire  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  section  I  have  just  read.  That  por¬ 
tion  of  the  section  is  the  very  best  answer  to  the 
contention  of  the  First  Minister.  He  said,  a  few  moments 
ago,  that  the  system  proposed  is  virtually  the  English 
system.  It  does  not  require  a  very  strong  argument  to 
prove  that  this  is  not  correct.  It  is  only  necessary  to  read 
the  section  to  show  that  there  is  no  comparison  between  the 
English  system  and  the  system  proposed  by  this  Bill.  As 
was  stated  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills), 
under  the  English  system  lists  are  prepared  by  the  local 
authorities,  by  the  overseers  of  the  county  municipalities, 
and  by  the  clerks  of  cities  and  towns.  They  are  local  offi¬ 
cers,  having  local  knowledge  of  individuals  and  of  property. 


It  is  exactly  our  system,  with  the  differences  of  detail  which 
are  inevitable  on  account  of  the  difference  of  our  municipal 
organisations.  But  taking  into  account  the  differences 
that  exist  between  oar  municipal  organisation  and 
the  municipal  organisation  in  England,  there  cannot 
be  more  similarity  than  exists  between  the  system  now 
in  force  in  England  and  the  system  in  force  in  this 
country,  up  to  this  moment,  and  which  it  is  proposed 
to  abandon.  Are  those  officers  in  England  who  pre¬ 
pare  the  lists  those  who  revise  them  ?  Not  at  all. 
What  are  the  duties  of  the  revising  officers  in  England  ? 
They  are  exactly  the  duties  which  are  performed  by  the 
judges  in  this  country  in  cases  of  appeal ;  I  speak,  at  least, 
for  the  Province  of  Quebec,  with  the  laws  of  which  I  am 
very  familiar.  I  can  state  without  fear  of  contradiction 
that  the  revising  officer  performs  the  same  duties  as  are 
performed  in  Quebec  by  the  judges  when  an  appeal  is  taken 
from  the  revision  of  the  municipal  officers.  It  is  impossible 
to  have  more  precautions  taken  than  are  taken  in  Quebec 
to  have  correct  lists.  The  list  is  prepared  by  the  local 
officer,  who  knows  everyone.  It  is  submitted  to  the  muni¬ 
cipal  council,  to  which  every  elector  has  a  right  to  make 
complaint.  Everyone  can  take  cognisance  of  the  list 
immediately  after  the  municipal  officer  has  prepared  it ; 
and  he  must  swear  to  its  correctness. 

I  heard  a  very  strong  remark  made  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Victoria  (Mr.  Cameron)  who  stated  that  it  was 
an  insult  to  the  legal  profession  of  Ontario,  at  least, 
to  insinuate  that  a  lawyer,  being  under  oath,  could  do 
anything  but  what  was  perfectly  just  and  fair.  I  do 
not  like  the  plan  of  opposing  class  to  class.  I  belong  to 
the  legal  profession  myself,  and  there  are  very  respect¬ 
able  people  in  that  profession ;  but  that  profession  is 
like  every  other,  and  I  do  not  pretend  that  lawyers 
are  above  other  men,  as  regards  justice  and  impartiality. 
All  classes  in  this  country  should  be  put  on  the  same  foot¬ 
ing.  It  must  be  admitted  that  injustice  and  perjury  have 
been  committed.  As  soon  as  the  list  is  prepared  it  must  be 
sworn  to  by  the  officer  who  has  prepared  it.  In  Quebec 
we  have  more  than  an  oath  of  office  taken  in  advance.  That 
was  not  found  to  be  sufficient ;  so,  after  the  local  officer  has 
prepared  the  list,  he  must  take  a  special  oath  before  a  jus¬ 
tice  of  the  peace,  swearing  to  the  correctness  and  impar¬ 
tiality  of  the  list.  He  must  state  under  that  special  oath 
that,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge,  it  is  a  correct  list  of  per¬ 
sons  entitled  to  vote,  that  he  has  knowingly  ommitted  no 
one  and  has  not  improperly  inserted  any  name  on  the  list. 
There  is  nothing  of  that  kind  provided  to  be  done  by  the 
revising  officer  in  the  Bill  now  under  discussion.  He  will 
only  take  the  general  oath  of  office.  In  answer  to  the  hon. 
member  for  Victoria,  I  may  say  that  the  legal  profession  of 
Quebec  occupies  just  as  good  a  position  as  that  of  any  other 
Province ;  but  there  is  party  spirit  in  the  legal  profession  of 
Quebec  as  in  the  profession  of  every  other  Province.  I  do 
not  say  that  lawyers  of  standing  would  perjure  themselves, 
but  it  is  very  well  known  in  Quebec,  as  in  every  other  Pro¬ 
vince,  there  are  in  the  profession  kings  and  pigmies.  There 
are  kings,  like  the  hon.  member  for  Victoria,  and  he  cannot 
judge  all  lawyers  by  himself.  He,  of  course,  would  never  lower 
himself  by  acting  against  his  oath  ;  but  he  cannot  make  him¬ 
self  responsible  for  every  other  lawyer.  There  are  lawyers 
who  may  perjure  themselves  and  be  false  to  their  oath  ;  there 
are  very  few  who  would  commit  perjury  and  swear  to 
statements  that  were  not  correct ;  but  party  spirit  may  lead 
men  very  great  distances.  It  is  a  well  known  rule,  and  one 
followed  in  all  countries,  that  a  law  should  not  place  a  man 
in  such  a  position  as  to  compel  him  to  choose  between  his 
duty  and  his  interest.  What  are  we  going  to  do  under  this 
this  Bill  if  it  passes  the  House?  The  revising  offi¬ 
cer  will  be  a  party  man,  because  it  is  not  expected, 
judging  from  the  antecedents  of  the  First  Min- 
i  ister,  that  he  will  appoint  men  quite  independent  of 


2188 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


Mat  28, 


all  party  leanings.  He  will  appoint  party  men,  and  perhaps 
very  bitter  party  men.  Is  it  desirable  to  appoint  men  who 
will  be  placed  in  the  position  of  choosing  between  the 
interests  of  their  party  and  their  duty  ?  It  is  against 
all  principles  of  morality  and  of  legislation.  We  can 
only  judge  of  the  future  by  the  past.  We  have  seen  the 
effect  of  the  interference  of  the  Government  in  the  past  in 
election  matters.  It  is  very  well  to  talk  of  respect  paid  to 
an  oath  ;  but  we  have  seen,  in  Quebec  and  in  other  Provinces, 
returning  officers,  who  are  supposed  to  be  officers  occupying 
as  high  a  position,  if  not  higher,  than  that  which  will  be 
occupied  by  the  revising  officer,  commit  improper  acts.  I 
am  going  to  speak  of  occurrences  within  my  own  personal 
knowledge.  In  18*7 1  the  law  left  the  task  to  the 
Government  of  choosing  any  revising  officer  whom 
they  wished.  A  certain  revising  officer  was 
appointed  for  the  election  in  Quebec  Centre.  He  was 
a  professional  man,  a  notary,  one  of  the  profession 
from  which  it  is  proposed  to  select  these  officers.  At  that 
time  the  nominations  were  public.  No  precautions  were 
taken  to  allow  the  free  and  independent  electors  to  come 
near  the  hustings  to  propose  a  candidate.  The  hustings 
were  surrounded  by  bullies,  so  much  so,  that  any  respectable 
person  could  not  get  near  them,  and  one  man  could  not  get 
near  the  place,  although  he  was  one  of  the  supporters  of  the 
party,  because  he  had  so  respectable  an  appearance.  The 
returning  officer  was  deaf  to  all  the  voices  proposing  an 
Opposition  candidate,  though  he  heard  the  nomination  of 
the  Conservative  candidate.  The  result  was,  that  he  declared 
the  Conservative  candidate  elected  by  acclamation,  although 
it  was  well  known  that  another  candidate  was  to  be  pro¬ 
posed.  During  the  following  Session  an  enquiry  took  place, 
and  dozens  of  witnesses  swore  before  the  Committee  on 
Privileges  and  Elections  that  they  had  proposed  another 
candidate,  that  they  had  shouted  his  name  very  loudly,  so 
that  every  one  understood  the  name  very  well,  the  candi¬ 
date  being  a  gentleman  who  is  now  in  the  Senate.  But 
although  the  returning  officer  was  a  professional  man, 
although  he  had  taken  the  oath  of  office,  as  the  revising 
officers  will  do,  he  was  deaf  to  all  the  cries  of  those  who 
proposed  the  Liberal  candidate,  although  his  ear  was  very 
acute  in  hearing  the  name  of  the  present  Minister  of 
Public  Works,  and  he  declared  him  elected  by  acclamation. 

Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left 
the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  When  the  committee  rose  I  was 
showing,  in  reply  to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Victoria  (Mr.  Cameron)  that  it  would  be  an  insult  to  the 
legal  profession  to  suppose  that  revising  barristers,  sworn  to 
do  their  duty,  would  act  otherwise  than  in  an  impartial 
manner — I  was  giving  instances  in  which  professional  men, 
appointed  to  still  more  important  and  responsible  positions 
than  those  of  revising  officers,  had  acted  in  anything  but  a 
fair  and  impartial  manner.  In  1867  there  were  a  great  many 
of  such  cases,  and  one  of  them  came  before  this  House  in  1868. 
I  allude  to  the  case  of  the  returning  officer  for  Kamouraska. 
How  did  he  show  his  impartiality  and  fair  dealing  before 
the  nomination  came  on.  He  commenced  to  show  the 
strongest  spirit  of  partisanship.  He  went  so  far  as  to  tie  up  his 
dog’s  tail  with  a  red  ribbon  in  order  to  insult  all  the  Liberal 
party  in  the  county,  and  this  was  but  a  trifle  compared 
with  what  he  did  when  nomination  came  on.  By  his  pro¬ 
clamation  he  disfranchised  all  the  municipalities  where  it 
was  generally  known  the  Liberal  party  would  have  large 
majorities.  He  declared  those  municipalities  should  not 
vote ;  and  this  was  not  an  isolated  instance.  We  saw  the 
same  thing  repeated  in  several  counties,  where  they  resorted 
Mr.  Langelier. 


to  that  shameful  trick  of  preventing  electors  in  the  Liberal 
parishes  from  voting,  and  still  these  men  wore  under  oath. 
And  in  order  not  to  perjure  themselves  they  took 
the  precaution  of  getting  the  opinion  of  a  lawyer 
in  favor  of  the  course  they  were  pursuing.  The 
law  at  that  time  required  the  secretary-treasurers  to 
send  duplicates  of  the  election  list  to  the  registrar.  Under 
the  pretext  that  copies  instead  of  duplicates  had  been  sent, 
whole  municipalities  were  disfranchised  ;  but  it  is  a  remark¬ 
able  fact  that  copies  had  also  been  sent  from  several  Conser¬ 
vative  municipalities,  and  it  was  not  considered  that  they 
should  be  disfranchised ;  one  course  was  followed  towards 
the  Liberal  municipalities  and  another  course  towards  the 
Conservative  municipalities.  Still,  that  was  the  conduct  of 
responsible  men.  This  is  an  answer  to  the  remark  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Victoria  (Mr.  Cameron)  this  afternoon,  to 
the  effect  that  it  was  an  insult  to  the  legal  profession  to 
suppose  that  legal  gentlemen  should  be  anything  but  impar- 
taial  under  oath.  Without  going  contrary  to  his  oath,  it 
would  be  very  easy  for  the  revising  barrister  to  say  he  was 
acting  on  information,  as  he  might  be  careful  only  to  go  to 
the  Conservative  party  for  information.  So  many  abuses 
were  committed  by  the  returning  officers  to  whom  I  have 
referred,  that  it  was  thought  proper  by  our  friends,  as  soon 
as  they  came  into  power,  in  1874,  to  change  the  law.  It  had 
always  been  their  contention,  while  out  of  power,  that  the 
officers  connected  with  the  election  of  members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  should  not  be  appointed  by  the  Government, 
but  should  be  entirely  independent  of  the  Government — 
should  be  public  officers,  in  responsible  positions,  who  should 
be  ex  officio  returning  officers ;  and  as  soon  as  they  came 
into  power  they  made  good  the  promises  they  made  in 
Opposition,  by  enacting  that  the  registrars  or  sheriffs  should 
be  ex  officio  returning  officers.  In  1875,  in  order  to  put  an 
end  to  similar  abuses  in  the  local  elections,  the  Legislature 
of  Quebec,  directed  at  that  time  by  a  Conservative  Govern¬ 
ment,  enacted  a  similar  law.  All  this  shows  the  danger  of 
the  system  now  proposed,  of  putting  into  the  hands  of  the 
Government  the  appointment  of  officers  who  are  going  to 
have  so  much  to  do  with  the  election  of  members  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  But  it  is  stated  that  these  officers  shall 
be,  as  far  as  possible,  taken  from  among  the  judges.  Well, 
even  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  and  in  the  other  Pro¬ 
vinces  which  have  county  judges,  that  will  be  impos¬ 
sible,  in  a  great  many  cases.  I  understand  that  in 
the  Province  of  Ontario  there  are  only  forty-two  county 
judges,  whereas  there  are  ninety-two  constituencies.  If 
the  county  judges  were  to  be  ex  officio  revising 
barristers,  the  objections  of  the  expensiveness  and  the 
inefficiency  of  the  new  system  would  remain  ;  but  there 
would  not  be  that  strongest  of  all  objections  founded  upon 
the  partiality  of  the  lists.  The  county  judges,  being  inde¬ 
pendent  of  political  parties,  are  supposed  to  be  free  from 
partisanship,  and  to  be  likely  to  make  fair  lists.  But  in 
the  Province  of  Quebec  even  that  would  be  impossible, 
because  we  have  no  county  judges,  and  it  is  entirely  out  of 
the  question  to  expect  the  judges  of  the  Superior  Court  to 
prepare  the  electoral  lists.  Their  number  is  not  large 
enough,  and  they  have  not  too  much  time  for  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  their  ordinary  duties.  What,  then,  will  be  the 
x’esult  ?  The  result  will  be  that  in  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
at  least,  none  but  lawyers  or  notaries  will  be  appointed 
to  make  the  lists.  1  would  call  the  special  attention 
of  hon.  members  from  the  Province  of  Quebec  to  the 
danger  for  that  Province,  in  particular,  of  the  system  now 
proposed.  I  am  going  to  quote  a  few  lines  from  a  book 
written  by  a  Conservative  writer;  it  is  entituled :  “ Le 
Canada  sous  V  Union,"  by  Mr.  Turcotte.  Speaking  of  the 
abuses  committed  in  the  first  olection  under  the  Union,  the 
writer  shows  the  dagger  of  entrusting  to  the  Government 
the  appointment  of  the  officers  who  are  to  manage  the  elec¬ 
tions.  At  that  time  the  appointment  of  the  returning 
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officers  was  put  in  tho  hands  of  the  Government.  The 
result  was  that  the  then  Governor  General,  Lord  Sydenham, 
succeeded  in  electing  a  majority  of  the  members,  although 
the  majority  of  the  electors  were  opposed  to  the  Government 
he  had  formed.  The  following  constituencies  were  practi¬ 
cally  disfranchised:  Beauharnois,  Vaudreuil,  Bouville, 
Montreal,  Cbambly  and  Terrebonne.  In  these  counties 
members  were  elected  to  whom  the  doctors  were  opposed. 
One  man,  who  afterwards  occupied  a  prominent  position  in 
this  country — I  refer  to  Sir  Louis  H.  Lafontaine— was  de¬ 
feated  by  the  means  used  by  the  partisan  returning  officers, 
and  hero  is  what  he  said,  speaking  of  his  rejection  in  the 
county  of  Terrebonne,  in  a  letter  addressed  to  the  electors : 

“  Un  fait  patent  que  personne  ne  peut  nier,  qui  resulte  des  actes 
memes  de  lord  Sydenham,  e’est  qu’il  s’est  identifie  per3onuellement 
dans  la  lutte  61ectorale  de  notre  district,  dont  il  a  pris  un  soin  particu- 
lier  it  changer  les  places  de  poll ;  et  que,  dans  ces  comtes,  la  lutte  a  ete 
accompagnee  de  violence,  da  l’effusion  de  sang  et  de  meurtres.  En 
fixant  pour  votre  comte  le  lieu  de  l’election  it  New  Glasgow,  dans  les 
bois,  it  l’extremite  des  limites  de  ce  comte,  lord  Sydenham  a  commis  une 
injustice  flagrante.” 

The  same  system  might  be  resorted  to  by  a  partisan  revis¬ 
ing  officer.  The  Bill  provides  that  it  shall  be  the  duty  of 
the  revising  barrister  to  divide  each  municipality  into  poll¬ 
ing  divisions.  Every  member  of  this  House  has  had  more 
or  less  to  do  with  elections,  and  knows  the  influence  that  a 
certain  division  into  polling  districts  may  have  in  favor  of 
the  one  party  or  the  other.  On  the  occasion  to  which  I 
refer,  instead  of  fixing  the  place  of  nomination  at  the  real 
centre  of  the  county,  it  was  placed  at  New  Glasgow,  in  the 
bush,  at  an  immense  distance  from  the  central  place.  What 
was  done  on  that  occasion  by  tho  partisan  returning  officer 
might  be  more  easily  done  by  a  revising  officer.  lie  might 
divide  the  municipality  into  polling  divisions,  in  such  a  way 
as  to  make  it  almost  impossible,  in  many  places,  for  the 
Liberals  to  poll  their  vote,  or  make  it  exceedingly  expen¬ 
sive  for  them  to  do  so.  I  have  seen  that  done  on  certain 
occasions  by  partisan  returning  officers.  Every  man 
knows,  that  under  the  present  law,  in  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec,  at  least,  when  the  municipal  councillors  have  not 
divided  a  municipality  into  polling  divisions,  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  returning  officer  to  do  it.  In  some  cases,  where  the 
municipal  councils  neglected  to  do  so,  a  partisan  returning 
officer  has  divided  the  municipality  in  such  a  way  as  to 
practically  disfranchise  nearly  the  whole  Liberal  party  in 
certain  polling  divisions,  the  polling  houses  being  put  in 
places  where  it  was  practically  impossible  for  the  Liberal 
party  in  the  municipality  to  exercise  their  franchise. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  mean  to 
say  that  is  confined  exclusively  to  Conservative  returning 
officers  ? 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  No ;  but  tho  same  thing  can  be  done 
by  the  revising  officers. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  was  done  in  my  own  constituency — 
not  in  my  election,  but  at  the  last  local  election,  in  the  Lib¬ 
eral  interest. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  What  the  hon.  gentleman  says  is  in 
support  of  my  contention. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to  be 
contending  that  that  would  be  done  by  the  revising  barris¬ 
ter;  but  that,  under  the  present  system,  where  the  return¬ 
ing  officers  are  confined  to  registrars  and  sheriffs,  that 
cannot  be  done.  In  my  county  the  returning  officer  did  the 
same  thing. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  When  a  municipal  council  neglects 
their  duty,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  returning  officer  to  make 
the  polling  divisions.  In  a  few  cases  the  municipal  council 
neglected  their  duty,  and  it  was  done  by  the  returning  offi¬ 
cers  in  the  way  I  have  stated.  Under  this  Bill,  the  divisions 
of  a  municipality  by  a  Government  officer  will  become  the 
rule.  Sir  L.  H.  Lafontaine  goes  on  to  say : 


“  II  a  voulu  defranchiser  virtuellement  votre  comte  ;  et  un  fait  impor¬ 
tant  h  constater,  c’e3t  que  lit,  lui,  lord  Sydenham,  est  descendu  dans 
l’arene  pour  combattre  corps  it  corps  avec  un  simple  individu.  C’est 
lui  qai  engageait  la  lutte  avec  moi ;  le  Dr  McCulloch  n’etait  qu’un  prdte- 
nom.  II  m’a  vaincu  ;  mais  il  y  a  de  ces  defaites  qui  sont  plus  honorables 
que  la  victoire,  il  faut  marcher  dans  le  sang  de  ses  concitoyens  amis  ou 
ennemis.” 

Here  are  some  instances  of  the  frauds  and  injustices  which 
have  been  committed,  when  a  partisan  officer  had  to  do 
with  the  conduct  of  an  election.  Well,  it  is  proposed  by 
this  Bill  to  put  all  the  elections  into  the  hands  of  a  partisan 
revising  barrister.  This  is  a  danger  for  every  Province  in 
the  Confederation.  It  threatens  this  country  with  the  over¬ 
throw  of  its  representative  institutions ;  but  there  is  a 
special  danger  to  bo  feared  from  it,  as  regards  the  Province 
of  Quebec.  The  only  guarantee  we  have  of  preserving  our 
local  institutions,  our  special  institutions,  which  the  pro¬ 
moters  of  Confederation  were  so  careful  to  preserve,  is  the 
free  and  untrammelled  exercise  of  the  franchise  by  the 
electors  of  the  Province  of  Quebec.  I  do  not  suppose  wo 
shall  ever  have  a  Governor  General  who  will  act  in  the 
same  way  as  Lord  Sydenham  did  ;  but  it  is  easy  to  suppose 
that  we  may  have  a  Prime  Minister  desirous  of  destroying 
the  local  institutions  of  Quebec,  of  invading  the  local  rights 
of  Quebec,  and  nothing  would  be  easier  for  that  Prime 
Minister  than  to  secure  tho  election  of  mere  tools  in  several 
counties,  by  appointing  partisan  revising  barristers,  who 
will  put  on  the  voters’  lists  only  the  electors  prepared  in 
advance  to  support  the  course  proposed  by  the  Government, 
or  to  have  revising  barristers  who  would  practically  dis¬ 
franchise  large  portions  of  several  constituencies,  those  por¬ 
tions  which  it  was  known  in  advance  would  he  opposed  to  the 
policy  of  the  Government.  I  repeat,  if  there  is  a  Province 
in  the  Confederation  which  should  be  opposed  specially  to 
this  portion  ot  the  Bill,  it  is  certainly  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec  ;  and  I  am  astonished  to  see  hon.  members,  supporters 
of  the  Government  from  that  Province,  prepared  to  support 
that  portion  of  the  Bill.  When  I  say  they  are  prepared  to 
support  it,  I  must  modify  that  statement;  thoy  do  not  seem 
to  be  prepared  to  support  it  very  cordially.  Not 
one  of  them  has  dared  to  stand  up  and  say  he 
is  satisfied  with  the  Bill  which  they  are  prepared 
to  vote  for,  but  I  am  sure,  if  the  First  Minister 
were  to  go  to  every  one  of  them  and  ask  him  :  Do  you  prefer 
this  Bill  should  pass  or  not  ?  I  am  sure  each  one  would 
answer  that  he  would  prefer  ten  times  over  that  it  did  not 
pass.  They  support  it  only  for  party  purposes ;  and  I 
must  say  this  to  the  credit  of  the  Conservative  members  of 
the  Province  of  Quebec,  that  if  they  are  prepared  to  vote 
for  the  Bill  they  have  the  decency,  at  least,  not  to  say  any¬ 
thing  in  its  favor. 

After  each  election  which  our  adversaries  have  carried, 
we  always  hear  a  great  deal  of  boasting  from  them  of 
their  immense  success  ;  we  hear  them  say  that  the 
electors  approve  of  their  policy.  Supposing,  after  this 
law  is  in  force,  an  election  is  carried  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite — I  do  not  expect  it  will  have  that  result — but  sup¬ 
pose  it  will,  will  they  be  able  to  boast  very  much  of  the 
result  ?  Will  they  be  able  to  say  it  proves  that  public 
opinion  is  in  their  favor  ?  It  would  only  prove  that  tho 
electors,  selected  by  partisan  officers,  would  be  in  their  favor, 
but  not  at  all  that  public  opinion  was  in  their  favor.  It  has 
always  been  a  great  point  in  elections  to  secure  fairness  and 
impartiality.  I  remember  hearing  a  very  interesting  remark 
made  by  the  late  Mr.  Justice  VYilles,  in  an  election  case,  when 
giving  a  reason  wh3T,  in  election  cases,  the  wrongful  acts  of 
the  agent  go  against  the  principal,  which  is  not  the  case  in 
civil  cases.  The  reason  he  gave  was,  that  an  election  should 
be  carried  only  by  fair  means,  and  he  compared  it  to  a  race, 
which,  he  said,  if  won  by  foul  means,  should  not  be  considered 
as  gained,  but  as  lost  to  the  party  guilty  of  the  fraud.  Could 
an  election  carried  under  this  Bill  by  electors  selected  by 
partisan  officers  be  fairly  considered  as  an  election  earned 
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on  in  a  regular  manner  and  showing  the  stTength  of  public 
opinion  ?  I  say  no.  There  is  no  man  who  will  say  that  the 
election  will  show  the  public  opinion  of  the  country ;  it  will 
only  show  the  so-called  public  opinion  formed  by  the  revis¬ 
ing  barrister  appointed  by  the  Government. 

1  think  I  have  proved  that  the  system  proposed  will  be 
extremely  expensive,  that  it  will  be  much  more  inefficient 
than  the  present  system,  that  it  is  more  dangerous,  that  it 
will  bring  partiality  into  the  making  of  the  election  [lists 
and  will  be  dangerous  for  the  whole  country,  and  especially 
for  the  Province  of  Quebec. 

Mr.  YALIN.  (Translation.)  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  Opposition  is  very  much  afraid  of  the  revising 
officers.  W  e  do  not  fear,  because  we  are  not  accustomed  to 
use  the  means  which  these  hon.  gentlemen  most  always  use. 
It  is  true,  the  present  system  is  very  well  liked  by  these 
gentlemen,  because  it  leaves  the  door  open  for  them  to  com¬ 
mit  frauds  and  to  cause  the  lists  to  be  revised  according  to 
their  own  notions.  I  am  speaking  from  personal  experience 
in  my  own  county.  1  shall  speak  of  what  has  taken  place 
during  last  election  in  my  own  county.  The  hon.  member 
who  has  just  spoken  (Mr.  Langelior)  ought  to  know 
something  about  it.  During  that  election  people  have 
taken  the  trouble  to  travel  over  every  parish  in  the  county 
with  a  notary,  making  out  deeds,  in  order  to  increase  the 
number  of  voters  and  in  order  to  have  the  list  revised  and 
names  struck  out.  The  present  Bill  cannot  give,  especially 
in  that  part  of  the  country,  a  great  number  of  votes  to  these 
gentlemen,  and  this  is  easily  understood;  but  if  we  give 
them  the  privilege  of  revising  the  lists  we  know  what  will 
happen.  What  has  happened  last  year  might  happen  again 
this  year,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  that  might  bo  continued 
in  the  samo  manner  for  a  long  time  to  come.  Deeds  have 
been  passed  in  all  the  parishes  in  my  county,  or  nearly  so, 
and  as  many  as  three  different  votes  have  been  given  on  the 
same  farm.  Those  who  had  so  divided  their  lots  were  to 
annul  the  deeds  immediately  after  votation,  but  there  has 
been  a  case  where  the  sons  of  a  farmer  declined  to  annul 
the  deeds,  and  father  and  sons  were  left  almost  penniless. 
Well,  what  we  wish  to  have  to-day  is  revisers,  who 
will  be  sufficiently  independent  from  these  gentlemen, 
revisers  who  will  be  under  the  control  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  by  this  means  I  hope  we  may  have  justice. 
The  present  Government  do  not  expect  to  remain  in 
power  for  centuries ;  it  may  turn  out  some  of  these  days 
that  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  may  come  into  power; 
and  it  is  for  that  reason  that,  on  our  part,  we  should  like  to 
have  the  right  of  appeal.  I  suppose  that  that  right  will  be 
used,  and  that  everything  that  can  bo  done  will  be  done  to 
have  as  many  votes  struck  out  as  will  be  possible.  It  is  not 
known  who  the  revisers  will  be ;  I  suppose  that  we  are 
going  to  appoint  Liberals,  because  we  know  very  well  that 
if  the  Liberals  wore  in  power  they  would  appoint  Conserva¬ 
tives.  There  is  not  the  loast  doubt  about  that.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  so  much  has  been  said  about  this  Franchise  Bill  that 
our  ears  are  full  of  it.  I  believe  that  the  gentlemen  who 
have  said  so  much  about  this  Bill  are  sick  of  it.  I  believe 
that  their  own  seats  must  have  heard  more  about  it  than 
hon.  members  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  that  their  voices 
must  have  resounded  very  often  in  their  own  ears.  It  is 
evident  that  if  the  present  system  was  to  continue  these 
gentlemen  would  not  find  it  necessary  to  make  great  con¬ 
tests  ;  all  that  they  would  have  to  do  would  be  to  use  the 
means  which  were  employed  in  my  county,  and  go  round 
the  country  in  that  manner;  it  is  well  known  that  corruption 
would  soon  have  changed  the  majority  of  the  people.  We 
know  that  we,  the  Conservatives,  have  not  practised  the 
same  system  as  these  gentlemen,  so  that  we  will  probably 
have  a  considerable  increase  of  votes  in  my  county.  This 
is  the  reason  why,  for  my  part,  I  am  in  favor  of  the  present 
Bill ;  and  I  especially  approve  of  that  clause  which  will  give 
Mr.  Langelier. 
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us  revisers  appointed  by  the  Government.  We  will  have 
mote  chance  to  have  justice  when  they  will  be  appointed 
by  the  Government,  than  if  their  appointment  was  left  in 
the  hands  of  the  present  mayors.  We  know  that  the 
mayors  who,  in  my  county,  are  working  in  the  interest  of 
the  Liberal  party,  are  very  apt  to  commit  irregularities.  I 
do  not  know  who  advises  them  in  that  way,  but  then,  every 
year  we  have  long  lists,  which  give  us  a  great  deal  of  trouble 
to  revise  them  ;  and  if  competent  men  are  appointed  by  the 
Government  it  will  do  away  with  a  great  many  difficulties 
with  which  we  have  to  contend  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  The  hon.  gentleman  practically 
agrees  with  me. .  He  says  that,  in  his  county,  some  people 
in  certain  municipalities  have  been  making  electors  by 
assigning  portions  of  their  property  to  their  sons,  or  to  some 
other  relatives,  in  order  to  qualify  them.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  cannot  be  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  the  law  of  Quebec 
provides  for  such  a  case.  There  is  an  express  clause  in 
that  law,  saying  that,  whenever  it  is  proved  before  a 
municipal  council  that  a  property  has  been  assigned  or 
transferred  or  leased  to  a  party  for  the  only  purpose  of 
qualifying  him  as  an  elector,  the  council  has  the  right  to 
strike  out  the  name  of  that  party.  If  that  is  not  done  in 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  county  it  is  his  own  fault  or  the  fault 
of  his  friends.  I  know  his  county  pretty  well. 

Mr.  YALIN.  You  ought  to  know  it. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Yes;  1  know  it  pretty  well.  The 
hon.  gentleman  will  not  contradict  me  when  I  say  that  a 
large  majority  of  the  municipal  councils  in  his  county  are 
Conservative.  Why  did  they  not  correct  these  mistakes  or 
frauds  of  which  he  speaks  ?  I  think  ho  has  no  right  to 
come  here  and  make  the  complaint;  this  is  not  the  proper 
place  for  it.  I  know  that,  on  a  certain  occasion,  he  made  a 
complaint  against  the  valuation  roll,  which  went  as  far  as 
the  Court  of  Appeal.  That  shows  that  there  is  a  remedy 
for  frauds,  if  frauds  there  are.  The  present  system  will  not 
shut  the  door  to  such  tricks  as  those  he  speaks  of.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  admit  or  to  deny  the  statements  he  has  made. 
I  do  not  know  anything  of  them,  but  I  know  that  the  law 
now  proposed  will  not  only  not  shut,  but  will  open  wide  the 
door  to  the  commisssion  of  the  same  acts  of  which  he  com¬ 
plains.  What  is  thero  in  the  present  law  to  prevent  the 
making  of  electors  by  transferring  or  assigning  property 
sufficient  to  qualify  them  ?  The  only  difference  is,  that 
when  the  property  is  assigned  or  transferred  it  is 
the  revising  officer  who  will  have  to  decide  whether  the 
property  is  of  sufficient  value,  instead  of  it  being  decided,  as 
now,  by  the  municipal  council.  But  this  will  not  prevent 
the  evils  of  which  he  speaks.  Now,  there  is  a  remedy.  If 
the  secretary-treasurer  does  not  correct  those  abuses  the 
municipal  council  may  stop  them;  if  the  municipal  council 
do  not  stop  them  a  judge  of  the  Superior  Court,  when 
appealed  to,  will  correct  those  frauds  or  mistakes.  Under 
the  present  Bill,  instead  of  that,  we  shall  have  the  revising 
barrister  appointed  by  the  Government,  who  will  make  the 
list.  If  such  frauds  are  committed  in  the  interest  of  the 
party,  I  can  say,  without  much  fear  of  being  mistaken,  that 
the  officer  in  question  will  be  very  chary  of  striking  off 
the  names  of  parties  put  on  the  list  in  that  way.  He  will 
be,  first,  the  party  to  make  the  list;  then  he  will  revise  it ; 
then  he  will  decide  the  appeal  taken  from  his  own  revision. 
What  can  we  expect  ?  It  is  possible  that  the  revising  officer 
will  correct  his  own  work,  and  admit  the  mistake,  but  it 
will  show  a  great  deal  of  philosophy  on  the  part  of  a  revi¬ 
sing  barrister  to  admit  that  he  has  committed  a  fraud  or 
made  a  great  blunder ;  so,  instead  of  the  advantage  we  now 
have  of  correcting  those  frauds  or  mistakes,  we  shall  have 
no  correction,  and  the  fraudulent  lists  will  remain  fraudu¬ 
lent. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  We  have  to  consider  the  question  of 
cost.  1  expected,  when  the  First  Minister  addressed  the 
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House  this  afternoon,  that  he  would  have  given  us  some 
information  as  to  the  probable  cost  that  will  be  involved  in 
the  inauguration  of  this  system.  It  is  a  very  important 
matter.  If,  by  the  operation  of  this  Act,  we  are  going  to 
increase  the  annual  expenditure,  it  is  a  very  important  consi¬ 
deration  in  connection  with  this  Bill,  and  one  which  should 
be  closely  criticised.  Several  statements  have  been  made  on 
this  side  in  regard  to  the  probable  cost,  but  we  have  had 
no  such  statement  from  the  other  side.  The  only  suggestion 
the  First  Minister  has  made  on  the  subject  was  when  he 
stated  that  the  county  judges  had  been  agitating  for  an 
increased  salary,  that  some  suggestions  had  been  made  in  that 
direction,  and  that,  by  a  sum  being  added  to  their  salary,  they 
possibly  would  perform  the  duties  of  revising  officers  in 
addition  to  their  present  duties.  We  do  not  know  whether  the 
amount  added  to  their  salaries  will  be  the  same  amount 
as  will  be  given  to  revising  officers,  who  are  not  judges. 
Undoubtedly  it  is  going  to  cost  a  considerable  sum  of 
money,  and  it  is  exceedingly  desirable  that  we  should  have 
some  more  information  upon  this  point  before  we  can  agree 
to  pass  this  clause.  Now,  another  objectionable  feature  con¬ 
nected  with  the  revising  barrister  is  that  the  Government 
is  asking  to  be  empowered  to  fix  the  salary  by  Order  in 
Council.  It  has  also  been  intimated  that  it  will  probably 
cost  more  the  first  year  than  it  is  likely  to  cost  in  subsequent 
years,  because  the  revising  officer  and  his  assistants  will 
have  more  work  to  perform  the  first  year.  Now,  I  do  not 
believe  that  after  the  system  has  been  put  into  operation, 
and  the  revising  barristers  have  been  granted  an 
allowance  for  the  first  year,  they  will  very  willingly  con¬ 
sent  to  a  reduction,  even  supposing  the  work  should  bo  less 
in  after  years.  I  am  quite  sure  it  is  not  the  Government’s 
intention  to  reduce  the  judges’  salary  after  it  is  once  estab¬ 
lished,  and  consequently  there  is  no  probability  that  the 
amount  granted  to  each  revising  officer  the  first  year  will 
be  reduced,  but  it  is  more  likely  to  be  increased.  Now, 
there  is  another  point  worthy  of  mention.  It  is  going  to 
be  impossible  to  fix  the  same  salary  for  each  officer, 
because  there  are  some  constituencies  in  which  there 
are  6,000  voters,  while  in  others  there  are  only  3,000. 
Where  there  is  a  large  number  of  voters  the  revising  bar¬ 
rister  will  expect  a  proportionately  large  allowance  for  dis¬ 
charging  his  duties.  He  will  not  be  willing  to  perform  the 
duty  in  a  constituency  of  6,000  voters  for  the  samo  salary  as 
he  would  in  a  constituency  of  only  3,000  voters,  and  the 
consequence  will  be  that  so  many  arguments  will  be  used 
in  favor  of  increasing  the  salary  of  the  revising  barristers 
that  it  will  go  on  increasing  from  year  to  year.  They  will 
constantly  be  representing  the  work  done  by  them  as  some¬ 
thing  very  onerous,  to  which  they  would  like  to  have  a 
respectable  salary  attached.  With  regard  to  the  appoint¬ 
ment  itself,  I  claim  that  it  is  an  imprudent  act  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  ask  that  they  should  control  the 
appointments  in  each  constituency.  They  ought  to  endeavor 
to  rid  themselves  of  the  odium,  that  will  undoubtedly  rest 
upon  them,  of  appointing  their  own  political  friends  in  every 
constituency.  It  appears  that  it  struck  the  First  Minister 
as  necessary  in  the  interest  of  his  party  that  ho  should  not 
only  ask  power  to  make  the  appointment,  but  that 
he  should  make  it  in  such  a  way  that  the  revising 
officers  will  hold  their  office  as  long  as  they  live, 
or  until  such  time  as  some  serious  complaint  is  made 
against  them.  I  hold  that  they  should  have  adopted  either 
the  course  that  is  pursued  in  England,  and  allow  the  judges 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  who  go  from  circuit  to  circuit,  to  make 
the  appointments,  or  else  they  should  have  sought  in  some 
other  way  to  relieve  themselves  of  the  odium  that  will  hang 
around  the  Government  for  taking  power  to  make  partisan 
appointments.  Although  the  revising  officer  may,  in  some 
cases,  desire  to  do  his  duty  with  some  measure  of  fairness, 
there  will  always  be  a  certain  amount  of  dissatisfaction  with 
him  on  account  of  the  fact  that  he  is  a  political  partisan. 


We  all  know  that  in  England,  from  which  the  Prime  Min¬ 
ister  is  fond  of  quoting  precedents,  the  judges  make  the 
appointment  of  the  revising  barristers,  and  we  have  courts 
here  similar  to  those  of  England.  When  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  intended  to  follow  so  closely  the  English  precedent  he 
ought  to  have  provided  for  the  appointments  of  revising 
officers  to  be  made  by  Superior  Court  judges.  In  the  United 
States  the  appointments  of  supervisors  or  select  men  are 
made  by  the  people  themselves. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh  ! 

Mr,  HESSON.  I  hope  hon.  gentlemen  will  keep  a  little 
more  quiet.  The  hon.  member  has  only  spoken  fifty-three 
times  on  this  subject ! 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  I  have  not  spoken  more  frequently 
than  I  considered  it  to  be  my  duty  to  speak.  1  have  a  right 
to  criticise  every  item.  I  am  discharging  my  duty,  and  I 
will  do  it  fearlessly,  to  the  end.  In  the  Uunited  States  I 
have  said  those  men  are  chosen  by  popular  vote.  No 
party  in  power,  whether  Democrat  or  Republican,  has  a 
right  to  select  the  men  who  shall  fix  the  voters’  lists.  In 
some  places  there  may  be  a  majority  of  Democrats 
appointed,  and  in  others  a  majority  of  Republicans ;  but  the 
people  are  responsible  for  the  result.  In  this  connection 
we  have  a  right  to  review  the  work  to  be  performed  by  the 
revising  officers.  They  will  have  to  get  copies  of  the  assess¬ 
ment  rolls  in  each  municipality;  Afterwards,  they  will 
have  to  make  out  duplicate  copies  of  those  rolls.  They 
must  post  them  up  in  several  places,  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  the  electors  an  opportunity  of  seeing  what 
names  they  contain.  After  a  number  of  days  the 
first  rovision  will  be  held.  It  will  be  the  privilege 
of  any  elector  to  attend  and  present  his  objections  to  any 
names  on  the  list,  or  suggest  that  names  be  added.  After 
the  first  revision  the  electoral  lists  will  be  prepared.  Those 
will  have  to  be  posted  up  and  remain  posted  for  some  time. 
Then  will  come  the  second  rovision  of  the  list.  As  soon  as 
the  first  revision  is  over  several  lists  will  have  to  bo  pre¬ 
pared  and  posted  up.  Afterwards  the  second  revision  will 
be  held.  It  will  have  to  bo  held  in  each  municipality,  of 
which  there  are  from  ton  to  fifteen  in  each  electoral  dis¬ 
trict.  If  the  revising  officer  spends  only  one  day  in  each 
municipality  ho  will  not  get  through  the  second  revision  in 
less  than  about  fifteen  days.  I  have  been  accustomed 
to  municipal  work  for  twenty  years,  and  I  am  satisfied 
there  will  be  considerable  work  for  a  revising  offi¬ 
cer  to  do,  and  more  work  during  the  first  year  than 
subsequently,  due  to  curiosity  on  the  part  of  the  people. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  work  will  be  larger  than  it  would 
be  after  the  system  is  in  operation  for  several  years.  I 
claim  that  by  this  system  the  Government  will  shoulder  the 
responsibility  of  endeavoring  to  cook  the  voters’  list  in 
every  constituency,  and  in  place  of  putting  themselves  in 
such  a  position,  they  should  try  to  relieve  themselves  of  a 
charge  of  that  kind.  If  the  Government  were  disposed  to 
place  their  case  fairly  and  honestly  before  the  country  they 
certainly  would  not  seek,  by  a  system  of  this  kind,  to  control 
the  voters’  list  in  each  constituency,  and  place  themselves 
under  the  suspicion  of  putting  some  names  on  and  taking 
others  off.  Whether  that  would  be  the  case  or  not  I  cannot 
say;  but  of  one  thing  I  am  certain,  and  that  is,  that  there 
is  a  general  suspicion  that  it  will  be  done  in  some  cases.  If 
judges  are  appointed  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  duties  will  be 
fairly  and  honestly  performed  in  most  cases,  though  there 
may  be  such  a  thing  as  even  judges  forgetting  their  high 
positions,  and  permitting  their  political  feelings  to  bias 
them  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty.  I  hope,  however, 
that  such  cases  will  be  rare.  The  revising  barristers, 
however,  are  like  other  men,  and  as  we  admit  that 
there  are  partisans  and  men  holding  extreme  views  on 
all  sides  of  politics,  when  the  Government  appoints  a 
man  of  that  stamp  he  will  undoubtedly  try  to  show 
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his  willingness  to  discharge  his  duties,  with  an  eye 
to  the  best  interests  of  his  party,  and  in  such  cases  there 
will  undoubtedly  be  great  dissatisfaction,  and  possibly 
difficulties  may  arise  of  a  very  serious  kind.  We  know 
that  a  law  was  passed  some  years  ago  by  which  the  Govern- 
ment  took  into  their  hands  the  power  of  appointing  return¬ 
ing  officers  in  places  where  sheriffs  and  registrars  could  be 
got,  but  perhaps  were  not  considered  desirable  men  to  appoint. 
I  know  that  in  my  county  we  have  a  sheriff  and  two 
registrars,  and  that  one  of  those  registrars  was  permitted  to 
stay  at  home,  and  a  man  was  appointed  in  the  centre 
riding  who  never  had  performed  the  duties  of  returning 
officer,  and  in  many  ways  was  completely  ignorant  of  those 
duties.  While  there  was  no  evidence  of  his  acting  in  an  im¬ 
proper  way,  possibly,  if  matters  had  come  to  as  close  a  shave 
as  in  some  other  constituencies,  he  might  have  been  willing 
to  lepd  himself  to  acts  which  might  have  been  questionable 
in  themselves.  We  know  that,  by  the  action  of  one  of 
these  returning  officers  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
was  deprived  of  his  seat  for  some  time,  and  that  another  man 
represented  the  constituency  in  this  House  until  the  courts 
awarded  the  hon.  gentleman  his  just  rights ;  and  if  the 
First  Minister  should  strike  such  a  man  as  that,  and 
appoint  him  a  revising  officer,  no  man  would  say 
that  he  would  not  bo  willing  to  do  acts  just  as 
questionable  as  those  which  wero  done  by  that  gentleman. 
The  hon.  member  for  Victoria  was  very  indignant  this  after¬ 
noon  at  the  leader  of  the  Oppositisn,  because  he  made  some 
remarks  which  he  thought  were  not  complimentary  to 
lawyers.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  exaggerated  what  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  said  ;  but,  at  any  rate,  though 
lawyers  are  a  respectable  class  of  men,  they  are  like  other 
people,  and  there  are  among  them  extreme  partisans,  men 
who  would  lend  themselves  to  political  acts  of  a  very  ques¬ 
tionable  kind  if  they  had  the  opportunity.  I  believe  there 
are  barristers  of  five  years’  standing  who,  if  they  had, 
to-morrow,  the  opportunity  of  discharging  the  duties  of 
a  revising  officei’,  would  be  willing  to  perform  those  duties 
in  the  best  interest  of  their  party,  and  I  havo  no  doubt, 
before  we  have  had  many  years  experience  of  this  law,  we 
will  find,  in  sections  win  re  those  men  are  appointed,  just  as 
great  an  outcry  against  the  appointments  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  makes  as  we  have  heard  with  regard  to  his 
appointments  of  returning  officers.  I  contend  that  there  has 
been  no  evidence  presented  to  this  House  in  favor  of  this  pro¬ 
vision,  and  the  fact  that  the  present  system  has  worked  so 
admirably  well  shows  that  this  change  is  not  a  desirable  one, 
that  it  is,  in  fact,  absolutely  unnecessary.  The  only  ground 
upon  which  any  gentleman  on  that  side  can  ask  that  this 
Bill  should  be  put  in  operation  is  the  ground  of  party 
exigency.  I  believe,  if  you  obliterate  the  ill-feeling  which 
exists  between  the  First  Minister  and  the  Attorney-General 
of  Ontario  you  would  do  away  with  the  necessity  of  this 
law  altogether,  and  it  is  too  bad  that  the  country,  owing  to 
this  unfortunate  state  of  things,  should  be  asked  to  incur  an 
annual  expense  of  $300,000  or  $400,000  for  the  operation  of 
this  law.  The  First  Minister  laughs  when  I  mention  these 
figures,  but  as  we  have  not  had  the  slightest  intimation  from 
him  or  from  hon.  members  on  that  side  as  to  what  the 
estimated  cost  will  be,  we  are  justified  in  bolding  that  our 
estimate  is  nearly  correct.  I  bold  that  the  system  under 
which  the  municipal  councils  have  in  their  hands  the  pre¬ 
paration  of  the  lists  has  worked  most  admirably,  and  that 
they  are  the  beet  judges  and  revisors.  Though  politics  may 
rule  in  some  few  townships,  as  a  general  thing  they 
do  not,  and  the  men  elected  discharge  their  dnties 
with  credit  to  themselves  and  advantage  to  the  town¬ 
ship.  These  men,  from  year  to  year,  seek  the  honor 
of  being  elected  to  positions  in  the  council, 
and  they  perceive  the  necessity  of  cultivating  the  the  good 
feeling  of  the  people  and  of  seeing  that  every  rightful 
elector  in  the  municipality  is  placed  on  the  voters’  list.  In 
Mr.  ^McMullen. 


the  first  place,  the  assessor  has  to  put  a  fixed  value  on  the 
entire  assessable  property  of  the  municipality.  Before  he 
proceeds  to  perform  that  duty  he  has  to  make  an  affidavit, 
declaring  that  he  will  faithfully,  truly  and  impartially  dis¬ 
charge  the  duty  of  assessor.  After  that  he  makes  his 
return  to  the  municipality  under  oath.  That  return  goes 
before  the  court  of  revision,  every  member  of  which  has 
to  take  an  oath  and  sign  a  declaration  that  he  will  faith¬ 
fully,  truly  and  impartially,  to  the  best  of  his  ability,  dis¬ 
charge  his  duty  as  a  member  of  the  court  of  revision  for 
that  municipality.  They  then  proceed  to  revise  the  voters’ 
list ;  and  every  man  being  well  acquainted  with  the  section 
of  the  municipality  which  he  represents — as  the  munici¬ 
pality  is  generally  divided  into  wards — those  whose  names 
are  improperly  left  off  are  generally  put  on  the  list  at 
the  court  of  revision,  if  there  is  any  application.  If 
there  is  not,  and  the  court  of  revision  omits  any 
names,  the  parties,  or  their  friends,  can  appeal  to 
the  county  judge,  who  appoints  a  place  where  the 
appeal  can  be  beard  and  witnesses  examined,  and 
he  then  proceeds  to  put  on  those  names  which  he  con¬ 
siders  ought  to  be  put  on,  and  strikes  off  those  he  considers 
ought  to  be  struck  off.  That  is  a  convenient  and  cheap 
way  of  preparing  the  voters’  lists  at  present,  and  it  has 
worked  admirably.  Although,  in  some  municipalities,  we 
havo  had  very  keen  political  contests,  the  results  obtained 
have  been,  on  the  whole,  more  satisfactory  to  the  electors 
than  those  that  will  be  obtained  under  this  new  Act.  When 
you  have  a  system  in  force  that  has  worked  so  well  as  the 
present  system  it  is  unwise  to  discard  it,  and  adopt 
another  that  is  new  to  the  country,  and  that  will  cause  a 
considerable  amount  of  expense  and  trouble  to  the  people, 
and  will  end  in  a  considerable  amount  of  confusion.  The 
next  officer  of  importance  is,  the  municipal  clerk.  He  has 
to  perform  certain  duties  in  connection  with  the  revision  of 
the  list ;  he  has  to  see  that  the  list  is  forwarded  to  the 
different  officials  in  the  county ;  he  has  to  post  copies  of 
the  list  up  at  different  points,  in  order  that  the  electors  may 
have  an  opportunity  of  investigating  it ;  and  he  has  to  mak9 
a  declaration  that  ho  has  performed  his  work ;  he  has  also 
to  make  a  return  of  every  man  in  the  township  who  is  liable 
to  pay  poll  taxes  or  to  perform  statute  labor.  In  this  way 
ho  becomes  familiarised  with  the  names,  and  he  gets  so 
thorough  a  knowledge  of  every  man  in  his  municipality 
that  he  is  able  to  judge  at  once  whether  a  man  is  entitled 
to  be  put  on  the  list  or  not.  In  a  municipality  in  my  own 
section  of  country,  where  there  were  some  900  ratepayers, 
where  a  by-law  was  submitted  for  a  bonus  .to  a  railway, 
and  where  there  was  only  one  voting  place,  the  clerk  of  the 
municipality  was  able  to  name  every  single  ratepayer,  with¬ 
out  turning  up  the  list,  simply  because  he  had  occupied 
that  position  for  fifteen  years.  That  gives  you  an  idea  of 
the  extensive  knowledge  the  municipal  clerk  has  of  the 
residents  of  his  municipality.  I  would  like  to  know  if  such 
an  extensive  knowledge  is  not  a  decided  advantage  to 
any  man  called  upon  to  make  up  the  list.  The  revising 
officer  will  be  possessed  of  no  such  information,  because  he 
will  probably  leave  his  clerk  to  prepare  the  list.  If  the  hon. 
First  Minister  had  embodied  a  clause  in  his  Bill  providing 
that  the  clerk  of  each  municipality  should  be  ex-officio  the 
clerk  of  the  revising  officer  for  the  preparation  of  the  list  in 
that  municipality,  it  would  have  been  a  great  advantage. 
But  I  can  easily  conceive  why  he  did  not  do  that ;  all 
the  clerks  in  the  municipalities  are  not  of  the  same  political 
stripe,  and  the  probability  is  that  they  would  not  just  perform 
the  work  they  would  be  asked  to  do.  But  it  is  not  too  late 
yet ;  and  if  the  hon.  First  Minister  would  consider  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  utilising  the  municipal  clerks,  such  a  change  in  his 
Bill  would  facilitate  the  business  of  making  up  the  lists.  A. 
very  large  amount  of  money  would  be  saved  by  using  the 
present  lists.  It  is  imprudent  on  our  part  to  incur  the 
expense  of  making  out  second  lists.  The  Provinces  of  this 
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Dominion  stand  in  the  relation  of  partners ;  there  are  seven 
of  as,  and  what  is  a  saving  to  one  is  a  saving  to  another ; 
and  if,  through  the  co-operation  of  the  Dominion  Government 
veith  the  Local  Government,  and  the  Local  Government  with 
the  Dominion  Government,  money  can  be  saved  to  the  people, 
is  it  not  desirable  to  save  that  money  ?  If  by  the  Dominion 
adopting  the  municipal  and  provincial  machinery  which  is 
in  force,  and  which  has  rendered  acceptable  service  in  the 
past,  a  saving  is  going  to  be  effected  to  the  Dominion,  would 
it  not  be  wise  and  prudent  to  continue  to  use  that  machin¬ 
ery  ?  It  looks  like  rivalry  among  the  members  of  a  family 
to  inaugurate  a  system  that  is  going  to  cost  the  country  a 
large  amount  of  money,  simply  because  there  are  some  Pro- 
vinces  with  which  the  present  Government  are  nof  on  such 
terms  as  to  enable  them  to  accept  those  changes  in  the  voters’ 
list  which  the  Provinces  have  made — not  because  they  are 
not  in  the  right  direction,  or  because  they  do  not  extend  the 
franchise  to  classes  who  ought  not  to  have  it,  but  simply  from 
a  pure  spirit  of  spleen  and  bitterness.  Now,  the  First 
Minister  has  told  us  that  the  municipal  assessment  rolls  and 
lists  are  going- to  be  utilised,  but  they  are  only  to  be  utilised 
as  a  guide ;  and  if  the  revising  barrister  chooses  to  value  a 
man’s  property  less  than  that  put  upon  it  in  the  assessment 
roll,  he  can  do  so,  and  he  can  do  so  while  refusing  to  accept 
any  evidence  to  the  contrary.  It  is  all  very  well  to  talk 
about  appeals,  but  appeals  are  very  expensive  affairs ;  and 
the  poor  men,  who  are  the  class  that  will  be  left  out,  will 
not  be  inclined  to  consult  a  lawyer,  and  take  all  the  expen¬ 
sive  measures  necessary  to  be  placed  on  the  list,  so  that 
the  probability  is,  the  majority  of  those  struck  off  the  list 
will  remain  disfranchised.  As  regards  the  cost  of  this 
new  machinery,  we  have  a  right  to  feel  disappointed  that 
the  First  Minister  has  not  ventured  to  give  us  any 
estimate.  Figures  have  been  submitted  by  hon.  members 
on  this  side,  which  go  to  show  that  it  will  cost  between 
$300,000  and  $400,000  a  year;  but  even  supposing  it  coat 
only  $1,000  for  each  constituency,  which  would  be  only 
$300  for  each  officer,  a  sum  lower,  I  imagine,  than 
even  a  third-class  man  can  be  got  for,  it  will  foot  up 
to  $211,000  a  year.  In  our  present  position,  I  think  this 
expenditure  should  be  avoided,  on  the  ground  of  economy 
alone,  if  on  no  other.  It  is  unwise  that  wo  should  open  the 
door  to  an  expenditure  of  so  large  a  sum,  and  leave  it  solely 
at  the  disposition  of  the  Governor  in  Council.  The  revising 
officer  will  undoubtedly  be  treated  and  recognised  as  an 
officer  of  the  Government ;  he  will  seek  to  discharge  his 
duties  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Government,  conscious  that 
if  he  does  that  he  may  reasonably  expect  an  increase  of 
salary,  or,  at  any  rate,  that  his  salary  will  be  continued. 
Although  we  have  the  statement  of  the  First  Minister  that, 
after  the  first  year,  the  expenditure  will,  probably, 
be  much  less,  I  venture  to  predict  it  will  be 
greater;  I  venture  to  predict  that,  in  place  of 
the  revising  barrister’s  salary  being  reduced,  it  will 
be  increased.  Before  inaugurating  this  system  we  should 
carefully  count  the  cost,  and  we  should  ask  ourselves  where 
are  we  going  to  find  the  money  to  pay  for  it.  The  people 
are  beginning  to  feel  seriously  alarmed  at  our  continued 
increase  of  expenditure,  and  we  would  be  untrue  to  their 
best  interests  if  we  continued  to  add  to  their  burdens  with¬ 
out  seriously  considering  whether  the  increase  is  absolutely 
necessary  or  not.  In  this  case  there  can  bo  no  doubt  that 
it  is  not  necessary.  The  First  Minister  said  this  afternoon, 
he  was  willing  to  accept  suggestions,  if  we  were  prepared 
to  make  them,  that  he  was  open  to  conviction  on 
any  point  that  might  be  raised,  and  be  worthy  of  his  con¬ 
sideration  ;  but  ever  since  the  discussion  has  commenced  we 
have  been  pressing  reasons  why  changes  should  be  made. 
The  First  Minister  has  been  so  much  out  of  the  House  that 
we  have  had  to  state  over  and  over  again  our  objections  to 
this  Bill,  in  order,  if  possible,  to  reach  his  ear,  and  we  shall 
have  to  continue  to  do  that.  I  have  made  suggestions 
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to-night  myself  as  to  utilising  municipal  clerks  as  clerks  to 
the  revising  barristers,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  he  did  not 
hear  what  I  said,  so  that  some  other  man  may  have  to 
repeat  them,  until  they  reach  the  ear  of  the  First  Minister. 
The  revising  barrister  is  given  a  great  deal  of  power  in 
exess  even  of  the  powers  given  to  a  county  judge,  whose 
duty  it  i3  to  listen  to  complaints  and  hear  evidence  on  both 
sides  when  it  is  presented.  But  the  revising  officer  can 
hear  evidence  or  not  as  he  pleases.  He  is  both  judge  and 
jury,  and  can  put  a  name  on  the  list  or  put  it  off.  If  he  has 
reason  to  believe  that  a  man  is  dead  or  has  left  the  consti¬ 
tuency  he  can  strike  the  name  off,  whether  the  man  is  dead 
or  ha3  left  or  not.  I  am  satisfied  that  when  this  Act 
becomes  law  a  great  deal  more  work  will  have  to  be  per¬ 
formed  by  Reform  candidates  than  ever  before.  In  my  con¬ 
stituency  1  stand  in  a  more  awkward  position  than  most  men 
in  this  House.  I  have  a  constituency  where  there  are  four 
county  judges  who  have  jurisdiction.  There  is  a  judge  and 
there  is  a  deputy  judge  in  my  county,  and  the 
two  ends  of  my  constituency  belong  to  different  counties. 
In  1882,  whether  as  a  matter  of  kindness  to  me  or  to  the 
hon.  member  for  North  Perth,  they  attached  a  portion  of 
his  riding  to  mine,  and  the  same  in  regard  to  the  county  of 
Dufferin,  I  suppose  the  county  judge  would  perform  the 
duty  in  the  county  of  Wellington  ;  then,  when  we  come  to 
revise  the  voters’  list  in  the  county  of  Perth,  we  will  have 
to  get  the  county  judge  of  that  county,  and  in  the  east  part 
of  the  riding  we  will  have  to  get  the  county  judge  of  the 
county  of  Dufferin ;  so  that  we  will  have  to  get  three  judges 
to  revise  the  voters’  list  for  one  constituency.  There  is 
another  power  which  it  is  unwise  to  vest  in  the  returning 
officer,  and  that  is  the  power  of  arranging  the  wards.  In 
most  cases  the  wards  in  the  several  townships  are  con¬ 
veniently  laid  out  a  present.  In  some  cases,  perhaps,  they 
are  not.  But  the  revising  officer  is  not  supposed  to  accept 
the  divisions  as  they  are  now,  but,  if  he  likes,  can  sub-divide 
any  town  or  township.  If  there  are  more  than  200  rate¬ 
payers  in  a  sub-division,  instead  of  putting  off  a  concession 
or  half  a  concession,  to  bring  the  number  within  200,  he 
may  divide  it  again,  and  so  make  a  good  deal  of  con¬ 
fusion.  As  has  already  been  stated  by  the  hon,  member 
from  Quebec,  he  may  seriously  inconvenience  one  political 
party  and  accommodate  the  other.  In  one  township  in 
my  constituency,  the  ward  in  the  south  end  gives  as  large 
a  Conservative  majority  as  the  ward  in  the  north  end  gives 
a  Reform  majority.  Now,  if  the  revising  officer  should 
think  it  advantageous  to  his  party,  he  might  so  divide  the 
township  as  to  make  all  the  Reformers  go  from  the 
north  end  to  the  south  end,  and  some  would  have  to  travel 
twelve  or  fourteen  miles  to  give  their  votes,  while  the  Con¬ 
servatives  would  have  the  poll  at  their  own  door.  That  would 
be  an  injustice.  It  may  be  said  that  no  man  would  do  such  a 
thing,  but  our  past  experience  leads  us  to  believe  that 
there  are  men  in  the  world  capable  of  doing  almost  every¬ 
thing,  politically,  and  I  believe  that  some  of  these  revising 
officers  will  so  divide  the  muncipalities  as  to  largely  favor 
one  party  at  the  expense  of  the  other.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
felt  it  my  duty  to  my  constituents  to  make  these  few 
remarks,  and  to  give  my  reasons  why  I  am  opposed  to  the 
Government  assuming  the  appointment  of  the  revising 
officers  who  are  to  make  up  the  voters’  lists. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  Before  this  clause  is 
submitted  to  a  vote  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  as 
to  the  mode  of  preparing  the  voters’  list.  We  have  had 
a  good  many  years’  experience  in  Ontario  of  a  system 
which  has  proved  very  satisfactory.  We  know  that  in 
Ontario,  and  some  of  the  other  Provinces,  there  are 
simple  means  provided,  and  the  municipal  machinery 
is  set  to  work  to  secure  a  voters’  list,  and  this  system 
we  might  adopt  in  this  Bill  and  at  a  small  cost  to  this 
country.  But  instead  of  that,  it  is  now  proposed  to  appoint 
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revising  barristers  and  adopt  a  machinery  that  is  complicated 
in  character  and  expensive  in  its  details.  We  are  asked 
now  to  sanction  a  system  that  will  involve,  for  the  salaries 
of  the  211  officers,  an  expenditure  of  at  least  $211,000,  The 
First  Minister  has  not  made  any  estimate  as  to  what  will 
be  the  probable  cost  of  this  measure  to  the  country,  but 
some  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  have  made  a  very  reason¬ 
able  calculation,  and  their  estimate  is  that  it  will  cost 
something  like  half  a  million  dollars  a  year.  No  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  have  yet  challenged  the  correctness 
of  these  figures,  except  the  member  for  West  Toronto 
(Mr.  Beaty),  who  estimated  that  the  measure  might 
cost  as  high  as  $100,000  per  annum.  Let  us  take 
the  experience  of  England,  where  this  system  has  been 
at  work  for  some  time.  We  find,  in  the  English  Act, 
that  the  revising  barrister  is  to  be  paid  a  sum  not  exceeding 
200  guineas  per  annum,  and  in  addition  there  are  other  ex¬ 
penses  which  necessarily  belong  to  the  working  of  the  ma¬ 
chinery  provided ;  for  instance,  there  is  a  provision  by  which, 
in  populous  constituencies,  more  than  one  revising  officer 
can  be  appointed.  Consequently,  it  is  a  fair  deduction  that 
in  no  constituency  in  this  country  can  the  revising  officer 
be  expected  to  perform  his  duties  for  less  than  $1,000  a  year. 
Now,  it  has  been  alleged  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  when¬ 
ever  they  deign  to  speak  on  the  question,  that  this  system 
will  give  us  greater  security  in  the  preparation  of  the  voters’ 
list;  but  is  there  any  gentleman  opposite  who  will  say  that 
there  is  greater  security  in  the  existence  of  a  revising 
barrister,  nominated  by  a  gentleman  supporting  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  day,  responsible,  practically,  only  to  them,  than 
there  is  in  the  system  that  at  present  exists  in  the  Provinces  ? 
Some  hon.  gentlemen  have  sought  to  throw  contempt  on  the 
assessors  and  clerks  of  Ontario  municipalities,  and  have  a 
charged  them  with  beffig  partisans,  if  it  is,  as  these 
gentlemen  allege,  impossible,  under  a  system  having  so 
many  checks,  to  prevent  fraud  and  the  undue  exercise 
of  power,  are  these  not  much  more  likely  to  arise 
under  a  system  by  which  the  revising  officers  are  prac¬ 
tically  independent  of  every  elector  of  the  county.  The 
municipal  officials  are  responsible  to  the  municipal  council, 
and  in  each  municipality  the  official  is  only  one  of  two  men 
who  has  the  arrangement  of  the  list.  There  is  a  vast  differ¬ 
ence  in  regard  to  the  preparation  of  lists  under  the  present 
system  and  that  proposed.  Journals  supporting  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  have  not  defended  the  Bill  on  its  merits.  I 
ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  point  out  a  single  Ministerial 
journal  in  Ontario  which  has  discussed  fairly  the  revising 
officer  clause.  No  statement  made  in  regard  to  that  official 
has  been  made  in  good  faith,  but  with  the  evident  design 
of  misrepresenting  the  position  of  the  official.  Moreover, 
the  journals  usually  supporting  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have 
misrepresented  the  position  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  They  have  attempted,  in  every  way,  to  impute 
to  us  motives  for  the  stand  made  by  us  in  defence  of  the 
rights  of  the  people,  charges  that  were  in  every  sense  unbe¬ 
coming.  It  is  not  necessary  here  to  defend  our  position ;  it 
will  only  be  necessary  to  do  so  when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
make  a  more  decided  stand  on  this  phase  of  the  question 
than  they  have  heretofore  done.  We  have  not  heard  from 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  at  any  length  in  defence  of  this 
particular  clause  of  the  Bill,  which  is  one  of  the  most  per¬ 
nicious  and  the  most  likely  of  all  the  clauses  to  deprive  the 
free  and  independent  electors  of  those  rights  that  ought  to 
be  inalienably  theirs.  "Under  our  system  of  government  we 
have  been  constantly  departing  from  that  principle  of  admin¬ 
istration  that  leaves  it  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  of 
the  day  to  have  any  connection  with  the  electoral  machin¬ 
ery.  Up  to  within  very  recent  years  this  House  had  the 
privilege  of  administering  the  law  in  connection  with  elec¬ 
tion  protests ;  but  the  consensus  of  opinion  induced  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  abandon  that  system,  and  now  allows  such  cases  to 
be  tried  by  judges.  There  are,  now,  no  people  in  the 
Mr.  Cameron  (Middlesex). 
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Dominion  who  are  in  favor  of  changing  the  system  from 
that  which  at  present  exists.  In  that  and  in  many  other 
respects  we  have  attempted  to  separate  the  Executive  from 
the  electoral  functions  of  the  Government.  It  is  a  step 
backwards  to  admit  the  principle  involved  in  the  clause, 
and  submit  to  the  appointment  of  revising  officers  to  prepare 
electoral  lists  and  make  appointments  for  the  Government. 
Now,  I  strongly  favor  the  system  which  has  heretofore  been 
in  existence  for  the  preparation  of  these  lists,  I  believe 
that  that  system  is  such  as  to  secure  the  preparation  of  the 
lists  as  nearly  perfect  as  they  can  be,  and  as  free  from  the 
suspicion  of  partisanship  and  favoritism  which  must  attach 
to  lists  prepared  under  the  system  now  proposed.  I  believe 
the  municipal  officers  of  the  two  Provinces  of  Ontario  and 
Quebec,  with  which  I  am  best  acquainted,  taking  them  all 
in  all,  are  equal  to  any  other  class  in  the  community. 
Besides  the  experience  which  they  gain  from  engaging  in 
municipal  affairs,  they  have  the  local  knowledge  and 
acquaintance  with  each  minor  municipality  which  should 
be  possessed  by  men  occupying  such  positions,  and  would  it 
not  be  better  that  these  men  should  have  the  power  of  pre¬ 
paring  the  primary  lists  than  the  officials  in  whose  hands 
the  Bill  proposes  to  place  that  power.  I  believe  that  under 
the  Bill  no  perfect  primary  list  can  be  prepared,  and  conse¬ 
quently  no  final  revision,  that  does  not  comtemplate  the 
engrafting  of  the  municipal  machinery  and  municipal 
officials  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  Though  one  or  two  gentle¬ 
men  have  thrown  doubt  on  the  good  faith  of  somo  of  these 
assessors  and  clerks,  they  have  toned  down  their  expres¬ 
sions  to  such  a  degree  that  there  is  very  little  force  in  their 
remarks.  But  even  if  there  wore  some  complaints,  does 
not  the  appeal  to  the  judge  offer  the  strongest  incentive  to 
!  these  officers  to  porform  their  duties  carefully,  so  that  their 
I  municipalities  should  not  be  put  to  expense  ?  And  though 
there  is  an  appeal  under  the  Bill,  when  the  judge  is  not  the 
revising  officer,  it  does  not  imply  the  same  closeness  of 
supervision  that  exists  in  the  appeal  from  the  present 
voters’  lists.  I  desire  also  to  point  out  that,  while 
the  assessor  has  to  make  a  solemn  declaration  that  he 
has  done  his  work  conscientiously  and  thoroughly,  to 
the  best  of  his  belief,  the  revising  officer  is  only 
required  to  subscribe  his  name  to  the  list  as  being 
the  list  for  that  particular  constituency.  It  has  been  said 
that  the  fact  that  the  revising  barrister  has  secured  from 
the  Law  Society  the  privilege  of  practising  his  profession 
will  be  a  security  that  he  will  conduct  himself  with  pro¬ 
priety  ;  but  while  I  would  not  depreciate  the  character  ot 
the  legal  profession,  I  believe  you  will  find  that  in  all  the 
public  acts  of  the  clerks  and  assessors  throughout  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario  they  have  shown  themselves  equally 
competent,  equally  responsible,  equally  well-behaved,  in 
proportion  to  their  numbers,  as  the  members  of  the  legal 
profession  of  that  Province.  But  that  is  not  taken  as  a 
sufficient  guarantee  that  these  officers  shall  do  their  duty 
fairly,  for  other  guards  are  thrown  around  them.  Still, 
in  the  face  of  that  fact,  we  are  urged  to  accept  the 
parchment  which  has  been  granted  to  the  barrister  as  an 
ample  guarantee  of  his  moral  responsibility,  his  legal  know¬ 
ledge,  his  good  faith,  and  everything  else  involved  in  the 
responsibility  which  the  Bill  places  on  him.  I  say  the  best 
guarantee  we  can  have  is  the  security  involved  in  a  most 
stringent  supervision  ;  otherwise,  we  are  throwing  odium  on 
every  official  in  this  Dominion  on  whom  we  place  responsi¬ 
bility,  because  in  proportion  to  their  responsibility  we  take 
security  for  their  good  behavior.  For  instance,  the  Minis¬ 
ter  of  Customs  will  not  put  a  man  in  the  position  to  handle 
the  money  passing  through  his  Department  without  taking 
some  kind  of  a  security.  He  does  not  take  the  man’s  word, 
he  takes  his  bond  ;  and  I  would  ask  if  any  greater  responsi¬ 
bility  can  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  any  man  than  the  pre¬ 
paration  of  the  electoral  list,  on  the  proper  arrangement  of 
which  depends  the  rightful  discharge  by  each  constituency 
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of  its  doty  to  the  country.  But  we  were  told,  some  time 
ago,  by  the  hon.  member  for  Kent,  N.B.  (Mr,  Landry),  that 
if  this  is  as  bad  a  Bill  as  the  Opposition  contend,  then  let 
them  appeal  to  the  country  upon  it. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  I  did  not  say  that.  Read  that,  if 
you  can  find  it. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  cannot  find  it  at  the  moment. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  No,  nor  to-morrow,  either. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  However,  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
disclaims  it— ■ — ■ 

Mr.  LANDRY.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  allow  me,  I 
will  tell  him  from  memory  what  I  did  say.  I  stated  that 
if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  contended  that  the  Bill  was  so 
atrocious  in  its  character,  the  Conservative  party  would 
likely  be  defeated  by  it  before  the  country,  and  that  if  that 
was  the  case,  it  was  advantageous  to  them,  and  they  ought 
to  let  it  go,  so  that  we  might  be  defeated. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Well,  if  you  place  in  the  hands  of 
partisans  the  preparation  of  the  lists,  and  appeal  to  tho 
country,  you  are  not  giving  any  fair  opportunity  of  an 
appeal  to  the  same  electors  who  elected  the  hon.  gentleman 
and  myself.  If  there  is  any  honesty  or  earnestness  in  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  the  proper  time  to  give 
us  such  an  opportunity  is  before  the  Bill  passes,  and  then 
the  country  will  be  able  to  say  whether  they  approve  of  the 
measure  or  not.  Now,  I  will  read  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
remarks,  which  are  to  be  found  at  page  1556  of  the 
Debates  : 

“The  country  has  put  them  in  their  present  position,  and  they  must 
be  considered  as  representing  the  will  of  the  country,  and  therefore  are 
jnstified  in  pushing  this  measure  through,  If  it  be  such  a  bad  Bill  as 
the  Opposition  contend,  let  them  appeal  to  the  country.” 

Now,  I  accept  the  hon.  gentleman’s  proposition.  Give  us 
the  opportunity  to  submit  the  Bill  to  the  people,  to  say 
whether  such  a  clause  as  we  are  now  discussing  should 
become  the  law  of  the  land.  But  the  hon.  member  for 
Kent  has  not  been  alone  in  his  challenge.  Tho  loading 
organ  of  the  Conservative  party  very  recently  used  this 
language : 

“  We  should  advise  a  dissolution  of  the  House.  We  should  accept 
Mr.  Edgar’s  insult  to  the  loyalty  of  the  people  of  Ontario  as  a  chal¬ 
lenge  to  a  battle  &  I’outrance.  We  should  force  through  all  the  neces¬ 
sary  measures,  sacrificing  everything  not  essential  to  public  business, 
and  drag  these  Grit  traitors  and  treason-mongers  to  the  foot  of  the 
polls,  which  the  people  of  Canada  would  speedily  convert  into  a  gal¬ 
lows.  That  would  teach  them  a  lesson  in  loyalty,  as  understsod  by 
the  people  of  Canada,  and  especially  by  the  people  of  Ontario.” 

We  have  had  these  challenges  hurled  at  us  from  inside  the 
House  and  from  outside  the  House  ;  and  yet  where  is  the 
indication  that  hon.  gentlemen  propose  to  follow  up  the 
challenges  they  make?  Is  there  the  slightest  intimation 
that  they  will  suspend  the  operations  of  this  Bill  until  the 
views  of  the  people  upon  it  are  obtained  ?  Is  there  any 
evidence  whatever,  except  their  disinclination  to  discuss 
the  measure,  that  there  is  a  single  individual  in  the  country, 
outside  of  the  partisan  press  supporting  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  who  is  really  anxious  to  see  this  measure  pass  ? 
All  the  evidence  that  has  been  submitted  goes  to  show  the 
contrary.  Wherever  public  feeling  exists  it  is  against  the 
Bill,  and  particularly  this  clause  of  the  Bill.  That  feeling 
exists,  because  there  is  manhood  in  the  people  of  Canada — 
because  there  is,  independent  of  political  allegiance,  the 
feeling  that  whatever  party  is  dominant  it  should  only  be 
dominant  as  a  result  of  the  votes  of  a  majority  of  the  people ; 
and  the  adoption  of  a  clause  of  this  kind,  for  placing  the 
electoral  vote  practically  in  the  hands  of  one  man, 
really  makes  it  possible,  and  is  designed  to  make  it 
possible,  that  the  Government  shall  decide  what  members 
shall  sit  in  this  House.  In  this  respect  the  Bill  lacks 
the  first  element  of  fairness.  It  lacks  all  that  is  essential 
to  freedom  of  choice  by  the  electorate ;  and  the  country,  on 


awakening  to  a  full  realisation  of  the  purpose  of  the  measure, 
will,  in  spite  of  the  gaggingthat  is  attempted  by  this  clause, 
in  spite  of  the  loading  of  the  dice,  in  spite  of  marking  of  the 
cards,  express  their  disapprobation  of  the  measure,  and 
particularly  of  this  clause,  on  the  first  opportunity  that  will 
present  itself.  I  only  regret  that  the  offer  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Landry)  is  not  sufficiently  endorsed 
by  other  hon.  gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House.  We  have 
been  told  by  journals  supporting  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
that  this  is  a  transcript  of  the  English  law,  so  far  as  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer  is  concerned,  I  think  it  has  been  already  clearly 
established  that  there  are  very  material  differences  between 
the  two,  especially  in  this  respect :  that  here  the  revising 
officer  is  made  the  sole  controller  of  the  voters’  list,  while 
in  England  the  revising  officer  merely  acts  as  reviser  of  the 
list;  but  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  produce  an 
instance  where  any  of  the  prominent  daily  journals  support¬ 
ing  hon.  gentlmen  opposite  have  admitted  that  that 
distinction  exists.  On  the  contrary,  they  have  invariably 
alleged  a  similarity  between  the  provisions  of  the  two  Bills. 
If  we  have  departed  from  the  established  English  prece¬ 
dence,  if  we  go  against  the  experience  that  has  justified 
England  in  continuing  that  provision  since  1843,  there  must 
be  some  special  reason  for  it.  The  First  Minister  tells  us 
that  the  majority  of  Parliament  are  opposed  to  the  English 
practice  in  this  particular  phase  of  the  Bill,  which  left  the 
local  municipal  officers  to  prepare  the  primary  lists  and  left 
the  revision  solely  in  the  hands  of  the  revising  officers.  But 
if  they  are  opposed  to  that  phase  of  the  Bill,  why  do  they 
not  express  their  opinion  ?  Are  they  only  to  express  it 
through  the  First  Minister  ?  It  is  beneath  the  dignity  of 
hoc.  gentlemen  opposite  to  occupy  such  a  humiliating  posi¬ 
tion.  The  First  Minister,  no  doubt,  was  saying  the  truth, 
when  he  said  he  did  not  know  why  they  should  be  opposed 
to  the  English  practice.  We  also  are  destined  to  remain  in 
ignorance,  since  they  will  not  or  are  not  allowed  to  give 
their  reasons.  The  appointment  of  the  revising  barrister 
was  defended  by  the  First  Minister  on  the  plea  that  any 
partisan  conduct  on  his  part  would  ensure  his  dismissal  by 
this  House.  We  have  had  evidence  of  partisan  conduct 
brought  before  this  House  in  more  instances  than  one,  and 
my  experience  has  been  that  the  decision  of  the  House 
depended  largely  on  the  fact  as  to  whether  the  partisan 
conduct  was  in  the  interest  of  the  majority  or  not. 
On  that  fact  largely  depended  the  disposition  of 
the  question  raised  as  to  the  behavior  of  any  particular 
officer  of  this  Parliament.  I  do  not  think  an  Assembly  of 
this  kind  should  be  entrusted  with  the  decision  of  the  case 
of  a  revising  barrister,  whose  conduct  is  denounced.  His 
position  should  be  sufficiently  independent  of  this  House 
as  not  to  involve  the  contingency  that  his  conduct  might 
come  up  here  for  revision ;  otherwise,  it  cannot  be  expected 
that  his  conduct  will  be  of  a  character  to  entitle  him  to  the 
confidence  of  every  section  of  the  community.  It  is  alleged, 
besides,  that  the  moral  sense  of  the  people  will  act  as  a  con¬ 
trolling  influence  on  the  revising  officer.  The  phrase  is  an 
admirable  one,  but  it  expresses  an  opinion  which,  in  practice, 
we  throw  every  day  a  doubt  upon.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
indulged  in  the  fallacy  that  the  moral  sense  of  the  people 
would  restrain  the  half-breeds  and  Indians  of  the  North- 
West  from  rebellion.  For  two  years  and  more  they  indulged 
in  that  fallacy,  if  we  are  to  believe  the  public  documents,  but 
they  eventually  realised  that  tho  moral  sense  of  the  people 
did  not  restrain  them  from  rebelling.  We  do  not  trust,  by 
any  means,  to  the  moral  sense  of  the  people,  or  there  would 
be  less  legislation  of  a  prohibitory  character  enacted  in  the 
House.  Would  it  be  reasonable  to  dispense  with 
those  enactments  on  the  ground  that  the  moral 
sense  of  the  people  would  be  sufficient  to  restrain  the 
people  from  wrong-doing ;  and  is  it  to  be  expected  that 
the  moral  sense  of  the  revising  barrister  will  be  sufficient 
to  restrain  him,  if  he  sees  a  judgeship  or  some  other  emolu- 
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ment  in  the  distance,  as  the  reward  of  his  doing  the  bidding 
of  the  Government.  In  answer  to  the  objection  that  the 
revising  barrister  will  not  have  the  local  knowledge  of  the 
constituency  possessed  by  the  different  municipal  officers  in 
the  municipalities,  the  First  Minister  states  that  men  will 
be  appointed  who  will  be  acquainted  with  the  circum¬ 
stances  of  the  constituencies.  But  in  many  rural  constitu¬ 
encies  it  will  be  impossible  to  find  a  man  sufficiently 
acquainted  with  every  section  to  properly  do  this  work.  Let 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  refer  to  their  own  experiences,  and 
ask  themselves  whether,  in  all  cases,  they  have  a  thorough 
acquaintance  with  every  section  of  their  constituencies ; 
and  if  they  have  not,  as  I  think  they  will  generally  admit, 
how  is  it  they  have  not  ?  And  is  it  possible  that  a  man,  who  is 
only  interested  in  making  himself  acquainted  with  the  consti¬ 
tuency  for  one  particular  purpose,  will  make  that  acquaint¬ 
ance  which  practically  involves  the  knowledge,  not  only  of 
every  individual,  but  also  as  to  the  individual  circumstances 
of  each  individual  ?  It  is  alleged  that  the  majority  of  the 
voters  will  be  on  the  assessment  roll.  That  may  be  the  fact, 
and  yet  every  objection  which  has  been  urged  against  the 
measure  has  as  much  force  as  if  the  reverse  were  the  case. 
The  right  hon.  gentleman  knows  how  many  there  are  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  who  hold  their  seats  by  a  majority  which, 
if  one  vote  had  been  changed  in  every  polling  sub-division, 
would  have  been  converted  into  a  minority.  How  easy  would 
it  then  be  for  a  man  who  has  the  least  predisposition  to  party 
instincts  to  put  one  vote  off  or  put  one  on  in  every  polling 
sub-division.  How  many  constituencies  would  show  a  differ¬ 
ent  result  had  that  course  been  adopted  at  the  last  election  ? 
In  England,  they  have  recognised  the  local  machinery  and 
have  made  the  municipal  officers  their  officers,  as  far  as  the 
primary  preparation  of  the  lists  is  concerned,  and  the  reasons 
for  doing  that  in  this  country  are  all  the  stronger,  because 
our  municipal  machinery  is  much  the  more  perfect  of  the  two. 
I  assume  that  there  is  a  purpose  in  this.  There  is  no  doubt 
that,  practically  nominated  as  they  will  be  by  the  supporters 
of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  the  revising  officers  will  bo  the 
Conservative  election  agents  for  the  preparation  of  the 
voters’  lists  in  every  constituency.  I  do  not  think  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  fully  realise  the  unfairness  of  the 
position  which  the  revising  officers  will  occupy  under  this 
Bill,  which  is  so  outrageous  that  I  trust  they  will  remove 
these  men  from  the  aspersions  that  must  necessarily  follow 
their  acceptance  of  the  position,  if  they  are  to  be  merely  the 
election  agents  for  the  party  in  power  for  the  time  being.  It 
cannot  be  expected  that  one  party  is  to  be  dominant  forever 
in  this  country,  and  I  appeal  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
when  they  are  dealing  with  this  matter,  as  between  them¬ 
selves  and  their  consciences,  to  say  whether  this  proposition 
is  a  just  one.  I  say  it  is  scandalously  unfair  to  take  the  public 
money  to  the  extent  of  half  a  million  dollars  a  year  and 
use  it  to  further  the  ends  of  one  political  party.  In  the 
English  Act  ample  provision  is  made  for  a  notice  to  the 
party  appealed  against,  but  under  this  Bill  the  revising 
officer  can  practically  disfranchise  any  man  of  his  own  will. 
A  man’s  name  may  appear  on  the  primary  list,  and  that 
man  may  be  satisfied  that  he  will  be  an  elector  ;  but  the 
revising  officer,  when  he  makes  his  final  revision,  can 
strike  the  name  off,  without  any  appeal  being  lodged  and 
without  stating  any  reasons  for  the  removal  of  the  name. 
Is  it  safe  or  prudent  to  leave  the  electoral  lists  in  the  hands 
of  any  man  who  has  such  powers  as  these  ?  The  hon. 
member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell),  who  has  been 
willing  to  put  himself  in  our  place  and  to  look  at  this  matter 
from  an  honest  and  fair  standpoint,  said  : 

“If  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  happened  to  come  into  power — and 
unlikelier  things  may  happen— I  would  not  like  them  to  have  the  power 
in  my  constituency  of  nominating  the  man  who  shall  say  who  ought  to 
vote  for  me,  and  I  think  it  unfair  to  press  a  measure  of  this  kind,  so 
objectionable  as  it  is  to  so  many  hon.  gentlemen,  when  a  very  much 
more  simple  remedy  can  be  provided.” 

Mr.  Cameron  (Middlesex). 


I  am  sure  that  the  hon.  gentleman  would  not  have  made 
such  a  statement  if  he  did  not  conceive  that  a  revising 
officer  appointed  under  this  clause  was  sure  to  develop  into 
a  partisan,  and  that  this  would  be  productive  of  pernicious 
results,  to  the  prejudice  of  one  or  the  other  political  party, 
as  they  might  happen  to  be  the  ins  or  the  outs  for  the  time 
being.  The  Bill  proposes  to  hand  over  the  preparation  of 
the  voters’  list  and  the  disposal  of  the  people’s  rights  to  a 
horde  of  partisan  revising  officers,  whose  first  act,  in  the 
majority  of  cases,  will  be  to  favor  the  men  Lc'oin  whom 
they  secure  their  appointment.  It  is  most  unfair  that 
such  a  course  should  be  followed,  and  that,  on  the  flimsy 
charges  that  have  been  submitted  against  the  present  system, 
a  measure  of  such  a  drastic  character  should  be  proposed. 
Mr.  Chairman,  Addison,  in  one  of  his  tales,  tells  of  a  man  in 
his  time  who  attended  fairs  to  sell  pills  which  were  proof 
against  earthquakes.  I  think  this  measure  of  a  some¬ 
what  similar  character.  It  is  introduced  to  avert  the 
earthquake  that  is  evidently  approaching,  and  is  destined  to 
create  such  a  commotion  among  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
as  that  they  will  scarcely  realise  their  present  existence. 
Now,  we  hear  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  the  Conservative 
press  frequently  dilate  on  the  injustice  that  is  done  to  the 
municipal  councils  and  the  municipal  officers  by  the 
encroachments  of  the  provincial  Local  Government  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario.  Now,  Sir,  if  that  is  the  case,  if  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  are  sincere  in  their  contention  that  the 
Local  Government  is  encroaching  on  the  rights  of  munici¬ 
palities,  I  call  upon  them  now  to  stand  up  in  defence  of  these 
municipalities  and  these  municipal  officers,  from  whom  this 
Bill  proposes  to  take  away  rights  and  privileges  which  they 
have  long  exercised,  to  the  general  satisfaction  of  the  people. 
I  say  that  the  assessors  and  the  clerks  of  the  municipalities 
have  proved  to  bo  capable  men,  and  yet  you  propose,  by  this 
Bill,  entirely  to  ignore  them  in  providing  machinery  for  the 
preparation  of  voters’  lists.  I  repeat  that  to  take  away  from 
these  municipalities  the  power  to  control  electoral  lists, 
and  appoint  partisan  revising  officers,  ignoring  the  machin¬ 
ery  that  already  exists,  is  the  most  serious  encroach¬ 
ment  that  has  yet  been  attempted  on  the  municipal  powers. 
Since  this  discussion  commenced  no  attempt  has  been  made 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  defend  this  clause  of  the  Bill. 
They  believe  this  clause  is  worth  a  whole  Session’s  talk. 
They  realise  that  an  advantage  is  to  be  gained  by  the 
passage  of  this  clause ;  but  that  is  not  the  position  which 
their  constituents  expect  them  to  occupy.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Eykert)  has  invariably  stood  up  in 
defence  of  the  municipal  authorities  against  the  alleged 
encroachments  by  the  Provincial  Government.  Why  does 
he  not  stand  up  and  make  some  defence  of  this  clause,  and 
give  reasons  why  the  municipal  machinery  should  be  no 
longer  used  and  the  municipal  officers  abandoned.  The 
hon.  member  for  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson)  is  always 
ready  to  make  charges  against  the  good  faith  of  the  Ontario 
Government  in  regard  to  the  municipalities ;  yet,  when  the 
Administration  have  departed  from  one  of  the  fundamental 
principles,  which  he  has  charged  the  Liberals  of  Ontario  with 
abandoning,  we  do  not  hear  a  word  from  him  in  regard  to 
this  clause.  They  have  entirely  forgotten  the  charges  made 
by  them  on  the  hustings,  that  the  Provincial  Government 
of  Ontario  are  encroaching  on  the  power  of  the  municipali¬ 
ties.  “A  needy  man’s  budget  is  full  of  schemes.”  That  saying 
applies  to  the  present  Government  and  to  this  case.  Inde¬ 
pendent  of  the  National  Policy,  the  Government  felt  the 
necessity,  in  1882,  of  gerrymandering  the  constituencies,  in 
order  to  secure  a  majority  in  this  House.  The  same  spirit 
is  prompting  them  in  respect  to  this  clause,  which  is  one  that 
cannot  be  defended  on  its  merits.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
say :  We  have  a  majority ;  we  intend  to  take  advantage  of  it ; 
we  will  have  the  country  gagged  by  the  time  the  Opposition 
can  appeal  to  them.  If  that  is  not  the  intention  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  as  indicated  by  their  silence,  what  is 
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their  motive  in  not  defending  such  an  atrocious  section  ? 
The  Bame  tactics  adopted  in  the  passage  of  the  Gerrymander 
Act  are  being  pursued  to-day.  Let  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  look  at  Hansard,  and  they  will  see  whether  any 
attempt  was  made  to  defend  the  Gerrymander  Bill  on  its 
merits.  There  was  no  such  attempt.  They  are  willing, 
to-day,  to  push  through  this  offensive  measure,  which  is  con¬ 
trary  to  all  that  is  fair,  and  manly,  and  honest,  as  between 
man  and  man;  they  are  willing  to  remain  silont,  in  order 
that  the  measure  may  become  law.  Their  silence,  and  the 
misrepresentation  of  their  organs  are,  however,  having  the 
effect  of  making  many  Conservatives  feel  that  there  must 
be  something  decidely  wrong  in  this  measure.  I  shall  be, 
indeed,  glad  to  find  the  details  to  which  I  have  objected, 
altered.  I  should  like  the  measure  to  have  some  reasonable 
appearance  of  honesty  about  it.  I  should  like  it,  not  in 
the  interest  of  a  political  party,  or  in  my  own  political 
interest,  but  in  the  interest  of  this  country.  Equally  as  I 
wish  a  greater  element  of  fairness  in  this  measure,  do  I 
protest  with  earnestness  and  fervor  against  the  adoption  of 
a  clause  that  is  fatal  to  fair  play,  on  which  the  marks  of 
unfairness  are  manifest  everywhere,  that  is  obviously 
intended  to  strike  at  one  political  party,  while  it  is  intended 
to  buoy  up  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  with  advantages  at  the 
next  general  election. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  Before  this  clause  is  adopted  I  tvould 
like  to  have  the  privilege  of  saying  a  few  words  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  it.  The  hon.  the  First  Minister  told  us  last  night 
that  this  particular  clause  was  one  that  was  properly  open 
to  considerable  discussion.  He  told  us  to-day  that  this 
power  which  the  Government  was  attempting  to  take  into 
their  hands  was  one  to  which  some  reasonable  objections 
might  be  taken,  and  therefore  you  will  not  be  surprised  if 
some  of  us  desire  to  enter  upon  its  discussion  for  a  few 
moments.  This  provision  is  introduced  into  the  election 
law  of  the  country  for  the  first  time,  after  we  have  been 
getting  along  very  well  under  the  existing  system  since 
Confederation.  There  has  been  no  voice  from  the  public 
asking  the  old  system  to  be  changed.  There  has 
been  no  portion  of  the  community  finding  fault  with 
the  existing  system,  and  at  this  day,  without  there 
being  such  voice,  there  is  a  provision  being  introduced 
into  this  Bill  that  is  not  attempted  to  be  defended 
in  this  House  or  out  of  this  House — a  provision  that  cannot 
bo  defended  anywhere.  The  First  Minister,  himself,  to-day, 
in  moving  tho  adoption  of  this  clause,  did  not  attompt  to 
defend  it.  Ho  said  the  power  which  is  about  to  be  taken 
into  the  hands  of  the  Government  is  open  to  objection.  He 
says  it  is  not  as  lair  a  measure  as  that  which  exists  in  Eng¬ 
land.  He  says  the  reason  he  has  not  introduced  the  English 
system  here  is  because  it  did  not  commend  itself  to  the 
majority  of  the  members  of  this  House ;  that  he  had  ascer¬ 
tained  this  Session,  and  previous  Sessions,  that  the  majority 
of  this  House  would  not  adopt  the  English  system.  How 
did  he  ascertain  that  fact?  Was  it  from  the  voices  we 
heard  in  this  House,  from  the  expression  of  hon.  members 
discussing  the  question  in  open  Parliament?  Where  was 
it  ascertained?  It  was  ascertained  in  the  caucus,  where 
hon.  gentlemen  dispose  of  the  affairs  of  the  country.  They 
have  adopted  this  new  system  of  governing  a  free  country, 
by  giving  away  their  views  in  caucus  and  then  coming  in 
as  a  solid  voting  phalanx,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  through 
every  measure  which  cannot  be  defended  in  Parliament. 

Mr.  SMALL.  That  is  business. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  The  Whip  from  Toronto  says  that  is 
business ;  he  supports  that  system ;  he  calls  that  respon¬ 
sible  government;  he  says  that  is  representative  institu¬ 
tions.  Hon.  gentlemen  know  that  the  very  moment  they 
give  up  their  opinions  in  caucus  and  refuse  to  express  them 
in  open  Parliament  they  abdicate  their  functions  as  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  people  altogether,  and  become  the  servants 


of  the  Ministry  of  the  day.  The  hon.  gentlemen  have 
adopted  this  system  of  expressing  their  opinion  in  caucus 
and  giving  up  what  independence  of  thought  they  have 
there,  and  refusing  in  the  House,  in  obedience  to  the  reso¬ 
lutions  in  caucus,  to  express  their  views  upon  any  public 
measure  which  comes  before  the  House.  This  is  the  doc¬ 
trine  we  are  to  have  adopted  here;  this  is  the  doctrine 
to  be  forced  upon  this  country  by  those  who  are  call¬ 
ing  out  for  trampling  feet  to  come  in  thousands  and  wipe 
out  the  Opposition  ;  this  is  the  doctrine  adopted  by  a  party 
which  calls  upon  thousands  of  independent  loyal  electors  of 
Ontario  to  come  down  to  Ottawa  and  drive  these  nasty 
Opposition  members  out  of  their  places  altogether. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  There  are  enough  here  to  do  it; 
come  to  the  point. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  The  hon.  gentleman  sees  the  point 
clearly.  He  sees  the  reason  why  they  are  not  discussing  the 
power  which  the  Government  are  taking  into  their  hands  by 
this  clause  of  tho  Bill.  He  sees  the  reason  why  thoy  have 
thrown  away  the  powers  which  were  given  them  as  the 
representatives  of  the  people,  of  discussing  on  the  floors  of 
Parliament  measures  which  are  brought  in  for  the  conside¬ 
ration  of  tho  people’s  representatives.  Hon.  gentlemen 
know  that  they  have  not  attempted  to  defend  this  proposi¬ 
tion  in  the  face  of  Parliament.  They  know  why  that  to¬ 
day  their  First  Minister,  their  leader,  has  not  defended  it. 
They  know  it  is  not  defended  by  any  independent  journal 
in  the  country.  They  know  that  the  only  defence  which 
has  been  attempted  to  be  given  to  this  Bill,  and  the  powors 
which  are  secured  to  the  Government  by  this  particular 
clause,  has  been  an  attempt  made  by  a  subsidised  press,  that 
does  not  express  the  independent  opinions  of  any  section  of 
this  country.  Thoy  know  that  that  press,  in  order  to  induce 
the  people  to  believe  lhat  the  provision  was  harmless,  has 
totally  misrepresented  the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  They 
know  that  they  have  concealed  its  obnoxious  provisions 
from  their  readers,  and  that  they  have  misrepresented  this 
Bill  and  absolutely  told  falsehoods  with  regard  to 
this  particular  clause.  They  know  that  they  have 
been  instructed,  I  presume,  to  earn  the  subsidies  given  them 
from  year  to  year  by  misrepresenting  the  measures  which 
have  been  attempted  to  be  rushed  through  Parliament  in 
silence  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  The  painful  duty  is, 
therefore,  cast  upon  us,  of  discussing  this  Bill  from  day  to 
day,  in  order  that  the  people  of  the  country  may  know  its 
provisions.  Where  else  are  thoy  to  obtain  their  knowledge  ? 
They  cannot  obtain  it  from  the  expressions  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite,  because  they  do  not  express  themselves. 
They  cannot  obtain  it  from  the  press  supporting  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite,  because,  when  they  discuss  it  at  all,  they 
discuss  it  in  a  garbled  and  distorted  form.  They  conceal 
its  objectionable  features  and  misrepresent  almost  every 
feature  of  the  Bill.  Therefore,  it  becomes  our  duty,  as  the 
representatives  of  the  people,  as  the  only  ones  who  will  give 
knowledge  to  the  people  of  what  is  going  on  in  Parliament, 
to  discuss  this  Bill,  and  therefore,  we  are  here  discussing  it. 
The  hon.  First  Minister  to-day  declared  that  this  provision 
was  open  to  objection,  because  it  gave  the  Government  the 
power  of  appointing  the  makers  and  revisers  of  the  lists, 
but  that  he  could  not  securo  the  passage  of  a  Bill  similar  to 
the  law  in  England,  where  the  judge  of  Assize  in  the  differ¬ 
ent  counties  appoints  the  revising  officer.  He  ascertained 
that  fact,  the  hon.  member  for  East  Toronto  (Mr,  Small) 
tell3  us,  in  caucus.  Why  could  he  not  pass  such  a  Bill  in 
this  House  ?  Simply  because  the  necessities  of  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  are  so  great  that  such  a  Bill  would  not 
answer  their  purpose.  There  can  be  no  other  reason.  I 
dare  any  hon.  gentleman  to  get  up  and  state  if  there  is  any 
other  reason.  They  dare  not  accept  the  challenge.  Even 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson),  who 
comes  to  the  rescue  of  the  Government  when  they  are  in  a 
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tight  place,  on  other  occasions,  fails  to  come  to  their  rescue 
now.  Th9  hon.  First  Minister  said  to-day  that  this  par¬ 
ticular  clause  of  the  Bill  was  objectionable.  Then,  why 
introduce  it  at  all  ?  If  he  has  not  sufficient  power  over  his 
supporters  to  pass  a  Bill  that  is  a  fair  Bill,  such  as  the 
English  Act  is,  why  introduce  it  at  all  ?  Is  there  any  hon. 
gentleman  who  can  answer  ?  Not  an  hon.  gentleman  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  can  do  so  because  they  dare 
not  state  the  purpose  for  which  it  is  introduced.  They  are 
silent.  They  know  that  there  was  no  public  necessity  for 
this  Bill. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  please  dis¬ 
cuss  the  clause  ? 

Mr.  FLEMING.  The  clause  is  the  kernel  of  the  Bill. 
There  is  no  public  necessity  why  the  Government  should 
take  into  their  hands  the  appointment  of  persons  to  make 
up  the  electoral  lists  throughout  the  country.  I  ask  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  if  there  is  a  sentiment  of  honesty  left 
in  them,  if  there  is  a  single  constituency  in  the  country  that 
has  expressed  a  desire  to  have  a  revising  officer  appointed 
by  the  Government  for  making  up  the  list.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  are  silent  again — because  they  cannot  answer.  There  is 
no  public  necessity  for  this  provision  ;  then,  why  does  the 
hon.  First  Minister  introduce  it,  when  he  himself  says  that 
he  would  prefer  the  English  system,  if  he  could  carry  it 
through  this  House  ?  If  his  supporters  are  not  suffi¬ 
ciently  enlightened  to-day,  let  him  wait  until  he 
has  educated  them  up  to  that  sense  of  fair  play 
and  honor  that  will  enable  him  to  secure  their 
support  for  a  fair  and  honorable  Bill.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  that  the  revising  officer  in  England  is  very 
similar  to  the  revising  officer  here.  In  England  the 
revising  officer  revises  the  lists  after  the  overseers  of  the 
parish  have  made  them  up ;  in  Canada,  under  this  Bill,  the 
revising  officer  makes  up  the  list  from  the  very  beginning- 
in  the  words  of  the  Bill,  he  is  to  prepare,  revise  and  com¬ 
plete  the  list.  The  whole  electoral  list  is  to  be  handed 
over  to  an  officer  appointed  by  the  Government.  We  are 
not  sufficiently  verdant  to  believe  that  these  officors  will  be 
appointed  in  any  other  way  than  on  the  nomination  of  the 
supporters  of  the  hon.  gentleman  in  the  different  constitu- 
encies;  and  in  those  constii  nancies  which  are  represented 
by  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  the  nomination 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  the  leading  wire-pullers  of  the  Tory 
party  there.  I  can  tell  who.  in  my  county,  will  be  asked  to 
nominate  the  revising  officer;  and  everybody  knows  that 
the  revising  officer,  notwithstanding  that  he  is  going  to  be 
a  lawyer  of  five  years’  standing,  will  be  a  Tory  ;  and  when 
I  have  said  that  I  have  said  enough.  When  I  have  said 
that,  I  do  not  require  to  say  that  he  will  be  a  partisan,  or 
will  be  wanting  in  a  sense  of  fair  play,  because  I  have 
only  to  refer  to  the  conduct  of  the  majority  in  this  House,  in 
pressing  forward  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  We  know  that  he  will 
be  appointed  for  the  purposes  of  this  Bill.  His  duty  will  be, 
according  to  his  appointment  and  according  to  his  political 
light— the  light  which  an  active  Tory  politician  always 
possesses — to  devise  means  to  secure  the  election  of  the 
Tory  candidate.  That  is  his  primary  duty ;  that  is  the 
reason  of  his  appointment ;  and  he  is  removable  bp  the 
majority  of  the  members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  who  are 
elected  under  his  manipulation.  But  the  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  there  are,  by  this  Bill,  votes  secured  to  persons 
having  incomes,  and  to  wage-earners  and  others,  that  are 
not  enfranchised  in  England,  and  (hat,  therefore,  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  there  should  be  some  person  to  have  control  over  the 
voters’  lists  from  their  beginning  ;  and  therefore  it  is 
necessary  to  confer  additional  powers  upon  these  revising 
officers,  powers  which  are  not  conferred  upon  any  revising 
barrister  in  England.  Why,  the  hon.  gentleman  must 
have  forgotten  himself.  He  must  know  that  in 
Ontario,  at  all  events,  persons  having  incomes  have 
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votes;  that  under  the  Bill  passed  last  Session  wage 
earners  have  votes  to  a  much  larger  extent  than  is  provided 
in  this  Bill,  and  that  the  lists  are  made  up  by  the  local 
authorities,  under  the  same  system  as  that  which  has  pre¬ 
vailed  for  years  past,  without  any  difficulty  arising.  The 
hon.  gentleman  desires  to  establish  that  there  is  only  the 
smallest  shade  of  difference,  a  difference  that  does  not 
amountto  anything,  between  this  Bill  and  the  English  Bill. 
The  English  system  is  that  the  judges  appoint  the  revising 
barristers;  the  electoral  lists  in  England  are  prepared  by 
the  people  themselves,  through  overseers;  in  England  there 
is  a  sense  of  fair  play.  In  the  Empire  of  Germany,  under 
Bismarck,  there  is  a  moi’o  liberal  provision  than  is  in  this 
Bill ;  there  the  lists  are  prepared  by  the  municipal  authori¬ 
ties,  subject  to  an  appeal  to  the  judiciary.  In  France  they 
are  prepared  by  the  mayor,  a  delegate  of  the  prefects,  and 
a  delegate  of  the  municipal  council.  Are  wo  going  to  be 
worse  than  France  ?  Is  this  free  country  going  to  be  worse 
than  Germany  ?  Are  we  going  to  place  ourselves  more  in 
the  hands  of  the  Executive  than  Germany  or  France  ? 
There  is  not  a  country  in  Europe  with  represen¬ 
tative  institutions,  in  which  the  electorate  is  placed 
in  the  position  ours  is  about  to  be  put  in.  In 
Spain  they  have  a  freer  way  of  making  out  voters’  lists 
than  the  one  proposed  here.  There  the  lists  are  prepared 
by  a  commission  composed  of  the  alcade  and  four  persons 
appointed  by  (he  municipal  council.  Are  we  going  to  place 
in  the  hands  of  our  Executive  a  power  the  Government  of 
Spain  does  not  exercise  ?  In  Italy  the  lists  are  prepared  by 
a  commission  similar  to  our  municipal  council.  In  fact,  in 
all  the  countries  in  Europe  that  have  representative  institu¬ 
tions  the  lists  are  prepared  by  the  people  themselves,  and 
in  all  cases  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  judiciary.  Under  the 
Bill,  as  introduced  here,  and  which  has  secured  the  approba¬ 
tion  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  iu  caucus,  there  was  an 
attempt  made  to  fasten  upon  this  country  a  provision  to 
appoint  officers  who  could  do  what  they  liked  with  the  lists, 
and  whose  decisions  are  not  subject  to  appeal.  From  the 
time  we  have  had  representative  institutions  in  Canada, 
the  local  authorities  have  prepared  the  lists.  Are  we 
now  going  back  to  a  system  which  does  not  obtain  in  any 
country  blessed  with  representative  institutions,  and  which 
is  not  imagined  in  any  free  country  in  tho  world.  Hou. 
gentlemen  opposite  say  they  will  do  this  because  they  are 
in  the  majority,  and  Conservatives  of  the  same  stamp  in  the 
country  talk  in  the  same  spirit.  They  say  :  You  may  fight 
against  the  Bill,  but  it  will  become  law.  That  is  the  only 
reply  they  have  to  make  ;  it  is  their  only  defence.  In 
the  words  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Agriculture,  “  there 
ain’t  nothing  more  to  it.”  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  talk  of 
drawing  their  inspirations  from  British  institutions.  Filled 
with  the  fire  of  British  institutions,  flowing  over  with 
British  valor,  they  make  up  their  minds,  silently,  to  tie  the 
hands  of  the  electorate  of  the  country,  to  put  shackles  upon 
tho  free  expression  of  the  public  will.  By  the  Indian 
provision  and  the  revising  barrister  provision  they  seek  to 
exclude  hon.  members  now  in  the  House  from  their 
seats,  and  to  secure  tho  election  of  Government 
supporters  in  tbeir  place;  and  yet  we  hear  them  talking 
about  drawing  their  inspirations  from  British  insti¬ 
tutions.  Who  ever  heard  of  a  Briton  tying  the 
hands  of  his  opponent  before  striking  him  ?  Who 
ever  heard  of  a  Briton  endeavoring  to  tie  the  hands  of  his 
opponent  before  entering  into  the  fight?  We  will  fight 
you  at  the  polls,  they  say,  but  we  will  first  tie  the  hands  of 
those  opposed  to  us.  I  admire  the  inspiration,  I  admire 
the  effects  of  British  inspiration  upon  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site,  It  has  a  wonderful  effect  upon  them.  It  makes  them 
valorous.  It  is  the  essence  of  bravery  to  tell  us  that  they 
intend  to  bind  oar  hands  and  tie  our  feet  before  they  will 
enter  into  the  contest  with  us  before  the  people  of  the 
country.  And,  if  that  is  not  sufficient,  “  the  Opposition,  at  a 
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time  iike  this,  don’t  count.”  The  subsidised  newspapers  of 
the  country  are  brought  in  to  bully  the  Opposition.  Drag 
them  to  the  foot  of  the  polls,  which  will  be  a  gallows  to 
them.  The  rope  is  prepared.  They  are  preparing  the 
rope  in  this  clause  to-night.  Hang  them,  because  they  are 
fit  for  nothing  else.  They  are  obstructing  the  business  of 
the  country.  They  are  obstructing  the  Parliament  of  the 
country.  They  are  obstructing  us  from  passing  a 
measure  intended  to  perpetuate  us  in  power  forever. 
They  are  obstructing  us  from  passing  a  measure  which  will 
bind  the  electors  of  tho  country,  which  will  enable  the 
officers  of  the  Government,  the  Tory  hacks  throughout  the 
country,  to  become  the  manipulators  of  the  voters’  lists. 
We  are  obstructing  the  passage  of  a  magnanimous  measure 
like  that.  Bring  down  the  trampling  feet  of  thousands 
of  loyal  Canadians,  that  will  rise  at  the  call  of  the  First 
Minister  and  will  ring  with  trampling  feet  around  these 
grounds,  to  wipe  out  these  fellows  who  are  obstructing  the 
passage  of  a  measure  so  noble  in  its  purposes.  Bring 
down  their  thousands,  place  them  in  the  square  out  there, 
commanded  by  the  revising  officers,  the  lieutenants  in  the 
great  brigade,  Lieut.-Col.  Bunting  at  their  head,  Major  Meek, 
Major  Wilkinson,  Mr.  Stinson  as  commissary  of  the  battalion  ; 
bring  all  these  gentlemen  down  h6re,  with  their  thousands, 
and  Kirkland,  the  American,  with  his  Gatling  gun,  the 
thousands  of  trampling  feet,  and  what  dismay  will  be  cast 
upon  the  ranks  of  this  small  Opposition.  They  will  fly  at 
once,  and  enable  the  Government  to  pass  this  Bill,  which  is 
called  for  by  every  patriotic  Canadian,  without  further  debate 
or  delay,  this  Bill  which  is  intended  to  enfranchise  so  many 
that  are  not  enfranchised  now.  which  is  intended  to  enable 
the  Government  to  strike  off  all  the  naughty  Grits 
throughout  the  country  that  may  be  objectionable  to 
them.  The  spirit  which  dictates  the  bringing  down 
of  the  trampling  feet  is  the  same  spirit  that  will 
cut  off  so  many  of  those  voters  who  are  objection¬ 
able  to  hon.  gentlemen.  The  Opposition  don’t  count  in  tho 
House  or  the  country.  The  Opposition  don’t  count  in  a 
time  like  this.  Let  hon.  gentlemen  get  up  and  defend  this 
Bill.  There  is  a  place  where  they  will  have  to  defend  it. 
No  matter  whether  our  hands  are  tied  or  not,  no  matter 
whether  we  aie  bound  in  the  contest  in  which  we  are  about 
to  enter  with  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  at  the  polls,  or  not, 
when  that  time  comes  they  will  find  that  no  amount  of 
trampling  feet  will  deter  us  from  doing  our  duty  ;  that  we 
are  determined  then  to  do  our  duty  as  we  are  determined 
to-day  ;  that  though  the  electoral  lists  may  be  in  the  hands 
of  their  partisans  throughout  the  country,  though  they  may 
strip  off  from  the  electoral  lists  those  who  have  a  right  to 
be  there,  because  they  don’t  count,  because  their  voices 
would  be  against  them,  and  therefore  they  don’t  count,  when 
they  have  done  that,  we  will  meet  them  on  tho  hustings 
and  on  the  platforms  of  the  country,  and  we  dare  them  here, 
or  there,  or  elsewhere,  or  anywhere,  to  defend  a  proposition 
as  subversive  of  public  liberty  as  this  is  intended  to  be. 

Mr.  PATEBSON  (Brant).  We  are  arrived  at  clause  10 
of  the  Bill,  I  think,  and  I  might  say  to  you  that  I  am  not  in 
favor  of  the  clause.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  principles  of 
this  Bill,  and  many  of  its  details  are  very  objectionable. 
This  clause  is  perhaps  one  of  the  most  objectionable  in  the 
whole  Bill.  The  very  first  words  that  my  eye  catches  are 
these :  “  That  the  Governor  General  in  Council  may.” 

We  have' been  told  by  tho  First  Minister  that  the  word 
“may”  is  equivalent  in  law  to  the  word  “  shall.”  These 
words  have  reference  to  the  appointment  of  a  gentleman  to 
prepare  and  revise  and  complete  the  lists  of  the  voters  who 
are  to  be  allowed  to  exercise  the  franchise  in  this  free 
countiy  in  the  future.  Now,  this  Governor  General  in 
Council  is  something  that  I  suppose  is  necessary  in  our  form 
of  Government,  under  certain  circumstances  and  conditions. 
We  have,  under  certain  circumstances  and  conditions,  to 


give  certain  powers  to  the  Governor  in  Council,  but  I  do 
not  know  that  there  is  anything  to  compel  us,  in  a  case  of 
this  kind,  to  place  the  power  proposed  to  be  placed  here  in 
the  hands  of  the  Governor  in  Council.  It  may  be 
necessary,  at  times,  that  some  things  that  cannot  be 
done  in  detail  by  Parliament  should  be  done  by 
proclamations  of  the  Governor  General  in  Council, 
being  authorised  to  do  that  by  Parliament,  but  I  cannot 
see  that  there  is  anything  that  would  necessitate, 
if  such  an  individual  as  this  is  to  be  appointed,  that  he 
should  be  appointed  by  the  Governor  General  in  Council ; 
because,  as  has  been  brought  before  your  notice,  in  Eng¬ 
land,  where  an  individual  is  appointed  to  revise  the  list, 
who,  hon.  gentlemen  and  their  press  are  pleased  to  tell  us, 
is  one  performing  the  same  duties  as  the  one  proposed  to 
be  appointed  by  this  Bill,  the  appointment  is  not  made  by 
the  Governor  General  in  Council,  because  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite — or  rather,  I  think,  they  have  not  attempted  to 
say  so,  but  the  organs  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  not 
scrupled  to  say  we  are  following  the  English  precedent  in 
this  case.  It  has  a  very  bad  look  about  it,  to  say  nothing 
stronger,  that  the  Government  should  take  into  their  own 
hands  the  appointment  of  an  individual  irresponsible  to  the 
people  who  is  to  have  the  full  control  of  the  making,  the 
revising  and  the  completing  of  the  list  of  individuals  who 
will  be  permitted  to  vote  for  members  of  this  House.  And 
yet  I  am  not  astonished  to  find  that  clause  in  the  Bill.  Tho 
whole  conduct  of  the  Government  and  of  their  supporters, 
since  this  Bill  has  been  introduced  to  the  House,  is  in  full 
keeping  with  the  spirit  of  the  first  proposition  here. 
I  think  I  am  not  going  too  fai’  when  I  say  that  they  have 
apparently  resorted  to  the  Governor  in  Council,  in  appoint¬ 
ing  these  officers,  in  order  to  rule  tho  country  through 
secret  caucus,  and  not  through  parliamentary  discussion  in 
parliamentary  halls.  That  has  been  their  course  in  tho 
whole  matter.  The  Bill  was  introduced  in  a  speech  of  eight 
minutes,  and  all  the  arguments  that  have  been  given  in  its 
favor  have  been  given  in  a  veiy  few  sentences  by  those 
empowered  to  speak.  The  hon.  member  for  Lennox  (Mr. 
Pruyn),  early  in  the  debate,  gave  us  to  understand  that  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill  had  been  determined  upon,  that  its 
principles  had  been  determined  upon,  that  tho  Bill  was  to 
go  through,  that  it  did  not  matter  what  discussion  took 
place  upon  it,  and  it  was  no  use  for  the  members  of  the 
Opposition  to  contend  against  this  Bill,  because  the  Conser¬ 
vative  party  in  the  House  are  a  unit  upon  this  question  ;  and 
he  gave  us  clearly  to  understand  then  that  the  whole  matter 
was  arranged  upon  in  secret  caucus.  And  it  has  come  to  this, 
that  in  Canada,  where  we  supposed  we  had  free  and  repre¬ 
sentative  institutions,  where  laws  were  introduced  and  dis¬ 
cussed  fully  by  both  parties,  that  practice  has  been  departed 
from,  and  a  party  meet  in  secret  caucus,  where  honor  binds 
them  to  keep  their  mouths  sealed  as  to  what  transpires  in  the 
caucus,  when  not  even  their  own  friends  in  the  country  are 
informed  of  what  takes  place ;  yet  in  that  secret  place  is  to 
bo  perfected  and  completed  that  which  is  to  form  one  of  the 
statute  laws  of  this  free  country  of  ours.  Sir,  it  is  fitting 
that  a  measure  which  is  conceived  and  carried  through  in  that 
spirit  should  have,  in  one  of  its  clauses,  a  provision  that  tho 
Governor  in  Council  may  appoint  an  individual  with  the 
powers  that  are  given  him  by  this  Bill.  How  are  appoint¬ 
ments  made  by  the  Governor  in  Council  ?  At  whose 
instance?  At  whose  recommendation ?  The  member  for 
Victoria,  a  strong  supporter  of  the  Government,  gave  us  to 
understand  this  afternoon,  in  language  that  was  not  very 
dubious,  that  the  Government  would  appoint  those  who  were 
friendly  to  them ;  and  he  might  have  gone  further,  and  stated 
that  the  Governor  in  Council,  in  making  these  appoint¬ 
ments  to  office,  the  First  Minister,  whose  name  really 
might  be  substituted  in  place  of  the  Governor  in  Council, 
will  be  pressed  by  his  supporters,  each  one  in  his  own 
locality,  and  in  the  electoral  districts  that  have  sent  repre- 
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sentatives  here  who  do  not  support  the  First  Minister  at 
present,  those  who  are  the  recognised  heads  of  the  party  to 
which  he  belongs  in  the  county  represented  by  opponents 
here,  will  present  the  name  of  this  barrister  to  the  First 
Minister ;  and  if  the  First  Minister  was  to  say  that  he  did 
not  approve  of  the  nominee  of  the  member  supporting 
him,  or  the  persons  recommending  it  from  other  counties  in 
which  he  has  not  a  supporter  in  this  House,  what  would  be 
the  pressure  put  upon  the  First  Minister  ?  What  would  be 
the  argument  that  would  be  used  by  the  individual  pre¬ 
senting  the  claim  ?  What  would  be  the  arguments  used  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson),  for 
instance,  when  he  makes  his  recommendation  of  the  man 
ho  wants  to  be  appointed  to  control  and  rovise  the  list, 
and  after  that,  of  his  own  motion  and  in  his  own  manner, 
to  complete  the  list,  if  the  First  Minister  was  to  say  to  him : 
I  do  not  think  the  barrister  that  you  are  recommend¬ 
ing  will  command  the  confidence  of  the  country— what 
would  be  the  reply  of  the  member  for  Perth  ?  Would  it 
not  be  :  Sir,  he  has  been  one  of  the  most  faithful  members 
of  the  party  that  you  have  had  in  the  whole  county  of 
Perth.  For  years  and  years  that  man’s  abilities  and  that 
man’s  means,  perhaps,  have  been  expended  in  furthering 
the  interests  of  you,  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  in  secuiing 
the  return  of  candidates  to  support  you  in  this  House,  and 
it  is  poor  recompense  now  for  him  to  be  passed  by  in 
favor  of  someone  else.  Sir,  it  will  be  almost  inevitable 
that  the  man  who  will  be  appointed  to  this  position 
will  be  a  roan  strongly  partisan  in  his  feelings,  and  is  it 
desirable  that  political  partisans  should  have  the  manipula¬ 
tion,  nay,  more,  the  absolute  creation  and  fixing  of  the  list 
of  men  entitled  to  vote  in  this  country  ?  Have  not  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  sometimes  complained  that  through  a  politi¬ 
cal  party  being  in  a  majority  in  a  certain  municipality  the 
assessors,  who  were  sworn  to  do  their  duty,  appointed  from 
year  to  year,  responsible  to  the  municipal  councils,  and  the 
councils  responsible  to  the  people,  and  answerable  to  them 
once  a  year,  that  they  have,  through  their  strong  partisan 
feeling,  done  an  injustice  to  some  electors  of  the  county  ? 
Has  not  that  been  urged  from  the  other  side  ?  And  if  that 
be  true  in  their  case,  there  is  a  remedy  in  the  hands  of  the 
peoplo.  But  here  you  have  a  man  subject  to  like  passions 
with  these  assessors,  influenced  by  the  same  partisan  feel¬ 
ings,  who  is  to  be  appointed  by  the  Governor  in  Council, 
and  ho  is  to  hold  his  office  during  life.  Sir,  you  can  see 
it  is  objectionable  to  a  freedom-loving  people. 
The  very  first  sentence  of  that  clause  must  strike 
every  man  who  values  free  institutions  and  who 
recognises  the  principle  that  the  people  are  the 
governors  and  that  the  Ministers  are  but  the  servants. 
Here  we  have  a  subversion  of  that  principle.  We  propose 
to  exalt  the  servant  over  the  master,  and  to  prevent  the 
master  exercising  his  free  will  and  giving  directions  as  to 
how  his  servants  shall  conduct  his  affairs.  It  is  an  upsetting 
of  the  principle  of  constitutional  liberty  that  ought  to  pre¬ 
vail  in  this  country.  It  is  taking  from  the  people  who 
ought  to  be  the  source  of  power  that  power  which  ought 
to  be  theirs,  and  giving  it  to  those  who  are  not  the  masters 
but  the  servants  of  the  people.  If  the  people  were  consent¬ 
ing  parties,  the  objection  might  not  be  so  strong.  Are  the 
people  consenting  parties  ?  Is  the  Bill  not  so  arranged  as 
to  prevent  the  people  from  exercising  the  power  which  is 
theirs;  is  it  not  an  attompt  to  take  the  power  from  them 
before  they  have  a  chance  to  pi’onounce  it  ?  The  next  por¬ 
tion  of  the  clause  sets  forth  that  the  Governor  General  in 
Council  shall  appoint  such  an  officer  within  three  months 
after  the  coming  in  force  of  this  Act.  This  is  giving  the 
Government  power  to  take  away  the  liberties  the  people 
have  enjoyed  since  Confederation,  and  for  years  before,  when 
they  were  distinct  Provinces,  without  giving  the  people  a 
chance  to  say  whether  they  favor  such  a  proposition  or  not. 
The  Government  think  we  should  sit  day  after  day  and 
Mr,  Paterson  (Brant). 


night  after  night  to  pass  this  measure  ;  and  when  it  has 
received  the  sanction  of  the  Governor  General  and  become 
law,  within  three  months  of  that  time  the  Governor  in 
Council  may  appoint  revising  officers  to  enter  upon  their 
work  of  fixing  the  lists  in  such  a  manner  as  to  prevent  the 
free  expression  of  the  will  of  ths  people.  If  there  was  any 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  do  what  is  right,  to 
restrain  themselves  within  constitutional  limits,  they  would 
alter  the  words  “  three  months  ”  to  “  three  years,”  so  that 
the  people  might  have  an  opportunity,  at  the  polls,  of 
pronouncing  as  to  whether  they  would  allow  the  Act  to 
com8  into  force  or  not.  Will  they  venture  it  ?  No.  The 
Government  and  their  supporters  are  unable,  for  if  they 
were  willing  they  would  do  so,  to  prevent  the  passage  of  a 
Bill  brimfull  of  iniquities,  which  the  Government  are  deter¬ 
mined  to  have  put  through  before  the  people  can  pronounce 
upon  it;  for  they  well  know  that  if  the  people  had  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  pronouncing  upon  it  the  Bill  never  would  be 
crystalised  into  one  of  the  statutes  of  Canada.  Bo  they 
think  the  liberty-loving  people  of  this  country  want  an  Act 
placed  on  the  Statute  Book  more  infamous  than  any  to  be 
found  on  the  Statute  Books  of  Spain,  Italy,  or  the  countries 
that  are  least  progressive  on  the  continent?  No.  My  sug¬ 
gestion  to  replace  the  words  “three  months  ”  with  “  three 
years  ”  is  one  of  those  practical  suggestions  which  the 
First  Minister  called  for  this  afternoon — a  reasonable  pro¬ 
position,  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  must  admit ;  a 
proposition  which  is  eminently  right  and  proper.  But  the 
First  Minister  is  not  present  to '  hear  the  suggestion  and 
avail  himself  of  it ;  bat  his  able  colleague  is  present,  and  1 
venture  to  recommend  the  suggestion  to  him.  I  do  not 
object  to  the  word  “  proper  ”  in  the  clause.  If  you  can  find 
a  proper  person  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  I  do 
not  think  I  would  have  so  much  objection  to  his  beffig 
appointed,  or  so  much  objection  to  the  Bili  itself.  But  if  a 
proper  person  is  to  be  understood  in  the  limited  sense,  and 
in  the  sense  designed  to  carry  out  the  Act  in  the  spirit  in 
which  it  has  been  created,  then  I  object  to  it.  If  ho  is  to  be 
a  proper  person  to  carry  out  the  Act,  which  is  to  strangle  one 
political  party  and  strengthen  another — if  those  are  the  char¬ 
acteristics  of  a  proper  officer,  I  am  opposed  to  such  an  officer. 
And  if  a  proper  person,  in  the  broad  and  full  acceptation  of 
the  term,  is  to  be  appointed,  tell  me  where  you  will  find 
him.  A  man,  to  perform  the  duties  of  this  officer,  fully, 
faithfully  and  impartially,  will  be  an  individual  whom,  I 
think,  you  will  not  he  able  to  find  either  within  the  ranks 
of  the  legal  profession,  the  mercantile  profession  or  the 
agricultural  community.  He  would  be  required  to  be  pos¬ 
sessed  almost  of  attributes  higher  than  may  be  ascribed  to 
man,  in  order  to  carry  them  out  fully.  Where  can  you 
find  one  individual  who  is  fit  to  be  the  judge  of  the  value  of 
all  the  properties  in  an  electoral  district — a  man  of  sufficient 
knowledge  to  know  every  man  who  should  or  should  not 
be  on  the  list  ?  He  is  to  be  called  a  revising  officer.  Sir, 
I  object  to  the  name. .  It  is  not  a  proper  name.  It  is  a 
misleading  name.  To  call  a  man  who  prepares  the  list  and 
then  looks  over  it,  and  strikes  off  or  leaves  on  any  name  he 
pleases,  and  then  completes  the  list  to  his  own  satisfaction, 
is  hardly  the  proper  term.  Yet,  Sir,  if  I  were  asked 
to  do  so,  I  do  not  think  I  could  give  him  a  designa¬ 
tion  which  might  not  seem  to  be  contemptuous,  and 
that  I  do  not  wish  to  do,  with  regard  to  gentlemen 
who  have  not  signified  their  acceptance  of  these  posi¬ 
tions.  They  are  to  be  appointed  for  each  or  any 
of  the  electoral  districts  of  Canada.  We  have  211  repre¬ 
sentatives  in  this  House,  and  perhaps  in  the  neighborhood 
of  200  electoral  districts,  so  that  you  will  have  200  of  these 
gentlemen  appointed  ;  and  if  I  were  to  mention  simply  the 
expense  connected  with  the  payment  of  those  officers,  I 
should  mention  a  sum  of  money  which  ought  to  startle  the 
people  of  Canada,  in  the  present  state  of  our  finances.  But 
if  you  take  the  clerks  and  bailiffs,  who  are  to  be  associated 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2201 


with  them,  you  have  an  army  of  about  600  paid  officials, 
whose  salaries  or  remuneration  are  not  fixed  by  this  Bill, 
and  as  to  which  we  have  had  no  information  from  the 
leader  of  the  Government,  his  colleagues  or  supporters, 
with  the  exception,  I  believe,  of  the  member  for  West 
Toronto,  who  fixed  the  gross  amount  at  something  like 
$100,000.  I  hold  that  his  estimate  was  an  erroneous  one — 
that  it  did  not  represent  the  full  amount.  Figures  have 
been  given  on  this  side,  estimating  the  cost  from  $300,000 
to  $500,000 — about  half  a  million  has  been  pretty  well 
agreed  upon,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  as  the  annual  cost  of 
these  officers  and  their  assistants  throughout  the  country. 
Sir,  Canada  cannot  stand  that  drain  upon  its  resources  at  the 
present  time,  and  in  the  present  condition  of  our  finances. 
If  hon.  gentlemen  had  any  concern  fo~  the  welfare 
of  the  country,  or  any  proper  appreciation  of  its 
financial  condition,  with  our  increased  expenditures  and 
diminished  revenues,  they  would  hesitate  before  attempting 
to  saddle  upon  this  country  an  additional  burden  of  hun¬ 
dreds  of  thousands  of  dollars,  in  order  to  put  into  operation 
a  law  which,  when  it  comes  into  effect,  will  not  produce  any 
beneficial  results  in  this  country,  a  law  powerless  to  do  that, 
but  potent,  if  used  in  a  wrong  manner,  to  produce  grave 
disaster  and  dire  results ;  potent  to  produce  enmity  and  ill- 
will  between  those  who,  common  citizens  of  a  common 
country,  ought  to  be  bound  together  by  that  tie  which 
binds  men  together  when  they  live  in  a  free  country,  when, 
though  differing  in  their  views,  they  give  expression  to 
their  views,  but  neither  one  attempting  to  take  an  unfair, 
an  unmanly,  an  ungenerous  or  an  unjust  advantage  of  the 
olher.  Even  under  the  most  iavorable  circumstance  you 
can  imagine,  with  perfect  men  to  carry  out  the  machinery 
of  this  Bill,  it  will  not  be  potent  for  any  good,  but  there 
are  within  it  elements  which  will  tend  to  produce,  if  it  is 
not  worked  aright  and  in  a  fair  way,  anything  but  that  feel¬ 
ing  of  cordiality  and  good-will  which  it  is  desirable  should 
exist  among  the  citizens  of  a  common  country.  I  notice, 
next,  that  they  shall  hold  office  during  good  behavior. 
Well,  I  do  not  know  if  I  should  object  so  much 
to  their  holding  office  during  good  behavior,  if 
that  good  behavior  was  to  be  understood  in  the  full  ac¬ 
ceptation  of  the  term  ;  if  it  meant  that  they  were  to  behave 
well,  as  we  understand  it.  But  here,  again,  I  fear  that  the 
gentleman  who  drafted  this  Bill  would  be  apt  to  judge  a 
man’s  good  or  bad  behavior  by  the  manner  in  which  he 
discharged  his  duties  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  this 
Bill.  And  what  is  the  spirit  of  this  Bill  ?  The  spirit  of  this 
Bill  is,  that  one  political  party  shall  have  an  undue  advantage 
over  another  political  party.  Who  will  deny  it  ?  Will  any 
hon.  gentleman  opposite,  as  they  have  been  challenged  time 
and  again,  rise  and  deny  that  that  is  the  spirit  of  this  Bill  ? 
Will  any  of  them  rise  and  say  that,  in  their  secret  caucus, 
to  which  we  were  not  admitted,  and  of  which  we  know 
nothing,  party  advantage  was  not  mentioned  as  flowing 
from  the  operation  of  this  Bill?  Dare  they,  with  a  love  of 
truth  in  them,  rise  and  deny  that  this  has  been  talked  over  ? 
In  caucus,  in  secret  among  themselves,  did  they  not  design 
deliberately  that  this  should  be  the  scope  and  the  purpose 
of  the  Bill? 

Mr.  SPKOULE.  No. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Then,  what  is  the  object  of  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  is  your  own  question  ;  answer  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  My  hon.  friend  ventured  on  thin  ice, 
and  when  I  ask  him  the  question  now  that  he  ought  to 
answer,  what  is  the  intent  and  the  object  of  this  Bill  ?  he 
does  not  answer.  Is  it  that  half  a  million  dollars  may  be 
added  annually  to  the  outlay  of  the  country  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  No. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Is  it  for  the  purpose  of  securing  a 
fairer  return  of  members  of  this  House  than  has  been 
secured  hitherto  ? 

27® 


Mr.  SPROULE.  Yes. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  And  how  will  the  hon.  gentleman 
accomplish  that,  by  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE,  Go  on  with  your  catechism. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  how 
this  will  accomplish  it. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  do  not  want  to  take  up  too  much 
time. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  The  gag  might  be  removed  for  once 
to  let  the  hon.  gentleman  speak  ;  he  is  brimfull  of  a  desire 
to  speak;  but  I  venture  to  say  that  if  he  rose,  he  could  not 
lay  his  hand  on  his  heart  and  say  that  it  was  not  with  a 
desire  to  get  an  advantage  over  another  political  party  that 
this  Bill  was  introduced. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Yes,  I  could. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  have  often  admired  the  amount  of 
cheek  the  hon.  gentleman  i3  possessed  of,  but  in  no  case 
did  he  display  more  than  when  he  rose  and  denounced 
members  on  this  side  of  the  House  for  what  he  was  pleased 
to  term  obstructing  public  business.  The  thing  is  too  ridicu¬ 
lous — that  the  Opposition  can  obstruct  the  business  of  the 
House — those  who  have  not  control  of  the  public  business, 
those  who  cannot,  from  day  to  day,  call  up  item  10, 
Bill  103,  from  the  Order  Paper ;  and  that  is  done 
week  after  week  by  the  leader  of  the  Government. 
Look  at  the  Order  Paper,  and  see  the  measures  that 
stand  before  this  party  measure — for  it  is  a  party 
measure ;  it  is  not  public  business.  Therefore,  who  is 
responsible,  if  there  is  delay  in  attending  to  public  business, 
but  the  gentleman  who  day,  alter  day  and  week  after  week, 
passes  by  public  business,  that  has  priority  on  the  Order 
Paper,  and  calls  up  this  party  measure  ?  We,  on  this  side, 
are  anxious  for  public  business  to  brought  on ;  as  patriots, 
we  lament  that  gentlemen  opposite  should  so  far  forget  the 
responsibility  they  owe  to  the  people  as  to  neglect  the  public 
business  ;  that  they  should,  within  thirty  days  of  the  time 
when  millions  of  money  will  have  to  be  borrowed  to  meet 
our  obligations,  let  it  be  known  on  the  other  side  of  the 
ocean  that  the  supplies  have  not  yet  been  passed,  that 
authority  has  not  yet  been  given  for  the  ways  and  means 
of  raising  money  to  meet  the  expenses  of  the  country ;  we 
lament  that  the  Government  should,  day  after  day,  obstruct 
the  public  business  by  calling  up  this  party  measure  out  of 
its  place,  and  putting  the  House  into  committee  upon  it. 
It  is  time  the  Government  realised  that  the  eyes  of  the 
country  are  upon  them.  The  question  is  being  asked,  very 
anxiously,  every  day,  when  will  the  Government  cease  this 
obstruction  and  attend  to  the  public  business  ?  The  best 
interests  of  the  country  are  being  imperilled  by  their  pass¬ 
ing  over  public  business  and  calling  up  a  measure  that  is  not 
designed  in  the  interests  of  the  country,  and  is  not  asked  for 
by  the  country.  Will  they  call  a  Bill  in  the  public 
interest  which  they  will  not  venture  to  say  a  man,  from 
ocean  to  ocean,  has  asked  fox’,  but  which  thousands  and  ten 
of  thousands  of  the  people  of  this  country  are  protesting 
against  ?  Do  you  call  that  attending  to  public  business  ? 
What  more  have  we  in  this  Bill  ?  If  the  phrase  “  good  beha¬ 
vior  ”  is  to  be  interpx’eted  according  to  the  spirit  of  this  Bill, 
that  one  political  party  shall  have  an  advantage  over  another, 
when  will  you  remove  a  man  for  bad  behavior  when  you 
have  the  Conservative  party  elected  year  after  year  through 
his  carrying  out  the  object  and  intent  of  this  Bill?  If  that 
is  to  be  the  interpretation  put  upon  the  phrase  “  good  beha¬ 
vior,”  then  I  say  the  gentleman  is  to  be  appointed  for  a  long 
sei’ies  of  years,  if  indeed  an  indignant  populace,  an  indignant 
electorate,  tied  though  they  may  be  by  this  Bill,  as  I  believe 
it  is  designed  they  shall  be  tied,  shall  not  rise  superior  even  to 
the  bonds  that  are  sought  to  be  placed  upon  them,  and  hurl 
from  position  and  power  those  who  are  elected  as  their  ser¬ 
vants  to  do  their  will  and  to  look  after  their  interests,  but 
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who  have  sought  to  dethrone  their  masters  and  reign  them¬ 
selves  in  their  stead.  If  the  phrase  “  good  behavior  ”  Was  to 
be  interpreted  in  the  full  acceptation  of  the  term,  less 
could  be  said  against  it ;  but  the  hon.  First  Minister  is  not 
in  his  place  to  tell  us  whether  we  are  to  interpret  it  in  a 
broad,  general  sense,  or  in  the  spirit  in  which  this  Bill  is 
conceived  and  sought  to  be  carried  out.  But  if  he  should 
be  wanting  good  behavior,  it  will  be  possible  to  remove  him 
by  an  address  of  the  House  of  Commons.  If  it  were  possi¬ 
ble  to  conceive  of  such  a  thing  happening  as  that  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  appoint  certain  gentlemen  who  would 
disregard  their  oaths  of  office,  and  would,  by  putting  on  the 
names  of  one  party  and  striking  off  the  names  of  others, 
secure  the  return  of  a  majority  of  members  of  this  House 
to  support  the  present  Government,  I  suppose,  in  the  broad 
acceptation  of  the  term,  that  would  be  bad  behavior;  but 
the  address  is  to  be  passed  by  a  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  would  those  gentlemen,  elected  under  those 
circustances,  denounce  the  conduct  of  a  gentleman  who  was 
the  means  of  their  election,  good  behavior  or  bad  behavior  ? 
He  has  certain  duties  assigned  to  him.  What  are  they  ? 
The  duties  of  the  gentleman  to  be  so  appointed  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  in  Council  are  to  be,  “  to  prepare,  to  revise,  and  to 
complete,  in  the  manner  hereinafter  provided,  the  list  of 
persons  entitled  to  vote  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act.” 
Very  extensive  duties  are  given  to  those  gentlemen  ;  there 
caD  be  no  doubt  about  that.  They  are  to  prepare  the  lists ; 
after  they  have  prepared  them,  they  are  to  revise  them ; 
and  after  they  have  revised  them,  they  are  to  complete 
them,  in  the  manner  hereinafter  provided.  That  leads  us 
to  the  contemplation  of  the  subsequent  clauses  of  the  Bill, 
in  which  the  various  duties  of  the  revising  officers  are  set 
forth ;  and,  as  I  said  before,  it  is  not  my  desire  to  detain  the 
committee  by  examining  at  length  the  other  provisions  of 
the  other  clauses  of  the  Bill,  which  comprise  the  duties 
alluded  to  here ;  but  you  will  observe  the  lists  of  persons 
entitled  to  vote  are  to  be  prepared  by  this  gentleman, 
are  to  be  revised  by  him  and  completed  by  him ;  and, 
as  the  Bill  stands,  after  he  has  made  his  own  list, 
revised  his  own  list  and  completed  his  own  list,  there 
is  to  be  no  appeal  from  him  on  any  matter  of  fact. 
But  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  may  say  the  First  Minister  has 
announced  he  will  make  a  change  in  that.  Perhaps  it  was 
a  mere  oversight  in  his  mind  that  he  did  not,  in  the  first 
place,  give  an  appeal  on  a  matter  of  fact.  Perhaps,  as 
in  the  case  of  the  Indians  of  Manitoba  and  British  Colum¬ 
bia,  whom  he  meaDt  always  to  exclude  from  the  Bill,  but 
was  so  unfortunate  as  to  word  it  that  they  were 
included,  this  appeal  was  excluded.  It  is  peculiarly  unfor¬ 
tunate,  that  with  that  idea  in  his  mind,  he  should  have 
taken  care,  expressly,  in  plain  words,  to  say,  that  no  appeal 
was  to  be  allowed  on  a  matter  of  fact.  It  may  be  that  his 
original  intention  was  to  do  as  he  proposed  to  do  now.  In 
case  a  barrister  of  five  years’  standing  be  appointed,  he 
is  graciously  pleased  to  allow  that  there  may  be  an  appeal 
on  a  matter  of  fact;  and,  after  being  constrained  thereto  by 
the  arguments,  if  not  by  the  desire  of  hon.  gentlemen  on 
this  side,  he  says  it  will  be  his  sovereign  will  and  pleasure 
to  appoint  county  judges  in  some  cases,  but  if  a  county 
judge  is  to  be  appointed  there  is  to  be  no  appeal  from  him 
at  all.  I  have  as  high  an  opinion  of  the  integrity  and 
honesty  of  our  judges  and  of  their  capacity  in  some  matters 
as  I  have  of  any  class  of  citizens  in  the  country,  and  greater, 
I  may  say,  than  some.  But  there  are  other  matters  on 
which  I  do  not  consider  a  judge’s  opinion  or  his  judgment 
is  as  good  as  the  opinion  and  judgment  of  others,  who  may 
not  even  be  in  any  of  the  professional  ranks  of  life  at  all.  It 
is  part  of  the  duties  of  this  revising  officer  to  determine  the 
value  of  properties,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  a  judge  on 
the  bench,  except  he  may  have  had  some  exceptional 
means  of  acquiring  the  knowledge,  which  will  not  be 
the  case  with  many  of  them,  is  not  and  cannot  be  as  good 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


a  judge  of  the  value  of  property  as  local  officials,  who  have 
been  for  years  entrusted  with  the  making  up  of  valuations 
and  whose  judgment  has  been  proved  by  the  fact  that  when 
a  judgment  has  been  rendered  and  a  property  assessed  at 
certain  values  on  the  assessment  roll  it  stood  there  at  that 
rate,  all  parties  being  satisfied  with  its  fairness,  so  that 
scarcely  any  appeals  have  been  made.  Let  him  be  a  judge, 
and  grant  him  all  you  can  desire,  duties  are  here  devolving 
upon  the  revising  officer  that  cannot  be  performed  by  a 
judge  as  well,  if  he  wants  to  act  conscientiously  and  honestly, 
as  by  the  local  officers  who,  for  years,  have  been  entrusted 
with  the  duty,  and  have  done  it  for  the  interest  of  those 
who  have  entrusted  them  with  it.  From  his  judgment  there 
s  to  be  no  appeal. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  There  is  no  appeal  now. 

Mr.  PATEBSON.  The  hon.  member  for  Hastings  says 
there  is  no  appeal  now  ;  but  no  one  knows  better  than  he, 
for  I  have  just  read  the  clause,  that  the  commencement  and 
the  revision  and  the  completion  of  the  lists  are  in  the  hands 
of  that  judge,  and  in  his  hands  alone,  whereas  it  is  now, 
first,  in  the  hands  of  the  local  officers  appointed  by  the 
j  municipality,  sworn  to  do  their  duty,  engaged,  in  many 
cases,  for  years,  preparing  the  assessment  roll ;  and  from 
that  assessment  roll  an  appeal  can  be  taken,  if  there  is  a 
difference  in  judgment  between  the  man  who  has  thus  been 
assessed  by  them  and  the  municipal  council,  that  the  people 
appoint,  that  the  people  vote  for  every  year;  so  that  if  tho 
least  incapability  is  found  one  year,  the  council,  responsible 
to  the  people,  must  see  to  it  that  a  capable  man  is  put  in 
next  year  ;  and  if  the  council  neglect  to  do  that,  the  people 
see  that  the  council  is  replaced  by  another  council.  There 
is,  first,  then,  the  judgment  and  the  action  of  the  assessor, 
subject  to  the  appeal  to  the  municipal  council  or 
the  court  of  revision,  composed  of  members  of  that 
council,  whose  judgment  is  brought  to  bear  upon  it,  a  judg¬ 
ment  quickened  by  the  fact  that  the  people  have  power  over 
them,  and  that  only  twelve  months  can  elapse  before  the 
people  will  have  an  opportunity  of  pronouncing  upon  them. 
After  you  have  had  the  valuation  of  those  two  independent 
parties,  responsible  to  the  people,  then  the  person  who  thinks 
an  injustice  has  been  done  to  him  has  an  appeal  to  a  judge, 
outside  of  these  parties,  who  shall  arbitrate  as  between  him 
and  them  ;  and  yet  the  hon.  member  for  East  Hastings  would 
seek  to  infer,  by  his  remark  interjected  here,  that  because 
after  the  list  has  gone  through  all  these  stages  there  is  no 
appeal  from  the  judge,  it  is  the  same  thing  that  the  judge 
himself  should  be  the  valuator  of  the  property  and  of  the 
many  reasons  why  a  man  should  be  on  and  off,  that  he 
should  be  the  judge  in  the  incipient  stage,  in  the  revising 
stage,  and  the  completing  stage,  and  no  appeal  can  be  taken 
from  him.  I  do  not  care  who  they  may  be,  but,  as  a 
liberty-loving  Canadian,  I  do  not  want  a  despot  in 
this  country,  even  though  the  despot  be  a  good  man. 
I  do  not  want  a  man  to  be  made  the  arbitrary  ruler  and 
governor  of  the  electorate  of  this  country,  even  if  he  is  a 
good  man  ;  and  no  man  who  loves  British  institutions,  and 
constitutional  freedom,  and  liberty,  ought  to  be  found  sup¬ 
porting  such  a  proposition  at  all ;  and  yet,  that  is  what  is 
contemplated  in  this  clause,  recited  in  this  clause,  and  will 
become  part  of  the  statute  law  of  Canada  if  this  House 
sees  fit  to  pass  it,  and  it  is  endorsed  by  the  other  branch, 
and  sanctioned  by  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General. 
Among  the  duties  that  are  upon  him  are  the  duties  of 
holding  court  for  the  revision  of  the  rolls.  The  gentlemen 
opposite,  I  suppose,  might  tell  us  that  you  have  that 
opportunity,  and  you  have  kept  it  out  of  sight — and  I  wish 
to  be  fair  on  this  occasion— -they  will  say:  You  can  go 
before  the  judge,  or  before  this  revising  officer,  and  can 
state  your  case,  and  you  may  appear  before  him.  Yes, 
that  is  true ;  that  can  be  done ;  but  when  you  have  gone 
there  and  stated  your  case,  the  whole  matter  is  left  with 
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him,  and  on  his  judgment,  as  a  last  resort ;  and  he  may  not 
care  what  evidence  you  produce ;  ho  may  not  care  how 
strong  your  case  may  he,  if  you  have  not  convinced  the 
judgment  of  that  one  man — I  am  speaking  now  of  him  as 
an  honorable  man,  as  a  man  wishing  to  do  right — if  you  have 
not  convinced  him  as  to  your  contention  as  to  values,  that 
ends  it;  there  is  no  appeal  from  him.  Is  there  any  such 
precedent  in  British  history  or  in  the  history  of  any 
country  ?  In  this  country,  in  any  other  matter,  we  go  before 
the  judges  of  the  land  and  take  our  suits  before  them,  and 
the  judgo  gives  his  decision.  We  are  bound  to  say  that  our 
judges  endeavor  to  give  decisions  that  are  right  and  just, 
and  yet  are  not  the  cases  innumerable,  almost,  in  which,  with 
this  judgo  endeavoring  to  do  right,  one  of  the  parties  is  not 
satisfied  with  the  decision,  and  appeals  to  a  higher  court, 
appeals  to  a  number  of  judges  sitting  together,  of  higher 
rank  than  the  judge  before  whom  the  case  was  tried,  not 
because  he  thinks  the  judge  was  doing  him  an  injustice 
designedly,  but  because  he  did  not  agree  with  his  judgment. 
And  he  has  the  right,  as  a  British  subject  should  have,  to 
appeal  to  a  higher  court,  and  the  case  may  be  taken  from 
the  jugment  of  the  judge  below  and  argued  there.  It  may 
be  that  the  judgment  of  the  judge  below  may  be  confirmed 
by  the  judges  of  higher  rank  and  grade,  but  is  the  appeal 
shut  out  from  the  Canadian,  then,  not  on  a  point  that  involves 
the  birthright,  the  dearest  privilege  of  a  Canadian  citizen, 
the  right  to  vote,  but  on  a  matter  involving  a  few  pounds  ef 
money,  it  may  be?  Is  his  right  shutout  then  ?  No;  he  may 
appeal  to  a  tribunal  higher  than  that,  a  tribunal  sitting  in 
this  city  of  Ottawa,  the  Supreme  Court  of  Canada.  He  has 
his  appeal  there,  and  even  then — - 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Then  he  must  stop. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  He  can,  after  that,  or  ho  can  elect 
between  that  and  going,  if  he  chooses,  to  the  Judicial  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Privy  Council  of  England,  in  ordor  that  he 
may  get  what  he  thinks  is  his  right. 

Mr.  WHITE.  The  case  must  cover  over  $2,000,  then. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  In  the  case  of  a  vote,  is  that  right  given  ? 
Can  you  go  beyond  the  county  judge  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  am  not  speaking  of  the  county 
judge.  I  have  described  that. 

Mr.  WHITE.  You  know  that  no  one  can  appeal  to  the 
Privy  Council  unless  the  amount  is  over  $2,000. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  said  for  a  sum  of  money;  let  it  be 
$2,000 ;  and  will  anyone  say,  that  if  a  man  may  have,  for 
what  would  be  a  paltry  sum  of  money  to  many  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Canada,  $2,000,  the  right  by  law  to  appeal 
from  the  judgment  of  a  judge  to  judges,  and  from  judges 
to  judges,  and  from  judges  to  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council,  still,  when  the  vote  of  a  man,  his  right 
to  say  who  shall  make  the  list  that  shall  govern  him,  is 
involved,  in  that  case  he  shall  have  no  appeal  from  the 
judgment  of  the  judge,  let  him  be  determined  to  do  right, 
not  being  that  which  is  really  right  in  itself ;  that  there 
shall  be  no  appeal  from  him,  and  that  the  right  to  vote,  the 
dearest  right  of  a  free  man,  shall  be  taken  from  him,  because 
of  the  judgment,  the  defective  judgment,  of  that  judge. 

Mr.  WHITE.  It  is  the  case  now. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  It  is  not  the  case  now. 

Mr.  WHITE.  It  is  the  case  now. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  You  cannot  appeal  from  the  decision  of 
the  county  judge. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Have  I  not  told  the  committee  time 
and  again  that  this  is  the  last  resort?  Cannot  the  hon. 
gentleman  see,  does  he  not  know  the  different  stages  it 
passes  through  and  the  judgment  pronounced  upon  it  before 
it  reaches  that  judge  at  all  ?  Does  he  not  know — and  this 
is  the  point  I  am  making,  and  hon.  gentlemen  need  have 


no  difficulty  in  seeing  it— that  in  the  matter  of  a  vote  there 
is  appeal,  and  appeal  before  the  matter  is  decided  under  the 
present  law,  and  that  in  the  law  they  propose  there  is  a 
decision  rendered,  and  there  is  no  appeal  whatever  to  it 
allowed. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  allow  me  to  ask 
him  one  question  ?  Do  you  propose  that,  in  the  case  of  the 
decision  of  a  revising  barrister,  an  appeal  should  be  granted 
from  court  to  court,  as  you  have  been  describing  for  the  last 
fifteen  minutes  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  No  ;  I  made  no  proposition  of  the 
kind. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  (Leeds).  You  covertly  said  so. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  did  not,  if  I  may  bo  allowed  to 
contradict  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  to  contradict  him  flatly. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  say  again  that  you  did. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  contradict  him  again,  and  flatly, 
because  he  has  no  right  to - 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Your  own  statement  will  bear  me 
out. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  did  not  so  moan  it,  and  you  may 
accept  that  explanation. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Yes,  of  course  I  will,  if  you  say  you 
did  not  mean  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  resent  the  imputation  that  I  covertly 
did  so, 

Mr,  FERGUSON.  I  did  not  intend  to  say  anything  dis¬ 
agreeable,  but  I  will  leave  it  to  the  Chairman  and  to  the 
House  whether  the  House  was  not  led  to  understand  that. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  He  meant  that  that  was  implied ;  he  did 
not  mean  to  say  anything  disagreeable. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Of  course,  if  you  say  you  did  not  mean 
it,  that  is  another  thing. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  could  not  havo 
followed  my  argument.  I  pointed  out  that  in  Ontario  thero 
was  a  process  of  preparing  the  electoral  lists,  that  there  was 
an  appeal  to  the  municipal  council,  and  from  the  municipal 
council  to  the  judge,  and  it  stopped  there  ;  but  that,  under 
this  Bill,  the  judge  is  to  make  the  list,  and  there  can  be  no 
appeal  from  his  decision.  I  proposed  then  to  point  out 
that,  in  all  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  there  is  no  right  of 
appeal.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  mentioned  the  sum  of 
$2,000.  There  is  an  appeal  from  a  higher  court  to  a  higher 
court,  and  the  appellant  can  go  to  the  Appellate  Court  in 
England.  I  used  that  as  an  illustration  of  how  keenly 
Canadians  guard  the  right  of  appeal,  in  order  that  full 
justice  may  be  secured  to  them.  In  that  sense  I  used  it. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Brockville).  Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
allow  mo— 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Yes,  I  will  allow  you,  presently.  I 
used  it  as  an  illustration  of  my  argument,  and  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  should  have  understood  it  in  that  way,  when 
I  had  gone  through  a  description  of  the  manner  in  which 
these  matters  were  managed  now.  Now,  my  hon.  friend 
from  Brockville,  who  is  a  lawyer  and  ought  to  know,  may 
be  able  to  set  me  right  on  some  point. 

Mr.  WOOD.  The  only  point  I  desire  to  refer  to  is  this: 
I  do  not  think  there  is  any  appeal  from  the  municipal 
council  at  all  in  regard  to  the  voters’  list.  There  is  an 
appeal  from  the  assessment  roll  to  the  court  of  revision, 
but  if  you  wish  to  appeal  to  the  county  judge  now,  you 
appeal  independently  of  any  action  of  the  municipal 
council. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  The  hon.  gentleman,  being  a  lawyer, 
would  know  better  than  I  ;  but  he  will  see  that  it  does  not 
weaken  my  position.  He  may  be  correct,  technically,  but 
it  does  not  affect  my  position,  because,  in  making  up  the 
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voters’  list  they  are  guided  absolutely  by  the  values  put 
upon  it  by  the  assessors. 

Mr.  WOOD.  The  clerk  of  the  municipality  cannot  be 
guided  by  anything  else ;  ho  has  no  option.  It  a  name  has  I 
been  omitted  from  the  voters’  list,  either  by  the  clerk  hav- 1 
ing  omitted  to  see  it  on  the  assessment  roll,  or  if  the  asses¬ 
sor  himself  has  omitted  to  place  it  on  the  voters’  list,  then 
the  person  can  appeal  to  the  county  judge,  independently  of 
the  action  of  the  assessor  or  of  the  clerk,  and  have  it  placed 
upon  the  list-— which  is  exactly  as  under  this  law.  The 
same  person  can  appeal  to  the  revising  barrister. 

WHITE  (Hastings).  This  is  not  final.  If  a  party 
wants  to  appeal,  he  goes  to  the  judge,  who  fixes  a  day.  The 
list  is  final  when  the  judge  sets  a  day  to  examine  it;  then, 
if  there  are  any  appeals,  they  are  brought  before  him  on  a 
day  fixed  by  the  judge  in  each  municipality. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  It  is  as  I  stated.  The  only  point  the 
hon.  member  for  Brockville  made  was  that  the  clerk  might, 
by  error,  omit  a  name ;  but  he  admits  what  I  contended, 
namely,  that  the  clerk  has  no  option  in  the  matter ;  the 
values  are  there  for  him,  and  he  prepares  the  list  there¬ 
from  ;  and  although,  technically,  there  may  be  that  differ¬ 
ence,  virtually  you  have  an  appeal  from  the  assessor  to  the 
court  of  revision,  and  from  the  court  of  revision  to  the 
judge.  It  cannot  be  otherwise.  And  can  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  not  see  what  a  vast  distinction  there  is  between 
that  and  giving  to  this  judge,  who  will  not  be  as  good  a 
judge,  probably,  as  the  assessor,  the  absolute  power  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  value  of  that  property,  and,  having  determined  it, 
notwithstanding  any  representations  that  are  made  to  him, 
his  judgment  remaining  the  same,  to  refuse  to  alter  it, 
making  him  absolute  and  sole  judge  as  to  the  value  of  the 
property  ? 

Mr.  WHITE.  He  uses  that  very  same  list. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  He  is  not  bound  to  use  that  same  list. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Oh,  yes,  he  is. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Is  he  bound  to  be  controlled  by  that 
list  ?  Is  he  bound  to  accept  the  values  that  are  on  that 
list? 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  say,  in  general,  that  the  revising  officer, 
or  the  judge,  will  take  the  list  after  it  goes  through  these 
different  processes  you  speak  of. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  want  the  hon.  gentleman  to  answer 
distinctly :  Is  he  bound  to  acoept  the  values  that  are  on  the 
list  ? 

Mr.  WHITE.  In  his  own  judgment. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Because,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
said  yes,  he  would  probably  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
voting  on  an  amendment  making  that  clear  and  plain. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  If  the  appeals  suggested  by  this  speech 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  are  gi'anted,  may  I  ask  when  we  may 
expect  to  have  a  voters’  list  confirmed  in  Canada  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Well,  if  the  appeals  were  to  bo  granted, 
as  I  mentioned,  the  hon.  gentleman  could  easily  find  out. 
The  voters’  list  would  bo  complete  and  finished  in  Ontario 
at  the  same  time  it  is  finished  and  completed  now. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  You  would  even  have  to  go  to  the  Privy 
Council. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  No  ;  we  do  not  propose  to  take  the 
vote  to  the  Privy  Council.  We  propose  to  take  the  vote 
through  the  course  it  goes  through  now  in  the  different 
Provinces.  The  hon.  gentleman  cannot  be  so  densely 
ignorant  as  not  to  understand  my  argument.  My  answer 
to  him  is,  that  the  rolls  will  be  finally  completed  and 
revised  just  at  the  date  at  which  they  are  under  the  Ontario 
Act.  1  was  endeavoring  to  point  out,  when  the  hon. 

Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


Mat  28, 


gentleman  broke  in  upon  me,  that  a  person  being  left  off 
the  list,  or  a  person  being  put  on  that  some  one  thought 
should  not  be  on,  would  have  his  case  brought  before  the 
revising  officer.  I  was  pointing  out  that  although  that 
may  be  done  there  is  no  other  tribunal  to  which  he  can 
appeal  against  the  judgment,  if  it  be  a  party  that  wants  to 
go  on  who  is  not  on,  and  who  is  entitled  to  go  on.  I  am  not 
saying  anything  against  the  judge,  but  there  is  no  way  in 
which  that  party  can  appeal.  There  are  dangers  staring 
people  in  the  face  that  will  prevent  them  availing  themselves 
of  this  opportunity  of  oven  laying  their  case  before  some  of 
these  revising  barristers — I  will  not  say  before  the  judges — 
because  I  do  believe  that  there  will  be  such  pressure 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  First  Minister  in  connection  with 
the  gentlemen  that  aro  to  be  appointed,  that  if  I  was  to 
give  him  credit  for  every  intention  to  do  right  he  will 
make  appointments  so  strongly  partison  in  some  cases  that 
these  officers  will  be  unable  so  to  clear  their  minds  of  pre¬ 
judice  as  to  do  full  justice  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  think  that  a 
stronger  pressure  will  be  brought  to  bear  in  the  appointment 
of  a  revising  officer  than  is  brought  to  bear  in  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  a  county  judge  at  present  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Yes,  I  do.  I  do  not  think  the  First 
Minister  would  yield  in  all  cases.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  regarded  the  appointment  of  judges  as 
patronage  to  be  exercised  by  members  supporting  him.  I 
think  the  Government  have  been  careful  in  that  matter. 

Mr.  MoNEILL.  I  think  that  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
find  that  just  as  much  care  will  be  taken  with  reference  to 
these  appointments. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Judges  will  seek  to  get  these  appoint¬ 
ments  by  doing  political  service  within  the  appointment. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  There  will  be  an  appeal  to  the  judge, 
and  that  will  show  the  impropriety  of  the  conduct  of  tho 
officer.  It  will  all  be  done  before  the  eyes  of  the  public. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  We  will  not  argue  that  point ;  subse¬ 
quent  events  will  determine  whether  it  is  so  or  not,  and  I 
am  sure  members  of  the  Opposition  will  heartily  rejoice  if 
they  find  the  suggestion  of  the  hon  member  for  North 
Bruce  (Mr.  McNeill)  is  correct.  My  objection  applies  all 
the  same.  I  do  not  care  how  high  a  judge  may  be — I  give 
him  all  honor  and  credit  for  a  desire  10  do  what  is  right 
—but  I  have  an  undying  objection  to  let  this  right  and  this 
liberty,  that  involve  the  exercise  of  judgment  in  matters 
outside  of  judicial  proceedings,  to  be  placed  in  the  hands 
of  any  one  man,  I  do  not  care  how  high  he  may  be. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  That  is  the  case  at  present. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Suppose  a  man  brings  his  case  before 
the  revising  officer.  We  will  suppose  that  the  revising 
officer  is  a  partisan.  What  position  does  the  applicant 
occupy  ?  Clause  30  says  : 

“  The  revising  officer  may  issue,  at  his  own  instance,  or  on  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  any  person  supporting  or  opposing  any  objection,  claim  or  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  to  a  voters’  list,  at  any  of  the  courts  or  sittings  for 
prelimininary  or  final  revision  under  this  Act,  a  summons,  in  the  form  in 
the  schedule  to  this  Act  contained,  to  any  person  to  attend  at  such 
court  or  sittings,  and  (if  required)  to  produce  any  books  or  papers  in  the 
possession  or  power  of  such  person,  and  to  give  evidence  thereat  relat¬ 
ing  to  any  matter  connected  with  such  revision,  and  in  the  event  of 
such  person  not  attending  after  being  served  with  such  summons,  the 
revising  officer  may  punish  such  person  as  for  a  contempt  of  a  court  of 
record  :  Provided,  however,  that  no  such  person  shall  be  compelled  to 
attend  under  any  such  summons  unless  the  witness’  fees  and  expenses 
allowed  under  the  tariff  of  the  Superior  Court  in  the  Province  have 
first  been  paid  or  tendered  to  such  person.” 

The  next  section  but  one  provides  as  follows  :  — 

“The  parties  to  any  application  before  any  such  court  of  preliminary 
or  fiual  revision  may  appear  by  solicitor  or  counsel,  and  the  revising 
officer  may,  in  any  case,  award  the  costs  of  any  witnesses,  and  a  sum 
“  en  bloc  ”  for  other  costs,  not  to  exceed  >  to 

be  paid  by  any  party  to  any  other  party  to  any  application  before  him, 
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as  he  may  direct,  and  the  amount  of  such  costs  shall  te  certified  by  the 
revising  officer,  and  may  be  recovered,  on  such  certificate,  as  an  ordin¬ 
ary  debt  due  to  the  person  to  whom  they  are  awarded  by  suit  in  any 
court  of  competent  jurisdiction  in  civil  cases  in  the  Province.” 

I  speak  with  some  reluctance  on  this  question,  as  I  am  not 
a  lawyer;  but  I  speak  wilhin  the  hearing  of  legal  gentle¬ 
men  who  may  correct  me,  such  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Lincoln  and  the  hon.  member  for  Brockville.  As  I  under¬ 
stand  the  operation  of  the  clause — if  you  can  suppose  that  a 
partisan  revising  officer  may  be  appointed — it  might  be 
this  :  If  a  humble  individual,  whose  name  had  been  omit¬ 
ted  from  the  list,  desired  to  have  it  placed  there,  and  came 
before  the  revising  officer,  that  officer  could,  if  I  understand 
the  interpretation  of  these  clauses  aright,  of  his  own  mere 
motion  take  such  action  that  for  all  time  to  come  this 
individual  would  never  think  of  coming  before  him  with 
any  matter  of  complaint.  The  revising  officer  has  the 
power,  at  his  own  instance,  to  summon,  not  only  one  witness, 
but  any  number  of  witnesses,  to  give  testimony;  he  can  bring 
them  from  a  distance,  if  he  pleases,  at  great  expense,  their 
time  being  paid  for;  in  a  word,  he  can  make  the  costs  so 
heavy  as  to  make  them  unbearable  for  the  individual ; 
and  according  to  the  section  I  last  read,  the  returning  offi¬ 
cer  will  have  full  power,  not  subject  to  any  appeal,  to 
decide  who  shall  pay  the  costs  and  what  the  costs  shall  be. 
Can  anything  more  monstrous  be  conceived.  How  could  a 
poor  man  resist  such  an  official?  It  may  be  that  I  am 
wrong,  but  in  my  opinion  such  power  is  conferred  on  the 
returning  officer  as  will  enable  him  to  exclude  hundreds  of 
voters  from  the  list,  and  deter  them  from  appealing,  by  the 
power  ho  possesses  to  summon  witnesses  and  assess  the 
costs  upon  any  individual  he  thinks  proper,  even  though 
the  witnesses  he  may  summon  should  bear  testimony  that 
would  support  the  contention  of  the  applicant.  However 
it  may  be  in  the  case  of  a  judge,  whom  I  cannot  conceive 
would  so  act,  such  might  occur  in  regard  to  a  revising  offi¬ 
cer.  The  applicant  would  not  be  in  a  position  to  appeal  to 
the  county  judge ;  he  would  have  had  enough  of  the 
matter.  He  would  be  apt  to  say  :  If,  in  this  free  country, 
I  have  to  undergo  legal  penalties  and  disabilities  in  my 
endeavor  to  enforce  my  rights,  and  they  have  been 
refused  to  me,  I  cannot,  in  my  straitened  circum¬ 
stances,  or,  even  as  another  man  might  say,  with  my 
moderate  means,  having  regard  to  my  family,  any  longer 
protest  against  the  wrongs  that  have  been  inflicted  on  me, 
wrongs  that  never  would  have  been  inflicted  on  me  had  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  not  wilfully  departed  from  the  path 
of  justico  that  has  been  pursued  for  eighteen  years,  and 
devised  the  scheme  whereby  such  a  thing  is  possible  as  that 
under  which  I  am  suffering.  I  point  out  this  one  feature, 
in  which  even  this  opportunity  that  is  afforded' to  the  indi¬ 
vidual,  of  laying  his  case  before  the  revising  officer,  may 
work  to  his  injury  to  such  an  extent  that  he  will  be  deterred 
from  taking  action  by  way  of  appeal.  Ho  not  such  provi¬ 
sions  act  as  stench  in  the  nostril.  Are  there  not  good  rea¬ 
sons  why  the  Bill  should  be  discussed,  that  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  should  not  remain  in  silence  and  simply  say  they 
are  ready  to  vote  for  the  measure.  That  is  not  the  position 
they  ought  to  take.  I  trust  it  is  not  the  position 
they  will  take  ;  but  wo  shall  see,  as  we  get 
further  on  in  Ethe  various  clauses  in  the  Bill.  To  the 
part  of  the  clause  which  provides  that  the  officer 
shall  take  an  oath,  of  course  no  exception  can  be  taken. 
The  last  part  of  the  clause  provides  that  in  the  event  of  the 
death,  resignation,  removal,  inability  or  refusal  to  act  of 
any  such  revising  officer,  another  may,  in  the  same  way,  be 
appointed  in  his  stead,  who  shall  hold  office  under  the  same 
tenure  and  with  the  same  duties  and  powers.  There  is  no 
relief  promised  there,  through  the  death  of  one  of  those  offi¬ 
cers,  and  that  is  something  which  no  one  will  desire.  But, 
if  the  system  were  found  to  work  injuriously,  the  Governor 
in  Council  has  power  to  appoint  another,  in  the  same  man¬ 


ner,  irresponsible  to  the  people,  to  discharge  the  same 
duties  and  exercise  the  same  powers.  Sir,  the  clause  before 
you  is  objectionable  in  almost  every  line  of  it,  and  that  such 
a  provision  should  be  introduced  into  a  Bill — to  say  nothing 
of  the  Bill  itself — that  it  should  have  been  conceived  by  a 
responsible  Minister,  in  a  free  country,  almost  passes 
comprehension ;  and  to  suppose  that  a  majority  of  a 
Parliament,  elected  by  the  people  of  a  free  country  to 
guard  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people,  should  so  far 
torget  the  sacred  trust  reposed  in  their  hands  by  the 
people,  as  deliberately,  without  the  consent  of  the  people, 
in  opposition  to  the  will  of  the  people,  to  rob  them  of  their 
rights  and  liberties,  is  something  we  are  not  even  yet  pre¬ 
pared  to  contemplate.  They  say  we  do  not  want  the  Bill ; 
that  we  obstruct  it,  with  a  view  to  prevent  its  passing.  Sir, 
let  them  proceed  with  the  Bill.  We  do  not  take  them  by 
the  throat,  as  some  of  them  desire  to  say,  nor  do  we  make 
any  attempt  to  do  it,  but  we  discuss  this  Bill;  wo  want  it 
understood.  Wo  say  that  principles  dear  to  the  heart  of 
every  man  who  loves  freedom  and  liberty  are  subverted  in 
that  Bill,  and  that  we  would  be  worse  than  recreant  to  our 
duty  and  the  trust  reposed  in  us  if  we  did  not  discuss  it — 
viewing  it  as  we  do — fully,  frankly  and  fairly.  All  we  ask 
hon.  gentlemen  would  be  that,  should  they  think  it  is  their 
duty,  they  should  allow  the  people  to  pronounce  on  this 
Bill,  and  to  say,  as  between  us,  who  is  right  and  who  is 
wrong  — the  party  who  are  seeking  to  make  it  a  part  of  the 
statute  law  of  Canada,  or  the  party  who,  in  the  name  of  the 
people  of  Canada,  protest  against  this  infringement  of  their 
rights  and  liberties.  We  have  done  this,  and  we  propose 
to  do  it.  As  clause  by  clause  is  reached,  if  they  contain 
provisions  which  we  regard  as  iniquitous,  the  duty  rests 
upon  us  of  pointing  them  out.  We  have  to  regret  that 
the  whole  people  of  this  country  have  not  yet  had  a  full 
opportunity  of  understanding  the  nature  of  this  measure. 
If  all  portions  of  the  Canadian  press  would  but  print  this 
Bill,  which  is  sought  to  be  made  the  law  of  the  land,  if,  in 
their  comments  upon  it,  they  would  tell  the  truth  and  make 
known  its  provisions,  then,  Sir,  I  believe  you  would  have 
had  an  agitation  greater  than  that  which  you  now  see 
throughout  the  country ;  you  would  have  still  stronger 
appeals  against  its  passing  than  those  you  have  hoard,  and 
you  would  have  petitions  more  numerously  signed  than 
those  which  have  been  presented  to  the  House.  Sir,  the 
liberties  of  the  people  ought  to  be  as  dear  to  the  Conservative 
portion  of  the  country  as  to  the  Liberal  portion  of  the 
country.  True,  they  were  not  forward  in  securing  those 
constitutional  rights  which  they  now  enjoy  in  common  with 
us.  That  is  not  in  accordance  with  their  traditions  and 
their  past  history.  Their  history  shows  how  they  have 
warred  against  the  liberties  of  the  people  of  Canada,  liberties 
which  they  now  enjoy,  and  which  where  secured  in  spite  of 
those  who  professed  a  like  political  faith  with  them  in 
days  gone  by.  And  as  the  Beformers  fought  for  and 
obtained  those  rights  and  liberties  which  were  refused  in 
times  past  by  the  Conservatives  of  those  days,  of  whom 
those  hon.  gentlemen  are  the  successors,  is  it  not  right  that 
they  should  resist  the  attempts  to  have  those  rights  and 
liberties  wrenched  away  from  them.  I  hold  that  the  tenth 
clause  of  this  Bill  is  intended  and  designed  to  wrench  from 
the  people  of  this  country  the  rights  and  liberties  which 
were  contended  for  and  secured  to  the  people  of  this 
country  in  days  gone  by,  and  that  the  Liberals  of  to-day 
would  be  worse  than  recreant  to  their  trust  and  to  the 
traditions  of  their  party,  unworthy  the  name  they  bear,  if 
they  allowed  this  clause  to  go  through,  without  resisting  the 
attempt  to  wrench  from  the  people  the  rights  which  were 
secured  to  them  by  the  Liberal  party  in  days  which  have 
long  gone  by. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Perhaps  the  Minister  of  Public  Works 
will  adjourn  the  House,  as  the  hour  at  which  we  usually 
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adjourn  will  not  afford  me  as  much  time  as  I  should  like  to 
occupy  in  discussing  an  important  measure  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  We  will  wait  for  you,  doctor. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Then,  Sir,  I  woud  say  that  appeal  after 
appeal  has  been  made  from  this  side  to  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  to  rise  and  explain  the  object  of  this  clause ;  but  we 
find  that  they  sit  in  stubborn  silence,  and  refuse  to  show 
any  disposition  to  explain  or  modify  this  clause.  Now,  we 
are  perfectly  well  aware,  by  the  course  they  are  pursuing, 
that  they  intend  to  force  this  measure  through,  whether 
we,  on  this  side,  will  or  not.  They  feel  that  they  have  satis¬ 
fied  themselves  prior  to  the  introduction  of  this  Bill  as  to 
its  effects ;  they  have  fully  consulted  each  other  in  caucus 
as  to  the  results  which  will  flow  from  it,  if  it  becomes  law. 
The  First  Minister  has  announced  to-day  to  a  free  Parlia¬ 
ment  that  his  followers  would  not  allow  him  to  introduce  a 
certain  measure,  the  measure  to  be  found  on  the 
English  Statute  Book,  and  I  ask  him  why  would  they 
not  allow  him  to  introduce  that  measure,  or  allow  the 
revising  officer  here  to  represent  the  same  position 
that  the  revising  barrister  does  in  England?  Why 
was  such  a  measure  as  that  objectionable  to  his  fol¬ 
lowers  ?  I  do  not  wish  to  impute  motives,  but  would  it  be 
improper  to  say  that  the  reason  they  did  not  desire  to  have 
a  clause  of  that  kind  incorporated  in  this  Bill  was  that  they 
desired  to  obtain  a  substantial  advantage  for  their  party 
by  this  measure  ?  We  have,  time  and  again,  pointed  out  to 
this  House  that  the  introduction  of  such  a  measure  as  this 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  does  not  indicate  a  disposition 
on  their  part  to  deal  fairly  and  justly  with  the  Opposition, 
I  feel  that,  not  only  on  this  clause,  but  on  every  other 
clause  of  this  Bill,  we  should  offer  strenuous  opposition, 
and  ask  for  explanations  from  those  in  charge  of  the  Bill, 
It  is  necessary  that  they  should  explain  to  us  why  hon, 
gentlemen  opposite  refuse  to  consent  to  a  Bill  similar  to 
the  English  Act.  It  is  their  duty  to  rise  now  and  explain 
why  they  objected  to  the  proposition  of  the  First  Minister  ; 
but  we  have  found  that  appeals  to  them  heretofore 
have  failed,  and  we  expect  that  this  appeal  will  fail. 
To  me,  it  would  seem  that  they  have  weighed  well  the 
advantages  likely  to  arise  if  they  could  get  a  revising  officer 
who  would  prepare  the  voters’  lists  in  their  interests.  But 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  :  Oh,  these  revising  officers  will 
be  appointed  for  life,  and  they  will  be  entirely  free  from 
Government  influence;  they  will  be  elevated  above  the 
plane  of  partisanship,  and  will  therefore  be  as  independent 
as  the  judges  on  the  bench.  I  deny  such  a  proposition. 
They  are  appointed  to  do  the  bidding  of  those  who  appoint 
them,  and  they  know  full  well  that  if  they  carry  out  the 
views  of  their  masters  they  will  be  rewarded. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  am  very  sorry  you  have  so  little  con¬ 
fidence  in  the  revising  barristers  of  this  country. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  have  just  as  much  confidence  in  the 
revising  barristers  as  I  have  in  the  Government  of  the  day, 
and  in  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  I 
believe  that  when  they  can  use  their  position  to  further  the 
interests  of  their  party  they  will  do  it.  If  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  have,  in  the  face  of  the  desire  of  the  First  Minister, 
insisted  on  having  revising  barristers,  who  will  be  appointed 
by  the  Government  of  the  day  instead  of  by  the  judges,  it  is 
a  strong  indication  to  me  that  they  wish  to  place  this 
measure  on  the  Statute  Book  for  party  purposes  alone. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Have  you  confidence  in  the  judges  ? 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  have  as  much  confidence  in  the  judges 
as  my  hon.  friend  opposite.  If  the  Superior  Court  judges 
had  been  selected  to  appoint  the  revising  barristers  I  would 
have  been  better  satisfied  with  this  clause  of  the  Bill  than  I 
am  at  present. 

Mr.  Wilson, 


Mr.  WHITE.  If  the  revising  barrister  does  wrong  there 
is  an  appeal  to  the  judge* 

Mr.  WILSON.  That  sort  of  pleading  will  have  no  effect. 
What  are  we  asked  to  do?  Wo  are  asked  to  appoint  a 
revising  officer,  not  only  to  revise  the  lists,  but  to  express 
his  opinion  as  to  the  value  of  the  property,  and  as  to 
whether  a  man  has  a  right  to  be  placed  on  the  list  or  not — 
in  fact,  to  make  the  list.  And  yet,  will  hon.  members  oppo¬ 
site  tell  mo  that  there  is  any  comparison  between  this 
revising  officer  and  the  judge  ?  Nothing  of  the  kind.  The 
object  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  is  a  different  one;  their 
object  is  to  gain  a  party  advantage— to  deprive  the  people 
of  the  country  of  the  opportunity  of  going  to  the  polls  at 
the  next  general  election  to  record  their  verdict  against  the 
Government  of  the  day — to  stifle  the  free  expression  of  the 
electors  at  the  coming  election,  and  that  is,  no  doubt,  the 
reason  we  have  such  a  clause  as  this. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  You  do  not  mean  that. 

Mr.  WILSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  have  the  habit 
of  expressing  what  he  does  not  mean,  but  I  am  not  prone  to 
do  so.  If  I  ever  felt  a  sincere  desire,  1  desire  that  this  Bill 
should  be  made  complete,  that  we  should  remove  from  it 
all  the  objectionable  clauses  and  purify  it  of  all  the  impuri¬ 
ties  it  contains.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  must  feel,  if  they 
will  only  lay  aside  their  partisanship,  that  this  is  not  a  fair 
course  that  they  are  taking  towards  the  Opposition — that 
this  is  a  blow  directed  against  us.  Are  they  not,  day  in  and 
day  out,  taunting  us  about  our  small  number,  and  boasting 
that  they  have  the  confidence  of  the  people  ?  But  when  in 
a  short  time  there  will  be  an  opportunity  of  appealing  to 
the  people,  are  they  willing  to  appeal  to  the  same  jury  to 
whom  they  appealed  before,  aud  who  gave  them  the  verdict  ? 
Are  they  willing  to  use  the  same  voters’  lists  ?  Are  they 
willing  to  use  the  same  means  of  ascertaining  whether  they 
still  possess  the  confidence  of  the  country  as  they  did  before  ? 

Mr.  WHITE.  We  could  not  appeal  to  the  same  list, 
because  Mr.  Mowat  changed  the  law,  because  he  changed 
the  list  altogether,  and  the  same  thing  has  been  done  in 
Nova  Scotia.  The  franchise  has  certainly  bean  extended 
in  Ontario  and  Nova  Scotia  far  beyond  what  it  was  in  the 
last  election. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Wo  have  heard  a  great  deal  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  voters’  list  being  so  very  different  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario  from  what  it  was  before  the  last  Act.  My 
hon.  friend  knows  well  that  the  voters’  list  which  will  be  in 
use  at  the  next  election,  as  prepared  by  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  includes  a  larger  number  of  people  than  the  former 
list.  My  hon,  friend  says  the  Bill  before  us  is  enfranchising 
a  larger  number  of  people  than  the  old  Bill  on  which  this 
Parliament  was  elected ;  therefore,  why  would  they  not 
appeal  to  a  tribunal  equally  well  prepared  to  record  a  ver¬ 
dict  for  or  against  the  Government.  Let  us  consider  for  a 
moment  what  will  be  the  effect,  if  we  adopt  this  clause 
as  it  is  now  presented  to  us.  Every  hon.  member 
is  aware  that  it  will  entail  a  very  large  expense.  That 
I  would  not  object  to  so  much,  were  it  absolutely  necessary 
that  the  Bill  should  be  passed.  If  it  was  necessary  we 
should  have  a  Dominion  franchise  1  could  understand 
there  would  be  an  excuse  for  this  large  expenditure. 
Various  estimates  have  been  made  as  to  what  this  Bill  will 
cost.  We  know  well  that  whatever  generosity  there  may 
be  on  the  part  of  judges  and  lawyers,  and  it  is  from  those 
the  revising  barristers  will  bo  appointed,  they  are  not  prone 
to  do  much  work  without  being  well  compensated;  and  it 
is  not  likely  the  cost  of  having  this  Dominion  franchise  will  be 
less  than  $400,000  or  $500,000  a  year.  Are  we  prepared  to 
incur  that  expenditure,  merely  that  wo  may  have  a  Dominion 
franchise  and  a  less  number  of  people  enfranchised  and  a 
less  well-prepared  list,  without  any  additional  advantage 
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at  all.  Again,  we  have  the  objection  that  a  vast  amount  of 
inconvenience  and  confusion  will  be  created  in  the  various 
municipalities  in  other  sections  of  the  Dominion.  We  have 
at  present  the  means  whereby  the  present  voters’  lists  are 
prepared,  means  which  are  well  understood.  I  would  like 
to  call  your  attention  to  the  difference  in  the  preparation  of 
the  voters’ list  under  the  Ontario  law  and  that  which  will 
take  place  under  this  Bill.  Under  the  Ontario  law  the 
assessors  are  sworn  to  faithfully  porform  their  duty, 
and  I  believe  we  can  with  as  much  safety 
to  the  assessors  doing  their  work  well  as  we  could  to  the 
revising  officer.  After  the  assessment  roll  is  made  those 
who  may  feel  themselves  aggrieved  may  appeal  to  the  court 
of  revision,  which  is  held  in  every  municipality.  At  this 
court  of  revision  all  parties  are  heard,  without  the  necessity 
of  having  a  lawyer,  and  without  costs.  I  have  every  con¬ 
fidence  in  the  municipal  councillors  who  compose  these 
courts  of  revision.  If  anyone  feels  aggrieved  by  the  decision 
of  the  court  of  revision,  he  can  appeal  to  the  judge,  and 
there  the  voters’  list  becomes  a  finality.  The  revising  bar¬ 
rister,  under  this  clause,  accepts  the  assessment  roll  as  prima 
facie  evidence.  That  amounts  to  nothing.  That  concession 
on  the  part  of  the  Minister  of  Customs  amounted  to  nothing, 
and  he  knew  it  was  no  protection  whatever. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Why  did  your  party  ask  for  it,  then  ? 

Mr.  WILSON.  It  may  be  that  we  were  trying  to  see  if 
hon.  gentlemen  would  make  any  concession,  good,  bad  or 
indifferent.  This  being  a  bad  one,  was  one  which  they  con¬ 
sented  to  make.  The  revising  officer  can  say  whether  he 
will  or  will  not  accept  this  assessment  roll  as  sufficient 
evidence  to  place  a  man  upon  the  voter’s’  list.  lie  takes 
this  list,  together  with  what  other  information  he  can 
receive.  To  whom  will  he  go  to  get  information  ?  In  East 
Hastings,  to  whom  would  he  appeal  for  information  as  to 
who  should  and  who  should  not  be  placed  upon  the  voters’ 
list  ?  Is  there  one  hon.  member  on  that  side  who  does  not 
feel  that  the  object  of  the  revising  barrister  is  to  benefit  the 
Conservative  party. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  apply  that 
observation  to  a  judge  ? 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  will  refer  to  the  judges  when  I  reach 
that  point.  It  is  moro  natural  to  expect  that  a  man 
appointed  by  a  certain  political  party,  other  things  being 
equal,  will  show  favors  to  the  party  from  whom  he  receives 
his  appointment. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  Does  tho  hon.  gentleman  apply  that  to 
the  judges  ? 

Mr.  WILSON.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  comes  to  my  county 
I  will  give  him  an  opportunity  of  seeing  that  even  a  judge 
is  not  above  being  a  partisan.  All  hough,  as  a  general  rule, 
I  have  every  confidence  in  the  judges  of  the  country,  and  in 
their  acting  impartially,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  comes  to  my 
county  and  there  finds  a  judge  who  deliberately  gives  a 
written  decision  on  the  bench,  delaring  that,  in  common 
law,  a  man  is  justified  in  castigating  his  wife,  wo  may  con¬ 
clude  that  the  judges  sometimes  are  not  more  pure  than  the 
revising  officers  appointed  by  the  Government  of  the  day. 

Mr.  McNEILL,  It  is  the  duty  of  tho  hon.  gentleman,  in 
such  a  case,  to  impeach  the  judge. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  So  he  has  attempted  to 
do. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  was  going  on  to  point  out  the  manner 
in  which  the  revising  officer  would  prepare  the  roll,  and  I 
think  I  was  about  to  convince  you  that  it  could  hardly  be 
expected  that  he  would  be  as  competent  to  prepare  the  roll 
as  the  municipal  officers  are.  I  was  also  going  to 
show  that  he  would  be  called  upon  to  act,  not 
only  as  a  revising  officer,  but  as  an  assessor. 
Now,  Sir,  I  think,  if  you  are  going  to  have  a  man  able  to 


perform  the  duties  of  an  assessor  he  ought  to  be  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  the  various  localities  of  the  municipalities 
that  he  has  to  assess.  As  a  rule,  assessors  are  appointed  by 
the  municipality  on  account  of  their  fitness  and  acquaint¬ 
ance  with  the  values  of  property,  but  your  revising  barris¬ 
ter  will  not  be  possessed  of  that  information,  and  therefore 
we  cannot  expect  that  the  voters’  list  would  be  as  efficiently 
prepared  by  a  revising  officer  as  it  is  by  the  municipalities. 
Now,  some  hon.  gentlomen  opposite  have  contended  that  tho 
revising  barrister,  under  this  clause,  is  similar  to  the  revising 
barrister  under  the  English  franchise  law.  To  show  how 
mistaken  those  hon.  gentlemen  are,  and  what  a  difference 
there  is  between  the  two  officers,  I  will  read  you  a  few 
extracts  from  Brotherton  on  the  franchise.  (The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  read  sections  28,  29  and  31.)  You  find  here  that  there 
is  an  opportunity  for  every  individual  who  has  a  right  to  be 
placed  on  the  voters’  list  to  establish  his  claim.  His 
petition  is  sent  in  to  the  revising  officer  by  the  overseer  or 
the  recorder  of  thejjmunicipalities. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh  ! 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  wish  you  would  keep  order,  Mr. 
Chairman.  If  you  do  not,  I  shall  bo  compelled  to  go  down 
nearer  tho  reporter,  where  I  can  have  myself  heard.  You 
will  find  here,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  course  that  is  pursued  in 
England  to  secure  to  every  individual  who  is  entitled  to  it 
the  right  to  be  placed  upon  the  voters’  list. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Trow  !  keep  away  from  him,  and  let 
him  go  on. 

Me.  WHITE.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  should  have  a  right 
to  go  on  speaking.  Ho  is  paid  by  the  hour ;  he  is  paid  by 
subscription. 

Mr.  WILSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  never  object  to  any  man 
imputing  motives  or  acts  of  which  he  is  guilty  himself ; 
therefore,  I  do  not  object  to  an  insinuation  of  that  kind.  I 
am  satisfied  that  this  Bill,  appointing  a  revising  officer,  will 
not  meet  with  tho  approval  of  tho  electorate  and  that  when 
it  is  presented  to  the  people,  and  when  it  is  shown  that  it 
will  doprive  the  electorate  of  an  opportunity  of  their  names 
being  placed  on  the  voters’  list  at  the  will  or  pleasure  of 
the  revising  officer,  it  will  produce  a  revulsion  of  feeling, 
adverse  to  the  Government  of  the  day  and  in  favor  of  those 
who  have  fought  valiantly  for  tho  rights  and  privileges  of 
the  whole  people  of  the  Dominion. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  desire  myself,  and  so 
do  some  other  hon.  members,  to  offer  a  few  remarks  on 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  acknowledged  to-day  to  bo  the 
most  important  portion  of  the  Bill ;  but  at  this  hour  I  pro¬ 
pose  that  the  committee  rise. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  exactly  state 
that  this  was  the  most  important  portion  of  the  Bill,  but 
one  that  would  certainly,  from  what  I  had  already  heard, 
cause  a  good  deal  of  discussion.  But  it  occurs  to  me,  from 
the  little  I  have  heard,  that  some  of  the  discussion  has  been 
of  the  old  stamp  and  not  in  tho  lino  meant  by  tho  loader  of 
tho  Opposition. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWW1GHT.  I  may  say  that  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  was  an 
exceedingly  able  and  powerfully  delivered  speech,  which  I 
only  regret  was  delivered  to  a  small  audience.  1  dare  say 
some  of  the  speeches  the  hon.  gentleman  would  not  have 
cared  so  much  to  hear;  but  I  do  not  think  there  has  been 
any  attempt  on  the  part  of  hon.  gentlemen  to  unnecessarily 
delay  the  House. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  beg  to  move  a  verbal 
amendment.  That  at  line  32  the  words,  “  for  such  pur¬ 
pose,”  bo  struck  out,  and  the  letter  “a”  inserted. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  It  is  my  intention  to  move  an  amendment 
to  the  clause. 
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Mr.  CASEY.  Is  it  the  intention  to  allow  amendments  to 
be  moved,  apart  from  that  amendment  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Certainly. 

Mr.  CASEY.  There  are  several  amendments. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  It  is  irregular  to  proceed  to  discuss  a 
clause  without  there  being  any  amendment.  We  have  been 
discussing  a  clause  while  there  has  really  been  no  amend¬ 
ment  before  the  committee,  which  I  find,  according  to 
English  precedents,  is  not  according  to  rule.  There  ought 
to  be  an  amendment  before  the  committee  while  the  clause 
was  being  discussed,  and  to  make  the  proceedings  more 
regular  an  amendment  should  be  placed  before  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  have  never  heard  of  any  such  understand¬ 
ing  or  rule  in  this  Parliament.  The  question  we  have  been 
discussing  is  as  to  whether  we  should  have  this  clause  or 
not.  The  discussion,  in  my  opinion,  is  quite  in  order. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  point  out  that  busi¬ 
ness  will  not  be  furthered  by  proceeding  with  the  discus¬ 
sion  n<aw. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  this  subject  had  not 
been  fully  discussed  weeks  before  wo  came  to  the  clause 
there  might  have  been  something  in  tho  hon.  gentleman’s 
request. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  is  simply  absurd  for  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  say  that  the  clause  has  been  sufficiently  discussed,  and  to 
say,  after  the  ordinary  understanding  we  have  had,  after 
thirteen  hours’  work,  that  because  Iho  right  hon. gentleman 
thinks  so,  this  clause  has  been  sufficiently  discussed,  is 
simply  absurb.  It  is  not  in  accordance  with  the  under¬ 
standing  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  acting  upon  for  some 
time  past,  and  I  am  afraid  it  will  not  result  in  furthering 
the  discussion  on  the  Bill,  simply  because  we  cannot  discuss 
it  intelligently  at  this  hour  in  the  morning.  We  have 
shown  our  desire  to  discuss  the  Bill  fairly  and  to  the  pur¬ 
pose,  and  the  best  proof  of  that  fact  is,  that  tho  right  hon. 
gentleman  has  adopted  a  number  of  suggestions  made  on 
this  side  during  the  discussion,  because  they  commended 
themselves  to  his  reason.  Oa  the  understanding  I  have 
mentioned,  it  was  understood  that  we  should  sit  at  reason¬ 
able  hours,  and  I  am  sure  no  one  will  say  that  to  sit  after 
this  hour  would  be  reasonable. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  hardly  wishes 
us  to  go  into  a  discussion  of  this  clause,  which  he  will  admit 
is  a  very  important  one,  at  this  time  of  the  morning.  The 
hon.  member  for  South  Huron  wishes  to  address  the  House, 
and  I  intended  to  speak,  perhaps,  for  twenty  minutes  or  half 
an  hour.  [  think  there  has  been  no  evidence  of  any  inten¬ 
tion  of  preventing  discussion,  or  improperly  delaying  the 
proceedings,  and  as  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  well  this 
clause  is  one  which  must  be  more  fully  discussed,  and 
amendments  will  be  submitted  in  the  proper  time,  but  it  is 
unreasonable  to  ask  that  we  should  go  on  at  this  hour  of 
tho  morning. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Hon.  gentlemen  should  remember  that 
the  provision  of  this  clause  was  very  fully  discussed  along 
with  the  general  principles  of  the  Bill,  and  that  no  new 
light  has  been  thrown  upon  it,  as  each  speaker  has  repeated 
simply  what  tho  previous  speaker  said.  I  think,  after  all 
this  repetition,  they  must  themselves  feel  that  they  have 
debated  fully  a  question  which  was  very  fully  discussed 
before,  unless  they  have  something  new  to  say  upon  it.  I 
wonder  that  intelligent  gentlemon  should  get  up,  one  after 
the  other,  and  simply  repeat  what  was  said  by  previous 
speakers.  Surely  they  must  admit  that  there  are  men 
intelligent  enough  on  this  side  to  know  the  purport  and 
effect  of  the  Bill,  and  who  know  its  effect  and  its  provisions 
as  well  as  if  they  were  to  talk  about  it  for  a  week.  They 
Mr-.  Davies, 
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have  had  an  opportunity  to  move  their  amendments  during 
the  whole  day,  but  they  have  not  done  so,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  is  right  that  they  should  go  on  again,  after  coming 
fresh  from  the  country,  and  repeat  the  same  speeches  over 
and  over  again,  at  this  stage  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  we  have 
to  meet  here  at  half-past  one  to-morrow,  and  what  condi¬ 
tion  will  we  bo  in  if  we  continue  at  work  for  some  hours 
longer.  Human  nature  cannot  stand  it ;  and  if  we  went  on 
for  three  hours  we  would  not  be  any  further  ahead.  The 
desire  to  facilitate  business  is  just  as  strong  with  some  on 
this  sido  as  on  the  other,  whatever  charge  they  make 
against  some  of  unduly  protracting  the  debate.  1  do  not 
think  the  speeches  have  been  unduly  protracted  to-night, 
as  only  some  five  or  six  have  been  made  on  this  clause. 
Hon.  gentlemen  may  force  us  to  go  on  for  some  hours,  but 
it  will  not  facilitate  the  passage  of  the  Bill ;  and  in  what 
condition  will  we  be  to  continue  the  discussion  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Me  NEILL.  The  question  is,  what  position  will  we 
be  in  to-morrow  night,  supposing  we  adjourn  now  ? 

Mr.  HESSON.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition  so  ably 
discussed  the  clause  to  day  that  I  do  not  think  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  can  throw  any  further  light  upon  it;  and  I  think, 
if  these  hon.  gentlemen  on  that  side  had  como  into  the 
House  and  listened  to  tho  speech  of  their  leader,  they  would 
have  been  content  to  sit  silently,  after  hearing  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  member  for 
West  Elgin  says  there  was  an  understanding.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  understanding. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  A  tacit  understanding. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Practice. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  not  an  understand¬ 
ing.  The  ground  taken  by  the  hon,  member  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  is  really  trifling  with  the  House.  Ho  said, 
a  little  while  ago,  that  he  had  an  amendment.  Why  does 
he  not  move  it  ?  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin 
said  there  were  several  amendments,  and  here  we  have  boon 
discussing  this  measure  all  day,  and  not  an  amendment  has 
been  proposed.  Tho  amendment  was  spoken  to  by  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  fully  and  ably, 
presenting  all  the  arguments  that  could,  by  any  possibility, 
be  brought  up  against  the  clause,  and  the  discussion  has 
beon  a  more  repetition  of  those  arguments.  There  could 
not  be  any  new  suggestions  with  respect  to  that  clause. 
And  now  they  say  they  are  going  to  commence  with  amend¬ 
ments,  If  the  hon.  gentleman  was  really  in  earnest  he 
would  have  his  amendment  ready.  However,  I  venture  to 
say  he  has  not  it  ready  now,  though  he  said  he  had. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  says  :  “  I  venture  to  say  he  has  not  his  amendment 
ready  now,  although  he  said  he  had  ;  ”  that  is  to  say  he  was 
lying.  When  an  hon.  gentleman,  even  if  ho  be  a  Premier, 
says  that  an  hon.  member  utters  a  distinct  untruth,  he  is 
out  of  order,  and  I  must  ask  that  that  statement  be  modified 
or  withdrawn. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  puts 
words  in  my  mouth.  I  did  not  say  he  was  lying.  That  is 
an  inference  the  hon.  gentleman  drew.  I  said,  I  ventured  to 
say  that  he  had  not  his  amendment  ready,  lie  may  have  lost 
it  or  mislaid  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CART  WRIGHT.  What  will  you  bet  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  said 
there  were  half  a  dozen  amendments.  I  venture  to  say 
there  were  not  half  a  dozen  amendments. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  did  not  say  that.  I  said  I  understood 
there  were  several  amendments  to  be  moved. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACJDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
trifling  with  the  committee,  and  now  he  appeals  for  delay. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
believes  I  would  have  made  the  statement  I  did  unless  I 
was  going  to  move  an  amendment.  My  amendment  js  not 
only  ready  but  it  is  in  my  hands,  and  1  have  been  here  the 
whole  afternoon  waiting- for  an  opportunity  to  move  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Let  us  have  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  do  me 
the  justice  to  say  that  he  did  not  wish  to  accuse  me  of  that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Certainly  not.  I  do  not 
want  to  make  any  unpleasant  charge  against  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  he  had  an  amendment, 
and  made  a  short  speech,  and  I  called  on  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  move  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  was  just  waiting  to  see  how  far  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  go,  and  I  was  about  to  rise,  if  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  had  not  got  up  so 
hurriedly. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  very 
irregular  course  pursued  by  the  First  Minister.  He  has 
allowed  this  clause  to  bo  discussed  all  day,  and  he  comes,  at 
two  o’clock  in  the  morning,  to  propose  an  amendment. 
Such  an  irregular  course  is  a  bad  example  to  set  to  the  other 
members  of  this  House. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness).  Perhaps  it  would  be 
unfair  to  compel  the  Opposition  to  speak  after  two  o’clock. 
They  evidently  have  an  object  in  detaining  the  House  in 
session  as  long  as  possible.  I  read  in  the  Globe  of  the  21st 
instant  this  paragraph  : 

“The  letter  of  ‘Ontario,’  in  another  column  is  one  that  everybody 
should  read.  What  the  writer  says  is  an  evidence  of  the  depth  of  the 
feeling  prevailing  in  the  Province .  N o  doubt  many  are  prepared  to  make 
the  sacrifice  he  suggests.” 

When  I  read  this  paragraph  a  few  days  ago,  I  thought  it 
was  due  to  myself  and  to  the  great  Dominion  of  Canada,  to 
read  the  letter  of  “  Ontario,”  and  I  find  some  paragraphs  in 
it  to  this  effect : 

“  Never  was  an  Opposition  in  so  favorable  a  position  to  stand  a  siege- 
The  Administration  of  Sir  John  Macdonald  is  bleeding  at  every  pore.  The 
financial  difficulties  crowding  upon  the  Government  are  sure  sooner  or 
later  to  be  fatal,  and  these  difficulties  are  all  of  their  own  creation.  The 
North-West  rebellion  not  merely  increases  these  difficulties,  but  add3 
new  and  serious  complications  arising  out  of  the  capture  of  Riel — com¬ 
plications  which  will  be  harder  to  solve  than  were  those  resulting  from 
the  Red  River  rebellion  in  1870  —and  these  troubles,  also,  are  of  the 
Government’s  own  creation.  The  Canadian  Pacific  ‘  Oliver  Twist  ’  is 
asking  for  more,  and  the  French  supporters  of  the  Government  are  dic¬ 
tating  their  own  terms.  Every  Province,  not  excepting  Ontario,  is  in  a 
state  of  dangerous  discontent,  and  all  that  is  necessary  to  rouse  Ontario 
is  a  continuation  of  the  gallant  fight  in  the  House  of  Commons  against 
the  infamous  proposal  to  impose  on  the  people  the  most  odious  tyranny, 
under  the  guise  of  constitutional  forms,  and  to  confer  the  parliamentary 
franchise  on  Indians  who,  as  members  of  tribes,  are  still  wards  of  the 
Government,  and  incapable  of  assuming  the  responsibilities  of  citizen¬ 
ship.  Under  these  circumstances,  a  dozen  resolute  men  could  ‘hold  the 
fort  ’  at  Ottawa,  and  it  will  be  a  disgrace  to  the  Liberal  Opposition  if  it 
is  surrendered  now.  Had  the  Gerrymander  Bill  of  1882  been  dealt  with 
in  the  way  referred  to  it  would  never  have  been  passed.” — 

So  there  appears  to  be  an  object  in  this  delay ;  it  is  simply 
following  the  instructions  of  the  organ  of  the  party.  But 
that  is  not  all : 

“  But  while  the  duty  of  the  Opposition  in  the  House  of  Commons  is 
plain,  the  duty  of  those  who  are  in  sympathy  with  the  stand  they  have 
taken  is  equally  so.  Every  means  should  be  resorted  to  for  the  purpose 
of  making  the  poblic  appreciate  such  self-sacrificing  devotion  to  duty 
and  principle,  and  one  of  the  most  effective  would  be  the  creation  of  a 
fund,  with  a  view  to  adding  to  the  sessional  indemnity  of  the  members.” 

The  idea  occurred  to  me,  when  I  read  this  sentence,  whether 
hon.  gentlemen  were  paid  by  the  acre  which  they  placed  in 
Hansard,  or  by  the  hour ;  probably  by  the  acre.  Then  it 
is  very  unfair  to  ask  them  to  remain  here  after  two  o’clock, 
because,  certainly,  they  cannot  cover  as  large  an  acreage 
after  that  hour’  as  they  could  by  daylight : 
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“  That  indemnity  is  calculated  for  an  average  of  not  more  than  three 
months,  and  already  this  Session  has  lasted  almost  four.  As  yet  very 
little  of  the  money  required  for  the  public  service  for  the  financial  year 
commencing  on  the  first  of  July  next  has  been  voted  in  committee,  and 
not  a  dollar  of  the  proposed  appropriations  has  been  voted  by  way  of 
concurrence.  Sir  John,  by  bringing  up  his  Franchise  Bill  day  after  day, 
has  himself  pointed  out  the  way  to  his  own  discomfiture,  and  if  the 
blockade  which  he  has  created  is  not  raised  by  the  30th  of  June,  the 
supplies  will  have  come  to  an  end  and  not  a  dollar  will  be  available  for 
the  payment  of  salaries  or  for  any  other  public  purpose  whatsoever. 
Nothing  would  do  so  much  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  those  who  are 
fighting  the  people’s  battle  and  to  strike  terror  into  the  hearts  of  those 
who  are  seeking  to  fetter  them,  as  the  raising  of  a  testimonial  fund  at 
once,  as  a  mark  of  appreciation,  and  as  a  measure  of  subsiantial 
assistance. 

“  In  order  to  be  effective,  however,  the  movement  should  be  organised 
at  once,  and  should  be  pushed  with  the  utmost  vigor.  ‘  He  gives  twice 
who  gives  quickly.’  A  committee  of  members  of  Parliament  should  be 
formed  to  take  charge  of  the  fund,  and  those  who  feel  disposed  to  give 
anything  should  not  wait  to  be  asked,  but  forward  their  contributions  at 
once  to  headquarters.  Or,  those  who  prefer  it,  might  send  their  contribu¬ 
tions — anything  from  $1  to  $  100 — care  of  The  Globe,  and  they  could  be 
acknowledged  in  the  columns  of  the  paper,  either  over  the  real  name  or 
over  a  nom  de  plume.  Such  an  opportunity  of  striking  for  freedom  will 
never  again  occur  in  the  lifetime  of  any  of  us,  for  never  in  the  history  of 
parliamentary  institutions  has  such  a  retrogressive  aud  indefensible 
measure  as  Sir  John  Macdonald’s  Franchise  Bill  been  proposed  in  a 
legislature  with  British  traditions  to  inform  and  inspire  it. 

“  Ontario.” 

I  think  it  is  hardly  fair,  if  my  hon.  friends  opposite  are  to 
be  paid  by  the  hour,  by  the  day,  or  even  by  the  aoreage  on 
Hansard,  that  we  should  compel  them  to  speak  only  till 
daylight. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  After  that,  I  cannot 
desire  to  rob  my  hon.  friends  opposite  of  another  day’s  pay. 
I  move  that  the  committee  rise  and  report  progress. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  2:40  a.m,, 
Friday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  29th  May,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION— FRANCHISE  BILL 
PETITIONS. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  I 
beg  to  make  a  few  remarks  of  a  personal  nature.  Prior 
to  the  21st  May,  I  presented  a  petition  from  the  inhabitants 
of  Meaford,  praying  that  the  Franchise  Bill  may  not  become 
law.  On  the  21st  of  the  month  the  hon.  member  for  King’s 
(Mr.  Woodworth)  said,  in  his  place: 

“  When  the  proper  time  comes,  I  intend  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  gross  breach  of  privilege  on  the  part  of  hon.  members  in 
asking  that  these  petitions  be  received  and  read, when  they  ought  to  have 
known,  had  they  taken  the  trouble  that  parliamentary  practice  requires 
them  to  take,  that  the  signatures  to  these  petitions  were  in  many  cases 
in  the  same  handwriting,  and  that,  therefore,  the  petitions  should  not  have 
been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House.” 

He  further  said  : 

“  I  have  looked  over  them,  and  have  had  an  expert  examine  them,  and 
the  best  authority  that  can  be  received  in  a  court  of  justice  ia  this  matter, 
the  authority  of  a  competent  expert,  can  be  received  before  a  committee 
of  this  House,  to  show  that  these  petitions  were  signed  by  the  same  per¬ 
sons,  and  that  the  signatures  are  in  the  same  handwriting.” 

Then  he  went  on  to  name  the  parties  who  had  signed  the 
petition  in  St.  Vincent,  in  the  county  of  Grey: 

“  James  Oliver  and  J.  N.  Oliver,  Thus.  Harris  and  Alb.  T.  Harris, 
A.  Thompson  and  William  A.  Ellis,  James  Sparliug  and  Ohas.  Collier, 
J.  M.  Smythe  and  Chas.  Parkin,  Amero  Tait  and  Alex.  Sauter.” 
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He  said,  further: 

“  I  have  only  referred  to  the  signatures  which  it  would  be  patent  and 
clear  to  a  boy  ten  years  of  age  are  in  the  same  handwriting.  In  most 
of  the  soft  pencil  signatures  the  same  man  has  put  down  signature  after 
signature,  and  you  cannot  tell  what  the  signatures  are  and  what  the 
names  are.  Wot  only  the  petition  I  have  drawn  attention  to,  but 
nearly  all  the  petitions  against  the  franchise  presented  to  this  House, 
have  the  same  indelible  mark.” 

Now,  as  soon  as  the  inhabitants  of  Meaford  saw  that  in  the 
Hansard ,  they  immediately  went  to  work,  and  sent  me  the 
following  statement : 

“  County  op  Gkby,  1 
“  To  Wit  :  J 

“  I,  James  Drummond,  of  the  town  of  Meaford,  in  the  county  of  Grey' 
carpenter,  do  solemnly  decl  vre  : 

“1.  That  I  have  read  the  remarks  in  Hansard,  of  21st  May,  instant, 
made,  by  the  member  for  King’s  county,  in  the  House  of  Commons,  res¬ 
pecting  the  signatures  on  the  petition  against  the  electoral  franchise 
Bill,  from  Meaford  and  St.  Vincent. 

“2.  That  1  am  one  of  two  persons  who  ciiculated  said  petition,  having 
secured  nearly  every  name  thereon. 

“3.  That  the  allegation  that  the  names  of  James  Oliver  and  J.  N. 
Oliver,  Thos  Harris  and  Albert  T.  Harris,  A.  Thompson  and  William 
A.  Ellis,  Jas.  Sparling  and  Charles  Collier,  J.  M.  Smythe  and  Thos. 
Parkin,  Amero  (should  be  Amos.)  Tait  and  Alex.  Sauter  (should  be 
Sunter)  are  ‘  all  evidently  written  by  the  same  hand,’  is  untrue,  in  fact. 

“4.  That  J.  N.  Oliver  and  James  Oliver  are  father  and  son,  respect¬ 
ively,  and  that  the  son,  James,  signed  his  own  name  and  also  that  of  his 
father,  who  stood  near,  and  instructed  him  so  to  do 

‘•5.  That  I  am  informed  that  Thos.  Harris  and  Albert  T.  Harris  are 
father  and  son,  and  that  the  father  signed  for  both,  but  another  person 
had  the  petition  in  charge  at  the  time ; 

“6.  That  the  names  of  A.  Thompson  and  William  A.  Ellis  are,  I 
verily  believe,  the  proper  signatures  of  each  of  those  parties  ;  that  I 
have  this  day  seen  the  last  named  party,  and  was  informed  by  him  that 
he  signed  hi3  own  name,  and  did  not  sign  that  of  A.  Thompson  to  the 
said  petition. 

“  7.  That  the  names  James  Sparling  and  Chas.  Collier  are  the  pro¬ 
per  signatures  of  the  persons  named,  and  that  I  was  present  and  saw 
them  sign,  respectively. 

“8.  That  the  names  of  Amos  Tait  and  Alex.  Sunter  (called  in  the 
Hansard  Amero  Tait  and  Alex.  Sauter)  are  the  proper  signatures  of  the 
parties  named,  and  I  was  present  and  saw  them  sign,  respectively. 

“9.  That  I  verily  believe  not  one  signature  was  placed  on  said 
petition  unless  by  the  party  purporting  to  be  named  thereon,  or  by  his 
full  authority,  and  that  not  one  has  signified  a  desire  to  withdraw  his 
name,  but,  on  ihe  contrary,  many  electors  regret  that  time  will  not  per¬ 
mit  petitions  to  be  presented  to  them  for  their  signatures. 

‘‘ And  I  make  this  solemn  declaration  conscientiously,  believing  the 
same  to  be  true,  and  by  virtue  of  an  Act  passed  in  the  37th  year  of  Her 
Majesty's  reign,  intituled,  1  An  Act  for  the  suppression  of  Voluntary 
and  Extra  Judicial  Oaths.’ 

“  Declared  before  me  at  the  town  Meaford, ") 

in  the  couDty  of  Grey,  this  27tb  day  of!-  “  JAMES  DRUMMOND. 
May,  A.D.  1885.  J 

“Jambs  Cleland,  J.P.,  County  of  Grey,  Ontario.” 

In  addition  to  that,  I  have  a  letter  from  one  of  the  same 
parties,  speaking  about  his  signature  and  about  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  hon  member  for  King’s,  in  reference  to  the 
fraudulent  entries.  As  to  the  expert,  he  says : 

“  The  alleged  expert  had  better  serve  his  apprenticeship  to  the  busi¬ 
ness  over  again,  though  I  fear  it  would  be  a  waste  of  time,  for  he 
evidently  has  not  the  natural  capacity  to  tell  a  chicken  path  from  the 
track  of  an  elephant.  I  have  read  Mr.  Woodworth’s  remarks  in  the 
Hansard  to  many  of  ihe  signers  of  the  petition,  and  they  are  not  in  an 
amiable  mood,  I  can  assure  you,  respecting  the  matter.  J.  N.  Oliver,  a 
Conservative,  by  the  way,  is  hopping  mad  at  having  his  name  questioned. 
He  says  his  signature  is  as  good  as  that  of  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  any 
day,  and,  as  for  Mr.  Woodworth,  he  thinks  he  must  be  an  ass.” 

Mr.  SPEAKER  The  hon.  gentleman  ought  not  to  read 
such  an  expression  to  the  House.  It  is  unparliamentary, 
and  to  read  a  letter  reflecting  upon  an  hon.  member  ol  the 
House  is  not  correct. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  I  apologise,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  I  hope  the 
House  will  accept  the  apology. 

GRAND  TRUNK  RAILWAY  RETURNS. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are 
called,  I  wish  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  First  Minister, 
whom  I  see  in  his  place  now,  to  the  fact  that  about  fifteen 
months  have  elapsed  since  an  Order  of  this  House  was 
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passed,  directing  the  Government  to  lay  before  the  House 
a  copy  of  the  list  of  the  Grand  Trunk  stockholders. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Thanks,  gentlemen,  very  much.  It 
is  new  that  I  have  got  any  sympathy  from  that  side  of  the 
House  on  this  question  till  lately.  I  feel  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  be  very  severely  censured  for  their  neglect  for 
allowing  a  whole  year  to  pass  over  without  giving  effect  to 
that  Order.  I  took  an  opportunity,  early  this  Session, 
certainly  over  three  months  ago,  to  lay  before  the  House 
the  desirability  of  getting  another  Order  for  a  full  statement, 
and  that  Order  was  also  passed.  I  have  several  times 
endeavored  to  impress  upon  the  Government  that  they 
should  take  means  to  procure  a  return  to  that  Order  of  the 
House,  but  up  to  this  time  they  have  entirely  neglected  their 
duty.  Hon.  gentlemen  opnosite  complain  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  neglect  of  duty  in  a  great  many  other  things,  but  the 
instance  that  I  refer  to  specially  is  their  neglect  to  procure 
an  answer  to  this  Order — whether  they  are  afraid  of  Mr. 
Hickson  or  of  Sir  Henry  Tyler,  I  do  not  know.  The  excuse 
that  the  Government  made,  when  I  last  called  attention  to 
this  matter,  was  that  they  had  to  send  to  the  other  side  of 
the  Atlantic  in  order  to  get  a  return.  I  am  told  that  the 
president  of  the  company  is  nowin  this  country,  and  1  hope 
that  at  an  early  day  the  Government  will  be  enabled  to 
inform  this  House  that  they  have  at  last,  through  the  favor 
of  the  Grand  Trunk  Company,  got  their  consent  to  lay  on 
the  Table  of  this  House  the  statement  of  the  shareholders  of 
the  company.  At  all  events,  I  think,  it  is  time  the 
Government  should  have  some  little  respect  for  their  own 
dignity,  that  they  should  insist  on  the  Order  of  this  House 
being  complied  with,  and  insist  on  the  respect  that  is  due 
by  a  corporate  company  to  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  and 
see  that  that  return  is  laid  before  this  House. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  sorry  we  have  not 
been  able  to  procure  the  returns  the  hon.  gentleman 
required.  As  I  understand  it,  the  Order  of  the  House  was 
sent  home  to  England,  where  alone  the  list  of  shareholders 
could  be  made  out ;  that  return  has  not  been  made,  and 
that  is  all  I  can  say  about  it.  I  do  not  know  when  Sir 
Henry  Tyler,  the  president,  will  be  in  this  country  ;  he  is 
now  in  the  United  States  ;  but  when  he  comes  here  I  shall 
ask  him  why  it  is  not  produced,  and  I  shall  read  to  him 
from  Hansard  the  speech  my  hon.  friend  has  made  to-day. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  All  right.  I  hope  he  will  comply 
with  the  request,  and  at  once  consent  to  give  the  return, 
and  you  can  tell  him  that  if  he  does  not  you  will  have  him 
brought  to  the  Bar  of  the  House  in  order  to  assert  the 
dignity  of  the  House. 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  10, 

Mr.  DAVIES.  When  the  committee  rose  at  a  quarter  to 
three  o’clock  this  morning,  I  stated  that  it  was  my  inten¬ 
tion  to  move  an  amendment  to  this  section,  putting  another 
section  instead  of  it,  and  the  First  Minister  very  impro¬ 
perly,  as  I  thought,  and  unjustifiably  suggested  that  1  had 
no  amendment  to  propose  at  all,  and  he  was  very  properly 
called  to  order  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr. 
Casey).  I  think  before  the  House  adjourned,  however,  he 
was  satisfied  that  his  statement  was  uncalled  for,  and  that 
I  had  an  amendment  in  my  hand,  and  was  prepared  to 
move  it-— in  fact  I  was  ready  to  move  it  at  the  time.  The 
amendment  had  been  carefully  prepared  beforehand.  I  am 
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the  more  anxious  to  put  myself  straight  before  the  com¬ 
mittee,  because  I  do  not  choose  to  submit  to  a  charge  of 
that  kind  by  the  First  Minister,  to  the  effect  that  I  was 
merely  trifling  with  the  House.  The  10th  section  pro¬ 
poses  to  vest  in  the  Government  for  the  time  being  the 
appointment  of  an  officer  who  shall  be  the  revising  officer 
for  each  electoral  district.  He  is  not  to  be  revising  officer 
in  the  sense  in  which  that  term  is  understood  in  any  other 
country  of  the  world  outside  of  Canada.  His  duties,  in  the 
first  place,  are  not  to  revise  at  all,  but  to  make  up.  He 
has  no  data  on  which  to  proceed.  He  has  to  take  the  best 
information  he  can  get,  to  use  the  best  material 
that  comes  to  his  hands.  Ho  has  to  prepare,  in 
the  first  instance,  a  list,  and,  at  a  subsequent  period 
he  may  himself  revise  it.  Now,  it  has  been  very  strongly 
objected — and  no  sufficient  answer  has  been  made  to  it  that 
I  have  heard — that  it  is  improper  and  unfair  to  vest  in  the 
Government  for  the  time  being  the  appointment  of  a  person 
whose  duties  will  be  political,  who  will  owe  his  position  to 
political  friends,  and  who  will  be  practically  appointed  by 
the  member  who  represents  the  district  where  he  has  to 
exercise  his  powers  of  making  up  and  revising  a  list.  It  is 
very  well  to  say  that  the  appointment  shall  bo  made  by  the 
Governor  in  Council.  That  reads  very  well  in  the  Bill, 
but,  practically,  we  know  that  in  the  majority  of  instances 
he  will  be  the  nominee  of  the  member  now  representing 
the  county  who  supports  the  Government.  Now,  we  know 
that  is  talked  about  openly.  If  you  talk  to  hon.  members  in 
the  corridor  or  on  the  streets,  they  will  tell  you :  I  intend  to 
nominate  so-and-so  for  my  riding.  He  is  a  good  man ;  he 
will  not  do  anything  that  is  wrong.  In  the  sense  that  those 
hon.  gentlemen  mean  he  certainly  will  not  do  anything 
that  is  wrong  as  against  them  ;  but  it  does  not  follow  that 
a  gentleman,  even  although  he  may  have  been  five  years  at 
the  bar,  if  he  owes  his  appointment  entirely  to  political 
influences,  and  if  the  duties  he  has  to  discharge  are  to 
a  large  extent  political  as  distinguished  from  judicial,  it 
does  not  follow  at  all  that  he  can  bo  placed  in  the 
same  category  for  impartiality  as  a  judge.  It  has  been 
argued  here  that  we  have  no  complaints  to  make  against  the 
judiciary  of  the  land  ;  they  have  been  men  of  strong  poli¬ 
tical  feelings,  but  once  they  get  upon  the  bench  they  leave 
those  feelings  behind  them  and  discharge  their  judicial  duties 
impartially.  I  am  bound  to  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  so  far  as  I 
know,  that  is  the  case.  Our  judges  do  discharge  their  duties 
impartially,  but  why  ?  Because,  when  they  once  get  upon  the 
bench,  they  are  entirely  removed  from  all  political  aspira¬ 
tions— or  ought  to  be  at  any  rate,  and  I  believe  to  a  large 
extent  they  are.  They  know  that  their  conduct  will  be 
closely  scrutinised  by  a  body  of  intelligent  and  learned  men 
who  plead  befoi’e  them  from  year  to  year.  They  know, 
if  they  exhihit  any  partiality  it  must  be  in  the  face  of  the 
public;  but  they  have  no  special  motive  for  departing  from 
a  fair  and  honest  discharge  of  the  duties  that  belongs  to 
their  position.  But  how  will  it  be  with  the  revising  bar¬ 
rister?  He  will  be  in  the  first  instance  recommended 
for  this  appointment  by  the  member  of  the  county. 
After  appointment  he  will  hold  office  during  good 
behavior,  that  is,  he  will  hold  it  as  long  fas  he 
does  nothing  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  deserves  censure  at  their  hands. 
If,  for  instance,  the  hon.  member  for  Carleton,who  appoints 
the  revising  officer,  places  in  his  hands  a  list  of  those  whom 
he  alleges  are  entitled  to  be  placed  on  the  first  list,  the  offi¬ 
cer  will  not  question  the  propriety  of  acting  on  the  hon 
member’s  suggestion,  and  placing  those  names  on  the  list. 
He  will  not  see  that  is  wrong.  But  where  will  be  the 
Opposition  candidate  ?  Will  the  revising  officer  do  the 
same  thing  for  him?  Practicdlyit  will  amount  to  this  : 
The  names  which  the  Conservative  members  wish  to  be 
placed  on  the  list,  will  be  placed  on  it  in  the  first  instance; 
while  the  names  suggested  by  the  Opposition  candidates, 


will  be  placed  on  the  list  only  on  the  individual  application 
of  the  parties,  and  after  a  great  deal  of  expense  and  trouble 
has  been  undergone.  We  have  already  in  most  of  the  Pro¬ 
vinces  of  the  Dominion,  voters’  lists  prepared  by  municipal 
officers.  With  the  exception  of  one  or  two  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  no  one  has  objected  to  the  manner  in  which  those 
lists  are  prepared  by  the  municipal  officers.  The  answer  is, 
that  those  officers  received  their  appointment  direct  from 
the  people.  If  a  charge  of  unfairness  is  proved  against 
them,  the  officers  are  no  doubt  removed.  If  that  system 
wore  continued,  not  only  would  it  be  a  great  advantage  to 
have  the  experience  gained  by  those  officers,  but  great 
advantage  would  arise  from  saving  in  expense.  The 
expense  of  the  First  Minister’s  system  is  placed  at  not  less 
than  half  a  million  dollars.  I  have  not  heard  any  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  submit  a  statement  to  show  that  the  esti¬ 
mate  is  too  large. 

Mr.  FARROW.  The  hon.  member  for  Toronto  sub¬ 
mitted  one. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  had  not  the  advantage  of  hearing  that 
estimate.  That  is  a  very  serious  amount,  and  if  it  can  be 
reduced  by  adopting  the  existing  system,  it  would  be  of 
great  advantage.  In  Prince  Edward  Island,  where  there 
are  no  voters’  list  for  the  provincial  elections,  the  amend¬ 
ment  proposes  that  the  lists  be  made  out  by  the  judge  of 
each  county.  The  scheme  of  the  First  Minister  is  one 
which  has  no  precedent.  The  English  system  is  entirely 
different;  the  American  system  is  different,  and  the  sys¬ 
tems  of  Germany  and  Spain  are  entirely  different.  This 
system  is  unique;  it  has  no  precedent,  no  parallel.  It  vests 
in  the  First  Minister,  for  the  time  being,  power  so  great, 
that  if  he  chooses  to  exercise  it,  he  can  return  eight  or  ten 
members  to  this  House.  Personally,  I  should  much  prefer 
that  a  clause  be  inserted  giving  the  right  to  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  to  return  twelve  members,  because  the  public  would 
then  know  what  they  were  doing,  and  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  go  through  the  farce  of  an  election.  I  beg  to 
move  that  the  following  be  substituted  for  clause  10 : — 

The  voters’  lists  shall  be  prepared  by  the  municipal  officer  or 
officers  who,  under  the  laws  of  each  Province,  is  or  are  required  to 
prepare  the  voters’ lists  for  elections  to  the  General  Assembly,  [n  the 
Province  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  where  there  are  no  voters’  lists  for 
provincial  elections,  the  voters’  ;list  shall  be  prepared  annually  by 
the  county  judge  in  each  respective  electoral  district.  Every  such 
officer  shall,  before  he  enters  upon  his  duties,  take  an  oath  of  office 
before  a  judge  of  the  Superior  Court  or  a  court  of  record  in  the  Province 
in  which  acts,  in  the  form  contained  in  the  schedule,  which  he  will 
hereafter  cause  to  be  deposited  with  the  clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery 
at  Ottawa. 

Mr.  FISHER  The  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s  will  practically  retain  in  the  hands  of  the  local 
authorities  the  preparation  of  the  voters’  lists.  By  the 
adoption  of  that  amendment  one  of  the  greatest  blemishes 
in  the  Bill  will  be  removed.  The  revising  officer,  although 
to  a  certain  extent,  performing  the  duties  of  a  revisor  is 
much  more  largely  a  maker  of  voters’  lists,  and  attempting 
to  fill  this  double  capacity  I  do  not  think  he  can  possibly  do 
his  duty  fully  and  faithfully.  I  have  heard  supporters 
of  the  Goverment  say  outside  of  this  Chamber,  that 
this  provision  was  an  imitation  of  the  English  law 
with  regard  to  revising  barristers,  and  that  it 
was  unreasonable  in  this  country,  where  we  draw  our 
inspiration  so  largely  from  English  precedents,  to  object  to 
the  appointment  of  such  officers  here.  Well,  I  think  that  is 
an  erroneous  statement  of  the  case.  It  is  true  there  are 
revising  barristers  in  England,  but  those  geutlemen  do  not 
make  the  lists,  whereas,  as  L  have  pointed  out,  the  revising 
officers  under  this  Bill  are  not  only  to  revise  the  lists,  but  to 
initiate  the  making  of  those  lists — two  functions  which  I 
believe  are  incompatible.  I  am  pretty  well  acquainted  with 
the  method  of  preparing  the  voters’  lists  in  my  own 
Province,  and  the  work,  I  find,  is  very  well  performed 
indeed,  by  the  local  officials  to  whom  it  is  entrusted.  These 
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officials  live  in  the  midst  of  the  community  with  whose  lists 
they  have  to  deal,  they  know  the  names  of  the  individuals, 
and  they  also  know  the  property  or  the  basis  upon  which 
those  individuals  seek  to  qualify.  I  heard,  not  long  ago,  a 
statement  of  the  number  of  appeals  from  the  original  voters’ 
list  which  wore  carried'to  the  courts  of  Quebec  last  year, 
and  I  found  that  the  number  was  ridiculously  small,  so  small 
as  to  prove  conclusively  that  the  original  voters’  lists  are 
very  correctly  prepared.  The  officials  proposed  in  the  right 
hon.  gentleman’s  Dill  will  be  charged  with  the  duty  of  pre- 
pariug  the  lists  ab  initio ,  and  to  perform  that  duty  for  the 
whole  county  he  will  not  only  have  a  great  deal 
more  labor  cast  on  his  shoulders  than  is  now  borne 
by  the  persons  who  prepare  the  lists  in  Quebec, 
but  they  will  have  to  go  around  from  one  locality  fto 
another  over  the  whole  country,  and  make  themselves 
acquainted  with  tho  conditions  and  circumstances  of  the 
various  municipalities.  He  is  obliged  to  hold  a  revision  of 
the  list,  in  every  muncipality  of  which  he  has  charge,  and 
to  do  this  in  the  larger  counties  will  require  a  great  deal 
of  time.  He  will  have  to  go  considerable  distances  to  hold 
what  we  may  call,  little  courts  here,  there  and  everywhere 
in  his  county.  All  the  work  that  is  now  done  by  the  local 
authorities  for  the  municipal  and  provincial  elections,  will 
still  have  to  be  performed,  and  in  addition,  there  will  be 
practically  the  same  work  to  be  gone  over  again  by  the 
revising  officers.  It  is  true,  it  will  not  be  entiroly  the  same 
work,  because  the  voters’  lists  under  the  Dominion  law, 
will  be  different  from  those  for  the  local  elections,  but  a 
largo  portion  of  the  work  will  be  merely  a  repetition  of 
what  is  performed  by  the  local  officers.  Some  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman,  have  objected  here  and  elsewhere,  that  the  local 
municipal  authorities  have  been  just  as  partisan  as  it  is 
possible  for  the  new  appointees  of  the  Government  to  be. 
The  hon.  member  for  Montmorency  (Mr.  Yalin)  alluded  to 
certain  municipalities,  in  which  he  said,  the  local 
authorities  had  wrongfully  taken  some  names  off 
the  lists  and  put  others  on  that  should  not  have 
appeared  there.  He  seemed  to  have  forgotten,  how- 
ver,  that  in  every  such  case  there  was  redress 
by  appeal,  while  under  this  Bill  there  would  be  prac¬ 
tically  no  redress.  It  is  true  that  the  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  modified  the  Bill  so  as  to  allow  appeals  both  in 
matters  of  fact  and  in  matters  of  law,  and  I  trust  that  that 
modification  will  take  away  some  of  the  objections  which 
we  have  heretofore  urged  against  the  Bill.  Still,  it  does 
not  remove  the  objection  to  which  I  now  address  myself. 
The  hon.  gentleman  intimated  that  the  new  arrangement 
would  nut  be  any  worse  than  the  old,  but  I  think  it  will, 
and  for  two  or  three  reasons.  The  hon.  gentleman  pointed 
out  some  municipalities  in  which  injustice  had  been  done  to 
certain  Conservatives,  but  he  failed  to  point  out  that  in  the 
same  county,  there  are  two  or  three  Conservative  munici¬ 
palities,  and  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  some  of  those 
Conservatives  did  injustice  to  the  Liberals  of  the  county, 
and  perhaps  to  as  great  an  extent  as  in  others  the  Liberals 
did  injustice  to  the  Conservatives.  We  find  therefore,  that 
under  this  municipal  arrangement,  although  in  some  cases  a 
little  injustice  may  be  done  to  one  side,  in  other  cases  in  the 
same  county,  the  injustice  may  bo  on  the  other  direction. 
We  have  there  a  balance  of  one  evil  against  the  other.  I 
do  not  say  that  that  is  a  good  thing ;  I  believe  that  in  both 
cases  a  radical  wrong  was  done  to  the  electors  who  were 
themselves  aggrieved  by  the  partisan  municipal  councils  ; 
but  the  results  to  the  country  at  large  were  not  so  injurious 
as  they  would  he  under  this  Bill,  because,  unfortunately, 
the  revising  officers  will  be  of  one  political  stripe  through 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land.  In  my  own  county, 
where  there  is  a  municipal  council  opposed  to  me  politically, 
some  supporters  of  mine  suffered  an  injustice ;  and  1  dare 
say  that  in  other  cases  the  same  thing  has  occurred  ;  hut  the 
likelihood  of  that  occurring  under  the  municipal  arrange- 
Mr.  Fisher. 


ment  is  not  so  great  as  under  a  partisan  political  officer. 
Under  the  municipal  arrangement  there  is  the  safeguard  that 
it  is  in  the  hands  of  the  people  themselves  ;  if  they  feel  that 
they  have  been  aggrieved  by  the  wrongful  act  of  their  muni¬ 
cipal  officials,  they  can  expel  them  at  the  next  municipal 
elections  and  put  now  men  into  their  places.  Bat  under 
this  Bill  the  people  have  no  recourse  whatever ;  it  is  only 
the  House  of  Commons  itself  that  can  have  any  recourse  ; 
and  we  are  well  aware  that  if  these  partisan  officials  do  an 
injustice,  it  will  be  to  people  who  will  be  represented  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  by  the  minority,  not  by  the  majority. 
One  very  great  evil  of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  is  that  such 
injustices  or  such  malpractice  be  committed  by  the  revising 
officer,  we  may  have  brought  into  tho  arona  of  party  strife, 
constant  complaints  in  regard  to  elections  and  the  election 
returns.  Some  years  ago  the  trials  of  election  disputes  and 
the  discussions  relating  thereto  were  removed  from  the 
arena  of  Parliament,  and  I  believe  that  removal  was  a  very 
great  gain  to  the  dignity  of  this  House,  and  the  progress  of 
public  business  ;  but  under  this  Bill  we  may  have  all  the 
details  connected  with  elections  brought  before  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  that  will  be  a  great  misfortune,  both  for 
the  House  itself  and  for  the  purity  of  elections  in  the  coun¬ 
try.  There  is  another  very  strong  objection  to  the  arrange¬ 
ments  under  this  Bill  which  would  be  obviated  by  the 
amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen’s  (Mr. 
Davies).  Under  this  Bill  the  revising  officer  has  to 
undertake  a  very  considerable  labor,  and  for  that 
labor  he  will  have  to  receive  a  considerable  salary.  At 
present  our  voters’  lists  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  are  pre¬ 
pared  absolutely  free  of  expense.  The  municipal  officials 
are  obliged  to  prepare  them  without  any  additional  charge 
over  and  above  their  ordinary  salary.  Should  this  House 
decide,  as  proposed  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Prince  Edward 
Island,  that  these  same  officials  should  have  the  duty  of  pre¬ 
paring  the  voters’  lists,  I  daresay  some  slight  remuneration 
would  have  to  be  given  to  them  for  that  work.  I  believe  it 
is  not  legal  for  this  Parliament  to  impose  work  on  the 
municipal  officials  of  the  country  without  their  consent  and 
without  reimbursing  them  for  that  work.  But  no  one  can 
suppose  that  such  remuneration  would  be  anything  like  as 
great  as  that  to  the  revising  officer.  There  is  at  present  a 
sufficient  expense  entailed  on  this  country  without  imposing 
upon  us  an  additional  burden  that  is  unnecessary;  and  I 
contend  that  the  necessity  for  the  machinery  provided  by 
this  Bill  has  never  yet  been  shown  by  any  hon.  gentleman 
on  tho  other  side  of  the  House.  The  hon.  First  Minister, 
in  introducing  the  Bill,  did  not  himself  say  it  was  a 
necessity.  I  understand,  that  yesterday  afternoon, 
although  I  was  not  present,  the  hon.  First  Minister  pro¬ 
posed  an  amendment  to  tho  effect  that  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec  notaries,  as  well  as  lawyers  or  barristers  of 
five  years’  standing,  should  be  eligible  to  act  in  this 
capacity.  I  suppose  the  notaries  would  also  require  to 
have  five  years’  standing  in  their  profession  before  they 
could  act.  I  do  not  consider  that  that  amendment  is 
of  any  value  whatever.  In  some  of  our  counties,  the  notary 
who  is  best  known  in  the  county  and  who  is  likely  to  obtain 
this  apointment  may  be  a  man  of  greater  experience  and 
higher  social  standing  than  the  bai’rister  or  advocate  who 
resides  in  the  county  ;  but  I  do  not  admit  that  the  notarial 
profession  as  a  rule  stands  higher  than  the  profession  of  the 
law  in  our  Province.  The  only  advantage  which  could  be 
urged  in  favor  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  amendment  is  that 
it  would  give  a  greater  choice  of  men.  I  do  not  wish  to 
attribute  any  political  motivos  for  this  proposal ;  but  I 
think  we  shall  find  that  in  many  cases  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec  the  notaries  are  just  as  likely  to  be  strong  political 
adherents  of  the  party  in  power  as  the  advocates ;  and  the 
result  of  this  amendment  will  be  that  where  by  any 
chance  there  is  a  lawyer  or  advocate  in  a  county 
who  is  not  an  adherent  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
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and  there  should  be  a  notary  in  the  county  who  is, 
the  notary  will  be  chosen  instead  of  the  advocate ; 
and  no  doubt  the  rule  will  work  the  other  way. 
Yesterday  afternoon  the  hon.  member  for  Victoria  (Mr. 
Cameron)  defended  his  profession  from  what  he  considered 
to  be  an  aspersion  oast  on  it  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side. 
1  do  not  know  that  anybody  on  this  side  has  said  a  woi'd 
against  the  profession  as  a  body ;  we  are  well  aware  that  it 
stands  the  highest  of  any  profession  in  this  country,  and  the 
horn  gentleman’s  defence  of  it  was  altogether  needless. 
Under  this  Bill,  however,  the  Government  would  have  to 
appoint  third  or  fourth  rate  lawyers,  for  it  is  not  likely  any 
lawyer  who  is  in  the  enjoyment  of  a  lucrative  practice  would 
be  induced  to  give  that  up  for  the  sake  of  manipulating  the 
voters’  lists  in  the  constituency  in  which  he  happened  to 
live.  There  is,  however,  a  class  of  briefless  lawyers  and 
notaries  who  have  very  little  to  do  and  will  be  only  too 
glad  to  accept  this  position  and  do  their  work  in  a  partisan 
manner.  Should  the  First  Minister,  however,  intend  to 
appoint  men  of  good  standing  in  the  profession,  he  will  cer¬ 
tainly  have  to  attach  a  larger  salary  to  the  office  than  any 
that  has  been  imagined  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  either 
side  or  indicated  by  himself ;  but  should  that  be  his 
intention  the  expenditure  will  bo  enormous.  It  is 
absurd  that  these  revising  officers  should  first  make  the  lists 
and  then  revise  them ;  it  is  contrary  to  all  principles  ofjustice 
and  legal  practice.  Not  only  will  the  appellant  have  to 
establish  the  facts  of  his  appeal  but  he  will  also  have  to 
remove  the  prejudices  of  the  judge  since  he  is  compelled  to 
appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  revising  barrister  in  the 
first  instance  to  the  same  revising  barrister  on  the  revision 
of  the  list.  Allowing  the  same  person  who  makes  the  list 
to  revise  them,  is  contrary  to  English  practice.  In  England 
the  local  authorities — who  correspond  to  our  municipal 
authorities,  to  whom  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen’s,  P.E.I., 
(Mr.  Davies)  wants  to  give  the  making  of  the  first  lists — 
make  the  lists,  then  the  revising  barrister,  who  is 
appointed,  not  by  the  Government,  but  by  the  judges, 
is  appealed  to  in  cases  of  dispute.  This  is  as  it  should 
be,  and  were  we  to  take  that  plan  as  our  model,  it  would 
do  away  with  a  great  deal  of  the  objections  raised. 
Believing  that  the  amendment  will  throw  a  greater  safe¬ 
guard  around  this  clause,  I  shall  support  it. 

Mr.  COOK.  I  have  not  attempted  to  address  the  House 
upon  this  subject,  although  the  discussion  has  been  pro¬ 
longed  for  the  last  six  weeks,  and  you  have  reached  the 
10th  clause,  and  I  suppose,  if  they  receive  the  scrutiny  that 
they  deserve,  the  other  clauses  of  the  Bill  will  have  to  be 
discussed  in  the  same  ratio,  and  we  may  therefore  expect 
that  we  will  commence  our  fall  ploughing  before  the  Ses¬ 
sion  is  closed.  I  think,  upon  so  important  a  matter  as  this, 
it  is  necessary  that  the  representative  of  the  people  should 
look  closely  into  a  matter  that  is  going  to  affect  him  in  so 
large  a  degree,  not  alone  in  reference  to  the  question  of  the 
expense  that  will  be  incurred  by  the  passage  of  this  Bill, 
but  also  as  to  the  means  that  may  be  adopted  and  will 
likely  be  adopted  if  we  take  the  past  as  a  criterion  for  the 
future,  as  to  what  the  result  may  be  in  election  campaigns 
or  in  the  fixing  of  the  voters’  lists,  I  remember,  when  a 
comparative  boy,  the  speeches  that  were  made  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  when  he  called  upon  his  friends 
throughout  the  country  to  look  closely  after  the  voters’  lists, 
when  he  called  upon  his  Conservative  friends  to  look  closely 
after  the  municipal  elections,  to  see  that  they  carried 
the  municipal  elections,  and  that,  by  carrying  the  muni¬ 
cipal  elections,  they  got  their  officers  elected,  so  that  they 
could  make  the  voters’  list  as  nearly  favorable  to  his  party 
as  possible.  That  was  a  common  cry  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try.  It  was  a  cry  that  was  hurled  from  one  constituency 
to  the  other  all  over  the  old  Upper  and  Dower  Canada 
before  the  Dominion  was  confederated.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 


man  finds  now  that  his  own  friends  in  the  different  muni¬ 
cipalities  are  acting  fairly,  and  he  begins  to  suspect  them. 
He  is  afraid  that  they  will  not  make  the  voters’  lists  in 
accordance  with  the  views  expressed  by  himself,  and  that 
the  consequence  may  be  disastrous  to  him  at  the  next 
general  election.  I  have  had  the  honor  of  visiting  some 
parts  of  the  country  while  this  discussion  has  been  going 
on.  I  have  had  conversations  with  both  political  parties. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh  I 

Mr.  COOK.  I  have  met  the  respectable  Conservatives, 
who  do  not  murmur  as  some  other  gentlemen  do  over 
there,  and  many  of  them  expressed  their  opinions  in  con¬ 
versation.  One  gentleman  said :  Why,  I  do  not  know 
what  this  country  is  coming  to.  One  gentleman  said  :  I 
fear  that  our  great  Chieftain  wants  to  become  dictator,  he 
wants  to  dictate  to  the  people  how  the  elections  shall  be 
carried  in  support  of  himself.  This  was  but  a  mild  sup¬ 
porter  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  Very  mild,  I  am  afraid. 

Mr.  COOK.  A  mild  supporter.  I  met  another,  and  a 
most  respectable  Conservative,  a  legal  gentleman  in  the 
city  of  Toronto,  a  very  strong  supporter  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man — 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Name. 

Mr.  COOK.  I  am  not  in  the  habit  of  naming  private 
conversations,  perhaps  as  the  hon.  gentleman  does.  He 
said :  I  fear  the  old  man  is  losing  his  head.  He 
will  enfranchise  the  Indian,  aud  he  will  drive 
two  Conservatives  away  for  every  Indian  vote  that  he 
makes.  I  hope  that  will  be  the  case,  and  I  verily  believe 
it  will  be  the  case.  I  believe  the  people  of  this  country  are 
fair  minded  after  all.  We  saw  that  exemplified  in  some 
constituencies  at  the  last  general  elections.  We  saw  that 
exemplified  in  East  York,  in  South  Brant,  in  Bothwell,  and 
I  think  that,  if  this  Bill  unfortunately  becomes  law,  you 
will  find  that  it  will  be  exemplified  in  every  constituency 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Now,  Sir,  wo  are  at  the  lOlh 
clause,  as  I  said.  That  provides  for  the  revising  barrister, 
that  beautiful  gentleman,  who  will  lovingly  approach  the 
hon.  the  Premier  with  his  arm  about  his  neck,  aud 
will  declare  to  him :  I  will  do  thy  bidding,  and  I  will 
do  it  well.  Of  course,  I  do  not  expect  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  appoint  barristers  in  every  constitu¬ 
ency.  I  do  not  think  he  will  appoint  a  revising 
barrister,  for  example,  in  West  Ontario;  I  do  not 
think  ho  will  appoint  a  revising  barrister  probably  in  South 
Simcoe;  I  do  not  think  he  will  be  guilty  of  appointing  a 
revising  barrister  in  a  constituency  that  he  knows  is  safe 
one  way  or  the  other,  a  constituency  that  is  either  Reform 
strongly  or  Conservative  strongly  ;  but  it  is  the  little  ones 
between,  where  it  is  hinging  just  upon  a  few  votes ;  then 
he  will  put  his  hands  in  his  pockets  and  declare  to  the 
people  upon  the  hustings :  See  how  fairly  I  have  dealt 
with  them,  see  what  I  have  done  ;  here  I  have  appointed  a 
judge,  and  there  I  have  appointed  a  judge,  but  we  had  no 
judge  to  appoint  in  this  constituency — that  is  one  which 
was  a  close  constituency — we  could  not  get  a  judge  there ; 
I  am  very  sorry,  very  sorry  indeed  ;  it  would  be  a  very 
happy  thing  for  me  if  I  could  appoint  a  judge  in  that  case, 
but  I  could  not  and  so  I  appointed  a  revising  barris¬ 
ter. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  can  only  say  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  I  see  how  he  would  do  it  if  he  were  on 
this  side. 

Mr.  COOK.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  should  not  put 
weapons  into  the  hands  of  his  opponents  by  which  he  will 
be  killed,  for,  just  as  certain  as  the  sun  rises  and  sets, 
he  will  bo  defeated  at  the  next  elections  in  this  country. 
When  he  comes  before  the  country  again — and  he  dare  not 
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do  it  to-day,  although  it  is  recorded  that  he  threatened  his 
supporters  that,  unless  they  came  to  his  rescue  and  put 
this  Bill  through,  he  would  dissolve  Parliament  and  go  to 
the  country — he  will  be  defeated. 

Some  hon.  MB  MB  EES.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  COOK.  There  are  some  hon.  gentlemen  behind  him 
who  cheer,  who  know  that  their  political  existence  depends 
upon  the  passage  of  this  Bill. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh  ! 

Mr.  COOK.  There  is  one  hon.  gentleman  who  sits  behind 
him,  laughing  as  he  may  laugh,  trying  to  laugh,  who  may 
laugh  on  the  other  side  of  his  mouth  at  the  next  election, 
even  with  the  Indian  at  his  back  ;  and  he  knows  that,  with 
the  Indian  at  his  back,  he  will  not  have  the  opportunity  of 
coming  here  again.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  know  something 
about  this  thing.  I  remember  that  in  the  last  local  election 
for  Algoma,  an  officer  in  the  Indian  Department  was  sent 
up  there,  and  those  poor  Indians  were  trotted  out  to  the 
polls  to  record  tleir  votes,  and  when  they  got  thore  they 
found  that  the  scrutineers  on  the  Liberal  side  declared  they 
had  no  vote,  and  they  would  not  let  them  vote.  Therefore 
we  know  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  had  some  experience 
already  in  this  direction.  He  knows  that  he  cannot  lead 
them  up  to  the  polls  and  make  them  vote  as  he  sees  lit,  and 
so  he  wants  this  Bill  to  enable  him  to  do  so. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  Wo 
are  not  discussing  the  Indian  clause. 

Mr.  COOK.  I  know  where  the  shoe  pinches. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  am  following  the  hon.  gentleman, 
and  shall  not  allow  the  discussion  to  wander  from  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  COOK.  I  was  intending  to  come  to  it  in  a  round¬ 
about  way.  Now,  the  voters’  lists  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario  aie  made  up  by  the  municipal  councils.  I  am  per¬ 
fectly  satisfied  with  the  way  in  which  they  are  made  up  in 
my  county,  although  I  think  about  two-thirds  of  the  muni¬ 
cipalities  in  my  county  have  Tory  councils.  I  have  more 
confidence  in  the  Tories  than  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Perth  (Mr.  Hesson)  appears  to  have,  because  I  beard  him 
declare  in  this  House  that  he  would  not  believe  the 
assessors,  a  groat  many  of  them,  under  oath. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  rise  to  correct  the  hon.  gentleman. 
He  is  entirely  misrepresenting  my  statement  again.  I  said 
nothing  of  the  kind,  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had  been 
present,  he  would  not  have  dared  to  say  so.  I  repeat  again, 
that  what  I  said  was  this  :  That  the  municipal  elections  in 
Ontario  were  generally  held  on  political  principles,  and  the 
councillors  being  so  elected,  the  assessors  were  consequently 
so  appointed,  and  the  (Hurts  of  Revision  wore  appointed 
upon  the  same  principle,  each  side  always  endeavoring  to 
obtain  a  majority  of  their  own  political  friends,  whether 
Grit  or  Conservative,  as  representing  the  county  or  town. 
That  course,  I  said,  was  advised  by  the  leader  of  the  Reform 
party  at  Toronto,  who  told  them  to  look  after  the  voters’ 
list.  The  voters’  lists  were  therefore  prepared  in  the  man¬ 
ner  I  have  described — first,  by  election  of  members  of  the 
council  who  were  of  a  particular  stripe,  then  by  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  an  assessor  of  the  same  stripe,  by  the  majority  of 
the  Court  of  Revision  of  the  same  stripe.  If  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  denies  that,  then  he  denies  what  no  other  gentleman 
in  this  House  would  deny,  who  has  fought  the  municipal 
elections  in  the  Province  of  Ontario. 

Mr.  COOK.  I  believe  a  great  deal  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  said.  He  said,  as  far  as  his  know¬ 
ledge  goes,  the  municipal  elections  have  been 
held  on  a  partisan  and  political  ground.  I  have  no 
doubt  about  that,  because  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  knows  anything  beyond  his  own  political  party.  I 
Mr.  Cook. 


concur  with  what  he  says.  I  know  the  Conservative  party 
have  run  their  municipal  elections  on  politics,  and  they 
have  always  had  that  advantage.  But  still  I  believe  there 
are  Conservative  assessors  in  the  country,  who  are  sworn 
men,  and  who  are  capable  meu,  and  who  will,  under  oath, 
do  what  is  fair  and  right.  They  may  err  in  judgmeut. 
One  man  may  hold  that  a  property  is  worth  so  much,  and 
another  man  may  hold  that  it  is  worth  more  or  less ;  but  I 
do  not  think  because  one  man  holds  one  opinion  and  another 
man  holds  a  different  opinion,  that  that  is  perjury.  Men’s 
opinions  differ.  My  opinion  differs  from  that  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson),  for  which  I 
thank  God.  Now,  Sir,  the  revising  barrister  is  to  take 
the  place  of  the  assessor.  He  is  to  be  paid — by  whom  ? 
The  people  already  pay  for  the  assessors,  they  already  pay 
for  the  municipal  machinery,  and  now  you  want  to  tax  them 
to  a  greater  extent,  at  a  time  when  this  country  is  laboring 
under  one  of  the  greatest  financial  depressions  we  have  ever 
had,  and  when  the  national  debt  of  this  country  is  increasing 
at  a  rate  that  is  appalling.  Still,  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes 
to  add  to  that  national  debt  at  least  half  a  million  dollars  a 
year.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  say  it  will  not  cost  as  much  as 
that,  but  I  am  satisfied  the  expense  will  be  greater.  When  we 
remember  the  officials  that  have  to  be  paid,  and  the  expenses 
connected  with  their  positions,  and  when  we  remember  that 
men  who  are  employed  by  the  Government  are  not  very 
careful  about  how  they  expend  Government  money,  parti¬ 
cularly  if  they  are  Tories,  the  expenses  that  will  be  incur¬ 
red  will  be  something  enormous.  Some  hon.  gentlemen 
have  said  half  a  million  dollars ,  and  I  think  that  is  far 
within  the  mark.  I  would  much  sooner  say  three-quarters 
of  a  million  dollars.  Some  have  said  $800,000,  and  I  think 
it  will  be  as  much  as  that.  The  greatest  trouble  will  be 
that  there  will  be  two  voters’  lists,  and  people  will  not 
know  which  one  to  vote  upon.  A  man  may  be  enfranchised 
under  the  local  law  and  disfranchised  under  this  law, 
because  there  is  no  doubt  that  a  very  large  number  of 
people  of  the  Province  of  Ontario  will  be  disfranchised 
under  this  Bill.  Why,  Sir,  in  the  shire  town  of  my  county, 
the  town  of  Orillia,  lying  on  Lake  Oonchiching— just  oppo¬ 
site,  on  the  other  side  of  the  lake,  is  an  Indian  village 
where  every  Indian  will  be  enfranchised,  while  on  the  Orillia 
side  white  men  who  have  been  voting  for  years  and  years 
will  be  disfranchised.  I  know  something  of  the  facts  of 
which  I  speak. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Question. 

Mr.  COOK.  Well,  Sir,  this  revising  barrister  is  a  gentle¬ 
man  who  will  be  appointed  by  the  Government ;  he  will  be 
appointed  by  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald — if  I  may  make  use  of 
the  name. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  You  say  the  Indian  village  will 
have  votes  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  lake,  while  the  people 
on  the  other  side  will  not  have  votes.  Why  ? 

Mr.  COOK.  Because  they  will  be  disfranchised  under  this 
Act.  They  have  votes  under  the  local  law,  but  they  will 
not  have  any  under  this  law.  I  like  these  interruptions 
from  my  hon.  friend  from  Hastings.  I  know  ho  takes  a 
great  interest  in  the  Indian  question.  We  always  see  his 
face  blooming  when  he  talks  about  Indians,  because  he 
knows  how  many  there  are  in  his  county  who  he  expects 
will  vote  for  him.  Now,  Sir,  the  mode  of  making  the 
assessment  roll  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  is  a  very  con¬ 
venient  one.  The  people  understand  it.  The  assessors 
have  the  benefit  of  each  other’s  judgment  in  reterenoe  to 
the  value  of  land.  As  a  rule  an  assessor  is  ap¬ 
pointed  from  each  political  party — I  know  that  it  is 
the  way  in  my  county,  and  everything  goes  on  beautifully 
and  well — swimmingly  in  fact — no  jars  at  all.  We  have 
had  five  elections  under  this  law  as  it  now  stands,  and  why 
in  the  world  could  we  not  have  five  more  elections  under 
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the  same  law  ?  Sir,  the  reason  is  not  far  to  seek.  The 
hon.  gentleman  knows  the  financial  condition  into  which  he 
has  brought  this  country,  and  he  is  afraid  to  meet  the 
people  again.  He  knows  the  depths  of  degradation  to 
which  he  has  brought  the  people;  he  knows  the  difficulties 
in  the  North-West,  the  disturbance  in  the  Lower  Pro¬ 
vinces — 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  COOK.  I  am  in  order.  Prince  Edward  Island  is 
dissatisfied,  New  Brunswick  is  dissatisfied,  Ontario  de¬ 
pressed.  It  is  well  to  let  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  know 
that  something  must  be  done.  It  would  be  well  to  let  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  appoint  members  to  this  House  from 
the  word  go.  He  does  it  in  the  Senate.  He  appoints  the 
senators  ;  they  are  all  good  friends  of  his,  and  he  might  as 
well  do  the  same  thing  here.  And  tie  is  doing  this  under 
the  guise  of  English  precedent.  Some  people  in  the  country 
yet  fail  to  understand  it.  I  suppose  all  members  opposite 
do  or  they  should  do  at  all  events  ;  but  some  people  in  the 
country  do  not  quite  understand.  They  say :  We 
are  following  English  law;  I  do  not  object  to 
that.  But  when  you  come  to  explain  the  matter 
to  them,  when  the  thing  comes  to  be  brought 
under  their  notice  in  the  hideous  shape  in  which  it  is  before 
this  House,  they  open  their  eyes  with  disgust.  They 
say  :  We  do  not  think  it  possible  that  the  old  chieftain, 
will  attempt  this  thing  at  the  close  of  his  career ;  that  he  will 
stoop  to  such  degradation  as  this  in  the  closing  portion  of 
his  political  life.  There  has  been  a  great  deal  said  in  this 
House  about  petitions.  I  will  not  transgress  the  rule,  but 
I  can  talk  about  petitions,  because  they  are  directed  mainly 
against  the  revising  barristers.  People  say:  If  you  take 
away  the  revising  barrister  and  the  Indian,  Sir  John  will 
not  want  the  Bill ;  it  would  bo  no  use  to  him  at  elections. 
Therefore,  the  Indian  must  be  in  it,  and  the  revising  bar¬ 
rister  must  be  in  it.  With  respect  to  the  petition  that 
came  from  my  constituency,  I  think  I  will  take  an  oppor¬ 
tunity,  if  necessary,  to  read  a  letter  sent  by  the  president 
of  the  Reform  Association  at  Gravenhurst,  Mr.  Isaac  Cock- 
burn,  brother  of  the  member  for  North  Ontario,  in  which 
he  states  that  he  could,  if  he  had  had  time,  have  secured 
every  single  man  in  that  village,  but  nine.  There  is  a 
large  Tory  majority  in  the  village.  That  fact  shows 
there  are  a  great  many  Conservatives  who  are  pre¬ 
pared  to  sign  the  petitions.  This  petition  that  was 
presented  by  myself  had  105  names,  18  of  which  were 
those  of  Conservatives.  No  doubt,  it  is  a  certainty,  that 
those  Conservatives  will  vote  with  the  Liberals  at  the  next 
election.  They  will  make  a  difference  of  thirty-six  votes, 
and  give  a  Reform  majority  in  the  village.  I  do  not  make 
this  statement  from  a  political  standpoint ;  we  are  not  here 
to  look  after  our  political  advantage,  but  to  look  after  the 
interests  of  the  country ;  to  see  that  the  people’s  rights 
are  fully  maintained  ;  that  popular  Government  is 
maintained ;  and  we  are  here  to  check  the  Government 
in  their  endeavor  to  overthrow  responsible  government. 
Why  what  would  we  come  to  with  the  revising  barris¬ 
ter  ?  An  oligarchy  such  as  that  we  had  forty  years  ago — 
the  old  family  compact ?  No;  it  would  be  even  ten  times 
worse.  We  would  then  have  an  oligarchy  all  centred  in  one 
man.  At  that  time  there  were  twelve  men  and  they  all  had 
something  to  say.  Some  people  have  called  this  a  cowardly 
Bill.  Some  people  ha\  e  said  it  is  the  Bill  of  political  cowards 
who  hide  themselves  in  their  rifle  pits  and  wait  for  the 
approach  of  the  enemy,  when  they  will  have  a  full  swing  at 
their  whole  bodies. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  How  fine  that  is. 

Mr.  COOK.  Yes,  it  is  very  fine.  There  are  patriots, 
political  patriots,  personal  patriots,  public  patriots.  One 
of  the  great  signs  of  the  times  is  that  you  find  patriotism 


leaking  out  of  the  very  ends  of  men’s  toes  ;  you  find  them 
always  crying  about  patriotism.  We  have  heard  it.  Some 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  cannot  rise  and  make  a  speech 
unless  they  constantly  repeat  the  word  patriotism.  When¬ 
ever  you  hear  the  cry  of  wolf  look  out  that  some  one  has 
not  shorn  a  sheep.  Look  out,  because  I  know  something 
about  that  myself.  Some  people  say  if  we  are  following 
the  English  precedents  in  this  matter  it  is  not  so  bad.  But 
you  find  it  is  not  English  precedents ;  you  find  that  the 
Premier  is  going  to  appoint  a  revising  barrister,  although 
the  appointment  is  to  be  made  in  the  name  of  the  Council, 
and  so  forth,  but  we  know  what  that  means.  I  will  be 
within  my  limit  upon  this  clause  if  I  refer  to  a  few  cam¬ 
paigns,  because  if  we  had  had  revising  barristers  then  we 
would  not  have  had  to  resort  to  other  means.  Probably  we 
would  not  have  had  the  Pacific  scandal.  I  had  to  fight  Sir 
Hugh  Allan’s  money. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  discuss  the 
question  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  COOK.  If  we  had  had  revising  barristers  I  would 
have  been  about  $15,000  better  off.  As  you,  Mr.  Chairman, 
have  ruled,  and  I  have  great  respect  for  the  Chair,  I  do 
not  wish  to  trouble  your  feelings  or  to  go  contrary  to  your 
instructions.  Sir,  I  now  have  to  desist  from  referring  to 
some  of  the  campaigns  which  have  passed  in  the  history  of 
the  country  within  my  own  recollection,  though  I  should 
like  to  have  given  them  some  consideration,  but  I  suppose 
I  will  have  an  opportunity  of  doing  so  at  a  later  stage. 
Now,  Mr,  Chairman,  we  are  at  the  revising  barrister 
clause,  and  I  am  perfectly  in  accord  with  the  amendment 
moved  by  the  hon.  member  from  Prince  Edward  Island,  that 
is,  if  the  Bill  is  to  become  law.  But  I  would  rather  not 
vote  for  it,  because  I  do  not  want  it.  There  is  not  a 
feature  of  the  Bill  which  is  worthy  the  consideration  of  this 
House.  The  whole  thing  is  bad  from  beginning  to  end.  I 
can  tell  my  hon.  friend,  the  Premier  of  this  country,  that 
he  is  making  a  great  mistake  pushing  this  Bill  through 
at  the  sacrifice  of  the  public  business.  We  know 
how  far  we  have  gone  in  the  Estimates,  and  we  know  the 
number  of  important  Government  Bills  to  be  passed  through 
this  Session.  We  know  that  the  Estimates  must  pass — and 
they  always  take  a  month  or  six  weeks  at  least  to  get  through 
with,  and  I  know  there  are  things  to  bo  unearthed  ;  I  know 
that  a  scrutiny  should  take  place,  and  I  give  my  hon.  friend  to 
understand  that  it  shall  take  place,  so  far  asl  have  anything 
to  say  about  it.  I  say  that  although  they  press  this  Bill  on 
from  day  to  day,  thinking  perhaps  that  the  other  business 
will  not  receive  duo  consideration,  and  that  members  of 
this  House  will  want  to  get  away — I  say  they  are  mistaken. 

I  have  not  heard  a  grumble  or  a  mutter  from  this  side. 
They  are  all  prepared  to  stay  here  till  next  year  and  they 
do  not  want  an  additional  indemnity. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  You  w^l  get  it  by  subscription. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I^have  to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
confine  his  observations  to  the  clause  before  the  committee 
and  the  amendment  which  has  been  moved  thereto.  He  is 
not  discussing  that  now,  and  I  hope  he  will  not  require  me 
to  call  his  attention  to  the  matter  again. 

Mr.  COOK.  I  was  speaking  of  the  length  of  the  Session, 
and  that  if  we  discuss  the  revising  barrister  clause  for  the 
next  three  or  four  weeks — and  there  are  sixty-three  clauses 
in  the  Bill — there  is  not  much  chance  of  our  getting 
through  this  year,  and  I  want  to  get  homo  before  the  fall 
ploughing,  in  order  to  get  at  my  lumbering  operations. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  sooner  you  begin  discussing  the 
clause  the  sooner  you  will  get  through. 

Mr.  COOK.  We  are  now  discussing  the  revising  barrister 
clause,  and  these  gentlemen  will  be  appointed  from  cities, 
towns,  and  villages,  for  you  do  not  find  them  in  country 
places.  These  gentlemen  are  supposed  to  value  the  pro- 
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perty  and  make  up  the  lists.  How  is  he  going  to  do  it  ? 
The  thing  is  simply  poppycock.  He  will  have  to  go  to 
every  farm  and  count  the  number  of  sheep  that  the  man 
has  in  his  field,  the  number  of  pigs,  the  number  ol  hogs - 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  COOK.  And  there  are  some  old  swine  over  there, 
too.  He  will  have  to  count  the  number  of  cows. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  And  the  calves. 

Mr.  COOK.  He  will  have  to  pay  particular  attention 
to  the  sex',  for  he  will  have  to  put  a  value  upon  each.  He 
will  have  to  take  the  household  furniture,  and  the  children 
in  the  house,  because  he  will  have  to  find  out  hov  many  of 
them  are  the  age  of  21  years  in  order  to  make  up  the  list 
properly.  He  knows  as  much  about  a  farm,  probably,  as 
he  knows  about  the  good  time  coming,  or  the  heaven  above 
him,  and  they  say  lawyers  do  not  know  much  about  that, 
and  get  there  very  gradually.  How  is  he  going  to  get  this 
information  ?  Is  he  going  to  go  to  the  assessors  ?  If  he 
does,  after  what  has  been  said  of  them  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Perth  and  others,  they  will  say :  If  you  do  not 
beliove  the  valuation  we  give  on  oath,  we  will  give  you  no 
further  information.  They  are  not  officers  of  the  Dominion 
Government,  and  the  Dominion  Government  has  nothing 
to  do  with  them.  I  remember  introducing  a  Bill  into  this 
House  which  required  the  assistance  of  the  municipal 
authorities,  but  I  was  compelled  to  withdraw  it  because  the 
House  had  no  right  to  deal  with  such  matters.  You  are 
passing  a  Bill,  and  you  do  not  know  how  it  will  be  carried 
out.  These  men  will  get  two  or  three  parties  about  them, 
and  you  may  be  sure  it  will  not  be  their  political  opponents, 
and  they  will  ask  information  from  them.  They  will  ask 
who  is  this  fellow  ?  He  is  a  Grit — he  is  a  blawsted  fellow ; 
and  the  man  will  say  :  We  will  not  put  him  on.  A 
great  deal  of  this  will  be  done  if  this  Bill  passes. 
I  still  have  hopes  that  the  Bill  will  not  pass,  but,  if  the 
Government  are  bound  to  put  it  thi’ough  I  hope  they  will 
amend  it.  If  they  are  bound  to  impose  the  enormous 
exponse  of  working  this  Bill  upon  the  country,  I  hope  they 
will  make  it  workable.  Under  the  Bill  as  it  stands,  some 
hon.  gentleman  on  the  other  side,  who  is  a  barrister, 
or  some  one  who  is  not  a  member,  can  be  appointed  a 
revising  barrister,  he  can  cook  his  county  and  make  his  list, 
and  then  resign  and  become  a  candidate.  He  will  be 
elected  of  course  without  any  difficulty  by  his  own  arrange¬ 
ment  of  the  voters’  list.  I  am  sure  that  if  such  a  Bill  was 
proposed  by  a  Liberal  Government,  and  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  were  sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House,  they  would 
not  allow  this  House  to  rise  for  a  twelvemonth.  It  has 
been  said  that  this  was  a  sequence  to  the  Gerrymander  Bill. 
The  Gerrymander  Bill  did  a  great  deal  of  good  to  their 
friends,  but  it  did  not  accomplish  all  that  it  was  intended 
to  accomplish,  and  the  consequence  is  that  they  now  propose 
to  take  this  means  to  choke  off  and  kill  some  hon.  gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  I  said  it  would  be  difficult  under 
any  circumstances  for  the  revising  barrister  to  make  out  the 
list,  even  if  he  is  an  honest  man.  I  would  not  believe  much 
in  the  good  faith  of  the  revising  barristers  who  would  be 
appointed  by  the  present  Government,  simply  because  I 
know  that  Government  took  to  themselves  the  right  of  ap¬ 
pointing  returning  officers  on  former  occasions,  and  we  know 
how  they  were  appointed  ;  we  know  the  result  of  their  ap¬ 
pointment.  I  know  that  my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills)  was  kept  out  of  this  Houso  for  nearly  two  Sessions 
by  a  partisan  returning  officer — one  of  the  most  shameful 
things  that  has  ever  been  perpetrated  in  this  country.  I  warn 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  this  country  is  in  a  state  of  excite¬ 
ment  at  the  present  time.  Thinking  that  the  attention  of  the 
country  was  directed  elsewhere,  he  has  tried  to  shove  through 
this  House  this  infamous  measure.  Well,  Sir,  he  may  suc¬ 
ceed  ;  ho  may  put  this  Bill  through  ,  but  I  assure  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  the  revising  barristers  will  be  looked  after 
Mr.  Cook. 


just  about  as  closely  as  that  gang  was  that  went  into  Mid¬ 
dlesex  on  one  occasion.  I  assure  my  hon.  friend  that  the 
people  of  this  country  will  not  allow  any  man  to  go  into  a 
county  to  say  who  shall  not  be  put  on  the  list  when 
they  are  entitled  to  be  put  on.  If  these  revising  barristers 
leave  off  men  who  are  entitled  to  be  put  on  the  list,  I  warn 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  consequences  may  be  serious, 
because  I  know  the  feeling  and  temper  of  the  people  to  day. 
One  gentleman  in  the  city  of  Toronto  said  to  me,  “  Why, 
Sir,  wo  have  more  cause  for  rebellion  to-day  than  we  had 
in  ’37.”  That  is  the  feeling  that  exists  in  the  country.  I 
endeavored  to  calm  his  feeling ;  I  told  him  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  were  bad,  but  that  we  would  try  to  bring  them  to  a 
position  where  they  would  not  be  so  far  astray.  The  peo¬ 
ple  of  this  country  are  beginning  to  understand  this  ques¬ 
tion  ;  they  are  beginning  to  understand  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  this  country  want  to  perpetrate  this  outrage  in 
order  to  perpetuate  their  power.  But,  Sir,  there  is  a  day  of 
reckoning,  there  is  a  day  of  punishment  and  revenge  com¬ 
ing.  That  punishment  is  near  at  hand ;  that  revenge  is 
about  here.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  find  it  at  the  next 
election. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  propose  making  a  few  obser¬ 
vations  on  this  clause  of  the  Bill.  I  think  it  will  be  admit¬ 
ted  by  both  sides  of  the  House  that  of  all  the  clauses  of  this 
Bill,  the  clause  we  are  now  discussing  is  the  most  important, 
and  requires  a  very  full  and  free  discussion.  I  was 
surprised  that  when  the  First  Minister  moved  the  adoption 
of  this  clause  he  did  not  condescend  to  give  any  explanation 
to  the  House  why  he  thought  it  wise  in  the  public  interest 
that  the  appointment  of  the  officer  who  creates  and  revises 
the  voters’  lists  should  be  a  nominee  of  the  Crown.  It 
appears  to  me  that  a  proposition  for  so  radical  a  change  in 
our  legislation  requires  at  the  hands  of  its  introducer  a  full 
explanation ;  but  the  First  Minister  said  absolutely  nothing 
as  to  the  reasons  which  suggested  this  change  to  his  mind. 
It  does  seem  to  me  to  be  an  extraordinary  power  for  the 
Government  to  assume — the  appointment  of  an  official,  who 
is  to  be  a  supporter  of  the  Government — a  partisan  ;  because 
we  may  rest  assured  that  no  one  but  a  tried  and  warm  sup¬ 
porter  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  be  appointed  to  the 
position.  Now,  I  venture  to  say  that  in  no  British  colony,  cer¬ 
tainly  in  no  colony  on  this  continent,  has  any  such  proposi¬ 
tion  ever  received  the  sanction  of  the  Legislature.  It  is 
not  the  law  in  any  land,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  dis¬ 
cover,  that  the  Administration  of  the  day  have  assumed 
the  unchecked,  unrestrained,  unlimited  power  of  nomin¬ 
ating  the  officials  who  are  to  prepare  and  revise  the  voters’ 
lists,  and  to  manufacture  all  the  machinery  necessary  for  the 
creation  of  the  electoral  body.  It  is  the  first  attempt  in  the 
history  of  this  country  or  in  the  history  of  any  other  coun¬ 
try,  to  earry  through  Parliament  a  proposition  of  that  kind. 
In  a  free  country  such  as  Canada  is,  with  free  institutions 
and  responsible  government,  the  voice  of  the  people  should 
find  proper  and  legitimate  expression  at  the  polls  and  not  be 
gagged  or  restrained  by  any  legislation  Parliament  may  see 
fit  to  pass.  The  effect  of  this  Bill  will  be  to  place  in  the 
hands  of  irresponsible  and  practically  irremovable  officials 
the  whole  power  of  ci’eating  the  voters’  lists  and  the 
unlimited  and  absolute  power  of  revising  the  voters’  lists. 
True,  the  Bill  allows  an  appeal  to  be  taken  from  the  decision 
of  the  revising  officer  on  questions  of  law,  and  the  First 
Minister  stated  the  other  day  he  now  proposes  to  extend 
that  right  to  question  of  fact  as  well  ;  but  we  know  there 
will  be  difficulty  and  great  expense  connected  with  the 
appeal.  The  evidence  taken  before  the  revising  officer  and 
the  law  points  raised  have  to  be  submitted  to 
the  court  of  appeal,  and  as  that  cannot  be  done 
by  an  ordinary  elector,  he  will  have  to  employ  some 
one  learned  in  the  law  to  prepare  his  case  and  argue  it. 
The  fact  that  there  is  an  appeal  in  questions  of  fact  and  of 
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law,  where  the  revising  officer  is  not  a  County  Court  judge, 
is  of  little  importance,  because  the  expense  will  be  so  great 
that,  unless  the  candidate  sees  fit  to  bear  it,  the  appeals 
will  he  few  and  far  between;  The  best  way  you  can  get 
the  free  expression  of  public  opinion  at  the  polls  is  to  leave 
the  creation  and  revision  of  the  voters’  lists  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  local  authorities.  It  is  nonsense  to  talk  of 
this  or  any  other  Parliament  representing  the  voice  of  the 
people,  when  at  the  outset  we  propose  to  take  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  people  the  power  of  creating  and  revising  the 
voters’  lists,  and  centre  that  power  in  the  hands  of  an  irre¬ 
sponsible,  irremovable  official  appointed  by  the  Government. 
You  can,  to  a  large  extent,  gag  public  opinion  in  many 
ways .  We  know  that  Parliament,  by  the  rearrangement  of 
constituencies,  by  the  rearrangement  of  the  boundaries  of 
electoral  districts  in  counties,  can  so  arrange  them  that 
the  voice  of  the  majority  of  the  people  may  be 
completely  swamped  by  that  of  the  minority ;  we  know 
further  that  by  appointing  partisan  returning  officers,  the 
expression  of  the  public  opinion  may  be  checked.  We  have 
illustrations  of  this  in  this  Parliament.  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  every  revising  officer  appointed  under  this  Bill 
will  be  an  improper  officer.  The  First  Minister  will,  in 
some  cases,  appoint  County  Court  judges,  but  I  fear  very 
much  he  will  appoint  them  where  the  revising  officer  can 
be  of  no  service  to  either  political  party ;  but  where  the 
majority  is  limited,  where  the  majority  may  be  within  a 
hundred  on  either  side,  the  First  Minister  will  find  it  his 
interest  to  appoint  revising  officers,  perhaps  men  not  of  the 
most  scrupulous  character,  who  will  do  the  bidding  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  with  respect  to  the  revision  of  the  voters’ 
lists.  What  I  complain  of  is  that  this  or  any  Government 
should  have  the  power  of  creating  any  official  who  would 
have  the  power,  under  an  Act  of  Parliament,  to  create  or 
manufacture  a  voters’  list,  so  that  it  would  not  represent  the 
true,  honest  sentiment  of  the  people.  Legislation  of  this 
kind  is  not  legislation  that  would  proceed  from  honest 
statesmen.  It  is  one-sided  legislation,  legislation 
solely  in  the  interest  of  a  political  party.  It  may  be  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  turn  now  to  have  a  Bill  of  this  kind, 
but  supposing,  in  the  whirligig  of  events,  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  should  lose  their  seats  on  the  Treasury  bonches, 
they  would  be  the  first  to  complain  of  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill.  It  is  not  fair,  it  is  not  honest,  it  is  not  in  the  public 
interest,  that  any  legislation  should  be  sanctioned  by  this 
Parliament,  the  effect  of  which  necessarily  will  be  to  place 
the  control  over  the  voters’  lists,  and  thereby  the  control  of 
the  elections  of  the  representatives  in  this  Parliament, 
entirely  in  tho  hands  of  one  man.  Such  legislation  is 
worthy  only  of  the  days  of  the  Walpole’s,  or  the  times  of 
the  Stuarts  or  the  Georges.  I  can  have  no  objection  that 
whatever  political  party  has  the  confidence  of  the  people 
should  hold  the  reins  of  power,  but  what  I  do  object  to  is 
that  if  there  is  a  majority  of  the  electors  opposed  to  a 
political  party,  the  views  of  that  majority  should  be  pre¬ 
vented  finding  expression  on  the  floor  of  Parliament.  It 
may  be  the  result  of  the  Bill  that  although  a  majority 
of  the  electorate  be  opposed  to  the  policy  and  the  legis¬ 
lation  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  their  opinion  may  not 
have  effect,  because  the  revising  officer  has  it  in  his  power 
by  improper  conduct  to  so  gag  and  check  public  opinion 
that  the  voice  of  the  people  will  not  have  legiti- 
,  mate  expression  in  Parliament.  A  political  triumph 
so  acquired  is  no  triumph  at  all.  A  victory 

obtained  not  by  the  free  and  independent  voice 
of  the  people  at  the  polls,  but  by  the  action  ot  a  revising 
officer,  is  not  a  victory  that  any  hon.  gentleman  can  feel 
proud  of.  Such  legislation  as  this  is  unworthy  of  statesmen 
and  unworthy  of  the  people  of  Canada,  and,  if  the  Bill  passes 
in  its  present  shape,  with  the  absolute  and  unlimited  control 
given  to  one  officer  to  tamper  with  and  to  cook  the  voters’ 
list,  I  am  satisfied  that  the  people,  when  they  have  an  oppor* 
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tunity  of  pronouncing  upon  the  subject,  will  in  no  way 
sanction  it.  The  first  proposition  is  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  shall  himself  have  the  power  of  appointing  211  revising 
officers.  Some  of  these  men  may  be  judges  who  have  already 
their  parchment  from  the  Government  to  discharge  their 
judicial  functions,  but  we  have  no  assurance  that  there  will 
be  a  single  judge  appointed.  The  hon.  gentleman  and  some 
of  his  followers  say  the  Government  will  appoint  the 
County  Court  judges,  but  the  First  Minister  is  careful  to 
provide  that  he  shall  not  be  bound  to  appoint  any  single 
County  Court  judge,  or  junior  judge,  or  Superior  Court  judge 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  He  takes  the  absolute  power  of 
appointing  either  the  County  Court  judge  or  the  junior  judge 
or  the  revising  barrister ;  and  when  he  is  called  upon 
to  make  the  selection,  I  fear  very  much  that  there  will  be 
few  counties  in  which  he  will  find  it  in  the  interest  of  his 
party  to  select  the  judges.  Although  I  am  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  this  Bill,  and  am  opposed  to  this  clause,  it 
would  not  be  so  objectionable  if  the  First  Minister  provided 
that  he  should  appoint  the  judge  or  the  junior  judge  ot  the 
County  Court  in  every  instance,  and  that,  where  he  was 
unable  to  discharge  the  duties,  the  First  Minister  should 
take  to  himself  the  power  of  appointing  a  revising 
officer  from  the  ranks  of  the  profession.  But  the  First 
Minister  does  not  do  that.  He  takes  the  power  of  appoint¬ 
ing  a  revising  officer.  He  selects  those  2 11  men,  if  he  sees 
fit,  from  his  own  followers,  his  own  hangers-on,  his  own 
dependents,  because  we  cannot  expect,  and  we  do  not 
expect,  that  any  revising  officer  will  be  selected  from  the 
ranks  of  the  profession  who  belongs  to  the  Liberal  party. 
I  have  pointed  out  the  inevitable  results  of  that,  and  neither 
the  First  Minister  nor  any  hon.  gentleman  on  that  side  has 
made  any  answer  to  the  statement  that,  by  taking  this 
power,  they  can  practically  send  to  Parliament  whom  they 
see  fit.  In  subsequent  clauses  of  this  Bill  the  First 
Minister  gives  the  revising  officer  extraordinary  addi¬ 
tional  powers.  The  revising  officer  prepares  the  list 
and  revises  the  list,  and,  when  the  list  is  revised, 
the  revising  officer  is  bound  by  section  26  to  trans¬ 
mit  that  list  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chan¬ 
cery,  and  he  advertises  that  list.  There  may  at  that 
very  moment  be  a  hundred  appeals  before  the  Superior 
Courts  from  the  decision  of  the  revising  officer,  but  he  is 
bound  all  the  same  to  send  the  voters’  list,  when  completed, 
to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery.  These  appeals  may 
be  pending,  and  a  new  election  may  be  ordered  and  may 
take  place  while  these  appeals  are  pending,  and  yet,  if  it 
takes  place  then,  the  voters’  list  as  transmitted,  although  it 
may  be  fraudulent,  although  names  may  be  on  it  which 
ought  not  to  be  there  and  names  may  be  left  off  which 
ought  to  be  there,  is  final  and  conclusive  ;  and,  if  any  ques¬ 
tion  subsequently  arises  as  to  the  validity  of  that  election, 
as  to  the  frauds  committed  by  the  revising  officer,  a3  to  his 
misconduct,  as  to  his  putting  names  on  that  he  ought  not  to 
put  or  leaving  names  off  that  should  be  on,  or  tampering 
with  the  voters’  list  after  it  is  finally  completed,  the  28th 
section  of  this  Bill  absolutely  prohibits  and  restrains  the 
judges  of  the  Superior  Courts  from  enquiring  into  the 
irregularity  or  misconduct  of  the  revising  officer.  That  is 
an  outrage.  What  is  the  effect  of  it  ?  Take  a  county  with 
a  majority  in  favor  of  either  candidate,  of  50.  You  get  the 
revising  officer  to  add  50  names  to  that  roll  that  he 
ought  not  to  add,  50  Liberals  added  to  the  roll  that  ought 
not  to  be  added,  and  the  result  will  be  that  the  Conserva¬ 
tive  candidate  will  be  defeated.  On  the  other  hand,  by  the 
revising  officer  adding  the  names  of  fifty  Conservatives  who 
ought  not  to  be  added,  or  leaving  fifty  names  off,  that  ought 
not  to  be  left  off,  the  result  will  be  that  the  wrong  man  is 
elected,  the  man  who  does  not  really  represent  the  voice 
of  the  majority  of  the  people;  and,  under  the  28th  clause, 
no  matter  how  scandalous  and  outrageous  the  frauds  may 
be,  the  Court  has  no  power  to  rectify  the  wrong  committed. 
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by  the  revising  officer.  That  is  an  improper  power  to  be 
given,  one  that  no  Parliament  ought  to  give  to  a  revising 
officer,  one  that  no  Government  ought  to  vest  in  any  official, 
I  do  not  care  who  that  official  is.  It  makes  it  the  stronger 
when  that  official  is  irremovable  except  on  an  address  from 
the  House  of  Commons,  when  it  is  a  permanent  appoint¬ 
ment,  and  he  cannot  be  interfered  with  except  for  cause, 
and  that  upon  an  address  of  this  Parliament.  These  are 
objections  of  the  first  possible  consequence,  that  ought  to 
have  weight  with  reasonable  and  thinking  men,  and  that 
ought  to  prevail  against  this  clause.  The  hon.  gentleman 
could  avoid  a  great  deal  of  the  anticipated  wrongs  that 
may  result  from  the  enactment  of  the  10th  clause  by 
appointing  the  county  judges  or  the  junior  judges. 
Nobody  that  I  am  aware  of  objects  to  the  appiontment  of 
these  officials  to  discharge  these  duties.  They  have  dis¬ 
charged  them  in  the  past,  and  have  discharged  them  toler¬ 
ably,  fairly ;  they  are  the  revising  officers  now,  and  what 
reason  has  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  followers  for  mak¬ 
ing  the  change  which  is  now  proposed,  and  appointing  some 
one  who  is  not  clothed  with  the  responsibility  of  a  judge  ? 
Whatever  we  may  think  of  some  of  the  recent  appointments 
to  the  judiciary,  we  pride  ourselves  as  Canadians  upon  the 
fact  that,  as  a  general  rule,  when  a  member  of  the  bar  is 
appointed  to  the  bench,  he  lays  aside,  as  far  as  it  is  possible 
for  frail  humanity  to  lay  aside,  his  political  proclivities, 
his  political  inclinations,  his  political  prejudices,  and 
he  goes  on  the  bench  free  from  all  the  party  lean¬ 
ings  he  may  have  had  when  in  active  political  life. 
We  have,  at  all  events,  a  guarantee  in  so  far  as  the  judges  of 
the  County  Courts  are  concerned,  that  something  like  fair 
play  will  be  dealt  out  to  both  political  parties.  It  is  of  the 
first  possible  consequence  to  gentlemen  upon  both  sides  of 
the  House  that  we  should  have  a  fair  and  honest  voters’ 
list.  It  is  of  the  first  consequence  to  the  people  of  this 
country  that  we  should  have  a  fair  and  honest  voters’  list. 
What  is  the  result  if  you  have  not  such  a  list  ?  Do  you 
suppose  that  if  the  poople  of  this  country  became  satisfied 
in  their  own  minds  that  a  list  made  by  a  revising  officer  ap¬ 
pointed  not  in  the  public  interest,  but  in  the  party  interest, 
acting  unfairly,  acting  frauduently,  acting  contrary  to  the 
spirit  and  intent  of  the  law — do  you  suppose  that  in  a 
free  country  like  this,  where  the  people  have  been  accus¬ 
tomed  for  so  many  years  to  manage  their  own  affairs  in 
this  respect,  that  they  would  tolerate  such  an  outrage  ? 
There  would  be  dissatisfaction  and  discontent,  and  some¬ 
thing  more  serious  would  ultimately  be  the  outcome.  Un¬ 
less  the  people  have  a  fair  and  honest  list  they  will  be  dis¬ 
satisfied  and  discontented,  and  unless  they  can  get  redress 
under  the  law,  they  will  seek  some  other  mode  of  working 
out  their  own  political  destiny.  Now  I  say  again,  that  no 
Minister  of  the  Crown  in  any  English  colony,  or  in  any 
other  country — I  make  the  statement  boldly — has  ever  sub¬ 
mitted  a  proposition  of  this  kind  to  Parliament,  that  the 
Government  who  controls  the  maojrity  of  the  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  people  for  the  time  being,  should  take  to  itself 
absolute  and  unrestricted  power  to  appoint  an  official  to 
create  a  voters’  list.  Sir,  the  right  to  exercise  the  fran¬ 
chise  is  a  sacred  right,  dearly  cherished  by  our  people,  and 
the  moment  you  interfere  with  that,  you  interfere  with 
something  they  highly  value.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  no  position 
that  a  man  can  aspire  to  that  is  more  honorable,  and  per¬ 
haps  more  earnestly  sought  after,  than  that  of  the  repre¬ 
sentative  of  a  free  people  in  a  free  country,  but  I  say  that 
if  men  are  to  occupy  seats  in  Parliament,  not  by  the  free, 
uncontrolled,  ungagged  voice  of  the  people,  bat  if  they  are 
to  be  members  of  Parliament  by  Act  of  Parliament,  through 
the  intervention  of  a  revising  barrister  appointed  by  the 
Executive  of  the  day,  all  the  dignity  and  all  the  attraction 
that  cluster  around  the  position  of  member  of  Parliament, 
are  gone,  and  the  member  of  Parliament  simply  becomes 
the  creature  of  the  Government  and  a  member  by  Act  of 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron), 


Parliament.  Sir,  the  First  Minister  often  tells  us  that  he 
draws  his  inspiration  from  English  sources ;  sometimes 
he  has  said  he  draws  inspiration  from  our  friends  on  the 
other  side  of  the  line.  I  do  not  care  where  he  gets 
his  inspirations  if  they  are  only  honest  inspira¬ 
tion.  I  do  not  care  where  he  gets  his  models  and 
precedents  if  they  are  acceptable  to  the  people  of  this 
country.  But  in  draughting  this  Bill,  and  forcing  it 
through  Parliament,  I  challenge  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
to  point  out  a  single  country  where  they  can  show  a 
precedent.  You  will  not  find  it  in  England,  or  in  any 
English  colony,  and  you  will  not  find  it  in  any  State  of  the 
United  States.  Now,  we  may  very  properly  take  a  leaf 
out  of  the  book  of  the  experience  of  our  neighbors  to  the 
south  of  us,  and  an  experience  that  has  extended  over  100 
years.  I  say  that  we  would  be  fools — we  would  be  worse, 
we  would  be  madmen — if,  when  we  find  legislation  on  the 
-  other  side  of  the  line  working  satisfactorily,  with  the  expe¬ 
rience  of  a  century  to  back  it  up,  we  did  not  adopt  that 
legislation  if  we  found  it  suitable  to  our  circumstances.  In 
the  United  States  the  creation  of  the  voters’  list  is  left 
practically  in  the  hands  of  the  people,  who  have  the  abso¬ 
lute  and  supreme  control,  both  as  to  the  creation  and  the 
revision  of  the  voters’  list.  Now,  we  find  that  in  the  State 
of  Maine  the  voters’  list  is  created  in  the  following  way : 
The  electors,  at  their  annual  meeting  in  the  month  of  Janu¬ 
ary,  select  either  three,  five  or  seven  selectmen,  as  the 
locality  may  decide.  The  assessors  of  the  municipalities 
are  bound  to  send  to  these  selectmen  a  list  of  the  taxpayers 
and  of  those  qualified  to  vote.  These  selectmen,  from  that 
list,  prepare  the  voters’  list,  and  upon  a  certain  day,  and  at 
a  certain  place,  both  fixed  by  law,  these  selectmen  meet 
and  revise  the  list.  Everything  is  thus  left  in  the  hands  of 
the  people,  and  neither  the  Federal  nor  the  Local  Legisla¬ 
ture  has  a  particle  of  control  over  the  voters’  lists.  Most  of 
the  States  of  the  Union  have  got  different  systems  for  the 
preparation  of  the  voters’  lists,  but  in  none  of  them  will 
you  find  a  system  that  does  not  leave  the  matter  in  the 
hands  of  the  poople  at  large.  In  the  State  of  Pennsylvania 
the  electors,  at  their  annual  meeting,  select  three  men,  one 
of  whom  is  called  the  judge,  and  the  other  two  are  called 
inspectors,  and  these  three  men  form  the  board  of  election 
registrars.  So  in  Pennsylvania,  and  in  several  other  States, 
the  law  is  careful  to  protect  the  right  of  a  minority,  to 
protect  the  rights  of  both  political  parties.  Every  elector 
has  only  got  two  votes.  No  elector  in  the  State  can  vote 
for  more  than  two  of  those  judges,  and  thereby  the  minority 
in  the  State  can  at  least  have  one  of  those  three  judges.  Now, 
Sir,  that  looks  to  me  to  be  a  fair  and  reasonable  proposition. 
Three  men  are  appointed  to  prepare  and  revise  the  list. 
The  absolute  untrammelled  power  is  left  in  the  hands  of 
the  people,  unchecked  by  any  restraint  so  far  as  the  Federal 
Parliament  is  concerned.  In  Bhode  Island  the  town  council 
are  a  board  of  canvassers.  On  the  first  Monday  in  January 
they  meet  at  a  place  and  time  stated  by  law.  They  prepare 
the  voters’  list,  and  afterwards  revise  it.  Taking  these  three 
illustrations  I  have  given,  they  stand  out  in  marked  contrast 
with  the  course  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  pursue  in 
this  Bill.  In  every  one  of  those  States,  so  careful  are  the 
authorities  that  the  public  interests  shall  be  protected,  that 
the  interests  of  the  respective  political  bodies  shall  be 
protected  and  guarded  in  the  creation  and  revision  of  the 
voters’  lists,  that  the  task  is  placed  entirely  in  the  hands  of 
the  people  themselves.  In  the  United  States,  where  politics 
run  as  high,  probably  higher  than  in  Canada,  you  see  how 
careful  and  cautious  the  majority  are  with  respect  to  the 
rights  of  the  minority.  The  same  care,  forethought  and 
independence  do  not  exist  here.  The  First  Minister  in  no 
particular  intends  to  protect  the  rights  of  the  minority.  He 
places  absolute,  unlimited  power  in  the  hands  of  the  revising 
officers,  and  he  gives  those  officers  so  appointed  unlimited 
power  with  respect  to  the  voters’  lists.  In  the  United 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2219 


States  there  is  no  Government  interference,  either  by  the 
Federal  Parlisrment  or  by  the  State  Legislatures.  It  rests 
with  Canada,  and  it  is  the  only  instance,  I  believe,  in  the 
history  of  parliamentary  government,  to  have  the  Govern¬ 
ment  assume  the  power  of  dealing  with  the  voters’  lists  in 
the  way  they  propose  in  this  case.  Take  some  other  States. 
Take  the  State  of  New  Jersey.  There  the  people  elect,  at  the 
annual  meeting,  one  person  as  a  judge  and  two  as  inspectors 
of  elections.  These  three  persons  constitute  the  board  of 
registration.  Every  person  who  has  a  right  to  bo  put  on 
the  voters’  list  is  placed  on  it.  Every  elector,  at  the  elec¬ 
tion  at  which  those  three  men  are  nominated  and  elected, 
has  only  two  votes,  so  that  in  every  instance  the  minority 
will  at  least  have  one  member  of  the  board  representing 
their  political  opinions.  In  the  State  of  New  York  the  principle 
adopted  is  somewhat  similar.  In  Minnesota,  township  super¬ 
visors  are  elected  annually  by  the  people,  who  also  elect  the 
election  judges.  The  town  clerk  for  each  township  is  also 
clerk  of  the  board  of  elections.  They  attend  on  a  day  and 
at  a  place  fixed  by  law,  are  bound  to  attend  and  prepare  the 
voters’  list,  and  upon  a  day  and  at  a  place  fixed  by  law,  they 
attend  for  the  purpose  of  revising  the  list.  The  basis 
on  which  the  judges  proceed  is  the  voters’  list  of 
the  preceding  year.  In  that  State,  as  in  nearly  all 
the  States  of  the  Union,  the  power  of  making  and 
correcting  the  voters’  list  is  left  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the 
people  without  any  official  control  either  by  the  Federal 
Government  or  State  Legislatures.  In  the  State  of  Michigan 
the  aldermen  of  every  incorporated  city,  the  supervisor  trear 
surer  and  clerk  of  every  township  shall  constitute  the  board 
of  registration.  At  a  date  and  place  appointed  the  board  meets 
and  revises  the  voters’  list.  They  represent  the  people,  and 
if  they  do  wrong,  violate  the  law,  perpetrate  a  fraud,  and  do 
injury  to  either  political  party,  the  people  have  it  in  their  own 
power  to  dismiss  them  at  the  next  annual  meeting,  and  they 
do  dismiss  them  accordingly.  They  have  a  guarrantee  of 
fair  dealing  in  this  board  of  revision,  because  if  the  board 
acts  improperly  it  is  in  the  hands  of  the  people,  and  they 
have  power  to  punish  its  members.  Such  are  the  modes 
adopted  in  several  of  the  States  of  the  Union,  and  I  have 
only  given  these  two  or  three  instances  in  order  to  illustrate 
the  policy  pursued  here.  They  leave  the  creation  of  the  voters’ 
list  in  the  hands  of  the  people.  There  is  no  revising  barrister 
no  enormous  expense  such  as  we  are  asked  to  incur  by  the 
proposition  now  before  the  committee.  The  local  authorities 
are  utilised  in  every  instance  ;  they  create  the  voters’  list 
and  they  revise  it,  and  there  is  no  appel  from  their  judgment 
to  the  judgment  of  any  court  or  higher  authority.  In  a 
country  like  this,  where  we  are  a  self-governing  country, 
supposed  to  be  free  and  independent,  assumed  to  have  intel¬ 
ligence  enough  to  manage  our  own  affairs  in  our  own  way, 
why  should  it  not  be  a  proper  and  fair  thing  as  between 
man  and  man,  as  between  the  opposition  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  that  the  creation  of  the  voters’  lists  should  be  left 
entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  people  themselves  ?  You 
will  not  find  such  a  proposal  as  this  in  any  British 
colony;  and  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  he  draws  nearly  all 
his  inspiration  from  England  and  English  sources,  you 
would  naturally  imagine  that  the  hon.  gentleman  would  have 
sought  in  some  English  colony  for  some  precedent  for  his 
action.  He  will  seek  in  vain.  He  will  find  no  English 
colony  where  a  law  such  as  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  has 
ever  been  placed  on  the  Statute  Book.  It  is  true  that  in 
Victoria,  one  of  the  Australian  colonies,  the  Government 
appoint  revising  barristers.  But  the  revising  barrister  has 
no  such  power,  no  such  unlimited,  unrestricted  power  as 
that  officer  will  have  under  this  clause  of  the  present  Bill. 
In  that  colony  he  has  what  are  practically  semi-judicial 
and  semi-ministerial  functions.  His  judgments  are  not 
final  and  conclusive  in  any  sense.  He  is  appointed  by  the 
Government,  it  is  true,  and  is  called  an  electoral  registrar. 
In  that  colony  the  head  of  the  department  is  charged  with 


the  administration  of  the  laws  respecting  elections  and  he 
appoints  officials.  He  sends  the  electoral  registrar  blank 
certificates  as  to  the  right  to  vote,  and  the  clerk  of  every 
council,  as  he  is  bound  by  law  to  do,  sends  to  this  elec¬ 
toral  registrar  on  a  given  day  in  each  year,  a  list  of  every 
ratepayer  whom  this  clerk  supposes  has  a  right  to  vote  ; 
and  every  ratepayer  who  goes  to  the  electoral  registrar 
obtains  a  certificate  setting  forth  that  he  has  a  right  to 
vote.  Objection  may  be  made  at  a  given  time  to  the  list  of 
electors  as  prepared  by  the  electoral  registrars  in  the  cok 
ony.  Those  objections  are  transmitted  by  the  electoral 
registrars  to  the  clerk  of  the  Court  of  Petty  Sessions.  This 
court  hears  objections  made  to  the  electoral  list ;  in  other 
words,  this  court  reviews  the  judgment  of  the  electoral 
registrar.  The  Court  of  Petty  Sessions  is  composed  of  a  judge 
learned  in  the  law  and  of  magistrates,  and  this  court  has 
power,  as  I  have  said,  to  review  the  judgment  of  the  electoral 
registrar.  More  than  that.  The  revising  officer’s  judgment 
and  even  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Petty  Sessions  are  not 
final  and  conclusive.  There  may  be  a  protest  against  mis¬ 
conduct  and  fraud  on  the  part  of  a  revising  officer  or  the 
electoral  registrar  or  those  charged  with  the  preparation  of 
the  lists.  Those  allegations  can  be  inquired  into  by  the 
courts,  which  has  full,  unlimited,  and  unrestricted  power, 
as  they  have  here  at  the  present  time,  unless  thi3  Bill 
becomes  law.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  draws  his 
inspiration  from  the  mother  country.  Let  us  see  what  the 
mother  country  has  done  in  this  respect.  Let  us  see  if  she 
has  adopted  such  a  law  as  this,  England  has  not  done  so. 
Under  the  law  of  England  there  is  no  power  to  appoint  a 
revising  officer  vested  in  the  Executive.  The  revising 
officer  is  invested  with  certain  judicial  and  Ministerial 
functions.  He  is  appointed  not  by  the  Executive  of 
the  day,  for  so  anxious  and  careful  is  the  Imperial  Gov¬ 
ernment  that  even  a  shadow  of  a  suspicion  should  not  rest 
upon  the  character,  the  reputation,  the  integrity,  the  fair 
play,  of  these  revising  officers,  that  they  have  vested  that 
power  in  the  highest  judges  of  the  realm.  What  a  marked 
contrast  between  what  the  First  Minister  proposes  and  the 
law  which  now  prevails  in  England.  In  England,  in  the 
county  of  Middlesex,  and  the  surrounding  boroughs,  they 
are  appointed  by  the  chief  justice  of  the  Court  of  Queen’s 
Bench.  In  the  outside  counties  they  are  appointed  by  the 
senior  judge  of  assize,  and  for  a  term  of  only  one  year,  so 
that,  if  at  the  end  of  the  year  it  is  found  that  the  revising 
officer  does  not  discharge  his  duties  fairly  and  honestly,  you 
may  rest  assured  that  his  name  is  dropped  from  the  list  for 
the  succeeding  year.  If  the  First  Minister  would  only 
adopt  that  course,  if  he  would  leave  the  appointment  of  the 
revising  officers  in  the  hands  of  the  chief  justices  of  the 
Supreme  Courts  in  the  various  Provinces,  or  the  judges 
travelling  on  circuit,  this  clause  of  the  Bill  would  be  shorn 
of  many  of  its  objectionable  features.  But  in  its  present 
form,  this  Bill  will  be  not  only  objectionable  to  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  this  side,  but  I  predict  that  the  day  will  come  when 
no  more  determined  opponents  of  this  clause  will  be  found 
in  the  country,  than  hon.  gentlemen  sitting  on  that  side. 
Hon.  gentlemen  must  not  suppose  that  they  have  got  a 
lease  of  power  in  perpetuity.  They  must  not  suppose  that 
times  do  not  change,  or  that  they  are  going  to  remain 
where  they  are  for  all  time  to  come.  The  moment  that 
the  time  will  come,  and  come  it  will,  when  hon.  gentlemen 
must  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House,  I  say  there  will  be  an 
more  fervent  or  determined  opponents  of  the  principle  of 
this  clause  than  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  now  advocating  it, 
in  the  hope  of  getting  some  petty,  party,  political  triumph, 
I  supposed  that  the  day  was  past  in  the  Parliament  of  Can¬ 
ada  when,  for  the  sake  of  a  petty,  political  triumph,  a  great 
principle  would  be  departed  from,  which  has  been  recog¬ 
nised  in  the  mother  country  and  in  the  colonies,  a  principle 
which  is  fair,  a  principle  which  can  be  justified  on  every 
ground  of  reason  and  common  sense,  a  principle  which  has 
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prevailed  in  the  United  Kingdom  for  years,  without  objec¬ 
tion  from  either  political  party,  and  under  both  Liberal  and 
Conservative  Administrations.  But  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  propose  to  adopt  that  principle.  He  proposes  to 
retain  in  his  own  hand  the  appointment  of  these  officers. 
With  a  flourish  of  trumpets  he  announced  some 
amendments  yesterday  afternoon,  but  what  did 
they  amount  to  ?  I  suppose  the  Mail  will  declare 
to-night  that  the  First  Minister  of  his  own  motion  had  made 
some  amendments  which  will  do  away  with  all  objection  to 
the  Bill,  that  he  has  done  what  he  has  always  intended  to 
do,  that  he  has  made  the  County  Court  judges  the  revising 
barristers  in  every  county  where  there  is  a  County  Court 
judge.  What  do  these  amendments  amount  to  ?  He  changes 
the  word  “  may”  into  the  word  “shall,”  and  he  enables  him¬ 
self  to  appoint,  in  addition  to  a  Supreme  Court  judge  in 
Lower  Canada,  a  notary  public,  and  instead  of  some  other 
official  the  stipendiary  magistrates  of  the  Province  of  British 
Columbia.  Every  objectionable  feature  of  this  clause  remains 
in  it  as  it  was  the  first  day  that  the  hon.  gentleman  intro¬ 
duced  the  Bill.  They  are  there  still  in  all  their  hideous 
deformity,  and  nothing  he  can  do  will  tone  it  down  or 
improve  it,  except  doing  away  with  the  clause  altogether, 
or  allowing  the  judges  of  the  Supreme  Courts  in  each  Pro¬ 
vince  to  make  these  appointments.  We  are  satisfied  to  leave 
these  appointments,  if  we  are  bound  to  have  revising  officers, 
in  the  hands  of  the  judiciary.  We  have  some  faith  still  left 
in  them,  although  the  First  Minister  has  been  making, 
of  late,  appointments  to  the  bench  of  a  questionable 
kind.  Still  we  have  some  faith  that  that  will  not 
be  swayed  altogether  by  political  influencies  emanating 
from  Ottawa.  We  have  some  faith  that  these  judges  will 
have  a  duo  regard  for  the  public  interest  and  the  interest  of 
both  the  political  parties  into  which  the  people  of  this 
country  are  divided.  We  have  some  faith  that  their  own 
sense  of  decency  and  propriety  will,  in  some  respects,  compel 
them  to  appoint  men  fit  for  the  discharge  of  these  important 
functions.  In  the  hands  of  the  hon.  gentleman  himself,  we 
have  no  confidence,  no  faith,  and  we  have  every  reason  to 
have  no  confidence  and  no  faith  in  him.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  course  of  conduct  from  the  day  he  introduced  this 
Bill  down  to  this  hour,  has  precluded  the  possibility  of  our 
cherishing  the  slightest  confidence  that  he  will  make  these 
appointments  except  to  serve  his  own  political  purpose,  and 
that  being  the  object  of  the  Bill,  we  know  perfectly  well 
that  the  First  Minister  intends  to  carry  out  to  the  end  the 
object  he  had  in  view  when  he  introduced  the  Bill.  Now,  I 
say  that  the  course  which  has  been  followed  in  the  two 
greatest  and  freest  countries  under  the  face  of  the  sun,  is 
well  worth  the  consideration  of  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site,  and  if  they  would  only  listen  to  the  voice  of  reason,  if 
they  would  only  look  at  the  lessons  taught  us  by  the  history 
of  the  past,  if  they  would  only  take  the  examples  spread  out 
before  us,  in  the  legislation  of  the  mother  country  and 
the  United  States,  I  would  have  some  hopes  that  we 
could  appeal  to  them  with  some  measure  of  success, 
and  ask  them  not  to  put  the  power  of  appointing 
these  officers  in  the  hands  of  the  Executive,  but  permit 
the  judges  to  make  the  appointments.  There  is  another 
feature  well  worthy  the  consideration  of  this  House,  and 
one  which  to  my  mind  presents  objections  that  are  almost 
unanswerable.  Under  the  present  system,  as  you  well 
know,  we  have  a  cheap,  economical,  simple  method,  which 
costs  you  nothing  when  you  are  running  your  elections.  It 
costs  you  nothing  to  get  ten  or  twenty  copies  of  the  voters’ 
lists  and  you  know  that  you  require  these  lists  in  canvassing 
every  polling  sub-division.  You  can  get  all  this  without 
the  cost  of  one  dollar ;  the  revision  of  the  voters’  lists  costs 
you  but  little;  the  preliminary  revision  costs  you  nothing, 
and  if  you  have  an  appeal,  the  man  to  whom  the  appeal  is 
made  dwells  at  your  door  ;  you  have  free  access  to  him ; 
you  can  go  to  him  and  argue  your  own  case.  But  it  is  not 
Mr,  Cameron  (Huron), 


so  under  this  Bill,  If  any  other  than  the  judge  is  appointed 
there  is  an  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Appeals  at  Toronto. 
Well,  although  you  have  a  general  knowledge  of  the  law,  I 
do  not  think  you  would  care  about  appearing  there  before 
the  eminent  Queen’s  Counsel  who  would  probably  appear 
against  you.  The  result  would  be  that  you,  Mr.  Chairman, 
would  have  to  put  your  hand  in  your  pocket,  pay  for 
the  revision  of  the  voters’  list,  and  pay  counsel  a  reason¬ 
ably  good  fee  in  order  to  have  the  legal  points  that  would 
necessarily  arise  under  this  Bill  argued  before  the  Court  of 
Appeal.  The  enormous  expenses  of  carrying  out  this  Bill 
are  almost  past  calculation.  Has  any  hon.  gentleman  ven¬ 
tured  a  calculation  of  the  cost  of  this  Bill  ?  The  First  Min¬ 
ister  whose  business  it  was  when  he  asked  Parliament  to 
legislate  in  this  direction,  whose  bounden  duty  it  was  to 
his  own  followers,  before  he  committcd'thom  to  the  passage 
of  this  Bill,  at  the  very  first  stage  to  submit  to  Parliament 
a  reasonably  fair  detailed  statement  of  the  probable 
expenses  connected  with  the  administration  of  this  Bill 
after  it  becomes  law,  never  opened  his  mouth  on  the  sub¬ 
ject.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  asked  to  take  a  leap  in 
the  dark.  They  are  asked  to  vote  for  this  Bill  wholly 
ignorant  of  the  enormos  burden  of  expense  it  will  necessar¬ 
ily  impose  on  the  people  of  this  country  when  it  becomes 
law.  The  First  Minister  has  unbounded  faith  in  his  fol¬ 
lowers.  He  has  reason  to  have  faith  in  them,  otherwise  he 
would  not  submit  a  proposition  of  this  kind  to  them  and 
expect  them  to  vote  it  through  without  further  explanation 
than  he  has  given.  Now,  I  do  not  wish  to  trespass  on  the 
time  of  the  House.  If  the  First  Minister  desires  that  the 
members  of  this  House  shall  honestly  and  fairly  represent 
the  public  opinion  of  the  country,  he  ought  to  leave  the 
creation  and  the  revision  of  the  voters’  lists  in  the  hands 
of  the  people.  It  is  in  vain  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
expect  to  get  an  honest  expression  of  opinion — if  he  wants 
an  honest  expression  of  opinion  from  the  people  of 
this  country— with  a  machinery  so  manufactured  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  manufacture  it,  under  the 
powers  vested  in  the  revising  barrister  by  this  clause  of 
the  Bill.  If  he  wants  to  get  a  free  expression  of  opinion  as 
to  his  acts  and  policy,  let  him  leave  the  creation  of  the 
voters’  lists  in  the  hands  of  the  local  authorities  ;  but  if  he 
will  ignore  the  local  authorities  and  will  have  a  revising 
officer,  then,  in  fairness  to  the  people  of  this  country,  in 
fairness  to  the  liberal  element  of  this  country,  let  him  leave 
the  appointment  in  the  hands  of  the  judges.  No  fair- 
minded  statesman  would  take  to  himself  the  appointment 
of  a  revising  officer  who  has  tho  power  of  creating  and 
revising  the  voters’  list  in  the  interest  of  the  party  from 
whom  lie  derives  his  powers. 

Sir  EXOHABD  CABT  WEIGHT.  1  have  not  spoken 
much  on  the  merits  of  this  Bill,  but  I  wish  to  give  expres¬ 
sion  to  the  opinion  I  entertain  of  the  particular  provisions 
contained  in  clauses  10  and  11.  We  have  been  told  from 
the  commencement  of  this  discussion  that  in  his  own  good 
time  the  First  Minister  proposed  to  make  such  important 
concessions  and  modifications  as  would  very  greatly  remove 
the  objections  which  even  his  own  press  and  his  own  follow¬ 
ers  admitted,  and  which  we  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
speaking  not  only  for  ourselves,  but  in  the  general  public 
interest,  alleged  against  the  details  of  this  measure. 
We  have  now,  I  suppose,  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  what 
those  concessions  and  modifications  are  likely  to  amount  to. 
Yesterday  the  First  Minister,  in  a  very  remarkable  speech 
—a  speech  which  deserves,  perhaps,  more  attention 
than  it  has  hitherto  received — explained  to  us  what  his 
views  were  as  to  the  modifications  of  these  two  clauses ;  and 
fearing  lest  I  might  misinterpret  him  I  have  waited  until  I 
had  the  report  of  his  speech  in  my  hands  before  discussing 
it.  Now,  1  want  to  call  the  attention  of  this  committee, 
and  as  far  as  I  can,  the  attention  of  the  country,  to  the  very 
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remarkable  admissions  and  confessions  contained  in  the 
words  of  the  First  Minister  yesterday.  It  is  a  very  unusual 
thing  indeed  to  find  a  First  Minister,  at  this  stage  of  a  mea¬ 
sure,  coming  down  to  us  and  using  language  which  shows 
clearly  that  in  his  own  mind  he  saw  perfectly  distinctly  that 
this  measure  was  indefensible  on  its  merits;  that  is  to  say, 
as  to  the  main  and  central  proposition  of  this  Bill,  that  the 
Government  of  the  country,  that  is,  the  nominees  of  a  parti¬ 
cular  party  in  this  country,  should  take  into  their  hands  the 
absolute  control  of  the  electoral  lists  upon  which  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  people  are  elected.  The  hon.  gentleman 
admitted  candidly  for  once  that  so  far  as  he  could  find 
out,  it  would  be  impossible  for  him  to  carry  through 
this  Parliament — a  Parliament  in  which  as  every¬ 
body  knows,  he  exercises  a  most  extraordinary 
influence — a  proposition  to  adopt  the  fair  and  equitable  rule 
which  is  laid  down  in  England,  and  which  prevents  either 
political  party  from  exercising  a  control  over  the  voters’ 
lists.  Now,  Sir,  1  can  only  conclude  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  intellectual  part  on  this  occasion  got  the  better,  to  a 
certain  extent,  of  his  moral  part.  He  saw,  as  he  could  not 
help  but  see,  particularly  after  the  argument  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake),  that  such  a  proposi¬ 
tion  could  not  fail  to  strike  the  mind  of  every  man  in  this 
House  as  being  a  most  unreasonable  and  unfair  one.  Here 
are  two  parties  who  have  been  pitted  against  each  other 
for  many  years.  We  are  appealing,  as  two  litigants,  to  a 
jury,  and  one  litigant  attempts  to  make  it  part  of  the  law  of 
this  country  that  he  should  choose  the  jury  by  which 
he  is  to  be  tried ;  because  that  in  practice  is  the 
result  of  the  two  clauses  we  are  now  considering. 
Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  he  had 
ascertained  that  a  proposition  of  a  similar  nature  to 
that  in  England  would  not  meet  the  expectations  of  Par¬ 
liament.  Ho  tells  us  he  does  not  know  why.  It  is  quite 
evident  that  to  his  own  mind  the  proposition  commends 
itself  as  a  just  and  reasonable  proposition  that  the  revising 
officei’s,  the  men  who  are  to  make  these  lists,  should  be 
chosen  by  some  independent  parties,  who  have  no  interests 
of  their  own  to  serve.  Then  he  goes  on  to  say  : 

“  Why  it  is  I  do  not  say.  Why  there  is  a  difference  in  the  public 
mind  in  Canada  and  in  England  I  do  not  know  ;  I  cannot  quite  fathom 
it ;  but  I  have  an  impression  on  my  mind,  and  it  is  an  impression 
amounting  to  a  certainty,  that  any  proposition  that  the  appointment  of 
the  revising  officer  should  be  left  to  the  judiciary  in  the  different  Prov¬ 
inces  would  not  meet  with  the  approbation  of  the  majority  of  Parlia¬ 
ment.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  say  that  it  would  not  meet 
with  the  approbation  of  a  majority  of  the  elect¬ 
ors,  or  of  a  majority  of  the  independent,  honest, 
thinking  men  all  through  this  country.  What  he 
says  is  this,  and  I  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  it. 
He  does  not  believe  that  he  could  carry  this  measure 
through  Parliament,  that  ho  could  control  his  own  major¬ 
ity,  unless  he  was  able  to  give  them  some  extraordinary 
inducement  in  the  shape  of  the  appointment  of  revising 
officers,  who  could  make  things  pleasant  for  a  great  many 
of  them  in  a  great  many  doubtful  constituencies.  That, 
and  nothing  less  than  that,  is  the  only  deduction  that  can 
be  drawn  from  the  words  used  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
yesterday,  which  I  have  now  before  me  in  the  Han¬ 
sard ;  and  therefore  it  is,  he  said,  because  he,  the  First 
Minister,  a  man  who  undoubtedly  exercises  a  perfectly 
unexampled  influence  over  his  followers,  because  he  could 
not  persuade  his  own  followers  to  accept  this  Bill  without 
holding  out  this  inducement — I  will  not  say  this  bribe — he 
has  recourse  to  this  most  extraordinary  step  of  appointing, 
by  his  own  proper  motion,  men  to  decide  who  are  to  be  the 
jury  before  whom  his  case  is  to  be  tried  at  the  next 
election.  No  such  confession  was  ever  heard  before,  no 
such  ground  for  a  measure  of  this  kind  was  ever  advanced 
before,  that  I  ever  heard  of  or  recollect,  in  any  Parliament. 
Then  he  says,  in  another  passage,  that  he  did  not  know, 


when  he  introduced  this  Bill,  the  difference  between  his 
method  and  the  English  method,  and  he  admits  candidly 
he  was  incorrect  in  supposing  the  revising  barristers 
were  appointed  by  a  member  of  the  Government  and  not  by 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  and  tho  judges  of  the  assizes.  That 
also  is  a  most  extraordinary  confession  to  make.  Here  is  a 
measure  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  had  in  his  hands, 
not  for  one  or  two,  but  for  16  or  It  years,  and  as  to  this  funda^ 
mental  feature  of  his  own  Bill  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not 
know,  when  he  introduced  the  Bill,  whether  it  was  in 
accord  with  the  English  system  which  he  professes  to  desire 
to  follow  or  not.  I  shall  not  stop  here  to  point  out  the 
very  serious  inconsistency  between  that  and  his  other 
statement,  that  he  had  ascertained  beyond  a  doubt  that  a 
measure  modeled  on  English  lines  would  not  meet  the 
approval  of  the  majority  of  Parliament.  If  he  thought  this 
measure  was  modelled  on  English  lines,  as  he  said  he  did,  a 
few  moments  before,  I  do  not  see  why  it  was  he  should  be 
at  the  pains  to  ascertain  that,  if  modelled  on  English  lines, 
it  would  not  meet  the  approval  of  the  majority  of  his  fol¬ 
lowers.  This  I  leave  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  explain  at 
his  leisure.  What  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  this  clause  is  this :  It  is  perfectly  clear  to  every¬ 
body,  it  has  been  proven  to  demonstration,  that  in  all  other 
countries  it  has  been  the  object  and  purpose  of  their  Legis¬ 
latures  to  keep  the  work  of  the  preparation  of  the  lists  wholly 
apart  and  distinct  from  the  work  of  the  revising  officer.  That 
has  been  admitted  ;  the  hon.  gentleman  intimated  that  he 
would  have  liked  to  have  done  so,  but  the  circumstances 
prevented  him.  I  say  that  in  itself  is  so  grave  an 
objection,  that  if  he  found  that  by  no  means  he  could 
conceive,  he  could  keep  them  separate,  that  alone  was  a  most 
excellent  reason  for  not  having  introduced  this  measure 
until  he  could  have  devised  some  means  by  which  the  man 
who  has  to  revise  the  lists  should  be  a  different  person  from 
the  man  who  originally  composed  it.  Nor  can  I  see  why 
he  could  not,  as  has  been  suggested  so  often,  and  as  is  sug¬ 
gested  by  the  amendment  in  your  hands,  impose,  as  the 
House  has  undoubtedly  the  power  to  do,  on  these  local 
authorities  the  duty  of  compiling  the  lists,  even  if  he  intend¬ 
ed  himself  to  keep  the  power  of  appointing  the  officers  by 
whom  they  should  be  revised.  Looking  at  the  matter  in  a 
different  light  from  that  in  which  it  may  be  viewed  by  a 
mere  politician,  looking  at  it  as  a  statesman,  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  ought  to  consider  very  seriously  this  fact.  He  knows, 
oven  if  his  followers  do  not,  that  the  real  strength  of  the 
two  parties,  particularly  in  the  chief  Province  of  Ontario,  is 
very  nearly  the  same.  There  is,  probably,  taking  Canada 
all  through,  but  a  very  small  numeric  *1  difference  between 
those  men  who  support  the  Opposition  and  those  men  who 
support  the  Ministry.  That  being  so,  a  wise  and  prudent 
statesman  would  be  very  careful  indeed  how  he  introduced 
a  moasuro  which  he  knew,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly, 
the  Opposition  must  of  necessity  regard  with  great 
dissatisfaction  and  distrust.  Here  in  Canada,  our 
position  is  not  so  well  secured,  our  future  is 
not  so  well  assured,  that  any  man  who  really  has 
the  welfare  of  Confederation  at  heart  should  do  anything 
he  could  help  to  exasperate  and  intensify  the  division  which 
has  already  become  too  apparent  between  these  two  sec¬ 
tions  of  our  people.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  has  attracted 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention  as  much  as  it  has  mine, 
because  his  duties  have  been  of  a  class  which  have  com¬ 
pelled  him  to  reside  here  very  closely,  and  have  prevented 
him,  perhaps,  from  becoming  as  well  acquainted  as  he  was 
in  former  days  with  the  undercurrents  that  affect  the  people's 
minds  in  other  parts  of  the  Dominion,  but  I  have  no 
doubt  whatever  in  my  own  mind,  that  one,  though  by  no 
means  the  only  or  perhaps  the  chief  cause,  of  the  great 
emigration  which  has  been  going  on  for  a  long  period  of 
|  time  from  various  parts  of  Canada  is  this,  that  from  various 
I  causes  there  is  arising  in  the  minds  of  a  great  many  of  our 
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people  a  profound  distrust  of  the  course  of  the  Government, 
and  I  say  that  measures  of  this  kind  are  calculated  in  a  ver> 
great  degree  to  increase  that  distrust.  Take  this  measure. 
The  hon.  gentleman,  as  he  said  himself,  felt  and  admitted 
that  it  was  a  measure  which  the  Opposition  might  justly 
regard  with  distrust.  He  knows,  we  all  know,  perfectly 
well,  what  sort  of  persons  are  likely  to  be  entrusted  by 
one  political  party  with  the  task  of  preparing  the 
electoral  lists,  on  the  result  of  which  the  reten¬ 
tion  of  office  of  the  hon.  gentleman  depends.  I  do 
not  mean  to  say  that  such  a  measure,  if  it  had 
been  introduced  by  a  Government  of  another  political 
stripe,  would  have  been  worked  better  by  them  than  it  will 
be  by  the  First  Minister.  What  I  say  is  this  :  What  he 
proposes  to  do  is  to  entrust  the  present  Government  with  a 
power  no  Government  should  possess,  he  proposes  to  put 
temptations  in  the  way  of  himself  and  followers  to  which 
no  politicians  of  any  kind  ought  to  be  exposed,  and  to  which 
they  will  inevitably  succumb.  The  hon,  gentleman  says 
he  cannot  get  this  measure  through  the  House,  he  cannot 
induce  a  majority  of  his  followers  to  support  it,  without 
some  such  inducement  as  he  holds  out  by  giving  them  the 
power  of  appointing  the  revising  barristers.  Well,  I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  do  justice  to  a  very  consider¬ 
able  portion,  at  any  rate,  of  the  gentlemen  behind  him.  I 
do  not  believe,  and  the  whole  conduct  of  the  debate  tends 
to  confirm  me  in  that  non-belief,  that  the  great  majority  of 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  majority  are  at  all  in  favor  of  this 
measure.  Yery  few  of  them,  indeed,  have  come  to  his 
rescue,  or  have  endeavored  to  argue  this  question  on  its 
merits,  and  notably  has  that  been  true  both  of  his  col¬ 
leagues  and  supporters  from  the  great  Province  of  Quebec. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman’s  object  was,  as  he  stated,  simply  and 
solely  to  give  us  a  uniform  franchise,  if  he  does  not  desire 
to  obtain  that  under  conditions  which  cannot  prevent  those 
consequences  that  I  have  alluded  to,  the  hon.  gentleman 
could  very  easily  have  done  it  by  resorting  to  the  English 
method  of  appointing  these  barristers.  Now,  he  has  given 
no  reason  (other  than  the  simple  affirmation  that  he  could  not 
induce  his  majority  to  accept  it)  based  on  a  fair  consideration 
of  the  circumstances,  why  that  should  not  be  done. 
He  knows  perfectly  well  that,  if  he  had  at  an  earlier  stage 
declared  that  he  would  have  met  the  wishes  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  on  that  one  point,  that  he  would  have  permitted  the 
revising  barristers  to  be  appointed  by  persons  in  whom  they 
would  have  reasonable  confidence,  all  this  most  prolonged 
and  protracted  discussion  would  probably  have  been  avoided, 
and  a  very  great  injury  to  the  business  of  this  country  would 
not  have  been  incurred,  and  that  he  might  long  ere  this 
have  disposed  of  all  the  legitimate  business  which  could 
come  before  us.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had  a  fair  reason 
for  that  course,  he  was  bound  to  give  it.  As  he  has 
given  no  reason  for  it,  I  am  bound  to  suppose,  as  1  have 
said,  that  the  real  reason  can  only  be  this :  that  his  followers 
had  no  heart  in  this  matter,  that  they  did  not  desire  this 
Act,  that  they  could  not  be  induced  to  support  it  unless 
some  very  strong  inducement  was  held  cut  to  them  where¬ 
by  they  might  gain  some  political  advantage  which  would 
be  an  equivalent  to  them  for  the  unpopularity  which  they 
knew  must  attach  to  many  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act.  I 
desire  to  say  a  few  words  with  respect  to  the  class  of  persons 
to  whom  this  arduous  and  delicate  duty  is  about  to  be  en¬ 
trusted.  I  entertain  no  prejudice  myself  against  the  legal 
profession.  I  believe  that  the  legal  profession  contains 
within  its  ranks  quite  as  large  a  percentage  of  honorable 
and  able  men  as  any  other  profession  of  equal  numbers  ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  I  know  and  everybody  knows  per¬ 
fectly  well  that  the  legal  profession,  besides  containing  its 
full  percentage  of  honorable  and  able  men,  contains  also  its 
full  percentage  of  exceedingly  black  sheep  ;  and  I  cannot 
feel  at  all  sati  .fled  that  the  average  five-year-old  barristers, 
to  whom  almost  of  necessity  these  tasks  will  be  entrusted, 
Sir  Kiohabd  Cartwright, 


are  likely  to  belong  to  the  class  of  honorable  and  oapable 
men  from  whom  judges  are  chosen,  to  whom  most  of  us 
would  like  to  see  matters  affecting  our  life  or  pro¬ 
perty  referred.  The  whole  thing  is  based  on  a  false  prin¬ 
ciple.  It  may  be  true  that,  when  you  take  out  of  the  legal 
profession  men  who  have  attained  a  high  degree  of  emi¬ 
nence  in  it,  when  you  place  them  in  a  position  apart,  in 
which  they  are  at  one  and  the  same  time  removed  as  far  as 
possible  from  all  corrupt  influences  and  subject  to  a  very 
strict  scrutiny,  first  on  the  part  of  the  bar,  and  then  on  the 
part  of  the  public  at  large,  it  may  be  true,  and  it  is  true, 
that,  as  a  general  rule,  the  tradition  of  the  profession  pre¬ 
vents  those  men  from  going  astray  and  renders  the 
public  willing  as  a  general  thing  to  confide  in  their 
impartiality  and  honor.  But  all  the  conditions  which 
go  to  make  a  judge  a  fair  and  impartial  person  suitable 
for  the  deciding  of  such  a  question  as  this  are  conspicu¬ 
ously  absent  in  the  case  of  the  barristers  whom  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  appoint.  We  all  know — all  of  us 
who  have  had  any  experience  in  election  matters-— that,  of 
all  men  in  the  community,  the  class  of  needy  and  briefless 
barristers  are  the  ones,  on  both  sides,  I  admit,  who,  for  very 
obvious  reasons,  take  the  keenest  interest  in  politics.  They 
are  usually  the  bosom  friends  and  sworn  advisers  Of  the 
political  candidates  in  the  region  in  Which  they  reside ; 
they  are  almost  all  of  them  aspiring  to  become  candi¬ 
dates  themselves ;  their  training  up  to  a  certain  point, 
the  training  of  the  earlier  years  of  the  profession,  is 
not  one  calculated  to  foster  a  fair  and  impartial  tone 
of  mind.  In  the  upper  branches  of  the  profession  I 
believe  it  is  so,  but  it  certainly  is  not  in  the  early 
years,  when  these  gentlemen  are  anxious  by  any  means 
whatever  to  obtain  a  reputation  and  an  influential 
clientele.  These  men,  being  such  as  they  are,  are  the 
persons  to  whom  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes,  in  a  con¬ 
siderable  number  of  cases,  to  entrust  this  very  delicate  duty. 
They  are  persons,  in  the  first  place,  to  whom  it  must  be 
supposed  that  the  stipend,  whatever  it  may  be  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  attach  to  this  office,  will 
be  one  of  considerable  importance.  It  is  quite  clear 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  be  able  to  secure  the 
services  of  lawyers  of  high  standing.  I  cannot  tell  exactly 
what  the  time  would  be  that  would  be  required  to  perform 
the  duties  imposed  on  revising  barristers  under  this 
Act,  but  I  should  say  that  in  all  probability  two  or  three 
months’  time  would  be  taken  up  at  least.  No  lawyer  in' 
fair  practice  can  afford  to  take  this  unless  on  one  or  two 
conditions — unless  he  has  political  aspirations  of  his  own, 
or  unless  he  is  a  man  who  is  looking  forward  to  judicial 
preferment,  and  willing  to  make  certain  sacrifices  for  the 
purpose  of  putting  the  party  leaders  under  obligation  to 
him,  I  have  no  doubt  whatever  that  the  better  class  of 
men  the  hon.  gentleman  may  appoint  will  be  that  class  of 
men  who  will  be  looking  to  their  political  friends  for 
advancement,  at  a  reasonable  time,  to  some  position  on  the 
bench,  and  the  worser  class  will  be  men  who  wilt  have 
probably  fewer  scruples,  who  will  be  subject  to  fewer 
restraints  than  any  other  class  in  the  community.  I  say 
there  can  be,  and  there  will  be,  no  confidence  whatever  felt 
in  these  young  lawyers,  to  whom,  of  necessity,  this  work 
will  probably  fall,  because  I  believe  that  the  sense  of  the 
House  is  with  me  when  I  say  that  you  will  not  be  able, 
except  under  very  peculiar  circumstances,  to  induce  lawyers 
of  good  standing  and  high  repute  in  their  profession  to 
accept  this  lather  onerous  and  disagreeable  duty.  I  am 
afraid  that,  in  this,  as  in  a  good  many  other  matters,  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  taken  another  downward  step.  I  tell 
him  this  is  neither  in  the  interest  of  good  statesmanship  nor 
in  accordance  with  the  principles  of  the  party  which,  at  any 
rate,  he  once  professed  to  maintain.  I  say  there  could  be 
nothing  done  which  I  believe  is  more  likely  to  recoil  ou 
himself,  and  at  no  very  distant  day,  than  this  measure 


1885. 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2223 


which  he  now  proposes  to  pass  into  law.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  would  do  well  to  remember,  and  his  friends  would  do 
well  to  remember,  that,  when  you  commit  a  plain,  manifest 
injustice  for  the  benefit  of  one  political  party,  you,  as  a  gen¬ 
eral  rule,  instinctively  excite  a  vastly  more  formidable 
opposition  among  the  members  of  the  party  you  design  to 
oppress,  and  you  rally  round  them  a  far  greater  number  of 
the  neutrals,  who  exist  in  considerable  numbers  in  every 
country,  than  you  would  otherwise  do.  I  recollect  very 
well — I  was  not  in  Parliament  at  the  time,  but  I  took  a 
tolerably  keen  interest  in  politics  even  then — what  I  must 
call  another  bit  of  sharp  practice,  when  in  1858 
the  hon.  gentleman  succeeded  in  exposing  his  late 
antagonist,  Mr.  George  Brown,  to  considerable  humili¬ 
ation  and  putting  him  to  considerable  expense 
and  trouble,  and  I  recollect  what  was  the  impression 
produced  on  some  of  the  most  valuable  supporters  the 
hon.  gentleman  then  had  ;  and  I  believe  that,  now  this 
measure  has  come  to  be  thoroughly  understood,  now  that  it 
has  been  discussed  from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the 
other,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  that  he  will  lose  a  very 
considerable  number  of  the  staunchest  and  best  of  his  sup¬ 
porters,  when  they  come  to  understand,  as  they  are  begin¬ 
ning  to  understand  pretty  clearly,  how  thoroughly  and 
radically  the  hon.  gentleman  has  departed  from  all  those 
traditions  of  honesty  and  fair  play  in  the  dealings  between 
one  great  party  and  another  that  we  used  to  make  it  our 
boast  we  had  inherited  from  our  English  ancestry.  There 
is  another  objection  to  this  measure.  I  say  this  is  another 
long  stride  towards  the  creation  of  a  class  of  professional 
politicians.  It  is  perfectly  clear  that  not  merely  is  this 
Bill  going  to  inflict  a  very  considerable  additional  expense 
upon  this  country,  but  it  is  going  to  inflict  a  considerable 
additional  expense  on  most  of  the  members  of  Parliament. 
They  will  be  obliged  to  watch  these  lists,  and,  unless,  as  we 
contend,  these  officers  who  are  appointed  'as  revising 
barristers  are  openly  and  undisguisedly  the  partisans  of  one 
party  alone,  which  in  the  case  of  the  county  judges  I 
certainly  do  not  believe  they  would  be  found  to  be,  hon. 
members  will  find  that  they  will  have  to  pay  a  great  deal 
more  attention,  and  to  undergo  a  very  considerable  deal 
of  additional  expense,  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  these 
lists  correct  or  filled  in  their  own  favor.  Now, 
all  that  means  a  considerable  additional  expense  ;  it 
means  probably  a  considerable  additional  central  organisa¬ 
tion.  It  means  that  these  men  who  are  engaged  in  politi¬ 
cal  life  shall  sacrifice  more  and  more  of  their  ordinary 
avocations ;  and,  as  I  said  before,  we  are  going  on  to  make 
an  additional  stride  towards  the  creation  of  that  class  of 
professional  politicians  who,  as  we  know,  exist  in  certain 
portions  of  the  neighboring  States,  and  whom  almost  all 
honest  Americans  regard  as  having  been  the  source  and 
original  cause  of  great  evils  in  American  politics.  That  may 
be  in  part  impossible  to  avert,  but  I  say  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  incurred  great  responsibility,  and  is  doing,  in 
my  judgment,  very  great  injury  to  the  welfare  of  both 
political  parties  in  this  country,  by  introducing  a  measure 
which  makes  the  existence  of  these  men  even  more  of  a 
necessity  than  has  been  the  case  heretofore.  Then  there  is 
another  consideration.  Whatever  faults  the  First  Minister 
may  have,  he  does,  at  any  rate,  possess  intellect  enough  to 
know  that  there  are  serious  defects  for  which  no  cure  has 
yet  been  found,  in  our  representative  bystem.  He  knows 
that  the  two  great  parties  in  this  country  are  not  fairly 
represented,  as  a  rule,  on  the  floors  of  Parliament,  that  a 
very  trifling  alteration  of  the  constituencies  on  either  side, 
may  produce  an  enormous  alteration  in  the  numbers  of 
the  parties  confronting  each  other  here.  Now  this  mis¬ 
chievous  tendency  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  going  to 
intensify.  He  has  a  great  opportunity,  to  undertake  the 
creation  of  a  uniform  franchise  for  this  Dominion,  an  oppor¬ 
tunity^  which  will  probably  never  occur  again  to  himself  or 


anybody  else,  under  as  favorable  circumstances,  in  which 
he  could  have  used  his  great  experience  and  his  undoubted 
ability  in  matters  political,  for  the  purpose  of  seeing 
whether  he  could  not,  to  some  extent,  remedy  that  evil. 
Instead  of  that,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  teaching  us 
by  various  lessons,  first  of  all  by  his  Bill  of  1882,  by 
the  gerrymander  he  then  introduced,  and  now  by  this 
attempt  to  gerrymander  the  voters’  lists,  what  is  very  likely 
to  come  to  pass  under  the  operation  of  these  various  Acts, 
that  a  decided  minority  of  the  people  may  chance  to 
return  a  majority  of  the  representatives  to  Parliament. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  that  is  an  evil  which  is  likely  to  occur 
under  such  institutions  as  these  that  are  now  growing  up  in 
Canada  ;  and  I  can  say  this  to  hon.  gentlemen,  to  my 
brother  representatives  in  Parliament,  that  there  is  no  one 
thing  which  ought  to  be  more  carefully  avoided  by  states¬ 
men  than  to  bring  about  a  state  of  things  in  which  the  majo¬ 
rity  of  the  people  could  feel,  or  could  assert,  that  they  were 
deprived  of  their  fair  representation  on  the  floor  of  this 
Parliament.  The  basis  on  which  Parliamentary  institu¬ 
tions  rest  is  this :  They  are  supposed  to  represent  the  fair 
and  unbiassed  will  of  the  people.  Now  all  these  Acts  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  placing  on  the  Statute  Book 
tend  directly  to  prevent  the  will  of  the  people  from  being 
fairly  represented  here,  I  say  it  tends  directly  to  very 
corrupt  practices,  although  it  may  possibly  disponse  with  a 
certain  amount  of  the  corrupt  expenditure  which  has  so 
often  been  resorted  to  at  elections.  I  say  that  the  parties 
to  whom  the  nomination  of  the  revising  barristers  must  of 
necessity  be  entrusted,  will  be  under  the  greatest  tempta¬ 
tion  to  put  those  important  duties  in  the  hands  of  men  who 
will  bo  under  their  control,  who  will  look  to  them,  or  the 
Government  of  the  day,  for  preferment,  and  who  will  be 
known  to  them  to  be  unscrupulous  political  partisans.  The 
hon.  gentleman  is  deliberately  taking  all  the  precautions 
he  can  to  prevent  any  check  being  exercised  upon  the  acts 
of  these  men.  It  would  be  bad  enough  if  these  lists  wore 
compiled  by  independent  authorities,  for  we  all  know  the 
immense  power  that  an  unscrupulous  revising  officer  may 
exercise,  even  in  such  a  case  ;  but  when  these  men  are  at 
the  same  time  to  compile  the  lists  and  then  to  preside  over 
the  revision,  it  is  impossible  to  understand  how  any 
measure  can  be  submitted  to  this  Parliament  which  is  more 
likely  to  tempt  men  to  an  improper  abuse  of  their  power, 
or  which  is  more  likely  to  inspire  all  the  members  of  the 
Eoform  party  throughout  this  country  with  a  profound 
distrust  of  the  motives  and  conduct  of  the  Government  of 
Canada.  And  as  I  believe,  Sir,  that  that  is  a  very  serious 
misfortune,  and  is  likely  to  work  serious  mischief  to  the 
country  at  large,  I,  for  my  part,  shall  oppose  the  introduc¬ 
tion  of  the  most  pernicious  principle  which  is  now,  for  the 
first  time,  sought  to  be  crystalised  into  law  and  placed  on 
the  Statute  Book  of  Canada. 

Mr.  MUIiOCK.  I  think  no  portion  of  this  Bill  demands 
fuller  consideration  than  the  machinery  for  the  preparation 
of  the  voters’  lists.  Last  night  the  Premier  made  certain  . 
announcements  to  the  House,  and  if  the  tenor  of  these 
announcements  were  incorporated  in  the  Bill  they  would 
remove  certain  objections.  The  Premier  stated  last  night 
that  the  revising  officer  would  take  the  assessment  rolls  for 
his  guide,  and  make  up  the  list  from  them,  and  that  he 
would  be  bound  to  place  upon  the  list  all  those 
who,  according  to  the  certified  assessment  rolls,  appeared 
to  be  entitled  to  be  placed  upon  the  list.  If  I  understood 
him  aright,  he  stated  that  the  revising  officer  would  be 
bound  by  their  assessment  rolls.  Now,  is  there  any  way 
by  which  he  is  bound,  or  is  it  proposed  to  amend  the  Bill 
in  such  a  way  that  the  revising  officer  shall  be  bound  by 
the  list  in  the  first  instance  ?  Because  if  that  provision  is 
to  be  inserted  in  the  Bill,  it  will,  to  that  extent,  limit  the 
discussion,  and  to  that  extent  remove  certain  powers  from 
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the  revising  officers.  Is  it  intended  to  have  a  provision  of 
that  kind  inserted  in  the  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  1  think  the  Bill  is  quite 
right  now. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Not  quite.  The  next  section  provides 
that  the  revising  officer  shall  procure  certified  copies  of  the 
last  revised  assessment  rolls,  and  therefrom,  and  with  such 
other  information  as  he  may  obtain,  shall  make  up  the 
original  list. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  means  from  informa¬ 
tion  that  he  can  get  from  the  assessment  roll. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  understand  it  is  necessary  for  him  to 
go  out  of  the  assessment  roll  in  order  to  procure  the  infor¬ 
mation.  I  understand,  under  this  Bill,  that  perhaps  there 
will  be  persons  entitled  to  be  placed  on  the  list  whose  names 
do  not  appear  on  the  assessment  roll,  and  therefore  they 
must  first  appear  on  the  voters’  list. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  cannot  conceive,  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  at  least,  that  any  person  who  has  a 
right  to  vote  will  not  be  found  on  the  roll.  In  the  Prov¬ 
inces  where  there  is  no  income  qualification  and  wage¬ 
earning  qualification,  it  may  be  otherwise ;  but  so  far  as 
Ontario  is  concerned,  certainly  the  whole  of  the  electorate 
will  be  found  on  the  assessment  roll. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  That  being  the  case,  in  making  up  the 
original  list,  that  is  the  list  which  is  the  foundation  of  the 
corrected  list,  the  revising  officer  will  find  upon  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll  the  names  of  all  who  should  be  on  his  list.  Or, 
at  all  events,  the  names  that  appear  on  that  roll  ought  primd 
facie  to  be  placed  on  his  list,  leaving  the  public  to  attack 
the  list.  It  is  in  that  direction  that  I  am  asking  the  hon. 
gentleman  if  he  cannot  insert  an  amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  does  not  arise  on  th?s 
clause. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  felt  when  the  First  Minister  assured  the 
committee  yesterday  that  the  revising  officer  would  be  bound 
in  the  first  instance  to  accept  the  assessment  roll  as  primd 
facie  evidence,  that  if  an  amendment  to  that  effect  were  made 
in  the  B'll,  one  of  the  objections  to  this  clause  would  be 
removed,  because  it  has  been  urged  that  it  is  competent  for 
the  revising  officer  to  take  the  revised  assessment  roll,  but 
ignore  it  and  take  other  information.  As  the  First  Minister 
stated  that  the  revising  officer  would  be  bound  by  that  list, 
I  inferred  that  an  amendment  would  be  submitted  to  carry 
out  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  have  not  come  to  that. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Section  12  provides  for  it. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  does  not  say  that  the  revising  officer 
has  to  adopt  the  assessment  roll  in  the  first  instance. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  There  is  an  appeal  in  the  event  of  parties 
being  left  off  the  list.  Omissions  occur  every  day  in  the 
clerks’  list. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  is  a  common  occurrence,  I  admit.  I 
hope  the  First  Minister  will  see  his  way  to  insert  an  amend¬ 
ment  in  the  direction  I  have  indicated.  I  am  anxious  to 
have  the  Bill  satisfactory,  which,  of  course,  is  the  object  of 
every  member  of  the  House.  I  can  conceive  of  no  subject 
that  can  be  submitted  to  a  free  Parliament  representing  free 
institutions  more  important  than  the  one  we  are  now  discus¬ 
sing.  We  have  boasted  that  we  enjoy  representative  insti¬ 
tutions  ;  that  we  have  here  an  almost  perfect  form  of  govern¬ 
ment  for  the  people  by  the  people,  and  I  presume  it  will  be 
contrary  to  the  genius  of  our  institutions  if  we,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  endangerthe  hold  of  the  people  upon  them,  if  we,  in 
the  slightest  degree,  weaken  their  power  to  withdraw  confi¬ 
dence  in  the  Government.  Yesterday  the  First  Minister,  in 
dealing  with  the  question  of  revising  officers, stated  that  he  felt 
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it  his  duty,  when  introducing  a  measure  into  Parliament,  to 
be  reasonably  sure  that  the  measure  would  become  law.  He 
stated  when  he  introduced  this  Bill  that  he  did  not  deem  it 
necessary  at  that  stage  to  offer  arguments  in  favor  of  its 
adoption,  because,  he  said,  it  was  built  upon  the  same  lines 
as  Bills  previously  introduced,  the  principles  of  which  he 
had  then  fully  enunciated.  If  we  turn  to  Hansard  of  past 
years  we  find  that  when  the  hon.  gentleman  introduced  the 
previous  Bill  he  said  it  was  a  Bill  following  closely  the  lines 
of  the  English  Act — I  suppose  referring  to  6  Victoria.  The 
First  Minister  informed  the  House  on  this  occasion  that 
revising  officers  were  appointed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
who  was  one  of  the  Administration  of  the  day,  and  he  gave 
us  to  understand  that  he  was  following  that  precedent  in 
making  the  appointment  of  revising  officers  dependent  upon 
the  Government  of  the  day,  there  being  no  official  here 
occupying  the  same  position  as  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  England.  The  hon.  gentleman  further  stated  in  support 
of  the  measure  that  it  was  necessary  we  should  pass 
a  Bill  of  this  kind ;  that  it  was  an  anomaly 
that  the  Canadian  Parliament  should  not  control  its  own 
franchise;  that  we  represent  British  institutions  on  this 
continent  and  draw  our  inspiration  in  regard  to  the  creation 
and  management  of  them  from  the  institutions  of  the  mother 
land.  He  told  us,  in  fact,  that  whatever  precedent  Great 
Britain  supplied,  that  precedent  it  was  the  duty  of  this 
Government  to  follow.  At  the  time  the  hon.  gentleman 
framed  the  Bill  and  recommended  it  to  Parliament  he  was 
under  the  impression  that  the  revising  officers  in  England 
were  appointed  in  a  certain  way.  Ever  since  the  announce¬ 
ment  was  made  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  the  public  have 
been  educated,  through  his  party’s  press,  to  believe  that  the 
Bill  proposes  to  appoint  revising  officers  in  the  same  way 
as  revising  barristers  are  appointed  in  England.  At  last 
we  have  it^  admitted  on  all  sides  that  the  original 
announcement  was  a  mistake;  that  the  revising  bar¬ 
risters  were  never  appointed  in  the  manner  indicated, 
and  that  no  such  precedent  as  was  stated  exists. 
That  being  the  case,  is  it  not  reasonable,  now, 
that  after  the  members  of  this  House  have  been  misinformed 
as  to  the  nature  of  these  precedents  the  measure  should  be 
recast,  so  a3  truly  to  carry  out  the  spirit  of  the  Premier  as 
indicated  in  his  remarks,  when  he  said  that  we  must  draw 
our  inspiration  from  British  institutions  and  follow  their 
example  as  closely  as  circumstances  would  permit.  He  told 
us  last  night  that  he  would  have  difficulty  in  inducing  his 
followers  to  consent  to  the  power  of  the  appointments  in 
these  cases  being  vested  in  the  courts.  But  that  does  not 
furnish  a  reason  why  the  Premier  should  ask  Parliament  to 
place  power  in  the  hands  of  the  Government.  What  infer¬ 
ence  can  we  draw  from  his  remark  that  his  followers  would 
not  consent  to  these  appointments  being  in  the  hands  of 
the  courts.  Are  we  to  draw  the  inference  that  the  Premier, 
personally,  is  in  favor  of  such  a  proposition. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  say  so. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  do  not  say  the  hon.  gentleman  did, 
but  I  ask  if  we  are  to  draw  that  inference — the  infer¬ 
ence  that  his  followers  and  himself  differ  on  this  question, 
or  are  we  to  hold  them  all  equally  responsible  and  equally 
of  the  same  opinion.  If  so,  it  will  not  do  for  the  Premier 
to  say  :  I  decline  to  ask  that  the  courts  shall  make  appoint¬ 
ments  because  my  followers  object  to  it.  If  the  Premier 
objects  let  him  say  so  with  arguments  ;  if  his  followers 
object  let  them  do  so,  and  give  their  reasons.  But  has  any 
hon.  gentleman  supporting  the  measure,  up  to  this  time, 
told  us  why  he  objects  to  the  courts  of  the  land  making 
these  appointments  ?  Until  they  do  so,  neither  the  House 
nor  the  Premier  is  justified  in  departing  from  the  whole¬ 
some  precedents  furnished  by  British  institutions,  and  the 
example  which  we  are  here  invited  to  follow.  As  no 
hope  has  been  held  out  to  us  that  these  appointments  are 
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to  be  made  by  a  non-political  body,  we  must  discuss  this 
clause  of  the  Bill  as  we  find  it,  we  must  point  out  its 
imperfections,  and  I  trust  that  the  Premier  will  receive 
recommendations  in  that  spirit  in  which  he  invited  them, 
and  will  endeavor  to  remove  those  features  of  the  Bill 
which  are  calculated,  in  the  slightest  degree,  to  endanger 
the  liberties  of  the  people.  I  object  to  the  present  proposal 
as  to  the  appointment  of  the  revising  officers  on  the  grounds 
advanced  by  the  Premier  himself,  because  he  is  not  follow¬ 
ing  British  precedents,  he  is  not  taking  his  inspiration  from 
British  institutions.  This  clause  involves  the  creation 
of  a  new  tribunal ;  it  is  an  original  design,  for  which  I 
believe  there  is  no  precedent  in  any  country  which  enjoys 
free  institutions  to-day.  We  have  in  the  mother  land, 
whose  example  we  are  so  proud  to  follow,  a  system  which 
has  been  working  for  half  a  century,  which  has  the  confi¬ 
dence  of  the  people  there,  and  results  in  bringing  to  the  Parlia¬ 
ment  of  Great  Britain  the  best  men  of  that  country,  irrespec¬ 
tive  of  politics.  There  is  no  possibility  of  the  revising  officer 
there  unjustly  interfering  with  the  rights  of  the  people, 
and  surely  we  would  not  be  doing  an  unwise  thing  in 
following  such  an  example  until,  at  all  events,  it  has  been 
proved  wanting.  As  an  admirer  of  the  spirit  of  British 
institutions  I  would  feel  a  sense  of  relief  which  passes 
expression  if  I  could  be  sure  that  this  crucial  point  of  this 
Bill  were  to  be  placed  beyond  party  considerations  for  all 
time.  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the  Premier  to  the 
fact  that  the  adoption  of  a  uniform  franchise  does  not  ren¬ 
der  it  necessary  to  adopt  Dominion  machinery,  such  as  is 
introduced  into  this  Bill.  The  Bill  itself  tells  us  that.  It 
declares  that  in  certain  cases  the  local  authorities  shall  be 
officers  of  this  House.  The  Bill  imposes  duties 
and  obligations  upon  the  municipal  officers  of  the  land, 
and  it  would  be  sufficient  for  this  Parliament  to 
create  a  Dominion  Franchise  and  then  relegate 
the  working  out  of  that  scheme  to  the  local  author¬ 
ities.  There  is  a  wide  difference  between  Parliament 
declaring  its  own  franchise  and  creating  new  machi¬ 
nery  for  working  it  out.  The  working  out  of  that 
franchise  can  be  effectually  performed  by  existing  machinery, 
all  of  which  will  be  of  great  benefit  to  the  country  ;  and  that 
being  the  case,  I  see  no  sound  reason  why  we  should,  as  a 
Parliament,  create  new  tribunals  for  carrying  out  the  law  of 
this  Parliament.  Parliament  has  declared  what  is  and 
what  is  not  law,  and  it  leaves  the  carrying  out  of  those  laws 
to  the  courts.  True,  a  part  of  the  officers  of  those  courts 
are  appointed  here,  but  it  is  equally  true  that  the  executive 
officers  of  those  courts  are  not  appointed  here.  Take  those 
branches  of  the  law  which  are  completely  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  this  Parliament ;  this  Parliament  declares  the  law 
within  its  proper  linos,  but  the  construction  of  these  laws 
may  be  vested  in  courts  which  are  created  by  Local  Parlia¬ 
ments.  The  Government  of  Canada  alone  appoints  the 
judges,  but  every  other  official  of  the  courts,  so  far  as  I 
remember,  is  appointed  by  the  local  authorities,  and 
is  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  local  authorities  as  well 
as  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  central %  authority. 
That  being  the  case,  why  cannot  the  Government  require 
the  local  authorities  to  carry  out  their  measure,  and  thus 
have  it  carried  out  by  a  tribunal  in  no  way  biased  or  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  result  ?  You  will  then  have  a  system  which  will 
receive  the  confidence  of  the  public.  I  can  conceive  of  our 
being  guilty  of  no  greater  crime  against  the  State  than  to 
destroy  the  confidence  of  the  public  in  our  representative 
institutions  ;  and  if  you  transfer  the  power  of  making  up  to 
the  rolls  to  officers  appointed  by  the  Government,  in  whom, 
even  if  they  discharge  their  duty  impartially  and  honestly, 
there  is  a  want  of  confidence  in  the  minds  of  the  public ;  you 
weaken  the  trust  of  the  people  in  the  only  institution  that 
stands  between  tnem  and  their  rights  and  liberties,  and 
cause  them,  necessarily,  to  lose  confidence  in  the  laws  which 
are  passed  by  this  House,  Adopt  this  measure,  and  what 
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are  some  of  the  minor  consequences  ?  In  this  House,  and 
in  the  presence  of  this  Government,  I  am  perhaps  justified 
in  calling  the  question  of  expense  a  question  of  minor 
consequence,  because  the  question  of  expense  does  not 
seem  to  enter  into  the  consideration  of  public  measures 
in  this  House  at  the  present  time.  But  it  is  our  duty  to 
carefully  guard  the  public  exchequer,  and  not  add  unneces¬ 
sarily  one  dollar  to  the  public  expenditure ;  and  can  it  be 
said  that  this  is  a  necessary  expenditure,  when,  as  I  have 
indicated,  every  dollar  of  expense  that  will  be  incurred 
under  this  system  can  be  saved  by  adopting  the  local  sys¬ 
tem  ?  I  would  entreat,  I  would  beg,  the  Government,  in 
the  interests  of  the  country,  to  think  more  than  once 
before  they  add  unnecessarily  to  our  financial  burdens. 

The  committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

Mr.  MU  LOCK.  .  I  propose  now  to  call  your  attention 
briefly  to  another  serious  objection  to  the  measure.  I  do 
not  conceive  that  it  is  possible,  by  the  machinery  proposed 
in  this  section,  to  carry  out  effectively  and  in  the  best  pos¬ 
sible  way  the  will  of  the  people.  This  involves,  necessarily, 
a  comparison  between  the  existing  systems  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  system.  This  comparison  I  shall  not  make  in  detail, 
but  briefly  state  that  under  the  present  system  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  lists  is  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  people.  This 
Government  is  not  responsible  for  any  errors  ;  it  is  entirely 
blameless  if  any  occur,  and  the  people  have  it  in  their 
power  to  correct  the  errors.  The  people  are  entirely  res¬ 
ponsible  for  the  correctness  of  the  lists  on  which  the  elec¬ 
tions  take  place,  so  that  if  it  should  happen  that  by  errors  on 
the  part  of  the  present  authorities  the  elections  have  not 
been  such  as  they  would  have  been  had  the  lists  been  other¬ 
wise,  still  there  is  this  satisfaction  in  connection  with  it,  that 
the  people  themselves  are  to  blame,  for  they  had  it  in  their 
power  to  make  a  perfect  list,  and  if  they  did  not  do  so  it 
was  their  fault.  But  under  the  proposed  scheme  the  people 
will  not  be  in  that  position.  A  governmental  officer,  who 
will  be  considered  the  agent  of  the  Government,  will  pre¬ 
pare  the  lists.  It  is  true  the  Bill  contains  minute  direc¬ 
tions  as  to  his  duties,  but  there  is  a  vast  difference  between 
the  duties  of  this  officer  and  his  powers.  His  duties  are 
one  thing,  his  power  another  ;  and  whilst  it  is  true  that 
there  is  or  is  intended  to  be  some  remedy  provided  in  case 
he  should  neglect  his  duties,  we  all  know  the  difficulty  in 
the  way  of  poor  men  getting  justice  in  any  courts.  We  are 
told  that  every  court  in  the  land  is  opened  to  the  poorest  as 
well  as  to  the  richest.  That  is  a  very  good  statement  to 
make  in  theory,  and  no  doubt  the  advantage  under  which 
a  poor  man  labors  cannot  be  avoided.  The  inequalities  of 
conditions  of  men  cannot  be  helped,  but  when  we  are  now 
endeavoring  to  provide  a  scheme  that  will  enable  the 
poorest  as  well  as  the  richest  to  enjoy  the  franchise  which 
We  give  them  in  the  earlier  parts  of  the  Bill,  we  are  not 
justified  in  adopting  any  machinery  which  will  injure  the 
operation  of  the  franchise  of  the  Dominion,  if  better 
machinery  can  be  adopted.  Well,  I  submit  that  no  case 
can  be  made  out  for  disregarding  the  existing  machinery 
of  the  country.  That  machinery  has  been  tried  for  many 
years,  and  there  is  no  man  bold  enough  to  stand  up  on  the 
floor  of  Parliament  and  tell  us,  with  proofs,  that  the  present 
system  is  a  failure.  I  am  not  going  to  claim  more 
virtue  for  one  class  of  the  people  than  another.  I  am  free 
to  admit  that  at  times  the  spirit  of  partisanship  may  warp 
and  has  warped  the  minds  of  those  who  have  been  entrusted 
with  the  powers  and  duties  of  preparing  the  lists;  I  do  not 
admit  that  all  the  errors,  either  intentional  or  accidental, 
are  on  one  side ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  1  believe,  if  they 
could  be  analysed,  and  the  one  side  set  against  the  other,  we 
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would  find,  throughout  the  whole  Dominion,  that  the  errors 
on  the  one  would  substantially  balance  those  on  the  other. 
In  proof  of  that,  we  have  an  assembly  gathered  here  to-day 
who  claim  they  represent  the  people.  Is  there  any  hon. 
gentleman  in  this  House  to-day  who  will  venture  to  say  he 
does  not  represent  the  voice  of  the  people  in  his  riding  ? 
Has  there  been  a  member  of  Parliament  since  Confederation 
who  has  been  prepared  to  admit,  and  truthfully  admit,  that 
he  enjoyed  his  seat  in  Parliament  through  the  trickery  or 
the  chicanery  of  those  who  have  to  do  with  the  lists.  In 
1882,  when  this  Assembly  was  elected,  we  claimed  it  was  a 
representative  institution.  Was  there  any  imperfection 
then  in  the  system  ?  If  there  was,  it  existed  in  1878.  Why 
did  not  the  Government,  in  1878,  with  its  immense  majority, 
provide  a  true  system  of  representation  ?  On  the  contrary, 
they  announced  to  the  country  that  they  were  the  chosen  of 
the  people,  not  the  chosen  of  a  defective  system,  but  substan¬ 
tially  the  chosen  of  the  people.  Where,  then,  is  the  evil  ?  It 
is  idle  for  hon.  gentlemen  to  refer,  as  hon.  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  have  done,  to  the  wrong-doing  of  a  Grit  assessor  or 
a  Grit  council  or  a  Grit  court  of  revision.  Those  statements 
prove  nothing.  They  simply  are  assertions ;  and  even  if 
such  errors  have  occurred,  the  remedy  is  with  the  people, 
and  the  people  are  to  blame  if  tney  permit  those  errors  to 
remain  uncorrected.  But  now  it  is  proposed  to  change  the 
system  which  is  admitted  throughout  the  whole  country  to 
be  a  fair  one.  What  greater  argument  has  been  advanced 
against  the  Liberal  party  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  than 
that  it  had  a  centralising  policy  ?  When  the  Ontario  Gov¬ 
ernment  took  upon  themselves  the  power  to  appoint  bailiffs 
to  the  courts  we  were  told  that  they  were  wresting  power 
from  the  people,  and  every  attempt  was  made  to  discredit 
them  with  the  people,  on  the  ground  that  they  were  not 
trusting  the  people,  and  were  setting  themselves  up  as  a 
little  oligarchy.  If  that  were  a  misdemeanor  on  their  part, 
is  not  the  same  criticism  applicable  to  the  Government 
to-day,  which  proposes  to  do,  on  a  wholesale  scale,  and 
directly  for  their  benefit,  what  they  condemned  others  for 
doing,  although  it  was  not  done  directly  for  their  benefit  ? 
We  are  told  that  the  revising  officer  is  to  be  a  professional 
man  of  standing,  and  that  he  is  to  be  free  from  all  control ; 
that  he  is  to  hold  his  office  during  good  behavior,  which 
means  for  life,  and  is  only  to  be  removable  on  a  vote  of  this 
House.  Well,  technically,  he  may  enjoy  that  position  ;  but, 
after  all,  to  whom  does  he  owe  that  position  ?  He  owes  it, 
to  begin  with,  to  the  Government  of  the  day.  Is  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  in  making  that  choice,  going  to  choose  from  the 
profession,  without  regard  to  the  political  views  of  the 
profession  ?  What  is  likely  to  be  the  action  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  that  respect  ?  On  what  principle  do  they  proceed 
in  making  appointments  to  the  judiciary  ?  Is  it  not  almost 
an  invariable  rule  to  fill  up  vacancies  with  those  entertain¬ 
ing  political  views  in  harmony  with  the  Government  of  the 
day  ?  Are  they  likely  to  depart  from  that  rule  in  the 
choice  of  revising  officers  ?  True,  it  may  be  said,  as  a  blind 
to  the  people,  that  those  officers  are  to  be  chosen  by  the 
Governor  General  in  Council,  but  we  all  know  what  that 
means.  The  Governor  General  can  do  nothing.  He  is  a 
constitutional  Governor ;  if  he  does  anything,  he  acts 
unconstitutionally ;  all  he  has  to  do  is  to  assent.  Now,  I 
am  not  one  of  those  who  will  say  or  think  that  the  members 
of  the  profession  chosen  to  discharge  these  duties  will,  as  a 
rule,  intentionally  violate  their  obligations.  I  have  a 
higher  view  of  human  nature  than  that,  and  if  I  had  not,  at 
all  events  I  should  endeavor  to  take  that  hopeful  and  better 
view  of  the  case.  Nevertheless,  I  cannot  be  blind  to  the 
consideration  that  when  a  partisan  is  chosen  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  discharge  such  duties  as  will  devolve  on  a  revis¬ 
ing  officer,  when  I  remember  that  he  will  be  of  the  same 
political  stripe  as  the  Government  of  the  day,  when  I 
remember  that  he  will  feel  he  owes  his  appointment  to  his 
party,  that  his  party  is  still  in  power,  that  he  is  not  yet 
Mr,  Mulock. 


3  quietly  shelved  into  some  place  on  the  bench,  but  is  still 
.  fighting  the  battle  of  life,  engaged  in  all  the  struggles,  and 
r  has  not  yet  given  up  political  aspirations — when  I  bear  in 
.  mind  all  these  considerations  I  cannot  but  believe  that 

>  however  pure-minded  may  be  these  officers  their  actions 

*  will  be  influenced  by  the  false  position  in  which  they  are 
l  placed.  For  this  reason  alone  we  should  avoid  placing 
;  the  choice  of  these  judicial  officers  in  the  hands  of 

•  those  who  are  so  directly  interested  in  the  manner 
i  in  which  these  officers  shall  discharge  these  duties. 
i  I  have  shown  that  it  is  unnecessary,  while  the  Government 
i  may  wish  to  establish  a  Dominion  franchise,  that  that 
’  franchise  should  be  worked  out  by  machinery,  the  creation 

,  of  this  House,  but  that  the  Government  could  use  the  exist- 
,  ing  machinery,  that  is  not  under  their  control.  What  have 
"  the  municipal  officers  done  that  they  should  be  set  aside  ? 

■  Are  all  the  past  assessors  and  the  prospective  assessors  of 
;  that  character  that  they  are  not  to  be  trusted  ?  Has  -the 
i  action  in  the  past  of  the  courts  of  revision  been  such  that 

■  they  are  not  to  be  trusted?  Will  any  member  of  the  Gov- 
i  ernment  or  of  the  House  say  that,  in  discharging  their 
:  duties,  they  have  been  unfaithful  stewards  ?  If  no  one  will 

make  that  charge  against  them  as  a  class,  on  what  ground 

>  are  they  deposed  ?  The  reason  is,  either  that  they  have 
i  been  unfaithful  or  faithful.  The  one  answer  cannot  be 

established ;  the  other  would  be  a  reason  for  continuing 
them  in  office  ;  but  here  it  is  proposed  to  establish  a  scheme 
which  does  not  commend  itself  to  my  mind  as  just  or  fair. 
In  dealing  with  this  question  of  franchise,  probably  the 
most  important  that  is  entrusted  to  the  Government,  it  is 
their  duty  to  so  deal  with  it  as  a  sacred  trust 
that  all  their  actions  shall  commend  themselves  to 
all  classes  of  the  people.  Absolute  fairness  towards 
the  people  should  be  a  binding  obligation  upon  this 
House.  Suppose  that  this  vast  power  which  is  to  be  vested 
in  these  officers  should  be  abused,  and  that  constituency 
after  constituency  should  be  controlled  by  them,  with  the 
result  that  a  Parliament  would  assemble  here  which  did  not 
represent  the  will  of  the  people,  then,  truly,  the  prophecy 
of  the  First  Minister  would  be  verified,  that  free  institutions 
in  Canada  were  on  their  trial  when  this  Bill  was  receiving 
the  consideration  of  Parliament,  and  would  be  painfully 
verified  when  we  found  that  free  institutions  had  been  des¬ 
troyed.  Why  run  that  risk,  when  we  have  the  experience 
of  existing  systems  to  our  credit  ?  Why  bring  all  these 
troubles  and  complications  on  the  people  when  it  is  not  neces¬ 
sary?  Why  add  this  burden  to  the  people’s  already  over¬ 
laden  backs  ?  For  my  part,  representing  a  constituency 
where  the  municipal  principle  prevails,  and  where,  if  I 
remember  correctly,  as  many  municipalities  are  controlled 
by  Conservatives  as  by  Beformers,  I  have  not  the  first  word 
of  compaint  to  offer  against  the  system,  or  against  any 
individual  Grit  or  Tory  who  has  been  entrusted  with  the 
system.  On  the  contrary,  I  say  that  they  have  loyally, 
faithfully  and  honestly  done  their  duty,  irrespective  of 
party  considerations ;  and  I  think  my  experience  is 
the  experience  of  all  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House. 
Therefore,  in  the  name  of  my  constituency,  at  least, 

I  protest  against  the  deposition  of  these  officers ;  I  protest 
against  an  army  of  lawyers  being  sent  broadcast  over  the 
country  to  do  the  work  which  is  now  done  at  no  cost  to 
this  country  or  to  its  Central  Government;  I  protest  against 
my  people  being  saddled  with  the  expense  of  maintaining 
this  court- maintaining  the  lawyer,  and  his  clerk,  and  his 
constable,  paying  his  printing  and  advertising  bills,  his 
rents,  his  travelling  expenses,  and  all  the  other  etceteras 
incidental  to  the  maintainance  of  such  a  court  as  this  ;  I 
protest  against  this  measure  as  unnecessary,  as  unwise,  as 
calculated  to  produce  no  good  result,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
to  do  grievous  harm.  I  would  wish  that  this  proposition 
had  never  been  broached  in  Parliament.  The  fact  that 
to-day  the  people’s  representatives  in  Parliament  could  ven- 
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ture  to  make  such  a  proposition  to  us  shows  that  the  people 
are  somewhat  careless  about  their  rights.  Is  it  not  an 
ungrateful  return  to  the  people  from  this  Government  that, 
after  they  have  placed  them  in  power  on  two  successive 
occasions  by  overwhelming  majorities,  after  they  have 
had  confidence — and,  unfortunately,  too  much  confidence — 
reposed  in  them,  they  should  now  not  only  not  be  grateful, 
but  should  endeavor  to  take  away  from  the  people  their 
control  over  Parliament.  It  would  have  been  far  better  for 
this  country  if  no  statesman  had  shown  himself  so  courage¬ 
ous  or  felt  himself  so  firmly  seated  in  power  that  he  could 
make  such  a  proposition  to  the  free  people  of  Canada,  who, 
perhaps,  are  to  be  free  no  longer.  Par  better  would  it  be 
if  we  could  turn  back  the  hand  on  the  dial  that  has  marked 
the  flight  of  time,  and  return  to  the  time  before  such  a  pro¬ 
position  was  ever  made  to  this  institution. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Before  the  amendment  is  put,  I  wish  to 
move  an  amendment  to  it  providing  that — 

The  municipal  or  other  officers  who  prepare  the  voters’  lists  shall 
divide  the  municipality  into  convenient  polling  divisions,  but  not  so  as 
to  embrace  more  than  200  electors  in  any  polling  division,  and  the 
voters  on  such  lists  shall  be  arranged  in  alphabetical  order  for  each  of 
such  polling  divisions. 

In  case  these  propositions  are  not  accepted,  this  will  come 
up  again,  with  regard  to  the  functions  of  the  revising  offi- 
cer,  but  the  proposition  made  by  my  bon.  friend  is  that 
the  preparation  of  the  list  shall  be  put  in  the  hands  of 
local  parties.  If  his  proposition  is  accepted  the  municipal 
officers  who  prepare  the  voters’  list  under  the  law  of  the 
Province  will  be  authorised  to  prepare  the  voters’  list  for 
this  Parliament,  not  because  they  are  provincial  officers, 
but  beoause  we  name  them  as  the  parties  to  perform  that 
duty.  Whatever  powers  they  possess  will  be  powers 
which  we  confer  upon  them,  and  will  not  be  derived  from 
any  local  authority.  I  have  before  referred  to  chapter  10 
of  the  statutes  of  1874,  where  provision  is  made  for  courts 
for  the  trial  of  controverted  elections.  You  designate  in 
that  Act  those  courts  which  had  an  existence  as  provincial 
courts,  and  you  confer  certain  powers  upon  them.  The 
Privy  Council  has  held  that  that  court  exist  for  the  purpose 
of  trying  elections  by  virtue  of  the  Act  of  this  Parliament, 
and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  accepts  these  amendments  and 
says  that  the  clerks  of  the  municipalities,  who,  under  the 
local  law,  have  the  power  to  prepare  the  local  list,  shall 
also  have  the  power  to  prepare  the  list  under  this  law,  then 
they  will  be  our  officers  for  that  purpose,  and  we  can  autho¬ 
rise  them  to  divide  the  municipalities  into  polling  di¬ 
visions.  They  would  do  that  better  than  the  revising 
officers.  They  are  on  the  spot,  they  know  every  concession 
line,  and  the  best  place  for  polling  places  and  for  establish¬ 
ing  polling  divisions.  They  can  state  where  those  polling 
divisions  shall  exist,  and  if  they  fail  to  do  that  there  is 
already  a  provision  in  the  law  that  the  returning  officer  can 
do  it.  The  hon.  gentleman,  in  another  section,  provides  for 
an  alphabetical  list,  but  it  is  to  be  a  list  for  an  entire  division. 
Now,  it  is  of  great  consequence  that  this  alphabetical  list 
should  be  a  list  for  the  polling  divisions,  and  in  that  case  it 
will  be  easily  exempt,  and  each  local  party  who  would  be 
authorised  to  prepare  a  list  in  the  first  instance  would  only 
have  to  examine  that  portion  of  the  list  in  which  he  is 
specially  interested.  That  would  be  of  great  advantage, 
and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  a  fair  list  prepared,  at 
little  expense  to  candidates,  he  will  secure  it  in  this  way, 
and  will  reduce  the  work  of  the  revising  officer  to  a 
minimum. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  a  good  deal  tempted 
to  address  the  committee,  but  several  considerations  induce 
me  not  to  enter  into  the  discussion,  especially  as  I  think 
my  hon.  friend’s  amendment,  as  well  as  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies),  had 
better  be  addressed  to  a  subsequent  clause.  The  clause  now 
before  the  committee  is  simply  empowering  the  Govern¬ 


ment  to  appoint  a  revising  officer  ;  it  will  certainly  bo  his 
business  to  prepare  a  revised  list,  and  in  that  regard  the 
amendments  are  not  irrelevant,  I  admit;  but  still  they 
would  come  in  more  wholesomely,  I  think,  in  the  next 
clause,  where  the  whole  subject  will  be  discussed,  and  I  am 
quite  ready  to  discuss  it  with  the  hon.  gentlemen. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  he  provides 
that  the  revising  officer  shall  prepare  the  list. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Then,  if  we  carry  the  clause  declaring  that 
he  shall  prepare  the  list,  how  are  we  going  to  provide  after¬ 
wards  that  the  list  shall  be  prepared  by  somebody  else  ?  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  agree  to  let  this  clause  stand  over, 
then  we  can  have  the  whole  question  open  to  consideration 
some  other  time. 

Sir  JOHN  A;  MACDONALD.  It  says  that  he  shall  pre¬ 
pare  and  revise  the  list ;  then  the  mode  of  preparation  is 
shown  in  the  subsequent  clause.  For  instance,  he  has  to 
get  copies  of  the  assessment  roll,  and  such  other  information 
as  he  can  get.  I  think  the  ingenuity  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  easily  preparo  an  amendment  to  that  clause,  which 
would  prevent  us  from  having  a  long  discussion  on  these 
two  amendments  and,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  thoro  is 
a  desire  to  avoid  discussion,  if  possible,  on  this  clause. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  If  the  hon.  member  is  prepared  to  consider 
the  question  as  to  who  shall  prepare  the  list,  we  might 
amend  the  existing  clause  by  striking  out  the  word  “  pre¬ 
pare  ”  altogether  in  this  clause,  and  at  a  subsequent  stage 
consider  who  is  to  prepare  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  dare  say,  when  the 
Speaker  is  in  the  Chair,  with  a  full  attendance,  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  will  free  their  consciences  and  minds  by 
moving  resolutions  and  taking  divisions,  so  as  to  put  them¬ 
selves  on  record,  and  then,  I  dare  say,  we  shall  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  all  the  points. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Mills)  to  the  amendment  negatived. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Davies)  negatived. 

Mr.  CAMEBON  (Huron).  I  propose  to  move  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  section  10  in  pursuance  of  the  observations  I  made 
this  afternoon.  I  regret  that  the  First  Minister  was  not 
present  and  did  not  get  the  benefit  of  my  observations,  but 
he  will  see  them  in  Hansard,  and  1  still  hope  that  he 
will  accede  to  my  proposition.  The  line  of  argument  I 
adopted  was  that  the  Government  should  not  have  power  to 
appoint  these  officials,  but  that  the  appointment  should  be 
in  the  hands  of  some  independent  body ;  that,  in  fact,  the 
system  pursued  in  England  should  be  adopted  here.  I 
therefore  move  this  amendment: 

That  all  the  words  before  “and,”  in  the  29th  line  of  section  10,  page 
9,  be  struck  out,  and  the  following  substituted  therefor  :  That  within 
three  months  after  the  coming  into  force  of  this  A.ct  the  Chief  Justice  of 
the  highest  court  in  any  of  the  Provinces  shall  appoint  a  proper  person, 
to  be  called  a  “  revising  officer,”  for  each  or  any  electoral  district  of 
Canada,  who  shall  hold  office  during  one  year,  and  immediately  before 
the  expiration  of  any  year  the  judge  of  any  Assize  for  any  county  or 
counties  in  Canada,  except  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  where  the 
Superior  Court  judge  of  the  judicial  district  in  an  electoral  district,  or 
partly  an  electoral  district,  shall,  at  the  sittings  of  each  Assize  or  court, 
appoint  a  proper  person  as  such  revising  officer  for  the  judicial  district 
for  which  he  holds  said  Court  of  Assize,  who  shall  hold  office  during  one 
year,  and  such  appointment  shall  be  made  by  such  judge  from  year  to 
year,  and  the  duties  of  such  revising  officer  shall  be  to  prepare,  to  revise 
and  complete,  in  the  manner  hereinafter  provided,  the  list  of  persons 
entitled  to  vote  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act  in  such  judicial  district. 

Then  I  leave  untouched  all  portions  of  section  10  to  the 
vvord  “  and,”  and  simply  make  provision  for  the  appoint¬ 
ment,  declaring  that  it  shall  be  made  in  the  first  instance  by 
the  Chief  Justice,  and  subsequently  by  the  judge  of  the  Court 
of  Assize.  The  officer  so  appointed  will  hold  office  during 
one  year  only.  Substantially  this  amendment  is  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  English  law. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  does  not  say  one  year 
only. 
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Mr.  CAMEKON.  The  officer  is  appointed  for  a  year.  I 
provide  that  before  the  expiration  of  the  year  a  judge  of 
Assize  will  appoint  some  one  to  succeed  him,  and  so  on  from 
year  to  year.  The  same  person  may  be  re-appointed. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  LANG-ELIEK.  I  beg  to  move  the  following  amend¬ 


ment  : — 

1.  The  secretary -treasurer  or  clerk  of  each  municipality  in  the 

Province  of  Quebec  shall,  on  or  before  the  first  judicial  day  in  January 
in  each  year,  make,  in  duplicate,  a  list,  in  alphabetical  order,  of  all  per¬ 
sons  who,  according  to  the  valuation  roil  then  in  force  in  the  munici¬ 
pality  for  local  purposes,  and  as  revised,  if  it  has  been  revised,  even  for 
local  purposes,  appear  to  be  electors  by  reason  of  the  real  estate  pos¬ 
sessed  or  occupied  by  them  within  the  municipality,  or  by  reason  of 
their  being  sons  of  proprietors  of  real  estate,  or  by  reason  of  his  reve¬ 
nue  or  earnings,  as  provided  by  this  Act.  _ 

2.  The  secretary-treasurer  or  clerk,  in  drawing  up  the  list  ot  elec¬ 
tors,  shall  distinguish  the  persons  who  appear  to  be  qualified  as  owners, 
from  those  who  appear  to  be  qualified  as  tenants  or  occupants,  or 
owners’  sons,  or  as  having  a  revenue  or  earnings,  and  shall  specify  the 
real  estate  of  those  who  are  qualified  on  real  estate. 

3.  The  secretary-treasurer  shall  omit  from  such  list  of  electors 

every  person  who,  under  section  9,  or  any  other  legal  provision  of  the 
Dominion,  is  not  entitled  to  vote.  _ 

4.  If  any  municipality  is  situated  partly  in  one  electoral  district 

and  partly  in  another,  the  secretary-treasurer  or  clerk  shall  prepare,  in 
the  same  manner,  for  each  of  such  electoral  districts,  an  alphabetical 
list  of  the  persons  who  are  electors  therein.  ... 

6.  If  the  municipality  has  been  divided  into  voting  sub-divisions  by 
the  council  of  the  municipality,  the  secretary-treasurer  or  clerk  shall 
divide  the  list  into  as  many  parts  as  there  are  voting  sub-divisions  in 
the  municipality.  Each  such  part,  the  title  whereof  shall  be  the  name, 
number  or  description  of  the  voting  sub-division  to  which  it  relates, 
shall  only  contain  the  alphabetical  list  of  the  electors  of  such  voting 
sub-division.  .  .  ..... 

6.  If  the  municipality  has  not  been  divided  into  voting  sub-divisions 
by  the  municipal  council,  then  the  secretary -treasurer  or  clerk  shall 
make  such  division  before  making  the  list,  in  such  a  manner  as  there 
shall  not  be  more  than  three  hundred  voters  in  any  sub-division,  nor  less 
than  two  hundred,  taking  care  that  each  sub-division  is  marked  by  well- 
defined  boundaries,  such  as  streets,  roads,  side  lines,  concession  lines, 
rivers,  or  mountains;  provided  always,  that  when  the  electoral  district 
does  not  contain  300  votes,  or  where  the  voters  are  scattered  over  a 
large  extent  of  country,  the  same  revising  officer  may,  nevertheless,  sub¬ 
divide  the  electoral  district  into  as  many  polling  districts  as  be  thinks 
advisable  for  the  convenience  of  the  voters,  even  though  the  number  in 


each  be  less  than  200.  .  . 

7.  If  a  person  is  an  elector  in  one  and  the  same  municipality  tor 
more  than  one  parcel  of  real  estate,  or  for  more  than  one  title,  his  name 
shall,  nevertheless,  be  entered  on  one  list  of  the  electors  of  the  munici¬ 
pality,  and  if  such  person  is  an  elector  in  a  sub-division  of  his  domicile 
his  name  shall  be  entered  on  the  list  of  such  sub-division. 

8.  The  secretary-treasurer  or  clerk  shall  certify  the  correctness  of 
each  list  of  electors  by  him  made,  by  the  following  oath  taken  before  a 
justice  of  the  peace  t 

I  (name  of  the  secretary-treasurer  or  clerk)  swear,  that  to  the  best  of 
my  knowledge  and  belief  the  foregoing  list  of  electors  is  correct,  and 
that  nothing  has  been  inserted  therein  or  omitted  therefrom,  unduly 
or  by  fraud  :  So  help  me  God. 

Each  duplicate  list  must  be  attested  separately  under  the  foregoing 
oath. 

9.  One  of  the  duplicates  of  the  list  so  attested  shall  be  kept  in  the 
office  of  the  secretary-treasurer  or  clerk,  at  the  disposal  and  for  the 
information  of  all  persons  interested. 

10.  The  secretary-treasurer  or  clerk,  on  the  day  upon  which  he  shall 
take  the  oath  required  by  sub-section  8,  shall  give  and  publish  a  notice, 
setting  forth  that  the  list  of  electors  has  been  prepared  according  to  law, 
and  that  a  duplicate  thereof  has  been  lodged  at  Ms  office,  at  the  disposal 
and  for  the  information  of  all  persons  interested.  Such  notice  shall  be 
given  and  published  in  the  same  manner  as  notices  for  municipal  pur¬ 
poses  in  the  municipality  in  which  the  list  has  been  prepared. 

11.  If  the  secretary-treasurer  or  clerk  has  not  made  the  list  or  lists 
of  electors,  or  has  not  given  or  published  the  notice,  as  required  as  above, 
on  the  first  judicial  day  of  January,  then  the  judge  of  the.  Superior 
Court  for  the  district,  or,  in  his  absence,  of  a  neighboring  district,  on 
summary  petition  from  any  person  entitled  to  be  entered  as  an  elector  in 
the  municipality,  shall  appoint  a  clerk  ad  hoc  to  prepare  the  list  of 
electors. 

12.  The  secretary-treasurer  or  clerk  shall  be  personally  liable  for 
the  costs  incurred  on  such  petition  and  for  those  incurred  in  drawing  up 
the  lists  by  the  clerk  ad  hoc ,  unless  the  said  judge,  for  special  reasons, 
deems  it  advisable  to  order  otherwise.  The  secretary-treasurer  or  clerk 
may,  however,  draw  up  and  prepare  the  list,  so  long  as  the  clerk  ad  hoc 
shall  not  have  been  appointed. 

13.  The  clerk  ad  hoc  shall  proceed,  within  fifteen  days  after  notice  of 
his  appointment,  to  the  preparation  of  the  lists  of  electors,  and  he  shall 
have  the  same  powers  and  the  same  duties  as  the  secretary-treasurer  or 
clerk  of  the  municipality,  and  the  mayor  and  the  officers  of  the  council 
in  charge  of  them  shall  be  bound  to  deliver  to  the  clerk  ad  hoc,  on  his 
demand,  the  valuation  roll  which  is  to  avail  as  the  basis  of  the  list  of 
electors. 

Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


14.  The  list  or  lists  of  electors  may  be  examined  and  corrected  by 
the  council  of  the  muncipality  in  the  thirty  days  next  after  the  publica¬ 
tion  of  the  notice  given  under  sub-section  1,  upon  complaint  in  writing, 
as  hereinafter  mentioned,  and  not  otherwise. 

15.  Any  person  who  deems  that  the  name  of  any  person  inserted 
should  not  have  been  inserted  in  such  list  or  lists,  may,  either  by  himself 
or  through  his  agent  or  attorney,  file  a  complaint  in  writing,  within  the 
fifteen  days  next  after  the  publication  of  the  above  notice,  asking  the 
correction  of  such  list  or  lists. 

16.  The  council,  before  proceeding  to  the  hearing  of  such  complaints, 
shall  cause  to  be  given,  by  the  secretary-treasurer  or  clerk  or  other 
person,  public  notice  of  the  day  and  hour  at  which  such  hearing  shall  take 
place.  He  shall  also,  previous  to  hearing  the  said  complaints,  cause  a 
special  notice  to  be  given  to  every  person,  the  insertion  or  the  omission 
of  whose  name  upon  the  list  is  demanded.  The  public  notice  and  special 
notice  required  as  above  shall  be  of  five  days’  duration  ;  and  they  shall  be 
given,  and  published  or  served  in  the  same  manner  as  notices  for  muni¬ 
cipal  purposes  in  the  municipality  within  which  the  list  or  lists  have 
been  prepared. 

17.  The  council  shall  hear  all  persons  interested  in  the  complaints 
made  before  it,  and  by  its  decision  may  confirm  or  correct  each  of  the 
duplicates  of  the  list  or  lists. 

18.  If,  upon  a  complaint  in  writing,  as  aforesaid,  and  proof,  the 
council  is  of  opinion  that  a  property  has  been  leased,  or  assigned,  or 
made  over,  under  any  title  whatsoever,  with  the  sole  object  of  giving  to 
a  person  the  right  of  having  his  name  entered  on  the  list  of  electors,  it 
shall  strike  the  name  of  such  person  from  the  said  list. 

19.  Every  insertion,  erasure  or  correction,  whatsoever,  of  the  list, 
in  virtue  of  this  Ac  I,  shall  be  authenticated  by  the  initials  of  the  pre¬ 
siding  officer  of  the  council. 

20.  The  list  of  electors  shall  come  into  force  at  the  expiration  of  the 
30  days  following  the  notice  given  in  virtue  of  sub-section  10  as  it  then 
exists,  and  shall  remain  in  force  until  a  new  list  is  made  and  put  into 
force  under  the  authority  of  this  Act.  If  there  is  an  appeal  from  said 
list,  as  hereinafter  provided,  the  list  shall  remain  in  force  pending  such 
appeal  until  the  decision  of  the  appeal. 

21.  Every  list  so  put  in  force  shall,  during  the  period  in  which  it 
remains  in  force,  be  deemed  the  only  true  list  of  parliamentary  electors 
within  the  territorial  division  to  which  it  relates,  even  although  the 
valuation  roll  which  has  served  as  a  basis  of  such  lists,  shall  have  been 
quashed  or  set  aside. 

22.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  secretary-treasurer  or  clerk,  as  soon 
as  the  list  of  electors  has  come  into  force,  to  insert  at  the  end  of  the 

'  same  a  certificate  that  it  has  or  has  not  been  examined  by  the  council, 
as  the  case  may  be,  and  to  transmit,  by  registered  letter,  to  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery,  one  of  the  duplicates,  within  eight  days  from 
such  coming  into  force  of  said  list.  The  other  duplicate  shall  remain  of 
record  in  the  srchiw s  of  the  municipality. 

23.  Any  elector  of  the  electoral  district  may,  within  12  days  of  the 
decision  of  a  council,  appeal  from  such  decision  by  petition  to  a  judge 
of  the  Superior  Court ;  or,  in  case  a  council  does  not  take  into  consider¬ 
ation,  within  the  prescribed  time,  a  complaint,  the  same  appeal  may  be 
taken  within  12  days  from  the  expiration  of  the  delay  given  to  the 
council  for  taking  the  complaint  into  consideration. 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  section  11, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  this  section  the  word 
“  may  ”  is  changed  to  “  shall.”  In  the  section  as  drawn  it 
applies  to  every  Province  but  Quebec,  in  regard  to  which 
there  are  special  provisions.  British  Columbia  is  now 
added,  because  on  the  mainland  there  are  no  judges  avail¬ 
able  and  no  barristers ;  but  there  are  stipendary  magis¬ 
trates  and  gold  commissioners,  who  possess  civil  and  I  think 
criminal  jurisdiction  ;  these  are  experienced  men  and  will 
perform  the  duty  in  a  very  satisfactory  manner.  With 
regard  to  Quebec,  the  word  “  notary  ”  is  inserted,  because 
notaries  form  a  branch  of  the  local  profession  and  are 
specially  acquainted  with  the  conveyance  of  real  estate  and 
are  fully  as  qualified,  and  perhaps  in  some  respects  better 
qualified,  than  many  advocates,  to  discharge  the  duty  of 
revising  officers.  I  provide,  also,  that  a  revising  officer 
may  be  appointed  for  and  be  required  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  more  than  one  electorial  district.  I  find  that 
county  judges,  or,  at  all  events  several  of  them — a  good 
many  of  them  now,  from  whom  we  have  had  communica¬ 
tions — are  not  at  all  afraid  of  the  duties,  and  have  expressed 
their  perfect  willingness  to  undertake  more  than  one  elec¬ 
toral  district.  I  also  provide  that  a  revising  officer  may 
be  appointed  for  a  portion  of  an  electorial  district,  so  that  if 
a  county  judge  of  a  judicial  district  has  lost,  for  electoral 
purposes,  certain  townships  of  his  county,  and  they  have 
passed  to  another  county,  it  may  be  more  convenient  that 
he  should  have  charge,  as  revising  officer,  of  the  whole 
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judicial  district,  although  a  portion  of  it  may  belong  to 
another  electoral  district.  These  are  the  amendments  I 
propose  to  the  clause. 

Mr.  MILLS.  In  the  Province  of  Ontario  there  are  some¬ 
thing  like  forty  judicial  districts,  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
were  to  allow  the  judge  to  act  for  his  own  judicial  district 
it  would  be  of  no  consequence  to  any  candidate,  or  any  mem¬ 
ber,  whether  the  portion  of  the  district  for  which  the  judge 
acts  is  embraced  under  the  judge  of  one  county  or  another. 
In  that  way  every  electoral  district  would  be  embraced 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  some  judge  or  other,  but  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  proposes  now  is  to  confine  the  judge  to  the 
electoral  district. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No;  it  is  just  the  other 
way. 

Mr.  MILLS;  Which  other  way  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  object  is  that  the 
county  judge,  when  it  possibly  can  be  done,  shall  be  the 
revising  officer  for  the  whole  of  his  judicial  district,  but  I 
must  make  this  provision,  because  a  revising  officer  must  be 
provided  for  the  electoral  district.  I  may  say  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Northumberland,  N.B.,  who  is  not  in  his  place, 
wished  to  insert  the  Surrogate  judge,  that  is,  for  New 
Brunswick,  but  I  am  not  exactly  prepared  to  accept  that. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  amendment  simply  amounts  to  this, 
that  it  loaves  the  discretion  in  the  Government  to  appoint 
either  a  county  court  judge  or  a  barrister  of  five  years’ 
standing. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  That  is  the  main  objection,  as  we  under¬ 
stand,  that  has  been  urged  on  this  side  during  the  debate. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  so. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  need  not  repeat  the  arguments  against 
that  objection,  but  propose  to  submit  an  amendment,  which 
is  pretty  much  in  the  line  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
amendment,  but  omitting  this  objectionable  portion,  which 
permits  the  Government  to  select  in  any  particular  district, 
a  barrister  of  five  years’  standing  instead  of  a  county  court 
judge.  I  need  not  repeat  the  arguments”which  were  advanced 
so  forcibly  this  afternoon.  The  hon.  gentleman  remembers 
that  it  was  urged  by  the  opponents  of  this  provision  that  it 
left  the  power  in  the  hands  of  the  First  Minister,  for  the 
time  being,  to  appoint,  in  those  districts  which  were  closely 
contested,  not  a  county  court  judge,  but  a  barrister,  and  in 
that  case,  ex  necessitate,  from  the  condition  of  politics  in  this 
country,  the  appointements  would  be  made  on  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  member  for  the  county,  or  the  chief  politi¬ 
cal  wire-pn’ler  in  the  county.  The  Fii*st  Minister  would 
not,  of  course,  be  bound  to  accept  every  recommendation, 
but  practically  that  is  what  it  comes  to.  Well,  we  have 
had  experience  of  thut,  and  the  hon.  gentleman,  though 
he  shakes  his  head,  will  acknowledge  that  while  he  may 
exercise  firm  control  and  keep  a  firm  hand  on  the  reins 
in  the  guidance  of  his  party  generally,  still,  in  making 
appointments  in  particular  districts  he  has  to  give  way, 
largely,  to  the  member  representing  those  districts,  or  the 
main  politicians  in  those  districts.  Now,  whatever  viru¬ 
lence  or  bitterness  there  may  exist  in  districts  where  there 
are  large  majorities  on  one  side  or  on  the  other,  we  know 
that  that  virulence  and  bitterness  are  intensified  in  counties 
where  the  majority  is  very  small,  and  wo  know  that  the 
temptation  to  pass  over  the  county  judge  and  appoint  a 
partisan  barrister  would  be  ten  times  as  great  in  a  county 
where  the  majority  is  5, 10,  20  or  30,  as  in  the  county  where 
there  are  200  or  300  on  one  side  or  the  other.  In  point  of 
fact,  in  those  counties  in  which  the  majorities  range  from 
lOu  to  500  there  would  be  little  objection  to  appointing  a 
barrister  of  five  years’  standing ;  and  why  ?  Because  his 


power  for  doing  evil  would  be  minimised  by  the  existence 
of  the  enormous  majority,  and  little  objection  could  be  taken 
to  his  appointment.  He  could  not  do  a  great  deal  of  harm, 
oven  if  he  desired ;  but  I  put  it  to  hon.  gentlemen  who  want 
the  Bill  framed  in  such  a  way  as  to  do  even-handed  justice, 
can  it  be  defended  that  in  8,  10  or  15  counties, 
where  the  majorities  range  from  5  to  20 — is  it  fair 
to  place  in  the  hands  of  the  political  party  in  power 
the  right  to  appoint  the  man  who  shall  make  up  the  lists 
and  revise  them  ?  We  know  what  it  means,  and  if  we  were 
to  debate  it  for  ten  hours  more  we  could  not  make  it  clearer. 
It  is  patent  to  the  minds  of  every  one.  I  only  want  to  put 
the  fact  on  record,  and  as  it  is  not  contradicted  I  assume  it 
may  be  stated  as  a  fact,  admitted  by  both  sides,  that  in 
counties  where  the  majorities  are  from  5  to  20,  the 
appointment  of  the  revising  barrister,  if  vested  in  the  Prime 
Minister  for  the  time  being,  means  the  control  of  the  county. 
There  is  no  question  about  that ;  it  is  not  denied,  and 
therefore  I  say  the  First  Minister  is  retaining  in  this  clause 
the  most  objectionable  feature  in  the  Bill,  next  to  the  Indian 
clause,  and  that  is  the  right  to  appoint,  in  those  counties, 
not  the  county  court  judge,  not  a  stipendiary  magistrate  or 
notary,  but  a  barrister  of  five  years’  standing.  It  has  been 
argued,  and  argued  well  to-night — argued  irresistibly,  to  my 
mind — that  you  do  not  appoint  first-class  men  for  revising 
barristers.  It  has  been  urged  that  first-class  barristers 
were  men  of  high  character.  We  know  that  the  men 
occupying  the  first  positions  at  the  bar  are  men  of  high 
character.  They  would  not  be  there  if  they  were  not,  and 
if  these  men  were  appointed  we  would  have  some  guarantee 
that  justice  would  be  done.  But  we  know  that  the  men 
who  will  accept  these  appointments  will  not  be  such  men; 
they  will  be  political  hacks. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no  ;  yes,  yes. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  We  all  know  that,  from  personal  experi¬ 
ence.  Take  the  great  Province  of  Ontario  :  is  there  an  hon. 
gentleman  in  this  House  who  imagines  that  any  one  of  the 
first  ten  or  twenty  barristers  of  that  Province  would  accept 
these  positions. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Certainly  not. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  And,  therefore,  it  is  the  gentlemen  who 
are  not  holding  briefs,  who  are  just  coming  to  the  bar,  who, 
perhaps,  have  strong  political  aspirations,  strong  political 
leanings  or  feelings,  who  have  not  practised — they  are  the 
men  who  will  be  prepared  to  accept  these  appointments  and 
will  use  all  the  means  in  their  power  to  get  them.  So  in 
the  Maritime  Provinces.  It  is  not  supposed  that  my  hon. 
friend  from  St.  John  (Mr.  Weldon)  or  any  one  occupying 
his  position,  would  take  such  a  position,  even  if  it  were 
offered  to  him.  An  hon.  friend  says  he  would  not  get  it,  but 
even  if  he  could  get  it  he  would  not  take  it.  Who  will  take 
these  positions,  then  ?  The  juniors,  the  young  men  begin¬ 
ning  life,  and  who  hope  to  make  positions  for  themselves, 
politically.  Not  the  man  who  is  striving  t,o  make  advance 
ment  in  his  profession,  purely  as  a  professional  man,  not  the 
man  who  hopes  to  reach  the  top  of  his  profession  by  prov¬ 
ing  himself  to  be  a  lawyer  of  high  attainments,  because  he 
knows  that  by  confining  himself  to  legitimate  practice 
he  will  soon  reach  a  proper  place  in  his  profession. 
But  it  is  the  man  who  has  not  got  these  hopes  and  attain¬ 
ments,  but  who  hopes  for  political  preferment,  who  will 
seek  for  and  obtain  these  appointments.  Now,  I  think  that 
is  highly  undesirable  ;  I  do  not  think  hon.  members  on 
either  side  should  desire  it ;  I  think  it  would  meet  with 
general  acceptance  on  the  part  of  the  majority  of  this  House 
if  the  Prime  Minister  for  the  time  being — I  do  not  care 
whether  he  is  Liberal  or  Conservative — was  obliged  to 
appoint  a  judicial  officer,  who  is  removed  from  political 
feelings  and  leanings  altogether,  and  in  whom  the  public 
have  confidence,  and  In  case  of  the  inability  of  that  officer 
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to  discharge  the  duties  of  revising  officer,  then  to  vest  the  ! 
appointment  in  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  particular  Province 
where  the  vacancy  arises.  The  Chief  Justices  of  the  Provinces 
do  not  belong  to  any  one  political  party.  Whatever  they 
may  have  been,  nowadays  they  are  not  partisans  at  all. 
Holding  the  positions  they  do  they  are  removed  from  party 
politics. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  Speak  for  your  own  Province. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  will  speak  for  my  own  Province,  and  I 
will  do  more,  for  I  have  the  honor  of  the  acquaintance  of 
the  Chief  Justices  of  more  than  one  Province.  I  think  I  am 
speaking  for  the  judiciary  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  when 
I  say  that  those  who  have  attained  to  the  positions  of  Chief 
Justices  of  the  respective  Provinces  have  left  their  party 
politics  behind  them,  and  are  impartial,  and  fair  and  just ; 
and  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Landry) 
will  dare  to  stand  up  on  the  floor  of  this  House  and  assert 
that  on  the  part  of  any  of  the  Chief  Justices  there  has  been 
any  partisanship.  I  know  the  venerable  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Province  of  New  Brunswick,  and  a  gentleman  more 
respected  and  impartial  does  not  exist  in  any  part  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  and  I  am  sure  he  is  held  in  high  res¬ 
pect  by  the  hon.  gentleman  himself,  and  by  the  Conserva¬ 
tives  of  New  Brunswick  as  well  as  by  the  Liberals.  In  fact, 

I  do  not  know  what  party  in  politics  he  belongs  to,  because 
he  has  been  for  twenty  years  removed  from  the  political 
arena. 

Some  horn  MEMBERS.  Question. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Why,  I  am  speaking  right  to  the  kernel 
of  the  question  ;  I  am  advocating  that  in  cases  where  a 
county  court  judge  cannot,  from  any  cause,  discharge  the 
duties  of  revising  officer,  the  place  shall  be  filled  by  the 
Chief  Justice  of  the  particular  Province.  This  amendment 
cannot  be  said  to  be  prompted  by  political  feelings,  because 
I  believe  that  if  you  go  back  to  the  political  leanings  of  the 
Chief  Justices  of  the  several  Provinces  you  will  find  that 
more  of  them  were  Conservatives  than  Liberals.  However, 
my  experience  of  the  bar  has  gone  over  fifteen  or  sixteen 
years,  and  I  think  I  am  in  unison  with  all  the  membei’s  of 
the  bar,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  at  any  rate,  when  I  say 
that  none  of  us  have  found  in  the  Chief  Justices  of  any  of  the 
Provinces  any  political  feelings  to  prejudice  or  mar  their 
judgments.  I  move,  in  amendment,  the  following  : — 

The  county  court  judge  in  each  county  where  there  is  such  judge 
shall  be  the  revising  officer  for  the  electoral  district  or  districts,  or  parts 
of  an  electoral  district,  within  such  county,  and  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec  the  Superior  Court  judge  of  the  judicial  district  in  each  electoral 
district  or  part  of  an  electoral  district,  shall  be  the  revising  officer  for 
such  district  or  part  of  a  district.  In  any  case  where  a  judge,  who  is  a 
revising  officer  under  the  Act,  shall  be  unable  to  discharge  the  duties  of 
revising  officer  for  his  entire  county,  or  for  any  part  thereof,  he  shall 
forthwith  signify  such  hi3  inability  to  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  highest 
court  of  his  Province,  and  if  his  inability  extends  only  to  a  part  of  his 
county,  he  shall  specify  particularly  which  part,  and  such  Chief  Justice 
shall  thereupon  forthwith  appoint  another  county  judge  or  a  barrister 
of  at  least  five  years’  standing  as  revising  officer  in  the  place  of  the 
judge  so  signifying  his  inability  to  act  for  the  county  or  part  of  the 
county,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  the  person  so  appointed  shall  have  all 
the  powers  conferred  upon  a  county  judge  acting  as  a  revising  officer 
under  this  Act. 

This  provides,  in  the  fii*st  place,  that  the  county  judge 
shall  be  the  revising  officer,  and  in  case  of  his  inability  to 
act,  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Province  shall  appoint  another 
judge  or  a  barrister  to  act  in  his  place.  If  he  appoints  a 
barrister,  the  presumption  is  that  he  will  appoint  a  man 
who  will  be  impartial,  while  if  that  appointment  is  made 
by  the  Premier,  the  presumption  is  that  it  will  be  political. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  It  may  bring  rather  cheap  popu¬ 
larity  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken 
his  seat  to  declaim  so  loudly  in  favor  of  the  Chief  Justices  of 
the  different  Provinces  of  the  Dominion.  All  1  said  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  was,  that  he  had  not  such  an  acquaintance 
with  the  Chief  Justices  of  the  other  Provinces  as  to  be  able 
Mr.  Davies. 


!  to  speak  so  positively  as  he  has  done.  I  did  not  mean 
thereby  to  imply  that  any  of  them  were  partisans  in  poli¬ 
tics.  I  do  not  believe  he  knows  the  Chief  Justice  of  New 
Brunswick  sufficiently  to  be  able  to  speak  as  positively 
as  he  has  done.  Thar  does  not  lead  me  to  state,  on  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  challenge,  that  he  is  a  political  parti¬ 
san  ;  but  I  say  this,  that,  speaking  for  New  Brunswick,  I 
would  prefer  not  to  have  this  duty  imposed  on  the  Chief 
Justice  of  that  Province — not  casting  any  imputation 
upon  him,  but  because  I  think  the  Chief  Justice  should 
be  entirely  free  from  the  suspicion  of  being  a  par¬ 
tisan.  How  would  it  be  if  the  Chief  Justice  appointed  the 
revising  barrister  ?  As  party  politics  go,  there  are  very 
few  lawyers  who  do  not  adhere  to  one  side  of  politics  or  the 
other.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  they  would  not  do  their 
duty  impartially  on  that  account ;  but  what  position  would 
the  Chief  Justice  be  placed  in  ?  He  would  have  to  choose, 
in  each  of  the  14  or  15  counties,  a  partisan  on  one  side  or 
the  other,  and  by  so  doing  he  would  probably  leave  it  open 
to  some  partisan  to  say  :  He  is  a  partisan  himself;  he  has 
chosen  a  Grit  here  or  a  Conservative  there ;  and  he  has 
taken  the  advice  of  so-and-so  to  do  it — for  he  would  necessa¬ 
rily  have  to  take  the  advice  of  some  one,  and  I  am  free  to 
admit  that  he  would  be  quite  as  ready  to  take  the  advice 
of  our  opponents  as  of  our  friends. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  evidently 
heard  the  amendment.  I  do  not  propose  that  all  the  appoint¬ 
ments  shall  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Chief  Justice.  I  propose 
that  the  county  judges  shall  be  revising  officers,  and  it  is 
only  in  case  of  their  inability  to  act  that  I  propose  to  vest 
the  appointment,  not  in  the  Premier  of  the  Dominion,  who 
must  necessarily  be  a  partisan,  but  in  the  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Province,  who  is  necessarily  removed  from  party  influ¬ 
ence  ;  and  I  would  ask  my  hon.  friend,  who  belongs  to  the 
party  which  boasts  that  it  derives  its  inspiration  from  Eng¬ 
land,  whether  the  judges  who  appoint  revising  officers  there 
are  considered  by  the  people  of  England  to  be  partisans,  or 
to  necessarily  appoint  partisans. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Yictoria).  The  circumstances  of  the 
two  countries  are  entirely  different.  In  England,  you  have 
a  very  large  population  and  a  veiy  large  bar,  a  great  portion 
of  whom  are  not  partisans,  on  one  side  or  the  other.  In  this 
country,  and  more  particularly  in  the  Provinces,  there  is  a 
small  bar,  a  small  number  of  men  qualified  to  accept  the 
position,  and  the  appointments  would  necessarily,  as  has 
been  pointed  out  by  my  hon.  friend  fi’om  Kent  (M.  Landry), 
be  open  to  the  imputation  of  partisanship,  to  which,  in  the 
case  of  England,  they  are  not.  The  appointments  are  vested 
in  the  judges  of  Assizes  in  England,  because  on  their  various 
circuits  there  is  a  largo  attendance  of  briefless  barristers, 
who  go  on  circuit  as  soon  as  they  are  called,  and  who  have 
no  decided  political  convictions  on  one  side  or  the  other,  so 
that  there  is  a  field  of  selection  there  which  we  have  not  in 
this  country;  and  I  qaite  agree  with  the  observations  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  Kent,  that  it  would  be  very  undesirable 
to  introduce  further  Chief  Justices,  or  other  judges  of  this 
country  into  the  arena  of  politics.  I  do  not  think  their 
introduction  into  politics,  so  far  as  they  have  been  intro¬ 
duced,  by  giving  them  the  trial  of  election  cases,  has  been 
beneficial  to  the  estimation  in  which  they  ai'e  held  by  the 
public  for  impartiality.  We  have  seen,  in  our  Province, 
judges  accused,  most  unjustly  and  disgracefully,  of  partisan¬ 
ship,  to  which  charge  they  were  in  no  respect  open.  We 
have  seen  one  of  our  judges  so  basely  and  unjustly  accused 
of  partisanship  that  not  only  he  but  several  of  his  brother 
judges  have  deemed  it  necessary,  from  the  bench,  in  their 
charges  to  the  jury,  to  refer  to  those  accusations  and  to 
condemn  them ;  and  we  would  find  the  same  accusations 
repeated  in  inference  to  the  appointment  of  revising  bar- 
ristei’s  by  a  Chief  Justice  or  by  a  judge,  if  that  system  woi-o 
inti-oduced  here.  That  system  would  be  still  further  intro- 
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ducing  the  bench  into  politics,  out  of  which,  undoubtedly 
the  bench  had  better  be  kept. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Landry) 
thinks  it  would  not  do  to  call  upon  a  judge  or  a  Chief  Justice 
to  appoint  these  officers,  because  he  would  be  suspected  by 
the  people  of  acting  in  a  partisan  manner  if  he  made  the 
appointment,  and  that  would  be,  of  course,  bad  for  the  judge, 
and  it  would  be  bad  for  the  revising  officer.  It  would  be 
bad  for  the  revising  officer,  because  he  would  hold  his 
appointment  from  a  tainted  and  suspected  source,  and  his 
decisions  would  hardly  be  received  with  that  respect  with 
which  they  would  be  received  if  he  were  appointed  by  a 
person  who  was  not  a  partisan.  That  is  very  plain ;  the 
very  function  which  the  revising  officer  is  called  upon  to 
discharge  would  be  rendered  more  difficult  to  discharge. 

Mr.  LANDKY  (Kent).  I  have  not  said  that. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  course  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  say 
that,  but  it  is  the  inevitable  inference  from  what  he  did 
say.  It  is  the  conclusion  that  inevitably  follows  from  his 
argument.  If  the  people  suspected  the  judge  to  be  par¬ 
tisan  because  he  made  the  appointment,  they  would 
suspect  the  person  appointed  to  be  a  partisan.  But  how 
strong  a  position  is  that  revising  officer  to  occupy  when  he 
is  appointed,  not  by  a  judge,  whose  ordinary  business  is  to 
dispense  justice,  who,  I  believe,  has  the  respect  of  the 
population — and  particularly  the  Chief  Justices,  who,  as  a 
rule,  for  a  long  time,  have  left  the  struggles  of  the  bar  and 
of  political  life  and  have  become  more  inured  than  the 
puisne  judges  to  the  routine  and  calm  of  judicial  life,  and 
that  serener  atmosphere  which  is  said  there  to  prevail  — 
but  by  the  First  Minister  If  he  is  to  be  suspected  to  be 
appointed  improperly  when  appointed  by  a  judge,  if  that 
suspicion  is  to  arise  and  to  be  made  a  substantial  difficulty  in 
that  case,  in  what  light  is  he  to  be  regarded  when 
he  holds  his  appointment  from  the  head  of  a  political  party 
which  has  the  majority  for  the  time  being  ?  It  is  quite 
clear  his  position  must  be  much  weaker  than  that  of  the 
revising  officer  appointed  by  the  judge.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  we  must  keep  the  judges  free  from  the  suspicion 
of  being  partisans,  and  in  order  to  keep  them  free  from  the 
suspicion  of  partisanship,  which  would  follow  from  their 
being  given  this  particular  appointment,  to  be  discharged 
by  them  as  a  high  function  connected  with  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  justice  to  the  people,  for  the  right  to  be  a  voter  is 
a  part  of  the  common  justice  of  the  country — in  order  to 
prevent  them  from  being  suspected  of  partisanship  in  the 
administration  of  this  function  we  are  to  refuse  to  entrust 
them  with  the  duty  with  which  the  English  judges  are 
entrusted,  and  we  are  to  hand  over  to  the  First  Minister  of 
the  day  that  duty,  although  the  English  people  say  that 
they  would  not  trust  the  First  Minister  of  the  day  with  it. 
The  English  people  say  :  We  will  trust  our  judges ;  we  will 
not  trust  the  First  Minister  of  the  day.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  the  Canadian  people  are  not  to  say  :  We  will  not  trust 
the  judges,  but  we  will  trust  the  First  Minister. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  the  first  place,  the 
difference  between  the  appointments  in  England  and  the 
appointments  that  are  to  be  made  in  this  Bill  are  very 
remarkable,  in  one  instance.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
say :  Oh,  these  young  barristers  will  be  briefless  barristers. 
They  will  have  no  buisness;  men  leading  the  profession 
will  not  accept  the  appointment.  Who  are  appointed  in 
England  but  young  banisters,  who  get  a  hundred  guineas, 
or  thereabouts,  by  the  judges  ?  They  are  young;  they  have 
political  aspirations.  Ah  hon.  gentleman  said  last  night, 
if  they  do  not  get  large  pecuniary  remuneration  they  will 
look  to  political  advantages.  That  same  argument  is  appli¬ 
cable  in  England  as  it  is  here,  with  this  marked  difference 
that  here  the  majority  of  the  revising  barristers  will  be 
judges,  whereas  in  England  they  are  all  young  men.  Then, 


I  have  heard  it  said,  ad  nauseam,  that,  drawing  inspirations 
from  English  laws  and  English  institutions,  this  legislation 
is  unheard  of,  that  it  could  not  be  possible  to  happen  in 
England.  Well,  in  the  Imperial  statutes  of  1884—1  am  not 
going  to  mistake  the  Chancellor  for  the  Chief  Justice 
this  time — 47-48  Yictoria,  chapter  35,  passed  last  July, 
with  respect  to  the  county  of  Dublin,  where  the  revising 
barrister  was  a  judge,  the  Recorder  of  Dublin,  that  position 
is  taken  away  from  him  :  “  It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Lord 

Lieutenant  or  other  Chief  Governor  or  Governors  of  Ireland 
for  the  time  being,  from  time  to  time  to  appoint  a  barrister- 
at-law,  who  shall  have  actually  practised  for  ten  years  at 
least  in  the  Superior  Courts  of  Dublin  and  shall  not,  at  the 
time  of  his  appointment,  have  ceased  to  practice,  to  dis¬ 
charge  all  the  duties  in  regard  to  the  registration  of  voters 
and  the  revision  of  the  lists  of  jurors  in  the  county  of 
Dublin,  which  were  capable  of  being  discharged  by  the 
Recorder  of  Dublin.”  Thus,  only  last  year,  under  this  Act, 
the  office  of  revising  barrister  was  taken  away  from  the 
Recorder  of  Dublin  and  handed  over  to  Lord  Spencer,  who 
has  got  constitutional  advisers,  and  we  did  not  find,  from 
Mr.  Parnell  or  any  of  those  who  serve  under  him,  and  are 
continually  denouncing  the  tyranny,  oppression  and  uncon¬ 
stitutional  action  of  the  Castle,  the  barbarous  oppression 
that  has  been  practised  in  Ireland  by  the  Castle  authorities, 
one  single  objection  raised  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  appoint¬ 
ing  a  revising  barrister  for  the  county  of  Dublin. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  is  such  a  thing  as  the  exception 
proving  the  rule,  and  out  of  600  or  700  constituencies  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  found  a 
statute  passed,  I  do  not  remember  under  what  circum¬ 
stances,  or  whether  Mr.  Parnell  objected  to  it  or  not 
probably  the  hon.  gentleman  has  looked  at  Hansard  and 
found  he  did  not.  It  is  very  surprising  that  he  did  not ; 
I  think  he  could  not  have  been  there,  or  else  he  would — 
we  do  not  know  whatp  articular  reasons  there  wereto  justify 
this  particular  case,  but  certainly  it  was  not  the  rule. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  the  commencement 
of  my  system. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge,  and  they 
put  it  in  in  Dublin  city.  My  impression  is  there  was  some 
strong  reason  given  for  that,  and  the  proof  is  that  tno  pro¬ 
vision  which  makes  him  a  political  officer  also  gives  him  the 
duty  of  revising  the  lists  of  jurors  as  well. 

Mr.  BERGIN.  Is  not  that  a  political  thing  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  know.  I  do  not  know  what  side 
the  hon.  gentleman  now  takes  upon  that  very  large  ques¬ 
tion  he  now  puts  to  me.  I  remember  when  he  took  one  side  ; 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  now  takes  that  or  the  other  side 
on  these  Irish  questions.  The  argument  on  this  question  from 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  is  a  little  inconsistent.  The  hon. 
member  for  Yictoria  (Mr.  Cameron)  told  us  a  little  while  ago 
that  the  case  in  England  was  quite  different  from  what  it  was 
here.  There,  he  said,  there  were  a  great  number  of  barris¬ 
ters,  a  wealth  of  barristers,  in  every  place,  who  were  not 
partisans,  who  were  not  politicians  at  all,  who  were  entirely 
neutral,  and  that  there  was  ample  room  to  choose  men  who 
were  perfectly  independent  and  in  whom  the  people  would 
have  confidence,  and  that  there  would  be  no  difficulty,  there¬ 
fore,  of  the  judges  making  a  selection,  without  being  obnox¬ 
ious  to  those  charges  of  partisanship  which  are  given  as  a 
reason  why  they  should  not  appoint  these  officers  here. 
The  First  Minister  does  not  say  the  same  thing.  He  says 
it  is  the  young,  briefless  barrister,  who  is  looking  for  prefer¬ 
ment,  whom  they  appoint. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  what  you  said 
yesterday. 

•  Mr.  BLAKE.  No ;  I  never  used  the  words  “young,  brief¬ 
less  barrister”  at  all.  The  hon.  gentleman  therefore  differs 
from  his  supporter,  the  hon,  member  for  Yictoria,  as  to  the 
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situation  of  affairs.  I  do  not  remember  any  instances  of  the 
appointees  being  revising  barristers  except  one,  and  certainly, 
though  he  was  not  a  gentleman  in  very  large  practice,  he 
was  not,  in  the  sense  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  a  young,  brief¬ 
less  barrister.  I  only  remomber  his  name  because  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  of  England,  who  had  appointed  him  succes¬ 
sively  for  years,  in  the  end  declined  to  renew  his  appoint¬ 
ment — I  refer  to  Edmond  Beales.  He  had  been  appointed 
for  several  years  by  Lord  Chief  Justice  Cockburn,  and 
though  he  had  not  a  very  large  practice  he  was  a  man  of  con¬ 
siderable  knowledge  and  of  considerable  eminence — a  marked 
person.  The  Lord  Chief  Justice  had  occasion  to  deal  with 
the  question  whether  Mr.  Beales  should  be  reappointed,  and 
Mr.  Beales  had  taken  a  very  active  part  in  a  particular 
political  party  agitation,  at  the  time,  and  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  declared  that  he  thought  it  inexpedient  to  reappoint 
Mr.  Beales,  and  Mr.  Beales  applied  to  know  the  reason, 
inasmuch  as  it  was,  in  a  sense,  a  stigma  on  Mm  not  to  be 
reappointed,  and  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  wrote  a  public  let¬ 
ter,  in  which  he’explained  his  views,  not  that  he  condemned 
Mr.  Beales  or  thought  that  it  was  at  all  certain  that 
he  would  be  influenced,  but  he  thought  the  public 
confidence  would  be,  to  a  certain  extent,  impaired  by 
the  continued  appointment  of  a  person  who  had  felt 
it  to  be  his  duty — as  no  doubt  it  was  his  duty, 
as  a  free  citizen,  entertaining  those  feelings — to  take  an 
active  part  in  a  particular  agitation  at  the  moment,  to  take 
part  in  the  revision  of  those  lists.  That  was  the  view  of 
such  a  high  judicial  functionary  as  Lord  Chief  Justice 
Cockburn,  who,  as  a  politician,  when  he  was  a  politician, 
belonged  to  the  same  party  as  Mr.  Beales.  He,  therefore, 
might  be  supposed  to  sympathise,  if  he  had  any  sympa¬ 
thies,  with  that  style  of  view  which  Mr.  Beales  adopted. 
Can  we  expect  that  from  the  Minister  of  the  day,  who  is  to 
make  the  appointment  here.  We  cannot  expect  such  a  line 
of  action.  1  say  there  is  no  ground  whatever  for  our 
deciding  that  our  judges  are  less  worthy  of  confidence  than 
the  judges  in  England,  and  that  our  First  Ministers  are 
more  worthy  of  confidence  than  iho  First  Ministers  in  Eng¬ 
land  \  and  yet,  that  is  the  proposition  of  hon.  gentlemen 
who  sustain  the  proposition  of  the  Government  and  decline 
ours. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  The  hon.  gentleman  has  shown, 
it  seems  to  me,  his  usual  ability,  in  getting  a  meaning  out  of 
what  is  said  by  another  entirely  different  from  the  ordinary 
meaning  attached  to  the  words  used.  If  the  language  I  have 
used  could  imply  in  any  way  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
said,  I  was  very  unfortunate  in  my  choice  of  language  ;  that 
is,  that  because  a  revising  barrister  was  named  by  the  Chief 
Justice,  the  public  would  look  upon  him  with  suspicion, 
because  the  source  which  appointed  him  was  stained,  poli¬ 
tically.  I  have  never  used  any  language  which  would  give 
that  meaning,  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  deduced  from  the 
position  I  took  that  that  was  the  case.  What  I  meant  to 
say  was,  that  while  the  judge  might  make  as  impartial  a 
choice  as  could  be  made,  as  politics  stood  in  this  Dominion 
now,  he  could  not,  under  any  circumstances,  name  any  one 
who  was  not  a  political  partisan,  in  the  sense  of  being  on 
one  side  of  politics  or  the  other.  He  would  name  a  barrister 
this  year ;  the  barrister  would  fulfil  his  duties ;  he  would  give 
dissatisfaction  to  somebody,  to  one  side  or  the  other,  I  care 
not  which ;  he  might  lay  himself  open  to  being  discussed  on 
the  public  hustings  and  in  the  public  press,  to  have  his 
name  heralded  all  over  the  country,  and  the  next  year 
the  same  Chief  Justice  would  have  to  make  the  choice  again. 
He  would  have  to  decide  upon  the  opinions  put  forth 
in  the  public  press  as  to  whether  he  had  made  a  good  choice 
or  not  the  first  time,  and  in  doing  so  he  must  necessarily 
decide  for  the  contention  of  one  party  against  the  contention 
of  the  other,  he  would  have  to  say :  I  have  weighed  the 
pros  and  cons,  what  has  been  said  against  this  officer  and 
Mr,  BhAKE, 
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what  has  been  said  in  his  favor,  and  I  must  make  the  choice, 
and  decide  for  one  side  of  politics  or  the  other  in  making 
the  choice  for  the  next  year.  There  is  an  immense  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  Government  making  the  nomination  and 
the  Chief  Justice  making  it,  because  the  Chief  Justice  must 
hold  himself  entirely  aloof  from  politics,  he  must  do  nothing 
which  would  appear  a  choice  between  the  parties ;  and  if 
he  does  not  do  that  the  first  year,  he  must  necessarily  do  it 
the  next  year,  when  sides  have  been  taken  for  and 
against  his  nominee  of  the  first  year.  There  is  a  very 
great  difference.  If  there  should  be  political  differences 
among  the  people  as  to  the  choice  made  by  the  Chief 
Justice,  how  are  they  going  to  visit  it  upon  him  in  any 
way,  except  by  being  suspicious  of  him  ?  They  have  no 
I'ecourse  against  him.  They  have  against  the  Prime 
Minister,  if  he  makes  a  poor  choice.  If  the  Government 
make  a  poor  nomination,  if  the  nominee  shows  himself 
a  violent  partisan,  and  does  injustice  to  one  party  or  the 
other,  by  the  decisions  he  may  give  or  the  lists  he  may  pre¬ 
pare,  the  country  can  condemn  the  officer  and  can  condemn 
the  Government,  and  put  them  out  of  power.  How  can 
they  reach  the  Chief  Justice?  Only  by  mutterings,  or  by 
throwing  suspicion  upon  his  character  as  a  judge,  and  in 
that  way  sapping  the  very  foundation  of  justice.  With  the 
Prime  Minister  it  is  different.  They  have  a  right  to 
approve  or  disapprove  of  his  actions,  and  to  try  to  get  the 
dominant  party  in  the  Dominion  to  oust  him  from  his 
power  if  he  makes  a  bad  choice.  One  is  a  man  who  has  a 
right  to  be  a  political  partisan,  I  do  not  mean  to  the  extent 
of  doing  an  injustice  to  any  one,  but  to  the  extent  of  uphold¬ 
ing  his  party  honestly,  and  making  the  choice,  all  other 
things  being  equal,  between  his  opponents  and  his  friends. 
It  is  the  duly  of  any  Government,  not  to  do  injustice  to 
anyone,  but  to  choose  their  friends  instead  of  their  oppo¬ 
nents,  when  other  things  are  equal.  But  the  Chief  Justice 
has  no  such  right,  and  would  leave  himself  open  to  suspicion 
iu  such  a  case,  without  remedy  or  redress  on  the  part  of  the 
public. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  this  is  too  delicate  a  task  for  an 
independent  man  to  perform.  It  is  so  delicate  a  task  that 
aa  independent  man,  occupying  an  independent  position, 
ought  not  to  be  asked  to  undertake  a  task  of  such  delicacy 
and  difficulty,  but  it  is  to  be  left  to  one  of  the  parties  to 
choose  the  arbitrator  between  it  and  the  other  party. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  speak  under  cor¬ 
rection,  because  it  is  many  years  since  I  resided  in  Dublin, 
but  my  recollection  is  that  the  Recorder  used  to  be  an  officer 
of  the  corporation  in  Dublin. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Very  likely. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  that  is  the 
case.  We  know  only  too  well,  however,  and  we  must  regret 
it,  that  the  relations  between  the  corporation  of  Dublin  and 
the  Government  of  England  have  been  strained  to  the  last 
degree,  and  most  undoubtedly,  as  between  the  two,  it  may 
have  become  necessary  for  the  Government  of  England  to 
take  the  matter  into  their  own  hands,  knowing  that,  if  the 
Recorder  was  an  officer,  as  I  think  he  is,  of  the  corporation 
of  Dublin,  empowered  to  choose  the  jury  list,  it  would  be 
a  very  questionable  thing  to  obtain  a  conviction  of  any 
offender  under  a  jury  list  made  by  an  officer  of  that 
corporation.  I  am  sorry  to  have  to  say  it,  but  it  is  the 
case. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  quite  true.  The 
Recorder  is  appointed  by  the  corporation,  and  he  might  be 
a  very  proper  person,  when  political  feeling  is  runing  high 
and  political  trials  are  going  on,  to  select  the  jurors.  But 
here  the  selection  of  the  jurors  is  taken  away  from  him,  and 
the  power  is  given  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  not  to  the 
Chief  Justice,  in  Ireland,  or  to  any  Chief  Justice,  to  appoint 
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the  revising  officer.  It  is  given  expressly  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  In  case  of  the  absence  of  the  revising  barris¬ 
ter,  if  the  Lord  Chancellor,  or  Keeper,  or  Commissioner  of 
the  Great  Seal  for  Ireland,  for  the  time  being,  are  satisfied 
the  revising  officer  for  the  county  of  Dublin  is  unable,  from 
unavoidable  absence,  to  discharge  his  duty,  it  shall  be  law¬ 
ful  for  the  Lord  Chancellor  or  Keeper  of  the  Great  Seal  to 
appoint  some  other  person.  He  is  sworn  of  the  Privy 
Council. 

Sir  .RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  am  afraid  it  is  like  a 
good  deal  of  English  legislation  for  Ireland,  experimentum 
incorpore  vili. 

Mr.  MILLS.  This  subject  is  one  of  far  greater  impor¬ 
tance  than  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  seem  to  think.  We 
must  remember  that  we  are  taking,  in  this  matter,  a  retro¬ 
gressive  step ;  we  are  going  back  upon  the  policy  of  the 
Government  for  the  last  fifteen  years.  Formerly  wo  had 
controverted  elections  tried  by  this  House,  and  we  took  the 
matter  out  of  the  hands  of  the  House  of  Commons  and 
entrusted  it  to  the  ordinary  tribunals  of  the  country.  Now, 
one  hon.  gentleman  opposite  this  evening  has  regretted  this 
step.  He  says  it  has  been  a  disadvantage  to  the  courts. 
But  anxious  as  the  hon.  gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  to  adopt  a  policy  of  retrogression  and  to  incor¬ 
porate  ancient  abuses  in  the  legislation  of  the  country,  he 
has  not  ventured  to  propose  a  return  to  the  ancient  system 
of  trying  controverted  elections  in  this  House.  But  it  does 
seem  to  me  that  it  is  quite  as  important  to  secure  a  propor 
voters’  list  and  to  prevent  political  parties  tampering  with 
that  list,  as  it  is  to  secure  a  proper  trial  of  controverted 
elections.  The  hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Landry) 
says  that  if  the  First  Minister  makes  bad  appointments 
he  will  still  be  responsible  to  the  House,  and  who,  he  asks, 
is  to  hold  the  judge  responsible  ?  I  say  the  judge  is  far 
more  responsible  than  the  First  Minister,  for  he  can  be 
attacked  by  Parliament  if  he  fails  to  discharge  his  duty 
properly.  This  proposition  provides  that  Parliament  shall 
exorcise  the  power  of  appointment,  and  that  the  judges 
shall  be  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  trying  controverted 
elections;  and  it  is  only  in  case  a  judge  intimates  his  ina¬ 
bility  to  do  that  that  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Province 
shall  make  the  appointment ;  and  if  a  judge  should  abuse 
his  powers  in  this  matter,  which  is  extremely  unlikely,  the 
number  of  caso3  would  bo  so  few  that  it  would  not,  in  all 
probability,  seriously  affect  the  representation  in  Parlia¬ 
ment.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  put  into  the 
hands  of  one  man  not  merely  a  few  isolated  cases,  but  tho 
appointment  of  revising  officers,  who  make  up  the  voters’ 
lists,  over  the  entire  Dominion. 

Mr.  LANDR?  (Kent) .  Not  one  man. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Yes;  it  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Prime  Min¬ 
ister  for  the  time  being.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  if 
the  Prime  Minister  acts  improperly  the  publio  will  hold 
him  responsible.  But  I  say,  if  Parliament  itself  is  corrupted, 
if  the  men  returned  to  Parliament  are  returned  upon  a  cor¬ 
rupt  list,  how  are  you  to  obtain  redress  from  a  Parliament 
so  constituted  ?  How  are  you  to  punish  the  Prime  Minister 
for  improper  action,  in  a  Parliament  where  a  majority  of 
the  members  have  been  elected  by  means  of  that  improper 
action?  Are  they  going  to  sit  in  condemnation  of  an  act 
by  means  of  which  they  succeeded  in  getting  into  Parlia¬ 
ment?  Sir,  we  have,  for  some  time,  boon  trying,  by  slow 
degres,  to  secure  reform.  We  have  succeeded  in  securing  a 
fixed  period  for  elections  all  over  tho  country.  We  romem- 
ber  the  election  of  1867,  and  again  in  1872,  when  some  took 
place  in  the  month  of  July,  some  in  August,  and  some 
late  in  September.  That  abuse  has  now  been  corrected  by 
legislation.  Then  we  proposed  that  certain  responsible 
officers  should  be  returning  officers.  But  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  repealed  that  law  by  the  majority  that  supported 


him  in  Parliament.  He  has  taken  the  appointment  of 
returning  officers  into  his  own  hands.  He  names  whom  h© 
pleases,  and  some  of  those  gentlemen,  at  the  last  election, 
whom  he  named,  committed  gross  abuses.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  shakes  his  head,  but  I  tell  him  it  is  a  fact.  I  say 
that,  in  my  case,  in  my  constituency,  the  returning  offioer 
whom  he  named  was  a  perjured  man ;  I  say  he  opened  the 
ballot  boxes,  contrary  to  his  oath,  that  he  took  papers  out 
of  those  ballot  boxes,  and  that  he  tampered  with  the  ballots. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  in  order.  I  am  statiDg 
facts.  I  am  stating  what  has  grown  up  under  the  law,  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  it.  Now,  he  proposes  to  take 
another  step  and  to  interfere  with  the  purity  of  the  election 
by  corrupting  the  voters’  lists,  by  stuffing  voters’  lists, 
instead  of  stuffing  tho  ballot  box.  He  will  not  consent  that 
Parliament  shall  state  who  are  to  be  the  parties  who  shall 
make  these  lists.  He  is  not  willing  that  the  judges  of  certain 
courts  shall  do,  in  this  country,  what  the  judges  of  certain 
courts  have  power  to  do  in  England;  he  proposes  to  take 
into  his  own  hands  the  appointment  of  revising  officers.  If 
judges  are  appointed,  it  is  because  he  chooses  to  name  them, 
and  we  know  what  the  result  will  be.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  conduct  as  Administrator  in  this  country  is  suffi¬ 
ciently  well  known.  We  can  judge  as  to  the  future  by  what 
has  been  done  in  the  past.  In  the  ninety-two  electoral  dis¬ 
tricts  of  Ontario  judges  may  be  appointed  in  forty  or  fifty. 

To  do  what  ?  To  prepare  voters’  lists  where  a  majority  of 
the  voters  is  known  to  be  unalterably  Tory  or  unalterably 
Reform.  But  were  the  parties  are  nearly  equally  divided, 
revising  barristers,  who  have  sympathy  with  the  hon, 
gentleman,  and  who  will  seek  to  secure  his  good  > 

opinion,  and  promotion  at  his  hands,  will  be  the  most  f> 

available  officers  ;  and  they  may  alter  the  voters’  list  in  % 

such  a  way,  by  altering  the  valuation  of  the  property  on  ^ 

which  the  party  qualifies,  so  as  to  affect  the  results  of  the 
elections.  In  every  general  election  since  Confederation 
5  per  cent,  of  the  votes  taken  off  one  side  and  added  to 
the  other  would  change  tho  political  complexion  of  tho 
Government.  If  that  be  so,  it  is  easy  to  see  what  an 
immense  power  revising  officers  will  have.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  said  that  $150  will  bo  the  qualification.  The 
revising  officer  may  decide  that  a  certain  proporty  is  not 
worth  that  amount,  and  that  the  person  in  question  cannot 
go  on  the  list.  Another  party  has  a  property  of  a  certain 
amount,  and  although  the  assessor  holds  that  it  is  not  of 
tho  required  amount  his  name  will  be  put  on  the  list.  So, 
the  results  of  elections  may  be  determined,  not  at  the  polls, 
but  at  the  time  the  revising  officers  prepare  the  voters’ 
lists.  We  wish  to  have  a  fair  and  proper  list  made,  and  we 
cannot  have  such  so  long  as  tho  appointment  of  the  revising 
officer  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  Tho  hon.  member  for  Si mcoe 
this  afternoon  made  a  charge  against  the  returning  officer 
at  the  late  Bothwoll  election,  which  I  did  not  think  it  neces¬ 
sary  to  notice  at  that  time,  becauso  the  hon.  gentleman 
knows  nothing  about  it,  except  what  he  has  read  in  the  Globe. 

But  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwoll  (Mr.  Mills)  just  now 
repeated  that  charge,  and  he  knows  all  about  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Ido. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  And  I  know  all  about  it,  also ;  and  I 
think  it  necessary  I  should  answer  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
statement  and  do  justice  to  a  public  official  who  has  been 
most  unjustly  accused.  That  returning  officer  was  acquitted 
by  the  judge  who  tried  the  case  of  any  legal  wrong  and  of 
any  moral  wrong.  He  was  held  to  have  honestly  and  faith¬ 
fully  discharged  his  duty  at  that  election,  and  the  secret  of 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  attack  upon  him  now  is,  that  the  judge 
wa3  so  confident  that  the  charge  was  unjust  and  unfounded 
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that  he  ordered  the  hon.  gentleman  to  pay  the  returning 
officer’s  costs. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  desire  to  say— — - 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Order. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think,  after  the  hon.  gentleman’s  state¬ 
ment,  I  may  be  allowed  to  make  a  somewhat  more  specific 
statement. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  must  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
address  himself  to  the  clause  under  discussion. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  have  a  remark  to  offer  with  regard  to 
the  precedent  which  the  First  Minister  has  cited  in  support 
of  his  proposition.  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  look¬ 
ing  at  Hansard,  and  I  suppose  the  hon.^gentleman  has. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  Mr.  Par¬ 
nell  made  no  opposition  to  the  proposal.  Whether  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  wright  or  wrong,  we  will  ascertain  afterwards. 
I  submit  this  to  the  committee :  In  the  Empire  of  Great 
Britain  appointments  are  made  to  the  position  of  revising 
barrister  by  the  judges  who  go  on  Assize  ;  but  there  is  one 
exception,  and  I  give  the  hon.  gentleman  credit  for 
having  ferretted  it  out.  He  has  found  an  exception, 
and  where  is  that  exception?  We  have  heard,  year 
after  year,  and  we  know  it  as  a  matter  of  history, 
that  Ireland  has  been  in  a  state  of  quasi-rebellion, 
that  it  has  been  exceptionally  governed,  governed  almost 
as  a  Crown  colony ;  that  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  has  been 
suspended;  that  the  Crimes  Act  is  in  force;  that  there  are 
measures  adopted  in  regard  to  Ireland  which  would  not  be 
justified  in  any  other  part  of  the  British  Dominions,  and 
which  even  the  Prime  Minister  of  Canada  could  not  justify, 
if  he  attempted  to  apply  them  to  the  Dominion.  In  order 
to  justify  this  provision,  the  First  Minister  has  had  to  go  to 
Ireland,  to  that  misgoverned  country ;  and  he  has  extracted 
from  it  the  one  single  precedent,  to  justify  the  adoption  of 
this  clause  here;  and  therefore  hon.  gentlemen  who  sit 
behind  him  approve  his  conduct,  and  disapprove  of  the 
general  policy  of  the  British  law ;  they  approve  the  par¬ 
ticular,  exceptional  legislation,  applicable  to  the  exceptional 
circumstances  of  Ireland  alone. 

Amendment  to  amendment  negatived. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  announced  that  the  Senate  had  passed 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  Amendment  Bill,  from  this 
House,  with  certain  amendments. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  leader  of  the 
Government  whether  an  early  day  could  not  be  fixed  for 
the  consideration  of  these  amendments. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  do  not  know  what 
they  are. 

Mr.  JAMIESON.  I  believo  important  amendments  have 
been  made,  and  I  think  every  facility  should  be  given  for 
their  consideration. 

MESSAGE  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY. 

Mr.  BO  WELL  presented  a  Message  from  His  Excellency 
the  Governor  General. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  read  the  Message,  as  follows  - 

Lansdownb. 

The  Governor  General  submits  to  the  House  of  Commons  the  expe¬ 
diency  of  granting  $1,000,000  for  the  purpose  o:  meeting  the  expenses 
now  being  incurred  in  connection  with  the  troubles  in  the  North-West 

Mr.  Cameron  (Victoria). 
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Territories,  this  sum  being  in  addition  to  the  amount  submitted  by 
His  Excellency,  under  date  the  11th  of  April  last. 

Government  House, 

Ottawa,  22nd  May,  1885. 

Mr.  BOWEL L  moved  that  the  Message  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  Supply. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  the  House  consents,  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  that  the  Government  should  bo  furnished  with  an 
additional  sum  to  that  which  has  already  been  voted  by  the 
House  a  short  time  ago — $700,000— to  meet  the  expenses 
which  have  been  incurred  in  the  unfortunate  troubles  in  the 
North-West,  and  I  would  ask  permission  to  move  that  the 
House  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply  on  His 
Excellency’s  Messago,  andtbo  estimate  of  $1,000,000,  to  meet 
the  expenses  in  connection  with  the  North-West  troubles. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  understand  that  all  that  is  necessary  is 
to  call  the  order.  Tho  Message  has  been  referred  to  Supply. 
There  is  an  order  to  go  into  Committee  of  Supply,  and  if 
you  call  that  order  it  is  sufficient. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  may  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  followed 
precisely  the  practice  which  was  pursued  when  my  hon. 
friend  the  Minister  of  Militia  moved  the  House  into  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Supply,  when  he  asked  for  the  vote  of  $700,000. 
If  that  practice  was  wrong,  I  am  wroDg ;  but  I  took  the 
resolution,  word  for  word,  from  the  proceedings  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CARON.  On  a  previous  occasion,  it  will  be  remem¬ 
bered  that  it  was  my  duty,  as  Minister  of  Militia,  to 
appeal  to  the  patriotism  of  this  honorable  House  to  consent 
that  the  rules  should  bo  suspended,  and  that  the  House 
should  go  into  committee  and  pass  the  vote  that  I  asked, 
to  meet  the  first-,  expenses  occasioned  by  the  outbreak  in 
the  North-West.  The  appeal  which  I  made  was  received  as 
I  expected  it  would  be,  and  I  met  with  the  response  which 
I  anticipated  from  the  hon.  members  of  this  House.  The 
vote  which  I  then  asked  for  was  at  the  very  outbreak  of 
the  disturbances  in  the  North-West,  To-day  I  have  to  make 
the  same  appeal  to  the  House  and  to  ask  for  a  further  sum 
of  $1,000,000  to  meet  the  expenses  in  connection  with  those 
disturbances.  But  to-day,  I  am  glad  to  say,  that  the  appeal 
which  I  make  is  made  under  more  favorable  circumstances 
than  the  one  which  was  last  made.  Through  the  pluck  of 
our  volunteers,  through  the  management  of  the  Major- 
General  Commanding,  and  his  officers  and  staff1,  the  troubles 
which  at  one  time  appeared  possible  might  last  longer  than 
we  can  now  see  they  will  last,  are  now  pretty  well  ended. 
I  must  say,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  up  to  the  present  time  the 
Department  have  been  very  anxious,  indeed,  as  will  bo 
readily  understood  by  hon.  members  of  this  House,  that  tho 
pay  of  the  men  should  be  met  punctually  and  without  any 
possible  delay.  The  sum  of  money  which  was  entrusted 
to  the  Department  of  Militia,  tho  sum  of  $700,000, 
has  now  been  expended,  and  it  becomes  necessary 
to  provide  for  the  pay  of  our  volunteers  who  are 
still  at  the  front.  I  may  say  that  we  calculate 
that  the  pay  and  subsistence  of  about  6,000  men,  composing 
tho  present  force,  comes  to  about  half  a  million  per 
month  ;  the  expense  incurred,  so  far  as  transport  is  con¬ 
cerned,  and  forage  for  about  700  horses,  which  compose  the 
force  comprising  the  artillery  and  tho  mouuted  force,  are 
very  heavy,  and  I  now  ask  and  hope  that  the  House  will 
follow  the  example  of  what  it  has  already  done,  and  will 
consent  to  tho  rules  boing  suspended,  and  to  the  vote  being 
agreed  to  and  concurred  in  to-night. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  On  the  former  occasion  the  notice  of  the 
I  vote  was  on  the  Table  for  a  great  many  days,  and  the 
Messago  having  been  delivered  to  the  House  it  was  com¬ 
petent  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  have  moved  the  House 
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into  committee,  in  accordance  with  the  regular  rules,  to 
have  taken  the  regular  stages,  which  are  proper  for  money 
resolutions,  which  are  prescribed  as  the  proper  stages  of 
deliberation  in  such  important  matters.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  on  that  occasion  did  not  take  that  course ;  although  he 
had  brought  down  the  Message,  although  it  had  been  laid 
on  the  Table,  although  he  had  placed  himself  in  a  position 
to  go  through  the  regular  course  of  procedure,  he  abstained 
from  taking  that  course,  until  on  one  evening,  when  he 
informed  us  that  the  Treasury  was  absolutely  empty, 
so  far  as  his  appropriation  was  concerned,  and  ho 
called  upon  us  to  suspend  all  the  rules,  in  order 
that  he  might  be  able  at  once  to  carry  out  those  financial 
arrangements  which  his  own  neglect  to  proceed  earlier  had 
rendered  it  impossible  to  proceed  with  regularly.  Upon 
that  occasion  I  expressed  my  regret  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  having  known  that  he  had  a  war  on  his  hands,  having 
known  that  he  would  want  an  extra  vote,  had  not  applied 
earlier,  and  when  he  did  take  the  initiatory  stage  of  bring¬ 
ing  down  the  Message,  had  not  acted  upon  it  earlier,  so  that 
the  regular  course  might  have  been  followed  ;  but  I  said 
that  under  the  circumstances,  and  on  the  statement  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  made,  I  should  not,  for  my  part,  inter¬ 
pose  any  obstacle  to  the  suspension  of  the  rules  upon  that 
occasion.  I  certainly  did  not  expect  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  would  propose  to  repeat  the  same  policy.  I  make  no 
objection,  although  I  think  it  an  unreasonable  thing  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  should  bring  the  Message  down  at  ten 
o’clock  at  night  and  propose  to  take  a  vote  in  Committee  of 
Supply  upon  it  at  the  instant.  Still,  that  is  the  rule  of  the 
House.  I  believe  he  is  entitled,  according  to  the  rule  of 
Parliament,  having  brought  this  Message  down,  having  pro¬ 
cured  the  reference  to  Committee  of  Supply,  the  order  for 
Supply  being  on  the  Paper,  to  go  into  Supply.  But,  Sir, 
the  Message  you  read  is  dated  the  22nd  of  May.  It  is 
dated  one  week  ago,  and  for  a  week  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
been  carrying  the  Message  about  in  his  pocket,  and  he  lays 
it  on  the  Table  at  ten  o’clock  Friday  night,  and  he  says,  not 
merely  do  I  wish  to  go  into  committee,  but  to  obtain  concur¬ 
rence  in  the  vote.  Now,  what  excuse  is  there  for  that  ? 
More  than  a  week  ago  the  hon.  gentleman  had  found  that 
he  wanted  a  million.  On  the  22nd  of  May  he  gets  a 
Message,  but  he  does  not  bring  it  down  on  the  22nd,  or  in 
any  one  of  the  intervening  six  lawful  days ;  but  he  brings 
it  down  now,  and  he  says  :  I  must  ask  you  to  suspend  all 
rules?  Why?  Because,  I  have  neglected  my  duty,  because 
I  have  not  brought  down  the  Message  earlier;  because, 
knowing  that  I  wanted  the  money,  I  procured  that  authority 
to  get  the  money,  but  I  kept  that  authority  in  my  pocket, 
instead  of  presenting  it  to  Parliament.  I  make  no  objection 
to  going  into  Supply,  but  when  we  get  out  it  will  be  time  to 
consider  when  the  report  shall  be  received. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

(H  the  Committee.) 

Sir  EICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  should  like  to  enquire 
from  the  Minister  of  Militia  whether  this  $1,700,000 — that 
is  to  say,  this  sum  and  the  sum  we  voted  before— will,  as  far 
as  he  knows,  clear  what  may  be  called  the  military  expenses 
of  the  expedition.  I  presume  it  is  for  military  purposes 
alone  that  he  requires  it,  and  can  he  give  us  any  rough 
estimate — of  course,  I  cannot  expect  a  detailed  estimate — 
of  what  more  expenses  may  be  incurred  ?  I  should 
imagine,  from  what  he  stated,  that  this  would  about  close 
his  expenditure  up  to  date,  not  more. 

Mr.  CARON.  So  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain,  the 
expenditure  exceeds  the  vote  which  I  am  now  taking.  Hon. 
gentlemen  will  understand  how  extremely  difficult  it  has 
been  for  the  Department  to  get  the  vouchers — indeed,  to  get 


accounts,  from  the  more  remote  portions  of  the  North-West 
Territories.  I  have  endeavored  to  get  in  the  accounts  as 
rapidly  as  possible,  and  within  a  very  short  time  now  I 
hope  to  be  able  to  lay  before  the  House  an  approximate 
estimate,  much  more  exact  than  anything  I  could  give 
to-night,  of  what  the  expenditure  will  be. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  given  us  an  esti¬ 
mate  of  the  pay  of  a  certain  number  of  men  for  two  months, 
for  transport,  and  for  some  other  necessaries.  Is  this  esti¬ 
mate  for  the  same  classes  of  expenditure,  or  does  it  include 
expenditure  for  munitions  of  war? 

Mr.  CARON.  No  munitions  of  war  at  all. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  Men’s  pay  and  transport  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  Subsistence,  transport  and  forage. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  it  include  the  purchase  of  animals  ? 


Mr.  CARON.  No. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  Have  there  been  any  horses  purchased  ? 
Mr.  CARON.  No.  Not  out  of  the  amount  granted. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman  not  give  us  some 
character  of  estimate  as  he  gave  us  at  the  time  ol  his 
initiatory  vote  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  The  only  estimate  I  could  give  is  the  one 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  himself  given.  It  would  be  quite 
impossible  for  me  to  give  any  more  information  than  I  have 
given  to-night.  It  would  be  useless  for  me  to  attempt  to 
give  any  information  which  would  not  be  exact,  and  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  be  any  more  precise  until  I  have 
received  the  information  which  I  have  just  referred  to  as 
being  expected  to  come  into  the  Department  within  a  few 
days.  The  amount  of  money  now  asked  for  is  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  meeting  the  expenses  incurred  by  the  pay  of  about 
6,000  men,  and  I  calculate  about  700  horses ;  but  even  that 
is  only  approximate.  The  transport  has  been,  as  we  all 
know,  very  heavy,  and  we  have  had  to  purchase  supplies— 
which  had  to  be  sent  at  very  large  expense,  from  the  fact 
that  no  delay  could  be  allowed — to  meet  the  wants  of  the 
troops  who  were  fighting  our  battles.  That  is  about  the 
only  information  I  can  give  the  hon.  gentleman  in  explana¬ 
tion  of  the  vote  I  am  now  asking  from  the  House. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  I  must  say  I  think  it  would  not  have  been 
impossible  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  have  given  us  some 
more  information.  We  do  not  know  whether  this  $1,000,000, 
with  the  $700,000,  covers,  as  far  as  he  can  calculate,  his 
whole  expenditure  up  to  this  period  for  the  different  classes 
of  expenses  which  ho  has  enumerated,  namely,  pay,  sub¬ 
sistence  of  men  and  horses,  and  transport.  Of  course,  if  his 
present  estimate  covers  the  transport  of  the  men  home  it 
would  not  be  difficult  to  make  an  estimate  what  that  would 
be ;  but  if  it  covers  the  transport  of  the  men  up  to  this  time, 
I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  might,  very  much  better  than 
he  was  able  to  do  a  number  of.  weeks  ago,  give  us  a  calcula¬ 
tion  of  what  the  cost  of  transport  has  been.  He  says  he 
estimates  that  there  are  6,000  men,  at  $500,000  a  month. 
The  great  bulk  of  the  men  having  been  under  pay  for  at 
least  two  months,  you  would  have  $1,000,000  for  the  pay 
of  the  volunteers ;  then  the  $700,000  would  be  divisible  into 
transport,  subsistence  and  forage. 

Mr.  CARON.  And  supplies — hospital  supplies  and  clothing, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman  not  give  us  any 
idea  of  how  this  $700,000  is  made  up — whether  it  cover's 
the  whole  or  part  of  the  expenditure  up  to  this  time  for 
these  classes  of  expenditures.  I  may  add  that  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  make  very  great  allowances  for  the  necessarily 
enhanced  cost  of  an  emergency  such  as  this.  It  would  be 
grossly  unfair  to  those  in  authority  to  deal  with  this  ques¬ 
tion  in  any  other  spirit  than  that.  When  things  have  to  be 
done  in  a  very  great  hurry,  on  a  very  large  scale,  at  a  very 
great  distance,  no  man,  having  the  smallest  feeling  of  fair 
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play,  would  be  disposed  to  exact  such  a  very  strict  and 
accurate  inspection  of  the  procedure  which  was  beiDg  taken 
with  the  view  to  economical  results  as  under  ordinary, 
normal  conditions.  But  while  I  state  that  as  my  present 
feeling,  and  the  feeling  with  which  I  shall  be  quite  disposed 
to  criticise  the  details  of  this  expenditure,  I  must  say  that 
I  have  been  alarmed  by  statements  I  myself  have  received 
as  to  the  character  of  some  of  the  management  in  the  North- 
West,  with  reference  to  the  transport  of  the  expedition 
thither.  My  particular  information  has  been  with  refer 
enco  to  the  transport  of  some  supplies  from  the  front 
into  the  interior.  I  do  not  make  or  imply  any 
charge  against  the  Minister  of  Militia,  directly,  for  that. 
I  have  no  grounds  upon  which  I  could  make  or  imply  any 
such  charge  against  him,  because  I  do  not  know  what  has 
reached  his  ears,  or  whether  it  reached  his  ears  in  time  to 
mend  the  abuses,  for  so  they  seem  to  me,  from  the  informa¬ 
tion  I  have  received,  that  have  grown  up  in  those  remote 
districts.  I  am  afraid  it  will  be  found  that  some  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  officers — and  I  once  again  say  he  was  obliged, 
in  a  hurry,  to  find  men  to  do  the  duty,  a  duty  to  which  they 
were  unaccustomed,  and  therefore  I  am  not  surprised  that 
there  were  mistakes— made  contracts  of  a  most  extravagant 
character,  and  that  there  was  a  waste  of  force  and  energy, 
and  an  expenditure  on  a  scale  and  with  a  profusion  which  it 
is  extremely  difficult  to  understand.  That  being  the  state  of 
the  case,  as  stated  to  me,  I  am  anxious  to  know  what,  from 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  information,  this  estimate  divides  itself 
into,  in  the  general  sens#  in  which  I  have  put  it,  and  whether 
it  covers  the  whole  cost  of  this  branch  of  expenditure. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  can  state  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
when  it  became  necessary  for  the  Department  of  Militia  to 
send  in,  at  a  moment’s  notice,  some  5,000  men,  to  meet  the 
immediate  necessity,  I  felt,  as  ever  hon.  gentleman  will 
understand,  the  full  responsibility  which  devolved  upon  me. 
I  felt  it  was  imperative  for  the  Department  of  Militia,  that 
it  was  due  to  the  country  and  to  the  volunteers  who  are 
sacrificing  their  business  to  fight  the  battles  of  their  conntry, 
to  make  every  provision  so  that  these  volunteers  would 
suffer  as  little  as  possible  in  the  campaign  that  was  then 
opening.  I  am  perfectly  prepared  to  say  that  at  that 
moment,  when  it  became  the  duty  of  the  Department  of 
Militia  to  organise  the  commissariat,  it  was  impossible  for 
the  Department  to  make  anything  like  a  bargain.  We  had 
to  take  advantage  of  everything  we  could  lay  our  hands 
upon,  so  as  to  convey  these  supplies  as  rapidly  as  possible 
to  the  front.  From  that  period  we  have  been  greatly 
reducing  tt  e  cost  of  transport,  and  every  other  branch  of  the 
service.  We  have  been  reducing  it  to  a  system ;  we  have 
been  cancelling  contracts  where  we  considered  the  transport 
was  too  extravagant  or  too  high,  and  when  that  transport 
which,  according  to  our  views,  was  more  expensive  than 
it  should  be,  could  bo  replaced  by  a  cheaper  transport, 
provided  it  would  not  interfere  with  the  operations  of  the 
troops  at  the  front.  Our  troops  depended  absolutely  on  the 
transport ;  the  seaeon  was  most  inclement;  the  roads  were 
impassable  ;  moreover,  the  teamsters  were  very  reluctant 
to  undertake  the  service,  from  the  fact  that  at  the  time  the 
cry  had  gone  over  the  country  that  tho  dangers  of  war 
were  really  very  much  greater  than  they  turned  out  to  be  ; 
and  it  became  almost  impossible  for  us  to  organise  any¬ 
thing  like  a  transport  system.  I  question  whether,  if  it 
had  not  been  for  tho  help  that  was  given  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  by  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  and  the  valuable  assist¬ 
ance  given  us  by  Mr.  Wrigley,  the  gentleman  who  is  in 
charge  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company  at  Winnipeg,  it  would 
not  have  been  impossible  to  achieve  what  we  have  achieved. 
The  great  difficulty  was,  at  a  moment's  notice,  to  organise 
all  these  different  branches  of  tho  service,  and  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  will  understand  that  we  had  no  time  to  spare.  It  had 
to  be  done  at  a  moment’s  notice ;  consequently,  the  expense 
Mr.  Blake. 


was  greater  than  if  we  had  had  five  or  six  months  before 
us,  and  could  use  our  own  men  and  organise  under  the 
supervision  of  our  own  staff.  We  had  to  depend  upon 
strangers.  Tho  hon.  gentleman,  in  his  opening  remarks, 
referred  to  what  he  called  my  neglect  in  not  bringing 
down  the  first  Message  before  the  time  I  did. 
When  the  Message  came  down  I  explained  that  I 
had  been  using  tho  money  that  had  been  voted  by 
Parliament  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  immediate 
expense  that  occurred  in  despatching  troops  to  the  front ; 
tho  $700,000  that  was  granted  at  the  time  has  ail  been 
expended.  The  expenditure  has  been  for  the  payment  of 
men  and  for  tho  largo  quantities  of  supplies  wo  had  to  got. 
We  had  to  provide  blankets,  rubber  blankets,  socks,  shirts, 
boots,  shoes,  almost  every  article  that  was  required  in 
that  campaign,  and  naturally  most  of  those  articles  were 
paid  for  out  of  the  money  which  was  given  me.  I  do  not 
wish  to  mislead  the  House  by  making  statements  here  to¬ 
night  that  later  might  be  considered  statements  made  at 
haphazard.  I  say  that  the  amount  of  money  which  is  now 
asked  for^  is  for  the  purposo  of  meeting  $500,000  for  the 
pay  and  subsistence  of  about  6,000  men  per  month.  Besides 
that  we  have  700  horses,  the  cost  connected  with  which  it 
is  next  to  impossible  for  me  to  say.  We  have  very  little 
information  about  the  column  which  is  under  the  command 
of  Major-General  Strange.  Hon.  gentlemen  know  that  the 
lines  were  all  down  for  a  long  period  of  time;  we 
had  to  use  couriers,  at  a  heavy  expense,  and  hon. 
gentlemen  will  be  surprised  when  they  come  to  consider 
what  that  service,  which  was  indespensible,  cost.  The  gene¬ 
ral  and  other  officers  commanding  columns  had  to  bo  kept 
in  daily  communications  with  headquarters,  so  that  their 
wants  might  be  attended  to,  and  we  paid  an  immense 
amount  of  money  in  keeping  up  a  system  of  couriers,  who 
kept  the  different  commanding  officers  and  the  Department 
in  daily  communication.  When  the  accounts  are  brought 
down  hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  every  possible  precaution  was  taken  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  to  secure  as  much  economy  as  possible  ;  but  I  felt  the 
responsibility  of  my  position,  and  I  felt  I  would  not  be 
deserving  of  tho  position  I  occupied,  if  1  had  hesitated  one 
moment,  for  any  consideration  of  expense,  to  do  all  that  lay 
in  my  power  to  make  a  success  of  the  campaign  which  is 
now  very  nearly  terminated  and  which  might  have  lasted  very 
much  longer.  I  do  not  wish  to  keep  back  information,  but 
I  do  not  wish  to  go  into  details  before  X  can  get  information 
in  so  precise  and  exact  a  form  that  it  may  be  of  use  and 
value  to  the  House.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that 
every  precaution  was  taken  to  meet  the  immediate  wants 
of  the  troops,  to  meet  the  requirements  of  a  great  emer¬ 
gency,  and  to  do  so  as  economically  as  possible,  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
Minister  of  Militia  and  Defence  to  some  information  which  I 
have  got,  and  which  I  think  is  reliable  information.  I 
understand  that,  in  several  places  where  corps  of  volunteers 
are  stationed,  supply  officers  have  been  appointed.  Instead 
of  appointing  some  of  the  officers,  who  would  be  quite  able  to 
perform  the  duty,  some  people  have  been  appointed,  taken 
from  all  parts  of  tho  country  ;  in  fact,  political  partisans. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  This  seems  to  surprise  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  If  it  is  desired,  I  can 
give  names.  I  may  mention  one  case.  I  will  not  give  the 
name,  unless  it  is  insisted  on.  At  Calgary,  a  broken  up 
grocer  from  Montreal  has  been  appointed  supply  officer, 
and  I  am  told  that,  in  almost  overy  place  where  volunteers 
are  stationed,  the  same  thing  has  been  done.  I  do  not  say 
it  has  been  by  the  orders  of  the  Department  of  Militia.  I 
do  not  know  anything  of  the  way  in  which  it  was 
done,  but  the  system  followed  appears  to  consist  in 
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appointing  people  from  several  parts  of  the  country,  who 
have  no  particular  experience  in  purchasing  supplies,  who 
have,  at  all  events,  much  less  experience  than  the  officers  in 
command  ol  the  corps  stationed  in  these  places.  I  am  told 
that  these  supply  officers  receive  very  high  pay.  I  do  not 
object  to  that,  but  I  think  it  would  be  advisable  to  give 
those  positions  to  the  volunteers  themselves.  They  are 
giving  their  time  for  almost  nothing  for  this  country,  and 
I  think  if  there  is  any  advantage  to  be  given,  it  should  bo 
given  to  them,  rather  than  to  political  hacks. 

Mr.  CARON.  Under  the  emergency,  I  used  the  officers 
to  command  the  troops,  and  I  used  the  grocers  to  look  after 
the  groceries.  I  believe  I  am  not  open  to  the  charge  of  any 
political  partisanship  so  far  as  the  management  of  this 
campaign  is  concerned.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  information, 
I  already  perceive,  is  not  always  very  correct,  and  I  think 
that,  when  the  time  comes  to  discuss  these  matters,  which 
it  is  impossible  to  discuss  to-day,  because  we  have  not  got 
the  information,  I  shall  be  prepared  to  meet  any  charge 
brought  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  or  any  other  hon.  gentleman, 
and  to  explain  the  line  of  conduct  which  I  havo  adopted 
and  carried  out,  and  which,  so  far  as  we  know,  has  been 
successfully  carried  out. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  yet  answered 
either  of  my  questions.  He  has  not  given  me  any  appor¬ 
tionment.  He  says  that  about  $1,000,000  of  the  $1,700,000 
is  for  pay,  but  he  cannot  give  any  apportionment  of  the 
other  $700,000.  That  is  an  answer,  but  he  has  not  answered 
the  other  part  of  the  question,  whether  this  $1,700,000 
represents  his  approximate  estimate  of  the  expense  under 
those  heads  up  to  this  date,  or,  if  not,  up  to  what  date  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  The  $700,000  is  all  oxpondod.  The 
$1,000,000  I  am  now  asking  for  will  represent  the  expendi¬ 
ture  for  one  month,  under  the  different  heads  I  have  men¬ 
tioned,  which  the  Department  will  be  called  upon  to  pay. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  the  $1,700,000— the  $700,000  already 
voted  and  the  $1,000,000  now  asked  for — will  leave  us  at 
least  $300,000  behind  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  say. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  the  $1,000,000 
represents  the  total  expenses  for  one  month. 

Mr.  CARON.  As  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  give  the  hon. 
gentleman  the  information.  Of  course,  I  do  not  want  to  be 
tied  down  to  any  statement  I  may  make,  because  it  is  impos¬ 
sible  for  me  to  give  any  reliable  imformation  now. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  quite  understand  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  cannot  give  as  exact  an  estimate  on  this  subject  as  he 
could  give  under  ordinary  circumstances,  with  reference  to 
ordinary  estimates,  nor  do  I  ask  as  much.  I  quite  under¬ 
stood,  when  he  came  to  us,  a  good  while  ago,  that  his  state¬ 
ment  was  necessarily  of  the  vaguest  possible  character,  and 
I  did  not  ask  any  questions  about  it  at  all.  It  was  accepted 
in  the  sense  which  he  intended.  1  do  not  intend  to  hold 
him  to  the  division  which  he  then  stated.  I  do  not  make 
any  comment  upon  the  fact  that  the  amount  to  be  paid  is 
very  much  larger,  because  it  was  impossible  for  him  to 
know  how  much  the  forces  would  be  increased  which  it  was 
his  duty  to  call  into  the  field ;  and  if  he  had  to  get  more 
men,  of  course  he  would  have  to  give  more  pay.  But,  of 
course,  it  is  possible  to  come  nearer  the  thing  now  than  it 
was  then,  because  then  he  was  dealing  almost  entirely  with 
the  future,  and  now,  as  he  tells  us,  he  is  dealing  almost 
entirely  with  the  past,  though  not  yet  with  the  recorded 
past.  Now,  he  says  that  $1,000,000  is  a  rough  estimate  of 
a  month’s  expenditure  for  all  those  heads.  So  my  remark  was 
that,  as  this  has  lasted  about  two  months,  that  would  bo 
$2,000,000,  and  that  would  leave  us  $300,000  behind,  or 
about  that. 


Mr.  CARON.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  understand  that 
the  expenditure  has  been  increasing  every  day.  When  I 
asked  for  the  $700,000  we  had  a  very  few  battalions  called 
out.  They  were  going  to  the  front ;  but  the  great  expendi¬ 
ture  which  was  incurred  when  they  left  the  line  of  railway 
to  go  into  the  interior,  increased  our  expenditure  enor¬ 
mously.  The  hon.  gentleman  cannot  have  the  least  idea  of 
how  rapidly  the  expenditure  increased  as  soon  as  our  troops 
left  the  line  of  railway.  The  different  services,  as  I  have 
tried  to  explain,  bad  to  be  organised  immediately,  and  tbe 
expenditure  for  transport  was  very  large  indeed.  I  have 
given  the  hon.  gentleman  every  information  which  I 
possess;  and  I  do  not  believe  that  it  is  possible,  or  could 
have  been  possible,  to  make  it  any  more  explicit  than  I 
have  done,  because  I  have  not  the  information  which  will 
permit  me  to  make  an  estimate,  and  tell  the  House  exactly 
how  the  expenditure  is  divided. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  the  resolution. 

SUPPLY— CONCURRENCE. 

House  proceeded  to  consider  resolution  reported  from 
Committee  of  Supply. 

That  a  sum  not  exceeding  $1,000,000  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  for 
the  purpose  of  meeting  the  expenses  incurred  during  the  year  ending  the 
30th  June,  1885,  in  connection  with  the  troubles  of  the  North-West  Ter¬ 
ritories  ;  this  sum  being  in  addition  to  the  amount  of  $700,000  voted  in 
Committee  of  Supply  on  Thursday,  the  23rd  of  April,  last. 

Mr.  CARON  moved  the  first  reading  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  heard  the  state* 
ment  which  I  made  with  reference  to  his  proposal  a  little 
while  ago,  that  this  report  should  be  received  now.  I 
pointed  out  that,  on  the  first  occasion  when  a  vote  of  credit 
for  the  operations  of  the  war  was  asked,  a  Message  was 
brought  down,  submitted  to  the  House,  and  left  on  the 
Table  for  many  days  before  any  action  was  taken  upon  it, 
and  then  we  were  called  upon  to  act  upon  the  score  of  a 
public  emergency,  which  caused  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
invite  us  to  suspend  all  the  rules  and  proceed  immediately 
to  a  concurrence  in  the  resolution,  in  order  that  he  might 
get  money  which  he  required  at  that  instant.  1  pointed  out 
at  that  time  the  inconvenience  of  that  course,  and  that  I  did 
not  perceive  how  the  hon.  gentleman  could  justify  those 
delays  which  had  resulted  in  the  emergency  at  that  moment. 
Notwithstanding,  I  yielded,  since  he  stated  that  the  emer¬ 
gency  existed.  I  did  not  expect  a  recurrence  of  the  same 
procedure,  and  on  this  occasion  the  hon.  gentleman  has  had 
ample  opportunity,  from  week  to  week  and  from  month  to 
month,  to  know  when  his  resources  were  getting  low,  and 
when  he  would  want  more  money,  and  when  it  would  be 
necessary  to  bring  down  a  Message  asking  for  more  money. 
At  least  a  week  ago  he  decided  that  he  would  want 
$1,000,000  more,  and  he  obtained  the  assent  of  the  Council 
to  that  Message  on  the  22nd  of  May.  He  retained  that 
Message  from  the  22nd  May  to  the  night  of  the  29th,  and 
then  he  says  :  The  emergency  is  so  pressing  that  I  must 
ask  you  to  suspend  all  the  rules  and  give  me  the  money  in 
ten  minutes,  instead  of  adopting  the  ordinary,  the  wise,  the 
salutary,  the  constitutional  practice  of  the  House  in  regard 
to  votes  of  money.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not 
answered  that  observation.  Before  I  can  give  my  consent 
to  the  suspension  of  the  rule,  I  think  it  is  fitting  we  should 
have  some  explanation  of  the  circumstance  to  which  I  have 
alluded. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  circumstances  have 
materially  altered  since  then.  The  fortunate  results  of  the 
action  of  our  little  army  have  been  such  that  we  hope  they 
are  nearly  approaching  to  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion 
and  the  restoration  of  peace.  At  one  time  it  looked  as  if 
we  were  threatened  with  a  long  war,  and  we  might  have 
had  to  ask  for  a  larger  sum.  As  regards  my  hon.  friend 
asking  for  an  explanation  just  now,  I  am  going  to  follow 
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this  motion  with  another,  that  when  this  House  adjourns  it 
stands  adjourned  until  Monday  at  half-past  one  o’clock, 
as  my  hon.  friend,  I  think,  would  like  to  have  concurrence 
in  this  resolution,  so  that  he  may  utilise  it  on  Monday. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  unable  to  observe  the  validity  of  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  explanation.  On  the  22nd  of  May  the 
Government  decided  that  they  wanted  a  million  for  the  war, 
and  they  obtained  His  Excellency’s  assent  to  a  Message  to 
this  House  asking  for  a  million.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
he  waited  from  day  to  day  to  know  whether  he  would  not 
be  wanting  some  more  money,  and  that  was  the  reason 
he  did  not  submit  that  Message.  He  knew  he  wanted 
that  much,  at  any  rate,  and  he  thought  he  might  want 
some  more.  But  now  that  the  war  is  going  to  finish, 
and  he  will  want  less  money,  he  asks  for  the  million  at 
once.  The  emergency  has  got  greater,  the  pressure  has  got 
more  extreme,  just  as  the  necessities  of  the  Government  got 
less.  There  is  really  no  excuse,  when,  on  the  22nd  of  May, 
that  million  was  wanted,  why  the  ordinary  form  of  proce¬ 
dure  should  not  have  been  observed.  I  wish  to  emphasise 
that  proposition,  because  you  will  observe  how  rapidly  bad 
habits  grow.  I  suppose,  if  it  had  not  been  for  my  hon. 
friend’s  generous  assent  the  last  time  when  the  Government 
was  asking  $700,000,  the  hon.  gentleman,  instead  of  keep¬ 
ing  that  Message  in  his  pocket,  would  have  put  it  on  the 
Table,  and  we  would  have  had  reasonable  notice  of  what  the 
demands  of  the  Government  were,  and  would  have  been  in 
a  reasonable  position  to  have  accumulated  such  information 
as  we  could  from  the  outside,  since  the  hon.  gentleman  does 
not  choose  to  impart  any  to  us.  But  when  I  was  so  willing 
formerly  to  permit  the  rules  to  be  infringed,  in  consequence 
of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  demand,  he  trusts  to  that,  perhaps 
mistaken  generosity,  and  he  goes  farther  the  next  time ;  for, 
instead  of  bringing  down  the  Message,  as  he  did  the  last 
time,  he  keeps  the  Message  in  his  pocket  and  fires  it  olf  at 
us  as  if  it  was  a  Gatling  gun,  with  a  million  shots  in  it.  I 
therefore  feel  it  necessary  to  emphasise  the  circum¬ 
stance,  in  order  that  it  may  be  understood,  if  it 
be  the  unanimous  pleasure  of  the  House  upon  this 
occasion  once  again  to  depart  from  the  salutary  rule, 
that  it  is  not  dono  without  remonstrance,  without 
protest,  without  objection  and  without  a  formal  statement, 
which  I  beg  now  to  make,  that  except  for  cause  which  indi¬ 
cates  an  emergency  not  capable  of  being  guarded  against 
by  earlier  action  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  I  shall  be 
extremely  indisposed,  on  aoy  future  occasion,  as  one  humble 
member  of  this  House,  to  permit  a  violation  of  its  whole¬ 
some  rules,  nor  should  I  do  it  now,  except  for  one  thing — it 
is  not  the  Government  that  would  be  punished,  but  the 
volunteers,  and  as  the  volunteers  are  to  be  puuished  for  the 
sins  of  the  Government  if  this  report  is  not  now  received, 
I  do  not  propose  that  to  their  hardships  should  bo  added 
another  hardship  ;  therefore  I  shall  give  my  consent. 

Resolution  read  and  concurred  in. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  suppose  this  is  treated  as  the  former 
one,  as  a  vote  of  credit. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  O,  yes.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
now  move  that  the  resolution  adopted  this  day,  that  when 
the  House  adjourns  it  stand  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  bo 
discharged. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  business  does  the  hon.  gentleman 
propose  to  take  up  on  Monday  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  A  new  measure  altogether 
—the  Franchise  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  10:40,  p.m. 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


June  1, 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  1st  June,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

GOVERNMENT  RIGHTS  TO  THE  BEACH  AND  DEEP 
WATER  LOTS  OF  CERTAIN  RIVERS. 

Mr.  VANASSE  asked,  Whether  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment  is  the  proprietor  of  the  beach  and  deep  water  lol  s  on 
the  banks  of  the  rivers  Yamaska,  St.  Francis  and  Nicolet  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  in  answer  to 
the  hon.  gentleman,  I  may  say,  after  consulting  with  the 
Minister  of  Justice,  that  he  is  not  in  a  position  to  give  a 
positive  reply  on  this  point.  Everything  depends  on  the 
land  grants  on  the  shores  of  the  river.  In  some  instances 
grants  have  been  made  down  to  the  water,  and  in  other 
cases  they  have  been  made  as  far  as  the  middle  of  the  river, 
and  then  those  grants  have  their  effect.  If,  on  the  contrary, 
the  grants  have  not  been  made  as  far  as  the  shore  of  the 
river,  then  arises  the  question  to  which  authority,  the 
federal  or  local,  is  entrusted  the  control  of  the  bed  of  the 
rivers.  From  a  decision  given  by  a  high  court  of  justice, 
and  from  an  Order  in  Council  passed  some  twelve  or  fifteon 
years  ago,  it  seems  that  the  control  of  the  rivers  belongs  to 
the  Crown,  as  represented  by  the  local  authority.  How¬ 
ever,  if  the  part  of  the  river  mentioned  in  the  enquiry  of 
the  hon.  member  is  part  of  a  harbor,  then  its  control 
belongs  to  the  Federal  Government. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  EDGAR  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  Whether  the  authori¬ 
ties  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  have  signified 
to  the  Government  their  willingness  and  ability,  under  the 
resolutions  on  the  Table,  to  acomplish  the  several  points 
proposed  by  the  president  to  bo  acomplished,  in  case  the 
Government  acceded  to  the  terms  of  his  letter  of  the  18th 
March  last,  viz. :  1.  To  complete  the  road  ;  its  equipment, 

fixed  and  rolling,  improvements  and  terminals,  between 
Montreal  and  Coal  Harbor,  on  English  Bay,  including  snow- 
sheds,  &e.,  and  Quebec  terminal  facilities  and  telegraph 
system ;  2.  To  extend  the  Manitoba  South-Western  Rail¬ 
way  ;  3.  To  complete  the  line  to  Sault  Ste.  Marie ;  4.  To 

secure  a  connection  with  the  city  and  harbor  of  Quebec ; 
5.  With  reasonable  aid  from  the  Government,  to  extend  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  system  to  the  ocean  ports  of  the 
Maritime  Provinces  ;  6.  To  aid  indirectly  in  securing  the 

early  completion  of  the  Ontario  division  to  the  Detroit 
river ;  7.  To  remove  forever  all  necessity  for  any  further 

applications  to  the  Government  for  assistance  on  the  part  of 
the  company. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  correspondence  hav¬ 
ing  taken  place  since  the  resolutions  were  laid  on  the 
Table. 

SALE  OF  TICKETS  ON  THE  CHATHAM  BRANCH 
OF  THE  INTERCOLONIAL. 

Mr.  EDGAR  (for  Mr.  Blaice)  asked,  Is  it  true,  as  stated 
in  the  Miramichi  Advance,  of  the  21st  May,  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  refuse  to  allow  Intercolonial  Railway  tickets  to  be 
sold  at  Chatham  station,  of  the  Chatham  branch  road?  If 
so,  why  so  ?  Is  it  true,  as  stated  in  the  same  paper,  that 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  issues  return  tickets  from  New- 
cattle  to  St.  John,  good  for  eight  days,  while  the  return 
tickets  from  Chatham  Junction  to  St.  John  are  good  for  four 
,  days  only  ?  If  so,  why  so  ? 
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Mr.  POPE.  The  Chatham  branch  is  on  exactly  the  same 
basis  as  other  branches,  as  regards  the  sale  of  tickets  over 
tbe  Intercolonial  Railway,  namely,  to  sell  tickets  over  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  to  St.  John,  Moncton  and  a  few  othor 
places.  The  manager  of  the  Chatham  branch,  although  it 
appears  he  had  tickots  printed,  has  never  offered  them  for 
sale,  and  refuses  to  sell  beyond  the  limits  of  the  Chatham 
branch.  The  Intercolonial  Railway  has  a  ticket  agent,  on 
commission,  in  Chatham,  who  sells  through  tickets  to  all 
points  on  the  Intercolonial.  Return  tickets  between 
Chatham  and  St.  John,  and  also  Newcastle  and  St.  John, 
have  been  good  for  eight  days.  Chatham  Junction  being 
in  the  middle  of  a  swamp,  and  no  settlements  near,  remained, 
until  recently,  good  for  four  days  only.  The  manager  of  the 
Chatham  branch,  however,  only  sells  tickets  to  Chatham 
Junction ;  hence  return  tickets  from  Chatham  Junction  to 
St.  John  were  found  to  bo  necessary,  in  consequence  of  the 
action  of  the  manager  of  the  Chatham  branch,  and  they 
were  then  made  the  same  as  those  to  Chatham  and  New¬ 
castle.  Since  the  question  was  put  upon  the  Table  I  have 
received  the  following  letter: 

“  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  favor  of  the  21st  instant.  I  find  now  that 
the  tickets  from  St.  John  to  Chatham  are  in  order,  being  issued  on  the 
same  terms  as  to  Newcastle  The  difference  in  the  return  tickets  occurred 
at  Chatham  Junction,  i  have  learned,  since  writing  you,  that  this 
matter  lias  been  rectified  also.” 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— LOCATION. 

Mr.  EDGAR  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  Whether  the  plan 
and  profile  of  the  proposed  change  in  the  location  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  near  the  Illecillawaet  Creek,  B.C., 
have  yet  been  laid  before  the  Government  ?  If  so,  whon  ? 
Whether  such  plan  and  profile  have  been  approved  ?  If  so, 
when  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  It  has  not  been  laid  before  the  Government 
Does  that  answer  the  whole  question  ? 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Yes. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— CURVES,  TAN¬ 
GENTS  AND  GRADES. 

Mr.  EDGAR  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  Whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  engineers  have  prepared,  with  reference  to  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  tables  of  curves,  tangents  and  grades, 
in  sections  similar  to  those  laid  before  Parliament  in  the 
report  of  the  surveyors  of  the  Yellow  Head  Pass,  and 
similar  to  those  laid  before  Parliament  this  Session  in  res¬ 
pect  of  the  surveys  of  the  proposed  Short  Line  Railway  ? 
Whether  the  company  has  submitted  to  the  Government 
such  tables  ?  Whether  the  the  Government  engineers  or 
the  company  have  been  requested  to  prepare  and  submit 
such  tables  ?  If  not,  why  not  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  In  answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  question — 
they  are  in  course  of  preperation ;  to  the  next  part — no  such 
thing  has  been  submitted  to  the  Government ;  the  answer 
to  the  third  part —the  Government  engineers  are  preparing 
such  tables. 

SAWDUST  IN  LA  HAVE  RIVER,  N.S. 

Mr.  FORBES  asked,  Does  the  Department  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  intend  to  put  the  sawdust  law  into  operation  in 
relation  to  the  La  Have  river,  in  the  county  of  Lunenburg, 
Nova  Scotia,  during  the  present  summer  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  is  the  intention  of  the  Department 
to  do  so. 

FISH  LADDERS  IN  THE  LA  HAVE  RIVER,  N.S. 

Mr.  FORBES  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Department 
of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  through  its  proper  officer,  to  remove 


the  present  fish  ladders  from  the  dams  of  mill  owners  in  the 
La  Have  river,  Lunenburgh  county,  and  replace  the  same 
with  Danison’s  natural  fish-ways  as  recommended  by  him¬ 
self? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  is  the  intention  of  the  Department 
to  placo  fish-ways  in  the  dams  for  fish,  and  the  enquiry  is 
now  being  made  as  to  the  host  means  of  doing  so. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY— CONNECTION 
WITH  QUEBEC. 

Mr.  EDGAR  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  Whether  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  yet  completed  plans  to  bo  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  connection  with 
Quebec? 

Mr.  POPE.  No,  it  has  not. 

SHORT  LINE  TO  THE  MARITIME  PROVINCES. 

Mr.  EDGAR  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  Whether  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  yet  completed  plans  to  be  submitted  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  for  the  construction  of  Iho  short  line  between  the 
Province  of  Quebec  and  the  ocean  ports  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Only  such  as  the  hon,  gentleman  has  seen 
before  the  House. 

CAPE  BRETON  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  EDGAR  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  Whether  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  yet  completed  plans  to  be  submited  to  Parlia¬ 
ment  for  the  construction  of  the  Capa  Breton  Railway  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  No;  they  are  considering  the  question. 

PRIVILEGE— TIMBER  REGULATIONS  IN  BRITISH 
COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  GORDON.  Before  proceeding  to  the  Orders  of  the 
Day,  I  rise  to  a  question  of  privilege.  My  notice  has  been 
drawn  to  an  article  in  the  Ottawa  Free  Press,  of  Friday 
laet,  reflecting  somewhat  upon  members  from  British 
Columbia — at  least,  severely  reflecting  upon  two  of  them. 
1  will  read  the  article,  and  thon  explain  the  charges  : 

“  Mr.  Reid,  M.  P.,  for  Cariboo,  B.  0.,  left  for  home  a  week  ago  on  the 
pretence  that  he  did  not  care  to  support  the  Franchise  Bill  any  longer, 
but  the  true  cause  of  his  sudden  disappearance  has  now  come  to  light. 
He  bad  always  been  a  steadfast  supporter  of  the  Government,  but  before 
his  departure  he  received  a  telegram  from  his  leading  constituents,  tell¬ 
ing  him  that  he  was  at  perfect  liberty  to  oppose  the  Government  if  they 
did  not  immediately  modify  the  obnoxious  Dominion  timber  regulations. 
Mr.  Reid  therefore  left  for  heme  on  account  of  the  threatening  aspect  of 
affairs  in  his  Province.  British  Columbians  here  are  receiving  telegrams 
of  an  alarming  nature  from  that  Province. 

“  Mr.  Blake  will,  to-morrow,  formally  ask  the  Government  whether 
it  is  aware  of  the  rumors  of  dissatisfaction  in  British  Columbia  on 
account  of  the  Dominion  timber  limit  regulations,  and  if  it  has  taken 
steps  to  remove  that  dissatisfaction  by  the  modification  of  the  regulations. 

“  This  morning  Mr.  Gordon,  M.P.,  was  approached  by  an  inquisitive 
Liberal  member  of  the  Parliament,  who  desired  to  know  what  truth 
there  was  in  the  rumors  coming  from  the  Pacific  Province. 

“  ‘It  would  be  wise  for  our  people,’  said  Mr.  Gordon,  M.P.,  ‘not  to 
take  extreme  steps,  but  to  present  their  grievances  formally,  and  then 
they  will  be  redressed.’ 

“  ‘  But  what  were  you  British  Columbian  members  doing,’  replied  the 
Liberal  M.  P.,  ‘  when  these  objectionable  timber  regulations  were  passed  ? 
You  were  here  at  the  time.’ 

“  ‘Oh,  we  were  not  consulted,’  replied  Mr.  Gordon. 

“  ‘Not  consulted,’  replied  the  Liberal  M.P.,  with  astonishment,  ‘why, 
what  kind  of  Government  supporters  are  you,  that  the  Government  does 
not  consult  you  respecting  matters  concerning  your  own  Province  ?  ’ 

“  Mr.  Gordon  then  left.” 

Bearing  upon  the  same  subject,  I  will  read  a  similar  article 
in  the  St.  John  Telegraph,  being  a  special,  dated,  at  Ottawa, 
May  27 : 

“  The  threatening  state  of  public  affairs  in  British  Columbia  causes 
alarm  here.  Last  week  Mr.  Reid,  M.P.  for  Westminster  district,  was 
telegraphed  to  that  if  the  Government  did  not  immediately  modify  the 
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new  regulations  enforced  upon  the  holders  of  timber  limits  in  the  rail¬ 
way  belt  of  British  Columbia,  he  was  to  oppose  the  Government,  which 
he  has  hitherto  supported.  Mr.  Reid  immediately  left  for  the  Pacific 
coast  to  see  what  was  the  matter.  British  Columbia  papers  received 
here  to-night  openly  talk  of  armed  rebellion  and  secession  from  the 
Confederation  if  justice  be  not  done.  It  is  the  North-West  trouble  in  a 
new  form.” 


Now,  Sir,  from  my  long  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Eeid,  and 
and  from  a  thorough  knowledge  of  his  character,  I  felt 
that  the  article  with  reference  to  him  was  false  in  every 
respect,  but  in  order  to  make  suro,  before  bringing  the 
matter  before  the  House,  I  sent  him  this  telegram : 

“  Free  Press  says  you  left  on  pretence  that  you  did  not  care  to  sup¬ 
port  the  Franchise  Bill  any  longer,  but  that  the  real  cause  was  that  you 
had  received  a  telegram  from  your  leading  constituents,  telling  you  that 
yon  were  at  liberty  to  oppose  the  Government  if  they  did  not  immediately 
modify  their  obnoxious  timber  regulations.  Is  the  statement  true  or 
false  ?  Answer. 

“D.  W.  GORDON.” 

To  which  I  received  the  following  reply : 


“  'Victoria,  B.C.,  30th  May. 

“  Free  Press  statements  are  both  decidedly  untrue.  Please  correct 
same. 


“  JAS.  REID.” 


Now,  Sir,  with  reference  to  that  portion  of  the  article  refer¬ 
ring  to  myself,  I  have  this  to  say  :  That  since  I.  have  been 
a  member  of  Parliament  I  have  never  intrudod  my  society 
upon  any  member,  so  far  as  I  am  aware  of.  I  have  always 
met  in  a  friendly  spirit  members  from  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  have  always  regarded  conversations  held  with 
them  as  of  such  a  character  that  I  should  consider  it  not 
only  unwarrantable  but  dishonorable  to  go  and  peddle  those 
conversations  to  the  newspapers  of  either  party,  with  a 
view  of  making  any  political  or  party  capital  out  of  the 
same.  With  regard  to  the  conversation  that  is  said  to  have 
occurred  between  myself  and  the  “  inquisitive  ”  member  on 
the  other  side,  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  call  to  mind  which 
member  is  alluded  to.  I  havo  had  conversations  with 
several  of  them,  and  also  with  a  number  of  citizens, 
who  were  enquiring  as  to  the  state  of  affairs  in  British 
Columbia,  I  did  not  guard  my  remarks,  as  I  felt  that 
I  was  talking  to  honorable  men,  I  have  always  felt,  in  con¬ 
versation  with  members  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 
that  I  was  talking  with  honorable  men.  I  do  remember 
saying,  as  reported,  that  I  thought  it  would  be  better 
for  our  people  not  to  take  extreme  measures,  and  that  the 
grievances,  if  any,  would  be  removed.  I  am  astonished  to 
think  that  the  inquisitive  member  even  put  that  into  the 
report.  With  regard  to  stating  that  the  British  Columbia 
members  were  not  consulted — I  am  perfectly  satbfied,  if  I 
have  any  recollection  of  what  occurred,  that  it  is  entirely 
untrue.  The  question  was  asked  mo  (and  there  was  a  gen¬ 
tleman  present  who  called  my  attention  to  it  afterwards) 
and  I  turned  away  without  making  any  answer  to  that 
question.  I  had  reasons  of  my  own  for  not  answering  such 
a  question.  The  conversation  extended  to  many  minor 
details  as  to  the  timber  regulations,  which  I  do  not  think 
it  necessary  to  repeat,  and  which  I  will  not  repeat.  But 
the  most  significant  part  of  the  whole  matter  is  the  fact  that 
dove  tailed  in  between  these  calumnies  on  Mr.Kied  and  myself 
we  find  a  notice  of  that  interesting  question,  that  one  of  the 
Minister’s  has  just  asked,  shall  be  allowed  to  stand  over 
until  the  First  Minister  is  in  his  place,  viz. : 

“That  Mr.  Blake  will,  to-morrow,  formally  ask  the  Government 
whether  it  is  aware  of  the  rumors  of  dissatisfaction  in  British  Columbia 
on  account  of  the  Dominion  timber  limit  regulations,  and  if  it  has  taken 
steps  to  remove  that  dissatisfaction  by  the  modification  of  those  regula¬ 
tions.” 

I  am  sure  Mr.  Eeid  does  not,  and  I  am  sure  we  do  not  wish 
to  become  scapegoats  for  carrying  any  such  questions  on 
Mr.  Blake’s  part  into  British  Columbia.  The  distortion  of 
a  conversation  between  members  is  totally  unworthy  of  any 
hon.  member,  and  if  the  hon.  member  who  is  responsible 
Mr,  Gordon. 
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for  it  will  rise  in  his  place  it  will  release  all  other  hon, 
members  on  that  side  of  the  House  from  being,  as  it  were, 
regarded  as  the  inquisitive  member. 

Mr.  FBEGUSON  (Welland).  I  happened  to  be  present 
at  the  time  the  conversation  referred  to  took  place.  The 
hon.  member  called  my  attention  to  it  when  he  saw  the 
article  the  following  morning.  I  remember  the  discussion 
that  took  place  in  regard  to  the  timber  dues  in  the  North- 
West  and  in  British  Columbia,  and  I  can  say  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  just  spoken,  used  no  language  or  said 
anything  from  which  the  inference  could  be  drawn  that  is 
contained  in  that  article.  I  remember  distinctly,  when  the 
question  was  asked  to  which  reference  has  been  made — 
I  was  somewhat  curious  to  ascertain  whether  the 
hon.  gentleman  had  been  consulted  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  being  so  curious  on  the  point,  I  remember 
most  distinctly  that  he  made  no  reply  to  the  question  asked. 
I  think  it  is  a  pity  that  the  sanctity  of  private  and  confiden¬ 
tial  conversation — not  confidential, but  private — in  the  smok¬ 
ing  room  and  in  the  corridors  of  the  House  should  be  thus 
violated  and  made  use  of  by  hon.  members  and  published, 
even  if  they  were  true.  I  am  free  in  conversing  as  to  political 
affairs  and  as  to  matters  before  the  House,  and  I  do  not 
think  any  hon.  member  should  make  use  of  such  conversa¬ 
tions  for  party  or  other  purposes.  I  think  it  is  a  pity  if  such 
is  done,  and  I  hope  the  present  case  will  act  as  a  reproof  to 
members,  or  will,  at  least,  put  Conservative  members  upon 
their  guard  in  using  language  in  conversations  on  matters  of 
this  kind. 

Mr.  CAMEEON  (Huron).  The  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  quite  correct.  It  is  not  creditable  that 
private  conversations  of  members  outside  of  the  Chamber, 
and  made  in  confidence  between  members,  should  be  retailed. 
But  the  hon.  gentleman  must  recollect  that  this  is  not  the 
first  time  this  thing  has  occurred.  We  have  had  in  the 
House  more  than  one  hon.  member  stating  that  private  con¬ 
versation  between  himself  and  another  hon.  member  had 
been  used  for  party  purposes. 

Mr.  LANDBEKEN.  I  think  the  Minister  of  Customs 
made  that  statement  himself. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  You  ought  to  be  prepared  to  sustain  that 
assertion. 

ST.  CLAIE  EANCHE  COMPANY. 

Mr.  EDGAE  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  How  much  rent  has 
been  paid  by  the  St.  Clair  Eanche  Company  ?  How  much 
rent  is  due  by  that  company  ?  How  much  stock  has  been 
placed  on  its  range  by  the  company  ?  Has  the  company 
complied  with  the  terms  of  its  lease  ?  Is  the  Government 
aware  that  the  lease  is  an  obstacle  to  settlement,  and  is  being 
held  on  speculation  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  One  thousand  dollars  has 
been  paid.  There  is  no  rent  due  by  the  company.  So  far, 
the  company  has  not  placed  any  cattle  on  the  ranche.  In 
fact,  the  lease  is  not  yet  executed.  The  lease  will  not  prove 
an  obstacle  to  settlement,  and  is  not  being  held  on  specu¬ 
lation. 

DOMINION  LANDS  IN  BEITISH  COLUMBIA— 
TIMBEE  DUES. 

Mr.  EDGAE  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  Whether  the 
Government  has  recently  largely  increased  the  timber  dues 
on  Dominion  lands  in  British  Columbia  over  the  rates  here¬ 
tofore  imposed  by  the  authorities  ?  Whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  established  any  limitation  as  to  the  area  of  British 
Columbia  timber  limits  to  be  conceded  to  an  individual  ? 
Whether  the  Government  has  been  informed  that  the  saw¬ 
milling  industry  in  British  Columbia  is  very  much 
depressed,  that  the  increase  of  dues  is  materially  affecting 
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it,  and  that  great  discontent  has  been  produced  by  the 
regulation  ?  Whether  it  is  intended  to  modify  the  regula¬ 
tion  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Since  the  opening  up  of 
the  country  and  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Kailway  the  timber  in  the  railway  belt  of  British 
Columbia  has  been  greatly  enhanced  in  value;  and  on  the 
25th  April  regulations  wore  passed  by  the  Governor  in 
in  Council,  by  which  an  increase  in  the  duties  imposed  under 
the  regulations  with  respect  to  British  Columbia  was  made. 
The  area  of  the  Dominion  timber  limits  in  the  railway  belt 
is  fixed  from  time  to  time  by  the  Governor  in  Council. 
Representations  have  been  received  from  prominent  mem¬ 
bers  of  Parliament  from  British  Columbia  that  tho  timber 
industry  is  depressed,  and  the  matter  is  now  receiving 
consideration  at  the  hands  of  the  Government.  That  is  the 
answer  sent  to  me  by  the  Department.  Personally,  I ‘have 
received  representations  on  the  subject,  stating  that  the 
timber  industry  is  depressed,  and  asking  for  a  reduction  of 
dues  on  timber  in  the  railway  belt. 

COLONISATION  COMPANIES. 

Mr.  EDGAR  (for  Mr.  Blake)  asked,  Whether  the 
Government  have  yet  settled  their  plans  for  modifying  the 
agreements  with  colonisation  companies  ?  Whether  the 
roposals  of  tho  Government  on  this  subject  will  be  laid 
efore  Parliament  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  proposal  of  the 
Government  will  be  laid  before  Parliament.  It  is  not  quite 
sottlod,  but  it  will  bo  laid  before  Parliament. 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committoe  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  12, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  glad  to  observe 
that  the  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock),  is  prosent. 
I  have  remodelled  the  clause  to  a  considerable  extent,  and  if 
hon.  gentlemen  will  look  at  it  they  will  see  how  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  amend  it : 

“  The  returning  officer  who  prepares  the  first  list  of  voters  of  any 
electoral  district  under  this  Act  shall,  as  soon  as  possible  after  taking 
the  oath  of  office,  obtain  a  certified  copy  or  certified  copies  of  the  last 
revised  assessment  roll  or  rolls,  if  any  there  be  in  the  electoral  district 
for  which  he  is  appointed,  and  also  a  certified  copy  or  certified  copies 
of  the  last  revised  list  or  lists  of  voters  of  such  electoral  districts,  pre¬ 
pared  under  the  statute  of  the  Province  relating  to  the  assessment  and 
voters’  lists  respectively,  for  elections  for  the  Provincial  Legislature.” 

I  put  in  an  amendment,  because  I  find  there  is  neither  an 
assessment  roll  nor  a  voters’  list  in  the  Province  of  Prince 
Edward  Island ;  and  so  I  insert,  that  where  there  is  no  such 
list  a  certified  copy  of  the  poll  book  or  poll  books  at  the 
last  election,  in  each  electoral  district,  shall  be  obtained. 
Then  the  next  line  is  struck  out— about  the  non-payment  of 
taxes  on  income : 

“  And  he  shall  proceed,  as  speedily  as  possible,  with  the  aid  thereof, 
and  of  such  other  information  as  he  can  obtain,  to  ascertain  and  prepare 

a” - 

Now,  I  insert  some  words  providing  that  the  revising  officer 
shall  prepare  a  preliminary  list  for  the  electoral  district  and 
publish  it.  I  insert  here  : 

“  Shall  ascertain  and  prepare  a  separate  list  for  each  municipality  in 
the  electoral  district,  and  wherever  there  is  not  a  municipality,  a  sepa¬ 
rate  list  for  each  township,  parish,  polling  district  or  other  known  divi¬ 
sion  of  the  electoral  district.” 

The  clause  then  proceeds  : 

“  Of  the  several  persons  who,  according  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act, 
are  entitled  to  be  registered  as  voters,  and  to  vote  under  this  Act  at  any 
election  for  such  electoral  district,  which  list  shall  contain  the  names  of 
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such  persons  in  alphabetical  order,  and  shall  be  in  the  form  contained 
in  schedule  “  D”  to  this  Act,  indicating  in  the  proper  column  thereof 
whether  such  persons  respectively  are  qualified  in  respect  of  real  pro¬ 
perty,  as  owners,  tenants,  occupaat3,  purchasers  in  occupation  under 
the  Crown,  or  otherwise,  stating  the  numbers  of  the  lots,  portions  of 
lots,  and  concessions,  streets  or  other  most  available  description  of  the 
real  property  in  respect  of  which  they  are  so  qualified,  and  their  post 
office  addresses,  as  nearly  as  can  be  ascertained  by  the  said  officer,  or  as 
farmers’  sons,  or  the  sons  of  owners  of  real  property  other  than  farmers, 
stating  the  numbers  of  the  lots,  portions  of  lots,  concessions  or  streets, 
or  other  available  description  of  the  real  property  of  their  fathers  or 
mothers,  in  respect  of  which  they  are  qualified  as  farmers’  or  other 
owners’  sons,  as  hereinbefore  provided,  or  whether  they  are  qualified  in 
respect  of  income ;  and  as  to  sons  of  farmers  or  of  other  owners  as  afore¬ 
said,  and  voters  on  income,  stating  also  in  the  said  list,  in  the  proper 
columns  thereof,  the  residences  and  post  office  addresses  of  such  persons, 
as  nearly  as  can  be  ascertained  by  him  ;  and  after  having  so  prepared 
the  said  list  ths  revising  officer  shall  sign  the  same  as  such.’' 

Then  I  add  a  proviso  to  the  following  effect : — 

“  Provided,  that  such  asssesment  list  shall  be  taken  by  the  revising 
officer  as  primH  facie  evidence  of  value,  and  such  voters’  list  or  polling 
books,  as  the  case  may  be,  as  prirnd  Jacie  evidence  of  the  qualification  to 
vote.” 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  think  it  a  very  unreason¬ 
able  proposition  on  the  part  of  tho  First  Minister  to  expect 
the  committee  to  discuss  intelligently  the  amendments  which 
he  proposes  to  make,  having  sprung  them  on  tho  House  on 
tho  very  spur  of  the  moment.  Now,  on  this  occasion  the 
First  Minister  proposes  four  or  five  amendments.  They 
aro  intertwined  and  interlarded  with  tho  clause  in  such  a 
way  that  it  is  utterly  impossible,  for  ms,  at  all  events,  to 
understand  their  true  meaning.  I  think  the  least  the 
Government  could  do  in  such  cases  would  be  to  give  notico 
of  these  amendments,  at  least  a  day  in  advance,  so  that 
wo  may  understand  how  far  they  materially  chango 
the  clause  which  is  under  discussion.  Now,  I  do  not 
think  that  any  person  in  the  House,  except  the  First 
Minister  and  the  hon.  member  for  North  York — and  I  do  not 
suppose  that  they  are  the  only  members  of  this  House — can 
understand  clearly  the  effect  of  these  amendments.  As  I 
understand  this  clause,  it  provides  the  mode  in  which  the 
revising  officer  shall  procure  the  necessary  evidence  upon 
which  ho  is  to  base  his  first  voters’  list.  Under  the  Bill  as 
it  was  first  introduced  the  revising  officer  was  bound  to  pre¬ 
pare  his  list  in  a  certain  way,  by  obtaining  a  certified  copy 
of  tho  assessment  roll  from  the  local  municipality.  Of 
course,  so  far  as  the  Province  of  Ontario  is  concerned,  that 
is  all  satisfactory,  so  far  as  it  goes,  but  I  understand  in  some 
of  the  Provinces  they  have  no  such  thing  as  an  assessment 
roll  at  all,  and  there,  of  course,  it  would  be  useless  to 
attempt  to  obtain  it.  He  is  also  authorised  to  obtain  a 
certified  copy  of  the  last  revised  voters’  list,  prepared  by  the 
proper  officer,  of  voters  on  income  who  are  in  default. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  all  struck  out. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  So  I  understand.  Does  the  hon.  First 
Minister  intend  that  it  shall  be  a  condition  precedent  to  a 
man’s  right  of  registration  that  he  shall  have  paid  the  taxes 
imposed  upon  him  by  the  local  municipality,  or  can  he  vote 
if  he  is  assessed  on  income,  whether  he  has  paid  the  taxes 
or  not  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  There  is  no  restriction  whatever  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  restriction.  It  is 
similar  in  that  respect  to  the  last  Ontario  Act,  which  does 
not  provide  that  a  person  qualified  on  income  must  have 
paid  his  taxes. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  made  another 
amendment  in  this  section,  the  nature  of  which  I  do  not 
exactly  understand,  as  the  information  on  which  the  revising 
officer  shall  base  his  first  list.  So  far  there  are  just 
two  sources  of  information — the  assessment  roll  and  the 
voters’  list.  I  understand  that  the  hon.  gentleman  also 
proposes  that  the  revising  officer  shall  get  a  certified 
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copy  of  the  voters’  list  used  at  the  last  olection,  and,  where 
they  have  not  a  voters’  list,  a  copy  of  the  poll  book 
used  at  the  last  election.  That  comes  back  to  the  old 
proposition  we  have  been  arguing  for  all  along.  The 
hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  authorise  the  revising  officers 
to  utilise  to  a  large  extent  the  local  machinery.  Ho  goes 
to  the  assessor  or  municipal  clerk  and  gets  from  him 
the  last  revised  assessment  roll ;  or  ho  gets  a  certified  copy 
of  the  voters’  list  used  at  the  last  election,  or  a  certified 
copy  of  the  poll  book  used  at  the  last  election,  and  from  these 
three  sources  he  is  authorised  to  make  up  his  voters’  list. 
The  hon.  gentleman  having  utilised  the  local  machinery  so 
far,  it  would  be  infinitely  better  if  he  utilised  it  for  the  pre¬ 
paration  of  the  voters’  lists  in  the  first  instance.  The  local 
officials  have  every  information  and  material  at  their  hand, 
and  they  can  make  out  the  list  at  very  little  cost  to  the 
country  a  largo.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the 
revising  officer  cannot  get  certified  copies  of  the  assessment 
roll  or  of  the  provincial  voters’  list,  or  of  the  poll  book,  with¬ 
out  paying  for  them.  Who  has  to  pay  for  them  ?  The 
revising  officer  in  the  first  instance,  and  then  the  country. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman,  instead  of  authorising  the  revising 
officer  to  utilise  the  local  machinery,  would  himself  utilise 
it,  and  authorise  the  men  who  now  prepare  the  voters’  lists 
for  the  Province,  to  prepare  them  for  the  Dominion,  the 
lists  so  prepared  would,  I  think,  be  satisfactory  to  all  par¬ 
ties.  We  know  that  the  local  officers  are  not  all  of  one 
political  stripe ;  some  are  Liberals,  though  the  majority,  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  are  Conservatives ;  but  they  are  respon¬ 
sible  to  the  people.  If  they  are  guilty  of  any  frauds  or 
wrongs,  they  are  liable  to  be  turned  out  of  office  at  the 
municipal  election  which  comes  around  every  year  ;  so  that 
there  is  somo  guarantee  that  justice  and  right  would  be  done 
if  the  matter  was  left  in  the  hands  of  the  local  authorities. 
Can  the  hon.  First  Minister  assign  any  substantial  reason, 
why,  having  gone  so  far,  he  does  not  go  the  whole  distance  ? 
He  cannot  say  that  he  has  no  authority  or  control  over  the 
municipal  officers,  and  cannot  make  them  Dominion  officers 
for  the  preparation  of  the  list,  because  that  is  just  what  he 
does.  He  authorises  the  revising  officer  to  get  from  them 
the  necessary  information,  and  if  he  cannot  force  them  to 
give  it,  this  proposition  is  wholly  useless.  There  are  reasons 
why  the  preparation  of  the  voters’  list  should  be  left  with 
the  local  authorities.  The  revising  officer  is  entirely  depen¬ 
dent  on  the  information  he  gets  from  them.  The  local 
officer — the  assessor,  or  the  clerk  of  the  township, 
who  prepares  a  list  under  the  local  law — has 
full  knowledge  of  every  individual  in  the  municipality. 
He  has  perhaps  lived  there  all  his  life  time.  I  do  not  sup¬ 
pose  that  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  there  is  a  township 
clerk  who  has  been  four  or  five  years  performing  his  duty, 
who  is  not  as  thoroughly  conversant  with  every  individual 
in  the  municipality  as  the  hon.  gentleman  is  with  his  fol¬ 
lowers  ;  he  knows  every  man,  and  his  qualifications,  and  if 
he  does  not  know  every  particular  about  him,  it  is  the 
easiest  matter  in  the  world  for  him  to  get  the  information 
to  enable  him  to  prepare  a  correct  voters’  list.  That  being 
so,  why  should  not  the  hon.  gentleman  get  direct  from  the 
local  authorities  what  he  authorises  the  revising  officer  to 
get  from  them  at  second  hand  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  knows 
that  the  system  of  utilising  the  local  machinery  for  the  pre¬ 
paration  of  the  voters’  lists  has  worked  satisfactorily  where 
ever  it  has  been  tried.  It  has  worked  satisfactorily  in  the 
Provinces  hitherto  ;  I  venture  to  say  that  he  has  never  had 
a  complaint  about  it.  That  system  prevails  in  the  United 
States;  the  judges  and  inspectors  who  maybe  appointed, 
according  to  the  different  laws  in  the  different  States,  have 
full  power  to  prepare  the  voters’  lists  in  the  first  instance. 
So  in  England,  the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  that  the  local 
authorities  are  utilised  for  the  preparation  of  the  voters’ 
lists,  and  the  revising  officer’s  powers  are  limited  solely  to 
Mr,  Cameron  (Huron). 
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the  revision  of  the  voters’  lists  [prepared,  [in  the  first 
instance,  by  the  local  authorities. 

Mr.  IYE3.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  order.  By  adopting 
the  tenth  section,  this  committee  has  settled  the  principles 
that  the  first  list  shall  be  made  and  prepared  by  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  now  going  over  the 
same  ground,  arguing  that  the  lists  should  bo  prepared  by 
the  local  authorities. 

Mr.  CAME  ROM.  That  question  was  up  when  we  were 
discussing  the  11th  sub-section  ;  and  it  was  quite  understood 
wo  would  have  full  liberty  to  discuss,  as  the  First  Minister 
himself  said,  the  mode  in  which  the  first  list  should  be  pre¬ 
pared,  and  that  is  the  point  I  am  now  discussing.  This 
section  defines,  to  a  certain  extent,  the  duties  of  a  revising 
officer  ;  and  I  am  now  discussing,  not  the  propriety  of  the 
appointment  of  the  revising  officor,  for  that  has  passed 
beyond  the  region  of  discussion  to  a  largo  oxtent,  but  the 
question  how  the  lists  should  be  prepared.  In  that  I  am 
clearly  in  order. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  cannot  discuss 
the  question  as  to  the  appointment  of  the  revising  officer, 
but  the  manner  in  which  he  performs  his  duties  can  bo 
treated  undor  this  clause. 

Mr.  IVES.  The  hon.  gentleman  wants  the  lists  to  be 
made  by  the  local  authorities  and  not  by  the  revising 
officers.  I  say  that  is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  say  it  is  not.  The  revising  officer 
may  be  appointed  only  to  revise  the  lists  prepared  by  tho 
local  authorities.  Parliament  has  decided  there  shall  bo  a 
rovising  officor. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  He  is  appointed  by  the  previous  clause 
to  prepare  tho  lists. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  am  pointing  out  how  he  can  procure 
tho  lists.  He  can  procure  them  from  the  local  authorities 
more  economically  and  much  better  than  by  making  them 
himself.  Is  that  in  order  ? 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  IVES.  The  10th  section  says  his  duty  shall  bo  to 
prepare  the  lists. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  call  the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention 
to  that,  and  he  has  to  direct  his  argument  to  the  question 
how  the  revising  officer  is  to  prepare  the  lists. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  First  Minister  on  Friday  evening  said  : 

“  It  will  certainly  be  his  business  to  prepare  a  revised  list,  and  in  that 
regard  the  amendments  are  not  irrelevant,  I  admit ;  but  still  they  could 
come  in  more  wholesomely,  I  think,  in  the  next  clause,  where  the  whole 
subject  will  be  discussed.” 

According  to  that,  the  hon.  gentleman  is  perfectly  in 
order. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  I  at  all 
meant  to  alter  in  any  way  the  clause  that  was  passed,  which 
says  the  duty  of  the  revising  officer  shall  bo  to  prepare  and 
revise  the  lists.  That  is  settled  by  the  committee  as  far  as 
it  can  be  settled,  but,  I  take  it,  the  hon.  gentleman  is  going 
on  to  argue  that  he  might  prepare  the  lists  on  the  lists 
previously  prepared  by  the  local  officers.  That  is  shaving 
it  pretty  close,  but  I  dare  say  it  is  within  the  clauso. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  do  not  think  I  am  shaving  it  close 
at  all.  I  am  arguing  that  the  revising  officer  instoad  of  do¬ 
ing  the  work  himself  should  have  it  dose  by  the  local 
authorities.  That  would  be  much  less  expensive  and  much 
more  convenient  to  the  parties  interested,  and  it  would 
place  the  work  in  tho  hands  of  men  thoroughly  conversant 
with  every  fact  and  circumstance  necessary  to  be  known  in 
order  to  prepare  an  honest  and  satisfactory  voters’  list. 
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That  has  been  done  in  the  United  States,  it  is  done  to-day 
in  England  and  in  the  Australian  colonies.  In  England 
there  is  a  revising  officer  as  here,  but  he  does  not  directly 
go  to  the  locality  and  prepare  the  voters’  list.  He  utilises 
the  local  machinery  in  every  borough  and  parish,  and  he 
revises  the  lists  so  prepared  by  the  local  authorities.  What 
will  be  done  under  this  clause  ?  The  revising  officer  will 
remain  at  one  locality  and  send  around  to  all  the  different 
localities  for  the  purpose  of  getting  information  to  aid  him 
in  the  preparation  of  the  lists.  He  can  compel  every  ono 
who  desires  to  see  whether  his  name  is  on  the  regis¬ 
ter  or  not,  to  travel  to  where  the  revising  officer 
is,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  that  information. 
Take  the  county  in  which  I  live :  Should  the 
county  judge  be  mado  the  revising  officer,  he  will,  of 
course,  remain  in  the  county  town,  which  is  50  miles 
distant  from  the  other  end  of  the  county,  and  every  elector 
who  lives  at  the  extreme  limit  will,  if  ho  wants  to  make 
suro  that  his  name  is  on  the  list,  have  to  travel  all  the  way 
from  that  extreme  limit  to  interview  that  officer.  If  the 
revising  officer  were  to  utilise  the  local  machinery,  the  local 
authorities,  all  this  work  would  be  done  in  the  locality  in 
which  it  ought  to  be  done,  and  done  to  the  knowledge 
of  everybody  directly  concerned.  I  move  in  amendment  to 
this  section : 

That  tho  following  words  be  added  after  the  word  “  Legislature, ”  in 
the  7th  line,  10th  page  :  Also  a  list  of  the  persons  entitled  to  be  regis¬ 
tered  a3  voters  under  this  Act,  to  be  prepared  and  furnished  by  the 
officer  whose  duty  it  is  to  prepare  the  voters’  lists  for  the  elections  to  the 
Provincial  Legislature  in  each  Province. 

That  is  an  amendment  which  should  meet  with  the  approval 
of  anyone  who  desires  that  tho  voters’  list  should  bo  fairly 
prepared. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  disagree  altogether 
with  the  amendment  which  has  been  proposed.  The  bon. 
gentleman  says  it  is  very  unreasonable  that  we  should  press 
this  section,  amended  as  I  propose,  without  giving  time  to 
discuss  it.  It  has  been  discussed  at  full  length,  and  all  the 
various  subjects  to  which  the  amendment  refer  have  been 
laid  before  the  committee  at  full  length.  I  do  not  think  tho 
clause  required  tho  amendment  which  I  have  moved,  requir¬ 
ing  the  assessment  roll  to  bo  taken  as  primd  facie  evidence. 
I  think  that  is  the  necessary  meaning  of  the  clause  as  it  is; 
but,  as  it  has  been  so  strongly  pressed,  in  order  to  prevent 
the  possibility  of  a  doubt,  I  have  proposed  that  tho  assess¬ 
ment  roll,  so  revised,  shall  be  held  to  b q  primd  facie  evi¬ 
dence  of  value,  and  that  the  voters’  list,  or  the  polling-book, 
whore  there  is  no  voters’  list,  shall  be  primd  facie  evidence 
of  the  right  to  vote.  I  think  there  cannot  be  any  doubt  of 
the  meaning  of  the  clause  now.  Tho  hon.  gentleman 
says :  Why  should  we  not  have  got  the  local 
officers  to  prepare  the  lists  ?  The  whole  aim  of 
this  Act  is  to  remove  tho  great  evil,  especially 
in  tho  Province  of  Ontario,  of  the  local  assessment  system 
in  Ontario,  and,  I  believe,  in  some  degree  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec,  tho  assessment  roll  is  prepared  in  a  common 
sense  way  for  tho  purpose  of  assessment  of  property,  for  the 
purpose  of  paying  the  taxes,  but  it  has  been  found,  as  every¬ 
one  knows,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  that  there  has 
been — I  do  not  say  on  tho  part  of  one  party  alone — in 
Ontario  and  in  Quebec,  a  strugglo  to  get  assessors  appointed 
of  a  particular  stripe.  There  is  a  political  element  in  the 
selection  of  assessors  who  are  to  prepare  the  voters’  list  and 
there  is  a  great  temptation  on  the  part  of  the  predominant 
party  in  the  municipality  to  introduce  that  political  ele¬ 
ment.  It  is  true  that  the  assessors  are  sworn,  but  they  con¬ 
sider  that  they  perform  their  sworn  duty  if  they  do  not 
diminish  the  revenues  of  the  municipality,  so  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  that  view,  one  man  may  be  left  just  outside  the 
limits  of  the  franchise  and  another  may  be  brought  just 
within  them.  It  is  only  human  nature,  but  it  is  a  fact,  and, 
if  anyone  said  he  did  not  know  that  this  took  place,  I  should 


say  that  ho  was  singularly  ignorant  of  the  facts.  We  want, 
to  get  a  pure  list. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron.)  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hon.  gentlemen  may 
jeer,  hut  tho  fact  is  that  we  want  a  pure  list,  a  list  which  is 
not  the  selection  of  an  assessor  or  a  Court  of  Revision,  but 
one  which  we  want  a  judge  to  settle  ;  and  ho  is  to  take  the 
assessment  roll  as  primd  facie  evidence.  We  aro  discussing 
the  votors’  list  for  the  first  year,  for  the  basis,  tho  funda¬ 
mental  voters’  list,  under  which  the  new  system  starts.  Tho 
judge  has  the  assessment  roll  before  him,  he  sees  what  the 
assessor  says  is  the  value,  and,  unless  there  is  any  dispute, 
unless  in  fact  there  is  an  appeal,  he  gets  tho  value  in  that 
way.  That  can  be  impugned.  Anyone  interested  can 
impugn  it,  can  say  he  is  assessed  too  high  or  too  low.  As 
regards  the  personnel  of  the  list,  he  is  obliged  to  take  the 
name  of  the  party  on  the  votors’  list  as  being  primd  facie 
evidence  of  his  qualification  to  vote.  The  assessment  roll 
cannot  be  primd  facie  evidence  of  the  right  to  vote,  becauso 
it  merely  shows  the  amount  of  assessment,  and  tho  party 
may  be  an  alien  or  a  minor.  Therefore  the  assessment  roll 
cannot  be  primd  facie  ovidence  of  the  right  to  vote ;  it  is 
only  evidence  of  the  value  of  the  property.  But  tho  judgo 
sees  that  the  property  is  assessed  at  that  amount,  and  that 
certain  persons  were  on  the  last  voters’  list.  There  is 
primd  facie  evidence  that  those  persons  have  the  right  to 
vote.  You  have  tho  assessment  roll  to  show  what  is 
tho  value  of  the  property,  and  tho  county  judgo  or  revising 
barrister  will  have  to  assume  that  such  a  party  has  a  right 
to  vote  and  that  tho  property  is  of  tho  value  described, 
unloss  tho  statomont  is  rebutted.  It  is  in  the  interest  of 
having  a  thorough,  a  full  and  a  complete  voters’  list  to  carry 
out  this  system,  and  I  think  hon.  gcntlemon  will  seo  it.  I 
admit  that  they  are  opposed  to  tho  introduction  of  the  new 
system,  I  admit  that  they  would  prefer  that  the  Provinces 
should  continue  to  have  the  right  to  fix  the  franchise  for 
this  House,  but  that  is  settled  as  far  as  this  committee  ia 
concerned.  This  committee  has  decided  that  we  should 
have  a  new  system,  and  for  that  purpose  it  is  noccssary  to 
have  a  correct  voters’  list,  and  I  do  not  think  the  ingonuity 
of  man  can  settle  a  more  complete  system  ot  cheeks  in  pre- 
paring  that  list  than  that  which  is  proposed.  The  judgo 
will  bo  sworn  as  the  assessors  have  heon  sworn,  and  ho  will 
have  to  decide  in  the  light  of  day,  having  tho  primd  facie 
ovidence  before  him,  and  there  will  havo  to  be  evidence  in 
rebuttal  of  that  before  he  can  act  or  before  any  name  can 
be  struck  off.  I  think  I  have  gone  so  far  as  I  could  go.  I 
must  adhere  to  the  clause  as  1  have  proposed  to  amend  it, 
and  I  am  very  much  disappointed  to  find  that  it  has  not 
been  accepted  more  readily  than  it  has  been  apparently  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  quite  admit  that  in  agreeing  to  the 
second  part  and  adopting  the  clause  we  have  already 
adopted,  we  have  committed  ourselves  to  the  principle  of  a 
voters’  list,  independent  of  tho  list  of  the  Provinces  ;  but  we 
are  free  now  as  we  were  before  to  take  into  consideration 
the  machinery  which  we  shall  employ  for  the  purpose  of 
preparing  that  list.  It  is  a  well  known  rulo  of  statutory 
interpretation  that  when  one  clause  is  inconsistent  with 
another  clause,  the  subsequent  one  shall  override  that  which 
precedes  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  say  yes ;  and  I  say  further,  that  it  is 
quite  open  to  us  to  go  on  and  amend  the  provisions  of  this 
section,  and  to  provide  here  for  the  preparation  of  a  voter’s 
list  quite  inconsistent  with  the  provision  of  tho  section  pro¬ 
ceeding;  and  that  fact  coming  to  the  attention  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  it  will  be  for  us  to  say  whether  we  will  adopt  that 
provision  or  not.  The  hon.  gentleman  recognised  this  rule 
on  Eriday  evening,  when  he  had  this  subject  under  coaside* 
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ration  ;  his  attention  was  called  to  the  fact  that  it  would  be 
more  convenient  to  keep  open  the  subject  as  to  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  list,  and  he  admitted  that  we  could  deal  with  the 
whole  subject  again  upon  this  clause  that  is  now  before  us. 
The  amendment  of  my  hon,  friend  from  Huron  proposes 
that  the  revising  officer,  in  addition  to  the  assessment  roll, 
shall  avail  himself  of  the  information  which  may  be 
furnished  by  the  various  parties  who  are  connected  with  the 
ascertainment  of  the  value  of  property,  and  whose  local 
knowledge  enables  them  to  know  who  is  entitled  to  be 
placed  upon  the  list.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  the 
revising  officer  is  to  avail  himself  of  the  assessment  roll,  but 
at  the  same  moment  he  attacks  the  honesty  of  the  assessors. 
He  says  that,  although  gentlemen  are  sworn,  it  is  notorious 
that  the  value  they  put  upon  property  is  not  its  actual  cash 
value.  Now,  I  do  not  admit  that  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
correct.  I  believe  they  place  the  value,  in  many  instances, 
bolow  that  which  the  party  who  holds  the  property  would 
be  disposed  to  take  for  his  property,  but  I  say  that  in  almost 
every  case  the  value  is  put  quite  as  high  as  the  property  is 
likely  to  sell  for  at  a  cash  sale.  And  supposing  that  is  the 
case,  is  that  any  reason  why  the  hon.  gentleman  should 
throw  away  the  machinery  which  is  thus  furnished  for  the 
purpose  of  preparing  expeditiously  a  pi’oper  voters’  list  ? 
All  the  committee  need  do  is  to  keep  that  fact  in  view, 
namely,  that  the  property  is  assessed  below  its  real  value, 
and  then  to  fix  a  lower  standard  for  the  qualification  of 
the  voter,  so  long  as  a  monetary  standard  is  retained, 
then  that  which  would  be  fixed  if  the  actual  value  of 
the  property  was  in  every  instance  had — that  is  all  that  is 
necessary.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  if  property  is 
assessed  at  $  150  that  is  worth  $300,  all  he  need  do  is  to 
lower  his  standard  of  qualification,  and  ho  thus  accomplishes 
the  same  object  that  he  would  accomplish  by  increasing 
tho  valuation  of  the  property.  But  the  hon.  gentleman 
overlooks  what  is  far  more  important,  that  is,  tho  making 
up  of  a  voters’  list.  He  knows  that  he  has  not,  under  this 
Bill  as  it  stands,  the  necessary  machinery  for  the  purpose 
of  making  a  proper  voters’  list  in  the  first  instance.  Ho 
has  taken  the  rental  valuo  of  property  held  by  tenants. 
Now  under  the  law  of  Ontario,  and  of  most  of  the  Provinces, 
ho  has  no  means  of  ascertaining  what  tho  rental  valuo  is. 
What  is  he  going  to  do  ?  Is  ho  going  to  put  tenants  upon 
the  voters’  list  from  tho  assessment  roll  after  having  that 
information  which  he  says  here  is  to  determine  whether 
they  aro  to  go  upon  the  voters’  list  ?  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  not  informed  us  upon  this  point. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  did 
Inform  the  committee  ;  I  read  tho  amendment  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  which  I  proposed  to  lay  before  it,  and  the  matter 
was  postponed  until  we  returned  to  it.  It  was  simply  this: 
That  in  any  case  where  it  appeared  on  the  assessment  roll 
that  tho  property  was  valued  at  $150,  that  was  to  b q  primd 
fade  evidence  that  the  tenant  paid  sufficient  rent.  1  read 
tho  amendment. 

Mr.  MILLS.  This  is  the  first  time  I  have  heard  it,  and 
my  hon.  friends  beside  me  say  the  same  thing.  Supposing 
that  to  be  the  case,  then  how  is  it  with  regard  to  tenants 
who  are  assessed  below  $150,  and  who  aro  paying  more  than 
$20  a  year  rental  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  will  have  to 
prove  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  admits,  then,  so  far  as 
they  aro  concerned,  that  he  begins  with  an  imperfect  list, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  should  have  got  rid  of  that  diffi¬ 
culty  from  the  very  start,  Then  take  another  case.  The 
hon.  gentloman  hero  proposes  to  give  the  vote  to  wage- 
earners.  Now,  how  is  tho  class  of  wage-earners  to  be  ascer¬ 
tained  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  informed  us.  He 
knows  that  so  far  as  Ontario  is  concerned— 

Mr.  Mills. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  look  at  the  income  clause  as  it  passed  the  committee, 
he  will  see  it  providos  for  every  possible  mode  of  income  by 
earning,  as  well  as  by  the  receipt  of  money,  and  therefore 
what  is  called  a  wage-earner  franchise  in  the  Ontario  Bill  is 
an  income  franchise  in  this  Bill — precisely  the  same.  If  a 
voter  is  put  on  the  list  of  the  Ontario  assessment  roll  as  a 
wage-earner,  he  must,  of  course,  come  in  under  income  here. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  quite  beside  the  question.  Tho 
question  is :  How  aro  these  persons’  names  to  be  got  upon 
the  voters’  lists  ?  Now  the  Ontario  law  has  provided  for  that, 
but  it  does  not  come  into  operation  immediately,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  list  will  be  made  up  before  he  has  even  that  infor¬ 
mation,  so  far  as  Ontario  is  concerned.  Then,  how  is  it  with 
regai’d  to  the  other  Provinces  where  no  such  provision  is 
made  ?  If  the  Government  of  Ontario  does  not  choose  to 
provide  that  parties  who  are  wage-earners  and  who  have  a  cer¬ 
tain  income  are  to  be  taxed  upon  their  wagos  or  their  income, 
there  would  be  no  reason  why  their  names  should  go  upon 
tho  assessment  roll,  but  there  is  a  reason  for  putting  them 
upon  the  voters’  list.  But  tho  hon.  gentleman  knows  that 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  even  though  those  parties  have 
not  their  names  upon  the  assessment  roll,  they  would, 
through  local  agencies,  be  known  to  tho  municipal  officers 
and  to  the  clerk,  and  tkoro  would  be  no  difficulty, 
even  without  any  formal  application  on  their  part, 
to  ascertain,  in  a  great  majority  of  cases,  who  they 
are,  and  to  put  their  names  upon  the  voters'  list. 
But  how  is  tho  revising  officer  to  know  who  the  parties  are 
and  whose  names  should  bo  upon  tho  list.  Their  names 
will  not  be  on  any  assessment  roll  in  the  first  instance.  If 
the  hirst  Minister  appoints  a  judge,  he  may  possess  some 
local  knowledge,  but  how  many  will  he  know  out  of  tho 
40,000  or  50,000  people,  and  how  many  of  the  wage- 
earners  and  people  of  moderate  income  ?  We  have  state¬ 
ments  here  showing  that  the  tenants  and  wage-earners  will 
constitute  30  per  cent,  of  the  electors,  and  the  bulk  of  those 
will  not  be  on  tho  assessment  roll  in  such  a  form  that 
it  may  bo  transferred  to  the  voters’  lists.  The  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  might  appoint  tho  present  officers  to  constitute  a  court 
of  revision  to  prepare  a  list  for  the  use  of  the  revising  officer, 
giving  it  only  such  value  as  it  may  have  as  a  means  of 
enabling  the  revising  officer  to  make  up  his  list.  At  all 
events  the  First  Minister  should  furnish  facilities  for  the 
preparation  of  a  fair  and  full  voters’  list  in  the  first 
instance.  He  is,  however,  furnishing  a  plan  under  which 
25  per  cent,  of  the  voters  will  not  be  placed  on  the  voters’ 
list,  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  refuses  to  adopt  the  only 
efficient  measure  by  which  such  a  fair  and  complete  list 
can  be  obtained  in  the  first  instance.  There  is  no  other 
country  in  tho  world  having  such  a  voters’  list  as  is  pro¬ 
posed.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  there  is  a  struggle  con¬ 
stantly  going  on  in  tho  different  municipalities  between  the 
two  parties  respecting  the  appointments  of  assessors.  I 
deny  it.  Is  any  such  struggle  going  on  in  every  muni¬ 
cipality  ? 

Mr.  FARROW.  Yes. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  whether  there  is 
a  party  contest  in  every  municipality  on  this  point  ? 

Mr.  FARROW.  In  every  one. 

Mr.  MILLS.  As  to  who  shall  be  assessor  ? 

Mr.  FARROW.  Yes. 

Mr.  MILLS.  1  do  not  admit  it.  I  know  many  munici¬ 
palities  where  tho  Reform  party  has  an  overwhelming 
majority,  and  where  the  reeve,  clerk  and  assessor  are  on  the 
opposite  side  of  politics. 

An  hon,  MEMBER.  Give  the  name. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  Take  the  township  of  Orford,  which  gave 
myself,  when  it  was  part  of  Bothweil,  a  majority  of  240. 
John  Mason,  a  Tory,  was  reevo  of  that  township  for  five  or 
six  years  ;  the  clerk  was  a  Mr.  Gesner,  a  political  opponent  of 
mine  for  more  than  twenty  years.  Yet  the  First  Minister 
comes  here  and  makes  statements  that  are  not  borne  out  by 
the  facts.  Let  him  produce  statements  showing  the 
political  opinions  of  municipal  officers,  and  show  that 
where  his  own  friends  are  in  the  majority  they  have  endea¬ 
vored  to  appoint  municipal  officers  of  their  own  political 
party.  The  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  take  the  machinery 
for  the  preparation  of  the  voters’  lists  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
people  ;  and  he,  in  effect,  declares  they  arc  not  fit  to  bo 
trusted  with  the  initiatory  stage  respecting  the  preparation 
of  such  lists.  We  know  what  a  cry  was  raised  against  the 
little  tyrant  Mowat,  because  the  Ontario  Government  ap¬ 
pointed  certain  license  officers  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
into  effect  the  License  Act.  Yet  the  First  Minister  has 
taken  control  of  the  returning  officers,  and  he  now  proposes 
to  take  control  of  the  revising  officers  and  all  the  machin¬ 
ery  for  the  preparation  of  the  voters’  lists.  The  hon. 
gentleman  undertakes  to  purify  the  moral  and  political 
atmosphere  and  to  raise  the  moral  standard  of  public 
affairs.  That  localities  and  municipalities  are  not  alto¬ 
gether  governed  by  party  considerations  is  shown  by 
the  fact  that  a  Reform  mayor  in  this  city  had  a  majority  of 
700,  while  the  city  itself  is  Conservative  and  sends  suppor¬ 
ters  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  not 
justified  in  the  course  taken  by  him  at  the  present  time. 
We  all  know  why  it  is  being  pursued.  It  is  not  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  getting  rid  of  political  bias  in  the  preparation  of  the 
voters  lists,  or  in  order  to  give  the  people  a  fairer  list,  or  to 
prevent  sharp  practice  on  the  part  of  the  Conservative 
party  and  Conservative  assessors.  But  it  is  in  order  that 
that  very  condition  of  things  may  be  brought  about.  We 
know  the  class  of  men  who  will  be  appointed  revising  offi¬ 
cers  and  that  the  voters’  lists  will  be  manipulated.  We  ask 
that  the  municipal  officers  shall  bo  utilised  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  the  necessary  information  to  the  revising  officer. 
The  assessment  roll  will  furnish  very  inadequate  informa¬ 
tion,  and  we  ask  the  hon.  gontleman  to  amend  this  clause 
so  that  those  parties  which  have  special  information  will  bo 
called  upon  to  give  to  the  revising  officer  that  special  infor¬ 
mation.  But  if  the  section  is  carried  out  as  the  hon.  gentlo- 
man  proposes,  he  will  have  at  least  30  per  cent,  of  the 
names  left  off,  and  those  parties,  in  order  to  get  their  names 
on  the  list,,  will  be  obliged  to  make  special  application,  or 
they  will  be  disqualified  from  voting.  I  say  that  is  not  the 
way  in  which  the  voters  list  should  be  made  up  in  the  first 
instance.  It  is  our  duty  to  protect  the  voter,  to  secure  to 
him  his  right  with  as  little  trouble  to  him  as  possible,  and  in 
order  to  do  that  it  is  necessary  that  the  amendment  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Huron  should  bo  adopted,  and  that  his 
correction  should  bo  made.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  pro¬ 
posed  an  amendment  providing  for  a  separate  list  in  each 
municipality.  Take  Toronto,  which  is  a  municipality,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  have  15,000  or  20,000  voters  for  the 
whole  city,  and  the  names  will  be  arranged  alphabetically 
under  the  amendment  as  proposed.  I  ask  how  is  such  an 
alphabetical  list  going  to  serve  any  practical  purpose  ?  The 
names  might  as  well  not  bo  arranged  alphabetically  at  all. 
What  we  require  is  an  alphabetical  list  for  each  polling 
division,  in  order  that  the  people  in  each  locality  may  have 
facilities  afforded  them  to  see  whether  any  names  are  left 
off  or  put  on.  It  will  be  easy  to  detect  omissions  where 
you  have  an  alphabetical  list  for  a  polling  division,  but  it 
would  be  almost  impossible  in  a  list  for  an  entire  munici¬ 
pality  as  large  as  many  of  our  city  and  town  municipalities 
are.  I  think  the  amendment  is  a  reasonable  one,  and  that 
it  should  be  sustained  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  think  the  statement  made  by 
the  hon,  gentleman  mast  be  satisfactory  to  the  committee 


in  one  respect  at  any  rate,  During  the  long  discussion  on 
this  measure,  it  has  boon  described  as  a  disfranchising  Bill, 
as  a  Bill  which  is  going  to  take  votes  from  those  who  had 
votes  under  the  law  existing  in  Ontario.  How  we  find  that 
the  chief  objection  which  the  hon,  gentleman  has  to  this 
mode  of  preparing  the  lists,  is  that  there  will  be  on  the 
voters’  lists  at  least  30  per  cent,  of  the  persons  entitled  to 
vote  who  are  not  on  the  assessment  roll  at  all.  How,  inas¬ 
much  as  the  assessment  roll  is  the  basis  of  the  list  in 
Ontario,  where  tho  franchise  is  wider  than  in  any  of  the  Pro¬ 
vinces  except  Prince  Edward  Island,  wo  at  least  have  some 
satisfaction  in  knowing  that  tho  hon.  gentleman  has  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  this  is  not  a  disfranchising  Bill, 
whateveUelse  it  may  be.  It  is  a  Bill  which  will  give  us 
according  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  statement,  30  per 
cent,  more  voters  than  are  to  bo  found  on  the  assessment 
roll  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  for,  as  I  understand,  he 
speaks  of  the  Province  of  Ontai’io,  which  is- — 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  did  not  speak  of  Ontario,  specially.  I 
pointed  out  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  provision  would  only 
apply  to  Ontario  after  the  new  Act  came  in  force,  and  the 
list  would  bo  required  to  be  made  up  under  the  law  as  it 
now  is — and  that  it  did  not  apply  to  any  other  Province. 

Mr.  WHITE.  It  is  satisfactory  to  know,  at  any  rate  in 
regard  to  Ontario,  that  the  lists  provided  for  by  this  Bill 
will  give  us  30  per  cent,  more  voters  than  are  on  the  present 
lists.  I  certainly  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to  be 
speaking  of  Ontario ;  but  of  course  we  are  bound  to  accept 
his  statement. 

Sir  JOHH  A.  MACDOHALD.  He  did  not  mean  it  at 
all. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Thero  is  anothor  thing  in 
which  I  think  the  hon,  gentleman  is  not  quite  fair,  and  that 
is  in  saying  that  wo,  on  this  side  of  tho  House,  object  to  the 
municipal  officers  who  prepare  the  lists — that  we  object  to 
tho  assessors.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  assessors  have  little 
or  nothing  to  do  with  tho  preparation  of  tho  lists.  The 
assessors  go  round  and  make  their  assessment  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  taxation — that  is  all  they  have  to  do.  Then  tho 
assessment  roll  comes  up  before  tho  Court  of  Revision, 
which  is  the  municipal  council.  The  Court  of  Revision 
hear  complaints  that  the  assessment  is  too  high  or  too  low, 
or  that  some  persons  have  been  left  off  the  roll  altogether. 
They  complete  their  work  in  that  way,  and  make  what  may 
be  called  a  revised  assessment  roll,  and  then  from  that 
revised  assessment  roll  the  clerk  of  the  municipality  pre¬ 
pares  his  voters’  list,  which,  after  all,  is  a  mere  copy  of  tho 
roll,  in  so  far  as  that  roll  indicates  the  persons  qualified  to 
vote.  And  then,  Mr.  Chairman,  afeer  that  thero  is  an 
appeal  from  that  voters’  list — which  is  to  bo  published 
and  put  up  so  that  the  people  can  look  at  it— there  is  an 
appeal  to  the  county  judge,  who  in  this  case  sits  as  a  final 
court  of  review  over  tho  voters’  lists,  and  from  whose 
decision  no  appeal  can  be  had.  Under  this  Bill  we  do  not 
make  any  attack  on  the  assessors;  they  will  still  be  tho 
same  officers,  appointed  in  the  same  way,  for  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  roll.  That  roll  will  go  beforo  tho  Court  of 
Revision  in  exactly  tho  same  way  as  it  doe3  now;  the 
members  of  that  court  will  sit  as  revisors  on  that  roll, 
they  will  will  hear  complaints  with  regard  to  it,  they 
will  finally  revise  it,  and  everything  occurring  up  to  that 
stage  will  be  precisely  the  same  after  the  Bill  passes 
as  before.  There  is  no  suggestion  of  impropriety  on 
the  part  of  the  assessor — no  reflection  on  him  or 
on  the  municipal  council  at  all.  There  is  no  attempt  at 
assuming  the  functions,  or  interfering  in  any  way  with  the 
functions,  either  of  the  assessor  or  the  municipal  council  in 
so  far  as  that  council  acts  as  a  revisor  of  the  roll.  But  what 
is  proposed  ?  It  is  proposed  that  that  assessment  roll,  thus 
made,  thus  revised,  shall  be  taken  as  primd  facie  evidence 
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of  the  right  to  vote.  Wo  have  heard  during  this  discussion, 
so  far  as  the  Province  of  Ontario  was  concerned  at  all 
events — and  I  think  from  the  manner  in  which  it  has  bean 
discussed,  it  has  been  largely  discussed  from  tho  standpoint 
of  the  experience  in  Ontario — we  have  hoard  all  through 
the  debate  that  under  the  law  as  it  exists  in  Ontario,  wo  have 
had  a  very  much  larger  number  of  voters  than  we  will 
have  when  the  Act  passes.  In  fact,  I  think  hon.  gentlemen 
have  undertaken  to  prove  that  even  undor  the  existing  law 
in  Ontario,  this  can  scarcely  be  said  to  be  an  enlargement 
of  tho  franchise.  Well,  tho  revising  officer,  whether  a 
county  judge  or  a  barrister  of  five  years’  standing,  is 
instructed  to  take  that  assessment  roll,  which  is  precisely 
what  the  clerk  of  the  council  would  be  compelled  to  do  if 
it  were  in  his  hands,  he  is  to  prepare  a  copy  from  that  roll, 
of  the  names  of  persons  who  by  it  and  by  its  terms  appear 
to  be  entitled  to  vote  under  the  qualification  fixed  by  this 
Act  of  Parliament.  When  that  is  done  it  is  published  just 
like  tho  original  copy  of  the  voters’  li3t,  and  then  ho  sits 
just  as  he  would  sit  in  review  on  the  township  clerk’s  copy 
— he  sits  in  precisely  tho  same  way  to  hear  any  person 
coming  before  him  to  complain  oither  of  being  left  off  or 
that  persons  have  been  improperly  put  qu  the  roll.  So  that 
the  only  difference  in  the  matter  is  simply  whether  the  town¬ 
ship  clerk  shall  do  tho  clerical  work  of  copying  that  roll, 
taking  that  assessment  roll  as  a  basis  of  making  tho  voters’ 
list,  or  whether  tho  revising  barrister  shall  do  it.  Now,  we 
are  told  by  hon.  gentlemen  that  the  work  had  better  be 
done  by  the  municipal  clerk,  because  he  has  tho  local 
knowledge  which  enables  him  to  do  it.  Well,  with  all 
respect  to  tho  township  clerks,  who  are  undoubtedly  as  a 
goneral  thing  intelligent,  and  as  men  go  as  much  disposed 
to  do  right  as  people  generally  will  be,  we  must  remember 
that  that  local  knowledge  of  which  so  much  is  made,  may 
actually  become  tho  very  reasou  why  ho  will  not  always 
get  the  finest  kind  of  voters’  list.  The  local  knowledge  may 
bo  the  knowledge  of  the  party  interest  in  a  particular  town¬ 
ship.  The  township  clerk  may  be,  and  often  is,  a  very 
active  politician  on  one  side  of  politics  or  the  other.  He 
may  know  very  thoroughly  what  persons  had  better  bo  put 
on,  and  what  persons  had  better  be  left  off,  and  with  tho 
best  possible  desire  to  do  just  oxactly  what  is  right,  that 
very  local  knowledge  may  possibly  be  the  moans — I  do  not 
say  it  would  be,  but  the  danger  is  certainly  greater  than  it 
would  be  under  the  revising  officer — it  may  actually  bo  the 
means  of  leaving  off  votes  or  putting  on  votes,  which  are 
not  the  result  of  a  mere  transcript  of  the  assessment  roll. 
In  so  far  as  they  are  a  transcript  of  the  assessment  roll, 
there  is  no  difficulty  oither  way,  for  it  is  merely  clerical 
work  in  either  case.  The  revising  officer  makes  up  his  list 
first  from  the  assessment  roll ;  he  has  to  assist  him  in  that, 
tho  last  revised  voters’  list,  so  that  if  tho  revising 
officer  was  found  leaving  off  the  roll  porsons  who 
were  there  and  who  prima  facie  had  a  right  to  be  on, 
in  consequence  of  the  amount  for  which  they  were  assessed, 
or  in  consequence  of  the  fact  that  they  were  on  the  voters’ 
list  bofore  under  qualifications  similar  to  those  wo  have,  he 
would,  by  that  very  fact,  establish  an  accusation  against 
himself  of  having  been  guilty  of  partiality  unless  ho  could 
prove  that  the  thing  was  done  by  oversight  or  accidont, 
which  is  not  likely  to  occur.  So  that  the  whole  question  is 
simply  whether  the  township  clerk — not  the  assessor  —  shall 
make  the  preliminary  copy  or  whether  the  revising  officer 
shall  make  it.  Whethor  the  township  clerk  makes  it  or  the 
revising  officer  makes  it,  it  is  to  be  hung  up ;  it  is  to  be 
open  to  the  supervision  of  every  elector  who  is  interested  in 
seeing  that  there  is  a  good,  proper  and  honest  assessment 
roll — open  to  the  supervision  of  every  man  on  either  side  of 
politics  who  may  desire  to  see  that  his  own  friends  are  on 
the  roll  and  that  none  of  his  opponents  are  on  who  ought  to 
be  off;  then  it  comes  before  the  revising  officer,  just  as 
to-day  it  comes  before  the  judge  sitting  as  final  revising 
Mr.  White  (Cardwell). 
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officer  of  the  voters’  list.  It  does  seem  to  mo  that  tho  attempt 
to  make  out  that  this  is  a  means  to  get  an  improper  list 
must  utterly  fail,  seeing  that  the  final  revised  list  is  to  be 
made  by  the  very  officer  who  at  present  makes  it,  the  county 
judge,  and  in  the  next  place  because  the  work  of  the  local 
officials  is  taken  as  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  right  of  the 
parties  whose  names  are  on  tho  roll  to  vote.  I  think  we  had 
better  adopt  tho  clause  amended  as  tho  First  Minister  pro- 
poses,  and  reject  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron). 

Mr.  TEOW.  The  reasoning  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  is  not  logical  if  he  says  that  a  total 
stranger  to  a  municipality,  not  acquainted  with  the  circum¬ 
stances  of  tho  case,  and  perhaps  not  knowing  a  single  indi¬ 
vidual  there,  is  better  qualified  to  make  up  the  voters’  list 
than  tho  assessor  and  clork,  who  may  have  been  a  resident 
in  tho  municipality  for  a  quarter  of  a  century,  and  has  a 
character  to  sustain  in  tho  neighborhood.  In  regard  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  First  Minister  to  the  effect  that  the 
assessors  are  partisans,  I  deny  that  entirely.  In  the 
county  of  Perth,  which  I  can  best  speak  for,  the  assessors 
are  tho  best  men  to  prepare  tho  preliminary  list  for  the 
revising  officer  ;  and  notwithstanding  what  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson)  and  the  hon.  member  for 
East  Huron  (Mr.  Farrow)  says  about  their  being  political 
partisans,  I  deny  it ;  any  of  them  that  I  am  acquainted 
with  are  just  and  honorablo  men.  In  one  particular  town¬ 
ship  in  my  own  riding,  where  I  had  150  majority,  all  of  tho 
officials  are  Conservatives,  which  proves  that  the  Reform¬ 
ers  of  that  township  are  not  anxious  for  office.  The  hon. 
member  for  North  Perth  will  not  get  great  credit  from  the 
municipalities  in  that  county  for  stating  that  the  officials 
are  placed  in  their  positions  as  political  partisans  for  a  par¬ 
ticular  purposo.  Tho  rolls  I  have  seen  in  tho  different 
municipalities  aro  generally  honestly  made  up,  and  I  think 
the  hon.  First  Minister  should  certainly  utilise  the  officials 
who  prepare  the  rolls  now,  who  are  familiar  with  the  work, 
and  who  could  do  it  better  and  more  cheaply  in  every 
respect  than  a  stranger. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  must  rise  for  about  the  fifth  timo  to 
correct  the  remarks  made  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I 
made  a  statement,  which  I  think  is  patent  to  every  gentle¬ 
man  who  has  canvassed  a  municipality  in  Ontario,  either 
for  township  or  for  county  purposes,  that  elections  are  car¬ 
ried  on  political  grounds.  I  am  sure  my  hon.  friend  should 
not  be  the  gentleman  to  complain  of  that  or  to  suggest  that 
it  is  not  the  case,  for  he  had  tho  pleasure  of  representing 
one  township  as  reeve  for  21  years ;  no  Conservative  dare 
oppose  him,  because  there  was  a  Grit  majority  of  300  in  the 
township.  I  ask  him  whether  during  21  years  they  had  a 
Conservative  reeve  in  that  township,  a  Conservative  asses¬ 
sor,  or  a  Conservative  collector.  Why,  Sir,  even  to  the 
fence  viewers  and  the  road  masters,  the  officials .  were 
Grits.  On  the  other  hand,  to  show  the  liberality  of 
the  Conservative  party,  in  the  city  of  Stratford,  where  my 
hon.  friend  and  myself  reside,  we  have  to  day  a  Grit  mayor, 
and  we  have  allowed  Grits  every  year  to  have  seats  in  the 
council  without  attempting  to  oppose  them,  although  my 
hon,  friend  knows  that  we  have  carried  every  ward  in  that 
city  except  one  for  year’s  when  we  choose  to  contest  them. 
But  I  rose  to  correct  again,  for  the  fifth  or  sixth  time,  what 
my  hon.  friend  charges  mo  with— that  I  charged  the  asses¬ 
sors  with  doing  what  was  unfair,  and  with  doing  it  in  a 
fraudulent  way.  Tho  hon.  member  for  Megantic  (Mr.  Lan- 
golier)  charged  me  in  this  way : 

“  I  think  it  was  the  hon.  member  for  North  Perth  who  said  that  great 
injustice  and  frauds  were  committed  by  the  municipal  councils.” 

Now,  I  never  made  use  of  such  a  word  as  frauds,  or  said 
that  great  injustice  was  done.  I  pointed  out  tho  fact  that 
tho  elections  were  contested  in  the  townships  and  towns 
and  cities  of  Canada  on  political  principles,  that  the  asses- 
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eors  were  appointed  on  political  principles,  and  that  the  j 
courts  of  revision  were  appointed  from  majorities  obtained 
according  to  their  political  principles,  and  that  if  this  Bill 
were  all  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  said  it  was  and  simply 
brought  into  this  House  for  a  political  purpose,  it  was  not 
worse  than  the  old  state  of  things.  That  was  tho  nature  of 
my  remarks.  What  I  said  in  reply  to  tho  hon.  gentleman 
was  this : 

“It  was  well  known  to  all  th9  members  from  Ontario  that  the  elec¬ 
tions  in  the  main  were  carried  very  largely  upon  political  grounds,  and 
that  the  councillors  were  so  elected  in  the  first  place,  and  that  they 
appointed  the  assessors  who  made  out  the  rolls,  and  that  the  courts  of 
revision  were  appointed  in  a  similar  way.  I  also  urged  that  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition  was  responsible  for  bringing  party  politics  ii  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  the  councillors,  because  he  advised  his  friends  to  look  after  the 
voters’  lists,  and  that  consequently  the  object  was  to  have  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  voters’  lists  in  partisan  hands.” 

I  have  to  correct  a  misrepresentation  of  my  remarks  again. 
I  would  like  hon.  gentlemen  to  cease  misrepresenting  me 
and  quote  my  exact  words,  when  they  do  quote  me  at  all ; 
they  have  no  right  to  suppose  that  I  will  be  here  on  every 
occasion  to  correct  them  when  they  attribute  to  me  tho 
remarks  I  never  made.  I  would  not  notice  this  were  it  not 
duo  to  myself  and  to  a  class  of  citizens  before  whom  I  wish 
to  stand  right,  especially  the  Conservatives  who  act  hon¬ 
estly  in  politics ;  I  cannot  say  so  much  of  both  sides.  Tho 
hon.  member  for  Simcoe  (Mr.  Cook)  said  : 

“  I  have  more  confidence  in  the  Tories  than  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Perth  (Mr.  Hesson)  appears  to  have,  because  I  heard  him  declare  in  this 
House  that  he  would  not  believe  the  assessors,  a  great  many  of  them, 
under  oath.” 

I  never  said  anything  of  tho  kind.  I  defy  any  gentleman 
to  look  up  Hansard ,  I  defy  any  hon.  gentleman  who  wa3  in 
this  House  when  I  made  a  few  remarks  on  this  question,  to 
say  that  I  ever  used  such  words.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  mis¬ 
quoted  me,  and,  as  I  happened  by  more  accident  to  be  in 
my  seat  at  the  time,  I  immediately  rose  and  set  him  right 
in  the  following  words : 

“  I  rise  to  correct  the  hon.  gentleman.  He  is  entirely  misrepresenting 
my  statement  again.  I  said  nothing  of  the  kind,  and  if  the  hon  gentle¬ 
man  had  been  present  he  would  not  have  dared  to  say  so.  I  repeat 
again,  that  what  I  said  was  this  :  That  the  municipal  elections  in 
Ontario  were  generally  held  on  political  principles,  anl  the  councillors 
being  so  clecied,  the  assessors  were  consequently  so  appointed,  and  the 
Courts  of  Revision  were  appointed  upon  the  same  principle,  each  side 
always  endeavoring  to  obtain  a  majority  of  their  own  political  friends, 
whether  Grit  or  Conservative,  as  representing  the  county  or  town. 
That  course,  I  said,  was  advised  by  the  leader  of  the  Retorm  party  at 
Toronto,  who  told  them  to  look  after  the  voters’  list.  The  voters’  lists 
were  therefore  prepared  in  the  manner  I  have  described — fir3t,  by 
election  of  members  of  the  council  who  were  of  a  particular  stripe,  then 
by  the  appointment  of  an  assessor  of  the  same  stripe,  by  the  majority  of 
the  Court  of  Revision  of  the  same  stripe.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  denies 
that,  then  he  denies  what  no  other  gentleman  in  the  House  would  deny 
who  has  fought  the  municipal  elections  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.” 

I  say  that  the  elections  in  the  townships,  towns  and  cities 
of  Ontario,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  it  well  aro  so 
conducted,  and  if  this  Bill  had  the  effect  simply  of  carrying 
on  the  same  state  of  things,  matters  will  be  no  worse  than 
they  are. 

Mr.  TKOW.  The  hon.  gentleman,  wincing  under  the 
castigation  he  is  receiving  from  the  corporations  in  his  rid¬ 
ings  for  having  charged  those  municipal  bodies  with  being 
partisans- - 

Mr.  HESSON.  Quote  my  words. 

Mr.  TROW.  To  satisfy  the  hon.  gentleman  I  will  read 
what  he  said : 

“The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  persons  should  be  elected  for  the 
purpose  of  preparing  voters’  lists.  Now,  we  elect  a  council  for  the  very 
purpose  of  appointing  the  assessors,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows, 
and  every  member  of  this  House  knows,  that  not  only  are  the  councils 
elected  on  political  principles,  but  the  assessors  are  appointed  on  politi¬ 
cal  principles.  My  hon.  triend  knows  it  perfectly  well.  He  knows  that 
the  great  struggle  has  been  between  the  parties  on  that  point  for  years. 

I  give  him  my  own  county  as  an  instance  ;  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  single 
township  in  which  the  assessors  have  not  been  elected  on  that  principle 
for  years.  In  the  city  in  which  I  have  lived  for  the  last  torty  years  that 
battle  has  been  fought  out  from  year  to  year  between  the  two  great 
parties.  My  hon.  friend  will  not  be  in  any  better  position  if  the  council 


are  taken,  in  the  first  place,  upon  the  principle,  and  they  choose  their 
assessors.  What  better  would  it  be  if  this  suggestion  is  carried  out  ?  I 
think  it  would  be  very  much  better,  and  we  will  get  rid  of  some  portions 
of  these  partisan  struggles,  and  it  will  be  in  the  interests  of  the  country 
if  we  could  have  gentlemen  appointed  by  the  Government  for  this  pur¬ 
pose,  gentlemen  who  have  reputations,  and  who  are  responsible  to  this 
House.  I  do  not  think  any  gentleman  would  value  his  position  so  low 
that  he  would  be  willing  to  place  it  in  the  hands  of  his  party,  and  say  : 
I  will  sacrifice  my  reputation  for  the  paltry  pittance  you  give  me  as  a 
salary  to  discharge  that  work.  I  think  it  is  asking  too  much  of  the 
members  of  this  House  to  believe  that  we  should  get  rid  of  the  political 
principle  by  still  leaving  the  appointment  in  the  hands  of  the  electors. 
My  hon.  friend  must  know  that  has  been  the  trouble  in  the  past.” 

Mr.  HESSON.  Does  my  hon.  friend  find  the  word 
“  fraud  ”  there,  or  that  I  would  not  believe  the  assessors  on 
oath  ? 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  think  it  would  be  well  if  tho 
right  hon.  gentleman  would  define  to  the  committee  what 
part  the  revised  assessment  roll  and  the  voters’  lists,  as 
finally  revised,  aro  going  to  play  in  preparing  the  lists 
under  this  Act.  In  tho  amendment  he  has  placed  before 
the  committee,  he  stated  that  the  assessment  roll  is  to  be 
taken  as  prirnd  facie  evidence  of  a  man’s  right  to  vote. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  the  value  of  property. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  Of  the  value  of  property.  But  I 
find  that  the  amendment  says  that  is  only  a  part  of  the  evi¬ 
dence,  that  he  is  to  take  such  other  evidence  as  he  thinks 
right  in  making  up  the  voters’  lists.  If  the  assessment  roll, 
as  finally  revised,  were  to  be  taken  as  tho  absolute  basis  of 
the  voters  list,  and  then  additions  made  to  it  or  names 
struck  off,  at  the  final  revision  of  the  revising  officer,  a  great 
part  of  the  difficulty  would  be  obviated.  There  would  then 
simply  remain  the  question  of  expense,  which  is  a  question 
for  tho  Government  to  take  hold  of ;  this  side  of  tho 
House  is  not  responsible  for  it.  But  if,  as  tho  Act  at 
present  provides,  tho  revising  officer  is  only  to  take  the 
assessment  roll  as  as  evidence  of  valuation,  and  may  of  his 
own  will  and  motion  reject  such  names  or  put  on  such 
names  as  he  may  see  fit,  the  same  difficulty  exists;  wo  will 
have  still  a  person  appointed  for  a  partisan  purpose,  who 
may  enter  only  such  names  as  suits  himself  and  then 
shall  have  tho  final  revision  of  tho  voters’  lists.  I  was 
sorry  to  hear  the  remarks  made  to  day  and  on  a  former 
occasion  regarding  tho  assessors  and  municipal  clerks.  It 
has  been  stated  again  and  again  that  the  reason  for  taking 
this  matter  out  of  their  hands  is  because,  as  a  general  rule, 
they  are  partisans.  I  submit  that  if  thero  is  any  force  at 
all  in  that  objection,  it  applies  much  moro  forcibly  to  this 
Bill;  because  in  the  case  of  the  assessors  there  is  a  remedy 
provided,  sure,  quick  and  decisive,  should  they  act  in  a 
partisan  manner,  whereas  under  this  Bill  there  is  no  remedy. 
So  far  as  the  assessor  is  concerned,  ho  porforms  his  duty 
under  oath. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Will  he  not  still  take  the  same  oath 
as  before  ? 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  It  is  an  insult  to  any  assessor  to 
insinuate  that  he  will  perjure  himself  or  violate  his  oath. 
But  it  does  not  rest  there.  There  is  an  appeal  from  the 
assessor  to  the  Court  of  Revision. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Wbat  is  the  appeal  for? 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  It  is  against  under-valuation  or  over¬ 
valuation.  It  is  free  to  every  man  who  thinks  he  is  wrongly 
kept  oft’ the  assessors  roll,  or  who  thinks  his  property  valued 
too  low  or  too  high.  Each  one  of  tho  five  gentlemen  who 
compose  the  revision  court  takes  a  solemn  oath  before  com¬ 
mencing  his  duties,  and  I  believe  that  justice  is,  as  a  rule, 
done  both  to  the  Reformers  and  Conservatives.  A  great 
point  is  tried  to  be  made  out  of  the  complexion  of  the  coun¬ 
cil.  I  have  only  to  say  that  in  tho  township  in  which  I 
live,  which  gives  400  of  a  Reform  majority,  in  which  I  my¬ 
self,  running  for  reeve,  have  had  700  of  a  majority,  I  have 
never  known,  in  my  experience,  of  a  council  altogether 
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Reform.  There  have  always  been  Conservatives  in  it ;  we 
have  even  had  a  Conservative  reeve,  and  once  gave  a  Con¬ 
servative  warden  to  the  county.  But  the  matter  does  not 
end  there.  If  any  man  feels  aggrieved  with  the  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Revision,  ho  has  an  appeal  to  the  county  judge, 
and,  so  far  as  I  know,  those  appeals  have  always  been  fairly 
dealt  with  in  the  Province  of  Ontario. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  Would  not  that  be  the  same  under 
this  Act  ? 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  This  Act,  in  effect,  declares  that  the 
assessor  is  not  to  be  trusted,  that  the  Court  of  Revision  is 
not  to  be  trusted,  that  the  clerk  of  the  township  is  not  to  bo 
trusted,  and  finally  that  the  county  judge  is  not  to  be  trusted. 

Mr.  McOALLUM.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  allow  mo  — 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  only  desire  to  say- — - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  cannot  allow  interruptions,  unless 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  is  speaking  permits  them. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  stated—- 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order;  Chair. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  who  pro¬ 
poses  this  Bill  declares  that  the  voters’  list,  prepared  in  the 
manner  I  have  described,  is  not  a  puro  list,  and  that  the 
object  of  this  Bill  is  to  produce  a  pure  list.  He,  in  effect, 
says  that  the  eight  men  who  are  now  engaged  in  getting 
up  and  revising  the  lists,  and  who  do  their  work  under 
oath,  are  not  able  to  get  up  a  pure  list ;  and  he  proposes  that 
the  whole  thing  shall  bo  left  to  the  judgment  of  one  of  them, 
the  county  judge  or  of  some  one  else  whom  he  may  appoint, 
and  that  all  the  others  who  now  have  anything  to  do  with  the 
preparation  of  the  voters’  list  are  not  to  be  trusted.  It 
will  be  an  intolerable  hardship  if  the  alphabetical  list  is  to 
bo  made  for  the  whole  municipality,  instead  of  for  each 
polling  sub  division,  because  I  know  townships  where  there 
are  from  2,000  to  2,500  voters,  and  it  will  entail  an 
enormous  amount  of  labor  to  separate  these,  while  it  is  a 
simple  matter  in  a  polling  sub  division  where  there  are  not 
more  than  200  voters.  In  the  one  case  it  will  be  very 
difficult  to  watch  the  list,  while  now  it  is  quite  easy,  and 
under  the  now  system  it  will  almost  bo  impossible  to  say 
that  the  roll  is  correctly  made. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Notwithstanding  what  has  been  said 
by  the  horn  member  for  South  Middlesex  (Mr.  Armstrong), 
there  is  a  great  deal  in  the  contention  that  the  assessment 
roll  is  not  an  evidence  of  the  correct  value  of  the  property. 
No  doubt,  the  assessors  endeavor  to  do  their  duty,  but  it  is 
evident  that  they  do  not  always  succeed  in  that.  In  my 
county,  there  are  every  five  years  county  valuators  sent 
round  to  rectify  the  assessment  of  the  township,  or  reassess 
the  whole  county,  and  I  think  that  the  last  time  such  coun¬ 
ty  assessment  was  made  there  was  a  difference  of  about 
$2,000,000  in  the  amount  as  assessed  by  the  local  asses¬ 
sors  and  the  county  valuators.  I  know  of  cases  where  land 
of  equal  value  on  different  sides  of  a  township  line  is  very 
differently  assessed.  I  believe  the  township  assessors 
endeavor  to  do  their  duty  fairly,  as  they  are  sworn  to  do ; 
still,  they  have  different  views  as  to  the  value  of  property. 
Tho  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  contended  that 
we  have  power  to  compel  municipal  officers  to  make  up  those 
lists.  If  they  are  appointed  for  that  purpose  and  paid  for  it, 
I  think  we  have,  but  not  otberwiso  for  they  receive  their 
instructions  from  the  municipal  governments.  It  was  also 
contended  that  tho  officers  entrusted  with  this  duty  under 
this  Act  could  not  get  a  copy  of  the  voters’  list.  My  experi¬ 
ence  is  that  these  voters’  lists  are  on  sale  in  every  township 
or  county  for  a  price  ranging  from  10  cents  to  20  cents,  so 
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that  it  would  be  very  easy  for  the  revising  officer  to  get  a 
copy.  The  hon,  member  for  Bothwell  contends  that  25  or 
30  per  cent,  of  those  entitled  to  vote  under  this  Bill  would 
not  be  found  on  the  voters’  list  of  the  Provinco.  That  is  an 
amusing  contention  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  the  other  day  alleged  that  the  Ontario  franchise 
gave  votes  to  a  large  number  who  would  not  bo  entitled 
to  vote  under  this  Bill.  That  is  in  keeping  with 
most  of  what  the  hon.  gentleman  says  in  this  House. 
Now,  there  was  another  argument  something  like  this : 
That  tho  clei’k  of  tho  municipality  would  be  tho  best  party 
to  prepare  the  voters’  list,  because  he  was  acquainted  with 
the  people  and  had  this  duty  to  perform  every  year.  He 
has  nothing  of  the  kind  to  do.  He  can  only  copy  the  list 
after  it  has  been  revised  by  the  assessor  and  municipal 
council  of  the  municipality,  and  he  has  no  more  to  do 
than  tho  clerk  who  will  be  employed  by  the  judge  to 
copy  the  revised  voters’  list  from  the  assessment  roll 
which  he  receives  from  the  clerk  of  the  municipality. 
He  has  only  to  keep  what  is  given  to  him  by  the  municipal 
council  after  the  assessment  has  been  made,  and  after  the 
municipal  officers  have  revised  that  list.  There  is  a  great 
deal  of  force  in  the  contention  of  the  hon.  member  for  Card- 
well  (Mr.  White)  that  the  very  knowledge  the  township 
clerk  possesses  ought  to  unfit  him  for  the  discharge  of  that 
duty.  And  why  would  the  judge  be  more  likely  to  do  it 
impartially  than  tho  clerk?  For  the  reason  that  he  is  not 
acquainted  with  the  political  leanings  of  the  voters  in  the 
township;  he  is  not  interested  in  knowing  whether  a  man 
is  a  Conservative  or  a  Reformer  when  there  is  an  applica¬ 
tion  made  to  him  to  put  that  name  on  or  strike  it  off.  He 
has  an  entirely  diffei’ent  duty  to  perform,  and  the  less  he 
knows  about  the  people  of  the  township  the  better.  Tho 
only  thing  he  needs  to  know,  after  he  accepts  the  revised 
assessment  roll  as  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  value  of  the 
property  upon  which  a  party  shall  bo  entitled  to  vote,  is 
the  value  of  that  property ;  he  does  not  want  to  know  any¬ 
thing  about  that  person’s  politics,  and  that  is  the  reason 
why  ho  is  likely  to  do  his  duty  impartially. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  The  hon.  member  for  South  Middlesex 
(Mr.  Armstrong)  and  some  other  members,  in  considering 
the  wording  of  this  clause,  seem  to  forget  that  in  Ontario 
and  other  parts  of  tho  Dominion  thero  are  districts  with 
numerous  settlers  where  there  are  no  voters’  lists  at  all,  and 
where  there  is  no  township  laid  off  and  no  assessment  roll 
or  anything  of  that  kind.  In  theso  cases  there  ought  to  be 
some  provision  made  whereby  it  may  be  ascertained  what 
people  are  living  thero  and  what  property  they  are  possessed 
of  that  would  entitle  them  to  vote.  In  my  district  with  its 
55,000  people  there  are  some  places  where  the  polling 
stations  are  100  miles  apart ;  that  district  is  900  miles  from 
east  to  west,  and  300  miles  from  north  to  south.  It  is  not 
like  those  little  constituencies  that  you  can  drive  around  in 
a  day  and  make  up  the  assessment  rolls.  I  think  these  unor¬ 
ganised  districts  should  be  taken  into  account  as  well  as 
these  organised  districts  where  you  have  assessment  rolls, 
and  I  think  this  provision  very  fair  and  very  ample  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  MULOOK.  When  the  First  Minister  addressed  the 
committee  on  Thursday  last,  he  stated  that  the  revising 
officer  would  bo  bound  by  the  assessment  roll,  and  that  he 
was  anxious  to  have  the  power  and  duties  of  tho  revising 
officer  correspond  as  nearly  as  possiblo,  mutatis  mutandis, 
with  the  powers  of  the  revising  officer  in  England,  and  I  pre¬ 
sume  that  we  are  proceeding  now  with  that  object  in  view. 
Now,  if  the  English  statute  is  to  be  our  guide  at  all,  we  find 
by  it  that  the  revising  officer  has  very  different  duties  to 
perform  from  those  which  it  is  proposed  to  assign  to  the 
revising  officer  here  ;  and  the  remarks  I  made  on  Friday 
night,  which  resulted  in  the  First  Minister  recommending 
the  proviso  to  the  12th  section,  were  with  a  view  to  following 
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out  the  line  that  he  indicated  and  to  harmonise  this  measure 
with  the  English  Act.  Now  if  we  look  at  the  English  Act 
41-42  Yic.,  cap.,  26,  we  find  that  the  lists  are  prepared 
by  the  overseers  who  are  municipal  officers,  and  then 
they  are  dealt  with  by  the  revising  officers,  the  revising 
officers  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  original  preparation  of 
the  lists  ;  and  I  am  anxious,  if  possible,  that  this  Bill  should 
provide  that  the  assessment  lists  shall  be  binding  upon  the 
rovising  officer  in  the  first  place.  Now,  I  see  a  great  dis¬ 
tinction  between  the  proposition  now  made  by  the  Eirst 
Minister  and  the  position  which  I  thiok  should  be  taken.  I 
suggest  that  the  assessmant  rolls  should  be,  in  the  first 
instance,  binding  on  the  revising  officer  to  this  extent : 
That  ho  should  examine  them  and  that  the  name  of  every 
person  appearing  by  the  assessment  roll  to  be  that  of  a  duly 
qualified  elector,  should  bo  transferred,  without  any 
discretion  on  the  part  of  the  revising  officer  to  this  pre¬ 
liminary  list.  If,  however,  you  simply  say,  as  the  proviso 
offered  says,  that  the  revising  officer  shall  take  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll  and  voters’  list  as  primd  facie  evidence,  it  still 
leaves  him  judicial  powers  before  he  has  prepared  his 
preliminary  list.  He  can  judicially  hold  that  he  has 
reason  to  discredit  the  assessment  rolls,  and  ho  can  ignore 
them  entirely  in  the  first  instance.  Now,  it  appears  to  mo 
that  after  a  person,  claiming  to  be  an  elector,  has  had  his 
qualification  approved  by  tbo  assessor,  after  tho  Court  of 
Revision  has  eat  to  correct  mistakes,  there  is  a  fair  pre¬ 
sumption  that  all  mistakes  have  been  corrected ;  thoro  is 
a  fair  presumption  that  all  persons  whose  names  appear 
on  that  revised  assessment  roll,  and  who  by  that  roll 
appear  to  possess  the  necessary  property  qualification,  are, 
entitled  to  voto.  At  that  stage  it  ought  not,  I  submit,  to  be 
in  the  power  of  tho  revising  officer,  on  any  unauthentic 
information  he  may  obtain  ex  parte,  to  ignore  the  revised 
assessment  rolls.  Therefore  the  distinction  between  the 
amendment  which  I  placed  in  your  hands  and  tho  proviso 
is  this:  That  in  dealing  with  the  names  of  the  class  of 
people  to  which  I  have  roferred  the  revising  officer  shall 
simply  have  ministerial  duties,  and  that  it  shall  be  his  duty 
to  transfer  from  the  assessment  roll  to  his  primary 
list — called  by  tho  First  Minister  the  fundamental  list — 
all  names  which  appear  on  tho  revised  assessment  roll. 
It  does  not  deprive  him  of  any  power  later  on  to  correct 
mistakes  occasioned  by  mistakes  in  the  assessment  roll,  if 
they  are  brought  to  his  notice.  The  English  Act  states 
that  the  revising  officer  shall  only  have  such  power  as 
would  follow  if  the  committee  were  to  adopt  the  sugges¬ 
tion  I  have  made.  He  simply  can  correct.  I  do  not  find 
there  is  any  provision  whereby  a  revising  officer  can 
overrule  the  overseer’s  estimate  of  value.  His  powers  and 
functions  are  set  forth  in  section  28  of  the  English  Act. 
With  respect  to  the  illustration  furnished  by  tho  First  Min¬ 
ister,  namely,  that  persons  might  bo  placed  on  tho  assess¬ 
ment  roll  who  were  aliens  and  therefore  not  entitled  to 
vote,  I  do  not  see  that  is  any  reason  for  discrediting  the  as¬ 
sessment  roll.  It  is  true  that  names  of  persons  may  appear 
on  such  roll  who  are  not  able  to  vote.  Tho  revision  of 
such  names  is  tho  sort  of  work  the  revising  officer  is  to 
do,  unless  it  is  still  left  to  be  done  by  the  machinery  of  the 
Election  Act.  Under  the  English  Act,  sub-section  7,  the  re¬ 
vising  officer  has  to  deal  with  that  clas3  of  cases.  When 
the  primary  list  is  made  up  the  court  is  held,  and  if  there  is 
such  an  objection  as  has  been  suggested,  that  for  example 
a  certain  person  is  an  alien  or  is  civilly  dead  in 
any  way  so  that  he  cannot  enjoy  civil  rights, 
then  the  revising  officer,  on  evidence  being  adduced, 
can  strike  the  name  off  the  list.  That  appears  to  be 
the  right  time  to  strike  it  off.  The  presumption  of 
the  law  is  that  all  persons  placed  on  the  roll  enjoy  all 
civil  rights.  All  I  ask  is  that  this  presumption  shall 
be  allowed  to  stand  good  until  the  revising  officer  has 
held  his  court,  when  legal  evidence  must  be  given  in  order 
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to  adjust  the  rights  of  parties.  For  these  reasons  I  think 
the  provision  proposed  does  not  go  far  enough  ;  I  recognise 
the  intention  of  the  First  Minister,  and  I  still  hope  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  meet  the  objection  I  have  made.  What  I 
ask  is,  that  so  far  as  regards  the  assessment  roll  and  the 
voters’  list,  the  revising  officer  shall,  in  the  first  instance, 
be  obliged  to  transfer  the  names  from  the  assessment  roll  to 
the  primary  list,  instead  of  at  that  stage  giving  any  judicial 
decision. 

Mr.  YAIL.  The  groat  objection  I  have  to  the  proposal  is 
that  it  will  be  quite  impossible  to  prepare  a  satisfactory  and 
correct  list  Avithout  a  large  expenditure  of  public  money. 
Our  present  mode  in  Nova  Scotia  is  for  tho  municipalities 
to  appoint  assessors.  They  are  obliged  to  furnish  revisers 
with  a  copy  of  the  assessment  list.  Tho  revisers 
revise  the  lists,  and  they  are  obliged  to  furnish  tho 
clerk  of  the  peace  with  copies,  and  from  that  list  the 
sheriff  makes  up  the  list  of  voters.  It  is  a  simple  and 
inexpensive  method.  Let  us  suppose  that  a  revising  officer 
has  been  appointed,  and  he  proceeds  to  commence  work. 
He  calls  upon  tho  clerk  of  the  peace  to  furnish  him  with 
the  assessment  roll.  It  will  be  found  that  the  roll  does  not 
contain  a  number  of  names  of  parties  who  will  be  entitled 
to  vote  under  this  Bill.  It  will  contain  a  number  of  names, 
in  the  case  of  Nova  Scotia,  who  will  not  bo  entitled  to  vote 
under  this  Bill ;  and  it  will  be  quite  impossible  for  the  rovis¬ 
ing  officer  to  use  that  roll  as  anything  more  than  simply  a 
guide.  It  will  be  necessary  for  that  officer,  after  he  gels 
the  list,  to  go  into  every  polling  district  of  the  county  and 
make  a  perfect  examination  of  the  lists,  and  compare  tho 
names  with  the  people  of  the  district,  before  he  can  ascer¬ 
tain  who  will  be  entitled  to  vote.  Take  the  county  I  repre¬ 
sent  (Digby).  The  shire  town  is  placed  at  one  end  of  it. 
Throe  roads  run  parallel  through  the  county,  each  having  a 
length  of  50  miles.  Tho  county  judge  and  all  the  barris¬ 
ters,  with  one  exception,  livo  in  the  shiro  town.  How  can 
the  judge,  or  revising  barrister,  bo  sufficiently  acquainted 
with  the  persons  living  in  tho  couuty  to  prepare  a  correct 
list  unless  ho  personally  visits  every  part  of  the  county? 
Ho  must  do  that,  and  go  over  thoso  three  roads,  having  a 
united  length  of  150  miles,  which,  counting  thoro  and  back, 
will  give  a  distance  of  300  miles'.  Whon  he  has  done  that 
he  will  only  have  his  first  list.  It  is  nocessary  that  list  should 
be  revised,  then  he  goes  over  the  district  tho  second  time 
so  as  to  give  people  an  opportunity  of  saying  whether  names 
have  been  improperly  omitted  or  whother  name3  should  bo 
struck  off.  In  his  final  revision  it  is  necessary  to  make  tho 
same  journey.  It  is,  therefore,  quite  impossible  for  a  revis¬ 
ing  officer  to  perform  the  duties  satisfactorily  which  have 
been  discharged  by  municipal  officers  in  regard  to  tho  pre¬ 
paration  of  the  voters’  lists.  Thoso  officers  do  not  reside  in 
one  locality  but  in  different  parts  of  it,  and  they  know  tho 
men  whoso  names  should  be  on  the  list,  and  in  that  way 
they  obtain  a  very  correct  list.  Under  the  proposed  systom 
it  will  be  quite  impossible  to  get  a  reliable  list  except  at 
very  great  expense.  That  is  the  greatest  objection  I  have 
to  the  proposed  mode  of  appointment.  The  present  method 
in  Nova  Scotia  has  worked  satisfactorily.  It  sometimes 
happens  that  a  partisan  may  be  appointed,  either  as 
assessor  or  as  reviser;  but  it  is  not  the  rule,  and  very  few 
appointments  are  made  because  the  individuals  belong  to 
one  political  party.  The  people  select  the  very  bost  men 
who  have  an  interest  in  the  county,  men  of  property  and 
intelligence,  who  understand  all  about  the  different 
districts  and  are  quite  competent  to  make  up  a  list  that 
will  bo  fair  and  just  between  the  different  parties. 
I  know  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  and  I  do  not  think 
politics  has,  as  a  general  rule,  anything  to  do  with  the 
preparation  of  those  lists  in  tho  Province.  I  know  that 
in  Halifax  they  sometimes  take  off  and  put  on  a  good 
many  names,  at  the  Court  of  Revision  there,  but  outside  of 
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Halifax,  I  do  not  believe  that  half  a  dozen  names  are  put  on 
or  taken  off.  If  the  Premier  would  only  adopt  that  system, 
so  far  as  obliging  the  revising  officer  to  take  the  local  lists 
to  base  his  list  upon,  it  would  be  more  satisfactory  in  every 
way.  The  preparation  of  the  list  will  cost  very  little, 
as  tho  revising  officer  will  have  all  the  information  neces¬ 
sary  to  enable  him  to  arrive  at  a  correct  conclusion.  Even 
although  the  committee  has  decided  to  adopt  the  revising 
barrister  clause,  I  think  we  should  do  the  best  we  can  to 
assist  him  in  arriving  at  the  best  method  of  obtaining  inform¬ 
ation  on  which  to  base  the  voters’  list. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  innoconco  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
with  regard  to  one  matter  in  the  Province  from  which  we 
both  come,  is  extraordinary.  He  stated  that  he  could  not 
call  to  mind  any  county  in  Nova  Scotia  in  which  political 
feeling  was  much  involved  in  connection  with  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  assessment  rolls  and  the  revision  of  electoral  lists. 
This  is  an  astonishing  statement  after  the  debate  which  has 
taken  place  in  the  Local  House  upon  a  Franchise  Bill  which 
his  friends  introduced.  No  doubt  the  hon.  member  for 
Digby  has  seen  that  Bill,  and  no  doubt  he  has  read  the 
debate. 

Mr.  VAIL.  No ;  I  have  not.  . 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  should  have 
done  so  before  attempting  to  make  such  a  statement  as  the 
one  to  which  I  have  referred  ;  for  in  that  debate  it  was 
admitted  all  round,  it  was  not  contradicted  by  a  single 
member  of  the  Local  House,  that  the  grossest  partisanship 
existed  in  connection  with  the  preparation  of  the  electoral 
lists  in  Nova  Scotia.  His  own  friend,  Mr.  Longley,  in 
introducing  the  Bill,  said  tho  great  object  of  tho  Bill  was  to 
do  away  with  the  partisan  abuses  in  connection  with  the 
making  up  and  preparation  of  the  electoral  lists.  I  have 
before  mo  a  report  of  the  debates  when  that  Bill  was  before 
the  Local  House.  The  leader  of  the  Government  in  Nova 
Scotia,  Mr.  Fielding,  another  friend  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  took  the  same  ground  in  connection  with  one  clause, 
the  clause  enfranchising  farmers’  sons.  The  leader  of  the 
Government  said  the  reason  the  Government  had  thought 
proper  to  bring  down  that  measure,  was  that  all  over  the 
Province  the  law  as  it  stood  before  the  Bill  was  introduced, 
was  so  evaded  that  farmers’  sons  went  on  the  list  without 
qualifications,  and  that  the  feeling  of  the  country  was  so 
strong,  the  evasion  of  the  law  was  so  general,  that  he  felt  it 
necessary  to  bring  in  a  law  legalising  a  custom  which  these 
voters  had  followed  without  legal  sanction.  The  leader  of 
the  Opposition  also  made  a  remark  which  was  not  chal¬ 
lenged,  to  this  effect : 

“  The  strength  of  political  parties  in  each  locality  depends  some¬ 
what  upon  the  acts  of  the  assessors  and  revisors,  and  the  consequence 
is  that  the  control  of  the  appointment  of  assessors  and  revisors,  becomes 
a  matter  cf  the  greatest  political  consequence.” 

That  is  in  a  Province  where,  according  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  they  do  not  mix  up  municipal  matters  with  politics. 
A  member  of  the  Government  also  said  : 

“  Reference  has  been  made  to  the  undesirable  mode  of  making  up  the 
electoral  lists  under  the  existing  laws.” 

Those  are  the  laws  which  tho  hon.  gentlemen  havo  admired 
so  much  during  this  discussion. 

Mr.  VAIL.  From  whom  are  you  quoting  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER.  From  Mr.  Longley.  I  suppose  you 
will  acknowledge  him  an  authority  upon  matters  with 
which  his  Government  is  called  upon  to  deal. 

Mr.  VAIL.  Certainly. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  He  went  on  to  say  : 

“  The  other  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  remedy,  as  far  as  practicable,  those 
evils.  Under  this  measure  introduced  to-day,  it  is  not  hereafter  ts  be  in 
the  hands  of  partisan  assessors  and  revisor3,  to  decide  who  are  to  be 
electors.  We  make  it  law  under  a  penalty  that  the  assessors  are  bound 
to  send  up  the  names  of  parties  to  be  put  on  the  lists.” 

Mr.  Vaii. 
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Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  The  hon.  gentleman  says,  “  hear,  hear,” 
and  therefore  I  take  it  that  ho  will  be  surprised  to  find  out 
that  tho  Bill  as  passed,  is,  so  tar  as  this  point  is  concerned, 
simply  the  old  Bill  which  existed  before,  and  under  which 
all  partios  admitted  that  partisan  acts  were  committed,  and 
with  the  simple  change  that  a  stringent  oath  was  framed, 
which  is  to  bo  taken  by  the  assessor.  Mr.  Longley 
continued : 

“  Those  names  must  go  on  the  list.  This  is  the  greatest  purpose  of  the 
Bill.  We  do  not  propose  widely  extending  the  franchise,  because  any 
one  looking  at  the  Bill  for  a  moment  will  see  that ;  but  we  believe  that, 
by  the  agency  of  this  measure,  we  shall  do  away,  to  a  great  degree,  with 
the  evils  of  partisan  assessors  and  revisers’  boards.” 

Now,  I  take  it  that  that  statement  was  accurate  because  it 
was  not  challenged,  and  I  could  go  on  to  read  extracts  from 
members  after  members  who  gave  instances  in  their  own 
counties  where  the  grossest  abuses.grose  in  connection  with 
the  preparation  of  the  lists.  After  such  statements  by 
members  of  the  Executive  Government  it  ill  becomes  any 
member  from  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia  to  assort  that 
politics  havo  not  entered  into  the  prepartion  of  the  voters’ 
lists  in  Nova  Scotia. 

Mr.  VAIL.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  was  surprised  at  my 
innocence,  I  am  much  surprised  at  his  ignorance,  because 
he  does  not  understand  the  law  which  has  been  passed  in 
Nova  Scotia,  nor  the  old  law  which  was  on  the  Statute  Book 
for  10  or  15  years,  although  he  is  a  lawyer.  As  to  what 
these  members  of  the  Local  House  may  say,  it  may  be  that 
they  wore  referring  to  the  county  represented  by  my  hon. 
friend,  but  at  any  rate,  it  makes  little  difference  to  mo  what 
they  say.  I  think  I  know  as  much  about  Nova  Scotia,  take 
it  all  in  all,  as  any  man  in  the  Local  House,  or  in  this 
House,  and  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  a  place  in  Canada 
where  politics  enter  less  into  the  preparation  of  the  lists 
than  in  Nova  Scotia,  the  hon.  gentleman  to  the  contrary, 
notwithstanding.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to  the 
law  recently  passed  in  Nova  Scotia,  but  does  it  provide  a 
new  system  of  making  up  the  electoral  lists  ?  As  the  hon. 
gentleman  evidently  does  not  know  much  about  the  old  law, 
I  will  read  him  one  clause  of  the  old  law,  under  which  we 
have  been  running  elections  for  the  past  20  years  : 

“  If  the  assessors  neglect  to  make  up  or  deliver  the  list,  or  wilfully 
deliver  an  incorrect  list,  or  if  the  revisers  neglect  to  revise  the  list  so 
delivered,  or  wilfully  transmit  an  incorrect  list,  for  eveiy  neglect  or 
wilfnl  delivery  or  transmission  of  an  incorrect  list,  every  assessor  or 
reviser  so  contravening  this  Act  shall  pay  a  penalty  of  $100,  which  any 
person  may  recover  with  costs,  and  each  day  a  list  is  delayed  shall  be  a 
separate  offence.” 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Did  I  deny  that. 

Mr.  VAIL.  If  they  put  a  penalty  clause  in  tho  Act,  is  it 
an  improvement  on  the  law  which  has  been  in  force  for  tho 
last  20  years  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  understand 
the  law.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  could  prove  that  in 
my  own  county  politics  have  been  allowed  to  enter  into  the 
preparation  of  the  lists.  I  deny  it.  I  have  represented 
that  county  since  18G7,  except  for  a  short  period ;  we  havo 
had  the  same  revisers  since  that  time  that  we  had  for  10  or 
15  years  before,  and  I  do  not  think  there  have  been  two 
names  added  to  tho  list  or  two  struck  off  in  any  one  year 
since  I  have  represented  the  county.  I  have  so  much  con¬ 
fidence  in  those  men  who  were  appointed  before  I  was  in 
politics  and  who  nave  done  their  duty  so  faithfully  that  I  do 
not  look  at  tho  lists  except  just  before  an  election  to  see  if 
any  alterations  are  necessary.  Having  held  an  office  in 
N ova  Scotia  for  eight  years  which  brought  me  into  communi¬ 
cation  with  these  men,  I  think  I  know  as  much  about  this 
matter  as  any  man  in  Nova  Scotia  or  in  this  House. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  I  think  I  must  add  to  the  charge  of  in¬ 
nocence  against  the  hon.  gentleman  the  fact  that  he  does 
not  understand  the  language  of  his  own  friends.  He  must 
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not  take  mo  to  task  because  the  Government,  while  intro¬ 
ducing  a  Bill  which  they  said  was  to  wipe  out  the  great 
abuses  that  existed  under  the  present  system,  and  adding  a 
stringent  oath  to  the  Bill,  neglected  to  carry  out  that  pro¬ 
vision.  The  former  extracts  were  too  long  for  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  follow.  Here  is  a  short  one  : 

“  It  will  be  remembered  that  when  it  was  brought  before  the  Legis¬ 
lature  before  the  hon.  Provincial  Secretary  it  was  not  brought  forward 
in  a  vaunting  spirit  as  a  great  reform,  but  was  introduced  particularly 
with  the  purpose  of  doing  away  with  a  great  deal  of  illegality  and 
partisanship  now  existing  in  making  up  the  electoral  lU‘s.” 

is  that  not  enough  to  satisfy  the  hon.  gentleman  ?  I  do 
not  quarrel  with  him  for  misunderstanding  mo,  but  I  do  not 
see  why  he  should  misunderstand  or  villify  his  absent 
friends. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Whom  are  you  quoting  from  ? 

Mr.  TUPPER,  Mr.  Longley,  a  member  of  the  executive 
council. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  am  not  responsible  for  that.  Mr.  Longley 
lives  in  Halifax,  and  he  may  have  been  referring  to  the 
partisanship  that  existed  there.  I  expressly  exempted  that 
city,  and  said  it  was  customary  for  a  great  many  names  to 
be  put  on  or  struck  off  there. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  member  for 
Pictou  (Mr,  Tupper)  whether  any  of  his  friends  in  the 
Local  Legislature  of  Nova  Scotia  admitted  serious  abuses 
to  exist,  and  proposed,  in  order  to  correct  those  abuses,  that 
the  preparation  of  the  voters’  lists  should  be  taken  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  local  authorities,  and  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  revising  officers  appointed  by  the  Government  of  the 
Province  for  the  time  being. 

Mr.  TUPPER.  Perhaps  my  hon.  friend  will  not  be  sur¬ 
prised  to  learn  that  my  friends  in  Opposition  in  Nova  Scotia 
have  borrowed  a  leaf  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  They 
have  not  propounded  any  policy  on  that  subjest. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Yes,  they  have  proposed  manhood  suf¬ 
frage. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  By  tho  adoption  of  the  10th  section,  the 
committee  has  decided  in  favor  of  tho  revising  barrister,  bat 
the  manner  in  which  he  shall  carry  out  his  duties  is  pro¬ 
scribed  in  the  section  now  before  us.  I  think  the  leader  of 
the  Opposition  has  very  well  characterised  the  title  of 
revising  officer  as  a  misnomer,  for  certainly  his  duties  relate 
more  to  the  making  up  than  to  the  revising  of  the  lists. 
The  revising  officer,  wo  are  told,  is  to  be  a  judge  or  lawyer 
of  five  years’  standing.  I  say  nothing  of  the  judges ;  but  I 
do  say  that  there  are  many  lawyers  of  five  yeai’s’  standing 
who  are  violent  partisans  and  who  should  not  be  entrusted 
with  the  making  up  of  tho  list.  It  has  been  said  that  the 
assessors  are  partisans,  and  that  we  should  take  the  duty  of 
making  the  lists  out  of  their  hands ;  it  is  said  that  there  is 
a  political  struggle  over  the  appointment  of  assessors.  In 
the  Province  fi’om  which  I  come  I  have  never  seen  any 
such  struggle;  but  we  propose  to  end  this  struggle  by 
appointing  a  purely  partisan  revising  barrister.  We  intensify 
the  evil  by  providing  for  the  appointment  by  a  pai'tisan 
Government  of  a  man  who  is  clearly  a  partisan. 
The  fact  is  the  revising  barrister  with  the  duties  and  powers 
as  defined  by  this  Bill,  is  not  to  be  found  in  any  other 
British  colony.  No  British  colony  would  trust  the  Ministry 
of  the  day  with  the  appointment  of  a  revising  barrister  to 
make  up  the  lists  by  which  the  members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  are  to  be  elected  to  support  or  condemn  the 
Ministry.  This  clause  in  fact  provides  for  the  making  of  a 
jury  by  an  officor  appointed  by  the  party  to  by  tried,  to 
try  that  party.  That  is  extremely  unfair.  In  England,  it 
has  been  well  said  the  l’evising  officer  is  very  different 
from  what  he  is  under  this  Bill,  and  I  wish  to  correct  an 
impression  that  is  sought  to  be  conveyed  by  organs  of  the 


Government.  Only  a  few  days  ago,  the  organ  of  the  Gov- 
eimment  in  tho  Province  of  New  Brunswick  mado  this 
statement : 

“  The  machiuery  provided  iu  this  Bill  is  that  which  has  been  in  oper¬ 
ation  in  Great  Britain  for  year3.  Why  then  should  the  free  trade 
Liberals  of  this  Province  complain  ?” 

The  writer  assumos  that  the  machineiy  in  this  Bill  is 
the  same  as  that  which  has  been  in  use  in  England  for 
years.  I  deny  that  statement.  It  is  well  known  that  in 
England  the  lists  are  made  up  by  tho  municipal  officers, 
the  overseei-s  and  parish  clerks,  and  not  by  the  l-evising 
officors,  and  then  the  l’evising  officer,  instead  of  being 
appointed  by  the  Government,  is  appointed  by  tho  judges. 
Thus  it  will  be  seon  tho  two  systems  are  entirely  diffei’ent. 
I  am  glad  to  see  the  hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Landry), 
in  his  place,  because  I  wish  to  refer  to  a  proposition  he  put 
forward  in  this  debate,  namely,  that  this  provision  of  the 
Bill  is  similar  to  a  provision  in  the  Bill  inti’oduced  in  New 
Brunswick  last  Session,  but  which  did  not  become  law. 
He  intimated  that  the  revising  barrister  under  the  New 
Brunswick  Bill  had  the  same  duties  to  perform  as  he  has 
under  this. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  Did  the  hon.  gentleman  take  that  from 
what  I  said,  or  from  the  St.  John  Globe  ? 

Mr.  BU RPEE.  I  took  it  from  the  hon.  gentleman’s  speech 
in  the  Hansard  which  I  have  in  my  hand,  and  will  read,  if 
allowed  to  do  so  : 

“  If  this  same  measure  had  come  from  the  leader  of  the  Government  of 
New  Brunswick  there  would  not  have  been  a  word  said  against  it,  Look- 
at  the  Bill  as  it  passed  the  Lower  House  in  New  Brunswick.  It  would 
not  only  change  the  franchise  for  the  election  of  members  to  the  L°gis- 
lature  of  New  Brunswick,  but  the  franchise  for  the  election  of  members 
to  this  House  also;  yet  these  hon.  gentlemen  did  not  say  a  word 
against  it.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  goes  on  to  say: 

“  The  revising  barrister  is,  there,  not  to  be  removed  by  another  party 
but  the  party  that  appointed  him.  Now,  if  a  Bill  of  this  kind  passed  in 
this  House  can  be  used  for  a  party  purpose,  surely  a  similar  measure 
passed  by  another  House  can  be  used  for  a  party  purpose  in  the  same 
way  Therefore,  my  hon.  friends  from  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick 
would  not  have  male  that  objection  against  the  Bill  if  it  had  been 
proposed  by  some  one  else,  but  he  simply  does  so  because  it  was  proposed 
on  this  side  oi  the  House.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  here  intimated  distinctly  that  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House  is  similar  to  tho  one  which  was 
passed  in  the  New  Brunswick  House,  but  which  did  not 
become  law. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  No  I  did  not. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  In  confirmation  of  that,  I  have  letters 
in  my  possession  fi’om  different  parties  who  give  that  con¬ 
struction  to  his  language. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  The  St.  John  Globe  said  I  stated  so,  and 
that  is  no  doubt  where  the  people  to  which  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  alludes  got  their  information. 

Mr.  BURPEE.  I  do  not  know  what  the  St.  John  Globe 
said.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  i-ead  it,  but  I  know  the 
construction  put  upon  the  hon.  gentleman’s  remarks  by  the 
people.  Under  the  present  law  of  New  Brunswick,  we 
have  revisers ;  we  have  no  revising  barristers,  thei-o  are  no 
legal  gentlemen  upon  the  board,  the  assessor  is  sworn  to 
do,  is  duty  and  is  enjoined  to  put  a  valuation  on  the  pi’o- 
perty,  which  would  be  the  value  it  might  be  considered  to 
bear  if  it  formed  part  of  an  estate  after  a  man’s  death.  The 
system  in  New  Brunswick  is  very  strictly  guarded.  There 
is  not  only  the  assessor,  but,  as  a  check  upon  the  assessors, 
valuators  are  appointed  every  three  years  whose  duty  it  is 
to  value  the  property  in  the  whole  county,  and  they 
'vre  appointed  by  the  municipality.  These  valuatoi’s 
take  the  whole  electoral  district  and  consult  the  assessors 
in  the  different  districts,  and  make  out  as  neaidy  as  may  be  a 
perfect  statement  of  the  value  of  the  property.  The  l-evisers 
in  New  Brunswick  are  two  councillors  elected  by  each  parish, 
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with  the  third  appointed  by  the  municipal  council.  They 
are  cot  revising  barristers.  They  are  piactical  men  who 
know  all  about  the  different  localities.  They  have  no  powor 
to  put  anyone  on  the  list  in  the  first  instance,  but  are  com¬ 
pelled  to  take  the  names  from  the  assessors.  They  submit 
their  list  to  the  public  for  a  certain  time,  and  every  person 
has  the  privilege  of  going  before  them  and  producing  evi¬ 
dence.  Fi’om  the  revisers’  list  there  is  no  appeal.  It  was 
proposed  in  the  Bill  which  did  not  become  law  that  there 
should  be  an  appeal  to  a  revising  barrister,  but  he  was  to 
have  no  right  to  interfere  with  the  assessors’  list  or  with 
the  revisers’ list,  except  on  appeal.  Whether  that  was  a 
judicious  measure  or  not,  I  think  does  not  matter,  but  I 
have  heard  very  few  complaints  in  regard  to  the  present 
mode  of  making  up  the  list,  and  I  think  there  is  hardly  any 
necessity  for  anything  further  in  that  Province.  I  think 
that,  to  take  the  power  of  making  up  the  list  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  municipal  authorities  is  injudicious.  Gentle¬ 
men  on  the  other  side  say  that  the  revising  barrister  will 
he  impartial  because  he  may  be  a  judge. 

Mr.  CHAIEMAN.  That  is  not  the  question. 

Mr.  BUEPEE.  Cannot  I  consider  the  possible  or  prob¬ 
able  action  of  the  officer  who  will  be  appointed  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  before  you  ?  If  wo  are  to  take  the  action  of 
the  present  Government  or  of  any  other  Government  pre¬ 
ceding  it,  we  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that  no  person 
will  be  appointed  to  carry  out  these  provisions  unless  he 
belongs  t  o  their  own  political  party,  I  do  not  believe  they 
will  go  to  the  Beform  party  to  get  a  revising  officer.  But 
to  put  power  into  the  hands  of  a  political  partisan  to  make 
up  a  list  of  voters  for  the  election  of  a  member  who  is  to 
support  or  condemn  the  party  appointing  this  gentleman, 
is  certainly,  in  my  opinion,  a  most  outrageous  act.  If  I 
could  characterise  it  in  milder  terms  I  would  do  so,  but  I 
think  it  deserves  very  much  stronger  terms.  I  do  say 
that  when  a  man  has  power  to  select  his  own  jury  to  try 
his  own  case,  he  will  be  very  likely  to  get  a  verdict  in  his 
favor.  Then  there  is  the  question  of  expense.  It  has  been 
proved  beyond  doubt  that  this  Bill  will  entail  acostof  $  1,000 
or  SI, 500  for  every  average  electoral  district, and  the  people  of 
that  district  will  indirectly  have  to  pay  it.  In  my  opinion  this 
is  one  of  the  strongest  arguments  against  this  section  of  the 
Bill,  namely,  that  it  will  entail  a  heavy  expense  on  the 
Dominion  at  a  time  when  we  are  ill  able  to  bear  it.  For 
these  reasons  I  shall  support  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron). 

Mr.  BAIN.  I  had  hoped,  when  the  First  Minister  refer- 
ed  to  the  amendment  which  was  proposed  when  the  House 
opened  with  respect  to  this  clause,  that  the  section  respect¬ 
ing  the  position  of  tenants  upon  the  assessment  rolls  of  the 
various  Provinces  where  the  qualification  is  not  entered  in 
the  form  of  rental,  would  have  received  some  attention  at 
his  hands :  and  I  hope  yet  that  he  will  carry  out  the  partial 
promise  he  made  to  the  House  a  few  days  ago  and  enable 
the  revising  officer,  when  making  up  his  roll,  to  place  upon 
it  all  tenants  who  may  appear  as  occupants  of  property  to 
the  value  of  $150,  which  would  qualify  the  proprietor,  with¬ 
out  compelling  these  tenants  to  appeal  to  the  revising  bar¬ 
rister  afterward  to  have  their  names  placed  upon  the  lists. 
I  conceive  it  would  facilitate  matters  very  much,  because,  if 
these  parties,  from  any  accidental  cause,  should  happen  to 
pay  a  rental  below  the  property  qualification,  those  few 
exceptional  names  could  then  be  struck  off  in  th9  second 
revision,  and  it  would  bo  made  a  correct  list  in  future  But 
I  think  it  should  be  a  matter  of  instruction  to  the  revising 
barristers  that  these  parties,  where  there  is  not  a  rental 
qualification  upon  the  face  of  the  assessment  roll,  should  be 
entered  upon  that  roll  as  bond  fide  tenants  of 

property,  fairly  qualified,  when  the  property  is 
shown  to  bo  valued  at  $150.  Eespecting  the  mode 
of  making  up  the  first  list,  I  confess,  from  my 
Mr,  Bcepes. 
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municipal  experience,  I  have  a  strong  leaning  towards  em¬ 
ploying  in  some  way  the  municipal  officers.  I  do  not  pro¬ 
pose  that  they  should  be  made  independent  of  authority  ; 
they  may  be  employed  under  the  supervision  of  the 
revising  barrister.  Notwithstanding  all  that  has  been 
said  about  the  partisan  action  of  municipal  officers,  I  think 
that  they  will  be  found  to  be,  on  the  average,  of  as  good  a 
material  as  the  revising  officer  can  summon  before  him,  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  any  other  information  with  respect 
to  the  qualification  of  voters.  There  may  be  oxtreme  cases 
in  which  the  assessor  allows  his  feelings  to  get  the  better  of 
his  judgment ;  but  I  must  say  this,  with  respect  to  the  town¬ 
ship  clerks  who  would  bo  the  parties  under  the  amendment 
of  my  hon.  friend  to  make  up  this  first  list,  that  so  far  as  my 
personal  experience  goes,  in  referring  to  my  own  riding,  that 
if  partisanship  is  the  first  qualification  for  a  revising  barrister 
to  discharge  this  duty,  I  would  be  no  worse  off  than  I  am  with 
the  township  clerks.  In  my  own  riding  it  happens  that  all 
the  municipal  clerks  who  now  make  up  the  voters’  lists  be¬ 
long  to  my  political  opponents,  with  exception  of  one,  and 
he  is  under  tho  control  of  a  Conservative  council,  and  I  sup¬ 
pose  under  these  circumstances  he  will  be  looked  after  in  tho 
discharge  of  his  duty.  But  aside  from  that,  the  making  up  of 
this  list  by  tho  municipal  officer  is  largely  a  question  of  cleri¬ 
cal  work.  He  is  not  authorised  to  put  a  man  on  or  to  put  a 
man  off ;  he  simply  makes  up  the  voters'  lists  from  tho 
assessment  roll  as  completed  by  the  court  of  revision. 
We  propose,  to  a  certain  extent,  to  make  those  rules  the 
prima  facie  basis  on  which  tho  revising  officer  can  make  up 
his  list.  I  wish  to  impress  upon  the  First  Minister  that  by 
employing  those  municipal  officers,  who  now  have  tho 
custody  of  those  rolls,  to  prepare  and  make  up  the  voters’ 
lists,  with  such  additional  evidence  as  may  be  put  in  their 
hands  with  reference  to  parties  who  may  not  appear  upon 
this  list,  they  have  an  advantage  in  the  matter  of  cost, 
which  will  be  a  considerable  item  if  all  the  assessment  rolls 
of  all  the  municipalities  of  the  whole  Dominion  are  to  be 
copied  for  the  purpose  of  placing  them  in  the  office  of  the 
revising  barristers.  I  venture  to  say  that  on  an  average, 
over  the  various  ridings  of  the  Domidion,  the  municipalities 
will  vary  from  four  to  ten  in  number,  and  it  will 
bo  a  small  municipality  where  the  copying  of  tho  assessment 
roll  would  not  cost  at  least  $10,  and  perhaps  $15,  in  tho 
large  municipalities.  Now,  if  it  costs,  on  an  average,  $50 
to  $100  to  copy  these  rolls  for  the  revising  officer,  I  think 
it  is  plain  that  a  very  large  saving  would  be  effected  if  the 
first  duty  could  be  imposed  upon  the  municipal  officers  in 
preparing  the  first  list,  whether  they  are  known  as  town¬ 
ship  clerks  or  secretary  treasurers,  or  whatever  other  name 
they  may  bear  in  the  various  Provinces.  They  will  have 
the  subsequent  advantage  that  they  are  the  custodians  of 
these  rolls  ;  and  I  understood  the  First  Minister  to  say  that 
we  should  have  a  subsequent  court  of  revision  held  by  the 
revising  officer  or  the  judge  in  each  of  these  municipalities, 
so  that  the  municipal  clerk  could  still  discharge  the  duties 
of  clerk  to  the  revising  officer  or  judge  before 
whom  he  could  produce  the  rolls  for  the  purpose 
of  settling  any  question  of  value  that  might  occur 
with  the  additional  advantage  of  his  familiarity  with  the 
subject  he  would  make  a  much  more  efficient  assistant  to  tho 
revising  officer  in  the  subsequent  revision  of  the  list  than 
would  a  new  officer  who  would  not  possess  that  particular 
knowledge.  It  cannot  be  that  the  clerk  appointed  to  assist 
the  revising  officer  will  have  duties  of  such  a  nature  as  to 
fully  occupy  his  time.  In  my  municipal  experience 
I  am  not  aware  of  any  charge  of  fraud  having  been 
sustained  against  the  officers  in  making  up  the  voters’ 
list  from  the  assessment  roll.  Any  difficulties  that  may 
arise  with  respect  to  improper  or  unfair  valuations  by  tho 
assessor  would  be  perfectly  open  to  revision  and  correction 
by  tho  revising  officer  on  the  second  revision  of  the  list. 
But  it  will  be  much  simpler  if  in  the  first  instance  the  duty 
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is  left  to  be  discharged  by  the  various  municipal  officers 
now  charged  with  the  work.  This  is  also  true  as 
regards  expense.  It  is  well  worthy  of  consideration 
whether  it  is  not  desirable  to  effect  the  very 
material  saving  that  would  be  effected  by  adopt¬ 
ing  this  plan,  without  involving  additional  duties  upon 
the  revising  officer  upon  the  second  revision,  when  the 
voters’  lists  will  be  completed.  There  necessarily  must  be 
more  or  less  difficulty  in  transferring  voters’  lists  made 
upon  a  different  basis  and  from  assessment  rolls  that  do  not 
cover  all  classes  of  persons  entitled  to  vote  under  this  Bill. 
These  difficulties  will  obtain  in  a  greater  degree,  if  you  place 
the  working  out  of  the  first  lists  in  the  hands  of  men  who 
have  had  no  experience  in  that  direction.  It  is  important 
that  every  man  who  has  apparently  a  fair  and  equitable 
right  to  be  placed  upon  the  first  list  should  be  placed  there ; 
but,  unless  some  modification  of  this  clause  is  adopted,  it 
will  be  found  that  a  large  number  of  names  will  be  left  off 
when  it  is  printed  and  in  the  hands  of  the  public  for  review. 
I  suggest  whether  it  would  be  possible  first  to  effect  a  divi¬ 
sion  into  polling  divisions,  which  becomes  a  subsequent  part 
of  the  revising  officer’s  duty,  and  have  the  list  printed  in 
alphabetical  order  in  subdivisions,  which  would  enable 
voters  of  different  districts  to  more  easily  check  the  names. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  discussion  seems  not  to  have  been 
confined  to  the  amendment  merely  but  also  to  cover  the 
clause  generally.  One  of  the  great  objections  to  this  Bill 
is  that  it  is  entirely  framed  with  respect  to  the  Province  of 
Ontario  and  entirely  ignores  the  positions  of  the  other  Pro¬ 
vinces.  First,  there  is  a  reference  to  a  revised  assessment 
roll.  We,  in  New  Brunswick  have  an  assessment  roll,  but 
it  is  not  revised.  Another  point  is  as  to  a  revised  list  in  an 
electoral  district  Now  it  is  only  defined  what  the  rolls  should 
be  in  an  electoral  district,  but  I  think  it  should  also  be  defined 
as  to  cities,  towns,  parishes  and  polling  districts,  and  that  it 
should  be  arranged  so  that  there  may  be  no  technical  advan¬ 
tage  taken  which  might  materially  affect  the  preparation  of 
the  lists,  I  have  also  noticed  that  this  clause  is  in  other 
respects,  with  regard  to  obtaining  certified  copies  of  the 
list,  applicable  only  to  Ontario  aud  not  generally  applicable 
to  the  Provinces.  With  regard  to  the  amendment,  I  would 
point  out  that  as  in  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick  each 
county  is  a  municipality,  instead  of  a  township  or  village 
as  in  Ontario,  there  should  be  some  change  so  as 
to  give  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick  the  advan¬ 
tage  of  a  separate  list  for  each  town,  parish,  or 
polling  district,  according  to  the  intention  of  the 
Bill.  As  it  has  been  pointed  out  that  the  assessment  roll 
ought  to  be  the  basis  upon  which  the  revising  barrister 
shall  form  his  list,  I  may  say  that  in  New  Brunswick  the 
assessors  prepare  the  list,  not  so  much  with  regard  to 
voting  as  to  the  collection  of  the  local  and  county  taxes. 
Provision  is  also  made  for  a  valuation  every  5  years  of  all  the 
lands,  and  also  by  persons  being  compelled  to  furnish  certain 
particulars  to  the  assessors.  By  these  means,  the  roll  is 
made  practically  correct,  and  I  am  happy  to  say  that  I 
have  never  in  all  my  experience,  heard  the  charge  of  parti¬ 
sanship  made  against  our  assessors  in  New  Brunswick  or 
any  suspicion  attached  to  them  in  that  respect.  Formerly 
the  assessors  were  chosen  by  the  people,  but  since  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  municipal  institutions,  they  are  appointed  by 
the  county  councils.  Up  to  1882  the  revisors  could  add  or 
take  off  names  from  the  roll,  and  they  did  so,  acting  upon 
the  advice  of  the  late  Judge  Fisher  who  introduced  the  Bill 
in  the  Legislature  ;  but  just  before  the  last  election,  it  was 
held  by  friends  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  that  the  law  was 
improperly  construed  in  that  respect,  and  the  revisors  were 
shorn  of  a  great  deal  of  their  power,  and  it  was  largely  in 
consequence  of  that  fact  that  the  franchise  law  of  that 
Province  was  sought  to  be  changed.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
some  of  the  newspapers  of  New  Brunswick  have  misrepre¬ 


sented  this  Bill.  They  have  stated  that  its  provisions 
were  practically  the  same  as  those  of  the  English 
law,  when,  as  we  all  know,  it  is  an  entirety  different 
measure.  It  was  charged  in  one  of  these  organs  that  I  had 
stated  in  this  House  that  in  my  opinion  we  had  no  power 
to  pass  such  a  Bill.  Anyone  who  knows  what  I  said,  or  who 
knows  me  as  a  lawyer,  knows  that  I  could  not  have  made 
such  a  statement.  What  I  did  speak  of  was  as  to  tho  true 
meaning  of  the  41st  section  of  the  British  North  America 
Act  and  the  policy  of  passing  such  a  measure  as  this.  The 
words  revising  barrister,  as  applied  to  the  officer  provided 
for  in  this  Bill,  are  a  misnomer,  because,  so  far  from  his 
duties  being  merely  to  revise,  he  has  the  whole  machinery 
in  his  own  hands,  and  he  is  to  prepare  the  lists  at  his  own 
discretion  from  such  information  as  ho  can  obtain,  no 
matter  where  or  how  ho  gets  it.  Some  hon.  gentlemen 
have  charged  the  assessors  with  partisanship,  but  the  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  disfavors  that  idea,  and 
the  general  feeling,  as  shown  by  the  tenor  of  the  debate, 
has  been  that  both  in  Ontario  and  Quebec  the  assessors,  as 
a  general  rulo,  have  honestly  and  fairly  done  their  duty. 
The  assessment  list  is  not  made  simply  for  voting  purposes  ; 
that  is  not  its  primary  object-  A  man’s  name  is  put  upon 
the  assessment  roll  by  virtue  of  the  claim  the  municipality 
has  upon  him  to  contribute  his  share  to  its  revenues.  And 
by  virtue  of  that  claim  he  becomes  entitled  to  vote.  The 
very  object  of  this  clause,  as  the  hon.  First  Minister  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  it,  is  to  take  tho  assessment  roll  in  tho  first 
instance  as  tho  basis  of  the  voters’  list.  The  amendment 
proposed  by  my  hon.  friend  from  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cam¬ 
eron)  provides  that  tho  assessor  should  make  up  a  list  of  the 
persons  entitled  to  vote,  not  an  absolute  list,  but  for  the  use 
of  the  revising  officer.  What  objection  is  there  to  that  ? 
The  assessor  knows  everybody  entitled  to  vote  in  his  locality, 
and  in  making  up  the  list  he  could  have  no  partisan  object 
in  view,  and  if  he  had,  he  would  be  checked  by  the  subse¬ 
quent  machinery  of  the  Bill.  Take  a  large  district,  like  the 
county  of  Northumberland  in  our  Province ;  it  would  be  im¬ 
possible  for  a  county  court  judge  or  a  revising  officer  to  go 
through  that  county  and  ascertain  the  different  persons 
entitled  to  vote ;  he  would  have  to  rely  on  local  information 
in  tho  long  run.  Take  my  own  county  or  the  county  of 
York,  it  would  bo  utterly  impossible  for  one  of  these 
officials  to  ascertain  who  are  entitled  to  vote  in  either 
of  these  counties  without  obtaining  local  information. 
Ho  has  to  take  the  assessment  roll  as  his  guide 
or  to  seek  information  from  persons  who  understand 
the  locality.  At  present,  tenants  or  occupants  and  farmers’ 
sons  have  no  right  to  vote,  and  thoir  names  do  not  appear 
on  the  assessment  roll.  How  is  the  revising  officer  going 
to  obtain  the  nocessary  information  regarding  thoir  qualifi¬ 
cation  without  going  to  the  district  himself  or  taking  tho 
ipse  dixit  of  any  one  who  comes  before  him  ?  If  the  asses¬ 
sors  were  required  to  make  up,  in  addition  to  the  assessment 
roll,  a  list  of  persons  entitled  to  vote  under  this  Act,  the 
revising  officer  would  havo  something  to  guide  him,  and  he 
could  verify  it  with  very  little  trouble.  He  would  not  be 
bound  by  it;  but  it  would  be  official  information  for  him 
in  the  first  instance,  and  would  be  obtained  at  very  little 
exponse ;  otherwise,  the  revising  officer  would  have  to  make 
a  personal  inspection  of  the  county  and  is  paid  by  the  day, 
or  he  would  compel  the  people  to  como  where  he  held 
his  court,  and  great  expense  would  be  incurred,  which  might 
be  saved  by  the  adoption  of  my  hon.  friend’s  amendment. 
I  do  not  think  the  amendment  at  all  interferes  with  the 
principle  laid  down  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman.  It  is 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  getting  the  aid  of  the  local  machi¬ 
nery  so  as  to  reduce  the  expense  and  got  at  the  information 
in  a  manner  by  which  justice  would  be  done  to  all.  With 
regard  to  the  extension  of  the  franchise,  it  is  entirely  new 
as  regards  our  Province,  and,  being  entirely  new,  it  will 
havo  to  bo  ascertained  very  carofully,  and  I  know  of  no 
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persons  better  able  to  carry  out,  in  the  first  instance,  the 
divisions  'with  regard  to  the  extended  franchise  than  the 
assessors  who  are  bound  by  the  valuations  made  by  valua¬ 
tors  appointed  every  five  years,  and  whose  work  is  done 
very  carefully.  I  cannot  urge  too  frequently  upon  the 
committee  that  the  valuation  is  made,  in  the  first  instance, 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  taxation  of  property  and 
those  who  have  a  right  to  be  taxed,  and  the  right  to  vote 
follows  merely  as  a  consequence  ;  so  that  the  assessors  are 
far  less  open  to  the  charge  of  partisanship  than  the  revising 
barristers  appointed  by  a  political  party  will  be.  If  the 
judges  had  been  given  the  power  of  appointing  the  revising 
officers,  there  might  be  an  argument  for  taking  the 
preparation  of  the  lists  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
assessors,  and  placing  it  in  the  hands  of  men  whose 
appointment  was  not  partizan.  Had  this  power  been  given 
into  the  hands  of  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Province  of  New 
Brunswick,  there  would  not,  in  regard  to  that  Province,  bo 
a  word  of  complaint.  I  am  sure  the  hon.  member  for  Kent 
(Mr.  Landry),  in  his  remarks,  had  no  intention  of  imputing 
anything  improper  to  the  Chief  Justice,  or  of  inferring  that 
this  charge,  if  confided  to  him,  would  be  abused  in  any  way. 
Having  presided  20  years  over  the  New  Brunswick  court, 
very  ably  and  to  the  general  satisfaction  of  the  public,  we 
may  fairly  conclude  that  in  this  instance  also  ho  would  do 
his  duty  fairly.  Had  the  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Davies)  been  adopted, 
there  would  therefore  have  been  less  chance  of  partisanship  ; 
but  by  adopting  this  provision  now  under  discussion,  I  am 
afraid  will  be  dropping  from  the  frying  pan  into  the  fire. 

The  committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  tho  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

Mr.  CASEY.  On  Friday  last,  we  passed  a  clause  which 
provided  that  an  individual  to  be  called  a  revising  officer 
should  be  appointed  by  the  Government  for  each  electoral 
division.  The  clause  we  aro  now  considering  describes  the 
duties  of  that  individual,  and  compels  us  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  name  itself  is  a  misnomer.  The  person 
who  is  appointed  to  perform  tho  duties  described  in 
this  clause,  is  not  a  revising  officer  at  all.  He  is  an  officer 
to  make  lists,  not  to  revise  them,  at  least  primarily.  His 
principal  duty  is  to  make  lists.  The  late  lamented  William 
Shakespeare — I  do  not  refer  to  any  member  of  this  House — 
said  “  What’s  in  a  name?”  but  that  Mr.  Shakespeare  to  whom 
I  now  refer  evidently  knew  nothing  of  the  Franchise  Bill. 
Had  he  read  this  Bill,  he  would  have  known  there  is  a 
great  deal  in  a  name,  that  in  fact,  in  the  words  of  another 
immortal  author,  “  There’s  millions  in  it.”  If  we  were  to 
call  this  individual,  whom  the  Bill  calls  a  revising  officer, 
by  any  of  the  other  aliases  which  would  more  properly 
describe  his  duties  and  functions,  if  would  be  easily  seen 
that  there  is  a  great  deal  in  a  name.  If  we  were  to  call  him 
the  list  maker,  the  vote  maker,  the  chief  cook  of  the  voters’ 
lists ;  if  we  explained  that  he  was  an  oracle,  a  person 
inspired,  not  exactly  by  the  divine  afflatus  of  the  Gods,  but 
by  the  afflatus  of  the  right  hon.  the  leader  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  a  person  intended  to  speak  the  words  of  that  right 
hon.  gentleman,  to  do  his  work,  and  to  further  his  interests 
in  every  way  ;  if  we  were  to  give  him  a  name  that  would 
carry  that  idea  with  it,  it  is  easily  conceivable  that  the  I 
people  would  look  with  greater  suspicion  upon  his  appoint¬ 
ment  than  when  we  call  him  by  the  simple  and  unpreten¬ 
tious  name  of  revising  officer.  A  revising  officer  is  a  per¬ 
son  who  corrects  lists  made  by  some  bodyelse  ;  this  rovising 
officer  is  to  make  lists  on  his  own,  and  then  go  through  the 
form  of  revising  them  afterwards.  His  powers  are  very 
much  like  those  which  were  attributed  by  a  poor  negro,  in 
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my  part  of  the  country,  to  the  school  trustees  in  the'section  to 
which  be  belonged.  “ It  was,”  he  said,  “most  lemonoholly 
that  poor,  weak,  human  nature  should  have  such  superna¬ 
tural  powers.”  It  is  very  lemonoholly  that  poor  weak 
human  nature  should  have  such  supernatural  powers  as  this 
creation  of  the  brain  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  is  endowed 
with  by  this  Bill.  He  is  in  a  special  sense  the  child  of  tho 
right  hon.  gentleman  ;  the  conception  is  his  alone,  the  con¬ 
ception  is  worthy  of  him,  the  conception  is  one  that  I  believe 
could  have  originated  in  the  mind  of  no  other  Canadian  states¬ 
man.  I  will  go  further  and  say  that  the  conception  is  one  that 
could  have  originated  in  the  mind  of  no  statesman  of  Great 
Britain  or  of  the  United  States,  as  far  as  I  can  judge  by  the 
past  actions  of  tho  inferior  politicians  of  those  countries.  The 
idea  is  grand  and  comprehensive  and  thorough.  The  idea 
of  appointing  a  political  agent  of  the  Government,  a  per¬ 
sonal  nominee  of  tho  Conservative  candidate  in  each  riding 
throughout  the  Dominion  to  form  the  lists  upon  which  the 
election  shall  be  held  could  only  have  emanated  from  the 
brain  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  himself.  It  is  one  with 
which  his  name  will  be  linked  to  all  posterity,  and  which 
will  be  looked  upon  as  the  fitting  crown  and  culmination  of 
his  political  career.  Some  of  us  have  heard  and  have  believed 
that  the  vox  populi  and  the  vox  dei  are  the  same  thing,  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  gone  further,  he  has  created  the 
vox  populi,  and  he  is  going  to  make  the  vox  populi  himself. 
He  has  adopted  a  means  to  enable  him  to  nominate  the 
vox  populi  in  each  electoral  district,  to  nominate  a  person 
who  shall  say  who  shall  utter  the  vox  populi. 

Some  hon.  MEM  BEES.  Question. 

Mr.  CASEY,  What  does  tho  hon.  gentleman  say  ? 

Mr.  PAINT.  How  many  times  will  vox  populi  be  pro¬ 
nounced  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  think  it  will  be  pronounced  about  211 
times  in  the  next  general  election,  and  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  member  for  Bichmond  will  like  the  way 
in  which  the  vox  populi  will  bo  pronouncod  in  bis  own 
county,  or  if  he  will  rogard  it  as  a  joke,  as  ho  seems  to  do 
now.  Tho  leader  of  the  Government  has  tried  to  bring 
that  voice  into  accord  with  his  own,  to  tone  it  and  to  tune  it, 
and  to  make  it  sound  such  soft  and  sweet  melodios  for  his 
followers  as  they  could  desire.  The  country  would  have 
been  startled  if  the  officer  referred  to  in  this  discussion  had 
been  given  a  name  to  express  his  powers,  but  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  has  been  careful  to  take  the  name  from  the  politi¬ 
cal  system  of  a  country  foreign  to  us,  Great  Britain,  where 
it  does  oxpress  the  powers  of  the  officer  concerned.  For  a 
lime,  no  doubt,  the  people  as  well  as  the  members  of  this 
House  were  inclined  to  think  there  was  something  com¬ 
parable  in  the  duties  of  these  two  officers,  but  their  eyes  are 
being  opened,  and  I  intend  to  show  in  a  little  detail  how 
very  different  the  duties  are.  The  right  hon.  gentleman 
has  apparently  gone  some  distance  to  meet  our  views  by 
declaring  that  the  assessment  rolls  and  voters’  lists  and 
poll-books  shall  be  prirna  facie  evidence.  Ho  has  gone 
far  enough  to  prove  that  the  views  which  we  have  urged 
are  sound,  but  he  ha3  not  gone  far  enough  to  carry 
the  doctrine,  whose  soundness  he  admits,  into 
effect.  He  empowers  his  protegS  to  get  such  other 
information  as  he  may  think  fit  in  order  to  fill  up  the  gaps 
left  by  these  lists.  What  does  this  mean  ?  Is  the  officer  to 
drive  from  concession  to  concession  as  the  assessor 
does,  in  order  to  find  out  how  many  people  have  an 
income  of  $300  a  year  and  how  many  pay  $20  a  year 
rent  ?  Of  course  not ;  neither  he,  nor  his  clerk,  nor 
his  bailiff,  nor  any  other  of  his  official  family  will  do 
that.  He  will  go  to  the  friends  of  the  man  who  appoin¬ 
ted  him,  to  the  organisation  of  the  party  candidate  who 
made  him  revising  officer,  to  the  Conservative  associa¬ 
tion  and  branch  associations  of  the  riding,  The  result 
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of  tho  intentional  looseness  in  this  clause  will  be  that  the 
Conservative  voters  of  tho  classes  not  shown  on  the  assess¬ 
ment  rolls  or  old  voters’  lists  will  bo  put  on  at  the  expense 
of  the  country,  while  the  Liberal  electors  will  only  bo  pu1 
on  at  the  expense  of  tho  Liberals  themselves.  Why  does 
not  the  hon.  gentleman  strike  out  tho  words  “  and  all 
such  other  information  as  he  can  obtain,”  and  leave  the 
revising  officer  bound  by  the  names  found  upon  the 
assessment  rolls,  old  voters’  lists  and  poll-books  ? 
Undoubtedly  large  classes  would  bo  left  off  in  that  way,  and 
would  have  to  appeal,  but  they  would  be  divided  botwoen 
the  two  parties ;  a  proportionate  number  of  .Reformers  and 
Conservatives  would  be  left  off,  and  all  those  who  were 
not  found  on  these  lists  would  have  to  appeal. 
In  fact,  they  would  be  in  the  same  position  as  the  income 
voter  in  England,  I  find  it  stated  in  Rogers’  Election  Law 
that  the  names  of  income  voters  are  not  put  upon  the 
rough  draft  of  the  voters’  list  in  England  at  all,  and  only 
go  on  tho  list  by  subsequent  application  to  the  revising 
barristers.  Whig,  Tory  and  Radical — all  tho  income  voters, 
and,  I  think,  all  the  lodger  voters,  too— go  upon  the  list  only  by 
appeal  made  through  tho  overseers  to  tho  revising  barrister. 
What  is  the  object  of  that  ?  Simply  because  the  income 
and  lodger  qualifications  are  of  a  nature  that  is  not  easily 
shown  by  documentary  evidence,  and  do  not  appear  on  the 
assessment  rolls  of  the  pai’ish.  It  is  but  fair  and  right  that 
persons  asking  to  be  qualified  under  these  franchises  should 
not  be  put  upon  the  list  except  on  sworn  evidence,  put  in 
in  open  court  before  the  revising  barrister ;  and  the  same 
thing  that  is  fair  there  is  fair  here.  Our  income  and 
tenant  franchises  are  of  such  a  nature  that  it  will  not  bo 
improper  to  require  sworn  evidenco  of  qualification  boforo 
applicants  under  those  franchises  are  put  upon  the  list.  I 
say,  then,  that  if  this  clause  is  to  operate  fairly  between  tho 
two  parties,  nobody  should  be  put  upon  the  first  rough  draft 
of  a  list  made  by  tho  revising  officer  except  those  whose 
qualifications  are  shown  by  the  assessment  roll,  the  voters’ 
lists  and  the  old  poll  books.  I  do  not  think,  indeed,  that  the 
revising  officer  should  bo  the  maker  of  that  first  rough 
draft  at  all ;  I  think  with  my  hon.  friond  who  has  moved  the 
amendment,  that  the  municipal  officers  alone  should  bo 
entitled  to  prepare  that.  Of  course,  thero  are  a  number  of 
persons  not  at  present  included  upon  tho  assessment  rolls 
whom  they  would  have  to  include  in  this  first  draft ;  and  what 
is  to  hinder  us  from  asking  them  to  include  those  persons  ? 
What  is  to  hinder  us  from  directing  that  the  clerk  or  asses¬ 
sor  of  every  township  should  prepare  a  primary  rough  list, 
including  not  only  those  persons  now  included  upon  tho 
assessment  rolls,  but  also  other  classes  whom  this  Bill  gives 
the  franchise  to  ?  Have  we  not  power  over  these  officers  ? 
Undoubtedly  we  have.  By  this  Bill  wo  direct  the  assessor 
to  provide  a  copy  of  his  assessment  roll  for  the  revising 
officer.  And  if  we  can  do  that  we  could  direct  him  to 
make  a  separate  list  of  persons  not  included  on  that  roll. 
But  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  do  not  want  the  assessor  to 
have  anything  to  do  with  the  voters’  list.  Why  ?  Because 
he  is  apt  to  be  partisan.  Well,  Sir,  in  tho  first  place,  he  is 
not  at  all  certain  to  be  partisan.  Men  who  seek 
to  hold  office  under  successive  municipal  councils,  are 
very  apt  to  become  neutral  so  as  to  keep  in  favor 
with  successive  councils  who  may  differ  in  politics. 
But  suppose  all  the  assessors  were  partisan.  To  whom  do 
we  appeal  from  the  assessors — who  will  be  Grit  or  Tory 
about  in  proportion  as  the  population  of  the  Dominion  is 
Grit  or  Tory  ?  We  are  to  appeal  to  officers  who  will  be 
invariably  partisan.  Each  one  is  sure  to  be  on  one  side  or  tho 
other  in  politics.  When  a  Conservative  Government  is  in 
power,  they  will  be  Conservatives,  and  when  a  Reform 
Government  is  in  they  will  be  Reformers.  We  are  to  get 
men  who  will  be  always  partisan  instead  of  men  who  may 
be  partisan.  But  we  are  told  we  shall  have  the  security  of 
the  oath  of  the  revising  officer,  Well,  I  think  we  may  fairly 


put  the  oath  of  the  assessor  against  the  oath  of  the  revising 
officer.  It  is  certainly  no  degradation  to  the  legal  profes¬ 
sion  in  Canada  to  say  that  the  oath  of  the  average  honest  far¬ 
mer,  such  a  man  as  is  apt  to  be  chosen  for  assessor,  is  as 
good  a3  the  oath  of  any  lawyer,  as  good  as  tho  oath  of  any 
barrister  of  five  years’  standing,  as  good  as  the  oath  of  any 
county  judge,  or  of  any  other  judge,  that  he  will  fairly  dis¬ 
charge  the  duties  of  his  office.  But  under  tho  present 
system  we  have  not  only  the  oath  of  tho  assessor,  we  have 
five  councillors  sworn  to  do  their  duty,  who  revise  tho 
work  of  the  assessor,  we  have  the  oath  of  tho  muni¬ 
cipal  clerk,  and  we  have  the  judge  sworn  to  do  his 
duty,  who  revises  tho  work  of  tho  other  seven—wo 
have  eight  oaths  under  the  existing  system  against 
one  under  the  system  that  is  now  proposed,  and  if 
these  eight  oaths,  including  the  oath  of  tho  county 
judge  in  Ontario,  are  not  as  good  as  tho  oath  of  one 
barrister  of  five  years’  standing,  then  I  say  tho  race  of 
five-year  old  barristers  is  becoming  something  of  an  alto¬ 
gether  supernatural  excellence.  My  hon.  friend  from  Vic¬ 
toria  (Mr,  Cameron)  said  that  the  insinuation  that  the 
revising  barrister  will  bo  partisan  was  an  insult  to  the 
whole  bar  of  the  Dominion.  He  considered  that  the  pro¬ 
fession  to  which  he  belongs  inculcated  such  ideas  of  honor 
and  uprightness  that  it  was  monstrous  to  suppose  that  any 
member  of  that  profession  could  so  far  forget  himself  as  to  be 
guilty  of  tho  slightest  partiality  when  acting  under  oath 
as  the  political  agent  of  the  Premier  of  the  day.  I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  too  charitable.  Ho  is  judging  other 
barristers  of  Canada  by  his  own  high  standing.  He  knows 
quite  woll  he  would  not  for  a  moment  allow  his  party  leanings 
to  sway  his  opinions  upon  the  most  doubtful  point  of  qualifi¬ 
cation.  He  believes  that  the  other  barristers  of  Canada  of  five 
years’  standing  have  reached  the  same  superhuman  stan¬ 
dard.  I  do  not  think,  Sir,  they  have ;  I  am  sure  the  people 
do  not  believe  it  is  so.  They  believe  that  the  barristers 
of  Canada,  without  exception,  are  subject  to  the  same 
temptations  and  tho  same  weaknesses  as  a  member 
of  Parliament ;  and  if  we  find  ourselves  occasionally 
acting  from  partisan  motives  in  the  House,  is  it 
reasonable  to  supposo  that  tho  five-year  old  barrister,  to 
whom  wo  propose  to  entrust  our  political  destinies  and  our 
political  life,  will  notact  from  partisan  motives  occasionally  ? 
I  think  I  could  name,  without  any  disrespect  to  the  bar  of 
Ontario,  a  few  barristers  of  five  years’  standing  in  that 
Province  who  would  be  apt  to  act  on  partisan  principles  in 
this  office,  no  matter  how  many  oaths  they  took.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  these  men  would  consciously  porjuro  them¬ 
selves,  but  I  mean  to  say  that  they  are  so  subject  to  parti¬ 
sanship  and  their  moral  vision  is  so  oblique  in  respect  to 
political  matters  that  things  which  are  unfair,  unreason¬ 
able  and  unjust  in  themselves,  would  seem  to  them  fair, 
reasonable  and  just.  Of  course,  they  would  consider  that 
they  were  acting  upon  the  highest  and  most  patriotic 
motives  ;  but  I  am  prepared  to  assert  that  not  only  soma 
of  them,  but  tho  great  bulk  of  them — nay,  all  of  them, 
would  do  that  which  would  seem  to  tho  rest  of  tho 
community  unfair,  unjust  and  iniquitous,  by  whatever 
high  patriotic  and  lawful  motives  they  were  actuated. 
1  am  going  very  far  when  I  say  this,  and  take  it  for  granted 
that  the  officer  will  act  from  such  motives  I  have  stated, 
for  I  cannot  help  knowing  from  experience  of  such  officials 
appointed  by  this  Government  how  they  act.  It  is  the  most 
charitable  thing  to  assume  obliquity  of  moral  vision  instead 
of  bad  intention.  But  suppose  we  take  the  most  able  and 
clear-sighted  lawyer  that  can  be  named  on  the  Conservative 
side  and  make  him  revising  officoi\  Ho  one  would  expect 
that  ho  would  act  fairly.  Whatever  party  was  injured  by 
his  decision  would  feel  that  it  was  the  act  of  a  partisan.  It 
is  a  downright  insult  to  any  self-respecting  and  reputable 
lawyer  in  Ontario,  or  any  where  else,  to  offer  him  such  a 
position,  to  ask  him  to  put  himself  in  a  position  where  he 
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would  be  looked  upon  by  both  friends  and  foes  as  a  party 
tool,  placed  there  to  do  dirty  work,  an  officer  who  is  to  give 
all  his  decisions  from  partisan  motives. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  not  speaking  to 
the  question. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  am  speaking  of  the  revising  officers’ 
duties. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  discuss¬ 
ing  rather  the  question  of  the  revising  barristers. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  am  discussing  theirduties.  I  repeat  that 
it  is  an  insult  to  ask  any  self-respecting  barrister  of  Canada 
to  accept  that  position  and  discharge  those  duties  which 
will  place  him  in  a  hopelessly  invidious  position,  a  position 
which  will  heap  disgrace  on  him  in  the  eyes  of  a  great 
many  of  his  fellow-citizens.  The  hon.  member  for  Victoria 
said  the  duties  would  be  discharged  in  the  light  of  day.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  overlooked  part  of  the  duties  of  the 
revising  officer.  In  section  55,  which  must  be  read  with 
this  section,  ho  is  distinctly  directed,  “  of  his  own  motion,”  to 
make  certain  changes  in  the  list  without  notice  being  given. 
That  is  not  discharging  duties  in  tho  light  of  day.  I  desire 
to  point  out  some  reasons  why  it  is  far  preferable  that  the 
primary  voters’  list  should  be  made  by  municipal  officers 
and  not  by  tho  revising  officer,  The  manner  of  his  appoint¬ 
ment  casts  a  strong  suspicion  on  his  motives  and  fitness  for 
the  task.  The  nature  of  his  duties  raises  a  stronger 
suspicion.  The  duties  discharged  by  revising  officers  in 
England  are  quite  as  large  and  wido  as  should  bo  entrusted 
to  revising  officers  here.  What  aro  tho  duties  of  such  an 
officer  in  England  ?  He  is  to  take  the  list  made  by  tho 
overseers  of  each  parish — as  to  the  manner  of  making  which 
the  Houso  has  some  information.  These  overseers  aro  elected 
by  tho  ratepayers.  What  shall  he  do  with  that  list  ?  Rogers, 
on  elections,  says  that  a  revising  barrister  is  empowered, 
first,  to  correct  any  mistakes  on  the  list ;  and  he  goes  on 
to  say  what  mistakes  may  be  corrected.  Tho  revising  bar¬ 
rister  may  correct  figures  made  in  error— a  name  of  a  town¬ 
ship  erroneously  put  at  the  head  of  a  list,  and  so  on.  When 
a  Christian  namo  of  a  voter  or  a  wrong  description  is  inserted 
ho  may  make  the  necessary  correction.  Ho  may  expunge 
tho  name  of  any  person  whose  qualification  is  insufficient, 
in  law,  to  confer  a  vote.  “  Rut  this  does  not  authorise  him 
to  strike  off  the  name  of  a  voter  who  is  not  objected  to, 
although  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  had  decided  that  the 
voter  could  not  have  sufficient  qualification  ” — even  although 
the  l’evising  barrister  knew  the  alleged  voter  could  not  have 
sufficient  qualification.  Under  the  English  law  he  cannot 
expunge  any  name  from  the  list,  of  his  own  mere  motion. 
Look  at  the  difference  betwen  tho  powers  of  the  officials 
in  England  and  here.  One  is  superlegal,  independent 
of  tho  law,  does  not  take  evidence;  the  other  is  strictly 
limited  by  the  law.  The  English  official  is  not  to  make 
any  changes,  except  such  as  are  called  for  by  the 
electors  themselves.  He  can  neither  expunge  a  name  nor 
insert  a  name  unless  objection  is  taken.  Those  objections 
must  be  lodged  with  the  board  of  overseers,  with  a  body 
corresponding  to  our  township  court  of  revision.  With 
that  body  objections  are  lodged;  from  it  they  go  before  the 
revising  barrister,  and  on  the  case  thus  presented  the  claim 
eithor  stands  or  falls.  The  barrister  is  purely  judicial 
and  has  no  ministerial  duty;  he  does  nothing  of  his  own 
mere  motion,  and  nothing  at  all  except  upon  evidence 
laid  before  him  in  the  light  of  day,  and  given  upon 
oath.  The  English  revising  barrister  has  also  “  power 
to  expunge  the  names  of  persons  who  are  dead,  or 
have  been  proved  guilty  of  bribery,  treating,  or  using 
undue  influence,  or  against  whom  judgment  in  any  penal 
action  has  been  obtained.”  That  would  be  a  very 
benoficial  provision  to  insert  in  the  Bill  we  are  now  con¬ 
sidering.  The  revising  officer  in  England  is  called  upon  to 
Mr.  Caset. 


insert  the  name  of  any  such  persons,  whether  on  the 
register  or  only  claimants  for  registration,  in  a  separate 
list,  to  be  headed,  “  List  of  persons  disqualified  for  brib¬ 
ing,  treating,  or  using  undue  influences.”  Now,  Sir,  by 
section  38  of  6  Victoria,  chapter  13,  it  will  be  seen 
that  there  is  a  very  striking  difference — I  think  the  greatest 
difference — between  the  two  officials.  There  is  a  great 
deal  of  difference  in  the  method  of  appointment*  That  has 
been  dealt  with.  In  the  one  case  ho  is  appointed  by  an 
impartial  judge;  in  the  other  he  is  appointed  by  tho  person 
most  interested.  The  English  officer  is  a  judicial  officer; 
he  has  only  to  decide  on  claims  which  are  laid  before  him, 
Tho  Canadian  officer  is  to  be  a  ministerial  officer  ;  he  is  to 
act  of  his  own  motion,  in  the  interest  of  his  own  friends,  if 
ho  chooses  to  take  action.  He  is  not  to  wait  to  be  called 
upon  by  any  of  the  voters  of  the  electoral  division,  eithor 
as  to  striking  off  names  or  putting  on  new  names.  The  two 
things  go  together— his  supra-legal  powers  and  his  supra- 
constitutional  appointment.  One  is  the  complement  to  the 
other— carries  out  the  purpose  of  the  other.  He  is 
appointed  for  a  purpose,  and  his  duties  are  so  arranged 
as  to  carry  out  that  purpose.  What  the  purpose  is  is  so 
evident  that  I  need  not  explain  it  further.  Now,  Sir,  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  himself,  the  father  of  this  Bill,  told  us 
the  other  day  that  his  amendment  making  the  assessment 
rolls  the  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  primary  voters’  list 
made  the  duties  of  the  so-called  revising  officer  similar  to 
those  of  tho  real  revising  officer  in  England.  He  said  that 
in  one  case  the  voters’  list  was  appealed  from  to  the  revis¬ 
ing  barrister  in  individual  cases,  whereas,  in  the  other,  the 
wholo  list  was  appealed  en  masse.  Taking  his  own  state¬ 
ment,  it  does  not  appear  that  the  duties  of  the  two  officers 
are  similar,  as  tbero  is  something  different  in  appealing  a 
voters’  list  en  masse  from  allowing  appeals  in  individual 
cases.  One  opens  up  the  wholo  case ;  it  puts  the  whole 
list  at  tho  mercy  of  the  revising  officer,  while  in  the 
other  ho  is  only  allowod  to  decide  individual  cases.  But 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  did  not  state  the  case  correctly,  as 
the  duties  of  the  two  officers  are  not  similar,  even  to  that 
extent.  The  English  revising  officer  makes  no  list  at  all. 
He  simply  corrects  the  errors  in  the  list  made  by  the  parish 
overseers,  when  the  correction  is  demanded  by  some  one 
who  is  interested  in  each  case.  Tho  other  official  has  to 
take  the  assessment  rolls,  and  has  to  make  from  those  rolls, 
or  “  from  such  other  information  as  he  can  obtain,”  a  list  to 
satisfy  himself,  and  then,  and  then  only,  does  an  appeal 
come  in.  Tbero  is  no  appeal  from  the  assessment  to  the 
revising  officer,  but  from  the  last  voters’  list  of  tho  revising 
officer  there  is  an  appeal  from  the  revising  officer  to  himself. 
He  is  himself  called  upon  to  say  whether  he  has  acted 
unfairly,  partially,  or  blunderingly,  and  if  we  know  anything 
of  the  average  opinion  of  their  own  conduct,  possessed 
by  the  five-years’  old  barristers  of  Canada,  we  can  easily 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  they  will  be  very  unlikely  to 
decide  against  the  course  they  have  themselves  pursued. 
There  is  not  tho  ghost  of  similarity  between  the  two  cases, 
and  the  right  hon.  gentleman’s  attempt  to  draw  a  parallel 
between  them  is  wholly  misleading,  or,  at  all  events,  it  goes  in 
the  direction  of  misleading,  and  looks  as  if  it  were  intended 
to  mislead.  I  do  not  think  it  can  mislead  any  person  who 
is  familiar  in  the  slightest  degree  with  tho  duties  of  the  two 
officers.  I  do  not  think  that  any  person  who  has  read  even 
once  what  aro  the  duties  of  the  English  revising  barrister 
could  bo  led  for  a  moment  to  suppose  that  the  duty  of  the 
proposed  officer  under  this  Bill  will  bo  similar  to  his  duties. 
But  the  making  of  tho  right  hon.  gentleman’s  remarks 
could  have  no  effect  at  all  if  not  to  mislead  somebody  in 
this  respect.  Now,  the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  does 
appear  to  have  been  misled  by  those  romarks,  for  he  said 
that  the  revising  officer  had  only  to  take  the  assessment 
list  as  made  up  by  the  municipal  officer,  have  it 
copied  out,  and  then  revise  it.  He  said  that  the 
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l’evising  officer  did  not  neod  to  know  anything  of 
the  neighborhood;  of  tho  people,  or  of  their  politics, 
and  that  it  would  be  better  for  him  not  to  know  anything 
of  them,  in  order  that  he  might  be  more  impartial.  This 
shows  that  he,  at  all  events,  has  been  misled  by  the 
explanations  of  his  leader.  That  is  not  the  state  of  the 
case  at  all.  The  revising  officer  does  not  take  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll  and  simply  copy  it,  and  revise  it,  but  he  takes  the 
roll,  as  far  as  it  goes,  adds  as  much  as  he  chooses  of  his  own 
motion — and  then  it  may  be  appealed  from  to  himself !  Tbe 
hon,  gentleman  says  he  does  not  need  to  know  the  neigh 
borhood,  or  the  people,  or  their  politics,  but  I  woull  ask 
how  is  he  to  fill  the  gaps  in  the  old  voters’  list  or  in  the  poll 
books  unless  he  knows  the  people  of  the  locality?  IIo  can¬ 
not  do  it  himself;  he  must  get  the  information  somewhere  ; 
and  we  all  know  where  he  will  get  it.  He  will  have  tho 
assistance  of  a  clerk,  and  we  all  know  who  he  is  likely  to 
be.  He  will  have  tho  assistance  of  a  bailiff,  and  we  know 
what  sort  of  a  person  he  is  likely  to  be,  and  what  sort  of 
information  the  triumvirate  is  likely  to  obtain,  and 
we  know  what  the  result  is  likely  to  be  on  the 
list,  Now,  the  Premier  argued  something  in  the 
same  strain  a  little  before  ray  hon.  friend  from 
Groy,  and  therefore  cannot  be  suspected  of  plagiaris¬ 
ing  from  that  hon.  gentleman.  Ho  said  that  in 
England  the  revising  barrister  was  sent  down  from  London, 
that  he  did  not  know  anything  of  tho  people  or  the  neigh¬ 
borhood,  and  had  none  of  the  local  knowledge  which  we 
said  was  necessary  to  the  person  who  made  the  list.  Well, 
Sir,  tho  revising  barrister  in  England  does  answer  to  tho 
description  which  my  hon.  friend  from  Grey,  in  his 
darkness  of  mind,  applied  to  the  so-called  revising  officer 
in  Canada.  The  revising  barrister  in  England  does  not 
need  to  know  anything  of  the  neighborhood.  He  is  all  the 
better  for  not  having  the  local  knowledge,  all  the  more 
likely  to  be  impartial,  because  he  does  not  know  the  politics 
of  the  people  who  come  before  him  on  appeals,  and  why? 
Because  he  is  a  judicial  officer;  he  has  merely  to  decide 
on  points  of  law  and  fact  brought  before  him,  just 
as  a  judge  of  Assize  does  in  travelling  about  on  circuit. 
But  tho  Canadian  revising  officer  has  to  do  more  than  that ; 
he  has  to  fill  up  gaps ;  he  has  to  act  on  information  obtained, 
not  judicially,  not  on  sworn  evidence,  but  obtained  any  how, 
from  the  sources  to  which  be  is  most  likely  to  go  for  it.  I 
am  told  that  he  will  probably  have  some  local  information, 
bocauso  he  will  probably  be  a  resident  of  the  electoral 
district.  Very  likely  he  will.  Some  nice  young  Conser¬ 
vative  lawyer  in  tho  county  town  will  be  very  apt  to  bo  the 
revising  barrister  where  a  judge  is  not  appointed.  There  is 
one  class  of  local  information  that  he  is  quite  certain  to  have. 
He  is  quite  certain  to  have  that  kind  of  knowledge  which 
the  hon.  member  for  East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproulo)  said  he  should 
not  have,  the  knowledge  of  the  politics  of  the  individual. 

Mr.  SPBOULE.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  entirely  mis 
representing  me.  In  answer  to  the  arguments,  I  think,  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  and  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Perth  (Mr.  Trow),  that  the  lists  should 
be  prepared  by  the  municipal  officers,  because  they  would 
be  more  likely  to  act  impartially,  I  asked  if  it  was  not  more 
likely  that  a  person  who  was  a  stranger  to  the  people  would 
act  impartially. 

Mr.  CASEY.  That  was  exactly  the  remark  on  which  I 
was  basing  my  argument.  That  is  just  tho  kind  of  infor¬ 
mation  the  revisiug  officer  is  sure  to  get.  He  is  not  going 
through  those  districts  without  a  guide,  philosopher,  and 
friend,  in  the  shape  of  the  secretary  of  the  Conservative  Asso¬ 
ciation — at  all  events,  he  will  not,  in  East  Grey;  he  will 
have  some  kind  friend  at  his  shoulder  to  tell  him  what  the 
politics  of  the  people  are ;  he  will  get  just  tho  sort  of  infor¬ 
mation  he  should  not  have,  to  bo  impartial. 
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Mr.  SPBOULE.  I  suppose  the  same  remark  would 
apply  to  the  English  revising  officer. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Thero  my  hon.  friend  shows  his  utter 
blindness  to  what  the  English  revising  officer  does.  He 
does  not  put  any  one  on  or  off  the  list,  except  in  open  court 
and  upon  sworn  testimony.  He  does  not  make  the  list ; 
he  can  only  insert  or  strike  off  a  name  on  application  ;  he 
only  decides  judicially  on  those  cases  which  are  brought 
before  him ;  but  this  man  is  a  list  maker.  Now,  it  has 
been  urged  that  the  voters’  list  should  be  made  up 
by  polling  subdivisions  instead  of  by  municipalities. 
I  think  the  arguments  in  favor  of  that  view  are  unanswer¬ 
able.  A  thorough  canvass  would  be  almost  impossible 
if  all  the  electors  of  a  municipality  were  to  be  put  upon  one 
list.  We  have  been  accustomed,  in  almost  every  part  of 
Canada  where  wo  have  voters’  lists,  to  have  them  arranged 
by  polling  sub-divisions,  and  I  do  not  see  why  they  should 
not  be  so  arranged  under  this  Bill.  I  do  not  think  the  hon. 
First  Minister  has  any  particular  objection  to  that ;  it  has  only 
escaped  his  notice,  and  I  have  no  doubt  he  will,  as  he  has  done 
already,  take  this  further  step  towards  improving  the  Bill 
in  its  working.  Then  there  is  the  clause  about  tenants.  I 
have  no  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  has  simply,  through 
oversight,  forgotten  to  do  what  he  said  on  the  22nd  of  this 
month  he  would  do,  and  which  I  think  should  be  done  here. 
He  said  : 

“  It  was  argued  last  night,  with  a  great  deal  of  force,  that  in  Ontario 
the  assessment  roll,  for  instance,  says  :  John  Jones,  lot  No.  1,  value 
$150,  as  the  assessed  value.  Then  he  is  marked  as  tenant,  but  that  does 
not  show  what  rent  be  pays  at  all.  But  I  would  make  a  proviso  that  if 
that  property  is  assessed  at  $150,  which  gives  the  franchise  to  the 
owner,  that  shall  be  primd  facie  evidence  that  the  tenant  has  a  right  to 
be  registered.  If  it  is  proved  afterwards,  on  objection,  that  he  does  not 
pay  $20  a  year,  the  primd  facie  evidence  is  rebutted." 

I  am  sure  it  is  entirely  through  oversight  that  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  has  neglected  to  make  provision  to  that 
effect  in  this  clause,  namely,  to  make  such  an  arrangement 
as  would  make  the  assessment  roll  to  a  great  extent  primd 
facie  evidence  of  the  qualifications  of  tenants.  It  would 
tako  a  long  timo  to  discuss  the  provisions  of  this  clau.e  in 
detail.  It  is  very  clumsily  put  together  ;  it  is  put  togother 
as  if  it  bad  grown  by  accretion  rather  than  by  organisation 
— as  if  bit  had  been  added  to  bit,  without  organic  union  in 
the  section.  I  admit  that  some  parts  of  it  are  not  as  clear  as 
they  ought  to  be  to  mo,  although  I  have  given  it  a 
good  doal  of  consideration  ;  I  am  sure  it  will  not 
be  clear  to  those  electors  who  will  give  it  much 
loss  consideration  than  I  have  done  ;  but  it  is 
only  of  a  piece  with  the  whole  Bill  in  that  respoct. 
The  whole  Bill  is  undoubtedly  of  the  same  nature  as  the 
section  in  that  respect.  It  is  hard  to  understand  ;  it  is  a 
bungle  and  a  blundex1.  This  clause  alone,  the  conferring  of 
such  duties  as  are  by  it  conferred  upon  a  Government  official, 
a  parly  tool,  a  nominee  who  holds  office  virtually  at  tho 
pleasure  of  tho  Government,  is  an  insult  to  tho  wholo  com¬ 
munity;  it  is  an  insult  to  the  public  intelligence  and  tho 
public  independence  of  tho  country  to  ask  this  community 
to  submit  to  a  dictation  that  no  country  which  has  repre¬ 
sentative  institutions  at  all  would  submit  to.  Even  Bussia 
is  not  an  inttance ;  Bussia  is  a  pure  autocracy ;  there  is  no 
disguise  about  it;  the  Czar  rules  by  his  own  will,  and  not 
through  a  revising  officer.  We  are  told  that  in  Franco  a 
great  deal  of  power  is  put  into  tbe  hands  of  the  Government, 
but  never  was  any  power  so  absolute  as  this  thought  of  in 
France.  In  England  thero  was  never  anything  to  compare 
to  it,  nor  in  the  United  States.  In  no  free  country  has  any¬ 
body  dared  to  propose  anything  like  this  ;  in  no  free  coun¬ 
try  has  anybody  ventured  to  think  that  the  people  would 
tamely  submit  to  a  usurpation  of  their  constitutional  rights 
and  privileges  such  as  this.  This  one  section  contains  the 
venom  of  the  whole  Bill.  Give  tho  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  this  section  and  the  10th  section,  and  he  cares  not 
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what  the  qualifications  are,  whether  there  is  uniformity  or 
variety  in  the  electorate.  The  Conservatives  themselves 
are  awakening  to  the  iniquity  of  these  clauses.  When  we 
find  a  lifelong  Conservative  like  Mr.  D.  B.  Bead,  of  Toronto, 
giving  voice,  in  his  letter  to  the  Globe,  to  language  stronger 
than  any  which  any  Liberal,  or  Grit,  or  Radical,  has 
put  his  name  to  in  the  press ;  whon  we  find  him  declaring 
that  he  has  seen  smaller  causes  than  this  produce  a 
revolution,  we  must  believe  that  there  are  Conservatives 
who  believe  that  they  are  being  insulted  and  wronged 
by  this  Bill.  When  we  find  a  Conservative  expressing  his 
views,  as  the  one  did  whose  letter  was  read  here  by  the 
hoD.  member  for  West  Lambton  (Mr.  Lister)  the  other 
day,  wo  must  believe  that  the  Conservatives  are  waking  up. 
We  believe  that  the  country  is  patriotic  and  sound  to  the 
heart,  and  that  the  soundness  of  its  heart  will  be  evident  by 
its  actions  the  next  time  tho  country  is  hoard  from;  we 
believe  that  Conservatives  and  Reformers  throughout  the 
Dominion  are  waking  up  and  showing  tho  indignation  such 
a  measure  must  cause  in  the  heart  of  every  free  man.  Con¬ 
servatives  are  co-operating  with  us.  I  do  not  say  they  will 
become  Grits  in  other  respects,  but  I  know  they  are  co-oper¬ 
ating  with  us  in  opposition  to  the  Bill,  and  will  give  effect 
to  their  indignation  at  tho  next  general  election ;  and  I 
believe  the  moral  atmosphere  of  tho  country  will  be  all  the 
clearer  for  the  storm  this  Bill  is  producing.  There  is  no  use 
in  hon.  gentleman  opposite  trying  to  deny  that  it  is  raising 
a  storm.  Had  we  not  the  North-West  troubles  and  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  other  vital  matters  to  occupy 
the  public  attention  at  this  time  as  'well,  the  storm  would 
make  itself  heard  in  such  a  manner  that  not  even  the  most 
bigoted  Conservative,  the  Conservative  most  entrenched  in 
his  party  egotism,  could  fail  to  be  aware  of  it.  The  time 
has  come  when  the  patriotic  men  of  both  parties  will  go  to 
the  polls  and  declare  their  opinions  on  the  questions  of  the 
day,  without  regard  to  party  lines,  but  having  regard  solely 
to  their  conscientious  opinions.  I  am  glad  this  much  good 
has  come  out  of  what  otherwise  would  seem  an  incurable 
evil.  I  believe  that  good  will  flow  unintentionally  out  of 
this  proposition  and  out  of  the  operation  of  this  Bill,  a  good 
that  may  outweigh  the  evil ;  I  believe  the  patriotic  people 
of  both  parties  will  be  fused  and  hammered  into  one  by  the 
attempt  of  tho  Government  to  usurp  power,  by  tho  attempt 
of  the  Government  to  sweep  out  of  existence  tho3e  whom 
they  are  pleased  to  consider  the  representatives  of  an  insig¬ 
nificant  minority  of  the  peoplo. 

Mr.  McCALLUM  (Monck).  I  am  sorry  to  see  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  still  keeping  on  their  course  of  obstructing 
the  business  of  the  country.  I  can  tell  them  that  if  they 
console  themselves  with  the  feeling  that  there  is  any  move¬ 
ment  in  their  favor  among  the  Conservatives  of  the  country 
they  are  very  much  mistaken.  There  may  be  a  few  dis¬ 
appointed  Conservatives,  such  as  the  gentleman  from 
Toronto,  by  the  name  of  Read,  but  wo  have  had 
such  gentlemen  before,  and  we  have  had  one,  in  particular, 
of  whom  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  made  one  of  their 
leaders ;  but  as  to  any  movement  in  the  most 
distant  way  approaching  anything  like  agitation  against 
this  measure  amongst  Conservatives,  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  need  not  lay  that  flattering  unction  to  their  soul. 
Speaking  of  the  assessors,  we  would  fancy,  to  hear  them, 
that  this  officer  had  to  make  out  tho  voters’  lists.  What  he 
makes  out  is  a  roll,  not  for  the  purpose  of  making  voters’ 
lists,  but  for  the  purpose  of  raising  revenue  for  the  munici¬ 
pality  and  for  the  administration  of  justice,  to  be  a  charge 
upon  the  property  of  the  municipality.  Of  course,  from  that 
roll  the  clerk  makes  out  the  voters’  list,  and  where  is  the 
difference  if  the  revising  officer  makes  it  out  or  the  clerk  ? 
I  do  not  see  any  difference,  whether  the  revising  officers’ 
clerk  or  the  clerk  of  the  municipality  copies  the  roll  for  the 
voters’  list.  The  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey) 
Mr.  Casey. 


speaks  of  the  barristers  being  party  tools  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  Why,  in  that  he  insinuates  that  the  judges  of 
this  country,  who  will  have  the  final  revising  of  the  lists, 
will  be  party  tools.  Under  this  Bill  thejudges  are  to  be  the 
final  revising  officers  in  the  .Province  of  Ontario. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  The  hon.  gentleman  insinuates  they 
will  be  tools,  and  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  find  great 
fault  with  the  Bill  because  the  revising  officer  makes  out 
the  voters’  list  in  the  first  instance  and  then  appeals  from 
the  list  to  himself.  Any  revising  officer,  wbother  he  be  a 
barrister  of  five  years’  standing  or  a  judge,  will  be  very  glad 
to  correct  any  omission  or  mistake  he  has  made,  in  the 
same  way  that  he  does  now.  If  these  gentlemen  are  bound 
to  continue  this  obstruction,  with  their  arguments  repeated 
over  and  over  and  over  again,  tho  people  of  th:s  country, 
not  the  Conservatives  alono,  but  the  Reformers  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  will  hold  them  responsible  for  the  waste  of  money  thoy 
are  causing.  I  only  got  up  to  protest  on  behalf  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  Are  a  few  Grits  in  this  House 
going  to  control  the  majority  ;  are  a  few  gentlemen  here, 
who  are  discontented,  who  are  looking  for  power,  to  run 
the  people  ?  I  simply  rose  to  protest  against  this  course, 
and  I  will  say  no  more. 

Mr.  GILLMOR.  If  tho  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr. 
McCallum)  had  occupied  the  short  time  he  was  on  the  floor 
in  speaking  to  this  amendment  he  would  not  have  obstructed 
the  business  of  the  country.  He  has  not  undertaken  to  show 
why  this  amendment  should  not  be  adopted.  He  has  talked 
about  obstruction.  I  think  the  mover  of  this  Bill  asked  the 
members  of  the  Opposition  to  help  him  to  perfect  this 
measure,  but  it  is  very  evident  that  anything  which  will 
affect  the  material  ingredients  of  this  Bill  will  not  be  adopted. 
Hon.  gentlemen  are  very  grateful  for  any  amendment  which 
will  remove  the  poision  out  of  this  measure,  but  when  any 
amendment  is  suggested  which  will  interfere  in  that  way, 
that  is  obstruction.  Some  very  objectionable  clauses  have 
been  already  adopted.  The  Government  have  taken  power 
to  appoint  their  own  nominee  as  the  revising  officer.  The 
mover  of  this  Bill  gives  as  a  reason  for  this,  that  the  muni¬ 
cipal  officers  are  corrupt,  that  they  are  influenced  by  party 
feeling,  and  therefore  cannot  be  trusted.  That  is  why  he 
wants  this  perfect  measure,  and  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson)  says  the  necessity  for  this 
extraordinary  measure  is  that  the  municipal  authorities 
and  the  people  cannot  be  trusted,  and  we  should  have 
a  measure  free  from  party  influence.  Admitting,  for  argu¬ 
ment’s  sake,  that  they  are  correct,  that  is  an  evil,  but  it  is 
not  a  universal  evil.  If  one  county  does  anything  objec¬ 
tionable,  some  other  county  is  an  offset  to  it.  Is  not  the 
Prime  Minister  a  party  man  ?  Is  he  more  free  from  party 
prejudices  and  preferences  than  the  electorate  of  this 
Dominion  ?  It  is  a  mere  absurdity  to  pretend  to  state  that 
the  electoral  systom  is  going  to  be  rid  of  party  preferences 
by  this  measure.  Wo  have  not  to  go  very  far  back  in  the 
history  of  this  country  to  see  whero  tho  leader  of  the 
Government  and  his  supporters  resorted  to  extraordinary 
means  to  strengthen  their  party.  I  have  never  heard  of 
tho  evils  referred  to  existing  in  the  Province  of  New 
Brunswick.  In  tho  county  I  represent  it  is  impossible  for 
one  revising  officer  to  perform  the  duty  imposed  upon  him 
by  this  Bill.  We  havo  a  population  of  a  little  over  26,000,  and 
to  do  this  duty  it  requires  about  eighty-four  officials.  There 
are  throe  assessors  and  three  revisors  in  every  parish,  and 
there  are  fourteen  parishes  in  the  county, and  these  officials  do 
the  whole  of  this  work  more  thoroughly  than  it  can  be  done 
by  any  revising  officer,  and  at  very  little  cost.  In  the  parish 
in  which  I  live,  the  assessors  know  every  man  and  his 
household,  and  I  have  never  heard  of  any  objection  to  their 
action.  It  is  so  perfect  that,  for  twenty  years,  during  all 
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of  which  time  I  have  been  in  politics,  I  have  never  heard 
any  objection  made.  Thoy  are  not  all  supporters  of  mine, 
but  we  never  thiDk  of  their  politics.  I  never  look  over  the 
list,  except  about  the  time  of  an  election,  and  sometimes 
you  find  one  name  off  which  should  be  on  ;  but,  of  course, 
that  cannot  be  remedied  then  until  the  next  election.  How 
is  it  possible  for  a  revising  officer  to  go  all  over  the  county 
of  Charlotte,  or  the  county  of  Kent,  or  the  county  of  West¬ 
moreland,  which  is  a  large  and  populous  county,  and  make 
up  this  list  ?  It  is  quite  impossible.  The  mover  of  the  Bill 
has  admitted  the  principle  of  this  amendment  already, 
because  he  has  agreed  to  take  the  assessors'  list 

and  the  poll  book  as  a  basis.  He  will  have,  of 

course,  a  large  number  of  voters  on  the  list  upon 

which  we  have  been  elected,  but  he  has  got  a  largo 
number  to  add  to  his  list;  he  has  got  to  add  every  farmer’s 
son,  all  the  tenants,  all  the  property-holders’  sons;  he  has 
got  to  add  fishermen  who  qualify  on  real  and  personal  pro¬ 
perty.  How  upon  earth  can  any  revising  barrister  ascer¬ 
tain  that  fact  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  might  as  well  abandon 
the  assessors’  list  as  to  continue  that  as  a  basis,  and  let  the 
revising  barrister  go  over  the  whole  county  to  find  out  who 
is  to  be  added.  Thei’efore  I  think  he  has  admitted  the  whole 
principle  when  he  takes  the  assessors’  list  as  a  basis  to  start 
upon.  I  do  not  see  what  objection  there  can  be  to  it.  It  is 
impossible,  I  say,  for  any  revising  barrister  to  do  this  duty 
properly.  It  would  take  him  a  year  to  get  up  one  list,  and 
then  he  could  not  do  it  as  well  as  it  is  being  done  now. 
The  hon.  member  for  Kent,  N  B.  (Mr.  Landry)  is  a  lawyer, 
and  he  ought  to  understand  how  impossible  it  is  for  the 
revising  barrister  to  know  as  well  as  the  municipal  officers 
who  now  make  up  our  voters’  lists.  You  cannot  find  anyone 
man  who  can  do  it  over  the  whole  county,  unless  he  works  for 
months  and  months.  I  could  not  do  it  in  my  county.  I 
would  not  know  whether  a  farmer  had  one  son  or  two  sons,  or 
whether  he  had  any  sons  at  all.  I  would  have  to  ascertain 
from  some  disinterested  source,  at  any  rate,  to  satisfy 
myself.  But  the  men  now  who  make  up  the  list  know  all 
about  it.  They  know  how  many  sons  a  farmer  has,  they 
know  the  qualification,  they  know  every  tenant.  How  can 
the  revising  officer  find  out  every  tenant  in  a  city,  or  town, 
or  incorporated  village  ?  If  the  right  hon.  gentleman  and 
his  friends  want  to  make  the  Bill  less  objectionable  let  them 
adopt  this  amendment,  and  they  will  still  have  advantage 
enough.  They  have  still  got  the  revising  barristers,  of  their 
own  appointment,  of  their  own  political  stripe ;  I  do  not 
wish  to  attribute  motives  to  them,  but  of  course  they  will 
put  in  political  friends.  Now,  I  think  it  is  an  insult  to  the 
people  of  this  country,  after  so  many  years’  experience, 
after  the  present  system  has  worked  without  friction  for  so 
long  a  time,  when  nobody  has  found  fault  with  it,  whon  it 
has  grown  up  after  years  of  effort  and  of  trial— -I  say  it  is 
an  insult  to  the  people  to  come  down  with  this  cumbersome 
measure  and  take  away  from  the  people  the  management  of 
their  own  affairs.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  they  want 
a  fair  and  honest  system,  that  shall  be  freed  from  all 
party  bias,  thereby  accusing  municipal  officers  of  being 
dishonest.  I  do  not  want  to  accuse  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  but  I  say  it  is  behind  the  age  for  any 
civilised  country,  on  a  pretence  of  getting  free  from 
political  influence,  to  introduce  such  an  infamous  meas¬ 
ure  as  this,  and  attempt  to  justify  it.  Mr.  Chairman, 
1  believe  all  these  smiles  and. all  these  offers  of  concessions 
by  the  Government  are  a  more  sham  and  a  mere  pretence. 
They  are  willing  to  pay  tithes  of  mint  and  cummin  and 
annise,  but  the  weighter  matters  of  the  law  the  Px*emier  and 
his  followers  do  not  pretend  to  amend.  They  are  going  to 
keep  the  Indian  and  the  revising  barrister,  no  matter  what 
follows.  Why  should  they  have  a  x’evising  barrister  at  all  ?  It 
is  nonsense  to  call  him  a  revising  banister.  But  he  would 
be,  if  you  allowed  the  local  authorities  to  make  up  the  list, 
and  then  allow  him  to  revise  it.  The  local  authorities  have  to 


assess  all  the  properties  for  their  own  purposes,  and  these  are 
the  men,  above  all  othei’s,  who  know  who  are  qualified.  I  say 
it  is  quite  impossible  for  any  stranger  or  any  individual  in 
the  countxy  to  do  this  work.  He  has  got  to  go  all  thi’ough  the 
municipalities,  and  how  is  he  going  to  get  his  information  ? 
Perhaps  he  might  come  down  to  Charlotte  county  and  ask 
me  to  go  with  him,  and  I  might  get  into  his  waggon  and 
di'ive  ai’ound  with  him.  If  he  wanted  to  see  a  man  him¬ 
self,  or  see  the  property  on  which  he  is  qualified,  he  has 
either  got  to  go  on  to  the  place,  or  take  somebody’s  opinion. 
Well,  he  might  come  to  me.  I  might  be  influenced  by 
party  feeling,  and  I  might  not  give  him  correct  information. 
He  might  go  to  my  opponent,  and  he  might  be  influenced 
by  party  feeling,  and  whore  is  this  revising  banister  to  get 
his  information  ?  I  tell  you  this  revising  barrister  cannot 
do  the  work  satisfactoiily.  He  may  be  as  honest  as  it  is 
possible  for  a  man  to  be,  but  the  woi’k  is  more  than  he  can 
do.  Now,  the  county  I  live  in  has  about  2(1,000  people 
in  it,  and  we  have  eighty-four  men,  revisers  and 
assessors,  in  all  the  various  localities,  who  are  familiar 
with  the  men  who  go  on  the  assessors’  list,  who  make 
the  votei-s’  list,  and  they  are  just  as  familiar  with  the 
voters  as  the  Pxirae  Minister  is  with  his  colleague  who 
sits  beside  him.  They  live  in  the  locality.  There  ai’e 
twenty-eight  councillors,  some  forty-two  assessors  and  forty- 
two  revisex’s ;  they  are  in  every  corner  of  the  county;  thoy 
know  eveiy  man  who  is  qualified  to  vote.  There  has  never 
been  any  difficulty  ;  the  system  is  a  perfect  system.  These 
men  never  enquire  whether  a  municipal  council  is  com¬ 
posed  of  Conservatives  or  Liberals.  The  system  works  so 
harmoniously  that  I  think  it  is  a  pity  to  give  it  up  ;  and, 
apart  from  all  desire  that  the  Bill  may  not  pass,  I  do  feel 
sad — yes,  I  do— -that  wo  are  going  back  to  introduce  such 
an  expensive,  and  such  a  difficult,  and  such  an  intricate 
system,  to  supersede  one  so  simple,  so  based  upon  common 
sense,  and  upon  common  justice  and  fair  play  to  all  parties.  I 
do  hope  that  the  hon.  Premier  will  see  tliat  is  almost  impos¬ 
sible — I  say  quite  impossible— for  this  I’evising  barrister  to 
do  this  work  fairly  and  properly.  He  has  got  to  go  all  over 
the  county  and  see  evexybody.  He  might  as  well  not  have 
the  assessors’  list  as  the  basis^at  all.  I  think  the  Prime 
Minister  cannot  realise  the  difficulties  this  revising  banister 
will  have  to  do  his  work.  I  would  like  to  have  my  hon. 
fiionds  fi’om  Now  Brunswick  explain  how  it  is  possible 
that,  in  a  county  of  25,000  or  30,000  inhabitants,  scattei'ed 
over  a  large  area,  for  any  man  to  ascertain  just  who 
is  qualified  to  vote,  and  put  them  on  the  votei’s’  list.  He 
has  to  see  all  the  parties  and  the  property  in  order  to  ascertain 
the  facts,  because  he  cannot  know  them  himself,  and  caaxxot 
possibly  obtain  them  otherwise,  I  do  not  see  that  the 
First  Minister  is  sacrificing  any  principle  by  accepting 
this  amendment.  He  has  already  adopted  the  assessors’  list, 
and  said  that  the  poll  books  may  be  made  a  basis  on  which 
to  form  a  list,  and  afterward  the  revising  officer  can  add  or 
omit  names  ;  but  I  would  again  xxrge  that  if  the  officer  has 
to  do  this  work  himself  it  is  a  moral  impossibility  that  he 
can  accomplish  it.  I  should  liko  to  convince  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  on  this  point,  so  as  to  lead  them  to  accept 
the  amendment.  They  have  enough  advantage  in  this  Bill 
at  present.  They  say  they  have  no  advantage.  We  would 
think  we  had  a  great  advantage  if  we  had  the  naming  of 
the  revising  officers.  If  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  want  to 
make  the  Bill  loss  objectionable  they  should  adopt  this 
amendment,  and  let  the  revisors’  list  bo  the  basis  on  which 
the  revising  officer  should  make  up  and.  complete  his  list. 
The  First  Minister  has  adopted  the  principle  by  taking  the 
assessors’ list ;  but  it  is  quite  impossible  for  the  revising 
officer  to  find  out  ail  tenants  who  pay  $2  a  month  rent,  all 
the  farmers’  sons,  all  the  fishermen’s  sons  and  the  wage¬ 
earning  class— it  is  a  needless  and  impossible  undertaking, 
Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  hon.  member  for  Monck 
(Mr.  McCallum)  has  ventured  again  to  use  an  oft-repeated 
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expression,  that  the  Opposition  are  obstructing  public 
business  by  discussing  the  clause  and  amendments.  We  can 
afford  to  smile  at  such  a  term.  The  country  is  not  so  ignorant 
as  not  to  know  in  whose  hands  the  conduct  of  public  business 
is;  that  the  First  Minister  is  the  sole  guide  as  to  the  public 
business  that  is  to  come  before  the  House,  and  day  after  day 
and  week  after  week  he  has  passed  by  twelve  items  to  bring 
on  Bill  No.  103.  It  is  rather  amusing,  when  such  is  the 
actual  state  of  affairs,  for  an  hon.  gentleman  opposite  to 
endeavor  to  charge  the  Opposition  with  obstruction  tactics. 
We  will  not,  however,  be  deterred  from  expressing  the 
reasons  that  induce  us  to  support  the  amendments  to  the 
various  sections  of  the  Bill.  The  present  amendment  is  one 
which  will  effect  as  much  good  as  any  minor  amendment 
that  will  be  submitted.  The  necessity  of  adopting  the 
amendment  is  practically  justified  by  the  fact  that  no  hon. 
gentleman  opposite,  from  the  First  Minister  down,  has 
attempted  to  show  that  this  is  not  a  real  amendment, 
designed  in  the  interests  of  the  country.  That  justifies 
all  the  pleas  that  can  be  urged  by  us  for  its  adoption. 
In  the  discussion  of  any  measure  it  is  the  bounden 
duty  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  accept  amend¬ 
ments,  when  good  reasons  are  assigned  for  their 
adoption,  and  when  they  themselves  are  unable  to  show 
why  the  amendments  should  not  be  adopted.  No  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  dare  attempt  to  do  so  in  this  case,  because  it  would 
be  an  impossible  task  to  accomplish,  and  they  do  not  care 
to  attempt  a  task  beyond  their  strength.  The  amendment 
is  designed  to  save  the  people  a  vast  amount  of  money. 
That  is  an  argument  which  should  have  considerable  weight. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  dare  not  take  the  ground  that  it 
is  designed  to  have  an  imperfect  list.  If  not,  tbe  machinery 
proposed  by  the  amendment  would  secure  a  perfect  list  at 
much  less  cost  than  it  is  possible  to  secure  it  under  the 
machinery  of  this  Bill.  If  any  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
desires  to  controvert  this  position,  I  will  be  most  happy  to 
hear  him. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  I  believe  it  will  cost  a  good  deal 
more. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
give  his  reasons. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  told  us  that  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  are  perfectly  justified  in  having  a  long 
discussion  on  the  one  section,  and  reiterating  the  same  argu¬ 
ments,  one  getting  up  and  using  an  argument,  and  the  next 
member  rising  up  and  using  the  same  argument,  because  on 
this  side  of  the  House  we  have  not  tried  to  answer  those 
arguments,  and  therefore  they  think  they  are  justified  in 
going  on  for  ever.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  has  challenged 
us  to  say  that  the  amendment  would  not  save  a  vast  amount 
of  money  if  it  were  adopted.  1  accept  that  challenge.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  hon.  gentleman  may  have  in  his  mind  ; 
but  with  respect  to  the  amendment  before  the  House,  ho  can¬ 
not  read  it  and  assert  that  the  adoption  of  it  will  be  a  saving 
in  the  expense.  I  will  read  it,  and  see  if  I  cannot  change  his 
mind  by  the  simple  reading  of  it.  I  do  not  care  to  accuse  the 
hon.  gentleman  of  being  ignorant  of  what  is  before  the  House, 
as  some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  declared  I  was  ignorant  of 
the  business  before  the  House  the  other  day,  because  we  are 
all  apt  to  be  mistaken.  Now,  this  amendment  does  not 
propose  to  strike  out  one  word  from  the  motion  of  the  First 
Minister.  I  start  out  with  that  proposition.  The  same 
machinery  will  remain  there ;  the  same  duties  are  left  to  the 
revising  officers ;  they  will  have  the  same  work  to  do. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  Then  I  have  not  read  the  amendment 
aright.  I  will  read  it.  It  is  in  the  following  terms.  (The 
hon.  gentleman  read  the  amendment.)  This  amendment 
does  not  propose  to  take  out  anything  from  the  original 
amendment  as  proposed  by  the  First  Minister.  It  will  add 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


additional  expense.  Take  New  Brunswick  ;  in  the  county  I 
represent,  it  will  add  from  24  to  30  additional  officers, 
all  of  whom  will  have  to  be  paid,  as  they  will  not  work 
for  nothing.  This  may  not  apply  to  Ontario — I  do  not  think 
it  would — but  I  speak  for  New  Brunswick.  In  the  county  I 
represent  it  will,  I  say,  cause  the  appointment  of  from  24  to 
30  additional  officers,  to  do  what  duty?  It  will  give  them 
the  duty  of  preparing  just  such  a  list  as  the  revising  officer 
is  authorised  by  this  Act  to  prepare.  It  does  not  say  how 
these  additional  officers  shall  do  it  at  all,  but  they  are  bound 
by  this  clause  to  prepare  a  thorough  list.  How  are  they  going 
to  do  it?  Are  we  to  have  thirty  men  going  all  over  the  county 
getting  the  information  ?  If  so,  instead  of  the  one  carriage, 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  we  will  have  thirty  car¬ 
riages  going  through  the  county  getting  the  information  — 
thirty  persons  preparing  that  list,  and  what  for?  To  put 
in  the  hands  of  the  revising  barrister  the  list  prepared  by 
them.  It  may  be  useful  as  information,  of  course;  but  is  that 
the  best  way  ?  And  it  does  not  say  that  it  is  to  be  taken 
by  the  revising  officer  as  vrimd  facie  evidence.  These 
thirty  gentlemen  in  my  county  are,  by  this  amendment, 
authorised  to  prepare  the  list  and  put  it  in  the  hands  of  the 
revising  officer  for  the  purpose  of  additional  information. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Each  in  his  own  parish. 

Mr.  LANDRY.  It  does  not  say  so,  as  I  find  it  here.  But 
even  if  it  were,  there  are  thirty  in  the  same  county,  three 
in  each  parish,  if  you  will.  These  gentlemen  will  come  in 
and  hand  their  list  to  the  revising  officer,  and  for  what  pur¬ 
pose?  Simply  as  additional  information.  It  may  be  use¬ 
ful  information,  but  it  is  information  which  he  can  get  by 
gentlemen  who  are  interested.  Will  not  those  men  who 
are  interested  in  getting  on  the  voters’  list,  farmers  or  far¬ 
mers’  sons,  or  tenants,  or  whatever  they  may  be — are  they 
not  capable  of  sending  a  letter  to  the  revising  officer,  saying 
that  thoy  are  authorised  to  vote,  although  they  are  not  on 
the  assessment  roll,  or  on  the  voters’  list  of  last  year, 
because  it  was  more  restricted  than  the  measure  before  us 
now — cannot  they  say,  for  this  reason,  their  names  are  not 
on  the  list,  and  that  therefore  they  write  to  the  revising 
officer.  I  say  that  they  can,  and  that  that  information  is 
just  as  useful  to  the  revising  barrister  as  the  other,  and 
just  as  authentic.  There  is  no  provision  for  its 
being  done  under  oath,  and  if  hon.  gentlemen  can 
get  over  that,  and  say  that  it  will  not  be  an  additional 
expense,  I  fail  to  see  it,  for  I  think  there  will  be 
a  great  deal  of  additional  expense.  If  it  were  said  that 
those  thirty  men  were  to  prepare  the  list  in  the  same  man¬ 
ner  as  for  the  Local  Legislature,  and  then  if  the  revising 
barrister  was  bound  to  take  that  as  the  list  to  revise,  there 
might  be  somo  argument  in  it.  But  he  is  not  bound  to 
take  that  list ;  he  is  bound  to  procure  all  the  information 
as  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Premier’s  proposition  just 
the  same,  though  he  is  to  have  the  additional  informa¬ 
tion  which  is  provided  for  by  this  sub-amendment. 
While  on  my  feet,  I  may  say  that  I  would  not  have 
been  tempted  to  speak  only  for  the  challenges  which 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  so  fond  of  throwing  out 
to  this  side.  The  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson), 
whoso  speeches  I  admire,  whoso  speeches  I  like  to  listen  to 
—I  must  say  that  he  has  that  way  of  throwing  out 
challenges  to  hon.  gentlemen,  and  he  calls  them  cowards  ; 
he  says  that  they  dare  not  get  up  on  thoir  feet,  when 
perhaps  their  reason  is  that  they  do  not  propose  to  give 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  a  text  which  will  last  them  for 
three  weeks,  as  happened  in  my  own  case,  when  I  addressed 
the  House  on  this  subject.  I  only  gave  some  of  my  views 
very  bnefly,  but  thoy  have  done  my  humble  effort  the  honor 
of  quoting  me  frequently,  and  have  sometimes  misrepre¬ 
sented  me,  though  I  know  that  thoy  do  not  do  it  inten¬ 
tionally — I  know  that  I  speak  vei’y  fast,  and  perhaps  I  am 
not  interpreted  quite  as  I  intend,  but,  at  any  rate,  they  have 
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done  me  the  honor  of  citing  my  remarks.  Perhaps  these 
hon.  gentlemen  wish  that  I  may  do  the  same  thing  again, 
and  furnish  them  with  a  text;  perhaps  they  have  run  out  of 
material,  and  therefore  they  have  challenged  me  to  address 
the  Bouse  agaiD.  Well,  it  is  a  pleasure  to  give  them  the  oppor¬ 
tunity,  but  I  hope  that  they  will  not  avail  themselves  of  it  as  a 
text  which  will  last  them  for  three  weeks.  I  think  I  have 
been  misrepresented  by  the  hon.  member  for  Sunbury  (Mr, 
Burpee),  not  intentionally,  for  I  give  him  credit  for  sin¬ 
cerity,  as  I  do  every  hon.  gentleman,  or,  at  any  rate,  those 
coming  from  New  Brunswick,  for  I  think  we  should  stand 
by  one  another  in  that  respect  at  least.  We  must  support 
one  another  as  coming  from  the  same  Province,  letting 
others  from  the  other  Provinces  deal  with  their  colleagues 
as  they  choose.  I  may  say  that  I  never  intended  to  convey, 
nor  do  I  think  the  language  I  used  conveys,  the  idea  that 
everything  in  this  Bill,  as  regards  the  revising  barrister,  was 
similar  to  tho  one  passed  by  the  Lower  House  of  the  Local 
Legislature  of  New  Brunswick.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that 
tho  people  down  there  so  understood  me,  and  I  venture  to  say, 
if  they  did,  it  was  because  two  of  the  papers  representing  the 
opposite  side  have  been  kind  enough  to  say  that  I  declared  in 
so  many  words  that  it  was  a  similar  Bill.  What  I  said  on  that 
occasion  was,  in  effect,  that  the  point  of  similarity  in  the  two 
Bills  was  that  the  revising  barrister  was  the  court  of  last 
resort,  in  the  one  case  as  he  was  in  this  case,  before  the 
right  of  appeal  was  given,  as  is  now  proposed.  In  that 
particular,  I  said  that  there  was  a  resemblance.  I  said  if 
this  can  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  partisan 
list,  the  other  can;  because,  if  you  went  to  the  revising 
barrister  uudor  the  New  Brunswick  Bill  with  a  long 
list  of  200,  300,  or  400  names  which  had  been  rejected 
by  the  revisers — if  you  went  to  tho  revising  barrister 
appointed  by  the  Local  Government  with  that  list,  and 
he  was  a  partial  man,  one  who  intended  to  prepare 
a  partisan  list,  he  could  put  every  one  of  them  on,  because 
he  was  the  court  of  last  resort,  and  ho  had  as  much  power  to 
favor  the  Local  Government  as  it  is  claimed  tho  revising 
barrister  would  have  under  this  Bill  to  favor  the  Dominion 
Government.  I  did  say  that  if  this  Bill  had  been  proposed 
by  the  Local  Government  of  Now  Brunswick  I  thought  my 
hon.  friends  from  New  Brunswick  would  not  have  opposed 
it.  I  made  that  remark,  however,  in  this  connection  :  I  was 
speaking  of  the  New  Brunswick  members  of  the  other  side 
of  the  House  who  had  contended  all  along  and  had  reiterated 
that  they  should  go  to  the  country  on  the  same  list — to  the 
same  electorate  that  sent  them  here — and  I  said  that  that 
was  impossible  if  the  Bill  in  the  Local  Legislature  had 
become  law,  because,  by  that  Bill  they  did  not  merely  wish 
to  change  the  electors  for  the  Local  Legislature,  but 
the  electors  for  this  House  as  well,  and  therefore  hon. 
gentlemen  from  New  Brunswick  did  not  raise  their  voices 
against  it  when  they  saw  the  Local  Legislature  changing 
the  electorate  who  sent  us  here.  But  when  this  Govern¬ 
ment  proposed  to  do  so  it  was  an  outrage,  it  was 
something  which  should  not  have  been  done,  and  that  we 
should  go  back  to  the  same  electorate  who  sent  us  here. 
That  is  the  sense  in  which  I  made  that  remark.  I  did 
recognise — and  I  think  you  will  find  it  in  my  speech — that 
this  was  not  the  same  Bill,  with  tho  same  machinery, 
or  in  the  same  terms,  but  as  to  the  revising  barrister  being 
the  court  of  last  resort,  it  was  the  same.  These  are  all  the 
observations  I  intended  to  make,  and  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  from  Brant  will  be  satisfied  that  this  proposition  will 
add  materially  to  the  cost  of  the  Bill,  unless  these  thirty 
men  in  one  county  are  all  willing  to  work  for  nothing. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  There  is  this  proposition  involved 
in  tho  hon.  gentleman’s  argument,  that  he  must  suppose  that 
the  time  of  the  judge  or  the  revising  barrister — whoso  main 
business  in  life,  I  suppose,  will  not  be  the  revision  of  the 
rolls— will  not  be  worth  more  to  him  than  the  time  the 


municipal  officer  may  have  in  spare  hours  to  prepare  these 
lists.  If  his  argument  is  to  be  good,  he  must  expect  that 
the  judge  or  the  revising  barrister  will  do  the  mere  clerical 
work  for  the  same  price  as  the  municipal  clerk  in  the  same 
township,  city,  or  town. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  He  still  has  to  do  the  clerical 
work. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Well,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  is  willing 
to  rest  his  case  on  that,  I  am  willing  to  allow  it  to  rest  there, 
as  such  a  statement  answers  itself  The  list  of  voters  must 
be  prepared  by  some  one.  It  is  ridiculous  to  suppose  that 
tho  judges  and  the  revising  officers  will  do  that  mere  clerical 
work  at  the  same  rate  as  municipal  clerks,  who  could  do 
it  with  so  much  greater  ease,  being  accustomed  to  that  kind 
of  work. 

Mr.  WHITE.  The  judge  has  still  to  do  the  work,  under 
this  amendment. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  No  ;  the  hon.  gentleman  is  all  wrong ; 
the  judge  will  not  have  the  work  to  do.  The  hon.  member 
for  Kent  has  evidently  fallen  into  the  same  mistake. 
Will  these  hon.  gentlemen  seriously  argue  that  if  tho 
amendment  is  engrafted  as  part  of  this  section  the  judge  or 
tho  barrister  will  only  have  to  sit  down  and  copy  off  name 
after  name  from  tho  list  ?  Nothing  of  the  kind.  The 
revising  officer  would  have  the  list  furnished  to  him  by 
those  disinterested  parties — a  complete  list  of  persons 
entitled  to  vote  at  elections  for  this  House  ;  and  his  duty 
would  then  be  purely  a  judicial  one,  to  sit  and  hear  appeals 
from  the  list  so  furnished.  That  is  the  position  tho  amend¬ 
ment  would  put  him  in. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  If  hon.  gentlemon  opposite  will  admit 
that  my  proposition  would  be  less  expensive,  I  suppose  it 
could  easily  be  arranged.  If  they  succeed  in  showing  that 
this  amendment  will  not  accomplish  what  is  intended  I 
suppose  there  would  be  no  objection  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  let  them  word  a  resolution  that  would  accomplish 
it.  We  say  it  does  accomplish  it,  and  all  we  want  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  to  do  is  to  commit  themselves  to  the 
principle  that  the  gentlemen  who  prepare  the  lists  for  the 
Provincial  Legislatures  shall  prepare  the  lists  for  tho  House 
of  Commons.  Will  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  agree  to 
that  proposition  ? 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Tho  point  for  argument  is  simply 
what  the  cost  of  this  amendment  is  going  to  be.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  take  tho  clause  and  the  amendment  together, 
ho  will  find  lhat  if  this  amendment  were  inserted  the 
revising  officer  would  still  have  to  get  the  assessment  roll 
and  the  revised  list  of  voters.  He  would  then  have  to  get 
this  particular  list  of  voters  proposed  to  be  made  ;  and  from 
these  he  would  have  to  make  up  his  own  list  of  voters,  and 
that  would  necessarily  cost  more  by  the  oxtra  cost  of  this 
additional  list. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  No  ;  the  effect  would  be  that  this  list 
would  be  mado  up  for  him.  The  hon.  gentleman  thinks  that 
this  amendment  should  be  read  with  the  words  “  also  a  cer¬ 
tified  copy  of  the  last  list  of  voters,”  struck  out.  If  he  is 
prepared  for  the  amendment  that  can  easily  be  done.  If  the 
amendment  prevails,  tho  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  in  the 
very  list  of  voters  proposed  ho  would  have  what  he  con¬ 
tends  for.  It  is  above  all  things,  matter  of  cost  and  every¬ 
thing  else,  indispensible  lhat  you  have  an  absolutely  correct 
list.  You  have  no  right  to  play  on  the  electors  in  the  mat¬ 
ter  of  their  votes ;  every  man  entitled  to  be  on  tho  rolls 
should  be  on,  and  a  man  who  is  not  entitled  should  not  be  on. 
I  say  again,  advisedly,  to  got  a  complete  and  proper  list,  and 
at  vory  much  less  expense,  the  means  proposed  in  this 
amendment  are  entirely  preferable  to  the  machinery  provi¬ 
ded  in  the  Bill.  It  will  not  be  difficult  for  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  to  ascertain  that  for  themselves,  by  entering  into 
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communication  with  any  municipal  clerk  or  officor,  and 
ascertain  from  him  for  what  amount  they  could  get  such 
a  list  from  him.  Everybody  knows  that  a  judge  or  a 
barrister  will  not  do  mere  clerical  work  as  cheaply  as 
it  can  be  done  by  those  whose  duty  it  is  to  do  such 
work  ;  besides,  it  will  not  be  likely  to  be  as 
correct;  and,  as  absolute  correctness  is  required,  the 
judge  or  barrister,  or  a  clerk  who  might  be  engaged  for 
the  purpose,  would  bo  obliged  to  travel  to  different  parts  of 
the  county  to  make  himself  acquainted  with  the  electors  in 
the  diiferent  municipalities,  and  their  circumstances,  in 
order  to  gain  such  information  as  is  already  possessed  b37 
the  municipal  officers.  On  that  ground  alone  the  amend¬ 
ment  should  commend  itself  to  hon.  gentlemen  opposite; 
but  there  are  other  grounds  for  it.  It  will  retain  to  the 
people,  in  a  measure,  powers  that  have  been  theirs  since  we 
have  been  confederated— powers  which,  I  believe,  they  are 
jealous  of  -  that  is,  to  have  their  own  officers  perform  this 
initial  work.  Then,  if  you  will  have  the  revising  officer, 
his  duties  will  be,  as  his  name  indicates,  of  a  judicial  char¬ 
acter— to  hear  appeals  from  the  work  of  those  municipal 
officers.  What  can  be  said  against  engaging  the  municipal 
officers  to  do  this  necessary  work  ?  There  have  been  no 
statements  made,  but  insinuations  have  been  thrown  out, 
that  you  cannot  get  a  fair  and  impartial  list  from  them, 
because  political  partisanship  dwelling  in  the  breasts  of 
these  officers  would  bias  their  judgment.  When  it  was 
charged  home  to  the  hon.  member  for  Perth  (Mr. 
Hesson)  that  he  had  more  than  insinuated — -that  he 
had  made  the  broad  charge— that  assessors  and  others 
might  be  charged  with  this,  he  attempts  to  deny  and  explain 
it;  and  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  inti¬ 
mates  that  a  person  altogether  unacquainted  with  the 
municipality  would  be  more  likely  to  do  the  duty  fairly  and 
impartially  than  the  municipal  clerks  who  prepare  the  voters’ 
lists  in  Ontario.  What  is  embraced  in  that  statement? 
That  the  municipal  clerks  of  Ontario,  in  their  positions,  aro 
political  partisans.  Does  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell 
believe  that?  Is  there  any  hon.  gentleman  from  Ontario 
who  believes  that?  Do  the  hon.  gentlemen  not  know  that 
the  municipal  clerks  of  the  various  municipalities  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario  hold  office  year  after  year,  and 
many  for  a  score  of  years  ?  Do  they  not  know 
that  they  act  as  returning  officers  for  the  council 
that  presides  over  the  municipality  year  after  year. 
Do  they  not  know  that  they  are  in  such  a  position  that  if 
there  was  any  class  of  men  who  would  be  supposed  to  natur¬ 
ally  free  themselves  from  political  bias  and  partisanship  in 
office  it  is  these  same  municipal  clerks,  who  act  as  return¬ 
ing  officers  at  the  elections  for  the  various  councils.  Any 
attempt  to  be  partisan  in  their  dealings  would  at  once 
injure  their  position,  as  councillors  and  a  mayor  may  be 
returned  to-day  who  may  bo  Conservatives,  and  the  next 
year  they  may  return  a  mayor  and  councillors  who  may  be 
Deform.  I  hold  that  men  of  that  class,  even  if  they  were 
not  actuated  by  principle,  would  desire,  to  retain  their 
position,  to  act  independently ;  and  it  is  against  such  a 
class  as  these  that  the  statement  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  were  levelled  this  afternoon,  as 
men  who  would  be  not  as  likely  to  do  what  is  right  and 
fair,  not  as  likely  to  be  free  from  political  partisanship,  as 
men  appointed  by  the  First  Minister,  who,  as  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  lor  Victoria  (Mr.  Cameron)  told  us  would  bo,  as 
every  one  knows  they  will  be,  supporters  of  the  right  hon. 
gentleman.  Each  one  of  them  will  be  a  Tory,  at  any  rate,  if 
not  a  Tory  of  the  Tories.  In  the  very  construction  of  this 
section,  in  the  very  voting  down  of  this  amendment,  there 
is  an  implied  insult  to  all  the  municipal  officers  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario,  because  that  amendment  can  only  bo  voted 
down  on  the  principle  laid  down  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Cardwell  (Mr.  White),  that  their  political  views  will  not  enable 
them  to  do  their  duty  as  honestly,  as  faithfully  and  as  con- 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 
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scientiously  as  political  persons  appointed  by  the  head  of  th”e 
Government,  who  is  himself  the  leader  of  one  of  the  great 
political  parties  of  the  day.  The  proposition  is  one,  I  think, 
that  will  not  bring  much  strength  to  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  It  is  one  that  may  not  find  an  echo  in  the  breasts 
of  the  Conservatives  of  this  country,  to  say  nothing  of  the 
Reformers.  It  is  doubting  the  impartiality,  the  good  faith 
of  the  Conservative  municipal  clerks  as  well  as  the  Reform 
clerks,  in  leaving  this  duty  in  the  hands  of  the  municipal 
clerks,  many  of  whom  have  done  it  for  years,  and  whoso 
conduct,  as  far  as  I  am  aware  of,  has  never  been  impugned. 

I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  if  there  have  been  any 
charges  made  against  any  municipal  clerk  for  violating  his 
office,  when  he  has  been  sitting  and  acting  as  returning 
officer  for  the  return  of  a  mayor  for  a  city  or  town,  or  a 
reeve  in  a  township,  but  we  have  had  cases  mentioned  to  us, 
in  the  course  of  this  very  debate,  of  returuing  officers 
appointed  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  for  elections  to  this 
House  who  have  violated  that  which  is  honorable  and  fair. 
I  do  not  think  any  charge  of  that  kind  can  be  brought 
against  the  municipal  clerks  of  Ontario,  and  yet,  forsooth, 
the  proposition  that  the  preparation  of  the  lists  should 
be  left  in  their  hands  cannot  be  entertained  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  No;  because  there  is  danger  of 
these  gentlemen,  who  have  sworn  to  do  their  whole 
duty,  who  have  ever  done  their  whole  duty, 
are  not  to  be  trusted  with  it,  but  it  will  be  safe  to  leave  it 
in  the  hands  of  partisans  appointed  by  the  leader  of  a  poli¬ 
tical  party,  or  if  not  in  his  hands  altogether,  part  of  it  to  be 
in  the  hands  of  a  clerk  appointed  by  this  revising  barrister, 
and  responsible  to  the  revising  barrister  alone.  Does  any 
body  believe  that  the  revising  barrister’s  clerk  will  be  ono 
of  any  higher  character,  one  more  likely  to  act  impartially 
and  do  his  duty  faithfully,  than  the  clerks  of  municipalities, 
many  of  whom  have  been  in  their  position  for  years  ?  No, 
fcir,  they  will  not.  More  than  that ;  you  have  the  assurance 
and  the  guarantee  that  those  municipal  clerks  are  respon¬ 
sible  to  the  council.  The  council  is  responsible  to  the 
people,  and  any  variation  from  the  strict  line  of  impartiality 
or  fair  dealings  would  be  visited  with  the  merited  displea¬ 
sure  of  the  electors,  who  could  reach  the  council,  and  that 
council  could  reach  the  clerk.  You  may  have  that  list 
prepared  by  tho  clerk  nominated  by  the  revising  barrister, 
and  he  will  be  above  the  people;  he  will,  in  preparing  the 
voters’  list,  go  over  the  country,  discharging  the  duty  as  he 
thinks  fit ;  he  is  not  responsible  to  the  people  ;  he  may  add 
names  or  take  them  off,  and  he  has  to  answer  alone  to  the 
revising  officer ;  and  besides,  he  is  unsworn,  as  far  as  I  can 
make  out  by  the  Act.  The  revising  officer  may  then  shield 
himself  behind  tho  list  prepared  and  handed  to  him  by  his 
appointee,  and  he  may  say  :  This  is  the  only  means  of 
information  I  had  ;  I  trusted  the  clerk  ;  I  supposed  he  would 
have  done  right,  and  1  accepted  his  list ;  if  any  harm  has  been 
done,  it  is  a  great  pity  you  did  not  come  before  me  and  let  mat¬ 
ters  be  known.  Thus,  the  people  will  be  subjected,  if  they 
would  remedy  any  injustice,  to  all  the  expense  that  is 
entailed  in  applying  to  these  revising  barristers  for  relief.  I 
hold  tho  amondmoat  ought  to  be  accepted  by  the  Government, 
if  they  desire  to  secure,  in  a  degree,  a  measure  of  impartiality 
and  fairness.  It  is  a  l'e&sonable  amendment,  and  pressing  it 
upon  the  attention  of  tho  committee  is  warranted  by  the  fact 
that  there  has  been  no  information  given  from  the  other 
side  of  tho  House  that  they  are  prepared  to  accept  it.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  have  not  .attempted  to  show,  until  the 
hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Landry)  rose,  that  by  this 
being  adopted — and  I  will  do  him  the  justice  to  say  that  he 
did  not  argue  that  was  the  reason  the  machinery  of  tho 
clause  was  adopted — but  he  argued  that,  as  adopted,  the 
machinery  would  cost  less.  I  believe  that,  on  the  grounds 
of  economy,  the  amendment  ought  to  commend  itself ;  and 
I  believe,  further,  that  it  leaves  to  the  people,  in  a  measure, 
the  rights  they  are  jealous  of,  and  which  ought  to  remain 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


2263 


in  their  hands.  I  urge  it  on  the  ground  that  it  will  be  more 
likely  to  secure  a  more  impartial  list.  Whether  it  will  be 
adopted  or  not  I  do  not  know,  but  we  have  done  our  duty 
in  pressing  strongly  and  at  length  our  reasons  for  adopt¬ 
ing  this  amendment. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  was  indeed  gratified  to 
find  that  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  and 
the  hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Landry)  did  raise  their 
voices  in  favor  of  economy  in  the  construction  of  the 
measure  now  being  discussed.  I  demur,  however,  to  the 
position  they  take  as  to  the  construction  of  this  amend¬ 
ment.  I  think  that  the  intention  is  quite  evident,  and  if 
not  sufficiently  explicit  to  satisfy  the  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site,  it  is  quite  open  to  them  to  admit  the  principle  and 
alter  the  phraseology  to  suit.  I  rise  to  support  the  pro¬ 
position  that  is  involved  in  moving  that  the  primary 
construction  of  these  lists  be  left  to  the  municipal  authori¬ 
ties  throughout  the  country.  If  there  is  any  doubt  as  to 
the  intention  of  the  amendment  I  am  sure  the  mover  will 
bo  glad  to  meet  the  wishes  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
The  placing  of  the  lists  in  the  hands  of  revising  officers  is 
an  evidenco  of  a  lack  of  trust  in  the  people,  and  proves 
that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  consider  that  their  future 
existence  as  the  dominant  party  lies  altogether  in  their 
being  able  to  manipulate  the  voters’  lists.  This  amend¬ 
ment  practically  says  that  the  lists  shall  be  primarily 
prepared,  as  heretofore,  by  the  officers  of  the  municipal 
bodies.  These  are  of  all  shades  of  politics ;  they  are 
not  elected  on  account  of  their  political  proclivitios. 
The  performance  of  this  work  is  one  of  the 
incidents  of  their  position  as  municipal  officers.  The  same 
consideration  applies  to  municipal  councillors,  and  conse¬ 
quently  wo  have  in  the  municipal  bodies  and  their  officials 
men  who  can  prepare  these  lists  without  any  suspicion  of 
partisanship.  They  are  closely  watched  ;  any  action  in 
which  they  display  party  bias  is  scrutinisod,  and  if  the 
partisanship  is  continued  these  officials  are  punished.  For 
these  men  it  is  proposed  to  substitute  men  who  are  the 
appointees  of  one  political  party  only  and  who,  while  oper¬ 
ating  in  different  parts  of  the  Dominion,  will  not  bo  so 
careful  in  the  performance  of  their  duty,  because  their 
master  will  be  here,  at  Ottawa,  instead  of  being,  as  in  the 
case  of  municipal  officials,  close  at  hand.  We  are  assured 
that  the  revising  officer  will  be  absolutely  impartial ;  that  he, 
of  all  men,  will  be  absolutely  pure  in  his  inclinations  and 
perfect  in  his  aspirations ;  that  he,  of  all  others,  is  to  be  at 
once  capable  of  preparing  an  absolutely  correct  list,  and 
disposed  to  do  so.  Yet  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  not  only 
charge  the  present  machinery  with  being  imperfect,  but  im¬ 
pugn  the  impartiality  of  the  assessor,  the  clerk,  the  council, 
and  even  the  judge  of  the  county.  Sir,  a  great  deal  has  been 
said  impugning  the  good  faith  of  the  municipal  assessors  in 
the  different  Provinces,  gparticularly  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  and  detracting  them  for  the  manner  in  which  they 
have  discharged  the  duties  they  have  heretofore  per¬ 
formed  in  connection  with  the  voters’  lists.  I  cannot  speak 
from  a  lengthened  experience,  but  the  experience  I  have 
tells  me  that  in  the  locality  in  which  I  reside  the  municipal 
assessor  and  the  municipal  clerk  have  been  appointed  and 
have  held  their  position  entirely  independent  of  the  political 
complexion  of  the  municipal  councils  under  whom  they 
serve.  In  the  west  riding  of  the  county  of  Middlesex  more 
than  one-half  the  municipal  clerks  are  Conservatives,  and 
yet  a  majority  of  tho  councils  are  of  a  different  stripe  of 
politics,  and  the  majority  of  the  municipalities  give,  in  the 
greater  number  of  instances,  political  majorities  of  a  differ¬ 
ent  kind.  Now,  Sir,  it  cannot  be  the  case  but  that  these 
men  must  have  discharged  their  duties  honestly  or  the 
party  in  the  majority  would  have  demanded  that  they 
should  be  removed  from  their  position.  I  can  say  the  same 
thiDg  of  the  municipalities  where  the  Conservative  party 


is  in  the  majority  in  my  own  constituency.  There  are 
municipalities  where  the  Conservative  party  has  received 
majorities  of  over  one  hundred,  and  yet  the  municipal  clerk 
in  one  of  these  municipalities  has  been  of  a  different  political 
complexion.  These  facts  furnish  the  best  evidence  that  can 
bo  produced  of  the  satisfactory  working  of  our  municipal 
system,  as  regards  the  preparation  of  the  voters’  lists. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  not  scrupled  to  throw  dis- 
credit  upon  municipal  officers— not,  I  believe,  because  they 
felt  that  they  were  really  worthy  of  blame,  but  because  they 
folt  that  some  defence  was  necessary  for  the  proposition 
conlained  in  this  clause,  and  felt  it  necessary  even  to  go 
the  length  of  attacking  the  good  faith  and  the  honest  dis¬ 
charge  of  duty  by  some  of  their  supporters  in  order  to 
justify  the  introduction  of  a  measure  and  the  pressing  of  a 
clause  that,  under  no  other  circumstances,  they  could  find 
a  defence  for.  The  proposition  is  unfair  and  unjust,  and  it 
has  not  the  manly  characteristics  about  it  that  ought  to 
belong  to  a  proposition  coming  from  the  majority  in  Par¬ 
liament.  The  proposition  raises  a  doubt  in  many  minds  as 
to  whether  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  confident  that  they 
can  retain  their  boasted  majority  of  1882,  and  whether 
they  do  not  believe  that  if  they  were  now  obliged 
to  go  to  the  country  a  different  result  would  follow. 
A  peculiarity  of  the  proposition  involved  in  this  clause  is 
that  the  revising  officer  will  have  the  privilege  of  making 
an  appeal  from  himself  to  himself.  The  hon.  member  for 
East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproule)  held  that  some  such  machinery  as 
was  provided  in  the  Bill  was  necessary,  becauso  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  could  not  compel  municipal  officers  to  discharge  any 
duties  under  this  Act.  If  this  bo  tho  case,  how  are  we 
goirig  to  carry  out  sections  13  and  15,  which  involve  the 
employment  of  municipal  officers?  Suppose  a  municipal 
officer  should  refuse  to  act  under  this  Bill,  what  recourse  is 
provided  ?  It  must  be  assumed,  from  the  position  taken 
by  the  First  Minister,  and  from  the  sections  to  which  I  havo 
referred,  that  he  will  be  able  to.  control  municipal  officers 
for  the  purposes  of  this  Act.  Then  if  the  municipal 
machinery  is  utilised,  as  I  suggest,  we  shall  be  able  to  pre¬ 
pare  the  voters’  lists  by  a  simple  means,  instead  of  by  tho 
expensive  and  complicated  means  contemplated  by  this 
Bill.  The  First  Minister  has  asserted  that  tho  assessors 
considered  their  oath  did  not  bind  them  further  than  that 
they  consider  their  sworn  duty  performed,  if  they  do  not 
diminish  the  revenues  of  the  municipality,  when  they  had 
completed  work  for  the  municipality.  Even  if  it  were 
assumed  that  their  obligation  goes  no  further-— and  that 
would  be  assuming  a  great  deal,  and  doing  them  a  very 
great  injustice— it  would  still  become  a  question  whether 
they  have  done  their  work  honestly,  because  every  rate¬ 
payer  is  interested  to  know  that  his  neighbor  is  not 
assessed  too  low  as  well  as  himself  too  high,  and  it  would 
be  a  satisfaction  for  people  to  know  that  they  were 
assessed  equally  with  their  neighbors.  There  is  no 
better  'security  than  that  under  which  men  would,  on 
fair  and  just  grounds,  obtain  the  right  to  vote. 
The  people  know  tho  value  of  having  their  neighbors’  pro¬ 
perty  equally  assessed  with  their  own,  because  on  that  fact 
will  depend  whether  they  pay  more  than  their  share  of  tax¬ 
ation  or  not,  and  in  that  way  we  havo  the  assurance  that 
the  lists  will  be  fair  and  proper,  as  the  law  contemplates. 
The  First  Minister  argued  this  afternoon  that  the  lists,  under 
this  proposed  system,  will  be  free  from  all  the  taint  or  sus¬ 
picion  which  may  attach  to  voters’  lists  prepared  under 
existing  systems,  and  yet,  Sir,  the  lists  under  this  system 
are  to  be  prepared  by  an  official  whose  very  recommenda¬ 
tion  to  his  position  is  the  fact  that  he  is  a  partisan.  Our 
municipal  officers  are  primarily  appointed  on  account  of 
their  fitness  for  the  position,  and  the  fact  that  succeeding 
councils  may  change  politically  is  a  strong  restraint  on 
their  conduct ;  whereas  tho  revising  barrister  will  feel  that 
he  will  have  the  best  recommendation  for  reappointment  or 
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continuance  in  office  if  he  discharges  his  duty  to  his  party 
as  he  is  expected  to  do.  The  submission  of  this  Bill  shows 
that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  although  they  invariably 
attempt  to  conceal  it,  are  afraid  of  public  opinion, 
and  have  a  contempt  for  public  sentiment.  When  our 
municipal  system  was  first  introduced  a  Tory  nobleman 
of  that  time  made  the  remark  that  they  were  sucking 
Republics.  Nevertheless,  our  municipal  system  has 
answered  its  pux-pose  admirably  in  all  the  Provinces  where 
it  has  been  adopted.  These  institutions  have  brought  home 
to  the  people  a  knowledge  of  their  power,  a  knowledge  of 
the  fact  that  the  money  they  contribute  is  tboir  own,  and 
they  are  consequently  induced  to  watch  its  expenditure 
very  closely.  It  has  educated  them  in  self-reliance,  in  self- 
government,  in  fair  play  towards  one  another,  and  it  has 
furnished  our  legislative  halls  with  many  men  who  have 
done  those  institutions  credit.  That  being  the  case,  it  is  a 
retrogressive  step,  a  step  in  accord  with  Tory  instincts, 
that  we  should  forsake  those  old  land  marks  and  adopt  a 
system  such  as  that  proposed  in  the  Bill.  I  would  ask  hon. 
gentlemen,  if  the  municipal  authorities  of  this  country  are 
amenable  to  all  the  charges  of  partisanship  and  dishonesty 
which  have  been  alleged  against  them,  how  does  it  happen 
that  these  hon.  gentlemen  have  a  majority  in  this  House. 
If  they  say  it  is  in  spite  of  the  system,  I  say  it  is  nothing 
of  the  kind,  because  it  is  a  fact  that  their  friends  as  well  as 
their  opponents  have  an  equal  share  in  the  preparation 
of  the  voters'  list;  and  the  close  supervision  which 
is  exercised  over  this  local  machinery  is  the  best 
guarantee  that  no  gross  scandals  or  departures  from 
what  is  fair  and  honest  will  take  place,  because,  if  they 
did,  those  who  are  independent  of  political  leanings  would 
demand  that  the  wrong  should  be  righted.  I  have  almost 
invariably  found,  in  my  intercourse  with  these  officials,  that 
they  are  disposed  to  do  what  is  right  between  the  political 
arties.  Whether  that  disposition  was  induced  by  the 
nowledge  that  they  were  closely  watched,  or  by  an  instinct 
to  do  what  is  right,  under  all  circumstances,  I  am  not  pre¬ 
pared  to  say.  But  in  what  position  do  we  find  some  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  who  come  here,  the  representatives  of 
constituencies  where  all  the  municipal  officials  are  Conser¬ 
vatives,  and  who  allege  that  the  municipal  officials  through¬ 
out  the  country  are  dishonest  and  unfair,  on  account  of 
their  political  partisanship?  The  city  of  Toronto  and 
the  city  of  London,  for  instance,  have  invariably,  I 
think,  had  Conservative  majorities  in  their  councils 
and  Conservative  assessors;  and  yet  hon.  gentlemen 
hear  those  assessors  maligned  equally  with  others  of  a 
different  political  stripe,  in  order  to  fin  l  a  justification  for  a 
measure  that  ought  never  to  have  been  submitted  to  this 
House.  I  say  it  is  unfair  to  the  municipal  officials  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  independent  of  their  political  predilec¬ 
tions  ;  and,  as  between  them  and  the  officials  likely  to  be 
appointed  under  this  Bill,  I  believe  the  people  of  Ontario, 
by  a  very  large  majority,  would  prefer  the  existing 
machinery.  Besides  the  very  grave  doubts  that  will  be  cast 
on  the  good  faith  of  any  officer  appointed  as  proposed  by 
this  Bill,  the  less  expensiveness  of  the  municipal  machinery 
ought  to  be  an  argument  for  its  adoption.  I  think  the 
municipal  officers  throughout  the  country  could  be  induced 
to  do  the  clerical  work  involved  in  the  primary  preparation 
of  these  lists  at  a  fraction  of  the  cost  at  which  the  revising 
officers  could  do  it.  The  difference  between  the  duties 
of  the  revising  officer  here  and  those  of  the  revising 
officer  in  England  is  so  great  that  even  the  clerk 
provided  under  this  Bill  will  have  much  more  to 
do  in  a  constituency  of  the  same  kind  than  the 
revising  officer  in  England.  If  that  is  the  case, 
it  is  fair  to  assume  that  the  cost  is  going  to  be  the  very 
utmost  farthing  of  what  has  been  estimated  by  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  this  side  of  the  House.  Not  only  would  the  muni¬ 
cipal  officials  do  the  work  at  much  less  cost,  but  their 
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appointment  would  give  much  greater  confidence  to  the 
people  of  both  political  parties.  Then,  leaving  the  appeal 
to  the  county  judge,  as  it  exists  in  the  Province  of  Ontario 
now,  we  have  all  the  precaution  that  any  fair  minded-man 
can  ask  ;  and  I  think  that  the  comparatively  few  appeals 
that  have  been  made  to  the  judges  have  been  due  largely 
to  the  fact  that  an  appeal  lay  to  the  judge.  That  was  pres¬ 
ent  to  the  minds  of  the  municipal  officials  when  making  up 
the  lists,  and  it  is  a  much  stronger  deterrent  than  anything 
by  which  the  revising  officer  can  be  bound.  I  cannot  con¬ 
ceive  how  hon.  gentleman  opposite  can,  by  any  possible 
system  of  argument,  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  this  five- 
year  old  barrister  can  exercise  the  functions  imposed  upon 
him  under  this  law  with  the  same  honesty  and  fair  play  to 
the  political  parties  as  the  municipal  assessors  and  clerks. 
If  it  is  the  case  that  the  municipal  officials  can  discharge 
this  duty  more  thoroughly,  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose  that 
there  is  an  ulterior  motive  in  the  intention  to  appoint  these 
revising  barrister  with  the  powers  to  be  conferred  upon 
him  by  this  provision  ;  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose  that  the 
design  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  is  to  thwart  the  free 
expression  of  the  public  will  and  to  secure  a  position  at  the 
polls  which  public  opinion  will  not  justify.  It  is  precisly 
as  if  ono  of  two  litigants  insisted  on  having  his  own  jury 
appointed.  It  has  been  represented  that  the  struggles  in  the 
municipal  elections  is  in  order  to  get  political  assessors  of  a 
political  stripe  appointed.  Well,  if  the  assessor  were  to 
occupy  a  position  towards  the  municipality  that  the  revising 
officer,  under  this  clause,  will  hold  towards  this  country,  I 
could  understand  the  object  of  making  a  fight  over  the 
appointments  of  the  assessors.  But  it  has  been  shown,  over 
and  over  again,  that  their  position  is  entirely  different.  If 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  however,  are  prepared  to  view  the 
assessors  in  that  light,  how  much  more  strongly  does  it  apply 
to  the  position  they  take  in  trying  to  secure  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  revising  barristers,  with  power  to  make  the  lists  to 
suit  themselves.  I  believe  that  by  accepting  this  amend¬ 
ment  these  lists  will  be  prepared  in  a  way  that  will  give 
satisfaction  to  both  parties,  in  a  way  that  would  prevent  any 
doubt  beiDg  thrown  on  the  good  faith  of  any  of  the  parties 
concerned,  and  I  am  therefoie  of  the  opinion  that  it  should 
be  accepted,  rather  than  the  clause  as  it  appears. 

Mr.  LISTER.  As  I  understand  the  matter,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  determined  that  the  revising  officer,  so  called, 
shall  be  the  person  who  shall  prepare  the  voters'  lists  and 
also  revise  them.  The  preliminary  list  which  is  to  be  pre¬ 
pared  by  the  revising  officer  will  be  the  basis  for  all  future 
lists,  and  it  is  therefore  pre-eminently  important  that  the 
first  list  should  be  made  as  correct  as  possible.  It  has  been 
stated,  over  and  over  again,  that  the  name  “  revising  officer  ” 
is  a  misnomer,  as  he  is  to  be  a  person  to  prepare  the  list 
instead  of  to  revise  it.  No  matter  how  zealous  the  officer 
appointed  may  be  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty,  it  will  be 
impossible  for  him  to  prepare  the  voters’  list  required  under 
this  Act.  Many  people  are  not  thoroughly  conversant 
with  the  law,  and  will  not  take  the  trouble  to 
see  that  their  names  are  upon  the  list,  and  the  revising 
officer,  while  he  may  be  acquainted  with  the  town  in 
which  he  lives,  will  not  have  the  requisite  knowledge  in 
regard  to  the  remote  parts  of  the  country  for  which  he  has 
to  prepare  the  voters’  list.  But  the  local  officers  have  this 
knowledge.  The  assessors  are  acquainted  with  the  circum¬ 
stances  of  every  family  in  the  municipality,  and  the  prepar¬ 
ation  of  the  list  could  be  entrusted  to  no  persons  more 
capable  than  the  assessors  and  the  clerks  of  the  municipali¬ 
ties.  The  latter  have  generally  held  office  for  many  years, 
no  matter  what  the  political  complexion  of  the  council  may 
have  been,  and  if  the  preparation  of  the  lists  were  left  to 
them  they  would  be  as  nearly  correct  as  it  is  possible  to  get 
them.  It  has  been  stated  that  we  are  following  the  English 
system  in  passing  the  present  law.  I  give  that  a  flat  con- 
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tradiction.  We  are  adopting  the  name  used  in  England, 
but  on  every  page  of  this  Bill  fraud  is  written, 
and  there  is  a  deliberate  attempt  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  control  the  electorate  of  the  country. 
In  adopting  the  name  of  revising  officer  you  are  misleading 
the  people  to  believing  that  we  are  adopting  a  system  which 
has  been  in  existence  in  England  for  many  years.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  Rogers  on  Elections,  page  115,  the  overseers  of  every 
parish  and  township  in  t^e  county  are  the  persons  who  pre¬ 
pare  the  list.  The  overseers  of  those  parishes  occupy  posi¬ 
tions  similar  to  our  municipal  officers  throughout  this 
country.  The  list  having  been  prepared  and  posted  up,  aud 
appeals  being  put  in  against  it,  the  revising  officer  merely 
goes  there  as  a  judge.  He  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  preparation  of  the  list ;  he  never  sees  it,  in  fact,  until  he 
opens  his  court  and  is  called  upon  to  adjudicate  upon  the 
claims  made,  either  to  have  names  struck  off  or  to  have 
others  put  on;  so  that,  as  far  as  this  Bill  is  concerned,  it  bears 
no  similarity  whatever  to  the  English  Act.  I  deplore  that 
the  Government  should  have  felt  it  necessary  to  put  the 
country  to  the  enormous  expense  which  this  Bill  must 
necessarily  involve,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  in  every 
Province  of  she  Dominion  we  have  had  a  system  which 
has  worked  admirably,  a  system  which  has  cost  the  Govern¬ 
ment  absolutely  nothing.  I  believe  that  when  the  people 
have  an  opportunity  of  pronouncing  upon  this  measure 
they  will  resent  the  action  of  the  Government  in  taking 
away  from  them  the  rights  they  have  always  enjoyed  of 
preparing  their  own  lists.  I  believe  that  if  it  is  not  a  revo¬ 
lutionary  measure  it  strongly  tends  in  that  direction. 
Though  these  appointees  may  exercise  their  power  hon¬ 
estly,  still  the  Government  are  putting  into  their  hands  a 
power  which,  in  the  hands  of  unscrupulous  men,  might 
imperil  the  very  commonwealth  itself.  I  regret  very  much 
that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  in  defending  this  measure, 
should  have  attempted  to  discredit  the  municipal  officers  of 
this  country.  I  say  that  if  there  is  any  class  of  men  in  the 
country  who  are  intelligent  and  honorable  it  is  the  muni¬ 
cipal  officers,  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  at  all  events.  When 
hon.  gentlemen  charge  these  officers  with  partisanship  they 
do  them  a  grievous  wrong.  These  men  have  occupied  their 
positions  ever  since  municipal  institutions  were  introduced 
into  Canada,  and  from  my  own  experience  I  can  say  that, 
so  far  as  I  know,  these  men  have  always  discharged  their 
duties  honestly  and  honorably.  It  may  be  that  in  some 
isolated  cases  a  man  may  have  acted  in  a  partisan  manner, 
but  we  must  remember  that  the  municipal  councils  always 
have  these  men  under  their  control,  and  can  censure  or 
remove  them  if  they  do  wrong.  I  trust  the  Government 
will  see  its  way  clear  to  adopt  the  proposition  contained  in 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr. 
Cameron). 

Mr.  WILSON.  If  the  Government  are  determined  to 
push  this  measure  through  it  is  our  duty  to  do  all  we  can 
to  render  the  vicious  clauses  of  the  Bill  as  little  objection¬ 
able  as  possible.  There  is  not  a  more  important  provision 
in  this  Bill  than  that  of  the  revising  barrister,  and  his  duties. 
We  all  feel  that  every  man  who  is  enfranchised  or  is 
entitled  to  have  his  name  placed  upon  the  voters’  list  ought 
to  have  every  facility  granted ;  every  opportunity  should 
be  allowed  him,  and  he  should  have  no  difficulty  in  having 
his  name  placed  upon  the  voters’  list,  that  he  may  have  an 
opportunity  of  recording  his  vote  for  the  man  of  his  choice 
when  election  takes  place.  Even  if  a  county  judge  were 
appointed  he  could  not  be  expected  to  know  people  in 
different  parts  of  the  riding.  Therefore,  it  cannot 
reasonably  be  expected  that  he  would  be  able  to  pre¬ 
pare  a  list  as  do  the  various  assessors  and  other 
municipal  officers.  The  revising  officer  will,  under 
this  Bill,  have  power  to  remove  names  from  the  list. 
The  people  will  not  have  an  opportunity  of  knowing  whe- 
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ther  their  names  are  on  the  list  or  not,  and  therefore  the 
revising  barrister  would  not  be  able  to  form  a  list  from  the 
assessment  roll.  I  say,  let  every  man  who  is  on  the  voters’ 
list  be  accepted,  unless  he  is  appealed  against,  and  unless  you 
do  so,  I  do  not  see  how  you  can  have  an  efficient  list.  The 
revising  barrister  or  judge  cannot  devote  much  time  to  his 
work,  and  therefore  he  will  have  to  depend  on  his  clerk, 
who  cannot  have  the  same  knowledge  of  the  constituency 
as  the  municipal  clerks  ;  and  what  means  will  the  clerk  or 
the  bailiff  have  of  obtaining  information?  Unless,  there¬ 
fore,  it  is  made  obligatory  on  the  revising  barrister  to 
accept  the  voters’  list,  inconveniences  will  be  con¬ 
stantly  cropping  up.  The  argument  that  the  list 
prepared  by  the  municipal  officers  is  partisan,  is  one  of 
the  weakest  that  could  be  presented  to  the  House.  These 
men  are  sometimes  the  very  best  men  in  municipalities ; 
many  of  them  have  had  long  experience  ;  they  have  been 
sworn  to  do  their  duty  impartially,  and  they  are  liable  to 
penalties  if  they  act  contrary  to  their  duty  ;  and  it  is  absurd 
to  say  that  they  would  not  act  more  fairly  than  the  revising 
barrister.  Our  municipal  system,  wherever  it  has  been 
tried,  has  worked  well,  which  would  not  have  been  the  case 
if  these  officials  were  guilty  of  the  partisan  conduct 
ascribed  to  them  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  I  say  that 
they  have  performed  their  duties  well,  and  as  to  the  revising 
barrister,  even  if  a  judge  is  appointed,  his  clerk  will  have 
to  do  the  greater  part  of  the  work  in  connection  with  the 
initial  list,  and  that  clerk  is  certain  to  be  a  partisan. 
Supposing  a  Reformer  were  selected  as  a  clerk  for  the  first 
election,  representations  would  be  immediately  made  to  the 
Government  requesting  the  removal  of  such  clerk  of  the  re¬ 
vising  barrister.  The  object  of  this  Bill  is,  no  doubt,  to 
further  the  interests  of  the  party  in  power.  If  the  revising 
officer  be  a  county  judge  he  may  not  be  a  partisan,  but  if  he 
be  a  lawyer  of  five|y ears’  standing  he  will  be  a  partisan,  and 
I  have  no  more  confidence  in  lawyers  than  I  have  in  other 
people.  He  has  a  motive  in  being  a  partisan.  If  he  acts 
faithfully  in  his  first  calling  it  will  be  an  inducement  to  the 
Government  to  promote  him  to  a  judgship  or  to  some  other 
higher  position.  If  it  is  your  wish  to  get  as  perfect  a  voters’ 
list  as  possible  your  duty  is  to  accept  the  list  as  prepared  by 
the  municipalities  under  the  provincial  Act.  Again,  if  you 
adopt  this  revising  barrister  clause,  it  may  recoil  on  your 
own  heads.  You  have  no  certainty  of  remaining  in  office 
longer  than  the  present  Parliament,  and  if  you  dread  the 
partisanship  of  the  municipal  officers  on  account  of  their 
being  under  the  control  of  the  Local  Legislature,  how  will  it 
be  when  you  change  places  with  us  on  this  side  of  the  House  ? 
Should  not  this  be  a  warning  to  you  against  taking  an  undue 
advantage  of  us  at  present  ?  I  believe,  judging  from  the 
expressions  that  have  come  from  every  part  ot  the  Domi¬ 
nion,  that  this  very  revising  barrister  clause  will  be  the 
cause  of  your  downfall;  the  people  have  endured  many  acts 
on  the  part  of  the  present  Administration;  they  have  shown 
great  patience ;  but  a  very  patient  community,  once  aroused, 
will  rise  with  ali  its  might  and  drive  those  who  have  been 
oppressing  it  from  the  position  they  occupy.  People  say, 
and  say  truly,  that  the  Administration  of  the  day  have  so 
administered  the  affairs  of  the  country  that  they  know  they 
ought  to  be  removed  from  power ;  but  in  order  to  keep 
themselves  in  the  position  they  occupy  they  are  adopting 
a  method  of  stuffing  the  ballot  boxes,  to  prevent  a  free  and 
independent  expression  of  public  opinion  upon  their  acts. 
I  say  this  is  a  dangerous  experiment,  and  I  believe  it  will 
be  the  very  means  of  removing  you  from  the  position  you 
hold.  Tnis  is  an  iniquitous  clause.  It  is  intended  to  prevent 
that  free  expression  of  sentiment  which  you  ought  to  court. 
If  you  had  been  acting  in  a  manner  in  which  you  ought  to 
act  as  stewards  of  the  people,  you  would  not  be  afraid  to 
appeal  to  them  on  fair  and  equal  ground ;  but  you  have  not 
been  doing  so,  and  therefore  you  ask  to  have  the  power  of 
appointing  revising  barristers  to  prepare  the  voters’  lists  so 
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that  you  may  be  able  to  say  who  shall  be  elected  and  who 
shall  not.  .Looking  at  the  Bill  from  first  to  last,  if  I  could 
have  my  way,  I  would  strike  out  every  clause,  and  think 
I  would  improve  the  Bill  by  so  doing.  Consider  the 
course  you  are  now  pursuing.  Ask  this  House  whether 
it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  general  commonwealth  that  this 
measure  should  pass.  It  may  be  that  your  love  of  office  is 
greater  than  your  patriotism,  but  I  would  ask  you  for  a 
moment  to  allow  patriotism  to  have  sway,  and  let  the  love 
of  office  give  way  on  this  occasion,  by  striking  out  the 
clause  and  allowing  the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  to  prevail.  Entertaining  those  views, 
I  will  have  much  pleasure  in  voting  for  that  amendment, 
and  I  hope  the  Government  will  see  the  necessity  for  incor¬ 
porating  it  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  KING.  To  judge  from  the  protestations  of  hon. 
gentlemen,  one  would  think  this  measure  only  con¬ 
cerned  the  Province  of  Ontario.  I  claim,  however,  that  in 
the  clause  before  us  the  people  of  New  Brunswick  are  as 
interested  as  any  others.  I  thought,  at  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  that  when  in  committee  the  Government  would 
be  prepared  to  make  some  important  changes.  The  hon. 
member  for  King’s  (Mr.  Foster)  told  us  that  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  was  to  be  adopted,  but  that  in  committee  amend¬ 
ments  to  it  would  be  necessary,  and  I  expected  that  hon. 
gentlemen  to  suggest  some  amendment  or,  at  any  rate,  to 
acquiesce  in  some  of  those  proposed.  He  has,  however, 
failed  to  come  to  time,  and  I  take  it  for  granted  he  was  pre¬ 
pared  to  accept  the  Bill  as  it  came  down.  As  the  hon. 
member  for  Brant  pointed  out,  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  would,  if  adopted,  affect 
a  large  saving  in  the  matter  of  expense.  That  statement 
was  challenged  by  the  hon.  member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Landry), 
who  said  he  believed  the  amendment  would  be  more  costly, 
for,  instead  of  one  person  seeking  for  information,  the 
revising  barrister,  it  would  require  some  thirty.  True,  under 
the  system  that  prevails  in  New  Brunswick  some  thirty 
persons  would  be  required  to  get  the  same  information,  but 
they  would  reside  in  the  different  parishes,  and  be  possessed  of 
local  knowledge,  and  thus  have  no  difficulty  in  getting  the 
information  required.  In  fact,  if  the  Government  are 
determined  to  have  men  specially  appointed  by  themselves, 
for  the  purpose  of  preparing  the  first  list,  it  would  be  much 
cheaper  for  the  Government  to  select  three  men  in  each 
parish  to  prepare  them  for  revision  by  the  revising  officer, 
and  the  lists  would  be  much  more  carefully  made  out.  The 
hon.  member  for  Kent  says  the  revising  officer  could  get  all 
the  information  by  letter  that  he  required,  without  being 
obliged  to  make  a  personal  visitation.  I  believe  he  could  ; 
but  that  is  just  one  of  the  means  I  do  not  approve  of,  and 
the  gentlemen  selected  by  the  council  would  not  have  to 
resort  to  any  such  means,  because  they  would  have  all  the 
local  knowledge  necessary  themselves.  The  hon.  member 
for  Kent  (Mr.  Landry),  according  to  his  remarks,  though 
he  has  attempted  to  give  another  construction  to  them 
since,  endeavored  to  make  out  that  the  revising  barrister, 
under  the  Bill  introduced  in  the  New  Brunswick  Legislature 
last  year,  had  the  same  powers  as  the  one  under  this 
Bill.  I  can  easily  show  that  that  is  not  the  case  as  he  was 
not  the  maker  of  the  list.  Mr.  Macleod  and  Mr.  Hanning- 
ton,  both  Conservative  members  of  the  Local  Legislature  of 
New  Brunswick,  expressed  the  view  that  the  revising  officers 
that  were  proposed  to  be  appointed  under  the  Bill  introduc¬ 
ed  in  that  House  would,  of  necessity,  be  partisans,  and 
objected  to  it  on  that  ground.  I  have  already  pointed  out 
that  427  persons  who  are  assessed  on  real  property  in  my 
county  would  be  left  off  this  list,  and  I  do  not  expect  that 
the  revising  officer  appointed  by  this  Government  would 
take  tie  trouble  to  put  any  on  who  were  not  of  the  right 
political  stripe,  while  a  very  heavy  cost  would  be  necessary 
for  the  Liberal  party  to  bring  before  him  those  cases  which 
Mr.  Wilson, 


June  1, 


they  thought  should  be  put  on.  I  believe  the  county  court 
judges  will  discharge  their  duties  faithfully  and  honestly, 
but  we  have  no  guarantee  that  they  will  live  forever,  and 
the  chances  are  that  in  future  the  appointments  to  that 
position  will  be  made  with  regard  to  the  special  fitness  of 
the  judge  for  performing  the  work  of  the  revising  barrister 
rather  than  in  regard  to  his  fitness  for  any  other  duties  he 
is  called  on  to  discharge. 

♦ 

Mr.  WELDON  moved  that  the  committee  rise,  report 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Motion  negatived. 

Mr.  KING.  I  believe  the  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  benefit 
the  Tory  party  in  Canada.  I  have  lately  been  through  the 
Province,  of  New  Brunswick,  and  I  find  the  opinion  pre¬ 
vailing  among  all  classes  of  the  people,  is  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  are  pushing  this  measure  through  Parliament  solely 
with  the  view  of  gaining  a  party  advantage  at  the  next 
election.  If  the  question  were  submitted  to  the  people  of 
my  Province  you  would  not  find  a  corporal’s  guard  of  honest 
men  to  support  this  Bill.  For  the  last  thirty  years  our  local 
system  has  worked  well,  and  has  given  satisfaction  to  every¬ 
body,  and  we  see  no  reason  for  a  change.  Nobody  is 
more  opposed  to  this  Bill  than  the  honest  Conservatives  of 
New  Brunswick,  and  if  it  becomes  law  they  will  resent  it  at 
the  next  opportunity. 

Mr.  MILLS.  In  speaking  on  this  clause  this  afternoon,  I 
observed  that  nearly  30  per  cent,  of  the  parties  who  would 
be  entitled  to  vote  under  this  Bill  would  not  be  upon  the 
assessment  roll,  and  that  it  would  not  be  in  the  power  of  a 
stranger  to  place  their  names  at  once  upon  the  lists.  The 
hon.  member  for  Cardwell  (Mr.  White)  inferred  from  these 
observations  that  by  this  Bill  there  would  be  a  considerable 
extension  of  the  franchise.  That  did  not  at  all  follow.  It 
did  not  follow,  because  we  could  not  put  the  names  of  wage- 
earners,  and  tenants  who  were  qualified  to  vote  from  rental, 
and  the  farmers’  sons,  and  the  sons  of  other  property 
holders,  in  all  the  other  Provinces  except  Ontario — I  say  it 
did  not  follow  because  these  parties  would  not  have  their 
names  upon  the  assessment  roll  that  there  was  necessarily 
an  extension  of  the  franchise.  Why,  Sir,  in  the  Province  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  the  names  of  those  parties  would  not 
be  upon  any  assessment  roll,  and  yet  in  that  Province  there 
would  be  a  limitation  and  not  an  extension  of  the  franchise. 
The  Prime  Minister  and  his  supporters  have  informed  us  that 
this  measure  was  intended  to  mitigate  the  rancour  of  party 
feeling,  that  the  assessment  roll  was  improperly  made  up, 
that  we  must  have  some  fairer  voters’  list,  and  there¬ 
fore  the  Government  must  take  the  appointment  of  revising 
officers  into  its  own  hands.  Now,  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  member  for  London  (Mr.  Carling),  who  is  a  member  of 
the  Administration,  whether  the  assessors  and  municipal 
officers  in  London  have  been  so  far  influenced  by  party  bias 
that  he  thinks  they  have  disregarded  their  oaths  and  have 
prepared  unfair  voters’  lists  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  observe  that  Mr.  Taylor  is 
seeking  to  disturb  the  proceedings  of  the  committee,  and  I 
wish  specially  to  call  your  attention  to  the  fact.  If  necessary, 
I  will  name  other  gentlemen  on  that  side,  and  will  call  the 
attention  of  the  press  and  the  country  to  their  conduct.  I 
know  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  held  that  the  Local 
Government,  in  taking  control  of  certain  appointments,  have 
unfairly  influenced  local  elections.  But  this  is  a  much  more 
serious  matter.  It  is  the  appointment  of  a  large  body  of 
men  throughout  the  Dominion  who  are  to  prepare  the  voters’ 
lists  which  will  bo  the  very  basis  of  the  elections.  I  ask 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  whether  there  has  been  such  a  con¬ 
dition  of  things  in  this  country  as  to  justify  the  taking  of 
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appointments  out  of  the  hands  of  the  people  and  placing  thorn 
in  the  hands  of  the  Administration.  It  has  been  observed  in 
this  discussion  that  we  do  not  propose,  by  the  amendment 
of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron,  to  prepare  a  voters’ 
list.  That  is  true.  We  proposed  it  on  Friday  night.  We 
proposed  that  the  muuicipal  officers  shall  assist  the  revising 
officer  in  preparing  a  voters’  list,  and  shall  furnish  him  with 
the  material  from  which  to  make  the  list.  How,  we  can  limit 
the  power  of  an  officer  as  much  as  we  please.  W  e  can  say 
to  him  :  You  shall  not  have  any  discretion  in  the  matter, 
so  far  as  the  original  preparation  of  the  list  is  concerned ; 
you  shall  take  the  valuation  of  the  property  which  you 
find  upon  the  assessment  roll ;  and  with  regard  to 
tenants,  wage-earners,  and  those  who  qualify  on  income, 
you  shall  take  the  list  that  is  prepared  for  you  by 
the  municipal  officers  mentioned  in  this  amendment. 
It  is  perfectly  competent  for  us  to  take  that  course.  We 
can  say  that  the  revising  officer  shall  prepare  the  voters’ 
lists  from  materials  we  here  designate.  I  have  pointed  out 
that  a  large  number  of  names  necessarily  will  not  be  found 
on  the  assessment  roll,  the  names  of  wage  earners,  farmers’ 
sons,  tenants,  and  other  classes.  It  requires  local  know¬ 
ledge  to  put  those  names  on  the  roll  without  very  serious 
trouble  and  great  expense.  One  hon.  gentleman  has  stated 
that  to  obtain  the  services  of  thirty  officials  will  cost  more 
than  the  machinery  proposed.  I  say  they  will  not.  The 
returning  officer,  being  a  stranger  in  nine-tenths  of  the  con¬ 
stituencies,  must  summon  parties  to  appear  before  him  and 
produce  the  necessary  evidence ;  that  must  involve  great 
expense  and  much  waste  of  time.  The  municipal  officers 
referred  to  will  have  no  travelling  expenses  to  pay,  no  en¬ 
quiries  to  make ;  they  will  act  on  personal  knowledge.  The 
work  could  be  carried  out  by  those  officials  at  much  less  ex¬ 
pense,  and  the  revising  in  each  case  would  be  confined  to  the 
work  of  revision.  The  amendment  proposed  by  the  First 
Minister  suggests  a  means  of  getting  over  the  difficulty 
we  have  pointed  out,  by  using  the  last  election  roll 
in  those  portions  of  the  Dominion  where  there  are 
not  properly  prepared  voters’  lists.  Take  the  case 
of  British  Columbia  and  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  see  what 
the  effect  would  be.  All  the  names  of  those  who,  under 
manhood  suffrage,  voted  at  the  Dominion  election  in  1882, 
would  go  on  the  voters’  list,  whether  they  possess  any  proper 
qualification  or  not.  Not  less  than  25  per  cent,  of  the 
voters  in  those  Provinces  placed  on  the  list  would  not  be 
entitled  to  vote.  It  will  be  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
revising  officer  to  see,  not  only  that  names  are  added,  but  that 
very  many  names  are  struck  off.  That  is  an  extraordinary 
condition  of  things.  A  large  number  of  people  will  thus 
be  placed  on  the  voters’  list  whom  everyone  knows  will 
not  be  entitled  to  vote,  and  it  is  certain  to  lead  to  a  contest 
as  to  who  should  vote.  Suppose  no  revision  is  held  before 
an  election  :  those  25  per  cent,  would  remain  voters,  and 
from  contests  that  might  arise  elections  might  be  voided. 
The  committee  has  been  told  that  judges  are  to  be  appointed 
revising  officers  in  Ontario.  The  hon.  member  for  Monck 
(Mr.  McCallum)  told  us  that,  but  the  First  Minister  did  not 
do  so. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  That  is  not  the  question  now  before  the 
committee. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  should  have  called 
“question  ”  when  the  hon.  member  for  Monck  was  making 
his  statement.  The  hon.  member  for  Monck,  in  addressing 
the  House,  told  us  that  the  judges  were  to  be  made  revising 
officers,  and  I  say  that  is  apart  from  the  question.  I  did 
not  call  the  hon.  gentleman  to  order,  because  the  extent  of 
the  power  which  you  leave  with  the  revising  officer  may,  to 
some  extent,  depend  on  who  the  revising  officers  may  be.  If 
you  are  to  have  the  judges  as  revising  officers,  then  you 
would  only  have  the  question  of  inconvenience. 


Mr.  HESSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  no  faith  in  the 
judges  ;  so  he  told  us  the  other  day. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  told  you  nothing  of  the  sort,  nor  did  I  tell 
the  committee,  nor  anyone  else. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  refer  to  the  hon,  gentleman’s  own  state¬ 
ment  in  Hansard. 

Mr.  MILLS,  I  refer  to  the  fact  that  I  said  nothing  of 
the  sort. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  tell  the  hon.  gentleman- - 

Mr.  MILLS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  you  to  call  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  order. 

Mr.  HESSON.  The  hon.  member  for  Victoria  called  }mu 
to  order,  and  spoke  very  sharply,  and  now  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man— 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  ask  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  call  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  order. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Order ;  the  hon.  gentleman  has  the 
floor. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  am  in  order ;  I  simply  wish  to  correct 
his  statement. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  statement  of  the  hon.  gontloman  is  as 
inaccurate  as  his  charge  about  the  assessors.  I  say  we  havo 
had  no  assurance  from  the  Prime  Minister  of  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  judges  as  revising  officers,  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Monck.  I  say  that  we  are  obliged  to  keep  in 
view  the  fact  that  these  officers  are  not  judicial  officers, 
that  their  functions  will  be,  in  a  great  measure,  ministerial, 
and  that  being  the  case,  it  is  part  of  our  duty  to  limit  their 
discretion  and  power,  and  to  see  that  they  are  rendered 
capable  of  doing  as  little  mischief  as  possible.  I  havo  given 
the  reasons  why  I  think  the  revising  officer  should  make 
up  his  list  in  the  first  instance,  from  the  voters’  list,  with 
the  additional  information  afforded  by  the  assessors’  roll. 
In  that  case  the  voters’  list  would  be  much  more  complete, 
in  the  first  instance,  and  we  would  have  much  less  difficulty 
in  the  work  of  revision  at  the  subsequent  stage.  I  am 
satisfied  that  hon.  gentlemen  who  give  this  measure 
such  an  energetic  support  will  find  it  will  be  quite  as 
costly  and  inconvenient^to  some  of  them  as  it  will  be  and  as 
it  is  intended  to  be,  to  hon.  gentlemen  of  this  side. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  am  so  much  opposed  to  the  sys¬ 
tem  proposed  in  this  Bill,  as  compared  with  the  present 
system,  that  I  would  not  feel  justified  in  allowing  the  clause 
to  pass  without  stating  my  objections  to  it.  The  people  of 
my  Province  hold  very  dear  the  present  system,  which 
allows  the  people  themselves  to  prepare  the  lists  at  the 
least  possible  expense.  It  is  a  system  which  commends 
itself  to  members  of  this  side,  at  least,  who  have  endeavored 
to  keep  down  the  expenses  of  the  Government,  and  who  are 
opposed  in  toto  to  the  principle  of  adding  unnecessary  bur¬ 
dens  upon  the  people.  We  cannot  have  as  correct  lists  by 
the  proposed  system  as  by  the  one  now  extant,  as  no 
stranger,  without  going  to  vast  expense,  can  prepare  the 
lists  as  correctly  or  as  fairly  as  they  are  now  prepared  by 
the  local  officers.  I  oppose  the  system  because  it  is  a 
scheme  of  centralisation  ;  it  is  taking  away  from  the  people 
those  rights  which  they  hold  dear,  under  our  municipal  insti¬ 
tutions,  of  which  we  feel  justly  proud.  They  are  controlled 
by  the  people  of  this  country,  and  they  cause  the  people  to 
feel  that  they  have  an  interest  in  the  government  of  the 
country.  By  taking  away  that  system  you  vote  non-con¬ 
fidence  in  the  people,  you  give  them  to  feel  that  they  are 
slighted,  that  they  have  been  acting  unfairly  and  unjustly, 
and  that  they  are  not  to  be  trusted  longer  with  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  those  lists  which  have  hitherto  given  such  general 
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satisfaction.  Under  the  present  system  every  safe-guard  is 
provided  to  obtain  a  correct  expression  of  the  popular  will. 
Under  the  proposed  system  there  are  no  such  safeguards 
against  omissions  and  injustice  of  every  kind,  as  there  are 
under  the  present  system.  Judging  by  the  remarks  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  one  would  suppose  that  the  assessors  are 
not  to  be  trusted  to  do  what  is  fair  and  honest  on  account  of 
their  party  bias ;  but  in  the  riding  I  have  the  honor  to  repre¬ 
sent, although  many  of  the  assessors  are  opposed  to  me  in  poli¬ 
tics,  I  have  never  heard  any  complaint  of  them.  Sometimes 
omissions  occur  in  the  list,  but  mistakes  of  that  kind  can  be 
rectified,  and  I  cannot  understand  how  a  revising  officer, 
who  may  possibly  be  a  stranger  in  the  locality,  can  prepare 
a  satisfactory  list.  I  think  the  insinuations  made  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  against  the  assessors  and  clerks  of  this 
country  will  be  met  with  just  indignation  by  all  of  those 
men  who  are  elected  by  the  people.  I  protest  with  all  the 
force  I  can  command  against  this  Bill,  because  it  is  a  direct 
insult  to  every  municipal  councillor  in  this  country,  to 
the  assessors  and  to  all  who  are  engaged  in  the 
preparation  of  the  lists,  which  have  hitherto  given 
uch  general  satisfaction.  I  protest  against  this  measure 
because  I  believe  that  a  Government  which  will  pass  a 
measure  for  the  purpose  of  bolstering  itself  up  and  keeping 
itself  in  power  is  exceeding  what  is  justifiable  in  party  rule. 
Every  right-ihinking  man,  who  is  not  bound  down  by  party 
ties,  and  will  bring  an  unbiased  judgment  to  bear  on  the 
question,  cannot  fail  to  be  convinced  that  the  system  which 
has  been  in  vogue  for  eighteen  years  in  Canada  is  the  best, 
the  safest,  the  fairest,  and  above  all,  the  cheapest  system 
we  can  have.  That  is  something  the  people  want.  They 
do  not  want  to  be  saddled  with  enormous  debt.  The  expen¬ 
diture  of  this  country  is  $12,000,000  more  than  it  was  a 
few  years  ago ;  it  is  increasing  at  a  rate  that  the  people 
view  with  the  gravest  alarm.  Almost  $2,000,000  have 
been  voted  to  restore  peace  and  order  in  the  North-West; 
we  do  not  know  how  much  more  is  to  be  voted ;  half  a  mil¬ 
lion  more  is  proposed  by  this  measure. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS .  Order,  order. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  see  you  are  shaking  your  head, 
Mr.  Chairman.  I  quite  agree  that  the  contemplation  of 
such  a  vast  expenditure  makes  many  more  than  yourself 
shako  their  heads.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  even  now  you 
begin  to  realise  the  perilous  step  this  country  is  taking. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  please  con¬ 
fine  himself  to  the  clause,  and  leave  the  question  of  debt. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  think  everything  connected  with 
the  preparation  of  the  lists  is  involved  in  the  discussion  of 
this  clause.  I  am  anxious  to  preserve  the  rules  of  debate, 
and  I  hope  they  do  not  prevent  me  dealing  with  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  vast  cost  to  this  country  which  is  proposed  by 
this  Bill,  in  connection  with  the  preparation  of  the  lists.  The 
Government  may  pass  this  Bill,  but  it  is  well  that  the 
people  should  know  what  it  entails  upon  them.  We  do  not 
get  uniformity  by  this  Act;  we  have  several  franchises 
under  it ;  then,  the  idea  is,  that  the  revising  officer  can  be 
an  assessor,  a  county  clerk,  a  council  and  a  judge.  I  think 
it  is  rather  derogatory  to  those  officers  to  suppose  that  one 
revising  barrister  is  equal  to  them  all.  The  expense  that 
this  new  system  will  cost,  over  that  proposed  by  the  amend¬ 
ment,  which  leaves  the  making  of  the  first  lists  in  the  hands 
of  the  municipal  officers,  is  a  question  which,  in  our  present 
depressed  state  of  affairs,  ought  to  receive  pressing  atten¬ 
tion.  We  are  adding  expense  to  expense,  without  any  par¬ 
ticular  benefit  to  be  derived  therefrom.  I  oppose  this  Bill 
because  I  consider  it  is  an  invasion  of  the  rights  of  the 
people  and  will  add  vastly  to  the  expense  of  the  people  at 
the  time  when  they  can  ill  afford  it.  I  hope  the  Government 
will  look  into  this  measure,  and  will  allow  the  provincial 
system  to  remain  in  operation  under  this  Bill. 

Mi-.  Landerkin. 
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Mr.  DAWSON.  I  am  always  an  attentive  listener,  but  it 
gets  a  little  wearisome  when  the  same  thing  is  spoken  over 
and  over  again,  and  I  have  heard  the  same  ideas  expressed 
to-night  that  were  spoken  a  fortnight  ago.  Hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  repudiate  the  idea  that  they  are  talking  against  time, 
but  it  certainly  looks  very  much  like  it.  One  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said  that  the  provincial  franchise  had  worked  admira¬ 
bly  for  eighteen  years.  What  franchise  ?  The  provincial 
franchise  is  not  a  fixed  thing,  and  the  Ontario  franchise, 
which  is  now  to  come  into  force,  is  as  different  from  any  we 
have  had  before  as  this  Dominion  franchise  is,  It  is  a  new 
and  experimental  thing,  and  it  is  assuming  what  is  not  the 
case,  to  say  that  it  has  worked  well  for  eighteen  years. 
Another  gentleman  referred  to  the  petitions  which  have  been 
sent  in  against  this  Bill.  One  came  from  Port  Arthur, 
which  has  a  population  of  about  6,000,  and  there  were  only 
55  signatures;  and  though  I  thought  I  knew  everyone  there, 
though  I  have  resided  there,  and  have  seen  the  place  grow 
up,  there  were  many  of  those  signatures  that  I  did  not 
know.  These  rolls  which  have  been  so  much  discussed 
will  be  at  the  disposal  of  the  revising  officer,  as  well  as 
any  other  person,  and  there  are  vast  areas  where 
there  are  no  assessment  rolls  or  voters’  lists.  In  the 
district  I  represent  there  are  wide  areas  without 
any  assessment  roll.  Household  suffrage  obtained  there, 
and  assessment  rolls  were  not  necessary,  and  when  this 
new  Ontario  law  goes  into  operation  the  household  suffrage 
will  still  to  some  extent  obtain  there.  This  Act  provides 
that  where  there  are  no  assessment  rolls,  the  last  list 
of  voters  shall  be  taken  as  the  basis  for  making  up  the  roll. 
I  think  that  is  a  very  good  basis.  Every  hon.  member 
speaks  from  the  particular  circumstances  of  of  his  own  dis¬ 
trict,  but  there  are  other  districts  in  Ontario,  besides  those 
for  which  the  hon.  gentlemen  have  spoken.  It  is  stated 
that  the  revising  officers  will  always  be  partisans.  Is  it  not 
assuming  too  much  to  believe  that  barristers  of  five  years’ 
standing  and  judges  will  be  mere  partisans,  to  suppose  that 
they  will  not  be  men  of  honor,  as  capable  of  exercising  an 
independent  judgment  as  men  in  similar  positions  are  now. 
If  anything  could  justify  the  music  which  sometimes  rises 
in  this  House,  it  is  the  extreme  bitterness  with  which  some 
hon,  gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  express  themselves. 
I  was  very  much  surprised  to-night  to  hear  my  hon.  friend 
from  East  Elgin  (Mr.  Wilson),  whom  I  had  always  consid¬ 
ered  the  mildest  mannered  man  in  this  world,  express  him 
self  in  such  a  strain  of  positive  bitterness. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  it  not  the  member  for  West 
Elgin  that  you  mean  ? 

Mr.  DAWSON.  There  must  have  been  something  to 
disturb  the  equanimity  of  my  hon.  friend  from  East  Elgin. 
Then,  the  hon,  member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  was  also 
a  little  strong  in  his  expressions.  I  remember  one  night 
during  this  discussion  hearing  that  hon.  gentleman  say 
something  to  the  effect  that  his  language  could  not  keep 
pace  with  his  ideas  ;  to-night  I  think  the  case  was  reversed, 
for  his  language  appeared  to  outrun  his  ideas  ;  his  language 
ranged  over  the  whole  continent,  while  his  ideas  seemed  to 
be  entangled  and  stumbling  far  behind. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  believe  the  municipal  voters’  lists 
should  be  used  in  making  the  preliminary  list  of  the 
revising  barrister.  In  a  county  such  as  the  one  I  have  the 
honor  to  represent,  which  is  150  miles  long  by  120  wide,  it 
will  be  very  awkward  to  have  only  the  revising  barrister  to 
make  up  the  list  in  the  first  place ;  it  will  be  very 
awkward  for  the  revising  barrister  to  find  out  who  has 
a  right  to  be  on  the  list  in  the  remote  parts  of  the 
county.  I  think  that  taking  the  preparation  of 
th6  lists  out  of  the  hands  of  the  local  officers  is, 
to  a  certain  extent,  an  insult  to  thoso  officers.  In 
my  county  I  have  never  heard  any  complaints  made 
against  them ;  I  have  seldom  heard  of  their  making 
any  mistakes,  or  that  anybody  was  aggrieved  ft*  *.  :r  action. 
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So  far  as  the  county  of  Marquette  is  concerned,  the  voters’ 
lists  have  been  prepared  with  the  utmost  accuracy ;  the 
officials,  in  all  cases,  have  done  their  duty  well,  and  there  has 
been  nothing  like  what  some  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have 
referred  to  as  existing  in  Ontario,  where  elections  are  run 
on  party  lines  and  where  officials  are  appointed  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  fixing  up  the  lists  for  a  particular  party.  I  believe 
that  the  true  mode  of  preparing  the  list  is  that  at  present 
adopted  by  the  local  municipalities.  It  should  be  prepared 
by  the  people  and  for  the  people.  The  local  officials  are 
far  better  qualified  for  that  purpose,  and  they  know  who 
has  a  right  to  vote  and  what  has  not,  better  than  any  revis¬ 
ing  officer  would  know.  The  hon.  member  for  Algoma  (Mr. 
Dawson)  finds  fault  with  the  statement  that  the  provincial 
franchise  has  worked  well  for  eighteen  years.  It  has  worked 
well  for  eighteen  years,  and  no  hon. gentleman  opposite  has 
yet  pointed  out  any  single  instance  where  it  has  not  worked 
well.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  makes  no  difference  who  has 
the  preparation  of  the  list,  so  long  as  it  is  correct ;  it  matters 
little  what  mode  the  Provincial  Legislature  adopts  for  mak¬ 
ing  a  franchise,  so  long  as  a  majority  of  the  qualified  electors 
are  able  to  elect  the  candidate  of  their  choice.  I  do  not  see 
why  the  Pirst  Minister  should  object  to  having  the  prelimi¬ 
nary  list  based  on  the  list  prepared  by  the  local  officers. 
Those  lists  can  be  revised  again,  and  the  revising  officer 
might  be  allowed  to  revise  them.  If  this  gentleman  is  to 
be  a  revising  barrister,  what  is  he  to  revise  ?  Is  he  to 
revise  a  list  prepared  by  himself  ?  This  Bill,  now 
forced  upon  Parliament,  has  never  been  asked  for  by 
the  people.  From  the  petitions  that  have  been  presented 
to  this  House,  it  appears  that  it  has  roused  up,  not  only 
Beformers  but  Conservatives.  It  is  my  opinion  that  not 
only  the  officials  of  the  council,  but  the  councils  them¬ 
selves,  will  look  upon  this  Bill  as  a  sort  of  insult  to  the 
municipal  officers.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  present 
mode  of  preparing  the  list  is  very  satisfactory  to  the 
people.  It  has  involved  very  little  expense,  and  in  Mani¬ 
toba,  at  least,  the  municipal  officers  who  prepare  the  list 
receive  no  extra  pay  for  such  work.  If  any  names  are  left 
off  the  list  parties  can  appeal,  first  to  the  court  of  revision, 
composed  of  the  municipal  council,  and  after  the  list  is 
revised  by  the  council,  they  can  appeal  to  the  county  judge. 
This  has  given  entire  satisfaction,  and  no  doubt  it  will  do 
ao  in  future,  better  than  the  Bill  now  before  the  House. 
Under  this  Bill  the  revising  officer  has  to  be  a  lawyer.  The 
First  Minister  has  so  framed  the  franchise  that  a  lawyer 
will  be  necessary  to  interpret  the  meaning  of  the  measure. 
My  feeling  is  well  expressed  by  the  words  of  a  Conservative 
gentleman,  Mr.  D.  B.  Bead,  of  Toronto,  who  says :  “  I  think 
no  such  power  should  be  given  to  political  saints,  much  less 
to  political  sinners.  I  believe  the  intention  of  this  Bill  is 
evil,  and  n^i  good,  to  the  electors. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  beg  to  move  an  amend¬ 
ment,  that  the  following  words  be  added  after  “  district,”  in 
line  16,  page  10  : — 

And  shall,  in  the  form  of  the  schedule  to  this  Act  contained,  divide 
every  city,  town,  ward,  parish,  township  or  other  municipality  or 
division  in  the  electoral  districts,  or,  in  default  of  such  municipality  or 
division,  every  tract  of  land  therein  having,  according  to  said  list,  more 
than  300  voters  therein,  by  well-defined  boundaries,  such  as  streams, 
side  lines,  concession  lines  or  the  like,  into  districts,  in  such  manner 
that  the  number  of  voters  in  said  polling  districts  shall  be  nearly  equal 
as  may  be,  and  not  in  any  case  exceed  200. 

And  also  that  the  following  words  be  added  after  “  order,” 
on  line  17,  page  10  : — 

For  each  of  such  polling  districts. 

Section  18  provides  that  before  the  final  revision  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer  shall  make  this  sub-division.  In  the  interest  of 
the  public,  I  think  it  might  as  well  be  made  early  as  late. 
One  of  the  suggestions  of  the  First  Minister  was  that  the] 
sub-divisions  should  be  into  municipalities,  but  they  will  be  1 


j  very  large.  The  sub-division  should  be  male  before  the  first 
revision. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  I  have 
very  great  encouragement  in  acceding  to  amendments 
offered  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  Whenever  I  make  an 
amendment  in  accordance  with  the  views  of  those  hon. 
gentlemen,  or  which  has  even  the  appearance  of  meeting 
their  views,  it  is  a  signal  for  renewed  opposition  and 
renewed  obstruction.  We  cannot  disguise  the  fact  that  the 
debate  to-night  has  been  one  of  obstruction — of  decided 
obstruction.  Everybody  must  admit  it  has  been  so.  I  had 
intended,  perhaps,  to  have  gone  some  way  to  meet  the  views 
of  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John,  who  spoke  in  a  manner 
which  would  not  justify  me  in  calling  his  remarks  obstruc¬ 
tion — but  his  was  a  singular  exception  to  the  speeches 
which  have  been  made  to-night.  Of  course,  I  cannot  move 
the  amendment,  but  perhaps  it  will  be  supposed  that  the 
hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  moves  an  amendment  on  the 
4th  line. 

Mr.  PATEBSON.  I  beg  the  hon.  gentleman’s  pardon, 
but  is  my  amendment  voted  down,  or  does  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  propose  now  to  amend  my  amendment  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  ;  it  is  voted  down. 

Mr.  PATEBSON.  Well,  there  is  another  which  I  wish  to 
move. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  had  one  in  my  hand  on  the  same  sub¬ 
ject  and  I  think  it  is  on  the  point  that  the  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  refers  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  First,  I  wish  to  meet  the 
views  of  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John,  by  inserting  the 
words  “the  last  revised  assessment  roll  or  rolls.” 

Mr.  DAYIES.  In  Prince  Edward  Island  the  counties  are 
divided  into  school  districts,  and  each  school  district  has  a 
roll,  and  perhaps  the  First  Minister  would  have  no  objection 
to  add,  after  the  word  “appointed,”  the  words  “or  any  city 
or  town,  or  any  parish,  or  any  school  district  therein.” 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No ;  that  would  not  do.  I 
have  inserted  an  amendment,  providing  for  a  certified  copy 
of  the  poll-books  where  there  are  no  assessment  rolls. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  would  point  out  that  these  rolls  of  the 
school  districts  contain  the  names  of  every  property  owner 
within  them,  and,  collectively,  the  names  of  all  the  property 
owners  in  the  county,  and  this  would  be  simply  placing  us 
in  the  same  position  in  this  respect  as  in  the  organised 
municipalities. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  we  had  better 
hold  that  over  for  the  present.  There  is  another  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John  which  struck  me.  He  said 
that  in  New  Brunswick  the  whole  electoral  district  or 
county  was  a  municipality.  I  propose  to  provide  for  such 
cases,  by  saying  that  where  the  electoral  district  is  a  muni¬ 
cipality,  a  separate  list  shall  be  made  for  each  township, 
parish,  etc. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  First  Minister  if 
it  is  intended  that  a  municipality  is  a  municipality  for  the 
election  of  councillors,  or  for  members  of  the  Local  House? 

Sir  JOHN.  A.  MACDONALD.  You  have  not  a  munici¬ 
pality  for  electoral  purposes ;  you  have  counties  and  districts 
for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  PATEBSON.  I  wish  to  make  a  remark  or  two,  in 
moving  my  amendment.  The  First  Minister  says  he  has  not 
been  met  in  a  proper  spirit,  and  therefore  he  allows  the 
amendments  to  be  voted  down.  I  want  the  First  Minister 
and  the  committee  to  understand  that  I  am  not  moving 
amendments  in  the  interest  of  myself  or  of  my  party,  and 
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that  they  are  matters  of  as  little  concern  to  me,  individually, 
as  to  any  hon.  gentleman  opposite.  I  think  I  put  my  case 
very  fairly.  I  deny  any  attempt  to  take  up  the  time  of  this 
committee.  I  deny  having  said  anything  that  I  did  not 
feel  called  upon  to  say,  with  reference  to  the  amendment 
which  I  offered  before.  I  did  not  feel  that  it  was  necessary 
to  continue  an  apology  to  the  committee  for  offering  the 
remarks  I  did. 

Mi*.  BYKEBT.  Eleven  hours  on  a  section. 

Mr,  PATEBSON.  I  am  not  responsible  for  that.  I  have 
a  right  to  speak  on  behalf  of  my  constituents.  There  was  a 
motion  before  this  committee  that  warranted  me  in  saying 
all  I  said,  and  would  have  warranted  me  in  saying  double 
what  I  said.  My  amendment  was  one  that  ought  to  have 
commended  itself  to  the  committee.  Was  it  not  in  the 
interest  of  everyone  ? 

Mr.  BYKEBT.  No;  it  was  not. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  was  an  absurd  amend’ 
ment. 

Mr.  PATEBSONi  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  proposed 
an  absurd  clause  in  his  Bill,  for  the  amendment  is,  word  for 
word,  taken  from  his  Bill,  only  in  the  Bill  the  division  is  to 
be  at  the  final  revision  instead  of  the  first.  Is  it  not  better 
for  the  revising  officer  to  make  his  division  on  the  first  list, 
when  the  people  have  have  a  chance  to  see  it  ?  We  can 
look  through  a  list  as  well  as  the  hon.  gentleman  can  ; 
hut  unless  he  thinks  it  is  convenient  to  have  2,000 
names  to  look  through,  when  he  might  have  had 
200,  I  say  my  amendment  was  in  the  interest  of  the 
people,  and  it  was  voted  down.  I  make  these  remarks 
in  reference  to  what  was  said  by  the  First  Minister.  I  think 
his  remarks  were  dieourteous  ;  he  undertook  to  deliver  a 
lecture  to  me,  and  he  insinuated,  not  that  my  amendment 
was  an  improper  one,  but  because  he  had  made  amendments 
in  other  directions,  which  had  not  been  received  in  the 
proper  spirit,  it  was  not  even  worth  while  to  put  this 
amendment,  although,  when  I  moved  it,  I  said  only  a  few 
words,  willing  to  let  the  good  sense  of  the  amendment  speak 
for  itself,  and  that  was  the  spirit  in  which  it  was  received. 
I  am  not  going  to  find  any  more  fault.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  a  right  to  speak,  I  suppose,  as  much  as  I  ;  I  want  to 
recognise  his  position  as  leader  of  the  House,  hut  I  do 
think  he  was  not  justified,  even  in  the  position  he  occupies, 
from  anything  I  said  or  did,  in  delivering  a  lecture  which  I, 
not  being  one  of  his  good  boys,  and  well  trained,  was  not 
willing  to  submit  patiently  to.  That  having  been  voted 
down,  I  ask  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  this  resolution 
which  1  propose  : 

That  the  following  words  be  added  after  the  word  “order,”  in  line 
17,  page  10  For  each  ot  the  polling  districts,  as  set  out  for  use  at  the 
then  last  election  of  a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

We  will  take  it  for  gran  tod  that  the  revising  officer  could 
not  make  his  division  at  the  first  list;  and  fully  impressed 
with  the  idea  I  sought  to  carry  out  in  the  last  amendment, 
I  seek  now  to  have  it  done  by  proposing  this  amendment. 
It  simply  proposes  that  the  revising  officer,  after  he  has 
made  his  first  list,  shall  have  it  printed.  It  will  be  as  easy 
for  him  to  have  it  published  then  as  after  the  final  revision. 
I  say  no  more ;  it  will  so  obviously  commend  itself  to  the 
good  sense  cf  the  committee  that  I  leave  it  in  your  hands. 

Mr.  MILLS.  This  is  a  proposition  to  take  the  polling 
divisions  as  they  existed  at  the  elections  of  1882.  I  think 
it  would  have  been  more  convenient  to  have  adopted  the 
other  amendment,  but  that  failing,  this  is  better  than 
nothii  g  I  do  not  admit  at  all  the  observation  cf  the  First 
Minister  ad  dre.%~  e  l  to  thi3  side  of  the  House,  1  think  the 
remark  was  uncalled  for,  that  the  amendment  was  absurd. 

Mr,  Paterson  (Brant). 
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•  There  is  no  more  difficulty  in  making  the  division  into 
polling  divisions  in  the  first  instance  than  there  is  in  the 
last ;  and  though  this  amendment  will  not  be  quite  as 
satisfactory  as  the  other  would  have  been,  it  will  certainly 
be  better  than  the  proposition  the  First  Minister  makes. 
He  proposes  that  each  municipality  should  be  arranged 
alphabetically.  If  the  list  contains  several  thousand  names 
it  would  be  almost  impossible  to  tell  whether  names  have 
been  improperly  left  off  or  improperly  put  on.  I  think  it 
is  to  be  regretted  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  accepted 
the  amendments  proposed  from  this  side  of  the  House  in 
the  spirit  in  which  they  have  been  proposed.  We  have 
been  sincerely  anxious  to  propose  amendments,  but  every 
amendment  has  been  voted  down  in  dogged  silence. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  must  say  that  that  is 
too  barefaced  a  remark  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  make. 
The  hon.  gentleman  vowed,  when  this  discussion  in  com¬ 
mittee  commenced,  that  the  only  way  of  pleasing  him  was 
to  withdraw  the  Bill.  That  was  his  statement,  and  his 
whole  course  has  been  to  force  the  Government  to  withdraw 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  did  not  say  so. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Ho  said  so,  and  every¬ 
body  heard  him  say  so. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  not  true.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  no 
right  to  say  that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  statement  that 
amendments  were  not  received  in  the  right  spirit  does  not 
come  properly  from  him.  Other  gentlemen  who  have  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  and  have  discussed  them  might  have 
made  such  a  remark,  but  under  no  circumstances  could  it 
properly  come  from  an  hon.  gentleman  who  made  up  his 
mind  that  he  should  weary  out  the  majority,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  cannot,  in  candor,  say  that  that  was  not  his 
intention. 

Mr.  MILLS.  An  hon.  gentleman  opposite,  I  think  it  was 
the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell),  sug¬ 
gested  a  number  of  changes  that  might  promote  the  business 
of  the  House,  and  when  he  was  mentioning  them  I  men¬ 
tioned  the  withdrawal  of  the  Bill  as  one  of  them.  My 
observation  does  not  admit  of  the  interpretation  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  put  upon  it,  and  he  knows  it  does  not. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman,  in 
his  speech,  said  this  Bill  was  so  obnoxious  from  beginning 
to  end  that  no  man  would  have  a  right  to  obey  it.  The 
hon.  gentleman  said  it  would  be  disgraceful  that  this  mea¬ 
sure  should  be  passed. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  say  so  still,  and  that  statement  is  per¬ 
fectly  consistent  with  what  I  said.  I  say  the  hon.  gentleman 
knows  as  well  as  any  hon.  gentloman  that  the  measure  is  a 
discreditable  measure,  calculated  not  only  to  discredit 
Parliament  but  to  discredit  the  country  as  well. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  proposition  that  if  an  hon.  member 
declares  a  Bill  to  be  obnoxious,  discreditable,  unconstitu¬ 
tional,  no  attempt  should  be  made  to  improve  that  Bill,  to 
render  it  less  vexatious,  less  unconstitutional,  can  bo 
regarded  as  only  absurd,  as  a  proposition  one  would  never 
expect  to  hear,  oven  from  the  Prime  Minister.  I  did  not 
think  the  right  hon.  gentleman  would  have  lead  us  off  into 
this  digression,  after  we  had  been  discussing  this  particular 
section  of  the  Bill  all  evening.  It  is  all  very  well  for  hon. 
gentlemen  who  have  dene  nothing  but  howl  and  hark  and 
growl  to  repeat  thoso  noises  now,  but  our  discussion 
has  had  the  effect  of  causing  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
amend  this  Bill  in  some  respects.  It  is  nonense  to  talk 
about  obstruction ;  if  the  Bill  has  been  amended  at 
all  it  is  in  consequence  of  our  so-called  obstruction. 
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There  is  one  point  to  which  I  called  attention  this  afternoon, 
and  which  I  wish  to  bring  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  notice 
now.  He  promised,  on  the  22nd  of  last  month,  to  introduce 
a  clause  providing  that  when  a  tenant  was  assessed  for  $150 
— we  were  dealing  with  cities  and  towns — that  would  be 
accepted  as  prima  facie  assumption  that  they  pay  $20  rental. 
This  is  the  place  to  introduce  that  amendment,  and  I  would 
ask  the  hon.  gentleman  whether  he  intends  to  move  it. 


allow  the  last  polling  list  to  stand  ?  He  does  not  like  to  put 
in  any  objection,  because  he  might  object  to  the  wrong  man  ; 
he  might  object  to  a  man  who  might  say :  I  would  have 
voted  for  you  if  you  had  not  put  me  off.  I  do  not  think  we 
can  accept  this  amendment. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  By  the  use  of  the  school  assessments  we 
should  be  precisely  in  the  same  position  as  Ontario.  You 
have  no  income  tax  in  the  municipalities  in  Ontario. 


Amendment  negatived. 


Sir  JOB  N  A.  M ACDONAL  D.  Yes. 


Mr.  DAYIES.  The  amendment  the  right  hon  gentleman 
has  suggested,  as  far  as  Prince  Edward  Island  is  concerned, 
does  not  meet  the  circumstances  of  the  case.  His  amend¬ 
ment  is,  that  copies  of  the  poll  book  should  be  submitted  to 
the  revising  officer,  and  put  in  his  possession,  to  be  accepted 
by  him,  as  the  assessment  rolls  are  in  the  other  Provinces. 
The  hon.  gentleman  is  only  making  confusion  worse  con¬ 
founded.  The  last  voting  lists  are  based  on  manhood 
suffrage,  and  they  contain  a  thousand  votes  which  cannot  be 
put  on  the  list  now.  If  a  copy  of  the  poll  books  is  to  be 
accepted  as  primd  facie  evidence  that  every  man  named 
there  has  a  right  to  vote,  the  consequence  will  be  that  you 
will  give  the  right  to  vote  to  a  thousand  men,  in  direct 
violation  of  the  law,  men  who  have  not  the  qualifications 
required  by  this  Bill.  If  the  revising  officer  has  to  accept 
the  poll  books  as  primd  facie  evidence,  the  onus  is  thrown  on 
the  candidate  to  have  every  bad  vote  removed.  The  revising 
officer,  if  he  puts  on  or  off  votes,  as  he  pleases,  will  throw 
the  onus  on  somebody,  of  going  in  and  having  names  put  off. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  it  is  right  that 
1,000  votes  not  qualified  under  the  law  should  go  on,  in 
direct  violence  of  the  law.  Men  who  have  admittedly  not 
all  the  qualifications  will  be  on  the  voters’  lists,  and  then 
you  say  let  somebody  knock  them  off.  But  that  somebody 
may  knock  off  some  500  or  600  votes  which  he  knows  will 
be  against  him,  and  may  leave  on  500  of  those  who  are  in 
his  favor,  though  both  equally  unqualified.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  adopt  my  amendment,  to  return  to  the 
revising  officer  the  assessment  rolls  in  each  of  the  school 
districts,  the  revising  officer  would  have  the  same  data  as 
is  furnished  by  the  assessment  rolls  in  the  other  Provinces, 
and  then  the  farmers’  sons  and  the  sons  of  land  owners  and 
the  others  who  would  bo  left  out  would  claim  their  right  to 
be  added.  You  are  making  the  poll  book  containing  the 
names  cf  hundreds  who  have  no  votes,  prima  facie  evidence 
of  their  right  to  be  on  the  voters’  list,  and  I  must  therefore 
bring  rebuttal  evidence  to  strike  off  these  names.  Isay  it  is 
an  unjust  and  iniquitous  provision.  The  school  district  as¬ 
sessment  rolls  show  every  man  who  has  an  acre  of  land  on 
the  island,  and  if  you  take  those,  any  man  who  wishes  to 
come  in  under  ar  y  other  provision  can  apply  lor  that  purpose, 
as  he  must  elsewhere.  You  put  on  1,000  men  who  have  no 
right  to  vote,  and  you  throw  the  duty  upon  the  candidate 
to  show  that  they  should  not  be  there.  It  will  create 
tremendous  trouble,  unloss  both  parties  agree  to  leave  them 
all  on. 

• 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  These  school  assessments 
show  only  the  names  of  proprietors  of  land.  What  is  to 
become  of  the  income  voters  and  the  tenants  ?  The  argu¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  a  justification  for  the  expres¬ 
sion,  “  and  such  other  information  as  he  can  get.”  There 
is  nothing  to  prevent  the  revising  officer,  after  taking  the 
last  polling  list  as  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  right  to 
vote,  sending  for  the  school  assessment  rolls  ;  but  they 
must  be  very  imperfect  and  cannot  be  of  much  real 
assistance  to  the  revising  officer,  because  the  real 
property  voters  must  be  a  very  small  proportion, 
especially  in  Prince  Edward  Island.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  he  is  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage.  Why  does  he  not 


Mr.  DAYIES.  You  have  not  in  Nova  Scotia  or  New 
Brunswick. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  an  income  fran¬ 
chise  in  New  Brunswick. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  There  is  none  in  Nova  Scotia.  In  the 
cities  and  towns  in  Prince  Edward  Island  we  have  the 
income  tax  as  well,  and  the  assessment  rail  gives  the  name 
of  everyone  who  pays  that  tax.  The  hon.  gentleman  makes 
the  assessment  rolls  prima  facie  evidence  in  Ontario.  Do 
they  show  the  farmers’  sons  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  They  do  not,  in  the  Maritime  Provinces, 
at  any  rate. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  You  have  only  to  ask  the 
man  if  he  has  any  property. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  man  would  not  be  there.  He  would 
be  on  the  list,  and  I  should  have  to  bring  evidence  if  I 
wanted  to  strike  his  vote  off.  That  will  cause  tremendous 
expense.  Somebody  will  do  it,  and  the  other  will  suffer. 
The  man  who  has  the  most  money  will  go  in  and  strike  off 
his  opponents.  We  are  legislating  deliberately  to  put  on  a 
lot  of  men  who  have  no  votes.  There  is  such  a  thing  as 
justice  and  fair  play,  and  we  are  not  getting  it.  It  is  a  most 
iniquitous  thing. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  right  hon.  gentleman’s  explanation 
was  untenable.  If  he  takes  the  last  polling  book  he  will 
put  on  the  name  of  ail  parties  who  had  votes  at  the  previous 
election.  They  are  not  voters,  but  he  provides  that  they 
shall  go  on  the  list.  Sir,  we  are  informed  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  promised  the  members  for  Prince  Edward 
Island,  or  certain  of  them,  that  they  shall  have  manhood 
suffrage  ;  that  this  Bill  shall  be  altered  in  the  other 
Chamber,  and  when  it  comes  down  here  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will,  support  it  with  this  change.  He  is  so  much 
devoted  to  the  principle  of  uniformity  that  he  will  not  con¬ 
sent  to  make  the  amendment  here.  It  would  be  a  disagree¬ 
able  business  to  give  Prince  Edward  Island  manhood  suffrage 
ard  withhold  it  from  other  portions  of  the  Dominion. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness).  In  Prince  Edward  Island, 
in  1882,  every  person  21  years  of  age,  who  was  a  British 
subject,  was  allowed  to  vote.  Does  my  hon.  friend  suppose 
that  they  are  going  to  be  21  years  of  age  forever  ? 

Mr.  DAYIES.  If  my  hon.  friend  had  run  an  election  in 
Prince  Edward  Island  he  would  learn  that  there  are  hun¬ 
dreds  and  hundreds  who  vote  upon  manhood  suffrage  quali¬ 
fication  at  every  election,  and  these  young  men  who  voted 
at  the  last  election  possess  that  qualification  now.  I  would 
like  the  hon,  gentleman  to  consider  the  words  a  little  lower 
down,  and  strike  out  the  words  that  the  poU  books  shall  be 
prima  facie  evidence  of  the  right  of  every  man  there  to  vote. 
That  is  what  I  object  to.  Every  man  in  that  book,  whether 
he  has  the  qualification  or  not,  is  to  be  put  on,  and  to  knock 
him  off  you  must  bring  counter  evidence  to  show  that  he  has 
no  vote,  which  will  cost,  perhaps,  $10  tor  every  vote.  Why, 
it  will  cost  thousands  of  dollars  to  run  an  election  under 
those  circumstances. 
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Mr.  RYKERT.  It  puts  money  into  circulation. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  If  that  is  the  principle  upon  which  hon. 
gentlemen  are  going,  it  justifies  a  good  many  epithets  that 
are  used  against  the  Bill.  It  is  most  unjust  and  most  arbi¬ 
trary,  and  calculated  to  impose  a  fine  upon  every  man  who 
seeks  to  get  elected.  What  can  he  do,  with  7,000  voters 
in  the  county,  and  with  1,500  or  2,000  of  whom  have  voted 
on  manhood  suffrage  ?  You  would  have  to  go  through  the 
county  and  bring  evidence  to  Bhow  that  these  could  not  vote. 
It  is  something  I  would  not  relish,  but  if  it  cost  a  thousand, 
or  two  thousand  dollars,  I  would  be  obliged  to  do  it,  in  self- 
defence,  and  my  opponent  would  have  to  do  it,  too.  I  would 
like  to  put  500  votes  in  the  county  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Inverness,  particularly  if  they  were  opposed  to  him,  and  see 
if  he  would  like  that. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  could  spare  500,  and  I  would  have 
350  majority  afterwards. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  It  is  not  fair  to  make  the  polling  book 
primd  facie  evidence  of  a  right  to  vote,  when  you  know  that 
that  polling  book  contains  the  names  of  thousands  of  voters 
who  have  no  vote  under  the  Act.  I  would  move  that  the 
words,  “  or  polling  books,”  be  struck  out. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  the  most 
unpatriotic  speech  I  ever  heard  delivered  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  is  in  favor  of  manhood  suffrage.  He  says 
that  every  man,  a  British  subject,  coming  to  twenty-one 
years  of  age,  has  a  right  to  vote;  yet  he  says  that  he  will 
willingly  spend  his  money,  a  thousand  or  perhaps  two 
thousand  dollars,  for  the  purpose  of  depriving  a  large  body 
of  men  of  the  right  to  vote,  who  ought  to  have  the  right  to 
vote,  because  he  thinks  they  don’t  look  upon  political  sub¬ 
jects  the  same  way  he  does.  Why,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  we 
want  to  hold  up  the  hon.  gentleman  to  his  constituents  as 
being  an  unpatriotic  man,  a  mere  blind  partisan,  not  caring 
whether  he  deprives  one  hundred  or  five  hundred  men  of 
their  votes,  and,  at  the  same  time,  believing  that  every  one 
of  them  ought  to  have  a  vote— if  that  won’t  ruin  him 
among  his  constituents  it  will  be  just  about  as  bad  as  it  was 
with  the  Hon.  David  Laird  some  years  ago. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  This  is  the  style  of  argument  we  have 
heard  ail  through  this  Bill.  The  hon.  gentleman  deliber¬ 
ately  passes  a  law  to  deprive  these  men  of  the  right  to  vote, 
and  when  I  move  an  amendment  to  continue  to  them  that 
right  he  votes  the  amendment  down.  Then  he  comes  in 
afterwards  and  says :  We  will  put  a  thousand  votes  on  the 
list  that  have  not  the  right  to  vote,  and  you  must  take  the 
chance  of  letting  them  vote  you  out  of  a  seat.  After  this 
Parliament  has  declared  that  these  men  shall  have  no  right 
to  exercise  the  franchise,  the  hon.  gentleman  still  allows 
them  to  send  a  man  to  represent  them  here.  I  am  told  it  is 
unpatriotic.  What  nonsense  that  is  !  I  do  not  wonder  at 
his  own  supporters  behind  him  smiling  in  derision.  The 
hon.  gentleman  knows  very  well  that  the  candidate  will 
be  obliged,  in  self-defence,  to  take  that  course.  His  oppo¬ 
nent  will  take  it.  Do  you  suppose,  when  there  are  500  men 
who  have  not  got  the  right  to  vote,  on  the  list,  that  you  are 
going  to  let  them  remain  there?  In  self-dtf©  ice  you  will 
be  obliged  to  do  it  After  I  have  aserted,  by  my  voice  and 
vote,  the  right  of  these  young  men  to  vote,  and  after  the 
right  hon.  gentleman  has  deliberately,  by  law,  taken  the 
right  away  from  them,  for  him  then  to  say  it  is  unpatriotic 
to  prevent  them  going  on  the  list  is  the  height  of  absurdity. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
do  not  deserve  to  be  called  a  reply.  If  they  were  delivered 
outside  this  House  they  would  be  designated  as  the  most 
wretched  twaddle.  To  hear  such  remarks  from  the  gentleman 
who  is  de  facto  leader  of  this  country,  in  answer  to  a 
serious  speech,  is  saddening.  It  has  sobered  us  up  from 
Mr.  Davies. 
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the  jollity  in  which  we  were  disporting.  The  demand  made 
by  Prince  Edward  Island,  that  the  polling  books  should  be 
adopted  as  the  basis  of  the  voters’  lists,  is  simple  justice  and 
common  sense.  The  hon.  gentleman  refused  manhood 
suffrage  to  Prince  Edward  Island,  and  insisted  on  a  property 
qualification,  and  now  he  declines  to  take  the  only  means  of 
carrying  his  plan  out.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  action  is  only 
capable  of  two  explanations :  Either  he  does  not  see  the  drift 
of  the  suggestion,  or  he  does  not  wish  to  see  it.  Probably 
the  hon.  gentleman  wants  to  retain  manhood  suffrage  by  a 
side  wind.  If  manhood  suffrage  is  retained  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  we  want  it  retained  by  law  and  not  by  a 
side  wind.  I  have  voted  for  it,  and  I  will  vote  for  it  again, 
but  I  want  it  retained  by  regular  means.  The  First  Minister 
distinctly  stated  that  he  would  make  provisions  by  which 
the  assessment  rolls  should  become  primd  facie  evidence 
as  to  tenants.  In  the  discussion  on  22nd  May  the  hon. 
gentleman  promised  to  introduce  a  clause  which  would 
enable  the  revising  officer  to  make  certain  use  of  the 
assessment  rolls  in  regard  to  tenants.  He  has  paid 
no  attention  to  that  matter.  I  will  quote  the  words  he 
used  on  that  occasion.  He  said  : 

“  That  in  case  any  assessment  roll  shows  a  party  to  be  a  tenant,  but 
does  not  show  the  rent  he  pays,  I  propose  to  add  a  proviso  which, 
although  it  does  not  go  as  far  as  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes,  goes  a 
considerable  step  towards  it,  and  I  propose  to  provide  that  the  fact  that 
the  property  in  respect  to  which  he  pays  a  rent  is  assessed  at  $150  shall 
be  accepted  as  primd,  facie  evidence  that  the  tenant  has  a  right  to  be  on 
the  register.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  promised  to  insert  a  provision  of  that 
kind  in  the  Bill,  and  this  is  where  it  should  be  inserted.  I 
call  his  attention  to  the  desirability  of  making  the  change 
now. 

Amendment  to  amendment  (Mr.  Davies)  negatived. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  answered  the 
point  I  put  to  him,  so  we  will  give  him  an  opportunity  of 
voting  whether  he  will  carry  out  the  arrangement  he  pro¬ 
posed  or  not.  As  he  proposed  to  carry  oat  the  arrangement, 
no  amendment  has  bean  prepared  by  this  side  of  the  House, 
reliance  being  placed  on  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr. 
McCallum)  stated  that  he  did  not  see  any  difference  between 
the  powers  exorcised  by  the  clerk  of  a  municipality  in 
Ontario  and  the  powers  proposed  to  be  conferred  on  the 
revising  officer. 

Mi'.  McCALLUM.  I  did  not  say  that.  I  said  this:  That 
I  did  not  see  what  difference  it  made,  whether  the  clerk  of 
a  municipality  copied  the  assessment  roll  or  whether  the 
revising  barrister  did  it. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  is  the  same  idea.  It  makes  no  differ* 
ence  who  copies  the  roll.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  express¬ 
ing  satisfaction  with  the  Ontario  system,  and  pointed  out 
that  our  rolls  were  made  up  by  clerks  copying  from  the 
assessment  rolls.  He  saw  no  difference,  in  substance, 
between  the  present  system  in  Ontario  and  the  one  which 
would  obtain  under  this  Bill. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  I  did  not  say  that.  , 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  made 
that  statement. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  did  not  say  that;  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  wrong  again. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Whatever  was  the  drift  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  observations,  I  drew  this  inference:  He  was 
quite  satisfied  with  the  way  the  lists  were  made  up  in 
Ontario  to-Jay,  and  by  illustration,  he  pointed  to  the  fact 
that  the  clerks  copied  simply  from  the  rolls,  and  he  would 
wish  us  to  believe  that  he  thought  the  revising  officer  would 
,  be  the  same  in  that  respect.  The  duties  of  the  clerk  are 
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simply  to  copy.  The  Revised  Statutes  of  Ontario,  chapter  9, 
entitled  “  The  Yoters’  List  Act,”  section  2,  defines  the 
matter.  (The  hon.  gentleman  read  the  section.) 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  There  is  not  a  member  from 
Ontario  but  knows  that  as  well  as  you  do.  Do  you  think 
we  are  a  pack  of  fools  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  read  the  statute  to  show  that  the  clerk 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario  is  obliged  to  transfer  to  the  voters’ 
list  the  names  of  all  persons  who  appear  to  be  entitled  to  vote 
according  to  the  assessment  roll,  and  my  suggestion  should 
apply  to  the  revising  officer  in  preparing  his  original  list. 
The  First  Minister  stated  that  it  was  desirable  to  minimise 
the  duties  of  the  revising  officer  anterior  to  the  period  of 
revision,  and  if  we  can,  to  a  certain  extent,  control  his 
power  in  making  out  the  lists,  we  are  carrying  out  the 
policy  of  the  First  Minister,  and  carrying  out  a  sound  policy. 
We  should  not  unnecessarily  delegate  power  to  any  person, 
and  we  should  restrict  the  discretion  of  the  revising  officer 
as  much  as  possible.  The  First  Minister  thinks  my  amend¬ 
ment  is  covered  by  his  proviso,  but  I  favor  my  amendment, 
becauso  it  provides  that  the  alphabetical  list  shall  include 
all  who  appear  to  be  entitled  to  the  franchise  by  the  revised 
assessment  roll,  so  that  it  would  leave  the  revising  officer  no 
discretion.  He  could  be  compelled  by  mandamus  to  transfer 
them,  whereas,  under  the  proviso,  he  is  left  with  judicial 
powers.  At  the  stage  when  he  is  gathering  material  to 
make  his  list,  he  is  to  consider  the  rolls  as  primd  facie  evi¬ 
dence,  which  implies  that  he  may  have  other  evidence.  If 
he  is  bound  by  the  rolls  at  that  stage,  they  should  be  con¬ 
clusive  evidence,  instead  of primd  facie  evidence,  as  the  words 
primd  facie  evidence  imply  the  power  of  weighing  evidence 
at  that  stage.  After  the  voter  has  had  his  name  placed  on 
the  list,  after  the  assessor  has  used  his  own  knowledge  to 
place  him  on  the  list,  and  that  name  is  left  on  the  list,  then 
the  only  kind  of  evidence  that  the  revising  officer  would 
have  would  be  hearsay  evidence.  He  cannot  have,  at  that 
stage,  as  good  evidence  as  the  assessor  has  had. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  amendment 
I  have  moved  fully  meets  the  object  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 
He  says  that  prima  facie  evidence  should  be  conclusive 
evidence..  Well,  it  is  conclusive  ovidence  if  it  cannot  be 
rebutted  at  any  subsequent  stage.  To  give  an  illustration  : 
The  revising  officer,  in  preparing  his  list,  is  in  the  situation 
of  a  grand  jury,  who  judge  upon  the  prima  facie  evidence, 
but  when  he  comes  to  settle  the  rolls  finally,  he  sits  as  a 
judge  and  jury,  aDd  he  will  be  bound  to  hold  to  the  prima 
facie  evidence  unless  it  is  rebutted  afterwards.  That  is  the 
opinion  which  I  have  come  to,  and  with  every  respect  for 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  argument,  which  I  quite  appreciate,  I 
cannot  see  my  way  to  a  change. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  as  well  as  I 
do,  and  better,  that  the  grand  juries  do  not  receive  rebutting 
evidence  at  all,  and  the  revising  officer  may.  If  he  thinks 
the  word  “  conclusive  ”  would  not  answer,  he  might  get 
over  the  difficulty  by  saying  “  conclusive  for  the  purpose 
of  the  preliminary  roll.” 

Amendment  to  amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  would  move  that  the  words  “  or  polling 
books  ”  be  struck  out.  The  revising  officer  could  then  take 
such  means  as  he  liked  to  ascertain  who  were  tenants  or 
occupants,  income  voters,  or  farmers’  sons. 

Mr.  MILLS.  We  have,  in  this  amendment,  as  we  have 
had  in  many  others  this  evening,  an  evidence  of  the  anxious 
desire  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  receive  suggestions  from 
this  side  of  the  House.  He  assured  us,  a  few  days  ago,  how 
sincerely  anxious  he  was  to  receive  suggestions  from  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  we  see,  from  the  spirit  in  which 
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every  proposition  from  this  side  has  been  met,  what 
his  anxiety  amounts  to. 

Amendment  to  amendment  negatived,  and  amendment 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  agreed  to. 

On  section  13, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose  some  amend¬ 
ments  to  this  clause.  It  has  been  suggested  to  me  that  it 
would  be  as  well  to  send  copies  of  the  list  to  the  unsuccess¬ 
ful  candidate  at  the  last  election.  That  is  done  under  the 
Ontario  Act. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  not  only  done,  but  there  are  a  good 
many  things  done  which  are  not  done  in  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill.  The  hon.  gentleman  proposes  that  two  copies 
should  be  sent  to  each  candidate  for  the  House  of  Commons. 
In  Ontario  there  are  ten  copies  sent,  the  intention  beiDg  to 
enable  a  candidate  to  place  a  sufficient  number  of  copies  in 
the  hands  of  his  friends  in  the  different  polling  divisions. 
The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  that  is  a  matter  of  very 
great  convenience.  There  are  not  often  more  then  or 
eight  polling  divisions  in  a  township.  With  two  copies  it  is 
impossible  that  that  can  be  done.  There  are  other  provi¬ 
sions  in  this  section  which  are  in  the  highest  degree  unsatis¬ 
factory,  apart  from  the  provisions  in  the  beginning,  which  I 
shall  not  mention,  as  my  hon.  friend  has  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  it,  which  will  require  a  great  deal  of  consideration. 
The  hon.  gentleman  provides,  also,  that  copies  of  the  list  shall 
be  furnished  at  a  price  proportionately  sufficient  to  cover 
the  price  paid  for  them.  The  hon.  gentleman  might  put 
the  lists  into  the  hands  of  a  few  of  the  friends  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  the  proportionate  price  might  be  very  exorbi¬ 
tant.  Under  the  Ontario  law  these  lists  are  furnished  at  a 
mere  trifle,  and  under  the  English  law  at  6d.  per  hundred 
names.  Here,  that  would  be  10  cents  per  hundred  names, 
but  in  this  Bill  you  charge  6  cents  for  ten  names,  nearly 
ten  times  the  charge  in  England.  In  Ontario  a  very  much 
smaller  sum  is  charged,  excepting  the  furnishing  the 
special  names  after  the  lists  have  been  revised  by  the  judge. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman 
speaks  about  the  number  in  Ontario.  The  numbers  sent 
here  to  the  members  of  the  different  parties  are  the  voters’ 
lists  finally  revised.  This  is  morely  the  preliminary  list, 
which  will  be  posted  up  in  the  post  office,  and  elsewhere,  so 
that  the  people  may  see  them. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  not  expect  us  to  go  on  with  amendments  ;  if  so,  I 
propose  to  discuss  the  motion  to  adjourn. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  1  do  not  wish  to  press 
hon.  gentlemen  unduly,  but  I  think  if  there  are  really  any 
amendments  prepared  they  should  be  laid  on  the  Table,  so 
that  we  may  know  what  they  are.  In  England  that  would 
be  compulsory. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  In  that  matter  the  hon.  gentleman 
himself  has  set  us  a  bad  example.  He  came  down  with 
important  amendments  to  this  clause  under  discussion, 
of  which  he  gave  no  notice,  and  which  altered  some  of  the 
amendments  we  proposed  to  make.  I  think  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  should  also  lay  any  amendments  he  intends  to  make 
on  the  Table. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  Bill  is  a  very 
good  Bill,  as  it  is,  and  perhaps  I  will  go  on  with  it  as  it 
stands.  I  did  not  suppose  any  hon.  gentleman  opposite 
came  to  fight  out  this  one  clause  until  3  o’clock  in  the  morn¬ 
ing.  We  have  discussed  this  clause  11  or  12  horn’s. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  You  did  not  accept  our  amendments, 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  3.20  a.m., 
Tuesday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS; 

Tuesday,  2nd  June,  1885, 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half=past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FRANCHISE  BILL  PETITIONS. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  On  the  26th  May  a  petition  was  presented 
from  certain  electors  of  the  town  of  Niagara,  praying  that 
the  Franchise  Bill  may  not  become  law.  I  beg  leave  to  present 
a  petition,  signed  by  a  large  number  of  the  said  ratepayers, 
representing  that  their  names  wore  obtained  by  false  and 
fraudulent  representations,  and  that,  having  ascertained  the 
particulars  of  the  said  Bill,  they  are  anxious  that  the  Bill 
should  be  passed  for  the  public  benefit,  and  to  prevent  the 
interference  of  designing  and  unscrupulous  men  in  the 
Local  Legislature,  and  further,  they  desire  to  prevent  an 
unscrupulous  Opposition  in  this  House  from  wasting  the 
time  of  Parliament.  This  petition  is  signed  by  nine  out  of 
the  twelve  who  signed  the  other  petition. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  think  a  question  of  privilege  has  arisen 
in  connection  with  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Lincoln.  I  would  like  to  read  two  letters  which  I  have 
received  to  day  upon  that  subject,  because  it  is  alleged  that 
gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  have  presented  petitions, 
the  signatures  to  which  were  obtained  by  misrepresentation. 
A  letter  which  I  received  to-day  from  St.  Catharines  states  : 

“  I  understand  that  Mr.  J.  C.  Rykert  is  endeavoring,  through  one  of 
his  hacks,  Thomas  Beatty,  Inspector  of  Weights  and  Measures” - 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order.  I  do  not  think  that  this  is  a 
matter  of  privilege.  When  the  petition  comes  up  on  the 
motion  to  read  and  receive  it,  that  will  be  the  time,  if  any, 
to  discuss  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Allusion  was  made  to 
the  fact  that  these  names  had  been  obtained  by  fraudulent 
pretences.  I  think,  under  those  circumstances,  an  explana¬ 
tion  is  in  order,  and  ought  to  be  permitted.  It  having  been 
said  by  the  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Rykert),  in  presenting 
the  petition,  that  these  names  had  been  obtained  by  fraudu¬ 
lent  pretences,  no  objection  can  be  made  to  the  course  of 
my  hon.  friend. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  understand  that  the  petition  states 

that. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  hon.  member  alleged  it. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  understand  that  that  is  an  allegation 
of  the  petition. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Yes. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  hon.  gentleman  was  stating  the 
allegations  contained  in  the  petition.  The  question  may  be, 
whether  the  petition  is  to  be  received  or  not — I  do  not  know 
yet;  I  think  the  proper  time  would  be  when  the  motion  is 
made  for  reading  and  receiving  that  petition. 

MEDALS  FOR  THE  YOLUNTEERS. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called, 
I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  the  question 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 
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of  which  I  gave  him  private  notice.  Is  it  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  have  a  medal  struck  for  presentation  to 
those  volunteers  who  have  been  called  out  for  active  service 
in  the  North-West,  as  a  token  of  how  highly  the  people  of 
the  Dominion  appreciate  the  patriotism,  courage  and 
devotion  with  which,  without  warning,  they  have  responded, 
in  the  hour  of  danger,  to  the  call  of  duty. 

Mr.  CARON.  In  answer  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  beg  to 
state  that  the  matter  to  which  he  has  referred  has  not  yet 
been  considered  by  the  Government. 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill 
(No.  103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  Before  the  amendment  of 
which  the  First  Minister  has  given  notice  is  proposed,  I 
desire  to  move  an  amendment  to  the  first  part  of  this 
clause,  the  object  of  which  is  to  furnish  means  for  providing 
printed  copies  of  the  primary  voters’  lists.  For  some  years 
we  have  had  printed  voters’  lists  in  some  of  the  Provinces,  and 
the  advantage  has  been  so  apparent  that  I  think  it  very  desir¬ 
able  the  same  facilities  should  be  continued.  It  is  true  that 
there  is  an  optional  provision  in  this  clause  for  printing  the 
lists,  but  the  purpose  of  my  amendment  is  to  make  it  an  abso¬ 
lute  necessity  on  the  part  of  the  revising  officer  that  these  lists 
shall  be  printed.  In  the  Province  of  Ontario  it  was  held  as 
a  decided  boon  when  the  Legislature  changed  the  law  in 
the  direction  of  requiring  the  lists  to  be  published.  Munici¬ 
pal  bodies  have  furnished  these  lists  at  their  expense,  but 
the  expense  has  been  so  small,  comparatively,  that  no  one 
has  been  found  to  take  exception  to  the  course  that  has 
been  since  followed.  The  municipalities  get  them  printed 
cheaply,  and  they  are  furnished  in  sufficient  number  to 
supply  every  one  who  desires  to  secure  a  copy.  I  am 
satisfied  that  the  departure  proposed  in  section  13  will  be 
extremely  unsatisfactorily,  and  I  trust  the  First  Minister  will 
consent  to  such  an  amendment  as  will  make  it  not  merely 
optional  with  the  revising  officer,  but  one  of  his  duties, 
to  secure  the  printing  of  these  lists,  in  order  that  they  may 
be  supplied  in  such  numbers  as  that  all  may  procure  a  copy 
who  desire.  It  is  provided  in  a  subsequent  part  of  this 
clause  that  one  copy  of  the  list  shall  be  posted  up  in  the 
office  of  the  clerk  or  the  corresponding  officer  of  each  muni¬ 
cipal  and  parochial  division,  and  that  it  shall  be  open  to 
inspection  by  any  person,  free  of  charge.  I  assume  that  it 
is  intended  to  furnish  conveniences  whereby  any  elector 
may  ascertain  whether  his  name  is  on  the  list,  and  if  he 
finds  it  omitted,  that  he  may  have  an  opportunity  of  enter¬ 
ing  his  protest.  If  the  lists  are  not  printed,  the  only 
opportunity  the  majority  of  the  electors  will  have  to  ascer¬ 
tain  whether  their  namos  are  on  the  lists  or  not,  or  whether 
names  are  on  the  list  that  ought  not  to  be  there,  is  the 
written  list  that  is  in  the  possession  of  the  municipal 
officers ;  if  that  list  is  printed  in  sufficient  numbers, 
it  will  evidently  be  a  great  convenience  to  the  electors. 
That  is  an  additional  reason  why  the  amendment  should 
prevail.  There  is  a  further  reason  why  printed  lists  should 
be  adopted  under  this  clause.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  more  than  once  alleged  that  the  municipal  clerks  can¬ 
not,  under  any  legislation  passed  by  this  Parliament,  be  com¬ 
pelled  to  carry  out  any  requirements  of  this  Legislature. 
Supposing  that  to  be  the  case,  and  knowing  the  refusal  of 
Parliament  to  recognise  their  position  in  the  preparation  of 
the  list,  as  we  have  done  by  adopting  the  clause  and  reject¬ 
ing  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron 
(Mr.  Cameron  j,  proposing  that  the  municipal  clerks  should 
prepare  the  primary  list,  they  can  with  perfect  impunity 
throw  that  list  out  of  doors.  There  is  no  provision  in  the 
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Bill  for  attempting  to  control  those  municipal  officers. 
There  is  no  provision  in  this  Bill  for  a  return  of  the  cour¬ 
tesy  extended  to  members  of  the  Dominion  House  by 
having  copies  of  the  voters’  list,  which  are  sent  to  them, 
furnished  to  the  Local  Legislature.  There  is  no  recognition 
of  their  claims  in  this  Bill,  but  no  doubt  that 
ommission  will  be  remedied.  It  is  important  that 
the  voters’  lists  should  be  printed  instead  of  “  made,” 
as  provided  for  in  this  Bill.  When  we  compare  the  cost  of 
voters’  lists  in  England  with  the  proposed  charge  here,  we 
see  the  extravagant  amount  proposed  in  this  Bill.  Under 
the  English  Act  a  ratepayer  is  entitled  to  receive  a  copy  of 
the  voters’  list,  if  the  names  do  not  exceed  1,000  for  Is. ;  if 
they  exceed  1,000  aud  not  3,000,  for  2s.  6d.,  and  so  on;  the 
amount  charged  for  a  list  over  9,000  names  being  10s. 
Under  this  clause,  for  a  list  with  1,000  names,  ratepayers  in 
Canada  will  have  to  pay  $6,  or  twenty-five  times  as  much  as 
the  English  ratepayer.  If  the  number  of  names  on  the  list 
exceeds  3,000  the  charge  will  be  $18,  or  twenty-nine  times  as 
much.  Experience  in  Ontario  has  conclusively  shown  the 
advantages  that  result  from  having  a  printed  list,  and  that 
well  circulated  ;  and  a  similar  practice  should  be  followed 
here.  In  order  to  carry  out  these  view  I  beg  to  move  : 

That  the  words  “make  or,”  on  the  39th  line  of  paragraph  10,  be 
Btruck  out ;  also  that  the  word  “  make,”  on  the  40th  line  of  paragraph 
10  be  struck  out,  and  the  word  “printed  ”  be  inserted  therefor  in  each 
case. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  trust  the  First  Minister  will 
make  some  reply  with  regard  to  the  amendment  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Middlesex  (Mr.  Cameron),  as  he  may  thereby 
shorten  the  discussion  on  this  clause.  The  question  involved 
in  this  clause  is  a  very  important  one  to  the  whole  Dominion, 
as  a  question  of  expense,  and  also  to  the  candidate  who  may 
be  engaged  in  a  contest.  As.  however,  the  First  Minister 
does  not  appear  disposed  to  express  any  opinion  on  the 
question  just  now,  I  shall,  in  a  few  words,  explain  my  views 
on  this  question.  At  present  the  clause  does  not  compel  the 
revising  officer  to  print  a  single  copy  of  the  preliminary  list, 
as  ho  will  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  clause  by 
simply  writing  out  a  certain  number  of  copies.  One  copy 
is  to  be  sent  to  tho  clerk  of  the  municipality - - 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  my  hon.  friend  will 
allow  me,  I  would  say  that  here  is  one  instance  where  it 
would  have  been  well  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had  moved  his 
amendment  last  night,  so  that  we  might  have  considered  it. 
On  looking  at  it  for  the  first  time,  1  may  say  that  I  shall 
accept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  It  would  have  been  well  for  the  First 
Minister  if,  instead  of  putting  my  hon.  friend  to  the  trouble 
of  framing  his  mo. ion  and  making  his  observations  upon  it, 
he  had  framed  this  Bill  in  the  first  instance  so  as  to  cover 
this  case. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS,  Oh,  oh  ;  never  satisfied. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  perfectly 
satisfied  with  any  proposition  that  may  be  submitted.  Wo 
may  go  on  day  after  day  discussing  a  proposition  of  this 
kind,  and  then  the  First  Minister  comes  down  and  makes  an 
amendment.  If  he  had  framed  his  Bill,  in  the  first  instance, 
with  the  care  and  tho  deliberation  which  he  should  have 
given  to  a  Bill  of  this  magnitude  and  importance,  it  would 
save  a  considerable  amount  of  discussion.  Although  the 
amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  is  a  proper  one,  so  far  as  it 
goes,  the  First  Minister  must  see  at  a  glance  that  it  does 
not  go  far  enough.  Is  the  hon.  gentleman  prepared  to 
make  any  additional  amendment  with  respect  to  this  clause? 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Let  us  dispose  of  this  first. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  propose  to  discuss  the  whole  clause. 
All  that  is  required  by  this  amendment  is  that  tho  revising 
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officer  shall  print  some  fifteen  or  twenty  copies  of  tho 
electoral  list,  which  are  distributed  among  certain  persons. 
But  we  all  know  that  each  candidate  in  a  contest  requires 
a  very  large  number  of  copies  in  order  to  conduct  his 
campaign  with  reasonable  satisfaction.  Where  is  he  to  get 
these  copies,  unless  the  First  Minister  will  provide  that,  as 
in  the  English  Act,  a  certain  number  shall  be  printed,  in 
order  to  satisfy  all  reasonable  demands  for  them,  by  candi¬ 
dates  and  others  who  may  require  them,  and  at  a  reason¬ 
able  expense.  By  the  Bill  they  can  only  be  obtained  from 
the  revising  officer,  by  paying  6  cents  for  every  ten  names. 
A  candidate  would  require  to  have  at  least  four  copies  for 
each  electoral  polling  sub-division ;  and  as  there  are  an 
average  of  seven  in  each  electoral  district,  there  would  be 
required  at  least  twenty-eight  for  each  candidate,  or  fifty- 
six  for  the  candidates  alone.  I  know  that,  in  my  own  con¬ 
stituency,  while  engaged  in  a  contest,  I  never  have  less 
than  from  twenty  to  twenty -five  copies  of  the  voters’  list,  and 
every  candidate  will  require  to  have  at  least  that  number. 
The  opposite  candidate  would  require  to  have  the  same  num¬ 
ber.  How  are  you  going  to  get  these  voters’  lists  ?  Under 
the  Bill,  as  now  framed,  all  that  the  revising  officer  requires  to 
get  printed  is  something  like  twenty  copies,  and  if  you 
require  any  additional  copies  you  will  have  to  pay  him  a 
sum  not  exceeding  6  cents  for  every  ten  names.  Take  my 
own  constituency  as  an  illustration  of  the  hardships  this  pro¬ 
vision  imposes  on  the  candidate.  In  that  constituency 
there  are  seven  municipalities  and  thirty-five  polling  sub¬ 
divisions.  You  require  for  each  municipality  at  least  four 
copies ;  so  that,  at  the  very  least,  each  candidate  will  require 
twenty-eight  copies.  He  gets  two  copies,  under  the  Bill,  so 
that  he  requires  to  purchase  at  least  twenty-six  copies,  in 
order  that  he  may  be  able  to  get  the  constituency  canvassed 
in  each  sub-division.  There  are  nearly  5,000  names  on  the 
voters’  list  of  the  electoral  district  of  West  Huron;  but 
assuming  that  there  are  4,000 — multiply  26  by  4,000, 
and  it  makes  104,000  names ;  which,  at  the  rate  of  6 
cents  for  every  10  names,  amounts  to  $624.  It  is  a 
monstrous  outrage;  no  official  of  the  Government  should 
be  allowed  to  take  6  cents  for  every  ten  names  ;  and 
without  this  expense  it  is  utterly  impossible  for  the  candi¬ 
date  to  obtain  the  requisite  number  ot  voters’  lists,  in  order 
to  examine  thoroughly  into  tho  condition  of  tho  electorate 
in  the  particular  constituency.  Thefore,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  ought  to  adopt  the  English  law,  and  compel  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer  to  publish  a  sufficient  number  and  to  sell  them 
at  a  reasonable  figure,  so  that  candidates  and  others  who 
require  the  voters’  lists  will  not  be  imposed  on  by  the  offi¬ 
cials  entrusted  with  the  administration  of  this  portion  of  the 
Bill.  Under  the  Ontario  law  each  candidate,  the  defeated 
as  well  as  the  successful,  gets  ten  copies. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  the  voters’  lists  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Yes. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  is  not  the  voters’ 
list. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  It  is  much  more  important  that  the 
political  party  should  have  a  sufficient  number  of  copies  of 
the  preliminary  list,  because  there  is  only  a  limited  time 
allowed  to  prepare  objections  to  the  list.  The  candidate 
has  to  send  a  copy  of  the  preliminary  voters’  list  to  oach 
polling  sub-division,  and  find  out  from  the  residents  thore 
whether  any  parties  entitled  to  vote  have  been  left  off  impro¬ 
perly,  or  whether  any  parties  are  on  who  ought  not  to  be  on  ; 
and  with  the  limited  time  allowed  for  objections  to  be  put 
in,  it  becomes  absolutely  necessary  that  we  should  have 
more  copies  of  the  voters’  list  than  the  law  provides  we 
should  have.  An  enormous  sum  would  have  to  be  paid  for 
voters’  lists  in  my  county,  and  the  same  remark  will  apply 
to  other  districts ;  whereas,  if  the  voters’  lists  were  printed 
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in  sufficient  number  to  supply  all  demands,  and  the  revising 
officer  were  only  to  charge  the  reasonable  cost  of  printing, 
the’ objections  to  this  clause  would  be  removed.  By  the 
English  law  the  local  authorities  are  compelled  to  publish 
the  voters’  list  in  sufficient  numbers  to  satisfy  all  demands, 
and  there  is  a  schedule  which  limits  the  charges  to  10s.  for 
any  number  of  names  exceeding  9,000;  7s.  6d.  for  any 
number  between  6,000  and  9,000 ;  5s.  for  any  number  be¬ 
tween  3,000  and  6,000 ;  2s.  6d.  for  any  number  between 
1,000  and  3,000;  and  Is.  for  any  number  up  to  1,000. 
No  ore  could  object  to  these  charges.  In  my  county,  I 
would  have  to  pay,  under  the  English  law,  5s.  for  a  copy 
of  the  list,  or  $20  for  twenty  copies,  whereas,  under 
this  Bill,  the  charges  I  would  have  to  pay  would  be 
enormous.  This  is  a  matter  that  will  work  both  ways,  for 
I  apprehend  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  require  copies 
of  the  voters’  list  for  their  canvass  just  as  well  as  Liberal 
candidates,  and  unless  they  can  get  them  from  the  revising 
officer  without  pay  they  will  have  to  pay  the  same  charges. 
Apart  from  the  question  of  cost,  there  is  another  extraordi¬ 
nary  provision  in  this  clause  which  I  think  the  First  Minister 
ought  to  amend.  The  voters’  list,  in  order  to  be  of  the 
slightest  utility  or  advantage  to  the  public,  will  require  to 
be  published  somewhere.  To  send  them  to  the  officials 
mentioned  here  is  of  some  consequence,  but  not  very  much. 
Those  copies  will  never  reach  the  hands  of  the  persons  who 
really  take  an  active  interest  in  the  political  affairs  of  the 
constituency.  There  ought  to  be  some  additional  mode  by 
which  the  public  at  large  will  bo  enabled  to  see  how  the 
register,  for  the  time  being,  has  been  made  up.  The  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  that  there  shall  be  a  publication  of  the 
list.  What  publication  does  the  hon.  gentleman  propose  by 
the  Bill  ?  He  directs  that  a  copy  of  the  voters’  list,  the 
preliminary  voters’  list,  shall  be  transmitted  to  the  clerk  of 
the  municipality ;  and  he  directs  that  the  clerk  shall  post 
up  the  list.  Now,  on  clause  14  there  is  another  direction, 
that  two  copies  of  the  preliminary  list  shall  be  transmitted 
to  every  postmaster  in  the  electoral  district,  and  that  the 
postmaster  shall,  in  a  public  and  conspicuous  place  in  his 
post  office,  post  up  the  list.  We  know  that  in  Ontario,  at 
all  events,  these  lists  are  with  the  clerk  of  the  municipality, 
and  certain  other  officials,  and  we  know  where  to 
go  and  when  to  go  in  order  to  examine  the  lists.  That 
official  is  compelled  to  post  them  up  and  keep  them 
posted  up.  Under  this  Bill  the  only  persons  com¬ 
pelled  to  post  their  lists  up  in  a  public  and  conspicuous 
place,  are  the  postmasters  of  electoral  districts.  In  some 
electoral  districts  there  are  municipalities  where  there  are 
no  postmasters.  I  have  in  my  mind  one  municipality  in  a 
riding  in  the  west  where  there  is  no  post  office,  and  in  that 
case  the  only  public  notice  of  the  publication  of  the  elec¬ 
toral  lists  would  be  the  notice  published  by  the  county 
clerk.  How  is  he  compelled  to  publish  them  ?  This  clause 
says  he  shall  post  them  up,  but  does  not  say  how  long. 
He  may  post  the  list  up  at  noon,  and  it  may  be  torn 
down  five  minutes  later,  and  he  is  not  compelled 
to  post  it  up  again.  During  the  whole  time  that  elapses 
between  the  publication  of  the  list  and  the  revision,  the 
list  may  not  be  posted  up  for  two  consecutive  minutes  in 
the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the'mumcipality.  That  is  unreason¬ 
able.  Those  who  are  not  in  the  inner  circle,  who  have  not 
the  ear  of  the  rovising  officer  and  his  clerk,  and  his  consta¬ 
ble,  may  know  nothing  about  the  revision  of  the  voters’  list. 
The  letter,  and  even  the  spirit  of  this  provision  of  the  law, 
may  be  complied  with,  and  yet  there  may  be  no  publication 
whatever  for  five  consecutive  minutes  in  any  municipality. 
The  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  provide  that  the  local  officials, 
such  as  the  clerk  of  the  township,  the  sheriff  of  the  electoral 
district  or  the  county,  the  treasurer,  the  clerk  of  the  county, 
and  the  other  public  officials  should  be  compelled,  not  only  to 
post  up, but  to  keep  posted  up  the  voters’  lists  during  the  whole 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


space  of  time  between  the  day  of  publication  and  the  date 
fixed  for  the  preliminary  revision.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  turn  to  the  English  electoral  law  he  will  find,  in  section 
23,  how  the  publication  is  arranged  for  there.  Why  he  should 
not  compel  any  person  except  the  township  clerk  or  the 
clerk  of  the  municipality  to  post  up  these  voters’  lists  and 
then  not  compel  them  to  keep  them  posted  up  for  a  given 
time,  the  interval  between  the  days  of  publication  and  pre¬ 
liminary  revision,  is  to  me  incomprehensible.  Why  he 
should  not  compel  the  local  officials,  the  sheriff  and  the 
county  treasurer,  and  the  county  clerk,  to  post  up  and 
keep  posted  in  their  offices,  in  conspicuous  places,  these 
lists  is  to  me  equally  incomprehensible.  Had  the  hon. 
gentleman  referred  to  the  English  Act,  he  would  have  found 
there  express  provisions  that  certain  public  officials  are 
bound  to  post  up  the  voters’  lists  in  a  conspicuous  and  public 
place  and  keep  them  posted  up.  Section  23  of  the  English 
Act  provides  as  follows  : — 

“  Every  notice,  every  list  registered,  or  other  document  herein 
required  to  be  published,  shall  be  published,  except  where  some  other 
mode  or  place  of  publication  i3  herein  expressly  provided,  by  being 
affixed  in  some  public  and  conspicuous  situation,  on  the  outside  of  the 
door  or  outer  wall  near  the  door  of  the  buildings  hereinafter  named  for 
that  purpose.” 

What  would  be  the  effect  of  a  strict  compliance  with  this 
clause,  in  so  far  as  the  county  clerk  is  concerned?  We 
know  that  in  Ontario  the  township  clerks,  as  a  rule,  keep 
no  public  office ;  their  office  is  in  thoir  own'home.  All  this 
Bill  requires  of  the  clerk  is  to  post  up  the  list ;  it  does  not 
say  in  a  public,  conspicuous  place,  or  to  keep  it  posted  up. 
He  may,  in  strict  compliance  with  this  law,  post  it 
up  behind  his  door,  under  his  desk,  in  any  place 
not  conspicuous,  where  it  cannot  be  seen  at  all,  and 
he  may  keep  it  posted  up  for  only  five  minutes 
in  strict  compliance  with  the  law.  Surely  that  is  not  the 
kind  of  publication  the  hon.  gentleman  contemplates,  or 
which  ought  to  be  given  to  documents  of  this  kind.  In 
England  it  is  not  published  in  the  office  but  on  the  door  or 
in  some  conspicuous  place  near  the  door,  so  that  if  the 
elector  cannot  attend  during  the  official  hours  he  can  still 
see  the  list,  or  the  notice  of  its  revision,  or  any  other 
notice  required  to  be  given  under  the  English  electoral 
law.  In  order  that  the  people  may  have  the  fullest  pos¬ 
sible  information,  the  English  law  requires  that  every  church 
and  public  chapel  in  every  parish  or  township,  every  place 
of  public  worship  that  belongs  to  the  Established  Church  or 
any  dissenting  body  shall  be  utilised  as  places  where  these 
notices  of  revision  and  of  the  voters’  lists  shall  be  published, 
and  they  are  required  to  be  posted  up  at  certain  other 
places  as  well ;  and  in  another  clause  publication  is  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  a  newspaper  in  each  county.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  desires  the  kind  of  publication  that  the 
people  have  fairly  a  right  to  demand  at  his  hands,  now  that 
he  is  inaugurating  a  new  system  for  tho  preparation  and 
the  revision  of  the  voters’  lists,  he  should  provide  that  not 
only  the  clerk  of  the  municipality  should  post  up  and  keep 
posted  up  the  notices  in  a  public  and  conspicuous  place  on 
or  near  the  door  of  his  office,  but  he  ought  to  provide  also 
that  a  copy  of  the  list  should  be  sent  to  every  teacher  in  the 
electoral  district  and  every  church  in  the  electoral  district, 
so  that  the  lists  might  be  posted  up  at  the  church  doors  and 
the  school-house  doors - 

Mr.  BOWELL.  And  the  pulpit. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  That  might  not  do  the  hon.  gentleman 
much  good.  He,  perhaps,  does  not  go  near  the  pulpit  very 
often. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  You  never  should  judge  others  by 
yourself. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  am  arguing  this  matter  in  a  sensible 
way,  and  not  as  a  joke. 
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Mr.  BOWELL.  Has  there  ever  been  any  difficulty  in 
regard  to  the  point  the  hon.  gentleman  is  now  discussing,  in 
Ontario  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  No ;  but  it  is  very  different. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  This  is  not  half  so  expensive. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  say  it  is  very  different,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  know  anything  about  tho  Bill  if  he  says 
it  is  not.  Under  this  law,  the  only  publication  required  is 
by  the  clerks  of  the  municipality  and  the  postmasters  in  the 
electoral  districts,  but  the  clerk  of  the  township  is  not  bound 
to  keep  it  posted  for  five  minutes.  The  hon.  gentleman’s 
remark  in  reference  to  putting  it  up  in  the  pulpits  is  a  small 
joke  which  is  not  worthy  of  discussion. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  You  are  turning  the  whole  thing  into 
ridicule,  for  the  sake  of  your  audience. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  If  the  Government  desire  to  have  a 
proper  publication,  let  them  adopt  the  English  law  on  the 
subject,  or  let  them  send  these  documents  to  the  public 
officials  who  are  recognised,  especially  in  Ontario,  and  let 
these  documents  be  posted  where  the  public  can  have 
access  to  them  at  all  hours  of  the  day.  Hon.  gentlemen 
have  adopted  a  system  which  will  work  admirably  in  the 
interests  of  the  party,  but  it  is  not  a  fair  system.  Under 
the  English  law,  these  documents  must  be  posted  in  a  con¬ 
spicuous  and  public  place,  and  must  be  kept  so  published, 
and,  if  they  are  mutilated  or  torn  down,  maliciously  or 
otherwise,  the  official  charged  with  the  duty  of  posting 
them,  is  bound  to  post  them  up  again,  and,  if  any  one 
improperly  removes  them,  he  is  liable  to  a  penalty.  This 
Bill  provides  no  such  guarantees  or  protection  for  the 
people.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  always  the 
Conservative  committee  to  look  after  their  interest.  They 
have  the  revising  barrister,  who  is  the  nominee  of  the 
Crown,  and  they  have  the  constable  and  the  clerk,  who 
will  be  party  men.  These  three  men  are  always  there, 
charged  with  looking  after  the  interests  of  the  Conservative 
party.  Those  opposed  to  the  Government  have  no  safety 
or  protection,  and  any  amount  of  fraud  can  be  perpe¬ 
trated  under  the  Bill  as  it  Btands.  The  list  may  be  revised 
without  the  public  knowing  anything  about  it,  for  it  is  not 
necessary  to  post  it  up  more  than  a  few  minutes.  The 
leader  of  the  Government  invited  amendments  and  sug¬ 
gestions  in  reference  to  the  Bill,  and  yet,  when  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  first  possible  consequence  to  the  purity  of 
elections  and  to  the  public  at  large  are  suggested,  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  not  pay  the  slightest  attention  to  them. 
From  beginning  to  end  he  has  made  no  amendment 
designed  to  protect  the  public  interest,  but  simply  those  in 
favor  of  his  own  party.  I  have  been  surprised  at  the  way 
in  which  he  has  treated  amendments  coming  from  this  side, 
while  professing  a  desire  to  deal  fairly  by  his  political  op¬ 
ponents.  The  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  utilise  the  local 
machinery  for  publishing  the  lists  as  well  as  in  other  par¬ 
ticulars.  There  is  no  difficulty  in  calling  upon  the  town¬ 
ship  clerk,  the  sheriff,  the  county  warden,  every  official  who 
derives  his  authority  from  the  Local  Government,  to 
give  the  necessary  publication  to  these  documents. 
The  hon.  gentleman  pretended  that  these  local  officers  were 
partisans,  and  were  elected  on  political  lines,  therefore  it 
was  not  safe  to  entrust  the  publication  of  these  lists  with 
the  local  officers.  But  how  did  the  hon.  gentleman 
undertake  to  remove  the  partisan  character  of  these 
officials  with  respect  to  their  dealings  with  the  voters’ 
lists  ?  By  the  First  Minister  himself  appointing  a 
revising  officer,  who  everybody  knows  will  be  of  one 
political  stripe,  and  by  permitting  him  to  appoint  a 
clerk  and  constable  who  will  be  of  the  same  political  stripe. 


I  daresay  that  in  some  localities  the  local  officers  may  be 
partisans,  but  there  is  always  a  check  upon  them.  Even  in 
the  discharge  of  so  small  a  duty  as  this,  they  are  amenable 
to  tho  people,  because  they  are  appointed  by  the  local 
authorities  who  derive  their  authority  directly  from  the 
people,  to  whom,  every  year,  they  have  to  give  an  account 
of  their  stewardship.  But  wo  have  no  such  guarantee  fog 
the  impartial  conduct  of  tho  rovising  officer.  The  official 
that  is  appointed  under  this  Bill  is  not  removable  except 
by  an  address  of  the  House  of  Commons.  He  is  responsible 
only  to  the  First  Minister,  he  holds  his  office  during 
life,  and,  worst  of  all,  he  is  a  partisan,  and  likely 
to  be  a  partisan  of  the  worst  kind.  Therefore,  to 
tell  us  that  it  is  not  safe  to  trust  the  publication  of  the 
voters’  lists  the  duties  that  are  imposed  upon  revising 
officers,  to  the  local  authorities,  is  an  insult  to  the  people  of 
this  country  that  I  trust  they  will  not  submit  to.  We  were 
told,  also,  that  complaints  were  made  of  the  partisan  conduct 
of  the  local  authorities,  and  that  in  one  Province  the  law 
was  changed  because  the  local  officers,  charged  with  the 
administration  of  these  duties,  wore  partisans,  and  the  public 
interest  was  not  safe  in  their  hands.  Sir,  when  that  propo¬ 
sition  was  submitted  to  Parliament,  did  the  Conservative 
members  propose  that  you  remedy  that  evil  by  charging  the 
Administration  of  the  country  with  tho  appointment  of 
officials  to  prepare  the  voters’  lists  and  in  whom  certain 
other  powers  and  authorities  are  vested  by  Parliament  ? 
Sir,  nobody  ever  proposed  such  a  thing.  In  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  where  a  new  electoral  law  was  passod  daring  the 
last  Session  of  tho  Local  Legislature,  did  the  Conservative 
party  insist  upon  the  Government  assuming  the  power  of 
appointing  these  officers  ?  No  one  ever  suggested  such  a 
thing  as  that.  No  man,  up  to  the  present  time,  has  ever 
suggested  that  the  local  officers  were  so  partisan  in  their 
character  that  it  was  unsafe  to  leave  the  preparation  of  the 
voters’  lists  and  the  publication  of  tho  notices  in  their  hand'3 ; 
and  it  is  only  after  eighteen  years  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  suddenly  aroused  himself  to  a  sense  of  his  duty 
to  the  people,  and  that,  on  account  of  the  partisan 
character  of  these  officials,  he  must  take  their 
appointment  into  his  own  hands.  I  have  pointed  out  that 
under  the  first  clause  of  this  section,  even  with  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  my  hon.  friend  from  West  Middlesex  (Mr. 
Cameron),  the  hon.  gentleman  still  leaves  it  in  the  hands  of 
this  revising  officer  to  exact  from  any  candidate  who  is 
running  for  Parliament,  an  exorbitant  sum  of  money  for 
the  necessary  number  of  voters’  lists  to  serve  his  purpose  in 
canvassing  the  constituency.  The  revising  officer,  more* 
over,  is  not  bound  to  give  any  notice  at  all  of  the  publica¬ 
tion  of  the  list.  If  he  posts  it  up,  and  it  is  torn  down  five 
minutes  afterwards,  he  is  not  bound  to  put  it  up  again,  and 
there  is  no  penalty  imposed  for  not  keeping  it  up.  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  desires  tho  public  interest,  if  he  desires  fair 
play  to  be  meted  out  to  both  parties,  he  ought  to  accept  the 
amendment  providing  still  further  that  a  sufficient  number 
of  these  lists  shall  be  published,  and  that  the  officials  shall 
not  only  stick  them  up  in  public  places,  but  shall  keep  them 
stuck  up  during  the  whole  period  between  the  first  publica¬ 
tion  and  the  day  fixed  for  the  preliminary  revision  of  the 
voters’  lists. 

Mr.  WELDON.  With  regard  to  that  I  suggest  that 
there  ought  to  be  a  limitation  as  to  the  number  of  copies, 
say  not  less  than  200  should  be  printed.  I  think  there  is  a 
difficulty  with  regard  to  the  list  that  is  to  be  posted  up  by 
the  revising  officer.  The  clause  says  that  it  shall  be  posted 
up  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  or  other  corresponding  officer 
of  6ach  municipal  or  parochial  division  in  the  electoral 
district.  Now,  in  New  Brunswick  we  have  no  officers  cor¬ 
responding  to  that.  We  have,  it  is  lino,  a  nominated 
parish  clerk,  but  he  has  no  office,  and  the  question  arises, 
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where  is  the  list  to  he  posted  up.  It  is  provided  by  the 
15th  section  that  where  you  object  to  a  person’s  name  you 
have  got  a  right  to  write  opposite  to  the  copy  posted  up  iu 
the  office,  the  words  “objected  to”  ;  that  in  addition,  you 
have  not  merely  to  give  notice,  but  you  have  to  sustain 
your  objection  by  inserting  opposite  the  party’s  name,  the 
word  “objected,”  on  the  list,  which  is  in  the  office  of  the 
clerk.  Now,  this  is  a  very  important  matter.  In  our  own 
Province  we  have  no  individual  who  occupies  such  an  office 
as  is  here  contemplated ;  there  is  no  public  office  within  the 
parish  where  such  a  list  could  be  posted  up.  Then  again, 
the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  has  pointed 
out  that  the  parish  clerk  or  revising  officer  is  not  bound  to 
maintain  that  list,  or  be  under  obligation  to  let  parties  go 
there  to  make  objection.  It  seems  to  me  that  there  ought  to 
be  some  such  mode  as  we  have  at  present  in  New  Brunswick, 
that  the  list  should  be  posted  in  three  public  places  in  the 
parish  where  persons  could  have  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
the  names  that  are  on  it.  Under  this  Bill,  the  list  is  to 
remain  in  the  office  of  an  individual  who  is  not  amenable 
to  the  people.  He  is  subject  to  no  penalty  if  he  neglects 
his  duty.  Then,  with  regard  to  copies,  we  ought  to  have 
a  pi’ovision  that  a  sufficient  number  shall  be  printed.  It  is 
all  important  that  full  information  should  be  given,  and 
that  it  should  be  furnished  to  the  different  parties  by  the 
most  suitable  officers.  The  First  Minister  suggests  that 
the  clerk  of  the  muncipality  or  town  should  be  the  officer. 
We,  in  New  Brunswick,  have  corresponding  officers  m  the 
parish  clerks.  The  great  difficulty  is,  that  those  persons 
are  merely  nominal  officers  and  take  no  interest  in  such 
matters.  I  would  suggest,  that  in  our  Province,  the  com¬ 
missioner  of  civil  courts,  who  exercises  jurisdiction  over 
civil  cases  within  the  parish,  should  act.  He  would  be  more 
accessible  to  the  public,  and  there  would  be  greater  facility 
for  obtaining  information  from  him  than  from  parish  clerks. 
The  number  of  copies  proposed  is  entirely  too  small.  The 
sheriff  of  a  large  district  is  only  to  receive  two  copies.  In 
some  parishes  there  are  more  than  thi’ee  polling  districts. 
There  should  be  at  least  a  sufficient  number  for  each  polling 
district.  With  respect  to  the  notice  :  there  is  no  provision 
made  to  prevent  tho  notico  being  pulled  down  half  an  hour 
after  it  has  been  posted  up.  This  might  bo  done  by  either 
accident  or  design,  and  names  that  should  have  been  struck 
off  might  thereby  be  retained.  The  officer  appointed  should 
be  responsible  for  seeing  that  the  notice  is  kept  posted 
during  the  proper  time.  Copies  of  tho  primary  list  should 
be  distributed  to  parties  applying.  The  expense  will  be 
comparatively  small  compared  with  other  expenses,  and  the 
proposed  arrangement,  about  6  cents,  is  really  a  tax  upon 
the  electors  and  tho  parties  interested. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  important  to  consider  what  the  list 
is  that  it  is  proposed  to  print  and  publish  in  the  manner 
described  in  this  section  as  amended.  It  is  stated  in  the 
Bill  that  this  will  be  found  in  a  schedule.  I  turn  to  a 
schedule  and  find  a  form  given,  which  provides  for  ascer¬ 
taining  the  nature  of  the  qualification,  the  municipality  or 
place  where  the  qualification  is  situated,  and  so  on.  All 
this  is  given  on  page  29  in  the  schedule  attached  to  this 
Act.  If  this  voters’  list  is  printed  according  to  the  schedule, 
why  doo3  not  the  First  Minister  provide  that  the  list  shall 
be  divided,  instead  of  being  allowed  to  remain  in  munici¬ 
palities,  which  in  Ontario  may  mean  a  city,  town  or  village. 
How  is  the  party  who  wishes  to  inspect  the  list,  who  is 
desirous  of  seeing  whether  the  parties  entitled  to  vote  have 
their  names  on  the  list  or  not,  in  the  case  of  a  large  electoral 
district  like  Ottawa  or  Toronto,  if  the  whole  district  is 
included  in  one  list  ?  Surely,  if  the  revising  officer  is 
required  to  put  down  the  property  on  which  each  party 
resides,  he  can  put  them  in  the  particular  local  munici¬ 
pality  in  which  they  reside,  in  which  case  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  or  inconvenience.  The  greater 
Mr.  Weldon. 


number  of  names  comprehended  in  the  list,  the  more 
difficulty  there  will  be  in  determining  whether  the 
list  is  complete  or  not ;  but  if  the  list  were  segre¬ 
gated  into  proper  divisions,  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  determining  whether  the  names  of  parties  with  whom 
you  are  acquainted  in  particular  localities,  and  whose  names 
ought  to  be  put  on  the  voters’  list,  were  really  on  the  list 
or  not.  It  seems  to  me  it  should  be  provided  that  the  voters’ 
list  should  be  put  up  for  each  separate  town,  township  or 
village  in  the  different  municipalities,  and  in  the  case  of 
cities,  in  each  electoral  subdivision,  in  order  that  there 
may  be  no  difficulty  in  inspecting  it.  The  list  is  for  tho 
purpose  of  enabling  tho  various  parties  to  see  whether  it  is 
complete  or  not,  and  if  there  are  defects  to  correot  them 
with  facility,  and  anything  which  makes  that  process  easy, 
it  is  desirable  to  adopt.  I  trust  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
see  his  way  to  an  amendment  in  this  direction,  in  order  that 
we  may  not  defeat  the  whole  object  of  the  publication,  by 
embracing  tho  whole  municipality  on  one  list,  when  it  may 
include  three  or  four  electoral  divisions,  as  in  tho  case  of 
the  city  of  Toronto,  where,  unless  such  a  change  is  made, 
it  will  be  necessary  to  go  through  several  thousand  names 
for  the  purpose  of  seeing  whose  names  have  been  improper¬ 
ly  put  on  or  left  off.  I  say  it  is  not  a  desirable  thing,  and 
certainly,  while  the  hon.  gentloman  may  protract  the  dis¬ 
cussion  upon  the  Bill,  he  can  gain  nothing  by  keeping  it 
imperfect  in  that  particular. 

Mr.  VAIL.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  provision  is  not  at 
all  suited  to  the  Province  of  Nova  Scotia.  In  several  of  the 
counties  of  Nova  Scotia  wo  have  not  more  than  two  muni¬ 
cipalities,  and  if  the  list  is  only  to  be  posted  in  tho  office  of 
the  clerk  of  the  peace,  those  in  the  more  remote  polling 
districts  would  have  to  come  at  least  fifty  miles  to  inspect 
it,  in  order  to  see  whether  their  names  are  on  the  list,  and 
to  attend  at  the  proper  time  to  have  them  put  on  if  they 
are  omitted.  In  Digby,  we  have  two  municipalities,  and 
the  shire  town  is  in  one  end  of  the  county,  and  one  polling 
district  is  at  least  fifty  miles  away.  The  difficulty  would 
be  met  very  easily  by  the  revising  officer  being  oblige  1  t> 
post  up  the  list  in  each  polling  district  the  same  as  is  done 
with  regard  to  Prince  Edward  Island.  Take,  for  instance, 
the  county  of  Halifax,  which,  outsile  of  the  city,  is  oue 
municipality.  The  clerk  of  the  municipality  resides  in 
Halifax,  and  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  it  is  from  seventy-five  to 
ninety  miles  from  Halifax  to  the  county  line.  Surely  it 
could  hardly  be  expected  that  men  would  go  that  distance 
to  find  out  whether  names  have  been  improperly  put  on  or 
left  off. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Move. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness).  My  hon.  friend  from 
Digby  is  very  much  mistaken  with  regard  to  the  publica¬ 
tion  of  the  lists  provided  for  by  the  Bill.  It  is  much  more 
extensive  than  the  publication  of  the  preliminary  list  as 
provided  by  the  law  of  Nova  Scotia.  By  the  13th  section 
of  this  Act,  copies  of  the  list  are  to  be  sent,  not  only  to  the 
clerk  of  the  municipality,  but  to  the  sheriff,  the  warden,  the 
mayor,  the  clerk  of  the  peace  and  other  officers,  and  section 
14  provides  that  two  copies  shall  be  sent  to  each  postmaster 
in  the  municipality.  By  the  provisions  of  these  two  sec¬ 
tions  the  publication  would  be  much  more  extensive  than 
that  provided  by  the  law  of  Nova  Scotia.  In  the  electoral 
district  in  which  I  reside  there  would  be  no  less  than  four¬ 
teen  copies  posted  up,  while  the  law  of  Nova  Scotia  only 
provides  for  three.  The  great  objection  urged  against 
this  Bill  up  to  this  time  has  been  its  expensiveness ; 
but  I  observe  that  my  hon.  friends  opposite  are 
determined  to  make  it  as  expensive  as  possible.  The 
publication  of  the  preliminary  lists  is  certainly  as 
extensive  as  any  reasonable  person  should  desire,  but 
they  are  insisting  on  having  such  a  publication  as  would 
make  it  very  expensive  to  the  Dominion,  and  they  com- 
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plain  with  very  little  reason  that  they  themselves  will  be 
put  to  a  great  deal  of  expense.  In  the  Province  of  Nova 
Scotia  there  is  no  provision  made  for  lists  being  provided  to 
either  the  representatives  in  Parliament  or  their  opponents. 
At  any  time  he  requires  a  list  for  the  purpose  of  having  it 
properly  revised  by  the  revising  officer,  I  have  never 
heard  of  any  gentleman  complain  that  he  had  to  pay  the 
usual  compensation  for  having  the  list  made  up  for  him.  I 
do  hope  my  hon.  friends  opposite  will  bo  satisfied  with  the 
publicity  given  by  this  Bill.  At  any  rate,  I  think  every 
representative  from  Nova  Scotia  should  be  satisfied. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  say  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  spoken,  that  the  position 
he  describes  is  totally  different  from  the  existing  state 
of  things  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  Our  only 
security  against  the  very  extraordinary  and  extrava¬ 
gant  powers  which  are  given  to  certain  Government 
nominees  under  this  Bill  is  that  full  publicity  should 
be  obtained.  I  believe  the  county  judges  will  act  with 
reasonable  fairness  and  justice  ;  but  in  the  revising  barris¬ 
ters  I  have  no  confidence  whatever ;  I  look  upon  them  as 
being  likely  to  act  in  the  most  partisan  manner  ;  I  have  not 
the  laintest  belief  that  they  will  be  anything  but  the  most 
unscrupulous  partisans  ;  and  we  are  bound  to  insure  the 
only  possible  check  that  can  be  put  upon  them,  that  is,  that 
the  utmost  publicity  is  given  to  the  lists.  In  Ontario — Ido 
not  know  what  is  the  case  in  the  other  Provinces — when¬ 
ever  tho  lists  are  completed,  not  only  are  10  copies  sent  to 
members  of  Parliament,  but  every  candidate  at  any  election 
to  the  House  of  Commons  receives  10  copies  also,  and  each 
township  and  each  sub-division  is  clearly  defined  ;  so  that 
every  opportunity  is  given  for  the  detection  of  any 
omission  or  of  any  person  being  improperly  put  on.  Tho 
publicity  would  give  ns  at  least  one  facility  for 
detecting  the  improper  addition  or  omission  of  names. 
In  addition  to  the  suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
St.  John  (Mr.  Weldon)  that  the  revising  officer  should  be 
compelled  to  print  at  least  200  copies,  I  think  we  should  do 
very  well  to  imitate  the  example  of  the  Ontario  law,  and 
insist  that  a  larger  number  of  copies  than  two — ten  is  little 
enough — should  be  sent  to  all  the  candidates  as  well  as  to 
members  of  Parliament,  and  besides  that  the  list  should  be 
divided  into  sub-divisions.  There  is  very  great  foi’ce  in  the 
objection  made  by  my  hon.  friend  behind  me  that  the  rate 
of  six  cents  for  ten  names  is  outrageous.  The  English  rate, 
as  pointed  out,  is  a  great  deal  less,  and  the  very  highest 
rate  I  think  that  ought  to  be  allowed  to  be  charged,  if  any 
is  charged,  would  be  ten  cents  per  100  names. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  accept  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John  (Mr.  Weldon). 

Amendment  to  amendment  (Mr.  Weldon)  agreed  to. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Cameron  (Middlesex)  agreed  to. 

Mr.  INNES.  As  the  hon.  First  Minister  has  accepted 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Middlesex,  as 
well  as  that  of  tho  hon.  member  for  St.  John,  perhaps  he 
will  accept  the  one  I  propose  to  move  with  reference  to  the 
distribution  of  the  voters’  lists.  The  clause  provides  that, 
in  addition  to  the  sheriff  and  warden,  the  mayor,  the  clerk 
of  the  peace,  and  other  municipal  officers,  two  copies 
should  be  furnished  to  each  member  of  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons.  As  several  hon.  gentlemen  have  pointed  out,  that 
number  is  practically  useless.  I  propose  to  recommend 
that  ten  copies  at  least  should  be  furnished  not  only  to  each 
member  of  the  House  of  Commons  but  to  each  member  of 
the  Local  Legislature  and  to  each  candidate  for  whom  votes 
were  cast  at  the  last  election,  The  hon.  member  for  West 
Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  has  pointed  out  how  expensive  it 
would  be  to  pay  for  copies.  Even  the  number  that  I  have 
proposed  we  should  receive,  ten  copies  each,  is  too  small, 
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but  still  it  would  mitigate  the  evil.  I  would  also  propose 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  a  wider  distribution,  copies  of 
the  list  should  be  placed  in  the  schools  of  every  school  sec¬ 
tion.  This  is  also  a  clause  that  is  in  force  in  the  Ontario 
Act  and  which  has  answered  the  purpose  admirably.  We 
know  that  there  is  a  school  in  every  school  section,  and 
that  no  voter  is  far  from  these  schools,  so  that  he  will  have 
every  opportunity  of  examining  the  lists  if  he  chooses,  with 
very  little  inconvenience  and  loss  of  time.  I  would  there¬ 
fore  move : 

That  the  worda  “registered  letters”  be  added  after  the  word 
“  mailing,  ’’line  47,  pagelO;  and  that  the  following  words  be  added  after 
the  word  “district”  in  line  49,  page  10:  And  the  member  or  members 
of  the  Provincial  Legislature  for  the  said  electoral  district  or  any  part 
thereof,  and  to  every  candidate  to  whom  votes  were  given  at  the  last 
election  of  members  for  the  House  of  Commons  for  said  electoral  district 
and  at  the  last  elections  of  members  of  the  Provincial  Legislature  of 
said  electoral  district  or  any  part  thereof,  and  to  the  reeve  or  other 
chief  officer  of  such  municipality,  10  copies  each  ;  and  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  words  be  added  after  the  word  “  district,”  in  line  65  page  10 :  And 
to  every  justice  of  the  peace  in  the  electoral  district,  and  the  head 
master  or  masters  of  every  public  and  separate  school  in  said  electoral 
district,  and  to  the  aldermen  and  councillors  of  each  municipality. 

This  will  tend  to  the  wider  distribution  of  the  lists,  and  be 
a  groat  convenience,  not  only  to  members  of  both  sides,  but 
also  to  electors  generally. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mi*.  HICKEY.  I  think  that  the  amendment  I  have  in 
my  hand  will  add  to  the  distribution  already  provided  for 
in  the  Bill  and  make  it  sufficiently  extensive.  I  propose 
that  clause  13  bo  amended  by  adding  the  words  “aldermen 
or  councillors  ”  after  the  word  “  mayor,  ”  in  the  48th  line, 
and  the  word  “  councillors  ”  after  tho  word  “  reeve  ”  in 
the  52nd  line. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  accept  that, 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  understood  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  to  have  made  an  amendment  that  not  less  than  200 
copies  should  be  printed.  Of  course  if  they  are  printed,  they 
may  as  woll  be  distributed,  and  I  was  wondering  whether 
the  hon.  gentleman  had  gone  into  his  calculation  as  to 
whether  the  distribution  he  had  provided  for  would  consume 
these  200. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Copies  of  the  list  may  be 
procured  by  any  person  on  application  to  the  revising  officer, 
so  that  he  must  keep  a  certain  number  on  hand.  This  is  of 
course  only  a  preliminary  list,  and  has  no  analogy  to  tho 
voters’  list  distributed  in  Ontario,  which  are  the  revised 
lists. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Will  the  copies  to  be  obtained  from 
the  revising  barrister  be  charged  for  at  the  rate  of  6  cents 
per  ten  names,  the  rate  fixed  in  the  16th  section. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  section  says :  “  If 
printed,  they  will  be  furnished  at  the  cost  of  printing.’’ 
There  will  be  200  printed  at  least,  but  I  left  the  clause  in  to 
meet  the  very  improbable  contingency  of  the  200  running 
out,  in  which  case  of  course  the  applicants  will  have  to  pay 
for  the  additional  copies  at  that  rate. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  hon.  gentleman  provides  the 
same  number  of  copies  for  an  entire  riding  that  the  Ontario 
Act  provides  for  a  single  township.  As  the  hon.  member 
for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cai’twright)  remarked  it  is  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  publicity  should  be  given  to 
those  voters’  lists.  Though  this  Bill  seems  to  be  treated 
in  the  House  as  a  measure  which  primarily  should 
advance  the  interests  of  a  party,  nevertheless  the 
Bill  is  one  that  affects  the  interests  of  the  people. 
We  should  give  the  utmost  publicity  to  the  lists  and  every¬ 
thing  pertaining  to  their  preparation,  It  has  been  pro- 
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vided  that  these  lists  shall  be  printed.  That  involves  the 
cost  of  composition,  no  matter  how  many  are  printed.  The 
cost  of  the  composition  is  assumed  by  the  Government,  and 
the  multiplication  of  the  lists  afterwards  is  a  very  small 
matter,  simply  involving  the  press  work  and  the  cost  of  the 
paper.  It  is  just  as  well  to  print  1,000  or  2,000  copies  as  to 
print  200.  In  my  riding  there  are  six  municipalities,  and 
1,200  copies  are  printed  under  the  Ontario  Act — 200  for 
each  municipality.  The  hon.  gentleman  provides  for  print¬ 
ing  not  less  than  200  copies.  The  cost  of  multiplying  them 
would  not  be  more  than  25  cents  per  copy.  Under  the 
English  Act,  6  and  7  Victoria,  chapter  18,  copies  of  the 
alphabetical  list  were  to  be  delivered  to  anyone  who  applied 
on  payment  of  a  certain  fee,  which  at  that  time,  1843,  was 
Is.  for  1,000  names,  2s.  6d.  up  to  3,000,  5s.  up  to  6,000,  7s. 
6d.  up  to  9,000,  and  10s.  above  that  number.  By  41 
and  42  Victoria,  chapter  26,  more  efficient  provision  was 
made  in  regard  to  the  posting  of  these  lists.  They  were  to 
be  posted  and  kept  posted  in  some  conspicuous  position  in 
the  post  offices  and  telegraph  offices,  as  well  as  in  the 
municipal  or  parochial  offices.  This  Bill  does  not  pro¬ 
vide  that  these  notices  shall  be  kept  posted,  but 
only  that  they  shall  be  posted.  The  Voters’  List  Act  of 
Ontario  is  much  more  liberal  than  this  Bill.  It  provides 
that  at  least  200  copies  shall  be  printed,  one  of  which 
shall  be  kept  posted,  and  two  copies  of  which  shall 
be  sent  to  every  municipal  councillor,  the  treasurer  of  the 
municipality,  the  sheriff,  clerk  of  the  peace,  every  post¬ 
master,  and  every  master  or  mistress  of  a  separate 
school,  and  ten  of  which  shall  be  sent  to  the  member 
for  the  constituency  and  every  candidate  at  the  last  election, 
and  the  reeve ;  and  provision  is  made  that  each  of  these 
persons  shall  keep  these  lists  posted.  Thus  the  utmost 
pains  are  taken  to  secure  publicity,  but  this  Act  is  deficient 
in  this  respect.  If  we  are  to  incur  the  expense  of  having 
separate  voters’  lists  for  Dominion  elections,  and  the 
expense  of  revising  barristers,  bailiffs,  clerks  and  consta¬ 
bles,  we  should  at  least  be  liberal  in  the  matter  of  furnish¬ 
ing  the  public  with  the  means  of  ascertaining  whose  names 
are  upon  the  the  voters’  lists.  We  should  not  save  at  the 
spigot  and  waste  at  the  bunghole.  The  voters’  list  should 
be  published  for  each  separate  municipality,  for  the  confu¬ 
sion  which  this  Bill  will  create  in  any  case  will  be  added  to 
if  these  lists  embrace  the  whole  of  an  electoral  division. 
We  should  afford  the  utmost  facilities  for  the  examination 
of  these  lists,  and  I  believe  we  ought  to  publish  at  least  as 
many  as  are  provided  for  under  the  Ontario  law.  This  is 
a  matter  of  such  importance  that  I  ask  the  First  Minister 
to  give  it  his  candid  consideration.  The  Bill  is  objection¬ 
able  in  itself,  but,  if  we  are  to  have  such  a  measure,  let  us 
make  it  as  little  objectionable  in  its  details  as  possible. 

Mr.  TROW.  I  think  the  First  Minister  should  be  a  little 
more  liberal  in  the  printing  and  distribution  of  those  lists. 
According  to  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Dun- 
das  (Mr.  Hickey)  each  municipal  councillor  shall  receive 
two  copies,  that  will  be  at  least  ten  for  each  municipality; 
two  for  the  clerk  of  the  Crown  ;  supposing  there  are  only 
two  candidates,  that  will  be  28.  On  an  average  there  are 
seven  municipalities  in  each  riding,  which  would  require 
seven  times  that  number  or  over  200,  to  say  nothing  of  the 
sheriffs  or  other  officials,  or  of  a  distribution  to  other  parties 
who  may  require  to  use  them.  I  think  the  First  Minister 
should  increase  the  number  by  50  or  100.  The  expense  of 
printing  this  additional  number  would  be  very  trifling 
indeed. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  sure  that  200  lists  will  not  be  suffi¬ 
cient  to  supply  many  of  the  electoral  divisions.  The  hon. 
gentleman  will  see  that  at  least  200  lists  will  be  required 
for  tbe  villages,  towns  and  townships,  and  this  will  mean 
140  or  150  lists  for  each  electoral  division.  These  lists, 
although  they  may  embrace  the  whole  of  the  electors  within 
Mr,  Charlton. 
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the  municipality,  will  have  to  cii’culate  over  the  entire  muni¬ 
cipality,  whereas  those  for  the  township,  apart  from  the 
candidates,  would  only  apply  to  the  officers  residing  within 
the  limits  of  the  township. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Hickey)  agreed  to. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  desire  to  propose  an  amendment  that  the 
list  shall  be  posted  in  as  many  places  as  possible,  and  in 
places  where  the  voters  will  be  sure  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  examining  them.  I  move  in  amendment  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  : 

That  after  the  word  “  parochial,”  in  the  46th  line,  the  words  :  In  one 
or  more  of  what  the  revising  officer  considers  the  most  public  place  or 
places  of  each  township,  parish  or  polling  district,  or  other  known  terri¬ 
torial  division  of  such  electoral  district. 

This  is  the  same  as  is  proposed  for  Prince  Edward  Island. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  effect  of  the  amendment  will  be  to 
make  about  the  same  number  of  publications  in  districts 
where  there  are  municipal  divisions,  as  is  provided  for  in 
districts  where  there  are  no  municipal  divisions.  It  puts 
them  both  on  a  par. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose  an  amendment 
— as  I  have  no  right  to  do  it  myself,  I  will  suppose  that  my 
hon.  friend  makes  it — that  the  45th  line  shall  read :  “  corre¬ 
sponding  officer  of  each  municipal,  parochial  or  other  known 
division.” 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  difficulty  is  that  there  are  no  officials 
of  these  sub-divisions.  There  is  no  division  of  the  county 
smaller  than  a  municipality,  which  has  an  officer  corres¬ 
ponding  to  the  clerk. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  are  to  be  two  copies 
sent  to  each  postmaster. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  provides  for 
those  counties  where  there  are  no  municipal  divisions, 
he  makes  the  identical  provision  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Digby  (Mr.  Vail)  suggests  with  reference  to  counties  where 
there  are  municipal  divisions. 

Mr.  VAIL.  We  have  only  two  townships  in  the  county 
of  Digby  ;  therefore  the  only  territorial  lines  would  be  the 
township  lines.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  at  once  that 
it  is  necessary  to  b9  mure  definite.  It  is  quito  true  that  the 
14th  clause  meets  the  case  to  a  certain  extent,  where  the 
revising  officer  is  to  send  these  lists  to  the  postmaster,  but 
they  may  be  torn  down  the  next  day,  and  there  is  no  pro¬ 
vision  for  keeping  them  up. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
read  in  the  14th  clause  : 

“Two  copies  of  the  said  list,  certified  as  aforesaid,  shall  be  mailed  to 
each  of  the  postmasters  in  the  electoral  district,  who  shall  forthwith, 
after  receiving  them,  post  up  one  of  them  in  a  conspicuous  place  in  his 
post  office,  where  the  said  list  shall  remain.” 

I  think  that  will  meet  the  case. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Vail)  negatived. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  The  amendment  I  have  to  pro¬ 
pose  is  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  access  on  the  part 
of  candidates  and  others  interested  to  the  voters’  lists  at  a 
reasonable  rate.  I  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
position  in  which  interested  parties  will  be  placed  under  the 
provisions  now  before  us.  The  clause  immediately  preced¬ 
ing  this  providos  that  the  revising  officer  shall  make  up  the 
voteis’  list  alphabetically  for  each  municipality.  The 
effect  of  this  is  that  the  first  list,  under  which  the  first  re- 
division  will  be  made,  will  be  for  the  whole  municipality. 
In  practice  no  doubt  the  first  list  will  be  the  one  most  closely 
scrutinised  by  those  interested  in  seeing  that  proper  parties 
are  on  it.  The  effect  of  having  those  large  lists  for  each 
municipality,  will  be  that  each  one  desiring  to  become 
acquainted  with  the  votes  in  a  particular  sub  division  will 
be  obliged  to  obtain  a  copy  of  the  voters’  list  for  the  whole 
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municipality.  That  will  cause  an  unnecessary  addition  to  [ 
the  number  of  names  required  to  be  printed ;  and  if  the 
names  were  printed  by  sub-divisions  the  voters’ 
lists  would  go  four  or  five  times  as  far  as  they 
will  under  the  present  arrangement.  I  hope  the  First 
Minister  will  reconsider  this  point.  The  post  office  distri¬ 
bution  will  not  cover  so  wide  a  field  as  the  First  Minister 
anticipates.  In  some  townships  and  municipalities,  from 
local  circumstances,  two-thirds  of  the  post  offices  are  out¬ 
side  the  boundaries  and  in  adjoining  townships.  Municipal 
boundaries  do  not  in  any  way  regulate  post  office  matters, 
and  although  the  lists  are  posted  up  in  the  various  post 
offices,  still  there  will  be  a  large  number  of  persons  who 
will  not  see  them.  Every  facility  should  be  provided  for 
enabling  the  public  to  see  those  lists,  as  many  of  those  who 
are  most  desirable  to  have  on  the  list  will  have  least  op¬ 
portunity  of  seeing  and  inspecting  the  names.  With  respect 
to  the  price  of  the  list  :  I  really  think  that  although  it  is 
fair  that  the  revising  officer,  or  the  public  treasury,  should 
be  protected  against  loss  in  supplying  the  lists,  it  is  hardly 
sufficient  protection  to  the  parties  requiring  copies  of  them, 
to  enable  him  to  charge  at  this  rate. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  only  if  it  is 
written. 

Mr.  BAIN.  Still  he  is  left  free  to  charge  for  them  at 
whatever  rates  may  be  involved  in  the  question  of  printing. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  will  be  the  cost  price 

Mr.  BAIN.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  cost  of  the  lists  will 
fall  upon  the  candidates,  and  I  understood  the  hon.  member 
for  East  Grey  to  say  last  night  that  the  lists  for  the  Legis¬ 
lative  Assembly  were  now  procurable  at  all  times  in  his 
riding  by  the  payment  of  not  more  than  20  cents  per  copy. 
In  England  they  cost  Is.  per  1,000  names,  which 
is  a  still  lower  rate.  In  my  own  riding,  which  may  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  an  average  one,  there  are  3,500  names  on  the  list, 
and  one  whole  copy  under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  will 
cost  $21,  while  in  England  it  would  be  less  than  $1,  being 
but  3s.  6d.  I  would  propose  that  these  printed  lists  should 
not  cost  more  than  10  cents  per  100  names,  which  would  be 
about  $3.50  for  a  complete  list  for  a  riding,  a  price  of  which 
no  one  could  complain.  We  know  as  a  matter  of  fact  that 
when  the  type  is  set  up  and  200  copies  are  struck  off,  the 
mere  printing  of  100  extra  copies  would  involve  but  a  small 
extra  cost,  and  I  think  it  is  in  the  public  interest  that  they 
should  be  furnished  at  as  reasonable  a  cost  as  possible. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Bain)  negatived, 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  notice  that,  while  postmast¬ 
ers  are  required  to  post  the  lists  they  receive  in  a  public 
and  conspicuous  place,  no  such  provision  applies  to  clerks. 
I  think  that  they  should  be  required  also  to  post  them  in  a 
place  where  the  public  could  have  access  to  them.  I  think 
also  that  the  First  Minister  should  adopt  the  English  sys¬ 
tem  by  providing  that  in  case  the  list  is  torn  down,  acci¬ 
dentally  or  otherwise,  the  official  should  be  compelled  to 
replace  it  and  keep  it  up  the  prescribed  time. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  It  does  say  that  the  clerk  shall  keep  it 
posted  up. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  It  does  not  say  in  a  public  or  a  conspi¬ 
cuous  place, 

Mr.  DAYIES.  There  is  no  official  place  mentioned  where 
the  list  would  be  accessible  to  the  ordinary  voter,  and  where 
it  would  be  protected  from  being  destroyed  or  torn  down. 
The  law,  I  think,  would  be  complied  with  even  if  it  were 
posted  outside  of  a  building  or  on  a  fence.  I  would  there¬ 
fore  move  that  after  the  word  “  district,”  in  the  14th  line, 
the  following  words  be  inserted:  “  The  office  of  each  clerk 
and  assistant  clerk  of  the  county  court  in  each  district.” 
We  have  no  officers  corresponding  with  those  in  Provinces 
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where  there  are  municipalities ;  but  there  are  seven  of  these 
clerks  of  circuits  in  each  electoral  district,  and  their  offices 
are  open  to  the  public  for  certain  hours,  and  documents  are 
accustomed  to  be  posted  there. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  it  is  clear  enough 
as  it  is.  The  revising  officer  will  attend  to  that. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Still  it  is  entirely  in  his  discretion,  and  I 
cannot  see  what  possible  objection  there  can  be  to  requiring 
him  to  do  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  accepted  other 
reasonable  amendments,  and  I  think  he  will  not  deny  that 
this  is  a  reasonable  one.  He  does  not  know  these  localities 
to  which  I  refer  as  well  as  I  do,  and  I  should  think  that  he 
would  be  willing  to  accept  practical  suggestions  from  those 
who  do  know  the  circumstances  of  the  locality.  I  do  not 
think  there  would  be  anything  wrong  in  requiring  the 
revising  officer  to  publish  them  in  this  place.  It  is  what  was 
done  under  the  local  law. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Davies)  negatived. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  wish  to  enquire  what 
the  hon.  First  Minister  means  by  “  a  price  proportionately 
sufficient  to  cover  the  price  paid  for  printing  the  same.” 
It  appears  to  me  that  this  would  impose  an  unnecessary 
expense  on  the  candidate.  No  one  would  object  that  a 
reasonable  sum  to  defray  the  cost  of  printing  and 
paper  should  be  charged,  but  the  word  “  proportion¬ 
ately  ”  hardly  means  that.  It  means  that  if  an  addi¬ 
tional  number  of  copies  were  obtained,  the  cost  would 
be  divided  over  the  whole  number  of  copies  charged 
for,  while  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  cost 
of  printing  the  first  hundred  is  a  great  deal  more 
than  the  cost  of  the  second  or  third  hundred.  This  is  par¬ 
ticularly  important,  because  the  rate  of  6  cents  for  10 
names,  if  the  list  is  not  printed,  is  very  high.  We  shall 
probably  have  an  average  list  under  this  Bill  of  4,000  or 
5,000  names,  which  at  that  rate  would  cost  $24  or  $30.  Six 
cents  for  10  names  is  a  very  extravagant  rate,  judging  by 
the  average  price  paid  for  the  direction  of  pi’inted  matter 
here. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Six  cents  for  10  names  are 
only  charged  when  the  list  is  in  manuscript;  but  there  is  no 
chance  of  its  being  in  manuscript  if  there  are  a  sufficient 
number  printed.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  the  list 
is  not  a  mere  list  of  names ;  it  contains  also  a  description  of 
the  property  and  the  vote  ;  there  are  half  a  dozen  columns 
to  be  filled  up.  As  regards  the  printing,  this  phase  means 
that  anybody  can  get  the  list  at  cost  price. 

Mr.  MILLS.  “  A  price  proportionately  sufficient  to 
cover  the  price  paid  for  printing”  may  be  a  very  variable 
sum ;  it  may  be  five  times  as  much  in  one  locality  as  in 
another.  That  is  not  the  rule  adopted  in  the  English  law  ; 
there  a  fixed  sum  is  provided,  and  the  party  knows  what 
he  must  pay.  If  the  charge  made  for  printing  the  voters’ 
list  were  like  the  charges  made  for  some  other  Government 
printing  which  has  come  under  the  notice  of  the  Public  Ac¬ 
counts  Committee,  it  might  be  ten  times  what  it  is  worth. 
The  hon.  gentleman  may  pooh-pooh  the  statement,  but  we 
have  had  information  on  subjects  similar  to  this.  It  is  of 
some  consequence  that  there  should  be  a  fixed  sum 
charged,  so  that  every  candidate  and  every  citizen 
in  any  part  of  the  country  could  obtain  a  copy 
of  the  voters’  list  on  precisely  the  same  terms. 
Under  the  clause,  the  matter  is  left  to  some  local 
printer  to  whom  the  revising  officer  may  have  given  the 
contract  at  very  unreasonable  rates.  That  is  not  a  fair  con¬ 
dition  of  things ;  all  the  people  of  the  country  should  in  this 
respect  stand  upon  a  footing  of  exact  equality.  There 
should  be  no  more  paid  at  Yancouver  than  at  Toronto, 
Under  existing  facilities  it  would  be  possible  for  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  provide  that  the  printing  should  be  done  by 
stereotype  plates;  that  could  be  done  here  for  the  whole 
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Dominion,  and  there  would  be  no  trouble  in  printing  addi¬ 
tional  copies  when  they  were  required.  A  price  proportion¬ 
ately  sufficient  to  cover  the  price  paid  for  printing  is  alto¬ 
gether  too  indefinite  an  expression.  There  should  be  a  fixed 
sum. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  remark  of  the  hon.  First  Minister  that 
the  list  contained  a  description  of  the  title  as  well  as  the 
name  might  be  a  good  answer  for  raising  the  fixed  price 
per  hundred  names  suggested  by  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Wentworth  (Mr.  Bain),  but  it  was  no  answer  to  the 
proposition  that  a  fixed  price  of  some  kind  should  be  estab¬ 
lished.  I  do  not  suppose  that  in  the  central  districts  there 
would  be  a  great  deal  of  inconvenience  felt  from  the  word¬ 
ing  of  this  section,  because  printing  is  so  cheap  and  compe¬ 
tition  so  great  that  a  revising  officer  can  hardly  go  astray 
if  he  goes  to  any  of  the  leading  printing  establishments ;  but 
the  hon.  First  Minister  will  know,  if  he  consults  his  sup 
porters  from  outlying  districts,  that  the  prices  they  are 
compelled  to  pay  for  printing  of  this  kind  is  often  some¬ 
thing  enormous,  and  unless  there  is  some  restriction 
imposed,  the  wording  of  the  clause  as  it  stands  will  place 
candidates  in  outlying  districts  in  a  very  unfair  position.  I 
would  suggest  that  after  the  word  “  same  ”  in  the  eighth 
line  on  page  11,  the  words  should  be  added,  “  but  not  in 
any  case  to  exceed  12  cents  per  hundred  names.”  It  is  of 
no  use  to  pass  by  this  section  cavalierly,  because  the  expense 
is  going  to  be  very  serious.  If  12  cents  is  not  enough, 
make  it  14  or  15  cents,  or  whatever  is  enough ;  but  it  should 
not  be  left  for  a  printer  to  charge  what  he  likes.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  must  see  that  the  list  is  their  list  as 
well  as  ours ;  it  is  not  a  party  matter ;  there  should  be  some 
fixed  sum. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  charge  made  in  this  Bill  for  a  copy 
of  a  portion  of  the  list,  I  would  point  out  to  the  First 
Minister,  is  just  five  times  greater  than  the  cost  in 
England.  The  charge  is  at  the  rate  of  Is.  sterling  for  200 
names  or  6d.  sterling  for  100  names,  just  five  times 
less  than  the  charge  proposed  in  this  Bill  of  6  cents  for 
10  names.  This  is  an  extravagant  and  outrageous  charge. 
With  regard  to  the  printed  lists,  the  principal  cost  is  the 
cost  of  composition  ;  after  that  the  cost  of  obtaining  copies 
is  a  mere  trifle.  We  can  obtain  printed  copies  of  speeches 
in  this  House,  from  25  to  36  pages,  at  1  cent  a  copy.  This 
Bill  provides  for  the  distribution  of  from  150  to  175 
copies  in  an  entire  riding,  while  the  Ontario  Act  provides 
200  copies  for  each  township  or  about  1,200  copies  for  the 
riding.  I  urge  upon  the  consideration  of  the  Minister  that 
the  cost  of  increasing  the  number  of  copies  of  the  voters’ 
list  after  composition  is  so  small  as  to  render  it  almost  not 
worth  discussion  whether  there  be  200  or  2,000  for  each 
municipality.  The  cost  will  not  exceed  2  or  3  cents 
at  the  outside.  It  is  of  the  highest  degree  of  importance 
that  the  greatest  publicity  should  be  given  to  these  lists, 
and  a  reserve  supply  should  be  provided  sufficient  to  furn¬ 
ish  every  man  who  desires  a  list  with  one  at  a  small  charge, 
say  10  cents  a  copy,  which  would  more  than  compensate 
for  the  cost  of  printing. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  member  from  Prince  Edward 
Island  labored  under  a  mistake  when  he  said  no  party  con¬ 
sideration  was  involved  in  this  matter.  The  reasons  for 
objecting  to  any  amendment  to  this  clause,  as  regards  dis¬ 
tribution  and  the  cost  of  furnishing  copies,  are  distinctly 
party  reasons.  There  is  not  a  constituency  in  the  Dominion 
where  there  are  not  two  or  three  little  organs  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  some  slightly  prosperous  and  others  near  the  brink 
of  starvation,  and  the  Government  think  it  desirable  to  allow 
the  revising  officer  to  give  the  printing  to  whom  he  chooses, 
at  what  price  he  chooses.  Of  course,  under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  the  right  hon.  gentleman  cannot  be  expected  to 
change  this  provision  even  though  public  opinion  demands  a 
change. 

Mr.  Mills. 
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Mr.  EDGAR.  I  suppose  it  will  not  be  disputed  that  what 
is  desired  is  publicity  in  this  matter,  so  that  everybody 
may  have  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the  list  before  the  final 
revision.  The  Government  have  refused  to  adopt  the  Ontario 
system  of  a  free  distribution  of  a  sufficient  number  of  those 
lists  among  a  large  number  of  persons.  In  England  the 
system  is  adopted  of  distributing  copies  to  be  posted  up  at 
the  doors  of  churches  and  chapels  and  other  public  places 
for  distribution,  and  of  furnishing  copies  to  those  who  desire 
them  at  an  extremely  cheap  rate.  There  are  in  England 
two  classes  of  lists  quite  distinct.  The  one  is  the  general 
register  of  names  which  is  changed  every  year,  and  the 
other  is  a  smaller  list,  what  they  call  the  list  of  claimants 
which  is  made  up  before  the  revision  by  the  overseer  of  the 
parish  for  the  revising  barrister.  That  list  is  printed.  These 
are  made  out  by  the  overseers,  showing  the  names  of 
all  who  claim  to  be  added  to  the  register,  and  all  names  on 
the  register  which  are  objected  to,  and  those  which  the 
overseer  himself  thinks  ought  to  be  objected  to,  or  added,  or 
marked  dead.  These  smaller  lists  are  furnished  for  a  price 
of  6d.  for  a  hundred  names.  The  register  itself,  which  is 
more  analogous  to  these  lists  which  we  are  considering,  is 
furnished  at  a  mere  nominal  price — Is.  for  1,000  names 
2s.  6d.  up  to  3,000,  5s.  up  to  6,000,  7s.  6d.  up  to  9,000  and 
10s.  for  9,000  and  upwards.  Under  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  there  is  a  great  uncertainty  as  to  the  price  to  bo 
charged,  because  the  revising  barrister  will  not  know  how 
much  to  charge  the  first  applicant,  as  all  the  other  copies 
may  be  left  on  his  hands  and  he  is  to  charge  sufficient  to 
cover  the  cost.  There  should  be  some  provision  for  a 
specific  sum  per  copy  or  per  hundred  copies. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Davies)  negatived. 

Mr.  MILLS.  1  desire  to  move  in  amendment  that,  after 
the  word  “  same  ”  in  the  8th  line,  the  following  be  added : 

But  not  to  exceed  50  cents  for  each  copy  of  any  voters’  list  for  anv 
electoral  district. 

That  will  be  more  than  the  ordinary  cost  of  a  voters’  list. 
My  hon.  friend  beside  me  (Mr.  Weldon)  has  a  list  contain¬ 
ing  5,000  names  for  his  own  constituency  which  only  cost 
25  cents  a  copy.  This  would  be  a  maximum  price  which 
would  certainly  exceed  the  cost  of  printing  the  list  in  any 
ordinary  constituency,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  desires  to 
give  some  protection  against  improper  conduct  or  jobbery 
on  the  part  of  the  returning  officer  in  connection  with  a 
local  printer,  these  words  should  be  added. 

Mr.  WELDON;  In  reference  to  the  amendment  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  it  is  very  important 
that  a  price  should  bo  fixed,  because,  as  the  Bill  stands  at 
present,  the  revising  officer  can  charge  what  he  pleases,  and 
I  do  not  know  if  it  is  intended  that  the  charge  should  cover 
the  cost  of  the  copies  which  ho  is  bound  to  deliver  to  differ¬ 
ent  parties.  Our  lists  in  New  Brunswick  are  printed  in 
broad  sheets,  and  we  have  to  get  them  in  pamphlet  form  at 
our  own  exjjense.  I  have  a  pamphlet  here,  containing 
nearly  6,000  names,  which  costs  only  25  cents  a  copy.  It 
contains  68  pages,  and  the  price  is  $25  per  100.  The 
candidates  arrange  among  themselves  how  many  copies 
they  shall  have  printed,  and  we  get  them  at  a  very  low 
figure.  These  lists  could  be  printed  also  at  a  very  low 
figure,  and  it  should  not  be  left  to  the  revising  officer  to 
decide  on  the  price.  My  hon.  friend  from  Cardwell  (Mr. 
White)  will  know  that  after  the  first  hundred  is  printed  the 
rest  of  the  price  is  merely  nominal — not  much  more  than 
the  expense  of  the  paper. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  accept  the  propo¬ 
sition  ;  we  will  make  it  “  not  to  exceed  fifty  cents  per  copy.” 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  think  we  ought  to  define  that  to  mean  for 
each  electoral  district. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  only  one  list  to 
be  prepared.  There  can  be  no  doubt. 

Mr,  DAYIBS.  There  will  be  a  doubt  raised,  because, 
where  you  have  to  make  up  an  alphabetical  list  for  each 
township,  it  will  be  argued  that  this  means  fifty  cents  for 
each  township. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yery  well,  put  it  for  each 
electoral  district. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  do  not  know  whether  it 
would  be  desirable  to  give  instructions  to  the  revising  officer 
in  the  sense  of  an  amendment  I  have  prepared,  namely,  to 
add  to  the  end  of  the  clause  that  “  the  said  printed  list  should 
have  sufficient  margin  opposite  each  name  thereon  to  permit 
a  person  objecting  to  any  name  thereon  to  fulfil  the  requii’e- 
ment  mentioned  in  the  last  two  lines  of  section  15.”  A 
person  has  to  write  “  objected  to,”  and  his  name,  address 
and  occupation,  opposite  the  name  of  the  party  to  whom  he 
objects,  and  that  will  take  considerable  margin.  If  the 
revising  officer,  in  having  the  list  printed,  should  not  leave 
sufficient  margin  to  enable  a  person  to  fulfil  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  15,  objection  might  be  taken  to  it. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  You  are  cutting  your  amendments 
down  to  a  fine  thing  now. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  The  requirement  is  absolute  in  sec¬ 
tion  15  that  the  person  is  to  write  opposite  to  the  name  of  the 
party  objected  to,  besides  the  words  “  objected  to,”  his  own 
name,  address  and  occupation.  On  some  of  the  electoral 
lists  that  I  have  seen  it  would  be  impossible  to  write  these 
words. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  have  got  seven  elec¬ 
toral  lists,  one  for  every  one  of  my  townships,  and  in  not 
one  of  them  is  there  place  sufficient  for  these  words  to  be 
inserted  opposite  that  of  the  party  objected  to.  As  this 
marginal  note  is  to  form  the  basis  of  an  appeal,  it  is  very 
important  that  there  should  be  sufficient  margin  to  write 
the  words  as  required  in  section  15. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  presume  in  printing  those 
lists  that  ordinary  common  sense  will  govern  the  action  of 
the  revising  officer.  The  first  list  is  the  preliminary  list. 
It  is,  in  fact,  of  the  character  of  the  original  assessment 
roll  before  it  goes  through  the  Court  of  Revision, 
and  in  that  case  the  proper  course  for  the  revising  officer 
would  be  to  print  those  lists,  to  be  used  afterwards,  in 
galley  form,  the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  save  largely 
the  cost  of  making  up,  folding  and  stitching,  which  is, 
perhaps,  the  heaviest  part  of  the  cost  of  printing  an  ordi¬ 
nary  pamphlet. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  The  hon,  gentleman  does  not  see 
my  point.  It  is  provided  as  one  of  the  requirements 
that  the  name  and  address  shall  bo  written  opposite  each 
name  that  is  objected  to ;  and  if  owing  to  the  lack  of  margin 
there  is  not  sufficient  room  to  thus  enter  the  words  this 
objection  would  be  held  to  invalidate  the  claim. 

Mr.  CASEY.  There  is  no  provision  for  sending  copies  to 
parties  entitled  to  receive  them,  beyond  first  copies.  The 
remedy,  however,  I  think  is  to  be  found  in  amending  section 
15.  In  Ontario  the  judge  makes  the  corrections  on  one  of 
the  rough  lists,  as  does  the  revising  barrister  in  England. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness).  If  hon.  members  will  read 
section  15  they  will  find  it  contains  no  reference  to  printed 
voters’  lists.  (The  hon.  gentleman  read  the  section.) 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  The  bon.  gentleman  who  has 
just  spoken  is  in  error.  If  any  person  objects  to  the  name  of 
another  person  on  the  published  list  he  must  write  his  objec¬ 
tion  and  sign  his  name,  address  and  occupation  as  the  per¬ 
son  objecting  opposite  the  name  objected  to,  so  that  the 
party  shall  not  be  taken  unaware. 


Mr.  HESSON.  I  have  several  copies  of  voters’  lists  here, 
and  there  is  not  a  page  on  which  I  could  not  write  evei’y- 
thing  required  by  this  Bill. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  bear  in  mind 
that  this  is  a  statutory  power,  and  in  such  a  case  the  orders 
must  be  strictly  followed.  I  think  it  would  be  better  that 
this  amendment  should  be  held  over  until  we  discuss  the 
15th  section,  as  its  construction  will  largely  depend  on 
that  section.  It  is  provided  that  not  only  the  name  shall 
be  written  in  the  margin,  but  the  occupation,  address,  and 
so  on,  which  will  require  a  considerable  space,  and  besides, 
it  will  have  to  be  put  directly  off  or  else  questions  may 
arise  on  the  appeal.  We  should  remember  that  when 
statutory  conditions  of  this  kind  are  not  complied  with,  the 
appeal  falls  to  the  ground  as  the  courts  would  have  no  dis¬ 
cretion. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  It  seems  to  me  that  there  is  a  good 
deal  of  hair  splitting  in  such  a  discussion.  Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  mean  to  say  that  if  the  revising  barrister  or 
judge  made  a  mistake  of  this  kind,  he  is  going  to  take 
advantage  of  his  own  neglect  ? 

Mr.  WELDON.  It  is  not  the  revising  barrister ;  it  is 
the  person  objecting. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  It  is  absurd  to  say  that  the  revising 
barrister  will  not  leave  room,  or  that  he  will  take  any 
technical  advantage  of  that  kind,  to  prevent  people  exercis¬ 
ing  the  privilege  which  the  law  confers.  It  may  be  a  nice 
question  of  hair  splitting  for  lawyers,  but  I  am  satisfied  that 
nothing  of  the  kind  will  occur.  No  man  who  is  fit  to  act 
as  revising  barrister  would  be  guilty  of  such  neglect. 

Mr.  LISTER.  There  is  no  hair  splitting  about  the  ques¬ 
tion,  for  the  wording  of  the  statute  is  imperative,  and  if  it 
were  not  complied  with,  the  appeal  would  be  rejected  and 
necessarily. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Who  makes  the  voters’  list  in  the 
first  place. 

Mr.  LISTER.  The  revising  officer,  of  course. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Is  it  not  wise  and  prudent  to  provide  by 
the  statute  that  there  shall  be  sufficient  margin  rather  than 
to  run  any  risks  by  leaving  it  to  anybody’s  discretion  ? 
The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  conceded  that  a  margin 
was  necessary,  and  if  so,  why  not  place  the  matter  beyond 
controversy,  so  that  the  provisions  of  the  Act  may  be  fully 
carried  out.  If  a  sufficient  margin  is  not  provided,  the  person 
appealing  would  have  to  paste  a  piece  of  paper  to  the  list 
upon  which  to  write  his  name  and  the  other  particulars. 
I  think  such  a  provision  is  exceedingly  important, 
because  the  revising  barrister  may  not  have  that 
great  fund  of  common  sense  which  is  possessed 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  and  the  hon. 
member  for  Monck,  and  they  may  overlook  the 
matter  and  thereby  prevent  the  right  of  appeal  from 
being  exercised.  This  preliminary  list  is  very  important,  as 
it  is  a  complete  record  of  the  appeals,  and  upon  it  every¬ 
thing  should  be  found  that  is  necessary  to  entitle  a  person 
to  appeal.  If  this  provision  is  made  it  will  be  part  of  the 
duty  of  the  revising  officer  to  see  that  the  printer  carries 
out  the  Act  by  leaving  a  proper  margin.  The  hon.  member 
for  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson)  certainly  has  not  given  this 
matter  consideration,  or  he  would  not  have  ventured  the 
statement  he  made  to  the  House  to-day.  It  is  physically 
impossible  for  the  hon.  gentleman  or  anyone  else  to  write 
what  is  required  by  this  statute  in  the  margin  of  the 
voters’  list.  There  may  be  half  a  dozen  appeals  against 
half  a  dozen  consecutive  names,  and  each  appeal  must  be 
opposite  the  name  ;  so  that  the  margin  must  be  sufficiently 
wide  to  enable  the  person  appealing  to  state  the  ground 
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of  his  appeal  directly  opposite  the  name  of  the  person 
appealed  against.  All  that  is  required  is  that 
the  paper  on  which  the  list  posted  up  is  printed 
should  have  a  wider  margin  than  the  other  lists. 
The  proposition  is  so  reasonable  that  I  cannot  understand 
why  the  hon.  First  Minister  resists  it.  If  we  are  to  have  a 
Bill  of  this  kind,  it  should  be  made  as  workable  as  possible, 
so  as  to  afford  as  many  facilities  to  the  local  authorities  and 
to  persons  who  take  part  in  elections,  and  to  throw  as  few 
difficulties  in  their  way,  as  possible.  Mow,  I  desire  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  First  Minister  to  the  provision 
which  is  made  for  the  posting  up  of  the  list  in  the  office  of 
the  clerk  or  corresponding  officer  in  each  municipality  or 
parochial  division  ;  but  no  provision  is  made  for  the  event 
of  that  list  being  carried  away  or  destroyed  before  the 
revision  takes  place.  If  that  occurred,  how  would  it  be 
possible  for  a  person  desiring  to  appeal  to  enter  his  appeal. 
The  Bill  should  provide  that  as  soon  as  that  list  is  destroyed 
and  removed,  so  that  the  elector  cannot  have  access  to  it, 
it  should  be  the  duty  of  the  officer  to  immediately  post  up 
another.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  say  that  that  is  some¬ 
thing  not  likely  to  happen,  but  they  did  not  think  so  while 
passing  the  English  law,  because  we  find  that  it  makes  pro¬ 
vision  for  such  cases.  That  such  a  provision  ought  to  be 
contained  in  our  Act  is  evident  from  the  fact  that  the 
English  Legislature  found  it  necessary  to  make  it  part  of 
the  law  there ;  and  a  penalty  not  exceeding  40s.  nor  less 
than  10s.  was  provided,  to  be  imposed  on  any  person  who 
destroyed,  mutilated,  effaced  or  removed  the  list.  I  hope 
the  House  will  see  its  way  to  adopt  these  provisions,  which 
are  so  essential  to  the  proper  revision  of  the  lists. 

Mr.  McCALLTJM.  When  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  speak 
of  the  revising  barristers,  or  the  officers  to  be  appointed  to 
administer  this  law,  if  they  do  not  say  in  direct  language, 
they  insinuate  that  they  will  be  dishonest.  I  would  ask  the 
hon.  gentleman,  if  he  were  a  revising  barrister  under  this 
Act,  and  had  the  ordering  of  the  printing  of  these  voters’ 
lists,  and  if  he  failed,  either  from  neglect  or  on  purpose,  to 
leave  margin  enough,  does  he  mean  to  say  that  he  would 
take  advantage  of  his  own  fault  to  defeat  the  law  ?  I  do 
not  believe  he  would;  but  he  gets  up  and  insinuates  that  the 
judges  of  the  land  would  do  that.  Whether  you  provide  for 
a  margin  or  not,  I  am  satisfied  that  the  men  who  have  to 
prepare  these  lists  will  see  that  there  is  sufficient  margin 
left,  so  that  men  can  appeal  and  the  law  can  be  carried  out 
in  every  particular.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  offer 
something  more  tangible  than  this,  because  I  am  sure  the 
revising  officer,  whoever  he  may  be,  will  make  provision  so 
that  he  will  not  take  advantage  of  his  neglect  or  fraud. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  The  hon.  gentleman  knows 
that  the  power  given  here  is  a  statutory  power,  and  conse¬ 
quently  every  condition  of  it  must  be  strictly  adhered  to. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  the  revising  officer  will  be  careful 
to  have  a  sufficient  margin  on  the  printed  voters’  list  to 
enable  him  to  insert  the  words  “  objected  to,  ”  with  the 
objector’s  name  and  address.  He  may  do  so,  but  he  is  not 
bound  to  do  so. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  He  is  bound  to  administer  the  law. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  The  law  should  compel  the  revising 
officer  to  do  what  he  ought  to  do.  It  should  com¬ 
pel  him  to  leave  a  certain  margin.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  if  he  does  not  do  so,  he  cannot  take  advantage  of  his 
wrong  doing.  But  the  question  is  not  one  between  the 
claimant  and  the  revising  officer,  but  between  the  complain¬ 
ant  and  the  public  at  large.  All  the  court  of  appeal  will 
enquire  into  is  whether  every  term  and  condition  required 
by  the  law  to  entitle  a  party  to  appeal  has  been  complied 
with,  and  if  it  has  not,  whether  through  the  fault  of  the 
revising  officer  or  not,  the  appeal  will  not  be  allowed. 
“  Rogers,  on  Elections,”  lays  down  thjs  point  very 
Mr.  Lister. 
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clearly.  So  strict  is  the  law,  that  if  a  single  condition  has 
not  been  complied  with,  whether  intentionally  or  not,  the 
appeal  absolutely  falls  to  the  ground.  Even  should  the 
respondent  not  appear  at  all,  the  appelant  must  satisfy  the 
court  that  he  has  complied  in  every  respect  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  law.  What  has  the  revising  officer  to  decide  ? 
He  has  to  decide  whether  or  not  the  man  whose  name  is  on 
the  list  is  entitled  to  be  there,  or  whether  one  who  has 
been  omitted  should  be  put  on  ;  and  he  is  bound  to  see, 
before  he  is  seized  with  the  appeal,  that  every  condition  of 
the  law  is  complied  with. 

Mr.  MoOALLUM.  It  is  the  revising  barrister  who  puts 
the  name  there  in  the  first  place,  and  he  must  provide  a 
margin  so  that  a  man  may  object  according  to  law.  If  he 
did  not  he  would  not  be  honest.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
suggesting  that  the  revising  barrister  will  not  be  honest. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  am  afraid  it  is  impossible 
to  teach  the  hon.  gentleman  law.  When  I  have  finished 
with  it  I  will  send  him  over  “  Rogers  Election  Law.” 
I  was  going  on  to  observe,  when  for  the  fifth  time  inter¬ 
rupted,  that  it  is  not  a  question  between  the  complainant 
and  the  revising  officer,  but  between  the  complainant  and 
the  public  at  large.  There  is  this  further  difficulty  that 
the  appellant  is  compelled  to  write  the  words  “objected  to  ” 
opposite  the  name  of  the  person  who  is  objected  to  on  the 
voters’  list,  as  well  as  the  name,  address  and  occupation  of 
the  appellant. 

Committee  rose,  and,  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  On  another  clause,  I  endea¬ 
vored  without  effect  to  induce  the  hon.  gentleman  to  adopt 
the  provisions  of  the  English  law  in  reference  to  the  posting 
up  of  another  voters’  list  in  case  of  the  mutilation  or  destruc¬ 
tion  of  the  one  originally  put  up.  Now,  supposing  that, 
when  the  complainant  comes  to  the  clerk’s  office,  where  he 
is  compelled  to  mark  his  objection  in  the  margin  of  the 
voters’  list,  he  finds  there  is  no  voters’  list,  he  wili  be  unable 
to  comply  with  the  law.  This  clause  will  compel  him  to  do 
something  which  it  is  impossible  for  him  to  do.  In  the 
schedule  the  words  are  as  follows: — 

“  Such  person  so  objecting  shall  also,  at  the  time  of  giving  such 
notice,  write  opposite  to  the  name  of  such  person  so  objected  to  in  the 
copy  of  said  list  posted  up  in  a  public  office  nearest  to  the  resi¬ 
dence  of  the  person  objected  to,  in  the  electoral  district,  the  words 
‘  objected  to  ’  and  sign  his  own  name.” 

In  the  enacting  clause  of  the  statute  the  appellant  is  bound 
to  write  the  words  “  objected  to  ”  opposite  the  name  of  the 
person  to  whom  he  objects,  on  the  list  posted  in  the  clerk’s 
office.  Now  which  is  the  appellant  to  comply  with  ?  Is 
he  to  comply  with  the  clause  of  the  statute  that  compels 
him  to  write  the  words  “  objected  to  ”  on  the  votero’  list  in 
the  clerk’s  office,  or  is  he  to  comply  with  the  notice  given 
by  the  revising  officer  that  he  is  to  write  those  words  on 
the  voter’s  list  nearest  to  the  place  of  residence  of  the  per¬ 
son  complained  against.  It  is  clear  there  is  room  here  for 
doubt  and  difficulty.  Electors  are  not  all  lawyers,  and  it 
will  not  »be  easy  for  them  to  understand  something  that 
even  a  lawyer  cannot  understand.  The  section  ought  to 
be  amended  or  the  schedule  ought  to  be  amended.  Now, 
the  law  further  on  says  that  the  complainant  or  appellant 
shall  write  his  name,  that  is,  his  own  name,  opposite 
the  name  objected  to  on  the  list.  He  cannot  comply  with 
the  law  unless  he  writes  his  own  name  Supposing  a  person 
cannot  write  at  all,  .then  it  is  clear  he  cannot  comply  with 
the  law.  That  is  clearly  laid  down  at  page  158,  “  Rogers 
on  Elections”  (the  hon.  gentleman  read  therefrom).  The 
effect  of  this  clause,  as  it  stands,  is  simply  to  puzzle,  to  har- 
rass  and  make  it  most  difficult  lor  electors,  or  complainants, 
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or  objectors  to  comply  with  the  strict  letter  of  the  law. 
What  is  the  object  of  putting  that  clause  in  the  law  at  all  ? 
It  is  not  in  the  English  law.  There  is  no  necessity  for  it. 
In  England  it  is  not  so — at  least,  so  far  as  I  can  gather 
from  “  Rogers  on  Elections.”  All  that  is  required  is  that 
notice  shall  be  given  to  the  overseer  of  the  parish,  where  it  is 
a  county  election,  and  the  town  clerk,  whore  it  is  a  borough 
election  and  to  the  revising  officer.  The  objector  in  that 
case  must  serve  the  notice  upon  the  clerk  and  upon 
the  revising  officer.  So  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain, 
in  England  it  is  not  necessary  that  any  such  words  as  are 
required  by  the  law  here  should  be  written  opposite  the 
name  of  the  person  objected  to.  If  it  is  not  necessary  in 
England  why  should  it  be  necessary  in  Canada  ?  I  say  the 
words  ought  to  be  struck  out  altogether,  and  then  my  hon. 
friend’s  amendment  would  not  be  required. 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  we  knew  the  Minister’s  intention  with 
respect  to  section  15  it  would  be  easier  to  deal  with  this 
particular  amendment.  If  the  latter  part  were  dispensed 
with,  this  amendment  would  be  dispensed  with  at  the  same 
time,  and  some  other  means  adopted  of  giving  notice  of  the 
intention  to  question  the  right  of  the  party  to  have  his 
name  on  the  voters’  list.  If  hon.  members  will  look  at  the 
latter  part  of  section  15,  it  does  not  appear  that  objection 
could  be  taken  on  every  voters’  list,  but  only  on  those  posted 
up  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  township  or  parish.  The 
whole  plan  of  taking  objection,  as  proposed,  is  not  a  good  one. 
A  better  plan  would  be  to  allow  that,  when  a  name  was  ques¬ 
tioned,  a  written  notice  should  be  sent  to  the  clerk  of  the 
municipality,  and  it  might  be  his  duty  to  mark  opposite  the 
name  on  the  voters’  list  that  the  name  was  questioned.  There 
are  many  ways  in  which  provision  might  be  made  that 
would  obviate  the  necessity  of  this  amendment,  and  would 
render  the  power  ?of  appeal  easier  and  much  less  open  to 
question  than  by  the  provision  in  this  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  thought  the  hon.  gentle' 
man  moved  the  amendment  rather  in  jest  than  in  earnest? 
and  therefore  I  said  nothing  about  it.  If  we  bad  been 
allowed  to  go  on  to  section  15  it  was  my  intention  to  strike 
that  out. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  First  Minister  has  given 
an  answer  to  himself  as  to  whether  this  is  a  proper  motion,  for 
ho  states  that  he  proposes  to  strike  out  the  last  lines  of  sec¬ 
tion  15,  which  does  away  with  the  necessity  of  my  amend¬ 
ment.  But  the  fact  of  that  clause  remaining  in  the  Bill,  and 
that  no  intimation  had  been  given  as  to  changing  it,  is  ample 
justification  of  my  having  moved  that  amendment.  The 
discussion  has  led  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  the 
words  in  the  last  few  lines  of  section  15  should  be  removed. 
If  I  had  not  proposed  this  motion  it  would  have  been  taken 
for  granted  that  the  words  were  required  and  the  question 
would  not  have  been  raised.  The  question  was  a  very 
pertinent  one.  The  statement  of  the  First  Minister  now 
proves  it.  I  at  first  thought  it  would  only  be  necessary  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  First  Minister  to  the  point ;  and  it 
was  only  when  he  did  not  seem  inclined  to  listen  to  the 
suggestion  that  I  proposed  the  amendment.  I  did  so  with¬ 
out  confering  with  anyone.  1  used  my  own  common 
sense,  and  looked  forward  to  some  of  the  clauses  ahead.  I 
moved  the  amendment  at  this  particular  stage  because 
exception  might  be  taken  when  we  came  to  section  15, 
that  section  .  13  should  have  been  amended  at  the 
proper  time.  My  position  has  been  supported  by 
the-*  positive  declarations  of  legal  gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  which  have  not  been  controverted  by 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  They  stated  that  the  omission  of 
the  words  in  question,  being  a  statutory  declaration,  might 
invalidate  an  appeal.  That  was  not  an  unreasonable  view 
when  we  consider  the  whole  spirit  of  the  Bill,  and  the  spirit 
manifested  in  trying  to  force  it  through  the  House.  There 
will  not  be  many  known  supporters  of  hon.  gentlemen 


opposite  who  will  be  left  off  the  primary  list ;  and  it  is  the 
bounden  duty  of  the  Opposition  in  the  public  interest  to  see 
that  no  one  can  shelter  himself  behind  technicalities.  The 
hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  MoCallum)  has  stated  that 
revising  officers  being  the  persons  charged  with  making  up 
i  he  voters’  list  would  be  men  of  character,  and  they  never 
would  take  avantage  of  technicalities ;  and  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  asked  if  judges  would  do  so.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  part  of  this  work  will  be  done  by  clerks  to  revising 
officers,  who  will  not  be  responsible  to  this  House.  Yet  I  am 
told  in  view  of  these  facts,  and  without  any  intimation  having 
been  given  that  the  hon.  gentleman  intended  to  strike  out 
part  of  clause  15 — for  the  hon.  gentleman  said  last  night  it 
was  a  good  Bill  and  did  not  need  amendment — that  my 
motion  was  unnecessary.  But  the  amendment  will  not 
remove  the  difficulty  unless  the  hon.  gentleman  consents  to 
strike  out  the  last  line  of  the  schedule  as  well. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Paterson)  negatived . 

On  section  14, 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  First  Minister  will 
find  it  convenient,  on  looking  at  the  way  this  will  work  out, 
to  alter  either  this  or  the  preceding  section,  so  as  to  pro¬ 
vide  that  the  list  to  be  put  up  at  each  post  office  shall  be  the 
list  of  the  municipality  and  not  of  the  whole  electoral  dis¬ 
trict.  He  will  see  that  if  you  are  going  to  put  up  a  list  say 
of  6,000  names  with  the  description  and  other  particulars, 
they  will  require  a  most  enormous  placard  unless  it  be 
printed  in  excruciatingly  small  type.  Such  a  list  would 
occupy  on  a  rough  guess,  some  30  superficial  feet,  which 
would  be  very  inconvenient  for  the  purpose  of  examination 
in  the  first  place,  and  it  would  be  exceedingly  inconvenient 
in  many  of  those  post  offices  to  find  a  proper  place  to  put 
up  such  a  thing ;  whereas  if  the  lists  were  sub  divided 
among  the  various  municipalities,  the  thing  would  be 
brought  within  a  reasonable  compass,  and  would  be  much 
more  convenient. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  had  that  in  mind  in 
connection  with  my  amendment. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  I  would  suggest  instead 
of  the  words  “  said  list  ”  being  used,  it  should  be  “  said  list 
relating  to  a  certain  municipality.”  Before  recess  the  hon. 
First  Minister  held  that  the  list  referred  to  was  the  list  for 
the  entire  constituency.  If  that  is  the  case,  the  language 
of  the  clause  would  not  convey  the  same  meaning  unless 
the  list  for  the  entire  constituency  were  posted  up  in  each 
post  office,  while  as  proposed  to  be  amended,  it  refers  to  the 
list  relating  to  each  municipality,  so  there  would  be  a  con¬ 
flict  of  terms.  I  suggest  that  it  read  “  of  that  part  of  the 
said  list.” 

Amendment  (Mr.  Cameron)  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING.  Section  14  provides  that  two  copies  of  the 
list  shall  be  furnished  to  oach  postmaster,  and  that  it  shall 
be  his  duty  to  post  one  of  them  up  in  his  office.  That  is,  in 
my  opinion,  good  so  far  as  it  goes,  but  it  does  not  go  far 
enough.  The  13th  section  provides  that  two  copies  shall  be 
furnished  to  the  sheriff,  warden,  mayor,  clerk  of  the  peace 
and  treasurer,  or  officers  corresponding  thereto,  in  each 
electoral  district,  but  there  is  no  provision  made  for  com¬ 
pelling  these  officials  to  post  either  of  the  lists  furnished  to 
them.  It  is  important  that  the  utmost  publicity  should  bo 
given  to  the  list.  If  all  the  precautions  provided  by  this 
Bill  were  taken  to  publish  the  list,  they  would  not  prove  as 
effective  as  the  means  adopted  at  present  under  the  law  of 
the  Province  of  New  Brunswick.  In  that  Province  the  day 
for  the  final  revision  of  the  list  is  fixed  by  Act  of  Parlia 
ment,  and  is  known  to  every  elector  in  the  Province — in 
fact,  it  is  as  well  known  as  Christmas.  But  under  this  it 
simply  rests  in  the  discretion  of  the  revising  officer  to  fix  a 
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day  to  suit  his  own  convenience,  and  not  a  day  to  suit  the 
convenience  of  the  electors.  I  therefore  beg  to  move: 

That  the  word  “who”  in  the  20th  line  on  page  11  be  struck  out  and 
the  following  words  be  inserted  in  place  thereof ;  And  each  of  the 
said  postmasters,  and  the  sheriff,  warden,  clerks  of  the  peace,  and 
treasurers,  and  parish  court  commissioners  or  other  officers  to  whom 
two  copies  of  the  said  list  are  to  be  mailed  under  this  Act ;  and  that 
the  word  “post”  be  struck  out  of  the  22nd  line  and  the  2.th  line  on 
page  11. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  This  amendment  I  think  is  a  very 
reasonable  one.  What  it  provides  will  cost  nothing  to  speak 
of  and  will  help  to  give  publicity  to  the  lists.  In  view  of 
the  territorial  size  of  some  of  the  municipal  constituencies 
in  this  Dominion,  we  ought  to  avail  ourselves  of  all  public 
officials  in  order  to  make  the  lists  as  accessible  to  the  elect¬ 
ors  as  possible.  In  Manitoba,  I  am  told,  there  are  ridings 
150  miles  in  length,  and  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma  (Mr. 
Dawson)  told  us  last  night  that  his  riding  was  900  miles 
long  by  300  miles  wide ;  and  no  doubt  when  we  come  to 
give  representation  to  the  North-West  Territories,  we  shall 
find  there  ridings  of  immense  proportions.  This  proposal 
is  to  place  the  lists  in  the  hands  of  various  municipal 
officers  to  post  them  up  in  their  offices  where  they  may  be 
seen  by  the  public. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  It  is  already  provided  in  the  previous 
section. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  They  are  not  bound  to  post  them  up. 
The  amendment  secures  greater  publicity  for  the  lists,  and 
I  can  see  no  possible  objection  to  it.  There  are  not  enough 
offices  in  the  North-West  at  present  in  which  to  post  these 
lists  where  they  will  be  seen  by  the  public,  and  no  doubt  in 
many  parts  of  the  older  Provinces  the  same  difficulty 
exists.  I  think  it  is  in  the  right  direction,  as  it  will  tend 
to  enable  the  public,  without  expense  aud  unnecessary 
trouble,  to  ascertain  how  far  the  lists  are  correct  and  how 
far  they  are  not. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Unless  we  make  it  imperative  on  the 
officials  mentioned  in  section  13  to  post  up  those  lists  in 
their  offices,  there  will  be  very  little  use  in  sending  them. 
Of  what  possible  advantage  will  it  be  to  the  public  if 
those  officers  receive  the  lists  and  they  are  not  compelled 
to  post  them  up. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  In  order  to  make  the  Bill  acceptable 
it  is  necessary  to  give  the  public  such  opportunities  for 
information  as  they  may  desire  with  regard  to  the  working 
of  the  Bill.  The  circulation  of  a  few  extra  copies  is  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  very  small  moment  as  regards  expense.  By  the  Eng¬ 
lish  Act,  the  lists  are  required  to  be  published  much  more 
widely  than  they  are  by  the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  After 
they  are  published  by  the  overseers,  they  have  to  be  affixed 
in  some  public  and  conspicuous  position  in  every  post  office 
and  telegraph  office  and  in  every  municipal  and  parochial 
office.  Surely  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  object  to  giving 
our  lists  the  same  publicity. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  13th  clause  provides 
that  the  revising  officer  shall  publish  the  said  list  by  causing 
one  copy  thereof  to  be  posted  up  in  the  office  of  the  clerk 
or  other  corresponding  officer  of  each  municipal  or  paro¬ 
chial  division,  and  by  mailing  to  the  member  or  members 
of  the  House  of  Commons  for  such  electoral  district,  to  the 
sheriff,  warden,  mayor,  clerk  of  the  peace,  etc.,  under  what¬ 
ever  official  name  they  are  known.  I  take  it,  it  is  a  matter 
of  necessary  inference  that  if  the  revising  officer  sends  these 
by  mail  to  these  official  parties,  it  must  be  for  the  purpose 
of  their  posting  them  up  and  not  that  they  may  throw  them 
into  the  fire. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  It  is  not  a  necessary  inference  that  they 
will  post  them  up  in  their  offices.  The  hon.  gentleman 
did  not  think  so,  or  he  would  not  require  the  postmasters, 
to  whom  he  also  sends  the  lists,  to  post  them  up.  One 
Mr.^Kmo. 
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class  of  officials  he  requires  to  post  them  up,  the  other 
class  he  does  not.  Therefore  the  inference  is  irresistible 
that  the  other  class  are  not  to  do  what  they  are  not  told  to 
do.  The  amendment  only  carries  out  the  view  of  the  First 
Minister,  by  not  leaving  it  open  to  any  official  to  refrain  from 
posting  up  the  list  if  ho  chooses.  It  does  not  require  any 
additional  copies,  but  only  that  the  copies  provided  to  be 
sent,  in  the  13th  section,  shall  all  be  posted  up. 

Mr.  MULOCK;  The  First  Minister  will  see  that  under 
section  13  the  clerk  of  the  municipality  is  directed  to  post 
up  in  his  office  the  copies  sent  to  him.  If  the  inference  is 
that  every  officer  who  receives  a  copy  will,  without 
instructions  post  it  up,  why  provide  that  the  clerk  of  the 
municipalities  shall  post  them  up  ?  There  are  other  classes 
under  this  clause  who  receive  these  copies  but  certainly 
are  not  expected  to  post  them  up.  For  instance,  members 
of  Parliament  are  entitled  to  receive  them,  but  they  can¬ 
not  be  expected  to  post  them  up. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  can  post  themselves 
about  it. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Our  ridings  are  very  much  more  exten¬ 
sive  than  those  in  England.  For  instance,  the  riding  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  Algoma  would  be  about  as  large  as  the 
whole  of  England.  I  hope  that  the  First  Minister  will  see 
that  this  is  a  reasonable  suggestion. 

Mr.  WELDON.  This  is  only  carrying  out  the  object  of 
the  13th  section.  These  lists  are  to  be  sent  to  two  classes 
of  peisons — to  members  of  Parliament  and  unsuccessful 
candidates,  and  to  the  sheriff,  mayor,  warden  and  other 
officials  on  behalf  of  the  public.  The  latter  are  to  receive 
them  because  the  public  come  in  contact  with  them,  and 
therefore  publicity  is  given  to  them.  The  section  points 
out  what  postmasters  are  to  do  with  the  lists,  and  the 
natural  inference  is  that  the  others,  who  are  not  so  directed, 
are  not  to  do  the  same  thing.  I  think  the  amendment  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  Queen’s  is  only  carrying  out  the  object 
of  giving  publicity  to  these  lists. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
will  accept  the  amendment,  pressed  as  it  is  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  St.  John. 

Amendment  (Mr.  King)  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  The  English  law  provides 
for  a  continuous  posting  of  these  lists,  and  for  the  punish¬ 
ment  of  anyone  who  mutilates  or  destroys  them.  I  move 
that  the  following  words  be  added  to  clause  14  : 

And,  in  case  the  said  list  so  to  be  published  as  aforesaid  shall  be 
destroyed,  mutilated,  defaced  or  removed  before  the  expiration  of  the 
time  required  tor  such  publication,  the  said  parties  hereinbefore  re¬ 
quired  to  publish  the  same  as  aforesaid  shall,  as  soon  as  conveniently 
may  be,  publish  in  like  manner  in  its  place  another  list  in  some  public 
and  conspicuous  place  in  or  near  their  said  offices  ;  and  any  person  who 
shall  unlawfully  destroy,  mutilate,  efface  or  remove  any  such  list  so 
affixed  as  aforesaid  shall  for  every  such  offence  forfeit  a  sum  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  $20,  to  be  recovered  in  a  summary  manner  before  any  justice  of 
the  peace. 

W  o  know  that  mischievous  people  are  in  the  habit  of  pull¬ 
ing  these  things  down  without  any  cause.  Any  person  so 
guilty,  especially  in  regard  to  a  list  which  it  is  of  the  first 
consequence  to  make  public,  ought  to  be  punished.  This  is 
an  exact  copy  of  the  English  law. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Without  the  list  referred  to,  the  revising 
officer  would  have  no  material  upon  which  to  proceed  in  the 
revision  of  the  list.  I  think  the  Bill  would  be  imperfect  if 
provision  were  not  made  for  keeping  the  voters’  list  con¬ 
tinuously  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  municipality.  We 
find  that  in  England  such  a  law  is  now  in  force  ;  that  the 
lists  required  to  be  posted  up  in  the  places  mentioned  in  the 
Act,  if  they  are  mutilated,  destroyed  or  removed,  a  similar 
list  is  to  be  re  posted.  The  English  law  also  provides  a 
penalty  for  any  party  taking  down  or  mutilating  the  list, 
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and  I  think  there  should  be  some  such  provision  in  our  own 
law. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  If  the  old  adage  is  true,  that  whatever 
is  worth  doing  at  all  is  worth  doing  well,  I  think  provision 
ought  to  be  made  for  the  continuous  posting  of  these  lists, 
if  they  are  to  be  posted  at  all.  If  no  provision  is  made  to 
secure  the  continuous  posting  of  these  lists,  or  to  secure 
their  being  put  up  again  if  they  are  torn  down  or  mutilated, 
then  it  seems  to  me  that  the  provision  in  regard  to  that 
posting  is  simply  a  farce.  Moreover,  it  is  certainly  proper 
that  any  person  who  wantonly  removes,  or  effaces,  or 
destroys  these  lists,  should  be  punished.  In  our  laws  it  is 
made  an  offence  to  take  down  an  ordinary  advertisement 
posted  upon  trees  or  public  places  ;  the  rights  of  individuals 
are  protected  in  this  way,  and  surely  the  rights  of  the  public 
should  be  protected  in  the  matter  of  these  lists  that  are  to 
be  posted  up  for  public  convenience.  I  think  the  amend¬ 
ment  ought  to  receive  the  support  of  every  member  of  the 
House . 

Mr.  WILSON.  If  the  right  hon.  gentleman  desires  to 
meet  the  public  convenience  he  ought  to  take  means  to  have 
this  list  kept  continuously  posted  up.  In  some  sections 
that  list  may  have  been  made  very  favorable  to  one  party, 
and  those  that  were  upon  upon  the  primary  list  would  have 
a  desire  tp  keep  from  the  other  party  any  information  in 
connection  with  the  lists  and  the  names  upon  it.  If  there 
be  no  penalty  and  no  obligation  to  keep  the  list  posted  up, 
a  designing  person  might  destroy  the  list  and  by  that  means 
withhold  information  from  those  parties  who  would  have  an 
interest  in  looking  after  it,  I  think  the  First  Minister  ought 
to  allow  this  amendment  to  pass  and  to  that  extent  protect 
those  who  ought  to  be  placed  upon  the  list. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  experience 
has  shown  that  there  has  been  any  pulling  down  or  destruc¬ 
tion  of  lists  in  Ontario  or  elsewhere.  No  such  provision  has 
hitherto  been  found  necessary  in  England  or  Canada,  and  I 
do  not  think  it  is  well  to  crowd  the  Act  with  penalties. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  is  some  difference  between  the  list 
proposed  by  this  Bill  and  the  list  that  formerly  existed  in 
Ontario.  In  the  Province  of  Ontario  the  assessment  roll 
formed  the  basis  for  making  a  complete  list.  The  hon. 
gentleman  will  see  that  a  large  number  of  persons  must 
have  their  names  put  upon  that  list  about  whose  right  to 
be  there,  a  great  deal  of  doubt  may  exist,  and  it  is  therefore 
clear  that  it  is  important  the  list  should  be  preserved  and 
kept  public  in  order  that  it  may  be  inspected.  Now,  in 
Prince  Edward  Island,  he  proposes  to  take  the  last  poll- 
book  as  the  basis  for  the  preparation  of  the  list,  and  he  is 
going  to  establish,  a  property  qualification  in  place  of  man¬ 
hood  suffrage.  There  must  necessarily,  therefore,  be  a 
large  number  of  persons  whose  names  will  be  upon  the  list 
in  the  first  instance,  that  ought  not  to  be  there.  It  is  clear, 
therefore,  the  public  have  great  interest  that  this  list 
should  be  kept  open  for  inspection.  The  list  proposed  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  stand  in  the  position  of  the 
old  list  in  Ontario.  It  is  open  in  a  very  much  gx-eater 
degree  to  objection,  especially  the  first  list  prepai-ed,  and  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  anxious  to  give  due  protection  it  is 
necessary  some  step  should  be  taken  such  as  is  proposed. 
Such  a  list  as  that  proposed  is  open  to  fraud  in  regard  to 
some  of  the  persons  put  upon  it,  wage  earnei’s,  tenants  pay¬ 
ing  an  amount  of  rental  bringing  them  just  within  the 
qualification.  Protection  can  only  be  affoi-ded  by  making 
pei’sons  destroying  the  lists  liable  to  punishment. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  call  attention  to  the  provisions  of 
the  English  Act,  6  and  7  Vic.,  cap.  18,  sections  23,  24  and 
25  (the  hon.  gentleman  read  the  sections).  The  English 
law  makers  considered  that  it  was  proper  and  necessary 
that  a  list  should  be  published,  it  was  necessary  to  make 
provision  for  its  efficient  publication,  providing  in  what 


manner  it  should  be  posted,  and  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
officer  who  posted  it  to  keep  it  posted.  Furthermore, 
English  law-makers  decided  that  it  was  proper  and  neces¬ 
sary  to  provide  for  the  punishment  of  individuals  who 
removed  such  lists,  the  punishment  being  by  fine  after  a 
trial  before  justices.  I  hold  that  if  it  is  necessary  under 
this  Bill  to  provide  for  the  publication,  it  must  be  done  so 
as  to  protect  the  public  interest  and  ensure  to  the  public 
that  the  list  will  be  kept  posted.  It  is  therefore  necessaiy 
that  proper  punishment  should  be  inflicted  on  such  as 
wantonly  remove  those  lists ;  and  for  the  Government  not 
to  provide  punishment  for  parties  who  wantonly  remove 
the  lists,  is  to  take  a  step  backwards  and  to  come  short  of 
the  l-equirements  of  the  Bill,  and  to  leave  the  public  without 
an  assux’ance  that  the  Bill  will  be  carried  out  efficiently 
and  satisfactorily. 

Mr,  MULOCK.  If  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  ordered  that 
officer’s  shall  do  certain  acts  and  it  is  not  provided  that  they 
shall  be  punished  for  non-compliance,  it  is  a  mere  blind. 
Nothing  is  more  impox’tant  than  to  keep  these  lists  posted. 
The  time  is  already  too  limited  within  which  objection  can 
be  made,  and  it  will  even  be  necessary  to  consider  whether 
more  time  should  not  be  granted,  especially  in  view  of  our 
spai’se  population.  To  state  in  this  Bill  that  lists  are  to  be 
put  up  by  certain  officers,  and  yet  fail  to  insert  a  clause  to 
punish  them  for  allowing  them  to  be  removed,  is  an  illusoi’y 
and  not  a  substantial  publication  of  the  list.  What  we  aim 
at  is  a  substantial  publication  during  the  period  pi’ovided. 
Anything  less  than  that  will  not  be  satisfactory  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  If  the  officer  does  wrong,  neither  the  Government  nor 
Parliament  will  be  blamed,  if  Parliament  has  adopted  all 
reasonable  precautions  in  order  to  enfoi’ce  compliance  with 
the  law.  But  if  Parliament  does  not  provide  the  requisite 
machinery  and  that  wrong-doing  shall  be  punished,  Parlia¬ 
ment  will  be  charged  with  negligence  and  carelessness. 
There  is  a  clause  which  says  that  if  the  municipal  officer 
who  has  control  of  the  assessment  rolls  does  not  furnish  a 
certified  list  to  the  revising  officer,  that  officer  will  be  liable 
to  certain  money  penalties.  Why,  then,  are  not  penalties 
inserted  in  this  case  ?  The  object  of  the  Government  must 
be  to  continue  publication,  and  that  means  that  the  list  shall 
be  kept  continually  posted. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  only  suggestion  made  by  the  First 
Minister  was  that  it  did  not  appear  likely  that  any  one 
would  be  found  to  wilfully  destroy  and  take  down  the  lists. 
While  it  is  not  wise  to  impose  unnecessary  penalties,  the 
imposition  of  those  which  are  necessary  may  be  a  good 
thing,  and  the  sole  question  here  is,  would  it  be  at  all  pro¬ 
bable  that  these  lists  would  be  mutilated  or  destroyed.  If 
the  list  were  mutilated  or  torn  down,  those  in  the  immediate 
locality  would  have  the  only  means  taken  away  from  them 
of  discovering  whether  names  were  improperly  put  on  or 
struck  off,  and  this  would  be  particularly  the  case  in  Prince 
Edward  Island,  where  there  will  be  a  large  number  of 
names  which  will  not  be  entitled  to  a  place  on  the  list. 
Thei’e  will  therefore  be  motives  for  people  to  pull  down  or 
destroy  these  lists,  not  merely  for  the  love  of  mischief,  but 
with  a  view  of  destroying  the  record  of  names  which  may 
be  improperly  on  the  list.  A  man  may  go  into  the  post- 
office  and  pull  down  the  list  before  the  face  of  the  post 
master,  and  there  will  be  nothing  to  prevent  him  from  doing 
so.  I  think  we  would  not  be  going  far  wrong  in  following 
the  experience  in  England,  by  providing  for  the  punishment 
of  those  who  wilfully  destroy  or  mutilate  those  soui’ces  of 
information. 

Amendment  negatived.  Yeas,  36 ;  nays,  47. 

On  section  15, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  see 
that  clauses  15  and  16  should  be  transposed,  and  I  move 
accordingly. 
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Mr.  DAYIBS.  Is  not  the  wording  of  this  clause  wrong 
in  the  first  two  lines  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  previous  clause  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  list  shall  be  published  in  a  certain  manner, 
that  the  notice  of  the  holding  of  the  sitting  shall  also  be 
published  in  one  or  more  newspapers,  and  that  same  notice 
states  not  only  that  the  list  has  been  published  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed,  but  that  the  specified  sitting  shall  be  held. 
In  the  2nd  line  of  the  clause,  after  the  word  sitting,  I  insert 
the  words  “  mentioned  in  such  notico.”  'This  gives  notice 
that  the  publication  has  been  made  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Act,  and  that  the  sitting  will  be  held. 

Mr.  WELDON.  It  strikes  me  that  one  publication  in  a 
newspaper  really  amounts  to  nothing  at  all.  As  at  least 
four  weeks  and  possibly  five  weeks  will  elapse  between  the 
time  of  the  first  publication  and  the  time  of  the  holding  of 
the  court  by  the  revising  officer,  more  notice  should  be  given. 
Therefore  I  would  move  : 

That  the  words,  “  at  least  one  ”  in  the  second  line  on  page  12  be 
struck  out  and  the  words  “  three  weeks  ”  be  inserted  In  place  thereof. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  that  notice 
ought  also  to  be  given  in  all  the  newspapers  published  in 
the  electoral  district.  As  a  rule  there  are  at  least  two  news¬ 
papers  in  each  district,  certainly  in  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
They  are  usually  of  opposite  politics,  and  each  person  as  a 
rule  takes  the  newspaper  which  represents  his  own  side  of 
politics,  and  does  not  very  often  take  the  other.  Of  course, 
if  but  one  receives  the  notice,  we  must  presume  that  the 
one  supporting  the  hon.  gentleman  will  be  the  one  selected. 
I  think  very  little  additional  expense  would  be  incurred  by 
publishing  the  notice  in  all  the  newspapers,  and  it  would 
certainly  give  more  publicity. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  If  my  hon.  friend  from  St.  John  (Mr. 
Weldon)  will  permit  a  suggestion  from  me,  I  would  suggest 
that  the  amendment  be  as  follows : — 

That  the  word  “  one  ”  in  the  2nd  line  and  the  words  “  one  or  more 
newspapers  ”  in  the  3rd  line  be  struck  out,  and  the  following  inserted 
in  lieu  thereof :  “  Every  newspaper.” 

The  Bill  as  it  stands  would  be  liable  to  this  objection  in 
addition  to  many  others,  that  it  would  furnish  the  right 
hon.  leader  of  the  Government  with  additional  patronage 
for  his  organs.  All  are  interested  in  having  the  greatest 
possible  publicity  given  to  this  notice ;  it  should  be  published 
in  every  newspaper  in  the  riding,  in  the  organs  of  the 
Opposition  as  well  as  in  those  of  the  Government ;  we 
should  act  impartially  towards  all  the  joui’nals  published  in 
the  riding. 

Mr.  YATL.  There  are  some  districts  where  there  are  no 
papers,  and  I  would  suggest  that  in  such  the  notice  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  local  Royal  Gazette. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  a  more  efficient  means  of  publi¬ 
cation  than  the  Royal  Gazette  could  be  devised.  We  know 
that  the  returning  officer  at  the  time  of  an  election  pub¬ 
lishes  proclamations  everywhere,  and  the  revising  officer, 
besides  putting  an  advertisement  in  the  newspapers,  might 
put  up  posters  of  some  sort  which  would  give  general 
notice  to  the  electors.  As  there  is  no  time  fixed  when  the 
enquiry  shall  take  place,  it  is  desirable,  if  there  is  to  be  an 
efficient  revision  of  the  voters’  list,  that  there  should  be 
publicity  given  of  the  time  and  place  of  holding  the  court 
of  revision.  The  hon.  gentleman  could  easily  correct  his 
clause  so  as  to  meet  the  difficulty.  There  are  new  districts 
in  Muskoka  and  Algoma  as  well  as  in  the  more  sparsely 
settled  portions  of  the  old  Provinces,  where  newspapers  are 
not  published,  and  where  notice  of  some  sort  ought  to  be 
given  to  the  electors. 

Mr.  YAIL.  In  this  Bill,  it  is  put  in  the  power  of  the 
revising  officer  to  appoint  a  time  for  the  revision  of  the 
lists.  In  the  law  of  our  Province,  a  regular  date  is  fixed  for 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 
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revising  the  lists,  so  that  the  people  of  the  different  locali¬ 
ties  are  always  prepared  for  it ;  but  when  you  leave  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  revising  officer,  the  utmost  pub¬ 
licity  as  to  the  date  should  be  given,  so  that  there  may  be 
no  doubt  about  it. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  required  publicity  can  only  be  effected 
by  inserting  this  notice  in  all  the  newspapers  published  in 
the  riding.  A  notico  published  either  in  the  Conservative 
or  Liberal  newspapers  would  only  reach  approximately 
half  the  people  of  the  district.  In  the  cities,  a  notice  in  a 
couple  of  papers  on  each  side  would  probably  be  sufficient, 
but  in  the  country  districts  there  is  no  way  of  securing  the 
required  publicity  except  by  publishing  the  notice  in  every 
paper  in  the  electoral  district.  In  my  riding,  there  are  three 
papers,  and  those  only  reach  a  comparatively  small  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  people  because  they  are  purely  local  and 
circulate  only  within  a  small  circuit  of  where  they  are 
published,  but  there  are  two  papers  published  in  the  county 
town  of  St.  Thomas,  just  outside  of  the  riding,  which  reach, 
if  anything,  a  larger  number  of  people  in  the  riding  than 
the  small  local  papers  published  within  its  borders.  The 
notices  should  be  published,  not  only  in  the  papers  in  the 
riding,  but  also  in  one  paper  in  the  county  town  of  the 
county  in  which  the  electoral  district  is  situated,  whether 
it  is  in  the  riding,  or  not,  and  where  there  are  no  news¬ 
papers  in  the  riding,  proclamations  should  be  posted  up.  I 
will  however  leave  the  hon.  gentleman  to  deal  wiih  the 
newspapers,  and  move  the  following  amendment: — 

That  the  following  words  be  added  : — And  if  no  newspaper  is  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  electoral  district,  then  by  printed  proclamation  posted  in 
conspicuous  places  throughout  the  electoral  district. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  no  pleasing  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite.  In  discussing  clause  14,  we  had  a 
series  of  amendments,  and  one  especially  from  the  hon. 
member  for  King’s  N.B.  In  the  first  place  the  notice  has  to  be 
posted  in  the  post  office,  then  in  the  office  of  the  warden, 
reeve,  mayor  and  clerk  and  everybody  else,  and  it  was  argu¬ 
ed  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  that  was  absolutely 
requisite  in  order  to  give  sufficient  notice.  Then  the  clause 
that  is  now  before  us  is  almost  a  work  of  supererogation.  It 
has  been  argued  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that,  if  clause 
15  were  adopted  with  the  amendments,  there  would  be 
ample  and  sufficient  notice  to  the  public ;  but  this  goes 
further,  and  says  that,  if  there  be  a  newspaper,  the  revising 
officer  shall  give  one  insertion  in  one  such  newspaper.  That 
is  more  notice  than  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  already 
declared  is  sufficient.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  the  revising 
officer  will  take  a  partisan  paper.  The  clause  says  the 
notice  shall  be  inserted  once  in  one  or  more  newspapers. 
It  is  clear  that  the  revising  officer  will,  like  everyone  else, 
try  to  make  matters  pleasant,  and,  of  course,  if  there  are 
two  leading  newspapers,  newspapers  worthy  of  the  name, 
he  will  insert  his  notice  in  them  both,  in  the  same  way  as 
returning  officers  do,  and  as  all  public  officials  do,  except 
sheriffs  in  Ontario.  If  it  were  required  that  this  notice 
should  be  published  in  all  the  newspapers  in  every  electoral 
district  or  in  every  municipality,  it  would  entail  a  very 
large  expense  without  any  corresponding  benefit. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  agreement  on  this 
side  that  the  notice  given  under  section  14  was  sufficient. 
In  any  case,  the  right  hon.  gentleman  has  expressed  his 
own  opinion  that  it  is  not  sufficient  by  moving  section  16 
which  provides  for  giving  further  notice.  I  agree  that,  as 
it  stands,  it  is  a  work  of  supererogation,  for  it  will  give  very 
little  additional  information  to  anybody.  It  is  a  pretence. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  CASEY.  My  hon.  friend  from  Perth  says  it  is  not 
even  a  pretence  of  giving  publicity. 
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Mr.  HESSON.  I  did  not  say  anything  of  the  kind.  If 
you  give  the  article  to  one  newspaper  all  the  other  news¬ 
papers  will  refer  to  it. 

Mr.  CASEY.  In  my  opinion  it  is  merely  a  pretence  of 
giving  publicity.  If  the  notice  is  published  at  all,  it  should  be 
published  so  as  to  reach  everybody.  In  Ontario  we  have  been 
accustomed  to  have  the  notices,  in  regard  to  these  lists, 
published  very  fully.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  says  the 
revising  officer  will  see  that  due  notice  is  given.  We  cannot 
judge  as  to  what  the  revising  officer  will  do,  because  there  is 
no  officer  of  that  peculiar  breed  now  in  existence.  He 
is  a  new  and  original  conception  of  the  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  and  we  have  nothing  to  compare  him  with.  The 
probabilities  are  that,  unless  we  insert  this  amendment, 
he  will  only  publish  the  notices  in  the  papers  of  his  own 
party.  It  is  useless  to  pretend  that  the  publicity  given  by 
posting  lists  in  post  offices  and  similar  places  is  sufficient. 
I  have  known  such  notices  to  be  posted  without  anyone 
paying  any  attention  to  them.  I  would  be  prepared  to  see 
the  newspaper  clause  done  away  with  altogether,  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  accept  the  plan  of  proclamations 
posted  as  fully  and  widely  as  proclamations  calling  an 
election,  but  that  I  think  would  be  more  expensive  than 
the  publication  in  newspapers. 

Mr.  VAIL.  There  are  two  separate  notices.  One  is  the 
list  itself,  but  this  refers  only  to  the  fact  that  the  list  is 
posted,  so  that  parties  who  are  interested  may  themselves 
examine  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  shared  in  the  view  of  the  First  Minis¬ 
ter  on  the  first  reading,  because  I  thought  the  notices 
required  under  section  1 6  were  additional  notices  of  the 
lists,  but  my  hon.  friend  from  Digby  (Mr.  Vail)  points  out 
that  it  is  a  different  notice  which  is  to  be  given  under  this 
section,  a  notice  that  the  lists  have  been  published  and  that 
the  parties  must  go  to  the  places  named  to  see  them.  I  do 
not  find  the  schedule  to  which  the  First  Minister  refers. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  schedule  D. 

Mr.  WELDON.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  notice  is  quite 
different  from  the  notice  which  is  put  on  the  list.  It  is  to 
give  information  that  these  lists  are  published  and  that  the 
officer  will  hold  a  sitting  at  such  a  day.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  need  of  a  newspaper  at  all.  The  object  of  the  news¬ 
paper  is  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  list  has  been 
ublished,  and  if  the  voter  wants  information  to  see  whether 
is  name  is  on  it,  that  directs  him  where  to  go  to  find  a 
list;  but  if  he  wants  to  see  if  an  individual  is  on  who  has 
no  right  to  be  on,  he  goes  to  that  list  and  finds  at  the  bot¬ 
tom  of  it  directions  as  to  what  course  to  pursue.  There¬ 
fore,  it  is  not  necessary  that  it  should  be  published  in  a 
newspaper,  and  I  would  suggest  that  a  period  of  three  weeks 
prior  to  the  revision,  would  give  sufficient  notice. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  publication  by  merely  one  insertion 
might  give  no  notice  whatever,  because,  in  the  absence  of 
saying  when  that  one  insertion  shall  be,  it  might  be  too  late 
to  give  notice  of  application ;  it  might  be  within  a  week,  or 
a  day,  before  the  sitting,  and  the  notice  will  be  too  late  to 
inform  the  public  that  the  list  was  posted  or  that  the  court 
is  being  held. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  see  that  we  are  copying  at  a  humble  distance  the 
law  of  the  Province  of  Ontario,  which  provides  that  the 
voters’  list  shall  be  published  in  some  newspaper  in  the 
municipality,  if  there  be  a  paper  in  it,  and,  if  not,  it  is  to 
be  published  in  the  neighboring  municipality,  and  there  is 
only  one  insertion.  The  object  of  publishing  that  is  to  give 
notice  that  the  list  has  been  revised,  so  that  the  public  may 
have  an  opportunity  of  appealing  to  the  county  judge.  In 
the  same  way  here  we  provide  for  giving  full  notice  to  all 
officials,  and  for  the  notice  being  posted  up  in  the  offices  of 
those  officials.  We  provide,  besides,  that  there  shall  be  one 
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insertion  in  the  newspaper  of  the  electoral  district.  I  think 
that  is  amply  sufficient ;  at  all  events,  being  in  an  economical 
mood,  I  shall  not  agree  to  publish  it  more  than  once,  nor 
yet  shall  I  agree  to  publish  it  in  all  the  papers.  I  think 
we  might  leave  it  to  the  revising  officer. 

Mr.  CASEY.  No  doubt  the  revising  officer  wiil  us 3  his 
discretion  in  a  beneficial  way  in  the  right  hon.  gentleman’s 
interest.  In  my  own  riding  there  are  three  papers.  The 
smallest  paper  in  the  riding  has  no  politics  at  all,  and  has 
about  500  or  600  subscribers.  A  notice  published  in  that 
paper  would  meet  the  requirements  of  the  law,  but  it  would 
be  seen  by  only  500  to  600  people,  whereas  there  are  over 
5,000  voters  in  my  riding  who  have  a  right  to  know  when 
the  list  is  published,  and  when  the  revision  of  it  is  to  be 
made.  It  is  just  such  oases  as  this  that  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  is  intended  to  prevent. 
In  its  present  shape  the  clause  appears  to  be  intended  to 
give  every  facility  for  holding  the  sittings  without  the 
necessary  publicity  being  given. 

Mr.  VAIL.  In  Nova  Seotia  there  are  four  or  five  counties 
where  there  is  no  local  newspaper,  though  the  county  I 
represent  has  a  newspaper.  In  the  case  of  those  counties 
with  no  newspapers,  I  think,  at  all  events,  the  notice  ought 
to  be  published  in  the  adjoining  municipality. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  In  the  county  of  King’s,  P.E.I.,  no  news¬ 
paper  is  published  at  all.  The  newspapers  are  published  in 
Queen’s,  from  whence  they  circulate  throughout  the 
Province. 

Mr.  BAIN.  You  will  find  that  difficulty  in  closely  settled 
counties  that  are  near  large  centres  of  population.  In  the 
south  riding  of  my  own  county  there  was  no  newspaper 
published  in  the  towns  of  that  riding  in  former  days,  and  I 
think  there  is  none  yet.  The  municipal  notices  for  South 
Wentworth  and  North  Brant  are  published  in  the  Hamilton 
papers ;  and  this  plan  should  be  adopted  in  the  present  case. 

Mr.  AUGER.  In  Bagot,  which  is  a  very  large  county, 
there  are  no  newspapers. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  In  many  of  the  rural 
constituencies  of  Ontario  no  newspapers  are  published. 
Such  is  the  case  in  East  Middlesex  and  South  Middlesex. 
The  clause  should  be  amended  so  as  to  allow  the  revising 
officer  to  publish  the  notices  in  one  or  more  newspapers 
published  in  any  constituency  adjacent  to  the  constituency 
in  question.  1  suggest  that  the  clause  be  amended  so  as  to 
require  advertisements  to  be  published  in  three  newspapers, 
if  there  are  that  number  published  in  any  constituency, 
and  if  there  is  no  newspaper  published  in  a  constituency, 
the  returning  officer  shall  be  required  to  publish  the  notices 
in  one  newspaper  or  more  in  the  adjoining  constituency. 
As  this  is  a  radical  change  of  system,  the  people  will 
require  considerable  education  before  being  posted  in  the 
details.  The  lists  are  now  to  be  published  in  January 
instead  of  July,  August,  or  early  in  September,  as  at 
present,  and  in  view  of  such  a  change  1  hope  the  First 
Minister  will  consent  to  such  a  publication  as  will  practi¬ 
cally  secure  the  end  aimed  at. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  leader  of  the  Government  informs 
us  that  we  are  very  unreasonable  in  demanding  a  further 
publication,  after  declaring  that  the  publication  made  by 
the  posting  of  a  notice  is  sufficient.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  proposed  to  drop  this  provision  with  regard  to  the 
publication  in  the  newspapers,  he  would  have  been  logical, 
but  he  assumes  himself  that  it  is  necessary  to  have  fuither 
publicity.  We  claim  that  there  should  be  the  greatest  pos¬ 
sible  publicity,  and  that  if  the  notice  is  published  in  the 
newspapers  at  all,  it  should  be  published  in  a  fair  and 
efficient  manner,  and  that  there  should  be  no  partiality  in 
the  selection  of  the  journals  in  which  the  notice  is  to  be 
inserted.  The  First  Minister  informs  us  that  the  revising 
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barrister  will  select  the  papers  without  reference  to  politics. 
Well,  we  shall  be  somewhat  curious  to  see  what  the  result 
will  be  in  the  light  of  his  prediction.  I  hazard  the  predic¬ 
tion  that  his  selection  will  invariably  be  made  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  politics,  and  that  under  this  section,  where  there  is 
one  Conservative  journal,  it  will  be  selected,  and  where 
there  are  more  than  one  in  a  district,  the  notice  will  be 
published  in  them  ail.  This  looks  like  the  purport  of  this 
section,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  in  this  matter,  as  in  other 
cases  where  the  Government  has  advertising  patronage  to 
bestow,  it  will  select  its  own  friends. 

Mr.  HESSON.  No  doubt  of  it. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  has  more  honesty 
than  discretion,  because  his  declaration  is  directly  opposed 
to  the  assertion  of  his  leader.  I  have  no  doubt  that  he  is 
right,  and  that  the  journals  will  be  selected  only  with 
reference  to  their  po]  itical  standing.  What  we  contend  is 
that  as  this  is  a  notice  affecting  all  classes  a  d  both  parties, 
such  a  degree  of  decency  should  be  observed  as  would 
require  the  selection  of  journals  of  both  parties.  The  adoption 
of  such  a  provision,  and  the  insertion  of  the  notice  three 
times  instead  of  once,  will  not  largely  increase  the  expense. 
In  Toronto,  Montreal,  and  a  few  other  places,  the  expense 
might  be  beyond  the  limit  of  jrropriety,  but  in  most  ridings 
you  will  find  only  two  or  three,  or  at  the  most,  four 
journals. 

Mr.  HESSON.  In  Perth  there  are  twelve. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  That  is,  six  for  each  riding,  and  in 
most  cases  the  expense  would  be  inconsiderable,  and  would  be 
richly  repaid  by  the  reputation  the  Government  would  have 
for  acting  with  impartiality,  and  without  reference  to 
political  bias.  This  section  as  it  stands  would  empower  the 
revising  barrister  to  select  merely  the  journals  of  his  own 
party,  and  to  select  them  all  even  if  there  are  twenty,  and 
as  the  hon.  member  for  South  Perth  says,  he  will  do  so. 
While  we  believe  that  the  principles  of  this  measure  are 
radically  wrong,  we  are  called  upon  to  make  its  details  as 
workable  as  possible. 

The  amendment  (Mr.  Casey)  was  then  put. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell).  In  my  opinion 
the  nays  have  it. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  wish  to  say,  Mr.  Chairman- 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  amendment  has  been 
voted  upon. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  Chairman  had  not  declared  it  lost  when 
I  rose  to  my  feet. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  motion  was  put. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  motion  was  put  while  I  was  on  my  feet, 
addressing  you,  Sir. 

Some  hon,  MEMBERS.  Chair,  chair. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  arguments  on  this  motion  have  been 
all  on  one  side. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  beg  to  argue  that  point. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  declare  the  hon.  gentleman  out  of 
order. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  am  speaking  to  the  point  of  order,  and 
therefore  1  cannot  be  out  of  order. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Chair,  chair. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  will  gain  nothing 
at  all  by  this  conduct.  I  say  it  is  scandalous  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  to  try  to  force  down  discussion 
which  must  come.  He  will  gain  nothing  by  it ;  he  will  make 
nothing  by  insisting  on  your  ruling.  He  makes  nothing  ' 
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whatever  by  insisting  on  getting  a  ruling  from  the  Chair. 
I  was  rising  to  address  you,  Sir,  when  you  put  the  motion, 
and  I  am  sure  you  would  not  have  put  the  motion  if  you 
had  heard  me. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  waited  for  some  time  after  the  hon. 
gentleman  sat  down  before  putting  the  motion.  I  then  put 
the  motion,  and  declared  that  the  nays  had  it.  It  was  after 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  rose. 

Mr.  CASEY.  If  you  declare  that  you  did  not  hear  me 
address  you,  I  call  for  a  division. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Charlton)  negatived.  Yeas,  43 ;  nays, 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  will  have  to  say  now  what  I  could  have 
said  in  R  if  the  time  we  have  been  debating  the  point  of 
order ;  so  nothing  was  gained  by  the  insistance  of 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  on  the  point  of  order.  I  say  that 
the  argiu  nent  on  this  question  has  been  all  on  one  side. 
The  hon  gentleman  has  not  seen  fit  to  argue  the  propriety 
of  these  proposed  amendments  at  all ;  he  has  simply  pooh- 
poohed  them,  although  he  must  know  that  they  are 
important.  Unless  he  gives  reasons  tor  objecting  to  the 
publicity  we  ask  for,  we  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
what  he  objects  to  is  the  publicity  itself.  He  has  created 
an  officer  who,  by  virtue  of  his  duties,  is  a  suspicious  charac¬ 
ter,  who  will  never  be  anything  but  a  suspicious  character, 
and  whom  the  community  will  desire  to  watch  with  the 
utmost  carefulness  ;  and  he  has,  obstinately  and  wilfully,  and 
without  reason  given,  declared  that  he  will  not  allow  us  to 
secure  for  the  public  that  opportunity  of  watching  him 
which  we  are  anxious  to  obtain.  When  the  right  hon. 
gentleman,  with  an  attempt  at  jocularity  about  his  being  in 
an  economical  vein,  which  we  do  not  see  evidences  of  in  any 
other  direction,  refuses  to  go  to  the  trifling  expense  of 
inserting  a  short  advertisement  in  two  or  three  more 
newspapers  than  he  proposes,  and  a  few  more  times  than 
he  proposes,  we  can  come  to  no  other  conclusion  than  that 
'  he  does  not  want  the  public  to  know  the  facts  that  should 
be  brought  before  them  by  this  notice,  but  that  he  wishes 
his  tool,  his  party  agent,  to  have  an  opportunity  of  doing 
his  work  under  the  shade.  It  is  rather  startling  to  us  to 
find  a  question  of  this  importance  received  as  it  has  been 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite — to  find  an  attempt  to  hiss 
and  hoot  and  bark  down  the  discussion  ;  and  I  would  call 
your  attention,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  the  fact  that  dogs  are  not 
supposed  to  bo  in  this  Chamber  without  their  masters.  We 
hear  now  and  have  heard  during  the  last  few  nights  barking 
in  this  House  which  could  only  proceed  from  a  dog.  I  am 
sure  no  hon.  member  of  this  House  would  so  disgrace  him¬ 
self  as  to  imitate  that  quadruped,  and  can  only  assume  that 
some  members  has  smuggled  a  dog  under  his  desk,  and  I 
would  ask  you  to  call  one  of  the  pages  to  turn  him  out. 
We  have  shown  the  importance  of  this  matter,  and  the 
only  answer  we  get  is  a  hoot,  a  hiss,  or  a  bark.  It 
is,  of  course,  impossible,  in  the  face  of  the  obstinate  resistance, 
the  unargumentative  resistance  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and 
his  followers,  to  carry  what  we  desire,  but  we  are  determined 
that  our  views  shall  be  fully  put  on  record.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  refused  to  allow  the  notice  to  be  inserted  in  more 
than  one  paper  ;  then  let  it  be  inserted  several  times  in  that 
paper,  f  he  English  law  in  this  respect  is  preferable.  It 
provides  that  the  notice  shall  be  inserted  in  “  one  or  more 
papers  circulating  in  the  county while  this  clause  provides 
that  it  shall  be  inserted  in  a  paper  in  the  county,  but  makes 
no  provision  if  there  is  no  paper  published  in  the  county. 
I  hope,  with  the  reverence  he  professes  for  English  prac¬ 
tice,  and  with  his  professed  intention  of  following  English 
practice  in  this  Bill,  he  will  see  his  way  to  assimilate  it  in 
this  respect  with  his  professed  model. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Weldon)  negatived. 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2291 


Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  That  ought  to  be  carried. 
In  North  Brant,  owing  to  the  particular  boundary  given  by 
the  Gerrymandering  Act,  they  happen  to  be  without  a  news¬ 
paper. 

Mr.  KING.  In  the  two  counties  adjoining  Queen’s, 
King’s  and  Sunbury,  there  are  no  newspapers. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  There  are  Provinces 
where  there  are  no  municipalities,  and  I  would  suggest  an 
amendment  which  the  hon.  gentleman  may  move  if  he 
chooses  :  “  And  in  case  no  newspaper  is  published  therein, 
then  in  some  newspaper  published  in  a  neighboring  district.” 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  wording  of  the  English  Act  is  prefer¬ 
able.  A  newspaper  may  be  published  in  an  adjoining 
district  and  not  circulated  at  all  in  the  one  in  question . 
By  saying,  in  a  newspaper  circulated  in  the  district,  it  does 
not  matter  where  it  is  published. 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  The  county  which  I  repre¬ 
sent  will  give  a  fair  idea  of  the  difficulty  that  may  arise. 
My  riding  is  composed  of  a  part  of  Oxford,  Brant,  and 
Wentworth,  and  the  papers  that  circulate  in  one  part  of  the 
riding  do  not  circulate  in  the  others,  and  there  is  no  news¬ 
paper  published  in  the  riding ;  so  that  if  the  notice  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  a  newspaper  in  the  adjoining  riding  it  will  only 
reach  the  electors  in  one  part  of  North  Brant.  To  reach 
the  whole  of  that  riding  it  should  be  published  in  news¬ 
papers  circulated  in  both  ends  and  in  the  centre.  I  do  not 
suppose  that  my  county  is  the  only  one  of  this  description 
to  be  found  in  the  Dominion,  and  in  such  counties  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  the  publication  should  be  made  in  papers  published  in 
several  of  the  adjoining  municipalities. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  N.B. 
(Mr.  King),  said  that  the  counties  on  both  sides  of  his, 
Sunbury  and  King’s,  had  no  newspapers.  I  believe  there  is 
a  small  newspaper  published  in  the  latter,  but  it  is  entirely 
devoted  to  chemical  fertilisers,  and  my  hon.  friend  from 
King’s. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex)  moved  that  the  words 
“  one  or  more  ”  be  erased  and  “  newspapei’s  ”  be  substituted, 
and  the  following  added “  if  there  is  that  number,  and  if 
not,  in  the  newspapers  circulated  in  such  district.”  This 
will  meet  the  objection  of  the  hon.  member  for  Brant  to 
some  extent,  and  it  will  also  meet  the  case  of  the  county 
which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent,  as  well  as  that  of  many 
others.  There  is  difficulty  in  framing  any  one  clause  that 
will  meet  the  different  circumstances  mentioned  here ;  but, 
if  we  determine  to  publish  these  notices  in  three  news¬ 
papers,  if  there  be  that  number  in  a  constituency,  that  will 
meet  the  case,  to  a  great  extent;  and  if  there  be  no  news¬ 
papers  published  in  the  constituency,  as  in  the  case  of  Brant, 
the  notice  should  be  inserted  in  newspapers  published  in 
three  different  points,  at  some  distance  apart,  each  paper 
having  a  circulation  in  a  portion  of  the  constituency. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  following 
words  be  added  after  the  words  electoral  district : — “  and  in 
case  no  newspaper  is  published  thei’ein,  in  one  or  more 
newspapers  published  in  a  neighboring  electoral  district.” 

Mr.  SOMERVILLE  (Brant).  The  amendment,  as  it 
stands,  will  be  of  no  use  in  my  riding,  which  is  65  miles 
long,  and  embraces  part  of  three  counties.  I  suggest  that 
the  word  “districts”  be  substituted  for  the  word  “  dis¬ 
trict,”  because  the  papers  published  in  the  district  adjoin¬ 
ing  one  end  of  my  riding  would  not  reach  the  other  end. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Bi’ant).  That  would  only  give  the 
revising  officer  the  option  of  using  newspapers  published  in 
more  than  ono  adjoining  district. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  agree. 

Amendment  agreed  to,  with  the  addition  of  the  woi’ds  “  or 
districts.” 

Mr.  MULOCK.  We  ought  to  have  the  time  limited 
within  which  this  advertisement  should  be  published.  It 
might  be  published  at  the  last  moment,  before  the  sitting 
of  the  court. 

Mr.  WELDON.  It  says  “  immediately.” 

Mr.  MULOCK.  What  is  “  immediately  ?  ”  There  should 
be  a  limitation.  Immediately  is  a  relative  term.  Would 
there  be  any  objection  to  enacting  that  the  first  insertion 
should  take  place  at  least  three  weeks  before  the  final  revi¬ 
sion  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  like  the  word  “  immediately,”  I  have  no  objection 
to  take  the  word  in  the  Ontai’io  Act,  which  is  “  forthwith.” 

Mr.  MULOCK.  We  are  not  legislating  for  Ontario  alto¬ 
gether  ;  we  are  legislating  for  the  whole  Dominion.  The 
Ontario  Act  provides  that  the  same  practice  shall  be  fol¬ 
lowed  as  is  required  in  the  case  of  appeal  to  the  court  of 
revision,  so  you  must  go  to  the  Assessment  Act  to  find  out 
what  the  requirements  of  the  law  are,  and  that  Act  provides 
that  the  publication  must  take  place  at  least  ten  days 
before  the  sitting  of  the  court.  If  the  First  Minister 
desires  to  follow  the  Ontario  Act  let  him  follow  it  in  that 
respect,  but  in  view  of  the  size  of  some  of  our  con¬ 
stituencies,  I  think  ten  days  is  not  sufficient,  and  I, 
therefore,  move  that  the  first  publication  shall  be 
at  least  three  weeks  before  the  sitting  of  the  court. 
The  public  are  entitled  to  reasonable  time  in  which  to  obtain 
whatever  advantage  this  Act  gives  them,  in  order  to  control 
the  attendance  of  unwilling  witnesses,  and  also  to  make 
their  own  arrangements;  because  this  Bill  provides  that 
thei’e  shall  elapse  at  least  an  interval  of  four  weeks  between 
putting  up  this  notice  and  the  sitting  of  the  court,  and  I 
think  the  publication  of  the  notice  in  the  papers  should  take 
place  at  least  three  weeks  before  the  sitting  of  the  court. 
That  gives  the  revising  officer  a  margin  of  one  week. 

Amendment  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  agreed  to. 

On  section  15, 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  I  propose  that  in  the  34th 
line  the  word  “  nor  ”  and  subsequent  words  be  struck  out. 
Ihei'e  is  no  necessity,  I  think,  for  having  “  nor  more  than 
five  weeks.”  Then,  in  the  40th  line,  after  the  word  “form,” 
I  propose  to  insert  “form  E,”  and  I  will  strike  out  the 
words  for  that  purpose.  Then,  in  the  47th  line,  after  the 
word  “  address,”  to  strike  out  all  to  the  end  of  the  clause, 
That  was  understood  a  little  while  ago, 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  draughtsman  who  drew  up  this 
clause  evidently  intended  there  should  be  one  list  of  voters 
for  every  electoral  district,  and  that  there  should  be  one 
preliminary  revision  of  that  list  made.  But  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  has  altered  the  scheme  of  the  Bill  in  that  respect,  and 
the  Bill,  as  it  now  stands,  down  to  section  14,  pi’ovides  for 
lists  for  every  municipality  and  other  sub-divisions  of  the 
electoral  districts,  so  that,  in  some  districts,  there  will  be 
five,  six,  seven  or  moi’e  lists.  It  is  apparent  that  it  will  be 
impossible  to  x’evise  these  lists  at  one  place,  or  with  one 
preliminary  revision.  I  look  upon  the  preliminary  l’evision 
as  the  most  impoi’tant  revision  which  will  be  held.  The 
right  hon.  gentleman  shakes  his  head,  but  I  have  studied 
the  Bill  pretty  thoroughly,  and  I  know  that  in  the  ridings 
with  which  I  am  best  acquainted  the  preliminary  revision 
will  be  the  most  important,  and  the  subsequent  l’evisions 
will  not  amount  to  a  gi’eat  deal.  There  will  be  a  few  legal 
objections  made  to  cei’tain  names,  and  a  few  appeals ;  but 
the  practical  work  of  revision,  the  striking  off  and  adding 
on,  will,  I  am  satisfied,  be  done  at  the  first  preliminary 
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revision.  Now,  take  Prince  Edward  Island,  in  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  made  an  alteration  last  night.  He  has  placed 
upon  the  list  of  voters  there  every  man  who  voted  at  the 
last  general  election  ;  he  has  made  the  poll  book  prima  facie 
evidence  of  the  right  to  be  placed  on  the  new  voters’  list. 
Well,  we  know,  as  matter  of  fact,  that  there  will  be  a  good 
many  hundred  names  placed  upon  this  new  voters’  list  that 
will  not  have  the  legal  right  to  vote.  Their  right  to  remain 
on  that  list  will  be  questioned,  and  must  be  questioned,  at 
the  first  preliminary  revision.  In  the  county  of  Queen’s, 
which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent,  the  shire  town  is 
situated  in  the  centre  of  the  county,  and  from  the  south  end 
to  the  north  end  of  the  county  is  a  distance  of  60  or  TO 
miles.  Now,  it  is  perfectly  absurd,  it  is  out  of  the  question, 
to  say  that  the  revising  officer  could  hold  the  sitting  in 
Charlottetown  to  revise  T,000  voters’  names,  and  ask 
men  to  come  there  a  distance  of  60  or  TO  miles.  It  would 
not  only  be  ruinous  to  the  people  themselves  to  come  such 
a  distance  and  remain  while  the  revision  is  going  on, 
but  it  would  be  impossible  to  induce  the  hundreds  of  people 
whose  evidence  will  be  necessary  to  remain  for  the  necessary 
length  of  time.  The  scheme,  as  it  has  been  remodelled,  pro- 
vides  for  an  alphabetical  list  being  made  out  in  the  sub¬ 
divisions  of  the  county.  When  we  had  a  voters’  list  pre¬ 
pared  for  Prince  Edward  Island  the  county  court  judge 
held  a  court  for  preliminary  revision  in  each  circuit  of  the 
county.  That  riding  has  six.  county  court  circuits,  and  the 
people  are  accustomed  to  go  to  those  circuits.  So  far  as 
Prince  Edward  Island  is  concerned,  I  think  the  preliminary 
revision  should  be  held  in  each  of  the  county  court  circuits ; 
that  would  be  six  places  in  the  riding.  It  would  be  very 
much  easier  for  the  county  court  judge,  or  the  revising  bar¬ 
rister,  to  travel  to  five  or  six  different  places  in  the  county 
than  it  would  be  for  hundreds  of  people  to  flock  in  from  all 
parts  of  the  county  to  one  central  place.  I  propose,  in 
amendment : 

That  after  the  word  “  place,”  in  the  33rd  line  of  the  11th  paragraph, 
there  be  added  the  following  words :  “  or  places  in  each  municipality  or 
parish,  or,  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  in  each  county  court  circuit  in  the 
electoral  districts,  as  he  shall  deem  most  convenient  for  such  purpose. 

Take  Charlottetown :  it  has  2,000  voters,  and  the  revision 
will  take  several  days.  It  will  be  perfectly  impossible  for 
people  far  out  in  the  county  to  attend.  The  cost  will  be  so 
expensive  that  they  would  prefer  to  abandon  the  matter.  I 
assume  that  it  is  intended  to  amend  the  section  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  preceding  amendments,  so  that  the  scheme  of 
the  Bill  shall  be  thoroughly  carried  out.  The  scheme  I 
propose  will  not  be  inconvenient  to  revising  officers.  There 
are  county  court  houses  in  each  district  where  the  sitting 
can  be  held,  ft  will  be  much  easier  for  one  man  to  go  there 
than  for  500  people  to  attend  at  some  other  point.  There  is 
no  party  object  to  be  gained  by  this  amendment,  it  being  as 
much  in  favor  of  one  party  as  another.  We  are  all  anxious 
not  to  throw  too  many  obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  people 
getting  on  the  list,  or  to  names  being  struck  off. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  alteration  in  the  Bill 
to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  referred  is  that  of  having 
several  lists  instead  of  one  list ;  but  it  in  no  way  alters  the 
balance  of  the  Bill.  It  was  made  for  the  purpose  of  meet¬ 
ing  the  objection  that  it  would  cause  confusion,  perhaps 
expense,  in  having  a  long  list  of  all  the  voters  in  a  con¬ 
stituency  put  up  in  such  municipality  or  other  division  of 
the  constituency,  and  therefore,  according  to  the  Bill,  as 
amended,  instead  of  there  being  one  list  for  each  munici¬ 
pality  there  will  be  several  and  distinct  lists  for  the  differ¬ 
ent  polling  divisions.  And  the  lists  which  interests  par¬ 
ticular  sections  of  constituencies  will  be  made  up  and  put 
up.  The  plan  of  the  Bill  remains  as  it  is  now.  The  hon. 
gentleman  (Mr.  Davies)  says  this  preliminary  revision  is  a 
most  important  portion  of  the  Bill.  It  is  comparatively 
unimportant,  and  the  only  doubt  I  have  is  as  to  whether 
this  clauao  should  bo  in  the  Bill  at  all,  This  clause  is  only 
Mr,  Davies, 
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put  in  for  the  first  settlement  of  the  voters’  lists  under  this 
Act.  In  the  subsequent  annual  revision  it  is  not  provided 
that  there  shall  be  a  preliminary  revision.  In  the  second 
year,  the  voters’  list  having  been  once  settled,  the  officer 
will  take  the  voters’  list  of  the  year  before,  and  will  visit 
each  municipality  or  other  well-known  division,  and  with 
that  list  in  his  hand  he  will  add  new  voters,  and  strike  off 
dead  voters,  or  those  absent,  or  those  who  have  lost 
the  franchise,  and  he  will  settle  the  list  at  once. 
But,  in  order  to  have  a  good  list  to  start  with,  it  was  thought 
well  this  system  should  be  adopted.  Let  me  shortly  go 
over  it.  In  the  first  place,  the  revising  officer  takes  the 
revised  assessment  roll,  or  the  poll  books,  or  the  voters’ 
list,  as  the  case  may  be.  He  takes  those  books  as  primd 
facie  evidence.  He  makes  out  his  list,  showing  every  name 
that  the  assessment  roll  shows  to  have  a  vote.  He  takes 
other  such  information  as  he  can  obtain,  in  order  to  add 
other  names.  He  publishes  that  list.  It  goes  to  every 
municipality.  He  says :  There  are  the  parties  who,  on  an 
examination  of  the  assessment  roll,  have  a  right  to  vote. 
Then  he  announces  that  he  will  hold  a  court — if  a  county 
judge,  in  his  own  office,  and  if  a  revising  officer,  in  some 
other  place ;  and  he  will  receive  all  papers  sent  in,  applica¬ 
tions  that  may  be  made  to  be  placed  on  the  roll  by  mail  or 
otherwise,  and  all  objections  made  to  the  names  appearing 
on  that  roll.  It  is  not  required  that  anyone  should  be  pre¬ 
sent.  The  practical  working  of  the  plan  will  be  this  :  The 
political  associations  of  the  two  parties  that  govern  the 
country  will  send  in  their  lists,  I  have  no  doubt.  Individ¬ 
uals  who  are  interested  will  send  in  names  or  their  objec¬ 
tions.  They  need  not  attend  at  all.  But  the  revising 
officer  will  get  all  those  applications,  and  all  the 
objections.  In  the  next  clause,  the  ITth  clause,  it  is  pro¬ 
vided,  however,  that  parties  may  attend  the  preliminary 
revision  if  they  please ;  but  there  is  no  necessity,  those 
documents  being  sent  in  being  sufficient  for  the  purpose. 
He  takes  the  applications  ;  he  reads  them  and  adds  them  to 
his  list.  He  makes  the  objections  to  them  on  his  list ;  and 
after  that  list  is  completed,  that  is  the  preliminary  list,  the 
original  list  of  applications — the  applications  with  the 
objections  noted — the  revising  officer,  with  the  complete 
list,  goes  and  visits  every  municipality,  holds  his  court 
there  and  settles  the  list  finally.  That  is  the  important 
portion  of  it.  It  may  be,  indeed,  as  has  been  pressed  on  me, 
that  there  is  no  necessity  for  going  to  this  trouble  to  get 
this  information,  even  for  the  settlement  of  the  first  list. 
But  I  think  it  will  be  well,  and  I  think  the  plan  will  com¬ 
mend  itself  to  the  judgment  of  the  committee,  that  we 
should  take  this  additional  trouble.  Although  the  revising 
officer  will  have  the  assessment  roll,  the  voters’  list  and  the 
poll  book,  still  he  will  be  ready  to  receive  all  applications 
made  to  him  from  any  source  to  put  names  on  the  list,  and 
that  additional  list  showing  every  possible  applicant  and 
name,  including  wage-earners,  tenants,  occupants  and 
so  on ;  and  then  with  that  very  full  list  the  officer  will  go 
and  visit  every  municipality ;  and  then,  at  the  solemn  sitting 
in  each  municipality,  he  will  settle  the  list.  That  is  the 
scheme.  In  subsequent  annual  revisions  of  the  list  by  the 
revising  officer  there  will  be  no  necessity  to  continue  this 
preliminary  business.  All  the  officer  will  have  to  do  will 
be  to  annually  go  round,  at  a  time  announced,  and  well 
known  to  the  municipality,  to  receive  applications  and 
objections,  and  so  settle  the  list.  In  England  this  work 
occupies  a  very  short  time.  So  it  will  be  here,  when  we 
get  a  good  and  satisfactory  list.  It  will  be  done  with  very 
little  trouble,  time  and  expense.  This  preliminary  revision 
will  cost  us  some  money,  but  it  will  be  well  worth  the 
money,  in  order  to  start  with  a  full,  thorough  list;  and  I 
believe  such  is  the  political  activity  in  the  minds  of  our 
people  that  every  olector  worthy  of  having  a  vote,  and  the 
various  political  parties,  will  take  the  highest  and  deepest 
interest  in  making  a  good  start  and  getting  up  a  fall  list ; 
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and  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  giving  them  an  opportunity  of 
doing  so  that  this  clause  has  been  put  in. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  if  the  hon.  gentleman  really  holds 
to  the  views  he  is  enunciating,  it  is  an  argument  against  the 
existence  of  this  clause  altogether.  He  must  remember 
that  he  has  furnished,  under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  very 
imperfect  material  to  the  revising  officer,  out  of  which  to 
prepare  the  voters’  lists.  The  new  law  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario  will  not  be  in  operation,  and  the  assessment  roll 
will  not  be  prepared  with  reference  to  that  law,  so  that 
there  will  be  a  great  many  serious  defects  in  the  assessment 
roll,  as  a  means  of  information  to  the  revising  officer,  even 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems 
also  to  forget  that  the  wage-earners,  a  large  class  of  tenants 
and  income  voters,  will  not  be  upon  the  roll  at  all,  and  how 
does  he  propose  the  revising  officer  shall  get  the  information 
in  the  first  instance?  The  hon.  gentleman  has  objected  to 
the  importance  of  having  local  aid  and  knowledge  in  the 
collection  of  information  for  the  revising  officer,  and  now  he 
proposes,  with  imperfect  material,  to  deny  to  the  revising 
officer  the  opportunity  of  acquiring  such  further 
information  as  will  enable  him  to  make  a  more 
perfect  list  in  the  first  instance.  Take  my  riding 
as  an  instance.  It  is  made  up  of  townships  from 
two  different  counties ;  the  people  of  the  coun¬ 
ties  are  seldom  together,  and  the  county  towns  are 
outside.  The  most  central  part  of  the  county  is  the  town  of 
Dresden,  from  which  the  people  of  Sombra,  on  the  river  St. 
Clair,  are  35  miles  distant.  Sarnia  is  their  county  town, 
and  they  are  not  in  Dresden  once  in  one  year  or  in  two 
years.  Bothwell  is  24  miles  eastward,  and  how  will  those 
voters,  whose  names  will,  necessarily,  be  off  in  the  first 
instance,  attend  these  meetings?  The  revising  officer  will 
require  a  longer  time  to  deal  with  these  lists  than  would  be 
required  for  a  judge  to  hold  an  ordinary  assize  court  for 
the  county,  and  if  the  candidate  has  to  bear  the  expense  of 
the  attendance  it  will  cost  more  than  running  an  ordinary 
election.  If  he  takes  the  wage-earners  alone,  he  will  have 
at  least  100  people,  in  an  ordinary  township,  who  will  be 
entitled  to  go  upon  this  list.  They  will  not  be  upon  the 
list  unless  they  attend  personally  for  the  purpose,  and 
unless  the  judge  or  the  revising  officer  holds  his  court  in  the 
municipality  they  will  not  haVe  an  opportunity  of  getting 
there  at  all.  I  say  that  this  procedure  ought  not  to  be  had  at 
all,  unless  the  court  is  held  in  every  municipality.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  intends  that  the  electors  shall  not  have  an 
opportunity  of  having  a  proper  list,  if  his  object  is  to  put 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  preparing  a  list  in  the  first  instance, 
then  the  course  he  is  pursuing  is  perfectly  intelligible  to  us 
all,  and  it  will  serve  its  purpose,  but  it  will  not  serve  the 
purpose  of  preparing  a  proper  list.  In  an  ordinary  consti¬ 
tuency  it  is  no  exaggeration  to  hold  that  out  of  4,000  or 
5,000  electors  from  500  to  1,500  will  be  off  the  roll,  after 
the  revising  officer  has  used  all  the  materials  that  he  may 
have  at  his  disposal.  There  will  be,  at  the  very  least,  25 
per  cent,  of  the  names  to  be  put  on  the  voters’  list,  by  actual 
attendance  and  evidence,  either  in  this  case  or  at  a  later 
period,  at  the  final  revision.  It  will  be  utterly  impossible 
to  make  the  list  perfect  unless  the  revising  officer  meets  the 
electors  in  their  own  immediate  vicinity ;  he  must  go  to 
them,  for  they  will  not  come  to  him.  Electors  are  only 
induced  to  attend  under  the  pressure  of  the  excitement  of  a 
general  election.  When  that  takes  place  they  may  go  a 
few  miles  for  the  purpose  of  recording  their  votes,  but  they 
are  not  going  to  travel  thirty  or  forty  miles  to  have 
their  names  put  on  the  list,  when  they  may  be  obliged 
to  wait  four  or  five  days,  or  even  a  week,  before  the 
revising  officer  can  reach  their  particular  applications. 
Some  of  us  remember  the  period  in  the  political  history  of 
Upper  Canada  when  the  electors  were  all  required  to  go  to 
the  county  town  in  order  to  record  their  votes  ;  and  one 


of  the  advantages  of  the  introduction  of  our  municipal  sys¬ 
tem  was,  that  along  with  it  we  succeeded  in  securing  the 
polling  of  votes  in  each  local  municipality  in  the  first 
instance,  and  ultimately  in  polling  sub-divisions  in  each 
municipality.  This  is  a  proposition  to  go  back  to  the  old 
condition  of  things  ;  the  old  inconveniences  and  expenses 
are  revived  in  another  form  ;  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to 
re-establish,  under  the  guise  of  a  Franchise  Bill,  those  abuses 
which  we  supposed  were  corrected  in  the  days  of  our 
fathers.  I  say  this  is  a  monstrous  provision,  and  I  can  tell 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  if  they  undertake  to  carry 
this  into  practical  effect  days  will  have  to  be  spent  in  the 
perfection  of  the  list,  and  they  will  require  to  bring  voters 
thirty  or  forty  or  fifty  miles,  and  keep  them  for  an 
indefinite  period  of  time  at  the  place  where  the  preliminary 
revision  is  taking  place  in  order  to  make  a  comparatively 
correct  list  in  the  first  instance. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hon.  gentlemen  take  exception  to  that ; 
but  every  hon.  gentleman  knows  the  assessment  roll  will 
not  give  the  revising  officer  the  information  necessary  to 
enable  him  to  prepare  the  list.  The  hon.  gentleman  i*efused 
last  evening  to  take  the  assessment  roll  in  Prince  Edward 
Island,  which  would  give  a  large  amount  of  the  informa¬ 
tion  required.  He  will  take  the  poll  books  of  1882,  which 
record  the  vote  of  every  British  subject  over  twenty-one 
years  of  age,  and  at  least  25  per  cent,  of  the  persons  whose 
names  are  in  the  poll  books  will  not  be  entitled  to  vote 
under  this  Bill.  How  does  he  propose  to  get  them  off  this 
preliminary  list  ?  The  revising  officer  will  have  to  bring 
some  of  them  70  miles. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  HESSON.  You  have  just  been  told  that  there  is  no 
necessity  for  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  say  there  is.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
deny  that  the  hon.  First  Minister  proposes  to  take  the  poll 
books  of  Prince  Edward  Island  for  1882,  that  he  proposes 
to  transfer  the  names  on  those  books  to  the  new  voters’ 
list,  that  there  are  many  men  without  property  who  voted 
then,  and  that  some  procedure  is  necessary  to  get  their 
names  off  the  list  ?  We  are  told  that  in  the  county  in 
which  the  city  of  Charlottetown  is  situated,  from  the  county 
town  to  the  extreme  borders  is  a  distance  of  70  miles,  and 
those  parties  must  all  be  brought  to  one  place  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  giving  evidence. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  say,  yes.  I  want  to  know  how  the 
revising  officer  is  going  to  make  his  revision  without 
subpoeneing  those  parties  to  give  evidence;  he  has  to  pay 
their  expenses  for  the  time  they  are  kept  there,  and  my 
hon.  friend  beside  me  says  there  are  upwards  of  2,000  in 
his  county  whose  names  must  be  taken  off  at  some  time  or 
other,  either  at  this  preliminary  revision  or  at  the  final 
revision.  If  it  is  an  unnecessary  provision  it  should  not  be 
there ;  if  it  is  necessary,  the  hon.  gentleman  should  furnish 
facilities  to  carry  it  out  fairly  and  honestly,  and  it 
cannot  be  carried  out  fairly  and  honestly  under  this 
Bill.  Where  is  the  revising  officer  or  the  judge  to  sit 
in  Algoma  ?  At  Port  Arthur  ?  Are  all  the  voters 
of  Manitoulin  Island  to  be  taken  to  Port  Arthur,  a  distance 
of  200  miles  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  this  is  a 
proposition  to  put  obstacles  in  the  way  of  properly  correct¬ 
ing  and  revising  the  list.  If  he  is  willing  to  have  a  fair  and 
honest  revision  of  the  list  made  it  is  necessary  that  the 
revising  officer  should  meet  the  electors  in  the  municipality 
where  they  belong,  that  ho  should  there  revise  the  list,  in 
the  presence  of  those  who  are  capable  of  giving  him  the 
information  he  requires,  and  where  he  will  have  an  oppor- 
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tunity  of  examining  and  cross-examining  the  parties  on 
the  property  on  which  they  propose  to  qualify.  There¬ 
fore,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  obtain  a  fair  list,  let 
him  accept  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s 
(Mr.  Davies).  If  he  wishes  to  put  obstacles  in  the  wav  of 
a  fair  list,  if  he  wishes  that  the  list  shall  be  a  sham  and  a 
delusion,  and  will  not  represent  those  honestly  entitled  to 
vote  under  the  law,  it  is  only  necessary  to  adhere  to  the 
Bill  as  we  have  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  are  none  so  blind 
as  those  who  will  not  see.  I  thought,  after  my  explanation, 
that  the  system  was  plain,  and  that  instead  of  offering 
obstacles  it  facilitated  the  formation  of  a  good  and  perfect 
list.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  this  clause  is  not  wanted  at 
all. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  did  not  say  that.  I  said  that  if  the 
First  Minister’s  line  of  argument  was  correct  the  clause  was 
not  wanted  at  all,  and  he  ought  to  have  struck  it  out. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
this  clause  puts  obstacles  in  the  way,  and  that  it  will  require 
people  to  be  brought  seventy  miles,  and  all  that  sort  of 
thing.  It  has  xo  such  intention,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
h;  s  hot  read  t  m  clause  or  he  would  not  say  so.  He  says 
the  revising  officer  should  visit  each  municipality  and  make 
himself  thorou- hly  acquainted  with  the  people.  That  is 
provided  for  in  »he  Bill.  This  is  simply  an  additional  means 
of  information.  The  people  need  not  go  a  mile  ;  they  need 
only  go  to  the  nearest  post  office  and  mail  a  letter,  stating 
they  apply  to  be  put  on  the  list  or  to  get  some  one  taken  off 
the  list.  The  political  parties  may  send  in  lists,  saying  how 
many  owners,  tenants,  occupants,  farmers,  fishermen,  have 
been  left  off  by  the  revising  barrister;  and  the  revising 
officer,  instead  of  sitting  in  secret  in  his  office,  will  sit  in 
open  court.  The  representative  of  a  political  party  may  go 
and  hand  that  list  to  him,  or  he  may  mail  it,  if  he  likes.  The 
revising  officer  has  prepared  these  lists  on  the  assessment 
roll  and  books,  and  on  this  preliminary  sitting  he  receives 
all  applications  made  to  him  to  be  put  on  the  list,  and  adds 
the  names  of  the  applicants.  He  then  goes  round  and  visits 
every  municipality,  after  giving  full  notice  of  his  intention. 
He  takes  up  a  new  name,  not  on  the  original  list,  say  John 
Jones,  wage-earner,  and  asks  if  there  is  any  objection  to  the 
name,  and  if  there  is  any  objection  the  person  objected  to 
has  to  prove  his  right  to  vote,  in  the  same  way  as  in  the 
case  of  an  appeal  from  the  court  of  revision  to  the  county 
judge.  This  is  simply  an  additional  means  for  completing 
the  lists.  No  man  need  leave  the  plough  or  the  work  bench, 
but  can  send  in  his  name  and  have  it  put  on.  Instead  of  being 
an  obstacle,  this  provision  is  an  additional  convenience. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  attacked  the  system.  I  do  not 
suppose  I  can  convince  him  it  is  a  good  system ;  but  sup¬ 
posing  he  is  right  and  I  am  wrong,  the  majority  of  the 
committee  have  declared  that  this  system  should  be  adopted, 
and  there  is  no  use  harping  back,  and  saying  it  is  a  bad 
system.  The  only  thing  for  us  to  do  is  to  work  it  out  as 
well  as  we  can.  I  declare  this  clause  was  put  in  by  myself 
for  the  purpose  of  making  the  preliminary  list  as  full 
as  possible,  so  that  every  person  having  a  shadow  of  a 
claim  shall  appear  on  it ;  and  after  the  revising  officer  goes 
round,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says  he  ought  to,  he  will  be 
able  to  separate  the  chaff  from  the  wheat ;  the  real  voter 
will  be  left  on  the  list,  and  those  who  have  been  weighed  in 
the  balance  and  found  wanting  will  be  set  aside. 

Mr.  TAIL.  The  more  I  hear  the  several  clauses  discussed 
the  more  I  am  convinced  we  never  should  have  attempted 
to  meddle  with  the  election  law.  It  is  evident  that  the 
framers  knew  nothing  whatever  about  the  eff  jet  of  some  of 
the  provisions.  I  am  quite  sure  the  representatives  of  Nova 
Scotia  could  not  have  read  the  Bill,  or  they  would  have  seen 
that  the  provision  that  the  revising  officer  shall  sit  in  the 
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shire  town  of  the  county  and  revise  the  list,  and  that  there 
shall  be  only  one  sitting,  is  not  at  all  suited  to  the  Province 
of  Nova  Scotia.  The  counties  in  Nova  Scotia  are  long 
and  narrow,  and  in  some  of  our  counties  the  shire  town  is  at 
almost  the  extreme  end ;  in  others,  they  are  within  four  or 
five  miles  of  the  county  line  one  way,  and  60  or  70 
miles  from  the  other.  Take  Hants  county :  the  revising 
officer  holds  his  court  in  Windsor,  70  miles  from  some  of 
the  outlying  districts.  Take  Halifax  county :  some  of  the 
districts  are  70  to  80  miles  from  both  of  the  shire  towns, 
Halifax  and  Dartmouth,  so  that  people  will  have  to  travel 
70  or  80  miles  in  order  to  see  whether  their  names  are  on 
the  list.  Take  the  county  of  Digby  :  the  people  in  one 
part  of  the  county  would  have  to  travel  40  or  50 
miles  to  the  shire  town  to  see  if  ther  names  are 
on  the  list.  In  no  way  can  this  be  arranged  satis¬ 
factorily,  except  by  compelling  the  revising  officer  to 
hold  his  court  in  several  places  in  the  electoral  district. 
In  Digby,  for  instance,  an  arm  of  the  sea  runs  right  through 
the  county,  so  that  there  are  actually  two  counties.  Digby 
neck  is  divided  off,  and  there  are  two  islands  at  the  lower 
end,  Long  Island  and  Brier  Island,  inhabited  by  fishermen. 
How  will  any  of  these  men  at  Westport  or  Brier  Island, 
50  miles  away,  be  expected  to  leave  their  fishing  and  go  to 
Digby,  to  see  whether  their  names  are  inserted  or  not ;  and 
it  is  impossible  for  the  officer  to  know  how  many  fisher¬ 
men  in  that  particular  locality  are  to  be  put  on  the  list. 
The  fishermen  themselves  will  not  know,  for  they  are  not 
in  a  position  to  study  the  law,  and  the  consequence  will  be 
that  a  great  many  of  them  will  be  left  off,  unless  some  provi¬ 
sion  is  made,  obliging  the  revising  officer  to  hold  his  court 
in  two  or  three  places  in  the  electoral  district. 

Mr.  FISHE  R.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  said,  at  first, 
that  he  did  not  suppose  this  clause  was  necessary,  but  a 
few  minutes  ago  he  stated  that  this  preliminary  revision  of 
the  lists  was  really  the  most  important. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not;  I  said  the 
reverse. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Yes  ;  he  said  the  making  of  the  first  lists 
was  really  the  most  important  part  of  the  whole  Bill, 
because  the  first  lists  will  form  the  basis  for  future  lists.  It 
is  therefore  very  important  that  every  possible  precaution 
should  be  taken  in  the  preparation  of  the  first  lists,  to  see 
that  the  right  people,  and  only  the  right  people,  are  put 
upon  them.  He  says  it  is  not  necessary  for  the  people  to 
come  to  the  revision,  as  they  can  apply  by  letter  to  the 
revising  officer,  and  he  can  act  upon  that  application.  In 
that  case  there  is  no  necessity  for  the  revising  officer  to  sit 
at  all.  He  can  do  all  that  in  his  own  office,  without  taking 
any  evidence,  except  these  letters.  If  a  public  sitting  is  to 
be  held  it  must  be  for  the  purpose  of  taking  evidence  and 
obtaining  information.  Under  the  17th  section  it  is  pro¬ 
vided  that  evidence  will  be  taken  from  those  who  may  then 
be  present,  so  that  the  hon.  gentleman  expects  that  the 
people  will  come  before  the  revising  barrister,  and  will  not 
only  communicate  with  him  by  letters.  If  the  people  near 
at  hand  can  attend  this  preliminary  revision,  the  same  right 
should  be  given  to  people  far  away,  and  that  can  only  be 
done  by  the  revision  taking  place  in  different  sections  of  the 
larger  counties. 

Mr.  HESS  ON.  Look  at  clause  21. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Perth  is  waking  up  to  the  necessity  of  advancing 
some  arguments,  although  he  may  be  the  only  one  on  that 
side  who  is,  and  although  his  arguments  may  not  be  very 
strong  ones.  The  clause  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  refers 
has  reference  to  the  final  revision,  to  which  I  am  not  allud¬ 
ing.  I  think  the  right  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  correct  in 
introducing  this  preliminary  revision  as  a  necessary  pre¬ 
lude  to  the  final-  revision,  but  it  should  be  an  effective  px-e- 
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lude,  and  in  order  to  be  that  it  must  take  place  in  different 
parts  of  the  counties.  The  week’s  notice  provided  for  is  not 
sufficient  to  enable  persons  to  communicate  in  writing  with 
the  revising  officer,  and  if  arguments  have  to  be  advanced 
and  replied  to  it  is  impossible  to  carry  them  on  by  letter  in 
the  time  specified.  I  have  known  two  whole  days  to  be 
occupied  in  my  county  by  the  revision  of  the  voters’  list  of 
one  small  municipality,  and  I  believe  the  revision  of  the 
list  for  the  whole  county  will  take,  at  least,  a  week.  I 
know  my  people,  and  I  know  that  they  will  be  present 
themselves  to  watch  the  action  of  the  revising  barrister.  It 
is  absolutely  necessary  that  the  preliminary  as  well  as  the 
final  revision  should  take  place  in  every  municipality. 
In  the  Province  of  Quebec,  if  I  object  to  a  name  on  the 
voters’  list,  I  have  to  send  in  my  objection  to  the  secretary- 
treasurer  of  the  municipality,  and  that  officer  has  himself  to 
give  notice  to  the  person  whose  name  is  objected  to.  I  think 
that  is  a  much  better  proceeding  than  the  one  proposed  by 
the  First  Minister.  It  is  also  throwing  the  work  on  the 
person  to  whom  that  work  belongs,  I  mean  the  secretary  of 
the  revising  officer.  The  precautions  in  the  Bill  with  regard 
to  sending  a  letter,  I  think,  are  very  insufficient.  If  notice 
is  to  be  sent  to  a  person  whose  name  is  objected  to,  it  cer¬ 
tainly  ought  to  be  sent  by  registered  letter,  and  not  by 
mailed  letter,  so  that  it  may  be  sure  that  the  person  gets  it. 
The  hon.  gentleman  might  object  that  we  are  asking  some¬ 
thing  that  will  greatly  increase  the  work.  But  he  must 
remember  that  the  chief  portion  of  the  work  must  be  done 
in  making  the  first  list,  after  this  new  Bill  comes  into  oper¬ 
ation,  and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  asking  too  much  to  ask 
that  the  revising  officer  should  take  the  trouble  to  go  to  the 
people,  instead  of  asking  the  people  to  come  to  him. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  think  my  hon.  friend  must  have  over* 
looked  the  fact  that  the  x'evising  officer  is  to  prepare  his  list 
from  the  evidence  furnished  him  by  the  assessment  rolls  in 
the  first  instance,  and  by  the  voters’  lists  in  the  second 
instance,  from  which  sources  of  information  he  ought  to  be 
able  to  place  all  properly  qualified  electors  on  the  list. 
When  the  notices  are  so  widely  distributed,  as  has  been  con¬ 
ceded  by  the  Bill,  all  parties  who  are  not  on  those  lists,  as 
prepared  in  the  first  instance  by  the  revising  officer,  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  appealing  when  he  held  his  court 
under  clause  15.  It  is  a  matter  of  little  importance  where 
that  court  will  be  held,  or  what  point  he  may  consider  his 
headquarters,  where  parties  may  write  to  him  or  appear 
before  him,  in  person  or  by  proxy.  It  is  only  those  who 
are  left  off  the  original  list,  after  they  have  been  duly  noti¬ 
fied,  who  will  have  to  appear  before  him  in  person  or  by 
letter.  If  objection  is  made  it  may  be  made  in  writ¬ 
ing,  and  the  party  objected  to  must  be  notified.  Then 
he  will  appear,  or  some  person  on  his  behalf,  though 
he  is  not  bound  to  appear.  Ttien  it  is  only 
when  the  party  appears  in  that  particular  electoral 
division,  not  in  the  riding,  but  in  the  particular  part  of  the 
riding  where  the  vote  may  be  cast ;  and  when  the  revising 
officer  appears  there,  the  party  concerned  goes  before  him. 
The  proposition  of  my  hon.  friend  is  simply  to  involve  an 
unnecessarily  large  amount  of  cost,  to  require  the  revising 
officer  to  pass  through  the  whole  of  the  district  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  receiving  what  might  be  conveyed  to  him  by  letter. 
Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  said  a  great  deal  about  the 
cost  of  working  this  Bill,  but  every  proposition  they  have 
made  to-day  has  been  in  the  direction  of  multiplying  diffi¬ 
culties  and  increasing  the  cost  to  the  country.  They  have 
asked  that  the  notices  should  be  published  in  all  the  news¬ 
papers.  In  my  own  county  there  are  at  least  twelve  news¬ 
papers,  and  it  would  cost  a  good  deal  to  publish  the  list  in 
all  these  papers. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  would  remind  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson)  that  hon.  gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House  were,  from  the  first,  opposed  to  this  Bill, 


on  account  of  its  cost  and  its  injustice  to  the  electorate, 
but  since  the  House  has  decided  that  we  are  to  have 
a  Dominion  voters’  list  it  is  our  duty  to  make  it  as 
perfect  as  possible.  If  it  is  going  to  cost  a  few 
dollars  more  we  must  not  disfranchise  people.  Now,  in 
the  county  I  have  the  honor  to  represent  there  are  twenty- 
nine  municipalities.  From  the  principal  town  in  that 
county,  Portage  la  Prairie,  it  is  175  miles  to  the  munici¬ 
pality  of  Shell  Biver.  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  to  compel 
the  people  to  travel  175  miles  to  Portage  la  Prairie  to  have 
their  names  put  on  the  voters’  list.  Besides,  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  must  remember  that  in  some  electoral  districts  we 
have  not  got  regular  mails ;  in  some  municipalities  in  my 
county  we  have  only  one  mail  a  week.  Now,  if  a  man 
applied  to  have  his  name  put  on  the  list  it  would  take  him 
two  weeks  to  get  an  answer,  and  before  he  could  be  notified 
of  the  day  of  revision  it  might  be  too  late  for  him  to  fur¬ 
nish  his  evidence.  There  are  a  good  many  reasons  whj  I 
think  it  preferable  that  the  revising  barri  .ter  should  visit 
all  the  municipalities  in  preparing  his  list  It  might  be  a 
little  more  costly,  but  it  would  be  much  more  convenient 
for  the  electors.  The  idea  of  having  the  revising  barrister 
sit  in  one  particular  part  of  the  county  is  a  mistake.  I  think 
there  will  be  more  difficulty  in  preparing  the  first  list  than 
in  revising  it  afterwards,  and  if  the  list  is  made  right  in  the 
first  place  it  can  only  be  done  by  the  revising  barrister 
visiting  each  municipality.  There  are  a  great  many 
people  who  will  not  understand  this  new  franchise,  and 
unless  the  revising  barrister  goes  amongst  them,  to  give 
them  an  opportunity  of  being  entered  on  the  list,  a  great 
many  names  will  not  be  entered  at  all.  The  great  object  in 
preparing  the  list  will  be  to  have  the  names  placed  on  the 
preliminary  list.  Then,  any  person  who  objects  will  have 
the  privilege  of  looking  at  the  list  and  making  objections. 
Action  can  be  subsequently  taken,  and  evidence  adduced  to 
have  the  name  struck  off.  There  is  no  doubt  that  a  great 
number  of  persons  may  apply  to  have  their  names  put  on 
who  will  not  be  entitled  to  vote.  If  that  is  the 
case,  the  revising  officer  will  have  it  in  his  dis¬ 
cretion  to  say  whether  he  will  allow  those  names 
to  be  put  on  or  not.  In  the  final  revision  names 
may  be  struck  off  and  others  inserted.  If  it  is  necessary  to 
have  this  Bill  passed  it  is  necessary  that  precautions  should 
be  taken  with  respect  to  the  first  list.  It  will  not  be  so 
necessary  in  subsequent  years,  because  there  will  be  few 
changes.  The  revising  officer  should  vioit  each  municipality 
for  the  purpose  of  preparing  the  preliminary  list.  It  will 
be  a  great  hardship  to  persons  in  counties  such  as  I  repre¬ 
sent  to  have  to  travel  long  distances  at  a  large  expense  in 
order  to  have  their  names  placed  on  the  first  list.  The 
hon.  Minister  states  that  both  political  parties  are  very 
active,  and  that  the  names  will  be  placed  on  the  first  list.  I 
do  not  think  it  should  be  necessary  for  a  man  to  be  con¬ 
stantly  watching  the  voters’  list  to  know  whether  his  name 
is  on  it  or  not.  In  my  county  I  do  not  know,  personally, 
one-third  of  the  electors. 

Mr.  HESSON.  You  have  the  assessment  roll. 

Mr.  WATSON.  There  will  be  200  or  300  persons  left 
off  that  list  who  should  be  on  it,  and  it  will  be  difficult  to 
ascertain  these  facts  without  incurring  much  expense.  The 
revising  officer  should  be  compelled  to  visit  each  municipality 
in  order  to  make  up  his  primary  list. 

Mr.  HESSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems  entirely  to 
ignore  the  fact  that  county  court  judges,  at  the  present  time, 
go  wherever  they  hold  courts  of  revision  and  hold  a  final 
revision.  If  any  parties  desire  to  appeal  they  do  so  at  that 
time  and  place.  Take  the  county  of  Perth  ;  there  are 
three  places  where  the  judge  holds  division  courts ;  he 
attends  there  on  a  certain  day,  and  if  the  people  raise 
objections,  evidence  is  taken,  the  matter  is  disposed  of,  and 
there  is  a  final  revision.  Under  this  Bill  the  revising 
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officer  will  have  to  visit  each  county  independently,  and 
that  brings  him  much  closer  to  individual  electors  than  the 
present  mode. 

Mr,  WATSON.  That  explanation  will  do  very  well  for 
people  who  are  near  the  centres  of  population,  but  it  will 
not  apply  to  persons  far  away  from  centres,  and  who  take 
but  little  interest  in  political  affairs.  Suppose  I  were  to 
attempt  to  look  after  the  voters’  names  in  Marquette,  there 
might  be  a  hundred  men  qualified  to  be  placed  on  the  list, 
and  I  not  know  it.  People  may  be  very  intelligent,  but 
they  do  not  care  to  put  themselves  to  much  trouble  about 
having  their  names  on  the  voters’  list. 

Mr.  HESSON.  What  advantage  will  it  be  to  an  elector 
to  be  placed  on  the  primary  list  and  not  on  the  list  finally 
revised  ? 

Mr.  WATSON.  If  he  is  on  the  primary  list  and  is  entitled 
to  vote,  his  name  cannot  be  struck  off.  Every  possible 
facility  should  be  given  to  the  people  to  have  their  names 
placed  on  the  voters’  lists.  If  Judge  Eyan  were  appointed 
returning  officer  in  my  constituency  he  would  probably  sit 
at  Portage  la  Prairie,  from  which  it  is  175  miles  to  the 
municipality  of  Shell  Eiver,  and  there  is  railway  com¬ 
munication  for  only  about  70  miles.  At  Shell  Eiver  the 
mail  does  not  arrive  more  than  once  a  week,  and  in  other 
parts  once  in  two  weeks.  The  same  difficulties  to  which  I 
have  alluded  will  prevail  in  Algoma  and  Selkirk. 

Mr.  AUGfEE.  Few  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  seem 
to  be  willing  to  take  the  First  Minister’s  word  about  any¬ 
thing  ;  but  I  am  willing  to  take  it,  so  far  as  it  goes.  The 
returning  officer,  it  is  said,  will  be  an  independent  officer,  and 
will  follow  out  the  law.  What  is  the  law  ?  It  is  provided 
in  section  12  that  the  revising  officer  shall  prepare  the  lists 
of  persons  who  are  entitled  to  be  registered  as  voters  ;  that 
is  the  first  step.  The  next  step  is  set  forth  in  clause  15, 
which  points  out  that  notice  must  be  given  to  the  parties 
against  whom  objections  are  raised.  If  they  want  a  name 
entered  on  the  list,  or  taken  off,  they  must  notify  him.  By 
clause  17,  after  he  has  initialed  these  cases  they  are 
decided — they  are  final.  There  is  no  appeal,  because  it 
would  simply  be  an  appeal  to  the  revising  officer  himself, 
and  that  is  not  provided  for.  By  clause  25  provision  is 
made  both  as  to  the  preliminary  and  final  revision,  as  to  the 
examining  of  witnesses,  the  production  of  books  and  docu¬ 
ments,  just  as  in  any  court  of  record. 

An  hon.  MEM! BEE.  That  is  for  the  final  examination. 

Mr.  ATJG-EE.  No ;  that  is  for  the  preliminary  as  well  as 
for  the  final. 

An  hon.  MEMBEE.  No ;  it  is  for  the  final. 

Mr.  AUGER.  Well,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  cannot  under¬ 
stand  plain  English  it  is  not  my  fault,  and  if  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  will  study  the  law  he  will  see  that  it  is  as  I  have 
stated.  If  he  cannot  make  it  clear,  lot  him  consult  some  of 
the  lawyers  on  his  own  side,  and  he  will  find  that  this  is 
for  the  preliminary  as  well  as  for  the  final  revision.  This 
shows  that  the  work  will  actually  be  done  at  the  prelimi¬ 
nary  revision.  It  will  be  at  that  revision  that  names  will  be 
added  and  taken  off,  and  therefore  I  say  that  that  revision 
should  take  place  in  each  municipality,  and  the  final 
revision  in  the  county,  where  any  errors  may  be  corrected 
which  may  have  been  overlooked  in  the  first  revision.  Per¬ 
haps  that  was  the  intention  of  the  framer  of  the  law,  but  he 
may  have  got  the  thing  turned  around,  as  in  the  case  of 
clauses  15  and  16,  where  he  got  the  wrong  clause  first. 
In  my  own  county,  for  instance,  there  are  fourteen 
muncipalities,  and  some  of  the  people  live  at  a  great  distance 
from  the  centre.  Both  parties  would  have  to  bring 
witnesses,  and  if  one  party  was  not  present  the  others  would 
practically  settle  the  matter,  the  ILt  would  be  initialed  and 
the  others  would  have  no  remedy.  But  if  the  work  were 
distributed  over  the  municipalities  it  could  be  attended  to 
Mr.  Hes'.on. 
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properly  and  at  much  less  expense,  and  it  must  be  remem¬ 
bered  that  most  of  the  expense  will  fall  on  the  candidates, 
or  leaders  of  the  party,  as  a  great  many  of  the  electors  do 
not  take  much  interest  in  matters  of  this  kind,  and  therefore 
the  question  is  one  of  equal  interest  to  hon.  members  on 
both  sides  of  this  House.  Perhaps  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
do  not  care  much  about  the  expense,  and  especially  the  First 
Minister,  so  long  as  it  carries  out  his  own  political  ends.  I 
hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted,  especially  as  it  would 
involve  no  more  cost  to  the  Government,  and  no  more 
trouble  to  the  revising  officer,  while  it  would  save  thousands 
of  dollars  to  the  candidates,  or  to  tho  electors.  In  my  own 
county  it  would  take  at  least  three  or  four  weeks  if  the 
preliminary  revision  was  made  in  one  place  whereas,  if  it 
were  carried  on  in  each  municipality  it  would  require  very 
much  less  time  and  expense. 

Mr.  SOMEEVILLE  (Brant).  I  think  it  is  very  impor¬ 
tant  that  this  section  of  the  Bill  should  be  amended  in  the 
way  proposed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr. 
Davies).  It  is  a  mistaken  idea  that  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  are  laboring  under,  that  the  Opposition  are  trying  to 
prevent  the  perfecting  of  this  measure  or  to  increase  the 
cost  of  operating  it.  I  think  we  ought  to  have  a  common 
interest  in  this  matter,  now  that  the  majority  have  decided 
that  we  shall  have  this  Bill ;  and  therefore  it  is  in  the 
interest  of  both  parties  that  we  should  make  the  Bill  as 
perfect  in  all  its  details  as  possible.  It  will  be  admitted 
that  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  at  least,  we  have  now 
facilities  for  the  preparation,  revision,  and  final  revision  of 
the  voters’  list  which  we  shall  not  possess  under  this  Bill. 
We  all  know  that  we  have  our  local  courts  of  revision, 
where  the  electors  who  live  in  the  municipalities  can 
readily  be  present,  and  we  do  not  want  to  put  the  electors 
throughout  the  Dominion  to  any  greater  trouble  than  they 
are  now  compelled  to  undergo  in  order  to  perfect  their 
lists.  I  think  it  is  just  as  much  in  the  interest  of  hon. 
gentlemen  supporting  the  Government  that  this  alteration 
should  be  made  in  the  Bill  as  it  is  in  the  interest  of  hon. 
gentlemen  on  this  side.  Under  the  present  system  the  elec¬ 
tors  are  not  required  to  send  notices  or  letters  to  any  persons 
residing  at  a  distance,  and  it  must  also  be  borne  in  mind 
that  there  are  a  large  number  of  electors  in  the  different 
constituencies  of  the  Dominion  who  are  not  regular  and 
constant  readers  of  newspapers,  and  who  may  not  have  an 
opportunity  of  learning  the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  In 
introducing  a  new  law  of  this  kind,  we  must  take  into 
account  the  difficulties  a  great  many  of  the  electors  will 
have  to  contend  with  under  it.  Although  we  have  been 
discussing  this  Bill  for  a  long  time,  it  appears  to  me  that 
there  are  some  gentlemen  in  this  House  who  do  not  yet 
fully  understand  it;  and  if  that  is  the  case  with  intelligent 
representatives  of  the  people,  how  can  you  expect  those 
electors  who  have  no  such  opportunities  to  become  acquainted 
with  its  provisions.  Therefore,  it  would  be  in  the  interest 
of  gentlemen  opposite,  as  well  as  in  our  interest,  on  this  side, 
that  every  facility  should  be  afforded  to  the  electors  in  the 
preparation  of  the  first  list.  Even  supposing  that  the 
expense  for  the  preparation  of  the  first  list  will  be  made 
greater  than  at  present  by  tho  amendment,  it  will  be  a  jus¬ 
tifiable  expense  ;  but  I  do  not  admit  that  the  expense  will  be 
greater.  The  amount  of  money  saved  to  the  country  at  large 
will  be  much  greater  than  the  inci eased  wages  paid  to  the 
revising  barristers  for  these  various  visitations.  This  is  a  mat¬ 
ter  that  not  only  affects  the  electors;  it  affects,  also,  the  time 
and  expense  incurred  by  gentlemen  who  hold  seats  in  this 
House,  and  who  will  have  an  interest  in  seeing  that  the 
lists  are  properly  prepared  and  revised.  It  is  plain,  to  my 
mind,  that  the  interpretation  that  should  be  put  upon  this 
first  revision  of  the  voters’  list  is  not  the  interpretation  put 
i  upon  it  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson). 
The  12th  clause  provides  tho  way  in  which  these  lists  are 
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to  be  prepared ;  it  provides  that  the  revising  officer  shall 
obtain  his  information  from  the  provincial  lists  and  the 
assessment  rolls,  and  by  any  other  means  that  he 
may  be  able  to  avail  himself  of.  The  next  section 
provides  he  shall  publish  the  list,  and  that  after¬ 
wards  he  shall  hold  a  court ;  and  I  contend  that 
the  court  he  holds  for  the  preliminary  revision  of  the 
list  is  as  much  a  coart  as  the  final  court  he  holds. 
I  agree  entirely  with  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Brome  (Mr.  Fisher).  In  the  Ontario  system  it  is  not 
required  that  the  elector  should  go  to  the  trouble  of  notify¬ 
ing  parties  against  whom  he  objects  or  whom  he  wishes  to 
be  put  on  the  list.  That  duty  should  be  given  to  the 
revising  officer.  If  I  desire  to  have  a  number  of  electors 
struck  off,  because  I  believe  they  are  not  entitled  to  be 
on  the  list,  I  do  not  think  I  should  be  required  to  discharge 
the  duty  of  an  officer  of  the  law,  and  notify  these  parties.  I 
do  not  see  how  it  can  be  denied  that  this  is  a  court.  It  is 
as  much  a  court  as  the  final  court  of  revision,  as  will  be  seen 
by  referring  to  the  25th  section.  If  it  is  not  intended  that  the 
revising  officer  shall  sit  in  court,  but  that  he  shall  merely 
receive  his  applications  by  letter,  without  examining 
witnesses,  why  is  it  stated  that  he  is  to  be  governed  by  all 
the  rules  of  a  court  of  record,  and  that  he  is  to  sit  in  judg¬ 
ment  on  the  evidence  ?  I  do  not  see  what  objection  there 
can  be  to  parsing  the  amendment.  Not  only  to  save  our¬ 
selves  expense  and  trouble,  but  in  the  interests  of  the  elec¬ 
tors,  it  should  be  adopted. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  fail  to  see  what 
earthly  objection  there  can  be  in  allowing  the  revising 
officer  to  go  to  the  municipalities.  As  matters  stand  in 
Ontario,  the  people  there  have  the  convenience  that  the 
lists  are  made  up  and  the  court  of  revision  held  in  each 
municipality,  a  court  which  holds  a  position  closely  analo¬ 
gous  to  that  occupied  by  the  revising  barrister  at  this  pre¬ 
liminary  investigation  ;  and  then  when  an  appeal  lies  to 
the  county  court  judge  he  goes  round  to  each  municipality 
and  holds  his  court  there.  The  First  Minister  has  shown 
himself  disposed  to  accept  suggestions  to-night.  This  is  a 
case  in  which  he  ought  to  continue  showing  that  good 
disposition.  There  is  no  doubt  whatever  that  to  compel 
men  to  travel  thirty  or  forty  miles  to  the  revising  barrister 
is  a  great  tax  on  them,  and  with  the  probability,  then,  that 
they  will  have  to  wait  for  several  days  together  before  each 
particular  case  can  be  taken  up.  The  right  hon.  gentleman 
said  that  the  representatives  of  each  party  would  take  the 
matter  in  hand,  that  they  would  make  application  to  have  men 
put  on  or  off,  in  a  wholesale  manner,  300  or  400  at  a  time. 
It  it  goes,  as  the  First  Minister  appears  to  think  it  will  go, 
into  the  hands  of  the  associations,  or  of  persons  employed 
by  them,  these  things  will  be  argued,  especially  in  the  first 
instance,  at  very  considerable  length.  It  is  quite  likely 
that  very  nearly  as  long  a  time  will  be  taken  up  in  con¬ 
sidering  these  various  cases,  especially  in  the  preliminary 
organisation,  as  would  ordinarily  be  occupied  in  the  dispo¬ 
sal  of  an  assize,  and  the  First  Minister  knows — no  one  better 
— that  that  may  take  seven,  eight,  nine  or  ten  days,  or  pos¬ 
sibly  a  fortnight.  It  would  not  so  much  matter  it  the 
thing  were  thoroughly  understood,  but  I  repeat  that  it  is 
not  understood.  A  number  of  curious  objections  are  likely 
to  be  taken  in  the  first  instance,  where  you  are  applying  a 
now  statute,  every  word  of  which  is  going  to  be  litigated, 
in  all  probability,  by  the  parties  employed  by  the  respective 
political  parties.  It  is  quite  clear  that  the  First  Minister, 
or  whoever  drafted  this  Bill,  expected  that  these  people 
would  be  present,  as  the  next  clause  shows.  It  would  be  a 
very  great  and  unnecessary  hardship  to  insist  on  all  these 
persons  coming  to  one  particular  point  in  an  electoral  dis¬ 
trict,  and  I  think  the  First  Minister  should  either  concede 
this  or  reserve  the  point  for  further  consideration  and  dis¬ 
cussion.  These  matters  often  come  up  unexpectedly,  and 
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it  is  not  to  be  supposed  that  the  hon.  gentleman  can  decide 
them  at  once.  He  has  conceded  some  other  points,  and  I 
think  he  would  do  well  to  take  this  into  his  consideration, 
also. 

Mr.  WELDON.  No  doubt  the  principle  has  been  affirmed 
by  the  committee,  but  there  are  many  salient  p tints  which 
require  careful  consideration.  This  preliminary  revision 
is  important,  because  the  list  then  made  will  be  the  basis 
of  the  lists  to  bo  used  hereafter.  It  was  originally  proposed 
that  a  complete  list  should  be  made  out  of  the  whole  electo¬ 
ral  district,  but  that  has  been  departed  from,  and  I  think  the 
First  Minister  has  wisely  conceded  the  point,  that  before 
any  preliminary  revision,  the  alphabetical  list  should  be 
made  out  for  each  municipal  or  parochial  division.  The 
preliminary  list  will  be  the  list  on  which  future  lists  will  be 
based,  and  to  some  extent  the  powers  of  revising  barristers 
are  restricted  in  regard  to  the  final  list.  The  Bill  provides 
that  the  revising  barrister  shall  hold  a  sitting  at  such  place 
in  the  constituency  as  he  may  deem  necessary.  The  right 
of  the  franchise  belongs  to  every  one  who  is  qualified 
under  the  law,  and  he  should  have  that  right  with  as 
little  expense  as  possible.  The  expense,  if  any,  should 
be  borne  by  the  country  and  not  by  the  individual ;  but 
the  revising  officer  having  power  to  hold  his  sitting 
in  any  part  of  the  electoral  division,  those  who 
desire  to  appear  before  him  must  go  there  at  their  own 
expense.  It  is  true  that  the  Prime  Minister  says  they  need 
not  go  at  all ;  but,  especially  in  regard  to  the  preliminary 
list,  a  man  will  want  to  see  whether  he  is  there  or  not, 
whether  he  is  to  remain  there,  and,  more  particularly, 
whether  any  objection  has  been  made  to  his  name.  He  will 
want  to  attend  in  person.  Otherwise,  the  county  judge  or 
the  revising  barrister  will  act  as  we  know  the  judges  act, 
ex  necessitate  rei,  when  the  parties  fail  to  attend.  This  is  to 
be  a  court  of  record,  with  the  power  to  bring  witnesses.  In 
New  Brunswick  you  are  creating  an  entirely  new  tenure, 
and  how  is  the  revising  officer,  sitting  in  the  centre  of  a 
county,  such  as  Westmoreland,  Northumberland  or  York, 
very  large  counties,  ranging  over  100  miles,  from  one  end 
to  the  other,  to  ascertain  the  different  classes  of  per¬ 
sons  entitled  to  vote,  who  are  not  shown  on  the  assess¬ 
ment  rolls,  or  in  any  other  way,  unless  the  revising 
barrister  receives  the  information  by  letter.  If  the 
revising  officer  holds  his  court  in  the  locality  he  has 
the  party  there  on  the  spot  who  can  give  him  information, 
but  who  would  not  be  present  if  the  court  was  held  50  miles 
from  his  home.  No  person  is  going  to  attend  this  court  of 
the  revising  barrister  in  the  centre  of  the  county  unless  he 
has  some  particular  object.  Take,  for  instance,  a  district 
which  the  revising  barrister  never  visited.  How  is  he  going 
to  ascertain  whether  the  electors  have  a  right  to  be  on  the 
list  ?  He  knows  nothing  about  them,  and  the  result  is,  the 
list  will  be  imperfect.  The  whole  scheme  of  the  Bill  was 
placed  upon  the  principle  of  their  being  one  list ;  that 
having  now  been  altered,  it  seems  to  me  we  should  at  once 
provide  that  the  revising  officer  shall  hold  his  court  in  each 
locality,  in  order  that  he  may  see  the  people,  and  hear  objec¬ 
tions,  and  obtain  information  upon  which  to  frame  his  pre¬ 
liminary  list.  This  preliminary  revision  is  particularly  im¬ 
portant,  because  it  is  to  be  the  basis  of  the  final  revision ;  and, 
practically,  it  will  be  the  basis  of  every  future  registration, 
from  year  to  year.  It  may  increase  the  expense  a  little  for  the 
revising  barrister  to  visit  the  different  municipalities,  but  it 
will  save  expense  to  the  people,  who,  otherwise,  might  have 
to  travel  50  or  60  miles  from  home,  or  else  make  up  their 
minds  to  remain  off  the  list.  As  the  revising  barrister  is 
paid  by  salary,  the  only  additional  expense  will  be  in  his 
travelling  expenses.  It  seems  to  me  that  to  do  justice  to 
all  the  electors,  to  have  a  thorough  investigation  of  the 
different  franchises,  to  get  all  those  upon  the  list  who  are 
entitled  to  go  on,  and  to  get  rid  of  those  who  are  not 
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entitled,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  make  such  a  pre¬ 
liminary  list  in  the  different  parishes  or  municipalities, 
where  parties  can  attend  and  be  heard,  and  where  the 
revising  officer  shall  have  the  opportunity,  not  only  of  hear¬ 
ing  the  parties,  but,  if  necessary,  of  obtaining  information 
as  to  the  relative  position  of  the  voters,  as  to  the  tenants, 
farmers’  sons,  and  others  qualified  under  the  different  fran¬ 
chises.  1  contend  it  would  be  utterly  impossible  for  him,  at 
a  distance,  to  give  a  fair  valuation.  Either  he  will  be  biassed 
by  some  particular  individual  from  whom  he  obtains  informa¬ 
tion  or  he  will  not  be  able  to  get  the  information  at  all 
The  only  additional  expense  involved  would  be  the  travel¬ 
ling  expenses  of  the  judges.  On  the  other  hand,  great 
expense  would  be  saved  to  the  people  interested.  Take  the 
case  of  the  county  of  St.  John  :  If  the  revision  were  held 
at  the  city  of  St.  John  it  would  take  parties  at  the  eastern 
end  of  the  county  three  or  four  days  to  reach  there,  involving 
great  expense  and  loss  of  time.  If,  however,  the  revision 
were  held  at  the  village  of  St.  Martin’s,  the  parties  would 
be  put  to  little  expense. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  The  big  district  I  represent  has  been 
referred  to  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  as  furnishing  an 
instance  where  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  would  not  apply. 
I  merely  rise  to  tell  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  the  dis¬ 
trict — although  very  large,  as  an  electoral  district — is 
divided  into  two  judicial  districts,  with  two  judges,  who  have 
the  esteem  and  respect  of  the  whole  community,  and  who 
will,  no  doubt,  make  excellent  revising  officers. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  can  only  be  one  of  them  appointed. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Either  of  them  would  make  a  good 
officer.  The  district  has  now  a  population  of  about  55,000, 
and  yet  I  do  not  see  any  great  difficulty  in  working  this 
clause,  except  in  one  instance,  at  Moose  Factory,  where 
there  are  about  250  white  settlers,  who  should  have 
the  franchise.  Where  there  is  a  will  there  is  always 
a  way  of  getting  over  these  difficulties.  I  am  exceed¬ 
ingly  pleased  to  see  hon.  gentleman  opposite  taking  such 
an  interest  in  the  district  I  represent,  and  always 
bringing  it  forward  as  an  example  of  something  good.  I 
must,  however,  say  that  very  early  in  the  Session  I  had  to 
answer  an  enquiry  of  a  very  distinguished  member  of  the 
Opposition  as  to  where  it  is  ;  he  positively  did  not  know 
where  Algoma  is.  Although  it  is  coming  into  notice  now, 
and  notwithstanding  that  hon.  members  from  the  Maritime 
Provinces  tell  us  so  much  about  their  great  districts  and  the 
vast  interests  they  represent,  the  whole  of  the  Maritime 
Provinces,  with  Newfoundland  added,  might  be  put  down 
in  Algoma,  and  yet  there  would  be  plenty  of  space  left.  I 
merely  rose  to  say  that  notwithstanding  the  great  size  of  my 
district  the  Act  can  be  worked  in  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  must  be  a  source  of  grati¬ 
fication  that  while  the  hon.  member  for  Algoma  had  to 
give  us  a  mild  lecture  last  night  about  hon.  members 
talking  of  their  own  ridings,  yet  to-night  he  has  drawn 
attention  to  his  own  district.  It  has  furnished  one  of  the 
many  instances  of  how  the  Act  will  work.  We  need  not, 
however,  take  so  extreme  a  case  as  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
riding,  for  this  clause  is  objectionable  in  the  riding  of  any 
hon.  gentleman  opposite,  except  in  the  case  of  an  electoral 
district  comprised  within  the  boundaries  of  a  city.  The 
amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr. 
Davies)  is  one  that  ought  to  be  pressed  on  the  First 
Minister  until  he  gives  some  intimation  that  he  will  be 
prepared  to  consider  it.  It  has  been  charged  by  an  hon. 
member  that  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  would  very 
much  increase  the  cost ;  and  the  charge  was  made  that  it 
was  the  desire  of  the  Opposition  to  make  the  Bill  as 
expensive  as  possible.  That  charge  will  not  lie,  because 
the  Opposition  have  strenuously  opposed  the  passage 
Mr.  Weldon. 


of  the  Bill.  It  might,  however,  be  argued  that 
since  the  principle  was  adopted  we  had  tried  to  make  it 
more  expensive.  That  would  be  a  fair  statement  to  make  ; 
but  it  would  require  to  be  proved  that  the  changes  proposed 
would  add  to  the  cost.  That  would  be  a  difficult  task  to 
undertake.  If  you  might  suppose  that  it  would  add  to  the 
cost  of  the  revising  barristers  if  they  held  sittings  in  different 
places  instead  of  in  one  place,  the  expense  has  been  located 
by  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John  (Mr.  Weldon),  who  has 
pointed  out  that  the  expense  would  only  be  augmented  by 
the  amount  of  the  travelling  expenses  of  the  revising  officer. 
But  the  expense  connected  with  this  Bill  is  not  to  be  fully 
comprehended  by  the  expense  attending  the  revising  officer. 
The  revising  officer  and  many  of  the  electors  have  to  be 
brought  together,  and  in  getting  them  together  there  must 
be  more  or  less  expense  involved.  If  you  take  the  revising 
officer  to  the  individual  he  will  have  to  incur  expense. 
If  you  have  to  bring  individuals  to  the  revising  barrister 
the  expense  will  have  to  be  incurred  and  defrayed  by  the 
individuals ;  but  if  it  might  appear  to  be  a  chai’ge  upon  the 
Consolidated  Revenue,  it  would  still  remain  a  fact  that  under 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  the  cost  to  the  country  would  be 
much  less,  for  it  is  a  simple  proposition,  that  in  taking  the 
greater  numbers  to  the  less,  there  must  be  a  larger  expense. 
Then,  Sir,  looking  at  it  in  that  light,  if  the  Bill  is  put  in 
operation  is  it  not  fair  to  charge  on  the  revenues  of  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  the  expense  attendant  upon  it  being 
put  in  operation?  I  think  no  one  will  care  to  controvert 
that  proposition;  and,  therefore, having  adopted  a  Dominion 
franchise,  the  fundamental  requisite  is  that  all  who  are 
entitlod  to  be  registered  as  voters,  should  be  on  the  list,  and 
that  those  who  are  ineligible  shall  not  be  allowed  to  remain 
thereon.  That  being  established,  the  question  of  expense 
becomes  a  secondary  question.  The  principle  must  be 
maintained  that  justice  must  be  done,  no  matter  what  the 
expense  may  be ;  and  having  decreed  that  we  shall  bring 
the  Bill  into  operation,  we  are  bound  to  see  that  justice  is 
done  to  all,  even  if  some  expense  may  attend  it.  There  is 
still  another  reason,  and  that  is,  that  people  of  this 
country  have  been  accustomed  to  have  every  facility 
for  rectifying  errors  in  connection  with  the  lists, 
such  as  they  will  have  under  the  operation  of 
the  amendment  now  proposed.  In  the  Province  of  Ontario, 
with  which  I  am  best  acquainted,  they  have  every  facility 
of  that  kind,  and  that  being  the  case,  they  are  entitled  to 
demand,  at  the  hands  of  this  House,  in  passing  a  Franchise 
Bill,  that  they  shall  not  be  called  upon  to  go  to  any  more 
expense  or  trouble  in  a  preliminary  revision  of  the  voters’ 
list  than  under  the  existing  system.  Just  imagine  the  state 
of  affairs  if  the  clause,  in  its  present  shape,  is  adopted.  I 
will  not  take  an  extreme  case,  but  an  ordinary  electoral 
district.  A  court  will  be  held  for  the  preliminary  revision 
of  the  list,  and  the  inhabitants  will  be  required  to  repair  to 
this  one  place.  My  impression  is,  that  the  errors  which 
will  have  to  te  rectified  on  this  list,  considering  the  manner 
in  which  it  is  prepared,  will  run  up  to  the  huudreds,  or,  at 
any  rate,  to  the  scores,  and  the  court  may,  therefore,  have 
to  go  on  from  day  to  day,  and  these  persons  will  be  at  the 
expense  of  remaining  at  this  place  during  the  court,  or  else 
paying  their  railway  fares,  or  taking  long  drives  to  get  to 
their  homes,  at  a  great  expense  of  time  and  money.  Let 
me  call  attention  to  the  cost  which  may  be  put  on  the 
individual  so  summoned  to  attend  this  court  at  the 
mere  whim  of  the  revising  barrister.  (The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  here  quoted  sections  38  and  39  of  the  Bill). 
This  revising  officer,  sitting  at  a  central  place,  in  a  large 
electoral  district,  upon  a  person  making  application  to  him 
to  have  an  error  in  the  list  rectified,  may  say  that  he  wants 
to  hear  a  little  more  about  this  case,  and,  at  his  own  instance, 
summon  men  from  distant  parts  of  the  county  to  come  there 
and  produce  books  and  records,  and  give  evidence  as  to  the 
case  before  him.  When  this  large  number  of  witnesses 
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arrives  he  may  be  proceeding  with  another  case  on  the  roll, 
and  the  court  may  have  to  adjourn  over  the  night.  All  the 
witnesses  have  to  remain ;  another  day’s  court  may  be  held, 
and  after  all  these  expenses  have  been  incurred  the  revising 
officer,  as  sole  arbiter  and  dictator,  can  turn  around  and  say : 
I  assess  you  who  have  made  application  to  have  your  name 
placed  on  the  list  for  all  the  costs  and  expenses  of  these  wit¬ 
nesses  whom  I  have  summoned,  and  having  heard  their 
testimony,  I  find,  after  all,  that  you  are  not  entitled  to  be 
placed  on  the  list.  That  is  possible — shall  I  say,  not  im¬ 
probable? — under  this  Bill.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  say 
that  there  is  no  danger  of  the  court  holding  its  sittings  day 
after  day,  but  that  the  cases  will  be  quickly  disposed 
of  ?  The  schedule  of  the  Act  with  respect  to  the 
summoning  of  witnesses,  says  that  the  witnesses  are  sum¬ 
moned  to  appear  befoie  tho  revising  officer,  “and  so  on, 
from  day  to  day.”  You  can  see  that  if  this  clause  were 
maintained  as  it  is,  it  would  be  an  absolute  impossibility,  in 
many  cases,  for  parties  to  have  simple  justice  done  to  them  ; 
and  I  hold  that  above  all  things  the  foundation  principle 
ought  to  be  that  justice  shall  be  done,  and  the  matter  of 
expense  must  come  in  after.  On  principles  of  equity,  if 
expense  is  to  be  incurred  it  ought  to  be  borne  out  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Parliament  which  is  making  this  one  of  the 
statutes  of  the  land,  and  ought  not  to  be  placed  on  the 
shoulders  of  an  innocent  person  seeking  to  vindicate  his 
rights.  Every  consideration  points  in  the  direction  of  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies).  I 
venture  to  say  that  no  defense  worthy  of  the  name  can  be 
offered  for  this  clause,  as  it  stands  in  the  Bill,  and  I  hope 
that  representations  so  strong  and  so  persistent  shall  be 
made  on  this  side  of  the  House,  that  the  hon.  First  Min¬ 
ister  will  bo  led  to  give  an  intimation  that  it  is  his  intention 
to  accept  the  very  reasonable  and  proper  amendment  that 
has  been  offered. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  The  clause  now  under  consideration 
provides  that  one  week  before  the  sitting  of  the  court,  any 
person  having  any  objection  to  any  of  the  names  on  the  list 
may  give  notice  to  the  revising  officer,  and  to  the  person 
objected  to,  that  he  entertains  such  objection.  Any  person 
desiring - 

Mr.  VAIL.  It  appears  to  me,  seeing  that  we  met  at  half 
past  one  to-day  and  that  it  is  now  two  o’clock,  that  the  First 
Minister  should  consent  to  an  adjournment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  must  get  through 
before  Christmas. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  Subsequently,  the  Bill  provides  that  a 
court  shall  be  held  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  the  objections. 
Surely  the  observations  of  the  First  Minister  do  not  apply 
to  this  court,  when  he  says  it  is  not  necessary  that  the 
parties  shall  attend  Surely  it  is  asking  too  much  that  the 
parties  who  apply  to  the  revising  officer  to  have  their 
names  inserted  on  the  rolls  shall  all  assemble  in  one 
place  in  the  electoral  district  to  answer  those  objections. 
It  may  be  that  a  person  living  at  the  extreme  end  of 
the  county  is  objected  to.  He  must  appear  to  substantiate 
his  right,  or  be  removed  from  the  roll.  It  is  true,  he  may 
make  application  afterwards  to  be  put  on  the  roll  at  the 
final  revision  ;  but  no  elector  ought  to  be  deprived  of  that 
right  ;  it  should  not  be  something  that  he  has  to  go  and 
seek,  at  his  own  inconvenience  and  expense,  but  it  should 
be  freely  accorded  to  him.  Surely  the  hon.  First  Minister 
can  see  his  way  to  providing  that  the  court  shall  sit  at 
different  localities  throughout  the  district,  in  order  that  the 
applications  and  the  objections  may  be  made  and  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  best  evidence  that  can  be  adduced,  the 
evidence  of  the  parties  interested.  Such  evidence  cannot 
be  adduced  before  him  at  one  particular  place  in  the 


electoral  district.  I  differ  with  the  First  Minister  as  to  the 
construction  of  this  clause  and  the  subsequent  clause.  If  I 
was  acting  as  a  revising  officer  under  this  Bill  I 
would  feel  that  f  had  no  power  under  this  provision  to 
make  any  changes  in  the  list,  except  on  the  notice 
that  is  provided  in  this  section.  It  is  a  court  of 
record,  and  a  court  of  record  will  only  receive  such 
evidence  as,  in  courts  of  record,  can  be  regarded  as  evi¬ 
dence.  Under  clause  11  the  revising  officer  must  publicly 
proceed  to  the  preliminary  revision  of  the  list,  basing 
such  revision  on  the  evidence  and  statements  before  him, 
and  of  the  persons  who  may  be  present.  He  has  no  power 
to  put  on  names  suggested  to  him  by  letter.  Is  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer  to  accept  the  lists  sent  to  him  by  a  political 
agent,  and  add  the  names,  or  take  names  off,  without  evi¬ 
dence  whatever  ?  The  whole  frame  of  the  Bill  regards  the 
revising  officer  in  this  investigation  as  a  court  intended 
solemnly  to  deal  with  the  rights  of  parties.  There  are  so 
many  serious  objections  to  this  clause  that  I  shall  not 
attempt  to  point  them  all  out.  The  matter  is  so  outrageous 
that  it  cannot  be  possible  the  committee  will  adopt  this 
clause  without  amendment. 

Sir  KICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  moved  that  the  com- 
mitte  rise  and  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  think  not ;  we  have  dis¬ 
cussed  this  clause  for  several  hours  already. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  We  have  scarcely  dis¬ 
cussed  it  an  hour ;  it  was  only  put  about  one  o’clock.  It  is 
a  clause  to  which  hon.  members  do  not  attach,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  an  obstructive  sense ;  it  does  not,  in  the 
slightest  degree  affect  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  it  is  in 
the  highest  degree  important  that  this  matter  should  be 
made  one  of  convenience.  We  sat  until  four  o’clock  yester¬ 
day  morning;  and  to  be  compelled  to  sit  after  two  o’clock 
this  morning  is  too  great  a  strain. 

Mr.  HESSON.  Merely  to  allow  hon.  gentlemen  to  talk. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  hon.  gentleman 
is  altogether  wrong ;  this  Bill  is  crudely  drawn,  and  every 
argument  that  has  been  made  shows  that  important  altera¬ 
tions  have  to  be  made.  Some  were  ot  very  considerable 
importance,  affecting  the  practical  working  of  the  Bill,  to  a 
great  extent.  This  particular  amendment  is  one  that  cer¬ 
tainly  deserves  some  consideration.  I  cannot  conceive  why 
any  objection  should  be  made  to  it.  It  seems  to  me  a  thing 
which  might  be  very  fairly  conceded,  even  if  there  was  a 
little  undue  pressure  on  this  side.  It  does  not  add,  to  any 
material  extent,  to  the  expense ;  it  is  an  obvious  convenience 
to  the  public ;  and,  at  any  rate,  it  ought  to  be  considered  at 
a  reasonable  time  in  the  day. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  It  is  not  our  fault  that 
this  comes  so  late.  We  have  been  seven  weeks  on  this  Bill, 
and  though  this  clause  may  not  have  been  specially  dis¬ 
cussed  more  than  an  hour  or  two,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
says,  nevertheless  the  principles  involved  in  this  clause 
have,  been  discussed  for  weeks.  This  was  foreseen,  and  was 
discussed  and  rediscussed  for  weeks,  day  and  night.  It  is 
true,  we  were  sitting  here  till  half-past  three  yesterday 
morning,  and  it  is  half-past  two  now  ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman 
must  see  that  if  we  want  to  finish  the  business  of  the  House 
this  year  we  must  sit  it  out ;  we  cannot  get  slong  unless 
we  sit  it  out.  If  hon.  gentlemen  want  to  discuss,  we  must 
discuss,  but  we  must  show  to  the  public  and  our  consti¬ 
tuents  that  if  hon.  gentlemen  have  such  a  great  desire  to 
discuss  this  measure,  on  tho  other  hand,  we  must  do  our 
duty  to  the  country,  by  preventing  the  House  sitting  for 
three  or  four  months  more.  We  have  been  in  session  over 
four  months,  and  hon.  gentlemen  have  taken  nearly  two 
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months  to  discuss  this  measure,  and  we  are  at  the  15th 
clause  out  of  63. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  are  three  features  in  this  Bill  which 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House  feel  are  very 
objectionable.  Two  of  these  have  been  already  disposed  of, 
the  Indian  question  and  the  revising  barrister ;  and  the 
third  is  the  clause  we  have  now  before  us.  We  have  dis¬ 
cussed  the  other  two  objectionable  features  at  such  length 
as  to  give  to  the  people  an  opportunity  of  learning  not  only 
the  character  of  the  clauses  but  our  views  in  regard  to 
them.  Whether  our  views  are  right  or  wrong,  they  are 
honestly  entertained  and  they  have  been  fully  expressed. 
This  is  another  clause  to  which  strong  objection  is  felt  on 
this  side.  We  only  commenced  to  discuss  it  after  midnight, 
and  we  ask  the  opportunity  to  discuss  it  when  the  gentle¬ 
men  who  represent  the  press  are  in  the  gallery,  and  when 
there  is  time  to  give  it  fuller  consideration.  As  the 
Government  yielded  nothing  of  a  practical  character  on 
the  other  points,  we  hoped  they  would  have  met  what 
we  believed  to  be  the  wishes  and  convenience  of 
the  country  on  this  question,  and  we  ask  the  opportunity 
of  discussing  it  at  a  reasonable  hour.  My  hon.  friend,  a 
few  evenings  ago,  came  to  an  understanding,  that  a  certain 
division  should  be  taken  at  a  reasonable  hour,  and  I  heard 
the  Prime  Minister  ask  whether  it  was  a  reasonable  hour 
after  11  o’clock.  Yet  he  has  us  here  from  one  o’clock  till 
after  two  in  the  morning,  maintaining  that  two  is  a  reason¬ 
able  hour.  It  is  after  two  now,  and  we  want  an  opportunity 
of  a  fuller  discussion  on  this  clause. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  say  it  honestly,  and  this  is  not  a  reason¬ 
able  hour  for  that  full  and  frank  discussion  which  it  should 
receive. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  We  have  disposed  of  three 
very  important  clauses,  to-day  and  this  clause  involves 
considerations  of  the  first  possible  consequence.  It  is 
rather  hard  that  we  should  be  asked  to  discuss  this 
question  at  this  hour  in  the  morning,  after  sitting  till 
nearly  four  o’clock  yesterday  morning.  Several  gentle¬ 
men  on  this  side  desire  to  discuss  the  clause.  I 
desire  to  say  something  on  it  myself,  but  at  this 
hour  it  is  not  fair  for  the  Government  to  ask  us  to  proceed. 
I  do  not  think  anything  will  be  lostor  gained  by  an  adjourn¬ 
ment  now,  except  that  we  will  have  a  night’s  rest  and  will 
preserve  our  health.  The  First  Minster  has  asked  us  to 
make  suggestions,  but  we  cannot  do  that  in  an  intelligent 
way  at  this  hour. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  I  think  I  have  shown 
that  whenever  any  amendment  was  proposed  or  suggestion 
made  from  the  other  side  that  fairly  met  my  judgment,  I 
tried  to  meet  it,  and  even  in  cases  where  I  thought  there 
was  no  necessity  for  an  amendment,  yet  it  was  pressed  so 
strongly,  either  that  the  clause  was  not  specific  enough  or 
that  it  might  be  made  more  apt,  that  I  yielded  my  own 
opinions  in  order  to  meet  the  views  of  the  gentlemen 
opposite.  But  in  this  case  I  must  say  that  I  am  satisfied 
that  the  clause  is  a  good  one,  and  that  the  mode  of  getting 
this  preliminary  revision  prescribed  by  the  Act  is  the  best 
one ;  and  it  occurs  to  me,  either  that  the  clause  must  be 
dropped  and  we  must  have  the  final  revision  without  this 
preliminary  meeting,  or  we  must  insist  upon  it  as  it  is.  I 
cannot  at  all  entertain  the  proposition  which  was  made 
from  the  other  side,  that  we  are  to  have  two  expensive 
circuits,  by  which  the  revising  barrister  is  twice  to 
go  round  every  section  of  the  constituency,  in  order  to 
make  the  list.  I  think  that  one  is  quite  sufficient. 
It  would  be  a  criminal  waste  of  money ;  it  would  do  no  good 
Sir  Hector  Lange  vin. 
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in  the  world ;  it  would  greatly  occupy  the  time  of  the 
revising  barrister,  and  therefore  greatly  increase  expense. 
Moreover,  it  would  greatly  disincline  the  judges,  whom  I 
desire  to  have  as  revising  barristers,  to  accept  office,  if  they 
were,  in  one  year,  obliged  to  make  two  circuits,  withdraw¬ 
ing  them  from  their  ordinary  avocations.  In  my  opinion, 
there  is  not  the  slightest  necessity  for  it.  This  preliminary 
meeting  is  so  valuable  that  I  do  not  wish  to  see  it  wiped 
out  of  the  Act.  It  is  inexpensive  ;  it  will  enable  the  judge 
to  prepare  a  preliminary  list,  which  can  afterwards,  in  cir¬ 
cuit,  be  fully  gone  into.  I  cannot,  therefore,  hold  out  any 
hope  that  any  arguments  used  by  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
induce  me  to  concede  to  any  of  the  amendments  made  to 
the  clause.  I  think  it  is  a  good  clause  in  itself,  and  any  alter¬ 
ation  of  it,  by  extending  the  circuit,  would  be  a  mistake, 
for  the  reasons  I  have  given.  I  can  assure  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that,  so  far  as  I  am  able  to  judge,  when  this  clause  is 
voted  upon  it  will  be  voted  upon  as  it  stands.  It  may  be 
rights  or  it  may  be  wrong,  but  I  am  satisfied  it  will  be  car¬ 
ried  as  it  stands.  The  hon.  gentlemen,  as  it  seems  to  me, 
have  done  their  duty  in  making  their  protest,  and  I  have 
no  doubt,  with  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair,  this  and  the  other 
impoi'tant  clauses  will  hereafter  be  fully  discussed.  There¬ 
fore,  I  do  not  think  hon.  gentlemen  should  press  a  further 
discussion  in  committee,  but  allow  us  to  go  on ;  let  this  be 
carried,  and  afterwards  it  can  be  discussed  fully,  when  the 
hon.  gentlemen,  in  the  face  of  day,  can  vindicate  their  objec¬ 
tions  to  the  clause  as  it  now  stands. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  The  result  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  course  is  this  ;  that  those  of  us  who  have  not  expressed 
our  opinion  on  this  question  will  be  deprived  of  the  opportun¬ 
ity.  I  know  there  are  several  gentlemen  who  desire  to  discuss 
it  on  its  merits,  but  at  this  hour  of  the  morning  it  will  be 
utterly  useless  to  attempt  it.  It  serves  no  purpose  to  dis¬ 
cuss  it  at  this  hour.  The  discussions  will  not  be  reported 
in  the  newspapers,  and  we  know  that  even  in  Hansard ,  at 
this  late  hour  of  the  morning,  discussions  generally  do  not 
receive  that  attention  they  otherwise  would. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Discuss  it  on  concur¬ 
rence  and  on  the  third  reading. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  But  if  we  discuss  it  now  we  do  not 
require  to  discuss  it  on  the  third  reading. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  would  remind  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  there  is  a  motion  before  the  House  for 
adjournment,  which  I  think  will  receive  the  support  of  both 
sides  of  the  House.  I  heartily  support  the  motion  to 
adjourn. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Three  clauses  have 
been  passed  to-day,  which  is  greater  progress  than  has  been 
made  on  any  occasion  since  this  Bill  has  been  under  discus¬ 
sion.  There  would  have  been  no  difficulty  whatever,  if  hon. 
members  on  this  side  had  been  so  disposed,  in  protracting 
the  discussion  on  the  first  clause. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  motion  that  the  committee  rise  is  a 
most  reasonable  one.  Considerable  progress  has  been  made. 
We  are  now  on  a  peace  footing.  If  we  are  now  told,  at  a 
quarter  to  three  o’clock,  that  there  shall  be  no  cessation  of 
labor,  I  cannot  accept  that  determination  except  as  an  inti¬ 
mation  of  a  desire  to  terminate  existing  relations  and  to 
declare  war.  I  dare  say  the  minds  of  those  who  have 
expressed  themselves  against  the  clause  are  also  pretty 
determined,  but  it  may  be  that  after  a  pleasant  sleep  and 
meeting  again  at  the  proper  hour  we  will  be  able  to  see  the 
matter  in  a  different  light.  It  may  be  that  we  can  find 
some  common  meeting  ground  in  this  matter,  and  if  so,  an 
end  of  the  issue  on  this  point  having  been  reached,  we  will 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2301 


proceed  to  the  next  clause,  knowing  that  nothing  has 
occurred  to  mar  the  relations  which  now  prevail.  Speaking 
in  all  sincerity,  I  believe  it  will  be  for  the  interests  of  the 
majority  to  be  reasonable,  under  the  circumstances,  and  to 
carry  this  motion. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  motion  being  dis¬ 
posed  of,  I  would  say  now,  that  in  the  hope  of  making 
greater  progress  than  one  clause  a  day,  and  that  we  will  bo 
met  in  the  spirit  promised  by  the  hon.  member  for  North 
York  (Mr.  Mulock),  that  we  will  make  substantial  progress, 
I  move  that  the  committee  now  rise,  report  progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  2:45  a.m., 
Wednesday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  3rd  June,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— COEPUS  CHEISTI. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  : 

That  when  the  House  adjourns  this  day,  it  will  stand  adjourned  until 
Friday  at  1.30,  and  that  when  it  adjourns  on  Friday  it  will  stand 
adjourned  until  Saturday,  at  1.30,  and  that  Government  measures  will 
have  precedence,  on  that  day,  after  routine. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  15, 

Mr.  LANDEEKIN.  I  hope  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Prince  Edward  Island  will  be  carried,  for,  if  the 
clause  passes  as  it  stands,  and  only  one  court  of  revision  is 
held  in  each  riding,  it  will  cause  great  inconvenience  and 
expense.  It  would  practically  mean  that  there  would  be  no 
revision  at  all,  because  the  expense  of  bringing  witnesses  so 
far  will  be  too  great  to  bear.  For  instance,  in  my  own  rid¬ 
ing,  if  the  court  was  held  in  the  centre  of  the  riding,  we 
would  have  to  bring  people  some  forty  or  fifty  miles,  and 
that  is  a  thing  altogether  impracticable.  I  think  we  should 
hold  a  court  at  least  in  each  municipality,  in  accordance 
with  the  system  now  in  force  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  a 
system  which  gives  very  general  satisfaction.  I  think  it 
would  be  even  better  if  we  could  have  a  court  in  every  elec¬ 
toral  sub-division,  as  it  would  be  a  great  convenience  to  the 
people  and  would  lessen  the  cost  of  appeal.  In  many  of  the 
ridings  the  people  would  probably  have  to  go  twice  as  far 
as  in  my  own,  and  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  candidates 
to  bear  the  expense  of  bringing  the  witnesses  so  far.  I 
think  the  amendment  is  one  which  should  commend  itself 
to  the  judgment  of  the  Government,  if  they  wish  to  consult 
the  convenience  of  the  people,  the  convenience  of  the  candi¬ 
dates,  and  the  expense  to  which  they  will  be  put. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  must  say  that  I  was  extremely  disap¬ 
pointed  in  the  explanation  the  Prime  Minister  gave  of  his 


understanding  of  the  meaning  of  this  section,  and  of  the 
duties  the  revising  officer  would  have  to  discharge  at  the 
preliminary  revision. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Question. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  We  are  going  to  talk  to  the  question,  and 
I  ask  the  attention  of  the  hon.  member  for  Monck  for  a 
few  moments,  while  we  carefully  discuss  it. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  Well,  talk  about  it  then  ;  but  you  are 
simply  standing  still. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  We  cannot  hope  to  convince  the  hon. 
gentleman  if  he  will  turn  away  and  not  try  to  understand 
the  section. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Let  the  hon.  gentleman  go  on,  and 
not  stand  there  saying  nothing. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order,  order. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  most  unreason¬ 
able.  If  he  will  listen  to  me  a  moment,  he  will  see  that 
from  the  standpoint  from  which  we  view  this  section  it  is 
absolutely  essential  that  the  amendment  should  be  accepted  ; 
for  if  I  were  a  revising  officer,  acting  as  a  judicial  officer, 
I  certainly  would  not  put  the  construction  on  this  section 
that  the  Prime  Minister  intimates  he  would  put  upon 
it.  Now,  the  First  Minister’s  explanation  of  the  prelimi¬ 
nary  revision  is  simply  this :  Instead  of  being  a  revision 
in  the  legal  sense  of  the  term,  where  a  preliminary  list  is 
taken  and  alterations  made,  in  accordance  with  legal  evi¬ 
dence  and  with  legal  rules,  which  would  do  justice  to  both 
sides  and  ensure  an  impartial  list,  it  is  simply  a  preliminary 
making  up  of  names.  Let  us  see  what  antecedent  work  is 
to  be  done  before  you  come  to  this  revision.  The  revising 
officer  has  to  obtain  a  certified  copy  of  the  revised  list  of 
voters.  He  then  obtains  a  certified  copy  of  the  assessment 
roll,  and  from  those  two  sources  of  information  he  is  sup¬ 
posed  to  gather  sufficient  information  to  enable  him 
to  make  up  a  proper  voters’  list.  But  inasmuch  as 
he  has  not  local  knowledge,  the  First  Minister  says 
that  the  officer  must  look  about  and  get  some 
additional  information.  After  he  has  gained  all  possible 
information  from  the  assessment  roll,  the  voters’  list,  and 
from  private  letters  sent  to  him  by  those  who  wish  to  add  to 
or  subtract  from  the  list,  and  all  information  from  any 
source  to  which  he  has  applied,  he  then  takes  the  list  and 
prints  it.  He  is  directed  to  furnish  a  copy  of  that  printed 
list — a  list  made  up  after  he  has  exhausted  all  sources  of 
information — to  every  official  in  the  county.  More  than 
that.  It  must  be  made  up  according  to  electoral  sub¬ 
divisions,  to  ensure  that  those  who  possess  local  knowledge 
will  be  able  to  examine  it,  and  see  if  fair  play  has  been 
done.  Then,  if  you  object  to  any  names,  you  have  to  give 
notico  a  week  before  the  revision  to  the  revising  officer 
that  you  object  to  a  certain  name  or  names ;  or  if  you  wish 
to  place  a  name  on  the  list,  you  have  to  give  a  similar 
notice.  Then  the  court  is  held  in  a  public  place  in  the 
county,  and  it  must  be  intended  that  such  shall  a  public 
court  in  the  sense ‘in  which  that  term  is  generally  under¬ 
stood,  where  there  is  a  presiding  judge,  who  will  decide  on 
the  conflicting  evidence  given  by  both  sides.  Take  my  own 
county.  A  revision  is  to  be  held  at  Charlottetown. 
Say  I  object  to  100  names  of  men  who  live  about 
eighty  miles  away  in  one  part  of  the  county,  and  in 
he  same  way  to  a  number  of  names  of  persons  who 
live  at  the  other  end  of  the  county.  If  those  200 
men  do  not  come  to  the  court  on  the  day  named,  what 
will  be  the  result  ?  The  First  Minister  tells  us  that  this  is 
not  going  to  be  a  public  court — that  the  men  need  not 
come  in.  What,  then,  is  the  meaning  of  all  the  notices  to  be 
given  a  week  beforehand,  the  publishing  of  the  list  in 
every  electoral  sub-division,  notice  to  the  returning  officer, 
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that  I  am  going  to  object  to  John  Smith’s  name,  if,  when 
the  court  is  opened,  the  returning  officer  is  able  to  say :  I 
have  received  a  private  note  from  John  Smith,  and  I  will 
put  him  on  or  off  the  list  as  I  please  ?  That  is  not  going 
to  be  a  revision,  when  a  pai’tisan  returning  officer  can  add 
or  strike  off  names  without  hearing  evidence.  Let  the 
First  Minister  strike  these  sections  out  of  the  Bill — the 
whole  thing  is  worse  than  a  farce,  because  you  impose  on 
those  who  want  the  list  to  be  correct  a  heavy  expenditure 
for  travelling  80  or  100  miles  to  see  whether  the  objection 
is  going  to  be  sustained  or  not,  and  then  the  revising  officer 
can  say,  following  the  languago  of  the  First  Minister  :  This 
is  not  a  revision ;  I  have  letters  before  me  in  regard  to  these 
cases,  you  can  come  up  again  on  the  final  revision.” 
This  scheme,  as  outlined  by  the  First  Minister,  is  one  that 
will  work  serious  injustice,  if  there  is  a  particle  of  partisan¬ 
ship  in  the  returning  officer.  At  the  final  revision  the 
parties  will  again  have  to  incur  a  like  expense.  Either 
strike  out  the  preliminary  revision  altogether,  or 
strike  out  from  the  Bill  all  provisions  which  primd 
facie  would  lead  any  reasonable  man  to  imagine 
that  there  was  to  be  a  real  revision  of  some  kind.  This,  I 
say,  will  be  worse  than  a  farce  ;  because,  instead  of  taking 
evidence  he  will  decide  questions  on  private  letters.  The 
draughtsman  of  the  Bill  must  have  intended  this  to  bo  areal 
revision,  and  in  order  to  have  such  the  revision  officer  must 
go  to  the  locality.  It  is  monstrous — it  is  an  injustice  of  the 
worst  kind  to  drag  men  50,  60  or  80  miles  to  sustain  appli¬ 
cations  to  add  names,  or  to  refute  objections.  The  First 
Minister  has  deliberately  placed  on  the  list  in  my  county 
800  or  900  names,  well  knowing  that  not  one  of  the  men  will 
be  entitled  to  vote.  He  compels  the  revising  officer  to  put 
them  on  the  list,  because  he  says  the  poll  book  must  govern 
you  as  to  making  up  the  first  list.  In  order  to  have  those 
names  struck  out  I  shall  have  to  procure  evidence  from 
many  quarters.  It  is  going  to  cosc  an  enormous  amount  of 
money  to  bring  such  evidence  into  court,  and  even  then  the 
judge  may  tell  me:  I  have  a  private  letter  from  your 
opponent,  and  I  am  not  going  to  strike  the  names  off.  I 
appeal  to  the  common  sense  and  honesty  of  the  committee 
to  say  whether  they  approve  of  such  a  scheme.  It  is  very 
well  for  the  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCallum)  to  sit 
there  and  laugh. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  The  hon.  gentleman  makes  a  man  of 
straw  and  then  knocks  him  down.  He  always  does  so. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  What  is  the  straw  ?  Is  it  that  the 
revision  is  not  intended  to  be  a  real  revision,  but  that  the 
returning  officer  will  take  letters  of  private  information 
furnished,  not  publicly,  but  privately  ;  not  given  on  oath, 
but  in  some  other  way,  and  decide  the  matter  sitting  in  his 
private  office  and  not  in  a  court.  The  seventeenth  section 
provides  that  the  revising  officer  shall  publicly  proceed  to 
the  preliminary  revision  of  the  list,  basing  such  revision  on 
the  evidence  and  statements  before  him,  and  so  on.  It  is 
no  doubt  on  the  word  “  statements,”  that  the  First  Minister 
bases  his  explanation.  In  large  constituencies  where  there 
are  6,000  or  7,000  voters,  the  expense  involved  in  producing 
evidence  will  be  so  large  that  no  man  of  moderate  means 
will  be  able  to  bear  it  unless  he  is  supplied  with  money  by 
some  association.  It  opens  1  he  door  by  which  a  returning 
officer  can  do  wrong  without  laying  himself  open  to  punish¬ 
ment  or  impeachment.  It  is  a  scheme  by  which  an  unjust 
revising  officei  can  make  up  the  lists  so  that  they  will  all 
be  in  favor  of  one  party.  It  will  not  be  a  just  revision,  but 
one  which  may  contain  the  names  of  those  only  on  one  side. 
No  doubt,  some  judges  would  pay  very  little  attention  to  the 
statements  of  the  First  Minister  with  respect  to  the 
scheme,  and  would  decide  cases  on  evidence  submitted. 
I  submit  that  the  preliminary  revision  is  the  main  revision, 
especially  in  this  case,  when  you  are  making  up  the  voters’ 
list  for  the  first  time.  It  is  not  going  to  be  repeated  every 
Mr.  Davies. 
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year,  and  therefore  the  cry  of  expense  is  not  a  just  cry. 
The  list  made  in  the  first  year  is  to  be  the  basis  for  all 
future  years.  It  must,  therefore,  be  fought  out  then ;  and  it 
is  essential  that  it  be  fought  out  justly  and  fairly  to  both 
sides,  and  fought  out  in  the  locality  where  the  voters  live. 
The  system  which  centralises  the  preliminary  revision,  70 
or  80  miles  from  where  the  voters  live,  is  an  unjust  system, 
and  will  be  worked  to  the  advantage  of  one  party  if  the 
revising  officer  allows  himself  to  be  made  a  partisan,  which 
I  am  afraid  he  will  do  in  some  cases — I  do  not  say  in  all. 
I  hope  this  matter  will  not  be  treated  in  the  spirit  of  levity 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCallum)  displays 
towards  it ;  it  is  too  serious  a  matter  to  be  so  treated.  If 
there  is  a  clause  in  this  Bill  that  requires  exhaustive  and 
thorough  discussion,  this  is  the  clause.  I  believe  the  whole 
Bill  hinges  upon  it.  In  its  present  shape  I  look  upon  it  as 
worse  than  the  revising  barrister  or  the  Indian  clause.  The 
putting  on  the  list  of  100  or  200  Indians  is  not  so  bad  as 
the  clause  that  enables  the  revising  officer,  in  my  con¬ 
stituency,  for  instance,  to  put  600  or  700  persons  on  the 
list  who  he  thinks  should  have  votes,  and  does  not  give  me 
an  opportunity  to  have  the  list  revised  in  the  locality 
where  the  men  live,  and  where  I  could  bring  evidence  to 
show  that  they  did  not  own  property  and  had  not  the 
right  to  vote.  I  trust  the  matter  will  receive  greater 
consideration  than  it  has  yet  received,  and  that  hon.  mem¬ 
bers  will  not  treat  it  lightly,  because  I  look  upon  this 
clause  as  one  of  the  most  serious  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  committee  adjourned  last  night  in 
the  hope,  I  think,  that  a  night’s  reflection  would  enable  us 
to  find  some  fair  solution  to  this  problem.  The  Bill,  in  pro¬ 
viding  for  a  court  of  revision,  .contemplates  both  partios 
being  able  to  be  present,  but  it  is  quite  clear  that  at  the 
court  of  revision  proposed  it  will  be  practically  impossible 
for  the  public  to  be  present.  I  think  there  is  a  fair  middle 
course  which,  if  adopted,  would  be  productive  of  no  harm, 
and  would,  perhaps,  accomplish  the  main  objeet  of  the 
mover  of  the  Bill.  It  is  idle  to  go  through  the  form  of  offer¬ 
ing  to  the  electorate  a  court  unless  they  can  take  advantage 
of  that  court.  The  map  of  the  Dominion,  especially  of  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  furnishes  sufficient  pi’oof  that  the  pub¬ 
lic  will  not  be  able  to  attend  the  court.  Some  of  the  ridings 
in  the  Province  of  Ontario  are  of  extraordinary  shapes  and 
proportions.  Take,  for  example,  the  riding  of  North 
Ontario,  which  is,  I  believe,  over  100  miles  in  length,  and 
in  some  places  only  eight  or  ten  miles  in  width.  It  is  idle 
to  offer  to  the  electorate  of  that  riding  the  advantages  of  a 
court  which  is  to  sit  in  but  one  part  of  the  riding,  because 
it  must,  on  the  average,  be  nearly  fifty  miles  distant 
from  the  homes  of  the  electorate.  An  objection 
may  be  made  against  a  name  upon  the  list,  and 
the  judge  is  obliged  to  adjudicate  upon  that  objection  at 
this  preliminaiy  court  of  revision  according  to  the  evidence 
then  before  him.  The  person  who  makes  the  objection  may 
be  the  only  person  px’esent  to  give  evidence  upon  it;  the 
man  whose  name  is  objected  to  may  be  at  home  fifty  miles 
or  more  distant;  therefore,  the  revising  officer  will  be 
entitled  to  decide  on  the  ex  parte  statement  of  the  objector, 
and  so  the  matter  will  go  by  default  against  the  respondent. 
It  is  quite  clear  then  that  the  names  of  many  persons  may 
be  got  off  the  list  by  any  one  deciding  to  take  advantage  of 
their  difficulties,  or  their  distance  from  the  place  where  the 
court  is  held.  I  endorse  the  suggestion  made  at  the  close 
of  the  sitting  last  night  by  the  hon.  member  for  North 
Wentworth  (Mr.  Bain),  that  the  powers  of  the  revising 
officer  at  this  preliminary  sitting  shall  be  limited  to  the 
adding  of  names  to  the  list,  and  that  he  shall  not  have 
power  to  strike  off.  I  think  that  would  to  some  extent 
overcome  the  objections  now  offered  to  the  clause. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  The  clause  under  discussion 
is  one  of  the  most  important  clauses  in  the  whole  Bill.  Its 
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importance  cannot  be  thoroughly  appreciated  without  care¬ 
ful  consideration,  not  only  of  clause  15,  but  of  clauses  13,  14, 
It,  25  and  39,  all  of  which  are  intimately  connected  with  it. 
The  importance  of  this  Bill  is  not  sufficiently  appreciated 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  because  they  take  their  views 
from  the  hon.  the  First  Minister,  who,  last  night,  declared 
that  he  attached  no  importance  to  this  clause,  and  had  even 
some  doubts  whether  it  ought  not  to  be  dropped  altogether. 
Now  I  could  understand  the  proposition  of  the  First 
Minister  if  it  were  a  proposition  that  the  revising  barrister, 
in  the  first  instance,  should  have  the  power  himself  of 
creating  a  voters’  list  on  the  basis  of  the  information  he  is 
authorised  to  get  under  the  12th  clause  of  the  Bill.  Under 
that  clause,  he  is  authorised  by  law  to  procure  from  the 
local  authorities  a  certified  copy  of  the  assessment  roll  and 
a  certified  copy  of  the  last  revised  list  of  voters.  He  is 
also  authorised  by  the  amendment  of  the  First  Minister  to 
procure  from  the  local  authorities  a  certified  copy  of  the 
voters’  lists  for  the  last  local  election ;  and  in  Prince 
Edward  Island  be  is  authorised  to  procure  a  certified  copy 
of  the  poll  book  at  the  last  election.  If  from 
this  material  the  revising  officer  were  authorised 
to  prepare  the  voters’  lists  in  the  first  instance,  I 
could  understand  that  proposition,  and  there  should  be  a  final 
revision  held  in  open  court  in  the  several  municipalities 
at  which  applications  can  be  made  to  have  names  put  on 
and  off  the  list.  I  could  understand  that  proceeding,  but  I 
cannot  understand  the  necessity  of  this  preliminary  court  of 
revision  for  the  revision  of  the  voters’  lists  prepared  by  the 
revising  officer  from  the  data  supplied  to  him  by  the  local 
authorities.  You  will  find,  by  reference  to  the  Bill,  that 
from  this  da' a  the  revising  officer  is  authorised  himself  to 
prepare  the  list.  After  he  has  prepared  the  list,  he  is  com¬ 
pelled  to  procure  a  sufficient  number  of  copies  to  be  printed 
and  circulated  among  the  local  officials.  By  section  13, 
copies  have  to  be  posted  up  in  the  offices  of  the  clerks  of  the 
municipality  and  others,  and  by  clause  14,  as  amended,  two 
copies  are  to  be  sent  to  every  postmaster  in  the  electoral 
district,  who  shall  post  them  up  and  keep  them 
posted  up  from  the  time  of  the  first  publication 
to  the  time  of  the  sitting  of  the  court  of  revision.  I 
could  understand  these  several  clauses  if  the  power  of  the 
revising  officer  stopped  there,  until  it  became  necessary  to 
make  the  final  revision  of  the  voters’  lists.  So  far  he  is 
empowered  by  this  Bill  to  obtain  from  the  local  authorities 
the  material  from  which  he  will  be  enabled  to  make  up  the 
voters’  list.  He  is  compelled  to  publish  the  list,  and  if  his 
duties  were  then  limited  to  a  final  revision  by  him  of  the 
voters’  list  so  circulated  and  distributed,  giving  all  parties 
opportunities  of  being  heard,  I  could  understand  this  pro¬ 
vision.  But  he  is  compelled  by  section  15  to  do  more  than 
that.  On  the  publication  of  the  list,  any  person  who  sees 
fit  to  complain  of  any  names  upon  it  is  authorised  to  give 
notice  to  the  revising  officer  and  to  the  person  complained 
against  of  his  objection,  and  by  section  15,  after  the  time 
fixed  for  the  giving  of  such  notice,  one  week  before  the 
day  fixed  for  such  preliminary  revision,  the  revising  officer 
is  compelled  to  hold  court.  Why?  What  is  the  object  ? 
Who  are  bound  to  attend  ?  The  revising  officer,  under 
section  15,  is  bound  to  hold  this  court,  an  open  court,  a 
court  of  record,  a  court  having  all  the  power  and  authori¬ 
ties  vested  in  it  that  an  ordinary  court  of  record  has — he  is 
bound  to  consider  all  the  complaints  made  against  the  voters’ 
lists  as  prepared  by  himself.  Section  25,  you  will  find, 
defines  what  his  authorities  and  powers  are  to  be.  He  is  to 
have  all  the  power  of  any  court  of  record  in  tbe  Province, 
as  to  compelling  the  attendance  of  witnesses,  the  production 
of  books  and  documents,  and  the  taking  of  evidence  under 
oath,  and  generally  all  the  power  necessary  to  enable  him 
to  carry  out  all  the  purposes  of  the  Act.  It  is  nonsense  to 
say  that  this  preliminary  court  is  of  no  consequence,  that  it 
is  a  court  at  which  no  evidence  is  necessary.  The  revising 


barrister  is  bound  by  all  the  rules  with  respect  to  the 
acceptance  and  rejection  of  evidence  and  the  mode  of  trial, 
as  fully  as  if  he  were  a  judge  of  any  county  court.  Section 
19  depicts  the  powers  and  authorities  with  which  this  court 
is  invested.  The  revising  officer  shall  have  the  power  to  sum¬ 
mon  witnesses  and  obtain  necessary  information  to  perfect 
his  list,  and  has  power  to  punish  persons  summoned,  who  ne¬ 
glect  to  attend,  as  for  a  contempt  of  court.  Reading  sections 
25  and  39  in  connection  with  section  15,  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  see  that  this  preliminary  court  for  the  revision  of 
voters’  lists  is  a  court  charged  with  the  authority  and  power 
that  is  vested  in  a  superior  court  of  record  in  any  Province. 
Any  power  which  can  be  vested  in  a  superior  court  of 
record  is  vested  in  this  court  for  the  preliminary  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  voters’  lists.  The  First  Minister  wants 
the  House  to  believe  that  the  revising  officer  can  act  upon 
any  letter  sent  to  him  by  any  elector  or  non-elector.  I 
deny  that.  If  the  Bill  passes  in  its  present  shape,  the 
revising  officer  is  a  judge,  with  the  same  power  and 
rights  possessed  by  a  judge,  and  he  can  only  act 
according  to  the  rules  of  evidence  in  the  Province  in 
which  the  court  is  held.  The  17th  section  points  out  the 
duties  the  revising  officer  is  to  discharge.  He  has  to  pro¬ 
ceed,  after  public  notice,  in  a  public  way  to  investigate  this 
voters’  list,  and  the  evidence  must  be  given  in  the  same 
way  as  in  an  ordinary  court.  The  First  Minister  wants  us 
to  understand  that  it  is  not  necessary  that  anyone  should 
attend,  that  it  would  be  perfect  folly  for  anyone  to  attend 
in  person,  because  the  power  of  the  revising  officer  is  a 
purely  ministerial  power.  He  is  simply  to  put  on  the 
names  of  any  persons  who  ought  to  be  put  on  the  voters’ 
list.  If  the  First  Minister’s  interpretation  is  correct,  what 
is  the  meaning  of  clause  15,  which  compels  persons  to  give  a 
notice  to  the  revising  officer  of  those  whom  they  may 
object  to?  That  indicates  that  there  is  some  issue  to  be 
tried.  The  only  way  in  which  that  can  be  tried  is  the  way 
the  law  prescribes,  and  that  is  laid  down  in  section  1 7. 
Clause  15  presupposes  that  there  will  be  a  court  for  the 
trial  ;  otherwise  the  notice  required  to  be  given  would  be 
an  absurdity.  If  the  revising  officer  is  only  bound  to  hold 
one  court  in  an  electoral  district,  with  a  population  of  per¬ 
haps  30,000  individuals,  the  inevitable  result  will  be  that 
one  man  in  the  district  can  compel  everyone  else  to  attend 
that  court  under  the  penalty  of  having  his  name  struck  off. 
The  revising  officer  is  not  bound  to  take  evidence  as  to  a 
man’s  right  to  be  put  on,  not  even  the  assessment  roll  and 
the  voters’  list.  He  can  act  upon  other  testimony,  and  can 
put  names  on  without  any  evidence  whatever.  If  you 
object  to  their  being  on  and  give  the  necessary  notice,  the 
persons  objected  to  must  attend  this  court  or  the  names 
will  be  struck  off.  The  offect  of  this  clause  is  most  serious, 
and  I  am  satisfied  that  neither  the  First  Minister  nor  his 
supporters  have  realised  the  gravity  of  the  situa¬ 
tion,  and  the  inevitable  result  which  will  follow 
if  this  clause  is  carried  in  its  integrity.  Now,  it 
is  perfectly  clear  that  you  can  compel  ihe  attend¬ 
ance  of  an  elector  if  you  see  fit,  under  penalty  of  putting 
his  name  off  the  list.  He  has  to  travel  to  the  county 
town,  perhaps  30,  50,  or  70  miles,  in  some  cases:  and  if  he 
does  not  attend,  or  employs  some  professional  man  to  at¬ 
tend  for  him,  his  name  is  liable  to  be  struck  off  the  voters’ 
list.  There  is  no  provision,  even  that  he  can  attend  by 
proxy  or  by  attorney.  I  apprehend  that  under  clause  17, 
if  he  wishes  his  name  to  remain  he  must  attend  himself, 
and  satisfy  the  revising  officer  that  he  has  a  right  to  have 
his  name  on  the  voters’  list.  Now,  look  at  the  consequence 
of  that,  the  trouble,  the  annoyance,  the  expense  to  which 
the  electors  of  any  particular  constituency  will  be  put  by 
reason  of  this  preliminary  revision.  Then  there  is  another 
point  ot  great  consequence.  Under  this  clause  15,  and  the 
court  that  is  authorised  to  be  held  under  it,  and  under  clauses 
17,  25  and  39,  this  court  for  the  preliminary  investigation 
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of  the  preliminary  list,  is  a  court  of  record.  It  has  all  the 
powers  of  a  court  of  record  ;  it  tries  the  case  upon  the 
merits  ;  it  investigates  the  right  of  a  man  to  be  on  the  voters’ 
list.  Now  every  lawyer  knows  perfectly  well  that  when  a 
case  is  tried  upon  the  merits  the  court  cannot  try  that  case 
again  ;  it  has  passed  beyond  the  region  of  discussion  unless 
upon  appeal.  But  we  are  told  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
that  this  is  a  court  for  the  preliminary  investigation,  and 
that  there  is  another  appeal  from  the  judgment  of  the 
revising  officer  who  revises  the  list  under  the  preliminary 
court  of  revision.  I  doubt  that.  I  am  strongly  of  opinion 
that  if  complaint  is  made  te  the  revising  officer  at  the  court 
held  for  the  preliminary  revision,  and  if  the  case  is  tried  and 
evidence  is  gone  into  on  both  sides,  and  judgment  given,  that 
concludes  any  further  investigation  as  to  the  right  to  vole  or 
not  with  rehpect  to  that  voters’  list.  Now,  if  that  is  so,  the 
effect  will  be  that  if  a  person  does  not  attend  at  the  first  court, 
believing  that  he  has  a  right  to  have  his  name  put  on  at 
the  second  court,  then  if  my  interpretation  of  the  clause  is 
correct,  in  that  case  the  man  is  deprived  of  his  vote  alto 
gether;  otherwise  he  has  got  to  attend  the  preliminary 
court  and  the  court  for  the  final  revision  of  the  voters’  list. 
But  even  supposing  the  interpretation  of  the  First  Minister 
is  correct,  and  that  he  has  a  right  to  attend  or  not,  as  he 
likes,  at  the  preliminary  court  for  the  investigation  of  the 
voters’ list  in  the  first  instance ;  and  suppose  he  is  correct 
that  the  man  has  a  right  by  law  to  attend  at  the  second 
court  and  to  have  his  right  then  fully  adjudicated, 
look  at  the  trouble,  the  expense,  and  the  annoyance 
to  which  the  electors  of  the  country  are  likely  to  be 
put  by  being  called  to  attend  at  two  courts  when  one 
is  quite  sufficient .  If  the  First  Minister’s  interpretation 
is  correct,  it  is  clear  that  every  elector  in  every  electoral 
district  in  the  whole  Dominion  can  be  compelled  to  attend 
the  first  court  for  the  preliminary  investigation,  and  again 
be  called  upon  to  attend  at  the  final  revision.  The  revising 
office!*,  of  his  own  mere  motion,  may  issue  an  order  and 
compel  them  to  attend  in  both  cases.  I  have  been 
unable  to  discover  upon  what  principle  the  First  Minister 
can  justify  the  holding  of  two  courts  for  the  revision  of  the 
voters’  list,  even  in  the  first  year.  What  does  the  clause 
mean,  if  my  interpretation  is  not  correct  ?  I  challenge  the 
First  Minister  to  tell  me  what  other  meaning  it  can  have. 
What  are  the  duties  of  the  revising  officer  at  this  first 
court  ?  The  First  Minister  tells  us  that  all  he  has  got  to 
do  is  to  receive  a  letter  or  some  communication,  and  sit  in 
his  private  office  and  prepare  the  voters’  list  from  them. 
Look  at  the  hon.  gentleman’s  Bill.  Is  that  what  this  Bill 
calls  for  ?  It  calls  for  a  great  deal  more  than  that.  If  tke 
hon.  gentleman’s  view  is  the  view  that  he  wants  to 
prevail  with  respect  to  this  revision*  then  let  him  so  mould 
and  modify  this  clause  as  to  carry  out  that  view.  If  he 
leaves  this  Bill  as  it  stands,  then  his  view  cannot  be  car¬ 
ried  out  under  this  clause  of  the  Bill.  Now  I  have  said  that 
I  could  understand  the  hon.  gentleman’s  proposition  if  it 
had  been  that  from  the  data  which  the  revising  officer  is 
to  proceed  upon  under  clause  12,  namely,  a  certified  copy  of 
the  assessment  roll,  a  certified  copy  of  the  voters’  list,  and 
a  certified  copy  of  the  old  poll  book,  with  such  other  evi¬ 
dence  as  the  revising  officer  could  gather,  that  he  could 
prepare  a  voter’s  list  upon  this  data  in  the  first  instance, 
and  that  that  list  should  be  the  list  upon  which  the  final 
revisions  should  take  place.  I  can  see  the  simplicity  and 
the  inexpensiveness  of  that,  although  this  puts  extraordi¬ 
nary  powers  into  the  hands  of  the  revising  officers,  although 
those  who  see  fit  to  complain  have  a  remedy  at  the  court 
of  revision.  But  then,  what  is  the  necessity  for  this 
double  machinery,  for  this  double-barrelled  gun  that  shoots 
one  way  ?  What  is  the  necessity  of  complicating  the 
machinery  in  the  mode  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes? 
There  can  be  but  one  purpose.  Sir,  we  know  perfectly 
well  who  this  revising  officer  will  be ;  we  know  perfectly 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 
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well  who  the  clerk  of  the  revising  officer  will  be,  and  who 
his  constable  will  be.  We  know  that  in  every  munici¬ 
pality  these  officials,  appointed  by  this  Government,  the 
creatures  of  the  Government,  the  hangers-on  of  this  Govern¬ 
ment,  will  be  canvassing  agents  for  this  Government  in  every 
municipality,  aided  and  assisted  as  they  will  be  by  the 
local  Conservative  association  in  every  one  of  these  con¬ 
tests  ;  and  rest  assured  that  no  Conservative  whose  right 
is  in  question,  or  whose  right  is  unquestioned,  will  be  left  off 
that  list.  They  will  not  require  to  go  to  the  expense  of  ap¬ 
pealing,  but  the  gentlemen  upon  that  board,  when  the  pre¬ 
paration  takes  place,  will  take  care  that  the  Liberals  who 
are  not  represented  within  that  board  will  be  left  off,  and 
they  will  be  called  upon  to  incur  all  this  expense,  and 
worry  and  annoyance,  simply  to  gratify  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  desire  to  throw  impediments  and  obstacles  in  the  way 
of  tho  Liberal  electoral  body  getting  upon  this  voters’  list. 
Sir,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  wanted  to  act  fairly  in  this  mat¬ 
ter,  and  wanted  to  allow  tho  electors  of  this  country  to  go 
upon  the  voters’  list  upon  the  most  economical,  in 
the  least  expensive  and  least  troublesome  way, 
there  is  a  way  by  which  it  can  be  done.  If 
we  are  bound  to  have  a  Dominion  franchise, 
let  the  revising  officer,  vested  with  unlimited  power,  pre¬ 
pare  the  voters’  list  and  give  an  appeal.  That  is  all  we 
want.  We  want  plenty  of  time  to  file  an  appeal  from  the 
adjudication  of  the  revising  officer  in  order  that  our  rights 
may  be  conserved.  But  if  we  are  going  to  have  a  revision, 
there  is  only  one  thing  to  do  :  It  is  in  the  interests  of  the 
people  to  compel  the  revising  officer  to  attend  in  the  local 
municipality,  instead  of  compelling  large  constituencies, 
with  perhaps  5,000  voters,  to  dance  attendance  at  the  office 
of  the  revising  officer,  perhaps  50  or  60  miles  away — it  is  to 
compel  the  revising  officer,  to  whom  we  propose  to  pay  a 
handsome  salary,  to  attend  in  the  local  municipality  where 
the  voters’  list  is  to  be  prepared,  and  so  that  the  people  may 
not  be  obliged  to  incur  enormous  expense  in  making  appeals. 
In  the  colony  of  Australia  there  is  an  electoral  registrar.  His 
powers  are  not  those  vested  in  this  revising  officer.  The 
head  of  the  office,  charged  with  the  administration  of  that 
particular  branch  of  the  service,  sends  blank  certificates  of 
the  right  to  vote  to  the  different  electoral  registrars.  Any 
individual  who  wants  his  name  placed  on  the  list  can  either 
go  or  send  to  the  registrar,  satisfy  him  as  to  his  qualification, 
and  then  he  has  a  right  to  obtain  a  certificate.  In  some  of 
the  colonies  the  electoral  registrar  is  bound  to  leave  a  blank 
certificate  at  the  residence  of,  or  send  it  by  mail,  post  paid, 
to  every  individual  in  the  constituency;  and  that  indivi¬ 
dual  fills  up  the  blank,  sends  it  to  the  revising  officer  and 
his  name  is  put  on  the  list,  and  subsequently  upon  proper 
notice  being  given  the  revising  officer  proceeds  to  revise 
the  list  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law.  If  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  would  adopt  that  simple,  cheap,  convenient  system,  it 
is  one  which  would  meet  with  the  approbation  of  the  elec¬ 
tors.  The  hon.  gentleman  if  he  wants  to  do  right  as 
between  tho  peoplo  and  the  Government  must  modify  this 
Bill.  He  must  compel  the  revising  officer  to  hold  his  court 
in  the  municipality  in  question.  The  hon.  gentleman  tells 
us,  why  go  there ;  look  at  the  expense  and  trouble.  But  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  bound  to  enter  upon  the  dangerous 
experiment  of  creating  a  Dominion  voters’  list,  if  he  is 
bound  at  the  end  of  18  years  to  enter  upon  this  experiment, 
he  must  enter  upon  it  with  true  sense  of  all  the  consequences 
that  must  inevitably  follow  such  an  experiment.  One  of  the 
results  is  that  a  large  additional  expense  will  be  entailed 
upon  the  country  and  upon  the  candidates  of  both  political 
parties  in  order  to  have  the  voters’  list  properly  prepared. 
If,  therefore,  the  hon.  gentleman  is  bound  to  enter  upon  an 
experiment  of  such  a  doubtful  and  dangerous  character  he 
should  not  allow  a  few  thousand  dollars  to  stand  between  the 
rights  of  the  people  and  the  hopes  of  the  Government. 
What  does  it  matter  for  a  few  thousand  dollars  if  a  few 
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thousand  individuals  are  to  be  disfranchised,  as  they  cer¬ 
tainly  will  be  under  this  Bill.  It  is  a  bagatelle  :  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  ought  not  to  consider  it  for  a  moment.  If 
the  First  Minister  is  bound  to  have  the  rovising  officer  prepare 
a  preliminary  list,  ho  should  compel  that  officer,  although  it 
may  cost  some  additional  thousands  of  dollars,  to  attend  in 
the  local  municipalities  and  revise  the  list  where  he  will  be  in 
possession  of  local  information  and  will  be  able  to  prepare 
a  correct  list.  Although  our  appeals  have  not  had  much 
effect  on  the  First  Minister,  I  still  hope  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  better  juigment  will  prevail.  Hon.  gentlemen 
remind  me  that  tbe  First  Minister  is  not  present  to  hear 
tbo  suggestion.  That  is  the  difficulty,  that  has  been  the 
difficulty  throughout  this  discussion.  Wo  discuss  these 
questions  on  fair  and  business-like  principles;  yet  the  man 
in  charge  of  the  Bill — and  thero  is  no  member  opposite  who 
knows  anything  about  it,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  any¬ 
thing  about  it  himself  is  almost  persistently  absenting 
himself  from  the  floor  of  tbe  House.  How  does  he 
know  whether  reasonable  suggestions  are  made  or  not  ?  He 
comes  in  the  House  and  tells  us,  after  the  matter  has  been 
discussed  for  hours :  “  I  cannot  receive  any  suggestions 

from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  ;  my  Bill  is  perfect  as  it  is.” 
The  hon.  gentleman  claims  that  he  can  keep  out  of  the 
House  while  important  suggestions  are  under  discussion  and 
still  understand  the  discussion.  Ho  trusts  to  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Berth,  who  thinks  these  clauses  do  not 
require  discussion.  That  hon.  gentleman  is  prepared  to  ac¬ 
cept  the  provisions,  however  disgraceful  they  may  be.  In 
fact,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  prepared  to  swallow  the 
Bill  holus-bolus.  They  cheer  the  First  Minister  when  ho 
moves  a  clause  of  this  bill — they  would  equally  cheer  the 
First  Minister  if  he  were  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  disfranchise 
tho  Liberal  party  of  Ontario.  The  hon.  member  for  North 
Perth  would  cheer  that  proposition.  I  say  it  is  unfair  that 
the  responsible  head  of  the  Government  should  be  absent 
from  his  place  in  Parliament  while  grave  and  important 
questions  are  being  discussed,  and  1  hope  the  people,  when 
they  have  the  opportunity  of  pronouncing  on  his  conduct, 
and  I  hope  they  will  have  that  opportunity  soon,  will  deal 
out  to  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  friends  the  punishment 
they  deserve. 

Mr.  HESSON  Tho  hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to  the 
temporary  absence  of  the  leader  of  the  Government.  The 
hon.  gentleman,  if  ho  considered  tho  time  tho  First  Minister 
spent  in  this  House  listening  to  the  debates  that  take  place 
here,  chiefly  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  would  not  have 
made  such  an  insinuation.  Hon.  gentlemen  have  discussed 
this  olause  until  they  have  tired  themselves,  and  until  the 
House  and  the  country  aro  tired  of  listening  to  them.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  quite  forgotton  that  the  leader  of  his 
own  party  is  constantly  absont ;  he  has  quito  overlooked 
tho  fact  that  wo  are  obligod  to  liston  to  second  and  third- 
class  individuals.  Members  on  the  back  benches  have  come 
forward  and  taken  up  positions  on  tho  front  benches.  No 
wonder  the  First  Minister  is  sometimes  absent  whon  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  who  is  responsible  for  this  delay, 
does  not  think  it  worth  while  to  remain  in  the  House  and 
listen  to  the  speeches  of  those  who  have  come  to  the  front 
and  displaced  the  usual  occupants  of  those  benches. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  am  glad  we  have  boon  entertained  by 
hearing  a  second  or  third-class  speech  from  the  other  side. 
The  hon.  gentleman  who  last  spoke  complained  because  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  was  not  making  a  speech  every 
day.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition,  the  hon.  gentleman 
knows  very  well,  ha3  made  important  speeches  on  the  most 
important  clauses  of  this  Bill,  and  not  one  of  those  speeches 
has  been  answered  yet.  The  only  objection  which  I  heard 
offered  by  the  First  Minister  to  the  amendment  of  tho  bon. 
member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies),  tending  towards  making 
the  Bill  more  fair  and  more  workable,  was  this :  That  the 
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preliminary  list  which  we  are  now  considering  is  a  very 
trifling  matter ;  and  is  not  a  list  of  any  importance  what* 
ever,  and  therefore  the  Prime  Minister  says  it  is  right  that 
the  revising  officer  should  hold  one  meeting  in  only  one  place 
in  the  whole  electoral  district.  I  think  I  can  show  the 
committee  that  the  list  provided  for  by  this  Bill  is  not  only 
an  important  one,  but  that  the  hearing  at  which  the  list  is 
made  is  altogether  the  most  important  provided  for  under 
the  Act.  How  is  it  made  ?  Take  a  riding  where  we  have 
not  a  judge  but  a  revising  officer  appointed  by  the  Govern? 
ment,  which  will  be  the  case  in  a  large  number  of  the  elector* 
al  districts  in  Ontario,  and  a  still  larger  number  in  Quebec 
and  other  Provinces.  We  will  assume  that  the  revising  offi¬ 
cer  is  a  partisan,  that  he  is  desirous  to  help  his  party,  perhaps 
honestly  and  perhaps  not  honestly,  that  he  is  at  any  rate 
prejudiced  in  favor  of  his  party,  and  is  much  more  willing 
to  accept  statements,  as  he  has  to  accept  them  under  this 
Bill,  and  to  receive  information  as  he  is  allowed  to  do  under 
this  Bill,  from  his  political  friends,  than  from  any  one  else 
as  to  who  shall  or  who  shall  not  be  put  on  the  list.  We 
find  him  approaching  the  settlement  of  the  subject  in  that 
frame  of  mind.  He  has  before  him  the  draft  list  which  has 
been  prepared  under  section  12,  and  surely  under  that 
section  the  First  Minister  gave  him  plenty  of  discretionary 
and  arbitrary  power,  without  giving  him  any  further  such 
power  where  he  holds  the  meeting  for  preliminary  revision 
of  the  list.  At  this  meeting  he  has  power  to  correct  the 
list  by  adding  on  or  striking  off  names,  and  on  what  mate¬ 
rial  ?  He  has  evidence  for  one  thing,  and  then  he  has  “  state¬ 
ments  ”  which  may  be  made  to  him,  and  he  can  even  do  his 
work  on  “  information.”  He  takes  the  old  list  with  which  ho 
has  already  dealt,  and  he  finds  that  he  has  not  had  material, 
when  he  made  that  first  list,  to  find  out  the  names  of  very 
large  classes  of  voters  who  under  this  Act  will  be  entitled 
to  vote.  For  instance,  in  Ontario,  he  had  no  means  of  find¬ 
ing  out  the  tenants  entitled  to  vote  on  rental ;  because, 
although  the  First  Minister  has  made  a  change  in  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  allowing  tenants  who  appear  to  be  qualified  in 
respect  of  property  valued  on  the  roll  at  $159,  still  he  has 
made  it  absolutely  impossible  to  find  out  from  tho  assessment 
roll,  or  any  other  official  information,  who  are  the  tenants 
which  are  entitled  to  be  put  on  the  list,  irrespective  of  tho 
value  of  the  property.  Then  he  cannot  fiad  from  the 
assessment  roll  whether  income  voters  have  been  residents 
for  a  year  before  the  first  of  January  previously,  and  he 
cannot  put  them  on  until  he  comes  to  tho  preliminary 
revision.  He  cannot  find  out  who  are  the  wage-earners 
who  are  qualified  by  income  in  kind  as  well  as  in 
money,  and  as  to  this  very  largo  class  of  voters  he  can  only 
get  his  information  fob  the  first  time  at  the  preliminary 
revision.  He  will  not  find  out  the  name  of  the  landowners’ 
sons  whom  he  has  onfranchisod,  following  tho  example  of 
the  Ontario  Act,  until  he  holds  this  preliminary  mooting. 
Then  there  is  another  franchise,  and  a  very  good  one,  that 
of  tho  fishermoo  who  aro  qualified  partly  in  respect  of  realty 
and  partly  in  respect  of  personalty.  He  cannot  add  this 
class  of  voters  from  the  assessment  roll  or  the  provincial 
voters’  list,  so  they  will  have  to  be  dealt  with  at  the 
preliminary  revision,  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that 
this  meeting  is  a  very  unimportant  one.  On  consideration, 
it  seems  perfectly  clear  that  this  is  altogether  the  most 
important  sitting  which  will  be  held  in  connection  with 
these  lists,  because  surely  when  that  sitting  is  held,  the 
revising  officer  is  not  going  to  leave  all  these  classes  for  the 
final  revision.  Surely  after  taking  ali  the  trouble  in 
preparing  this  list,  ho  will  not  leave  all  this  work  for  tho 
final  revision.  Surely  he  will  not  hold  tho  preliminary 
revision  for  nothing.  By  section  25  of  this  Bill,  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer  at  the  preliminary  revision  will  have  all  the 
powers  of  a  court  of  record.  I  assume  that  he  will  exer¬ 
cise  those  powers,  that  he  will  receive  evidence  in  a  legal 
and  proper  way,  which  will  prevent  fraud  and  false- 
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hood,  and  allow  the  true  facts  to  bo  brought  out. 
I  could  not  have  believed  it  possible  that  anyone  could 
have  thought  of  placing  such  an  interpretation  as  the 
First  Minister  has  put  upon  that  clause,  because  by 
section  25  the  revising  officer  is  clothed  with  the  power 
of  a  court  of  record  for  the  purpose  of  the  preliminary 
revision  as  well  as  ot  the  final  revision ;  but  still  the 
First  Minister  has  explained  that  more  statements  of 
fact  may  be  received  and  acted  upon  by  him— mere  let¬ 
ters  and  memoranda  I  suppose  ;  and  it  he  receives  a  letter 
from  his  political  friends  and  acquaintances,  he  will  natu¬ 
rally  attach  more  weight  to  it  than  ho  will  to  anything  he 
receives  from  some  one  he  does  not  know  or  from  a  political 
opponent.  Then  is  it  not  an  extraordinary  thing  lo  sup¬ 
pose  that  a  good  vote  which  may  be  put  on  this  list  from 
the  assessment  roll,  may  be  struck  off  and  destroyed  by  the 
revising  officer  on  a  mere  letter  or  an  ex  porle  statement 
without  the  party  complained  against  being  present,  not 
being  able  to  come  ?  The  onus  is  thrown  on  the  voter  who 
is  thus  treated  of  going  to  the  trouble  and  expense  of 
appearing  beforo  tho  final  court  of  revision.  But  the  case 
is  worse  than  that ;  not  only  may  the  revising  offi¬ 
cer  act  on  statements,  but  on  information.  A  state¬ 
ment  we  might  assume  to  be  written,  but  mere 
information  may  be  gossip,  rumor,  or  verbal  allegation. 
The  fact  that  these  extraordinary  and  arbitrary  powers 
are  in  the  estimation  of  the  First  Minister  given  to  this 
officer  at  that  preliminary  meeting  renders  it  all  the  more 
important  that  the  fullest  publicity  should  be  given  of  his 
proceedings  ;  that  his  proceedings  should  not  take  place  at 
one  end  of  a  large  county,  it  may  be,  but  in  the  midst  of 
the  people,  where  they  can  have  their  eyes  upon  him,  and 
check  him,  and  exercise  moral  pressure  to  prevent  any 
impropriety  or  outrage  of  that  kind.  If  any  person  goes 
to  that  court  and  makes  a  statement  or  puts  in  a  letter 
asserting  that  my  vote  is  bad,  because  the  valuation  of  my 
property  is  not  sufficient,  the  onus  is  thrown  upon  me  of 
going  to  work  and  obtaining  actual  evidence  at  my  own 
expense  to  contradict  that  charge.  Flow,  should  I,  if  I  live 
at  one  end  of  a  county,  be  called  upon  to  go  miles  and  miles 
to  the  other  end  to  do  that?  Surely  if  that  outrage  is  to 
be  committed  upon  me,  it  should  bo  done  at  my  own  door, 
where  I  have  the  opportunity  at  the  least  possible  expense 
to  rectify  it.  Now,  the  first  list  is  made  by  the  revising 
officer  in  private,  and  upon  his  own  information.  We  have 
objected,  and  still  strenuously  object,  to  entrusting  an  officer 
with  powers  of  that  kind  at  all.  Surely  that  i3  bad 
enough.  But  this  revision  is  set  out  in  the  Act  to  be  a  public 
revision.  It  would  be  really  public  in  a  city  or  town  ;  the 
electoral  districts  which  happen  to  be  composed  of  cities 
and  towns  will  not  suffer.  It  is  only  the  rural  districts 
that  will  suffer  from  the  defeat  of  this  amendment ;  and 
surely  it  cannot  be  that  the  Government  desire  to  discrim¬ 
inate  against  the  rural  districts  in  favor  of  cities  and  towns 
— to  give  cities  and  towns,  where  Conservative  majorities 
generally  prevail,  easy  opportunities  of  attending  this 
court,  and  to  make  it  almost  impossible  in  rural  constitu¬ 
encies,  where  the  reverse  is  generally  the  case,  to  get 
mistakes  rectified.  What  are  these  notices  for,  which  are  so 
elaborately  provided  in  this  Act?  What  is  the  use  of  the 
distribution  of  the  lists  to  members,  and  to  sheriffs, 
wardens,  mayors,  clerks  of  the  peace  and  treasurers,  or 
other  corresponding  officers,  if  it  is  not  to  give  publicity  ? 
And  how  can  we  get  publicity  if  you  hold  the  court  in  one 
particular  part  of  the  electoral  district?  The  result  is 
briefly  this :  That  a  Conservative  vote,  by  this  machinery, 
can  be  got  on  the  list  with  the  greatest  possible  ease,  and  a 
Reform  vote  can  be  got  off  with  the  greatest  possible  ease, 
upon  statements  or  information,  and' any  wrongs  can  only 
be  set  right  at  great  expense  to  the  parties,  either  at  the 
preliminary  revision  or  the  final  revision.  The  objections 
we  have  to  the  first  secret  list  made  by  the  revising  officer 
Mr.  Edgar. 


still  remain.  That  clause  is  passed ;  but  here  we  have  a 
chance,  by  passing  this  amendment,  to  prevent  the  evil 
being  doubled  and  intensified  by  allowing  this  preliminary 
revision  to  be  held  in  a  hole-and-corner  way  in  one  corner 
of  the  electoral  district. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  hon.  leader  of  the  Government 
last  night  informed  us  that  this  preliminary  revision  was 
important,  in  that  it  was  to  be  the  basis  of  the  list,  and  it 
was  desirable  to  make  it  the  basis  of  a  good  list.  Then  it 
should  be  held  with  due  regard  to  public  convenience  and  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  enable  the  revising  officer  to  do  his 
work  properly,  and  it  cannot  be  said  that  the  mode  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  Bill  of  holding  the  preliminary  court  of  revi¬ 
sion  will  produce  the  results  that  tho  right  hon.  gentleman 
professes  to  be  anxious  to  obtain.  But  he  stultifies  him* 
self  later  on  by  saying  that  it  is  doubtful  whether  it  is  worth 
while  to  hold  this  preliminary  revision  at  all — that  ho  had 
been  advised  by  his  friends  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  do 
so,  and  that  he  himself  had  serious  doubts  whether  it  was 
proper  that  this  preliminary  revision  should  bo  held. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  That  is  a  mistake ;  I  did 
not  say  so. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  do  not  refuse  to  accept  the  statement 
of  the  First  Minister;  I  have,  perhaps,  misunderstood  his 
remarks.  With  regard  to  the  preliminary  revision,  whether 
the  First  Minister  stated  it  was  a  matter  of  importance  or 
not,  it  is  a  very  important  matter.  By  section  17  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer  shall,  on  the  day  and  at  the  time  and  place 
appointed,  publicly  proceed  to  the  revision  of  the  list, 
basing  such  revision  on  the  evidence  and  statements  before 
him  and  the  evidence  of  the  persons  who  may  then  be  pre¬ 
sent  to  give  information  in  support  of,  or  in  opposition  to, 
the  objection.  By  clause  25,  it  is  provided  that  the  revising 
officer  shall,  for  the  purpose  of  the  preliminary  revision  of 
the  first  general  list  of  voters,  have  all  the  powors  of  a 
court  of  record  in  tho  Province.  By  clause  39,  he  may 
summon  witnesses  to  attend  and  to  produce  if  necessary 
books,  papers  or  other  information,  and  punish  persons  for 
contempt,  who,  on  being  subpoenaed,  refuse  to  attend.  It 
is  claimed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron), 
and  it  is  to  be  regretted  the  First  Minister  was  not  in  his 
seat  to  take  notice  of  the  objections  used  against  this 
clause,  that  the  questions  treated  in  this  preliminary 
court  of  revision  were  questions  that  could  not  or 
need  not  necessarily  be  raised  again.  Whatever 
action  was  taken  by  the  revising  officer  on  the 
case  of  any  individual  was  an  action  that  need  not  be  revis¬ 
ed,  and  the  individual  aggrieved  could  not  secure  a  revision 
afterwards.  This  being  the  case,  the  courts  should  be  held 
at  such  times  and  placos  as  will  suit  the  convenience  of  the 
population.  One  preliminary  court  of  revision  in  an  entire 
riding  will  not  be  at  all  effectual.  It  will  be  held  in  a  place 
remote  from  the  homes  of  many  of  the  people,  who  may  be 
required  to  attend  it,  and  the  result  will  be  a  vory  small 
minority  of  tho  electorate  will  take  enough  interest  in  the 
matter  to  incur  the  expense  and  be  subject  to  the  incon¬ 
venience  of  attending  the  court.  If  there  is  no  general 
attendance  of  the  public,  the  work  of  tho  revising  barrister 
will  be  imperfectly  performed,  and  the  people  will  be  dis¬ 
satisfied.  These  preliminary  courts  of  revision  should  be 
held  at  such  places  as  wilt  meet  the  convenience  of  the 
public,  and  secure  an  efficient  performance  of  the  work. 
Take  such  a  riding  as  my  own,  which  the  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  made  50  miles  in  length  and  4f  wide  in  one  place, 
composed  of  parts  of  two  counties,  no  part  of  which  has  a 
county  seat,  and  ono  portion  of  which  has  never  been 
associated  in  municipal  affairs  with  the  other  portion. 
It  is  absurd  to  expect  the  inhabitants  to  cross  from  one 
part  of  the  county  to  the  other  to  attend  this 
court.  Take  the  county  of  North  Brant  which  is 
65  or  70  miles  long  and  in  one  place  a  few  rods  in 
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width,  and  which  comprises  portions  of  three  counties.  It 
is  absurd  to  suppose  the  inhabitants  of  North  Brant  will 
assemble  at  one  common  centre  at  the  same  day,  as  notified 
by  the  revising  officer,  for  the  purpose  of  attending  the 
preliminary  revision  of  the  voters’  list  in  that  riding.  The 
hon.  gentleman  said  he  adopted  the  scheme  to  coax  the 
people  to  send  in  their  claims  by  letter,  but  the  Bill  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  claims  must  be  drawn  in  a  legal  manner  and 
couched  in  legal  phraseology.  Is  there  one  elector  in 
every  hundred  who  will  feel  himself  competent  to  draw  up 
his  application  in  the  form  prescribed  in  this  Bill  ?  Under 
the  non-resident  provision  in  the  Ontario  Act,  it  is  diffi¬ 
cult  to  get  people  to  give  notice  to  the  township  clerk  to 
have  their  names  put  on  the  list,  although  no  special  form 
is  required  ;  how  much  more  difficult  then  will  it  be  to  get 
people  to  send  in  their  applications  under  this  clause  ?  The 
hon.  gentleman  objects  to  the  amendment  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  on  the  score  of  increased 
expense  and  of  loss  of  time  to  the  revising  officer.  He 
fears  that  if  these  courts  are  held  in  the  different  muni¬ 
cipalities  it  will  be  impossible,  on  account  of  the  increased 
amount  of  time  required  to  appoint  county  judges  as  revis¬ 
ing  barristers.  I  do  not  see  that  it  will  take  much  more 
time  to  hold  courts  in  the  various  municipalities  than  to 
have  the  labor  performed  at  a  central  court.  The  only  ad¬ 
ditional  time  involved  would  be  the  time  consumed  in 
travelling  from  one  point  to  another.  The  work  itself  will 
take  as  much  time  at  one  point  as  it  would  if  the  court 
wei  o  held  at  different  points,  as  conve  ient.  If  it  is  proper 
there  should  be  a  court  of  revision,  the  work  should  be 
done  efficiently,  and  if  that  work  can  be  done  more 
efficiently  by  holding  courts  in  several  municipalities  the 
hon.  gentleman  should  provide  to  have  them  held  in  the 
different  municipalities.  He  objects  to  this  motion  on  the 
ground  of  increased  expense.  Of  all  men,  be  is  the  last 
wfio  would  be  supposed  to  raise  an  abjection  on  the  ground 
of  expense.  The  objection  we  have  urged  against  the  whole  ' 
measure,  from  the  beginning,  is  that  it  involves  unnecessary 
expense,  but  if  the  Bill  is  to  be  worked  at  all  it  ought  to  be 
worked  properly.  If  the  expense  necessary  for  working 
the  Bill  is  to  be  incurred  at  all,  let  it  be  made  as  perfect  as 
possible.  Having  determined  to  incur  the  large  amount 
necessary  to  work  the  Bill,  we  should  not  halt  with  a  view 
to  save  $3,000  or  $4,000  and  so  to  impair  the  efficiency  of 
the  measure. 

Every  development  in  the  discussion  of  this  Bill  shows 
the  utter  folly  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman  in 
tinkering  with  the  provincial  franchises.  There  has  not 
been  a  successful  attempt  to  show  that  this  Bill  was  a 
necessity. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not 
going  to  discuss  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  am  discussing  the  point  raised  as 
to  the  expense,  and  in  connection  with  that  I  am  pointing 
out  that  the  Bill  is  an  utter  piece  of  folly,  because  it  entails 
unnecessary  expense  in  substituting  this  for  the  provincial 
franchises.  This  Bill  is  promoted  by  one  man,  or  perhaps 
by  two  men,  the  First  Minister  and  the  member  for  North 
Perth  (Mr.  Hesson).  It  is  a  measure  that  was  not  asked 
by  the  country  or  by  any  portion  of  this  House.  It  may 
be  supported,  but  it  is  not  urged  or  supported  in  debate  by 
any  considerable  portion  of  this  House.  If  we  make  an 
appeal  with  regard  to  any  feature  of  the  Bill,  to  whom  do 
we  appeal  ?  Do  we  appeal  to  the  majority  of  this  House  ? 
No,  we  appeal  to  Caesar,  we  appeal  to  the  leader  of  this 
House,  who  devised  the  Bill,  who  drafted  it,  who  introduced 
it,  who  urges  it,  who  promotes  it.  It  is  not  the  country’s 
Bill,  it  is  not  the  Bill  of  the  party  on  the  other  side  even. 
Scarcely  a  man  stands  up  to  advocate  it.  Thero  is  no 
one  empowered  to  allow  any  modification  of  the  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  gentleman  is  the  Caesar  to  whom  it  is 


all  left,  and  when  he  is  absent,  as  he  very  often 
is,  we  aro  talking  to  empty  air,  we  are  talking, 
it  is  true,  to  a  solid  majority,  but  it  is  also  a 
stolid  majority,  and  none  of  them  seems  to  have  any 
power  in  reference  to  the  matter.  It  is  a  one-man  Bill.  It 
will  bo  a  monument  to  the  man  who  promotes  it.  It  is  a 
monument  that  will  not  last  long.  The  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  may  outlive  the  monument  he  has  erected.  It  will  be 
changed,  but  in  any  case  it  will  bo  a  monument  of  folly 
which  will  not  redound  to  the  credit  of  the  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man. 

It  is  wise  for  us  to  bo  guided  by  the  lamp  of  experi¬ 
ence,  for  us  to  profit  by  the  experience  and  example 
of  others.  I  do  not  suppose,  wise  as  hon.  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  are,  that  human  wisdom  will  die  with  them,  or 
that  human  wisdom  commenced  with  them.  Some  of  the 
terms  used  in  this  Bill  are  copied  from  the  English  Act,  and 
I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  preliminary  revision  of 
the  voters’  list  in  the  parent  country  is  conducted  in  a  dif¬ 
ferent  manner  from  that  which  is  proposed  in  this  Bill. 
The  revision  of  the  preliminary  voters’  lists  in  England  is 
conducted  by  officers  of  the  people.  Tho  overseers  of  the 
poor  make  the  lists,  and  afterwards  the  revising  officer 
decides  upon  appeal  from  those  lists.  He  is  not  oven 
appointed  until  after  the  preliminary  list  is  arranged.  I 
will  read  the  provision  of  the  English  Act. 

Mr.  McCALL DM.  Point  it  out  to  the  reporter. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  think,  in  the  interests  of  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  opposite,  this  discussion  requires  that  we  should 
give  them  line  upon  line,  precept  upon  precept,  here  a  little 
and  there  a  little,  and,  when  we  have  done  that,  I  am 
afraid  very  little  impression  is  made  upon  those  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Dispense;  taken  as  read. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  am  aware  that  hon.  gentleman  do 
not  take  very  much  interest  in  this  Bill.  They  are  quite 
willing  to  believe  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  charge 
of  it  knows  all  about  it ;  they  are  willing  to  take  his  judg¬ 
ment  ;  but  we  are  not,  and  it  is  our  duty  to  appeal  to  the 
reason  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  though  it  seems  difficult 
to  reach  it.  The  12th  section  of  the  English  Act  provides 
that  the  overseers  of  every  parish  or  township  shall  make 
up  the  list  of  voters  between  the  hours  of  10  and  4  o’clock, 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  reading 
clauses  that  relate  to  the  preparation  of  the  lists  instead  of 
the  revision. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  They  are  quite  relevant  to  the  pre¬ 
liminary  revision.  One  thing  is  related  to  the  other. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Let  him  go  on;  he  must  put  in  the 
time. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Throughout  this  discussion  upon  a 
measure  which  changes  the  constitutional  foundation  of 
this  Government,  throughout  this  discussion  of  a  measure 
of  infinitely  greater  importance  than  any  that  has  ever 
engaged  the  attention  of  this  Parliament,  a  measure  which 
every  member  of  this  House  should  consider  with  a  sincere 
desire  to  do  what  is  in  tho  interest  of  this  country  and 
what  his  duty  to  his  constituents  requires — I  say  that 
throughout  this  discussion  which  the  Opposition  have 
engaged  in,  not,  surely,  from  any  motive  ot  gain,  because 
they  are  staying  here  at  their  own  expense— — - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  they  are  not. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Yes,  they  are ;  and  I  can  warn  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  that  any  attempt  to  increase  our  ses¬ 
sional  allowance  on  account  of  this  matter  will  be  resisted 
by  the  Opposition — I  say,  remaining  here  at  our  own 
expense,  and  determined  to  resist  any  attempt  to  increase 
the  sessional  allowance  in  consequence  of  remaining  here  a 
longer  time — throughout  the  whole  discussion  which  w@ 
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have  carried  on,  without  any  expectation  of  gain  or  roward, 
we  have  been  constantly  taunted  with  an  assertion  similar 
to  that  made  a  few  moments  ago,  that  wo  are  talking 
against  time.  Sir,  I  do  not  believe  that  we  can  point  to  the 
record  of  any  parliamentary  body  in  Christendom  in  this 
century,  whero  any  great  measure  such  as  this  has  been 
discussed,  where  the  discussion  has  been  less  irrelevant  than 
the  discussion  upon  this  measure  has  been ;  and,  Sir,  in 
future  ages,  when  the  student  of  history  refers  to  the  Han - 
sard  of  Canada  at  this  timo,  and  reads  the  discussion  upon 
this  great  constitutional  question  which  may  yet  shape  the 
destinies  of  this  Dominion,  that  student,  I  venture  to  say, 
will  look  with  admiration  upon  the  full  and  exhaustive  dis¬ 
cussion  of  every  point  at  issue  in  this  Bill ;  and  whether 
hon.  gentlemen  believe  that  or  not,  they  are  not 
warranted  in  taunting  the  members  of  the  Opposition 
with  speaking  against  time.  We  have  no  such 
desire,  we  have  no  such  intention.  Whether  we  succeed  in 
discussing  this  question  pertinently  or  not,  whether  our 
speeches  are  relevant  or  not,  whether  we  present  our  argu 
ments  concisely  or  not,  we  are  laboring  to  present  those 
arguments  and  to  conduct  this  discussion  in  such  a  way  as 
to  influence  the  opinion  of  this  House  and  the  opinion  of 
this  country;  and,  whether  we  are  succeeding  with  this 
House  or  not,  Sir,  we  are  succeeding  with  this  country,  and 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  believe  it  I  defy  him  to  dis¬ 
solve  this  Parliament  and  appeal  to  the  country;  and,  great 
as  his  majority  is  to-day,  he  will  come  back  here  with  that 
majority  reversed  ;  and  if  he  does  not  believe  it  let  him  try 
it.  Sir,  we  have  no  fears  of  an  appeal  to  the  people,  but  he 
has.  He  has  a  fear  of  going  back  to  the  people  ;  even  with 
his  Gerrymander  Act,  even  with  the  dice  loaded  as  they 
were  in  1882,  he  dare  not  appeal  to  that  same  constituency 
again,  and  so  he  is  now  engaged  in  perfecting  the 
most  infamous  measure  that  ever  disgraced  the  Statute 
Book  of  this  country. 

Now,  with  regard  to  this  preliminary  revision.  Section 
14  reads  (the  hon.  gentleman  read  section  11).  Without 
troubling  the  House  further  with  regard  to  this  Act, 
these  overseers  of  the  poor  go  on  to  revise  the  list,  to  take 
off  and  put  on  the  names,  according  to  the  evidence 
furnished  to  them ;  and  this  revised  list,  this  list  revis¬ 
ed  by  the  overseers  of  the  poor,  the  officers  of  the  peo¬ 
ple,  this  list  under  the  English  Act,  which  should  form  the 
model  for  our  Act,  this  list  made  by  the  officers  of  the  peo¬ 
ple  and  revised  by  the  officers  of  the  people,  in  a  prelimin¬ 
ary  sense,  is  the  list  that  is  submitted  to  the  revising  bar¬ 
risters  appointed,  not  by  the  Government  of  the  day,  but  by 
the  courts  of  the  land,  and  appointed  from  year  to  year  under 
restrictions  that  prevent  them  from  running  for  any  office 
within  eighteen  months  of  the  day  they  were  appointed. 
I  say  the  list  prepared  in  this  manner  and  revised  by  the 
officers  of  the  people,  is  the  list  that  is  submitted  for  final 
revision,  not  to  an  appointee  of  the  Crown,  but  to  an 
appointee  of  the  judges  of  the  land. 

Now,  Sir,  I  wish  to  refer  to  the  case  of  one  English  cology ; 
and  I  will  say  in  connection  with  this  matter  that  you  can 
find  no  colony  of  the  British  Empire,  you  can  find  no  com¬ 
monwealth  that  derives  its  existence  from  the  British  Em¬ 
pire,  that  has  a  measure  such  as  this  upon  its  Statute  Book. 
You  can  find  no  colony  or  state  where  the  preparation  and 
preliminary  revision  of  the  voters’  lists,  and  their  final  revi¬ 
sion,  are  entrusted  to  an  appointee  of  the  Crown,  or  an  ap¬ 
pointee  of  the  Government — not  one  of  all  the  states  and 
commonwealths  at  the  present  time  that  derive  their  exist¬ 
ence  from  England.  The  colony  I  wish  to  refer  to  as  an 
example  is  New  Zealand.  By  the  Statutes  of  1866  the  pre¬ 
paration  of  the  list  in  this  colony  is  entrusted  to  an  officer 
who  is  appointed  by  the  Governor,  but  the  revision  of  the 
list  is  not  entrusted  to  an  appointee  of  the  Government  but 
to  an  officer  or  revising  barrister  appointed  by  the  courts. 
The  Statute  of  1875  takes  from  the  Governor  even  the 
Mr.  Charlton. 
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power  of  appointing  an  officer  who  shall  prepare  the 
list,  although  the  revision  of  the  list  was  not  in  the 
hands  of  the  Governor.  It  provides  that  the  list  shall 
be  formed  by  the  clerks  of  the  municipality,  counter¬ 
signed  by  the  mayor  or  presiding  officer,  and  revised  as 
before  provided  by  an  officer  of  the  court.  I  repeat  that 
there  is  no  colony  found  in  the  British  Empire  in  which 
such  a  provision  as  that  contained  in  this  Bill  obtains;  that 
in  no  colony  in  the  British  Empire,  nor  in  Great  Britain 
itself,  are  the  rights  of  tho  people  so  trampled  upon 
and  tampered  with  as  they  are  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill;  that  there  is  no  colony  in  the  Empire,  except  Canada, 
where  tho  rights  of  the  people  are  not  respected,  and  where 
the  officers  connected  with  the  preparation  of  the  lists 
are  not  elected  by  the  people  and  where  they  have  not 
a  share  in  tho  formation  of  tho  voters’  list,  in  the  mode  of 
registering  the  voters,  and  in  tho  control  of  the  election 
machinery.  It  is  only  here  in  Canada  that  the  Government 
is  so  lost  to  a  sense  ot  duty  to  the  people,  is  so  lost  to  a 
sense  of  the  duty  that  devolves  upon  it  as  to  attempt  to 
take  into  its  hands  the  entire  election  machinery  by  provid¬ 
ing  that  its  own  officers  shall  make  the  list,  its  own  officers 
shall  preside  at  the  preliminary  revision  of  the  list,  its  own 
officers  shall  preside  at  the  final  revision  of  the  lists,  and 
that  the  people  through  their  own  officers,  olected  by  them¬ 
selves,  shall  have  no  part  whatever  either  in  preparing  the 
preliminary  list  or  the  final  revision  of  the  list.  1  had  other 
references  to  turn  to,  but  I  will  not  delay  the  House  with 
them.  This  Bill  is  unique  in  its  provisions.  It  is  a  Bill  that 
will  place  Canada  at  the  lowest  point  in  the  scale  of  the 
colonies.  It  is  a  Bill  that  will  give  us  the  unenviable  dis¬ 
tinction  of  being  the  only  British  commonwealth  that 
tramples  on  tho  rights  of  the  people  systematically 
and  with  malice  prepense,  for  through  the  action  of 
the  Government  it  takes  the  election  machinery  into  its 
own  hands  and  seeks  to  secure,  through  fraud  and  chicanery, 
a  decision  which  the  honest  will  of  the  people  would  not 
give.  I  have  nothing  more  to  say.  I  presume  this  little 
amendment,  this  little  boon,  requiring  that  the  revision 
court  shall  be  held  in  the  municipality,  in  order  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  proper  performance  of  the  duty  of  the  revisers, 
will  be  denied  us  by  the  Csesar  to  whom  we  appeal,  and 
that  he  will  insist  on  retaining  the  provision  of  the  Bill, 
which  requires  that  tho  people  of  an  entire  riding,  thou¬ 
sands,  perhaps,  in  number,  shall  go  to  one  common  centre, 
like  tho  Jews  of  old  to  Jerusalem  on  the  Feast  of  Pentecost, 
tabernacled  and  boothed  for  days  before  they  can  get  their 
business  atteuded  to. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Tho  hon.  gentlemen  has  stated  that  he 
has  been  misunderstood  as  regards  the  language  used  by 
him  in  respect  of  this  claus< .  The  hon.  member  for  Nor¬ 
folk  (Mr.  Charlton)  quoted  the  hon.  gentlemen  as  having 
said  that  he  considered  this  clause  unimportant  and  he 
doubted  whether  it  should  be  in  the  Bill  at  all.  That  is 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  now  says  he  did  not  state.  I  have 
Hansard  here,  and  I  will  road  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
remarks,  and  will  leave  it  to  the  committee  to  say  whether 
our  understanding  of  the  words  was  not  justified  by  the 
words  he  actually  used.  Whether  he  intended  to  say  some¬ 
thing  else  or  not  is  another  question.  The  hon.  gentleman 
said : 

“  This  is  comparatively  unimportant  and  the  only  doubt  I  have  is  as 
to  whether  the  clause  should  be  in  the  Bill  at  all.” 

I  ask  the  Committee  whether  any  other  meaning  can  bo 
placed  on  the  words  used  by  the  hon.  gentleman  on  that 
occasion.  The  hon.  gentleman  further  said  : 

“  This  clause  is  only  intended  for  the  first  settlement  of  the  voters’ 
list  under  this  Act.  In  the  subsequent  annual  revision  it  is  not  pro¬ 
vided  that  there  shall  be  a  preliminary  revision.” 

According  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  words  he  considers 
this  section  unimportant.  I  differ  from  him  entirely.  This 
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is  one  of  the  most  important  clauses  in  the  whole  Bill.  The 
proceedings  to  be  conducted  under  this  section  are  termed 
a  preliminary  revision  of  the  voters’  list.  They  are  in  no  sense 
a  revision  of  the  list,  whether  preliminary  or  final.  They  are 
simply  the  completion  of  the  making  up  ol  the  list,  and  not  the 
revision  of  one.  A  glance  at  the  wording  of  the  section  itself, 
and  at  the  explanations  given  by  the  right  hon.  gentleman, 
shows  that  he  intends  it  to  be  a  completion  of  the  making 
of  the  list,  and  not  a  revision  at  all.  The  right  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  : 

“  In  the  first  place,  the  revising  officer  takes  the  revised  assessment 
roll,  or  the  poll  books,  or  the  voters’  list,  as  the  case  may  be  He  takes 
those  books  as  primd, facie  evidence.  He  makes  out  his  list,  showing 
every  name  that  the  assessment  roll  shows  to  have  a  vote.  He  takes 
other  such  information  as  he  can  obtain,  in  order  to  add  other  names. 
He  publishes  that  list.  It  goes  to  every  municipality.  He  says  :  There 
are  the  parties  who,  on  an  examination  of  the  assessment  roll,  have  a 
right  to  vote.  Then  he  announces  that  he  will  hold  a  court— if  a  county 
judge,  in  his  own  office,  and  if  a  revising  officer,  in  some  other  place  ; 
and  he  will  receive  all  papers  sent  in,  applications  that  may  be  made 
to  be  placed  on  the  roll  by  mail  or  otherwise,  and  all  objections  made  to 
the  names  appearing  on  that  roll.  It  is  not  required  that  anyone  should 
be  present.  The  practical  working  of  the  plan  will  be  this  :  The  poli¬ 
tical  associations  of  the  two  parties  that  govern  the  country  will  send 
in  their  lists,  I  have  no  doubt.  Individuals  who  are  interested  will 
send  in  names  or  their  objections.  They  need  not  attend  at  all.  But 
The  revising  officer  will  get  all  those  applications,  and  all  the  objections. 
In  the  next  clause,  the  17th  clause,  it  is  provided,  however,  that  parties 
may  attend  the  preliminary  revision  if  they  please  ;  but  there  is  no  neces¬ 
sity,  those  documents  being  sent  in  being  sufficient  for  the  purpose.  He 
takes  the  applications  ;  he  reads  them  and  adds  them  to  his  list.” 

This  is  what  the  right  hon.  gentleman  intends  to  be  done 
at  this  proceeding,  which  is  mistakably  called  a  prelimin¬ 
ary  revision.  These  are  exactly  the  duties  which  are  per¬ 
formed  by  the  Board  of  Overseers  in  England,  and  a  part  of 
the  original  preparation  of  the  lists.  The  revising  officers  are 
not  sitting  to  revise,  but  to  make  up  the  list,  according  to  the 
explanation  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman.  Whother  he  cor¬ 
rectly  interprets  the  Bill  which  he  is  supposed  to  have 
drafted,  is  another  question.  I  do  not  think  he  does.  I  think 
the  wording  of  the  Act  has  a  different  meaning  from  what 
he  intends.  Section  15  evidently  contemplates  that  he 
shall  hold  a  real  court  of  revision.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  he  does  not  intend  that  he  should  do  so,  but  that  he  is 
merely  to  take  a  mass  of  applications  and  statements  made 
by  individuals  and  make  up  a  list  roughly  from  those.  But 
by  section  25,  he  is  given  all  the  powers,  duties,  responsi¬ 
bilities  and  dignities  of  a  court.  By  section  55,  the  revising 
officer  may  correct  the  list  on  his  own  knowledge 
when  there  have  been  no  objections  or  complaints.  Now, 
Sir,  it  appears  that  the  wording  of  the  Act  makes 
this  sitting  a  solemn  proceeding,  the  session  of  a 
court.  The  revising  officer  may  put  on  or  strike  off 
names  of  his  own  motion,  and  the  right  hon.  gentleman 
says  it  is  not  necessary  for  any  person  to  be  present.  Now, 
Sir,  it  would  no  doubt  be  very  convenient  for  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  friends  if  this  House  and  the  public 
should  accept  his  explanation  of  this  clause,  and  allow  the 
revising  officer  in  the  absence  of  everybody,  to  perform  his 
work.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  evidently  intends  the 
public  to  understand  that  they  need  not  be  present,  and  he 
tells  us  so  in  so  many  words.  The  revising  officer  will  be 
present  though,  armed  with  all  the  powers  conferred  on  him 
by  the  Act,  to  do  what  the  right  hon.  gentleman  says  he 
will  do,  to  do  practically  what  he  likes,  in  the  absence  of  the 
persons  interested.  I  am  astonished  that  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  should  have  made  a  statement  which  would  lead 
the  House  and  the  country  to  suppose  that  he  did  not  want 
them  to  understand  what  the  powers  and  the  duties  of  the 
revising  officer  would  be  under  this  section,  that  he  wanted 
the  people  to  absent  themselves  and  leave  his  paid  agent 
alone  at  the  concoction  of  the  list.  It  is  said  that  thoro  is 
no  reason  for  holding  these  sittings  in  several  places 
for  the  reasons  we  have  urged,  because  nobody  need 
be  there.  I  have  shown  you  that  everybody  does  need  to 
be  there,  that  this  is  the  occasion  on  which  the  lists  are 
really  made,  that  this  is  the  time  to  get  names  put  on  or 


taken  off,  when  the  voters’  lists  are  in  actual  process  of 
concoction,  when  they  are  plastic  and  can  be  moulded— 
that  this  is  the  very  time,  of  all  others,  when  the  people 
should  be  present  to  see  that  their  interests  are  protected. 
There  has  been  no  argument  against  the  claim  that  the 
sittings  should  be  held  in  every  municipality,  if  they 
were  to  be  real  courts  of  revision.  That  has  been  granted. 
The  only  argument  brought  forward  has  been  misleading, 
incorrect  and  untrue — that  the  sitting  is  not  important — 
for  that  argument  is  disposed  of  by  the  very  words  of  the 
Act,  and  therefore  our  argument  remains  unanswerable, 
that  the  sittings  should  be  hold  in  so  many  places  as  to  be 
convenient  of  access  to  everybody  in  the  electoral  district. 
Now,  where  is  the  sitting  to  be  held  ?  “  If  it  is  held  by  a 

county  judge,  he  will  hold  it  in  his  own  office,”  says  the 
right  hon.  Premier.  If  the  county  judge  is  appointed  in  my 
own  constituency,  where  will  the  meeting  be  held  ?  My 
constituency  consists  of  parts  of  Elgin  and  Kent.  Which 
judge  will  it  be?  Will  my  constituents  be  compelled  to  go 
to  Chatham,  some  50  or  60  miles  distant,  to  look  after 
their  rights  at  this  preliminary  concoction  of  the  list,  or 
will  the  people  from  the  extreme  west  of  my  riding  be 
compelled  to  come  50  miles  to  St.  Thomas  ?  My  riding,  as 
may  be  understood  from  its  being  part  of  the  work  of 
the  Gerrymander  Bill,  is  a  rather  disconnected  affair 
in  its  municipal  relations,  although  it  is  sufficiently 
compact  in  shape.  The  two  extreme  western  townships 
have  not  much  communication  with  the  others,  and  the 
middle  township  has  not  much  intercourse  with  the 
townships  on  either  sides.  There  is  a  moderate  sized  place 
on  the  railway  where  the  court  might  be  held,  but  it  is  not 
a  place  to  which  people  are  accustomed  to  come.  The  court 
will  probably  be  held  at  one  end  of  the  riding  or  the  othor  j 
but  oven  if  it  is  held  in  the  middle,  people  will  have  to  come 
25  miles  at  least  to  look  after  their  rights.  How  will  it  be 
with  North  Brant,  which  contains  part  of  three  counties  ? 
Will  the  judge  of  one  county  revise  the  list  for  tho 
whole  of  North  Brant  ?  Will  the  judge  of  one 
county,  either  of  Kent  or  Elgin,  revise  the  list 
for  the  whole  of  West  Elgin,  and  where  will 
the  court  be  held  ?  These  are  questions  which  I  do  not 
think  the  right  hon.  gentleman  can  answer ;  I  do  not  think 
he  has  thought  about  the  complications  or  the  inconveni¬ 
ences  that  will  arise  under  this  clause.  Then,  after  saying 
that  there  is  no  reason  why  this  preliminary  revision  should 
be  held  in  the  different  municipalities,  he  goes  on  to  show 
why  it  should.  He  says  that  on  the  occasion  of  the  pre¬ 
paration  of  the  first  list,  the  revising  officer  will  not  go 
around — it  will  not  be  necessary.  Yet  he  says  : 

“  This  preliminary  revision  will  cost  us  some  money,  but  it  will  be 
well  worth  the  money  in  order  to  start  with  a  full,  thorough  list.” 

Yet  he  says  the  revising  officer  need  not  go  around  to  tho 
municipalities;  it  will  be  quite  sufficient  for  him  to  sit  in 
one  place  and  take  all  the  applications  made  to  him ;  but  in 
the  second  year,  when  the  preliminary  revision  is  not  re¬ 
quired,  what  will  the  revising  officer  do  ? 

“In  the  second  year,  the  voters’  list  having  been  once  settled,  the 
officer  will  take  the  voters’  list  of  the  year  before,  and  will  visit  each 
municipality  or  other  well-known  division,  and  with  that  list  iu  his  hand 
he  will  add  new  voters,  and  strike  off  dead  voters,  or  those  absent,  or 
those  who  have  lost  the  franchise,  and  he  will  settle  the  list  at  once.” 

Tho  hon.  gentleman  gives  away  the  whole  case ;  if  the 
revising  officer  is  to  go  around  in  order  to  make  a  rough 
preliminary  revision  of  the  second  list,  it  is  infinitely  more 
necessary  that  he  should  go  around  to  each  municipality  in 
order  to  make  a  rough  preliminary  revision  of  tho  first  list. 
He  says  again : 

“  All  the  officer  will  have  to  do  will  be  to  annually  go  round,  at  a 
time  announced  and  well  known  to  the  municipality,  to  receive  applica¬ 
tions  and  objections,  and  so  settle  the  list.” 

Why  will  the  hon.  gentleman  not  let  him  do  that  now? 
Because  it  would  be  too  convenient  to  the  people  of  the 
country,  “  In  England,”  he  says,  “  this  work  occupies  a  very 
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short  time.”  In  England  this  work  is  not  done  at  all 
by  the  revising  officer.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  should 
surely  have  looked  to  the  English  law,  where  he  would 
find  that  the  revising  officer  in  England  does  not  go  around 
to  the  municipality  to  receive  applications  and  objections, 
as  this  officer  will  do.  He  only  sits  as  a  judge  to  decide 
on  cases,  which  are  not  put  in  to  him  personally,  but  to  the 
municipal  officers — the  overseers.  He  has  nothing  to  do 
with  trotting  around  and  making  up  the  list.  It  is 
simply  incorrect  to  say  that  this  work  occupies  a  short 
time  in  England,  because  this  work  is  not  done  there  at  all. 
Again,  as  to  the  necessity  ot  people  being  present,  and  as 
to  the  notice,  I  find  that  clause  15  provides  that  notice 
shall  be  given  by  the  objector  or  applicant  “  at  least  one 
week  before  the  day  fixedfor  the  preliminary  revision.”  and 
that  notice  may  be  given  either  by  depositing  it  with  the 
revising  officer  or  by  mailing  it  to  him ;  and  the  same 
course  is  to  be  followed  with  regard  to  the  person  whose 
name  is  objected  to.  How  much  notice  does  this  provide 
for  ?  The  revising  officer  may  live  a  long  way  from  the 
scene  of  his  labors ;  the  revising  officer  for  my  constituency 
may  live  in  Toronto  or  Halifax  so  far  as  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  are  concerned,  although  of  course  it  is  not  probable 
that  he  will  live  so  far  away.  Still  a  letter  may  take  a  day 
or  two  to  reach  him,  and  it  may  be  mailed  at  a  post  office 
where  there  is  only  a  tri-weekly  or  a  bi-weekly  mail. 
There  are  scores  of  voters  in  my  riding  who  live  outside, 
and  these  it  is  proposed  to  retain,— some  at  Detroit,  some 
at  Toronto,  some  at  various  other  places.  If  a  notice 
is  addressed  to  these  from  an  out-of-the-way  post 
office  in  my  riding,  it  will  certainly  take  throe 
days  to  reach  him ;  so  ho  will  have  four  days  out  of  the 
week  in  which  to  arrange  his  business  and  leave  to  look 
after  his  vote,  or  empower  someone  else  to  look  after  it  for 
him.  In  spite  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  that  he 
need  not  go  there  in  person,  I  say  he  need,  or  his  vote  will 
be  at  the  mercy  of  a  partisan  official.  It  is  not  fair  that 
such  short  notice  should  be  given  to  parties  at  a  distance. 
It  should  be  provided  that  the  notice  should  be  mailed  in 
time  for  the  person  to  receive  it  a  week  before  the  revision. 
A  week’s  notice  is  the  shortest  notice  that  a  person  ought 
to  receive  that  his  vote  is  going  to  be  appealed  against. 
Suppose  on  the  other  hand  that  one  person  put  in  500 
appeals  against  persons  living  at  a  distance,  and  he  should 
be  present  at  the  preliminary  cooking  of  the  list  with  evi¬ 
dence  and  statements  to  show  that  those  persons  were  not 
qualified  to  vote ;  what  position  would  they  be  in  ?  The 
revising  officer  would  be  acting  quite  within  the  statuto  if 
he  simply  said  :  It  is  all  very  well,  gentlemen  ;  you  are 
offering  me  evidence,  and  statements,  and  deeds,  and  mort¬ 
gages,  to  show  that  these  people  are  not  qualified.  I  have 
statements  from  trustworthy  persons  that  they  know 
these  people  are  qualified,  and  therefore  I  will  not 
strike  off  their  names.  Ho  is  allowed  to  take,  not  only 
evidence,  but  statements,  and  the  statements  are  given  the 
same  value  as  the  evidence.  He  may  take  the  statement 
of  anybody  he  chooses,  if  he  considers  him  trustworthy, 
in  rebuttal  of  all  the  evidence.  If  those  50  parties  are 
opposed  to  him,  and  ho  had  notice  of  objection  against 
them,  he  might,  on  the  unsupported  statement  of  anybody 
he  chose  to  consider  trustworthy,  knock  the  whole  50 
names  off  on  revision,  no  matter  what  evidence  might  be 
brought  forward  as  to  their  qualifications.  It  is  very  clear 
that  if  there  is  any  necessity  for  the  revising  officer  to  go 
into  the  separate  municipalities  at  all,  it  is  on  this 
preliminary  revision.  It  would  bo  fairer,  if  the 

preliminary  revision  were  held  in  each  munici¬ 

pality,  and  the  final  revision  in  one  place.  The  former 
is  the  important  one  ;  it  is  then  easy  and  cheap  to  get  the 
list  corrected  ;  no  lawyer  is  required,  and  when  the  final 
revision  comes  on,  the  people  will  be  prepared  for  it.  No 
^rgumonts  have  been  advanced  against  this  contention.  The 
Mr,  Casey, 
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hon.  gentleman  treats  the  House  to  so  little  consideration 
as  to  insist  upon  this  provision  being  passed,  no  matter 
what  arguments  are  brought  against  it,  and  without  attempt¬ 
ing  to  contradiot  those  arguments.  What  we  are  asking 
is  simply  that  every  elector  should  have  within  reasonable 
reach  a  means  of  seeing  that  his  name  is  not  improperly 
struck  off  the  list  or  another  or  others  improperly  put  on.  If 
you  purposely  place  in  the  hands  of  an  individual,  who  is  to 
hold  the  great  power  of  deciding  whether  a  name  should  be 
on  a  list  or  not,  the  right  to  decide  of  his  own  motion,  on  the 
mere  uncorroborated  statement  of  any  person  who  may 
happen  to  bo  present,  whether  it  should  be  on  or  off,  the 
Government  will  stand  convicted  in  the  mind  of  every  fair 
person  in  the  country,  not  only  of  affording  facilities  but  of 
arranging  these  facilities  with  the  object  of  allowing  a  par¬ 
tisan  revising  officer  to  cook  the  list  in  the  interests  of  his 
party. 

Mr.  WELDON.  After  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  in  regard  to  this  clause,  I  have  carefully  looked 
over  the  Act,  and  must  confess  that  this  preliminary 
revision  appears  to  me  to  be  in  some  respects  more 
important  than  the  final  revision.  The  officer  has  at  this 
preliminary  revision  all  the  powers  ho  has  at  the  final 
revision,  but  from  the  final  revision  there  is  the  right  to 
appeal.  By  contrasting  the  17th  with  the  25th  section, 
you  will  find  that  this  power  of  adding  or  striking  off 
names  is  greater  in  the  preliminary  than  in  the  final 
examination.  If  we  contrast  the  15th  with  the  30th 
section,  we  will  find  that  the  preliminary  revision  is  simply 
where  the  revising  barrister  corrects  the  list  of  the  pre¬ 
ceding  year,  and  then  publishes  a  notice  for  the  final 
revision.  Great  difficulties,  unless  the  amendment  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  is  adopted,  will 
arise.  If  the  section  relating  to  the  final  revision  is 
adopted,  the  officer  will  have  to  go  to  each  parish  and 
investigate,  whereas  it  is  more  important  that  he  should 
do  so  in  the  preliminary  revision.  The  powers  of  a  court 
of  record  are  given  under  the  construction  of  the  Bill, 
whether  the  Bill  distinctly  creates  the  court  a  court  of 
record  or  not.  I  take  it  that  the  construction  would 
be  that  it  would  only  have  the  powers  of  a  court  of 
record.  The  notice  required  is  the  same  in  the  preli¬ 
minary  as  in  the  final  revision.  The  whole  scope  of 
the  Act  shows  that  the  list  is  to  bo  published  in  the  case 
of  the  preliminary  revision  as  in  the  case  of  the  final 
revision.  If  anyone  objects  to  my  name,  if  I  do  not  attend, 
my  name  is  struck  off  ;  bat,  if  I  am  obliged  to  attend,  I  may 
have  witnesses  there,  and.  the  party  objecting  may  not 
choose  to  attend,  and  the  judge  may  award  costs,  but,  if  it 
is  true,  as  the  First  Minister  says,  that  the  party  need  not 
attend,  I  may  write  a  letter,  but  the  opposite  party  may 
attend  with  witnesses,  and  the  name  may  be  struck  off,  and 
tbe  costs  may  be  awarded  against  me.  It  will  be  far  better 
to  prevent  objections  being  taken  at  all  at  the  preliminary 
revision.  If  the  preliminary  revision  is  held  to  be 
conclusive,  a  difficulty  might  arise  under  this  Act 
as  to  whether  an  appeal  could  lie  from  that  revision 
at  all.  The  taxed  costs  would,  in  any  case,  not  probably 
bo  equal  to  the  amount  of  costs  to  which  the  party  was 
put,  and  certainly  would  not  compensate  him  for  the 
trouble  and  expense  he  would  be  put  to.  Then  an  objection 
may  be  made  in  just  the  same  way  at  the  final  revision,  and 
tbe  party  has  to  go  through  the  same  ordeal  again.  In  one 
case  it  will  be  less  expensive,  because  the  judge  will  hold 
the  investigation  in  tho  nan’s  own  neighborhood,  while  the 
preliminary  revision  may  be  held  at  any  place  in  the  riding 
which  the  revising  officer  sees  fit  to  select.  No  man  who 
wishes  to  retain  his  position  on  the  voters’  list  could  treat 
with  contempt  or  pass  over  in  silence,  a  notice  served  upon 
him.  If  he  absents  himself  from  the  court  the  party  object¬ 
ing  to  him  may  appear  with  his  witnesses,  and  the  revising 
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officer  may  at  once  take  judgment  by  default  and  strike  bis 
name  off  the  list.  If  the  man  has  been  there  himself  he 
could  at  once  have  had  evidence  to  meet  the  primd  facie 
case  that  his  objector  may  have  made  out  against  him.  But 
hois  not  there,  and  the  result  is  that  judgment  is  given 
against  him,  and  not  only  does  he  lose  his  vote  under  that 
clause  but  the  revising  officer  has  aright  to  saddle  him  with 
the  expense  of  the  unvestigation.  Then  he  has  to  go  to  the 
expense  of  putting  his  name  on  again,  and  has  got  to  give 
notice  to  the  revising  barrister  to  that  effect.  Or  put  it  in 
the  other  way ;  if  the  objection  fails  at  the  preliminary 
examination,  and  an  objection  again  made,  the  result  will  be 
that  the  party  has  been  put  to  a  great  deal  of  needless  trou¬ 
ble — because  we  know  that  sometimes  parties  are  not  actuat¬ 
ed  by  the  best  of  motives  in  endeavoring  to  get  a  man’s  name 
off  the  list,  and  it  may  be  done  by  malice.  We  find  again  that 
after  ho  has  been  three  or  four  days  away  from  home  at  the 
preliminary  revision,  no  sooner  does  he  get  home  than  he 
finds  another  notice  that  ho  is  objected  to  on  the  final 
revision.  Now,  under  these  circumstances,  I  think 
it  may  be  fairly  urged  that  this  preliminary  revi¬ 
sion  is  of  equal  importance  to  the  final  revision.  The 
revising  officer  is  clothed  with  the  same  power — in  fact, 
according  to  the  construction  put  upon  the  17th  section  by 
the  Premier,  the  revising  barrister  has  more  power  with 
regard  to  the  questions  of  evidence  and  questions  of  fact  at 
the  first  revision,  than  he  has  on  a  final  decision,  because 
tho  25th  section  will  show  that  he  must  be  bound  by  evidence 
on  tho  final  decision.  We  find  that  even  in  this  preliminary 
revision  according  to  the  40th  section,  it  would  almost  seem 
necessary  that  a  man  would  have  to  attend  in  order  to  see 
that  no  objection  was  mado  to  his  name,  because  wo  find 
that  tho  revising  barristers  may  dispense  with  notice  at  the 
preliminary  revision.  A  man  may  come  up  and  say  that  he 
objects  to  John  Jones  or  Thomas  Smith  being  upon  the 
register,  and  the  revising  barrister  has  power  to  dispense 
with  a  notice  of  that  objection,  and  strikes  their  names  off, 
and  the  men  are  put  to  all  the  expense  of  going  before  tho 
court  of  revision  in  order  to  get  their  names  put 
on  again.  Now  if  the  court  were  held  in  their 
immediate  locality  it  would  be  a  difficult  thing 
to  get  these  men’s  names  put  off  the  list  without  their 
knowing  something  about  it.  They  could  attend  without 
any  expense  or  trouble  and  look  after  their  own  names  ; 
but  if  the  court  is  held  50  or  60  miles  away  from  them,  and 
the  revising  barrister  has  the  power  that  is  given  to  him 
in  the  40th  section,  every  man’s  name  might  be  struck  off 
without  his  knowing  anything  about  it  until  he  saw  the 
list  and  found  it  was  not  on.  The  first  thing  they  know 
when  they  see  the  preliminary  list  is  that  their  names  are 
not  on  it,  and  these  men  have  got  to  go  to  the  trouble  of 
employing  a  lawyer — because  I  think  no  man  would  be 
safe  under  this  Act  unless  he  employed  a  lawyer — to  get 
him  to  give  notice  and  attend  at  the  final  court  of  revision 
to  have  their  names  put  on.  Now,  I  say  this  opens  facili¬ 
ties  for  fraud  and  injustice  which  we  ought  to  prevent  if 
possible.  After  looking  carefully  at  the  several  sections  of 
this  Bill  and  seeing  the  powers  given  to  the  revising  bar¬ 
rister  on  this  preliminary  revision,  it  seems  to  me  that  tho 
principle  adopted  with  regard  to  the  final  revision  ought 
rather  to  be  adopted  at  the  preliminary  revision, 
the  preliminary  revision  being  the  most  important. 
I  think  the  revising  barrister  ought  to  visit 
each  municipality  in  order  to  hold  this  prelimi¬ 
nary  revision,  and  the  travelling  expenses  would  not 
be  great.  I  think  that  we  are  bound  to  give  every  man 
entitled  to  the  franchise  an  opportunity  of  having  his  name 
put  on  the  list,  and  we  ought  not  to  throw  obstacles  in  the 
way  of  his  exercising  that  right ;  therefore,  in  order  to 
secure  justice  and  fairness,  and  to  prevent  expense  and  loss 
of  time  on  the  part  of  the  electors,  it  is  quite  right  that  the 
general  revenue  should  bear  what  additional  expense  there 


may  be  incurred  to  secure  those  ends.  Now,  this  is  not 
attacking  the  principle  of  tho  Bill.  It  is  a  matter  of  machi¬ 
nery,  and  tho  question  is  this :  is  it  not  more  in  the  interest 
of  the  people,  more  in  the  interest  of  tho  individual  voter, 
more  in  the  interest  of  the  public  at  largo,  that  at  this  pre¬ 
liminary  examination,  even  if  it  does  put  tho  general  reve¬ 
nue  of  the  country  to  a  little  more  oxpenso,  should  be  held 
in  the  various  localities,  and  that  tho  revising  officer  should 
visit  these  localities  in  order  to  afford  the  electors  greater 
facilities  for  having  their  names  put  on  the  list. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  always  listen  to  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  gentleman  with  pleasure,  because  he 
addresses  himself  diiectly  and  candidly  to  the  question 
immediately  before  the  committee,  and  therein,  perhaps, 
there  is  a  contrast  between  his  course  and  that  of  some 
other  hon.  members  on  this  measure.  With  respect  to  this 
amendment,  I  cannot  at  all  accede  to  it,  inasmuch  as  it 
would  greatly  increase  expense.  It  duplicates  the  expense 
without  securing  any  corresponding  advantage.  The  hon. 
gentleman  said  I  was  the  last  man  to  talk  about  expense, 
because  this  measure  was  introduced  regardless  of  expense, 
and  therefore  the  hon.  gentleman  very  logically  said,  if  the 
Bill  is  going  to  be  expensive,  the  expense  shall  be  increased, 
That  is  the  argument  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  like  a 
good  many  of  his  other  arguments,  surrounded  though 
they  may  be  by  scriptux-al  quotations — and  a  great  many 
people  can  quote  scripture  for  their  own  purposes — I  do  not 
think  the  argument  was  strengthened  thereby.  The 
object,  as  I  explained  last  night,  of  having  this  preliminary 
sitting  is  to  make  the  list  as  full  as  possible,  to  receive  from 
every  source  and  quarter,  by  every  means  possible,  the 
names  of  any  persons  who  by  any  possibility  can  claim  to 
havo  a  vote,  and  at  the  same  time  receive  any  objections  as 
to  claims  to  votes  which  are  decidedly  bad.  Then  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey)  quoted  from  my 
speech  last  night,  and  said  I  stated  that  the  clau  e  is 
unimportant.  My  opinion  was,  and  I  attempted  to  explain 
it,  that  it  was  comparatively  unimportant  in  relation  to  the 
final  revision ;  the  revision  when  the  lists  are  settled  finally 
must  be  the  more  important  of  the  two.  There  is  some¬ 
thing,  perhaps  a  good  deal,  in  the  arguments  used  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  in  regard  to  the  next 
clause,  that  the  same  objections  might  be  taken  twice,  and 
a  person  might  be  summoned  from  a  distance  by  the  revi¬ 
sing  barrister  to  the  place  where  the  central  court  was 
held,  whereas  the  objection  might  as  well  be  tried  in  the 
polling  district  where  eventually  the  final  revision  will 
take  place  I  propose  to  amend  the  17th  clause  in  that 
direction,  so  as  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  the  objection 
taken  by  the  hon.  gentleman  and  by  others  weighing 
adversely  to  the  interest,  pecunurily  or  otherwise, 
of  the  claimants  to  votes  or  to  persons  urging 
objections.  The  great  fault  it  seems  to  me  of 
the  whole  line  of  argument  with  respect  to  this 
Bill,  if  I  may  for  a  moment  go  out  of  the 
the  clause  is  this  :  That  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  hold  that 
of  necessity  the  county  judge  or  revising  officer  must  be 
a  scoundrel  ;  he  is  going  to  be  a  partisan,  an  unscrupulous 
partisan  ;  he  is  going  to  be  false  to  his  oath,  which  he  is 
compelled  under  this  Bill  to  take  ;  he  can  by  no  possibility 
do  right ;  and  they  must  treat  him  as  a  scoundrel  from 
begining  to  the  end.  I  think  that  is  a  very  faulty  style  of 
argument.  When  it  was  ventured  to  be  hinted  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion  that  there  was  such  a  thing  as  a  partisan 
assessor  and  a  partisan  court  of  revision  we  heard  denuncia¬ 
tions  that  this  was  an  insult  to  every  assessor  and  every 
court  of  revision.  Yet  hon.  gentleman  opposite  do  not 
hesitate  to  offer  insults  to  every  county  judge  who  may  be 
appointed  as  revising  officer  and  to  any  member  of  the 
legal  profession  who  may  accept  such  positions.  The  revis¬ 
ing  officer  will  be  sworn,  as  well  as  is  the  assessor,  and  he 
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will  commit  a  great  moral  sin  and  a  crime  as  well  if  lie 
acts  as  a  partisan.  However,  I  will  propose,  a  little  in 
anticipation  of  the  clause  before  us,  the  following  clause  : — 

At  the  day  and  time  and  place  appointed  the  revising  officer  shall 
proceed  to  hold  the  primary  revision  of  the  list,  and  he  shall  add  to 
such  list  the  names  of  all  claiming  the  right  to  be  placed  on  it  as  voters, 
and  he  shall  note  on  the  same  all  objections,  either  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  or  corrections,  and  he  shall  then  and  there  sign  the  said  list  so 
made  up  by  him. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  will  mean  that 
the  officer  will  not  strike  out  anyone  until  the  final  revision 
of  the  list  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes.  He  will  receive 
all  objections  and  all  claims.  He  will  add  all  names  offered 
to  the  roll,  and  he  will  note  every  objection  offered,  and 
those  lists  with  those  additions  will  be  signed  by  him  ;  and 
those  are  the  lists  that  will  go  to  the  different  polling  divi¬ 
sions  where  the  battle,  as  to  the  right  to  be  placed  on  the 
register,  will  be  finally  fought  out. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Do  I  understand  that  the  revising 
officer  will  merely  note  the  objections,  and  that  they  will 
not  be  taken  up  till  the  final  revision  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  He  will  note  the  objec¬ 
tions. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Does  that  preclude  any  person  from 
making  further  objections  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  will  settle  that  when 
we  come  to  another  clause. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  What  then  is  the  object  of 
giving  notice  to  the  revising  officer,  unless  the  revising  offi¬ 
cer  will  deal  with  the  matter  at  tho  primary  x-evision  ?  At 
the  final  revision  the  party  will  have  to  give  the  officer 
notice  over  again. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No.  We  shall  have  to 
alter  the  form  of  the  notice  in  the  schedule,  that  is  all. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  The  question  is,  as  there  is  to  be  a  per¬ 
sonal  notice,  whether  the  notice  will  not  be  likely  to  be 
more  really  useful  if  it  is  not  given  with  reference  to  the 
court  at  which  the  objection  is  to  be  tried.  I  think  that  it 
would  be  better  that  the  notice  should  bo  given  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  that  court,  and  at  a  short  period  before  the  court, 
than  it  should  be  given  with  reference  to  a  court  where  it 
is  not  to  be  tried,  and  at  a  considerable  period  before  that 
court. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  notice  in  the 
schedule  will  of  course  have  to  be  alcered,  and  instead  of 
that  form,  the  notice  wili  be  given  that  it  is  intended  to 
object  to  the  vote  at  the  final  revision  in  the  polling  district. 
If  that  objection  is  sent  in,  and  I  think  it  would  be  well  to 
have  it  as  early  as  possible,  the  objection  will  be  noted  and 
the  revising  officer  will  know  approximately  the  number  of 
objections  and  the  class  of  objections. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  think  so,  and  for  this  reason,  that 
as  I  understand  this  first  list  will  be  a  very  defective  one, 
because  tho  revising  officer  will  not  have  the  machinery  to 
make  anything  like  a  full  list  at  the  start.  It  is  most  pro¬ 
bably  with  reference  to  the  vory  namos  added  at  the  pre¬ 
liminary  revision,  that  there  will  be  most  dispute  at  tho 
final  revision,  and  therefore  I  think  it  is  hardly  likely  that 
ho  will  get  a  reasonable  approximation  of  the  number  or 
class  of  cases  he  will  have  to  try,  by  the  notice  given  of 
the  preliminary  revision.  The  class  of  names  put  on  at  the 
first  revision,  though  numerically  large,  are  probably 
amongst  those  as  to  whom  there  will  be  the  least  question 
or  dispute.  Of  course  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  that 
the  notice  which  is  to  be  given  at  this  early  stage  will  be 
distinctly  a  notice  that  the  vote  will  be  objected  to  at  the 
final  stage,  will  be  a  reasonable  prevention  of  misunderstand¬ 
ing,  but  still  it  strikes  me  that  the  notice  had  better  bo 
given  with  reference  to  the  stage  at  which  the  great  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  cases  will  be  tried. 


Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Does  the  list  for  the  first  revision 
as  proposed  include  a  municipality  or  electoral  district,  or 
is  it  in  polling  sub-divisions. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  provided  for  in 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  In  this  case,  there  is  no  sense  in  requiring 
notice  to  be  given  of  these  objections  at  the  preliminary 
point,  because  they  havo  to  be  taken  on  the  final  revision. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  object  of  this  prelimi¬ 
nary  meeting  is  to  get  as  many  names  on  the  list  as  possi¬ 
ble,  and  as  early  as  possible,  and  also  if  there  are  any  objec¬ 
tions  sent  in  that  they  should  be  known  as  early  as  possible. 
A  party  gives  notice  of  objection,  it  is  put  on  the  margin  of 
the  list,  he  marks  after  the  name  “objected”  and  thero  will 
be  a  notice  to  the  party  opposite  to  whose  name  the  word 
is  written,  that  his  right  to  vote  is  going  to  be  tested  at  tho 
final  revision.  There  will  be  no  necessity  lor  tho  other 
notice  of  course,  even  if  he  gets  this  one  because  ho  will  be 
informed  at  once  that  his  vote  is  to  be  objected  to. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  there  will  be  two  separate  opportu¬ 
nities  of  objecting — one  at  the  preliminary  revision  and  one 
at  the  final.  The  result  of  his  objecting  at  the  preliminary 
revision  will  bo  simply  that  his  objection  is  noted  and  that 
he  will  not  be  required  to  give  any  further  notice  for  the 
final  revision. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Certainly. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  At  all  events  let  us  try 
this. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  This  section  was  drawn  making  the  fi'ing 
of  the  objections  peremptory,  and  now  it  is  proposed  to 
make  it  permissive,  the  word  “  may  ”  should  be  inserted 
instead  of  “  shall.” 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes,  that  is  right. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  There  is  no  occasion,  with  the  recasting 
of  the  sections,  to  require  the  revising  officer  to  sit  in 
different  localities  at  all,  in  view  of  what  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says,  I  will  withdraw  that  amendment. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Davies)  withdrawn. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  it  intended  that  this  preliminary 
revision  shall  simply  be  for  proposals  ?  It  might  be  worth 
while  to  consider  whether  it  would  not  be  reasonable  to 
give  some  greater  degree  of  latitude  with  reference  to 
objections.  I  conceive  of  a  case,  for  instance,  in  which, 
within  the  week  for  giving  notice,  an  objection  might  occur 
to  a  man’s  vote,  and  it  seems  to  me  it  would  be  rather  an 
advantage  to  permit  that  objection  to  be  stated  and  noted 
at  this  preliminary  revision,  although  the  notice  may  not 
have  been  given.  In  that  case,  of  course,  the  regular 
notice  would  have  to  be  given  before  the  final  revision. 
There  would  be  on  the  public  list  the  fact  stated  that  this 
name  had  been  objected  to,  and  that  would  give  to  the 
opposite  party  and  to  the  individual  himself  notice  of  the 
j  objection. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  Whereas  if  he  omits  objecting  at  first,  he 
will  nut  give  a  similar  class  of  notice  in  order  to  be  able  to 
object  at  the  final  revision. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  my  proposition 
by  the  amendment. 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That,  I  think,  is  the 
great  object  of  retaining  this  clause.  If  any  objection  was 
sent  in,  as  a  matter  of  course  there  would  be  an  entry 
made  on  the  roll  opposite  the  name  objected  to.  That 
would  be  a  notice  and  an  early  notice, 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


2313 


Mr.  BLAKE.  My  desire  was  in  that  sense,  to  give  per-  1 
haps  some  greater  facilities  for  bringing  objections  than 
would  appear  to  be  given  as  the  clause  was  originally  cast. 

Sir  JOHN  Ai  MACDONALD.  How  do  you  propose  to 
give  that  facility  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  clause  provides  that  you  must  give  a 
week’s  notice  that  you  are  going  to  object  to  a  certain  vote. 

I  do  not  see  any  object  in  that.  I  do  not  see  why,  even 
while  attending  the  court  itself,  the  agent  of  a  party  or  an 
individual  who  chooses  to  take  advantage  of  this  procedure, 
might  not  be  allowed  to  object  to  a  string  of  names.  That 
string  of  names  would  be  marked,  and  the  only  result  of 
attending  at  the  court  would  be  that  that  string  of  names 
would  be  marked  as  objected  to.  That  makes  as  wide  as 
possible  the  area  of  those  objected  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A  MACDONALD.  There  is  a  good  deal  in 
that,  but  I  do  not  think  there  should  bo  verbal  objections 
allowed,  because  an  unscrupulous  agent  might  go  before  the 
court  and  say,  I  object  to  all  these  names. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Certainly. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  like  to  ask 
whether  it  is  the  idea  of  the  First  Minister  that  under  these 
two  clauses  the  revising  officer  should  put  on  every  person 
who  claimed  to  be  put  on,  or  would  he  have  to  make  a  pre¬ 
liminary  examination  of  the  claims  ;  in  other  words,  would 
he  have  to  try  the  claims  in  advance  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  provided  in  the 
clause  to  put  on  all  the  claims. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  He  then  decides  on 
them  at  the  final  revision — that  I  understand  to  be  his 
meaning. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose  to  make  it  read 
“  May  at  any  time  before  the  day  fixed  for  such  pi-eliminary 
revision  deposit  with  or  mail  to  the  revising  officer,”  etc. 
That  precludes  objecting  on  the  day  the  court  sits  for  the 
preliminary  revision. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  quite  answers  my  view  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  that  portion  of  the  revision  which  involves  noting 
objections  to  names  on  the  list;  but  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  proposed  it,  it  applies  to  a  clause  not  merely  providing 
for  objections  but  also  for  additions,  and  my  opinion  is  that 
you  should  not  add  without  a  much  longer  notice.  As  I 
understand  it,  what  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  do  is 
to  add  names  positively,  when  the  proposal  is  to  add  them 
on  the  primary  revision,  but  with  reference  to  proposals  to 
strike  off  names  he  is  simply  to  write  opposite  them 

objected  to.”  I  suggest  with  respect  to  the  proposal  to 
strike  off,  that  as  it  is  not  to  be  disposed  of  in  any  shape  at 
this  time,  there  is  no  reason  why  thero  should  be  any 
length  of  notice,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  agrees  with  that. 
But,  the  act  to  be  performed  with  reference  to  additions  is 
entirely  different.  In  the  caso  of  additions,  it  will  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  appeal  to  strike  them  off,  and  it  is  advisable  a 
week’s  notice  should  be  given,  otherwise  the  day  before  the 
revision,  a  political  agent  might  put  on  the  list  300  names 
and  they  might  go  on  at  once,  and  would  have  to  be 
appealed  against  in  order  to  strike  them  off. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  action  of  the  revising  officer  will  not 
be  in  any  sense  an  official  action,  when  he  is  bound  to  put 
on  names  on  application  being  given.  Under  the  Bill  as 
originally  drafted,  there  was  to  be  a  week’s  notice  to  be 
given  ;  but  if  there  is  not  to  bo  a  judicial  decision  to  be  given 
upon  the  application,  but  a  mere  ministerial  act,  I  do  not 
see  the  necessity  of  a  notice. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  the  proposal  of  the  First  Minister  is 
this,  that  when  a  representation  is  made  to  the  revising 
officer  that  certain  names  should  be  insorted,  the  officer  is 
simply  to  put  them  on  the  list,  without  evidence,  that 

290 


would  be  objectionable  to  the  last  degree.  I  do  not  propose 
that  at  this  preliminary  revision  he  is  to  add  the  names* 
If  he  does  so,  he  will  do  it  on  the  theory  of  the  13th  clauses 
namely,  on  receiving  such  information  as  will  convince  him 
that  they  should  be  put  on,  and  the  notice  I  refer  to  is  to  be 
given  by  any  person  with  reference  to  another  person  or 
persons  to  be  put  on  the  list.  A  political  agent  may  send 
a  long  list  of  persons  who  he  claims  ought  to  go  on,  but 
surely  there  must  be  some  sort  of  evidence  that  can  satisfy 
the  mind  of  man  that  there  was  a  primd  facie  case  estab¬ 
lished,  or  he  would  not  consent  to  the  application. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  1  suppose  the  First  Minister  means  to 
make  this  a  list  of  claims,  something  like  that  provided  for 
in  the  English  Act.  That  Act  provides  that  the  overseers 
of  the  poor  in  parishes  shall  make  out  alphabetical  lists  of 
all  the  persons  who  have  claims  to  be  put  on  the  register, 
and  if  there  is  reasonable  doubt  with  regard  to  any  of  those, 
the  words  “  objected  to  ”  will  be  written  opposite  their 
names.  That  would  be  the  duty  in  this  case  of  the  revising 
officer. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then,  of  course,  if  the  only  result  of  the 
proposed  addition  to  this  clause  was  the  announcement  of  a 
claim,  one  would  not  see  the  necessity  of  the  week’s  notice. 
If  the  effect  of  a  claim  at  a  preliminary  revision  is  that  you 
simply  see  the  old  list,  not  enlarged  or  diminished,  but  the 
words  “  objected  to  ”  are  to  be  marked  against  the  namo 
that  is  objected  to,  I  should  agree  that  the  week’s  notice 
would  not  be  necessary  for  the  claim  to  be  put  on  any  more 
than  in  the  case  of  a  claim  that  a  name  should  be  put  off. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  must  do  one  of 
two  things.  Wo  must  either  have  the  original  plan  by 
which  the  revising  officer  shall  have  judicial  powers  under 
the  17th  clause,  or  he  must  merely  hold  his  court  to  receive 
openly,  and  to  state  that  he  has  received  by  mail  or  other* 
wise,  claims  and  objections.  There  is  a  good  deal  to  be 
said,  oven  if  the  revising  officer  is  merely  to  have  the  func¬ 
tion  of  adding  the  names  of  claimants  and  making  a  note 
of  objections,  in  favor  of  giving  a  week’s  notice  of  claims, 
in  order  to  prevent  persons  at  the  last  moment  handing  in 
all  kinds  of  names  on  the  chance  of  having  them  put  on 
the  list,  right  or  wrong. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  notice  in  the  English  Act  is  from  the 
20th  June  to  the  1st  July. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  think  the  word  “  shall  in  the  45th 
line  ought  to  be  “  may.”  If  you  leave  it  imperative,  and 
the  man  does  not  give  the  notice,  it  might  be  held  that  he 
could  not  bring  it  up  on  the  final  revision  at  all. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not 
answered  the  question  of  the  member  for  West  Durham  as 
to  whether  the  functions  of  the  revising  officer  aro  purely 
ministerial. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Purely  ministerial, 
according  to  my  view. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Then,  no  matter  how  many  names 
are  sent  in,  he  would  have  to  put  them  on  without 
any  primd  facie  case  being  made  out.  I  am  afraid  that 
would  cause  a  great  deal  of  difficulty,  because  one  political 
party  might  ask  to  have  any  number  of  names  put  on,  and 
the  other  might  not  go  to  the  expense  of  having  them 
struck  off.  I  think  the  revising  officer  should,  at  all  events, 
see  that  a  primd  facie  case  is  made  out.  He  should  have 
somo  little  discretion.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that, 
otherwise,  those  names  may  have  to  be  all  removed  again. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  whole  argument  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  was  that,  under  this  clause,  the 
revising  officer  should  not  exercise  any  judicial  functions, 
that  he  would  be  a  partisan  officer,  and  therefore  ought  not 
to  be  entrusted  with  those  functions.  I  think  there  can  be 
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no  trouble  in  having  the  list  as  full  as  possible.  When  the  j 
revising  officer  visits  the  different  polling  districts  after¬ 
wards,  objection  will  be  taken  to  all  parties  who  have  not 
the  right  to  vote. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  it  intended,  according  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  present  plan,  that,  although  the  claim  may  not  be 
made  by  the  voter  himself,  but  may  be  made  by  anyone  at 
all  on  behalf  of  a  large  number  of  persons,  all  those  names 
are  to  be  put  on  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  claim  may  be  made 
by  himself  or  by  anyone  on  his  behalf. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  For  instance,  John  Smith  writes  a  letter 
to  a  revising  officer  claiming  that  a  long  list  of  names  shall 
be  put  on,  not  even  furnishing  his  own  statement  as  to  his 
knowledge  that  they  should  be  added,  or  giving  a  state¬ 
ment  of  their  qualification.  Upon  that,  it  is  to  be  the 
imperative  duty  of  the  revising  officer  to  add  all  those 
pei  sons  to  the  list.  You  see  how  different  is  the  position 
between  the  second  stage  and  the  first  stage.  In  the  first 
stage,  you  require  the  revising  officer  to  get  information,  to 
satisfy  his  own  mind  at  aDy  rate,  before  he  puts  anyone 
on,  but  now  you  propose  that  he  shall  be  bound  to  add 
anybody  that  any  person  says  ought  to  go  on.  Some  one 
says  :  I  claim  that  John  Smith,  Thomas  Jones,  and  to 
forth,  ought  to  be  added  to  this  list,  and  you  say  the 
revising  officer  shall  be  bound  to  add  them.  It  seems  to 
me  that  he  should  have,  at  least,  as  much  information  as 
that  which  was  required  in  the  making  of  the  primary  list. 
You  turn  him  into  a  strictly  ministerial  officer  to  act  upon 
the  warning  of  anybody  at  this  second  stage.  I  do  not  see 
the  sense  of  that.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  we  object 
to  the  revising  officer  as  a  partisan  officer.  Of  course  he 
may  be  a  partisan  at  the  beginning  and  at  the  end,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  gives  him  latitude  to  be  a  partisan  at 
those  two  stages,  but  he  says  :  You  are  precluded  from 
suggesting  that  he  should  have  any  such  power  in  the 
middle  stage,  because  you  object  to  his  having  it  at  the 
other  two  stages. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  amounts  to  this.  I 
have  been  trying  to  please  everybody,  and  now  I  ought  to 
return  to  the  clause  as  it  was  originally. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  that  is  a  mistake.  I  think  we 
achieved  a  very  great  improvement  in  the  clause  when  the 
hon.  gentleman  dealt  with  the  objections  as  he  proposes  to 
deal  with  them.  All  we  are  proposing  is,  that  the  revising 
officer  should  act  at  this  stage  upon  the  same  measure  of 
evidence  which  the  hon.  gentleman  thought  twenty  minutes 
ago  he  should  have.  Lot  him  add  the  names  upon  the  same 
evidence  upon  which  he  called  it  right  that  he  should  add 
the  names  a  while  ago;  but  with  reference  to  objections,  let 
him  only  note  them. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  adopt  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  suggestion.  I  am  very  glad  to  think  that  the 
revising  officer  can  safely  bo  trusted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No;  I  did  not  say  that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  ho  will  allow  me  to 
suggest,  we  will  adopt  this  clause  as  amended,  and  then 
the  question  now  raised  can  be  taken  up  on  the  next  clause. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  think  this  clause  requires  that  the 
same  notice  should  be  given  to  the  person  whose  name  is 
objected  to  as  to  the  revising  officer.  It  says  that  notice 
shall  be  given  at  the  same  time  to  the  person  as  to  the 
revising  officer.  Now  it  is  not  possible  to  comply  literally 
with  that  direction;  it  is  impossible  to  deliver  the  same 
notice  to  the  revising  officer,  who  may  be  in  one  part  of  the 
county,  and  to  the  person  whose  name  is  objected  to,  who 
may  be  in  another  part  of  the  county  at  the  same  time.  I 
suggest  that  the  notice  should  be  given  to  the  person  whose 
name  is  objected  to  within  seven  days,  at  least,  before  the 
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sitting  of  the  court.  Would  it  not  be  better  to  strike  out 
the  words  “  at  the  same  time  ”  and  say,  “  within  at  least 
seven  days  ?” 

Mr.  WELDON.  Put  it  this  way:  “Within  the  same 
time  and  in  the  like  form.” 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

On  section  1J, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  had  a  very  interest¬ 
ing  discussion  on  this  clause  before  recess,  and  I  have 
considered  well  what  has  been  said  on  that  clause.  The 
amendment  I  first  read  made  the  office  of  revising  barrister, 
and  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  (Mr.  Blake)  pointed 
that  out  clearly.  So  I  have  prepared  a  clause  in  substitu- 
tion  for  this  clause,  which  I  shall  read  to  the  committee : 

On  the  day  and  at  the  time  and  place  appointed,  the  revising  officer 
shall  publicly  proceed  to  the  preliminary  revision  ot  the  list,  basing  such 
revision  on  the  evidence  and  information  before  him  in  support  of  any 
claims  for  additions  to  the  voters’  list,  or  of  any  proposed  amendments 
or  corrections,  but  not  including  any  objection  to  any  vote,  which  he 
shall  merely  note  on  the  list  opposite  the  name  objected  to  ;  and  he  shall 
then  and  there  correct  the  lists  on  the  said  basis  to  the  best,  of  his  judg¬ 
ment  and  ability,  upon  such  information  and  evidence,  aud  shall  note 
every  objection  on  the  said  list  as  aforesaid. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  a  suggestion  to  make  to  the  hon. 
gentleman.  I  pointed  out  that  the  office  of  the  revising 
officer  was  ministerial,  and  I  objected  to  its  being  ministerial 
in  the  sense  in  which  he  made  it  so.  As  to  the  addition, 
he  was  bound  to  do  without  evidence ;  as  to  the  objection, 
he  was  bound  not  to  do  more  than  mark  the  objections. 
My  opinion  of  a  purely  ministerial  office  would  be  that 
while,  with  reference  to  objections,  he  marked  the  objections, 
with  reference  to  additions  he  marked  them  as  claims  for 
additions.  Now,  I  have  this  suggestion  to  make  to  the  hon. 
gentleman— speaking  for  myself  alone — that  it  would  be  a 
considerable  improvement  to  this  clause  if  we  were  to 
provide  that  in  the  cases  of  claims  for  addition  which  the 
revising  officer  does  not  think  warranted  by  sufficient 
evidence,  he  should  have  a  supplementary  list  of  those 
persons  as  claimants  for  addition,  and  having  dealt  with  the 
claims  it  should  then  become  public  that  they  were  claims 
for  addition  upon  the  final  revision. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  accept  that;  I  think 
it  is  a  very  good  suggestion. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  What  is  the  reason  for  omitting  the  words 
“attesting  with  his  initials  claims  for  additions?” 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  it  is  needed 
now.  The  list  is  to  be  signed. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  There  are  erasures  of  additions  to  be 
put  in. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  original  idea  was 
ono  general  list,  and  that  he  should  make  corrections  on 
that  general  list  and  put  his  initials  opposite.  But  we  have 
altered  the  Bill  now,  and  there  will  be  separate  and  dis¬ 
tinct  lists. 

Mr.  EDGAR  I  should  think  it  would  be  a  great  safe¬ 
guard  when  the  list  is  gone  over.  Whenever  there  is  an 
erasure  or  interlineation  it  is  always  initialed. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  was  going  to  suggest  if  ho  put  the 
names  under  the  heading  of  “  claims  to  be  added,”  whether 
it  would  not  bo  necessary  or  advisable  that  the  claimant 
should  state  the  particular  qualification  on  which  he  bases 
his  claim. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  propose  that  any  man  should  be 
marked  as  a  claimant  to  be  added  which  would  not  su  ffi* 
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oiemtly  state  the  character  of  his  qualification.  It  is 
evidence  in  support  of  that  olairn. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  revision  is  to  be 
based  upon  evidence  and  information  in  support  of  any 
claim  before  him.  I  amend  the  clause  by  inserting  the 
words : 

He  shall  also  attest  by  his  initials  any  additions  or  changes 
therein. 

Mr.  PATEESON  (Brant).  I  desire  to  bring  up  the  ques¬ 
tion  with  respect  to  getting  the  names  of  the  Indian  voters 
correctly.  Owing  to  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
Indians  there  will  have  to  be  some  provision  made  with  res¬ 
pect  to  them.  There  are  no  assessment  rolls  on  the  reserves. 
There  are  maps  showing  the  separate  holdings,  in  some 
cases.  The  First  Minister  certainly  does  not  contemplate 
placing  in  the  hands  of  the  Indian  agent  the  power  to 
hand  in  a  list  of  Indian  voters,  who  are  wards  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  shall  deal  with  the 
Indians,  who  are  not  on  any  assessment  roll,  exactly  in  the 
same  way  as  we  shall  deal  with  any  other  voters  who  are 
now  going  to  receive  the  franchise.  We  shall  place  them 
on  the  voters’  list.  There  are  no  assessment  rolls  in  Prince 
Edward  Island,  yet  we  shall  have  to  find  some  means  of 
placing  the  names  of  voters  on  the  list.  There  is  no  trouble 
about  identifying  the  Indians  who  will  be  enfranchised  in  a 
political  sense. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  There  will  be  great  difficulty  in 
identifying  Indians  on  a  reservation.  How  will  electors 
of  a  county  be  able  to  determine  whether  Indians  are  in  pos¬ 
session  of  separate  holdings  unless  there  is  some  map  or 
plan.  In  municipalities  a  man  has  a  lot,  and  you  can  easily 
determine  the  matter  with  respect  to  him.  In  a  city  a  man 
lives  in  a  certain  street  and  at  a  certain  number ;  but  in 
regard  to  Indians  on  reservations,  how  are  you  going  to 
trace  the  matter  out  ?  It  seems  to  me  that  the  thing  is  dif¬ 
ferent  from  what  it  is  in  Prince  Edward  Island. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Just  as  it  is  in  Muskoka 
and  Algoma. 

Mr.  PATEESON  There  have  been  serious  differences  of 
opinion  as  to  whether  what  was  right  had  boon  done  there. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  "They  had  no  revising 
barrister  there. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Well,  the  hon.  gentleman  does 
admit  that  there  were  difficulties  there,  whatever  the 
machinery  they  used,  and  other  difficulties  may  arise  under 
the  revising  barrister.  I  think  this  is  a  question  which 
demands  serious  consideration,  but  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
thinks  that  it  had  better  come  up  on  another  clause,  I  will 
not  discuss  it  now.  It  is  for  him  to  say. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  allow  it  to  stand  I  will  consider  it.  I  would  like  to 
have  the  hon.  gentleman  also  prepare  a  clause  which  he 
thinks  will  cover  it  before  we  get  through  the  Bill. 

Mr.  PATEESON.  I  will  have  an  opportunity  of  con¬ 
sidering  it,  and  of  putting  it  in  the  Bill,  if  necessary. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  course,  I  cannot  pre¬ 
vent  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  I  would  not  desire  to  do  so. 

On  section  18, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  word  “  preliminary,” 
in  the  15th  lino,  will  be  taken  out,  in  consequence  of  the 
alteration  of  the  other  clause,  and  the  words  “  first  day  of 
May”  substituted  for  “  fifteenth  day  of  February.”  This 
clause  provides  for  the  division  of  the  electoral  district  into 
polling  districts. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  suggest  whether,  in  those  Provinces 
where  wo  havo  the  same  number  in  each  polling  division, 


300,  it  would  not  be  convenient  to  follow  the  local  divisions. 
Under  the  Election  Act  now,  when  the  local  division  is 
inconvenient,  the  returning  officer  has  power  to  establish 
electoral  polling  divisions,  and  you  are  proposing  to  give 
exactly  the  same  power  to  another  officer. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  revising  officer  will 
visit  each  one  of  these  polling  districts  for  the  purpose  of 
settling  the  final  revision.  Afterwards  he  will  sub-divide 
the  district  into  polling  districts,  as  well  [as  he  can  come  at 
it.  If  it  should  prove,  afterwards,  under  the  present  system, 
that  another  sub-division  is  required,  the  returning  officer, 
under  the  present  law,  unless  it  is  altered,  would  have 
power  to  rectify  the  evil. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Which  should  prevail  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  returning  officer  has 
to  do  it  on  the  eve  of  the  election. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  see  how  you  are  going  to  have 
these  two  officer's  exercising  exactly  the  same  powers. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  First,  it  must  rest  with 
the  revising  officer,  and  afterwards,  at  the  time  of  the  elec¬ 
tion,  which  may  be  three,  or  four,  or  five  years  afterwards, 
the  returning  officer  may  act  under  the  provision  of  the 
election  law  and  amend  the  division.  That  is  a  matter  of 
continual  change,  on  account  of  the  continual  development 
of  the  country.  That  is  a  very  easily  understood  provision  ; 
and  if,  two  years  hence,  the  shifting  of  the  population,  the 
influx  of  the  population,  or  the  outgoing  of  population, 
would  alter  the  matter,  the  returning  officer  can,  under  the 
present  law,  remodel  the  division  for  that  election.  How¬ 
ever,  next  Session  we  may  have  to  consider  the  electoral  law 
generally.  This  is  merely  a  franchise  law;  perhaps  the 
attention  of  the  House  may  be  called  to  the  necessity  of 
revising  our  election  law  for  a  new  system. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  should  like  the  hon.  gentleman  to  make 
the  date  the  1st  of  April  or  the  1st  of  March,  if  possible.  The 
1st  of  May  is  a  very  inconvenient  time,  in  the  Province  of 
Nova  Scotia,  because  it  is  just  the  time  our  fishermen  are 
away. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  may  be  35,000  away. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  But  he  has  settled  his 
preliminary  list,  and  ho  has  to  sub-divide  the  municipality 
into  polling  divisions.  He  has  nothing  to  do  with  fisher¬ 
men  or  anybody  else. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  By  section  38  the  revising  officer  has  the 
right  to  change  the  polling  sub-divisions  from  time  to  time, 

Mr.  MILLS.  This  is  a  power  the  returning  officer  exer¬ 
cises  annually. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  may  be  we  shall 
hereafter  deprive  the  returning  officer  of  that  power.  When 
he  has  the  list  before  him  ho  will  bo  obliged  to  do  it  annu¬ 
ally.  There  is  no  election  coming,  and  the  returning 
officer  ought  not,  perhaps,  to  have  that  duty  thrown  upon 
him,  because  he  may  so  sub  divide  as  to  please  one  party 
and  displease  another. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Of  course,  that  can  be  done  by  either  one 
or  the  other,  and  there  is  less  danger  from  a  judge  than 
from  a  returning  officer.  I  think  it  is  much  safer,  where 
the  revising  officer  is  a  judge,  that  the  power  should  rost 
with  him.  But  in  some  of  the  Provinces  tho  number  of 
voters  in  polling  placos,  for  provincial  purposes,  is  the  same 
as  tho  hon.  gentleman  proposes,  and  tho  parties  resident  in 
tho  townships  are  the  most  likely  parties  to  make  the  divi¬ 
sion.  Unless  the  revising  officer  saw  some  good  reason  for 
departing  from  their  division,  we  might  provide  that,  where 
convenient,  he  should  follow  tho  municipal  divisions. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  clause  in  effect  pro¬ 
vides  that.  The  question  depends  on  the  number,  and  the 
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local  division  may  not  be  applicable.  Of  course,  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer  must  be  considered  to  be  a  man  of  intelligence, 
and  he  will  not,  of  necessity,  upset  the  boundaries.  On  the 
contrary,  the  danger  will  bo,  if  there  is  any  danger  at  all, 
that  he  will  be  too  much  inclined  to  accept  the  local  divi¬ 
sions.  I  think  we  may  safely  leave  it  to  him. 

Section,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  section  19, 

Mr.  WELDON.  How  does  the  hon.  gentleman  propose 
to  number  the  polling  districts  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Polling  district  No.  1, 
polling  district  No.  2,  and  so  on. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  think  that  would  lead  to  some  con¬ 
fusion.  People  are  more  likely  to  be  familiar  with  the 
locality  than  with  the  mere  number,  in  a  county  with  thirty 
or  forty  sub  divisions.  I  would  suggest  that  the  township 
be  designated  as  well  as  the  number.  For  instance,  St. 
Martin’s,  No.  1,  St.  Martin’s,  No.  2,  and  so  on.  I  would  also 
suggest  that  the  duplicate  of  the  list  should  be  filed  in  some 
public  office — in  New  Brunswick  wi'h  the  secretary- 
treasurer  of  the  municpality.  In  Ontario  it  may  be  different. 

Mr.  LISTER.  If,  after  the  words  “  polling  districts,”  the 
words  “  in  each  municipality,  parish  or  township,”  were  put 
in,  this  would  meet  the  difficulty,  and  would  not  add  to  the 
expense. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  In  the  Province  of  Ontario  we  are  accus¬ 
tomed  to  have  voters’  lists  made  up  separately  for  oach 
municipality,  and  to  number  them  accordingly. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  The  returning  officer  does  not  do  this. 
He  sub-divides  them. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  have  hardly  ever  seen  that  done.  Of 
Course,  this  is  made  more  for  the  final  revision,  to  facilitate 
the  final  revision.  It  is  made  to  facilitate  the  final  revision, 
and  we  are  certainly  accustomed,  in  Ontario,  at  any  rate,  at 
the  revision  of  the  voting  lists,  to  use  the  township  polling 
division  in  each  municipality. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  would  be  in  the  last  degree  inconvenient 
if  the  revising  officer  had  the  power  of  putting  the  different 
parts  of  the  municipality  into  one  division. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  18th  clause  shows 
he  has  not  that  power.  It  says  :  “Every  city,  town,  ward, 
parish,  township  or  other  municipal  or  corresponding 
division  in  the  electoral  district  therein.” 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  we  number  them,  the  question  is  whether 
they  had  better  be  numbered  from  one  up  to  thirty-five  or 
forty,  for  the  entire  division,  or  whether  each  municipality 
should  have  its  polling  division  numbered  separately  ?  If 
we  are  not  to  have  separate  polling  divisions  in  each  munici¬ 
pality,  and  are  not  going  to  confuse  the  parts  of  a  munici¬ 
pality  with  the  parts  of  another,  for  the  purpose  of  making 
a  polling  division,  it  would  be  very  desirable  to  maintain 
the  practice  of  having  separate  numbers  for  each  munici¬ 
pality.  Every  ten  years  we  have  a  revision  of  our  electoral 
districts,  and  there  is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  that 
practice  will  be  abandoned.  These  electoral  districts  are 
mere  transitory  divisions ;  the  permanent  divisions  are  the 
municipal  ones.  A  municipality  may  be  in  one  county  in 
one  election  and  in  a  wholly  different  county  in  the  next 
election,  and  all  the  numbers  of  a  polling  division  will 
be  broken  up  with  the  new  distribution  of  seats  that  takes 
place  every  ten  years.  That  would  be  an  undesirable  and 
confusing  state  of  things. 

Mr.  TROW.  It  would  simplify  matters  and  add  nothing 
to  the  expense  if  the  polling  divisions  in  each  municipality 
were  taken. 

Mr.  TAIL.  In  our  county  the  districts  number  from 
one  up — different  altogether  from  what  is  the  case  in 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 


June  3, 


Ontario;  and  I  think  it  would  create  confusion  there  if  you 
were  to  number  the  polling  divisions  by  municipalities— 
township  No.  1  or  2. 

Mr.  WELDON,  It  is  not  township  No,  1  or  2.  In  the 
cities  it  will  be  every  ward.  Take  the  city  of  St.  John, 
where  there  are  twenty  or  more  polling  places.  A  man  will 
not  know  where  poll  No.  1  is,  as  the  polling  lists  are  not 
required  to  be  posted ;  but  if  we  were  to  designate  them, 
say  Queen’s  ward,  poll  No.  1,  and  so  on,  he  will  know  the 
locality  and  easily  ascertain  the  polling  place  at  which  he 
is  entitled  to  vote.  When  the  returning  officer  makes  his 
proposition  we  will  have  to  do  what  he  proposes.  In 
Digby  township — which  is  divided  into  the  townships  of 
Digby  and  Clare— -the  polling  places  could  be  designated 
township  Digby  No.  1,  and  so  on,  and  township  Clare  No.  1, 
and  so  on.  What  I  want  is  to  attach  locality  to  the 
number. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  A  little  confusion  occurred  in  the  minds 
of  some  hon.  gentlemen,  from  remembering  that  when  an 
election  takes  place  the  returning  officer  numbers  the  poll¬ 
ing  divisions  from  one,  consecutively,  over  the  whole  town¬ 
ship,  and  so  he  will  now.  But,  for  the  purpose  of  revising 
the  voters’  lists,  they  have  never  been  numbered  that  way, 
in  Ontario,  at  all  events.  The  revision  is  according  to  the 
municipal  voters’ lists,  which  are  printed  for  that  purpose. 
It  would  not  be  the  slightest  additional  trouble,  and,  more¬ 
over,  it  would  suit  the  purpose  of  this  list,  which  is  to  go  to 
a  fiual  revision,  and  that  takes  place  in  each  separate  muni¬ 
cipality.  All  wo  want  is  to  add  the  municipality  or  parish, 
to  show  where  the  polling  division  is.  If  the  division  was 
numbered  twenty  or  twenty-five  in  a  certain  township,  the 
people  there  would,  of  course,  know  where  that  was. 

Mr.  LISTER.  If  the  changes  suggested  by  the  hon. 
member  for  St.  John  (Mr.  Weldon),  and  others,  are  not 
adopted,  great  confusion  will  be  created  in  Ontario,  at  any 
rate.  There  the  revising  officers  will  adopt  the  municipal 
boundaries  adopted  by  the  municipal  authorities,  so  for 
as  the  polling  districts  are  concerned.  They  are  divided 
by  the  townships,  and  numbered,  and  with  those 
numbers  the  people  of  the  townships  are  perfectly 
familiar.  It  is  very  likely  that  the  revising  officer  will 
adopt  those  boundaries.  If  not,  there  will  be  groat  con¬ 
fusion.  Take  a  county  of  30,000  or  40,000  inhabitants ;  you 
will  have  to  refer  to  the  voters’  lists  to  show  where  polling 
district  No.  20  or  30  is ;  but  if  the  course  suggested  be 
adopted,  there  will  be  no  trouble  at  all,  as  the  people  are 
familiar  with  the  polling  districts  throughout  the  different 
townships.  Even  if  the  exact  limits  provided  by  the  muni¬ 
cipality  be  not  adopted,  still  it  is  what  the  people  are 
accustomed  to,  and  there  will  be  no  difficulty  if  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Bill  are  carried  out. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  suggestions,  no  doubt,  are  very  proper, 
as  regards  those  parts  of  the  country  which  are  divided  into 
municipalities,  but  it  would  not  do  for  us,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  the  polling  divisions  are  not  coterminus  with 
the  township  at  all.  There  are  thjrty  townships  in  my 
ridiDg,  and  they  take  natural  boundaries,  like  rivers  and 
highways. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  understand  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
member  for  St.  John  would  suit  all  the  Provinces  except 
Prince  Edward  Island.  We  might  except  Prince  Edward 
Island. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  is  not  a  very  impor¬ 
tant  matter.  I  think  the  electors  may  be  trusted  to  find 
out  their  number — to  got  the  number  of  their  berth.  I 
move : 

That  the  polling  districts  in  each  municipality  or  other  correspond¬ 
ing  division,  as  in  the  last  clause  mentioned,  shall  be  numbered,  with 
the  local  designation  attached  to  such  number,  in  and  by  the  order  of 
the  revising  barrister,  by  whom  they  are  established,  and  such  order 
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shall  be  forthwith,  after  the  making  thereof,  filed  and  kept  by  the 
revising  barrister  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  There  ought  to  be  some  publication 
given  to  that  order.  It  might  as  well  be  attached  to  tho 
list  of  the  polling  sub-divisions,  and  go  round  with  them. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  When  the  list  is  published,  it  is  published 
for  the  several  polling  districts. 

Mr.  MU-LOCK.  I  would  suggest  that  you  add  these 
words,  “  and  shall  be  published  in  like  manner  as  is  required 
for  the  publication  of  the  list  of  voters  under  section  21.” 
It  does  not  cost  any  more  money,  and  it  does  not  put  the 
revising  officer  to  any  trouble.  He  makes  these  polling  sub¬ 
divisions  and  makes  alphabetical  lists  of  the  voters  in  those 
sub-divisions.  Now,  they  will  not  know  the  meaning  of  the 
partial  list  that  is  given  to  them  unless  they  know  that  it  is 
limited  to  the  list  of  persons  who  are  admitted  by  this  list 
of  voters  to  be  entitled  to  vote  in  respect  of  a  certain  area 
of  the  country.  But  in  order  that  men  shall  intelligently 
understand  the  meaning  of  this  partial  list  that  is  sent  to 
them,  they  should  know  what  area  of  land  is  embraced  by 
this  list. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  Section  21  expressly  provides  for  that,  in 
line  8. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  No;  I  do  not  think  it  does.  It  is  not 
sufficient  to  tell  a  man  that  he  is,  according  to  this  list,  put 
down  as  for  such  and  such  a  sub-division.  A  man  is  inte¬ 
rested  in  knowing  what  division  he  is  placed  in.  He 
requires  to  have  an  opportunity  to  correct  the  list. 

Mr.  RYKE  RT.  Tho  property  is  described  on  the  list. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Supposing  any  person  is  looking  over  a 
list  of  200  names,  and  he  is  not  only  seeking  to  ascertain 
whether  he  is  enrolled,  but  also  whether  everyone  else 
within  certain  limits  is  enrolled,  or  to  ascertain  whether 
certain  persons  are  left  off  that  ought  to  be  enrolled,  is  it 
not  necessary  for  him,  in  the  first  instance,  to  know  what 
area  is  intended  to  be  covered  by  this  thing  called  a  polling 
district  ?  He  cannot  tell  whether  a  name  is  left  off  that 
ought  to  be  on  or  not,  unless  he  knows  what  territory  is 
included.  Now,  is  there  anything  in  this  Bill  requiring  any 
publicity  to  be  given  to  the  sub-division  ? 

Mr.  WOOD  (Brockville).  The  2 1st  section  does  so.  That 
is  the  law,  as  it  has  always  been  in  Ontario. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Section  21  only  applies  to  the  des* 
cription  of  the  polling  district  in  which  the  list  is  to  be 
posted  up,  and  does  not  include  the  description  of  the  other 
polling  districts,  even  in  that  municipality  or  county.  But 
this  order  of  the  revising  officer — not  a  long  document — 
would  cover  all  the  polling  districts  in  the  county.  Section 
21  does  not  provide  for  that  at  all ;  it  only  gives  the  voter 
information  of  his  own  polling  district,  and  where  the  bounds 
are. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  He  does  not  care  to  know 
about  any  other  but  his  own. 

On  section  20, 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  see  there  will  be  some  difficulty  in 
Prince  Edward  Island.  We  have  the  same  polling  divisions 
since  1873.  They  are  well  known,  and  it  will  create  some 
confusion  if  they  are  altered.  The  18th  section  provides 
that  be  must  divide  each  township  into  polling  divisions. 

I  would  suggest :  “  In  Prince  Edward  Island  polling  divisions 
may  comprise  parts  of  townships,”  as  a  clause  to  be  added 
at  the  end  of  section  18. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  think  it  is  necessary,  in  clause  19,  to 
requii’e  that  the  revising  officer  shall  publish  his  order 
showing  the  polling  sub-uivisions. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  would  involve  the 
printing  and  sending  of  the  information  to  the  candidates 


and  other  persons.  We  must  suppose  that  candidates  will 
have  sufficient  intelligence  to  know  where  they  can  obtain 
information  as  to  tho  sub-divisions. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Some  notice  with  respect  to 
where  the  polling  sub  divisions  are  should  be  published. 
Tho  expense  of  publishing  such  information  in  one  or  two 
newspapers  circulating  in  the  locality  would  not  amount  to 
very  much,  and  it  would  convey  much  information  to  the 
public.  The  east  riding  of  my  county  is  a  long  distance 
from  the  county  town,  and  it  surely  could  not  be  expeoted 
that  a  person  should  be  compelled  to  travel  forty  or  fifty 
miles  to  the  revising  officer’s  office  to  secure  this  informa¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  TROW.  It  will  be  a  very  simple  matter  to  give  the 
boundaries  of  the  sub-divisions,  from  lot  so-and-so  to  so-and- 
so,  and  on  certain  concession  lines.  Without  that  inform¬ 
ation  the  people  cannot  understand  the  true  position. 

Mr.  MILLS.  In  the  voters’  list  of  Ontario  it  is  stated,  at 
the  head  of  each  polling  division,  what  are  the  limits  of 
such  division.  I  do  not  know  whether  that  would  be 
applicable  to  all  the  Provinces  or  not,  but  there  can  be  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  adopting  that  principle,  so  far  as  the 
Province  of  Ontario  is  concerned.  And  when  the  revising 
officer  puts  up  the  list  he  can  indicate  the  limits  of  the 
polling  division. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  do  not  think  it  would  cost  10  cents 
extra.  I  have  one  of  the  lists  for  the  municipality  in  my 
own  county,  and  I  find  the  whole  description  does  not 
occupy  more  than  three  lines. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman 
wants  this  before  there  is  a  list. 

Mr.  WOOD  (Brockville).  What  is  the  meaning  of  the 
words  in  the  8th  line  of  the  21st  clause,  “  with  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  polling  districts  to  which  it  relates,”  unless  it 
covers  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  just  described.  If  you 
want  to  find  the  description  of  a  polling  district  in  any 
municipality  in  Ontario  you  have  to  take  the  general 
voters’  list  for  that  municipality.  But  if  this  Act  is  car¬ 
ried  into  effect  you  will  simply  have  to  write  the  revising 
officer  one  letter,  if  you  wish  a  copy  of  the  list,  while  under 
the  present  system,  in  Ontario,  you  have  to  write  to  the 
different  clerks  of  the  municipalities.  The  system  provided 
for  in  the  Bill  seems  to  me  to  be  better  than  the  one  we 
have  been  accustomed  to. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  move  the  following  amendment 

That  the  revising  "officer  shall  be  bonnd  to  furnish,  to  any  person 
applying  therefor,  a  copy  of  the  order,  if  printed,  on  the  paynunt  of  the 
proper  proportion  of  the  cost  of  said  printing,  and  if  not  printed,  of  pay¬ 
ment  therefor  at  the  rate  of  10  cents  per  folio. 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  section  20, 

Mr.  MILLS,  This  refers,  I  suppose,  to  the  final  revision. 
Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes,  under  section  17,  to  add 
on  the  names  and  mark  those  objected  to  as  objected  to. 
Should  not  that  same  provision  be  made  here,  and  the  names 
be  marked  on  this  list. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
hon.  gentleman.  I  remember  that  the  hon.  member  for  the 
west  riding  proposed,  also,  that  there  should  be  appended  to 
the  list  all  applicants  whose  applications  were  not  accepted. 

I  propose  to  add  to  the  48th  line  after  the  word  “district,” 
the  words,  “showing  the  names  objected  to,”  and  in  the 
50th  line,  after  the  word  “  officer,”  the  following  words : 

“  and  shall  append  thereto  the  names  ^of  the  claimants 
whose  claims  have  not  been  accepted.” 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  very  much  approve  of  the  amendment 
which  has  been  suggested  by  the  hon.  First  Minister,  but  I 
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think  there  should  be  an  addition  of  these  words :  “  and 
shall  publish  the  same,  as  provided  by  section  13.”  There 
is  no  provision  made  in  the  Bill,  as  it  has  been  modified 
to-day,  for  the  publication  and  distribution  of  any  copies  of 
the  complete  lists  divided  into  polling  districts.  Clause  21 
shows  that  a  list  of  each  polling  district  shall  be  published 
in  that  district,  but  there  is  no  provision  made  for  distribut¬ 
ing  this  list,  after  the  preliminary  revision,  at  all.  By  sec¬ 
tion  13  it  is  only  the  rough  draft  list,  prepared  by  the 
revising  officer,  without  any  special  means  of  information, 
that  is  to  be  published,  posted  up,  and  distributed.  That  is 
right  enough ;  but  it  is  very  much  more  important  that  the 
list,  as  revised  at  the  preliminary  revision,  should  be  distri¬ 
buted,  because  a  great  many  names,  such  as  those  of  a  large 
number  of  tenants,  wage-earners,  income  voters  and  fisher¬ 
men,  will  be  on  the  preliminary  list,  and  I  think  it  is  only 
right  that  that  list  should  receive,  at  least,  as  much  publica¬ 
tion  as  has  been  provided  already  for  the  rough  draft  list. 
That  would  be  the  effect  of  this  amendment,  and  I  hope  the 
First  Minister  will  see  his  way  to  accept  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  a  clause  prepared 
for  the  21st  section  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  If  so,  I  will  withdraw  my  amendment. 

Amendment  withdrawn, 

Mr.  WELDON.  If  we  stop  at  the  word  “  officer,”  then, 
when  we  take  the  sub-sections  on  pages  13  and  17,  they  will 
cover  the  whole  ground. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  move  that  all  the  words 
after  the  word  “officer,”  on  the  49th  line,  page  12,  be  struok 
out, 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  To  prevent  confusion,  and  for  the 
convenience  of  the  electors,  the  boundaries  of  the  polling 
divisions  should  be  described.  If  easy  access  be  given  to 
the  description  of  these  polling  divisions  each  voter  will 
know  where  to  give  his  vote,  and  the  simplest  way  would 
be  to  adopt  the  plan  fallowed  in  many  municipalities  in 
Ontario,  by  placing  at  the  head  of  the  voters’  list  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  each  polling  division.  I  move  that  after  the  word 
“  district,”  in  the  iSih  line,  the  words,  “  also  a  description 
of  the  said  polling  divisions,”  be  added. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  That  is  oovered  in  the  21st  clause. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  proposed,  in  reply  to 
my  hon.  friend  from  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson),  to  deal 
with  the  subject  of  the  Indian  voter.  Does  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  propose  to  take  up  the  matter? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  My  idea  is,  that  when  we 
get  through  the  Bill,  then  the  hon.  gentleman  can  prepare 
his  amendment,  and  he  will  have  an  opportunity  of  moving 
it.  If  adopted,  we  will  consider  what  is  the  mo3t  proper 
place  to  insert  it,  while  in  committee. 

On  section  21, 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  charge  for  these  lists  ought  to  be 
fixed.  In  the  13th  section  we  have  provided  that  the  whole 
list  shall  not  cost  more  than  50  cents.  If  the  list  for  a  poll¬ 
ing  sub  division  were  made  to  cost  10  cents,  that  would  be 
much  more  than  50  cents  for  the  whole. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Make  it  not  to  exceed  J  0 
cents. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  That  is  too  much. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose  to  add  to  this 
section  a  provision  that  the  revising  officer  shall  deliver 
or  transmit,  by  registered  letter,  copies  of  the  list,  as  follows 
Mr.  Edgar. 


— to  each  member  of  the  council  of  the  municipality  and  to 
the  clerk  and  treasurer,  and  to  the  postmaster,  one  copy 
of  the  list  for  the  municipality  ;  to  the  sheriff,  warden,  clerk 
of  the  peace,  etcetera,  one  copy  relating  to  the  electoi’al 
district;  and  ten  copies  relating  to  the  electoral  district  to 
the  members  for  the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  unsuccess¬ 
ful  candidates  at  the  last  election. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  First  Minister  has  mentioned  the 
names  of  municipal  officers,  of  officers  of  the  Local  Legisla¬ 
ture,  and  of  the  municipal  councils,  as  to  receive  copies  of 
the  list.  I  suppose  it  is  for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  facili¬ 
ties  for  the  correction  of  the  lists;  but,  after  the  list  is 
finally  revised,  there  is  not  tho  same  reason  for  furnibhing 
them  with  it.  Now,  surely  it  is  of  as  much  consequence 
that  the  local  representatives  should  receive  the  list  as  tho 
municipal  councillors.  The  cost  would  be  very  little, 
indeed,  of  sending  the  list  to  the  members  of  the  Local 
Legislature. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  These  parties  who  are 
named  are  local  officers.  These  lists  will  not  be  of  much 
value  to  the  provincial  members,  because  the  qualification 
will  be  different,  and  the  franchise  will  be  different,  and  it 
will  give  them  no  information.  Besides,  it  will  be  adding 
to  the  cost. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  think  the  phraseology  in  lines  11  and 
12  would  be  improved  if  the  hon.  gentleman  would  strike 
out  “  three  of  such  copies  shall  be  posted  in  conspicuous 
public  places,”  and  make  it  read,  “  by  causing  copies  to  be 
posted  in  three  conspicuous  public  places.” 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  You  are  quite  right;  it 
is  better. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

On  section  22, 

Mr.  MILLS.  This  is  for  the  final  revision,  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  told  us  last  night  is  the  important  one.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  revising  officer  will  require  to  indicate 
where  and  when  he  will  hold  his  court  in  each  municipality 
for  the  purpose  of  making  this  revision.  It  is  important 
that  full  notice  should  be  given  with  respect  to  tho  time 
and  place  of  holding  the  final  revision.  Notice  should  be 
given  in  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Section  21  provides  that 
copies  of  the  notice  shall  be  posted  up  in  three  conspicuous 
places,  and  that  an  advertisement  shall  also  be  inserted  in 
a  newspaper.  So  the  whole  notice  does  not  depend  on  the 
newspaper  publication.  That  is  only  additional.  The  only 
difficulty  I  see  is  with  respect  to  the  wording.  I  think 
it  might  be  provided  that  the  publication  should  be  made 
in  the  nearest  newspaper. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  move,  in  amendment : 

That  if  there  is  no  newspaper  published  in  the  municipality,  then  the 
the  notice  shall  be  published  in  one  or  more  newspapers  published  in  an 
adjoining  municipality. 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  section  23, 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  That  clause  will  have  to  be 
amended.  I  think,  as  at  present,  a  person  might  not  have 
one  day  to  appeal  at  all. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose  to  strike  out 
the  words  “  nor  more  than  two  weeks.” 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  would  suggest  something  like  30 
days. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  ought  to  be  at  least  three  weeks  after 
notice.  In  Ontario  there  are  30  days  given  for  appeal  to 
the  county  judge  from  the  time  of  the  publication  of  the  list, 
and  then  the  judge  himself  may  fix  any  time  after  10  days. 
There  are  40  days  allowed. 
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Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  would  move  that  the  words,  “  not 
less  than  one  week  nor  more  than  two  weeks  ”  be  struck 
out,  and  the  following  inserted  in  lieu  thereof:  “Not  less 
than  four  weeks  nor  more  than  six  weeks.” 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  I  would  agree  to  “not 
less  than  three  weeks  ”  after  the  publication. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  In  a  large  electoral  district, 
with  seven  or  eight  municipalities,  your  agent  or  yourself 
would  have  to  visit  every  polling  sub  division,  and  you  would 
find  it  impossible  to  take  one  municipality  a  day.  In  my 
riding  I  am  sure  there  are  some  municipalities  which  would 
require  two  or  three  days.  I  should  say  that  four  weeks 
ought  to  be  the  least  time  allowed  for  the  preparation  of  the 
list. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  If  it  is  intended  to  give  three  weeks  for 
making  appeals  it  is  necessary  to  put  four  weeks  in  the 
first  part  of  the  section,  because  the  person  who  is  to  appeal 
has  to  give  one  week’s  notice,  which  would  leave  only  two 
weeks. 

Sir  J OHN  Ai  MACDONALD.  Make  it  four  weeks. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  That  being  settled,  I  would  suggest  that 
the  word  “  locality,”  in  the  28th  line,  be  struck  out,  and  the 
words  “  parish  or  county  court  circuit  ”  be  put  in. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  first  part 
of  the  clause  be  amended  to  read  as  follows :  The  day  to  be 
fixed,  as  aforesaid,  for  such  final  revision,  shall  not  be  less 
than  four  weeks  after  the  publication,  by  posting  up  of  the 
said  lists  as  aforesaid,  and  the  place  shall  be  in  the  city, 
town,  township,  incorporated  village,  parish  or  other  known 
territorial  revision  ;  and,  in  the  Province  of  Prince  Edward 
Island,  in  the  local  electoral  district  which  includes  such 
polling  district ;  and  in  the  electoral  district  in  the  Province 
of  Nova  Scotia,  in  such  places,  comprising  not  less  than 
three  polling  districts,  as  the  revising  officer  may  think 
most  convenient. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  that  after  the  word  “  so,”  in  line  33, 
the  following  words  be  added :  Shall  give  proper  notice 
for  such  purpose  in  the  preliminary  revision  of  such  lists. 
This  clause  provides  that  a  party  desiring  to  object  to  any 
person  or  to  amend  or  correct  such  list  on  the  final  revision 
shall  have  the  right  to  do  so  on  giving  notice.  I  think  we 
ought  to  provide  that  he  shall  have  previously  given  notice 
at  the  preliminary  revision  of  the  list.  It  is  not  intended 
he  should  give  notice  twice  after  giving  the  notice  required 
for  the  preliminary  revision. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  do  not  see  any  object  in 
having  the  remainder  of  the  clause,  from  the  36th  line,  left 
in : 

“  And  the  day  to  be  fixed  in  the  said  notice,  as  the  day  for  the  giving 
of  notice  of  such  objections  or  claims  from  any  person,  shall  be  not  less 
than  one  week  before  the  day  named  for  the  final  revision.” 

The  objection  I  see  to  it  is  this  :|Tho  day  to  be  fixed  by  the 
revising  officer  on  his  notice  is  not  to  be  less  than  one  week 
before  the  final  revision.  Now,  we  have  provided  that  there 
are  four  weeks  with  reference  to  him,  and  suppose  the 
revising  officer  was  to  fix  as  this  day  a  day  four  weeks 
ahead.  He  has  no  option  to  fix  it  at  less  than  a  week,  but 
he  might  require  them  to  give  three  weeks’  notice  ;  the  day 
he  might  fix  might  require  three  weeks’  notice. ; 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  intention  is  that  the  party  shall 
give  at  least  one  week’s  notice,  but  he  does  not  fix  the  day 
in  the  notice.  I  think  the  language  is  very  inapt. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  a  good  deal  of 
verbiage  there.  It  might  be  simplified  in  this  way : 

And  any  person  desiring  to  object  or  add  to,  or  in  any  way  amend 
or  correct  such  list,  on  the  final  revision,  shall  have  the  right  to  do  so,  ' 
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on  giving  the  same  notice  and  following  the  same  procedure  as  is  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  the  16th  section  as  to  objections  and  amendments  under  the 
preliminary  revision,  and  the  notice  of  such  objections  or  claims  from 
any  person  shall  serve  not  less  than  one  week  before  the  day  named  for 
final  revision. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  beg  to  movo : 

That  any  person  desiring  to  object  to  or  add  to,  or  in  any  way  amend 
or  correct  such  list,  in  the  final  revision,  shall  have  a  right  to  do  so,  if 
he  has  given  proper  notice  at  the  preliminary  revision,  or  upon  giving 
such  notice  and  following  such  procedure  as  is  provided  in  the  16th 
section. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONAD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  11:50  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  5th  June,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FRANCHISE  BILL  PETITIONS. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  think  this  is  the  proper  time,  before 
petitions  are  read  at  t'oo  Table,  to  draw  the  attention  of  tho 
House  to  one  of  the  petitions  which  is  in  order  to  be  read 
to-day.  I  will  explain  why  1  think  so.  lam  not  proposing 
to  deal  with  the  contents  of  the  petition,  which  has  not  been 
read,  but  I  propose  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  contents  of  the  petition,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  member 
for  Lincoln|(Mr.  Rykert),  when  he  presented  it  the  other 
day  ;  and  1  am  inclined  to  think  this  is  the  proper  time  to 
do  so,  in  order  that  the  petition  may  not  be  read,  if  it  is  one 
which,  under  the  circumstances,  should  not  be  read.  It 
seems  to  be  laid  down  in  Cushing’s  practice  as  follows,  with 
respect  to  the  question  of  presenting  petitions  : — 

“  Two  courses  only  are  open.  Either  to  allow  all  the  petitions  to  be 
presented  in  the  first  instance,  and  upon  reading  them  determine 
whether  they  are  proper  or  not  to  be  received  ,  or  to  determine  before¬ 
hand  and  without  reading  whether  they  are  fit  to  be  received.  It  might 
be  said  in  favor  of  the  first  course  that  in  no  other  way  as  well  as  by 
hearing  the  petition  read  could  the  the  House  determine  on  its  character. 
But  on  the  other  hand  it  is  obvious  that  if  it  were  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  hear  all  petitions  of  the  House  read,  in  the  first,  instance  that 
might  be  offered,  its  time,  and  the  time  of  its  constituents,  might  be 
completely  wasted  in  listening  to  petitions,  upon  which  it  would  be 
impossible  to  proceed,  or  which  might  be  made  the  vehicle  of  insult  and 
outrage  towards  the  House  or  its  members.  In  view  of  the  inconveniences 
by  which  this  course  would  unavoidably  be  attended  it  is  the  estab¬ 
lished  practice  in  Parliament  to  determine  beforehand,  and  without 
reading  a  petition  in  the  House,  whether  it  is  fit  to  be  received.” 

If  the  hon.  gentleman  had  not  stated  very  fully  the  contents 
of  that  petition  to  the  House  it  would  have  beon  impossible 
for  me  now  to  raise  this  question,  but  having  done  so,  I 
think  it  is  the  proper  time  for  me  to  point  out  the  reasons 
why  it  should  not  be  read. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Perhaps  we  had  better  dispose  of  the 
other  petitions  first,  and  then  we  will  come  to  that  one.  I 
suppose  it  is  the  petition  of  W.  A.  Milloy. 

The  remaining  petitions  having  been  received, 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  petition  of  W.  A.  Milloy  having 
no  signatures  on  the  sheet  of  tho  apparent  petition  is  there¬ 
fore  not  in  order,  and  cannot  be  received, 

Mr.  RYKERT.  I  move  for  leave  to  withdraw  that  peti¬ 
tion.  I  do  so,  Sir,  because  I  understand  there  are  not  three 
signatures  attached  to  the  original  sheet.  As  it  is  impor¬ 
tant  that  the  prayer  of  that  petition  should  be  accepted,  I 
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would  like  to  have  the  opportunity  for  the  same  gentleman 
to  re-sign  the  petition,  and  to  get  two  or  three  hundred 
more  to  sign  it. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  carrying,  not  only  for  the  reasons  he  has  given, 
but  for  others—  because  I  am  satisfied  that  the  substance  of 
that  petition  is  not  one  which  the  House  can  entertain,  or 
allow  to  bo  road,  or  receive  after  it  has  been  read.  Nothing 
can  be  clearer  than  that  fact  as  laid  down  by  the  text  books. 
I  quote  now  from  Cushing  : 

“The  first  essential  requisite  to  a  petition,  so  far  as  its  substance  is 
concerned,  relates  ” - 

Mr.  RYKERT.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  the  right  to 
discuss  the  contents  of  the  petition. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  question  is  whether  it  shall  be  with¬ 
drawn  or  not,  and  the  hon.  member  has  a  right  to  speak  on 
that  question. 

Mr.  SPEAKER,  Yes;  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has  a 
right  to  discuss  it. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  am  supporting  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  : 

“  The  first  essential  requisite  to  a  petition,  so  far  as  its  substance  is 
concerned,  relates  to  the  language  in  which  it  is  expressed  ;  it  should  be 
decorous  and  proper  in  itself,  and  also  respectful  towards  the  House  to 
which  it  is  addressed  as  well  a3  its  individual  members,  and  toother 
co-ordinate  bodies  and  authorities-  And  a  breach  of  the  rule  is 
not  only  an  insult  to  the  legislative  body  but  to  the  whole  constitu¬ 
ency,  including  the  petitioners,  of  which  that  body  is  the  representa¬ 
tive,  tending  rather  to  excite  ill-feeling  than  to  promote  calm  delibera¬ 
tion,  and  admitting  of  no  answer,  consistently  with  par.iamentary 
reform,  beyond  the  simple  rejection  of  the  offensive  document.” 

One  of  the  tests  which  is  to  be  applied  to  a  petition  in  pre¬ 
senting  it  to  the  House,  is  : 

“  That  when  the  language  of  a  petition  is  such  that,  if  spoken  by  a 
member  in  debate,  it  would  be  disorderly  and  unparliamentary,  it  is 
improper  to  be  employed  in  a  petition.” 

Thore  are  some  instances  given,  as,  for  example,  where  a  peti¬ 
tion  was  presented  to  the  English  House  of  Commons, 
complaining  of  the  great  and  unnecessary  delay  in  passing 
the  Reform  Bill,  and  declaring  that  it  was  impeded  by  the 
upholding  of  corruption  in  the  honorable  House,  who,  upon 
the  most  frivolous  pretence,  wasted  the  public  time.  That 
was  held  to  render  it  necessary  that  the  potition  should  be 
rejected  because  it  was  improper  to  receive  it.  Now,  this 
petition,  as  explained  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  presented 
it,  reflects  upon  the  minority  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
because  it  characterises  the  Opposition  in  this  House  as  an 
Unscrupulous  Opposition. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  That  is  true. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  It  is  not  true— every  word  of  it  is 
false. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  It  uses  language  which  should  not  be 
used  across  the  floor  of  this  House  by  hon.  members,  regard¬ 
ing  other  members,  and  therefore  it  is  entirely  disrespectful 
to  the  House,  as  well  as  to  a  portion  of  the  members  of  this 
House,  that  such  a  potition  should  be  received.  More  than 
that :  we  know  that  under  the  rule  it  is  improper  to  take 
advantage  of  the  privilege  which  everybody  in  this  country 
has  of  petitioning  the  House,  to  make  allegations  which 
are  improper  about  either  individuals  of  this  House  or 
other  important  bodies.  We  know  that  courts  of  justice 
cannot  be  attacked  by  petition,  that  even  the  social  and 
local  standing  of  individuals  cannot  be  attacked  by  petition, 
While  this  petition,  as  explained  by  the  hon.  gentleman, 
reflects  on  a  majority  of  the  Provincial  Legislature  of 
Ontario,  by  characterising  them  as  designing  and  unscrupu¬ 
lous  men. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order. 

Mr,  Rykert, 


Mr.  EDGAR.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  equally  out  of  order 
with  the  petition  when  ho  says  that.  For  these  reasons  I 
think  it  would  have  to  be  held  that  the  petition  in  itself,  in 
addition  to  the  irregularity  of  signing  it,  is  entirely  out  of 
order ;  and  as  to  the  irregularity  of  signing  it,  I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  was  quite  right  in  asking  to  withdraw  it  on 
that  account.-  The  reason  given  for  that  rule  is  very  plain 
indeed.  In  Bourinot’s  book,  at  page  263,  in  a  note  to  the 
statement  of  that  rule  of  the  House,  I  find  the  following  : — 

“The  reason  of  this  rule  may  be  understood  by  referring  to  a  state¬ 
ment  of  Lord  Clarendon.  (History  of  Rebellion,  Vol.  II,  page  367). 
That,  in  1640,  ‘when  a  multitude  of  hands  was  procured,  the  petition 
itself  was  cut  off,  and  the  new  one  framed,  suitable  to  the  designing 
hand  and  annexed  to  the  long  list  of  names  which  were  subscribed  to 
the  former.  By  this  means  many  men  found  their  hands  subscribed 
to  petitions  of  which  before  they  had  never  heard.’  ” 

For  that  reason  I  think  it  is  quite  right  that  the  petition 
should  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  In  presenting  the  petition  I  did  not  look 
at  it  carefully  to  see  whether  the  names  were  properly 
signed  or  not.  Of  course,  my  attention  was  drawn  to  it, 
and  I  therefore,  very  properly,  I  think,  took  steps  to  with¬ 
draw  it.  It  is  unfortunate,  however,  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  objected  to  the  contents  of  the  petition,  because  I 
think  it  is  very  necessary  that  the  electors  outside,  who 
are  our  masters,  should  have  an  opportunity  of  telling 
us  what  they  think  of  us  here.  However,  the  rules  are 
such  that  the  truth  cannot  always  bo  told.  I  hope  the 
motion  will  prevail,  and  I  hope  to  be  able  to  present  the 
petition  in  another  form  in  a  few  days,  with  200  or  300 
names  added  to  it. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  petition  withdrawn. 

SCOTT  ACT  PETITIONS. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  The  motion  I  wish  to  make  is  to  strike 
the  name  of  John  Hamilton,  of  Shelburne,  from  a  petition 
which  was  presented  to  the  House  on  Monday  the  1st  of 
June.  I  have  had  a  letter  from  Shelburne,  and  accompany¬ 
ing  it,  this  certificate : 

“  Shelburne,  1st  June,  1884. 

“I  hereby  certify  that  I  did  not  sign  or  authorise  any  individual  to 
sign  my  name  to  the  petition  (in  favor  of  the  sale  of  wine  and  beer) 
purporting  to  have  come  from  Shelburne,  Dufferin  County. 

“JOHN  HAMILTON.” 

As  Shelburne  is  not  a  very  large  place,  and  as  Mr.  Hamilton 
is  an  active  member  of  the  Scott  Act  Association,  and  does 
not  wish  to  be  held  as  standing  sponsor  to  the  prayer  of  the 
petition,  I  think  it  right  that  his  name  should  be  taken  off. 

Mr.  CASEY.  May  there  not  be  another  John  Hamilton 
in  the  place  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  We  do  not  know  that  there  is  no  other 
John  Hamilton ;  there  may  be  some  other  John  Hamilton 
there,  and  there  is  no  practice  to  warrant  such  a  motion  as 
this.  In  England  there  is  a  committee  before  which  peti¬ 
tions  are  referred,  and  which  reports,  after  making  enquiry, 
that  certain  names  should  be  struck  off  for  being  improperly 
signed,  or  signed  without  authority ;  but  in  this  case,  I 
think  the  House  has  already  evidence  enough  to  show  that 
there  is  no  other  John  Hamilton. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
purpose  is  served  by  his  calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  a 
Mr.  John  Hamilton,  of  Shelburne,  whose  name  is  supposed 
to  be  on  this  petition,  did  not  sign  it.  He  is  therefore 
relieved  from  the  responsibility  of  having  signed  it;  but  I 
do  not  see  how  we  can  strike  off  a  name  simply  because  a 
person  of  the  same  name  says  he  did  not  sign  it. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  1  do  not  see  how  we  can  strike  off  the 
name  of  John  Hamilton,  who  did  sign  this  petition,  at  the 
request  of  John  Hamilton  who  did  not  sign  it. 
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Mr.  FOSTER.  Shelburne  is  a  small  place,  and  he  gives 
me  his  opinion  that  there  is  no  other  John  Hamilton  there. 
I  therefore  felt  it  necessary  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  matter,  and  the  only  way  in  which  I  could  do 
so  was  by  moving.  There  are  several  things  about  this 
petition  which,  to  my  mind,  go  to  show  its  worthlessness  as 
an  expression  of  public  opinion.  After  the  petition  had 
been  signed,  some  person  to  whom  it  has  been  sent 
has  taken  the  liberty  to  interlard  remarks  all  through 
it  in  red  ink.  For  instance,  before  the  name  of 
A.  Henderson,  he  has  put  the  word  “  reverend,”  and 
after  it,  “  Church  of  England,  Orangeville.”  A  similar 
note  is  made  with  reference  to  the  name  of  W.  E.  McKay ; 
a  number  are  stated  to  be  leading  merchants  ;  and  another 
is  stated  to  be  a  merchant  tailor.  I  find  also,  column  after 
column,  of  names  in  this  petition  evidently  signed  by  the 
same  hand.  There  is  one  column  of  nineteen  names  evi¬ 
dently  signed  by  the  same  hand,  with  the  same  kind  of 
ink,  and  I  judge  at  the  same  time.  But  the  astonishing 
thing  about  these  nineteen  names  is  that  they  are  of  men 
who  come  from  five  different  townships  or  villages.  At 
the  end  there  are  forty  or  fifty  names  signed  without  the 
least  clue  to  their  residence  or  place  of  abode.  All  these 
things  go  to  show  that  this  petition  is  not  a  very  valuable 
exponent  of  the  will  or  wishes  of  the  people. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  a  little  hard  to 
please.  He  began  by  objecting  because  someone  had  added 
to  the  names  on  the  petition  something  in  red  ink,  and  then 
he  objects  that  at  the  end  there  are  a  number  of  names 
without  any  additions.  I  think  the  best  way  to  got  rid  of 
Mr.  Hamilton’s  difficulty  would  be  for  him  to  present  a 
petition  in  favor  of  the  reverse  of  what  this  petition  prays 
for,  and  that  he  should  say,  like  the  police  court  reports, 
that  it  is  not  the  same  John  Hamilton. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  I  suppose  the  rule  is  that  a  person  signing 
his  own  name  should  give  his  place  of  residence  and  his 
own  description. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Not  at  all.  In  England  the  other  thing 
is  often  done. 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  24, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  after  the 
word  “  complaint,”  in  the  43rd  line,  the  following  words  be 
added  :  “To  add  to,  amend  or  correct  the  list  as  on  the 
last  clause  mentioned.” 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  The  revising  officer,  though 
he  has  all  the  powers  of  a  court  of  record,  can  dispose  of 
all  those  appeals  without  evidence  on  oath.  It  does  not 
necessarily  follow  he  is  bound  to  take  evidence  at  all.  This 
clause  states  :  “  And  shall  hear  and  dispose  of  any  objection 
or  complaint  of  which  notice  shall  have  been  given  as  afore¬ 
said,  hearing  the  parties  making  the  same  if  they  appear,  and 
any  evidence  that  may  be  adduced  before  him  in  support  of 
or  in  opposition  thereto.”  Section  25  states  this  is  a  court 
possessed  of  the  powers  of  a  court  of  record,  and  the 
judge  has  all  the  powers  of  a  judge  of  a  court  of 
record.  He  is  at  liberty  to  call  witnesses  and  examine 
them  under  oath,  but,  by  this  section,  he  can  dispose  of  the 
objections  without  calling  witnesses  at  all,  and  can  Hear  the 
evidence  without  its  being  under  oath.  I  would  suggest  to 
add  after  the  word  “  dispose,”  in  the  42nd  line,  the  words 
“  on  evidence,”  and  after  the  words  “  opposition  thereto,”  in 
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the  46th  line,  the  words  “  on  oath.”  An  appeal  would  be 
wholly  useless  for  the  revising  officer  unless  the  evidence 
were  taken  down  in  writing  and  given  under  oath. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman’s 
objection  is  merely  hypercritical.  Take  the  formation  of 
any  court  in  the  world,  you  do  not  say  it  will  be  obligatory 
on  the  court  to  take  evidence  under  oath.  That  is  ex 
necessitate  ;  the  two  clauses  taken  together  show  that  the 
evidence  must  be  on  oath.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  it 
must  be  only  on  oath.  He  would  not  allow  the  Quaker  and 
the  Mennonite  to  give  evidence. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  They  could  give  what  is 
equal  to  an  oath.  Under  section  25,  the  revising  officer  has 
the  power  to  administer  the  oath,  but  is  not  bound  to  do  so. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  First  Minister  has  given  his  opinion, 
but  other  lawyers  are  as  likely  to  differ  from  him  as  the 
hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron).  The  right  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  may  know  that  the  intent  is  that  the  evidence  shall 
be  taken  under  oath,  but  that  is  no  guide  to  any  person 
interpreting  the  clause  afterwards.  If  he  finds  in  the 
words  of  the  Act  liberty  to  dispense  with  the  oath,  he  may 
avail  himself  of  it  in  spite  of  the  intention.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  this  barrister  will  be  bound  to  take  evi¬ 
dence  under  oath,  as  much  as  the  judges  of  any  other 
court,  but  they  are  bound  by  continuous  practice,  if  not  by 
statute.  Evidence  would  be  useless  in  those  courts  unless 
given  under  oath.  The  court  it  is  proposed  to  create  here 
has  no  precedents.  It  is  something  purely  anomalous,  and 
different  from  any  other  court  in  existence.  The  Bill 
sets  the  revising  officer,  who  is  to  be  the  court  himself,  free 
from  all  the  trammels  of  the  ordinary  courts.  Under  clause 
40,  the  whole  of  the  preliminary  proceedings  are  at  his 
mercy.  He  may  dispense  with  notices,  and  allow  cases  to 
be  tried  which  would  be  informal  even  under  this  Act. 
“  He  is  not  to  be  bound  by  strict  rules  of  evidence  or 
forms  of  procedure.”  He  is  expressly  set  free  from  following 
precedents  or  rules  of  other  courts,  or  the  rules  laid  down 
in  this  Act  itself.  Under  these  circumstances,  it  is  simply 
trifling  with  the  House  to  tell  us  that  he  will  be  bound  to 
take  evidence  on  oath  under  this  section.  Under  section  55, 
he  is  authorised  to  strike  out  names,  or  add  them,  and 
generally  to  correct  the  list,  upon  such  information  as  he 
may  possess  and  without  objections  or  claims  being  made, 
I  must  support  the  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
Huron  (Mr.  Cameron),  and,  speaking  of  the  matter 
calmly  and  deliberately,  I  have  very  little  doubt  that 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  will,  on  mature  thought,  accept  it ; 
because  I  cannot  assume,  in  justice  to  him,  that  it  was  his 
intention  to  allow  the  revising  officer  to  proceed  without 
sworn  evidence  in  dealing  with  such  an  important  matter 
as  the  vote  of  a  citizen.  No  matter  how  small  a  matter 
may  be  at  issue  in  a  division  court  or  before  a  county 
board,  the  evidence  is  taken  on  oath,  and  these  are  matters 
quite  despicable  in  comparison  with  this.  I  have  never 
heard  of  a  court  of  revision  before  a  county  judge  deciding 
any  matter  in  regard  the  voters’  list  except  on  oath. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  this  case,  he  must  do  so. 

Mr.  CASEY.  That  is  the  right  hon.  gentleman’s  opinion, 
but  his  opinion  has  been  so  frequently  and  continuously 
wrong  on  questions  of  law,  that  we  cannot  pay  any  special 
attention  to  it.  The  subsequent  sections  of  the  Bill  say 
distinctly  that  he  need  not  take  evidence  on  oath. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  know  the  clauses. 

Mr.  CASEY.  If  he  does  it  is  most  extraordinary  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  should  speak  as  he  has  in  regard  to  them. 
The  55th  section  does  not  mean  that  the  revising  officer  is 
to  take  evidence  on  oath. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Move  against  that  clause. 
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Mr.  CASEY.  We  will  discuss  that  clause  when  we  come  to  it, 
but  that  clause  expresses  the  intention  of  the  Bill  as  much  as 
this  one*  If  the  hon.  gentleman’s  intentions  are  to  require 
that  the  evidence  shall  be  taken  on  oath,  let  him  show  the 
sincerity  of  his  intentions  by  accepting  the  amendment.  If 
he  does  not,  I  shall  have  to  withdraw  what  I  said  a  few 
moments  ago,  that  I  could  not  credit  him  with  a  deliberate 
intention  to  allow  these  matters  to  be  decided  without  the 
sanction  of  an  oath.  The  inference  will  be  so  obvious  that 
we  need  not  go  into  it.  The  objection  to  the  word  “  oath  ” 
is  very  trifling,  because  it  is  generally  understood  that  it 
includes  an  affirmation  on  the  part  of  those  entitled 
to  affirm.  The  clause  could  be  easily  so  arranged  as  to 
require  precisely  the  same  sanction  from  a  man  giv¬ 
ing  evidence  in  regard  to  a  vote  as  in  regard  to  property. 
That  is  all  we  ask.  It  would  be  perfectly  scandalous  if  a 
man’s  vote  could  be  taken  from  him  on  evidence  given 
under  any  less  sanction  than  is  required  in  the  case  of 
goods  and  chattels. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  will  move  the  amendment 
which  1  suggested.  I  did  not  for  a  moment  suppose  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  would  object  to  this  amendment.  He 
states  that  tho  revising  officer  cannot  hear  any  evidence, 
except  on  oath,  and  cannot  adjudicate  on  any  objections 
unless  they  are  sustained  by  evidence  given  on  oath.  I 
think  otherwise.  I  think  under  this  clause  he  can  adjudicate 
without  any  evidence  at  all,  and  certainly  without  the  evi¬ 
dence  having  the  sanction  of  an  oath,  at  all  events  there  is 
a  doubt  about  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  see  no  doubt. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  intends  that  the 
revising  officer  shall  hear  no  evidence  except  on  oath,  he 
should  put  that  beyond  any  question.  There  is  a  question 
now. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDON  ALD.  No. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Other  lawyers  take  a  different  view  of 
it,  though,  perhaps,  not  of  the  eminence  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man.  I  move  that,  after  the  word  “  dispose,”  in  the  42nd 
line,  the  words  “  upon  evidence,”  be  inserted,  and  after  the 
word  “thereto,”  in  the  45th  line,  the  words  “on  oath  or 
affirmation,”  be  inserted. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  Minister’s  attention  to 
the  meaning  of  this  clause  with  regard  to  evidence.  Would 
the  production  of  a  deed,  without  its  being  sworn  to,  be 
evidence  of  a  man’s  title  ?  The  man  says  :  “  This  is  my 
title,  and  I  claim  to  be  the  owner.”  Would  not  the  revising 
officer  be  entitled  to  accept  that  deed  as  evidence  adduced 
without  tho  party  being  sworn  ?  I  think  that  he  might. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  amendment  suggested  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  West  Huron  (Hr.  Cameron),  cannot  do  any 
harm,  at  least.  Then  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
attention  to  the  statement  that  he  made  the  other  day,  that 
he  proposed,  in  case  the  revising  officer  was  not  a  judge, 
that  there  should  be  a  re-hearing  of  the  whole  case  anew  ; 
that  it  would  not  be  simply  an  appeal,  but,  that  the  judge 
to  whom  the  appeal  was  made,  would  be  entitled  to  take 
evidence  anew.  I  would  like  to  know  if  I  understood  the 
hon.  gentleman  rightly. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  said  there  might  be  an 
appeal  as  to  fact  as  well  as  to  law. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Beyond  that,  whether  in  case  there  was  an 
appeal  lrom  the  revising  officer  to  the  county  judge,  the 
latter  should  take  evidence  anew,  if  desired  by  the  parties. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  said  nothing  of  the 
kind. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  the  judge 
would  have  original  jurisdiction, 

Mr,  Casey, 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  A  judge  in  appeal  oannot 
have  original  jurisdiction! 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  am  not  speaking  about  a  judge  in 
appeal.  I  put  the  question  to  the  First  Minister  some  time 
ago  across  the  floor  of  the  House,  as  to  whether  the  appeal 
to  be  granted  would  be  a  complete  appeal,  and  whether  the 
judge  sitting,  you  may  say  in  appeal,  but  sitting  and 
reviewing  the  action  of  the  revising  officei’,  would  have 
original  jurisdiction  ;  and  the  First  Minister  said  yes,  and 
that  he  would  have  appellate  jurisdiction. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Oh  no,  I  did  not  say  any¬ 
thing  like  that — certainly  not. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  what  I  understood  from  the  hon. 
gentleman — that  there  was  to  be  a  re-hearing  of  the  whole 
case. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  never  contemplated 
anything  so  absurd. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  calls  if.  an  absurdity, 
but  it  is  an  absurdity  that  exists  in  many  courts,  and  I 
could  give  him  many  instances  where  an  appeal  is  not 
simply  in  the  sense  of  hearing  questions  of  law  and  reading 
evidence,  taking  facts  from  the  notes  taken  at  the  original 
procedure,  but  beginning  the  procedure  anew,  and  taking 
all  the  evidence  anew.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  if 
he  is  not  going  to  adopt  that  rule,  and  if  the  county  judge 
is  to  take  evidence  from  the  notes  of  the  revising  barrister, 
then  it  is  of  immense  consequence  that  the  revising  barris¬ 
ter  should  be  called  upon  where  necessary  to  take  down 
the  evidence  of  the  witnesses,  and  that  the  evidence  should 
be  subscribed  by  the  witnesses,  that  there  may  be  no  dis¬ 
pute,  and  that  there  may  not  be  an  unfair  representation  of 
the  evidence  before  the  county  judge  Now,  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  does  not  propose  to  carry  out  that  intention  as  we 
understood  him  the  other  day,  but  intends  that  it  shall  be 
simply  an  appeal  in  the  ordinary  form  from  the  decision  of 
the  revising  officer.  It  is  therefore  of  the  greatest  conse¬ 
quence  that  the  evidence  should  be  taken  down  with  care 
and  subscribed  to  by  the  witness,  in  order  that  there  may  not 
be  a  colored  representation  of  the  evidence,  and  especially 
ought  it  to  be  so  when  taken  by  a  man  with  little  practice 
and  without  any  professional  skill.  We  all  know  that  the 
revising  officer,  where  he  is  not  a  judge,  must  be  a  man  of 
very  little  practice ;  he  must  be  a  man  to  whom  it  will  be  an 
object  to  accept  the  position,  and  probably  a  man  of  inferior 
legal  attainments  and  of  no  legal  standing.  He  is  not 
likely,  therefore,  to  have  the  confidence  of  the  community, 
and  consequently  it  is  very  important  that  the  evidence 
should  be  thoroughly  reliable.  We  all  know  the  old  practice 
of  taking  depositions  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  in  Ontario, 
where  the  Chancellor  or  the  Vice-Chancellor  took  down  the 
evidence,  and  read  it  over  to  the  witness,  and,  if  it  was  not 
such  as  the  witness  intended  it  should  be,  corrections  were 
made,  and  it  was  afterwards  subscribed  to  by  the  witness. 
It  seems  to  me  that  is  the  proper  form  for  preserving  the 
evidence  wherever  parties  may  desire  it  before  the  revising 
barrister.  I  therefore  trust  that  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
make  an  amendment,  adding  the  words,  “  such  evidence  to 
be  taken  down  in  writing  and  signed  by  the  witness  where 
either  of  the  parties  require  the  same.”  I  think  this  is 
nothing  more  than  an  adequate  protection  to  parties  whose 
rights  are  to  be  affected,  and  it  is  only  fair  to  the  county 
judge  before  whom  the  case  is  to  be  tried,  that  the  evidence 
should  be  accurately  presented  to  him,  since  he  is  not  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  examining  the  witnesses  himself. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  are  drifting  again 
into  the  unwholesome  practice  of  looking  ahead  instead  of 
at  the  clause  before  the  committee.  The  question  is  this, 
whether  this  clause  sufficiently  contains  the  junction — if  I 
may  use  the  word — of  the  revising  barrister,  with  the  evi- 
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deuce  taken  under  oath.  I  think  it  is  so  clear  that  it 
scarcely  requires  an  argument.  But  I  think  there  is  a 
strong  objection  to  putting  these  words  in.  It  must  be 
remembered,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  this  revising  barrister — if 
I  may  refer  to  the  Ontario  practice,  as  others  have  done — 
is  doing  the  work  of  a  court  of  review,  in  settling  the 
list.  This  is  not  a  contentious  matter,  in  which  proceed¬ 
ings,  as  well  as  the  right  of  parties,  are  brought  up 
hostilely  between  plaintiff  and  defendant.  The  revising 
officer  is  to  prepare  a  true  list.  Now,  if  we  put  in  words 
that  the  evidence  that  must  be  taken  on  oath,  or  what  is 
equivalent  to  an  oath,  in  all  cases,  you  will  see  how  com¬ 
pletely  you  choke  and  obstruct  the  whole  machine.  Now, 
I  will  give  you  an  instance.  To  continue  the  illustration  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  a  man  is  entered 
as  an  owner,  and  opposite  his  name  is  written  “  objected  to.” 
He  comes  before  the  revising  barrister  and  says  :  “  Here 
is  my  deed.”  Well,  the  objector,  perhaps,  withdraws  his 
objection.  There  is  an  end  of  it,  and  the  man’s  name  is 
passed.  But  in  this  case,  when  the  objection  is  once 
entered,  evidence  must  be  taken  on  oath,  in  every  case.  He 
sits  there,  supposed  to  be  an  indifferent  party,  as  a 
judge.  Every  name  is  called  up,  and  when  objection 
is  made  the  party  is  again  asked :  “  Do  you 

object  ?  ”  He  says :  “  Y  es,  I  persist  in  my  objection.” 
He  will  turn  round  to  the  party  who  is  objected  to,  and 
say:  “What  have  you  to  say?”  “Here  is  my  deed,”  he 
replies.  The  objector  looks  at  the  deed,  and  the  matter  is 
settled.  If,  in  the  case  of  every  objection  there  is  to  be  evi¬ 
dence  taken,  hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that  it  will  obstruct 
and  clog  the  wheels  of  the  whole  machine.  But,  when  the 
objection  is  once  made  and  persisted  in,  the  party  must 
give  evidence — it  is  before  court ;  the  whole  tenor  of  the 
clause  shows  that  legal  evidence  must  be  offered.  There  is 
no  doubt  about  that.  I  cannot  accede  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  very  arguments  used  by  the  hon. 
gentlemen,  show  the  necessity  of  the  amendment.  This  is 
not  a  court  of  record,  although  the  judge  will  have  like 

f)Owers.  Frequently,  in  a  court,  objection  is  waved  as  to 
egal  evidence.  A  deed  is  produced,  and  the  party  says  I 
do  not  want  the  deed  proved.  So,  in  the  case  cited  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  illustration,  the  objection  made  by  the  party  would 
be  withdrawn,  and  the  matter  thus  settled.  The  proposed 
provision  with  respect  to  taking  evidence  under  oath  is, 
however,  desirable ;  because  we  must  remember  that  a 
great  many  of  the  revising  officers  would  be  barristers  of 
five  years’  standing,  during  which  period  a  lawyer  does  not 
gain  much  experience.  It  is  just  as  well  to  make  the  clause 
so  plain  that  he  who  runs  may  read.  With  respect  to  the 
justices  court,  that  is  a  court  of  common  law. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  not  a  court  of 
common  law,  but  a  court  of  statutory  enactment. 

Mr.  WELDON.  With  respect  to  the  justices  court,  we 
find  that  when  it  is  a  matter  outside  of  the  ordinary  investi¬ 
gation,  the  Act  provides  that  the  justice  shall  not  issue  a 
warrant  until  satisfied,  not  by  evidence,  but  by  evidence  on 
oath  or  on  affirmation.  This  is  not  an  unreasonable  amend¬ 
ment  to  propose. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  First  Minister  said  a  few  moments 
ago  that  this  clause  and  the  next  clause  compelled  the 
revising  officer  to  take  evidence  upon  oath.  But  when  he 
spoke  last  the  hon,  gentleman  said,  if  the  revising  officer 
were  to  be  compelled  to  take  evidence  in  all  cases  on  oath, 
it  would  be  “  clogging  and  obstructing  the  wheels  of  the 
machine.”  Perhaps  it  might  be  so.  If  this  Bill  is  intended 
to  be  a  machine,  and  for  a  certain  purpose,  we  can  easily 
understand  that  the  requirement  of  evidence  on  oath  might 
clog  and  obstruct  the  machine.  But  that  is  not  a  reason 
which  should  weigh  with  the  House  in  passing  this  section. 
This  is  the  beautiful  position  occupied  by  the  father  of  the 


Bill.  He  has  given  expression  to  two  different 
views  within  fifteen  minutes.  “  Machine  ”  is  a  very 
favorite  word  with  American  politicians.  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  is  intended  to  create,  by  this  Bill, 
a  machine,  such  as  was  worked  by  Boss  Tweed  in  New 
York  ;  but  it  is  a  very  significant  and  peculiar  word  to  use 
in  this  connection.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  we  have 
fallen  into  the  unwholesome  practice  of  looking  at  the  rest 
of  the  Bill.  I  do  not  think  it  is  an  unwholesome  practice. 
If  the  section  is  not  clear,  we  must  look  at  other  sections  in 
order  to  endeavor  to  understand  it ;  it  would  be  a  very 
unwholesome  practice  to  go  on  with  an  imperfect  knowledge 
of  what  the  section  meant.  On  the  face  of  this  section  it 
simply  says  that  the  revising  officer  shall  hear  and  dispose 
of  any  objections  .or  complaints.  It  does  not  say  how  he  shall 
hear  or  how  he  shall  dispose  of  them.  We  have  to  look  for 
that  information  elsewhere.  In  the  40th  section  it  says 
that  the  revising  officer  is  not  to  be  bound  by  strict  rules  of 
evidence  or  forms  of  procedure.  Section  55  says  he  may 
make  changes  without  complaint  being  made,  and  on  any 
information  within  his  possession.  It  distinctly  says  that 
he  need  not  require  evidence.  Those  sections,  taken  with 
the  First  Minister’s  last  statement,  show  that  our  sus¬ 
picions  were  correct,  and  that  it  is  not  intended  that 
the  revising  officer  shall  take  evidence  under  oath. 
Consequently,  we  are  bound  to  return  to  the  suspi¬ 
cion  we  first  entertained,  namely,  that  there  was  an 
intentional  omission  of  any  obligation  to  take  evidence 
on  oath,  and  that  it  was  made  for  some  purpose.  A  state¬ 
ment  of  the  purpose  has  now  been  given  to  us.  The  omis¬ 
sion  of  the  requirement  to  take  evidence  under  oath  is  to 
let  the  machine  work,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  told  us.  That 
is  all  very  well  for  those  who  are  going  to  run  the  machine, 
but  we  cannot  be  expected  to  look  at  it  in  the  same  light. 
The  hon.  First  Minister  said  the  revising  officer  would  be 
“  supposed  to  be  sitting  as  an  indifferent  person.”  Who  will 
suppose  him  to  be  so  sitting  ?  Not  the  hon.  gentleman 
himself.  He  will  never  suppose  one  of  his  revising  officers 
to  bo  sitting  as  an  indifferent  person.  He  knows  where  the 
officer’s  sympathies  will  be  and  how  cases  of  doubt  will  be 
decided.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  a  person  might 
object  to  another  man’s  vote ;  that  the  man  objected  to 
might  produce  a  deed  which  would  satisfy  the  objector,  and 
thereupon  the  case  would  be  settled,  and  the  revising  officer 
would  not  have  1  o  act.  Of  course,  he  would  not  have  to 
act,  and,  in  such  a  case  would  not  have  to  take  evidence. 
We  only  ask  that  he  shall  take  evidence  where  he 
will  have  to  give  a  decision.  He  would  not  be  required  to 
take  evidence  in  the  supposed  case,  because  there  would  be 
no  case  before  him  and  nothing  to  be  tried  and  disposed  of. 
And  there  is  nothing  in  the  objection  which  he  evidently 
makes  on  the  spur  of  the  moment ;  and  when  that  objection 
is  dropped,  the  case  is  dropped.  I  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  own  speeches  have  shown  clearly  the  meaning  and 
intention  of  this  clause ;  and  that,  I  think,  against  his  own 
will;  and  now  that  we  do  know  the  object,  it  is  all  the  more 
necessary,  in  the  interest  of  both  parties,  to  contend  that  the 
sacred  right  to  vote  should  be  guarded  by  an  oath  or  its 
equivalent.  Even  if  the  revising  officer  is  a  partisan  Con¬ 
servative,  he  will  have  his  dislikes,  his  feelings  of 
ill-will  to  individuals ;  and  where  it  does  not  injure 
the  party,  he  will  be  ready  to  gratify  these  feelings 
even  against  Conservatives.  When  this  side  of  the 
House  comes  into  power,  if  they  chose  to  continue  such 
an  iniquitous  law,  if  they  chose  to  appoint  revising 
barristers,  I  would  ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  how 
they  would  like  to  have  their  right  to  the  franchise  left  at 
the  mercy  of  this  partisan  officer,  without  the  safeguard  of 
taking  evidence  on  oath  ?  I  do  not  ask  hon.  gentlemen 
literally  to  put  themselves  in  our  places,  because 
I  know  they  are  not  at  all  likely  to  move  over  to 
this  side  at  our  request,  but  I  do  ask  them  to  do  so 
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theoretically,  and  to  imagine  a  Grit  revising  barrister  settl¬ 
ing  the  franchise  of  themselves  and  their  friends  without 
taking  the  evidence  on  oath.  They  now  complain  that  Grit 
assessors  are  frauds,  that  they  cheat  them  out  of  their  votes, 
but  not  only  is  the  assessor  a  sworn  officer  himself,  but  his 
work  is  revised  at  the  first  revision — the  court  of  revision 
—on  oath,  and  it  is  also  revised  on  oath  by  the  judge  at  the 
final  revision.  But  here  there  is  no  such  safeguard,  for  we 
have  no  revision  except  this  final  one,  and  there  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer  is  not  only  not  compelled  to  take  the  evidence  on 
oath,  but  he  need  not  take  evidence  at  all.  He  is  not  com¬ 
pelled  to  keep  a  record  of  the  evidence  to  be  used  in  the 
case  of  appeal,  and  under  such  circum  stances  what  a  farce 
an  appeal  will  be  1  This  section  undoubtedly  requires  to  be 
altered  in  the  direction  of  both  amendments  which  have 
been  placed  in  your  hands. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  cannot  see  why  the  First  Minister,  as  he 
has  stated  that  it  is  intended  that  the  revising  officer  shall 
take  the  evidence  under  oath,  should  not  accept  the  amend¬ 
ments  proposed.  In  the  English  Act  I  find  that  the  word 
used  is  not  “  evidence,”  but  “  proof,”  which  would  imply 
that  the  proof  must  be  under  oath,  but  that  on  the  other 
hand  the  word  “  evidence  ”  does  not  necessarily  mean  that 
the  proof  adduced  before  the  revising  officer  shall  be  under 
oath.  The  English  Act  provides  that  the  revising  officer 
is  to  examine  upon  oath,  all  persons  who  come  before  him, 
whether  they  are  the  persons  objecting,  or  those  objected 
to.  I  find  also  that  the  Ontario  Act  in  providing  for  appeal 
against  over  assessment,  provides  that  certain  evidence 
shall  not  be  required  under  oath  except  under  certain  cir¬ 
cumstances,  so  that  the  mere  fact  that  the  word  evidence  is 
used,  does  not  make  it  imperative  on  the  revising  officer 
that  the  evidence  shall  be  under  oath.  How,  when  you 
consider  that  there  is  to  be  an  appeal  from  the  revising 
officer,  unless  he  is  the  county  judge,  upon  questions  of 
fact,  it  must  strike  every  person  who  considers  the  matter, 
that  it  is  exceedingly  important  that  the  evidence  taken  at 
the  first  revision  should  be  in  writing  and  under  oath,  unless 
it  is  intended  to  give  the  judge  original  jurisdiction.  The 
First  Minister  says  that  is  not  the  intention,  and  that  being 
the  case,  it  is  infinitely  more  important  that  the  evidence 
should  be  taken  on  oath  in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  and  that 
it  should  be  fully  and  properly  taken,  than  in  a  question  as 
to  the  rights  of  individuals  regarding  property  or  money, 
because  it  affects  the  right  of  the  individual  which  no 
money  compensation  can  make  up  for.  The  revising  barris¬ 
ter  is  created  a  court  for  the  hearing  of  complaints. 
The  decision  of  that  court  is  subject  to  appeal  to  another 
tribunal,  and  when  the  First  Minister  says  it  is  not  neces¬ 
sary  to  state  in  this  section  that  the  evidence  shall  be 
under  oath,  although  that  is  intended,  it  seems  to  me  he 
has  some  sinister  object  in  refusing  this  amendment.  If 
the  evidence  is  to  be  under  oath  why  not  make  the  section 
clear  to  that  effect  ?  Why  should  there  be  any  doubt 
about  it  ?  Why  depart  from  the  words  of  the  English  law  ? 
If  the  word  “  evidence  ”  were  sufficient  to  require  the 
revising  officer  to  take  the  evidence  under  oath,  I  submit 
that  the  words  “  under  oath  ”  would  not  have  been  used  in 
the  English  statute.  They  are  not  there  for  nothing  ;  they 
are  there  for  some  object ;  and  if  it  is  necessary  that  these 
words  should  bo  used  in  the  English  Act,  there  is  an  equal 
necessity  for  them  to  be  used  in  this  Act,  and  I  think  it 
would  be  the  grossest  oversight  on  the  part  of  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  pass  an  Act  and  neglect  to  provide  distinctly  in  so 
essential  a  portion  as  this,  what  the  duties  of  the  revising 
officer  are.  We  have  reason  to  think  that  these  revising 
officers  will  not  be  particularly  favorable  to  the  Liberal 
party ;  there  is  a  feeling  throughout  the  country 
that  these  gentlemen,  whom  the  hon.  gentleman  himself 
appoints,  will,  in  some  cases,  be  unduly  favorable  to  the  side 
which  has  appointed  them.  Therefore  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Mr,  Casey. 


Government  to  remove  that  fear  as  far  as  possible.  I  am 
not  charging  these  men  with  wrong-doing ;  but,  under  this 
law,  there  is  a  possibility  that  grievous  wrong  may  be  done, 
and  if  the  Act  is  to  receive  that  respect  which  an  Act  of 
this  kind  is  expected  to  receive,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  place  this  question  beyond  all  doubt  and  cavil. 
If  you  look  at  every  other  Act  in  which  it  is  intended  that 
witnesses  shall  be  examined  on  oath,  the  words  are  dis¬ 
tinctly  used  that  the  witnesses  shall  be  examined  on  oath 
or  that  the  evidence  shall  be  taken  on  oath.  I  do  not  say 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  not  right ;  but  it  is  open  to  cavil 
and  argument;  it  is  open  to  the  revising  officer  to  do 
perhaps,  some  great  injustice  to  a  person  appearing  before 
him.  The  amendment  is  a  most  reasonable  one.  The  First 
Minister,  at  the  last  sitting,  evinced  a  desire  to  meet  the 
views  of  the  Opposition ;  and  why  should  he  not  insert 
these  words  and  put  this  question  beyond  all  doubt  ?  He 
intends  to  allow  an  appeal  where  the  revising  officer 
is  not  a  judge  of  the  county  court;  yet  he  says  the 
judge  is  not  to  have  original  jurisdiction.  He  is  not  to 
have  the  right  to  bring  before  him  the  evidence  which  was 
brought  before  the  revising  officer ;  he  is  just  to  take  such 
evidence  as  the  revising  officer  thinks  proper  to  take  down, 
be  it  under  oath  or  not  under  oath.  He  has  not  power  to 
bring  the  witnesses  before  him  for  examination.  If  there 
is  to  be  an  appeal,  and  the  judge  has  not  power  to  bring  the 
witnesses  before  him  for  examination,  then  it  should  be 
declared  that  the  evidence  taken  before  the  revising  officer 
should  be  in  writing  and  should  be  taken  under  oath,  then 
the  parties  would  have  an  opportunity  of  examining  and 
cross-examining.  This  is  a  very  vital  amendment,  and 
without  it  the  Act  will  be  very  imperfect.  I  hope  the  First 
Minister  will  reconsider  the  matter  and  accept  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MACMASTEE.  The  question  is  whether  the  pro¬ 
visions  cf  the  Bill  are  sufficient  to  authorise  the  revising 
officer  to  lake  evidence  under  oath. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  To  compel  him, 

Mr.  MACMASTEE.  Yes,  to  compel  him  to  take  evidence 
under  oath,  The  hon.  gentleman  who  spoke  last  would  not 
undertake  to  say  that  the  interpretation  the  hon.  First 
Minister  placed  on  this  section  was  wrong ;  but  he 
thought  that  for  greater  precision  the  words  “  under  oath  ” 
should  be  inserted.  If  the  Bill  is  so  explicit  that  there  can 
be  no  reasonable  doubt  that  the  revising  officer  must  take 
the  evidence  under  oath,  then  it  is  undesirable  to  clog  it 
with  unnecessary  words.  It  seems  to  me,  on  reading  the  24th 
and  25th  sections  together,  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
are  making  captious  objections  against  the  Bill.  The  24th 
section  provides  that  the  revising  officer  shall  hear  the 
parties  who  make  the  complaints,  and  any  evidence  that 
may  be  adduced  before  him  in  support  of  or  in  opposition 
thereto ;  and  when  wo  turn  to  the  next  section,  we  find  that 
he  is  there  fully  empowered  to  take  evidence  under  oath. 

An  hon,  MEMBER.  He  can  do  as  he  likes. 

Mr.  MACMASTEE.  Hon.  gentlemen  know  perfectly  well 
that  if  he  proceeded  improperly  he  might  be  compelled  by 
a  higher  court  to  do  otherwise.  But  I  would  refer  hon. 
gentlemen  to  the  terms  in  which  the  Ontario  statute  gives 
similar  powers.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  read  all  the 
provisions  ;  he  only  read  one  or  two  of  them.  In  the  Slith 
section  of  the  Municipal  Act,  it  is  declared  that  the  court 
of  revision,  or  some  member  thereof,  may  administer  an 
oath — it  is  not  shall;  it  is  not  made  obligatory — may 
administer  an  oath  to  any  witness  before  his  evidence  is 
taken. 

Mr.  LISTER.  But  for  that  no  person  could  administer  an 
oath.  It  merely  authorises  them  to  administer  an  oath. 
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Mr.  M  ACM  ASTER.  This  is  a  declaration  of  the  authority 
of  the  court  of  revision  to  administer  an  oath,  although 
there  is  nothing  saying  that  they  shall  be  bound  to  take  the 
evidence  under  oath,  yet  we  find  a  subsequent  section  in 
the  Ontario  Act  dispensing  with  the  necessity  of  doing  so. 
Sub-section  16,  of  section  56,  says  : 

“  It  shall  not  be  necessary  to  hear  upon  oath  the  complainant  or 
assessor,  or  the  party  complained  against,  unless  where  the  court  deems 
it  necessary  or  proper,  or  the  evidence  of  the  party  is  rendered  on  his 
own  behalf  or  required  by  the  opposite  party.” 

So  that  the  framers  of  this  statute,  which  governs  in  Ontario, 
clearly  intend  that  the  earlier  section  giving  the  power  to 
administer  the  oath,  should  imply  the  authority  to  take  the 
evidence  in  that  way  and  in  no  other  way  ;  otherwise  there 
would  not  be  a  subsequent  section  in  the  statute  exempting 
the  court  from  the  obligation  to  hear  a  party  under  oath. 
A  good  deal  has  been  said  about  a  few  remarks  of  the  First 
Minister  as  to  parties  who  appear  before  the  revising 
officer  and  produce  a  deed  from  which  it  is  evident  there 
can  be  no  serious  contestation.  An  occurrence  of  that  kind 
may  lake  place  before  a  case  is  actually  opened.  A  man, 
on  the  case  being  called,  may  produce  his  deed,  the 
opposite  party  sees  he  has  a  good  sound  title,  and  the  case 
is  withdrawn.  I  do  not  see,  according  to  my  views  of  the 
construction  of  the  statute,  how  there  can  be  the  slightest 
doubt  under  the  terms  of  these  two  sections,  24  and  25,  as 
to  the  revising  officer  being  obliged  to  take  evidence  under 
oath,  and  in  no  other  way,  when  he  proceeds  to  the  trial  of 
a  case.  My  hon.  friend  from  West  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey) 
states  ho  has  found  some  subsequent  sections  in  the  Act 
that  seemed  to  lend  countenance  to  his  view,  one  being  to 
the  effect  that  the  revising  officer,  in  the  discharge  of  a 
summary  duty,  need  not  proceed  with  the  ordinary  legal 
strictness  as  to  the  rules  of  evidence,  that  he  shall  not  be 
bound  by  the  strict  rules  of  evidence  or  procedure, 
but  that  does  not  relieve  him  from  hearing  evidence 
under  oath,  it  is  only  a  declaration  that  he  is 
not  bound  to  proceed  with  the  same  strictness  as  to 
form,  the  same  particularly  as  to  the  rules  of  evidence, 
which,  as  the  hon.  member  for  West  Elgin  must  be  aware 
from  his  long  experience  at  the  bar,  would  be  thoroughly 
impracticable  in  summary  proceedings.  This  is  a  matter  of 
legal  opinion,  and,  according  to  my  view,  there  cannot  be 
any  reasonable  doubt  that  under  the  section  as  it  stands, 
the  levising  officer  is  bound  to  administer  the  oath  when 
he  proceeds  to  try  the  case. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  confused  two 
entirely  distinct  questions.  The  one  is  where  a  party  may 
be  in  power  to  administer  the  oath  and  may  require  evi¬ 
dence  to  be  taken  under  oath ;  the  other  is  whether  it  is 
evidence  unless  taken  under  oath.  It  is  the  latter  we  have 
under  c:  nsideration.  The  First  Minister  holds  that  the 
section,  as  it  stands,  leaves  the  revising  officer  no  option, 
that  he  must  take  the  evidence  under  oath.  It  is  true  he 
subsequently  modifi.d  that  view,  he  said  it  would  be  highly 
inconvenient  to  insist  upon  any  such  rule;  but  I  do  not 
think  we  can  understand,  after  all,  that  he  meant  to 
seriously  argue  that  his  first  contention  was  wrong.  On 
the  contrary,  I  think  he  still  holds  to  the  view  that  “  evi¬ 
dence  ”  means  legal  evidence  in  the  sense  in  which  the 
expression  is  used  in  court,  and  that  it  could  not  be  admit¬ 
ted  unless  it  was  under  oath.  How  are  we  to  understand 
the  word  “  evidence  ”  in  this  Bill  ?  Are  we  to  understand 
that  it  means  sworn  testimony  and  no  other  ?  If  we  look 
at  the  different  provisions,  I  do  not  think  we  can  come  to 
that  conclusion.  My  hon.  friend  from  West  Lambton  (Mr. 
Lister)  has  shown  that  the  word  is  not  used  in  that  sense 
in  the  English  statute.  You  find  the  qualifying  word 
“  under  oath  ”  used  when  it  is  obligatory  upon  the  revis¬ 
ing  barrister  so  to  take  the  testimony,  and  if  these  words 
are  used  in  one  portion  of  the  statute  and  omitted  in 
another,  you  cannot  give  to  the  word  “  evidence  ”  where  it 


is  not  qualified  the  same  meaning  as  where  it  is  qualified, 
fake  the  next  section,  the  words  “  taking  evidence  under 
oath  before  him”  are  used.  Why  say  “under  oath  before 
him",  if  it  is  clear  that  the  words  “  under  oath  ”  are  not 
necessary  ?  Now,  when  we  look  at  the  Act  relating  to 
summary  convictions,  18th  section,  we  find  “  if  the  justice 
is  satisfied  on  the  evidence  upon  oath  or  affirmation.”  If 
the  word  “evidence”  always  implies  sworn  testimony 
why  qualify  it  by  saying  “  on  oath  ”  in  the 
statute  ?  It  may  be  according  to  the  ordinary 
practice  of  courts,  that  evidence  is  taken  in  a  particular 
way,  but  when  we  use  the  word  evidence  in  a  statute,  we  do 
not  always  mean  to  use  it  in  a  strict  sense,  and  when  we 
qualify  it  as  we  have  done  in  parts  of  this  Bill  and  fail  to 
qualify  it  in  other  sections,  it  is  perfectly  clear  we  do  not  give 
to  the  word  evidence,  with  the  “  restrictive  ”  words  applied, 
the  same  sense  as  we  give  it  without  them.  My  hon. 
friend  points  out  that  in  this  particular  statute  relating  to 
summary  convictions,  when  you  are  speaking  of  evidence 
before  a  court  you  do  so  not  qualified,  but  when  speaking 
of  evidence  outside  of  a  court  it  is  qualified.  This  revising 
officer  is  not  a  court  of  record  ;  he  has  some  of  the  func¬ 
tions  of  a  court  of  record,  but  what  he  does  is  not  done  in  a 
court  of  record,  and  it  seems  to  me  there  is  no  intelligible 
reason  for  using  in  a  subsequent  section  the  words  “  and  the 
taking  of  evidence  under  oath  before  him,”  and  using  the 
words  “  any  evidence  that  may  be  adduced  before  him  ”  in 
the  other  case.  If  the  qualifying  words  are  required  in  the 
one  case  they  are  required  in  the  other. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  member  for  Glengarry  (Mr. 
Macmaster)  says  this  is  a  matter  of  legal  opinion  entirely, 
and  he  gives  his  opinion  that  this  section  requires  the  evi¬ 
dence  to  be  taken  under  oath.  We  are  not  merely  discuss¬ 
ing  whether  this  section  requires  that  evidence  shall  be 
taken  under  oath,  but  whether  the  revising  officer  is 
required  by  it  to  take  evidence  at  all.  This  section  does 
not  say  that  he  must.  The  legal  opinion  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  goes  for  a  great  deal,  and  he  has  the  good  fortune 
to  agree  with  one  of  the  opinions  of  the  First  Minister, 
who  gave  two  distinct  contradictory  opinions.  The  latter 
said  in  the  first  place  that  this  section  does  require  evi¬ 
dence  to  be  taken  under  oath,  and  in  that  he  has  the  hon. 
member  for  Glengarry  with  him.  In  the  second  place, 
about  15  minutes  later,  he  said  that  to  insist  upon  evidence 
being  taken  upon  oath  would  block  the  wheels  of  the  whole 
machine.  Here  we  are  in  a  nice  box  of  legal  opinions.  We 
have  the  Premier  deciding  against  himself,  and  some  of  his 
supporters  agree  with  one  of  his  opinions  and  some  with 
the  other,  though  we  have  only  heard  of  the  one  yet.  There 
are  many  lawyers  on  that  side  and  we  should  hear  from 
them  on  this  subject.  The  member  for  Lincoln  (Mr. 
Rykort),  who  is  so  frequently  in  consultation  with  his 
leader,  should  tell  us  which  of  these  opinions  he  agrees  with. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  I  do  not  agree  with  yours. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  agree  with  the  second  of  the  Premier’s 
opinions,  that  these  sections  do  not  provide  for  the  taking 
oi  evidence  on  oath.  The  hon.  member  for  Lincoln  dis¬ 
agrees  with  me,  so  he  must  disagree  with  the  Premier  on 
that  point.  There  are  plenty  of  other  lawyers  there  who 
must  tell  us  which  horn  of  the  dilemma  they  choose.  When 
we  find  a  house  divided  against  itself,  and  a  party  divided 
against  itself,  and  the  Premier  divided  against  himself  in 
regard  to  the  meaning  of  this  clause,  what  are  we  to  do  ? 
I  think  we  should  cast  legal  opinions  to  the  dogs,  and  look 
at  the  Bill  with  the  aid  of  common  sense. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Then  you  are  ruled  out. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  am  gratified  by  the  compliment,  as  I 
suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  thinks  my  sense  is  so  uncom¬ 
mon  that  it  cannot  be  described  as  common  sense.  If  it  is 
not  intended,  as  the  Premier  now  says  to  require  evidence 
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on  oath,  the  vote  of  everyone  is  left  at  the  mercy  of  a  par1'- ' 
san  lawyer  without  any  safeguard  whatever.  If  the  mem¬ 
ber  for  Lincoln  believes  that  to  be  in  consonance  with  the 
common  sense  of  the  country,  I  hope  he  will  show  us  where 
the  justice  is.  His  leader  has  not  shown  it  at  all. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  propose  to 
discuss  the  legal  aspect  of  this  question,  but  I  propose  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  this  fact,  that,  when 
the  objection  was  first  taken  by  my  hon.  friend  behind  me 
(Mr.  Cameron),  the  answer  of  the  Premier  was  distinct  and 
plain,  that  it  was  a  work  of  supererogation,  that  it  was 
quite  superfluous,  that  he  was  not  going  to  overload  this 
clause  by  inserting  perfectly  useless  words.  That  is  what 
he  said  in  the  first  instance  in  reference  to  the  amendment, 
but  at  a  subsequent  stage  he  declared  that  his  objection  was 
of  a  totally  different  kind  ;  ho  stated  that  he  objected  to 
introducing  the  words  because  they  would  seriously  clog 
and  retard  and  interfere  with  the  proper  working 
of  the  court.  There  can  be  no  denying  that  these 
two  lines  of  objection  will  not  stand.  If  the 
language  was  superfluous  it  would  be  mere  redun¬ 
dancy,  and  could  in  nowise  interfere  with  the  working 
of  the  clause.  But  there  is  another  matter  which  requires 
more  attention  than  has  yet  been  given  to  it.  If  I  followed 
correctly  the  language  of  the  First  Minister,  he  declared 
that  he  did  not  intend  to  permit  the  county  court  judge,  to 
whom  these  decisions  might  finally  be  referred,  to  exercise 
original  jurisdiction,  in  other  words,  he  would  be  confined 
entirely  to  the  evidence  which  was  taken  on  this  occasion. 
If  that  be  the  case-— and,  if  I  am  wrong,  I  should  be  very 
glad  to  be  corrected  on  that  point — then  it  does  appear 
that  my  hon,  friends  are  perfectly  right  in  ^requiring  that 
this  evidence  should  be  put  on  record  and  taken  upon  oath, 
because,  if  it  only  is  to  become  the  basis  of  a  subsequent 
appeal,  it  would  be  very  unreasonable  that  evidence  should 
appear  before  the  revising  officer  on  which  he  affirms  his 
decision,  which,  not  being  taken  down  and  not  being  on 
oath,  might  not  appear  before  the  party  to  whom  it  is 
finally  referred.  That  is  a  point  on  which  I  think  the 
committee  might  fairly  ask  for  some  further  information, 
whatever  the  legal  aspect  of  the  case  may  be. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  think  the  section  is  sufficiently  import" 
ant  to  justify  the  whole  of  the*  committee  in  wishing  that  it 
should  be  placed  beyond  reasonable  doubt.  The  25th  section 
gives  power  to  the  revising  officer  to  take  evidence.  1  should 
say,  if  I  were  asked  my  opinion,  that  it  meant  legal  evidence, 
and,  if  I  was  sitting  as  revising  officer,  I  should  require  it  to 
be  taken  on  oath.  But  the  administration  of  this  law  is  to 
be  entrusted,  in  some  instances  at  any  rate,  to  those  who 
are  not  accustomed  to  construing  legal  evidence,  to  those 
who  are  just  commencing  their  legal  career,  for  instance,  to 
the  notaries  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  and  I  do  not  see 
why  we  should  not  make  it  perfectly  clear.  It  is  evident 
now  that  there  is  a  diffeience  of  opinion.  I  to  some  extent 
agree  with  my  hon.  friend  from  Glengarry  (Mr.  Macmaster) 
as  to  the  legal  construction  of  the  clause,  but  I  have  heard 
other  hon.  gentlemen,  who  perhaps  are  more  distinguished 
than  my  hon.  friend,  who  have  a  different  opinion.  Why 
not  put  in  the  words  to  make  it  clear  ?  I  do  not  suppose 
the  First  Minister  thought  much  about  it  when  it  was  first 
mentioned,  and  he  said  there  were  cases  in  which  it  would 
be  desirable  that  the  matter  should  be  settled  without  any 
evidence  at  all.  That  could  be  done,  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Glengarry  pointed  out,  whether  these  words  are  put  in  or 
not ;  but,  as  the  law  is  to  be  carried  out  by  those  who  are 
not  accustomed  to  construe  statutes,  and  who  may  put  dif¬ 
ferent  meanings  upon  it,  it  may  give  rise  to  incalculable 
trouble  and  mischief  if  you  leave  it  in  this  way. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  Any  anxiety  I  might  have  felt  as 
to  the  accuracy  of  my  opinion  is  entirely  dispelled  by  the 
Mr.  Casey. 


circumstance  that  my  opinion  is  in  agreement  with  that  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies). 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  do  not  think,  however,  that  my  hon 
friend  has  such  a  very  high  opinion  of  his  own  ability  that 
he  would  pit  it  against  some  of  the  hon.  members  on  the 
other  side  who  have  expressed  a  different  opinion,  even 
when  he  is  backed  up  by  my  poor  opinion. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  It  is  not  necessary  I  should  express 
any  opinion  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  think  that,  before  this  question 
is  decided - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Oh,  oh. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  When  you  have  done  groaning,  I  will 
talk.  If  the  revising  officer  is  called  upon  to  discharge  his 
duties  in  connection  with  this  Act,  and  swears  a  number  of 
people  when  they  consider  it  a  question  whether  he  has  a 
right  to  swear  them  or  not,  they  might  feel  annoyed.  JN  ow 
I  hold  it  should  be  imperative  upon  him  to  take  evidence 
under  oath.  We  know  that  there  is  likely  to  be  some  poli¬ 
tical  spite  between  parties  in  different  sections,  and  a  man 
in  political  sympathy  with  the  revising  officer  may  make 
complaints  against  certain  parties  in  order  to  have  them 
struck  off  the  roll,  and  the  revising  officer  may 
hear  the  evidence  under  oath  of  the  witnesses 
whom  the  objector  may  bring  up,  while  he  may  refuse  to 
put  those  witnesses  under  oath  whom  the  parties  defending 
may  bring  up.  It  is  absurd  to  say  the  revising  barrister 
shall  have  the  power  to  say  whether  he  shall  swear  a  man 
or  whether  he  shall  not.  Now,  the  First  Minister  stated 
that  these  proceedings  were  very  much  after  the  mode  of  the 
revision  court  in  Ontario.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
acquainted  with  the  proceedings  of  the  revision  court  he 
would  know  that  in  the  municipal  courts  everyone  is 
sworn ;  they  have  power  to  administer  the  oath  if  a  party 
claims  to  be  put  on  or  claims  to  be  put  off,  and  the  oath  is 
nearly  always  administered.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  says 
this  is  a  mode  of  the  court  of  revision,  the  practice  should 
be  the  same,  and  the  revising  officer  should  be  compelled  to 
take  evidence  under  oath  if  required  to  do  so,  the  same  as 
in  the  court  of  revision.  This  clause  and  the  other  clause 
are  drawn  evidently  with  ambiguity,  for  the  purpose  of 
allowing  the  revising  officer  to  refuse  to  take  evidence 
under  oath  if  he  is  disposed  to  refuse.  I  am  sorry  to  find 
that  whenever  an  amendment  is  offered  defining  the  power 
of  the  revising  barrister  the  First  Minister  refuses  to  accept 
it.  The  hon.  gentleman  evidently  desires  to  leave  this 
officer  power  to  do  just  as  he  pleases. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  the  court  of  revision  is  sworn.  Quite  true  ;  so  will  the 
revising  barrister  be  sworn  to  perform  his  duties.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  the  court  of  revision  is  compelled  to  take 
oath  whenever  it  is  demanded.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
look  at  the  16th  clause  of  the  municipal  law  of  Ontario  he 
will  find  that  it  is  not  necessary  to  hear  witnesses  under  oath. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  That  is  not  so  with  parties 
tendering  themselves.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  road  the 
whole  clause  carefully  and  he  will  find  that  when 
parties  — — • 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.— 

“  It  shall  not  be  necessary  to  hear  upon  oath  the  complainant  or 
assessor  or  the  party  complained  against  unless  where  the  court  deems 
it  necessary  or  proper.” 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Go  on. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.— 

“  Or  the  evidence  of  the  party  is  tendered  in  his  own  behalf  or 
required  by  the  opposite  party.” 

Mr.  CAMERON.  The  hon.  gentleman  only  read  one 
line;  if  he  had  read  the  whole  section  he  would  have  found 
J  that  if  a  party  to  the  litigation  tendered  himself  as  a  wit¬ 
ness  his  evidence  cannot  be  taken  unless  he  is  sworn,  and 
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any  person  can  be  compelled  to  be  sworn  if  it  is  demanded 
by  the  opposite  party.  That  is  all  we  want  here.  When  I 
made  my  proposition  first  the  hon.  gentleman  contended 
vigorously  that  under  clauses  23  and  42  of  this  Bill  the 
revising  barrister  was  to  take  evidence  on  oath.  At  a  sub¬ 
sequent  stage  the  hon.  gentleman  declared  that  to  compel 
the  revising  barrister  to  take  this  evidence  on  oath  was  to 
clog  the  whole  machine. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No,  I  did  not. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Did  the  hon.  gentleman  not  say  so? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Just  go  on . 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Certainly  1  so  understood  him.  How¬ 
ever,  I  took  it  for  granted  that  the  hon.  gentleman  adheres 
to  his  view  that  this  evidence  cannot  be  taken  except  upon 
oath.  Now,  Sir,  that  is  not  the  proposition  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Glengarry  (Mr.  Macmaster)  submitted.  He  went 
upon  the  assumption  that  we  argued  that  the  revising  barris¬ 
ter  had  no  power  to  administer  the  oath.  We  did  not  so 
argue.  We  admitted  that  he  has  the  power  to  admin¬ 
ister  the  oath  under  clause  25,  and  we  say  that  having 
that  power  he  ought  to  be  bound  to  administer  the 
oath,  and  ought  not  to  receive  any  evidence  unless  he  does 
so.  If  our  contention  is  correct  the  effect  will 
be  that  the  revising  officer  can  swear  one  side  and  may  not 
swear  the  other  side — he  can  swear  whoever  he  pleases.  It 
may  be  said  that  is  an  extreme  case  ;  perhaps  it  is,  still,  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  wants  to  have  his  Bill  logical,  he  must 
base  it  upon  logical  consequences.  He  argues  that  the 
word  evidence  implies  an  oath.  I  say  it  does  not  imply  an 
oath.  What  is  the  meaning  of  evidence  ?  It  does  not 
mean  an  oath  at  all.  It  is  the  matter  or  the  material  by 
which  a  given  proposition  is  proved.  For  instance,  you 
take  a  promissory  note  that  is  sued  upon,  and  the  note  is 
denied.  You  say  that  the  promissory  note  is  the  evidence. 
You  take  a  deed  and  you  bring  an  action  of  ejectment  upon 
it,  you  produce  the  deed  as  evidence  of  your  title.  That  deed 
is  not  the  evidence  of  your  title  ;  you  have  first  to  show 
whether  it  is  a  deed  or  not.  You  establish  that  by  the  oath 
of  witnesses,  or  in  some  other  way  known  to  the  law.  Evi¬ 
dence  is  the  matter  or  material  that  you  use  for  the  purpose 
of  establishing  your  proposition.  That  is  the  technical  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  word  evidence.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  laid  down  by 
Holthouse  in  his  Law  Dictionary  : 

“  In  ita  general  sense,  then,  evidence  may  be  said  to  signify  any  mat¬ 
ter  which  is  brought  forward  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  truth 
of  any  particular  fact,  or  of  any  point  in  issue.” 

It  is  the  matter  brought  forward,  it  is  not  the  way  to  bring 
the  matter  forward  or  the  mode  or  the  condition  upon  which 
the  matter  is  brought  forward.  The  condition  of  evidence 
on  oath  implies  that  the  man  must  be  sworn.  The  fact 
must  be  established  upon  oath,  and  evidence  itself  is  only  the 
material  by  which  to  establish  the  proposition  ;  and  that 
matter  cannot  be  established  except  subject  to  the  law  of 
the  land  that  it  must  be  established  under  oath. 

“  It  is  called  evidence  because  the  point  at  issue  is  to  be  made  evi¬ 
dence.” 

True  it  is  called  evidence  in  the  first  instance,  but  it  is 
not  evidence  unless  it  is  established  by  oath.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  that  evidence  implies  evidence  taken 
on  oath.  1  challenge  him  to  find  any  warrant 
for  his  statement.  It  does  not  mean  that.  But 
even  assuming  that  it  does  mean  it,  what  does 
this  Bill  say  ?  If  hon.  gentlemen  will  take  the  trouble 
to  look  at  the  Bill  they  will  seo  that  the  revising  officer 
can  decide  matters  of  controversy  without  taking  a  particle 
of  evidence.  What  does  the  Bill  say  ?  “  He  shall  dispose 
of  any  objection  and  complaint  of  which  notice  has  been 
given,  after  hearing  the  parties  making  the  same,  if  they 
appear  before  him.”  It  simply  required  the  revising  officer 
to  hear  the  parties;  not  hear  them  on  oath  and  take 
evidence,  but  simply  hear  statements.  It  says  hearing  the 


parties,  and  any  evidence  adduced  in  support  of  the  proposi¬ 
tion.  Suppose  there  is  no  evidence  except  the  evidence  of 
the  parties  themselves.  The  returning  officer  can  hear  com¬ 
plaints,  and  without  a  tittle  of  evidence,  he  can  adjudicate. 
In  what  position  are  the  parties  to  the  objection  to  be 
placed  if  the  revising  officer  is  simply  to  hear  the  com¬ 
plainant  and  respondent  without  evidence  being  given  on 
oath  ?  Suppose  the  parties  are  dissatisfied  and  there  is  an 
appeal.  The  hon.  gentleman  now  tells  us  that  the  appeal  is 
to  be  an  appeal  in  reality.  But  how  can  an  appeal  be  taken 
if  there  is  no  evidence,  nothing  on  which  to  base  an  appeal  ? 
How  is  there  to  be  an  appeal  if  the  revising  officer  is  not 
bound  to  take  down  a  tittle  of  evidence  ;  if  he  is  Dot  bound 
to  swear  the  parties  ?  The  clause  says  that  the  revising 
officer  may  upon  the  statement  of  parties  dispose  of  the 
case.  One  party  may  be  dissatisfied  and  appeal ;  but  there 
will  be  no  evidence  taken  down,  and,  if  the  evidence  is 
taken  down,  it  is  not  taken  down  under  the  solemnity  of  an 
oath.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  really  desires  this  Bill  to  be 
a  proper  Bill,  that  justice  and  fair  play  shall  be  meeted  out 
to  both  political  parties,  and  that  the  revising  officer  shall 
not  do  anything  but  what  the  law  allows  him  to  do,  then 
the  hon.  gentleman  ought,  if  not  in  the  words  I  have  adopt¬ 
ed,  in  his  own  words,  provide  that  evidence  shall  be  taken 
under  oath.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  evidence  means 
evidence  under  oath.  We  say  it  does  not.  If  there  is  a 
doubt  why  should  not  the  hon.  gentleman  remove  it,  and 
leave  the  matter  so  plain  that  there  can  be  no  question 
about  it,  by  providing  that  the  evidence  taken  shall  be  evi¬ 
dence  on  oath.  I  should  be  sorry  to  say  that  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite  are  actuated  by  ulterior  motives  in  this 
matter  ;  but  when  a  grave  question  of  this  kind  comes  up, 
and  when  lawyers  declai’e  on  their  responsibility  as  mem¬ 
bers  of  Parliament  and  as  members  of  the  legal  profession 
that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  Interpretation  is  not  the  correct 
one,  surely  it  is  the  simplest  tbiDg  for  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  put  it  beyond  doubt.  The  hon.,  gentleman  cannot  arro¬ 
gate  to  himself  all  knowledge  of  law.  He  is  a  very  wise 
man  no  doubt ;  but  his  judgments  have  been  overruled  by 
the  courts,  and  it  might  occur  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
intrepretation  of  this  clause  might  not  be  sustained.  Then 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House,  men  eminent  in 
the  legal  profession,  have  given  an  opinion  contrary  to 
that  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  If  there  is  nothing  more  than 
a  doubt,  it  should  be  removed  so  that  no  dispute  may  arise. 
It  is  the  simplest  thing  in  the  world  to  do.  But  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  so  wedded  to  his  own  notions  and  to  his  own 
interpretation  that  he  refuses  to  accept  any  amendment 
offered  from  this  side  of  the  House,  except  by  the  hon. 
member  from  St,  John  (Mr.  Weldon),  who  appears  to  have 
the  ear  of  the  First  Minister.  The  hon.  gentleman  thinks 
his  Bill  is  perfect  and  it  does  not  require  amending.  Assum¬ 
ing  that  there  is  a  doub’,  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to 
remove  it,  and  put  the  Bill  in  such  a  for  m  that  the  evidence 
adduced  under  it  will  be  given  under  oath,  and  the  First 
Minister  should  afterwards  provide  that  the  evidence  be 
taken  in  writing  so  as  to  have  a  satisfactory  appeal. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Listening  to  the  ai’guments  on  both 
sides,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  quarrel  is  over  form  rather 
than  substance,  and  it  is  simply  necessary  to  get  a  set  of 
words  to  carry  out  the  wishes  of  the  promoter  of  the  Bill 
and  of  hon.  members  on  this  side  of  the  House.  The  First 
Minister  says  in  his  opinion  the  true  construction  of  this 
clause  is  that  a  revising  officer  must  require  evidence  to  be 
given  under  oath.  Perhaps  that  is  a  mistako.  We  know 
there  are  many  kinds  of  evidence  besides  evidence  given 
under  oath.  Admissions  are  received  as  evidence ;  docu¬ 
ments  are  received  as  evidence.  There  are  many  kinds  of 
|  evidence  which  do  not  depend  on  the  testimony  of  any 
j  individual.  So  evidence  in  itself  implies  nothing  in  con¬ 
nection  with  an  oath.  It  in  no  way  involves  the  solemnity 
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of  an  oath.  The  position  of  parties  to  an  issue  of  this  kind 
•  should  be  the  same  as  that  of  ordinary  litigants.  In  the 
case  of  an  ordinary  suit  it  is  open  to  either  party  to  waive 
points,  to  make  admissions,  to  take  matters  to  be  proved 
that  have  not  been  proved.  In  the  case  in  question  why 
should  we  not  modify  the  clause  by  saying  that  the  oppos¬ 
ing  party  might  require  persons  to  be  sworn  ?  In  that  case 
there  would  be  no  compulsion  except  when  there  was  a 
stand  up  fight.  The  looseness  that  would  prevail  in  a 
court  like  this  would  on  the  average  prevail  in  nine  cases 
out  of  ten.  The  parties  would  appear  in  an  informal  way, 
unattended  by  lawyers,  and  would  tell  their  own  stories  in 
a  simple  way,  perhaps  without  being  sworn,  and,  no  indi¬ 
vidual  objecting,  the  court  would  be  satisfied  with  the  proof 
of  their  statements  and  a  decision  would  be  arrived  at — 
which  I  hope  will  be  a  correct  decision.  Let  us  assume  the 
case  of  there  being  strict  opposition  and  the  parties  desiring 
that  everything  should  be  legally  proved.  In  that  case,  the 
First  Minister  would  not  be  acting  unreasonably  if  he  gave 
to  the  objecting  parties  the  right  to  require  that  all  wit¬ 
nesses  should  bo  sworn,  if  it  were  demanded.  It  is  to  be 
remembered  that  the  precedent  furnished  by  the  Municipal 
Act  of  Ontario  does  not  quite  apply  in  the  present  case. 
There  is  a  good  deal  of  laxity  in  the  proof  and  argument  of 
cams  before  local  courts.  And  why  ?  Because  the  courts 
of  revision  are  composed  of  local  men  who  know  the  wit¬ 
nesses,  their  characters,  their  positions,  who  know  as  much 
about  the  subject  matter  as  the  parties  themselves. 
Suppose  a  court  of  revision  was  sitting,  composed 
of  local  men,  such  as  come  into  the  township  council. 
There  is  not  the  same  necessity  for  witnesses  being  sworn 
before  them  as  there  will  be  under  this  scheme,  because 
the  revising  officer  will  be  entirely  without  local  knowledge 
of  the  people,  their  property  or  their  reputation  for  veracity, 
and  that  being  the  case  it  certainly  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  the  objecting  party  to  require  the  oath  to  be 
administered  to  all  witnesses  before  their  evidence  is  teu 
dered.  This  would  not  make  it  compulsory  on  the  revising 
officer  to  insist  on  an  oath  where  it  was  not  insisted  upon 
by  the  opposing  litigant.  I  think  that  an  amendment  of 
that  kind  should  be  made. 

Mr.  WELDON.  To  meet  the  views  of  the  Premier  with 
regard  to  documentary  evidence,  I  would  suggest  that  some 
such  words  as  these  might  be  inserted — that  all  witnesses 
produced  be  examined  on  oath. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  hon.  member 
for  Huron  will  find  that  instead  of  all  the  lawyers  being 
with  him,  he  will  find  that  there  are  none  with  him.  I 
think  it  is  so  clear  that  there  can  be  no  doubt  about  it, 
that  the  word  “  evidence  ”  must  mean  when  this  revising 
officer  is  holding  a  court  of  this  kind — that  it  must  be  held 
to  be  evidence  under  oath.  As  to  what  I  said  about  clog¬ 
ging  the  wheels,  hon.  gentlemen  knew  perfectly  well  what 
I  meant — the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  and  every  hon. 
gentleman  knew  I  meant  that  it  applied,  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind,  in  settling  a  list  of  votes  where  even  if  the  party 
wishing  to  withdraw  an  objection  did  so  somebody  else  might 
press  it.  I  contend  that  in  all  cases  where  it  would  be 
necessary  for  the  oath  to  be  administered,  the  word 
“  evidence  ”  in  this  clause  means  evidence  on  oath.  The  hon. 
member  for  Prince  Edward  Island,  the  hon.  member  for 
St.  John,  the  hon.  member  for  Glengarry,  and  other  hon. 
gentlemen  differ  from  the  member  for  West  Huron — I 
shall  not  allude  to  the  tone  of  his  speech — in  this  respect ; 
they  are  all  opposed  to  his  view  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Surely  it  cannot  be  argued  that  noth¬ 
ing  is  evidence  which  is  not  under  oath.  Take  the  ordinary 
admissions  of  counsel  in  court;  they  are  treated  as  binding 
evidence  though  not  under  oath.  So  are  documents  handed 
in  by  counsel  and  admitted  by  the  opposite  side.  I  think 
where  it  can  bo  clearly  shown  that  the  oath  is  necessary  .to 
Mr,  Mulock. 
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make  it  evidence,  as  it  can  be  in  this  case,  it  is  unreason¬ 
able  to  entitle  the  revising  officer  to  adjudicate  upon  these 
rights  without  being  compellable  to  swear  witnesses,  if  the 
opposite  party  insists  upon  it.  If  that  is  to  be  the  case, 
you  are  appointing  an  officer  who  may  not  fully  know  how 
to  deal  with  these  matters,  who  may  be  lax  or  unfair,  and 
why  not  give  litigants  some  guarantee  that  their  rights 
will  be  protected.  6 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  take  it  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s,  P.E.I.,  does,  that  the  word  evidence 
means  legal  evidence.  If  it  is  oral  evidence,  it  must  be  on 
oath.  Admissions  of  course  remove  all  litigation  and  the 
question  of  swearing  does  not  come  in.  All  matters  of  oral 
evidence  will  be  taken  on  oath,  but  documents  may  be 
legal  evidence  without  being  on  oath. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  do  not  think  that  an  admission  always 
settles  the  case.  We  admit  the  signature  to  a  note  but  that 
does  not  finish  the  case.— — 

Sir  J OHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  say  that, 

Mr.  WELDON— within  the  scope  of  this  Act,  I  think 
that  county  court  judges  and  lawyers  of  standing  probably 
would  take  the  evidence  under  oath,  but  the  question  is 
whether  the  revising  officer  is  bound  to  do  it  or  not.  If 
the  clause  were  amended  in  the  way  I  point  out,  that  any 
witnesses  produced  shall  be  examined  on  oath,  I  think  that 
would  meet  all  objections. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  The  hon.  gentleman  is  mis¬ 
taken  when  he  says  that  I  was  the  only  lawyer  on  this  side 
who  held  that  evidence  did  not  imply  or  mean  evidence 
under  oath.  On  the  contrary,  I  understood  my  hon.  friends 
who  spoko  to  argue  that  the  word  evidence  did  not  mean  or 
imply  that  i.  bhould  be  evidence  on  oath.  I  quite  admit 
that  a  respectable  county  courtjudge,  though  not  compelled, 
would,  as  a  matter  of  right,  have  every  witness  examined 
on  oath ;  but  what  I  argue  is  that  the  word  ovidonce  alone 
does  not  compel  him  to  do  it ;  and  I  doubt  if  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Glengarry  (Mr.  Macmaster),  on  his  responsibility  as 
a  lawyer,  will  say  that  the  word  evidence  necessarily  implies 
that ;  if  he  does,  he  will  go  counter  to  the  law  dictionaries. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  negatived. 

Mr.  WELDON.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman  accept  my 
suggestion  that  any  witnesses  produced  shall  be  examined 
on  oath  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  in  effect  what  has 
just  been  decided. 

Mr.  WELDON.  No,  it  does  not  refer  to  documentary 
evidence. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  “  evidence  ”  is  a  much  more  com¬ 
prehensive  expression  than  simply  “  testimony  of  wit¬ 
nesses.”  “  Evidence  ”  may  imply  a  great  many  documents 
which  are  admitted  as  a  matter  of  course.  There  may  be 
records,  abstracts  of  titles,  and  other  documents  which 
might  be  accepted  as  evidence,  and  might  be  conclusive 
evidence  if  taken  on  oath.  Therefore  the  word  “  evidence,” 
whether  it  means  taken  on  oath  or  not,  is  a  kind  of  statutory 
expression  ;  and  when  you  look  at  the  phraseology  of  the 
very  next  section  of  this  Bill,  it  is  very  doubtful  whether 
the  revising  officer  would  not  have  discretionary  power  to 
hold  that  the  testimony  of  witnesses  might  be  taken  other¬ 
wise  than  on  oath.  The  man  who  accepts  the  position  of 
revising  officer,  no  matter  how  honest  he  may  be,  will 
necessarily  be  a  lawyer  of  very  limited  practice;  no  other 
could  afford  to  accept  it ;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  should 
aid  him  as  far  as  possible  by  leaving  no  doubtful  expression 
in  the  clause.  I  think  the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  friend 
that  the  testimony  of  witnesses  shall  be  taken  on  oath  will 
remove  the  doubt,  and  tend  to  uniformity  in  carrying  the 
law  into  effect, 
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Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  The  hon.  gentleman,  I  under¬ 
stand,  does  not  accept  that  proposition.  Whether  the  evi¬ 
dence  is  taken  on  oath  or  not,  it  will  be  of  no  use  in  case 
of  an  appeal,  unless  it  is  taken  down  in  writing.  It  is  all 
important,  in  case  of  an  appeal  on  a  question  of  fact,  that 
all  the  facts  should  be  before  the  court.  Therefore  I  move 
that  the  following  woi’ds  be  added  to  this  section : 

Such  evidence  shall,  if  required  by  either  party  to  the  said  contesta¬ 
tion,  be  taken  down  in  writing  by  the  revising  officer,  and  signed  by  the 
person  giving  the  same. 

This  does  not  provide  that  the  revising  officer  shall  bo 
bound  to  take  down  the  evidence  in  every  case;  that 
would  be  quite  unnecessary,  because  in  the  great  majority 
of  cases  there  would  be  no  appeal.  I  propose  also  that  the 
evidence  shall  be  signed  by  the  witness,  after  being  read  over 
to  him  by  the  revising  officer,  in  order  to  verify  it  as  correct. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  necessity  for  this  amendment  will 
depend  altogether  upon  the  meaning  which  is  afterwards 
given  by  the  statute  to  the  appeal.  If  it  is  to  be  an  appeal 
in  law  pure  and  simple,  a  record  must  be  made  up  of  the 
evidence,  so  that  the  Court  of  Appeal  shall  understand  it. 
It  would  not  be  fair  for  the  revising  officer  to  make  and 
certify  a  case  out  of  his  own  head.  If  it  is  to  be  a  re-hear¬ 
ing  by  the  Supreme  Court,  the  necessity  of  my  hon.  friend’s 
amendment  might  not  exist.  Therefore  we  ought  to  know 
what  the^nature  of  the  appeal  is  to  be — whether  it  is  to  be 
a  re-hearing,  or  an  appeal  in  the  ordinary  sense. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  strongly  opposed  to 
this  amendment.  It  would  be  an  endless  task  if  every  mat¬ 
ter  discussed  should  be  taken  down  at  length  and  put  on 
record.  I  was  looking  in  Hansard  at  the  question  put  to  me 
by  the  hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock).  I 
scarcely  understood  it  when  he  put  it  to  mo  awhile  ago  ; 
but  the  system  he  proposed  is  infinitely  preferable,  that  is 
to  say,  that  the  judge  going  round  to  each  municipality 
should  rather  try  the  case  appealed  de  novo,  and  hear  the 
evidence,  than  that  the  evidence  should  be  taken  in  the 
first  place  before  the  revising  officer.  There  is  not  one  in  a 
hundred  of  these  cases  tried  by  the  revising  barrister  which 
will  go  to  appeal.  I  would  rather  accept  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  have  the  cases  on  appeal  tried  as 
if  there  had  been  no  proceedings  before  the  revising  officer. 
It  would  be  better  to  accept  that  proposition,  and  when  we 
get  further  on  make  a  provision  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  My  amendment  only  requires 
the  revising  officer  to  take  down  evidence  in  cases  in  which 
there  is  to  be  an  appeal.  Still,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
going  to  give  the  court  to  which  appeal  is  made  the  trial 
of  the  case,  as  if  it  were  originally  commenced  there,  I  will 
withdraw  my  amendment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes ;  in  the  sense  that  he 
will  hear  the  evidence  de  novo. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Although  this  is  not 
exactly  relevant  just  now,  I  will  read  the  opinion  of  Black- 
stone,  which  has  just  been  handed  to  me,  on  ovidence: 

“  Proofs  or  evidence,  for  the  terms  are  generally  used  as  synonymous, 
are  written  or  oral.  The  former  consists  of  records,  deeds,  or  other 
writing  of  public  or  private  description  ;  the  latter,  the  statements  of 
witnesses  who  appear  before  the  court  and  are  sworn.” 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  can  refer  the  hon  gentleman  to  Bouviers 
Law  Dictionary,  which  gives  the  definitions  of  Taylor, 
Stephens,  and  a  great  number  of  decisions  of  the  English 
judges,  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  word  evidence. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Stephens  is  the  last  com¬ 
mentator  on  Blackstone,  and  I  do  not  think  ho  would  con¬ 
trovert  the  definition  of  Blackstone. 
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Mr.  MULOCK.  I  was  very  gla»d  to  hear  the  observations  _ 
1  he  First  Minister  has  made  in  regard  to  the  evidence  in’ 
appeal  cases.  I  had  formed  a  clear  idea,  from  what  occur¬ 
red  in  committee  on  1st  May,  that  that  was  the  kind  of 
appeal  we  were  going  to  have.  The  knowledge  that  the 
appeal  as  guaranteed  now  by  the  First  Minister,  is  of  the 
kind  indicated  in  Hansard .  will  go  a  long  way  to  remove 
some  objections  to  He  system;  not  that  it  is  not  very 
objectionable,  and  we  reserve  our  protests  all  the  same.  In 
the  further  discussion  of  the  Bill,  it  does  to  some  extent 
assist  us  to  know  in  advance  what  are  to  be  some  of  the 
leading  changes  in  the  measure.  No  doubt,  when  there  are 
appeals  from  the  revising  officer,  the  county  court  judge  in 
Ontario  and  other  judges  elsewhere  will  go  on  circuit  in  the 
electoral  districts,  and  at  convenient  points  hear  the  cases. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

On  section  25, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  in  the  first  line 
instead  of  “  the  said  preliminary  revision  ”  the  words  “  the 
preliminary  revision  of  the  first  list  of  voters  ”  be  substi¬ 
tuted. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  would  draw  the  attention  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  the  necessity  which  exists  for  the  attendance  for 
this  final  revision  of  the  clerks  and  assessors. 

Mr.  MILLS.  When  the  lists  are  to  be  made  up  in  the 
first  case,  it  would  be  almost  impossible  for  the  revising 
officer  to  know  whose  name  shall  be  struck  off,  on  account 
of  death,  or  expiration  of  lease,  or  change  of  property,  etc., 
unless  the  assessor  and  the  clerk  of  the  municipality  are 
present.  It  is  better  they  should  be  required  to  attend 
than  to  be  left  to  be  subpoenaed  at  the  expense  of  either 
party.  In  England  this  information  is  furnished  in  the 
locality  where  the  list  was  made  up  in  the  first  instance.  If 
the  assessor  and  the  clerk  are  required,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  to  attend,  the  revising  officer  would  bo  able  to  make 
up  his  list  much  more  correctly,  and  it  would  be  much  less 
apt  to  occasion  litigious  proceedings. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  question  arises 
about  the  power  to  summon,  except  by  subpoena,  these 
men.  It  has  been  to  a  certain  extent  decided  that  the 
Dominion  Parliament  has  the  power  to  summon  anyone  in 
the  country,  but  that  is  very  wide  ;  especially  when  the 
person  to  be  summoned  is  a  public  officer  not  appointed 
by  this  Government,  but  by  other  authority.  I  do  not 
mean  to  contravene  the  power  or  diminish  the  power  of 
the  Dominion  Parliament  in  that  regard,  but  the  hon. 
gentlemen  will  see  that  it  might  come  in  conflict  with 
duties  imposed  by  the  appointing  power.  To  give  an 
illustration,  suppose  you  were  to  thrown  certain  duty  upon 
the  clerk  of  the  peace  or  the  sheriff  in  any  Province  ;  sup¬ 
posing  the  Provincial  Legislature  to  say  that,  in  case  any 
such  officer  obeyed  the  order  of  the  Dominion  Government 
or  the  Act  of  the  Dominion  Parliament,  ipso  facto,  ho 
should  cease  to  be  sheriff  or  clerk  of  the  peace,  I  fancy  he 
would  cease  ;  and  the  Provincial  Legislature  might  have 
the  power  of  rendering  nugatory  any  legislation  here  in 
that  regard.  I  throw  that  out  as  showing  that  the  doctrine 
that  the  Dominion  Parliament  can  force  officials,  provin¬ 
cial  or  local  authorities,  to  do  whatever  they  want,  must  be 
read  with  great  caution.  It  is  provided  in  Ontario  that,  at 
the  court  held  by  the  county  judge  to  hear  appeals,  the 
person  having  charge  of  the  assessment  roll  shall  appear 
and  produce  such  roll  and  such  papers  as  are  in  his  custody 
so  the  nower  is  given  under  a  provision  of  the  Provincial 
Legislature  with  reference  to  provincial  officers.  The  hen. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  will  appreciate,  I  am 
sure,  the  point  I  have  taken.  Did  the  hon.  member  prepare 
an  amendment  in  this  regard  ? 
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Mr.  DAVIES.  No. 

■  Mr.  EDGAR.  As  it  is  conceded  apparently  to  be  a  desir¬ 
able  thing  to  accomplish,  and  as  there  may  be  some  doubt 
as  to  the  power  to  enforce  those  duties,  I  think  it  would  be 
easy  to  do  it  in  another  way.  Under  section  39  the  revising 
officer  may  issue,  at  his  own  instance,  summonses  and  may 
require  the  production  of  papers. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
about  that. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  It  might  be  well  to  suggest  that  the  first 
duty  of  the  revising  officer  should  be  to  summon  the  proper 
officer,  I  suppose  the  clerk,  who  has  the  custody  of  the  rolls, 
and  make  him  produce  the  papers  in  his  possession. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  I  submit  that  this  evidence  would  be  of 
no  use  to  the  revising  officer  from  the  fact  that  the  only 
evidence  the  assessor  and  the  clerk  could  give  would  be  the 
assessmont  roll.  They  have  no  papers.  The  assessment 
roll  is  taken,  and  they  have  that.  Eurther  evidence  they 
could  not  give.  As  to  the  death  of  any  individual  on  the 
list,  they  could  give  no  better  evidence  than  any  one  else, 
except  as  individuals. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  view  just  expressed. 
As  to  our  power,  I  do  not  think  there  is  much  room  for 
doubt.  Of  course,  we  can  suppose  the  Local  Legislature  to 
provoke  a  direct  conflict  in  the  way  suggested,  but,  in  the 
decision  of  the  Privy  Council  in  regard  to  the  trial  of  con¬ 
troverted  elections,  it  was  settled  that,  where  we  have  the 
power  to  deal  with  a  subject,  we  have  also  the  power  to 
name  the  parties  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  our  authority 
into  effect.  In  that  case,  we  declared  that  the  provincial 
courts  should  be  courts  for  the  trial  of  controverted  elections. 
They  were  courts  for  other  purposes,  created  by  the  Local 
Legislature,  but,  as  the  power  to  try  controverted  elections 
was  vested  in  this  Parliament  and  was  not  part  of  the  civil 
procedure  of  the  country,  the  Judicial  Committee  held  that 
it  was  wholly  within  the  power  of  this  Parliament  to  desig¬ 
nate  the  parties  to  carry  that  into  effect,  even  though  we 
designated  them  as  existing  courts.  In  the  same  way  you 
could  designate  a  local  officer  and  impose  upon  him  a  duty. 
It  is  no  part  of  his  local  duties,  it  is  no  part  of  the  functions 
he  derives  from  the  Local  Legislature,  but  is  a  duty  which 
you  impose  upon  a  particular  individual,  and  you  have 
marked  out  the  individual  by  saying  ho  is  the  party  who 
shall  for  the  time  being  hold  a  certain  local  office.  Ho 
dorives  the  power  from  you.  I  do  not  see  any  diffi¬ 
culty  or  doubt  about  the  matter,  neither  can  I  see 
any  distinction  between  the  principle  involved  in 
that  case  and  the  case  involved  m  the  trial  of  controverted 
elections.  If  that  be  so,  when  we  designate  the  assessor 
and  the  clerk  of  the  municipality  as  parties  who  are  to 
discharge  certain  duties  which  we  impose  upon  them,  we 
name  them  as  such,  and  we  have  just  as  much  power  to  say 
they  shall  discharge  those  duties  as  we  have  to  say  it  should 
be  done  by  John  Smith.  Wo  can  designate  them  by  their 
office  as  well  as  by  particular  namo^.  Then  the  question  is, 
is  it  convenient  or  to  the  public  advantage  that  these 
parties  should  be  named  for  that  purpose  ?  I  think  it  is. 
It  is  true  that  the  assessment  roll  will  affor’d  the  revising 
barrister,  from  time  to  time,  certain  information,  but  the 
revising  barrister  looks  at  the  assessment  roll  and  sees 
John  Smith  down  as  the  owner  of  a  particular  property, 
and  when  he  looks  at  the  old  voters’  list,  revised  the  year 
before,  he  finds  it  is  Dot  John  Smith  but  William  Jones 
who  is  the  owner  of  that  property.  What  he  does  not 
know  is  whether  William  Jonos  has  ceased  to  have  such  an 
interest  in  that  property  as  to  entitle  him  to  retain  his 
name  on  the  voters’  list  or  put  John  Smith’s  on  alone. 
He  subpoenas  the  clerk  and  the  assessor,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  the  information  that  is  already  on  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll,  but  to  get  additional  information,  They  are 
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parties  that  are  not,  perhaps,  able  to  pive  him  all 
tho  information  ho  requires  in  regard  to  everybody 
in  tho  municipality,  but  they  are  so  well  conversant 
with  the  municipality  that  they  are  able  to  give  him  a  good 
deal  of  additional  information,  and  if,  by  getting  that  infor¬ 
mation,  he  can  put  on  20  or  39  names  or  strike  off  20  or  30 
names  without  any  litigation  and  without  any  contested 
proceedings,  there  is  a  positive  gain  to  the  public,  for  it  is 
no  advantage  to  the  public  to  have  the  parties  who  are  seek¬ 
ing  to  amend  the  voters’  list  put  to  a  large  expense.  Tho 
money  come3  out  of  the  community  in  some  form  or  other, 
and,  if  it  will  save  expoaso  and  avoid  litigious  proceedings 
to  any  considerable  extent,  it  does  seem  to  me  that  it  is 
desirable  to  do  so.  These  are  two  officers  who  are  often  in 
Ontario  employed  for  years  together  in  discharging  the 
same  duties,  and  are  likely  to  be  able  to  givo  information 
which  will  be  of  tho  greatest  possible  assistance  in  making 
the  list  perfect  from  year  to  year.  I  think,  therefore,  that 
there  should  be  a  clause  providing  that  the  revising  officer 
shall,  as  a  matter  of  course,  subpoena  these  parties  to  his 
assistance  either  at  the  final  revision  or  at  the  preliminary 
revision. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  not  contest  at  all 
the  point  about  our  power,  because  1  have  no  doubt  that 
the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council  with  respect  to  election 
courts  settles  that  point  in  a  very  great  degree,  though  I 
think  it  is  a  subject  that  will  be  reviewed  some  day  or 
other.  Looking  at  the  municipal  Act,  I  see  that,  when  the 
county  judge  goes  sound  to  revise  the  assessment  list,  the 
officers  having  charge  of  it  must  bo  present.  That  is  when 
the  assessment  list  is  to  be  corrected  on  appeal  from  the 
court  of  revision.  A  person  objects  to  the  amount  of  bis 
tax,  he  appeals,  and  the  assessment  roll  must  be  present  to 
be  corrected  according  to  tho  decision  of  the  county  court 
judge.  But  here  that  is  all  done.  Tho  revising  officer  gets 
the  assessment  roll  after  the  final  revision,  after  it  has  been 
settled.  He  takes  that  and  takes  the  names  of  the  persons 
who  have  the  right  to  the  franchise  according  to  the 
finally  revised  assessment  roll.  He  has  no  discretion. 
We  have  settled  that.  That  is  to  be  prima  facie 
evidence,  and  those  persons  must  be  placed  upon  the  roll. 
He  has  a  certified  copy  of  the  assessment  roll  finally  revised 
before  him.  He  must  get  that  before  he  can  commence  his 
preliminary  revision.  He  must  have  that  and  will  have 
that,  of  course,  when  ho  settles  down  to  the  final  revision, 
and  I  do  not  think  there  can  bo  any  necessity  for  making 
it  a  statutory  obligation  that  either  ho  shall  bo  put  to  the 
inconvenience  of  being  present,  or  that  the  parties  should 
go  to  the  expense  of  having  him  there.  I  Bhould  rather 
prefer  the  suggestion  of  tho  hon.  member  for  West  Ontario 
(Mr.  Edgar)  when  wo  come  to  a  subsequent  clause,  that  it 
may  bo  necessary  in  a  particular  case — it  may  be,  though 
I  do  not  see  how  the  case  can  arise — that  he  shall  be 
subpoenaed  like  any  other  witness — by  a  subpoena  duces 
tecum.  His  testimony  can  bo  ot  no  more  value  than  that 
of  any  other  person  in  the  township.  Therefore  I  think  it 
would  be  unwise  to  make  it  obligatory  upon  him  attend  at 
every  sitting.  It  must  be  at  his  own  expense,  because  he 
will  not  be  subpoenaed  by  any  particular  individual  who  has 
to  pay  for  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
attention  to  this  point.  The  assessmont  roll,  after  the  first 
revision  every  year,  is  to  bo  furnished  the  revising 
officer  for  the  purpose  of  correcting  and  revising  the  lists 
that  have  been  already  made.  Now  on  the  new  assessment 
roll  there  will  be  the  names  of  a  great  many  tenants  not  on 
the  old  list,  and  upon  that  list  the  names  of  tenants  whose 
leases  will  have  expired,  and  the  names  of  those  who  may 
require  to  come  off  the  voters’  list.  Does  the  bon.  gentle¬ 
man  intend,  as  a  matter  of  course,  that  the  revising  officer 
obtains  a  new  assessment  roll  tho  names  of  tenants  or 
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others  upon  the  old  voters’  lists  shall  come  off,  as  a  matter 
of  course,  if  their  names  do  not  appear  upon  the  assessment 
roll  ? 

Sir  JOHN"  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  is 
not  discussing  the  subsequent  revision  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  Yes. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  we  are  discussing 
the  first  revision  now. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Yes,  but  we  are  dealing  with  the  question 
as  to  who,  once  for  all,  shall  appear  before  the  revising 
officer  for  the  purpose  of  giving  information.  Unless  he 
throws  the  list  of  the  previous  year  aside  altogether  and 
makes  a  new  one,  I  do  not  see  how  he  is  going  to  make  cor 
rectious  without  special  information  from,  the  parties  in  the 
locality,  and  I  mentioned  the  clerks  and  assessors,  because 
they  are  likely  to  be  the  be3t  informed.  Either  he  must 
begin  the  whole  work  anew,  starting  upon  the  assessment 
rolls  as  the  basis,  or  if  he  starts  upon  the  existing  roll  as  tho 
basis  for  his  corrections,  then  he  must  have  some  way  of 
knowing  who  he  shall  strike  off  the  existing  roll  and  put  on 
the  new  one. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  think  upon  the  preliminary  revision  is 
the  time  when  this  assistance  would  be  most  required, 
because  the  assessment  roll  will  not  furnish  the  information. 
The  first  assessment  roll  this  year  will  be  short  of  a  great 
deal  of  information  that  will  be  certainly  required,  and  even 
iQ  subsequent  years  a  great  deal  of  information  will  not  be 
furnished  by  that  roll  because  this  Parliament  has  no 
authority  over  that  roll  and  we  cannot  say  what  it  shall 
show.  For  instance,  the  income  franchise  in  Ontario.  The 
roll  this  year  will  show  an  income  up  to  $400,  We  are 
giving  a  franchise  to  incomes  of  $300,  and  the  Ontario 
franchise  in  futuro  will  give  it  to  $250.  But  all  between 
$300  and  $400  will  not  be  put  on  this  list  by  tho  revising 
officer  at  the  preliminary  revision. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  O,  yes,  they  will.  A 
person  is  assessed  according  to  the  value  of  his  property, 
not  according  to  the  franchise. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  lam  speaking  of  the  preliminary  revision 
of  the  first  voters’  list.  Then  there  is  another  class  that 
will  have  to  he  put  on  by  the  revising  officer  as  to  whom 
he  cannot  obtain  the  necessary  information  on  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll— that  is,  the  tenants  who  qualify  in  respect  to 
rental  but  not  in  respect  to  the  value  of  property  on  the 
assessment  roll.  Then  there  is  the  income  franchi.-e 
people,  who  are  not  receiving  their  pay  in  money  but  in 
timo ;  they  will  not  go  on  the  assessment  roll  at  all.  Land- 
owners’  sods  also  will  not  appear  on  the  first  list.  The 
revising  officer  will  have  to  get  that  information  when  ho 
makes  his  preliminary  list,  and  who  but  the  assessor  can 
give  it  to  him  ? 

Mr.  DAVIfiS.  The  last  lino  of  this  clause  seems  to  me 
unnecessary,  whore  it  speaks  of  the  powers  of  a  court  of 
record. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  provides  that  he 
shall  have  the  power  of  a  court  of  record  quoad  forming 
this  list.  If  we  give  him  court  of  record  powers  he  has  the 
power  of  committing  for  contempt  and  all  that  sort  of  thing. 
If  the  hon,  gentleman  wishes  to  magnify  his  office,  very 
well. 

Mr.  DAYIES  I  think  it  might  give  rise  to  doubt.  The 
revising  officor  has  power  to  sumraou  tho  witnesses  before 
before  him  and  to  administer  the  oath.  If  a  man  refuses  to 
take  the  oath  and  sets  the  court  at  defiance  then  tho  revis¬ 
ing  officer  has  power  to  commit  him.  Is  that  the  intention  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes,  that  is  necessary  in 
order  to  cany  out  the  powers  of  the  Act.  A  court  of  record 
has  the  power  of  fining — you  do  not  want  him  to  have  the 
power  of  fining,  do  you  ? 


Mr.  DAVIES.  He  must  have  sufficient  powers  to  enable 
him  to  carry  out  his  functions  ;  otherwise  ho  will  be  set  at 
defiance. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Very  well,  I  will  accept 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  gentleman  and  strike  out  all 
after  the  words  “  court  of  record.” 

On  section  26, 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  According  to  this  section  the  duty 
of  publishing  the  list  devolves  on  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery.  There  should  bo,  however,  some  provision  com- 
polling  him  to  publish  in  the  Official  Gazette  the  notice 
immediately  on  its  receipt.  We  have  known  cases  in  con¬ 
nection  with  elections  where  the  notice  has  not  been  pub’ 
lished  until  weeks  afterwards. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Such  delay  would  be 
improper  ;  it  would  be  a  dereliction  of  duty,  in  fact  a  mab 
administration  of  office. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  committee  will  see  that  under  this 
clause  lists  are  binding  although  there  are  appeals  pending, 
I  can  understand  the  clause  having  been  drafted  in  this 
way  at  the  time  when  it  was  not  contemplated  that  there 
would  be  any  extensive  system  of  appeal.  Now  that  we 
are  guaranteed  a  practicable  appeal,  it  becomes  necessary 
to  amend  this  section.  My  idea  is  that,  if  the  appeal  is  to 
be  of  any  use,  it  should  be  such  that  it  can  take  place 
before  the  list  is  binding.  Under  the  Ontario  Act  tho  clerk 
of  the  municipality  publishes  an  advertisement  to  the  effect 
that  the  voters’  list  of  his  municipality  is  on  deposit  at  his 
office  where  it  can  be  inspected.  At  tho  expiration  of 
thirty  days,  if  there  is  no  appeal,  tho  judge  certifies 
the  list  as  a  matter  of  course,  and  that  list  so 
certified  to  supersedes  all  prior  lists,  and  there¬ 
fore  is  the  list  on  which  voting  takes  place.  If 
there  are  appeals  to  the  judge  from  the  list  thus  adjudb 
cated  upon,  the  judge  takee  tho  list  before  him  and  amends 
it  in  harmony  with  his  judgment.  Then  he  certifies 
to  it,  and  that  list,  60  amended,  becomes  the  list  to  be 
used  until  a  new  list  similarly  prepared  is  adopted.  In  the 
Province  of  Quebec  the  practice  is  somewhat  different. 
There  tho  appeal  is  to  the  court  of  revision,  composed  of 
three  judges,  and  tho  list  is  binding  before  those  judges 
have  dealt  with  it.  That  list  prepared  by  tho  municipal 
officer  is  then  banded  in  to  the  municipal  council,  and  they 
bring  it  into  force.  They  in  Quebec  to-day  discharge  the 
same  duties  as  the  revising  officer  will  discharge  hereafter, 
It  may  go  without  saying  that  on  general  principles  wo 
have  not  any  confidence  in  the  revising  officer,  and  we  do 
not  want  lo  be  bound  by  his  actions  until  tho  courts  have 
been  given  an  opportunity  to  correct  his  mistakes.  The 
practice  in  Quebec  does  not  furnish  a  precedent,  because, 
though  the  elections  take  place  beforo  tho  appeal  to  the 
final  court,  yet  they  do  not  take  place  until  tho  list  has  had 
the  sanction  of  tho  municipal  council.  I  have  drafted  a 
section  which  I  submit  for  the  First  Minister’s  approval. 
If  adopted  it  will  save  two  or  three  other  clauses  on  which 
there  may  be  considerable  discussiou.  The  clause  I  propose 
is  as  follows:— 

After  the  list  for  a  polling  district  in  an  electoral  dsstrict  has  been  so 
completed,  revised,  and  corrected,  it  shall  be  certifled  in  the  form  con¬ 
tained  in  the  schedule  in  this  Act  bv  the  revising  officer,  and  in  the 
event  of  there  being  no  appeal  therefrom,  or  from  any  part  thereof,  the 
court  or  judge  to  which  such  appeal  would  lie  shall  certify  such  list  in 
duplicate,  and  in  the  event  of  their  being  an  apnea!  therefrom  the  court 
or  judge  having  jurisdiction  to  hear  such  appeals,  shall  determine  the 
same  in  manner  hereinafter  provided,  and  amend  and  correct  said  list 
in  accordance  with  the  judgment  of  such  court  or  judge,  and  shall 
forthwith  thereafter  certify  such  list  in  duplicate,  and  so  soon  as  such 
list,  shall  be  so  certified  by  the  court  or  judge,  the  revising  officer  shall 
forthwith  transmit  one  of  the  duplicate  copies  of  such  list  to  the  clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Chancery  at  Ottawa,  and  shall  retain  the  other  duplicate 
copy  in  his  office  for  the  purpose  of  this  Act,  and  thereafter  and  until 
another  list  for  such  polling  district  in  a  future  year  shall  have  been 
made,  corrected  and  revised  by  the  revising  officer,  and  certified  to  by 
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the  court  or  judge  in  the  manner  above  provided,  the  list  so  completed, 
revised,  corrected,  and  certified  to  by  said  court  or  judge,  as  the  case 
may  be,  shall  be  the  list  in  force  for  such  polling  district,  to  be  used  at 
an  election  of  a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons  of  Canada,  and  the 
persons  whose  names  are  entered  thereon  as  voters  shall  be  held  to  be 
duly  registered  voters  in  and  for  such  electoral  district. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Supposing  a  list  is  before 
the  revising  officer  and  there  is  an  idea  either  of  this  revis¬ 
ing  being  just  before  the  time  when  Parliament  will  natur¬ 
ally  expire  or  a  suspicion  that  there  is  going  to  be  a  disso¬ 
lution  and  a  general  election,  each  party  will  go  in  and 
appeal  against  the  other  side  and  nobody  could  vote  in  the 
constituency. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  That  is  not  the  effect  of  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  provision  of 
the  Bill  is  a  reasonable  one,  that  so  far  as  the  assessment 
roll  goes  it  is  prima  facie  evidence  that  they  have  a  right  to 
vote.  Then,  of  those  who  are  put  on  afterwards,  it  will  be 
found  I  think  that  the  great  majority  of  the  appeals  will  be 
dismissed,  ex  necessitate.  Therefore,  I  think  it  is  fair  to 
both  sides  that  the  principle  that  is  laid  down  clearly  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec  should  be  observed,  that  when  an  elec¬ 
tion  comes  on  unexpectedly  or  otherwise,  the  roll  as  filed 
with  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  shall  bo  the  list. 
I  think  that  is  fair  to  both  sides,  and  I  must  resist  the 
temptation  even  of  getting  rid  of  half  a  dozen  clauses,  by 
accepting  the  amendment. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  answer  to  the  hon. 
member  for  North  York  is  not  at  all  satisfactory.  It  might 
be  that  a  large  number  of  appeals  might  take  place ;  that  is 
barely  possible  as  a  supposition,  although  it  is  not  likely  to 
be  realised.  Still,  if  they  were  proper  appeals,  that  is  the 
best  reason  in  the  world  why  the  list  should  not  bo  used, 
for  the  larger  the  number  of  appeals  the  more  pernicious 
would  it  be  to  use  the  list.  Now,  it  is  always  possible  to 
fall  back  on  the  list  for  the  previous  year,  and  there  is  not 
likely  to  be  more  appeals  under  that  list  if  it  is  fairly  pre¬ 
pared  than  there  would  be  under  the  list  of  the  previous 
year  under  the  existing  law.  What  reason  has  the  hon. 
gentleman  for  his  supposing  that  there  will  be  more  appeals 
for  the  purpose  of  frustrating  this  law  than  there  are  for 
the  purpose  of  frustrating  the  present  law?  Experience 
has  shown  that  the  law  has  not  been  abused,  and  why 
should  a  man  be  allowed  to  vote  whose  right  to  vote  has 
been  contested,  and  has  not  been  settled  in  his  favor.  If 
his  name  is  on  the  previous  year  he  will  have  the  opportu¬ 
nity,  but  if  his  name  is  not  on  the  list  he  will  be  in  no 
worse  position  than  if  there  was  a  delay  in  making  out 
the  list,  or  an  election  was  brought  on  before  the  list  was 
revised,  so  as  to  make  it  possible  to  use  it.  In  England, 
in  case  an  election  is  contested,  if  it  is  decided  that  a  party 
has  not  a  right  to  be  put  on  the  list,  his  name  is  struck  off 
by  the  judges.  If  a  man’s  right  to  be  on  a  list  is  contested 
and  has  not  yet  been  finally  settled,  when  the  trial  of  the 
controverted  election  takes  place  by  the  House,  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  committee  to  take  notice  of  the  decision  of  the 
judge  and  if  it  was  adverse,  the  name  was  struck  off  the 
voters’  list.  Either  one  of  two  courses  should  be  taken. 
One  course  is  suggested  by  the  amendment,  which  would 
be  a  reasonable  course,  which  would  be  no  more  disadvant¬ 
ageous  to  the  one  party  than  the  other,  and  another  would 
be  that  you  might  vote  under  numbered  ballots,  and  that 
in  case  the  vote  was  held  to  be  bad,  the  party’s  vote  should 
be  struck  off,  and  if  it  were  good,  the  vote  should  be  allowed. 
Supposing  that  in  an  election  in  a  particular  consti¬ 
tuency,  one  party  carried  by  a  majority  of  20,  and  you  had 
50  votes  on  the  roll  contested  and  not  disposed  of,  and  25 
of  them  were  disposed  of  adversely  to  the  party  hav¬ 
ing  the  majority  of  20.  Under  this  law  he  would 
still  have  a  seat  in  Parliament  although  it  was  perfectly 
clear  that' the  majority  of  legal  votes  were  against  him. 
why  should  the  list  be  final  and  conclusive  if  it  is  afterwards 
Mr.  Mulock, 


held  that  some  names  are  improperly  on  the  list  or  some 
names  are  improperly  excluded  ?  If  you  will  not  adopt  the 
amendment  of  my  hon.  friend,  you  ought  to  provide  for 
voting  by  numbered  ballots,  so  that  the  claims  or  parties 
might  afterwards  be  decided  by  the  court.  The  plan  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock) 
has  been  tried  already  ;  it  has  been  the  law  of  Ontario  for 
years,  and  no  practical  mischief  has  come  from  it.  Besides 
it  would  be  a  rare  thing  that  more  than  one  or  two  polling 
divisions  in  a  riding  would  be  contested.  If  you  make  the 
list  for  each  polling  sub-division  separate,  which  appears  to 
be  the  intention  of  the  Bill  as  it  stands,  the  list  in  any  pol¬ 
ling  division,  so  far  as  it  was  not  contested,  would  be  the 
list  used.  That  is  the  law  at  prosent  in  Ontario.  In  an 
electoral  district  where  there  are  half-a-dozen  municipalities, 
you  may  have  the  roll  of  the  present  year  used  in  five,  and 
the  roll  of  the  last  year  used  in  the  remaining  one.  Tbo 
amendment  does  not  exclude  the  list  in  each  municipality, 
but  only  so  far  as  it  has  been  finally  completed.  A  serious 
wrong  might  be  done  by  allowing  a  list  to  be  used  that  con¬ 
tained  a  number  of  names  that  parties  believed  ought  not  to 
be  there,  or  omitted  a  number  that  they  thought  ought  to  be 
there.  Both  cases  are  met  by  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CAMEEON  (Huron).  I  really  think  this  is  one  of 
the  most  objectionable  clauses  in  this  whole  Bill,  so  far  as 
the  latter  part  of  it  is  concerned.  When  the  list  is  com¬ 
pleted  the  revising  officer  is  required  by  this  clause  to 
transmit  it  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  who 
shall  publish  it  in  the  Canada  Gazette ,  and  the  clause  goes 
on  to  declare  that  after  its  publication  the  list  shall  apply 
to  and  be  final  in  all  elections  taking  place  before  such 
appeal  has  been  disposed  of  or  the  result  communicated  to 
the  revising  officer.  I  understand  that  to  mean  that  the 
moment  the  list  is  published  in  the  Canada  Gazette,  if  an 
election  should  take  place  pending  the  appeals  from  the 
decision  of  the  revising  officer,  that  list  is  final  and  conclu¬ 
sive  between  the  parties,  no  matter  what  the  judgment  of 
the  court  of  appeal  might  be.  To  show  that  that  is  the 
intention  of  this  clause,  it  is  provided  by  the  latter  part  of 
section  28  that  the  list  so  published  “  shall  be  binding  on 
any  judge  or  other  tribunal  appointed  for  the  trial  of 
any  petition  complaining  of  an  undue  election  or  return 
of  a  member  to  serve  in  the  House  of  Commons.” 
Assuming  that  a  petition  were  presented  contesting 
the  right  of  a  candidate  to  a  seat  in  Parliament, 
to  which  he  had  been  elected  on  the  list  published 
by  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  no  judge  could  ques¬ 
tion  the  right  of  any  person  whoso  name  was  on  that  list 
to  vote.  The  consequences  might  be  very  grave.  Take 
the  first  list,  which  will  in  all  probability  be  published 
very  shortly  before  the  next  general  election ;  suppose 
there  are  50  appeals,  and  pending  those  appeals  the  general 
election  takes  place ;  suppose  the  court  of  appeal  gives 
judgment  sustaining  40  or  perhaps  the  whole  50  appeals, 
and  holds  that  they  were  improperly  on  the  list;  suppose 
the  candidate  is  elected  by  a  small  majority — 10,  20,  or  30  ; 
and  suppose  there  is  a  petition  presented  against  his  elec¬ 
tion  on  the  ground  that  one  or  two  more  than  the  actual 
number  of  his  majority  ought  to  be  struck  off  the  voters’ 
list;  and  supposing  they  should  be  really  struck  off  by  the 
court  of  appeal ;  still,  a  man  elected  by  that  majority  might 
continue  to  hold  his  seat,  according  to  this  clause,  on  votes 
which  the  court  of  appeal  decided  had  no  right  to  be  on  the 
list,  or  in  con  sequence  of  names  being  improperly  left  off. 
No  court  in  this  Dominion  would  have  any  right 
to  enquire  into  the  question  whether  or  not  that 
candidate  was  elected  by  legal  votes  or  not.  I 
say  that  is  not  fair ;  it  puts  it  in  the  power  of 
one  party  to  commit  a  serious  wrong  to  another  party,  and 
it  puts  it  in  the  power  of  a  candidate  to  keep  his  seat  in 
Parliament  for  five  years  although  receiving  a  minority  of 
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the  legal  votes  and  no  court  in  this  Dominion  can  interfere 
with  him.  I  say  it  is  not  right.  No  man  should  keep  his 
seat  in  Parliament  unless  he  has  the  majority  of  the  legal 
votes.  If  he  has  not,  there  ought  to  b9  some  power  to 
unseat  him.  There  are  two  ways  of  meeting  the  difficulty 
— one  by  the  proposition  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
North  York  (Mr.  Mulock),  I  do  not  say  that  is  the  best 
proposition,  but  it  is  a  mode  of  dealing  with  it,  that  if  there 
is  an  appeal  from  the  voters’  list,  that  voters’  list  shall  not 
be  used  until  its  validity  is  pronounced  upon  by  a  court  of 
appeal.  It  is,  in  fact,  the  Ontario  law  that  the  list  shall 
not  be  used  until  after  it  has  been  pronounced  upon  by  the 
highest  authority;  and  in  case  it  is  not  so  pronoun¬ 
ced  upon  before  the  general  election  takes  place,  the 
returning  officer  is  bound  to  use  the  list  for  the  pre¬ 
ceding  year.  There  is  another  way  suggested  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Both  well,  that  all  those  appealed 
against  should  have  the  right  to  vote,  but  that  their  votes 
should  not  be  placed  with  the  general  ballot  box.  They 
should  be  put  in  a  separate  box,  in  separate  envelopes,  and 
should  not  be  counted,  except  upon  a  scrutiny,  until  the 
court  of  appeal  had  given  its  judgment  as  to  the  validity 
of  the  votes  appealed  against.  In  that  way  justice  could  bo 
done  to  both  parties.  A  man  is  returned  who  has  a  minority 
of  the  legal  votes,  his  opponent  who  has  the  minority  can 
secure  his  right  by  appeal  to  the  court,  filing  his  petition 
and  asking  a  scrutiny  into  the  validity  of  the  votes  Upon 
that,  the  ballots  in  the  separate  envelopes  should  bo 
counted,  and  if  it  should  turn  out  that  the  court  of  appeal 
decided  that  a  sufficient  number  of  those  ballots  were  good 
to  give  him  a  majority  of  the  votes,  they  should  be 
counted  in  his  favor.  It  may  be  said  that  would  violate 
the  secrecy  of  the  ballot.  It  would  not,  because  you 
observe  no  person’s  name  is  struck  off  except  that  of  the 
man  who  has  no  right  to  be  there  ;  of  course  you  could  tell 
how  he  voted,  but  as  he  is  not  entitled  to  a  vote  ho  has  no 
right  to  bo  there,  and  secrecy  is  not  violated.  You  koop 
in  perfect  secrecy  the  name  of  every  man  not  ap 
pealed  against  and  of  every  man  appealed  against 
where  the  appeal  has  not  been  successful.  With 
that  provision  in  the  law  you  will  do  justice  to  the  two 
candidates  and  do  away  with  the  extreme  impropriety  of 
allowing  a  man  to  sit  in  Parliament  who  has  a  minority  of 
the  legal  vote.  Under  the  Bill,  as  it  stands,  take  the  case 
of  50  appeals,  the  court  may  decide  every  one  of  the  appeals 
to  be  well  founded,  and  yet,  on  those  illegal  votes,  one  of 
the  candidates  may  have  been  declared  elected.  Take  my 
own  county  where  the  majority  is  only  29  ;  supposing  the 
same  majority  would  be  given  at  the  next  election,  all  the 
revising  officer  would  have  to  do  to  defeat  me,  would  be  to 
add  30  names  of  people  who  have  no  right  to  vote  to  the 
list.  I  appeal  against  them,  but  the  election  takes  place 
pending  the  appeal ;  these  men  all  vote  against  me,  and 
under  this  Bill  I  have  no  remedy.  There  are  50  perhaps  100 
constituencies  in  the  Dominion  where  the  same  thing  may 
happen.  In  every  constituency  where  the  majority  is  less 
than  100,  the  same  thing  might  happen.  The  First  Minister 
ought  to  direct  his  attention  to  this,  and  so  arrange  the  pro¬ 
vision  that  a  wrong  of  that  kind  could  not  be  perpetrated 
by  either  political  party.  In  England  before  the  ballot 
was  adopted  and  when  election  cases  came  before  a  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  House,  the  election  committee  was  bound  to 
act  on  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal.  If  the  Court 
of  Appeal  struck  off  a  vote  the  committee  was  estopped 
from  questioning  that.  The  same  provision  should  prevail 
here.  The  election  court  judge  should  not  be  restrained 
and  prohibited  from  enquiring  whether  or  not  a  vote  is 
good  ;  under  this  clause  he  cannot  do  so.  The  man  that  is 
not  returned  to  Parliament  may  have  an  absolute  majority 
and  yet  this  aggrieved  candidate  has  no  redress,  he  cannot 
appeal  to  Parliament  or  the  courts;  his  hands  are  tiod  by 
this  Bill  if  he  appeals  to  either. 


Mr.  LANGEL1ER.  At  tbo  time  the  Bill  was  introduced, 
it  was  not  proposed  to  give  the  right  to  appeal  except  on 
questions  of  law,  and  with  the  consent  of  the  revising  bar¬ 
rister;  but  after  long  discussion  the  right  of  appeal  has  been 
given,  even  on  questions  of  fact.  If  tbo  amendment  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  or 
something  to  the  same  effect  is  not  accepted,  the  right  to 
appeal  will  be  a  dead  letter;  the  door  of  tho  stable  will  be 
closed  after  the  horse  has  got  out.  What  would  bo  tho  use 
of  taking  an  appeal  and  incurring  serious  costs  after  an 
election  has  taken  place?  It  would  be  perfectly  impossible 
to  correct  the  mistakes  or  make  any  use  of  tho  corrections 
made  by  the  judge  on  the  appeal.  Tho  list  is  only  good 
for  one  year ;  it  cannot  bo  pretended  that  if  the  corrections 
are  not  used  for  an  immediate  election,  they  will  be  of  any 
use  in  a  subsequent  election.  Tho  result  will  be  that  after 
an  election  takes  place  just  after  the  list  has  boon  made  by 
the  revising  barrister,  it  will  bo  made  on  the  list  prepared 
by  him,  although  a  hundred  appeals  may  have  been  taken 
against  such  list.  Wo  cannot  act  upon  tho  supposition  that 
the  revising  barrister  is  infallible;  his  infallibility  is  admit¬ 
ted.  It  is  admitted  there  should  be  an  appeal;  well,  that  appeal 
must  be  of  some  use  or  it  would  be  just  as  well  to  do  away  with 
it.  The  effect  of  tho  amendment  would  be  to  put  the  law  as  it 
was  under  tho  Consolidated  Statutes  of  Canada — not  exactly, 
perhaps,  but  for  all  practical  purposes.  That  law  provided 
that  tho  list  to  be  used  should  bo  the  last  list  prepared, 
which  had  boon  deposited  for  30  days  in  tho  office  of  tho 
registrar.  The  list  could  not  be  deposited  in  the  office  of 
the  registrar  as  long  as  there  was  an  appeal  pending  on  it, 
so  that  the  list  used  for  the  election  was  a  porfect  list, 
There  is  more  reason  for  adopting  that  course  now  than 
there  was  at  that  time,  because  then  it  was  possible  to  have 
a  scrutiny  and  to  strike  out  bad  votes,  but  it  would  be  per¬ 
fectly  useless  now  to  take  an  appeal  after  tho  election, 
because  there  is  no  possibility  of  knowing  for  whom  an 
elector  has  voted.  In  England,  and  I  think  in  Ontario,  tho 
ballots  are  numbered,  so  that  in  case  of  a  scrutiny  it  is 
possible  to  discover  for  whom  an  elector  has  voted,  and,  if 
he  was  not  entitled  to  vote,  his  vote  might  be  struck  off ; 
but  we  cannot  do  that  under  tho  Dominion  election  law, 
and  it  would  be  impossible  to  strike  off  a  bad  vote  unless 
some  machinery  were  provided  to  discover  for  whom  the 
vote  was  cast.  Unless  the  appeal  is  to  be  perfectly  nuga¬ 
tory,  either  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  hon.  member 
for  North  York,  or  another  as  suggested  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Both  well  should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  quite  agree  with  the  last  speaker  that 
now  that  an  appeal  is  allowed,  in  cases  of  law  and  fact, 
this  provision  is  inconsistent  with  the  rest  of  the  Bill.  The 
list  when  it  leaves  the  hands  of  the  revising  officer  is  no 
further  ahead  than  the  present  list  in  Ontario  when  it  leaves 
the  municipal  court  of  revision,  because  up  to  that  time  it 
has  not  been  revised  by  anyone  except  the  makers  of  the 
list.  There  are  under  this  Bill  certain  processes  which  are 
termed  preliminary  revision  and  final  revision,  but  they  are 
not  really  revisions  in  the  ordinary  sense,  becauso"a  revis¬ 
ion  is  a  correction  by  some  independent  person  outside  of 
the  original  maker  of  the  list. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Revision  is  seeing  again. 

Mr.  CASEY.  No  doubt  the  revising  officer  will  see  it 
again  a  good  many  times.  He  will  probably  see  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  or  hoar  from  him  before  the  list  finally 
leaves  his  hands,  and  he  is  quite  certain  to  see  the  candidate 
several  times,  and  he  can  go  out  and  see  a  man,  but  with 
all  this  the  list  will  not  have  been  revised  as  we  understand 
it.  Notwithstanding  the  joke  of  the  right  hon.  gentleman, 
the  revision  of  anything  is  the  correction  by  some  outside 
and  higher  authority.  If  the  unrevised  list  may  be  used  at 
an  election  while  an  appeal  is  in  progress,  it  makes  the 
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appeal  a  farce.  It  is  an  insult  to  the  intelligence  of  the 
country  to  say  that  we  may  appeal  and  have  the  list  cor¬ 
rected  after  the  election  has  been  held.  I  understand  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  said— I  was  not  in  at  the  moment — 
that,  if  the  amendment  were  adopted,  the  Beformers  would 
all  be  appealing  from  the  list  just  before  the  election. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not  say  that.  I  said 
both  parties  would  do  so. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Neither  party  would  appeal  against 
the  list  on  the  eve  of  an  election  fof^the  purpose  of 
having  the  list  before  used,  unless  it  was  thought  that  the 
list  was  unfair.  Another  point  is  that  there  is  no  time 
limited  by  this  Bill  during  which  the  multifarious  duties  of 
the  revising  officer  shall  be  performed.  He  may  take  the 
whole  year  of  1886  if  he  chooses.  He  may  bo  occupied  from 
the  1st  of  January  to  the  end  of  December  in  preparing  his 
first  list ;  then  appeals  against  that  list  will  have  to  be  made 
in  the  year  after.  There  is  no  time  limited  during  which 
the  appeal  shall  be  tried  before  the  judge.  The  judge  may 
take  his  own  time  to  try  appeals.  In  the  case  ofa  revising 
barrister,  from  whom  the  appeal  lies  to  the  county  judge, 
it  is  probable  the  appeal  will  bo  decided  within  a  reasonable 
time,  because  the  county  judge  is  not  so  extremely  busy  ; 
but  where  the  appeal  is  from  a  county  court 
judge  to  a  Superior  Court  judge,  it  may  some¬ 
times  take  a  whole  year.  I  think  I  may  set  it  down 
as  very  probable  that  in  all  cases  the  revising  officer  will 
take  at  least  a  month  for  the  preliminary  making  up  of  his 
list,  and  another  six  weeks  for  the  notice  of  the  preliminary 
sittings,  for  the  holding  of  those  sittings,  and  making  the 
preliminary  amendment  of  the  list.  After  that  he  will 
take  his  own  time  before  he  holds  his  final  revision, 
and  this  revision  will  take  an  indefinite  time,  proportionate 
to  the  number  of  claims  and  objections  put  in.  After  that 
he  has  to  give  certified  copies  to  the  parties  concerned,  I 
think,  in  general, we  may  take  it  for  granted  that  at  least  four 
or  five  months  will  be  occupied  by  the  revising  officer  before 
the  list  gets  out  of  his  hands,  and  that  another  month  or 
two  will  be  occupied  io  making  up  and  hearing  appeals  to 
the  judges,  In  fact,  thos  e  will  be  scarcel}T  any  year  in 
which,  for  more  than  half  the  year,  there  will  exist 
a  list  which  has  been  through  all  the  stages  in  the  hands  of 
the  revising  officer,  and  which  has  been  appealed  to  and 
rectified  by  the  judge.  In  other  words,  for  half  the  time 
there  will  be  no  list  which  has  been  regularly  revised 
by  an  independent  authority,  and  the  chances  are  at 
least  equal  that  an  election  appointed  for  any  day  you 
choose  in  the  year  would  fall  upon  a  day  in  which  either 
the  list  for  that  year  was  in  the  hands  of  the  revising  officer 
or  in  process  of  appeal  from  him  to  the  judges.  Under  these 
circumstances  I  say  it  is  absolutely  necessary  and  in  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  every  voter  that  the  last  list  finally  corrected  should 
be  used,  the  last  one  which  has  passed  through  an  inde¬ 
pendent  revision  and  has  been  really  revised  and  corrected. 
I  can  see  no  good  reason  for  the  hon.  gentleman  refusing  to 
accede  to  this  amendment.  It  inevitably  gives  the  impres¬ 
sion  to  the  country  that  he  does  not  wish  to  see  justice  and 
fair  play  done  to  both  classes  of  voters.  He  has  the  repu¬ 
tation  of  being  an  excellent  tactician,  but  it  is  extremely 
bad  tactics  to  give  even  his  opponents  just  grounds  for  be¬ 
lieving  that  he  is  trying  to  take  an  unfair  advantage  of 
them — still  more,  when  that  impression  is  shared  by  his 
friends,  as  we  have  seen  it  is  by  articles  in  the  Montreal 
Herald,  L'Etendard  and  other  Conservative  papers.  It 
is  unfortunate  for  him  and  his  party  that  he  should 
put  scores  of  his  supporters  in  the  position  of  being 
held  up  to  the  country  as  having  supported  a  measure 
which  was  intended  to  give  them  an  unfair  advantage. 
The  great  majority  do  not  need  any  advantage.  Their 
seats  are  reasonably  secure,  and  even  if  they  were  mean 
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enough  to  desire  to  take  an  advantage,  they  would  not 
care  to  be  placed  in  the  false  position  in  which  they  are 
placed  by  this  clause.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  signally 
failed  in  his  policy  in  framing  this  clause,  as  he  has  failed  in 
securing  justice  for  the  people  at  the  elections.  I  could  not 
utter  a  more  crushing  denunciation  of  his  policy  than  this, 
and  the  country  will  re-echo  this  sentiment. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  intend  to  imply 
an  appeal  to  the  higher  courts  of  justice  of  the  Province, 
and  does  he  intend  to  imply,  as  well,  an  appeal  to  a  county 
court  judge  as  against  the  revising  barrister? 

The  committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  ED&AB.  While  I  think  the  clause  as  it  stands, 
considering  the  Bill  as  we  have  it  now,  is  entirely  inde¬ 
fensible,  still  I  conceive,  as  the  Bill  was  originally  framed 
and  as  it  nominally  stands  now,  although  it  is  proposed  to 
alter  it,  there  was  some  argument  to  be  used  in  favor  of 
this  clause.  It  must  be  remembered  that  the  Bill  as  printed 
provided  only  for  appeals  on  questions  of  law.  Now  the 
appeals  are  to  bo  upon  questions  of  fact  as  well  as  of  law, 
and  that  makes  a  very  great  difference.  I  am  sure  the 
First  Minister  would  never  have  thought  of  proposing  this 
clause  if  it  had  been  provided  that  there  was  to  bo  an 
appeal  on  questions  of  fact.  On  questions  of  law  appeals 
would  have  been  comparatively  few  in  number,  and  they 
only  could  have  been  made  if  the  revising  officer  reported 
that  there  was  reasonable  ground  for  the  appeal,  so  that 
the  evil  of  which  we  complain  would  have  been  very  much 
less  indeed  from  that  point  of  view.  Even  under  those 
circumstances,  however,  when  it  was  contemplated  that 
appeals  should  only  be  on  questions  of  law,  a  large  con¬ 
cession  was  made,  in  section  43,  towards  the  principle  we 
are  advocating.  It  cannot  possibly  be  argued  that  it  is 
right  or  defensible  that  a  voters’  list  should  be  sent  to  the 
returning  officer,  to  be  acted  upon  at  elections  which  does 
not  contain  the  truest  possible  record  of  those  entitled  to 
vote.  Even  when  it  was  only  possible  to  appeal  upon 
questions  of  law,  by  section  43  provision  was  made  for  a 
system  by  which,  until  the  very  day  of  polling,  all  the 
results  of  appeals  made  on  questions  of  law  from  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer  would  be  communicated  to  the  returning  officer, 
so  that  he  might  amend  his  list  up  to  the  very  last  moment, 
and  use,  so  far  as  he  could,  the  corrected  list.  That  is  wide 
enough,  as  far  as  it  goes,  but  it  may  not  go  any  distance  at 
ail.  We  must  assume  that  it  is  not  the  intention  of  any 
one  to  have  an  improper  and  incorrect  list  used  at  the 
polls.  Let  us  see,  therefore,  how  it  is  possible  to  arrive 
at  a  system  which  will  best  meet  the  object  everyone  must 
have  in  view.  The  system  proposed  by  the  amendment  is 
the  old  system,  the  one  we  have  been  acting  upon  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  and  it  is  also  the  system  that  was 
used  in  the  old  Province  of  Canada.  By  the  Consolidated 
Statutes  of  Canada  provision  was  made  that  the  list,  alter 
being  revised  and  corrected  and  appealed  upon  to  the  judge 
should  be  used,  and  unless  that  list  was  ready  you  would 
have  to  fall  back  upon  the  old  original  lists.  That  has 
been  the  plan  always  acted  upon,  and  it  is  certainly 
infinitely  better  than  this  sj^stem,  which  would  force  a 
wrong  and  incorrect  list  to  be  taken  to  the  polls.  The 
only  argument  I  can  see  against  going  back  to  the  tho¬ 
roughly  corrected  old  list  is  that  considerable  time  must 
necessarily  have  elapsed  since  that  list  was  perfected.  If  the 
new  list  has  gone  so  far  as  to  be  revised  by  the  revising 
officer,  that  implies  that  a  considerable  time  has  elapsed 
since  the  voters  on  the  former  list  were  qualified,  that  con¬ 
siderable  changes  have  occurred,  and  that  tho  list  is  some- 
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what  stale.  I  admit  that  is  an  objection,  bat  it  is  one  that 
we  have  always  had  to  contend  with. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  Ontario. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Yes,  and  in  old  Canada  as  weli,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  see  by  the  Consolidated  Statutes  of  Canada, 
1859,  chap.  6,  sec.  15,  Well,  what  other  system  can  we  adopt. 
One  was  indicated  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  which 
might,  perhaps,  bo  carried  out  very  simply.  The  revising 
officer,  when  ho  has  completed  the  tinal  revision,  has  to 
supply  to  the  returning  officer  the  list,  so  far  as  it  is  made 
out.  Let  him  accompany  that  list  with  a  statement  of  the 
votes  which  are  appealed.  The  decisions  on  the  appeals 
would  be  handed  by  the  judge  to  the  returning  officer, 
appointed  by  section  43,  up  to  election  day,  who  could  amend 
and  correct  his  list.  As  to  the  remaining  ones  which  are 
appealed  but  not  decided  by  the  day  of  the  vote,  nothing 
could  be  easier  than  to  provide  that  those  should  be  num¬ 
bered  against  the  name  of  the  elector  on  the  poll  book, 
and  against  the  ballot,  and  those  could  be  reserved,  and 
after  the  appeals  are  finished  either  party  could  have 
simply  a  recount  of  the  votes,  just  as  anybody  is  entitled 
to  have  now.  That  is  a  simple  and  inexpensive  process, 

An  hon.  MEMBEE.  Where  is  the  seci’ecy  of  the  ballot  ? 

Mr.  EDGAK.  None  of  these  ballots  will  be  looked  at  by 
the  judge  on  the  recount,  unless  the  court  of  appeal  had  said 
it  was  a  bad  vote,  when  it  would  be  struck  off,  and  thus 
the  secrecy  of  the  ballot  would  not  be  interfered  with 
at  all. 

An  hon.  MEMBEE.  What  about  the  others? 

Mr.  EDGAR.  None  would  be  marked,  except  the  few 
which  were  appealed  from,  and  as  to  which  the  appeal  has 
not  been  decided  at  the  time  the  vote  is  taken.  I  cannot 
see  that  there  would  be  any  practical  difficulty  in  the  way, 
and  I  certainly  think  it  would  prevent  bad  votes  from  being 
polled,  while  no  additional  machinery  would  be  required, 
except  this  small  additional  list. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  amendment 
of  the  hon,  member  for  North  York  is  indefensible,  for,  as 
I  read  it,  on  ODe  vote  being  objected  to  and  appealed,  the 
whole  list  would  be  hung  up. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Only  for  that  polling  sub-division. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  That  is  the  way  it  is  to-day  in  Ontario. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  prefer  the  Quebec  way 
altogether,  where  it  is  provided  that  in  case  of  appeal  when 
an  election  comes  on  the  parties  whose  names  are  on  the 
list,  whose  votes  have  been  passed  by  the  court  of  revision, 
shall  have  prima  facie  the  right  to  vote.  The  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  says  there  is  a  mighty  alteration,  because  the  appeal 
is  to  be  in  matters  of  fact  as  well  as  in  matters  of  law,  1 
do  not  see  that  that  makes  any  difference.  The  important 
matters  of  appeal  are  matters  of  law,  because  they  may 
affect  whole  classes  of  voters,  whereas  matters  of  fact  affect 
only  a  single  voter.  Then  I  take  it  that  the  revising  officer 
is  just  as  good  a  judge  of  the  simple  facts  of  the  case,  of 
whether  a  man  has  the  qualification  or  not,  as  the  court 
above,  as  ho  is  on  the  spot  and  has  all  the  surroundings. 
Indeed,  he  is  a  better  judge  than  the  court,  which  follows 
afterwards  and  hears  the  evidence.  I  do  not  think  the 
scope  of  the  Bill  being  widened  has  any  effect  what¬ 
ever  in  altering  the  plan.  The  object  is  to  get  a 
good  list  as  soon  as  possible,  and  the  chances  of  an 
election  happening  before  the  court  of  appeal  had  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  deciding  cases  is  very  small,  in  comparison  with 
the  principle  involved,  in  all  the  cases  being  hung  up  by  an 
appeal  to  the  court  above.  I  am  altogether  opposed  to  the 
Ontario  system  of  numbering  the  ballots.  It  has  its  advan¬ 
tages  or  it  would  not  be  adopted  both  in  England  and  in 


Ontario,  but  when  the  ballots  are  numbered  the  people  get 
to  believe  that  their  names  may  be  found  out,  and  the  dread 
of  that  causes  them  to  vote  as  if  they  were  voting  openly. 
They  are  afraid  of  their  employer,  and  they  will  vote  in  the 
way  their  interests  induce  them  to  vote  ;  that  is  a  dread 
that  I  know  exists  in  Ontario.  So  I  prefer  our  system, 
where  the  secrecy  is  absolute ;  there  is  no  practical  fear 
that  it  will  ever  be  known  which  way  the  voter  vote3. 
Therefore,  I  am  against  the  numbering  of  ballots,  or  any¬ 
thing  approaching  to  that.  Now,  let  us  take  the  working 
out  of  the  first  revision  of  the  list  under  this  Bill.  The 
assessment  rolls  will  all  be  finished  by  the  1st  of  January 
next ;  on  and  after  the  1st  of  January  the  revising  officer 
begins  to  act;  be  will  get  a  copy  of  the  assessment  roll,  and 
between  that  date  and  the  1st  of  June  he  will  have  the  list 
settled.  If  an  election  takes  place  before  the  1st  of  June  it 
will  be  held  on  the  provincial  lists  which  now  exist.  If  an 
election  takes  place  after  the  1st  of  June— -I  think  that  is 
the  time  the  list  must  bo  finally  revised  by  the  revising 
officer — — 

Mr.  MILLS.  No;  five  weeks  after. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Then,  up  to  the  time  the 
final  revision  takes  place  and  the  list  is  returned  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  the  provincial  list  will 
operate.  Then  the  appeal  takes  place,  and  it  will  be  set¬ 
tled  in  the  autumn.  There  may  be  a  casual  election  by 
death  or  resignation - 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Or  a  general  election. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Ido  not  think  there  is 
anj^  groat  chance  of  that,  So  that  practically  the  list  will 
be  settled  before  there  will  be  a  general  election.  The 
elections  that  will  take  place  about  the  1 1th  of  September, 
1887  — 

Mr.  EDGAR.  The  17th  of  September. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  the  lists  will  be 
settled,  I  fancy,  by  that  time.  The  chances  of  any  given 
election  coming  off  between  the  time  of  the  final  revision  of 
the  list  by  the  revising  officer  and  the  decision  of  the  appeal 
are  very  small.  On  the  other  hand,  by  not  adopting  this 
clause  you  will  hang  up  the  voters’  list  for  any  given  poll¬ 
ing  district,  and  you  will  have  to  take  the  list  of  the  year 
before,  and  that  list  must  be  more  imperfect  than  the  list 
of  any  given  polling  district,  with  two  or  three  votes 
objected  to.  Then,  again,  the  chances  are  greatly  in 
favor  of  the  objections  being  dismissed  after  a  solemn 
decision  of  the  court  of  appeal.  I  think  the  consequences 
of  an  alteration  in  this  system  would  be  so  inconvenient 
that  it  is  infinitely  better  to  trust  to  the  list  as  settled  by 
the  revising  officer  than  to  have  the  appeal.  The  cases  will 
be  so  few,  of  elections  taking  place  after  the  revision  of  the 
revising  officer  and  before  the  decision  by  the  court  of 
appeal,  that  it  is  scarcely  worth  while  considering  the 
matter  ;  whereas,  if  we  adopted  the  system  proposed  by 
hon,  gentlemen  opposite  we  should  certainly  have  a  very 
imperfect  list.  The  consequences  of  taking  the  lists  of  the 
year  before  would  be  much  more  prejudicial  to  the  electors 
than  was  the  case  when  there  was  a  more  restricted  fran¬ 
chise  than  there  is  now.  We  shall  have  wage-earners, 
wage-earners’  sons,  with  a  reduced  income  franchise,  fisher¬ 
men,  and  a  number  of  other  men,  who  would  be  excluded 
by  throwing  the  election  on  the  list  of  tho  year  before.  The 
chance  of  having  a  full  and  perfect  vote  of  the  eloctors  of 
any  given  electoral  district  will  be  much  greater  under  this 
system  than  under  the  method  proposed  by  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  am  amazed  at  the  statement  of  the 
First  Minister.  He  cannot  give  us  credit  for  common 
intelligence  when  he  discusses  this  measure  in  this  way. 
He  tells  us  that  if  we  take  the  prior  list  we  shall  have  a 


2336 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


June  5, 


smaller  number  of  constituents.  When  his  Bill  goes  into 
force,  when  the  roll  of  1886  is  made  up  and  perfected,  do 
not  all  of  those  enfranchised  under  this  measure  get  on  the 
first  list?  Who,  then,  will  have  his  name  on  the  list  of  1887 
who  will  not  have  it  on  the  list  of  1886  ?  He  tells  us  that 
the  appeals  are  principally  on  questions  of  law  ;  he  does  not 
value  appeals  on  points  of  fact.  Any  person  who  has  had 
any  experience  in  these  matters  knows  that  in  almost  every 
case  the  appeal  is  on  a  question  of  fact.  What  is  the  subject- 
matter  of  an  appeal  against  the  name  of  a  voter  on  the 
voters’  list.  The  appellant  seeks  to  prove  that  ho  is  or  is 
not  the  owner  of  a  certain  property  ;  that  he  is  or  is  not 
a  resident  on  a  piece  of  property ;  that  it  is  of  a 
certain  value  or  is  not,  and  so  on.  These  are  questions 
of  fact,  and  they  are  practically  the  only  questions 
that  are  submitted  on  appeal.  Well,  he  tolls  us  that 
in  his  opinion  elections  will  not  be  hold  on  lists 
not  confirmed  by  the  county  court  judge.  I  say  it  ought 
not  to  be  possible  that  this  should  happen  ;  but  it  is  pos¬ 
sible  that  every  election  held  between  the  two  Sessions  may 
be  held  on  the  list  made  by  the  revising  officer  and  not  con¬ 
firmed  by  any  court.  The  revising  officer  makes  his  list  on 
the  1st  of  June  and  posts  it  up;  four  weeks  from  that  time 
he  can  hear  appeals ;  he  then  confirms  his  roll,  certifies  it, 
and  sends  it  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery,  and  that 
is  done  practically  on  the  same  day  by  every  revising  officer 
in  Canada.  About  the  first  week  of  July  every  revising 
officer  of  Canada  ought  to  have  his  roll  in  the  hands  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  at  Ottawa.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  opposite  having  it  in  his  power  to  name  the  time  when 
the  election  shall  be  held,  could  have  these  elections  brought 
on  in  the  second  week  of  July  ;  and  not  one  of  these  rolls 
could  be  confirmed,  not  one  appeal  could  be  adjusted, 
and  wo  should  have  members  elected  to  this  House 
on  rolls  which  might  be  altered  to  such  an  extent 
as  to  materially  affect  the  result  of  the  elections. 
We  are  offered  now  an  appeal  to  correct  the  roll  after  an 
election  is  held.  The  mischief  is  dofie,  and  we  have  the 
satisfaction  of  knowing  that  it  is  incurable.  When  the  hon. 
gentleman  told  us  that  we  were  to  have  an  appeal,  a  full 
appeal,  what  did  it  mean  ?  It  meant  an  appeal  of  practical 
value ;  it  meant  that  the  action  of  the  revising  officer  would 
not  be  binding  until  it  was  ratified  by  the  proper  court. 
Now  he  says  that  the  elections  must  be  held  on  the  lists  of 
the  revising  officer  before  his  acts  have  been  investi 
gated.  If  you  read  the  28th  section  you  will  find  it  says  that 
in  the  succeeding  year  he  shall  bring  in  another  list  which 
shall  supersede  every  preceding  list.  Take  these  two  sec¬ 
tions  together,  and  I  do  not  care  what  appeal  you  may  make, 
it  will  have  no  practical  effect.  I  am  more  than  amazed 
that,  at  this  stage  of  the  discussion,  and  considering  the 
spirit  in  which  the  scheme  for  appeal  has  been  tendered  us, 
we  should  now  be  told  it  is  an  illusory  form,  that  cannot  be 
taken  advantage  of.  I  protest  against  such  a  proposition, 
and  will  fight  against  it  as  long  as  I  can. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  promised  that  there 
should  be  provided  an  appeal  to  a  county  court  judge,  both 
as  to  law  and  to  fact,  where  the  revising  barrister  was  not 
himself  judge.  It  is  clear  that  appeal  should  bo  provided 
for  at  the  beginning  of  the  section.  The  first  part  of  the 
section  says: 

“After  the  lists  for  the  several  polling  districts  have  been  so  completed 
revised  and  corrected,  they  shalL  be  certified,  in  the  form  contained  in 
the  schedule  of  this  Act,  by  the  revising  officer,  and  kept  by  him  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act,  and  a  duplicate  of  each,  certified  as  aforesaid, 
shall  be  transmitted  forthwith  by  him  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery,  at  Ottawa.” 

That  is  not  to  be  done,  according  to  the  statement  the  hon. 
gentleman  made,  unless  there  is  no  appeal  from  the  revising 
officer ;  but  if  there  is,  then  the  action  of  the  officer  is  not 
final.  He  cannot  complete  the  list ;  he  cannot  do  what  is 
stated  here  to  be  done ;  that  can  only  be  done  by  the  county 
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court  judge,  and  it  is  not  until  after  he  has  so  certified  that 
the  list  can  be  said  to  be  completed.  The  hon.  gentleman 
will  see  that  if  he  carries  the  section  in  this  form  ho  is  not 
carrying  out  his  promise  to  the  House.  It  is  clear  the  list 
must  be  completed  by  the  county  court  judge,  as,  so  far  as 
he  is  concerned,  appeals  must  be  decided  before  there  can 
bo  a  complete  list.  The  clause  further  provides  “  that  tho 
persons  whose  names  are  entered  on  said  lists  as  voters  shall 
be  held  to  be  duly  registered  voters  in  and  for  such  electoral 
district,  subject  to  correction  or  amendment  by  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  the  Superior  Court  on  appeal,  as  hereinafter 
mentioned.”  This  provision  is  for  the  use  of  the  list  that  is 
completed,  so  far  as  the  action  of  the  county  court  judge  is 
concerned,  but  not  completed,  so  far  as  appeals  may  be  made 
from  the  decision  of  the  county  court  judge  to  the  Superior 
Court.  I  do  not  precisely  know  what  the  effect  would  bo  if 
the  hon;  gentleman  were  to  carry  this  section  in  this 
form,  but  it  is  pretty  clear  there  could  be  no  question  then 
of  appeal  from  the  revising  officer  to  the  county  court 
judge.  That  must  be  had  before  the  list  is  completed  ;  the 
list  is  not  finally  revised  until  that  is  done,  and  to  carry 
out  that  view  the  judge  should  have  the  right,  in  all  cases 
of  appeal,  to  take  the  evidence  de  novo.  That  would  require 
to  come  in  before  any  portion  of  this  clause  ;  it  is  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  revision.  Surely  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not 
propose  to  say  that  he  is  going  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
appeal  from  the  revising  officer  to  the  county  court  judge, 
as  from  the  county  court  to  the  Superior  Court.  But  arguing 
that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  intention  is  to  carry  out  in  good 
faith  the  promise  he  made  to  the  House,  it  is  still  very 
important  to  consider,  assuming  that  the  list  is  completed 
by  the  county  court  judge  on  appeal  from  the  revising 
officer,  this  question  of  appeal  to  the  Superior  Court.  There 
may  be  cases  where  there  would  be  left  off  the  list  persons 
who  claimed  the  right  to  voto.  As  the  Bill  stands,  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  disfranchise  them,  although,  upon  further 
consideration,  these  claimants  might  be  held  to  be  legally 
entitled  to  have  their  names  inserted  on  the  voters’  list. 
No  provision  is  made  for  them  whatever.  In  the 
case  of  persons  who  are  on,  but  whose  right  to 
remain  on  is  contested,  they  would  have  the  right  to  vote 
although  it  was  subsequently  held  they  were  not  legally 
entitled  to  do  so.  That  is  an  indefensible  proposition,  it 
is  impossible  to  suppose  that  this  Legislature  is  so  wanting 
in  intellectual  capability  and  capacity  as  not  to  be  able  to 
frame  a  clause  that  would  meet  such  a  case.  I  think  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  a  simple  way  of  meet¬ 
ing  the  case.  Every  voters’  list  that  remains  is  the  voters’ 
list  in  point  of  law,  until  superseded  by  another  list  com¬ 
pleted  in  itself.  If  this  Legislature  declares  that  a  list  is  of 
no  use  until  all  questions  of  appeal  are  finally  disposed  of, 
the  old  list  will  remain  in  force.  What  have  we  done, 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  ?  Our  assessment  roll  is 
completed  in  May,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  intend 
it  was  to  be  utilised  until  the  succeeding  year,  under  this 
Bill,  as  it  is  framed.  In  many  of  the  Provinces  the  rolls 
are  prepared  late  in  the  season,  and  cannot  be  utilised  until 
the  next  year.  There  would  be  no  way  of  making  lists 
that  could  come  into  force  immediately  after  the  materials 
are  available,  except  by  adopting  different  periods  in  dif¬ 
ferent  Provinces ;  but  if  the  hon.  gentleman  adheres  to  a 
fixed  period  of  time,  if  he  can  afford  to  keep  off  for  months, 
from  the  list,  tho  names  of  parties  who  are  shown  in  the 
early  asaesmont  rolls  to  be  entitled  to  vote,  why  such  extra¬ 
ordinary  haste  to  bring  an  imperfect  list  into  operation  ? 
The  proposition  is  a  simple  one,  which  would  carry  out  this 
intention  easily ;  but  if  the  hon.  gentleman  refuses  to  adopt 
that,  he  has  the  other  alternative  which  we  have  suggested ; 
let  the  parties  vote  by  tendered  ballots.  The  hon.  gentleman 
says  there  is  a  great  aversion  to  the  Ontario  system,  but 
where  does  it  exist  ?  Certainly  not  in  Ontario.  It  did  not 
exist  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  mind  when  this  system  of 
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absolute  secrecy  was  proposed  here,  because  I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  opposed  it.  It  is  an  open  secret  that  a 
majority  of  the  House  were  opposed  to  the  system  of  absolute 
secrecy  at  the  time;  but  the  Minister  of  Justice,  Mr*  Dor  ion, 
was  strongly  in  favor  of  it,  and  he  was  promoting  the  Bill, 
and  his  view  prevailed.  Whether  that  system  of  absolute 
secrecy,  or  the  Ontario  system,  is  the  best,  is  not  the  ques¬ 
tion.  It  is  not  proposed  to  interfere  with  that  system.  It  is 
proposed  to  vote  by  a  tendered  ballot,  in  the  case  of  all  those 
parties  who  claim  to  go  upon  the  roll,  and  whose  right  is 
contested.  If  you  allow  those  parties  to  vote  under  a  num¬ 
bered  ballot  it  is  only  necessary  that  the  counting  of  those 
ballots  should  be  suspended  until  the  decision  of  the  court  is 
had,  and  then  those  who  are  not  entitled  to  vote  may  be 
ascertained  and  struck  off,  and  those  who  are  entitled  to 
vote  may  be  counted,  along  with  those  that  were 
counted  before.  The  proposition  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
to  give  a  vote  to  men  whose  right  to  vote  is  contested,  and 
to  maintain  that  their  votes  were  properly  cast,  after  the  court 
has  held  that  they  were  not  entitled  to  vote  at  all.  I  say  that 
proposition  is  wholly  untenable,  and  there  is  no  practical 
necessity  for  having  recourse  to  such  a  proceeding,  in  order 
to  uphold  the  right  of  a  person  entitled  to  vote.  If  you  had  a 
number  of  imperfect  lists,  with  a  large  number  of  appeals, 
you  might  possibly  have  the  majority  of  elections  in  the 
Dominion  carried  by  voters  that  the  judges  of  the  different 
courts  would  subsequently  hold  were  not  entitled  to  be  on  the 
register  at  all.  That  condition  of  things  would  be  intolerable. 
The  public  opinion  of  this  country  would  not  sustain  the 
authority  of  a  House  that  was  elected  by  such  means,  and 
it  is  highly,  inexpedient  that  any  such  condition  of  things 
should  be  made  possible.  I  think  we  are  entitled  here  to 
the  amendment  promised  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  regard 
to  the  appeals  from  the  revising  officer  to  the  county  court 
judge.  We  are  entitled,  under  the  understanding  had,  to 
hold  that  the  list  shall  not  be  considered  finally  revised 
until  it  is  revised  by  the  county  judge ;  and  then  we  have, 
besides  that,  this  question  of  appeals  raised  by  the  amendment 
of  my  hon.  friend  from  North  York. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  In  my  remarks  I  assumed  that  the  revision 
would  not  be  complete  until,  where  the  revising  officer  was 
not  a  county  court  judge,  it  had  been  revised  under  the 
system  promised  by  the  First  Minister,  and  it  was  on  the 
same  basis  that  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  made  his 
remarks  subsequently.  The  whole  argument  was  therefore 
based  on  the  assumption  that  there  would  be  a  final  revision 
by  the  revising  officer,  when  he  was  a  county  court  judge, 
and  by  the  county  court  judge  where  he  was  not.  I  think 
it  is  almost  essential  that  this  provision  should  come  in  in 
this  clause,  or  as  a  new  section  before  it,  because  the  list 
cannot  be  spoken  of  as  revised  and  corrected  and  in  a  shape 
to  be  sent  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  until  the 
county  court  judge  has  passed  upon  it.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  First  Minister  has  drafted  the  clause  yet,  but  I 
think  this  is  the  place  where  it  should  go,  or  it  might 
stand  until  it  can  be  put  in  there.  Then  the  evils  of  the 
latter  part  of  section  26  would  be  minimised  to  the  extent 
the  Prime  Minister  said  they  would. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  think  the  remarks  of  the 
First  Minister,  a  few  moments  ago,  must  have  been  very 
disappointing  to  members  of  the  committee,  or  at  least  to 
some  of  them .  I  had  formed  the  impression  that  the  diffi¬ 
culty  had  been  pointed  out  so  thoroughly  this  afternoon 
that  after  dinner  the  First  Minister  would  have  been  pre¬ 
pared  to  propose  some  solution  of  the  difficulty,  which,  it 
seems  to  me,  must  be  apparent  to  him  as  well  as  to  other 
members.  Of  course,  we  are  proceeding,  in  a  measure,  upon 
what  we  have  understood  from  the  First  Minister,  that 
there  was  to  be  a  larger  ground  of  appeal,  and  opportunity 
for  appeal,  than  the  wording  of  this  original  Bill  would 
indicate ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  the  First  Minister  cannot 
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fail  to  see  that  if  this  clause  is  allowed  to  remain  as  it  is 
now  his  promise  to  the  House  would  be  virtually  done 
away  with. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Yes,  virtually,  if  I  understand  it 
aright.  What  benefit  is  it  to  me  to  be  told  I  have  the 
right  to  appeal  to  a  Superior  Court  if  I  have  been  defeated 
by  a  certain  number  of  illegal  votes  placed  upon  the  list  by 
a  revising  barrister,  if  there  is  a  provision  in  this  Bill  that, 
notwithstanding  I  get  the  verdict  of  the  Superior  Court  in 
my  favor,  and  show  conclusively  that  I  have  had  a  majority 
of  the  legal  votes  cast  at  that  time,  nevertheless  there  is  no 
remedy,  but  the  seat  is  held  by  my  opponent  for  the  five 
years.  Virtually,  the  appeal  is  wholly  wiped  out  it  would 
be  of  no  more  use  to  me  than  if  a  criminal  should  unfortun¬ 
ately  be  hanged  upon  circumstantial  or  other  testimony, 
and  after  a  time  it  was  found  out  that  the  testimony  was 
not  correct.  If  the  man’s  life  had  been  taken  from  him, 
finding  out  that  he  was  hot  guilty  of  the  crime  would  do  him 
no  good.  It  may  be  an  extreme  illustration,  but  it  answers 
this  case.  Here  is  the  contest  for  the  seat  to  be  decided, 
and,  if  the  First  Minister  insists  upon  passing  this  clause 
as  it  is,  the  question  is  decided  beyond  a  peradventure  the 
moment  the  votes  are  cast  that  are  upon  the  list  improperly. 
It  is  the  duty  of  the  First  Minister  and  the  duty  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  find  some  solution  of  the  difficulty,  to  find  some 
plan  whereby  the  promise  of  the  First  Minister  that  an  effect¬ 
ive  appeal — for  I  take  it  he  is  not  trifling  with  the  committee 
when  he  promised  it — that  some  way  shall  be  devised 
whereby  an  effective  appeal  may  be  secured.  I  was  dis¬ 
appointed  in  his  remarks,  because  he  admitted  the  possibi¬ 
lity  that  there  might  be  a  few  names  in  the  polling  sub¬ 
division  put  on  in  error,  or  otherwise,  but  he  seemed  to  see 
greater  difficulty  in  hanging  up,  as  he  termed  it,  the  votes 
of  that  whole  polling  sub  division  because  two  or  three 
names  were  improperly  on  the  list.  But  the  First  Minister 
knows  that  the  fact  that  there  are  two  or  three  names  in  each 
polling  sub-division  on  a  list,  that  have  no  right  to  be  on  that 
list — if  these  names  cast  their  votes  in  the  same  direction, 
they  would  determine,  I  would  almost  say,  a  majority  of  the 
elections  of  members  to  serve  in  this  House.  If  these  votes 
in  the  polling  sub  divisions  of  the  various  ridings  of  the 
Dominion  were  cast  in  one  way  it  would  have  the 
effect,  almost,  of  electing  a  majority  of  the  members 
of  this  House,  while  the  members  so  sitting  would  be 
in  a  minority  of  the  legal  votes  cast  at  that  election. 
Surely  we  cannot  afford,  as  a  committee,  to  allow  a 
clause  in  the  Bill  to  pass  that  would  have  that  effeot. 
Whether  there  be  difficulties  in  what  has  been  suggested 
by  the  hon.  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock),  1  do 
not  know.  I  am  not  sufficient  lawyer  to  determine  all  fine 
points,  but  I  can  see  very  clearly  that  this  clause,  left  as  it  is, 
practically  nullifies,  not  only  the  broader  ground  of  appeal 
that  has  been  promised  by  the  First  Minister,  but  entirely 
nullifies  the  provision  given  us  in  the  original  drafting  of 
the  Bill.  The  First  Minister  must  not  forget  the  fact  that 
it  is  not  possible  for  us  on  this  side  of  the  House  to  view 
the  revising  barrister  with  the  same  degree  of  confidence 
that  he  does.  The  First  Minister  seems  to  think  there  might 
be  no  difficulty,  because,  possibly,  only  bye-elections  would 
come  on  under  it.  He  will  not,  of  course,  feel  annoyed  it  we 
say  that  under  it,  with  a  First  Minister  so  designing,  we  could 
see  how  a  general  election  could  be  brought  on  at  a  period 
when  the  vast  majority  of  the  seats  in  the  House  would  be 
affected  by  it,  and  the  First  Minister  would  hardly  claim 
it  is  desirable  that  such  should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
First  Minister  of  the  day  were  that  First  Minister  leading 
any  particular  party  in  this  country.  A  general  election 
might  be  brought  on  when  a  large  majority  of  the  members 
of  this  House  would  be  affected  by  the  operations  of  this 
clause.  I  again  repeat  that  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  the 
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committee  to  address  themselves  to  devising  a  clause 
whereby  justice  shall  be  done,  whereby  the  will  of  the 
people,  as  expressed  by  the  legal  voters,  shall  be  carried 
out,  and  not  be  thwarted  by  illegal  votes,  that  may  be,  by 
fraud  or  design,  placed  upon  the  election  list. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  legal  effect  may  be  of  the  words  in  the  last  lines,  “  final 
and  conclusive  as  to  every  election  for  such  electoral  dis¬ 
trict,”  is  intended  to  be.  I  should  like  to  know  from  the 
First  Minister  whether,  in  his  judgment,  the  words,  “  final 
and  conclusive,”  would  debar  the  party  who  is  defeated 
from  bringing  up  the  question  of  the  validity  of  those  votes 
on  an  election  petition. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  it  might  have  the 
effect  of  getting  off  an  election  petition. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT,  It  seems  to  me  it 
would.  There  is  a  very  considerable  primd  facie  case  that 
it  would  do  so.  Now,  nothing  could  well  be  more  unjust 
than  that  a  man  who  had  received  a  majority  of  the  legal 
votes  should  be  deprived  of  the  seat  to  which  he  was 
entitled,  because  we  have  decided  that  an  eleotion  should  be 
held  on  a  roll  which  had  not  been  revised.  Then,  as  to 
another  argument  the  Prime  Minister  used,  which  was  that 
there  would  be  an  unusual  number  of  appeals  for  the  purpose 
of  protracting  this  revision.  I  think,  under  the  clause  he 
has  introduced  as  to  sub-divisions,  that  would  not  be  very 
likely  to  happen.  I  presume  it  would  be  easy  enough  to 
introduce  the  practice  we  have  in  Ontario,  where  each 
separate  municipality  is  appealed  by  itself,  and  if  the  judge 
certifies  that  the  municipal  list  is  correct  then  for  that  muni¬ 
cipality  that  list  is  used.  In  other  municipalities,  where  ap¬ 
peals  are  lodged,  the  list  of  the  preceding  year  may  be  used. 
Now,  I  presume  the  same  thing  could  be  done  in  the  case  of 
these  various  sub-divisions,  and  that  would  greatly  minimise 
the  difficulty  to  which  the  First  Minister  was  alluding  when  I 
oame  in.  There  is  another  consideration  which  deserves 
some  weight.  If  you  maintain  the  clause  as  it  now  stands, 
there  would  always  be  a  special  temptation  to  parties  to 
endeavor  to  get  the  list,  before  the  revising  officer,  made  in 
their  favor.  The  fact  that  a  list  should  not  be  used  until  it 
had  been  finally  revised  on  appeal  would  serve,  to  some 
extent,  as  a  check  against  improper  applications  or  demands 
to  strike  off  names.  But  if  you  allow  this  clause  to  stand, 
politicians  on  either  side  will  be  much  more  disposed  to  make 
a  vigorous  struggle  before  the  revising  officer,  prior  to  the 
final  revision  of  the  list,  than  otherwise  they  would  do ;  and 
there  would  be  probably  a  worse  list  and  more  irregularity 
caused  by  that  particular  temptation  than  would  occur  in  the 
ordinary  nature  of  things.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  very 
well  that  the  fact  that  the  list  is  going  to  be  subject  to  revi¬ 
sion  before  it  can  be  used  in  an  election,  would  be  a 
check  both  on  the  revising  officer  and,  what  is  prob¬ 
ably  more  important,  on  the  hot  partisans  of  either  side 
who  are  endeavoring  to  gain  advantages  over  each  other. 
Moreover,  as  a  mere  matter  of  justice  and  common  sense,  it 
appears  to  all  impartial  persons  that  the  list  should  be 
finally  revised  before  it  is  allowed  to  be  used.  Day  by  day 
election  petitions,  of  which  many  of  us  have  had  unpleasant 
experiences,  are  becoming  more  expensive  and  troublesome 
to  members  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  I  think  it  is  not 
desirable  that  they  should  be  encouraged,  as  I  think  they 
would  be  certain  to  be  encouraged,  if  an  election  is  disposed 
of  on  an  imperfect  list ;  and  if  it  turns  out,  as  I  think  hon. 
gentlemen  would  find  it  would  turn  out,  those  words, 
“  final  and  conclusive,”  would,  at  all  events,  have  to  be 
amended,  so  that  if  a  man  was  elected  on  a  list  which  had 
not  been  subject  to  appeal  he  might  be  and  would  be  entitled 
to  bring  that  question  before  the  courts. 

Mr.  LISTER.  When  the  Act  was  first  introduced  it  was 
intended  to  give  only  an  appeal  on  questions  of  law  to  a 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 
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judge  of  the  Superior  Court.  Since  that  time  the  First 
Minister  has  agreed  to  give  an  appeal  on  questions  of  fact 
as  well  as  questions  of  law  to  the  judge  of  the  county  court. 
I  could  have  understood  very  well  the  use  of  this  section 
if  the  Bill  had  remained  and  had  been  carried  out 
according  to  the  original  intention  of  the  First  Min¬ 
ister.  But  I  can  easily  see,  in  view  of  the  changes  to 
which  he  has  consented,  that  it  will  cause  very  great 
difficulty,  if  not  great  injustice,  unless  the  section  is  amended 
in  the  direction  desired  by  the  Opposition.  What  is  the 
position  of  the  candidate  under  this  Bill  ?  It  is  quite  pos¬ 
sible  that  before  the  time  for  finally  revising  the  list,  or 
before  the  time  for  determining  appeals  has  expired,  an 
election  may  take  place,  and  the  last  revised  list  may  be 
used,  pending  those  appeals.  It  is  provided  that  persons 
on  that  list  who  have  been  appealed  against  will  be  entitled 
to  vote  at  that  election,  and  their  votes  will  be  final,  to  the 
same  extent  and  in  the  same  manner  as  if  the  appeal  were 
not  taken  against  them.  We  know  that  many  of  the  con¬ 
stituencies  are  very  close,  and  if  an  effort  were  made,  and 
it  is  not  beyond  possibility  that  such  might  be  made,  a 
sufficient  number  of  improper  voters  might  be  placed  upon 
the  list  to  determine  the  result  of  elections,  against  the  wish 
of  the  duly  qualified  voters.  It  is  not  for  this  Parliament 
to  recognise,  to  legalise,  such  a  possible  injustice  as  may 
take  place  if  this  clause  were  passed.  The  difficulty  can 
easily  be  overcome.  If  those  lists  were  prepared  by  the 
local  officers,  if  the  revision  and  preparation  of  the  lists 
were  left  in  the  hands  of  the  people,  we  would  have  no 
reason  to  apprehend  the  danger  which  we  might 
apprehend  if  this  Bill  were  allowed  to  pass  in  its 
present  shape.  The  people  themselves  would  look  after 
the  list ;  but  under  this  Bill  we  have  an  officer 
of  the  Government,  not  only  to  prepare  but  to  revise  those 
lists.  I  can  only  say,  without  wishing  to  cast  any  odium  on 
the  revising  officer,  that  it  is  possible,  in  his  zeal  for  the 
party  that  appointed  him,  he  may  overstep  the  mark  and 
do  injustice  to  the  opposite  party.  It  is  not  just  to  our  self- 
respect  that  this  House  should  place  on  the  Statute  Book 
a  measure  which  may  have  the  effect  of  doing  any  injustice 
to  a  single  individual.  The  result  of  the  section,  as  pre¬ 
pared,  is  this :  That  while  those  appeals  may  be  many  or 
few,  those  votes  will  be  cast,  and  they  may  have  the  effect 
of  electing  a  man  who  is  not  the  choice  of  the  qualified 
electors.  This  section  applies  not  only  to  appeals  to  the 
judge  of  a  county  court  but  to  appeals  to  the  Superior  Court. 
The  section  might  be  amended  by  providing  that  the  voters’ 
list  should  not  be  considered  final  until  the  time  for  enter¬ 
ing  appeals  before  the  judge  had  expired  ;  that  might  be 
within  a  few  days,  or  two  weeks,  at  the  utmost.  Ur  the 
difficulty  might  be  obviated  as  suggested  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills) :  a  tendered  ballot  might  be 
given.  A  list  might  be  prepared  which  should  contain  the 
names  of  those  whose  right  to  vote  had  been  questioned, 
and  against  whose  right  an  appeal  might  be  pending.  If  it 
turned  out  that  they  had  the  right,  the  ballot  would  be 
counted;  and,  in  the  other  event,  the  reverse  would  be  the 
case.  In  that  way  complete  justice  would  be  done,  not  only 
to  the  candidates  but  to  the  voters  themselves.  Section  26, 
as  it  at  present  stands,  should  not  be  allowed  to  become 
tho  law.  I  trust  the  First  Minister  will  take  the  mat¬ 
ter  into  consideration,  and  make  some  such  amendments  as 
have  been  suggested  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  As  it  is  generally  considered  that  this 
is  a  question  which  should  be  discussed  chiefly  by  legal 
gentlemen,  I  would  not  have  risen,  but  to  my  mind  the 
position  is  so  outrageous  that  if  the  lay  members  of  the 
House  did  not  speak  upon  it  the  very  boys  on  the  floor 
would  feel  bound  to  speak.  When  the  Bill  was  first  intro¬ 
duced  the  decision  of  the  revising  barrister  was  practically 
final ;  he  really  decided  who  should  sit  in  this  House  and 
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who  should  not,  and  the  remaining  clauses  were  in  keeping 
with  it.  But  after  long  discussion  we  were  granted  the 
right  to  appeal,  and  then,  of  course,  this  clause  became 
absurd.  I  do  not  think  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  be 
willing  to  defend  the  proposition  that  members  for  this 
House  should  be  chosen  by  men  having  no  vote.  In 
fact,  the  proposed  appeal  after  an  election  is  too  ridiculous 
to  be  considered  at  a  country  debating  school,  much  less 
the  Parliament  of  Canada ;  it  is  only  trifling  with  the  House 
and  with  the  country;  it  is  an  appeal  only  in  name,  and  if 
the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  wish  this  Bill  to  bear  this 
stamp  of  outlawry,  to  make  it  a  Bill  which  every  good 
citizen  would  feel  called  upon  to  destroy,  wherever  he 
met  it,  it  should  be  amended  in  this  respect.  To  pass 
this  Bill,  with  this  clause  as  it  is,  in  the  fifth  month  of 
the  session  of  this  Parliament,  would  be,  I  think, 
a  burlesque  on  legislation.  Perhaps  these  terms  may 
consider  somewhat  strong,  but  I  venture  to  say  that  they 
are  not  a  particle  stronger  than  the  country  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  justified  if  this  clause  passes.  I  thought  we  had 
heard  the  last  about  the  extension  of  the  franchise  by  this 
Bill,  but  the  First  Minister  this  evening  again  spoke  of  the 
disadvantage  to  the  electorate  of  a  restricted  franchise. 
Does  the  Bill  extend  the  franchise  in  Prince  Edward  Island, 
in  British  Columbia,  in  Manitoba  or  in  New  Brunswick  ? 
That  question  has  been  answered  by  members  from  those 
Provinces.  It  has  been  shown,  by  returns  under  the  official 
seal,  by  those  who  are  competent  to  give  them,  that  in  some 
counties  400,  500  or  TOO  voters  will  be  struck  off  the  list, 
under  this  Bill,  men  who  have  voted  for  years  and  who 
are  the  holders  of  real  estate. 

Mr.  FOSTER.  That  has  never  been  shown. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  True,  it  is  stated  that  it  extends  the 
franchise  to  other  classes ;  but  even  admitting  that  it  does, 
the  total  number  cut  off  will  be  very  great.  In  Quebec, 
alone,  is  there  no  reduction ;  and  it  was  not  in  the  Bill 
originally,  even  as  co  that  Province,  but  the  change  was  made 
at  the  suggestion  of  hon.  gentlemen  from  that  Province. 
The  franchise  is  not  extended  in  Ontario  by  this  Bill ;  and 
hon .  gentlemen,  when  they  refer  to  the  law  of  that  Pro¬ 
vince,  constantly  refer  to  the  old  law.  Hon.  gentlemen 
understand  very  well  that  the  next  election  will  virtually 
be  decided  before  the  revising  barrister.  Under  the  Act,  as 
it  now  stands,  it  is  perfectly  possible  for  a  general  election 
to  be  brought  on  very  shortly,  after  the  revising  barrister 
has  returned  the  list,  before  any  appeal  can  be  made  what¬ 
ever,  and  if  this  provision  is  retained  it  will  create  the  great¬ 
est  doubt  in  many  minds  whether  a  general  election  will 
not  be  brought  under  such  circumstances.  The  proceedings 
in  the  House  would  almost  indicate  that.  We  have  been 
refused  an  amendment  to  have  the  evidence  before  him 
taken  under  oath,  notwithstanding  that  his  decision  is  virtu¬ 
ally  to  be  final.  Even  if  he  acts  in  good  laith,  a  person  may 
come  before  him  and  make  any  sort  of  statement  he  chooses 
without  being  subject  to  the  consequences  of  an  oath. 
As  the  Bill  stands  now,  with  the  First  Minister’s  refusal  to 
make  this  amendment,  I  consider  it  to  be  a  worse  Bill  than 
it  was  when  it  was  introduced.  If  I  were  leading  the 
Reform  party  I  would  say,  as  a  matter  of  political  tactics, 
by  all  means  pass  the  Bill  as  you  have  it.  But  I  believe 
we  have  sometheing  higher  than  party  considerations  here. 
I  think  it  is  our  duty  to  make  this  Bill,  I  will  not  say 
respectable — I  believe  that  is  impossible — but  something 
approaching  it.  I  do  not  profess  to  be  a  legal  gentleman, 
and  perhaps  it  is  just  as  well,  in  considering  a  point  of  this 
kind,  that  my  mind  is  not  confused  by  legal  considerations 
at  all.  I  think,  however,  I  bring  to  the  consideration  of  it 
a  little  of  that  kind  of  common  sense  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  find  pretty  prevalent  in  the  country. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  rather  surprised  at 
the  hon.  gentleman  being  so  anxious  to  have  this  Bill 


amended  when  he  says  it  would  be  greatly  to  the  benefit  of 
his  party  to  be  carried.  That  is  an  excess  of  patriotism  that 
I  have  not  usually  found  occupying  even  the  most  patriotic 
minds.  The  whole  argument  of  hon,  gentlemen  opposite 
has  been  based  on  the  supposition  that  all  the  elections  are 
going  to  take  place  in  the  short  period  between  the  time 
the  revising  officer  settles  his  list  and  the  time  of  the  appeal 
to  the  court  above.  This  thing  is  going  on  from  year  to 
year,  from  day  to  day,  and  from  month  to  month,  without 
reference  to  a  general  election  or  a  particular  election  ;  and 
the  elections  that  will  take  place  in  that  short  period  will 
be  few  and  insignificant,  in  comparison  with  the  disadvan¬ 
tage  that  would  exist  from  throwing  the  electorate  upon  the 
voters’  list  of  the  year  before.  That  would  disfranchise  a 
great  many  men,  especially  of  the  working  classes.  How¬ 
ever,  I  am  anxious  always  to  weigh  the  arguments  that  are 
used ;  I  must  say  that  I  am  opposed  to  this  amendment 
altogether;  but  after  disposing  of  that,  if  it  is  lost,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House  I  would  postpone  the  consideration 
of  the  clause  for  another  day,  and  proceed  to  the  subsequent 
clauses.  I  want  to  consider  that,  and  see  if  there  is  any 
means  of  meeting  the  objectiou,  I  think  almost  the  causeless 
objection,  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite;  still,  I  see  the  objec¬ 
tion  and  the  earnestness  with  which  they  speak  upon  it. 
Two  suggestions  have  been  made,  one  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House  and  one  from  this  side,  which  I  shall  consider 
before  we  sit  again. 

Mr.  WELDON.  This  is  not  a  question  of  detail,  but  a 
question  of  principle.  In  cases  where  there  is  a  narrow 
majority  a  great  injustice  might  be  done ;  a  candidate 
might  be  practically  elected  by  persons  not  entitled  to  vote. 
Again,  there  is  a  difficulty  in  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  which  was  pointed 
out  by  the  Prime  Minister,  that  it  might  affect  the  list.  We 
have  adopted  the  principle  that  the  work  of  the  revising 
barrister  shall  be  referred  to  the  county  court  judge ;  then, 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  election  should  be  postponed  until 
we  have  got  the  decision  of  the  judge.  It  strikes  me  that 
the  list  ought  not  to  be  sent  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery  until  the  county  court  judge  has  passed  upon  it. 
In  the  one  case,  when  the  county  court  judge  is  the 
revising  officer,  he  passes  upon  it  first ;  why  should  he  not 
in  the  other  case  ?  There  ought  to  be  some  precaution 
agaiost  the  difficulty  of  persons  not  entitled  to  vote  con¬ 
trolling  an  election.  We  have  to  look  at  this  as  a  perma¬ 
nent  matter,  because  it  is  not  confined  to  the  first  revision, 
but  will  apply  to  all  future  lists.  It  is  well  known  that 
sometimes  after  an  Act  becomes  law,  some  point  arises  that 
has  escaped  attention;  it  is  almost  impossible  to  meet  all 
cases,  no  matter  how  carefully  you  draw  a  Bill ;  but  we 
ought  to  endeavor  to  do  so  as  far  as  possible.  We  ought,  if 
possible,  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  voters  being  appealed 
against  when  an  election  is  about  to  take  place.  It  seems  to 
me  the  difficulty  might  be  avoided  by  providing  that  the  list 
shall  not  be  sent  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery 
until  it  has  been  certified  by  the  county  court  judge. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  must  be  understood 
that  I  shall  carry  out  in  its  integrity  the  proposition  that 
there  shall  be  an  appeal  to  the  county  court  judge,  when 
he  is  not  himself  the  revising  officer,  and  all  the  consequences 
that  must  naturally  flow  from  that  proposition.  The 
question  here,  however,  is  not  that.  The  question  is  the 
balance  of  difficulty — whether,  when  an  election  takes 
place  before  the  judge  disposes  of  the  appeal,  we  should  take 
the  chance  of  a  few  bad  votes  slipping  in,  or  disfranchise  a 
number  of  voters  by  taking  an  old  and  effete  list,  and  this 
question  is  weighed,  in  my  mind,  with  the  balance  in  favor 
of  a  full  franchise — rather  in  favor  of  the  first  system  than 
the  last.  If  there  be  any  amendment  at  all,  it  must  be,  I 
think,  in  the  direction  of  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  to  see  if  we  cannot  contrive  some 
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mode  by  which  the  votes  objected  to  can  be  segregated,  in 
such  a  manner  that  they  will  not  interfere  with  the  purity 
and  correctness  of  the  return.  I  see  great  difficulty  in  doing 
it,  but  I  shall  try  my  hand  at  it,  and  for  that  reason  move 
to  postpone  the  clause,  to  have  an  opportunity  of  consider¬ 
ing  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  In  any  case,  I  presume 
the  right  hon.  gentleman  is  willing  that  in  the  case  of  the 
revising  officer,  at  any  rate,  the  list  shall  not  be  considered 
final  until  the  county  court  judge  has  passed  upon  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  the  point  I  will 
consider. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  only  one  of  the 
points.  I  thought  the  hon.  gentleman  was  going  to  concede 
that,  and  take  into  consideration  the  further  point,  as  to  the 
appeal  which  might  be  made  from  the  county  court  judge  to 
a  higher  court. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Oh,  no. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Anybody  who  has  had 
experience  in  Ontario  electious,  and  I  suppose  the  same  is 
the  case  in  other  Provinces  where  there  are  county  court 
judges,  knows  that  county  court  judges  disposed,  in  former 
days,  of  the  various  appeals  made  to  them  in  a  very  short 
time. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  When  the  revising  bar¬ 
rister  is  not  a  county  court  judge — and  that  will  occur  in  a 
very  few  instances  in  Ontario — there  will  be,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  an  appeal  to  the  county  court  judge,  and  a  trial  of 
all  objections  and  of  refusals  of  applications  to  vote.  As  the 
hon.  gentleman  truly  says,  he  will  quickly  dispose  of  them, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman’s  chances  of  an  election  coming  on 
in  the  interval  are  very  light.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
exaggerate.  I  think,  the  importance  of  the  clause;  still,  I  see 
the  logic  of  their  arguments,  and  as  the  construction  of  the 
clause  is  a  little  involved,  I  will  ask  to  postpone  considera¬ 
tion  until  to-morrow.  I  am,  however,  opposed  to  thisamend- 
ment. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  As  a  lay  man,  I  must  express  my 
gratification  at  hearing  the  First  Minister  assure  the  House 
that  he  wishes  to  place  this  clause  in  the  best  possible  form, 
and  has  therefore  determined  to  hold  it  over  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  consideration.  I  wish  to  call  his  attention  to  one 
or  two  points.  He  tells  us  the  whole  argument  on  this  side 
seems  to  be  based  upon  the  assumption  that  the  elections 
will  take  place  between  the  returns  made  by  the  revising 
barrister  and  the  settlement  of  appeals  before  the  court.  I 
do  not  think  they  will,  as  a  rule ;  but  there  may  be  some 
that  will  take  place  during  that  interval,  and  it  is  but  right 
to  guard  against  any  such  contingency.  Most  of  the  gene¬ 
ral  elections  within  my  recollection  have  been  upon  voters’ 
lists  several  months  at  least  in  force.  The  elections  of  1882 
were  upon  the  lists  of  the  previous  year. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  objection  will  be 
avoided. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  think  it  should  be  arranged  that 
the  voters’  list  will  finally  settled  before  a  general  election 
takes  place.  The  hon.  gentleman  promised  us  an  appeal,  but 
we  want  it  to  be  arranged  in  such  a  way  that  under  no  pos¬ 
sible  circumstances  it  will  fail  to  give  practical  results. 
The  Bill  professes  to  be  modelled  upon  English  legislation, 
but  we  have  departed  from  the  English  model  in  the  matter 
of  rolls  and  preliminary  revision.  In  England,  the  rolls  are 
made  by  the  local  officers,  and  the  preliminary  investiga¬ 
tion  takes  place  before  the  revising  barrister.  With  regard 
to  appeals,  the  English  provision,  6  Victoria,  chapter  18,  | 
section  66,  provides  :  I 
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“  And  be  it  enaoted  that  every  judgment  or  decision  of  the  said  court 
shall  be  final  and  conclusive  in  the  case,  upon  a  point  of  law  adjudi¬ 
cated  upon,  and  shall  be  binding  upon  every  committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  appointed  for  the  trial  of  any  petition  complaining  of  the 
undue  election  or  return  of  any  member  or  members  to  serve  in  Parlia¬ 
ment.” 

Although  the  law  provides  that  the  voters’  list  certified  by 
the  revising  barrister  shall  be  taken  as  the  complete  list, 
and  that  no  voter  on  it  shall  be  deprived  of  his  vote  in 
consequence  of  an  appeal  pending  before  the  court,  yet  the 
law  provides  that  if  that  appeal  has  held  his  vote  to  be 
improper  and  illegal,  that  vote  shall,  by  the  committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  trying  the  election  case,  be  thrown 
out. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  are  no  election 
committees  in  England  now. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  But  there  are  Election  Courts,  and 
the  functions  and  powers  exercised  are  those  exercised  by 
the  Election  Courts,  and  the  Election  Courts  should  have  the 
same  power  to  throw  out  votes  which  were  found  to  be 
illegal  votes  by  the  court  of  appeal  that  the  election  com¬ 
mittee  had. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  clause  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  is  reading  is  the  other  way.  The  final  decision  shall 
be  binding  on  the  judge  or  other  tribunal  trying  the  case. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Shall  be  binding  upon  the  committee 
of  the  House  or  Election  Court  trying  the  election  case. 
All  that  the  Opposition  desire  is  that  the  lists — although  we 
object  to  the  mode  of  preparation,  yet  if  they  are  to  be  pre¬ 
pared  by  revising  officers,  and  an  appeal  is  to  be  given,  we 
ask  that  it  may  not  bo  a  mockery,  but  that  any  vote  decided 
by  the  Court  of  Appeal  to  be  an  illegal  vote  shall  not  be  count¬ 
ed  in  the  final  result  in  case  of  election  protest  and  contest. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  suppose  the  28th  clause,  on  the  same 
ground  as  this,  stands  over.  The  concluding  part  of  that 
clause  involves  the  same  point.  There  will  be  two  points 
to  consider,  with  regard  to  this  matter  of  voting  by 
numbered  ballot.  The  one  is  the  case  of  a  judge 
or  revising  officer  who  has  put  upon  the  list  parties 
whose  right  to  remain  on  it  is  contested,  and  the  case  of 
parties  who  claim  to  be  put  on  the  list,  but  whose  right  is 
denied.  Suits  may  be  pending  with  regard  to  both ;  both 
should  have  an  equal  right  to  vote,  and  vote  in  the  same 
way.  Then,  whether  their  votes  where  counted  or  not 
would  depend  upon  the  decision  of  the  court.  The  question 
arises,  with  whom  should  the  sealed  ballots  remain  during 
the  pending  stage?  Should  they  be  transferred  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery  or  sent  to  the  clerk  of  the  court  where 
the  suits  are  pending,  leaving  the  judge,  upon  the  decision 
of  the  case,  to  report  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery 
the  number  of  votes  that  should  be  struck  off  the  list  or  the 
number  that  should  be  added  ? 

Mr.  MTJLOCK.  If  the  clause  stands  over,  my  amend¬ 
ment  should  stand  over  and  be  moved  again.  I  beg  to 
withdraw  the  amendment. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  numbers  of  the 
clauses  will  have  to  be  changed,  but  that  is  done  by  the 
law  clerk. 

Mr.  MTJLOCK*  It  would  be  well  if  the  First  Minister 
could,  to-morrow,  with  this  proposed  section,  lay  before  us 
the  scheme  for  the  appeal.  The  two  are  involved  together. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  see  that,  but 
we  will  see. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  would  help  to  reconcile  us  to  the 
I  clause  generally.  We  have  not  very  much  confidence  in  it. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
and  his  friends  were  in  the  English  House  of  Commons  1 
am  afraid  they  would  be  called  the  irreconcileables. 

On  section  29, 

Mr.  FLEMIiNG.  The  time  of  eight  days  is  not  sufficient. 
The  election  law  requires  that  the  proclamation  shall  be 
published  at  least  eight  days  before  the  nomination. 

Sir  KICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  You  have  to  furnish 
to  the  returning  officer,  not  merely  a  list  of  the  voters,  but  a 
description  of  the  polling  districts,  which  is  always  included 
in  the  advertisement,  and  the  returning  officer  has  to  adver¬ 
tise  that  eight  days  before  the  nomination. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Not  until  after  the  nomination. 

Mr.  FLEMING.  The  proclamation  contains  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  polling  sub  divisions. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Make  it  twelve  days. 

Mr,  FLEMING.  That  would  not  be  sufficient. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  will  read  :  “  At  least 
twelve  days  before  the  day  of  nomination.”  I  think  you 
will  find  that  will  be  time  enough.  The  dragging  on  of  the 
days  of  an  election  is  not  very  pleasant  for  the  candidates 
on  either  side.  We  should  have  as  short  a  time  as  con¬ 
venient  for  full  notification  to  the  electors.  This  will  give 
the  returning  officer  four  days  to  get  out  his  proclamation. 
I  think  that  is  plenty  of  time. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  In  some  districts,  such  as  Algoma, 
some  of  these  large,  sparsely-settled  ridings,  that  would  be 
insufficient. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  would  like  to  remind  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  that  the  returning  officer  has  only  twelve  days  in 
which  to  make  his  preparations.  He  has  only  eight  days 
in  which  to  get  the  list  printed,  and  send  it  all  over  the 
county  to  be  put  up,  and  it  only  leaves  him  four  days  to 
have  it  printed  before  nomination.  In  some  of  the  counties 
of  New  Brunswick,  which  are  very  large,  this  would  not 
give  him  time  enough. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  an  election  you  do  no^ 
send  one  man  out  to  go  around  the  county  and  stick  it  up 
in  every  polling  district,  but  the  sheriff  or  returning  officer 
will  send  out  copies  to  men  in  different  districts  to  post  it 
up.  He  will  take  either  one  man  or  twenty  men,  if  neces¬ 
sary.  He  is  paid  for  it ;  it  is  always  allowed  in  his  accounts. 

Mr.  TEMPLE.  I  think  twelve  days  is  quite  sufficient. 
My  county  is  the  largest  one  in  the  Province,  and  I  have 
done  it  many  a  time  as  sheriff.  You  do  not  get  the  writ  on 
the  twelfth  day ;  you  do  not  get  it  before  that ;  and  the 
returning  officer  or  sheriff  goes  to  work  and  prepares  for  it, 
to  have  it  all  ready.  He  has  got  four  days  in  which  to  get 
it  out.  I  have  done  it  in  two  days,  in  the  largest  county  in 
the  Province. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  am  afraid  the  First  Minister  will 
get  into  difficulties  under  this  four  days  provision.  I  do 
not  see  how,  in  districts  such  as  Algoma  and  Gaspe,  it  is 
possible  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  law.  There 
can  be  no  objections  to  extending  it  to  seven  or  eight  days, 
which  would  make  the  thing  more  workable. 

On  section  30, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  the  3rd  line  make  it 
1887  instead  of  1886.  This  is  for  the  second  list.  Then,  in 
the  13th  line,  after  the  word  “  appointed,”  1  propose  to 
insert  “  where  there  are  no  assessment  lists  or  certified 
copy  or  certified  copies  of  the  last  revised  list  of  voters  in 
such  electoral  district.”  That  is  to  meet  the  case  of  Prince 
Edward  Island. 


Mr.  WELDON.  A  revising  Officer  may,  in  erasing  the 
name,  completely  destroy  the  name,  so  that  a  person  would 
not  know  the  reason  why  it  has  been  erased.  After  the 
first  list  is  made  up  it  should  be  kept  intact  until  it  is 
finally  revised  at  the  subsequent  revision.  I  shall  therefore 
move  an  amendment  to  provide  that,  instead  of  adding  names 
to  the  previous  list  or  erasing  names,  the  revising  officer 
shall  make  up  a  list  of  names  proposed  to  be  added  and  a 
list  of  names  proposed  to  be  struck  off,  and  he  shall  state, 
opposite  the  names,  why  such  action  was  proposed.  I  move 
that  at  line  29,  the  following  be  inserted  : — 

Make  up  a  list  of  names  of  all  persons  whom  it  is  proposed  to  add 
to  the  list. 

Also,  at  line  39,  the  following: — 

Make  up  a  list  of  names  of  persons  whom  it  is  proposed  to  strike  off, 
stating  the  reasons  why  such  names  are  proposed  to  be  struck  off. 

It  is  very  important  to  know  the  reason  why  the  names  are 
proposed  to  be  struck  off ;  because  in  many  such  cases  the 
person  could  at  once  attend  at  the  final  revision,  if  he  desired, 
and  have  the  matter  determined  Such  action  would  be  in 
harmony  with  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  following  words 
might  be  inserted:  “Noting  on  the  said  list  the  names  of 
any  persons  who  are  dead,  or  who  are  not,  according  to  the 
terms  of  this  Act,  entitled  to  vote,  and  stating  the  reason  in 
said  note.” 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  I  would  suggest  is,  that  here  there  is 
no  provision  in  this  preliminary  revision  for  objecting  to 
any  names  or  suggesting  that  they  should  be  left  off.  Does 
the  hon,  gentleman  intend  that  the  proceeding  should  be 
taken  as  at  the  final  revision - 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  That  is  intended. 

Mr.  MILLS.  How  are  parties  on  the  old  list  to  be  taken 
off,  as,  for  instance,  a  man  whose  tenancy  has  expired,  and 
yet  his  name  may  appear  on  the  new  roll.  There  should 
be  some  evidence,  I  think,  but  if  no  one  takes  any  interest 
in  the  matter  the  old  name  would  be  left  on.  If  he  required 
the  attendance  of  the  clerk  or  the  assessor  to  give  informa¬ 
tion  before  the  list  is  made  up,  he  would  be  able  to  make  it 
more  accurate,  and  no  names  would  have  to  be  added  or 
struck  off,  except  upon  application. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  For  the  second  list  the 
revising  officer  has  the  list  of  the  year  before,  and  the 
assessment  roll  of  that  year,  the  year  subsequent  to  the 
year  for  which  the  first  list  was  made  up.  He  comes  to 
the  name  on  the  voters’  list  of  the  previous  year,  “John 
Jones,  owner.”  He  looks  at  the  assessment  roll  for  that 
year,  and  he  finds  that  the  name  of  John  Jones  is  not  there ; 
but  he  would  leave  the  name  on,  and  make  a  note  on  it : 
“  Objected  to ;  not  on  the  assessment  roll,"  giving  the 
reason  why  the  name  is  objected  to.  That  gives  notice  to 
everybody,  and  that  vote  will  have  to  be  substantiated  at 
the  final  revision. 

Mr.  MILLS.  That  is  just  the  point.  The  revising 
officer  sees  that  A  is  down  as  the  tenant  of  the  property  for 
which  B  was  down  last  year.  No  one  makes  application 
to  him.  He  strikes  off  B  and  puts  on  A.  Would  it  be  the 
duty  of  the  revising  officer  to  note  that  B’s  name  is  objected 
to  because  it  is  not  on  the  new  roll  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Certainly.  He  will 
not  strike  it  off ;  he  will  note  it ;  and  he  will  put  A  on, 
that  being  a  new  name, 

Mr.  MILLS.  Suppose  the  name  of  B  is  not  challenged  ; 
will  it  be  his  duty  to  notify  B,  and  summon  him,  without 
the  application  of  any  other  party  ?  Will  it  be  his  duty 
to  take  steps  himself  to  ascertain  the  truth  before  he  strikes 
that  name  off  the  voters’  list  ? 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Certainly  not,  as  regards 
A.  He  finds  A’s  name  on  the  assessment  roll  as  tenant, 
and  that  is  sufficient  to  establish  A’s  right  to  vote,  and  he 
will  put  his  name  on  the  list,  without  any  suggestion  or 
application. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Taking  B's  off  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  He  will  not  take  it  off, 
but  will  mark  it  as  objected  to,  and  I  should  think  he  would 
strike  it  off  if  he  found  no  such  name  on  the  assessment 
roll,  and  found  no  person  coming  to  vindicate  its  right  to 
be  on  the  voters’  list. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Suppose  that,  in  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
where  there  is  no  provision  for  putting  the  names  of  wage- 
earners  on  the  assessment  roll,  in  a  constituency  the  names 
of  500  people  were  on  the  voters’  list  as  wage-earners  for 
the  last  year  ?  What  is  to  be  done  in  that  case  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  was  fully  discussed 
on  the  settlement  of  the  first  list.  IIo  will  take  such  evi¬ 
dence  as  he  can,  and  will  publish  the  names  of  all  claimants, 
as  in  the  first  case,  marking  all  objected  to,  and  then  pro¬ 
ceed  with  the  same  evidence  as  is  provided  for  in  the  case  of 
the  first  list. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Suppose  no  one  appears  on  behalf  of  those 
wage-earners ;  are  we  legislating  to  make  it  the  duty  of  the 
revising  officer  to  summon  those  whoso  names  were  on  the 
list  last  year,  to  show  why  their  names  should  be  continued 
this  year,  or  is  he  going  to  leave  their  names  on,  unless  some 
one  appears  to  have  their  names  struck  off?  Are 
we  going  to  make  it  the  duty  of  this  revising  officer 
to  make  the  list  as  perfect  as  possible,  without  some 
one  to  urge  him  to  that  duty— either  to  put  on  or 
take  off  names  ?  If  so,  it  seems  to  me  we  must 
alter  this  clause.  I  am  asking  for  information,  just  to  see 
how  far  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  go,  because  it  seems 
to  me  the  completeness  of  the  list  will  depend  on  the 
duties  we  impose  on  the  revising  officer ;  we  cannot  depend 
on  the  simple  interest  of  the  two  contending  parties  who 
are  attacking  the  voters’  list.  We  ought  to  make  it  the 
duty  of  the  revising  officer  to  make  the  list  as  complete  as 
possible,  and  we  have  to  enquire  how  far  he  is  to  go  in 
looking  after  those  who  may  be  considered  a  precarious 
class  of  voters. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  take  it,  with  respect  to 
voters  who  are  not  on  the  assessment  roll,  that  if  they  were 
on  the  last  voters’  list  he  will  hold  them  to  have  the  right 
to  vote,  unless  some  one  objects,  or  unless  he  has  information 
before  him  to  the  contrary. 

Mr.  MILLS.  But  so  far  as  wage-earners  are  concerned  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  no  doubt  they 
will  be  objected  to.  If  they  have  gone  away  they  will  not 
vote. 

* 

Mr.  MILLS.  They  might  come  back. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  If  they  come  back,  unless 
there  is  some  objection  taken  by  somebody,  the  fair 
inference  is  that  they  have  the  right  to  vote. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Then  it  will  not  be  the  duty  of  the  revising 
officer  to  ascertain  whether  they  have  the  right  to  vote  or 
not. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  LANGELIEE.  Is  it  intended  to  make  a  new  list,  or 
only  an  amendment  of  the  old  list  in  existence  ?  In  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Quebec  a  new  list  is  made  every  year,  but  the  local 
officer  uses  the  list  already  in  existence.  He  does  not  con¬ 
tent  himself  with  adding  new  names  or  striking  off  old 
names,  but  makes  a  complete  list,  so  that  when  an  election 
comes  on  it  is  only  necessary  to  refer  to  the  last  list.  It 
would  seem,  from  the  wording  of  this  clause,  that  it  is  not 
Mr.  Mills. 


proposed  to  make  a  new  list,  but  simply  to  add  names  to  or 
strike  out  names  from  the  old  list. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  revising  officer  files 
one  copy  of  the  revised  list  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in 
Chancery  and  he  keeps  the  other  copy,  certified,  himself. 
He  sends  for  the  assessment  rolls  of  the  municipalities,  and 
from  them  he  makes  out  the  new  list  and  publishes  it.  The 
namss  are  to  be  published  without  striking  any  off;  then 
objections  are  written  against  the  names  of  those  objected 
to. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  proposes  that  this 
revision  will  be  at  the  beginning  of  January.  In  Ontario 
the  assessments  begin  in  February  or  March,  so  that  the 
assessment  roll  the  revising  officer  would  have  before  him 
would  be  a  roll  ten  or  eleven  months  old.  Under  sections 
21  and  22  the  final  revision  is  said  to  be  the  1st  June;  now, 
the  second  assessment  roll  will  be  in  the  hands  of  the  judges 
before  that.  Is  it  intended  that  the  parties  who  are  entitled 
to  vote  on  the  second  roll  shall  be  put  on  the  list,  and  will 
it  be  open  to  the  revising  officer  to  use  this  roll  on  the  final 
revision  ? 

Mr.  EYKERT.  In  the  cities,  the  assessments  do  not  take 
place  until  August  and  September,  and  are  not  finally 
revised  until  the  3rd  September,  and  In  the  country  districts 
they  may  be  appealed  from  till  the  1st  August. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  have  to  the  1st  of 
August  to  go  to  the  court  of  revision.  Then  it  will  be 
October  or  November  before  the  rolls  are  finally  made  up. 
It  is  advertised  for  thirty  days  after  the  1st  August.  That 
brings  you  to  1st  September,  to  allow  the  party  to  appeal. 
Then  the  appeal  will  be  tried  as  the  county  judge  directs, 
so  that  it  will  be  pretty  nearly  the  end  of  the  year,  in 
October  or  November,  before  the  assessment  roll  made  in 
the  spring  or  summer  is  finally  decided  in  appeal  by  the 
county  judge.  Then,  as  regards  cities,  it  is  provided  that 
these  rolls  will  not  be  finally  made  up  till  the  3 1st  December. 
Therefore,  in  order  to  embrace  the  whole  electorate,  in  the 
urban  as  well  as  the  rural  districts,  we  have  started  it  from 
the  1st  January.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  well  for  the 
revising  officer  to  be  guided  by  a  roll  not  finally  concluded. 
If  any  party  can  show  he  has  a  right  to  vote,  and  can  prove 
it,  of  course  his  name  will  be  put  on,  but  I  do  not  think  the 
revising  officer  should  be  forced  to  send  for  an  incomplete 
assessment  roll,  not  finally  decided  on. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  time  for  making  up  the  revision  is  in 
June;  then  five  weeks  are  allowed,  which  would  make  it 
some  time  in  July  before  the  final  revision  under  this  Act 
takes  place.  My  hon .  friend  from  Lincoln  (Mr.  Eykert)  is 
confounding  the  revision  of  the  voters’  list  with  the  revision 
of  the  assessment  roll,  because  the  latter  takes  place  in 
May.  The  court  of  revision  sits  in  May. 

Mr  EYKEET.  There  must  be  fourteen  days’  notice 
to  the  court  of  revision  given  after  the  1st  May.  The 
court  of  revision  generally  meets  about  the  28th  May. 
Then  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  county  judge  up  to 
the  1st  August.  Immediately  afterwards,  if  there  is  no 
appeal,  the  clerks  make  up  the  voters’  lists,  which  are  pub¬ 
lished  for  one  month,  for  the  electors  to  give  notice  of 
appeal,  and  afterwards  the  judge  fixes  the  date  of  his  courts 
throught  the  county.  The  object  now  is  to  have  a  complete 
list  for  a  whole  county.  In  a  county  containing  a  city  you 
cannot  have  that  until  the  31st  December,  so  that  if  you 
proceeded  as  my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  wishes,  you 
would  have  a  partial  list  at  one  time  and  the  rest  of  the  list 
at  another. 

Mr.  FAIEBANK.  That  revision  is  the  revision  of  the 
voters’  list,  not  of  the  assessment  roll,  which  is  finished  long 
before  the  time  the  hon.  gentleman  mentions. 

Mr.  EYKEET.  It  cannot  be  completed  until  fourteen  days 
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after  the  let  May,  and  after  that  there  is  a  right  of  appeal 
on  the  assessment  roll  to  the  county  judge  to  the  1st  August. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  That  does  not  change  the  assessment 
roll,  only  the  voters’  list. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  I  am  talking  about  both  the  assessment 
roll  and  the  voters’  list.  I  have  been  twenty-five  years 
reeve,  and  ought  to  know. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  We  are  talking  about  the  assessment 
roll,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  persists  in  talking  about  the 
voters’  list. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  The  assessment  roll  is  not  completed  by 
the  1st  June,  for  they  have  up  to  the  1st  August  to  appeal. 

Mr.  LISTER.  There  is  no  appeal  from  the  court  of 
revision  on  the  ground  of  assessment.  The  only  appeal  is 
in  regard  to  the  voters’  list. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  There  is  an  appeal  from  the  court  of 
revision  to  the  judge  of  the  county  court  in  regard  to  any 
errors  of  the  assessment  roll. 

Mr.  LISTER.  That  is  for  the  purpose  of  the  voters’  list. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  Section  59  of  the  Assessment  Act  shows 
distinctly  that  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  county  judge  against 
the  decision  of  the  court  of  revision.  I  am  surprised  that 
any  one  who  has  been  in  the  profession  as  long  as  the  hon. 
gentleman,  should  not  know  that. 

Mr.  TROW.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  be  mistaken. 
The  county  councils  are  now  in  session,  and  they  have  to 
make  a  final  revision  of  the  assessment  rolls  which  are 
transferred  to  them  by  the  township  councils. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  I  am  surprised  at  the  ignorance  of  the 
hon.  gentleman.  Does  he  not  know  that  the  county  council 
has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  assessment  roll  for 
that  year,  but  takes  the  roll  of  the  preceding  year,  and 
upon  that  equalises  the  assessment. 

Mr.  LISTER.  There  is  no  occasion  for  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  lose  his  temper. 

Mr.  RYKERT.  I  do  not  lose  my  temper,  but  I  am  sur¬ 
prised  at  the  hon.  gentleman’s  ignorance. 

Mr.  LISTER.  I  am  not  surprised  at  yours,  as  far  as  your 
social  qualifications  are  concerned. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Order. 

Mr.  PLATT.  For  all  practical  purposes,  the  list,  as  it 
leaves  the  court  of  revision,  is  as  good  as  when  it  leaves  the 
hands  of  the  judge,  if  it  is  to  be  primd  facie  evidence  of  the 
right  of  the  person  assessed  to  vote.  On  the  1st  June  it 
could  very  well  be  used  as  primd facie  evidence. 

Mr.  MAGMASTER.  I  am  surprised  that  the  proposition 
of  my  hon.  friend  from  Lincoln  could  be,  for  a  moment, 
doubted,  and  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  not  aware  of 
the  fact  that  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  county  judge  from 
the  proceedings  of  the  municipal  court  of  revision.  Not 
only  am  I  thoroughly  certain  of  that,  from  having  examined 
the  statute,  but  within  the  last  ten  months  I  conducted  a 
very  important  case  of  that  character,  in  which  an  appeal 
from  the  local  court  of  revision,  composed  of  the  local  coun¬ 
cil,  was  made  directly  to  the  county  judge  of  Stormont, 
Dundas  and  Glengarry,  regarding  the  assessment  of  the 
Hon.  D.  A.  Macdonald,  formerly  a  member  of  this  House. 

Mr.  WELDON.  I  think  a  similar  provision  should  be 
inserted  here  to  that  in  the  12th  section,  as  to  this  being 
primd  facie  evidence.  It  is  desirable  to  make  the  section 
uniform. 

Mr.  CASEY.  This  is  a  point  in  which  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  should  state  his  intentions.  He  has  changed 
section  12,  referring  to  the  primary  formation  of  the  list,  so 
as  to  make  the  rolls  primd  facie  evidence.  There  should  be 


some  language  inserted  in  this  clause  to  show  that  the  same 
rules  should  be  followed  in  regard  to  succeeding  revisions  of 
the  list. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes,  of  course. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  inserted  any¬ 
thing  in  this  clause  to  the  same  effect  as  in  the  12th 
section.  Then,  about  the  tenants.  The  hon.  gentleman 
announced  his  intention  to  provide  that  a  tenant  assessed 
for  $150  or  $300,  as  the  case  might  be,  whatever  the  qualifi¬ 
cation  is  for  a  freeholder,  his  name  should  be  put  primd 
facie  upon  the  voters’  list  as  being  a  tenant  and  paying  $20. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  What  I  staled  to  the 
committee  was  this :  After  a  long  fight  on  the  clause  about 
tenants,  I  said  that  if  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  pro¬ 
mise  me  not  to  re-open  that  clause  I  would  add  a  proviso, 
that  in  cases  where  there  was  no  rent  specified  in  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll,  if  it  showed  that  the  property  was  assessed  for 
$150,  that  would  be  received  as  primd  facie  evidence  of  the 
amount  of  the  rent. 

On  section  32, 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  seems  to  me  all  these  sections,  down  to 
the  38th,  are,  in  one  sense,  unnecessary,  as  they  are  re-enact- 
iDg  the  same  thing  that  was  enacted  before.  The  whole  of 
them  might  be  put  in  one  section. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  put  these  in  the  second 
time  so  that  persons  who  are  not  lawyers  may  not  have 
occasion  to  look  back.  It  makes  the  Bill  a  little  longer, 
but  a  lay  man  just  looks  at  them  without  looking  at  the 
previous  section.  I  thought  it  would  be  better  to  have  a 
repetition. 

On  section  37, 

Mr.  ARMSTRONG.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  twelve  days  is  too  short  a  time  for  the  necessary  work 
to  be  done.  The  law  requires  the  returning  officer  to  be 
furnished  with  the  revised  list  before  nomination.  The 
proclamation  has  to  be  up  eight  days  before  the  nomination, 
and  in  that  proclamation  the  time  and  place  of  holding  the 
polling  in  each  case  has  to  be  stated,  in  the  event  of  a  con¬ 
test.  Some  of  the  electoral  districts  are  over  one  hundred 
miles  in  length.  The  returning  officer  has  to  make  himself 
acquainted  with  the  polling  districts,  so  as  to  ascertain  the 
most  convenient  places  in  which  to  hold  the  polls.  In  oi'der 
to  do  that  it  is  necessary  to  summon  the  township  clerk, 
and  his  advice  in  that  regard  is  largely  acted  upon.  It  is 
utterly  impossible  for  the  returning  officer  to  get  the  informa¬ 
tion  and  do  the  posting  and  other  work  within  four  days. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
see  that  the  duty  now  thrown  on  the  returning  officer  will, 
if  he  finds  the  district  too  large,  be  performed  by  the 
revising  officer.  He  will  fix  the  polling  district.  No 
difficulty  has  been  experienced  in  Ontario,  and  I  have 
known  elections  come  on  very  rapidly.  As  to  the  posting  of 
the  notices,  three  or  four  men  would  be  employed,  instead  of 
one. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  returning  officer  has  to  appoint 
deputies,  who  have  to  be  hunted  out,  and  appointed  in  the 
polling  divisions ;  and  their  advice  is  generally  taken  with 
respect  to  the  places  of  polling.  All  the  work  cannot  be 
done  in  four  days. 

Mr.  COSTIGAN.  No  arrangement  for  polling  places  is 
made  until  after  nomination  ;  and  this  is  then  done  by  the 
sheriff. 

Mr.  WELDON.  The  reason  so  little  difficulty  is  experi¬ 
enced  in  New  Brunswick  is  that  the  sheriffs  are  returning 
officers.  It  seems  to  me  that  four  days  is  a  very  short  time, 
especially  in  some  counties,  where  there  would  be  consider¬ 
able  distances  to  travel. 
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Mr.  WATSON.  In  my  county  it  would  be  impossible  to 
get  up  the  notices  in  that  time,  as  it  is  150  miles  in  length, 
and  a  great  deal  of  the  travelling  has  to  be  done  by  stage 
or  buck-board. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  will  make  it  fifteen 
days  then,  which  is  quite  enoqgh,  To  naakq  it  longqr 
would  make  it  only  to  protract  the  agony;  and  if  hon. gen¬ 
tlemen  are  canvassing  their  constituencies  they  want  to 
get  through  with  it  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  CASEY.  That  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  length  of 
the  campaign  at  all.  The  length  of  the  campaign  is  fixed 
by  the  issue  of  the  writ. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  I  have  made  you 
a  very  good  offer ;  will  you  take  fifteen  days  ?  There  are 
limits  to  human  endurance. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  section  38, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  see 
that  this  duty  of  laying  out  the  different  polling  districts  is 
to  be  put  upon  the  revising  officer  instead  of  the  returning 
officer,  which  is  much  better.  All  the  returning  officer  has 
to  do  is  simply  to  put  out  his  proclamation,  choose  convenient 
places  and  select  his  deputies. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  is  still  concurrent  power.  Would  it 
not  be  well  to  provide  for  the  repeal  of  that  clause  of  the 
Election  Act? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  may  be  so.  I  will 

take  a  note  of  that. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  One  great  objectiou  to  this  entire 
Bill  is  the  amount  of  confusion  it  introduces  into  the 
elections  as  between  the  Provinces  and  the  Dominion.  It 
will  also  introduce  confusion  in  the  matter  of  the  arrange¬ 
ment  of  the  polling  districts.  I  think  we  might  at  least 
avoid  that  objection  to  the  Bill  by  providing  that  the  poll¬ 
ing  districts  for  Dominion  purposes  shall  be  the  same  as 
those  for  provincial  purposes.  I  therefore  beg  to  move  that 
the  following  be  substituted  for  clause  38  : — 

That  the  polling  districts  fixed  for  the  purposes  of  provincial  elec¬ 
tions  shall  be,  in  each  Province,  adopted  as  the  polling  districts  for  the 
election  of  members  for  the  House  of  Commons  of  Canada,; 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  think  it  would  save  a  great  deal  of 
trouble,  both  to  the  revising  officer  and  to  the  returning 
officer,  if  this  amendment  were  adopted,  because  people  are 
familiar  with  the  boundaries  of  the  provincial  polling 
divisions  and  with  the  places  where  the  voting  usually 
takes  place.  The  practical  question  is,  whether,  in  all  the 
Provinces,  the  same  limit  of  polling  divisions  is  required  as 
is  required  by  this  Bill,  namely  200  voters  ;  if  that  is  the 
case,  the  proposal  of  the  amendment  would  be  a  real  con¬ 
venience.  I  hear  it  objected  to  that  the  boundaries  of  the 
electoral  districts  are  different.  No  doubt  they  are  ;  but 
the  polling  divisions  are  the  same  ;  a  certain  number  are 
simply  taken  from  one  county  and  added  to  another  ;  so 
that  no  difficulty  would  arise  in  that  respect. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  objection  to  the 
amendment  is  simply  this,  that  the  franchises  are  different, 
and  if  the  different  polling  districts  are  to  contain,  as  near 
as  possible,  200  voters,  those  in  the  provincial  elections 
would  not  be  the  same  as  those  in  the  Dominion. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  That  is  quite  true.  But  the  number 
would  not  exceed  200,  because  the  provincial  franchises  are, 
in  most  cases,  more  liberal  than  the  Dominion.  The  amend¬ 
ment  would  certainly  secure  greater  convenience  to  the 
public ;  that  confusion  as  to  the  boundaries  would  not  exist 
in  the  public  mind ;  trouble  and  expense  would  be  saved  to 
those  who  have  to  work  out  this  franchise,  and  we  should 
secure  uniformity  in  the  boundaries  of  the  polling  districts 
both  for  Dominion  and  provincial  elections. 

Mr.  Weldon. 
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Mr.  BO  WELL.  We  have  not  had  that  in  the  past. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  But  we  would  have  it  in  the  future. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  In  new  sections  of  country,  where  the 
settlements  are  in  groups,  perhaps  eight  or  ten  miles  apart, 
our  experience  has  been  that  in  the  last  election  the  polling 
districts  were  divided  by  the  returning  officer  so  as  to  afford 
the  greatest  facility  for  voting  ;  but  the  year  after,  when 
the  local  elections  came  on,  the  local  returning  officer  abol¬ 
ished  them.  In  the  township  of  Carlo,  for  instance,  where 
there  is  a  large  settlement,  voters  were  obliged  to  go  to  the 
north-west  corner  and  poll  their  votes,  and  the  result  was 
that  a  large  proportion  of  the  voters  of  that  township  did 
not  go  out,  because  they  would  have  to  travel  twelve  or 
fifteen  miles.  So  there  is  no  uniformity  now.  The  arrange¬ 
ment  of  the  polling  divisions  altogether  depends  on  the 
whim  of  the  returning  officer  or  the  influence  brought  to 
bear  upon  him,  whether  he  is  the  sheriff  or  anybody  else. 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  section  38, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  move  to  strike  out  the 
words  “  may  issue,  at  his  own  instance,”  and  insert  the  word 
“  shall.” 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  think  the  clause,  “  Witness  fees  and 
expenses  allowed  under  the  tariff  of  the  Superior  Court,”  is 
rating  the  expense  too  high.  The  cost  of  a  court  of  revi¬ 
sion  should  be  sufficient. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  trust  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
change  that.  Of  course  the  costs  of  the  Superior  Court  are 
double  what  they  are  In  division  court.  The  witnesses  in 
division  court  are  paid  50  cents  a  day,  and  in  the  Superior 
Court,  81.25,  and,  as  they  are  acting  in  the  public  interest, 
they  ought  to  be  satisfied  with  a  smaller  sum. 

Mr.  LISTER.  If  a  solictor  issues  this  subpoena,  it  will 
make  up  quite  a  bill  of  cost,  amounting  to  820  or  830. 
Under  the  Act  of  the  Local  Legislature,  the  tariff  is  divi¬ 
sion  court  costs. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  words, 
“  and  expeuses,”  be  struck  out. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  the  revising  officer 
chooses  to  summon  any  witness,  the  expenses  incurred  by 
him  will  be  borne  by  the  Government. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  fancy  he  will  put  that 
into  his  account.  I  propose  that  the  fees  to  be  tendered  to 
the  witnesses  so  summoned  shall  be  those  allowed  in  the 
Province  of  Quebec  in  the  Superior  Court,  in  the  Province 
of  Ontario  in  the  division  courts,  and  in  the  other  Provinces 
in  the  county  or  district  courts. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  revising  officer  may  desire  to  summon 
some  persons  on  his  own  initiative.  He  ought  to  have  the 
power  to  do  so,  and  yet  he  would  be  obliged  to  pay  the 
expenses. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  will  consider  that 
when  we  come  to  the  money  resolution. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Then  I  infer  that  witnesses  summoned  by 
the  revising  officer  at  his  own  instance  will  be  paid  for  at 
the  public  cost  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  afraid,  on  considera¬ 
tion,  that  there  will  bo  a  great  deal  of  pressure  on  the 
judge  to  summon  those  at  his  own  instance  who  would  be 
brought  in  the  interest  of  a  party. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Perhaps  this  clause  might  staled. 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  ;  I  am  almost  inclined 
to  ask  the  committe  to  go  back  and  strike  out  the  words 
“  may  at  his  own  instance,”  leaving  the  revising  officer 
obliged  to  summon  witnesses  only  on  the  application  of  the 
parties. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Hear,  hear. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  would  suggest  to  the  Premier  that 
we  have  finished  the  39  articles  in  orthodox  fashion.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  been  in  very  close  attendance  himself, 
and  I  think  we  might  reasonably  adjourn. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  committee 
rise  and  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  12  o’clock, 
midnight. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Saturday,  6th  June,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

FIRST  READINGS. 

Bill  (No.  141)  respecting  administration  of  justice  and 
other  matters  in  the  North-West  Territories — (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald) — ( from  the  Senate .) 

Bill  (No.  142)  respecting  canned  goods — (Mr.  Bowell) — 
( from  the  Senate .) 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise, 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  would  ask  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  return  to  clause  26.  After  consideration  of  this 
clause,  I  have  thought  that  on  the  whole  it  would  be  well 
to  adopt  the  substance  of  the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Both  well.  I  propose  to  strike  out  of  the  29th  line  the 
words  “  and  be  final  and  conclusive  as  to,”  and  to  make  the 
following  addition  to  the  clause : — 

But  the  ballot  of  any  person,  whose  name  has  been  included  in  the 
certified  list  of  voters  and  is  the  subject  of  an  undecided  appeal,  shall 
be  numbered  by  the  deputy  returning  officer,  and  a  corresponding  num¬ 
ber  shall  be  placed  opposite  his  name  on  the  poll  book ;  and  upon  the 
counting  of  the  ballots,  the  ballots  so  numbered  shall  be  by  the  deputy 
returning  officer  separated  from  the  ordinary  ballots  and  returned  to  the 
proper  officer,  sealed  up  to  a  !?ait  the  decision  of  such  appeal;  and  if 
under  such  decision  the  name  of  any  such  person  shall  be  struck  from 
the  voters’  list,  and  if  the  election  at  which  such  vote  has  been  given 
has  been  contested  and  a  scrutiny  of  votes  demanded,  the  vote  given 
by  such  person  shall  be  ascertained  from  his  ballot  and  shall  be  struck 
from  the  poll ;  and  if  any  person  whose  name  has  been  excluded  from 
this  certified  list  of  voters,  and  whose  exclusion  is  the  subject  of  an 
undecided  appeal,  shall  desire  to  vote,  the  deputy  returning  officer  shall 
receive  his  ballot  and  shall  number  the  same  and  the  name  of  the  voter 
in  the  poll  book,  and  keep  separate  such  ballots  as  hereinbefore  pro¬ 
vided,  and  if  upon  such  appeal,  the  decision  of  the  revising  officer  shall 
be  maintained,  the  vote  of  such  person  may  be  ascertained  and  struck 
from  the  poll  book  upon  a  contest  and  demand  of  scrutiny  as  herein¬ 
before  provided. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  According  to  the  General  Election  Act 
I  think  the  deputy  returning  officer  is  required  to  seal  up 
the  ballots  immediately  after  counting  them  in  the  presence 
of  the  contestants.  Would  it  not  be  prudent  to  put  in 
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two  or  three  words  providing  that  he  shall  seal  them  up  at 
the  same  time  and  in  the  same  manner  as  he  is  required  to 
seal  up  the  other  ballots  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  think  the  hon.  First  Minister 
would  do  well  to  accept  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  member 
for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulook).  It  should  not  be  left  to  the 
deputy  returning  officer  to  carry  those  ballots  away  and 
seal  them  up  in  the  absence  of  both  parties.  He  ought  to 
do  it  in  the  presence  of  both  parties. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that 
there  is  something  more  than  that  required.  Of  course  fol¬ 
lowing  the  analogy  of  the  Election  Act,  the  moment  the 
ballots  are  counted,  they  would  be  sealed  up  in  the  presence 
of  the  scrutineer  while  the  revising  officer  was  present,  but 
in  case  there  was  no  contestation  of  the  election,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  clause  as  it  stands,  the  election  would  stand  as 
the  ballots  were  counted.  This  ought  not  to  be  treated 
as  part  of  the  proceedings  of  a  controverted  election. 
It  is  not  a  part  of  the  proceedings  of  a  controverted  elec¬ 
tion  ;  it  is  a  part  of  the  preliminary  proceedings  of  an  ordi¬ 
nary  election ,  and  when  it  is  found  that  any  of  those  parties 
who  vote  are  not  entitled  to  vote,  the  returns  should  be  cor¬ 
rected  as  a  matter  of  course.  Suppose  a  man  is  returned, 
and  upon  the  final  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  it  is  found 
that  30  of  those  parties  who  voted  for  him  should  be  struck 
off,  they  should  be  struck  off,  as  a  matter  of  course,  after 
the  decision  is  had,  and  the  result  of  the  election  amended 
accordingly,  no  matter  whether  it  is  a  controverted  election 
or  not.  It  is  a  question  of  the  proper  counting  or  enumer¬ 
ation  of  the  result  of  the  election. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron.)  Under  the  law,  of  course 
there  can  be  a  recount  within  a  certain  number  of  days 
before  the  granting  of  the  count.  According  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  First  Minister,  the  contestant  would  need  to  get 
a  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  which  occurred  between 
the  election  and  the  recount,  and  there  will  be  all  the 
expense  of  filing  a  petition.  There  is  a  good  deal  in  what 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  has  said :  it  is,  after  all,  but 
a  count  of  the  ballots,  and  not  a  part  of  the  controverted 
election. 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  there  has  been  a  count,  and  the  question 
as  to  the  accuracy  of  the  count  has  not  been  contested  at  all, 
the  candidate  ought  not  to  be  compelled  to  intervene  in 
order  to  revise  it  after  decision  by  the  court.  The  correction 
of  a  miscount  is  a  different  proceeding,  but  if  the  court  holds 
that  of  those  parties  who  voted  30  or  40  ought  not  to  have 
voted,  it  is  a  mere  correction  of  the  count.  It  is  not  a  recount, 
it  is  the  striking  off  from  one  candidate  or  the  other,  or  both, 
the  names  of  those  who  ought  not  to  be  on  the  list.  There  is 
no  necessity  for  the  candidate  to  interfere  and  be  put  to  the 
expense  of  interference. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  As  respects  the  recount,  there  ought  to 
be  no  difficulty.  There  is  a  period  upon  which  a  candidate 
can  insist  upon  a  recount  under  the  ordin  ary  proceedings  of 
the  election  law.  If  it  should  turn  out  before  that  time 
expires  that  there  has  been  an  error  in  this  way,  that  per¬ 
sons  were  put  on  the  list  who  had  no  right  to  be  there,  this 
error  could  be  corrected  on  the  recount.  It  would  be  very 
inconvenient  and  inexpedient  that  a  member  who  has  not 
been  returned  should  be  in  an  uncertain  position  after  he 
has  occupied  his  seat,  when  without  his  election  being  con¬ 
tested  in  any  way,  his  right  to  occupy  the  seat  may  be 
interfered  with  any  moment,  on  a  return  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Chancery. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Certain  proceedings  must  be  taken  in  order  to 
have  a  recount.  Steps  must  be  taken  within  a  particular  period 
of  time,  and  weeks  may  elapse  before  a  decision  is  had,  and 
the  law  should  be  changed  in  that  respect.  But  why  should 
those  proceedings  be  had.  The  party  does  not  complain  of 
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irregular  proceedings,  he  admits  his  right  to  have  the  seat 
must  depend  on  the  validity  or  invalidity  of  the  votes 
which  are  contested,  and  they  could  be  contested  quite  as 
well  without  any  application  or  interference  on  his  part. 
You  do  not  add  anything  to  the  regularity  of  the  proceed¬ 
ings,  or  its  fairness,  or  his  moral  right  to  have  the  seat,  by 
calling  on  him  to  contest  the  election.  The  whole  of  that 
proceeding  is  a  part,  not  of  his  taking  any  proceedings, 
but  of  the  returning  officer’s  act.  You  say  to  him,  you  must 
make  a  return,  but  as  soon  as  votes  contested  are  decided 
the  return  must  be  corrected  accordingly,  and  if  it  should 
happen  that  the  man  who  was  returned  in  the  first  instance 
was  held  not  to  be  elected  and  the  man  who  had  the  min¬ 
ority  in  the  first  instance  is  held  to  have  been  elected,  your 
returns  should  be  made  right.  There  is  no  want  of  diligence 
on  the  officer’s  part,  he  can  do  nothing  to  hasten  the  pro¬ 
ceedings.  Everything  depends  on  the  promptness  with 
which  the  Court  of  Appeal  decides  the  question  as  to  the 
validity  of  the  votes. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron.)  Suppose  the  judgment  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal  is  not  given  until  after  the  time  limited  for 
the  presentation  of  the  petition,  30  days,  is  expired,  what  is 
the  candidate  to  do  ?  He  has  no  remedy  because  the  Superior 
Court  has  not  given  judgment  in  his  favor  at  the  proper 
time.  There  is  another  reason.  Primarily,  if  the  Court  of 
Appeal  decided  in  favor  of  the  man  who  was  not  returned, 
he  is  entitled  to  get  the  seat.  But  then  he  has  to  file  his 
petition  and  allege  that  he  is  entitled  to  the  seat,  because  he 
has  the  majority  of  votes.  The  opposite  candidate,  the  man 
who  got  the  seat  improperly,  will  say :  You  are  not  entitled, 
because  some  other  irregularity  has  taken  place.  We  shall 
be  trying  on  the  petition  some  things  that  ought  not  to  be 
tried  there  at  all.  You  are  putting  the  respondent  in  the 
same  position  as  if  he  were  the  petitioner.  I  am  not  pre¬ 
pared  to  suggest  any  way  in  which  the  desired  end  could  be 
reached.  Why  should  not  the  House  amend  the  writ  on 
the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  ?  In  England,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  knows,  under  the  old  law,  before  the  ballot 
was  introduced,  the  committee  appointed  to  try  con¬ 
tested  elections  was  bound  by  the  judgment  of  the  court  as 
to  the  validity  of  the  vote.  Why  should  not  Parliament  in 
the  same  manner  amend  the  return  ?  Parliament  ought  to 
be  at  liberty  to  amend  the  return  and  give  the  man  entitled 
to  it,  by  the  judgment  of  the  court,  the  seat. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  must,  of  course,  see 
that  the  man  who  is  the  representative  should  represent 
really  the  majority.  That  is  the  principle  on  which  we  sit 
here.  On  the  other  hand,  we  have,  as  much  as  we  can, 
consistently  with  that  axiom,  tried  to  prevent  members, 
who  have  been  elected  and  returned,  feeling  uncertain  in 
their  places  for  a  long  period.  It  is  of  very  great  import¬ 
ance  to  the  independence  of  the  member  himself,  and  to  his 
usefulness  here,  that  he  should  feel  that  he  represents  his 
constituents  for  that  Parliament.  I  have  had  petitions  pre¬ 
sented  against  me,  and  I  have,  with  those  hanging  over  my 
head,  never  felt  the  same  assurance  that  I  truly  and  really 
represented  the  constituency,  or  could  have  the  same  influ¬ 
ence  in  this  House,  as  if  I  had  been  assured  that  I  really 
represented  the  constituency  in  Parliament.  It  is  the  inter¬ 
est  of  us  all  to  remove  that  feeling  of  uncertainty,  which 
affects  the  usefulness  of  every  member  when  a  petition  is 
hanging  over  his  head.  I  am  anxious  to  accept  any  sug¬ 
gestion  on  this  subject  which  will  meet  the  difficulty.  I  do 
not  see  why  we  should  insist  upon  the  opening  of  the  bal¬ 
lots  when  the  other  party  gives  it  up  altogether. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  There  is  a  good  deal  in  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  says,  but  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal  may  not  be  given  until  after  the  time  has  expired, 
and  you  are  bound  to  present  the  petition  within  a  limited 
period. 

Mr.  Mills. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  In  cases  where  there  was  a  question  pend¬ 
ing  before  the  Court  of  Appeal  at  the  time  of  the  election, 
the  time  within  which  a  recount  could  be  demanded  might 
be  extended,  so  as  to  give  a  short  delay  from  the  giving  of 
the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Why  not  extend  the  time  when  the 
returning  officer  is  to  make  his  return  ?  There  is  no  use  in 
his  making  his  return  until  after  the  Court  of  Appeal  gives 
its  decision. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Supposing  a  member  was 
returned  by  a  very  large  majority,  and  there  were  a  certain 
number  of  rejected  ballots,  why  should  not  the  other  party 
be  allowed  to  give  it  up  and  say  he  did  not  want  a  recount, 
because,  even  if  all  the  names  should  be  added,  and  it  should 
prove  that  they  had  voted  for  him,  it  could  not  affect  the 
result  of  the  election  ?  It  appears  to  me  that,  if  the  parties 
really  surrender,  seeing  that  they  had  no  chance,  we  should 
not  insist  upon  having  the  matter  re-opened  for  no  good 
purpose  whatever.  I  think  you  may  safely  leave  that,  in 
view  of  the  activity  of  the  political  parties  in  this  country, 
to  the  defeated  candidate.  I  think  we  are  raising  a  practical 
difficulty  which  will  operate  in  many  cases,  and  which  is  of 
no  real  value  on  the  whole. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  case  the  hon.  gentleman  puts  does  not 
meet  his  proposition  now  before  the  committee.  If  the 
number  of  parties  whose  cases  are  appealed  is  not  equal  to 
the  majority  of  the  candidate  who  has  polled  the  largest 
number  of  votes,  there  is  no  object  in  delay  and  there  is  no 
impropriety  in  the  party  being  returned,  as  there  is  no  deci¬ 
sion  by  the  Court  of  Appeal  that  can  alter  the  apparent  result 
of  the  election,  but,  supposing  the  majority  of  either  candi¬ 
date  is  small  and  that  the  number  of  cases  in  appeal  might 
be  quite  sufficient  to  turn  the  election,  the  case  would  stand 
in  a  wholly  different  position.  The  leader  of  the  Opposition 
has  suggested  a  way  out  of  the  difficulty.  The  time  for 
asking  for  recounts  might  be  delayed  in  all  such  cases  until 
after  the  appeals  were  decided,  or,  as  I  suggested  in  the  first 
instance,  these  sealed  ballots  could  be  sent  to  the  courts  in 
which  the  appeals  are  pending,  and  the  result  of  the  count 
should  not  be  reported  to  the  returning  officer  until  the 
court  had  decided. 

Mr.  BLAKE*  I  attach  more  importance  than  the  hon. 
gentleman  seems  to  do  to  this  question  from  this  point  of 
view.  I  think  it  is  highly  important  that  there  should  be 
as  few  elections  brought  on,  while  yet  it  is  uncertain 
what  the  voters’  list  is,  as  possible.  I  think  we  ought  to 
do  everything  that  we  can  in  the  way  of  legislation  to 
minimise  the  temptation  on  the  part  of  the  party  in  power 
to  bring  on  an  election  at  that  inconvenient  season.  Such 
a  temptation  there  might  be  supposing  the  list,  as  it  stood 
on  the  face,  were  more  favorable  than  it  was  expected  to 
be  after  the  appeal  had  been  disposed  of.  It  is  important 
to  prevent  that  temptation  from  being  operative  by  showing 
that  as  little  gain  as  possible  may  result  from  it.  I  hope 
that  we  are  dealing  with  an  entirely  exceptional  class  of 
cases  ;  I  hope,  for  instance,  that  such  a  thing  would  not  be 
thought  of  as,  in  a  general  election,  the  Government  which 
had  control  of  the  issue  of  the  writs,  not  having  regard  to 
the  general  condition  of  appeals  from  the  voters’  list.  I 
think  it  would  be  a  very  great  abuse  of  power  to  cause  a 
general  election  to  be  had  when  there  was  a  very  consider¬ 
able  number  of  the  voters’  lists  under  appeal  pending  before 
the  judge,  when  consequently,  in  a  considerable  number  of 
constituencies,  it  was  uncertain  who  would  have  the  right 
to  vote.  But  such  a  thing  might  happen  ;  and  if  such  a  thing 
did  happen,  or,  if  it  happened  in  the  case  of  a  bye-election 
when  we  know  the  writ  must  issue  upon  the  demand  of  two 
members,  yet  still  you  want  to  provide  for  the  exceptional 
cases,  and  to  minimise  the  inconvenience  or  possible  wrong 
that  may  result  from  it.  There  are  two  or  three  plans 
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which  have  been  suggested ;  the  radical  plan  would  be  to 
postpone  the  actual  return  until  the  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Appeal,  and  then  let  the  returning  officer,  with  that 
before  him,  so  attend  to  the  list  as  that  might  demand.  I 
cannot  conceive  of  any  serious  delay,  because  1  am  quite 
confident  the  Court  of  Appeal  would  not  delay  under  such 
circumstances  its  judgment.  I  think  we  may  depend  upon 
promptitude  being  used  by  the  judicial  tribunal  in  a  case  of 
that  description,  when  they  saw  the  question  of  the  return 
and  the  rights  of  the  people  were  depending  upon  it.  But 
if  that  proposition  is  not  feasible,  though  I  think  it  feasi¬ 
ble,  my  own  suggestion  covers  the  ground  and  removes  any 
objection  on  that  score,  Let  everything  proceed  in  its  due 
course,  and  in  that  exceptional  class  of  cases  enlarge  the 
period  in  which  the  right  to  a  recount  may  be  had  until  the 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  itself.  Then  under  these 
circumstances  you  give  an  opportunity,  in  the  least  expen¬ 
sive  way,  of  doing  that  which  ought  normally  to  be  done 
before  the  election,  namely,  of  getting  at  the  majority  on 
each  side  according  to  proper  voters’  lists,  and  having  the 
return  according  to  that. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  course,  that  is  the 
great  objection ;  but  the  point  that  strikes  me  most  is  the 
inconvenience  and  uncertainty  of  the  plan.  To  illustrate 
my  view,  I  will  take  the  case  of  the  hon.  member  for  Both- 
well  (Mr.  Mills)  as  an  instance.  He  has  been  a  member  of 
the  Government  here,  and  I  suppose  he  hopes  to  be  a  mem- 
ber  again.  Well,  suppose,  during  the  course  of  the  Session, 
there  was  a  change  of  Government  and  the  members  of  the 
Opposition  came  over  here.  They  have  to  go  to  their 
election;  Parliament  would  be  adjourned  until  they  were 
elected.  Well,  there  is  a  temptation  to  put  in  objections  in 
order  to  provide  against  a  return.  These  objections  are 
hung  up  for  a  certain  time,  and  there  will  be,  of  course,  a 
corresponding  delay  in  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal. 
It  occurs  to  me  we  are  threatening  every  member,  having 
once  got  his  return,  with  a  great  uncertainty  and  great 
inconvenience,  and  perhaps  cause  great  ministerial  inconve¬ 
nience  by  not  leaving  it  as  it  is  now. 

Mr.  MILLS.  You  are  arguing  against  your  clause  alto 
gether. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Yes.  The  hon.  gentleman  proposes  that 
certain  ballots  shall  be  counted  conditionally.  Why,  if  the 
argument  is  good  for  anything,  it  is  good  against  the  clause. 
The  chances  are  one  hundred  to  one  that  the  decision  would 
not  take  place  within  the  four  or  five  days  allowed  for  the 
purpose  of  a  recount,  and,  unless  it  did,  then  the  clause 
would  be  nugatory,  and  the  hon.  gentleman’s  proposition 
would  be  good  for  nothing.  If  his  argument  has  any  value 
he  ought  to  withdraw  his  proposition. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Oh,  no,  because,  of  course, 
if  the  seat  was  going  to  be  contested,  why  should 
the  matter  hang  over  ?  Why  should  not  the  matter  of 
review  be  insisted  upon  ?  Why  should  not  the  judge  in 
appeal  be  obliged  to  go  on  with  the  matter  if  no  party  is 
interested  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  My  proposal  is  simply  to  deal  with  a 
recount,  and  that  deals  not  with  the  returning  officer's 
action  in  any  shape.  Of  course,  formally  a  return  to  the 
House  does  not  take  place,  but  there  is  simply  a  delay  until 
the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal.  Now  you  put  a  number 
of  cases.  You  put  the  suggestion  of  a  change  of  Govern¬ 
ment  during  the  Session,  and  you  put  a  suggestion  of  a 
delay  in  a  Minister’s  election  until  the  recount,  and  several 
other  improbable  contingencies.  What  we  have  got  to  do 
is  to  deal  with  the  ordinary  case  of  the  matter.  Although 
a  formal  return  is  delayed  for  a  very  short  time  by  the 
suggestion  which  I  make,  I  maintain  that  we  cannot  con¬ 


template  any  serious  delay  by  a  court  of  justice  under  such 
circumstances.  The  judgment  will  be  given  promptly,  the 
recount  will  follow  promptly  upon  it,  and  the  result  will  be 
ascertained  with  reasonable  despatch. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  If  the  proposition  of  the  First  Minister  is 
accepted,  I  think  the  suggestion  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  ought  to  be  adopted.  I  want  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  First  Minister  to  the  proposition  itself.  I  must  say  that 
in  its  entirety  it  does  not  commend  itself  to  my  mind,  and 
I  do  not  think  the  members  of  the  committee  thoroughly 
understand  it.  He  proposes  in  the  first  place,  that  those 
who  have  succeeded  in  getting  their  names  upon  the 
revised  list,  shall  have  the  privilege  of  voting,  even  if  there 
is  an  appeal  against  the  names  being  there.  That  part  of 
the  proposition  is  not  open  to  very  serious  objections.  They 
have  a  prima,  facie  right  to  vote,  and  prima  facie  they  should 
be  allowed  to  exercise  that  right.  But  look  at  the  latter 
part  of  the  proposition.  He  proposes  that  men  who  have 
applied  to  get  their  names  on  that  list,  and  which  have  been 
ruled  out  by  the  revising  barrister,  shall  still  by  merely 
making  their  formal  appeal,  be  allowed  to  vote  at  an  elec¬ 
tion  and  turn  the  election,  and  the  man  who  is  defeated  will 
have  to  be  put  to  the  expense  of  contesting  it,  and  of  getting 
those  names  struck  oft  that  ought  never  to  have  been  there 
at  all.  Take  any  county  where  50  men  apply  to  get  their 
names  on,  and  the  revising  officer  says  :  You  have  no  claim 
at  all.  You  say  they  are  worthless  men,  and  you  have 
nothing  to  lose.  They  appeal,  and  in  the  interim,  pending 
the  appeal  on  a  point  which  may  be  worthless,  they  put  in 
their  votes  and  turn  the  election . 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  whole  tenor  of  the 
discussion  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  was  in  the  direc¬ 
tion  I  have  indicated. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  do  not  care  from  what  Province  that 
suggestion  came  ;  it  does  not  commend  itself  to  my  mind, 
and  I  do  not  accept  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  tenor  of  the  discussion  yesterday  was 
that  the  prior  year’s  list  in  case  of  appeal  should  be  taken. 
The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  made  towards 
the  close  of  the  discussion  this  proposition,  as  a  suggestion 
of  his  own  ;  but  the  main  stress  of  the  discussion  was  upon 
the  other  proposition,  a  proposition  much  more  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  views  of  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr. 
Davies). 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  was  pressed,  but  not 
very  strongly,  that  the  list  of  the  previous  year  should  be 
taken.  A  good  many  hon.  members  saw  the  inconvenience 
that  would  arise  by  excluding  a  very  large  number  of  peo¬ 
ple,  es  pecially  wage-earners  who  cannot  be  regarded  as 
being  so  permanently  on  the  list  as  other  parties,  they 
moving  about  a  good  deal. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  did  not  apprehend  at  the  time  that  the 
clause  would  have  the  effect  that  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s  points  out.  It  will  offer  very  great  temptations  to 
fraudulent  and  improper  appeals,  which  we  should  avoid 
as  much  as  possible. 

Mr.  CASE  Y  The  only  inconvenience  alluded  to  yester¬ 
day  as  likely  to  arise  from  using  the  previous  year’s  list  was 
one  suggested  by  the  First  Minister  himself,  that  if  that  pla  n 
was  adopted  it  might  lead  to  fraudulent  appeals  for  the 
purpose  of  having  the  last  list  used.  The  possibility  of  that 
has  been  recognised  ;  but  the  possibility  of  inconvenience 
would  be  much  less  under  that  plan  than  under  the  one  now 
suggested.  The  possibility  of  disfranchising  any  consider¬ 
able  number  of  voters  would  not  arise,  except  in  the  event 
of  an  election  taking  place  before  the  first  list  under  this 
Bill  was  completed,  in  which  case  some  wage-earners,  peo¬ 
ple  having  $300  income,  and  certain  classes  of  tenants,  might 
be  excluded  ;  but  after  the  first  list  has  been  completed,  there 
can  be  no  disfranchisement  by  taking  the  previous  year’s 
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list.  The  principle  of  using  the  previous  year’s  list  when  i 
the  current  year’s  list  is  incomplete  is  already  recognised. 
It  is  the  proper  thing  to  use  the  previous  list  when  the  one 
for  the  current  year  is  not  complete.  The  only  question  is 
when  is  it  complete  ?  Is  it  when  the  revising  officer  has 
passed  it  or  when  the  judge  has  passed  upon  it  ?  My  con¬ 
tention  yesterday  was  that  the  list  was  not  a  complete  one 
until  the  judge  has  corrected  the  action  of  the  revising 
officer.  The  proposition  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  was  only  an  alternative  one  in  case  it 
was  decided  to  use  lists  while  under  appeal. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  did  not  argue  the  point  as  to  claimants 
voting,  but  I  suggested  it  as  one  of  the  questions  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  would  have  to  consider  in  framing  the 
clause.  I  have  roughly  sketched  out  a  clause  indicating 
my  view,  and  from  it  the  committee  will  see  my  notion  as 
to  the  best  way  of  accomplishing  the  object  in  view.  It 
reads  as  follows  : — 

In  case  of  an  appeal  to  a  superior  court  upon  the  claim  of  any  per¬ 
son  to  be  put  upon  the  voters’  list  or  the  right  to  remain  upon  such  list, 
such  person  may  vote,  but  his  ballot  shall  not  be  counted  but  shall  be 
sealed  up  by  the  deputy  returning  officer  in  an  envelope,  endorsed  with 
the  polling  division,  the  election  and  the  number  opposite  the  voter’s 
name  upon  the  poll  book,  and  such  ballots  shall  be  forwarded  to  the 
court  in  which  such  appeal  is  pending  and  when  the  appeal  is  decided 
the  court  shall  certify  to  the  returning  officer  the  votes  to  be  added,  if 
any,  to  the  numbers  counted  for  each  candidate  and  the  return  shall  be 
corrected  accordingly,  and  the  court  shall  also  certify  the  result  of  the 
appeal  to  the  revising  officer,  who  shall  amend  the  voters’  list  so  far 
as  may  be  necessary  in  accordance  with  such  certificate. 

That  is  what  I  have  in  view.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  were 
to  adopt  something  like  that,  he  would  avoid  all  expense  to 
the  candidates  without  increasing  the  expense  to  the  public. 
If  that  plan  were  adopted,  it  would  save  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  and  get  rid  of  the  possibility  of  fraud  in  the  way 
spoken  of  by  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  do  not  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  from  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies).  The  theory  on  which 
the  First  Minister  proposes  to  allow  a  name  on  the  voters’ 
list  to  vote  in  the  event  of  an  appeal  is  that  prima  facie  he 
has  a  right  to  vote,  his  name  being  there,  and  the  theory 
upon  which  it  is  urged  that  a  man’s  name  not  upon  the  list, 
although  he  appeals  to  be  put  on,  is  that  prima  facie  he  has 
a  right  to  be  put  on.  I  agree  that  a  person  whose  name  on 
the  list  is  appealed  against  should  be  allowed  to  vote  in  the 
first  instance;  and  also  a  man  who  makes  an  application  to 
be  put  on  the  voters’  list,  and  whose  name,  if  the  appeal 
succeeds,  is  placed  on  the  voters’  list.  But  the  First  Minis¬ 
ter  ought  in  both  cases  to  guard  against  fraud  in  the  same 
way  as  fraud  is  guarded  against  in  Ontario,  in  Ontario 
you  can  put  in  what  is  called  a  tendered  ballot,  but  the  man 
putting  it  in  has  to  pledge  his  oath  as  to  his  qualification, 
and  I  think  the  least  we  could  do,  when  a  man’s  right  to 
vote  has  been  determined  against  by  the  revising  officer,  is 
that  we  should  compel  him  to  pledge  his  oath  as  to  his  quali¬ 
fication. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  tendered  ballots  are  not  counted 
only  in  cases  of  contestation. 

Mr.  CAMERON  I  know  that,  but  here  the  hen. 
gentleman  proposes  that  the  votes  shall  be  counted.  I 
think  that  in  such  cases  we  should  at  least  have  the 
guarantee  of  an  oath  that  the  man  is  acting  bona  fide. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  a  man  tenders  his  vote  under  the 
Ontario  law,  and  his  name  is  not  on  the  roll,  he  is  obliged 
to  take  the  ordinary  oath  which  states  that  he  is  of  the 
required  age,  that  he  is  a  British  subject,  and  that  he  has 
the  necessary  property  qualification. 

Mr.  CAMERON  Certainly,  and  if  he  takes  the  oath 
he  is  given  a  tendered  ballot,  and  his  vote  is  not  count¬ 
ed  except  in  a  scrutiny.  Unless  you  provide  for  an 
oath,  I  am  afraid  you  will  find  that  there  will  be  thousands 
of  people  who  would  appeal  against  the  decision  of  the 
Mr.  Casey. 


revising  officer,  simply  to  put  in  their  votes,  and  their  votes 
would  be  counted. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Even  if  they  took  the  oath  I  do  not  think 
they  should  be  allowed  to  vote.  I  can  see  a  broad  distinc¬ 
tion  between  the  two  classes,  one  class  being  those  whom 
the  revising  officer  allows  to  remain  on  the  list,  and  who 
have  prima  facie  the  right  to  vote.  But  when  a  man  is  not 
allowed  on  the  list  at  all  by  the  revising  officer,  although 
he  tenders  his  oath,  he  is  not  a  voter  at  all  prima  facie,  and 
I  think  it  would  be  an  outrage  to  count  his  vote  in  the  first 
instance.  The  solution  of  the  whole  difficulty  seems  to  me 
to  lie  in  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  M  ACDONALD.  What  will  the  judge  do 
with  the  ballots  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES.  They  are  sent  by  the  deputy  returning 
officer  to  the  Court  of  Appeal.  The  court  certifies  to  the 
returning  officer  how  many  are  allowed  to  each  candidate, 
and  these  are  added  on,  the  object  of  this  being  that  they 
shall  not  be  counted  until  the  court  determine  that  they 
have  legally  a  right  to  vote.  To  my  mind  it  seems  utterly 
absurd  to  allow  a  man  to  vote — and  to  count  his  vote — who 
has  been  disallowed  in  the  first  instance,  and  merely  appeals 
against  the  revising  officer. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  more  I  think  of  it  the  more  I 
feel  bound  to  agree  with  the  view  that  neither 
those  who  are  appealed  against,  to  be  taken  off  the  list,  or 
those  who  appeal  for  the  purpose  of  getting  on  the  list, 
should  be  actually  allowed  to  vote,  and  that  in  both  cases 
they  should  be  allowed  to  put  in  tendered  ballots,  as  they 
can  under  the  Ontario  law  at  present.  I  do  not  think  the 
vote  of  any  person  whose  right  to  be  on  the  list  is  still  in 
question  should  be  counted  for  either  candidate,  but  I 
think  it  is  quite  right  that  persons  whose  right  to  vote  is 
in  dispute  should  put  in  tendered  ballots,  which  should  be 
counted  as  soon  as  the  Court  of  Appeal  has  settled  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  their  right  to  vote.  The  Minister  of  Customs  thinks 
that  this  would  involve  a  scrutiny  under  this  Bill,  as  under 
the  Ontario  law,  but  there  is  this  difference :  that  under  the 
Ontario  law  no  list  can  be  used  until  all  the  appeals  against 
it  are  decided,  and  there  is  no  means  of  ascertaining  which 
of  the  tendered  ballots  can  be,  used,  except  on  a  scrutiny. 
But  in  this  case  the  appeal  goes  on  just  as  if  the  election  did 
not  occur  ;  the  validity  or  invalidity  of  the  vote  will  be 
decided  as  soon  as  the  Court  of  Appeal  has  given  its 
judgment,  and  the  returning  officer  amends  his  return 
accordingly. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  It  seems  to  me  that  in  this  case,  as  in 
others,  when  the  lawyers  get  in,  they  mix  matters  up,  and 
the  people  will  have  to  pay  the  costs  of  straightening  it  out. 
The  object  is  to  have  members  elected  by  those  who  have 
the  right  to  vote  When  the  voters’  list  is  completed  no  ques¬ 
tion  arises  upon  that  ground,  but  we  are  providing  for  the 
contingency  of  an  election  before  the  list  is  completed.  We 
cannot  delay  the  election,  and  what  are  we  going  to  do  with 
those  who  have  not  finally  been  allowed  the  right  to  vote  ? 
Let  them  present  their  tendered  vote,  which  shall  not  be 
counted  until  we  know  whether  it  is  good  or  not.  If  such 
votes  do  not  amount  to  enough  to  affect  the  election,  that 
would  be  the  last  of  them ;  but  if  they  are  sufficient  to  change 
the  result,  then  they  should  be  counted.  As  it  is  now  pro¬ 
posed,  a  number  of  men  are  allowed  to  vote  who  have 
not  been  decided  to  have  that  right,  it  amounts  to  a  contest 
in  every  closely  contested  election,  and  a  man  has  to  go 
into  the  contest  before  he  knows  whether  he  is  elected  or 
not.  But  if  these  votes  are  placed  in  the  ballot  box,  in  case 
it  is  proved  they  have  a  right  to  vote,  it  will  be  an  entirely 
different  matter. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  I  do  not  see  how  that 
will  work,  because  nobody  can  tell  which  way  these  men, 
who  have  tendered  their  votes,  but  whose  votes  have 
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not  been  accepted,  will  vote,  and  nobody  can  tell  what  effect 
their  votes  will  have  on  the  election.  The  difference  of 
opinion  is  so  strong  and  so  radical  that  I  am  tempted  to  go 
back  to  my  clause.  I  think  that  settles  the  whole  thing. 
The  clause  as  it  now  stands  is  simply  this :  that  in  the  very 
rare  case  in  which  an  election  shall  take  place  between  the 
time  the  revising  officer  has  made  up  his  final  list  and  the 
time  the  appeal  cases  are  decided,  it  is  very  likely  that 
the  decision  of  the  revising  officer  shall  be  retained.  It 
occurs  to  me,  considering  all  the  difficulties  that  have  been 
raised  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  that  the  simple  plan  is 
this  :  One  of  two  things  you  must  do ;  either  you  must 
declare  that  no  voters’  list  is  complete  until  the  appeals  are 
all  decided,  or  you  must  adopt  the  plan  proposed  in  the  clause, 
that  the  final  decision  of  the  revising  officer  shall  be  the 
voters’  list  for  an  election  that  may  take  place  between  the 
time  he  has  made  his  final  revision  and  the  time  at  which 
the  appeal  has  been  rendered.  I  think  the  latter  mode  is 
the  better,  inasmuch  as  it  will  not  have  the  effect  of  exclud¬ 
ing  a  great  many  new  voters,  as  would  be  the  case  if  the 
last  year’s  list  was  taken. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Would  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  consent  to  provide  that  in  the  case  of  revising  officers 
who  are  not  judges  the  list  should  not  be  used  until  it  had 
been  appealed  to  the  county  court  judge  ?  I  think  that 
would  very  largely  diminish  the  objections  which  are  enter¬ 
tained  to  this  clause,  and  it  would  reduce  the  number  of 
possible  cases  to  a  very  small  fraction.  The  objection  of 
my  hon.  friends  is  not  so  much  to  the  county  court  judge  as 
to  depriving  them  of  an  appeal  from  the  revising  officer 
who  is  not  a  county  court  judge. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  to  deal 
with  that  yesterday.  The  appeal  we  are  dealing  with  is 
the  appeal  to  the  Superior  Court. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  I  asked  to  be 
struck  out  I  thought  the  hon.  gentleman  understood  that 
my  plan  was  that  in  case  the  revising  officer  was  a  judge, 
there  should  be  no  appeal ;  that,  I  think,  was  perfectly 
understood.  The  list,  as  finally  made  up  by  the  revising 
officer,  who  is  also  a  judge,  is  final  for  all  purposes,  and  it  is 
only  in  the  few  cases  where  the  I’evising  officer  would  not 
be  a  judge  that  there  would  be  an  appeal. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  did  not  so  understand  the  hon.  gentleman  ; 
neither  is  that  the  Bill.  It  is  perfectly  clear  that  this  Bill 
throughout  provides  for  an  appeal  on  questions  of  law  from 
the  county  court  judge  as  revising  officer,  otherwise  you 
could  have  no  uniformity ;  you  might  have  one  law  in  one 
county  and  another  law  in  another  county.  The  Bill 
provides  for  an  appeal  on  questions  of  law  from  the  county 
court  judge  to  a  Superior  Court. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  ;  that  is  struck  out  all 
through. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  admit  that.  I  am  sure  no  one  on 
this  side  of  the  House  so  understood  the  hon.  gentleman  ; 
certainly  there  was  to  be  an  appeal  on  questions  of  both 
law  and  fact  from  the  revising  officer  to  the  county  court 
judge  before  there  was  any  list,  and  on  questions  of  law  from 
the  county  judge  to  the  Superior  Court.  Otherwise  we  have 
been  misled — unintentionally,  it  may  be,  but  certainly  mis¬ 
led — as  to  the  position  taken  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  We 
supposed  we  were  dealing  with  appeals  to  the  Superior 
Court  judge  from  the  county  court  judge. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  never  was  proposed. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  Bill,  as  it  stands,  provides  for  an 
appeal  from  the  county  court  judge  on  points  of  law,  and 
when  the  question  of  appeals  generally  came  up  the  hon. 
gentleman,  while  he  agreed  to  continue  the  appeal  from 
the  county  court  judge  on  points  of  law  only,  made  the 
appeal  from  the  barrister,  who  might  be  the  revising  officer, 


both  on  points  of  law  and  fact ;  but  there  was  never  any 
hint  of  his  withdrawing  the  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the 
county  court  judge,  who  might  be  the  revising  officer, 
which  the  Bill  gives. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  I  must  really  des¬ 
pair  of  coming  to  any  arrangement  with  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  The  question  of  appeal  was  discussed,  and  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  came  to  me  from  the  opposite  side  and 
stated,  if  there  be  an  appeal  from  the  revising  officer  who 
was  not  a  county  judge  much  of  the  objection  would  be 
removed.  It  was  distinctly  understood  that  in  case  the 
revising  officer  was  not  a  county  judge  the  appeal  should  be 
both  on  matters  of  fact  and  law ;  but  in  case  the  revising 
officer  was  the  county  judge,  then  his  decision  was  final. 
That  is  the  position  I  proceeded  upon,  and  upon  which  the 
whole  discussion  proceeded,  and  I  am  quite  surprised  and 
rather  indignant  at  the  attempt  to  get  rid  of  that. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  admit  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
position  is  accurate,  nor  do  I  admit  that  that  was  the  repre¬ 
sentation  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  as  we  all  understood 
him,  last  evening.  He  said  he  had  made  a  proposition  that 
there  should  be  an  appeal  from  the  revising  officer  to  the 
county  judge  both  as  to  law  and  fact,  and  that  should  be 
carried  out ;  and  he  proposed  an  amendment,  and  I  think 
the  hon,  member  for  North  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar)  crossed  the 
House  for  the  purpose  of  consulting  him  as  to  that  amend¬ 
ment,  which  was  wholly  distinct  from  the  appeal  to  the 
county  judge.  There  is  provision  for  an  appeal  to  the 
Superior  Court  on  questions  of  law.  Then  the  appeal  on 
matters  of  importance  is  from  either  the  revising  officer  or 
the  county  court  judge,  as  the  party  may  think  proper,  for 
the  purpose  of  settling  a  uniform  law  for  the  Dominion. 
Otherwise  one  county  court  judge  may  interpret  the  law 
one  way  and  another  judge  another  way,  and  there  would 
be  no  such  thing  as  uniformity  at  all.  If  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  means  that  there  should  be  no  appeal  from  the  county 
court  judge  all  this  discussion  to-day  is  irrelevant,  and  the 
amendment  he  proposes  is  irrelevant. 

Mr.  WELDON.  What  I  understood  the  First  Minister 
to  mean  was  that  where  the  revising  barrister  was  a  bar¬ 
rister  an  appeal  would  be  allowed  to  the  county  court  judge 
on  law  and  fact,  but  where  he  was  a  county  court  judge  an 
appeal  would  be  allowed  on  law  to  the  Superior  Court  judge. 
That  is  important,  because  questions  might  arise  on  law 
where  it  would  be  necessary  to  have,  if  possible,  a  uniform 
opinion. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  do  not  attach  the  slightest  importance 
to  any  form  of  appeal  from  the  revising  barrister,  be  he  a 
county  court  judge  or  otherwise,  to  the  Superior  Court. 
When  I  read  the  Bill  and  saw  that  it  offered  an  appeal  on 
points  of  law  to  the  Superior  Court,  I  thought  that  procedure 
was  going  to  be  surrounded  with  trouble  and  anxiety  and 
expense,  and  argued  that  you  should  offer  to  the  electorate 
a  remedy  of  which  they  could  avail  themselves.  When  the 
simpler  plan,  an  appeal  to  the  ordinary  courts,  was  sug¬ 
gested,  it  satisfied  me  on  this  point.  It  is  useless  to  offer  an 
appeal  that  cannot  be  taken  advantage  of.  If  we  are  satis¬ 
fied  that  the  county  court  judge  is  a  proper  tribunal  to 
correct  the  revising  officer,  surely  we  must  be  satisfied  that 
he  is  a  sate  person  to  do  directly  what  we  give  him  an 
opportunity  of  doing  incorrectly. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  was  certainly  a 
misunderstanding.  I  n^  rer  heard  it  mooted  or  a  doubt 
raised,  when  I  agreed  tu  extend  the  right  of  appeal  to  mat¬ 
ters  of  fact,  that  in  cases  where  the  revising  officer  was  a 
judge  there  would  be  necessity  for  an  appeal.  If  he  is  fit 
to  revise  the  matter,  to  sit  as  a  Court  of  Appeal,  he  is  fit  to 
sit  as  a  court  in  the  first  instance.  It  is  absurd  to  have  an 
appeal  to  the  Superior  Court,  to  drag  the  people,  at  an 
enormous  expense,  to  Toronto  or  Quebec,  or  wherever  the 
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Beat  of  the  court  may  be.  That  would  amount  to  no  appeal, 
whereas  there  is  a  ready  protection  by  having  the  county 
court  judge  either  judge  altogether  ab  initio  or  as  judge  in 
appeal.  The  argument  that  you  want  uniformity  falls  to 
the  ground,  because  the  Superior  Court  of  New  Brunswick 
may  decide  against  the  Superior  Court  in  Nova  Scotia, 
and  the  Superior  Court  of  Quebec  may  decide  agaiDst  the 
Superior  Court  in  Toronto.  You  can  have  no  assurance  of 
uniformity  in  any  way.  It  is  destroying  the  right  of  appeal, 
by  making  it  beyond  the  power  and  beyond  the  purse  of 
most  candidates,  if  they  are  forced  to  go  to  the  Superior 
Courts.  However,  we  have  not  got  to  the  clause  on  appeal, 
and  I  really  think,  under  the  circumstances,  I  will  have  to 
move  the  34th  clause  as  it  stands. 

Mr.  CASEY.  There  will  be  no  difficulty  about  agreeing 
on  the  clause.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  says  this  pro¬ 
posal  has  created  such  a  difference  of  opinion  that  he  pro¬ 
poses  to  withdraw  his  amendment.  But  he  need  not  do  that. 
It  is  agreed  that  the  object  he  has  in  view  is  a  proper  one, 
and  there  is  only  a  slight  difference  as  to  detail.  By  mov¬ 
ing  the  adoption  of  the  clause  as  it  is  he  will  be  getting 
out  of  a  slight  difference  of  opinion  into  a  very  great 
difference. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  justice  to  myself,  I 
must  repeat  what  I  said  on  the  28th  May.  In  such  cases— 
that  is,  where  the  revising  officer  is  not  a  judge — there 
shall  be  an  appeal  as  to  law  and  to  fact. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  It  seems  to  me  that  there  are  some  argu¬ 
ments  in  favor  of  counting  the  votes ;  and  I  quite  agree 
that  we  should  not  abandon  the  idea  of  having  this  amend 
ment,  which  seems  to  be  satisfactory  to  the  whole  House. 
Suppose  the  rule  were  adopted  that  the  votes  should  not  be 
counted  till  the  appeal  was  disposed  of,  and  there  were  but 
half  a  dozen  votes  to  appeal  against,  while  the  majority  was 
200,  the  return  would  be  delayed  uselessly.  There  is  a 
remedy  which  is  more  simple,  perhaps,  than  the  remedy 
proposed  in  the  first  instance.  It  is  that  proposed  by  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition,  namely,  that  the  scrutiny  of  votes 
should  not  be  exactly  a  scrutiny,  but  that  the  correction  of 
the  roll,  if  correction  be  needed,  should  be  made  on  the 
recount.  I  understand  the  right  hon.  gentleman,  the 
Premier,  is  disposed  to  consent  to  an  amendment  similar  to 
that  which  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  proposed,  namely, 
that  there  should  be  a  recount,  that  it  should  not  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  have  a  contest  and  cause  an  expensive  petition,  and 
if  the  decision  of  the  judge  will  not  be  received  in  time  for 
the  ordinary  recount,  then  the  time  fixed  by  the  law  should  be 
extended  ;  and  that  alteration  should  be  made  in  the  election 
law  itself,  because  there  may  be  some  machinery  required  to 
carry  it  out  in  a  proper  way.  At  the  same  time,  I  think 
the  object  may  be  served  by  striking  out  from  this  amend¬ 
ment  the  words  which  refer  to  a  contest,  and  declaring  that 
the  whole  may  be  corrected  on  a  recount  in  the  usual  way 
in  the  election  law,  and  if  the  judge’s  decision  is  not 
rendered  in  time  to  correct  the  roll  before  the  election,  the 
time  should  be  extended.  That  would  be  more  satisfactory 
than  abstaining  from  counting  the  votes  until  the  judge’s 
decision  is  rendered. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  After  hearing  the 
remarks  of  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  and  my  hon.  friend 
who  has  just  spoken,  I  have  got  the  amendment  so  framed 
that  I  hope  we  shall  all  agree  now : 

But  the  ballot  of  any  person  whose  name  has  been  included  in  the 
certified  list  of  voters,  and  is  the  subject  of  an  undecided  appeal,  shall 
be  numbered  by  the  deputy  returning  officer,  and  a  corresponding  num¬ 
ber  shall  be  placed  opposite  his  name  on  the  poll  book.  And,  upon  the 
counting  of  the  ballots,  the  ballots  so  numbered  shall  be,  by  the 
deputy  returning  officer  separated,  from  the  ordinary  ballots  and 
returned  to  the  proper  officer,  sealed  up,  at  the  same  time  as  other  bal¬ 
lots,  to  await  the  decision  of  such  appeal.  And  if,  under  such  decision, 
the  name  of  any  such  person  shall  be  struck  from  the  voters’  list,  the 
vote  given  by  such  person  shall  be  ascertained  from  his  ballot,  and  shall 
be  struck  from  the  poll  upon  a  recount.  And  if  any  person  whose 
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name  has  been  excluded  from  the  certified  list  of  voters,  and  whose 
exclusion  is  the  subject  of  an  undecided  appeal,  shall  desire  to  vote 
the  deputy  returning  officer  shall  receive  his  ballot  and  shall  number 
the  same  and  the  name  in  the  poll  book,  and  keep  separate  such  ballots, 
as  hereinbefore  provided,  and  if,  upon  such  appeal,  the  decision  of  the 
revising  officer  shall  be  maintained, the  vote  of  such  person  may  be  ascer¬ 
tained  and  struck  from  the  poll  upon  a  recount.  And  if  an  appeal  res¬ 
pecting  the  vote  of  any  person  placed  on  the  poll  book  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  hereof  be  not  decided  within  the  delay  fixed  by  the  existing 
election  law  for  recount,  such  delay  shall  be  extended  until  six  days 
after  the  decision  of  the  appeal. 

That  will  provide  that  there  shall  be  an  ordinary  recount, 
and  if  the  judge  has  not  decided  in  time,  then  the  recount 
shall  be  six  days  after  he  has  given  his  decision.  I  think 
that  ought  to  meet  the  views  of  hon.  gentlemen. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  understand  this  proposition  involves 
the  right  of  the  claimant  who  has  been  rejected  by  the 
revising  officer  to  have  his  vote  counted. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes;  but  it  is  put  in  a 
separate  ballot,  and  the  judge  will  decide  upon  all  these 
cases,  and  six  days  after  he  has  decided  there  will  be  a 
recount. 

Mr.  MULOOK.  It  is  not  very  different  from  the  system 
in  Prince  Edward  Island  now.  In  that  Province  any  man 
can  tender  his  vote,  and  it  has  to  be  received. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  No ;  it  has  not  be  received,  unless  he 
swears. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Swears  to  what  ? 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Swears  that  he  has  the  right  to  vote. 

Mr.  CAMEKON  (Huron).  The  man  whose  name  is  off 
the  list  does  not  appear  to  be  subject  to  take  the  oath. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  is  a  franchise  Bill 
and  not  an  election  Bill,  though  it  rather  infringes  on  the 
election  law  in  some  respects.  There  will,  no  doubt,  have 
to  be  some  machinery  adopted  in  the  election  law  next  Ses¬ 
sion  to  work  this  in.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
the  man  who  tenders  his  vote  and  is  not  on  the  list  should 
not  be  allowed  to  vote,  as  a  matter  of  course,  unless  he  takes 
the  oath. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  anomally  which  appears  to  me  is  that 
the  man  who  applies  to  a  judge  to  have  his  name  put  on  the 
list,  and  gives  all  his  evidence  and  his  reasons,  and  is 
rejected,  and  who,  therefore,  primd  facie  has  no  vote,  is 
allowed  by  this  to  go  in  and  vote. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  It  is  only  provisional. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  But  it  throws  upon  the  candidate  the 
necessity  of  filing  a  petition  and  having  a  recount  to  get  the 
vote  struck  off. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  vote  is  taken,  but  as 
the  whole  thing  has  to  be  surveyed  and  a  recount  is  a  matter 
of  course,  there  is  no  final  return  until  that  recount  has  been 
taken,  after  the  judge  has  decided  for  or  against  the  man.  I 
think  it  is  no  advantage  against  either  of  the  candidates 
when  it  is  understood  that  the  whole  thing  is  hung  up  till 
the  judge  has  given  his  decision. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Evidently  I  have  not  much  sympathy  on 
either  side  of  the  House,  so  I  shall  not  press  it. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  It  would  be  better,  if  possible,  for 
the  Act  to  explain  itself.  If  the  man  whose  vote  has  been 
rejected  is  to  be  required  to  swear  the  vote  in,  the  provision 
could  be  put  in  this  Bill  very  simply. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  opens  another  field. 
You  would  have  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  election 
law.  There  cannot  possibly  be  any  election  under  this  law 
until  after  Parliament  meets  again,  so  that  the  election  law 
can  be  amended. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  But  suppose  that  point  should  be  then 
overlooked  ? 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  I  may  trust  my 
hon.  friend  from  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  not  to 
overlook  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Under  the  proposition  I  suggested  it  would 
not  be  necessary  for  candidates  to  demand  a  recount.  The 
whole  thing  will  be  a  part  of  the  proceedings  on  an  election, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  is  the  more  consistent  course  to 
take.  If  the  number  of  votes  in  dispute  were  not  sufficient 
to  effect  the  result,  it  would  simply  alter  the  numbers,  and 
nothing  more.  If  it  were  sufficient  to  affect  the  result  of 
the  election,  then  the  returning  officer  would  be  called  upon 
to  correct  the  return.  I  thought  I  need  not  provide  what 
should  be  done  with  the  ballots  after  the  judge  had  given 
his  decision,  but  if  it  were  thought  necessary  to  preserve 
them  for  any  purpose  it  could  be  provided  that  the  courts 
should  forward  the  ballots,  after  the  decision  was  given,  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery.  The  adoption  of  this 
plan  would  get  rid  of  the  objection  of  my  hon.  friend  as  to 
allowing  those  to  vote  against  whom  there  is  a  primd  facie 
case.  They  would  not  vote,  although  they  deposited  tbeir 
ballots,  until  the  court  held  that  they  were  entitled  to  vote. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  must  disagree  with  the 
hon.  member  for  West  Elgin,  who  said  the  party  who 
claimed  the  right  to  vote  had  not  the  same  right  as  one 
whose  vote  was  objected  to  and  whose  name  was  on  the 
previous  voters’  list.  There  is  no  reason  in  the  woi'ld  why 
one  should  have  a  preference,  although  he  appeared  on  the 
previous  voters’  list. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  section  28, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  one  or  two 
amendments  to  make  to  this  clause.  After  the  word 
“  revised,  ”  in  the  40th  line,  insert  “  or  amended  and 
corrected  on  appeal.”  And  alter  the  word  “  revised  ”  in 
the  41st  line,  insert  the  words  “  and  amended  or  corrected 
on  appeal.”  And  after  the  word  “  stead,”  in  the  42nd  line, 
strike  out  all  the  words  until  “  those  persons,”  in  the  44th 
line.  And  after  the  word  “revised,”  in  the  45th  line,  insert 
“  amended  or.”  That  meets  the  whole  thing. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

On  section  29, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Last  night  we  inserted 
fifteen  days  instead  of  eight,  in  the  second  line.  It  has 
been  suggested  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Argenteuil  (Mr. 
Abbott)  and  there  is  a  great  deal  in  ic,  that  it  is  quite  use¬ 
less  to  hang  up  and  keep  matters  in  suspense  for  fifteen 
long  days,  especially  when,  in  such  a  contingency  as  I  spoke 
of,  it  is  important  to  have  a  return  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
hon.  member  for  Argenteuil  (Mr.  Abbott)  suggested  the 
insertion  of  the  following  words : — 

The  revising  officer  shall  be  bound  to  furnish  the  returning  officer 
of  each  electoral  district,  within  48  hours  after  demand  bj  the  returning 
officer  therefor,  one  copy  of  the  list  of  voters  then  in  force  for  such  dis¬ 
trict. 

Section,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  section  40, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose,  after  the  words 
“  revising  officer  ”  to  insert  the  words  “  or  judge.” 

Mr.  CAMEEON  (Huron).  I  think  it  would  be  exceed¬ 
ingly  unwise  and  dangerous  to  retain  that  provision  of  the 
clause  which  provides  that  the  revising  officer  may  dispense 
with  a  notice.  That  is  the  very  foundation  of  the  appeal, 
and  to  dispense  with  it  would  be  much  the  same  as  enabling 
a  judge  sitting  in  nisi  prius  to  dispense  with  a  statement  of 
claim  or  a  statement  of  defence. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  this  portion  of  i 
the  amendment  is  taken  from  the  English  Act. 


Mr.  CAMERON.  I  have  read  the  English  Act  over 
several  times,  but  I  do  not  recollect  that  it  is  the  same  as 
this  in  that  respect ;  but  even  if  it  were,  I  do  not  think  we 
should  adopt  such  a  provision  here.  I  think  we  should 
bind  these  revising  officers  to  the  strict  letter  of  the  law, 
and  oblige  them  to  take  all  the  proceedings  that  the  law 
requires.  There  is  also  another  provision  at  the  end  of 
this  clause  which  I  think  very  objectionable. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Perhaps  we  had  better  settle  this  first. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  we  might  strike 
out  the  word  which  provides  for  dispensing  with  the  notice. 
As  to  the  latter  part  of  the  clause,  as  this  is  not  a  matter  of 
litigation,  I  think  it  is  well  that  summary  justice  should  be 
given,  the  same  as  is  given  in  the  division  courts  and  other 
tribunals,  when  you  want  to  get  early  decisions  and  where 
the  strict  rules  of  evidence  are  not  required.  What  is 
needed  is  that  the  revising  officer  should  be  able  to  do 
substantial  justice  without  being  confined  to  the  strict  rules 
of  evidence. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Well,  these  questions  which  the  revis¬ 
ing  barrister  is  called  upon  to  settle  are  very  important, 
and  I  do  not  see  why  he  should  be  in  a  position  to  act  differ¬ 
ently  than  any  other  judge.  If  I  recollect  aright,  the  judge 
in  a  division  court  is  bound  by  ordinary  legal  rules.  The 
only  difference  is,  that  having  taken  legal  evidence  he  can 
administer  either  law  or  equity,  or  what  might  be  called 
rude  justice. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  it  would  be  a 
great  mistake  to  have  all  the  technicalities  of  a  court  sur¬ 
rounding  him — he  would  never  get  through. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  would  be 
willing  to  strike  out  that  portion  of  the  clause  dispensing 
with  the  strict  rules  of  evidence,  but  allowing  him,  on  that 
evidence,  to  administer  justice  as  he  thinks  justice  demands. 
It  will  be  giving  him  too  much  latitude  for  safety  to  allow 
him  to  dispense  with  all  forms. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Take  the  case  of  a  man 
whose  vote  is  objected  to.  He  produces  his  deed  ;  the  wit¬ 
nesses  are  in  Manitoba  or  British  Columbia,  and  the  other 
man  says  :  *’  Prove  that  deed  ;  I  object  to  it.”  How  is  he  to 
prove  it?  He  may  say:  “  I  am  ready  to  swear  to  it”  The 
judge  may  know  his  signature,  or  it  may  be  that  the  man 
is  in  possession ;  and  still,  though  he  produces  his  title, 
according  to  the  strict  rules  of  evidence,  it  would  not  be 
allowed. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  That  was  the  case  which  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  submitted  yesterday,  and  in  which  we 
yielded  to  him.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  perfectly  well 
that  you  can  very  easily  prove  a  deed  in  several  different 
ways.  You  can  prove  the  man’s  writing,  or  you  can  pro¬ 
duce  a  copy,  which  would  be  perfectly  good  evidence. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Would  not  the  man  pro¬ 
ducing  the  deed  have  to  prove  it  by  the  subscribing 
witnesses  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  No ;  he  could  prove  it  by  the  signa¬ 
tures. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  beyond  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  court. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  But  no  matter  where  the  witness  is, 
you  can  prove  the  signature  of  the  grantor,  and  that  is  per¬ 
fectly  good  evidence.  There  is  no  necessity  of  calling  a 
witness  to  prove  a  deed. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  There  is  no  difficulty  about  it.  A  man 
comes  into  court  and  swears  :  “  I  am  the  owner  of  a  piece  of 
land,  and  this  is  my  deed  of  that  land.”  That  is  proof 
enough.  A  witness  is  not  necessary  to  prove  a  deed. 
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Mr.  WELDON.  Besides  that,  a  deed  that  is  registered, 
and  certified  as  registered,  is  evidence  in  our  courts. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  ordinary  practice  in  division  courts  at 
present  is  that  a  person  swears  he  owns  the  property;  he 
does  not  need  to  produce  his  deed.  His  own  oath  is  privia 
facie  evidence  of  his  ownership.  Unless  some  one  is  pre 
pared  to  prove  that  someone  else  owns  the  property,  there 
is  no  possibility  of  rebutting  his  testimony,  and  the  thing 
is  proven  at  once. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Because  the  strict  rules 
of  evidence  are  not  required. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Yes ;  the  judge  sitting  in  the  division  court 
does  follow  the  strict  rules  of  evidence. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  want  to  avoid  that. 

Mr.  CASEY.  That  is  the  reason  we  object  to  the  clause. 
The  rules  of  evidence  are  made  to  secure  strict  justice.  Thore 
is  no  objection  to  having  the  strict  rules  of  evidence  followed, 
so  long  as  you  allow  the  proviso  my  hon.  friend  has  sug¬ 
gested — that  the  judge  may  decide,  as  in  the  division  court, 
according  to  law  or  equity.  We  want  to  be  bound  by 
strict  rulos  of  evidence,  but  we  want  substantial  justice. 
Hitherto,  in  Ontario,  whenever  a  voters’  list  has  been 
appealod  against,  the  judge  has  construed  the  evidence 
strictly  as  in  any  other  case  that  came  before  him.  It  is  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  a  man’s  vote  should  be  decided 
on  strict  evidence,  when  the  ownership  of  property  by  no 
means  so  sacred  to  him — a  calforadog—  is  decided  on  those 
rules.  It  is  not  a  question  of  technicalities ;  it  is  a  question 
of  what  should  or  what  should  not  be  admitted  in  proof.  In 
reality,  the  rules  of  evidence  are  the  embodiment  of  what 
the  best  legal  minds  have  considered  necessary  to  get  the 
truth  of  the  case  before  the  judge.  With  regard  to  the 
notices,  I  do  not  suppose  there  would  be  any  objec¬ 
tion  to  allowing  the  notices  to  be  dispensed  with  by 
consent  of  all  parties,  as  is  done,  1  believe,  in  other 
courts.  As  to  forms  of  procedure,  I  do  not  know  how 
far  the  revising  officer  should  be  bound  by  those,  or  how 
much  this  phrase  is  supposed  to  cover.  I  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  to  give  him  a  good  deal  of  latitude  in  the  way  of  pro¬ 
cedure,  so  long  as  he  stuck  strictly  to  the  evidence  and  did 
substantial  justice  on  that  evidence.  But  I  am  quite  sure, 
from  the  spirit  the  hon.  gentleman  has  shown  in  dealing 
with  the  other  clauses,  that  it  is  not  his  intention  to  leave 
him  at  liberty  to  admit  whatever  class  of  evidence  he 
chooses. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  I  did  not  understand  my  hon.  friend  the 
Premier  to  say  that  he  proposes  to  relax  the  rules  of  evi¬ 
dence  by  this  clause.  What  I  did  understand,  and  what  I 
think  would  be  understood,  from  the  clause,  by  any  judge  or 
lawyer  having  to  administer  cases  in  this  way,  is  that  those 
rules,  usually  regai’ded  as  the  strict  rules  of  evidence,  would 
not  be  enforced  in  such  a  court.  For  instance,  there  is  a 
rule  that  you  shall  not  ask  a  leading  question,  another  that 
you  shall  confine  your  question  to  the  point  exactly  in 
issue,  and  a  dozen  other  rules  of  a  similar  kind.  If  these 
rules  are  all  to  be  enforced  before  the  revising  officer,  days 
might  be  spent  over  the  discussion  whether  such  a 
question  was  relevant  or  not.  We  have  got  rid 
of  that  sort  of  difficulty  in  Lower  Canada,  in  ordi¬ 
nary  matters,  by  such  legislation  as  this,  constru¬ 
ing  it  as  I  think  this  must  be  construed.  The  judge 
takes  the  evidence  as  it  is  olfered,  unless  it  is  clearly 
irrelevant,  and  does  not  allow  discussions  for  hours  as  to 
whether  a  question  is  a  leading  question  or  not.  He  takes 
the  evidence,  without  regard  to  those  strict  rules,  and 
decides  according  to  justice.  I  think  that  is  a  fair  construc¬ 
tion  of  this  clause,  that  in  dealing  with  the  matter  the  judge 
shall  deal  with  it  summarily,  and  shall  not  allow  these  little 
quibbles  which  all  lawyers — I  may  say  freely,  being  myself 
a  lawyer — are  fond  of  adopting,  and  tries  to  get  at  the  root 
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and  marrow  of  the  matter,  and  renders  a  decision  that  does 
justice  to  the  parties.  I  think  the  clause  means  that.  It 
does  not  relax  the  taking  of  the  evidence  on  oath  or  the 
force  of  the  evidence  taken.  It  simply  relieves  the  judge 
from  those  forms  and  ceremonies  which  delay  the  judge  in 
cases  where  those  strict  rules  are  enforced. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  did  not  mean  that  such  technicalities  as 
those  should  be  maintained.  What  I  was  anxious  to  attain 
was  simply  that  the  nature  of  the  evidence  to  be  admitted 
should  be  of  such  a  kind  as  is  considered  good  legal  evidence 
in  other  courts. 

Mr,  ABBOTT.  I  think  that  would  be  so,  under  the  clause. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  member  for  Argenteuii  says  this 
clause  does  not  relieve  the  revising  officer  from  the  obliga¬ 
tion  to  restrict  himself  to  such  evidence.  That  is  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  legal  opinion,  but  as  a  layman  it  does  seem  to  me 
to  relieve  him  from  that  obligation,  and  there  are  lawyers 
here  who  hold  the  same  view.  If  that  clause  is  not  intended 
to  relieve  him  from  that  obligation  it  would  be  very  easy 
to  put  that  meaning  in  such  words  that  nobody  could  mis¬ 
understand  it.  I  do  not  see  that  there  can  be  any  objection 
to  making  any  such  amendment  as  will  make  this  clause 
clear.  I  do  not  know  but  that  the  technicalities  the  hon. 
gentleman  spoke  of  might  come  under  the  head  of  forms  of 
procedure.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  said  there  would  be 
an  appeal,  and  that  we  need  not  be  so  particular.  Now,  he 
has  been  contending  that  he  never  intended  to  give  an 
appeal  from  the  county  court  judge,  where  the  latter  is  the 
revising  officer.  So  in  that  case  there  will  be  all  the  more 
necessity  for  following  the  strict  rules  as  to  the  admissi¬ 
bility  of  evidence  ;  and  even  if  there  wore  an  appeal  in  all 
cases,  that  is  no  reason  why  the  rule  should  not  be  applied 
so  as  to  limit  the  necessity  for  making  appeals. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  If  the  hon.  member  for  Argen- 
teuil’s  interpretation  of  the  claaso  were  correct,  and  the 
only  interpretation  that  could  be  put  upon  it,  I  would  not 
object.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  correct  in  saying  the 
revising  officer  should  not  be  tied  down  to  strict  rules  of 
evidence  in  the  cases  he  has  indicated — for  instance,  with 
regard  to  asking  leading  questions.  In  law,  at  the  exami¬ 
nation  in  chief,  leading  questions  cannot  be  put;  but  the 
hon.  gentleman  must  recollect  that  there  are  other  rules 
beside  that.  That  is  not  a  rule  of  evidence.  It  is  only  the 
practice,  the  mode  in  which  evidence  is  to  be  given.  What 
I  understand  is  that  the  revising  officer  shall  not  be  tied 
down  as  to  the  evidence  itself—"  He  shall  not  be  bound  by 
the  strict  rules  of  evidence.”  That  has  no  relation  to  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  spoke  of.  What  he  spoke  of  is  the 
mode  in  which  you  are  to  give  the  evidence,  not  the  evi¬ 
dence  itself.  Suppose  the  plaintiff  or  respondent,  instead 
ot  giving  the  best  evidence,  sees  fit  to  give  secondary  evi¬ 
dence,  the  rule  is  quite  clear,  that  in  establishing  a  proposi¬ 
tion  you  are  bound  to  exhaust  the  best  evidence  first ;  if 
you  do  not,  you  cannot  go  on  with  the  case  at  all.  As  I 
understand  this  clause,  the  plaintiff  or  respondent  is  not 
bound  to  give  the  best  evidence.  A  minor,  for  instance, 
makes  application  to  be  placed  on  the  assessment  roll.  The 
question  arises.  Is  he  of  age  ?  The  best  evidence  that’could  be 
given  would  be  that  of  the  father  or  mother,  especially  the 
mother  or  the  register  of  his  birth.  Now,  instead  of  giving 
that  evidence  you  call  a  neighbor,  who  says :  “I  know  he  is  of 
21  years  of  age.”  That  would  be  the  kind  of  evidence  he 
would  be  justified  in  giving  under  this  clause.  The  revising 
officer  should  have  no  right  to  take  evidence  of  that  kind 
until  he  has  at  first  exhausted  all  means  of  getting  better 
evidence.  We  ought  not  to  permit  the  revising  officer  to 
adjudicate  on  evidence  like  this  on  secondary  testimony,  but 
on  the  best  testimony  that  can  be  submitted.  I  am  desirous 
he  should  have  full  power  to  adjudicate  upon  every  case  on 
its  merits,  leaving  aside  all  technicalities  as  to  the  distinc- 
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tion  between  equitable  and  legal  rights,  but  I  am  not  willing 
he  should  adjudicate  upon  my  rights,  except  upon  legal  or 
equitable  principles— that  he  should  judge  it  upon  evidence 
that  was  not  the  best  that  could  be  given. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  put- 
ting  a  strained  interpretation  on  the  clause.  The  clause 
provides  that  the  revising  officer  shall  not  be  bound  by  the 
strict  rules  of  evidence,  but  that  he  shall  determine  the 
case  in  a  summary  manner,  which,  in  his  judgment,  will 
do  justice  to  all  parties.  The  latter  part  of  the  clause 
imposes  on  the  revising  officer  the  obligation  to  do  justice 
to  all  parties.  To  do  that  he  must  hear  the  evidence  pro¬ 
perly  and  decide  according  to  justice.  The  only  reasonable 
construction  that  can  be  put  on  the  words  referring  to  his 
power  to  relax  the  strict  rules  of  evidence  is  this  :  Take 
the  case  the  hon.  gentleman  put  himself.  He  said  it  would 
be  improper  that  secondary  evidence  should  be  given,  of  a 
man’s  title  to  vote,  until  primary  evidence  is  exhausted. 
That  would  be  the  rule  in  a  court  of  law,  undoubtedly.  If 
we  allow  the  clause  to  pass  the  revising  officer  may  say  to 
a  farmer,  or  a  mechanic,  or  a  wage-earner,  who  may  be 
unable  to  retain  a  lawyer,  and  who  offers,  in  the  first 
instance,  secondary  evidence  :  I  will  take  your  secondary 
evidence  now,  and  I  will  see  that  you  have  the  primary 
evidence  afterwards  ;  but,  if  not  permitted  to  relax  the 
rule,  he  might  be  estopped  in  the  progress  of  the  case,  and 
the  applicant  would  be  told  :  You  must  give  the  best 
evidence  at  this  stage.  And  the  secondary  evidence  can¬ 
not  be  heard.  The  voter  would  be  bulldozed  by  legal 
technicalities.  The  result  of  insisting  on  adopting 
the  views  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  be  this  : 
We  are  going  to  have  a  serious  contestation  in  this 
matter,  which  will  be  summary;  lawyers  may  be 
retained,  and  the  poor  man,  who  has  a  right  to  vote,  and 
whose  right  is  contested,  and  who  might,  by  coming  before 
a  just  judge,  have  his  right  to  vote  decided  summarily  and 
speedily,  will  be  compelled  to  retain  a  lawyer,  because, 
forsooth,  the  opposite  side  may  have  retained  one,  who  will 
insist  upon  the  strict  rules  of  procedure  being  enforced. 
The  rich  man  will  retain  his  counsel ;  the  poor  man,  who  is 
unable  to  retain  a  counsel,  and  who  knows  nothing  of  the 
strict  rules  of  evidence,  may  ask  a  question  which  might  not 
be  put  in  a  legal  way,  or  at  the  right  time ;  the  opposing 
counsel  objects ;  the  judge  will  be  bound  to  rule  in  his  favor, 
and  the  poor  man  will  be  practically  crowded  out.  If  this 
clause  is  allowed  to  stand  as  it  is  the  judge  may  say  to  the 
lawyer :  You  are  perfectly  correct,  according  to  the  strict 
rules  of  evidence,  but  I  am  going  to  allow  this  voter  to  ask 
the  questions ;  he  may  ask  the  propor  questions  later,  and  I 
will  then  settle  the  whole  matter.  That  will  be  a  fair  way  of 
proceeding.  That  will  enable  a  man  who  cannot  afford  to 
retain  a  counsel  to  come  into  court,  feeling  confident  that, 
although  not  armed  with  the  wealth  of  legal  lore,  he  may 
put  his  case  before  the  revising  officer  in  his  own  way,  and 
get  justice.  There  is  another  matter.  Some  objection  is 
made  to  the  retention  of  the  words  “form  of  procedure.” 
In  the  Province  of  Quebec  I  do  not  think  that  any  cause 
would  be  tried  if  those  words  were  struck  out,  unless  a 
regular  petition  was  filed  contesting  the  vote  and  an  issue 
joined  and  an  answer  put  in. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  do  not  object  to  those  words. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  I  think,  leaving  the  clause  as  it  is 
will  greatly  facilitate  cases  coming  before  the  court,  and 
will  enable  people  to  come  before  the  revising  officer  with¬ 
out  any  fear  that  their  cases  will  not  be  disposed  of  in  a 
common-sense  way. 

Mr.  HAYIES.  I  think  it  would  be  very  unfortunate  if 
the  plausibility  of  my  hon.  friend  prevailed  with  the  com¬ 
mittee.  He  seems  to  argue  that  common  sense  and  the 
rules  of  evidence  are  in  opposition  to  each  other.  Accord- 
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ing  to  his  argument  we  should  remove  from  the  presiding 
judge  of  any  inferior  court  the  duty  of  taking  legal  evidence, 
and  should  allow  him  to  take  evidence  according  to  the 
length  of  his  own  foot.  A  great  many  bugbears  have  been 
started  about  evidence.  I  was  surprised  to  hear  my  hon. 
friends  talk  about  leading  questions.  According  to  modern 
law,  nothing  is  a  leading  question  unless  the  judge  decides  it 
to  be  so.  There  is  nothing  in  that  whatever.  No  revising 
officer,  who  understood  his  duty  at  all,  would  prevent  a 
leading  question  being  put,  unless  he  saw  it  was  being 
put  for  the  purpose  of  misleading  the  witness,  or 
leading  him  on  to  say  what  he  was  not  willing 
to  say  himself.  There  is  no  appeal  from  the  majority  of 
most  of  these  judges,  and  to  allow  a  judge  to  dispense  with 
those  rules  of  evidence,  which  are  based  upon  common 
sense,  would  be  to  leave  the  door  open  for  the  committal  cf 
grievous  wrongs.  Rules  of  evidenco  are  not  what  they 
used  to  be,  and  this  provision  would  allow  the  judge  to 
dispense  with  primary  evidence  in  all  cases,  and  to  allow  a 
witness  to  say  what  Jack  Smith  told  Tom  Brown,  and  so  on, 
until  we  got  the  story  of  the  three  black  crows.  If  you  do 
do  not  insist  upon  legal  evidence,  where  there  is  no  appeal, 
you  are  simply  bound  by  the  fashion,  or  feeling,  or  whim,  or 
prejudice,  of  the  judge  for  the  time  being ;  votes  may  be 
put  on  or  struck  off  on  what,  for  the  sake  of  courtesy, 
might  be  called  evidence,  but  which  would  be  the  morest 
and  the  flimsiest  hearsay. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  A  judge  could  do  that  now. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  No;  not  if  he  is  bound  to  hear  and  deter¬ 
mine  on  the  rules  of  evidence.  In  that  case  we  would  havo 
something  like  reasonable  fair  play. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  The  clause  only  relaxes  the  strict 
rules  of  evidence,  not  all  rules  of  evidenco. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Well,  the  strict  rules  of  evidence  and  the 
rules  of  evidence  amount  to  the  same  thing.  The  use  of  the 
word  “  strict  ”  does  not  add  to  or  detract  from  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  clause.  The  rules  of  evidence  are  plain,  are 
based  upon  common  sense,  and  are  the  result  of  the  expe¬ 
rience  of  ages.  In  modern  days  they  have  been  simpli¬ 
fied,  and  there  are  no  rules  now  that  would  prevent  the 
fairest  and  the  most  honest  justice  being  done,  even  in  the 
case  of  the  most  ignorant  person. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  If  you  have  a  lawyer  engaged  in 
every  case. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  words  “  when  he  sees  fit  ”  are  not 
necessary.  We  wish  to  give  to  the  revising  officer  a  certain 
amount  of  discretion,  but  it  must  be  a  legal  and  not  an 
arbitary  discretion,  and  I  ask  if  the  hon.  gentleman  has  any 
objection  to  strike  those  words  out.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  consented  to  strike  out  the  words  in  reference  to  dis¬ 
pensing  with  notice,  which  are  not  necessary  when  you  do 
not  require  personal  notice  to  be  served.  The  latter  part  of 
the  clause  might  be  struck  out  altogether.  The  woids,  “  he 
shall  not  be  bound  by  such  strict  rules  of  evidence  and  forms 
of  procedure,”  are  very  objectionable.  It  may  not  be  neces¬ 
sary  that  he  should  be  bound  by  strict  forms  of  procedure, 
such  as  those  laid  down  in  a  court,  but  when  you  say  he 
shall  not  be  bound  by  strict  rulos  of  evidence  you  give  to 
the  revising  officer  any  amount  of  discretion.  If  the  party 
appears  in  person  and  is  not  conversant  with  the  principles 
of  evidence,  and  undertakes  to  submit  secondary  evidence, 
the  judge  has  the  power  to  postpone  the  proceedings,  to  call 
his  attention  to  the  fact,  and  to  tell  him  what  kind  of 
evidence  is  required,  instead  of  admitting  evidence  which,  in 
an  ordinary  proceeding,  would  not  be  evidence  at  all. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  in  the  interest  of 
voters  to  come  up  honestly  and,  perhaps,  without  counsel  or 
assistance  of  any  kind,  and  who  really,  in  the  majority  of 
cases,  have  a  claim  to  be  put  on  the  roll,  I  think  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  that  the  judge  should  know  that  he  may  do  summary 
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justice  without  adherence  to  the  strict  rules  of  evidence. 
Of  course,  evidence  is  evidence,  and  the  revising  barrister  or 
the  judge  know  what  is  evidence,  and  they  will  know  how 
far  they  are  to  be  bound  by  strict  rules  of  evidence.  I  pro¬ 
pose  to  add  the  words  “  or  judge”  after  the  word  “officer,” 
in  the  17th  line.  I  think  we  must  keep  the  clause  with  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron.)  I  move  to  strike  out  the  words 
“strict  rules  of  evidence”  and  leave  the  rest  of  the  clause 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  given  it. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Cameron)  negatived. 

Amendment  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  agreed  to. 

On  section  41, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  1  think  this  clause  is  not 
required,  and  we  can  well  get  rid  of  it. 

Mr.  MULOCIL  The  only  part  that  seems  to  be  neces¬ 
sary  is  that  which  provides  for  parties  being  allowed  to 
appear  by  deputy.  1  think  they  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
appear  by  agents,  solicitors  or  counsel. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  presume  they  would 
have  a  right  to  do  that,  and  that  portion  of  the  clause 
might  remain. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  How  does  the  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  provide  for  costs. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  provide  for  wit¬ 
nesses’  fees.  I  do  not  think  there  ought  to  be  costs. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Then,  in  case  a  voter’s  right  to  remain  on 
the  list  was  contested,  and  he  would  be  put  to  the  expense 
of  calling  witnesses  from  long  distances,  and  obliged  to 
appear  by  council,  nothing  but  the  witnesses  fees  would  be 
taxable  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  would  be  all. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  section  42, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  “  subject  to  the 
provisio  in  the  next  following  section  ”  is  not  necessary.  I 
will  read  the  43rd  clause,  as  proposed  to  be  amemded.  The 
clause, down  to  the  word  “him,”  in  the 47th line,  remains  as 
it  is,  and  will  read  hereafter  as  follows  : — 

Noting  thereon  the  name  of  all  persons  who  have  been  retained  on 
the  voters’  list,  notwithstanding  objections,  and  the  name3  of  all  persons 
who  have  been  struck  off  the  voters’  list,  and  of  all  persons  who  have 
appealed  to  be  placed  upon  the  voters’  list,  and  whose  application  has 
been  refused,  and  who  have  respectively  appealed  from  the  decision  ; 
and  the  list  shall  serve  and  avail  according  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
for  the  election  with  reference  to  which  it  is  furnished. 

The  remainder  of  the  clause  remains  as  it  stands. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  informed  us  that 
there  is  no  appeal,  except  an  appeal  from  the  revising  offi¬ 
cer  to  the  county  court  judge,  and  if  there  is  to  be  no  appeal 
except  that  particular  appeal,  there  is  no  reason  why  the 
list  should  not  be  finally  revised  and  completed.  If  the  county 
court  judge  is  acting  as  revising  officer  the  list  will  be 
finally  completed,  but  in  the  case  of  other  revising  officers 
the  list  might  not  be  so  completed.  The  latter  class  are 
those  about  whose  conduct  the  public  will  have  no  confi¬ 
dence  ;  and  if  there  are  appeals  from  those  officers  to  the 
county  court  judges  it  is  of  the  utmost  consequence  that  the 
list  should  be  completed  and  finally  revised  before  used  in 
any  election.  It  is  in  the  public  interest  that  the  list  of  the 
previous  year  should  be  used  rather  than  the  list  on  which 
appeals  are  had  to  the  county  court  judge  from  the  revising 
officer  when  they  are  not  complete.  The  county  court 
judge  may  not  have  an  opportunity,  although  he  may  exer¬ 
cise  the  greatest  diligence,  to  adjudicate  upon  the  cases 
before  an  election  is  held,  I  am  satisfied  that,  unless  the 
First  Minister  amends  the  clause,  so  as  to  provide  that  the 
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revising  officer,  in  all  cases,  shall  be  a  judge,  this  section  is 
one  that  will  prove  exceedingly  unsatisfactory  to  the  public, 
and  one  that  may  lead  to  very  serious  abuses.  It  should  be 
amended  in  the  direction  of  providing  that  the  lists  should 
not  be  finally  settled  until  questions  of  appeal  from  the 
revising  officer  to  the  county  court  judge  are  finally  dis¬ 
posed  of. 

Mx%  CAMERON  (Huron).  Under  the  law,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  now  lays  it  down,  there  is  no  such  thing  as  an 
appeal.  The  hon.  gentlemen  allows  no  appeal.  If  the 
revising  officer  is  a  barrister  the  judge  in  the  county  court 
revises  again,  He  has  original  jurisdiction  ;  he  possesses 
precisely  the  same  power  as  the  revising  officer  himself. 
He  is  practically  a  second  revising  officer.  He  is  not  a  judge 
sitting  in  appeal ;  he  takes  the  evidence  all  over  again.  He 
has,  moreover,  the  right  to  take  additional  evidence  from 
that  which  is  taken  before  the  revising  officer  in  the  first 
instance.  So,  in  the  proper  sense  there  is  no  appeal.  There 
is  what  is  better  than  an  appeal.  The  county  judge  goes  to 
the  locality  and  examines  into  the  rights  of  the  parties  all 
over  again,  and  after  hearing  all  the  evidence  from  both 
parties,  he  adjudicates  on  the  case,  not  by  way  of  appeal, 
but  because  he  exercises  original  jurisdiction.  If  that  is 
so  there  is  no  reason  why,  for  all  elections  that  take  place 
after  the  first  one,  if  the  voters’  list  for  the  year  is  not  finally 
completed  by  the  judge  the  prior  list  should  not  be  used.  The 
chances  are  ten  thousand  to  one  that  the  first  voters’  list  will 
be  used  at  the  next  general  election,  which  is  expected  to 
take  place  in  the  early  part  of  1887.  But  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  not  in  favor  of  using  the  previous  year’s  list,  because 
the  list  will  be  changed,  and  names  will  disappear.  It  is 
very  difficult  to  get  over  this  difficulty.  I  think  it  can  be 
avoided,  by  providing  that  the  voter  shall  take  an  oath, 
declaring  that  the  name  which  appears  on  the  voters’  list 
held  the  same  qualification  at  the  time  of  voting  as  at  the 
time  of  registration.  I  do  not  see  how  the  hon.  gentleman 
can  work  out  section  43  without  enormous  difficulty,  and 
without  Laving  the  labor  and  expense  and  machinery  pro¬ 
vided  by  section  26.  Of  course,  there  would  be  an  enormous 
expense  incurred  by  so  doing,  whereas,  if  you  adopted  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  it  would  put 
both  parties  on  precisely  the  same  footing,  and  convenience 
would  be  very  much  better  served. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  cannot  do  that 
without  going  back  to  clause  36. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  That  only  applies  to  the  first  revision. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Section  34  applies  to  the 
subsequent  revisions,  and  they  have  been  so  passed ;  we 
cannot  go  back  upon  that.  Different  alternatives  were 
offered  to  the  committee,  and  the  committee  deliberately 
adopted  the  suggestion  which  was  thrown  out  by  the  leader 
of  the  Opposition,  that  it  should  be  done  by  way  of  recount, 
after  the  final  decision  of  the  county  judge  in  appeal.  I 
propose  to  amend  this  clause  by  putting  in  what  was 
inserted  in  the  previous  section:  “Noting  thereon  the 
names  of  all  persons  struck  off  the  voters’  list,  all  persons 
who  have  applied  to  be  placed  on  the  voters’  list  and  whose 
applications  have  been  refused,  and  who  have  respectively 
appealed  from  hia  decision.” 

Mr,  MILLS.  It  is  quite  true,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says, 
that  clauses  34  and  36  would  have  to  be  changed  in  order 
to  adopt  this  amendment,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  forgets 
that  at  the  time  his  amendment  was  proposed  and  discussed 
we  supposed  that  the  appeal  spoken  of  was  to  the  Superior 
Court.  I  may  say  that  I  went  and  saw  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition,  and  his  understanding  of  the  matter  was  pre¬ 
cisely  the  same  as  that  of  myself,  the  hon.  member  for 
Queen’s,  P.E.I.(Mr.  Davies),  and  the  hon.  member  for  St.  John 
(Mr.  Weldon)  ;  and  I  could  read  what  I  said  on  that  occasion, 
to  show  that  that  was  my  understanding  of  it,  at  all  events, 
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The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  it  makes  all  the  difference 
in  the  world,  with  regard  to  this  clause,  that  the  appeal  is 
not  as  we  understood  it.  In  the  case  of  appeals  to  the 
Superior  Court,  months  might  elapse  before  a  decision  might 
be  had,  and  therefore  there  would  be  some  propriety  in 
saying  that  the  old  list  would  be  used,  and  that  you  should 
make  these  provisions  which  you  have  made.  But  when 
you  propose  an  appeal  from  the  revising  officer  to  the 
county  judge,  which  must  be  completed  in  a  very  short 
time,  that  list  ought  to  be  used,  if  completed,  and  it  not 
completed,  you  can  go  back  to  the  old  list,  because  that  list 
would  not  be  very  old.  If  you  appealed  to  the  Superior 
Court  the  old  list  might  be  a  year  and  a-half  old,  but  in  the 
old  case  no  such  condition  of  things  could  exist,  because  it 
would  only  be  a  question  of  twenty  or  thirty  days  until  it 
was  finally  disposed  of. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  argue  on  this 
point  altogether  from  the  practice  in  the  Province  of  Ontario. 
I  am  not  able  to  say  what  delay  there  might  be,  in  Ontai’io, 
in  appealing  to  a  county  judge,  but  in  the  Province  of  Que¬ 
bec,  for  instance,  the  appeal  must  necessarily  be  to  the 
Superior  Court  judge — I  know  of  no  other  to  take  it — and  a 
Superior  Court  judge  has  sometimes  three  or  four  counties. 
I  do  not  think  any  hon.  gentleman  would  be  rash  enough 
to  assert  that  with  us,  at  any  rate,  a  decision  could  be 
obtained  in  twenty  or  thirty  days.  I  think  it  is  extremely 
doubtful,  in  either  of  the  Provinces,  that  a  decision  could  be 
relied  upon  within  that  time.  I  may  say  that  I  heard  the 
statement  of  the  Premier,  and  I  think  there  can  be  no 
doubt,  from  his  explanation,  what  kind  of  appeal  he  meant, 
though  I  agree  that  my  hon.  friend  misunderstood  him, 
judging  by  some  remarks  which  he  made.  Mansard,  of  28th 
May,  reporting  what  the  Premier  said  on  that  occasion, 
shows  plainly  that  there  could  be  no  misunderstanding  as 
to  what  he  intended.  It  is  said  there  : 

“In  such  cases  it  must  be  that  a  person  other  than  the  judge  shall  be 
appointed;  but  the  measure  will  provide  that  in  such  cases,  where  a 
revising  officer  other  than  the  judge  is  appointed,  there  shall  be  an 
appeal  both  as  to  law  and  fact.” 

And  in  the  conversations  that  have  taken  place  across  the 
House,  and  otherwise,  I  think  it  has  been  understood  that 
there  should  only  be  an  appeal  when  the  revising  officer 
was  not  a  judge — that  there  should  not  be  an  appeal  when 
the  revising  officer  was  a  judge.  That  was  my  understand¬ 
ing,  and  I  think  the  understanding  of  the  majority  of  the 
members.  The  clause  now  before  the  committee  is  really 
only  the  machinery  for  carrying  into  effect  sections  26  and 
34.  These  sections  provide  that  a  vote  shall  be  taken  in  a 
particular  way,  the  votes  which  are  appealed  against  being 
retained  provisionally,  without  affecting  the  return  to  this 
House,  until  there  js  a  recount ;  and  at  the  suggestion  of  the 
leader  of  the  Opposition  it  was  provided  that  this  recount 
bhouid  be  suspended  until  the  question  in  appeal  was 
arranged.  So  there  could  not  be  any  injustice.  As  to  using 
the  previous  year’s  list,  I  think  the  consequences  would  be 
serious,  especially  in  the  case  of  wage-earners,  who  are 
birds  of  passage,  to  a  large  extent.  There  might  be  hun¬ 
dreds  of  those  on  the  last  voters’  list,  of  whom  there  might 
not  be  one  on  the  voters’  list  as  revised  and  corrected  by 
the  barrister,  and  he  may  have  put  hundreds  of  others  on  that 
list,  not  one  of  whom  would  be  objected  to ;  so  that  if  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  idea  was  carried  out  those  workmen 
whose  names  were  on  the  previous  list,  and  who  had  left 
the  country  and  ceased  to  have  any  right  to  vote,  would 
appear  on  the  list  as  having  the  right,  while  many  others 
would  be  deprived  of  the  right  to  vote.  I  cannot  seo  that 
there  will  be  any  disfranchisement,  which  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  said  would  be  brought  about  by  this  Bill,  so  great 
as  the  disfranchisement  might  be  from  using  the  old  voters’ 
lists.  That  certainly  is  a  great  evil  that  would  result  from 
that  scheme.  There  is  another  evil  that  would  result  from 
the  other  scheme,  of  not  allowing  the  vote  to  be  counted 


until  the  judge  had  decided  the  appeal.  Suppose  only  ten 
or  a  dozen  votes  were  appealed  against,  and  the  election  had 
been  carried  by  a  majority  of  100,  what  would  be  the  object 
of  holding  back  the  counting  of  the  votes  until  the  decision 
of  those  appeals  had  been  rendered  ?  A  man  might  be  kept 
out  of  his  seat,  awaiting  a  decision  of  the  court,  that  could 
have  no  effect  one  way  or  the  other.  It  is  said  that 
what  the  Bill  provides  for  is  a  very  expensive  process.  It 
is  not  expensive ;  a  recount  can  be  obtained  at  a  very  small 
expense,  and  that  is  the  only  process  roquired,  to  show  by 
thef  poll  books  the  proper  result.  All  that  would  be  neces¬ 
sary  is,  that  as  soon  as  the  polling  is  over  the  parties  should 
await  the  decision  of  the  judge  to  make  the  recount,  if  there 
is  a  demand  for  a  recount.  Of  course,  no  demand  will  be 
made  for  a  recount  unless  there  is  a  prospect  of  its  altering 
the  result ;  we  must  presume  that  no  one  will  ask  for  a 
recount  unless  he  has  a  reasonable  probability  of  obtaining 
a  right  by  that  recount.  In  the  case  of  a  large  majority, 
with  a  few  votes  objocted  to,  I  think  there  would  be  no 
demand  for  a  recount.  It  seems  to  me  that  to  both  of  the 
schemes  proposed  in  opposition  to  that  of  the  Premier  there 
are  strong  objections,  while  to  the  manner  proposed  by  the 
Premier  I  do  not  see  any  serious  objections  at  all.  I  see  no 
other  means  of  arriving  at  the  true  result  by  a  simpler  means. 
Section  43  should  not  be  a  matter  of  discussion,  as  it  is 
nothing  more  than  the  machinery  to  enable  sections  26  and 
34  to  be  carried  out. 

On  section  44, 

Sir  JOHN"  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose  to  strike  out 
the  words  “  not  less  thaD  eight  days  before  the  nomination,” 
and  substitute,  “  on  demand,  within  forty-eight  hours,”  in 
the  19  th  line. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  think  section  44  should  como  before 
section  43.  Section  44  gives  the  duty  to  the  returning 
officer  to  obtain,  at  a  certain  time  before  the  election,  from 
the  revising  officer,  a  copy  of  the  list ;  section  43  provides 
for  the  revising  officer  doing  something  after  he  has 
delivered  the  list. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  I  have  no  objection 
to  that. 

On  section  45, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose  that  that 
clause  shall  stand  over.  In  consequence  of  various  discus¬ 
sions  on  the  matter  of  polls,  I  am  prepared  to  substitute 
a  clause,  which  I  shall  read,  in  view  of  46,  47,  48  and  49. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  the  hon.  gentleman 
going  to  have  those  clauses  printed  ?  Because  it  is  not  easy 
for  hon.  gentlemen  to  understand  the  full  bearing  of  such 
important  clauses  by  just  hearing  them  read. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  are  a  simplification 
of  the  former  clauses. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  dare  say  they  are  all 
right. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  They  involve  very  consider¬ 
able  changes,  and  it  will  be  quite  impossible  to  consider  them 
intelligently  at  once. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  might  be  adopted 
provisionally,  and  then  they  would  be  printed  in  the  V otes 
and  Proceedings. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Have  them  printed  on  the  Orders  of  the 
Day,  and  we  can  consider  them  the  first  thing  on  Monday. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  are  drawn  as  simply 
as  possible.  However,  we  will  have  them  printed. 
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On  section  51, 

Mr.  CAMERON.  There  is  a  question  on  this  clause 
which  is  worthy  the  consideration  of  the  First  Minister.  I 
suppose  we  all  desire  to  get  a  proper  voters’  list. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  think  you  can  get  the  best  voters’ 
list  by  utilising,  as  far  as  possible,  the  local  machinery.  In 
every  municipality,  at  least  in  Ontario,  there  is  a  clerk  of 
the  council,  who  is  generally  selected  for  his  intelligence 
and  knowledge  of  the  locality,  and  that  official  would  make 
the  very  best  to  assist  the  revising  barrister  to  prepare  the 
voters’  list.  In  selecting  him  as  the  clerk  of  the  revising 
barrister  the  hon.  gentleman  would  be  able  to  avail  him¬ 
self  of  the  knowledge  of  the  local  authorities.  I  do  not 
know  what  the  political  leanings  of  these  officials  are,  but  I 
believe  that  their  selection  would  result  in  making  a  better 
voters’  list  than  if  the  revising  officer  were  left  to  select  his 
own  clerk. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  am  quite  of  the  same 
opinion.  The  work  will  be  done  efficiently  and  more  thor¬ 
oughly  by  the  clerk  of  the  municipality  than  you  could 
hope  to  have  it  done  by  anyone  else.  It  would  not  be 
unreasonable  to  suppose  that  it  would  be  done  more 
cheaply  than  if  you  hired  a  special  person  to  do  it.  It  is 
open  to  no  objection,  from  a  political  standpoint,  because 
I  suppose  these  officials  are  divided.  They  hold 
their  offices  for  years,  and  there  could  not  very  well 
be  a  charge  of  partisanship  against  them.  For  my 
part,  I  should  look  upon  the  clerk,  if  he  were 
appointed  by  the  revising  barrister,  with  more  dread  than 
upon  the  revising  officer  himself.  If  there  was  to  be  any 
crooked  work  done  I  should  imagine  it  would  be  done  in 
that  direction.  If  we  could  imagne  it  possible  that  any 
crooked  work  would  be  attempted  under  this  Bill  it  would 
be  likely  to  be  done  by  the  clerk,  who  is  not  responsible  to 
the  people  or  even  to  this  Government,  but  only  to  the 
revising  barrister.  It  has  been  urged,  with  some  force,  that 
a  judge  or  revising  barrister  could  not  afford  to  risk  their 
reputation  in  doing  that  which  was  unfair.'  But  that  argu¬ 
ment  cannot  have  weight  with  reference  to  a  clei'k,  and  he 
may,  unfortunately,  be  subject  to  political  bias  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  make  him  perform  his  work  in  an  unsatisfac¬ 
tory  manner.  That  is  an  objection  that  has  great  weight  in 
my  mind,  and  it  might  be  removed  if  we  were  to  provide  in 
this  Bill  that  the  clerk  of  the  revising  officer  shall  be  the 
clerk  of  the  municipality.  I  consider  that  correctness 
would  be  gained,  fairness  would  bo  served  and  cheapness 
would  be  obtained,  by  such  a  provision. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  What  would  be  done  in  case  there  is  no 
municipality  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  would  provide  for  that. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  There  is  one  side  of  this  ques¬ 
tion  to  which  I  would  like  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
committee,  as  it  applies  to  Ontario— and  I  presume  the  same 
thing  may  bo  said  of  other  Provinces,  where  the  municipal 
clerks  are  known  by  other  designations.  We  provide  that 
the  assessment  roll  shall  be  copied  and  furnished  to  the 
revising  officer  as  the  basis  upon  which  these  lists  are 
to  be  made  up.  It  occui’s  to  me  that  if  it  were  possible  to 
arrange  machinery  so  that  the  municipal  clerk  in  each  of 
the  minor  municipalities  should  be  the  officials  employed 
under  the  revising  officer  for  making  up  these  lists,  we 
would  have  this  advantage,  that  he  would  be,  as  the 
custodian  of  those  rolls  already  in  existence,  the  officer  who 
would  be  in  charge  of  them,  in  whose  office  they  are  per¬ 
manently  filed,  and  who  could  always  give  information  res¬ 
pecting  them.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  that  officer  were  so 
employed  as  clerk  to  the  revising  barrister  it  would 
be  almost  unnecessary  to  go  to  the  initial  expense 
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of  obtaining  copies  of  these  assessment  rolls.  That 
expense  would  be  considerable,  as  I  have  found  in 
my  municipal  experience.  Now,  when  we  consider 
that  there  are,  on  an  average,  five  to  seven  municipalities 
in  each  district,  and  that  there  are  211  districts,  you  will 
see  that  the  copying  of  those  rolls  alone  must  require  a 
very  large  expenditure.  Every  time  that  a  revision  of  a  list 
takes  place  before  the  revising  barrister  or  the  county  judge, 
if  that  is  gone  about  with  a  stranger  to  these  matters  as  his 
clerk,  it  must  be  done  at  a  disadvantage,  without  reference 
to  all  the  other  matters  in  connection  with  the  names  upon 
the  assessment  roll.  The  municipal  clerk  has  all  that  per¬ 
sonal  knowledge  that  long  experience  in  handling  these 
rolls  gives  him.  In  addition  to  that,  I  have  never  heard 
any  charges  made  against  a  township  clerk  of  an  attempt  to 
defraud  an  elector  of  his  right  to  be  placed  upon  the  voters’ 
list.  Besides,  I  do  not  think  that  the  duties  devolving  upon 
a  revising  barrister’s  clei*k  will  be  sufficient  to  employ  him 
for  even  half  the  time,  and  if  the  township  clerk  did  this 
duty  it  would  come  in  as  a  supplement  to  the  ordinary  work 
he  does  for  the  municipality,  and  for  a  moderate  remunera¬ 
tion  they  would  be  glad  to  do  it.  Then,  when  the  revision 
of  the  list  is  finally  made,  the  familiarity  of  the  clerk  with 
the  names  upon  the  roll  and  the  general  information 
his  position  gives  him  point  to  him  as  in  every  way  the 
person  who  ought  to  be  employed  as  clerk  to  the 
revising  officer.  The  duties  of  a  township  clerk 
are,  to  a  lai’ge  extent,  merely  clerical,  and  afford  no 
opportunity  for  the  exercise  of  political  partisanship.  In 
my  own  riding  to  day  all  the  township  clerks,  with  the 
exception  of  one,  are  in  political  sympatlxy  with  my  oppo¬ 
nent.  In  fact,  in  the  township  that  has  always  been  solidly 
Liberal,  to  wliich  I  largely  owe  my  seat  in  this  House,  and 
which  has  given  me  a  majority  of  over  250,  the  clerk  of 
that  township,  for  the  last  20  years,  has  been  one  of  the  most 
pronounced  Conservatives  in  the  whole  riding.  His  politi¬ 
cal  antecedents  and  associations  are  well  known  ;  he  makes 
no  attempt  to  conceal  them,  and  freely  exercises  his  politi¬ 
cal  rights.  Although  a  majority  of  the  council  are  Liberal, 
they  have  faith  in  his  probity  and  uprightness,  and  undoubt¬ 
edly  he  has  always  performed  his  duties  in  a  satisfactory 
manner.  Now,  I  think  this  instance  shows  that  the  muni¬ 
cipal  clerks  can  be  fairly  trusted  to  perform  impartially  the 
duties  of  clerk  to  the  revising  barrister,  and  for  this  and 
other  i*easons  which  I  have  pointed  out,  I  think  we  ought 
to  make  a  provision  that  they  should  be  so  employed. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  see  how  municipal  clerks  are  to 
be  made  clerks  of  the  revising  officer,  unless  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  re-casts  that  whole  section,  which  provided  that  the 
preliminary  proceedings  of  the  revising  officer  should  be 
held  in  only  one  place  in  the  riding. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  clause  had  better 
stand  ovei-,  for  the  present. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  House  adjourned  at  6  o’clock,  p.m. 
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THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  CARON.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  I 
desire  to  read  two  telegrams  conveying  to  me  the  glad 
tidings  of  the  safety  of  the  prisoners  in  the  hands  of  Big 
Bear : 

“  Camp,  16  Mile9  from  Fort  Pitt,  5th. 

“  Via  Straubenzib,  7th,  via  Qu’Appelle. 

“News  just  received  that  Mr.  McKay  and  eight  scouts  of  General 
Strange’s  have  brought  in  Mrs.  Delaney  and  Mr.  Gowanlock  and  eight 
men,  five  half-breeds  and  two  Wood  Crees,  who  were  encamped  by 
themselves.  The  breeds  say  that  they  have  been  prisoners,  and  one  of 
the  Crees  is  the  man  who  let  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Quinnie  and  the  other  three 
men  escape.  We  go  on  to-morrow  after  Big  Bear.  Shall  keep  up  com¬ 
munication  with  Fort  Pitt. 

“  F.  MIDDLETON.” 

“  Fort  Pitt,  N.  W.  T.,  6th. 

“  Via  Straubenzib,  7th. 

“  To  Hon.  A.  P.  Caron  : 

“  Have  opened  telegraph  office  about  40  miles  from  here.  General 
Middleton  is  after  Big  Bear.  General  Strange  at  or  near  Frog  Lake. 
Following  prisoners  who  escaped  recently  from  Big  Bear’s  camp  came 
in  yesterday:— Mrs.  Delaney,  Gowanlook,  Dufresne  and  Simpson,  Glader 
wife  and  one  child  ;  Moisan,  wife  and  four  children  ;  Pritchard,  wife 
and  eight  children  ;  Alfred  Smith,  wife  and  four  children  ;  Huzil,  wife 
one  child ;  Abraham  Moots,  wife  and  six  children;  Gregoire  Donnaire, 
Pete  Blondin,  Andr6  Dreneau,  Henry  Dufrex,  two  of  Simpson’s  stepsons, 
two  Indians  and  two  squaws.  These  prisoners  are  all  well. 

“  VAN  STRAUBENZIB.” 

THE  DEATH  OF  MR.  BENSON. 


It  seems  to  mo  to  chain  a  prisoner  cannot  be  justified, 
except  in  very  rare  circumstances  indeed.  I  quite  admit 
there  may  be  circumstances  where  it  may  be  absolutely 
necessary  to  manacle  a  prisoner ;  but  in  this  instance,  I  do 
not  see  there  is  any  reason.  I  do  not  say  the  treatment  is 
not  justified,  but  it  does  not  seem  to  me,  from  the  circum¬ 
stances  we  know,  justified.  I  merely  call  the  attention  of 
the  Government  to  it.  I  am  sure  the  Government  will 
agreo  with  me  it  would  not  be  justifiable  to  keep  Riel 
chained  or  manacled,  or  compel  him  to  carry  a  chain, 
unless  it  be  absolutely  necessary.  I  hope  the  Government 
will  make  enquiry,  and  see  that  the  prisoner  is  not  sub¬ 
jected  to  any  more  restraint  than  is  necessary. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  My  attention  was  not 
called  to  that  portion  of  the  paragraph  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  just  read.  Of  course,  the  prisoner  before  trial  is  to  be 
subjected  to  no  greater  restraint  than  is  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  purpose  of  securing  his  safe  custody.  He  is  now  at 
Regina  in  custody  there,  and  perhaps,  as  most  of  the  House 
know,  there  is  no  safo  prison  there  for  prisoners  charged 
with  or  convicted  of  any  offence.  The  only  place  at  hand 
is  the  police  station.  He  is  kept  there,  and,  of  course,  is 
strictly  guarded.  I  shall  at  once  communicate  by  telegram 
to  Regina  and  ascertain  the  facts ;  and  if  there  has  been 
any  restraint  other  than  mere  segregation  and  being  kept 
in  prison,  I  will  ascertain  what  the  reasons  are,  if  there  are 
any. 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  On  the  occasion  of  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  being  called,  it  is  my  painful  duty  to 
make  the  announcement  that  one  of  our  body  has  been 
called  to  his  last  home.  Mr.  Benson,  the  member  for  Leeds 
and  Grenville,  has  been  suddenly  taken  away  from  us  while 
he  was  in  full  health  apparently,  and  acting  here  with  us, 
energetically  performing  his  duties  as  a  member  of  Parlia¬ 
ment.  I  think  it  will  be  admitted  by  hon.  gentlemen 
on  both  sides,  that  a  more  estimable  person,  in  style, 
manner,  demeanor,  and  character,  is  not  to  be  found  amoDg 
us.  Without  reference  to  political  feelings,  we  all  must 
regret  his  loss  ;  Canada  must  regret  the  loss  of  a  man  of  his 
standing,  education  and  enterprise  in  forwarding  the  indus¬ 
tries  of  the  country;  wo  must  fed  that  Canada  has  lost  a 
worthy  son.  I  cannot  say  more  just  now.  He  was  a  most 
particular  friend  of  my  own,  and  I  feel  that  I  have  suffered 
a  great  personal  loss.  I  think  Canada  has  lost  a  man  whom 
she  can  ill  spare. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Both  sides  of  the  House  must  concur  in 
the  expression  of  regret  and  sorrow  at  the  announcement 
the  First  Minister  has  just  made.  The  relations  of  myself 
to  Mr.  Benson  were  not  of  the  character  which  he  has  just 
described,  but  I  had  the  honor  and  pleasure  of  his  assist¬ 
ance,  and  I  am  sure  all  of  us,  on  both  sides,  feel  a  sense  of 
personal  loss  in  knowing  he  is  to  be  no  more  with  us.  He 
was  an  estimable  and  respected  member  of  Parliament. 
He  was,  I  have  no  doubt,  a  warm  friend  to  those  who  had 
the  happiness  of  being  on  terms  of  friendship  with  him, 
and  to  all  of  us  he  is  one  whom  we  are,  indeed,  sorry  to 
lose. 

TREATMENT  OF  RIEL  IN  PRISON. 

Mr.  LAURIER.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are 
called,  I  would  crave  the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  few 
moments  while  I  draw  its  attention  to  a  matter  which  I 
think  it  should  consider.  The  following  paragraph  has 
appeared  in  all  the  newspapers  during  the  past  week  : — 

“  Regina,  N.  W.T.,  4th.  —  tiel's  life  in  the  jail  here  is  a  monotonous 
one,  and  admits  of  no  detailed  description.  He  is  in  good  health.  He 
sits  in  his  cell  most  of  the  day  with  his  head  bowed,  apparently  in  deep  1 
thought.  He  seems  to  enjoy  his  hour’B  exercise  every  day,  walking  up  : 
and  down,  carrying  in  his  right  hand  the  chain  weight  attached  to  his  1 
leg.” 


FORT  MacLEOD  RANCHE  TELEGRAPH  COMPANY. 

Mr.  HALL.  In  the  absence  of  Mr.  McCarthy,  I  beg  to 
move  the  concurrence  of  the  House  in  the  amendments 
made  by  the  Senate  to  Bill  (No.  80)  to  incorporate  the  Fort 
McLeod  Ranche  Telegraph  Company.  The  only  amendment 
of  importance  is  the  one  changing  the  time  for  the  completion 
from  one  year  to  two.  Under  the  Bill,  the  work  was  to  be 
commenced  and  completed  within  one  year  after  July  next, 
but  the  protraction  of  the  Session  has  made  that  impossible, 
and  the  Senate  has  extended  the  time  to  two  years,  a 
change  to  which  I  believe  the  Government  has  no  objection. 

Amendments  concurred  in. 

NORTH-WEST  SURVEYS  AND  CLAIMS. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  When  were  the  plans  of  surveys  at 
Edmonton  and  Battleford  respectively  finished  ?  When 
were  they  approved  ?  When  were  they  forwarded  to  the 
Land  Board  or  Mr.  Pearce  or  the  local  agent  ?  When  were 
the  papers  in  connection  with  settlers’  claims  at  Battleford 
and  Edmonton  forwarded  from  head  office  to  the  Land  Board 
or  Mr.  Pearce  or  the  local  agent  ?  When  was  the  investi¬ 
gation  made  ?  When  was  the  report  made  ?  Has  it  been 
acted  on,  and  if  so,  when  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Edmonton  was  surveyed 
in  1882  ;  the  map  thereof  was  completed  in  the  spring  of 
1883 ;  approved  on  the  25th  of  May,  1883,  and  the  litho¬ 
graphing  completed  in  March,  1884.  A  copy  of  that  map 
was  sent  to  the  Commissioner  of  Dominion  Lands,  on  the 
27th  of  March,  1884,  and  by  the  latter  handed  to  Mr. 
Pearce.  The  map  of  Fort  Saskatchewan,  a  settlement  in 
the  neighborhood  of  Edmonton,  was  completed  in  the 
spring  of  1884.  It  was  approved  on  the  14th  of  May,  1884  ; 
lithographed  on  the  1st  of  June,  1884;  and  copy  sent  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Dominion  Lands  on  the  5th  of  June 
of  the  same  year.  This  copy  Mr.  Pearce  obtained.  St. 
Albert,  also  in  the  neighborhood  of  Edmonton,  was  sur¬ 
veyed  in  1882-83.  The  map  was  completed  about  the  1st 
of  January,  1884  ;  was  approved  on  the  2nd  of  May, 

■  1884;  lithographed  on  the  4th  of  June,  1884;  and  a 
j  copy  forwarded  to  the  Commissioner  of  Dommion  Lands 
on  the  following  day,  but  miscarried.  Mr.  Pearce 
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telegraphed  for  another  copy,  which  he  received  at 
Edmonton  early  in  the  following  August  (1884).  That 
portion  of  Battleford  south  of  the  North  Saskatchewan 
.River,  was  surveyed  in  the  summer  of  1882.  The  map  was 
completed  in  March,  1883,  approved  in  the  May  following, 
lithographed  in  March,  1884,  and  a  copy  thereof  forwarded 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Dominion  Lands  on  the  2/th  of 
March,  1884.  This  copy  was  handed  to  Mr.  Pearce  and 
taken  with  him  to  Battleford.  That  portion  of  Battleford 
north  of  the  North  Saskatchewan,  was  surveyed  in  the  sum¬ 
mer  of  1883.  The  map  was  completed  at  Battleford  in 
January,  U84.  It  was  received  in  Ottawa  on  the  21st  of 
January,  1884;  was  approved  on  the  10th  of  June,  1881, 
and  lithographed  on  the  8th  of  July,  1884.  Mr.  Pearce,  of 
the  Land  Board,  did  not  get  a  copy  of  this  map  from  the 
Department,  but  obtained  from  the  surveyor  his  working 
plan  and  had  a  tracing  made  thereof.  The  papers  in  con¬ 
nection  with  settlers’  claims  at  Battleford  and  Edmonton 
were  forwarded  from  head  office  on  the  30th  of  May,  1881, 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Dominion  Lacds  for  the  use  of  Mr. 
Pearce.  The  investigation  of  those  claims  was  made  in 
July,  August  and  September,  1884,  by  Mr.  Pearce,  of  the 
Land  Board,  Mr.  Pearce  made  reports  in  July,  August, 
September  and  October,  1884,  concerning  nearly  all  the 
claims.  Reports,  in  a  few  cases,  were  made  subsequent  to 
the  above  dates,  owing  to  the  incomplete  nature  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  at  the  time.  In  possibly  a  dozen  cases  sufficient 
evidence  has  not  yet  been  filed.  The  Land  Board  decided 
all  cases  reported  on  up  to  the  20th  of  October,  1884,  and 
the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  from  the  20th  October  to  the 
1st  of  January  last.  The  decisions  reached  in  the  cases  in 
the  Edmonton  agency  were  communicated  to  the  agent  of 
Dominion  lands  there,  commencing  in  February,  1885,  and 
since  that  date  as  fast  as  they  could  be  got  in  shape.  The 
decisions  reached  regarding  claims  in  the  Battleford  agency 
will  be  communicated  to  the  local  agent  there  so  soon  as  an 
agency  is  established. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Is  it  proposed  to  bring  down  the 
Order  in  Council  of  June,  1883,  under  which  Mr.  Russell 
was  charged  with  certain  duties  in  relation  to  land  claims 
in  North-West  Territory  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  it  is. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  How  many  pages  of  those  North- 
West  papers,  which  it  is  intended  to  submit  to  Parliament 
this  Session,  have  been  copied  ?  How  many  pages  remain  to 
be  copied?  When  is  it  expected  that  the  task  of  copying 
will  be  completed,  and  the  papers  submitted? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  number  of  pages 
copied,  or  to  be  copied,  have  not  been  reckoned,  but  the 
return  will  be  brought  down  either  to-morrow  or  next  day. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Was  an  Order  in  Council  passed  on 
the  memorandum  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  dated  18th 
October,  1884,  on  the  subject  of  the  settlement  of  the 
settlers’  claims  at  Prince  Albert,  Edmonton  and  Battleford? 
What  is  the  date  of  such  Order?  Were  the  papers  referred 
to  in  the  letter  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  to  Mr. 
Walsh,  of  the  18th  October,  1884,  forwarded  to  Mr.  Walsh  ? 
If  so,  what  date  or  dates  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  Order  in  Council 
was  passed  on  the  memorandum  of  the  Minister  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior  dated  the  18th  of  October,  1883,  on  the  subject  of  the 
settlement  <  f  claims  at  Prince  Albert,  Edmonton  and 
Battleford  ;  but  the  same  memorandum  was  remitted  in  the 
following  February,  and  upon  it  an  Order  in  Council  on  the 
subject  of  the  settlement  of  claims  at  the  places  mentioned, 
was  passed.  This  question,  no  doubt,  refers  to  the  memo¬ 
randum  of  the  Minister,  of  the  18th  of  October,  1883, 
although  1884  is  memioned.  The  papers  having  reference 
to  the  claims  at  Prince  Albert  were  sent  to  Mr.  Pearce  on 
the  12th  of  December,  1883,  and  those  having  reference  to 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald, 


claims  at  Edmonton  and  Battleford,  on  the  30th  of  May, 
1884. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  What  was  the  date  of  the  telegram 
from  Prince  Albert  of  Mr.  Pearce  to  Mr.  Burgess,  as  to  the 
claims  of  the  French  half-breeds  at  St.  Laurent  brought 
down  ?  Was  that  telegram  a  reply  to  one  from  the  Depart¬ 
ment  ;  and  if  so,  will  the  latter  be  brought  down  ?  What 
was  the  date  of  the  letter  as  to  the  survey  of  St.  Laurent, 
from  Mr.  Hall  to  Mr.  Deville  brought  down  ?  Was  there 
a  reply  to  that  letter  ?  Of  what  date,  and  will  it  be  brought 
down  ?  What  was  the  date  of  the  letter  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  to  Mr.  Pearce  on  the  same  subject,  brought 
down  ?  Did  the  Department  communicate  with  Mr.  Pearce 
as  promised  therein  ?  At  what  date  ?  And  will  the  com¬ 
munication  be  brought  down? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  information  called 
for  by  these  questions  is  embodied  in  the  additional  corres¬ 
pondence  now  being  prepared. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  At  what  date  were  the  plans  and  sur¬ 
veys  of  St.  Laurent  settlement  received  ?  At  what  date 
were  they  approved  ?  At  what  date  were  they  forwarded 
from  the  Department  to  the  local  authorities  ?  Were  they 
forwarded  to  the  Land  Board  or  the  local  agent  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  plans  and  works  of 
St.  Laurent  were  received  on  the  15th  March,  1879; 
approved  and  confirmed,  12th  February,  1881;  sent  to 
agent,  15th  February,  1884;  sent  to  land  commissioner, 
15th  February,  1884. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked.  At  what  date  were  the  papers  at  head 
office  relating  to  the  St.  Laurent  settlers  forwarded  to  the 
local  authorities  by  head  office  with  a  view  to  investigation? 
Were  they  lor  warded  to  the  Land  Board  or  to  the  local 
agent  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  were  no  papers  in 
the  Department  bearing  upon  the  claims  of  the  settlers  at 
St.  Laurent.  The  applications  of  the  claimants  were  made 
to  Mr.  Pearce  direct.  There  were  memorials  upon  North- 
West  matters  generally,  which  were  of  record  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  which  had  some  reference  to  the  subject  of  claims 
to  land  at  St.  Laurent  in  common  with  other  places  in  the 
Territories.  These  form  part  of  the  returns  now  in  course 
of  preparation. 

THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST— TRIAL 
OF  LOUIS  RIEL. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  (for  Mr.  Lister)  asked,  What,  if  any, 
steps  had  been  taken  for  the  trial  of  Louis  Riel  ?  If  so, 
what  are  they  ?  When,  and  where  is  the  trial  to  take  place  ? 
Before  what  judge  is  >he  to  be  tried  ?  Have  counsel  for  the 
prosecution  been  retained  ?  If  so,  who  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Louis  Riel  is  now  in 
custody  at  Regina  awaiting  his  trial.  That  trial  will  pro¬ 
ceed  in  the  ordinary  way,  and  before  the  ordinary  tribunal. 
Counsel  have  been  retained  for  the  prosecution.  They  are 
Mr.  Christopher  Robinson,  Q.C.,  Mr.  Britton  Osier,  Q.C., 
Mr.  T.  Chase  Crasgrain  of  Quebec,  and  Mr.  Scott  of  Win¬ 
nipeg.  There  may,  perhaps,  be  others  employed  before  the 
trial  comes  on. 

EXTRADITION  OF  GABRIEL  DUMONT. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  (for  Mr.  Lister)  asked,  Have  any  steps 
been  taken  with  a  view  to  the  extradition  of  Gabriel  Dumont  ? 
If  so,  what  has  been  done  towards  that  end  ?  If  no  such 
steps  have  been  taken,  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  apply  for  his  extradition  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  not  usual  or  expedi¬ 
ent  to  warn  feloDS  as  to  what  proceedings  are  going  to  be 
taken  against  them. 
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CHA.BLOTIBTOWN  PUBLIC  BUILDING. 

Mr.  BURPEE  (for  Mr.  Weldon)  asked,  Has  any  contract 
been  entered  into  for  the  construction  of  the  new  Dominion 
building  at  Charlottetown,  Prince  Edward  Island  ?  If  so, 
who  is  tho  contractor  ?  What  was  the  amount  olhis  tender? 
What  is  the  amount  to  be  paid  under  the  contract  ?  Has  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  permitted  such  contractor  to 
use  stone  different  from  that  required  in  the  advertisement 
or  specification  for  tenders  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  L ANGEVIN.  The  contractor  is  Thomas 
C.  Connor,  of  Moncton  ;  the  amount  of  contract  is  $57,397, 
the  amount  to  be  paid  on  the  contract  is  the  amount  of  the 
tender  ;  the  contract  was  signed  on  the  13th  April,  1885. 
The  specifications  called  for  “  reddish  brown  sandstone,” 
equal  in  quality  and  colour  to  a  sample  exhibited  at  Char¬ 
lottetown  and  Ottawa,  which  was  obtained  from  Cumber¬ 
land  county,  N.  S.  The  stone  submitted  and  approved  is 
from  John  River,  N.B.,  and  is  quite  equal  in  every  respect, 
if  not  finer  in  quality  and  color,  and  is  therefore  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  specification. 

THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST- 
REWARDS  FOR  THE  VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr.  CASGRAIN  asked,  Whether,  if  any  particular  acts 
of  valor  on  the  part  of  the  volunteers  be  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  Government,  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Cabinet 
to  recommend  them  to  the  Home  Government  for  the  Vic¬ 
toria  Cross  or  some  other  reward  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  no  part  of  the  duty 
or  within  the  jurisdiction  of  tho  Cabinet,  any  more  than  it 
is  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Cabinet  in  England,  to 
make  any  such  recommendation.  It  is  a  military  matter, 
attended  to  entirely  by  the  military  authorities. 

SALMON  FISHING  IN  THE  HARBOR  OF  BATHURST. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Whether  any  rules  have  been  made 
under  which  the  salmon  fishing  in  the  harbor  of  Bathurst 
is  regulated  differently  from  salmon  fishing  elsewhere  and 
from  the  accustomed  rights  ?  Whether  the  present  rules 
prevent  proprietors  of  land  on  the  Harbour  of  Bathurst 
from  fishing  for  salmon  opposite  their  own  land  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  From  many  of  the  stands  in  Bathurst 
harbor  interfering  with  the  navigation  and  the  ascent  of 
slamon  to  the  spawning  grounds,  licenses  have  been  with¬ 
held. 

RENTAL  OF  RIVERS  AND  STREAMS. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  bring  down  and  lay  before  Parliament  a  return 
of  all  correspondence  between  the  Auditor  General  and  the 
Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  relating  to  rental  of 
rivers  and  streams  and  all  correspondence  in  any  way 
relating  to  any  irregularity  or  inaccuracy  connected  with 
matters  of  said  Department,  in  accordance  with  the  Order 
of  the  House  of  the  9th  March  last  ?  If  so,  when  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  If  there  be  any  correspondence 
between  the  Auditor  General  and  the  Department  not 
already  brought  down,  it  will  be  brought  down.  There  is 
no  correspondence  relating  to  any  irregularity  in  the 
Department. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN  asked,  Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  bring  down  a  return,  in  accordance  with  the  Order 
of  the  House  of  the  9th  of  March  last,  showing  the  dates  of 
deposit  in  the  bank  to  the  credit  of  the  Government  of  the 
sums  received  by  the  Marine  and  Fisheries  Department  on 
account  of  rental  of  rivers  and  streams  j  and  if  so,  when  ?  • 


Mr.  MoLELAN.  The  return  brought  down  to  the  28th 
of  last  month  gives  all  this  information  in  particular.  If 
anything  is  wanting,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  will  tell  me 
what  is  omitted,  I  will  supply  it. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  It  just  requires  what  I  asked  for.  It 
does  not  give  dates. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  The  return  brought  down,  I  think, 
gives  the  dates. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No,  it  does  not.  I  saw  it,  and  the  dates 
are  not  there. 

NAMES  OF  PLACES  IN  THE  NORTH  WEST. 

Mr.  TASSE  asked,  By  what  authority  have  the  old  names 
of  localities  in  the  North-West,  names  recognised  by  history 
and  geography,  been  replaced  in  many  cases  by  names  more 
or  less  uncouth  and  utterly  alien  to  the  traditions  or  to  the 
primitive  inhabitants  of  the  counti’y  ?  By  what  authority 
have  places,  most  of  them  along  the  line  of  the  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way,  been  gifted  with  the  following  names :  Lorfeden, 
Nordland,  Linkoping,  Upsula,  Carlstad,  Ostersund,  Ingolf, 
Monstrie,  Varna,  Donnacona,  Buckstone,  Raith,  Hecla,  &c.  ? 
Is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  publish  a  new 
map  and  to  reinstate  the  names  until  recently  recognised, 
and  which  have  been  either  suppressed  or  disfigured  ?  Is 
it  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  authorise  hereafter 
only  such  names  as  shall  have  been  submitted  for  its 
approval,  and  to  adapt  the  names  as  far  as  possible  to  the 
localities  they  represent  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  same  authority  is  that  usually  exercised 
by  men  who  build  railways  was  the  authority  that  decided 
in  respect  to  these  names.  The  company  have  fixed  the 
names  of  the  stations  themselves.  But  in  many  cases  the 
names  of  stations  such  as  Swift  Current,  Medicine  Hat, 
Crowfoot  Crossing,  and  other  places,  are  names  that  have 
been  known  for  many  years.  In  the  small  places,  such  as 
here  mentioned,  of  course,  I  do  not  know  what  the  names 
refer  to.  The  attention  of  the  Government  had  not  been 
called  to  this  matter  until  my  hon.  friend  put  the  notice  on 
the  paper.  I  will  bring  it  before  the  Government,  and  it 
will  be  taken  into  consideration. 

DEPOSITS  IN  POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANKS. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  asked,  What  was  the  amount  of  deposits 
in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  of  Canada  on  May  31st, 
1885,  subject  to  payment  on  demand,  and  also  the  amount  of 
deposits  subject  to  notice  of  withdrawal  on  the  same  date  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  amount  of  deposits  on  the  day  men¬ 
tioned  will  not  be  known  until  the  15th  or  16th  inst.,  about 
a  fortnight  being  necessary  to  obtain  and  compile  the 
returns.  When  they  are  ready  they  will  be  brought  down. 

REPORT  OF  NORTH-WEST  MOUNTED  POLICE. 

Mr.  BLAKE  asked,  Has  the  Commissioner  of  the  North- 
West  Mounted  Police  made  his  report,  as  customary,  for 
the  year  1884?  At  what  date  was  it  made  ?  At  what  date 
did  it  reach  the  Minister  ?  Why  has  it  not  been  presented 
to  Parliament  ?  Is  it  intended  to  present  it  to  Parliament 
this  Session  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  report  has  been 
received,  but  the  volume  has  not  yet  been  sent  to  me.  There 
has  been  an  evident  dely  in  the  matter,  which  I  think  has 
been  overlooked  in  the  Department.  The  report  is  now  in 
galley,  and  will  be  laid  before  the  House  very  soon. 

PROTECTION  OF  THE  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  VAIL  asked,  Have  any  steps  been  taken  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  provide  the  requisite  protection  of  the  fisheries 
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after  the  1st  of  July  next?  Has  any  arrangement  been 
made  with  the  Imperial  Government  whereby  the  assistance 
and  co-operation  of  Her  Majesty’s  ships  of  war  on  the  North 
American  station  can  be  relied  on  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  This  matter  is  receiving  the  attention 
of  the  Government,  and  I  hope  in  a  few  days  to  be  able  to 
submit  the  fullest  information  upon  the  subject. 

THE  FEANCHISE  BILL, 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill 
(No.  103)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  46, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  this  clause  I  think  it 
would  be  well  to  provide  with  more  particularity  as  to  the 
time  at  which  the  appeal  shall  be  made.  If  the  committee 
will  look  at  the  resolution  in  amendment  it  reads  thus  : 

In  any  case  where  the  revising  officer  is  not  also  a  judge  of  any 
court  any  person  or  persons  who  under  the  foregoing  sections  shall  have 
made  any  complaint,  objection  or  application  in  respect  of  the  list  of 
voters  in  any  polling  district,  whether  such  list  be  the  first  or  any 
subsequent  voters’  list,  prepared  under  this  Act  for  such  polling  district, 
or  any  person  or  persons  with  reference  to  whom  such  complaint, 
objection  or  application  shall  have  been  made,  who  shall  be  dissatisfied 
with  the  decision  of  the  revising  officer  in  respect  thereof,  may  give  to 
the  said  revising  officer  or  his  clerk,  within  seven  days  after  the  day  of 
such  decision,  notice  in  writing  of  his  intention  to  appeal  from  such 
decision,  stating  shortly  in  such  notice  the  decision  complained  of,  and 
his  reason  for  appealing  against  it,  and  shall  cause  a  copy  of  such 
notice  to  be  served  upon  the  party  in  whose  favor  such  decision  was 
given,  either  personally  or  by  leaving  it  at  his  residence  or  place 
of  business ;  and  upon  producing  to  the  revising  officer  satisfactory 
evidence  of  the  service  of  such  notice,  he  shall  forthwith  transmit  such 
notice,  together  with  a  copy  of  his  own  decision,  to  the  judge  to  be 
appealed  to  as  hereinafter  provided,  and  shall  sign  the  same  as  revising 
officer,  and  shall  deliver  to  such  appellant  or  his  counsel  or  agent  and 
to  the  respondent  or  his  counsel  or  agent  if  required,  a  certified  copy  of 
such  decision. 

The  words  “  within  the  same  delay  ”  shall  be  inserted— seven 
days. 

Section  47.  The  judge  appealed  to  shall  thereupon  appoint  a  con¬ 
venient  time  and  place  for  the  hearing  of  the  appeal,  which  place  shall 
be  within  the  municipality,  parish  or  other  local  territorial  division 
within  which  the  polling  district  in  which  the  appeal  arises  is  situate, 
of  which  time  and  place  due  notice  shall  be  given  to  the  revising  officer 
and  to  the  parties  interested,  in  such  manner  as  the  judge  shall  order. 
And  if,  at  the  time  and  place  so  appointed,  the  appellant  does  not 
appear,  or  appearing  withdraws  his  appeal,  the  appeal  shall  be  dis¬ 
missed  ;  but  if  the  appellant  appears,  and  neither  the  revising  officer  nor 
any  other  party  doe9  so,  or  appearing  does  not  oppose  the  appeal,  the 
judge  shall  maintain  the  appeal.  But  if  the  appeal  be  opposed  by  the 
revising  officer  or  other  party  (if  any)  then  appearing,  the  judge  shall 
either  immediately,  or  at  such  time  as  he  shall  then  fix  for  the  purpose, 
and  at  the  same  place,  proceed  to  hear  and  decide  upon  the  said  appeal, 
summarily  hearing  the  parties  and  receiving  such  legal  evidence  as 
shall  be  adduced  before  him,  respecting  the  facts  in  dispute,  but  with¬ 
out  being  bound  by  any  technical  rules  of  procedure  ;  and  such  decision 
shall  be  subject  to  no  further  appeal,  and  if  any  judgment  be  rendered 
in  appeal  which  shall  require  an  alteration  in  the  certified  list  such 
judgment  shall  be  forthwith  notified,  in  such  manner  as  the  judge  shall 
order  to  the  revising  officer.  And  for  the  purposes  of  any  such  appeal  and 
in'respect  thereof,  the  judge  shall  have  all  the  powers  conferred  upon  the 
revising  officer  by  section  39  of  this  Act,  with  regard  to  summoning 
witnesses,  obtaining  evidence,  and  punishing  the  persons  summoned 
before  him.  And  the  judge  may  award  co3ts  to  or  against  any  party  in 
the  case. 

I  beg  to  move  the  adoption  of  those  clauses. 

Mr.  CAMEEON  (Huron).  I  observe  that  the  appellant 
is  bound  in  his  notice  of  appeal  to  give  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  proposes  to  appeal.  It  strikes  me  that  appeals 
from  the  judgments  of  the  revising  officer  ought  to  be  made 
as  simple  as  possible.  The  object  is  that  persons  aggrieved 
by  any  adjudication  of  a  revising  officer  may  appeal  to  a 
judge,  where  the  revising  officer  is  not  a  judge,  without  the 
necessity  of  employing  a  lawyer.  If  the  notice  compels 
the  appellant  to  declare  that  he  appeals  from  a  particular 
decision  of  the  revising  officer,  without  compelling  him  to 
assign  all  the  reasons  therefor,  the  demands  of  fair  play  and 
Mr,  Y Ali, 
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justice  will  be  fully  met.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that 
if  the  appellant  is  bound  to  assign  reasons  for  the  appeal,  he 
is  bound  to  assign  every  reason  on  which  he  proposes  to 
sustain  his  appeal  before  the  judge.  No  object  can  be  gained 
by  compelling  a  layman,  who  is  perhaps  a  long  distance 
from  the  nearest  point  where  he  can  obtain  professional 
assistance,  to  set  out  in  his  notice  the  grounds  of  the  appeal. 
The  object  of  the  notice  is  to  show  the  respondent  and  the 
revising  officer  that  an  appeal  is  proposed  to  be  made  from 
the  adjudication  of  the  revising  officer.  Unless  the 
appellant  were  to  seoure  the  services  of  a  solicitor  or 
aitorney  it  would  be  practically  impossible  to  prepare  a 
notice  of  an  appeal  that  would  hold  water.  I  hope,  therefore, 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  omit  the  words,  “  and  the  reasons 
of  appealing  against  it.”  In  the  following  line  I  observe 
the  hon.  gentleman  only  provides  two  modes  for  the  service 
of  the  appeal ;  either  personally,  or  by  leaving  it  at  the 
residence  or  business  place  of  the  party.  Many  cases  may 
arise  where  it  would  be  impossible  to  serve  the  notice  by 
either  of  these  methods.  Suppose  a  person  lived  in  the 
United  States  for  the  time  being,  personal  service  could  not 
be  made.  I  suggest  another  mode ;  that  the  notice  of 
service  be  sent  by  registered  letter  to  the  last  known  post 
office  address  of  the  party.  I  propose  to  move  in  that  sense 
as  follows  :  “  Or  with  his  solicitor  or  agent,  or  by  mailing 

the  same  in  a  registered  letter  addressed  to  his  last  known 
post  office  address.”  In  other  cases  it  is  provided  that 
notices  may  be  served.  Sometimes,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
aware,  you  cannot  effect  personal  service  of  a  writ,  and  you 
are  obliged  to  make  application  to  dispense  with  service.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  insists  upon  this  mode  of  ervice,  appeals 
will  sometimes  be  cut  off  altogether.  In  the  next  line  it  is 
provided  that  proof  of  the  service  of  the  notice  must  be 
given  to  the  revising  officer,  and  he  must  be  satisfied 
that  notice  has  been  served  on  the  respondent.  I  am 
not  sure  that  such  is  a  correct  method.  It  places  it 
in  the  power  of  the  revising  officer  to  say  whether 
there  shall  be  an  appeal  or  not.  Would  it  not  be  better 
that  the  appellant  should  satisfy  the  judge  that  he 
has  fully  complied  with  the  terms  of  the  law  ?  In  other 
cases  of  appeal  the  court  decides  whether  it  is  fully  charged 
with  the  case.  As  to  the  first  and  second  points,  I  am  very 
strongly  of  the  opinion  that  some  amendment  should  be 
made,  and  that  an  appellant  should  not  be  bound  to  state 
the  grounds  on  which  he  proposes  to  appeal,  that  it  would 
be  quite  sufficient  and  tvould  meet  every  emergency  if  the 
appellant  stated  that  he  proposed  to  appeal  from  the 
decision  of  the  revising  officer  upon  his  case.  It  is  quite 
clear  that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  provide  for  other 
modes  of  effecting  service  than  by  serving  personally  or 
leaving  the  paper  at  the  place  of  residence  or  place  of 
business. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  With  respect  to  the 
reasons  for  appealing,  I  think  that  there  should  be  some 
reason  given  in  the  notice,  as  otherwise  you  would  encour¬ 
age  appeals  without  reason.  It  is  at  any  rate  a  reasonable 
conclusion  that  where  an  appeal  against  a  man’s  right  to 
vote  is  made,  the  party  appealing  should  give  some  reason 
for  it.  In  Ontario  they  state  the  reasons  for  appeal,  whether 
the  assessment  is  too  high  or  too  low,  or  that  the  wrong 
person  is  assessed,  and  so  on,  and  I  think  we  must  adhere  to 
that.  Of  course  it  would  not  prevent  the  jadge  from  taking 
a  patent  objection  to  the  vote,  of  his  own  mere  motion. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  think  the  notice  of  appeal  puts  every 
thing  in  issue ;  that  is  the  rule  under  the  Ontario  Act  to¬ 
day,  and  the  people  have  got  into  that  form. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  That  is  not  the  caso 
under  the  assessment  law,  I  think. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Quite  true,  but  different  reasons  apply 
there,  pertaining  to  the  value  of  property,  and  so  on. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  So  far  as  the  appeal  from  the  revising 
barrister  to  the  county  judge  is  concerned,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  proposes  that  in  all  these  cases  the  judge  shall  have 
power  to  take  the  evidence  anew,  and  therefore  it  is  not 
necessary  to  settle  the  point  the  same  as  it  would  be  in  an 
ordinary  appeal.  It  is  simply  are-hearing;  the  judge  deals 
with  the  case  as  though  the  revising  officer  had  not  enquired 
into  the  matter  at  all,  and  under  such  circumstances,  I 
should  think  a  general  notice  should  be  sufficient. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  it  is  important 
that — speaking  on  behalf  of  us  all — some  protection  should 
be  given  so  that  notice  of  appeal  might  not  be  given  in  a 
mere  fit  of  temper  or  disappointment  at  a  ruling.  I  think 
there  ought  to  be  some  reason  set  out,  though  I  have  no 
objeotion  that  there  should  be  a  provision  added  to  the 
clause  that  it  is  open  to  the  judge  on  appeal  to  hear  and 
decide  on  other  reasons  besides  those  given  in  the  notice. 

Mr.  DAYIBS.  I  take  it  that  a  man  might  appeal  on  one 
ground  and  yet  succeed  on  another. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  As  the  notice  of  appeal  is  the  basis  of  the 
right  to  appeal  unless  it  is  complete,  the  notice  of  appeal 
will  be  lost,  and  therefore  it  would  be  necessary  for  a  man 
to  get  a  lawyer  to  put  in  the  reason,  as  it  is  an  essential 
part  of  the  notice.  My  recollection  is  that  under  the  old 
Summary  Convictions  Act  we  used  to  have  to  set  out  the 
grounds  of  appeal,  but  experience  showed  that  it  was  inju¬ 
dicious,  and  I  think  that  clause  was  repealed. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  think  it  is  very  important  that  some 
reason  should  be  specified  in  the  notice,  because  parties  may 
come  without  knowing  what  they  are  expected  to  prove, 

Mr.  DAYIES.  It  will  not  bind  him. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  But  it  gives  him  some  idea  of  the 
nature  of  the  appeal. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  How  does  the  present  Act  work  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  It  very  often  happens  that  people  are 
appealed  against  and  come  a  long  distance  to  the  court  to 
find  that  there  is  no  evidence  against  them,  and  that  the 
appeal  was  a  mere  matter  of  form. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Formerly,  in  the  case  of 
appeals,  the  reasons  for  appeal  had  to  be  set  out,  but  that 
practice  has  been  abolished  in  all  appeals  in  our  courts. 
And  so  in  an  appeal  from  the  Court  of  Appeal  to  the 
Supreme  Court,  all  you  require  to  do  under  our  law  is  to  give 
notice  that  you  propose  appealing ;  your  grounds  for  the 
appeal  are  not  set  out.  If  that  is  so  in  cases  in  which  many 
difficult  and  complicated  questions  arise,  it  appears  to  me 
that  there  is  a  great  deal  stronger  reason  here,  especially 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  desires  to  make  this  Bill  as 
economical  as  possible.  As  my  hon.  friend  from  Prince 
Edward  Island  (Mr.  Davies)  stated,  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
persists  in  retaining  this  clause,  it  will  necessarily  involve 
the  employment  of  a  lawyer  in  every  case.  Would  a 
workingman  or  a  farmer’s  son  be  prepared  to  appeal  and 
assign  reasons  therefor  ?  He  would  not  know  what  was 
meant  by  reasons.  The  revising  officer  raises  the  issue  by 
his  decision ;  the  appellant  says,  I  appeal  from  your  decision. 
That  surely  sets  out  the  whole  matter  before  the  court.  A 
strong  ground  is  urged  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
(Mr.  Mills),  that  here  it  is  really  not  an  appeal  at  all,  but  a 
re-hearing ;  the  judge  is  to  have  full  power  to  go  into  the 
case  de  novo  as  if  he  were  revising  officer,  and  the  assigning 
of  reasons  for  the  appeal  could  serve  no  purpose  except  to 
make  the  process  expensive  and  complicated  for  the  unfor¬ 
tunate  man  who  finds  it  necessary  to  appeal. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  see  that  that 
consequence  will  occur  at  all.  The  revising  officer  gives 
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his  decision,  the  party  is  dissatisfied  and  he  appeals.  Ho 
knows  why  he  is  dissatisfied ;  he  knows  the  reason  why 
he  wishes  to  appeal ;  and  all  he  has  to  do  is  to  state  that 
reason. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Suppose  he  cannot  read  or  write  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  He  gets  some  one  to  do 
it  for  him ;  he  gets  any  friend.  I  am  quite  satisfied  that 
most  hon.  gentlemen  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that  this 
provision  is  necessary.  As  I  said  before,  I  have  no  objec¬ 
tion  that  it  should  be  provided  that  the  judge  shall  adjudi¬ 
cate  upon  the  appeal  for  any  reasons  that  may  not  be 
assigned  in  the  original  notice. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  All  the  hon.  gentleman  would  require 
to  do  in  that  case  would  be  to  say  that  the  party  should  give 
one  or  more  of  his  reasons. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  At  least  one  reason — we 
can  put  it  in  that  way. 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  I  understand  the  First  Minister  rightly, 
he  proposes  to  leave  it  discretionary  with  the  judge  to  say 
that  if  the  party  proposes  to  proceed  upon  any  other  reason 
than  that  expressly  assigned,  he  need  not  investigate  the 
matter,  and  may  throw  the  whole  thing  out. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No;  I  did  not  say  that  at 
all.  That  is  not  my  intention. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  means  by 
this  that  there  must  be  a  substantial  reason  for  appealing 
stated  in  the  notice.  Suppose,  while  a  man  is  out  of  court 
for  a  moment,  the  revising  officer  strikes  his  name  off.  The 
man  wants  to  appeal ;  he  may  give  as  a  reason  for  being 
on  the  list,  I  own  a  piece  of  property ;  but  what  reason 
would  he  give  for  appealing  against  the  decision  ?  He  must 
state  that  the  decision  is  wrong  for  some  reason. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No  man  would  appeal 
without  having  some  reason. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Suppose  the  reason  he  gives  is :  I  am 
qualified.  Suppose  the  revising  officer  says,  you  are  not  of 
age ;  he  says,  I  am. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Even  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  can  be 
astray  on  this  matter.  No  county  court  judge  would  receive 
the  appeal. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  I  do  not  suppose  it  requires  anything 
more  than  common  sense  to  understand  the  practice.  In  my 
own  Province,  I  have  been  in  the  courts  repeatedly  to 
look  after  the  voters’  list,  and  I  have  never  employed  a  law¬ 
yer.  If  a  man’s  name  was  struck  off  the  list,  all  1  had  to  do 
was  to  appeal  to  the  judge  on  theground  that  ho  was  entitled 
to  vote,  giving,  as  a  reason,  that  he  was  of  age,  or  owned  a 
piece  of  property,  or  some  other  good  reason  ;  and  the  hon. 
FirstMinister  proposes  that  the  judge,  acting  equitably,  shall 
not  be  confined  to  one  reason.  I  have  never  found  any  diffi¬ 
culty. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  There  is  a  distinction  which,  perhaps,  the 
hon.  gentleman  did  not  see.  The  reason  for  appealing  must 
be  part  of  the  notice,  and  without  your  reason  for  appealing 
your  whole  notice  fails. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  If  the  revising  officer  struck  a  man’s 
name  off,  I  take  it  he  would  have  to  givo  his  reason  for 
doing  so.  If  I  were  looking  after  a  voters’  list,  and  a  name 
was  struck  off,  I  would  ask :  Why  are  you  striking  off  this 
name  ?  He  would  say:  He  is  not  the  party  who  owns  the 
property,  or  he  is  not  of  age.  I  do  not  suppose  the  revising 
officer  would  be  likely  to  strike  a  name  off  without  giving 
his  reasons. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  reasons  assigned  for  an  appeal,  both 
!  by  the  Minister  of  Customs  and  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
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has  just  spoken  are  not  what  are  known  in  law  as  legal 
reasons.  Take  the  case  of  an  illiterate  man  who  comes 
before  the  revising  officer  and  claims  the  right  to  vote  on 
some  ground  or  other  which  he  sets  out,  but  he  does  not 
roduce  sufficient  evidence,  and  the  revising  officer  leaves 
is  name  off,  giving  as  a  reason  that  the  party  has  not 
shown  that  he  is  qualified.  Upon  what  ground  is  he  to 
appeal  ?  If  he  stated  the  reason  truly,  it  is  simply  that  he 
did  not  produce  adequate  evidence.  There  may  be  a  lawyer 
resent  who  tells  him  that  he  has  good  ground  to  succeed, 
ut  he  must  produce  other  evidence  than  that  which  he  pro¬ 
duced  before  the  revising  officer ;  is  he  to  be  at  liberty  to 
produce  that  evidence  before  the  judge  ?  Clearly, 
if  we  are  to  give  the  judge  the  right  to  hear  the 
case  anew,  he  ought  to  be  at  liberty  to  do  so. 
He  is  an  illiterate  man,  unacquainted  with  the  law  ;  he  does 
not  know  what  is  sufficient  legal  evidence,  and  he  has 
failed  to  produce  sufficient  legal  evidence.  The  decision  of 
the  revising  officer  may  be  all  right  in  itself,  and  yet  the 
party  would  not  have  the  right  to  appeal  if  he  is  required 
to  assign  a  reason.  Suppose  he  assigns  the  reason  that  the 
evidence  he  produced  was  not  held  sufficient,  the  judge  may 
say :  But  you  had  no  right  to  succeed  on  that  evidence,  and 
an  appeal  would  not  be  allowed,  although  the  party  might 
have  a  good  vote  and  might  have  been  advised  to  give 
sufficient  evidence  to  show  he  had  a  vote.  The  First  Minister 
in  asking  for  a  reason,  is  going  to  place  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  the  right  to  appeal. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  clause  provides  that 
the  party  decided  against  may,  within  seven  days  after  that 
decision,  give  notice  of  appeal.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  say  : 
Suppose  he  cannot  read  or  write?  Well,  he  must  find  some 
friend  who  can.  That  friend  will  ask  him :  Why  do  you 
appeal  ?  He  replies  :  The  revising  officer  thinks  I  have  not 
proved  my  qualification,  and  be  will  have  to  give  some  rea¬ 
son  to  support  his  statement.  Ho  has  seven  days  to  think 
over  it.  A  man  might  be  inclined  to  appeal  on  the  spot, 
but,  on  calm  second  thoughts,  if  he  finds  he  cannot  give  a 
reason,  he  would  be  apt  to  drop  it.  Then  he  is  in  no  way, 
because  he  has  given  one  reason,  to  be  precluded  from  assign¬ 
ing  other  reason!-  when  the  case  comes  before  the  judge. 

Mr.  CAMBBON  (Huron)  moved  that  the  following 
words  be  added  after  “  business,”  in  the  I2th  line : — 

Or  with  hia  solicitor  or  agent,  or  by  mailing  the  same  in  registered 
letter  addressed  to  hia  known  post  office  address. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  People  generally  have 
solicitors  when  they  go  to  have  their  names  put  upon  the 
voters’  lists,  and  the  solicitor  may  be  retained  only  to  press 
the  claim.  It  does  not  follow  that  his  powers  are  continu¬ 
ous.  I  will  accept  that  portion  of  the  amendment  which 
states  by  registered  letter,  leaving  out  solicitor  or  agent. 

Mr.  DAVIES,  The  First  Minister  would  do  well  to 
accept  the  whole  amendment.  The  universal  practice  is  to 
allow  service  upon  the  solicitor  ad  hoc  to  be  service  upon 
the  party  for  whom  be  is  serving. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  The  solicitor  can  say  I 
have  nothing  more  to  do  with  it. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  law  would  say,  if  you  appear  for  a 
man,  service  upon  you  is  sufficient.  It  is  the  universal 
practice  in  our  courts  to  make  service  upon  solicitors  service 
upon  all  parties. 

Mr.  CAMEBON  (Huron).  No  doubt  there  is  some¬ 
thing  in  what  the  right  honorable  gentleman  has  said. 
In  a  transaction  like  this,  a  solicitor  may  be  retained  simply 
for  the  isolated  transaction .  That  is  rather  a  matter  for 
the  person  who  employs  the  solicitor  to  decide,  but  he  can¬ 
not  complain  if  the  opposite  party  serves  the  agent  he  has 
seen  fit  to  employ.  There  is  perhaps  more  safety  in  ser¬ 
vice  on  a  solicitor  than  in  a  registered  letter.  It  comes  to  his 
Mr.  Mills. 
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attention  at  cnee,  and  he  indicates  it  to  his  client,  whereas 
in  sending  it  direct  through  the  post  office  delay  may 
occur.  In  country  places  there  are  not  always  daily  mails , 
and  people  do  not  go  to  the  post  office  daily,  so  that  a  letter 
might  lie  a  week  in  the  post  office  and  the  time  expire 
before  the  letter  was  received.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows 
that  if  you  serve  a  document  upon  the  solicitor  and  he  does 
not  repudiate  the  service,  he  is  bound  by  it.  If  he  repudiates 
the  service,  the  appellant  can  send  the  notice  through  the 
post  office. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  result  will  be,  a  poor 
man  who  happens  to  employ  a  lawyer  to  establish  his  claim 
before  the  revising  officer,  will  be  obliged  to  keep  that 
lawyer  when  he  goes  to  the  court  of  appeal. 

Amendment  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose  to  strike  out 
certain  words,  which  will  make  it  read  thus :  “  And  the 
revising  officer  shall  forthwith  transmit  such  notice,  together 
with  the  copy  of  his  own  decision,  to  the  judge  in  appeal,” 
and  so  on  to  the  end  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  think  that  the  revising  officer  should 
send  something  more  than  his  decision,  which  would  be  :  I 
strike  off  John  Smith,  or,  I  put  on  Thomas  Brown.  He 
should  send  his  reasons. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  has  been  contended  all 
along  that  it  should  be  tried  de  novo,  and  that  the  judge  in 
appeal  should  have  an  original  as  well  as  an  appellate  juris¬ 
diction  ;  and  in  that  case  there  is  no  ground  for  him  to  give 
his  reason. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mi*.  DAVIES.  Any  one  who  has  been  engaged  in  the 
trial  of  causes  knows  how  great  an  assistance  it  is  to  a  judge 
in  appeal  to  know  the  reason  for  the  action  of  the  judge  of 

first  instance. 

Mr.  GEOFFBION.  That  does  not  apply  here* 

Mr.  WILSON.  While  it  is  perfectly  right  that  there 
should  be  every  provision  for  an  appeal  from  the  revising 
officer  when  he  is  a  barrister  of  five  years’  standing,  1  feel 
that  we  are  virtually  placed  in  the  absolute  power  of  a 
revising  officer  who  is  a  judge.  Many  of  tue  revising 
officers  will  be  quite  as  competent  and  quite  as  impartial  as 
a  judge  of  a  county.  Every  voter  ought  to  have  the 
opportunity,  if  he  feels  aggrieved,  to  appeal  to  a  higher 
court.  It  was  originally  intended  that  we  should  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  appeal  in  a  matter  of  law,  and  I  think  that  was 
quite  correct.  If  we  had  that  right,  the  dread  of  an  appeal 
would  have  a  wholesome  effect  upon  the  county  judge  who 
was  trying  the  question  of  appeal.  If  you  do  not  allow 
this  appeal  you  will  find  a  judge  in  one  county  ruling  in 
one  direction,  and  a  judge  in  another  county  ruling  in  an 
opposite  direction.  Now,  why  the  First  Minister  should 
wish  to  make  that  county  judge  the  final  resort,  I  cannot 
understand.  The  count}7  judge,  when  is  revising  barrister, 
first  makes  up  the  voters’  list,  then  he  presides  at  the 
primary  revision,  and  still  again  at  the  final  revision. 
Now,  if  you  take  an  appeal  from  the  primary  revision 
to  the  final  revision  you  appeal  to  the  same  person  ;  and  do 
you  suppose  that  the  revising  barrister  is  going  to  change 
his  mind  from  the  time  he  made  his  list  until  the  final 
revision  ?  You  virtually  do  away  with  this  revision  alto¬ 
gether,  so  far  as  the  county  judge  is  concerned,  if  you  do 
not  allow  any  appeal  from  him.  If  the  First  Minister 
desires  to  make  his  Act  perfect,  he  will  grant  an  appeal 
from  the  county  judge  when  he  is  revising  barrister  I 
think  the  First  Minister  ought  to  grant  an  appeal  on  mat¬ 
ters  of  law,  if  nothing  more,  if  he  still  persists  in  refusing 
an  appeal  on  matters  of  fact,  so  that  there  may  be  a  pre¬ 
cedent  to  govern  revising  barristers  when  they  are  county 
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judges.  I  say  this  Bill  will  not  satisfy  the  general  public 
unless  you  allow  an  appeal  from  the  county -judge,  it  may 
be  thought  that  I  am  speaking  from  a  prejudiced  point  of 
view,  in  view  of  the  county  judge  in  my  own  locality.  Be 
that  as  it  may,  I  think  I  have  shown  sufficient  reasons  why 
we  ought  not  to  confine  the  final  appeal  to  the  county  judge 
when  he  is  revising  barrister.  I  would  just  as  soon  have  any 
lawyer  of  five  years’  standing  to  be  the  revising  barrister, 
as  to  have  a  county  judge.  I  believe  they  would  act  with 
equal  impartiality;  Does  the  First  Ministor  pretend  to  tell 
me  that  a  man  who  has  always  acted  with  his  party,  as  soon 
as  he  happens  to  be  appointed  county  judge,  is  going  to  lay 
aside  all  his  party  feelings  ?  It  is  unreasonable,  it  is  unna¬ 
tural  ;  you  need  not  expect  it.  The  judges  are  but  human, 
and  they  will  still  be  inclined  to  give  preference  to  their 
own  political  party.  We  have  beard  of  unjust  judges,  and 
as  soon  as  this  Bill  becomes  law  we  will  have  an  opportunity 
of  witnessing  unjust  decisions,  and  I  appeal  >to  the  First 
Minister  to  know  whether  it  is  reasonable  and  fair  to  the 
general  public  to  prevent  them  appealing  from  the  unjust 
decisions  that  are  very  likely  to  be  given. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  thought  this  matter 
had  been  fully  threshed  out  on  Saturday.  However, 
I  can  leave  the  hon.  gentleman  in  the  hands  of  our  mutual 
friend  from  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  on  this  point.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  the  judges  are  human.  Well,  that  is 
just  what  I  want  them  to  be.  I  think  that  my  hon.  friend 
is  afraid  that  the  judge  in  his  county  will  be  inhuman.  But 
we  will  make  a  compromise.  If  the  hon .  gentleman  will 
get  the  consent  of  his  party,  we  will  appoint  another  revis¬ 
ing  officer  for  his  county,  and  not  Judge  Hughes.  Will  that 
suit  the  hon.  gentleman  ? 

Mr.  WILSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  understand 
that  it  does  not  only  affect  the  county  of  Elgin ;  I  speak 
for  all  the  counties  throughout  the  Province.  I  say  that 
every  man  has  an  inherent  right,  if  he  is  dissatisfied  with 
the  first  revision,  if  he  is  dissatisfied  with  the  opinion  of  one 
judge,  to  appeal  to  some  other  judge.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  as  well  as  I  do.  I  will  not  refer  to  my  hon. 
friend  from  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  ;  he  has  a  right  to 
speak  for  himself.  I  am  speaking  for  myself,  and  I  say  it 
is  only  right  and  fair,  whether  the  First  Minister  may 
appoint  some  other  man  in  my  county  or  not  as  revising 
barrister,  that  he  should  allow  an  appeal  from  his  decision. 
The  hon.  gentleman  may  appoint  the  county  judge  in  my 
county,  if  he  likes.  He  can  do  his  worst.  He  can  visit  me 
there  again  if  he  likes,  as  well  as  he  did  in  the  last  election  ; 
he  can  gerrymander  the  constituency  once  more; 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  The  radical  defects  of  this  Bill,  of 
course,  can  only  be  remedied  by  dropping  it;  but  if  we  are 
to  have  a  Bill  at  all,  and,  as  the  First  Minister  has  shown  a 
considerable  disposition  the  last  day  or  two  to  make  it  as 
fair  as  we  can  reasonably  expect,  it  seems  to  me  he  will 
be  required  to  go  a  step  farther  in  that  direction.  It  strikes 
me  the  appeal  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  East  Elgin 
(Mr.  Wilson)  is  a  reasonable  appeal.  In  case  the  revising 
barrister  who  is  appointed  is  not  a  judge,  there  is  an  appeal 
from  his  decision — an  appeal  from  the  preliminary  revision 
of  the  roll  ;  and  I  think  the  request  that  there  should  be  an 
appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  county  judge,  is 
also  a  reasonable  one.  There  are  many  other  cases 
where  the  public  interest  would  not  be  served,  and  it 
will  appear  a  little  invidious  to  say  that  in  one  case 
there  shall  be  an  appeal  from  the  revising  officer’s  decision 
and  in  another  case  there  shall  .not  be  an  appeal.  Before 
this  question  is  finally  decided,  the  hon,  First  Minister  had 
better  take  all  the  facts  bearing  on  this  matter  into  consid¬ 
eration.  'I  believe  the  Bill  will  look  better  and  will  be  a 
better  Bill  if  there  is  an  appeal  from  the  revising  officer, 
even  when  he  happens  to  be  a  county  judge. 


On  section  47, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  incorporate  in  this  clause 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron) 
with  respect  to  notice  of  service. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  understand  that,  as  a  matter 
of  course,  the  county  judge  will  hold  his  court  in  each 
locality,  and  that  it  will  not  be  necessary  for  an  appellant 
to  travel  to  the  county  town,  perhaps  a  distance  of  50  miles, 
to  satisfy  the  judge  with  respect  to  matters  connected  with 
the  appeal. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  Suppose  there  was  only  one  appeal,  the 
judge  went  to  the  locality  and  witnesses  appeared,  and 
it  then  turned  out  that  there  never  had  been  any  notice  of 
appeal  given,  the  judge  would  have  gone  to  all  the  trouble 
and  expense  without  achieving  any  result.  I  think  the 
original  plan  is  preferable,  that  proof  of  service  be  made 
with  the  revising  officer.  Then  the  revising  officer  will 
return  the  notice  to  the  judge,  after  satisfying  himself  that 
there  was  a  notice  given — and  that  is  alt  he  has  to  satisfy 
himself  about — and  the  judge  not  only  fixes  a  day  for  the 
trial  but  sends  notice  to  both  parties,  and  consequently  both 
parties  would  be  there  with  their  witnesses. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  The  hon.  gentleman  evidently 
does  not  understand  our  practice  in  Ontario  or  he  would  not 
have  submitted  his  objection;  Precisely  the  same  difficulty 
which  has  been  suggested  by  the  hon.  gentleman  might  be 
urged  in  regard  to  every  court  held  in  outlying  districts. 
The  judge  has  to  attend  there  at  a  certain  time.  There  may 
be  only  one  case,  and  there  may  be  some  flaw  in  respect  to 
the  procedure,  and  so  it  cannot  be  heard.  That  does  not, 
however,  prevent  the  judge  from  attending.  There  is  no 
hardship  with  respect  to  witnesses.  The  judge  will  have 
power  to  allow  the  parties  the  costs  so  incurred. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  Only  on  deciding  the  appeal. 

Mr.  CAMBRON.  The  balance  of  convenience  is  alto¬ 
gether  against  the  proposition  of  the  First  Minister.  Every 
appellant  would  be  compelled  to  travel  to  the  county  town, 
where  the  judge  lives,  for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  him  that 
the  appeal  had  been  properly  served,  and  every  step  taken 
to  make  the  appeal  effective.  Let  tbe  judge  fix  his  circuit, 
a3  he  does  now,  and  dispose  of  the  cases  in  the  locality.  In 
Ontario  there  will  be  no  difficulty,  because  in  nine  cases  out 
of  ten  the  division  court  work  does  not  occupy  more  than  a 
quarter  of  a  day,  and  the  judge  can  fix  that  day  or  the  fol¬ 
lowing  day  for  hearing  complaints  under  this  statute.  To 
compel  men  to  travel  for  no  purpose, ‘even  to  the  county 
town  where  the  judge  lives,  for  the  purpose  of  proving  that 
notice  has  been  given,  and  to  make  a  second  journey,  is  to 
cause  two  sets  of  costs  unnecessarily. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  Those  are  excellent  arguments  for  the 
adoption  of  the  amendment  as  it  stood.  Under  it  there 
would  be  no  occasion  to  go  to  the  county  town,  for  the 
proof  of  the  notice  would  be  settled  by  the  revising  officer. 
In  Quebec,  if  the  trial  were  before  a  Superior  Court  judge, 
very  great  difficulty  would  arise.  In  many  cases  he  would 
have  to  go  to  hear  one  appeal,  for  in  Quebec  there  is  often 
not  more  than  one  appeal  on  the  voters’  lists  in  a  dozen 
municipalities,  and  yet  he  might  find  that  the  notice  given 
was  insufficient.  It  would  be  very  much  more  simple  if 
the  revising  officer  were  to  receive  proof  of  notice,  and  if  he 
found  there  was  reasonable  proof  he  would  transmit  the 
notice  to  the  judge,  who  would  name  a  day  and  place  for 
the  hearing.  In  the  interests  of  the  public,  this  plan  is 
desirable  instead  of  that  suggested  by  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site. 

Mr.  MULOCK,  I  do  not  agree  with  the  hon.  member 
for  Argenteuil  (Mr.  Abbott).  To  satisfy  the  revising  officer 
would  give  just  as  much  trouble  as  to  satisfy  the  county 
judge,  I  suggest  that  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
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First  Minister  be  introduced  at  the  commencement  of  line 
28.  It  would  be  unnecessary  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
court  in  showing  that  there  was  a  service.  Another  part 
deals  with  the  appellant  making  default,  and  my  experience 
under  the  Voters’  List  Act  in  Ontario  is  to  this  effect:  that 
where  these  notices  of  appeal  had  been  given  the  appeals 
have  been  pressed.  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  there  has  been 
no  abuse  of  the  system  in  that  x-espect,  and  I  think  it  would 
be  prematui’e  to  assume  that  there  would  be  abuses  here. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  accept  your  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Hui*on).  I  am  not  quite  sure  if  the 
clause  covers  the  whole  ground  yet,  or  whether  it  applies 
simply  to  the  class  of  cases  mentioned  after  the  word  “  but  ” 
which  begins  the  sentence.  Of  coui’se  it  was  intended  to 
apply  to  the  service  of  all  notices,  but  I  doubt  if  this  covers 
it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
First  Minister  to  the  words :  “  The  judge  shall  maintain  the 
appeal.”  Suppose  the  i*evising  officer  does  not  oppose  the 
appeal,  and  no  other  person  appears  to  oppose  it,  there  ought 
to  be  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  right  of  the  appellant  to 
succeed.  Yet,  according  to  this  pi-ovision,  by  the  mere  fact 
of  appealing,  he  wonld  be  entitled  to  have  his  name  put  on 
the  voters’  list  without  giving  evidence  that  he  was  a  voter, 
the  judge  has  no  disci’etion  in  the  matter,  and  would  have 
to  allow  his  appeal.  That  is  sui’ely  not  the  intention. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  party  does  not 
appear,  I  think  he  is  quite  satisfied  the  primd  facie  evidence 
cannot  be  sustained. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  party  has  his  appeal  sustained  not  on 
any  evidence  he  produces,  but  as  a  matter  of  course,  simply 
because  nobody  appears  to  oppose  him.  He  ought  even  in 
appeal  to  produce  sufficient  evidence  to  show  prima  facie 
that  he  has  a  right  to  go  on  the  voters’  list. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Then  it  amounts  to  this  :  that  if  a  revising 
officer  chooses  he  may  say  to  20  men  :  I  will  not  put  your 
names  on  this  list,  but  you  may  appeal ;  and  because  he 
fails  to  appear  against  them  before  the  county  judge,  all  of 
their  names  go  on  the  votei’s’  list.  This  facilitates  fraud, 
and  is  wholly  contrary  to  the  whole  tenor  of  the  Bill.  You 
say  by  this  Bill  that  the  whole  case  before  the  judge  is  to 
be  heard  anew,  yet  you  leave  the  judge  no  discretion,  such 
as  the  revising  officer  has,  to  enquire  into  the  right  of  the 
parties  to  go  on  the  list ;  but  because  the  revising  officer 
does  not  appear  against  them— and  they  may  be  his  poli¬ 
tical  friends — they  go  on  as  a  matter  of  coarse.  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  proposition  is  monstrous. 

Mr.  LISTER.  Evidence  should  be  given  of  a  person’s 
right  to  go  on  the  list ;  yet  there  is  nothing  in  the  Bill  to 
compel  the  revising  officer  to  oppose  the  appeals  from  his 
decision.  Upon  simply  appealing,  a  party  has  a  right  to  go 
before  the  judge,  and  without  any  evidence  establishing  a 
primd  facie  case,  he  is  entitled  to  ask  the  judge  to  put  his 
name  on  the  list,  and  the  judge  cannot  refuse.  Unless  the 
First  Minister  makes  it  the  duty  of  the  revising  officer  to 
oppose  the  appeal,  either  by  notice  or  in  some  other  way, 
which  will  inquire  the  person  appealing  to  give  some  evi¬ 
dence  of  his  right  to  be  placed  on  the  list,  surely  it  is  no 
hardship  to  say  that  the  person  himself  shall  be  sworn,  in 
order  to  show  that  he  has  at  least  a  colorable  right.  Either 
do  that,  or  make  it  compulsory  on  the  revising  officer  to 
appear  and  oppose  the  appeal.  If  the  First  Minister  con¬ 
siders  the  matter  for  a  moment,  he  will  see  that  a  person 
without  being  entitled  to  a  vote  might  get  on  the  roll  in  a 
very  simple  way.  If  after  appealing  he  appears  before  the 
jadge  and  asks  to  be  placed  on  the  list,  the  judge  must  place 
him  there.  I  think  that  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Act, 

Mr.  Mblock, 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  course  there  is  no 
obligation  on  tho  revising  officer  to  appear,  and  perhaps  he 
may  not  be  expected  to  appear ;  but  the  clause  says,  “  if 
neither  the  revising  officer  nor  any  other  party  appears.” 

Mr.  LISTER.  Any  other  party  may  not  receive  the 
notice.  If  you  say  any  other  elector,  that  might  get  over 
the  difficulty. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  think  any  person  should  go  on 
the  list  unless  he  has  primd  facie  evidence  to  show  his 
right  to  go  on.  If  he  appeals,  he  ought  to  be  required  to 
produce  evidence  to  satisfy  the  judge,  no  matter  whether 
any  party  appears  against  him  or  not.  Otherwise,  there 
might  be  connivance  between  the  revising  officer  and  cer¬ 
tain  persons  not  entitled  to  go  on  the  list. 

Mr.  LISTER.  In  the  division  court,  unless  the  law 
expressly  provides  that  where  the  defendant  does  not 
appear  a  judgment  shall  be  entered  by  default,  the  court 
requires  tho  plaintiff  to  sustain  his  claim  by  some  primd 
facie  evidence  of  his  right  to  recover.  This  is  more  than  a 
matter  between  individuals,  it  is  one  in  which  every  person 
in  the  electorate  riding  is  interested,  and  it  is  reasonable 
that  in  such  a  case  evidence  should  be  given.  All  a  person 
would  have  to  do  would  be  to  say  to  the  judge :  I  ask  to  be 
sworn,  I  own  such  a  lot.  It  is  very  simple  and  will  prevent 
frauds  being  committed.  As  it  is  now,  it  is  quite  possible 
frauds  may  be  committed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  To  meet  the  views  of 
hon.  members,  I  propose  the  following  amendment : — 

If  the  appellant  appears  and  neither  the  revising  officer  nor  any  other 
party  has  done  so,  or,  on  appearing,  has  not  disposed  of  the  appeal,  the 
judge  shall  maintain  the  appeal,  except  in  the  case  of  an  appeal  by  a 
person  struck  off  the  list  or  whose  name  the  revising  officer  refuses  to 
place  thereon,  in  which  cases  the  judge  shall  require  satisfactory 
evidence  as  the  right  of  the  appellant  to  be  placed  on  the  voters’  list. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  The  First  Minister  has  adopted 
my  suggestion  of  the  other  day  so  far  as  to  provide  that, 
in  this  case,  the  judge  shall  be  bound  by  the  rules  of 
evidence  and  shall  accept  only  strict  legal  evidence.  I 
think,  in  order  to  make  the  Bill  consistent,  he  should  go 
back  and  make  the  same  provisions  in  regard  to  the  revising 
officer.  Otherwise,  the  revising  officer  may  decide  cor¬ 
rectly  upon  the  evidence  before  him,  and  the  judge  may 
reverse  his  decision  with  equal  justice  upon  the  evidence 
before  him. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  40th  clause  has 
been  adopted  in  committee.  We  will  not  go  back  to  it 
now. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  There  is  no  provision  that  the  revising 
officer  shall  make  the  necessary  amendment  in  the  roll 
after  the  decision  of  the  judge  in  appeal. 

Mr.  ABBQTT.  The  43rd  clause  covers  that. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Perhaps  it  does,  but  it  is  not  very 
clear. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  The  substitution  of  the  word  “  any  ”  for 
the  word  “  the  ”  would  make  it  clear. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Yes,  probably  it  would. 

Amendment  to  section  43  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  It  is  not  clear  in  this  present  clause, 
what  costs  are  to  be  awarded  ?  If  the  judge  is  to  have  the 
power  to  award  costs,  the  scale  ought  to  be  fixed. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  has  been  already 
decided  that  the  only  costs  shall  be  the  witnesses’  fees. 

Mr.  MULQCK.  There  ought  to  be  some  provision  to 
prevent  a  case  being  decided  by  default,  in  the  absence  of 
the  parties  concerned,  and  I  would  move  the  following 
amendment 
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Any  elector  may  appear  at  any  sitting  of  the  revising  officer  or  of  the 
judge  in  appeal  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to  any  claim,  objection, 
application  or  question  arising  before  such  revising  officer  or  judge. 

It  prevents  ex  parte  applications  being  disposed  of.  A 
number  of  persons  might  apply  to  be  put  on,  and  the 
application  would  be  simply  between  them  and  the  county 
court  judge  ;  there  would  be  no  one  contesting  their  claim, 
and  the  application  would  wholly  be  ex  parte.  In  this  case 
each  of  the  great  political  parties  will  appoint  a  represen¬ 
tative,  and  he  will  prevent  any  frauds  being  perpetrated. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  You  had  better  put  it  at 
the  end  of  the  clause :  “provided  always,”  etc. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  would  suggest  that  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  should  add  “  any  person  ” 
instead  of  “  any  elector.”  This  is  the  system  which  has. 
been  adopted  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.  Formerly,  in  the 
election  law  of  1815,  we  had  the  same  enactment  as  the 
amendment  proposes.  This  was  altered,  and  the  right  of 
appeal  was  given  to  any  person.  We  found  in  many  cases 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  difficulty  in  inducing  an  elector  to 
come  forward.  He  was  afraid  of  being  saddled  with  the 
costs,  or  of  having  some  trouble  in  contesting  the  lists.  A 
party  who  took  the  trouble  to  have  the  corrections  made  in 
the  election  lists,  found  great  difficulty  in  obtaining  the 
name  of  an  elector  to  contest  the  list.  The  result  was  that 
the  Legislature  of  Quebec  amended  the  law,  and  I  think  the 
hon.  member  for  Montmagny  (Mr.  Landry)  originated  the 
amendment.  I  do  not  know  how  it  is  in  other  Provinces, 
but  in  the  Province  of  Quebec  farmers  are  generally  very 
much  afraid  of  lawyers  and  of  having  to  go  to  court. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  if  the  hon.  gentleman  looks  at  his 
Bill  he  will  see  that  there  is  no  provision  for  costs  in  the 
appeal  before  the  county  judge. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  witnesses’  fees. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Parties  who  are  subpoenaed  as  witnesses, 
of  course,  must  be  paid  before  they  are  called  upon  to  obey 
the  summons,  and  the  costs  may  be  awarded  against  the 
other  party,  but  there  is  no  provision  made  for  meeting  it 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MAC  DONALD.  I  would  move  the  follow¬ 
ing  amendment: — 

The  judge  in  appeal  may  award  costs  to  or  against  any  party  in  the 
case,  which  costs  shall  only  be  witnesses’  fees  and  the  expense  of  sum¬ 
moning  such  witnesses,  and  such  costs  may  be  levied  on  the  order  ot  a 
judge  by  distrees,  as  under  a  warrant  of  conviction,  under  statute  32 
and  33  victoria,  chap.  31. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  First 
Minister  to  the  phrase  in  the  amended  clause,  “  and  such 
decision  shall  be  subject  to  no  further  appeal.”  That  seems 
to  me  totally  unnecessary,  and  it  may  give  rise  to  trouble. 
An  appeal  is  a  pure  creature  of  a  statute;  if  you  do  not 
give  an  appeal,  it  does  not  exist ;  so  that  this  language  is 
surplusage.  If  the  intention  is  to  take  away  the  common 
law  jurisdiction  of  the  Superior  Courts,  it  must  be  expressed 
in  other  language. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  that  may  perhaps 
be  necessary,  in  consequence  of  some  independent  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Superior  Court  by  certiorari  or  mandamus.  It  has 
to  be  provided  that  there  shall  be  no  further  appeal. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  It  does  not  take  away  the  right  of  the 
courts  above  to  interfere  by  prohibition  or  mandamus.  If 
you  wish  to  take  away  that  right,  you  must  say  :  “  and  such 
decision  shall  be  final.” 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  There  may  be  something  in 
what  my  hon.  friend  says  ;  but  I  hope  the  hon.  First  Minister 
is  not  going  to  deprive  the  courts  of  the  right  to  correct  any 
wrongs  that  may  be  committed,  by  issuing  a  writ  of  certio¬ 
rari  or  mandamus,  or  a  prohibition,  as  the  case  may  require. 
I  propose  moving  a  proviso  to  this  section,  providing  for  an 


appeal  on  questions  of  law.  I  do  not  think  that  subject  has 
been  threshed  out  yet ;  and  I  think  it  is  a  most  important 
point.  The  horn  gentleman,  in  his  original  Bill,  proposed 
that  there  should  be  an  appeal  from  the  revising  officer  on 
questions  of  law,  and  on  questions  of  law  only.  Subsequently 
he  assented  to  the  proposition,  which  was  made  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  that  there  should  be  an  appeal  from  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer,  where  he  was  not  a  county  court  judge,  on  ques¬ 
tions  of  fact  also ;  and  he  stated,  as  I  understood  him,  that  he 
contemplated  no  further  appeal.  I  think  that  is  hardly  fair. 

I  believe  that  on  naked  questions  of  law  there  ought  to  be  an 
appeal  to  the  highest  court  in’  the  Province  in  which  that 
appeal  arises.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  remember  that  this 
is  the  first  time  we  have  had  such  a  Bill  as  this,  and  inter¬ 
pretations  upon  some  of  the  terms  used  in  the  Bill  will  arise 
for  the  first  time.  'For  instance,  according  to  his  definition, 
the  word  “  freeholder  ”  means  the  owner  of  an  estate  in  free¬ 
hold,  in  free  and  common  socage,  while,,  as  was  argued  very 
fully,  there  are  estates  in  Canada  hold  under  a  different 
tenure.  Questions  of  the  first  consequence  will  arise  in  the 
Provinces  in  connection  with  the  meaning  of  the  word 
“  landholder,”  as  defined  in  the  interpretation  clause  of  this 
Bill,  and  it  is  of  great  importance  that  we  should  have 
uniformity  of  decision  on  these  points.  We  cannot  be  certain 
of  uniformity  of  decision  throughout  the  Dominion  unless 
there  is  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court ;  and  for  my  part 
I  prefer  doing  without  the  uniformity  to  incurring  the 
enormous  expense  of  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court. 
But  as  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  pass  the  Bill,  there 
will  be  no  uniformity  in  any  Province;  each  of  the  30  or  40 
judges  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  may  take  a  different  view 
of  the  law.  We  ought  to  have  uniformity  in  the  Provinces 
at  least.  The  appeal  from  the  revising  officer  to  the 
county  court  judge  will,  in  my  judgment,  dispose  of  999 
cases  out  of  1,000 — at  all  events,  a  very  large  per¬ 
centage;  both  the  appellant  and  the  respondent  will  be 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  adjudication  of  the  county  judge 
on  questions  of  both  law  and  fact.  But,  on  the  other  hand, 
legal  questions  may  arise  in  some  of  the  Provinces  affect¬ 
ing  a  large  class  of  the  electorate,  and  it  may  become  the 
interest  of  either  political  party  to  obtain  a  decision  of  the 
very  highest  court  in  the  Province  thereupon.  In  Eng¬ 
land,  where  thd  revising  officer  is  appointed  by  the  judges 
with  large  powerswested  in  him,  the  Legislature  evidently 
did  not  think  it  wise  or  judicious  in  the  public  interest  that 
there  should  be  no  appeal  from  his  adjudication,  and  they 
therefore  allowed  an  appeal  from  him  upon  naked  ques¬ 
tions  of  law ;  and  that  appeal  is  looked  upon  there  as  of  the 
first  possible  consequence.  Bretherton,  in  his  work  on 
Yoters,  says : 

“  The  right  to  appeal  on  points  of  law  from  the  decision  of  the  revis¬ 
ing  barrister  to  the  court  of  common  pleas  is  conferred  by  6  Victoria, 
chap.  18,  sec.  42.  It  is  one  of  great  importance  to  the  claimant,  the 
objector,  or  the  party  whose  name  has  been  expunged  from  the  list, 
enabling  any  of  them,  should  they  feel  aggrieved  or  dissatisfied  with  the 
decision  of  the  barrister  on  any  point  of  law,  to  have  that  decision 
reconsidered  by  the  highest  legal  authority.1  ’ 

There  the  revising  officers  are  lawyers,  perhaps  not  of  the 
first  rank,  but  of  some  professional  standing.  They  get  an 
allowance  of  200  gunieas  a  year  for  the  discharge  of  these 
duties,  and  even  with  lawyers  of  the  class  appointed  by 
judges  there,  the  Legislature  thought  it  proper  that  an 
elector  should  not  be  bound  by  their  decisions,  but  that 
there  should,  on  questions  of  law,  be  an  appeal  from  the 
adjudication  of  the  revising  barrister  to  a  higher  court. 
Bretherton  further  says : 

“  The  question  reserved  on  appeal  must  be  one  of  the  law,  material  to 
the  result  of  the  case  on  which  the  appeal  is  requested;  and  section  65 
especially  enacts,  that  no  appeal  or  notice  of  appeal  shall  be  received  or 
allowed  against  any  decision  of  any  revising  barrister  upon  any  question 
of  fact  only,  or  upon  the  admissibility  or  eifect  of  any  evidence  or 
admission  adduced  or  made  in  any  case  to  establish  any  matter  or  fact 
only.” 
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The  appeal  is  only  upon  the  naked  legal  proposition  that 
may  arise  before  the  revising  barrister,  from  his  judgment 
to  that  of  a  higher  court.  The  whole  tendency  of  modern 
legislation  upon  the  subject  of  appeal  is  that  the  adjudica¬ 
tion  of  lower  courts  should  not  be  conclusive  and  final.  There 
was  a  time,  not  very  long  ago,  when  the  adjudication  in 
our  division  courts  was  conclusive  and  final,  but  the 
Legislature  saw  fit  in  certain  cases  to  provide  that  a  liti¬ 
gant  in  a  division  court  should  not  be  absolutely  bound  by 
its  decision.  So  in  the  adjudication  by  a  magistrate  of 
cases  of  summary  adjudication,  the  Legislature  always 
thought  there  should  bo  an  appeal  from  his  decision  to  the 
court  of  quarter  sessions.  So  from  the  judge  sitting  at  nisi 
prius ,  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  Court  of  Appeal,  and  thence 
to  the  Court  of  Appeal— the  Supreme  Court  and  the 
Privy  Council.  The  whole  tendency  of  modern  legis¬ 
lation  is  that  a  litigant  shall  not  be  bound  by  the 
adjudication  of  a  judge  of  an  inferior  court  or  even  of  a 
judge  of  a  higher  court,  but  that  he  shall  have  his  resort  to 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  realm.  Eights  of  the  first  possible 
consequence  are  to  be  investigated  by  the  county  judge, 
and  I  say  that  those  rights  should  not  be  pronounced 
upon  absolutely  by  either  the  revising  officer  or  the  county 
court  judge,  but  that  there  should  be  an  appeal.  If  men 
see  fit  to  have  their  rights  investigated,  they  should  have 
an  opportunity  of  having  them  investigated  before  the 
higher  courts  in  the  Province.  While  I  have  every  faith  in 
the  honesty  and  integrity  and  ability  of  our  judges  to 
administer  the  law  correctly,  I  say  there  is  a  great  safe¬ 
guard  for  the  public,  when  a  judge  of  the  court  below 
knows,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  his  judgment  is  a  subject 
for  revision.  We  know  that  judges  are  still  men  subject  to 
all  the  frailties  our  common  humanity  is  subject  to. 
I  do  not  say  that  our  judges,  when  upon  the  bench, 
are  influenced  by  political  leanings.  I  trust  that  we  can 
have  this  assurance  at  all  events,  that  when  our  judges, 
those  who  are  even  taken  from  the  ranks  of  the  profession 
who  have  been  actively  engaged  in  political  stiuggles,  are 
placed  upon  the  bench,  they  cease  to  be  politicians.  This 
is  the  general  and  perhaps  the  universal  rule.  That  is  the 
case,  in  so  far  as  our  common  humanity  will  enable  them 
so  to  act,  but  if  they  are  human  and  subject  to  all  the 
frailties  of  common  humanity,  they  may  be  somewhat 
careless,  somewhat  indifferent,  and  they  are  more  apt  to  bo 
so  when  they  know  their  decisions  are  not  subject  to  appeal 
to  a  higher  court.  If  you  allow  the  appeal  to  the  very 
highest  court  of  the  realm,  from  the  adjudication  of  an 
inferior  court,  you  may  rely  that  the  judgments  of  the  latter 
will  be  more  carefully,  more  deliberately  prepared  than  if 
the  judge  were  aware  there  was  no  appeal.  When  he  has 
nothing  to  check  him,  nothing  to  restrain  him,  there  is 
nothing  to  protect  the  public  either  against  careless  or  in¬ 
different  judgments.  Apart  altogether  from  mere  political 
proclivities  or  leanings,  if  judges  are  supposed  to 
have  any,  it  is  of  the  first  possible  consequence 
to  the  people  that  there  should  be  an  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  the  judges  of  the  lower  courts.  We 
know  that  the  judge  of  a  county  court  is  a  judge  of  an  infer¬ 
ior  court;  we  know  that  the  revising  officer  will  be  the 
judge  of  a  still  more  inferior  court,  because  there  is  to  be  an 
appeal  from  him  to  the  county  court  judge.  Therefore,  we 
ought  to  have  an  appeal  from  the  revising  officer  to  the 
court  of  common  pleas,  as  we  have  in  England.  The  power 
of  appeal  is  a  check  and  restraint,  and  I  trust  the  Govern¬ 
ment  will  insist  upon  its  being  given.  While  I  go  that  far, 
I  s'.ill  believe  there  will  be  very  few  appeals  from  the  decis 
ion  of  the  county  court  judge,  but  the  fact  that  he  knows 
this  is  an  appeal,  the  fact  that  the  revising  officer  knows 
that  there  is  an  appeal,  will  operate  as  a  wholesomo  res¬ 
traint  upon  each  in  the  careful  preparation  of  his  decisions. 
With  these  views,]  I  |would  beg  to  move  the  following 
Hr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


amendment,  almost  in  the  identical  words  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  original  proposition : 

That  any  person  or  persons  who,  under  the  foregoing  sections,  shall 
have  made  complaint,  according  to  the  practice  therein  provided  for,  in 
respect  of  the  list  of  voters  in  any  polling  district,  with  respect  to 
the  final  revision  thereof,  whether  such  list  be  the  first  or  any 
subsequent  voters’  list  for  the  polling  district  prepared  under  this 
Act,  or  any  person  or  persons  with  reference  to  whom  such  com¬ 
plaint  was  made,  who  shall  be  dissatisfied  with  the  decision  on  any 
point  of  law  of  the  revising  officer  or  the  judge  in  appeal  in  respect  of 
such  complaint,  may  give  to  the  revising  officer  or  the  judge  in  appeal, 
within  6even  days  after  such  decision,  notice  in  writing  of  his  desire  to 
appeal  to  a  superior  court  from  such  decision,  stating  shortly  in  such 
notice  the  decision  complained  of  and  his  reasons  for  appealing  against 
it ;  and  if  the  revising  officer,  as  soon  as  he  conveniently  can  do  so,  state, 
in  the  form  of  a  special  case,  the  facts  established  according  to  his  opin¬ 
ion  by  the  evidence,  and  necessary  to  be  laid  before  the  court  above  in 
order  to  determine  the  said  point  of  law,  also  his  own  decision  on  the 
same,  as  nearly  as  may  be  according  to  the  form  and  practice  provided 
fbr  the  stating  and  hearing  of  a  special  case  in  the  court  intended  to  be 
appealed  to,  and  he  shall  then  sign  the  same  as  revising  officer,  and  shall 
require  the  appellant,  or  his  counsel  or  agent,  after  reading  the  same  to 
him,  to  sign  a  declaration  at  the  end  of  such  special  case  in  the  words, 
“I  appeal  from  the  above  decision,”  after  which  the  revising  officer  shall 
endorse  the  said  case  with  the  names  of  the  parties  appellant  or  respon¬ 
dent,  if  there  be  a  respondent  or  party  desiring  to  maintain  the  decision 
appealed  from,  and  the  number  of  the  polling  district,  and  the  name  of 
the  electoral  district  thereby  affected,  and  shall  deliver  to  such  appel¬ 
lant,  or  his  counsel  or  agent,  a  certified  copy  of  such  case,  and,  also,  if 
required,  to  the  respondent  or  his  counsel  or  agent. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  I  think  it  would  be  a  great  pity  to  spoil 
the  Bill  by  allowing  such  an  amendment  to  pass.  The  result 
would  be  to  throw  litigation  into  the  hands  of  those  best 
able  to  afford  it,  while  the  poor  man  would  be  unable  to 
carry  it  on  from  court  to  court.  There  is  no  force  in  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  stafement  that  there  would  be  very  few 
appeals.  The  whole  history  of  litigation  is  an  argument  to 
the  contrary  *  ff.ot.  There  is  scarcely  a  lawsuit  that  is  not 
carried  from  court  to  court  as  long  as  the  lawyers  can  find 
a  man  able  t  >  furnish  the  money,  and  many  people  forego 
their  rights  in  equity  because  there  is  such  an  opportunity  to 
carry  Ihe  lawsuit  on.  One  of  the  great  evils  of  litigation  is 
the  number  of  openings  fbr  appeals.  This  is  throwing  it 
more  and  more  into  the  hands  of  the  rich,  and  defrauding 
the  poor  man  of  his  rights.  In  this  case  it  is  not  money 
which  is  involved,  but  only  a  vote,  and  every  man  wants 
the  same  opportunity  of  putting  it  on.  There  should  be  no 
opportunity  given,  where  political  feeling  ran  high,  for  the 
wealthy  to  carry  on  litigation  and  deprive  of  their  rights 
those  who  are  as  much  entitled  to  them  as  they  are,  but 
have  not  as  much  money  to  expend  in  defending  them.  If 
there  is  no  appeal,  the  matter  will  be  kept  in  the  hands  of 
the  people  and  out  of  the  hands  of  the  lawyers,  and  I  think 
the  country  will  be  far  from  endorsing  the  proposal  to  have 
another  court  of  appeal  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  very  extraordinary  that  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  did  not  express  such  opinions  at  an  earlier  period, 
because  he  is  taking  exception  to  a  provision  in  the  Bill  as 
it  originally  was  introduced,  and  as  it  was  passed  at  the 
second  reading. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  We  did  not  reach  that  clause  of  the 
Bill.  I  have  expressed  my  opinion  privately  in  reference 
to  it,  and,  if  it  had  not  been  taken  out  of  the  Bill,  I  would 
have  expressed  my  opinion  as  I  have  now. 

Mr.  MILLS.  On  the  second  reading,  we  were  discussing 
the  whole  Bill,  we  were  discussing  the  principles  of  the 
Bill,  and,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  in  'Hansard,  he 
will  not  find  any  qualification  expressed  of  the  support 
which  he  gave  to  the  measure.  He  looks  upon  the  lawyers 
as  a  very  slippery  and  unscrupulous  lot.  It  is  strange  he 
should  have  given  such  earnest  support  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  who  leads  the  Government.  It  is  strange  that  he 
should  have  so  little  confidence  in  the  honesty  and  fairness 
of  the  lawyers  whom  he  has  so  long  supported - 
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Mr.  SPEOULE.  I  did  not  say  anything  about  thoir 
being  unscrupulous.  I  spoke  as  to  their  disposition  to  liti¬ 
gate. 

Mr.  MILLS.  He  said  it  would  give  an  opportunity  to 
the  lawyers  to  pick  the  electors  and  that,  as  long  as  an 
elector  had  any  money  left,  the  lawyers  would  lead  him  on 
to  these  courts.  I  think  this  is  a  necessary  provision*  I 
was  under  the  impression  until  Saturday  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  going  to  provide,  as  a  matter  of  course,  for 
an  appeal  of  this  sort  to  the  Superior  Court,  I  did  not  sup¬ 
pose,  when  he  provided  for  an  appeal  from  the  revising 
barrister  to  the  county  judge,  that  he  intended  that  to  be 
the  only  appeal.  In  fact,  my  impression  was  that  it  ought 
not  to  be  regarded  as  an  appeal  at  all,  but  that  it  was  simply 
giving  to  any  elector  in  any  constituency  where  a  revising 
barrister  was  not  a  county  judge  the  opportunity  of  saying  : 
I  will  not  abide  by  your  decision,  but  I  prefer 
to  have  my  right  investigated  by  the  county 
judge  rather  than  by  the  revising  barrister.  It  seems  to  me 
that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  First  Minister  to  treat 
it  as  a  matter  of  appeal  but  rather  as  a  part  of  the  original 
roceedings,  as  an  alternative  offered  to  the  voter  to  go 
efore  the  county  judge  to  establish  his  right,  instead  of 
leaving  it  to  be  disposed  of  by  the  revising  officer.  In 
addition  to  that,  I  understood  it  was  intended  on  all 
questions  of  law  to  give  to  the  parties  who  were  not 
satisfied  with  the  interpretation  of  the  county  judge  the 
right  to  appeal  to  a  higher  tribunal.  I  do  not  suppose  that 
there  would  be  many  appeals,  but  I  believe  it  would  be  of 
immense  advantage  to  the  electors  to  feel  that,  if  the 
county  judge  gives  a  decision  which  they  think  contrary  to 
law,  they  will  have  the  opportunity  of  taking  the  case 
before  a  higher  court,  where  judges  of  greater  ability  and 
more  eminence  administer  justice.  There  is  also  this 
important  consideration  that,  as  long  as  a  county  judge 
knows  that  it  is  possible  to  make  an  appeal  from  his 
decision  to  another  tribunal  by  which  that  decision  may  be 
reversed,  he  is  likely  to  exercise  far  more  care 
and  give  to  the  question  at  issue  more  attention 
before  he  expresses  an  opinion.  Then  supposing 
one  judge  interprets  the  law  in  one  way  and 
another  interprets  it  in  another  way,  there  ought  to  be 
an  appeal  to  some  tribunal  which  will  give  the  same  con¬ 
struction  to  the  law  all  over  the  Province  at  least,  and  I 
think  there  should  be  a  provision,  where  the  higher  courts 
construe  the  law  differently,  for  taking  it  at  public  expense 
before  the  Supreme  Court,  in  order  to  make  a  uniform  law 
for  the  whole  Dominion.  I  have  looked  over  the  30th  sec¬ 
tion,  for  instance,  and  I  cannot  say  how  a  judge  will  con¬ 
strue  it,  and  when  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  how  he  under¬ 
stood  it,  it  seemed  to  me  that  he  did  not  hold  a  uniform 
opinion  during  the  time  he  was  speaking.  One  revising 
officer  may  honestly  construe  the  law  in  one  way  and 
another  in  another  way.  In  such  a  question  I  think  the 
law  ought  to  be  unifo,  miy  interpreted,  and  the  only  way  to 
do  this  is  to  give  an  appeal  to  a  superior  court.  I  am  sure 
that  their  construction  of  the  law  and  the  care  and  deliber¬ 
ation  which  they  would  give  to  the  case  will  be  very  differ¬ 
ent  when  such  power  exists  than  if  no  such  power  exists, 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  think  my  hon.  friend  from  Fast  Grey 
(Mr.  Sproule)  was  not  very  consistent  in  his  course  on  the 
question  of  appeals.  He  ought  to  have  considered  that  the 
Bill,  as  we  find  it  this  afterneon,  allows  an  appeal  from  the 
revising  barrister. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  It  is  to  meet  the  views  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite,  not  ours. 

Mr.  WILSON.  If  it  were  to  meet  the  views  of  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  opposite,  it  was  his  duty,  if  he  was  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  appeals,  to  have  said  so  and  to  have  opposed  it. 
He  sat  very  quitely  the  whole  afternoon  and  allowed  a  pro¬ 
vision  for  appeal  to  be  passed,  yet  when  we  ask  that  there 


may  be  an  appeal  from  the  judge,  when  he  is  revising  bar¬ 
rister,  to  a  higher  court,  my  hon.  friend  says :  Oh,  no,  it  will 
involve  heavy  costs  upon  the  poor  man.  If  he  be  poor  and 
if  he  be  unfortunate  I  say  he  ought  to  have  just  as  much 
opportunity  to  preserve  his  rights,  as  the  rich  man. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  think  it  will  be  necessary  to  turn  back 
to  section  41.  In  the  proviso  that  was  to  be  added  to  section 
46,  allowing  an  elector  to  appear  before  the  court,  we  struck 
out  of  it  that  part  where  he  was  allowed  to  appear  before 
the  court  of  revision,  the  First  Minister  showing  that  it  was 
not  germane  to  that  particular  section.  I  move  that  the 
following  be  added  to  section  41 : 

Any  elector  may,  in  person  or  by  agent,  appear  at  any  sitting  of  the 
revising  officer  in  the  electorate  district  in  which  he  is  such  elector,  in 
support  of,  or  in  opposition  to,  any  claim,  objection  or  application 
arising  before  the  revising  barriscer.” 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  section  51, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose  that  section  50 
shall  stand  over  for  the  present,  and  we  shall  take  up  section 

51. 

Mr.  PATEESON  (Brant).  I  desire  at  this  stage  to  move 
an  amendment  to  section  12,  that  the  following  words  be 
inserted  at  the  36th  line : 

That  in  the  case  of  an  Indian  living  on  a  reservation  his  name  shall 
be  entered  only  on  his  applying  in  person  to  the  revising  officer,  and 
there  shall  be  given  such  a  description  of  the  separate  holding  as  shall 
determine  its  exact  location,  and  the  value  of  the  improvements  on 
which  he  qualifies  shall  be  determined  by  evidence  given  under  oath, 
and  the  post  office  address  of  such  Indian  snail  be  given  on  the  published 
list. 

With  respect  to  the  first  provision,  it  might  be  considered 
somewhat  exceptional  in  its  nature.  It  might  be  said: 
Why  not  allow  the  Indian’s  name  to  find  its  way  upon  the 
roll  in  the  same  way  as  does  the  name  of  any  other  person  ? 
There  is  this  difficulty  :  Section  12  provides  that  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll  and  the  list  of  voters  prepared  by  the  municipality 
shall  be  taken  as  forming  a  basis  for  the  action  of  the 
revising  officer,  and  as  primd  facie  evidence  of  the 
right  of  the  person  to  be  on  the  voters’  list.  With 
respect  to  the  Indians  on  reservations,  we  know  there 
are  not  assessment  rolls  and  voters’  lists.  There 
is  no  enumeration  of  them  that  I  know  of,  except 
a  roll  upon  which  the  Indian  agent  pays  them  their 
money,  and,  therefore,  we  find  the  circumstances  are  excep¬ 
tional  from  that  standpoint.  The  returning  officer  being 
thus  debarred  from  having  access  to  assessment  rolls  and 
voters’  lists,  from  the  fact  that  no  such  list  exists  on  any 
reservation,  how  shall  he  get  his  information  ?  What  would 
suggest  itself  to  some  persons  would  be  that  the  Indian 
agent  having  a  list  of  the  Indians  upon  that  reservation  for 
the  purpose  of  paying  their  interest  money  or  gratuities 
might  be  able  to  furnish  the  information.  But  I  hold  it  is 
something  that  will  not  commend  itself  to  the  good  sense  of 
the  committee.  I  will  not  at  this  stage,  and  only  at  a 
future  stage  if  I  should  find  it  necessary,  say  anything  as 
to  the  peculiar  position  occupied  by  the  Indians  towards 
the  Crown.  Upon  that  point  I  have  very  strong  views, 
and  I  could  urge  even  stronger  reasons  than  I  have  already 
presented  with  respect  to  the  Indians.  I  will  assumo  at 
present  that  it  has  been  settled  by  the  committee  that  an 
Indian  living  on  a  reservation,  with  property  improved  by 
his  own  hands  to  the  extent  of  $150,  shall  have  a  vote.  It 
would  hardly  be  a  proper  or  decent  thing  to  contemplate 
as  regards  an  Indian,  a  ward  of  the  Crown,  superintended 
by  an  officer  of  the  Crown,  nominated  by  the  Crown,  for 
such  official  to  hand  in  as  an  official  a  list  of  those 
who  are  to  become  entitled  to  the  rights  of  citizenship  and 
to  the  right  to  vote.  It  would  be  something  so  repugnant 
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that  we  could  not  contemplate  it.  Then  what  shall  be  done  ? 
We  have  no  assessment  roll  or  voters  lists  with  respect  to 
Indians  for  the  guidance  of  the  revising  officer,  and,  if  my 
idea  is  adopted,  it  will  not  be  considered  a  proper  thing 
that  the  Indian  agent  should  have  anything  to  do  with 
placing  the  names  of  the  Indians  upon  the  voters’ 
list.  It  is  because  they  occupy  that  particular  position 
that  the  amendment  I  submit  appears  to  be  necessary. 
Another  point  I  desire  to  press  on  the  Minister’s  considera¬ 
tion  is  this  :  Some  of  the  more  adanced  tribes  of  Indians, 
who  were  not  original  proprietors  of  the  soil  of  Canada,  who 
came  here  under  treaty  with  Great  Britain  and  had  certain 
lands  given  to  them,  many  members  if  not  the  whole  of  the 
nation  desire  to  maintain  their  tribal  relations,  their  semi¬ 
independence  and  their  position,  as  they  view  it,  as  allies 
rather  than  as  snbjects  of  the  Crown.  The  First  Minister . 
has  himself  given  us  to  understand  that  one  of  the  main 
reasons  why  the  enfranchising  clauses  of  the  Indian  Act 
are  not  more  availed  of,  the  strong  feeling  among  the 
Indians  in  favor  of  maintaining  their  tribal  relations — -their 
distinct  nationality.  I  have  declared  more  than  once  during 
this  discussion  that  nothing  would  be  more  unwise  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  than  to  attempt  anything  in  the 
direction  of  force.  The  Indians  should  be  led,  and  in  my 
view  they  should  assume  the  responsibilities  as  well 
as  the  privileges  of  citizenship.  They  have  their 
rights  under  treaty,  rights  which  have  been  secured 
to  them  by  the  Crown,  and  they  are  jealous  of 
those  rights.  The  fact  that  they  have  not  availed  them¬ 
selves  of  the  principle  of  enfranchisement  shows  that  they 
value  those  rights,  and  I  think  they  would  resent  anything 
which  would  look  like  this  Parliament  putting  upon  them 
unasked,  and  by  the  mere  force  of  will  of  this  Parliament, 
something  they  have  not  asked  for  or  desired.  It  may  be 
said,  if  they  are  placed  on  the  voters’  list  without  their  own 
request,  they  need  not  exercise  the  privilege  of  voting  if 
they  think  it  will  entail  any  difficulties  upon  them.  But 
you  have  passed  that  stage,  which  you  have  not  a  right  to 
pass  without  the  consent  of  the  Indians,  and  therefore,  in 
the  proposition  which  you  have  before  you,  I  have  laid  down 
no  provision  on  that  point.  I  have  accepted  the  decision  of 
the  committee,  that  the  Indian  living  on  a  reservation,  with 
the  property  qualification  by  way  of  improvements,  bas  the 
right  to  go  on  the  roll.  My  motion  will  not  accomplish  the 
exclusion  of  the  Indian  from  the  roll,  but  will  make  him  a 
party  to  the  transaction,  instead  of  forcing  it  upon  him  as 
we  have  done.  Here  we  are  at  the  initial  step,  not  having 
consulted  with  the  Indian,  not  having  asked  the  Indian  if 
he  desires  it,  not  having  the  slightest  intimation  that 
we  are  aware  of,  from  the  Indian,  that  there  is  any  desire 
on  his  part  to  be  brought  within  this  law,  and  this  motion 
will  enable  him  to  go  on  the  voters’  list  by  his  own 
personal  application,  in  which  case  he  will  express  his 
desire  to  participate  in  the  benefits — if  he  considers  they  are 
benefits — flowing  from  the  Act.  Therefore,  I  think  the 
proposition  is  a  reasonable  one,  one  which  will  secure 
accuracy,  and  one  which  is  of  more  significance  with 
reference  to  some  of  the  older  bands  of  the  country. 

Mr.  SPKOULE.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  the  Indians 
have  never  intimated  a  desire  on  this  subject,  but  he  must 
be  making  a  mistake.  He  must  have  overlooked  the 
letter  of  Dr.  Jones  which  appeared  in  the  Mail  some  weeks 
ago,  and  a  letter  from  another  doctor  saying  that  the 
Indians  wished  it,  and  that  they  were  entitled  to  it. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  stated  that  they  expressed 
no  desire  to  this  House.  Dr,  Jones  nor  Dr.  Oronhyatekha 
never  petitioned  this  House  that  I  know  of,  and  I  question 
very  much  that  if  we  knew  the  views  of  those  who  might 
be  considered  the  most  fitted  by  their  advancement  than 
others,  to  partake  of  some  kind  of  representation  in  this 
House,  if  we  would  not  find  that  the  idea  in  their  minds 
Mr.  PAXBBaOH  (Brant). 
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would  not  be  in  the  direction  they  meditated  at  all,  but  an 
amendment  of  tho  constitution,  providing  that  the  Indians 
might  have  representatives  selected  by  themselves,  repre¬ 
senting  themselves  on  the  floor  of  this  House. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  What  more  advanced  Indians  could 
there  be  than  those  I  have  mentioned  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  That  I  think  is  their  desire 
on  the  subject,  if  any  desire  prevails.  The  hon.  member 
mentions  these  gentlemen  having  written  letters,  and  I  am 
cognisant  of  the  fact  that  they  did,  and  the  letters  are  written 
with  considerable  ability.  The  two  gentlemen  who  wrote 
them  are  men  of  culture,  education  and  advancement ;  no 
doubt  they  are  conversant  with  the  political  history  of  the 
country,  and  they  would  be  able,  I  think,  to  give  intelligent 
votes.  But  they  themselves,  by  the  course  they  have  pur¬ 
sued,  have  shown  that  they  want  to  maintain  their  indepen¬ 
dence,  their  separate  existence  and  relations,  even  while 
asking  that  they  should  have  the  right  to  vote.  Has  Dr. 
Jones  or  Dr.  Oronhyatekha  proposed  that  their  bands 
shall  come  under  municipal  government  and  contribute  to 
municipal  taxation ;  do  they  desire  to  allow  the  white 
people  to  have  a  voice  in  their  councils,  which  they  main¬ 
tain  are  practically  supreme  within  their  own  limits  ?  Do 
they  propose  an  amalgamation  in  that  way  ?  No ;  they 
are  as  anxious  to  maintain  the  separate  existence  of  the 
Indian  in  the  community  as  are  the  others.  They  simply 
ask  that  the  Indian  shall  have  the  right  to  vote,  but 
they  do  not  ask  that  the  Indian  shall  have  entailed  on 
him  the  same  responsibilities  as  other  citizens,  and 
in  that  respect  I  do  not  think  their  position  is  very  logical. 
Having  pointed  out  the  difficulties  with  reference  to  these 
Indians,  let  me  consider  the  application  of  the  first  part  of 
my  resolution  to  those  Indians  who  are  not  advanced,  to  the 
uncultured,  unlettered,  ignorant  Indians,  to  those  who  have 
not  adopted  the  ways  of  civilisation,  so  to  speak,  for  there 
are  many  of  them  in  Ontario  and  Quebec  who  have  been 
enfranchised,  even  leaving  the  newer  Provinces  and  Territ¬ 
ories  out — there  are  Indians  in  the  older  Provinces  occupy¬ 
ing  positions  which  you  could  hardly  call  the  position  of 
being  civilised.  Would  it  be  right  for  the  Indian  agent 
who  will  be  over  such  Indians  as  these,  who  will  have  a 
more  absolute  control  over  them  than  he  can  exercise  over 
the  more  intelligent  Indians — would  it  be  right  for  the 
Indian  agent  to  hand  in  a  list  of  these  Indians  to  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer  and  have  them  put  on  the  roll — Indians,  many  of 
whom  may  have  no  names  by  which  they  can  be  identified. 
There  must  be  provision  for  meeting  such  cases. 

The  Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant;.  When  we  reached  the  dinner 
hour,  I  had  dealt  with  the  more  advanced  bands  of  Inlians 
who  are  occupying  their  lands  under  somewhat  different 
conditions  from  some  of  the  other  Indians  in  the  country, 
and  I  was  pointing  out  how  I  thought  the  amendment  I 
had  to  propose  would  have  a  beneficial  effect  on  those 
Indians.  I  was  about  to  proceed  to  show  that  there  was  an 
absolute  necessity  for  the  amendment  with  reference  to 
bands  of  Indians  living  on  reservations  who  are  in  a  less 
advanced  condition  and  therefore  more  likely  to  be  con¬ 
trolled,  guided  and  directed,  if  not  commanded,  by  the 
agents  of  the  Government ;  and  I  was  about  to  show,  from 
a  description  that  was  given  to  us  by  one  of  the  strongest 
supporters  of  the  First  Minister  in  this  House,  the  condition 
of  some  of  the  Indians  who  are  given  the  right  to  vote  by 
this  Bill.  I  will  just  read  the  remarks  he  made,  so  as  to 
impress  on  the  minds  of  the  committee  the  necessity  there 
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is  that  there  should  be  an  entire  absence,  as  far  as  it  can  be 
secured,  of  control  by  the  officers  of  the  Government  over 
these  Indians  in  exercising  the  vote.  Tho  hon.  member  for 
East  Grey  (Mr.  Sproulo),  at  an  earlier  stage  of  the  debate, 
while  the  question  of  giving  the  vote  to  the  Indians  was 
under  discussion,  in  replying  to  the  hon.  member  for 
Lambton,  said  : 

“  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had  been  as  fair  as  he  professed  to  bo,  he 
would  have  admitted  that  the  Province  of  Ontario  has  given  the  Indians 
the  right  to  vote  already,  and  that  they  have  voted  time  and  again. 
Yet  he  says  the  law  which  allows  them  to  vote  is  fair  in  every  particu¬ 
lar,  but  it  is  not  fair  for  this  House  to  pass  a  law  to  give  them  a  right 
to  vote.  I  know  something  about  how  the  Indians  were  dealt  with.  In 
the  election  before  last,  in  the  Muskoka  district,  the  timber  inspector 
there,  who  supported  Mr.  Mowat’s  candidate,  went  out  among  the 
Indians,  and  it  was  currently  reported,  and  I  believe  correctly,  that  he 
bought  up  all  the  Indians  in  the  district,  collected  them  all  in  one  place, 
and  took  them  to  the  polls  and  got  them  to  vote.  After  that  he  took 
the  Indians  away,  took  their  dresses  from  them  and  put  them  on  the 
squaws,  and  took  them  in,  and  got  them  to  poll  their  votes.  That  was 
done  under  the  law  of  Ontario  and  by  the  friends  or  the  Ontario  Govern¬ 
ment.  Bat  it  was  rumored  that  Mr  Mowat’s  timber  inspectors  did  not 
retain  that  control  over  the  Indians  that  they  ought  to  have,  and  he 
inserted  in  his  Bill  that  nice  little  clause,  that  any  enfranchised  Indian 
receiving  any  money  from  the  Dominion  Government  should  have  no 
right  to  vote ;  but  as  he  could  get  the  votes  of  the  Indians,  he  was  per¬ 
fectly  willing  to  give  them  the  right  to  vote.” 

Apart  from  wbat  may  have  been  possible  for  the  Indians 
under  Mr.  Mowat’s  Act,  which  is  not  a  subject  of  discussion 
here,  we  hav8  here  a  description  of  what  the  hon.  member 
heard  and  believed  with  reference  to  the  influence  exercised 
over  the  Indians.  If  that  description  be  correct,  it  is  seen 
how  absolutely  the  Indians  of  that  class  are  under  the  con¬ 
trol  of  those  in  authority ;  and  it  seems  to  me  a  thing  that 
cannot  be  contemplated  by  the  committee  at  all.  That 
those  who  will  have  the  right  of  voting,  perhaps  the  turn¬ 
ing  of  the  election  in  many  constituencies,  should  be  in  the 
position  of  having  their  names — it  may  be  unknown  and 
unsought  for  by  them— entered  on  the  voters’  list,  and  on 
the  day  of  election  being  marshalled  by  some  official  to  the 
polls  to  cast  their  votes.  No  harm  could  be  done  to  these 
Indians  in  requiring  that  they  shall  take  the  trouble  of 
personally  requesting  the  revising  officer  to  put  their 
names  on  the  voters’  list.  Mind,  I  am  recognising 
the  fact  that  the  committee  have  decided  that  they  have  a 
right  to  be  there.  We  are  dealing  with  the  question  how 
they  shall  get  there.  The  revising  officer,  from  the  assess¬ 
ment  rolls  he  is  instructed  to  get,  will  have  no  knowledge 
of  these  Indians,  as  there  is  no  assessment  roil  among 
them ;  therefore,  it  is  not  asking  very  much  to  the  detri¬ 
ment  of  the  Indian  or  putting  him  to  very  much  trouble,  if 
wo  ask  that  he  should  personally  request  his  name  to  be 
entered  on  the  voters’  list.  It  is  a  trouble  that  will  have 
to  be  taken  by  a  good  many  voters  who  will  bo  enfranchised 
under  this  Bill  for  the  first  time.  True,  it  may  be  said  that 
some  friend  will  ask  for  them,  and  that  I.  am  seeking  to 
prevent  the  Indian  having  the  same  privilege;  but  I  hold 
that  the  Indian  occupies  a  different  position  in  this  respect. 
Though  not  being  privileged  to  vote  heretofore  he  has  been 
dwelling  in  the  midst  of  a  free  people  and  knows  the  pro¬ 
cess  of  voting ;  he  knows  the  machinery  by  which  it  is 
necessary  to  avail  himself  of  that  privilege  and  I  have  no 
doubt  he  will  look  after  himself  in  that  respect.  If  the 
Indian  is  intelligent  enough  to  have  the  vote,  he  ought 
to  know  that  much  ;  ho  ought  to  know  that  the  privilege 
is  one  that  he  must  make  application  for.  Therefore,  look¬ 
ing  at  the  matter,  whether  from  the  standpoint  of  the  intel¬ 
ligent  Indian  who  may  view  this  as  a  measure  forced  upon 
him  that  he  has  not  asked  for,  and  that  may  compromise 
him  in  his  relations  with  iho  Crown,  or  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  less  intelligent  Indian,  there  is  a  necessity,  in  the 
interest  of  the  country,  in  the  interest  of  the  electorate,  in 
the  interest  of  what  is  right  and  proper  in  those  entitled  to 
the  great  privilege  of  casting  a  vote  for  those  who  make 
the  law  under  which  they  live,  that  they  should  be  intelli¬ 
gent  enough  to  know  what  is  conferred  upon  them,  and  to 
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express  the  desire  for  it  themselves.  Passing  to  the  next 
point  of  my  proposal,  it  is  that  there  shall  be  given  such  a 
description  of  his  separate  holding  as  shall  determine  its 
exact  location.  That  ought  to  commend  itself  to  any  one 
who  looks  at  it  as  being  obviously  desirable.  The  clause  to 
which  I  propose  to  append  this-— though  I  leave  that  to  the 
discretion  of  the  First  Ministo —provides  that  a  farmer’s 
property  shall  be  described  by  the  lot,  the  concession,  and 
so  on — a  description  which  is  easily  made  and  understood. 
You  have  the  peculiarity  again  that  these  Indians  dwell  on 
reserves,  that  many  of  these  reserves  will  probably  not  be  in 
concessions,  in  numbered  lots,  that  the  Indians  dwell  upon 
the  reserves  promiscuously,  and  there  is  no  way  of 
determining  their  location  ;  so  that  if  an  Indian’s  name  he 
put  upon  the  list,  and  it  will  be  in  the  Indian  tongue,  the 
revising  officer  will  have  to  give  the  best  description  he 
can,  and  that  description  will  be  totally  inadequate  for  any 
one  to  investigate  the  right  of  any  Indian  to  be  put  upon 
the  list,  to  determine  whether  he  has  a  holding  or  not.  It 
seems  to  mo  it  is  desirable,  and  the  Bill  itself  contemplates 
it,  that  there  should  be  such  a  description  of  the  separate 
holdings  of  the  Indians  who  claim  to  be  put  on  the  voters’ 
list,  as  will  enable  any  one  to  determine  their  exact 
location.  In  order  that  this  may  be  accomplished,  tho 
First  Minister  will  probably  have  to  get  surveys  and  plana 
made  of  the  reserves,  and  some  method  will  have  to  be 
devised  by  which  a  description  such  as  is  contemplated 
here  will  be  given.  It  will  be  no  answer  to  that  to  say 
that  it  will  cause  expense,  for  above  all  things  it  is 
necessary,  if  we  are  to  have  a  list,  that  we  should  have  a 
pure  list,  and  that  any  safeguard  applied  to  prevent 
improper  names  being  placed  upon  the  voters’  lists  among 
the  whites  should  apply  with  equal,  I  will  not  say  greater 
force,  to  those  who  hitherto  have  not  exercised  that 
right  at  all,  who  are  living  separately,  in  circumstances 
and  conditions  peculiar  to  themselves.  If  there  is  absolute 
necessity  for  a  safeguard  in  the  one  case,  there  is  absolute 
necessity  for  it  in  the  other.  I  the*  propose  that  the  value 
of  the  location  upon  which  an  Indian  qualifies  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  by  evidence  under  oath,  I  do  not  know  that  it  is 
requisite  to  make  this  special  provision,  because,  if  I  under- 
stood  the  First  Minister  rightly,  evidence  with  respect  to 
other  persons’  properties  shall  also  be  given  under  oath  ; 
but  I  have  placed  this  in,  so  that  there  might  not  be  any 
mistako.  If  the  values  of  grants  are  to  be  determined  from 
the  testimony  perhaps  of  the  agent  of  the  band,  then,  I 
think  it  is  nothing  but  right  and  proper  that  the  agent,  in 
giving  his  testimony,  should  give  it  under  oath.  I  have 
also  added  that  the  post  office  address  shall  bo  given  in  the 
public  list.  That  is  provided  for  with  reference  to  other 
classes,  but  as  it  is  repeated  in  the  case  of  farmers’  eons, 
although  used  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  clause,  I  thought  it 
well  to  place  it  in  this  connection.  Having  made  myself 
understood,  I  will  place  this  resolution  in  your  hands,  not 
having  filled  in  that  it  he  inserted  after  a  certain  word  iu  a 
certain  clause,  though  I  am  prepared  to  do  that  if  left  to 
myself;  but  I  am  desirous  of  giving  the  First  Minister  tho 
opportunity  he  wishes  to  have,  of  saying  in  which  part  of 
the  Bill  it  should  find  place,  provided  it  should  meet  with 
the  acceptance  of  tho  committee. 

Mr.  .DAWSON.  Tho  hon.  gontleman  advances  as  the 
reason  tvhy  the  Indians  should  be  compelled  to  make  appli¬ 
cation  before  being  allowed  to  vote  is,  that  there  are  no  assess¬ 
ment  rolls  in  their  reserves.  In  many  parts  of  Ontario  there 
are  no  assessment  rolls?  In  many  parts  of  the  Province 
the  white  people  are  in  precisely  the  same  position  in  this 
regard  as  the  Indians.  There  are  districts  where  there  are 
no  municipalities,  where  there  are  no  townships  laid  out,  but 
where  there  are,  nevertheless,  settlers  entitled  to  vote  and 
who  have  hitherto  enjoyed  the  franchise.  Why  make  a 
rule  for  Indians  which  would  not  apply  to  white  people 
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placed  in  very  much  the  same  circumstances  ?  The  rule 
should  apply  equally,  if  made  to  apply  at  all.  The  hou. 
gentleman  has  advanced  statements  in  reference  to  circum¬ 
stances  reported  to  have  taken  place  in  Muskoka  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  Indians,  such  as  that  women  dressed  them¬ 
selves  up  like  men  and  voted  after  the  men  had  voted.  In 
regard  to  very  many  elections,  stories  are  brought  up.  Some 
singular  circumstance  may  have  arisen  to  give  a  little 
color  to  them,  but  I  treat  them  all  as  a  general  rule  as  being 
absolutely  absurd,  and  I  think  this  story,  from  what  I  know 
of  the  Indians,  is  exceedingly  absurd.  I  do  not  believe 
any  number  of  Indians  could  be  got  to  do  such  a  thing. 
The  poor  people  have  enough  against  them  without  bring¬ 
ing  up  little  ridiculous  stories  of  elections  and  things  of 
that  sort.  I  have  been  looking  over  the  census  of 
Indians  in  Ontario  and  making  a  sort  of  calculation  about 
the  number  of  wild  Indians  and  the  number  that  are  settled 
on  reserves.  According  to  the  statement  in  the  blue  books, 
according  to  the  census  taken  by  the  Indian  Department, 
there  are  between  15,000  and  16,000  Indians  in  Ontario  alto¬ 
gether.  It  is  not  an  overestimate  to  say,  that  at  least  5,000 
or  6,000,  perhaps  7,000  of  these  Indians  are  still  wild 
Indians  in  the  forest,  not  living  on  reserves,  not  having 
houses,  but  living  the  wild  life  of  hunters,  so  that  they 
would  not  come  under  the  Act  at  all.  All  that  would 
come  under  the  Act  would  be  7,000  or  8,000,  or  I 
shall  say  10,000.  Let  us  take  10,000.  How  many 
voters  would  there  be  in  that  10,000  ?  I  do  not  suppose 
that  if  all  the  people  who  could  be  called  upon  to 
vote  in  that  10,000  were  brought  out,  there  would  be  one  in 
seven ;  but  supposing  there  were  1,300  or  1,500,  is  that 
going  to  corrupt  the  whole  electorate  in  Ontario  ?  It  has 
been  estimated  here,  since  the  discussion  began,  that  there 
will  be  over  350,000  to  400,000  voters  in  Ontario.  Are 
they  all  to  be  corrupted  and  led  astray  by  giving  the  fran¬ 
chise  to  some  1,000  or  1,500  Indians.  What  a  wonderful 
effect  is  this  going  to  produce  ?  But  it  is  to  the  principle  I 
look.  Here  are  Indians  that  are  to  a  certain  extent  civilized. 
They  build  houses,  they  live  like  other  people,  and  surely 
it  is  desirable  to  encourage  them,  but  if  this  motion 
carries,  difficulty  will  be  thrown  in  the  way.  There 
will  be  much  complication,  surveys  will  have  to  bo  made,  the 
Indians  will  have  to  take  so  many  oaths,  they  must  apply 
for  the  right  to  vote  and  all  that  sort  of  thing.  I  do  not 
see  that  such  difference  should  be  made  in  their  regard. 
A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  this  being  the  only  ins¬ 
tance  of  Indian  enfranchisement,  that  in  the  United  States 
nothing  of  the  sort  ever  occurred.  Well  a  few  days  ago 
I  was  reading  up  some  returns  of  the  United  States,  and  I 
found  that  the  Indians  were  enfranchised  in  some  cases. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Living  on  reserves  ? 

Mr.  DAWSON.  Yes,  living  on  reserves.  I  find  that 
Mississippi,  in  a  statute  of  1829,  extended  all  the  immu¬ 
nities  and  franchises  of  white  persons  to  Indians 
and  declared  them  •  competent  witnesses  where  white 
men  would  bo  so.  So  that  wo  do  not  exactly  take  the 
initiative  in  this.  It  has  been  tried  before  and  1  havo  nevor 
heard  that  any  great  evil  resulted  from  it.  I  would  bo 
very  glad,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  to  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  in  anything  that  is  at  all  reasonable,  because  ho  for 
one  has  always  seemed  to  me  to  take  a  warm  interest  in 
tho  advancement  of  the  Indians,  but  this  proposition  of  his 
would  be  so  complicated  a  matter  that  I  cannot  give  it  my 
support. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  course  I  understood  that 
the  hon.  member  for  Brant  was  going  to  oppose,  and  would 
oppose,  the  Indian  franchise  at  a  subsequent  stage  of  this 
Bill.  When  he  mentioned,  however,  that  he  was  going  to 
move  an  amendment  in  committee,  I  said  that  of  course  he 
would  have  every  opportunity  of  doing  so.  It  is  a  matter 
of  but  little  importance  what  clause  this  may  be  attached  to, 
Mr.  Dawson. 
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so  that  it  does  not  interfere  with  the  symmetry  of  the  Bill, 
if  it  should  be  adopted.  I  hope,  however,  that  it  will  not 
be  adopted.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that,  if 
an  Indian  on  a  reserve  is  to  have  the  franchise  under  tho 
conditions  which  have  already  been  agreed  to  in  this  Act, 
he  should  have  it  unshackled  by  anything  which  would 
draw  an  invidious  distinction  between  him  and  his  brother 
of  the  white  race.  The  moment  it  is  admitted  that  the  red 
man  should  be  allowed  to  vote,  there  should  be  as  little  dis¬ 
tinction  as  possible  drawn.  It  would  only  be  a  cause  of 
irritation  and  a  mark  of  inferiority  planted  upon  their 
brows  by  an  assembly  like  this,  composed  altogether  of 
white  men.  I  think  that  the  provision  in  the  Bill  which 
was  already  adopted  after  very  long  discussion,  quite  suf¬ 
ficiently  meets  the  view  of  the  hon.  gentleman  without  stamp¬ 
ing  inferiority  on  the  Indian.  Under  the  qualifying  clauses, 
the  Indian,  as  a  person  having  the  necessary  property  or 
other  qualification,  has  the  right  to  vote.  Under  tho  dis¬ 
qualifying  clauses,  it  is  provided  that  Indians  in  Manitoba, 
British  Columbia,  Koewatin  and  the  North-West  Territories, 
and  any  Indian  on  any  reserve  elsewhere  in  Canada  who  is 
not  in  possession  and  occupation  of  a  separate  and  distinct 
tract  of  land  in  such  reserve  shall  not  be  allowed  to  vote. 
The  hon.  gentleman  wants  tho  reserve  to  be  surveyed,  laid 
out  in  lots,  and  numbered,  I  take  it,  and  that  the  parties 
living  on  the  reserve  should  be  altogether  disqualified  until 
that  expensive  process  is  gone  through.  If  the  Indian  has 
a  distinct  and  separate  tract  of  land  marked  off,  with  his 
house  and  improvements  upon  it,  I  think  that  is  all  that 
can  be  required.  Tho  Indian  is  obliged  to  prove  his  quali¬ 
fications,  and  to  prove  that  he  comes  within  the  Act,  the 
same  as  a  white  man.  He  is  obliged  to  go  before  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer,  and,  in  case  the  revising  officer  is  not  a  judge, 
there  will  be  an  appeal  from  his  decision.  There  is  already 
a  difference  in  the  clause  as  against  the  Indian  compared 
with  the  white  man.  If  the  white  man  has  a  separate  and 
distinct  tract  of  land  of  which  he  is  the  occupant,  and  that 
is  of  a  certain  value,  he  has  the  right  to  vote.  But  the 
Indian  in  such  a  case  has  not  tho  right  to  vote. 
The  value  of  the  distinct  tract  of  land  is  not 
taken  into  account  at  all  in  regard  to  the  Indian. 
I  have  regretted  in  one  aspect  being  induced  to  put  that  in 
the  Bill,  because  it  is  a  mark  of  distinction,  between  the 
white  man  and  the  Indian.  If  the  white  man  has  a  vacant 
lot  and  he  is  the  occupant  or  the  owner  of  that  lot,  although 
there  are  no  improvements  whatever  on  it,  if  it  is  of  the 
value  of  $150,  he  has  a  vote ;  but,  in  consequence  of  the 
strong  arguments,  tho  strong  expression  of  opinion  of  many 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  that,  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  the  tribal  relations,  and  in  consequence  of  the 
reserve  belonging  to  the  whole  tribe  and  not  to  any  indivi¬ 
dual  Indian,  and  because  no  portion  of  it  was  alleged  to 
belong  to  the  individual  Indian,  the  distinction  was  drawn 
against  the  Indian  when  compared  with  the  franchise  of  tho 
white  man  ;  because  it  is  provided  that  no  Indian  is  qualified 
who  is  not  in  'possession  and  occupation  of  a  separate  and 
distinct  tract  of  land  in  such  reserve,  and  whose  improve¬ 
ments  on  such  separate  tract  are  not  of  the  value  of  $150. 
The  land  on  which  ho  has  his  house,  on  which  he  has  his 
improvements,  his  cattle,  fences  and  stables,  is  not  to  be 
taken  into  account  at  all,  and  he  must  have  not  only  a  dis¬ 
tinct  holding  but  improvements  belonging  to  himself  of 
the  value  of  $150.  I  think  it  would  be  exceedingly  unwise, 
if  we  are  going  to  give  tho  franchise  to  the  Indians 
at  all,  that  wo  should  draw  any  further  invidious  distinction 
between  the  white  man  and  the  Indian.  It  would  decidedly 
be  a  grievance  in  the  mind  of  the  Indian  ;  he  would  feel  it 
as  such  ;  and  I  would  say  to  my  hon.  friend  that  I  am  quite 
sure  that  this  provision  will  be  felt  in  his  own  riding  to  be 
rather  an  affront  offered  by  the  hon.  gentleman  to  the 
Indians.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  any 
such  feeling.  I  believe,  however,  that  he  has  an  exaggerated 
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opinion  in  his  own  mind  about  the  danger  of  the  Indian 
vote  without  these  checks ;  but  I  can  assure  tho  hon. 
gentleman,  and  I  think  the  majority  of  the  House  on  both 
sides  will  agree  with  me,  that  there  is  a  sufficient  protec¬ 
tion  now,  and  that  it  would  be  felt  as  an  annoyance,  an 
insult  perhaps,  and  a  grievance  to  the  Indians  to  have  a 
further  distinction  drawn  against  them.  I  took  occasion 
some  time  ago  to  speak  on  this  subjeot  to  Mr.  Plummor, 
whom  I  have  no  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  a  very 
old  officer  of  the  Indian  Department,  who  is  highly 
respected  by  everyone  who  knows  him,  and  whom  I  should 
be  very  sorry  to  see  the  Department  lose,  though  perhaps 
we  shall  have  to,  for  be  is  an  elderly  man  now.  He  has 
been  inspector  for  very  many  years,  and  he  knows  nearly 
all  the  reserves  in  tho  Province  of  Ontario.  I  asked  him 
about  this  matter,  and  he  wrote  me  as  follows  : 

11  Sib,— A s  regards  the  question  of  the  title  under  which  the  Indians 
hold  the  lands  they  occupy.  The  reserve  occupied  by  the  Mohawks  of 
the  Bay  of  Quinte  has  been  sub-divided  into  lots  and  concessions,  and 
each  Indian  of  proper  age  has  been  located  or  allotted  by  the  band  in 
council  for  at  least  one  lot,  averaging  from  50  to  166  acres,  on  which  he 
resides  with  his  family.  These  several  claims  have  been  entered  into  a 
book  which  are  recognised  and  confirmed  by  the  Department.  Some  of 
these  Indians  have  been  in  possession  of  their  lands  and  homesteads, 
from  father  to  eon,  tor  nearly  100  years,  and  as  they  have  complied  with 
the  regulations  of  the  Department,  and  the  provisions  of  the  soveral 
Indian  Acts,  no  power  can  legally  dispossess  them.  The  Six  Nation 
Indians  hold  their  lands  in  the  same  manner  as  that  of  the  Mohawks  of 
the  Bay  of  Quinte,  and  the  same  may  be  said  of  all  the  other  Indians  in 
the  Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec,  as  well  as  those  of  the  Lower  Pro¬ 
vinces.  Most  of  the  Indians  in  the  Upper  Provinces  hold  their  lands  not 
only  by  right  of  allotment  by  the  several  bands  in  council,  as  provided 
under  the  17th  section  of  the  Indian  Act,  but  they  also  hold  location 
titles  as  provided  by  the  18th  section.  All  of  the  Indians  here  referred 
to  have  not  only  the  undisputed  right  to  hold  their  lands  while  they 
live,  but  the  right  to  devise  the  same  by  will,  provided  it  be  to  a  relative 
not  further  removed  than  a  second  cousin.  To  all  intents  and  purposes 
the  Indian  is  the  absolute  owner  of  bis  land  (although  he  cannot  sell  it), 
and  no  power  on  earth  can  lawfully  dispossess  him.” 

That  is  really  the  situation  of  these  Indians.  By  a  uniform 
practice  amounting  to  law,  from  father  to  son,  they  do  hold 
their  land  by  a  much  more  than  the  occupancy  that  whites 
are  allowed  to  vote  upon.  I  have  received  a  very  interesting 
letter  from  Dr.  Jones,  who  is  one  of  the  chiefs  of  the  Six 
Nation  Indians,  and  who  is  a  very  intelligent  man.  He 
writes  me  thus : 

Hagebsville,  30th  May,  1885 

“  Mr  Dear  Sir  John,— I  should  have  written  to  you  some  time  ago  to 
thank  you  for  making  the  Indiana  1  person  ’  in  the  Franchise  Bill. 
Other  affairs,  however,  have  prevented  me  from  performing  my  duty. 

I  now  thank  you,  on  the  part  of  the  ‘  Grand  Oouucil  ol  Ontario,’  of 
which  body  I  am  secretary,  and  at  the  meeting  in  September  last  the 
vice-president,  Chief  Solomon  Jones,  introduced  the  subject,  having 
previously  given  me  notice  by  the  enclose!  letter,  which  kindly  return 
to  me.  The  matter  was  fully,  and,  I  must  say,  ably,  discussed,  and  the 
unanimous  decision  of  the  couucil  was  that  the  time  had  arrived  when 
we  should  insist  upon  a  representation  or  voice  in  the  Dominion  Parlia¬ 
ment.  I  was  instructed  to  take  action  in  the  matter,  and  Air.  Plummer  is 
able  to  show  the  nature  of  my  id -as  and  work.  This  council  was  com¬ 
posed  ol  delegates  from  nearly  every  reserve  in  Ontario. 

“  I  now,  as  head  chief,  thank  you  on  the  part  of  my  own  band,  the 
Mississaguas  of  the  Credit,  who,  in  council,  have  heartily  and  with 
cheers  approved  of  the  step  the  Government  are  taking. 

“  I  now  thank  you  on  the  part  of  the  memory  ol  my  father  and  on  the 
part  of  myself,  as  for  many  years  we  advocated  and  urged  this  step  as 
the  one  most  likely  to  elevate  the  aborigines  to  a  position  more  ap¬ 
proaching  the  independence  of  the  whites. 

“  There  is  not  an  Indian  in  this  neighborhood,  there  is  not  a  Conser¬ 
vative,  but  what  approves  of  the  noble  stand  you  have  taken  in  this 
affair,  in  spite  of  the  bitter  opposition  you  are  meeting  with  in  the 
House,  and  I  have  spoken  to  several  Reformers  who  also  approve  of  the 
measure,  so  that  the  ‘  seething  excitement  ’  has  not  reached  this  part 
of  the  Province  where  the  Indians  are  so  well  known. 

“  There  is  one  feature  of  the  debate  of  a  personal  character  in  respect 
to  myself  and  my  band,  and  a  reply  to  which  1  think  is  due  by  me 
through  you  to  the  House. 

“  I  refer  to  the  remaiks  made  by  Mr.  Mills  on  Thursday  last,  that  the 
payment  of  a  claim  urged  last  year  by  my  baud,  was  made  to  influence 
our  votes  anticipating  this  Franchise  Bill. 

“  Allow  me  to  say,  dear  sir,  that  my  band  are  fully  aware  of  every 
cent  we  have  invested  with  this  Government,  that  we  know  the  exact 
amount  of  interest  it  bears,  and  that  w3  are  not  receiving  any  bounty 
or  support  from  the  Government  more  than  what  we  have  earned  by  the 
sale  and  surrender  of  our  lands,  and  far  more  than  this  interest  do  we 


expend  yearly  in  our  local  municipal  tax  and  in  the  purchase  of  dutiable 
goods,  the  revenue  upon  which  goes  back  to  you  to  support  the 
Dominion  Government. 

“  My  band  also  know  perfectly  well  that  even  if  the  vote  were  not  by 
ballot  and  nine-tenths  of  them  should  vote  the  Reform  ticket,  it  could 
by  no  possibility  affect  our  financial  standing  with  the  Government.  But 
as  nine-tenths  can  and  do  read  the  newspapers,  there  is  every  probabi- 
lity  that  they  will  come  to  the  conclusion  to  cast  their  votes  against  the 
party  which  is  not  holding  meetings  from  one  end  of  the  Province  to  the 
other  with  the  express  purpose  of  degrading  the  character  of  the  Indian 
in  the  eyes  of  the  people,  and  to  raise  a  political  excitement  to  deprive 
us  of  our  just  dues.  This  is  rather  a  long  letter,  Sir  John,  but  you 
have  been  so  accustomed  to  lengthy  harangues  in  the  House  upon  this 
subject  that  I  hope  the  five  minutes’  views  of  an  Indian  will  be  accept¬ 
able  and  not  make  you  ‘  tired.’ 

“  I  am,  my  dear  Sir  John, 

“  Your  obedient  servant, 

“  KAHKWAQUONABY,  M.D.,  Chief, 

“  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald, 

“  K.C.B.,  &c.,  &c.,  &c., 

“  Ottawa.” 

Mr.  LISTEK.  It  is  not  very  difficult  to  see  that  tho 
gentleman  who  wrote  this  letter  is  a  strong  supporter  of 
the  Conservative  party.  The  letter  which  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  has  read  from  Mr.  Plummer,  of  the  Indian  Depart¬ 
ment,  professes  to  givo  a  legal  opinion,  but  as  that  gentle¬ 
man  is  not  a  lawyer  and  probably  knows  very  little  about 
law  regulating  the  holding  of  real  property,  we  can  easily 
understand  how  much  value  that  opinion  is  entitled  to.  If 
the  Indian  tribes  are  the  highly  intelligent  body  that  the 
First  Minister  would  have  us  believe,  I  ask  him,  as  1  have 
asked  him  before  in  this  House,  why  is  it  that  ho  does  not 
sever  all  connection  between  the  Government  and  the 
Indian?  Why  is  it  that  in  the  face  of  his  own  announce¬ 
ment,  in  the  face  of  the  statements  made  by  his  followers 
in  this  House,  that  the  Indians  of  this  country  are  the 
intelligent  class  he  represents  them  io  be — why  is  it  that 
he  does  not  entrust  them  with  the  entire  control  and  man¬ 
agement  of  their  own  affairs  ?  Why  is  it  that  he  continues 
to  hold  the  Indians  of  this  country  in  a  soit  of  bondage? 
Why  is  it  that  he  does  not  give  to  these  peop'e  who  are  so 
intelligent,  so  fit  to  oxercise  the  franchise,  and  to  exercise  it 
creditably — why  is  it  that  he  has  not  given  those  Indians 
the  lands  which  ho  says  belongs  to  them,  at  d  over  which 
this  Government  has  no  control  ?  How  is  it,  Sir,  that  the 
Government  of  the  day  continue  to  be  the  custodians  of  the 
monoy  belonging  to  tho  Indian  tribes  of  this  country?  If 
this  money  belongs  to  them,  why  does  this  Government  con¬ 
tinue  to  keep  control  of  it,  and  from  year  to  year  dole  out  to 
them  the  miserable  pittance  that  the  Indians  receive.  Only 
five  short  years  ago  tho  First  Minister,  who  has  road  that 
letter  to-day  with  such  unction,  in  his  report  stated  that 
the  Indians  were  not  fit  to  attempt  the  simplest  duties  of 
municipal  government,  and  yet  to-day  ho  stands  up  and 
tells  us  that  in  five  short  years  the  Indians,  who  were  then 
not  fit  to  exorciso  or  enjoy  tho  simplest  forms  of  municipal 
government,  are  now  so  far  advanced  that  they  are  capable 
of  exercising  intelligently  the  highest  privilege  of  free  men. 

I  say  that  peoplo  who  look  at  his  statements  made  then, 
and  the  statements  he  makes  to-day,  will  draw  their  own 
conclusions  as  to  tho  motive  of  tho  hon.  gentleman  in  intro¬ 
ducing  this  Bill.  He  knows  very  welt  that  tho  Indian 
tribes  of  this  country  are  under  his  thumb  to-day  through 
his  agonts  from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other.  My 
hon.  friond  from  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson)  hi  s  made  himself, 
since  this  discussion  commenced,  the  particular  champion 
in  this  country  of  the  Indians,  and  do  we  believe  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  animated  by  purely  disinterested  motives,  or 
does  he  hold  letters  similar  to  the  one  which  the  First 
Minister  has  read  to-day,  assuring  him  that  if  the  Bill 
passes  the  votes  of  the  enfranchised  Indians  will  be  cast  for 
him  ?  Sir,  it  has  been  pointed  out  in  this  House  that  it 
is  improper  to  give  tho  Indians  a  vole  in  the 
condition  of  semi-slavery  in  which  they  are  living. 
It  was  pointed  out  that  the  Indians  are  wards  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  that  they  have  not  taken  upon  themselves  the 
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rights  and  liabilities  of  free  men,  that  they  cannot  enter 
into  contracts  which  are  binding  upon  them,  that  they  have 
no  right  to  dispose  of  their  lands  or  of  the  timber  or  miner¬ 
als  upon  them,  that  they  cannot  make  leases  without  the 
consent  of  the  Government,  that  they  have  no  control  of 
the  money  in  the  hands  of  the  Government,  that,  in  a  word, 
they  are  directly  under  the  influence,  control  and  power  of 
the  Government.  The  proposition  to  enfranchise  Indians 
under  these  circumstances  is  a  monstrous  one,  and  one 
which  I  believe  would  never  have  emanated  from  any  man 
in  Canada  except  the  First  Minister.  The  Indians  have 
never  asked  for  the  franchise.  The  letter  we  have  just 
heard  read,  purporting  to  be  from  an  Indian  chief,  is  the 
first  intimation  the  House  has  had  that  the  Indians  desire 
the  franchise.  The  letter  itself  proves  that  the  man  who 
wrote  it  is  a  partisan,  and  is  an  assurance  to  the  First 
Minister  that  whatever  Indian  votes  may  be  cast,  they  will 
be  cast  upon  his  side,  and  will  have  the  effect  of  destroying 
the  votes  of  the  free  tax-paying  citizens  of  Canada,  which  is 
in  itself  a  wrong  and  injustice  on  the  people.  It  will  have 
the  effect  of  destroying,  to  a  certain  extent,  public  opinion. 
If,  however,  the  Indians  are  sufficiently  intelligent 
to  exercise  that  high  right,  if  they  are  in  a 
position  to  be  placed  on  an  equality  with  white 
people,  then  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  have 
severed  the  bonds  which  bind  them  to  the  Government,  and 
in  word  and  deed  make  them  a  free  people,  and  place  them 
in  a  position  to  exercise  the  franchise  freely,  without  coer¬ 
cion  or  influence  on  the  part  of  the  Government  or  its 
officers.  But  to  say  that  the  Indians  shall  have  the  fran¬ 
chise,  when  they  are  existing  in  a  condition  such  as  I  have 
attempted  to  describe,  is  a  proposition  so  bad  that  I  do  not 
believe  any  other  public  man  in  the  whole  of  Canada  except 
the  First  Minister,  would  have  proposed  it  to  a  Parliament 
such  as  this.  I  repeat  that  the  Indians  have  not  asked  for 
the  franchise.  We  are  proposing  to  entrust  a  high  privilege 
on  a  body  of  people  which  they  have  not  sought.  You  are 
about  to  give  them  something  they  will  not  appreciate, 
which  will  be  little  availed  of,  and  which  if  exercised,  will 
be  exercised  under  the  influence  of  the  Government’s 
minions.  The  Government  have  displaced  Liberal  Indian 
agents  and  have  appointed  Conservatives  in  their  places, 
and  we  know  now  the  object  with  which  that  was  done 
The  Indian,  though  he  bo  enfranchised,  is  no  more  a  free 
man  than  were  the  slaves  in  the  Southern  States,  and  it 
would  have  been  just  as  proper  to  have  given  votes  to  the 
African  slaves  of  the  South  as  to  give  it  to  Indians, 
in  their  present  condition  of  bondage.  If,  however, 
you  are  bound  to  give  the  vote  to  the  Indians,  then  every 
proper  precaution  should  be  taken  that  they  will  properly 
exorcise  that  privilege.  The  Indian  pays  no  taxes  and 
does  not  contribute  in  any  way  to  the  Government ;  ho 
pays  no  taxes  to  municipalities  ;  he  has  no  responsibilities ; 
the  white  people  have  little  knowledge  as  to  the  Indians 
locations  and  know  little  about  them.  It  is  but  fair,  there¬ 
fore,  that  the  Bill  should  provide  that  they  shall  exercise 
the  franchise  in  a  proper  manner.  The  Indians  live  on 
reserves,  and  little  is  known  about  their  lands.  Is  it  not  a 
fair  proposition  to  say  to  the  Indians,  that  if  you  want  this 
right  you  must  apply  for  it,  state  on  what  land  you  live, 
and  state  what  improvements  you  possess,  beforo  boing 
placed  on  the  voters’ list?  The  First  Minister  says  no 
such  application  shall  be  necessary.  In  fact,  the  Indian 
agent,  living  on  the  reserve,  controlling  the  Indians, 
shall  be  the  man  to  go  to  the  returning  officer  and 
say  to  him  that  such  and  such  Indians  are  entitled  to 
vote.  No  one  knows  anything  about  the  matter  except 
the  Indian  agent,  and  unless  at  very  great  trouble,  it  will 
be  impossible  to  verify  the  statements  of  Indians  asking  to 
be  placed  upon  the  voters’  list.  Is  it  not  a  fair  proposition 
to  say,  when  you  are  giving  the  Indians  what  you  call  a 
great  privilege,  that  if  they  desire  to  avail  themselves  of  it 
Mr.  Listbb, 


they  shall  apply  to  the  revising  officer  to  be  placed  upon  the 
list,  in  person.  If  necessary,  let  the  revising  officer  himself 
go  to  the  reserve,  so  as  to  give  the  Indians  as  little  trouble 
as  possible  ;  but  if  wo  are  going  to  give  the  Indians  a  great 
privilege,  it  is  but  fair  to  ask  that  they  should  apply  for  it. 
If  an  Indian  agent  desires  to  act  dishonestly  he  has  every 
opportunity  to  do  so.  There  is  no  chance  for  people  out¬ 
side  of  the  reserve  to  satisfy  themselves  as  to  whether  the 
Indians  are  entitled  to  be  placed  on  the  roll  or  not.  That  is  an 
unfair  position  to  take,  that  the  Indian  agent, the  Government 
of  the  day,  from  whom  the  Indians  expect  every  advantage. 
The  Government,  if  we  are  to  judge  by  the  reports  we  read, 
has  oxtended  to  different  tribes  of  Indians  throughout  the 
country  favors — because  I  can  call  them  by  no  other  word 
— in  the  shape  of  seed  grain,  and  so  on.  These  are  the  men 
the  Government  propose  to  enfranchise,  and  without  giving 
the  white  men  of  the  community  the  opportunity  of  seeing 
whether  they  are  entitled  to  votes  or  not.  We  are  giving 
those  Indians  a  privilege.  They  are  different  from  white 
men,  and  they  cannot  be  expected  to  be  dealt  with  the 
same  as  white  men.  If  they  were  there  would  be  no  diffi¬ 
culty  about  it ;  we  would  know  on  what  lands  they  live. 
The  First  Minister  decided,  however,  that  the  Indian  should 
be  equal  to  the  white  man,  so  far  as  the  vote  is  concerned, 
but  less  than  the  white  man  in  everything  else  which  con¬ 
stitutes  manhood  in  this  country.  I  believe  sincerely  that 
the  enfranchisement  of  the  Indians  will  work  most  disad¬ 
vantageous^  to  them.  Heretofore  they  have  been  the 
wards  of  the  Government,  no  matter  what  Government  was 
in  power,  but  the  moment  you  extend  the  franchise 
to  them  you  render  them  liable  to  all  the  allure¬ 
ments  and  degrading  influences  which  can  be  brought 
into  elections.  The  moment  they  vote  in  a  body, 
that  moment  you  make  them  the  enemies  of  one  portion  of 
the  community  of  this  country,  if  it  is  proved  that  tho 
Indians  of  Canada  throw  their  influence  in  favor  of  one 
party,  it  must  create  a  feeling  of  hostility  towards  them,  so 
far  as  a  large  portion  of  the  people  are  concerned.  If  you 
give  them  the  right  to  vote  it  must  ultimately  result  in 
their  being  put  on  the  same  footing  as  other  citizens  of  the 
country.  The  system  which  we  have  had  in  force  for  years 
must  be  abolished,  and  if  the  Indians  exercise  tho  right  of 
franchise  they  must  assume  tho  rights  of  citizenship, 
instead  of  being  takon  care  of  under  the  parental  system 
which  is  now  in  force.  It  wiil  be  the  destruction  of  the 
system  which  has  been  in  existence  in  the  past ;  it  wili 
have  tho  effect  of  wiping  out  entirely  the  Indian  population 
of  the  country,  for  if  we  are  to  believe  the  First  Minister’s 
own  reports  for  years  past,  tho  effect  of  doing  that  and 
giving  them  their  property  would  be  that  it  would  be 
squandered,  and  wo  would  have  a  large  number  of  paupers 
dependent  on  tho  Government.  I  think  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Brant  is  a  reasonable  one  in  every 
particular,  seeing  that  we  have  determined  to  give  the 
Indian  tho  right  to  vote. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  is  with  some  feeling  of  regret  that  I 
find  that  tho  Indian  question  has  broken  out  again,  with 
tho  probability,  ifit  should  got  into  full  swing,  that  it  will 
havo  a  good  swing  ;  and  if  it  is  possible  in  any  way  to  find 
a  solution  of  this  question,  and  to  avoid  any  longer  dis¬ 
cussion  of  a  question  which  has  been  fully  discussed  already, 
but  upon  which,  I  dare  say.  a  great  deal  still  remains  to  be 
said,  I  think  it  will  be  to  the  general  advantage  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  tho  House.  Hon.  membei’S  on  this  side  have 
pointed  out  to  tho  committee  on  several  occasions  the 
peculiar  relations  which  the  tribal  Indian  occupies  towards 
the  Government,  and  strong  points  have  boen  made  to  the 
effect  that  the  Indian  will  not  be  tree,  when  he  is  given  the 
franchise,  to  exercise  it  as  he  would  wish,  that  be  wiil  be 
under  governmental  control  through  the  Indian  agents.  In 
order  to  meet  that  objection  I  drafted  an  amendment,  which 
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I  will  take  the  liberty  of  submitting  for  the  consideration  of 
the  committee : 

Than  any  person  being  an  agent  within  the  meaning  of  “  the  Indian 
Act  of  1880,”  and  who,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  seeks  to  induce  or 
compel  any  person  being  an  Indian  or  of  part  Indian  blood,  and  qualified 
to  vote  only  in  respect  of  personal  property  forming  part  of  a  reserve, 
as  defined  by  said  Act,  to  vote  or  refrain  from  voting  at  any  election  of 
a  member  of  the  council,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and  if  found 
guilty  thereof,  shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  not  exceeding  $200,  and  by 
imprisonment  for  any  term  not  exceeding  six  months,  with  or  without 
ha*d  labor,  and  shall  not  be  entitled  to  hold  any  office  or  place  of 
emolument  in  the  appointment  of  the  Governor  or  of  the  Superinten¬ 
dent  General  of  Indian  Aflairs,  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  the  date 
of  his  conviction. 

I.  think  it  is  due  to  any  Government  that  they  should  give 
it  clearly  to  be  understood  by  the  agent  that  he  has  no 
authority  from  the  Government  to  interfere,  and  the  best 
way  to  secure  neutrality  on  the  part  of  the  agent,  or  one  of 
the  best  ways,  is  to  make  him  punishable,  personally,  for  any 
breach  of  duty  and  to  endanger  the  office  which  gives  him 
his  authority.  Somo  hon.  members  may  think  that  the  pre¬ 
sent  law  sufficiently  meets  the  case,  that  his  interference 
would  be  construed  by  the  courts  as  undue  influence,  and 
that  the  election  in  which  he  so  interfered  would  be  voided. 
But  such  is  not  the  law.  It  is  necessary  to  establish  agency 
in  order  to  have  undue  influence  as  an  element  in  voiding 
an  election.  But  the  Indian  agents,  and  all  agents  appointed 
by  this  Government,  will,  of  course,  be  intelligent  men  ; 
they  will  be  shrewd  enough  to  connect  themselves  with  the 
candidate,  and  thus  the  general  election  law  would  not  meet 
their  case.  By  the  provision  of  this  amendment  it  will 
not  necessitate  any  petition  in  order  to  reach  the  agent,  but 
it  provides  a  summary  way,  by  which  any  charge  against  him 
may  be  investigated.  I  think,  also,  that  a  provision  of  this 
kind  incorporated  iu  the  Bill  will  be  appreciated  by  the 
Indians  themselves.  It  will,  I  think,  help  to  secure  the  purity 
of  an  election  in  which  they  are  a  factor,  and  will,  to  a  cer¬ 
tain  extent,  be  an  answer  to  that  portion  of  the  argument 
which  says  that  the  Indians  will  be  under  the  agent’s  control. 

Mr.  McCALLU M.  Is  it  an  amendment  to  the  amendment  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Since  my  hon.  friend  from  Monck  (Mr. 
McCallum)  has  asked  me  whether  it  is  an  amendment  to 
the  amendment  or  not,  I  may  say  that  I  intended  to  move 
it  as  a  substantive  motion,  aod  when  I  rose  it  had  not 
occurred  to  me  that  an  amendment  was  put  in.  So,  under 
the  circumstances,  I  suppose  I  shall  have  to  leave  it  to  some 
other  hon.  member  to  move  at  a  later  stage. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman 
was  good  enough  to  show  me  the  amendment  he  intended 
to  move,  and  to  state  that  he  was  going  away,  and  there¬ 
fore  he  asked  me  to  look  over  it.  I  fancy,  if  the  agent 
exercised  undue  influence,  under  the  election  law,  as  it 
stands  now,  that  influence  would  be  held  to  be  undue,  most 
likely.  Still,  there  is,  perhaps,  a  good  deal  in  what  the 
hoD.  gentleman  states,  that  there  might  be  a  difficulty  in 
tracing  that  the  influence  used  by  the  agent  was  in  any 
way  used  by  him  as  agent  of  the  candidate  in  whose  favor 
the  Indians  were  solicited  to  vote.  I  quite  agree  that  an 
Indian  agent  ought  not  to  exercise  any  of  the  influ¬ 
ence  his  office  gives.  My  experience  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  has  been,  however,  that  the  Indian  agent,  as  a 
general  rule,  has  no  influence;  the  Indians  set  themselves 
against  him  ;  they  like  to  show  their  independence  of  him. 
I  think  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  who  held  the  office  I 
hold,  must  know  that  one  of  the  chief  nuisances  of  the  office 
is  that  the  Indians  always  kick  against  the  agents,  and 
always  appeal  against  them.  There  is  naturally  a  supposi¬ 
tion  among  those  who  are  not  so  much  behind  the  scenes  as 
myself  that  the  Indian  agent  exercises  influence  over  the 
Indians.  He  ought  not  to  exercise  political  influence,  I 
admit;  I  go  with  the  hon.  gentleman  thus  far;  and  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  loaves  his  motion,  as  he  says  he  will,  in  the 
hands  of  the  Chairman,  I  will  see  that  it  shall  be  fully  dis¬ 


cussed.  Speaking  on  the  first  impression,  I  am  in  favor  of 
the  clause.  It  ought,  however,  to  be  in  the  election  law, 
and  not  in  this  Franchise  Act.  However,  thero  may  be  no 
objections  to  calm  the  apprehensions  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
by  putting  it  into  this  Act;  and  at  the  subsequent  consoli¬ 
dation  of  the  statutes  it  can  bo  put  in  its  right  place. 
Without  stating  that  I  support  tho  resolution,  I  must  can¬ 
didly  state  that  my  impression  just  now  is  in  favor  of  some 
such  clause  as  that. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  do  not  wish  to  deiain  the  com* 
mittee  any  length  of  time  on  this  question.  I  listened  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  which  he  used  just  the 
same  arguments  that  I  heard  him  use  seven  weeks  ago.  I 
do  not  intend  to  discuss  this  Indian  clau.-e,  only  I  am  sur¬ 
prised  that  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson) 
should  have  moved  tho  amendment  he  did.  Knowing 
that  he  is  a  fair-minded  man,  and  that  he  has  always  taken 
an  interest  in  tho  Indians  of  this  country,  I  do  not  see  why 
he  should  take  this  occasion  to  discriminate  against  the  rod 
man  as  against  his  white  brother.  The  revising  officer  is 
sworn  to  do  his  duty  between  man  and  man,  and  are  we  to 
suppose  that  ho  is  going  to  perjure  himself.  If  tbo  hon, 
geutleinan’s  amendment  carried,  the  revising  officer,  if  it 
came  to  his  knowledge  that  an  Indian  had  any  amount 
of  property,  could  not  put  him  on  the  list,  unless  the 
Indian  wont  to  him  and  requested  him  to  do  it.  That  is 
not  the  case  with  tho  white  man,  and  I  do  not  see  why 
the  hon.  gentleman  should  want  to  discriminate  against 
the  red  man.  Probably  ho  did  not  see  tho  bearing  of  his 
amendment.  Further,  it  has  been  said  by  tho  hon.  member 
for  West  Lambton  (Mr.  Lister)  that  the  Indians  do  not 
pay  taxes.  Tho  Indians  do  pay  taxes  on  all  tho  dutiable 
goods  they  consume,  just  as  much  as  the  white  man. 
Therefore,  there  is  no  reason  for  discriminating  against 
him  on  that  ground.  In  the  county  of  Haldimand,  which 
adjoins  my  constituency,  there  is  quite  an  Indian  settle¬ 
ment,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  the  revising  officer  will  have 
no  more  trouble  in  placing  those  Indians  on  the  list  than 
any  other  portion  of  the  electors.  Of  course,  I  cannot  speak 
for  the  county  of  Brant;  but  1  hope  this  amendment  will 
not  pass,  because  it  would  be  an  unjust  discrimination 
against  these  men.  If  a  man  has  the  property  qualifica. 
tion  ho  should  have  a  vote.  I  do  not  know  why  this 
amendment  is  brought  up  now,  if  it  is  not  for  obstruction  ; 
I  do  not  wish  to  accuse  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant  of 
obstruction,  but  it  looks  very  much  like  it.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  you  are  forcing  on  the  Indian  a  thing  ho  does  not 
want.  I  do  not  see  that  it  does  the  Indian  any  harm  to  put 
his  name  on  tho  list ;  you  only  treat  him  in  the  same  way 
as  you  do  his  white  brother ;  but  by  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
amendment,  it  it  passes,  you  will  force  tho  Indian  to  go  to 
the  revising  officer  and  demand  personally  that  his  name 
be  put  upon  the  list,  or  otherwise  he  will  be  disqualified. 
That  would  be  the  effect  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  amend¬ 
ment.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  saw  tho 
injustice  it  would  do  to  his  red  brothor  by  his  amendment, 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  very  much  afraid 
of  wounding  the  Indian’s  feelings,  of  exciting  his  hostility, 
of  awakening  in  his  mind  feelings  of  resentment  towards  a 
certain  class  of  the  white  population  for  discriminating 
against  him.  What  has  been  the  character  of  all  the  legis¬ 
lation  in  this  House  on  the  subject  of  the  Indians  ?  Take 
the  case  of  selling  liquor  to  an  Indian.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  may  step  up  to  the  bar  and  take  his  glass  of  whiskey, 
but  if  an  Indian  chief  were  to  do  the  same  thing  the  party 
who  sells  or  gives  the  liquor  to  the  Indian  would  be  taken 
up  and  fined  $50.  The  hon,  gentleman  has  supported  that 
kind  of  legislation.  Does  he  propose  to  abolish  it?  Does 
ho  propose  to  put  the  Indian  on  the  same  fo  ting  as  he  holds 
himself  in  that  respect  ?  How  is  it  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  been  himself  voting  for  discriminating,  if  he  is  in  favor  of 
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putting  the  Indian  on  the  same  footing  as  the  white  man 
in  this  respect  ? 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  am  in  favor  of  giving  the  Indian 
all  the  rights  we  have  already  conceded  to  him  under  this 
Bill,  and  you  are  not,  at  this  stage,  going  to  take  them 
away.  We  have  decided  to  enfranchise  the  Indians,  and  by 
a  side  wind  you  want  to  take  his  name  off  the  list. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  perfectly  willing  to 
give  the  Indian  a  vote,  to  treat  him  in  this  particular  as  a 
white  man,  so  long  as  he  will  vote  the  Tory  ticket ;  other¬ 
wise,  he  is  not  so  disposed  to  treat  him  as  a  white  man,  and 
he  is  not  afraid  of  offending  the  Indian  by  discriminating 
against  him.  If  you  propose  to  deal  with  the  Indian  as  an 
ordinary  citizen,  to  do  away  with  the  discrimination  that 
exist  between  him  and  the  white  man,  to  impose  upon  him 
the  full  responsibilities  of  citizenship,  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
opposed  to  that.  He  wishes  to  retain  him  as  a  ward  of  the 
Government,  but  at  the  same  time  he  insists  upon  giving  him 
the  electoral  franchise.  There  are  several  things  worthy 
of  consideration  besides  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said 
about  discrimination.  If  I  remember  rightly,  the  hon. 
gentleman  has,  during  this  discussion,  discriminated  against 
the  Indians  of  British  Columbia  and  Manitoba.  It  is  true 
many  of  the  Indians  of  British  Columbia  are,  perhaps,  more 
energetic  and  enterprising  than  those  on  this  side  of  the 
Bocky  Mountains,  but  he  has  not  hesitated  a  moment  to 
declare  that  all  the  Indians  of  British  Columbia  shall  be 
disfranchised.  They  might  not  be  so  useful  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  as  the  Indians  near  the  capital,  and  therefore  it  is  not 
necessary  to  confer  on  them  the  franchise ;  but  as  regards 
the  Indians  of  Ontario,  Quebec,  Nova  bcotia  and  New 
Brunswick,  who  are  immediately  under  the  influence 
of  the  Government,  it  is  of  great  consequence  they 
should  have  the  right  to  vote,  as  otherwise  the 
existence  of  the  Government  might  be  put  in 
jeopardy.  Now,  I  observe  that  the  First  Minister, 
speaking  on  this  subject,  said  he  did  not  wish  any 
invidious  distinction  to  be  made,  and  that  this  amendment 
would  make  an  invidious  distinction  between  the  Indian  and 
the  white  man.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  began  by  making 
the  distinction.  He  has  provided  in  this  very  Bill,  and  in 
the  amendment  he  proposed  himself,  that  the  Indian  shall 
not  vole  merely  for  the  value  of  his  reservation  ;  that  his 
vote  shall  depend  upon  the  valuation  of  the  improvements 
he  has  put  upon  the  reservation.  On  that  very  matter  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  made  a  distinction  between  the  white 
man  and  the  Indian.  Why?  Because  he  knows  the  Indian 
has  no  such  interest  in  the  reservation  as  the  white  man  has 
in  the  property  he  occupies.  He  knows,  notwithstanding 
what  he  read  from  Mr.  Plummer,  that  the  title  to  the  Indian 
reservation  is  in  the  Crown  and  not  in  the  Indian ;  and 
it  is  on  the  value  of  the  Indian  improvements  he  proposes 
to  give  the  Indian  the  franchise.  But  most  of  the  improve¬ 
ments  upon  which  the  Indians  will  qualify  are  improvements 
made  by  the  Government.  Take  almost  any  Indian  band 
in  the  west :  their  lands  have  been  divided  amongst  them  ; 
location  tickets  have  been  issued  by  the  Superintendent  Gen¬ 
eral;  houses  have  been  built,  not  by  the  Indians  but  by  the 
Government,  out  of  the  Indian  funds  which  have  been  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  sale  of  these  Crown  lands  reserves  for  the  In¬ 
dians,  and  there  would  practically  be  no  difference  between 
giving  the  Indian  a  vote  on  the  value  of  the  land  he  occu¬ 
pies,  and  giving  him  a  vote  on  the  value  of  the  imptove- 
ments  which  have  been  made,  not  by  him,  but  for  him,  by 
the  Superintendent  General. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Was  it  not  done  out  of  his  own 
money  ? 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  it  be  their  own  money,  why  are  not  the 
Indians  allowed  to  manage  their  own  affairs  ?  If  he  is  to 
obtain  a  vote,  why  is  he  not  allowed  to  use  his  own  money 
Mr<  Mills. 
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in  his  own  way  ?  If  a  white  man  comes  into  the  possession 
of  property  which  he  has  not  purchased  by  his  own  labor 
and  his  own  industry,  and  is  not  competent  to  look  after  it, 
he  loses  it,  and  with  it  loses  his  vote.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  if  the  Indian  were  allowed  to  control  his  own 
property  he  would  not  hold  it,  and  would  not  have  a  vote. 
Therefore,  he  will  not  allow  him  to  control  it,  but  gives  him 
only  nominal  possession  of  it,  and  allows  him  to  vote  on 
property  held  by  the  Crown  for  him  and  over  which  he  has 
no  control.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  it  is  not  fair  to  put 

the  Indian  in  a  different  position  from  the  white 

man.  Why,  suppose  an  Indian  rents  part  of  his 
holding  to  another  Indian,  or  to  a  white  man,  with 

the  consent  of  the  Superintendent  General,  what  does 
the  law  provide  ?  That  law  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 

man  himself  put  upon  the  Statute  Book  provides  that 
unless  the  Indian  farms  what  he  retains  in  a  satis¬ 
factory  manner,  the  rents  which  are  derived  from  the  portion 
of  land  he  has  transferred  to  a  tenant  for  the  time 
being  shall  not  go  to  him,  but  to  the  band  to  which  he  belongs. 
So  that,  although  the  hon.  gentleman  professes  to  be  so 
anxious  not  to  wound  the  feelings  of  the  Indian,  and  so 
anxious  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  Indian,  yet  he  treats 
the  Indian,  so  far,  as  a  mere  serf  to  the  Government,  that 
ho  will  not  allow  him  to  receive  the  rents  of  lands  he  has 
placed  in  the  hande  of  a  tenant,  unless  he  cultivates  well 
the  part  he  retains  for  his  own  use.  I  observe  the  hon. 
member  for  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson)  went  on  to  state  that 
the  Indians  in  the  United  States  were  treated  as  white  men. 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  instanced  one  State. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  Indian  in  the  United  States,  before  he 
can  exercise  the  right  of  citizenship,  must  break  with  his 
tribal  relations,  must  ask  to  have  conferred  upon  him  the 
responsibilities  of  an  ordinary  citizen,  and  when  he  has 
done  so  he  is  in  all  respects  dealt  with  precisely  as  any 
other  member  of  the  community.  That  is  precisely  what 
we  have  provided  in  our  Indian  Act.  We  say  that  upon  cer¬ 
tain  conditions  he  may  be  emancipated,  that  he  may  apply 
to  the  Superintendent  General,  and  when  he  is  emancipated 
and  roceives  his  own  portion  of  the  reserve  or  allotment 
belonging  to  his  band,  he  then  has  his  own  property 
under  his  own  control,  he  is  liable  to  taxation,  he  is  capa¬ 
ble  of  entering  into  a  contract,  he  may  sue  and  be  sued — he 
has,  in  fact,  all  the  responsibilities  of  an  ordinary  citizen; 
and  if  he  has  not  the  capacity  of  looking  after  his  own  pro¬ 
perty  he  must  lose  it,  as  any  other  person  would.  Such  an 
Indian  is  entitled  to  the  elective  franchise  now.  There  is 
no  objection  to  his  then  exercising  it ;  if  he  shows  he  has  the 
capacity  of  managing  his  own  affairs,  we  say  let  him  be 
enfranchised,  but  so  long  as  he  is  the  ward  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  under  the  control  of  the  Government,  we  say  that  the 
franchise  should  not  be  conferred  upon  him.  The  com¬ 
mittee  have  agreed  that  it  shall.  We  have  the  next  step  in 
the  proposition  of  my  hon.  friend.  He  proposes  that  before 
you  confer  the  elective  franchise  on  the  Indian,  or  put  his 
name  on  the  voters’  list,  he  shall  apply  in  person.  If  he  is 
interested  in  becoming  a  voter  he  will  do  so;  if  he  is  not, 
the  public  will  derive  no  advantage,  nor  will  it  be  a  gain  to 
himself  to  have  his  name  on  the  list.  How  is  it  with  the 
white  population  ?  Their  names  are  on  the  assessment 
roll ;  the  revising  officer  takes  the  name  of  a  white 
man  from  the  assessment  roll.  The  Indian  is  not 
assessed,  he  pays  no  taxes,  he  is  not  under  municipal 
control,  you  do  not  know  what  his  property  is  worth,  and 
you  have  not  the  ordinary  means  of  information  in  his  case. 
I  hold,  therefore,  he  should  be  obliged,  personally,  to  apply 
to  the  revising  officer  to  have  his  name  on  the  roll,  and  to 
give  such  a  description  of  his  property  as  will  enable  any 
one  to  identify  it  so  as  to  ascertain  its  value.  That  is  only  a 
necessary  security  against  fraud,  against  the  voters’  roll 
being  stuffed  with  names  of  parties  that  should  not  be  there 
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at  all,  even  under  the  law  as  you  propose  to  make  it.  The 
First  Minister  referred  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Plummer,  and  it 
seemed  to  me  a  very  extraordinary  thing  that  an  hon. 
gentleman  who  is  at  the  head  of  the  Government,  who  was 
for  many  years  Minister  of  Justice,  and  who  claims,  and  has 
asserted  again  and  again,  that  he  is  a  great  constitutional 
lawyer,  should  quote  the  opinion  of  a  man  who  is  not  a 
lawyer  at  all  on  the  subject  of  the  Indian’s  title  to  his  pro¬ 
perty.  That  is  what  the  hon.  gentleman  did.  He  read  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Plummer,  assuring  the  House  that  the 
Indians  who  reside  upon  certain  lands  own  those  lands,  that 
those  lands  are  as  much  the  property  of  the  Indians  as 
the  land  of  a  white  man  is  his  property.  That  is  not  the 
theory  of  our  law,  or  the  principle  upon  which  we  have 
proceeded.  On  the  contrary,  if  the  Indians  abandon  their 
claim  to  any  property  it  is  the  Crown  that  makes  the  title 
to  any  party  who  purchases.  There  is  no  title,  or  recogni¬ 
tion  of  valid  title,  so  far  as  the  Indians  are  concerned.  But 
this  is  a  matter  of  no  special  consequence  in  this  case.  If 
the  Indian  has  a  title  to  his  property  let  it  be  acknowledged, 
the  same  as  in  the  case  of  a  white  man.  If  an  Indian  is 
competent  to  vote  he  is  competent  to  take  care  of  his 
own  affairs.  Give  him  his  property,  mark  it  out  for  him, 
acknowledge  his  right  to  his  property,  and  let  him  do  with 
it  as  he  pleases.  If  ho  is  competent  to  take  care  of  it  he 
will  exercise  the  franchise,  the  same  as  any  other  member  of 
the  community.  But  you  do  not  deal  with  him  in  that  way. 
You  say  :  You  shall  not  be  responsible  for  your  debts,  you 
shall  not  be  liable  for  any  contract  you  may  make,  you  shall 
not  be  subject  to  taxation,  you  shall  not  be  subject  to  military 
service,  or  to  serve  on  any  jury ;  upon  you  shall  devolve 
none  of  the  duties  of  citizenship ;  and  yet  this  man, 
who  pays  no  taxes  and  bears  no  sharo  of  the  public 
burden,  is  to  be  called  upon  to  take  his  share  in 
the  government  of  the  nation;  the  man  who  is  not  compe¬ 
tent  to  direct  his  own  affairs,  you  say,  is  to  bo  called  upon  to 
take  part  in  directing  the  affairs  of  the  country.  I  do  not 
wish,  nor  do  the  white  population  of  the  country,  generally, 
wish  to  interfere  with  the  Indian  bands,  or  to  disturb  their 
domestic  concerns.  We  allow  them  to  manage  their  own 
local  affairs  in  their  own  way,  and  so  long  as  we  do  that, 
and  do  not  do  away  with  the  distinction  between  the  Indian 
and  the  rest  of  the  population,  we  have  no  right  to  say  that 
distinction  shall  disappear  in  this  Parliament,  but  shall 
be  continued  in  every  other  relation  in  life.  The  hon. 
gentleman  read  a  letter  from  an  Indian  chief,  who 
professed  himself  a  very  devoted  supporter  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  and  who  declared  that  the  Indians  of  the  Mississagua 
band  had  a  valid  claim  to  the  sum  of  momey  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  awarded  them.  The  accuracy  of  this  declaration  is 
extremely  questionable.  I  think,  in  the  first  place,  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  acted  in  a  highly  improper  manner  in  regard 
to  the  claim  of  what  is  called  the  Mississagua  band.  What  are 
the  facts  ?  They  claimed  payment  for  property  said  to  have 
been  surrendered  to  the  Crown  more  than  sixty  years  ago, 
and  that  the  Crown  had  never  accounted  for  that  property. 
This  question  was  before  a  Government  of  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  a  member,  as  early  as  1858.  Why  did  he 
not  deal  with  it  then  ?  Why  was  it  not  disposed  of  at  that 
time  ?  Why  was  not  the  Indian  claim  acknowledged  at 
that  time?  But  there  was  nothing  of  that  sort  done,  and 
now,  eighteen  or  twenty  years  after  the  Union,  he  has 
recognized  the  claim  of  that  band  to  the  amount  of  upwards 
of  $68,000.  By  what  authority  did  he  do  that  ?  I  say 
he  had  no  authority  for  recognising  any  such  claim.  If 
that  claim  was  a  valid  claim  it  was  a  claim  against  the  old 
Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec ;  it  was  the  business  of 
those  two  Provinces  to  acknowledge  it,  before  the  hon. 
gentleman  did  anything  in  the  matter.  He  ought  to  have 
submitted  it  to  the  Governments  of  those  two  Provinces,  and 
ought  to  have  had  their  sanction,  before  he  communicated  to 
the  Indians  that  they  would  be  paid  this  $68,000.  He  has 


agreed  to  pay  the  Indians  that  sum.  Does  he  suppose  the 
Governments  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  will  recognise  his 
right  to  make  a  charge  against  those  two  Provinces  for  a 
claim  of  this  sort  ?  I  cannot  suppose  for  a  moment  that  he 
will  do  so,  and  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  speech  made  by  the 
Treasurer  of  Ontario,  last  winter,  in  which  he  refers  to  this 
subject,  and  in  which  he  says : 

“  In  fact,  for  upwards  of  sixty  year3  this  claim  has  remained  in  abey¬ 
ance,  and  now  we  are  presented  with  a  claim  of  $1^,833  in  principle  and 
151,834  in  interest,  payable  to  these  Indians.  Well,  I  think  it  is  rather 
extraordinary  that  we  have  not  heard  of  this  claim  before,  and  then  I 
may  say  that  it  was  only  presented  to  us  a  few  days  before  the  meeting 
at  Ottawa  in  October  last.  It  seems  to  be  a  new  discovery,  and  it  was 
recognised  by  the  Government  at  Ottawa  without  any  communication 
with  the  Governments  of  the  Provinces.” 

What  are  we  to  believe  with  regard  to  this?  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  it  is  a  good  claim.  So  far  as  I  can  gather, 
the  Governments  of  the  two  Provinces  say  it  is  not.  Why 
did  the  hon.  gentleman  recognise  it  at  this  moment?  In  my 
opinion,  the  introduction  of  this  Franchise  Bill  shows  why 
he  proposed  to  confer  upon  the  Indians  the  elective  fran¬ 
chise,  and  before  this  elective  franchise  is  conferred  upon 
them  it  is  very  important  to  secure  their  good  will,  by 
recognising  a  claim,  upwards  of  sixty  years  old,  for  the  sum 
of  nearly  $70,000.  The  hon.  gentleman  read  in  that 
letter  that  this  was  a  meritorious  claim.  I  am  not 
going  into  that  question.  It  may  or  it  may  not  be  a 
meritorious  claim,  but  it  is  a  very  old  one,  and  there 
has  been  great  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  old  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Canada,  which  existed  before  the  Union, 
if  this  money  belonging  to  the  Indians  remained  in  their 
hands  for  so  long  a  period  unaccounted  for.  But  as  to  the 
effect  of  tk9  recognition  of  this  claim  there  can  be  no 
doubt  whatever.  The  letter  the  hon.  gentlemen  read  from 
the  Indian  chief,  and  the  letter  I  read  to  the  House  a  few 
days  ago  from  another  Indian  chiof,  show  how  the  Indians 
regard  the  action  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  would  have  us  believe  that  these  Indians  are  a  highly 
intelligent,  a  well-informed  class  of  the  population,  that 
they  are  men  of  public  enterprise  and  public  spirit,  and 
that  they  are,  therefore,  qualified  to  exercise  the  elective 
franchise,  that  it  will  tend  to  elevate  them,  and  to  mako 
them  a  more  self-reliant  and  more  useful  class  of  the  popu¬ 
lation  than  they  have  been  hitherto.  This  is  a  very  extra¬ 
ordinary  position  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  take.  He  has 
submitted  to  us  a  Bill  which  disfranchises  upwards  of 
130,000  of  the  white  population  of  this  country,  of  the  men 
who  now  possess  the  elective  franchise,  and  at  the  same 
time  that  he  is  declaring  by  his  Bill  that  a  large  portion  of 
the  white  population,  who  now  possess  the  franchise,  are 
not  competent  to  exercise  it,  he  proposes  to  confer  the  elec¬ 
tive  franchise  upon  an  Indian  population,  that  have  not  shown 
themselves  capable  of  managing  the  most  ordinary  concerns 
of  life.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  dealt  with  the  Indian  popu¬ 
lation  in  a  very  extraordinary  way.  He  at  first  proposed  to 
embrace  the  entire  Indian  population,  from  Vancouver 
Island  to  Halifax,  but  he  found  that  he  could  not  confer  the 
franchise  upon  them  in  the  face  of  public  opinion.  There 
was  great  danger  of  losing  a  larger  number  of  white  sup¬ 
porters  than  he  would  get  from  the  ranks  of  the  red  men, 
and  therefore  he  made  his  Bill  somewhat  less  extensive ; 
he  confined  the  franchise  to  those  Indians  residing  within 
the  older  Provinces  of  the  Dominion.  Sir,  are  these  Indiana 
self-relient  men ?  Do  they  manage  their  own  affairs?  Do 
they  exhibit  any  of  those  habits  of  life  which  show  they  are 
likely  to  become  intelligent  and  industrious  citizens?  Not 
at  all.  A  great  majority  of  them  receive,  every  spring, 
seed  grain  and  garden  seeds,  in  order  that  they  may  pro¬ 
duce,  in  part,  the  means  of  subsistence.  If  these  Indian 
refuse  to  vote  for  the  amendment  they  may  get  less.  They 
are  dependent  upon  the  Government,  who  may  distribute 
as  little  or  as  much  as  they  please.  If  they  fail  to  give  to 
the  Government  the  support  that  is  expected,  the  Superin 
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tendent  General  has  it  in  his  power  to  withhold  from  the 
Indians  the  usual  annual  contribution,  and  he  therefore 
has  the  means  of  coercing  them  into  voting  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  PATEESON  (Brant).  The  First  Minister  was 
bound  to  have  proposed,  if  ho  does  not  approve  of  my 
amendment,  some  plan  whereby  the  difficulty  that  I  pro¬ 
posed  to  obviate  might  be  got  over  in  some  other  way. 
The  only  reply  ho  has  made  is  that  he  does  not  approve  of 
the  amendment,  because  it  draws  invidious  distinctions 
between  the  Indian  and  the  white  man.  If  there  are 
any  invidious  distinctions  existing  between  them  they  have 
been  put  upon  the  Statute  Book  of  Canada  by  the  First 
Minister  himself.  To  say  that  a  proposition  that  the  Indians 
to  whom  it  is  proposed  to  give  the  franchise  shall  be  placed 
upon  the  voters’  list  by  making  a  personal  application  to 
have  it  done,  to  say  that  it  is  placing  him  at  a  disadvantage, 
as  compared  with  other  classes  of  the  community  that  are 
nowly  enfranchised,  such  as  the  wage-earners  and  others,  is 
absurd.  Why,  last  Session  the  right  hon.  gentleman  pro¬ 
posed,  and  placed  it  on  the  statute  book,  that  the  Indian 
might  make  a  will,  and  if  the  will  suited  the  pleasure  of  the 
First  Minister,  when  the  Indian  died  his  property  would  go 
to  the  person  he  willed  it  to ;  but  if  it  did  not  suit  the 
pleasure  of  the  First  Minister,  then  the  Indian  should  be 
deemed  to  have  died  intestate.  Is  there  not  an  invidious 
distinction  here  between  the  Indians  and  other  classes 
of  the  community?  He  put  on  the  Statute  Book  that 
the  Indian  may  not  have  liquor  sold  to  him  or  given 
to  him.  You  may  call  it  invidious,  or  otherwise, 
but  there  is  a  clear  distinction  drawn  between  him 
and  the  white  man,  for  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  yet 
ventured  to  make  it  a  penal  offence  for  any  one  to  sell  or 
give  a  glass  of  liquor  to  a  white  man.  Why,  Sir,  the  Statute 
Book  is  full  of  distinctions  crystallised  into  law  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  himself.  In  the  Indian  Act  the  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  the  very  land  upon  which  the  Indian  shall  qualify 
he  cannot  dispose  of  without  the  consent  of  the  Superinten¬ 
dent  General  I  do  not  care  if  he  is  an  educated  Indian,  the 
most  intelligent  Indian  on  the  reserves,  he  is  not  at  liberty 
to  lease  the  land  that  is  given  to  him.  If  he  be  a  minister, 
a  lawyer  or  a  doctor,  ho  cannot  lease  his  land,  but  the 
Superintendent  General  may  lease  it  for  his  benefit.  I  say 
that  when  it  is  proposed,  as  this  Bill  proposes,  to  give  to  men 
so  entirely  dependent  upon  the  Government  a  vote,  under 
the  control  of  agents  appointed  by  the  Government — I  say 
it  is  an  indecent  thing  to  propose  that  there  should  bo  no 
remedy,  that  there  shall  be  nothing  to  prevent  the  Indian 
agent,  of  his  own  motion,  handing  in  to  the  revising  officer 
a  list  of  the  Indians  placed  on  the  reserves,  and  to  have  their 
names  entered  on  the  voters’  list.  There  is  nothing  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  agent  going  to  the  revising  officer,  and  from  his  pay¬ 
roll  giving  the  names  of  those  Indians,  with  a  description  of 
the  holdings  that  will  enable  them  to  vote.  You  cannot 
tell  who  the  person  is  upon  the  roll ;  you  cannot  tell  what 
the  Indian’s  property  is  upon  which  he  qualifies.  Hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  say  :  Oh,  it  will  necessitate  the  running  of  sur¬ 
veys,  that  could  not  be  got  through  in  time  lor  this  election. 
That  was  one  of  the  great  objections  which  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  saw.  If  there  had  to  be  a  survey  and  a  description 
given  of  the  separate  holdings  it  might  necessitate  such 
steps  being  taken  in  the  way  of  surveys  which  would  not 
be  completed  in  time  for  the  Indian  to  vote  in  1887.  And 
that  is  what  the  Government  want  the  Indian  vote  for — 
it  is,  above  all  things,  to  vote  in  1887,  for  in  that  particular 
year  the  Government  think  that,  if  ever  they  will  need  the 
Indian  vote  to  save  them  from  an  outraged  peoplo,  it  wil' 
be  then.  I  do  not,  however,  ask  that  the  Government  shall 
not  avail  themselves  of  the  Indian  vote  at  the  next  election. 
My  motion  does  not  go  so  far,  but  it  simply  provides  that 
there  shall  be  a  description  given  of  the  Indian  holdings. 
Mr.  Mills. 
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It  has  been  pointed  out  by  the  First  Minister,  by  a  letter 
from  one  of  the  Government’s  agents,  that  the  Indians  have 
a  system  of  land  transfer  among  themselves;  that  the  trans¬ 
fers  are  recorded  in  a  book ;  but  that  book  is  controlled  by 
the  Indian  agent  and  is  not  open  to  public  access.  If  elec¬ 
tors  went  to  the  agent  and  asked  to  have  access  to  that 
book  they  would  be  denied.  I  want  that  book  to  be  made 
open,  so  that  a  description  can  be  given  of  the  different  loca¬ 
tions,  as  is  done  in  the  caso  of  white  men;  because  if  this 
is  not  done,  I  hold  that  the  Indian  vote  is  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government  and  will  be  controlled  by  them.  Am  I  to  bo 
met  and  told  that  my  proposition  shall  bo  voted  down 
because  it  draws  an  invidious  distinction  ?  Am  I  to  be  told 
that  by  the  First  Minister, who  has  placed  Acts  on  the  Statute 
Book  by  which  the  Indian  is  not  allowed  to  lease  his  land, 
make  a  will,  who,  if  absont  from  his  reserve,  in  the  United 
States,  for  five  years,  forfeits  all  rights  in  the  land,  who  has 
put  such  Acts  on  the  Statute  Book ;  and  yet,  forsooth,  we 
have  to  be  told  that  my  proposition  is  to  be  voted  down, 
because  I  have  ventured  to  ask  that  the  Indian  shall  be 
allowed  free  agency  in  this  matter  of  having  his  name 
placed  on  the  voters’  list.  I  ask  that  the  Indian  shall  not 
be  placed  in  a  position  in  which  the  Government  can  placo 
his  name  on  the  roll  without  his  consent,  and  I  am  not 
afraid  of  what  the  First  Minister  suggested,  that  in  my  own 
county  the  Indians  would  regard  this  proposal  as  an  affront, 
and  consider  I  was  drawing  invidious  distinctions.  I  havo 
very  great  doubt  whether,  in  my  own  county,  the  Indians 
will  avail  themselves  of  the  privilege  of  voting.  I  have  in 
my  hand  a  letter  written  by  a  gentleman  of  standing  in 
Haldimand,  in  which  ho  states  distinctly  that  the  Indians 
spoken  to  in  regard  to  this  matter  of  giving  them  the  vote 
said  they  did  not  want  the  vote  and  would  not  have  it.  I 
believe  that  will  be  the  case  largely,  and  I  have 
reason  to  know  that  they  will  resent  it.  But  if  the 
Indian  agent  can  go  and  place  their  names  on  the 
list,  without  their  consont,  they  will  be  compromised. 
And  then  there  might  arise  an  agitation  among  the  white 
people,  setting  forth  that  the  Indians,  having  claimed  to  be 
placed  on  the  list  of  voters,  must  bear  their  share  of  muni¬ 
cipal  taxation,  must  contribute  to  the  county  rates,  and  to 
the  cost  of  the  administration  of  justice  ;  and  thus  there 
will  bo  questions  raised  that  should  not  be  raised,  and 
feelings  excited  that  havo  not  been  excited  beforo  ;  and 
that  result  is  cot  in  the  interest  of  the  Indians.  My  motion 
asks  that  the  Indians  shall  be  consenting  parties  to  having 
their  names  placed  on  the  voters’  list,  and  that  they  them¬ 
selves  shall  make  a  request  to  the  revising  officer  to  be  so 
entered.  I  do  not  propose  that  the  Indians  shall  travel 
miles  in  order  to  enter  their  names  ;  but  the  revising 
officer  might,  after  proper  notice,  visit  the  reserves,  for  the 
purpose  of  making  up  the  voters’  list.  '  The  First  Minister 
says  we  must  not  pass  this  amendment,  because  it  will  draw 
invidious  distinctions.  That  argument  is  net  worthy  tho 
attention  of  the  committee.  That  the  Indian  property 
should  be  described,  as  the  property  of  white  people  is  des¬ 
cribed,  is  surely  a  fair  proposition,  and  that  evidence  should 
bo  given  under  oath  as  to  the  value  of  the  improvements 
is  surely  a  fair  proposition,  and  the  same  remark  applies 
to  the  suggestion  that  tho  post  office  address  should  be  put 
in  the  published  list.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  when  they 
assume  the  responsibility  of  so  dealing  with  the  Indians, 
cannot  blame  me  for  not  having  pointed  out  the  danger 
involved  in  proceeding  to  force  on  them  a  measure  they  do 
not  want.  Why  do  I  think  they  do  not  want  it  ?  Last 
Session  the  First  Minister  introduced  an  Indian  advance¬ 
ment  Act,  one  which  had  been  much  enquired  about  since 
1880.  It  was  stated  that  the  reports  of  the  Indian  agents 
went  to  show  that  the  bands  were  not  sufficiently  advanced 
to  have  a  simple  form  of  municipal  government  among 
themselves.  Last  year  the  First  Minister  placed  on  the 
Statute  Book  ap  Act  by  which  the  more  advanced  Indians 
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might  avail  themselves,  with  the  consent  of  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  General,  of  a  simple  form  of  municipal  government. 
The  Six  Nation  Indians,  in  March  last,  met  and  considered 
whether  they  should  avail  themselves  of  that  privilege ;  and 
they  decided  they  would  not  do  so  at  the  present  time.  I 
would  be  a  recreant  to  their  interest  if  I  did  not  offer  a  pro¬ 
posal  that  would  save  them  from  questions  arising  between 
the  whites  and  the  Indians,  by  which  the  relations  existing 
might  be  disturbed.  Is  it  not  possible  that  the  Indians  will 
never  ask  to  be  placed  on  the  voters’  list.  If  it  be  true, 
that  is  the  strongest  reason  why  their  names  should  not  bo 
placed  on  the  voters’  list,  contrary  to  their  desire,  why,  in 
fact,  they  should  be  left  to  exercise  their  own  judgment. 
And  if  Dr,  Jones,  the  Credit  Indians,  or  any  other  Indians, 
desire  to  avail  themselves  of  that  privilege,  and  assume  all 
that  it  involves,  voluntarily,  all  right.  I  do  not  oppose  that, 
but  I  ask  that  the  Indians  themselves  should  be  consenting 
parties. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  They  will  be  consenting  parties 
before  they  go  to  vote . 

Mr.  PATEESON.  No ;  I  tell  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  I  believe,  with  reference  to  many  of  these  Indians, 
unless  their  views  have  changed,  as  I  knew  them,  such  are 
their  ideas  of  the  peculiar  relations  which  exist  between 
them  and  the  Government  of  this  country  that  they  will 
not  vote,  even  if  their  names  are  put  on  the  list,  unless 
pressure  is  brought  to  bear  on  them.  But  they  are  com¬ 
promised  by  their  names  being  put  there,  and  I  ask  that 
they  should  not  be  compromised.  If  it  is  simply  an  act  of 
justice  to  the  Indian,  why  go  a  step  further,  and  allow  the 
paid  agent  of  the  Government  to  put  the  Indian’s  name  on 
the  roll.  I  object  to  it ;  I  think  the  Indians  will  object  to 
it ;  I  think  the  good  sense  of  the  committee  will  object  to  it, 
and  1  think  my  motion  should  be  allowed  to  prevail. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  I  do  not  intend  to  delay  the  commit¬ 
tee,  but  i  wish  to  say  a  few  words  upon  this  question  of 
granting  the  franchise  to  the  Indian  while  he  retains  his 
tribal  relation — not  only  granting  the  franchise  to  him  but 
thrusting  it  upon  him.  I  hold  that  the  course  taken  by  the 
Government  in  connection  with  the  Indian  clauses  of  this 
Bill  is  utterly  indefensible.  The  hon.  member  for  Monck 
says  that  the  objection  taken,  that  the  Indian  is  not  a  tax¬ 
payer’,  is  not  a  valid  objection,  because  the  Indian  is  a  tax¬ 
payer  by  consuming  goods  subject  to  duty.  I  say  that  in  the 
same  sense  every  white  man  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  of 
the  full  age  of  21  years, fis  entitled  to  a  vote,  because  he  con¬ 
tributes  to  the  revenue  in  the  same  way,  and  by  this  Bill 
you  are  discriminating  against  the  white  man  and  in  favor 
of  the  Indian.  The  First  Minister  says  it  will  not  do  to 
make  distinctions  and  differences  between  Indians  and  the 
white  men,  in  connection  with  the  franchise,  and  that  the 
Indians  will  consider  this  an  affront.  Well,  as  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Brant  has  pointed  out,  we  do  make  distinctions  and 
differences  in  almost  every  paragraph  of  the  legislation  on 
the  Statute  Book  of  this  country,  relating  to  Indian  affairs. 
We  exempt  the  Indian  from  jury  service,  and  from  military 
service;  and  yet  the  Indian,  living  in  the  tribal  relation, 
not  liable  to  jury  duty  or  military  duty,  the  men  of  a  tribe, 
of  a  distinct  organisation,  a  quasi  nationality  within  the 
bounds  of  this  Dominion,  is  to  have  the  franchise 
thrust  upon  them.  Now,  what  are  the  antece¬ 
dents  of  the  Indian,  if  wo  treat  the  question  ethno- 
logically.  How  long  is  it  since  the  ancestors  of  the 
Indians  were  barbarian.  How  far  removed  is  he  from 
the  condition  in  which  the  red  men  of  America  were  when 
this  country  was  discovered  by  the  Europeans  ?  How  far 
have  they  attained  the  position  which  men  should  attain 
before  being  entitled  to  the  franchise.  Sir,  I  wish  to  road 
one  page  from  Francis  Parkman’s  work  on  the  Jesuits  in 
North  Amerioa,  referring  to  the  treatment  of  certain  Jesuit 
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missionaries  by  a  certain  tribe,  whose  descendants  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  enfranchise. 

Mr.  MACMASTEE.  What  year  ? 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  The  year  1642. 

Mr.  MACMASTEE.  That’s  a  long  time  ago. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Some  time  ago,  I  admit,  but  at  that 
time  our  ancestors  wore  civilised  ;  they  wore  worthy  of  being 
entrusted  with  the  franchise,  and  not  only  so,  but  our  ances¬ 
tors  were  worthy  of  that  privilege  a  thousand  years  ago. 

Mr.  IYES.  How  long  is  it  since  they  burnt  witches  in 
Massachusetts  ? 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  They  may  have  done  so,  but  they  did 
not  commit  the  enormities  which  were  committed  by  the 
least  barbarous  and  least  cruel  of  the  Indian  tribes  on  this 
continent  not  one  hundred  years  ago.  This  extract  refers 
to  the  capture  of  certain  Jesuit  missionaries  by  the  Mohawk 
tribe  at  Thi’ee  Rivers.  (The  hon.  gentleman  here  quoted 
from  the  work  in  question.)  1  do  not  claim  that  the 
Mohawks  of  to-day  would  practice  the  barbarities  which 
were  practised,  in  1642  on  the  Jesuit  fathers  ;  but  I  do 
claim  that  it  may  be  doubted  whether  people  descended 
from  the  Mohawks,  who  were  one  of  the  most  advanced  of 
the  Indian  tribes,  have  attained  that  degree  of  advance¬ 
ment  in  civilisation  which  would  fit  them  for  the  exercise 
of  the  franchise,  and  make  them  the  peer  of  the  Anglo-Saxons, 
and  especially  to  warrant  us  in  enfranchising  them  against 
their  will.  Many  of  these  people  are  pagans  to  day;  they  have 
their  sun  dances,  their  dog  feasts,  and  their  medicine  feasts, 
and  they  indulge  in  various  pagan  rites,  even  in  Ontario. 
The  uniform  usage  in  the  United  States  with  regard  to  the 
Indians  is  one  that  we  may  very  well  profit  by.  I  believe 
that  so  long  as  the  Indian  retains  his  tribal  relations  he  has  no 
right  to  ask  for  enfranchisement,  and  the  supposition  may 
reasonably  be,  that  he  has  no  desire  for  it.  Although  the 
hon.  member  for  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson)  has  referred  to  the 
fact  that  the  State  of  Mississippi  admits  the  evidence  of 
Indians,  so  far  as  I  know,  both  by  the  law  of  the  U  nited  States 
themselves  and  the  law  of  every  State;  in  that  country,  where 
there  is  universal  suffrage,  where  the  negro  is  enfranchised, 
the  uniform  custom  is  that  the  Indian,  in  order  to  become  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States  and  to  have  the  franchise,  must 
cease  to  be  a  member  of  an  Indian  tribe,  must  assume  all 
the  duties  of  citizenship,  must  hold  property  in  his  own 
name,  and  must  be  liable  to  be  sued.  1  believe  that  is  a 
proper  distinction  to  make,  and  I  believe,  if  we  enfranchise 
the  Indians  in  Canada  in  advance  of  this  surrender  of  their 
tribal  relations,  we  shall  be  going  too  fast.  The  fitness  of 
the  Indian,  or  of  any  descendant  of  a  barbarous  tribe  of 
people,  for  the  franchise,  should  not,  in  my  opinion,  be  too 
readily  accepted  or  supposed.  The  Indian,  at  least,  should 
be  required  to  ask  for  the  boon  which  it  is  proposed  to  give 
him.  Contrary  to  the  principles  of  sound  policy,  it  has  been 
decided  that  the  tribal  Indians,  under'  certain  circumstances, 
shall  be  invested  with  the  franchise.  What  is  the  next  step 
in  this  discussion?  The  next  step  is  the  proposition  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson),  who  has  had  as 
great  experience  in  Indian  affairs  as  any  member  in  this 
House,  who  has  lived  from  his  boyhood  in  a  riding  where  a 
great  number  of  Indians  are  congregated.  It  is  the  motion 
of  that  gentleman,  urged  with  an  eloquent  speech,  that  if 
we  are  to  enfranchise  the  tribal  Indians  we  ought  to  require 
them,  at  least,  to  ask  for  that  privilege  before  we  invest 
them  with  it.  I  hold  that  that  is  a  reasonable  proposition, 
and  that  it  is  a  safeguard  both  of  the  rights  of  the  people 
and  of  the  Indians  themselves.  It  is  absurd  to  decide  that 
the  tribal  Indians  shall  be  invested  with  the  franchise,  and 
then  deny  the  motion  of  my  hon.  friend,  that  as  a  prelimi¬ 
nary  they  shall  be  required  to  ask  that  it  shall  be  conferred 
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upon  them.  I  hold  that  the  hon.  First  Minister  can  do 
nothing  less,  in  fairness,  than  to  accept  that  proposal.  To 
insist  on  thrusting  the  franchise  upon  the  tribal  Indian, 
without  his  asking  for  it,  is  an  absurdity  that  should  not  be 
perpetrated,  and  that  will  not  be  in  the  interest  of  either 
the  Indian  or  the  white  man. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  did  not  intend  to  take  any  part  in  this 
debate,  but  when  my  hon.  friend  who  has  just  sat  down 
read  from  the  book  of  the  historian,  Parkman,  a  statement 
of  the  condition  of  the  Indians  in  1642,  I  thought  he  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  go  very  much  further  back  than  was 
necessary.  I  thought  the  contemporary  records  of  our  own 
country  would  enable  us  to  ascertain  the  exact  condition  of 
barbarism  in  which  the  Indians  live.  I  take  the  Free  Fress 
of  the  date  of  8th  June,  1885 — — 

An  hon.  MEMBEB,  That  is  no  authority. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Nothing  is  authority  for  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  ;  but  I  am  sorry  to  say  it  is  a  very  sad  authority  for 
the  unfortunate  people,  the  account  of  whose  murder  I 
shall  read.  But  the  same  despatch  is  in  the  Mail  news¬ 
paper  of  this  morning,  and  I  suppose  they  will  swear  by 
that  as  gospel.  In  a  despatch,  dated  Winnipeg,  8th  June,  I 
find  the  following : — 

“  A  correspondent  writing  from  Frog  Lake  gives  a  description  of  the 
scene  upon  arrival  there  of  the  Winnipeg  Light  Infantry  on  Queen’s 
Birthday.  The  settlement  consisted  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Mission,  a 
mill,  and  some  eight  or  nine  settlers’  houses.  The  church,  parsonage, 
mill,  and  every  settler’s  house,  were  burned  and  levelled  to  the  ground, 
and  their  contents  strewn  around.  In  the  cellar  of  the  parsonage,  and 
guided  there  by  the  terrible  smell,  one  of  the  most  awful  sights  ever 
seen  was  witnessed.  Four  dead  bodies  were  found  huddled  together  in 
a  corner.  Two  of  the  bodies  were  those  of  Father  Fafard  and  Father 
Laflac,  and  another  was  that  of  a  lay  brother,  and  a  fourth  some  one 
unknown.  The  corpses  were  horribly  mangled.  All  four  heads  were 
charred  with  fire  beyond  recognition  ;  the  four  hearts  torn  out ;  wide 
incisions  had  been  made  in  the  lower  part  of  the  stomachs  (those  who 
know  the  Indian  method  of  torture  will  know  for  what  purpose)  and  the 
feet  and  hands  of  some  were  missing.  Every  body  was  rotten  with  cor¬ 
ruption,  and  when  taken  out  of  the  cellar  and  laid  upon  the  grass  the 
sight  was  simply  horrible.  Strong  men  of  the  regiment  cried  like 
women.” 

This  is  a  description,  not  of  what  took  place  in  the  year 
1642,  but  what  took  place  at  the  hands  of  a  band  of  Indians, 
of  the  same  class  as  those  whom  the  hon.  gentleman  pro¬ 
poses  by  this  Bill  to  enfranchise  and  to  put  upon  a  par  with 
the  white  men  of  this  country.  So  far  as  the  proposition  to 
enfranchise  the  Indians  is  concerned,  it  is  not  at  present 
before  the  House ;  but  I  desire,  before  I  sit  down,  to  emphasise 
the  fact  that  the  Opposition  were  not  and  are  not  opposed  to 
the  Indian  exercising  the  franchise  simply  because  he  is  an 
Indian.  The  Opposition  have  formulated  the  position  they 
take  in  clear  language,  that  is,  that  every  capable  and  free 
citizen  in  this  country,  who  has  arrived  at  maturity  and  is  a 
British  subject,  should,  if  not  disqualified  by  law,  have  the 
right  to  exercise  the  franchise.  What  we  opposed  and 
oppose  now  is  the  enfranchisement  of  incapable  citizens. 
What  we  asserted  and  assert  now  is  that  the  right  hon.  First 
Minister  himself,  who  now  enfranchises  these  Indians,  is  the 
man  who  has  disfranchised  them.  The  hon.  gentleman  smiles, 
but  since  my  advent  in  this  House  I  have  heard  him  declare 
that  the  Indians  were  not  sufficiently  advanced  to  be 
entrusted  with  the  smallest  share  of  municipal  government. 
I  have  seen  him  carry  into  law  an  Act  which  describes  these 
Indians  as  mere  children,  as  wards  of  the  State,  incapable 
of  holding  any  land  of  their  own,  incapable  of  making  valid 
contracts,  incapable  and  unfit  to  serve  on  juries,  or  to 
bear  arms  as  volunteers,  incapable  and  unfit  to  do  any  of  those 
duties  which  every  free  citizen  should  be  able  and  liable  to 
dischai’ge;  and  he  ought  to  be  able  to  discharge  them  before 
he  can  claim  the  right  to  be  placed  on  the  list  of  voters  by 
this  Parliament.  If  Parliament  has  deliberately  declared  the 
Indian  to  be  a  child,  a  ward  of  the  State,  and  if  it  has,  with 
gross  inconsistency,  it  may  be,  now  declared  that  he 
shall  have  a  vote,  the  question  before  the  committee  is 
Mr,  Chariton, 


the  simple  one :  What  prudent  restraints  should  be  cast 
upon  that  Indian  when  he  is  exercising  the  vote  ?  Now, 
the  amendment  submitted  by  my  hon.  friend  (Mr.  Pater¬ 
son)  involves  three  distinct  propositions.  The  question  for 
the  committee  to  consider  is  :  Are  all  those  propositions  fair 
and  just  ?  or  are  any  of  them  unfair  and  unjust?  What  are  the 
propositions  ?  The  committee  is  askod  to  assent,  first,  to  the 
proposition  that  the  Indian,  if  he  is  to  have  a  vote,  shall 
come  forward  and  apply  for  it  himself.  What  is  there 
unfair  or  unjust  in  that  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  will  remem¬ 
ber  that  when  you  come  to  confer  a  right  upon  white 
citizens  you  go  to  the  assessment  rolls  of  the  parish  or 
municipality,  and  if  there  are  no  parishes  or  municipalities, 
as  there  are  not  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  you  go  to  the  poll 
books  of  the  last  election.  You  have  some  groundwork, 
some  data  to  go  on.  But  with  the  Indians  there  are  no 
assessment  rolls,  no  poll-book,  no  voters’  lists,  no  tax-pay¬ 
ers’  lists.  Therefore,  we  say,  instead  of  going  on  these 
reserves  and  taking  these  Indians’  names,  which  are  not 
even  known  to  white  men,  from  the  Indian  agent,  let  those 
Indians  who  claim  the  right  to  vote  come  forward  in  their 
own  person  and  demand  it.  If  the  Indians  are  what  they  are 
in  my  part  of  the  country,  a  low,  degraded  race,  incapable 
and  unfit  to  exercise  the  franchise,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
would  be  afraid  to  oppose  this  proposition  ;  but  if  they 
are  not,  if  there  are  any  of  them  intelligent  and 
capable  of  exercising  the  franchise,  let  them  come 
forward  and  apply  to  be  put  on  the  list.  I  know 
what  the  Indians  in  the  Maritime  Provinces  are  like. 
I  have  heard  hon.  gentlemen  here  express  their  opinions 
about  them  ;  I  know  a  dozen  of  hon.  gentlemen  who  sup¬ 
port  this  measure,  but  who  are  ashamed  to  express  their 
opinions,  because  they  know  that  the  Indians  there  are  a 
low,  degraded  race,  unfit  to  exercise  the  franchise.  We  are 
told  that  in  other  parts  of  the  Dominion  they  are  as  intelli¬ 
gent  as  the  whites,  and  just  as  capable  of  exercising  the 
franchise.  Well,  if  they  are,  why  object  to  this  proposition. 
The  hon.  member  for  Monck  (Mr.  McCallum)  says  there  is 
no  harm  in  putting  on  the  assessment  rolls  800  or  900 
names,  whether  they  exercise  the  franchise  or  not. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  I  never  said  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  declared  that  their 
names  should  be  put  on,  and  that  they  might  exercise  the 
franchise - 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  1  never  mentioned  the  words  “  assess¬ 
ment  roll  ”  at  all. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  That  was  a  mere  slip  of  the  tongue  on  my 
part ;  I  meant  the  voters’ list.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
permit  me,  I  say  he  declared  that  all  they  wanted  was  to 
get  the  names  of  the  Indian  on  the  voters’  list. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  allow 
mo - 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  will  not  allow  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
interruptions.  Ho  has  deliberately  chosen  to  take  a  meaning 
from  my  words  which  I  did  not  intend  to  put  on  them. 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  I  do  not  know  what  you  intended  to 
put ;  I  know  what  you  said. 

Mr.  DAVIES,  I  said  that  the  hon.  gentleman  argued 
here  for  some  time  that  there  could  not  be  any  possible 
harm  in  adding  a  large  number  of  names  to  the  voters’  list 
who  never  heretofore  exercised - 

Mr.  MoCALLUM.  I  argued  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  sound  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  voice 
is  ringing  in  my  ears  yet.  It  is  not  an  hour  ago  since  he 
said  there  could  be  no  possible  harm  in  putting  a  large 
number  of  names  on  the  voters’  list,  and  he  not  only  stated 
the  fact,  but  gave  the  reason,  because,  he  said,  they  would 
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not  vote  afterwards,  if  they  did  not  want  to.  How  can  he  jus¬ 
tify  placing  upon  the  lists  hundreds  of  these  men  who  never 
voted  before,  unless  he  has  some  sinister  motive,  some  party 
motive,  some  motive  not  of  good  to  the  country,  but  possibly 
of  gain  to  the  party  he  follows  and  worships.  That  is  the 
only  reason.  I  believe  in  my  heart  the  reason  he  wants  to 
get  the  names  on  the  voters’  list  is  that  he  believes,  and 
those  associated  with  him  believe,  and  I  think  the  First 
Minister  believes,  that  the  Indian  agent  will  have  sufficient 
influence  of  a  corrupt  and  sinster  kind  over  the  Indian 
bands,  and  will  be  able  to  compel  them  to  vote  in  the  way 
the  Indian  agent  wishes,  that  is,  in  favor  of  the  Government. 
I  think  the  fact  should  be  emphasised  that  the  proposition, 
and  the  only  one  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  South 
Brant,  is  that,  as  you  have  given  the  Indian  the  right 
to  vote,  you  should  confine  it  to  those  who  have  the 
manliness  and  courage  to  come  forward  and  ask  it.  Do 
not  force  the  right  to  vote  on  men  who  do  not  want  it ;  do 
not  put  hundreds  of  names  on  the  voters’  list  of  men  who 
do  not  seek  to  be  put  there.  It  is  all  nonsense  to  talk  about 
drawing  a  distinction  between  the  white  and  the  red  man. 
That  argument  has  been  so  fully  presented  that  I  will  not  go 
over  it  again.  Every  part  of  your  legislation  which  has 
reference  to  Indians  draws  a  broad  distinction  between  the 
Indian  and  the  white  man.  It  treats  the  former  as  a  child, 
as  one  not  capable  of  controlling  his  own  affairs.  You  have 
declared,  time  and  again,  that  he  is  unfit  to  manage  his  own 
affairs,  and  you  now  seek  to  give  him  a  share  in  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  ours.  The  proposition  is  untenable  ;  but  the  com¬ 
mittee  have  accepted  it,  and  we  now  seek  to  surround  it  with 
the  safeguard,  that  the  man  who  has  never  exercised  the 
franchise  and  is  wholly  under  the  control  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  agent,  should,  if  he  wants  the  franchise,  come  forward 
and  ask  for  it  himself.  What  is  the  second  proposition 
involved  in  the  amendment  ?  It  is,  that  if  he  is  going  to 
vote  on  property  he  will  give  such  a  description  as  will 
enable  you  to  identify  it.  There  are  Indians  half  civilised, 
living  on  reserves  granted  by  the  Crown,  and  if 
they  are  going  to  vote  on  distinct  parts  of  the 
reserve,  which  they  claim  to  occupy,  let  them  define  the 
boundaries,  so  that  a  third  party  can  verify  the  descriptions 
and  find  out  whether  they  have  the  right  to  vote  or  not.  Is 
there  anything  unjust  in  any  one  of  those  propositions  ? 
But  your  proposition  simply  involves  this  one  broad  fact, 
that  an  Indian  agent,  having  200  or  300  or  400  men  on  a 
reserve,  may  come  forward  himself  and  put  all  their  unpro¬ 
nounceable  names,  which  are  no  indication  to  white  men 
that  they  occupy  locations  on  the  reserve,  on  the  list,  with¬ 
out  giving  any  description  of  their  location,  so  that  no  white 
man  can  identify  tho  lots  of  those  Indians,  to  find  out  whether 
there  has  been  fraud  or  misrepresentation  or  not,  and  those 
Indians  put  on  the  list  by  the  agent  himself,  controlled  by 
the  agent,  under  the  Superintendent  General,  may  and  will 
be  induced  to  vote  in  favor  of  the  political  party  that  they 
think  will  confer  extra  privileges  upon  them.  The  very 
statement  of  facts  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
should  open  the  eyes  of  hon.  gentlemen.  The  First  Min¬ 
ister  was  not  making  his  proposition  in  a  hurry.  He  was 
laying  his  grounds  carefully,  for  months  and  months  back, 
before  he  made  it,  to  curry  favor  with  tho  Indians,  taking 
steps,  which  I  say  are  indefensible,  with  reference  to  moneys 
claimed  as  due  them  by  the  Indians,  allowing  the  Indians  to 
receive  moneys  which  certainly  he  ought  not  to  have 
allowed  them  to  receive,  except  with  the  consent  of  those 
parties  against  whom  the  moneys  aro  to  bo  charged.  And 
he  had  not  a  word  to  say  in  reply  to  the  hon.  member  lor 
Bothwell,  when  ho  read  from  the  speech  of  the  Finance 
Minister  of  Ontai’io.  I  shali  read  the  closing  part  of  that 
speech,  which  that  hon.  gentleman  did  not  read. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  You  may  as  well  give  us  tho  whole 
of  it. 


Mr.  DAYIES.  It  would  be  very  much  better  if  some 
hon.  gentlemen  who  interrupt  would  endeavor  to  frame 
some  kind  of  reply  to  the  charge  contained  in  the  state¬ 
ment  which  has  been  read  from  the  Treasurer  of  Ontario. 
That  gentleman,  after  the  statement  which  has  been  read3 
went  on  to  say  : 

“  But  a  few  days  before  that  took  place,  on  the  21st  October,  we  find 
an  Order  id  Council  had  been  passed  by  the  Dominion  Government,  on 
the  7th  of  that  month,  on  the  recommendation  of  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald, 
directing  that  this  sum  should  be  charged  against  the  Province  as  a 
liability  and  ci  edited  to  the  Indian  fund;  and  more,  he  directed  that 
the  Indians  .should  be  notified  that  the  amount  had  been  placed  to 
their  credit.” 

Careful  man,  prudent  man,  far-seeing  man ;  he  was  not 
simply  going  to  credit  the  money  to  the  Indians,  but 
he  took  care  to  notify  the  Indians  that  he  had  done 
it.  I  have  done  it ;  I,  in  my  own  proper  person  have 
appropriated  the  money',  without  asking  Quebec  or 
Ontario  for  thoir  assent  or  consent,  and  what  you  get,  you 
owe  to  me,  the  great  chieftain  of  the  Dominion  Govern¬ 
ment,  whom  I  ask  you  to  vote  for  iu  the  future,  or  for  those 
whom  I  will  name  to  you,  the  great  chioftain  whom  you 
have  christened  “  Old  To-morrow.”  The  Treasurer  of 
Ontario  goes  on  : 

“And  they  have  actually  been  allowed  to  draw  a  portion  of  the 
money.” 

I  say  this  action  is  most  astonishing,  particularly  when 
we  consider  that  an  arrangement  was  entered  into  between 
the  Dominion  and  the  Provinces,  some  years  ago,  that  no 
charge  should  be  made  by  the  Dominion  or  allowed  against 
the  Provinces  without  the  concurrence  of  the  Provincial 
Treasurers.  Yot,  in  defiance  of  that,  we  find  this  charge 
made  against  the  Province,  and  to  complicate  matters,  to 
enhance  the  difficulties  of  a  settlement,  we  find  the  Indians 
have  been  notified  that  the  money  has  been  placed  to  their 
oredit,  and  that  they  have  drawn  some  $3,000.  Here  is  a 
large  amount  of  public  money,  which,  on  the  authority  of 
the  Finance  Minister  of  Ontario,  we  learn  has  been  drawn 
in  direct  defiance  of  an  arrangement  between  the  Provinces 
of  Quebec  and  Ontario  and  tho  Dominion  of  Canada,  placed 
to  the  credit  of  tho  Indians,  appropriated  by  the  Indians, 
under  the  authority  and  at  the  request  of  Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald,  some  months  ago.  It  looks  as  if  it  was  done  to  pave 
the  way  for  this  Bill  which  ho  has  introduced,  and  to  give 
him  an  argument  to  use  when  he  goes  before  the  Indians 
and  asks  them  to  record  for  him  the  votes  which  ho, 
as  the  great  chieftain,  by  this  Bill  hopes  to  con¬ 
fer  upon  them— -nay,  not  hopes  to  confer  upon  them 
—  the  votes  he  is  seeking  by  this  Bill  to  force 
npon  them,  against  their  will.  He  will  not  accept  tho 
amendment  of  my  hon.  friond  from  Brant,  that  they  shall 
have  the  votes  only  when  they  wish  them.  He  will  not 
accept  the  amendment,  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Brant,  that 
they  shall  have  the  franchise  only  when  they  can  show 
that  they  occupy  a  distinct  part  of  the  reserve.  He  will 
not  accept  the  amendment,  that  they  shall  only  have  the 
franchise  when  they  can  show,  on  oath,  that  they  are 
entitled  to  tho  vote.  But  he  forces  the  vote  upon  them, 
after  paving  the  way  to  their  good  graces  and  favour,  so  that, 
after  forcing  the  vote  on  them,  he  may  induce  them  to  use  it 
for  his  own  purposes.  This  is  a  reasonable,  fair  and  just 
amendment.  There  has  not  been  an  argument  used  against 
its  acceptance,  and  it  will  present  itself,  to  every  thoughtful 
man  in  the  country  who  reads  it,  as  based  on  justice,  fair  in 
itself,  and  ono  which,  if  the  committee  desires  only  to  grant 
the  vote  to  those  Indians  who  should  have  them,  the  com- 
1  mittee  would  accept  without  reserve.  If  the  committee 
votes  it  down  in  silence,"  on  the  other  side  of  tho  House,  it 
will  show  that  those  hon.  gentlemen  do  not  desire  to  confer 
the  vote  on  the  intelligent  Indian,  on]  the  Indian  who  has 
got  the  status  of  a  free  citizen,  but  to  force  the  vote  upon 
a  class  of  Indians  who  are  not  fit  to  exercise  the  franchise, 
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and  who,  they  hope,  will  be  made  to  vote  in  favor  of  the 
party  supporting  the  present  Government. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  We  are  engaged  in  discussing  a 
plain  business  question,  as  to  whether  the  Indians  of  the 
.Dominion  of  Canada,  or  rather  of  the  old  Provinces  of  the 
Dominion,  have  arrived  at  a  stage  of  advancement  which 
would  warrant  this  Parliament  in  conferring  upon  them  the 
right  to  exercise  the  franchise,  which  is  exercised  by  every 
other  man  possessing  the  necessary  qualifications  through¬ 
out  the  country.  I  think,  if  anything  could  illustrate  the 
extreme  poverty  of  the  pretensions  of  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site,  it  is  the  fact  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  last  addressed 
the  committee  cited  instances  of  alleged  cruelties  com¬ 
mitted  by  Indians  in  the  North-West,  the  truth  of  which 
has  not  yet  been  established — enormities  which  it  is  repre¬ 
sented  they  quite  recently  committed,  and  which,  it  may 
turn  out— -as  I  trust,  in  good  time,  it  will  turn  out— were 
never  committed  at  all.  But  yesterday  we  were  informed 
that  Mrs.  Delaney  and  Mrs.  Gowanlock,  the  two  unfortunate 
ladies  who  were  seized  by  the  Indians  in  the  North-West, 
had  been  murdered  or  subjected  to  the  grossest  barbarities. 
The  latest  report  from  the  North-West  is  that  these 
two  ladies  have  been  treated  kindly  by  the  Indians. 
We  have  also  heard  from  the  other  prisoners,  who 
were  supposed  to  have  been  murdered,  that  they 
have  been  treated  kindly  by  the  Indians  in  whose 
custody  they  were  ;  and  that,  under  circumstances  of  very 
great  temptation,  when  the  Indians  were  practically  starv¬ 
ing,  when  they  were  fired  upon  by  our  soldiers,  in  nearly 
every  instance  we  find  the  whites  were  treated  with  the 
greatest  care.  But  that  argument,  even  if  the  atrocities 
existed,  would  only  avail  the  hon.  gentleman  in  the  event 
of  its  being  intended  to  extend  the  suffrage  to  the  Indians 
of  the  North-West  Territory  to  the  savage  tribes.  It  is  not 
so  intended.  It  is  only  to  the  Indians  of  the  older  Provinces. 

Mr.  CHABLTON.  How  was  it  when  the  Bill  was  intro¬ 
duced  ? 

Mr.  MACMASTEE.  Does  not  the  hon.  gentleman  know 
perfectly  well  that  there  is  no  Bill  introduced  into  this 
House  that  goes  through  in  its  entirety  ?  Does  he  suppose 
that  the  House  of  Commons  is  to  abdicate  its  functions  as 
an  advisory  body  ?  Does  he  suppose  that  every  Bill  goes 
through  exactly  as  it  is  introduced  ?  Nay,  does  he  not 
know  perfectly  well  that  the  Bills  introduced  before  this 
House  are  submitted  to  the  good  sense  of  the  House,  and 
that  the  Bill  which  eventuates  in  an  Act  is  the  result  of  the 
deliberate  wisdom  of  the  House — not  merely  of  one  side  of 
the  House,  not  merely  of  the  majority  of  the  House, 
but  of  the  best  opinion  of  both  sides  of  the  House  ? 
Does  he  not  know  that,  during  this  discussion, 
he  and  other  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  invited 
by  the  First  Minister  to  make  their  suggestions?  Were 
they  not  told  that  if  their  suggestions  were  in  keeping  with 
the  spirit  of  the  Act,  and  contributed  towards  perfecting 
the  measure,  they  would  be  adopted  ?  I  appeal  to  the  com- 
,  mittee  whether,  whenever  those  hon .  gentlemen  made  sug¬ 
gestions  which  would  contribute  to  the  perfection  of  this 
Bill,  they  were  not  adopted  by  the  leader  of  the  Government. 
The  argument  of  the  hon.  gentleman  could  only  avail  if  we 
were  going  to  extend  the  franchise  to  the  savage  Indians  of 
the  North-West.  Nothing  of  the  kind  is  contemplated.  The 
First  Minister,  one  evening,  jocularly  stated  that  the  fran¬ 
chise  would  be  extended  to  Strike-him-on  the-back  and  Lucky- 
man,  and  several  of  the  other  Indians  in  the  North- West, who 
are  opposed  to  the  Government  like  hon.  gentlemen  opposito ; 
and  hon.  gentlemen  took  it  seriously,  and  not  only  so,  but 
their  principal  organ,  the  Globe  newspaper,  took  it  seriously, 
and  for  weeks,  after  the  First  Minister  said  it  was  not  the 
intention  to  extend  the  franchise  to  the  savage  tribes  of  the 
North-West,  the  hon.  gentlemen,  through  their  public  organs 
— though  they  did  not  dare  to  do  it  in  this  House,  where 
Mr.  Davies. 
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they  might  have  been  confronted  with  the  contradiction  of 
the  statement — their  organs,  and  notably  their  leading  organ, 
the  Toronto  Globe,  sent  through  the  length  and  breadth  of 
the  land  the  statement  that  it  was  the  preposition  of 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  to  enfranchise  the  Indians  of  the 
North-West,  when,  in  fact,  nothing  of  the  kind  was  the  case. 
But  if  the  hon.  gentlemen  wished  to  make  an  argument 
against  the  proposition  to  enfranchise  the  Indians  existing 
in  a  particular  state  of  affairs,  they  must  have  something 
better  than  the  imaginary  argument  of  the  hon.  member 
from  Queen’s,  P.E.I.  (Mr.  Davies),  and  much  more  must 
they  have  a  better  and  a  more  recent  argument  than  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  member  from  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton),  who,  in  attempting  to  support  the  amendment  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson),  and  to  oppose 
the  proposition  of  the  Government,  cites  from  Parkman, 
with  reference  to  the  condition  of  the  Indians  in  1642. 
Well,  if  there  was  anything  necessary  to  prove  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  had  no  case  it  would  be  to  cite  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  the  Indian  in  1642. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  They  are  the  same  brothers  still. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  They  may  be  the  same  brothers  still ; 
but  will  my  hon.  friend  tell  this  House  that  the  Indian  has 
shown  no  capacity  for  development  ?  Does  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  forget  that  Tecumseh,  an  Indian,  was  practically  a 
brigadier  in  the  British  army,  and  fought  for  British  rights, 
the  same  rights  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  are  pre¬ 
tending  to  support  in  this  House?  Will  the  hon.  member 
for  Brant  tell  mo  that  the  Indian  whose  name  his  constitu- 
eacy  bears  was  not  a  noble  specimen  of  the  tribes 
which  we  now  seek  to  enfranchise?  Will  he  deny  that  many 
Indians  residing  in  his  own  constituency  to-day  are  the 
lineal  descendants  of  Joseph  Brant,  one  of  the  noblest  Indians 
that  ever  was  produced  on  this  continent — a  man  who,  not 
only  in  himself,  but  in  his  descendants,  was  well  worthy  of 
“  the  grand  old  name  of  gentleman  ?”  The  Indians  of  this 
country,  and  some  in  the  United  States,  although  they  may 
not  advance  so  quickly  as  the  white  men,  although  they 
may  not  have  all  the  aptitudes  for  modern  civilisation  that 
white  men  have,  though  they  may  have  some  disadvan¬ 
tages  incident  to  their  peculiar  constitution,  are  capable  of 
advancement,  and  are  advancing ;  and  I  say,  Sir,  that  as 
white  men  and  as  Europeans,  as  soon  as  we  find  them  capable 
of  exercising  the  franchise,  we  would  not  be  true  to  our¬ 
selves,  and  we  would  be  unjust  to  the  red  men,  if  we  did  not 
extend  to  them  the  opportunity  of  having  a  voice  in  the 
Government  of  the  country  of  which  they  are  citizens,  and 
which  they  have  always  been  ready  with  their  blood  and 
valor  to  defend. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Why  not  give  it  to  the  British 
Columbia  Indians  ? 

Mr. MACMASTER.  It  was  contemplated  to  give  it  to  the 
Indians  of  the  old  Provinces,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  in 
good  time,  when  the  British  Columbia  Indians  show  a 
greater  stage  of  development,  they  will  also  receive  the 
franchise ;  and  as  I  believe  that  development,  education  and 
culture,  together  with  the  possession  of  property,  are  the 
truest  test  of  qualification  for  the  franchise,  I  have  no  doubt 
that  in  proper  time  the  Indians,  and  all  other  classes  who  are 
entitled  intelligently  to  have  their  say  in  the  public  affairs 
of  this  country,  will  have  the  franchise.  But  why  should 
hon.  gentlemen  go  back  to  1642  to  cite  the  condition  of  the 
Indian  ?  Is  that  any  parallel  to  his  condition  at  the  pre¬ 
sent  time?  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  tell  me  that  the 
Indians  in  his  own  county  are  cutting  off  thumbs  to-day, 
are  lacerating  the  breasts  of  women  and  committing  those 
frightful  atrocities  that  Indians  committed  in  1642  ? 
If  they  are  not  so  acting,  then  it  is  a  false  parallel  drawn 
between  these  men  and  the  Indians  of  1642.  Has  my  hon. 
friend  not  read  the  lessons  of  history  ?  Does  ho  not  know 
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it  was  more  than  one  hundred  years  later  than  that  before 
the  trial  system  against  which  hon.  gentlemen  are  now 
inveighing  was  broken  down  in  one  of  the  most  civilised 
countries  of  the  earth,  the  north  of  Scotland — not  until 
1745,  when  Cumberland’s  troops  marched  through  the 
north  of  Scotland  and  broko  down  the  clan  system — that 
not  until  then  did  my  noble  countrymen,  having  succumbed 
to  the  fortunes  of  war,  acquire  all  the  advantages  of 
civilisation,  with  regard  to  such  matters  as  are  now 
under  discussion.  Lord  Chatham,  with  that  groat  fore¬ 
sight  that  always  characterised  him,  saw  in  those  men 
susceptibilities  for  great  mental  as  well  as  physical 
development,  and  at  once  sought  to  onlist  them  in  the 
British  army,  and  to  afford  them  opportunities  of  empire; 
and  I  think  time  and  experience  have  demonstrated  that 
those  men,  in  many  instances,  proved  themselves  to  be 
the  strongest  members  of  the  British  army  in  more  than 
one  country  on  the  face  of  the  earth,  and  qualified  for  the 
most  honorable  positions.  Why,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  not 
one  hundred  years  since  women  were  burned  as  witches 
in  Scotland  and  elsewhere.  It  is  not  one  hundred  years 
since  a  Roman  Catholic  did  not  daro  to  own  a  horse 
in  Ireland.  It  is  not  much  over  fifty  years  since 
a  Roman  Catholic,  even  in  civilised  England,  was  not 
entitled  to  the  ordinary  rights,  the  ordinary  civil  rights, 
that  are  now  so  freely  bestowed  throughout  the  whole 
United  Kingdom.  My  hon.  friend,  in  citing  from  the  con¬ 
dition  of  Indian  affairs  in  1642,  should  see  at  once  that  the 
historical  allusion  has  no  bearing  on  this  case.  Those  poor 
peoplo  may  have  been  savages  in  that  year,  but  he  should 
not  forget  the  development  that  has  since  taken  place. 
IIo  should  not  havo  forgotten  that  on  many  a  hard-fought 
battlefield  they  were  the  allies  of  the  British  on  this 
continent,  they  were  the  supporters  of  that  very  power 
we  are  now  maintaining,  and  whenever  the  question 
of  allegiance  to  the  British  sovereign  was  at  stako, 
the  Indian  was  found  to  be  the  faithful  ally  of  Great 
Britain,  whenever  he  was  treated  fairly.  I  think  it  is  one 
of  the  greatest  tributes  to  the  wisdom  of  our  treatment  of 
the  Indians  that,  while  our  Indians  in  the  North-West,  in 
their  day  of  trouble,  have  acted  with  so  much  leniency  and 
consideration  towards  their  prisoners,  we  see,  in  the  neigh¬ 
boring  country,  that  where  prisoners  are  taken  by  the 
savage  tribes,  their  lives  are  not  safe  for  a  moment.  I 
would  say  to  my  hon.  friend  from  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton),  with  regard  to  the  progressive  development  of 
the  Indian,  what  the  poet  said  with  regard  to  human  pro¬ 
gress,  and  I  hope  my  hon.  friend  will  take  note  of  it: 

“  This  fine  old  world  of  ours  is  but  a  child, 

Yet  in  the  go-cart ; 

Patience !  give  it  time  to  learn  its  limbs  ; 

There  is  a  hand  that  guides.” 

And  so  there  is  a  hand  to  guide  the  affairs  of  the  Indian — 
but,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  not  the  hands  of  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  If  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  could  keop  the  Indian 
in  primeval  degradation  and  savagery,  in  the  condition  of 
1642,  they  would  do  it.  If  hon.  gentlemen  could  possibly 
extend  the  franchise  to  the  other  Indians  in  the  North-West 
opposed  to  the  Government,  it  might  possibly  suit  their 
purposes  better.  The  object  of  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  and  of  the  hand  that  guides,  and  I  trust  will 
long  guide,  is  that  when  the  Indians  havo  shown,  by  pro¬ 
gress,  by  development,  by  thrift,  by  culture,  that  they  have 
acquired - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  Hon.  gentlemen  sneer  at  the  Indians ; 
of  course  they  do. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  We  do  not, 

Mr.  MACMA.STER.  Hon.  gentlemen  sneor  at  the 
Indians,  I  repeat.  They  are  not  ready  to  recognise  that 
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there  has  been  any  building  up  of  the  Indians  from  the 
place  which  they  occupied  in  1642  to  the  place  which  they 
occupy  in  the  constituencies  of  North  Norfolk  and  Bothwell, 
and  some  other  constituencies.  That  is  a  delicate  tribute 
paid  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  the  condition  of  the 
Indians  in  their  own  particular  constituencies.  They  have  a 
right  to  their  judgment,  and  the  Indians  will  have  a  right  to 
their  judgment  also.  But  I  was  proceeding  to  say  that  the 
hand  that  guides  on  this  side  of  the  House,  the  hand  that 
guides  in  this  House  and  in  this  country,  and  the  hand  that 
has  guided  in  this  country  for  thirty  years,  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  some  five  years,  during  which  period  the  affairs  of  this 
country  were  misguided,  provides:  That  when  the  Indians 
have  shown,  by  progressive  development,  by  the  acquisition 
of  habits  of  industry  and  thrift,  that  they  have  become 
peaceful  citizens  and  have  respectively  acquired  property  in 
a  separate  location  to  the  extent  of  $150,  that  Indian  shall 
havo  a  vote.  You  cannot  change,  in  some  respects,  the 
conditions  of  his  origin.  He  is  an  Indian,  though  an 
improved  Indian.  My  ovn  ancestors  in  the  Highlands  of 
Scotland  had  not  escaped  from  the  bonds  of  savagery  150 
years  ago. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  They  stole  cattle.* 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  I  havo  no  doubt  my  noble  ances¬ 
tors  stole  cattle  and  proved  their  powers  in  war  by  going 
down  to  the  southern  country  ;  and  no  doubt  they  crossed 
the  channel  to  where  my  hon.  friend’s  ancestors  were. 
They  proved  their  prowess  by  the  peculiar  methods  adopted 
at  tho  time.  But  what  are  we  proposing  to  do  here  ?  We 
say  this:  Tho  Indians,  as  a  tribe,  possess  certain  property. 
It  is  theirs;  it  is  not  the  property  of  the  Government;  it  is 
tho  property  of  the  Indians  themselves. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Why,  then,  do  you  not  let 
them  sell  it  and  handle  it? 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  We  have  had  experience  in  past  years 
on  this  subject.  This  is  not  a  now  question,  and  it  has  been 
determined  that  the  Indians’  property  shall  bo  taken  care 
of  in  a  peculiar,  particular  way,  for  their  special  benefit. 
Do  hon.  gentlemen  say  those  methods  are  wrong?  No. 
Those  hon.  gentlemen  cannot  mako  that  statement.  But 
what  is  proposed  on  this  side  of  the  House  is  this  :  That 
when  an  Indian  has  shown  that  he  has,  within  the  tribal 
property,  a  fixed  location,  not  a  vicarious  occupation,  and 
when  he  has  placed  on  that  piece  of  property  improve¬ 
ments  to  tho  value  of  $150,  and  thereby  given  proof  of 
his  thrift  and  industry,  he  shall  have  a  vote.  For  my 
own  part,  I  am  not  afraid  to  go  to  my  county  and  defend 
that  proposition  before  my  Highland  constituents  ;  and  no 
hon.  gentleman  on  this  side  will  have  tho  slightest  fear  in 
going  before  his  constituents  and  defending  what  is  but 
simple  justice  to  tho  Indian,  The  whole  question  is, 
whether  an  Indian,  who  has  given  such  proof  of  thrift  and 
industry,  in  putting  improvements  on  his  property  to  tho 
extent  of  $150,  shall  not  be  entitled  to  tho  franchise?  I  do 
not  wish  to  make  comparisons;  but  do  we  not  give  to  the 
fishermen  of  the  Lower  Provinces  the  right  to  vote  upon 
possession  of  property  in  nets  and  certain  other  property, 
amounting  altogether  to  $150  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  It  may  be  there  is  some  real  estate 
with  it;  but  the  whole  is  put  together,  and  if  the  nets,  boats 
and  other  property  are,  together,  worth  $150,  the  fisherman 
is  entitled  to  voto. 

Mr.  KIRK.  He  must  own  real  estate  in  fee  simple. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  If  an  Indian  has  $150  worth  of 
improvements  on  a  fixed  location  he  should  bo  entitled  to 
voto.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  want  the  Indian  submitted 
to  indignity,  by  asking  that  he  shall  be  compelled  to  come 

*See  Mr.  Blake’s  explanations,  p.  2451 ;  also  Mr.  Macmaster’s,  p.  2619, 
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up  to  the  revising  officer  and  ask  to  be  put  on  the  roll ; 
they  want  to  go  even  further,  and  compel  the  Indian  to  give 
proof  of  his  qualification.  We  must  treat  fairly  the  Indian, 
politically,  and  if  he  is  entitled  to  vote,  as  is  a  white  man, 
wo  must  give  him  the  vote  ;  and  if,  having  come  from  the 
degraded  condition  which  he  occupied  in  1642,  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk,  the  Indian  lives 
poaceably  and  quietly  on  his  reservo,  in  a  fixed  location, 
which  is  practically  the  Indian’s,  and  of  which  he  has  a 
much  better  tenure  than  that  of  a  tenant,  and  has  made 
improvements  to  the  value  of  $150,  ho  is  justly  entitled 
to  vote,  and  I  believe  the  country  will  sustain  his  obtain¬ 
ing  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  have  been  accused’ 
most  unjustly  and  unreasonably,  on  various  occasions,  of 
casting  reflections  on  the  Highlanders  of  this  country.  I 
need  not  say  that  nothing  would  be  further  from  my  desire 
than  to  cast  any  aspersions  on  a  gallant  race,  among  whom, 
I  am  happy  to  say,  I  numbered  then,  and  I  have  numbered 
since,  a  great  many  personal  friends  and  excellent  supporters. 
Nothing  that  I  have  said,  I  must  observe,  has  at  all  equalled 
the  reflections  thrown  on  those  gallant  men  by  the  hon. 
gentleman,  who  claims  descent  from  them,  and  who  has 
told  us  that  150  years  ago  tho  Highlanders  were  savages, 
that  150  years  ago  the  grandfather  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
be  spoke  of  so  much  was  a  savage.  If  I  had  said  so  the  whole 
vials  of  wrath  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  would  have 
been  poured  out,  and  deputations  would  have  come  up  from 
Glengarry.  It  would  have  been  safer  for  me  to  have  fallen 
into  tho  hands  of  Pie  a  pot  or  Big  Bear  than  into  tho  hands  of 
the  constituents  of  tho  hon.  gentleman.  The  hon.  gentleman 
was  good  enough  to  toll  us  that  among  other  claims  the 
Indians,  whom  wo  proposed  to  enfranchise,  had  upon  us, 
was  this,  that  thoy  had,  in  times  gone  by,  been  allies  of 
Great  Biitain  on  many  a  field  and  in  many  a  conflict  in  this 
country.  He  was  good  enough  to  tell  us  that  one  of  Lord 
Chatham’s  proudest  boasts  was  that  he  had  converted  the 
so  called  savage  propensities  of  his  Highland  ancestors  to 
good  use  and  turned  them  into  some  of  the  most  gallant 
soldiers  that  Great  Britain  ever  possessed.  But  he  might 
have  told  us  also  that  in  all  Lord  Chatham’s  flights 
of  eloquence  thero  is  not  one  more  famous  or  more 
deservedly  famous  than  those  words  in  which  he  rebukes 
the  folly  and  wickedness  of  tho  then  British  Government 
in  launching  their  Indian  allies  upon  men  who  formerly 
had  been  British  subjects.  I  recommend  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  study  once  again  tho  all  but  dying  speech  of  Lord 
Chatham,  in  which  he  declared  that  if  he  had  been  an 
American  instead  of  being  an  Englishman  he  would  never 
have  laid  down  his  arms  as  long  as  tho  savages  and 
foreigners  were  allied  with  British  subjects  in  the  endeavor 
to  subdue  tho  Americans. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  doing  an 
injustice  to  Lord  Chatham.  He  did  not  quote  his  words 
correctly. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  His  language  is  on 
record,  and  no  condemnation  could  be  stronger  or  more 
just  than  that  which  Lord  Chatham  launched  against  Lord 
North  and  his  colleagues  for  their  gross  violation  of  all 
propriety,  of  all  sense  of  Christian  honor,  when  they  loosed 
the  savages  of  tho  border  settlements  upon  those  who  had 
been  British  subjects,  acts  condemed  equally  strongly,  as 
I  well  know,  by  many  of  the  U.  E.  Loyalists,  whom  those 
same  men  had  driven  to  take  refuge  in  this  country.  I  speak 
of  what  I  know,  because  I  have  seen,  in  the  old  records 
which  still  remain,  very  strong  condemnation  of  tho  British 
Government  in  making  use  of  Indian  modes  of  warfare  and 
Indian  allies  to  subdue  that  revolt. 

Mx\  MACMASTER.  We  are  not  justifying  those  atroci¬ 
ties  in  order  to  prove  the  right  of  the  Indian  to  vote. 

Mr.  Macmaster.  r 
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Sir  RICHARD  CART  WRIGHT.  No;  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  not  justifying  the  atrocities  which  were  then  committed 
on  the  revolted  colonists  of  North  America.  He  is  occupy¬ 
ing  himself  in  justifying  an  attempt  to  commit  other 
atrocities  in  this  country,  under  the  gfflse  and  color  of  law, 
which,  in  the  ideas  of  all  right-minded  persons,  are  even 
worse,  are  even  likely  to  produce  greater  ultimate  injuries 
to  this  community,  than  the  atrocities  condemned  by  Lord 
Chatham.  But  1  am  glad  there  are  some  points  in  which 
we  can  agree  with  tho  hon.  gentleman.  He  tells  us  there  is 
no  doubt  there  is  a  hand  that  guides  these  Indians,  and  that 
is  tho  hand  of  the  Superintendent  General  of  Indian  Affairs. 
We  do  not  doubt  that  in  the  least.  We  know  perfectly  well — 
my  hon.  friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Paterson)  will  know  to  his 
cost,  I  am  afraid,  whose  is  the  hand— -from  whoso  hand  the 
weapon  comes  which  is  destined  to  strike  him  out  of  the  place 
which  he  has  so  long  and  honorably  filled  in  this  House.  Still, 
I  am  inclined  to  think  that,  as  my  hon.  friend  has  already 
baffled  tho  efforts  of  the  Superintendent  General  of  Indian 
Affairs  in  another  way,  he  may  still  prove  himself  more 
than  a  match  lor  all  attempts  made  by  Act  of  Parliament 
to  turn  my  hon.  friend  out  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada. 
Now,  what  does  my  hon.  friend  propose  by  the  amendment? 
And  let  me  say  here,  again,  that  tbere  is  no  member  of 
the  Reform  party  in  Canada  who  objects  to  Indians,  as 
Indians,  exercising  the  franchise.  They  are  perfectly  willing 
to  sustain  and  support  the  hon.  gentleman  in  any  measure 
which  he  chooses  to  introduce  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
votes  to  Indians  who  are  governed  by  the  same  laws,  who 
are  subject  to  the  same  conditions  as  their  white  country, 
men.  Let  every  Indian  who  is  willing  to  submit  himself  to 
white  laws  as  unreservedly  as  the  white  man  have  tho  fran¬ 
chise,  if  he  possesses  the  propor  qualification  which  is 
required  from  the  white  man  in  order  to  give  him  the  fran¬ 
chise.  But  we  object  that  while,  for  all  other  purposes,  for 
all  ordinary  purposes  of  life,  you  treat  the  Indian  as  a 
child,  for  tho  purpose  of  giving  votes  to  the  Superintendent 
General  he  is  to  be  treated  as  a  fully  grown  man  and  as  a 
rational  creature.  You  will  not  allow  an  Indian  to  make  a 
will,  to  sell  a  piece  of  property,  to  treat  of  his  own  affairs, 
in  the  way  that  you  permit  an  ordinary  white  man  ;  you  treat 
him  as  a  minor,  as  a  ward  ;  you  subject  him  to  all  manner 
of  restrictions,  except  only  whon  you  want  lo  get  his  voto 
in  particular  localities,  for  the  purpose  of  discomfiting 
certain  particular  members  of  Parliament  or  strengthening 
the  seats  of  other  members  of  Parliament.  Those  are  the 
conditions  on  which  tho  Indian  becomes  a  fully  grown  and 
rational  man,  while  for  all  other  purposes  ho  romains  a  child, 
undor  the  tutelage  and  protection  of  the  Superintendent 
General.  By-the-bye,  I  may  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Glengarry  to  this  fact,  that  in  all  his  speech, 
from  beginning  to  end,  I  did  not  observe  that  ho  said  one 
word  on  the  amendment  now  before  the  House.  Now,  what 
is  that  amendment  ?  It  simply  asks  that  the  Indian  should, 
of  his  own  free  will  and  motion,  come  forward  and  ask  for 
a  voto.  Is  that  too  hard  a  condition  ?  Is  it  too  much  to  ask 
that  before  the  Indian  shall  vote  he  shall  ask  for  the  right 
to  vote? 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  Ho  will  do  that  at  tho  polls. 

Sir  RICHARD  C4RTWRIGHT.  What  petitions  have 
we  had  from  Indians  asking  for  the  franchise?  Thero  may 
be  a  letter  or  two  from  particular  friends  of  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  General,  but  outside  of  that  we  certainly  have  had 
no  evidence.  We  have  no  evidence  in  tho  various  volumi¬ 
nous  reports  submitted  to  us  by  tho  Superintendent  General, 
or  in  the  voluminous  reports  mado  by  his  agents  at  various 
times,  which,  so  far  as  they  make  any  allusion  to  the  question 
at  all,  go  to  prove  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Superintendent 
General  and  his  officers,  the  Indians,  so  far  from  desiring  to 
have  the  franchise,  are  not  fit  and  do  not  want  to  be  trusted 
with  even  the  control  of  their  own  municipal  affairs.  What 
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does  the  amendment  propose?  It  simply  asks  for  two 
things.  First  of  all,  it  asks  that  the  Indians  who  are  to  be 
enfranchised  should  themselves  signify  their  desire  to  bo 
enfranchised.  Well,  Sir,  is  that  unreasonable  or  unfair  ? 
Is  it  not  right  and  proper  that  those  who  have 
never  exercised  the  franchise  before,  if  they  are 
really  desirous,  as  appears  to  be  assumed  by  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  opposite,  of  obtaining  this  privilege,  should  ask  for 
it.  And  my  hon.  friend’s  amendment  also  proposes  that 
the  particular  pieces  of  property  on  which  they  are  to 
obtain  a  vote  should  be  set  off  in  such  a  fashion  that  they 
may  bo  identified.  Now,  1  speak  under  correction,  but  I 
think  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  most  of  these  reserves  no 
division,  no  survey,  has  ever  been  made  of  the  interior  pox’- 
tion  of  the  reserves.  We  have  simply  set  off  large  fracts  of 
many  thousands  of  acres,  and  the  Indians  have,  to  a  great 
extent,  occupied  these  in  common,  and  although,  in  process 
of  time,  certain  small  sections  may  be  set  off  for  this  man 
or  that,  nobody  but  the  Indian  agent,  or  some  men  of  the 
tribe  themselves,  can,  by  any  possibility,  know  what  the 
particular  portion  of  the  property  is  as  to  which  any  one  of 
them  would  qualify.  There  is  gi’eat  force  in  another 
remark  which  was  made  here,  that  knowing  as  little  as  we 
do  of  these  Indians  it  would  be  a  matter  of  the  extremest 
difficulty  to  identify  them,  in  the  case,  at  any  rate,  of 
those  Indians  who  ai*e  still  in  a  more  or  less  pagan  condition, 
and  to  decide  whether  this  or  that  particular  man  who  pre¬ 
sented  himself  was  or  was  not  the  particular  Indian  who 
had  been  qualified,  under  the  Bill,  to  x’eceive  his  franchise. 
If  there  is  no  design  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  abuse 
this  provision  they  would  be  quite  ready  to  accept  the  per¬ 
fectly  reasonable  pi'oposal  of  my  hon.  friend  ;  and  if  they 
refuse  a  proposal  so  reasonable,  if  they  insist,  on  their  own 
free  will  and  proper  motion,  on  conferring  votes  on  certain 
Indians,  whether  they  like  it  or  not,  we  can  only,  after  all 
we  have  seen,  draw  the  conclusion  tliat  the  Government,  in 
this  matter,  are  not  in  the  slightest  degree  actuated  by  any 
desii’e  to  give  votes  to  the  Indians,  as  Indians,  but  simply 
are  desirous  of  obtaining  control  of  a  certain  number  of 
voters  who,  in  a  disputed  election  between  whites,  may 
be  able  to  turn  the  balance.  I  took  occasion,  at  an 
earlier  stage  of  this  debate, to  point  out  that  if  it  was  thought 
desirable  for  any  reason  that  the  Indians,  as  Indians,  should 
be  repi’esented  in  this  Parliament,  and  their  numbers  were 
sufficient  to  entitle  them  to  representation,  they  might 
obtain  it,  by  simply  associating  together  their  various  bands 
and  giving  them  a  vote.  I  did  not  pretend  to  say  there 
was  anything  in  their  position  or  in  the  position  of  this 
country  which  rendered  it  necessary  that  that  should 
be  done  ;  but  I  did  point  out  that  if  the  object  was  to  give 
Indians  representation  in  this  House  that  was  the  way  to 
give  it,  and  not  by  giving  them  a  vote,  which  will  be  of  veiy 
little  use  to  them,  and  will  only  be  used  to  decide  between 
the  votes  of  white  men.  Now,  it  has  been  denied,  again  and 
again,  that  the  First  Minister,  when  this  measure  was  intro¬ 
duced,  designed  to  take  power  to  enfranchise  a  vastly  larger 
number  of  Indians  than  those  residing  in  the  older  Pi’o- 
vinces.  Let  us  see  what  actually  did  pass  on  the  subject. 
In  the  very  earliest  part  of  this  debate,  as  x-eported  in 
Hansard ; 

“  Mr.  MILLS.  What  we  are  anxious  to  know  is,  whether  the  hon. 
gentleman  proposes  to  give  other  than  enfranchised  Indians  votes  ? 

“Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes. 

“Mr.  MILLS.  Indians  residing  on  a  reservation  ? 

“.'•ir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes;  if  they  have  the  necessary  pro¬ 
perty  qualification. 

“Mr.  MILLS.  An  Indian  who  cannot  make  a  contract  for  himself, 
who  can  neither  buy  nor  3ell  anything  without  the  consent  of  the 
Superintendent  General — an  Indian  who  is  not  enfranchised  ? 

“Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Whether  he  is  enfranchised  or  not. 

“Mr.  MILLS.  This  will  include  the  Indians  in  Manitoba  and  British 
Columbia  ? 

“Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yes.” 


Well,  ho  may  have  altered  his  mind  since  then,  as  he  has 
in  a  great  many  of  the  details  of  this  Bill ;  but  it  is  not  open 
for  him  or  his  followers  to  maintain,  without  contradiction, 
that  when  this  Bill  was  originally  brought  before  us  the 
Premier  did  not  intend  to  include  a  larger  number  of  Indians 
than  those  l’esiding  in  the  older  Provinces.  It  was  only 
when  he  found  that  public  opinion  would  not  consent  to  his 
giving  the  vote  to  those  other  classes  of  Indians  that  he 
withdrew  it.  It  was  not,  in  any  respect,  because  the  Bill 
was  so  loosely  drawn  as  to  include  them,  but  because  he 
found  it  necessary  in  this,  as  in  a  great  many  other  cases,  to 
recede  from  the  position  he  oi’iginally  intended  to  take.  As 
my  hon.  friend  remarks,  the  prowess  displayed  by  Pound- 
maker,  and  Pie-a-pot,  and  Big  Bear  had  probably  more  to 
do  with  inducing  him  to  limit  the  rights  to  be  granted  to 
the  Indians  than  any  argument,  I  am  afi’aid,  that  was 
employed  on  this  side.  I  x-epeat,  for  the  last  time,  that  we 
do  not  object  in  the  least,  if  the  First  Minister  sees  his  way 
to  remove  the  disabilities  under  which  the  Indians  now 
labor,  and  to  put  them  on  the  same  footing  as  their  white 
follow-citizens,  that  all  such  Indians  should  receive  votes ; 
all  we  do  object  to  is,  that  you  should  treat  the  Indians  for 
all  other  purposes  as  the  mere  wards  of  the  Superintendent 
General,  but  for  the  purpose  of  exei’cising  the  highest  right 
which  white  men  possess,  and  for  that  purpose  only,  you 
should  ti’eat  them  as  pei’sons  who  have  fully  come  to  their 
majority,  and  are  capable  to  understand  and  form  a  fair  and 
honest  opinion  upon  questions  of  the  greatest  importance, 
not  only  to  the  Indians  but  to  the  whole  population  of 
Canada. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  I  would  not  say  a  word,  but  the  hon. 
member  for  Queen’s  (Mi\  Davies)  misrepresented  what  I 
said.  As  usual,  he  started  by  misrepresenting  what  I  did 
say,  by  building  a  man  of  straw,  and  then  knocked  it  down. 
The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  taken  his  seat  did  not 
explain  this  amendment  as  far  as  it  goes.  It  requires  the 
Indian  to  give  the  whole  valuation  of  his  property  before 
he  can  be  put  on  the  voters’  list,  and  yet  we  do  not  ask  that 
of  the  white  man.  That  is  what  I  object  to.  Hon.  gentle- 
ment  are  not  satisfied  with  all  they  said  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  and  with  all  they  have  said  for  the  last 
seven  weeks ;  thoy  discussed  this  Indian  question  for  three 
weeks ;  and  now,  after  the  House  has  adopted  the  principle 
of  enfranchising  the  Indians,  they  are  ti’ying  by  a  side  wind, 
to  prevent  the  Indians  being  placed  on  the  voters’  list. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  followed  his  leader  in  his  method  of  treating  this  ques¬ 
tion.  He  says  we  try  to  make  an  invidious  distinction 
betweon  the  Indian  and  the  white  man.  Who  has  made 
the  invidious  distinction  between  the  Indian  and  white 
man  ?  Is  it  we  ?  Is  it  not  the  gi’eat  “  guiding  hand,”  the 
great  Manitou,  the  great  To-morrow  ?  Is  there  a  man  on  this 
side  who  has  said  that  he  does  not  want  the  Indian  treated  in 
the  same  way  as  the  white  man?  We  have  said,  and  have 
shown  by  our  votes,  that  we  are  willing  and  anxious  to 
enable  the  intelligent  Indians  of  Canada  to  become 
citizens  of  the  country.  But  the  hon.  gentleman,  the 
great  “  guiding  hand,”  would  not  allow  them  to  become 
citizens  of  Canada.  He  has  refused,  time  and  again,  to 
allow  them  to  become  citizens ;  but,  he  says,  although 
I  will  not  let  them  be  citizens,  1  will  make  them 
voters ;  1  will  allow  them  to  out  vote  people  who  are 
citizens.  I  will  make  use  of  these  wai’ds  of  the  Gevernment, 
who  are  in  the  position  of  children  in  a  go-cart,  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Glengarry  so  neatly  expressed  it,  when  polling 
time  comes.  The  men  who,  he  says,  ax’e  not  fit  to  be  the 
equals  of  Canadians  in  any  other  respect  of  citizenship,  ho  is 
going  to  make  our  equals  at  the  polls.  That  is  an  insult  to 
us,  and  it  is  an  insult  equally  to  the  Indians.  .The  hon. 
member  for  Glengarry  (Mr.  Macmaster)  has  told  us  of  the 
past  prowess  of  the  Indians,  and  said  a  great  many  true  and 
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deserved  things  of  the  Indian  character  ;  but  what  is  the 
answer  to  all  that?  The  answer  is,  that  his  leader  does  not 
believe  the  Indian  fit  to  be  a  citizen.  He  would  not  give  to 
him  the  privileges  he  gives  to  the  negro,  privileges  which 
have  always  been  given  to  the  negro,  even  when  he  camo 
here  as  a  fugitive  from  slavery,  bearing  all  the  degradation 
of  slavery.  Who  are  making  inviduous  distinctions  against 
the  Indian  ?  Is  it  we,  who  wish  to  make  him  a  citizen  ?  Or 
they,  who  treat  him  worse  than  the  negro  escaped  from 
slavery?  It  is  unfair,  unjust,  unparliamentary,  in  view 
of  the  facts,  to  try  to  stir  up  prejudice  against 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side  amongst  those  people 
whom  the  right  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  have  the  vote. 
It  is  not  we  who  want  to  keep  them  in  degradation.  The 
hon.  member  for  Glengarry  (Mr.  McMaster)  charged  us  with 
the  desire  to  keep  the  Indians  in  “  perpetual  degradation 
and  savagery.”  Have  not  Liberal  Governments  shown 
themselves  as  willing  to  allow  Indians  to  become  citizens  as 
any  Conservative  Government  ?  Have  not  the  Liberal  party 
agreed  to  the  proposition  that  Indians  might  become  citi¬ 
zens  ?  But  what  we  object  to  is,  not  the  admission  of  the 
Indian  to  citizenship,  but  the  admission  of  the  Indian,  while 
he  is  not  a  citizen,  to  rights  which  are  the  property  of  citizens 
and  of  citizens  only.  There  is  another  argument.  The  hon. 
member  for  Glengarry  says  the  Indians’  property  is  theirs. 
It  is  not  the  property  of  any  of  those  individul  Indians  who 
are  going  to  vote  upon  it.  Why  cannot  they  sell  it,  if  it  is 
their  property  ?  was  asked  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  and  he 
replied  :  Because  the  best  wisdom  of  this  House  has  decided 
that  the  Indians’  property  shall  be  taken  care  of  in  a  parti¬ 
cular  way,  that  it  should  be  in  the  guardianship  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  managed  for  him,  as  the  property  of  other 
minors  is  managed.  Here  is  the  answer  to  his  own  state¬ 
ment.  The  property  is  not  the  Indian’s,  in  the  ordinary 
sense  of  the  word.  The  tribal  Indian  is  a  mere  user  of  the 
property  while  he  is  allowed  to  use  it  by  the  Indian  agent. 
He  cannot  even  hold  his  location  without  the  consent  of  the 
Indian  agent,  and  it  comes  to  this, that  the  Indian  cannot  have 
that  location  which  is  to  qualify  him  for  a  vote,  except  by 
consent  of  the  agent  of  the  Superintendent  General.  The 
wisdom  of  the  House  is  acknowledged  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Glengarry,  which  has  decided  that  the  Indians  are  not 
fit  to  own  property.  Now,  he  tells  us  that  the  property 
is  theirs.  He  knows  they  cannot  sell  it ;  ho  knows  they 
cannot  sell  the  produce  of  their  farm  in  the  way  an  ordi¬ 
nary  person  can,  but  he  seems  to  think  the  Indian  should 
have  something  of  value  to  sell,  and  now  he  proposes  to 
give  him  something  to  sell,  and  his  leader  proposes  to  give 
him  something  to  sell,  and  that  something  is  the  franchise. 
There  is  progressive  development  for  you  1  The  Indian  has 
got  along  in  the  world  ;  but  it  is  certainly  a  now  way  to  begin 
by  giving  him,  in  the  first  place,  that  valuable  commodity 
which  is  generally  supposed  to  be  the  last  reward  of  thrift 
and  industry,  the  highest  crown  of  citizenship,  the  greatest 
right  of  freedom — the  franchise.  I  am  surprised  to  hear  such 
an  argument  from  a  gentleman  who  is  generally  so  clear  in 
his  views  as  the  hon.  member  for  Glengarry;  but  my  sur¬ 
prise  at  his  urging  that  argument  is  lessened  when  I  find 
one  other  extraordinary  statement  he  has  made.  When  I 
find  him  telling  this  House  that  the  Highlanders  of  Scot¬ 
land,  150  years  ago,  the  heroes  of  whom  Scott  has  written 
in  prose  and  poetry,  whose  names  are  household  names  over 
the  civilised  world,  the  synonyms  of  heroism,  of  everything 
glorious,  of  valor  and  remarkable  intelligence,  were  savages, 
1  am  astonished  at  nothing  he  can  say.  I  have  known 
a  great  many  Scotchmen.  I  represent  a  constituency 
composed  almost  as  largely  of  Scotchmen  as  the  consti¬ 
tuency  of  Glengarry,  and  I  cannot  believe,  even  on  his 
word,  the  word  of  a  Highlander,  the  representative  of  a 
peculiarly,  highland  constituency,  that  his  ancestors,  150 
years  ago,  were  savages.  I  know  what  is  in  them;  I  know 
what  they  would  be,  even  without  the  education  and  privi- 
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leges  they  have  at  the  present  day,  and  I  know  that  they 
would  not  be  savages  in  the  sense  the  Indian  is  a  savage.  It 
is  an  insult  to  any  one  having  any  Scotch  blood  in  his  veins 
to  say  that  the  people  of  that  country,  150  years  ago,  were 
savages.  Did  they  scalp  womon  and  children  ?  Did  they 
murder  priests,  and  cut  them  into  small  pieces  ?  Is  that  the 
kind  of  people  who  inhabited  the  Highlands  150  years  ago  ? 
I  think  not ;  but  that  is  the  kind  of  savages  we  are  discussing 
now  ;  and  when  the  hon.  gentleman  said  the  Highlanders 
were  savages,  we  know  he  was  comparing  them  with  the 
Indians  of  1640,  with  the  Indians  of  old  times  in  Canada, 
with  the  Indian  of  to-day,  on  the  far  western  plains. 
The  object  of  the  hon.  gentleman  in  making  this  assertion  is 
not  far  to  seek.  He,  no  doubt,  intended  to  show  what  the 
Indian  was  capable  of  in  the  way  of  development.  He 
said  the  Indian  has  not  got  very  far  yet,  to  be  sure,  but  there 
is  no  knowing  what  he  may  come  to.  Why,  my  ancestors, 
150  years  ago,  were  savages,  says  he,  yet  here  am  I  to-day  ! 
One  hundred  and  fifty  years  from  to  day  the  Indian  may  be¬ 
come  a  Q.C.,  a  member  of  Parliament,  a  representative  of  a 
Highland  constituency!  The  argument  does  seem  to  have 
force  when  put  in  that  way,  but  the  deduction  he  drew  from 
it  did  not  amount  to  a  great  deal.  He  said  the  Highlanders 
were  never  civilised  until  their  tribal  system  was  broken 
up  by  British  arms.  Does  he  propose  forcibly  to  break  up 
the  tribal  system  of  the  Indians  ?  Is  he  going  to  send 
soldiery  into  the  Indian  reserves  and  forcibly  break  up  the 
Indian  tribal  system,  in  order  that  they  may  become  civi¬ 
lised  ?  I  do  not  think  that  is  his  proposal.  If  not,  the 
argument  goes  for  nothing.  At  any  rate,  although  the 
tribal  system  was  not  broken  up  at  the  time  he  speaks  of, 
among  the  Highlanders,  the  Highlander  of  that  day.  who 
was  as  independent  a  man  as  walked  on  the  face  of  the 
earth,  possessed  the  very  essence  of  independence  and 
self-government  and  was  far  from  being  in  the  same 
position  as  the  Indian  on  the  reserve.  Where  was  the 
“  guiding  hand  ”  that  ruled  the  Highlander  of  150  years 
ago  ?  Where  was  the  guiding  hand  that  Eob  Eoy  submitt¬ 
ed  to  ?  Was  there  a  General  Superintendent  of  Indian 
Affairs  over  the  Highlander  of  150  years  ago  ?  I  think,  if 
there  had  been,  the  “  guiding  hand  ”  would  have  become 
paralysed  before  it  had  guided  my  hon.  friend’s  ancestors 
very  long.  Thei’e  is  no  parallel  between  the  cases.  The 
Highlander  of  that  day  had  everything  to  qualify  him  for 
the  franchise,  except  the  education  and  the  training  which 
his  descendants  now  possess.  He  had  the  personal  indepsn- 
dence,  the  fealty  to  his  chieftain,  the  intense  patriotism,  the 
love  of  country  which  fitted  him  for  self-government.  Gan 
it  be  pretended  that  the  tribal  Indian  has  the  same  qualifica¬ 
tions  now,  even  after  generations  of  training  ?  Even  my 
hon.  friend  from  Glengarry  (Mr.  Macmaster),  with  the 
opinion  he  holds  of  his  ancestors,  will  not  maintain  that.  But 
to  como  down  from  these  high  and  lofty  topics  to  consider 
more  closely  the  position  of  the  Indian,  leaving  the  high- 
flown  comparisons  that  have  been  indulged  in,  in  what  posi¬ 
tion  does  the  Indian  stand  to-day  ?  The  leader  of  the  House 
said  early  in  this  debate  that  he  is  an  ally ;  he  does  not 
know  whether  he  is  fully  a  British  subject,  and  therefore 
liable  to  military  service.  Are  we  going  to  give  votes  to  all 
our  allies  ?  When  England  and  France  were  allies  the  French 
did  not  exercise  the  franchise  in  England  nor  the  English 
in  France.  If  he  treats  them  as  allies  he  cannot  give  them 
the  franchise  ;  if  they  are  not  allies,  but  subjects,  they  should 
be  citizens. 

Mr.  SPBOUftE.  If  the  French  allies  had  been  citizens 
they  would  have  had  votos. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Yes ;  and  if  our  Indian  allies  became  citi¬ 
zens  they  would  have  votes.  We  have  asked  to  have 
them  made  citizens,  but  without  success.  My  hon.  friend 
from  Glengarry  (Mr.  Macmaster)  has  urged,  in  defence 
of  the  Premier,  what  that  gentleman  has  not  urged 
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in  his  own  favor.  He  has  assorted  that  when  the 
Premier  solemnly  told  an  hon.  member  that  Pie-a-pot 
and  Poundmaker  and  Big  Bear  and  Strike-him-on-the- 
back  would  have  votes,  and  allowed  the  statement  to  be 
put  in  Hansard,  he  was  making  a  joke.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  made  many  a  joko  on  serious  subjects.  He  has 
treated  many  of  the  best  interests  of  the  country  as  a  huge 
joke,  but  we  cannot  let  him  off  on  a  joke  on  this  subject,  for 
did  he  not  propose  an  amendment  to  exclude  these  people, 
to  exclude  Poundmaker  and  Big  Bear  and  Stab-him-under- 
the-ribs  ?  If  the  wording  of  the  Bill  did  not  include 
them,  why  did  he  move  an  amendment  to  exclude 
them  ?  He  has  shown,  not  only  by  his  statement 
which  is  now  said  to  have  been  a  joke,  but  by  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  he  certainly  moved  in  earnest,  that 
he  intended  to  include  these  men,  and  if  they  had  put 
off  their  rebellion  until  next  year  we  would  have  had  a 
rebellion  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  constituents  instead  of 
a  rebellion  of  homeless,  wandering  savagos.  I  notice  that 
hon.  gentlemen  are  groaning.  It  must  be  described  as  a 
groan  to  make  it  parliamentary.  No  doubt  they  groan  at 
this  exposition  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  policy.  I  am  sure 
many  of  them  who  are  making  that  peculiar  noise  are 
as  much  disgusted  with  that  policy  as  I  am  myself ;  so,  as 
they  are  not  permitted  to  express  their  disgust  by  word  of 
mouth,  they  express  it  by  their  heels.  I  am  glad  to  find 
that  it  cannot  be  repressed,  and  that,  if  their  condemnation 
cannot  find  issue  by  ono  extremity  of  the  body,  it  finds 
expression  at  the  other.  The  hon.  member  for  Glengarry 
has  said  further,  that  it  was  the  greatest  tributo  to  the  good 
management  of  the  Indians,  under  present  auspices,  that 
they  had  treated  their  prisoners  leniently.  It  certainly  is 
a  point  to  be  scored  in  favor  of  those  Indians,  but  it  is  only 
under  present  management  that  Canadian  Indians  under 
British  rule  have  ever  taken  prisoners  at  all,  or  been  in 
a  position  to  treat  citizens  of  Canada  otherwise  that 
leniently.  After  all  the  talk  about  the  development  of  the 
Indian,  even  in  Old  Canada,  I  do  not  find  that  those  best 
qualified  to  speak  about  his  condition  think  him  qualified 
lor  the  franchise.  I  have  said  that  the  Indians  on  the 
Muncey  reserve  are  among  the  most  intelligent  in  Canada; 
that  individuals  amoDg  them  wore  as  intelligent  and  well 
educated  as  any  white  men  ;  but  I  have  also  said  frankly 
that  I  did  not  think  them,  as  a  body,  in  a  fit  condition  to 
exercise  the  franchise.  I  find  that  the  head  of  a  great 
missionary  institution  among  those  Indians,  which  is  subsi¬ 
dised  by  this  Government,  endorsed  the  view  I  have 
expressed.  At  a  public  meeting  of  the  Methodist  Conference 
in  Chatham,  I  find  the  following  took  place,  as  reported  in 
the  Globe: — 

“  The  greatest  sensation  yet  produced  during  the  present  Conference 
was  that  occasioned  by  the  Rev.  Abel  Edwards,  of  Muncey,  in  his 
address  on  the  report  of  Principal  Shepherd,  of  the  Mount  Elgin  Indus¬ 
trial  Institute.  In  the  course  of  his  remarks  the  reverend  gentleman 
denounced,  in  strong  language,  the  Franchise  Bill,  as  one  for  which  the 
Indians  are  neither  qualified  nor  prepared.  (Applause.)  If  enforced, 
he  said,  it  would  work  great  damage  and  produce  no  good  results. 
(Cheers.)  If  the  Government  had,  20  years  ago,  extended  the  benefits  of 
the  common  school  system  to  the  Indian,  and  enforced  attendance 
thereat,  the  Indians  might  be  in  a  better  position  to  become  enfranchised  ; 
but  now  they  are  not,  and  the  prospects  are  they  will  not  be  for  many 
years  to  come.  He  was  greeted  with  prolonged  applause  throughout 
his  address.” 

Tbis  was  at  a  meeting  of  the  Methodist  Conference  at  Chat¬ 
ham,  Ontario,  on  Saturday  last.  The  report  of  Mr.  Shep¬ 
herd  is  not  given  here,  but  I  judge,  from  this,  that  the 
reverend  gentleman’s  address  is  in  harmony  with  the  tenor 
of  that  report.  Now,  Sir,  if  the  Indians  on  that,  which  is 
one  of  the  most  advanced  and  progressive  reserves  in  the 
country,  who  are  so  far  developed  as  to  have  an  Orange 
hall,  are  in  this  condition,  what  must  bo  the  case  amongst 
other  Indians,  not  so  far  advanced  as  they  are  in 
politics  or  education  ?  The  calm  decision  of  public 
opinion,  no  doubt,  will  be  that  the  Indian  who  is  under 
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“  a  guiding  hand,”  who  is  not  a  citizen,  who  is  a  child 
in  a  go-cart,  who  has  no  possibility  of  giving  independent 
expression  of  his  views,  who  cannot  even  have  the  franchise, 
unless  the  right  hon.  gentleman  gives  him  a  location  ticket 
— an  Indian,  under  these  circumstances,  is  not  a  proper  per¬ 
son  to  be  entrusted  with  the  franchise.  This  is  altogether 
apart  from  his  intelligence.  I  say  if  he  was  as  wise  as  the 
Premier,  as  eloquent  as  the  member  for  Glengarry  (Mr. 
Macmaster),  and  as  scientific  as  the  member  for  King’s,  N.B. 
(Mr.  Foster),  he  would  not  bo  fit  to  have  the  franchise 
while  he  is  situated  as  he  is  at  present.  My  hon.  friend 
from  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  asks  that  more  than  ordinary 
efforts  should  be  made  to  ascertain  whether  the  Indian 
who  is  to  be  put  upon  the  list  is  really  qualified  under 
the  terms  of  this  Act.  The  white  man  is  not  in  a 
position  to  have  his  vote  put  on  the  list  by  an  agent  who  has 
control  of  him ;  white  men  cannot  be  put  on  in  shoals  by 
Indian  agents,  but  the  Indians  can  be.  The  revising  bar¬ 
rister’s  oath,  we  are  told,  is  a  safeguard.  What  is  his  oath  ? 
To  make  up  the  voters’  list  according  to  tho  information  in 
his  possession.  Will  not  the  instructions  of  the  Indian  agent 
be  information  ?  Will  not  the  information  sent  down  to  him, 
perhaps  from  Ottawa,  be  that  which  he  will  regard  as  the 
best  kind  of  information  ?  I  say  there  is  every  reason  for 
asking  for  more  safeguards  in  the  case  of  an  Indian  voter  than 
in  the  case  of  a  white  voter,  and  for  these  reasons  I  am  in 
favor  of  the  amendment  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Brant 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  (Renfrew).  I  was  very  sorry  to 
hear  my  hon.  friend  from  Glengarry  (Mr.  Macmaster) 
speak  so  disparagingly  of  our  countrymen,  and  compare 
them  to  savage  Indians  of  150  years  ago.  He  was  mistaken. 
I  am  sure  the  Highlanders,  for  400  or  500  years  past,  were 
not  at  all  what  he  represented  them  to  be.  They  were 
intelligent  men,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  be  ashamed 
to  speak  of  them  as  he  did.  What  excuse  can  he  make  to 
his  constituents  in  Glengarry,  when  he  returns  to  them,  for 
what  he  has  said  about  them  to-day  ? 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  think  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Brant  (Mr.  Paterson)  ought  to  receive 
tho  assent  of  this  House.  It  does  not  exhibit  any  party 
bias  or  leaning;  it  does  not  display  the  guiding  hand  of  the 
Superintendent  General  of  Indian  Affairs,  and  consequently 
we  will  probably  have  the  opposition  of  those  who  follow 
the  Superintendent  General  in  this  House.  Now,  Sir,  the 
Liberal  party  in  this  country  always  endeavor,  and  have 
always  endeavored,  to  elevate  men,  to  lift  them  up,  to  make 
them  better  men,  and  to  do  what  is  best  for  the  country. 
That  has  been  their  policy  in  the  past.  That  has  been 
the  guiding  policy  of  the  Liberal  party,  to  elevate  the 
standard  of  morality,  and  to  do  what  is  best  in  the  interest 
of  the  country.  Now,  Sir,  the  amendment  that  is  proposed 
is  of  such  a  character  that  it  commands  the  assent  of  every 
patriotic  Canadian.  It  is  quite  plain  that  the  purport  of 
this  Bill  is  that  every  tribal  Indian  located  on  a  reserve 
is  to  have  the  franchise,  is  to  be  guided  by  the  Superintendent 
General,  to  vote  as  he  desires.  I  consider  this  an  assumption 
of  a  power  which  no  party  should  attempt  to  arrogate,  in  this 
age  of  the  world.  I  consider  that  it  is  an  immoral  practice  to 
resort  to  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  power  and  of  securing 
a  perpetuation?of  power.  It  matters  not  to  me  which  party 
attempted  to  do  a  thing  like  that,  I  would  condemn  it ;  but  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  Opposition  in  this  House  would  over 
endeavor  to  keep  themselves  in  power  by  any  such  means. 
The  proposition  of  the  hon.  member  for  South  Brant  gives  to 
the  Indians  who  are  possessed  of  the  property  qualification, 
the  right  to  vote  when  they  desire  to  vote,  and  imposes  upon 
them  the  duties  of  citizens,  and  it  is  something  that  I  hope 
will  be  upheld  by  this  House.  It  is  more  preferable  than 
giving  all  the  Indians  living  on  reserves  a  right  to  vote.  I 
say  such  is  a  vicious  proposition,  and  ought  not  to  be 
sustained  by  this  House.  Why,  Sir,  the  idea  that 
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a  Government  is  going  to  create  votes,  is  going  to 
give  the  franchise  to  men  whom  it  will  force  to  vote 
for  themselves,  in  order  to  keep  themselves  in  power, 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  most  cowardly  thing. 
Although  this  measure  has  been  long  discussed,  the  full 
extent  of  its  villany  has  not  yet  been  disclosed.  We  are 
beginning  to  see  the  hidden  hand,  and  great  good  is  going 
to  be  done  by  the  able  discussion  that  has  taken  place,  as 
it  will  serve  to  show  the  country  the  position  which  the 
Government  have  chosen  to  take  in  order  to  create  votes 
to  keep  themselves  in  power.  The  idea  of  giving 
votes  to  men  who  are  otherwise  disqualified,  who  are  not 
citizens,  who  cannot  make  a  will  without  the  assent  of 
the  Superintendent  General,  who  do  not  pay  taxes,  is  a 
preposterous  one ;  and  yet  hon.  gentlemen  propose  to  give 
these  men  votes  which  will  offset  those  of  our  citizens,  an 
action  which  is  an  outrage  and  which  the  people  will  not 
stand.  The  observations  made  by  tho  hon.  member  for 
Glengarry  (Mr.  Macmaster)  I  am  hereto  oppose  and  resent. 
I  have  a  noble  band  of  Highland  mon  dwelling  in  my 
riding,  and  they  will  not  be  satisfied  if  I  do  not  resent  the 
idea  that  their  ancestors  were  savage?,  like  Indians,  a  few 
6hort  years  ago.  I  deny  it.  Tho  Highlanders  showed 
intelligence  and  culture  long  anterior  to  that  period  ;  and  I 
cannot  understand  how  the  First  Minister,  who  is  of  Highland 
blood,  should  have  allowed  a  prominent  supporter  to  make 
that  remark,  without  himself  rising  and  correcting  tho  mis¬ 
statement.  On  behalf  of  the  noble  Highlanders  I  represent, 
I  hurl  back  that  accusation  as  one  unworthy  of  any  hon. 
member  of  this  House,  and  I  will  not  permit  it  to  be  made 
without  resenting  it  as  being  an  insult  to  tho  whole  High¬ 
land  race  in  Canada.  I  remember,  a  few  years  ago,  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  made 
some  statement,  mild  in  comparison  with  that  which  the 
hon.  member  lor  Glengarry  has  made ;  and  what  was  the 
result?  That  statement  was  published  in  my  own  consti¬ 
tuency,  in  the  Gaelic  language— and  it  received  the  assent 
and  support  of  the  First  Minister,  and  I  believe  of  his  Minis¬ 
ter  of  the  Interior  (Sir  David  Macpberson)  also.  I  do  not 
know  but  that  he  is  Minister  yet — he  is  not  here  now ;  but  I  am 
sure  after  the  determined  resistance  he  mado  to  the  supposed 
slight  cast  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron,  he  would 
not  have  consented  to  allow  such  a  slander  as  that  pro¬ 
nounced  by  the  hon.  member  for  Glengarry,  to  have  passed 
without  resenting  it ;  and  I  repeat  that  I  am  surprised  that 
the  First  Minister  should  have  allowed  a  prominent  sup¬ 
porter  to  have  made  such  a  charge  against  any  class  of  the 
people  of  this  country  without  resenting  it. 

Mr.  McMULLEN.  I  think  tho  proposition  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Brant  is  a  reasonable  one.  I  agree  with  the 
First  Minister  that  I  am  opposed  to  invidious  distinctions. 
It  has  been  said  that  the  Indians  should  not  be  called  upon 
to  apply  to  the  revising  officer  to  be  placed  on  the  list.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  the  wage-earner  has  to  make  this 
application,  and  why  should  there  be  an  invidious  distinc¬ 
tion  between  the  Indian  and  the  wage-earner  in  this  res¬ 
pect  ?  Why  should  the  Indian  be  placed  in  a  better  posi¬ 
tion  than  the  wage-earner  ?  For  while  the  Superintendent 
General  will  make  application  to  have  tho  Indians  on  a  cer¬ 
tain  reservation  placed  on  the  voters’  list,  tho  wage-earners 
will  have  individually  to  spend  their  time  in  order  to  get 
their  names  put  on  the  list.  The  hon.  member  for  Glen¬ 
garry  stated  that  suggestions  were  invited  by  the  First 
Minister  from  hon.  members  on  this  side  of  the  House  with 
a  view  to  improve  tho  Bill.  The  question  of  enfranchising 
tenant  farmers’  sons  was  urged  from  this  side  of  the  House, 
and  was  discussed.  But  the  Bill  is  now  almost  through 
committee,  and  those  persons  will  not  be  allowed  to 
vote.  The  sons  of  manufacturers,  who  are  tenants,  are  also 
excluded.  Why  should  such  men,  who  earn  their  daily 
wages,  perform  the  duties  of  citizens,  and  volunteer  to 
Mr.  Landerkin, 
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go  out  in  defence  of  the  country,  be  debarred  the  privilege 
of  the  franchise,  while  tribal  Indians  on  reserves,  who  pay 
no  taxes,  are  allowed  the  right  to  vote  ?  It  is  an  outrage 
on  the  country.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  say  there  is  no 
evil  intent  in  enfranchising  the  Indians.  There  must  be 
some  special  reasons,  and  the  main  reason  is  that  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  expect  to  obtain  a  political  advantage. 
The  hon.  member  for  Glengarry  has  let  the  cat  out  of  the 
bag.  The  Indians  of  the  plains  are  not  to  be  enfranchised, 
because  they  are  opposed  to  the  Government,  while  the 
Indians  of  the  older  Provinces,  who  are  given  the  right  to 
vote,  are  supposed  to  bo  in  favor  of  the  Government.  If  it 
were  thought  that  they  would  vote  against  the  Government, 
no  doubt  the  Bill  would  yet  be  amended,  and  they  would  be 
struck  out.  This  Indian  clauso  is  also  an  attempt  to  strike 
down  some  members  of  this  House  who  have  discharged 
nobly  their  duty  as  representatives  of  the  people,  who  are 
respected  by  both  sides,  whose  names  will  be  handed  down  to 
future  generations,  as  men  who  nobly  did  their  duty  on  tho 
floor  of  this  House.  There  is  no  other  object  in  adopting 
the  Indian  clause,  because  the  Indians  have  not  asked  for  it. 
They  are  going  to  be  forced  into  harness ;  they  are  to  be 
told,  first,  that  they  have  votes,  and  if  they  do  not  record 
their  votes  they  will  be  looked  upon  as  opponents,  and  the 
result  will  be  that  they  will  be  drawn  up,  as  a  band,  and 
compelled  to  exercise  the  franchise  in  the  interest  of  the 
Government.  I  say  that  the  revising  barrister  provision  of 
this  Bill  is  bad  enough  ;  the  Indian  vote  is  worso,  and  the 
two  together  are  sufficient  to  condemn  the  Government  that 
introduced  them,  in  the  minds  of  every  independent  man 
in  this  country.  I  hope  the  day  is  not  far  distant  when  the 
people  will  open  their  eyes,  when,  in  place  of  supporting 
legislation  of  this  kind  and  allowing  it  to  go  unpunished, 
legislation  which  fetters  their  rights  and  liberties,  they 
will  rise  up  and  condemn  it.  It  is  high  time  that  the 
people  woke  up  to  the  fact  that  their  rights  are  being 
lettered  and  trampled  upon.  I  say  that  every  man 
on  this  side  has  a  right  to  express  his  opinion  candidly 
and  forcibly  on  this  quostion,  and  whilo  we  have  a 
single  son  of  a  European  race  twenty-one  years  of 
age,  who  is  not  permitted  to  exercise  the  franchise, 
it  is  a  gross  insult  that  you  should  allow  the  Indian 
on  the  reserve  the  right  to  vote,  whilo  you  deprive 
the  sons  of  tenant  farmers  and  tho  sons  of  tenant  manu¬ 
facturers  from  exercising  their  franchise.  This  shows,  on 
the  face  of  it,  that  there  is  an  object  in  view.  If  the 
tenant  farmers’  sons  could  be  gathered  together  on  a 
reserve,  in  a  group  where  they  could  be  influenced  to  vote 
in  favor  of  Government  Candida' es,  they  would  be  enfran¬ 
chised  ;  but  because  they  cannot  be  controlled  like  the 
Indians,  they  do  not  get  votes.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  could  not 
permit  this  thing  to  go  through  its  last  stage  without 
entering  my  solemn  protest  against  it. 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  An  attempt  has  been  made  by  cer¬ 
tain  bon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  misrepresent  my  meaning, 
in  the  remarks  which  I  made  to  the  House  to-night.  I  do 
not  attach  very  great  weight  to  those  statements,  because  I 
think  I  can  defend  myself  before  any  Highland  audience  in 
which  I  my  chance  to  appear.  While  I  described  the  state 
of  savagery  which  existed  in  byegone  years  in  Scotland,  a 
fact  which,  historically  speaking,  cannot  bo  doubted,  I  also 
pointed  out  tho  progressive  development  of  the  people  of 
that  country  to  one  of  the  foremost  nations  in  Europe,  and 
hon.  gentlemon  cannot  deny  it.  The  hon.  member  for  South 
Huron  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  far  from  recognising  such 
development  in  the  remark  he  made,  far  from  recognising 
that  the  Highland  race  to  which  I  belong,  and  of  which  I  am 
as  proud  as  any  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House  or  outside  of 
it — far  from  recognising  the  great  progress  they  made,  and 
that  they  are  now  one  of  the  most  cultivated  nations  on  the 
earth,  producing  most  eminent  men  in  every  walk  of  life,  stig- 
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matised  them  as  still  possessing  the  “  predatoiy  instincts,” 
practically  characterising  them  by  that  remark,  as  possess¬ 
ing  the  old  instincts  which  they  possessed  when  they  were 
a  savage  race,  and  as  carrying  those  instincts  down  to  a  later 
time.  I  repudiate  hero,  as  it  has  been  repudiated  else¬ 
where,  the  insinuation  so  made  against  the  Highlanders  ; 
and  I  take  it  as  a  displacement  of  this  debate  for  the  hon. 
member  for  South  Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin)  to  stand  up  here 
and  profess  to  vindicate  the  Highland  character — to  say,  on 
behalf  of  the  Highlanders  in  his  constituency,  that  he  dis¬ 
sented  from  the  remark  of  the  member  for  Glengarry 
against  the  Highland  race.  I  mado  no  such  charge  against 
the  Highlanders.  I  spoke  of  the  facts  of  history  ;  I  recog¬ 
nised  the  progress  of  that  race,  and  I  equally  enter  my 
dissent  against  the  statement  that  their  acts  or  conduct  are 
characterised  by  the  predatory  instincts  which  may  hare 
characterised  them  in  their  early  days. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  What  the  hon.  gentleman  did  was  to 
compare  the  Highlanders  of  150  years  ago  with  the 
Mohawks  of  1642. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  That  is  false. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Ho  compared  them  with  the  savage 
Mohawks  of  the  seventeenth  century. 

Mr.  MACMASTER,  I  made  no  such  statement. 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  the  hon.  gentleman  did  was  to  refer 
to  a  statement  of  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  (Mr. 
Charlton).  The  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk  had 
referrod  to  the  acts  of  the  Mohawk  Indians  in  1642,  and 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  did  was  to  argue  that  the  Mohawks 
of  to-day  were  not  to  be  judged  by  tboso  of  1642.  He  said  : 
Look  at  me;  iry  ancestors  were  savage  Highlanders  150 
years  ago.  He  described  the  Highlanders  of  150  years  ago, 
and  he  said  if  those  savages  produced  such  a  splendid 
specimen  of  a  man  as  the  member  for  Glengarry,  what  may 
we  expect  will  bo  the  Mohawks  of  to-day.  The  Indians 
have  been  progressing  for  ninety  yoai’s  more  than  the 
Highlanders,  and  if  I,  in  150  years,  have  become  such  a 
splendid  specimen  of  a  man  from  the  Highland  race,  what 
may  we  not  expect  from  the  voters  of  Brantford,  whose 
ancestors  committed  the  depredations  in  1612.  That  wa3 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  gontleman,  and  if  it  was  more,  ho 
was  simply  arguing  that  the  Highland  race  were  a  progres¬ 
sive  race;  that  150  years  ago  they  wore  a  nation  of  savagos, 
and  to-day  they  were  able  to  produce  such  a  splendid 
specimen - 

Mr.  MACMASTER.  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman,  across 
this  House,  if  I  made  any  reference  to  myself  or  produced 
myself  as  a  specimen  ? 

Mr.  DAWSON.  I  think  it  is  unjust  to  press  upon  the 
hon.  member  for  Glengarry  remarks  which  he  says  were 
contrary  to  what  he  uttered,  or  to  try  to  fasten  upon  him 
the  assertion  that  he  said  anything  derogatory  of  the  High¬ 
lander.  He  is  a  Highlander  himself,  as  I  am,  and  speaking 
of  the  Highlanders,  he  spoke  in  a  relativo  manner.  The 
Mohawks  have  been  run  down  a9  savages,  but  let  mo  read 
to  you  what  an  American  writer  has  said  of  their  nation  : 

“  The  Confederacy  of  the  Iroquois,  or  Fire  Nations  (and  which  was 
known  as  the  Confederacy  of  the  Six  Nations,  after  the  Tuscaroras  were 
admitted  into  the  Union),  might  afford  the  subject  of  a  historical  sketch, 
in  the  hands  of  a  master,  replete  with  the  deepest  interest  aDd  curi¬ 
osity.  It  was  distinguished,  from  the  time  of  the  first  discovery  of  the 
Hudson  down  to  the  war  of  1756,  for  its  power,  policy,  and  martial 
spirit.  At  the  close  of  the  seventeenth  century  that  Confederacy  was 
computed  to  contain  10,000  fighting  men.  *  *  *  The  Five 

Nations,  during  the  time  of  their  ascendency  and  glory,  extended  their 
dominion  on  every  side,  and  levied  tribute  on  distant  tribes.  They 
blockaded  Quebec  for  several  mouths,  about  the  year  1660,  with  700 
warriors.  The  Mohawks  were  the  terror  and  scourge  of  all  the  New 
England  Indians,  and  those  dwelling  west  of  Connecticut  river  paid 
them  tribute.  They  extended  their  conquest  down  the  Hudson  to  Man¬ 
hattan  Island,  and  subdued  the  Carnase  Indians  on  the  west  end  of 
Long  Island.  The  Iroquois  pushed  the  conquest  to  Lake  Huron,  and 


fought  desparate  actions  with  the  Harons  and  the  Chippewas  on  the 
borders  of  Lake  tuperior.” 

They  are  described,  still  further,  as  extending  tbeir  con¬ 
quests  up  through  Illinois  and  the  plains  of  the  West  on  the 
one  side,  and  to  the  Atlantic  coast  and  the  Carolinas  on  the 
other.  A  race  that  could  do  such  things  cannot  be  con¬ 
sidered  a  despicable  one. 

t^Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  quite  agree  with  the  extract 
that  has  been  read.  Anybody  who  has  read  the  history  of 
America  knows  that  tho  Mohawks  were  the  kingly  tribo  of 
this  continent,  and  leaving  that  behind,  I  admit  that  they 
are  now  the  most  advanced  Indians  we  have ;  but  advanced  as 
thoy  are  now,  and  warlike  and  brave  as  they  have  been 
bofore,  the  Superintendent  General  has  his  hand  as  firmly 
upon  them  as  upon  any  other  Indian  in  the  land.  His 
Indian  law  holds  them  under  the  same  tutelage  as  any 
others ;  so  that  they  cannot  lease  their  own  lands,  even 
if  thoy  be  educated  men,  sign  contracts,  or  even  make  a 
will,  but  the  Superintendent  General  can  annul  it,  if  ho  sees 
fit.  The  ground  taken  on  this  side  of  the  House  cannot  be 
misunderstood.  We  say,  givo  the  Indians  all  the  rights  and 
liberties,  and  all  the  responsibilities  of  citizenship  ;  but  we 
say  :  Do  not  force  them  upon  him — it  is  not  wise.  If  the 
Mowak  Indians  prefers  to  maintain  his  connection  with  the 
tribes,  it  is  his  own  choice;  he  feels  happier  there;  and 
as  long  as  he  remains  in  that  position  do  not  try  to 
force  him  out  of  it  ;  and  this  proposition  to  force 
a  vote  upon  him  while  he  is  in  that  position  is  a  proposi¬ 
tion  which,  I  believe,  he  will  repudiate ;  and  in  his  interest, 
as  well  as  for  other  reasons  of  another  kind,  referring  to 
loss  advanced  Indians,  I  have  moved  the  resolution.  It  is 
evident,  from  tho  First  Minister  not  having  suggested  any 
different  way  of  obviating  the  difficulty,  that  he  does  not 
seem  inclined  to  accept  my  proposition,  and  this  committee 
is  sufficient  to  voto  it  down.  But  I  call  his  attention  to  this, 
that  the  other  night,  when  I  pointed  out  to  him  the  diffi¬ 
culty  of  getting  the  Indians  on  tho  lists,  and  suggested  that 
it  would  have  to  be  done  in  a  different  manner  from  that 
adoptod  for  white  voters,  owing  to  their  having  no  assess¬ 
ment  rolls,  and  when  I  pointed  out  that  the  only  way  to  get 
tho  information  would  bo  through  the  paid  agents  of  tho 
Government,  and  that  that  would  he  a  wrong  and  indeoont 
thing  to  do,  and  askod  the  First  Minister  what  plan 
he  would  propose,  ho  said  that  he  had  not  given 
tho  question  consideration,  but  that  he  would  do  so,  and 
asked  me  if  I  would  put  my  opinions  on  paper,  that  they 
might  be  considered.  That  !  have  done  ;  but  I  have  been  so 
unfortunate  in  the  expression  of  my  opinions  there  as  not  to 
have  met  tho  views  of  the  First  Minister.  I  therefore  hold 
that  if  he  allows  this  proposition  to  be  voted  down  he  is 
bound  to  find  some  solution  of  tho  difficulty  that  I  desire  my 
amendment  to  obviate,  that  is,  that  it  would  he  an  improper 
thing  for  the  revising  officor  to  take  his  list  of  voters  on  an 
Indian  reservation  from  the  Indian  agent,  under  whom  tho 
Indians  are,  and  who  is  under  the  control  of  the  Superinten¬ 
dent  General  himself ;  and  the  only  method  I  can  see  is  for 
tho  revising  officer  to  go  down  on  the  reservation  and  let 
every  Indian  who  wants  to  bo  put  on  the  list  come  to  him 
and  say  so,  tho  samo  as  the  wage-earner  has  to  do.  Some 
hon.  gentlemen  ask  why  I  want  tho  information  to  be  givon 
under  oath,  I  want  it  to  bo  given  under  oath,  not  so  much 
because  I  want  the  Indian  to  be  put  under  oath,  but  because, 
when  the  revising  officer  seeks  testimony  from  others,  it  is 
under  oath;  and  if  tho  Indian  agent’s  testimony  is  to  be 
taken,  I  hold,  from  the  peculiar  position  ho  occupies  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  tho  Indians,  that  it  should  bo  taken  under  oath.  But 
if  there  is  any  groat  objection  to  that,  strike  it  outand  leave 
the  other  part.  The  hon.  First  Minister  must  know  that  all 
Indians  aro  not  equally  advanced.  While  it  may  bo  a  proper 
thing  to  give  many  of  them  votos  if  thoy  are  full  citizens,  in 
oven  the  most  advanced  bands  there  aro  many  who  are  not 
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qualified  to  exercise  the  franchise,  and  if  you  leave  it  to  the 
option  of  the  Indian  you  may  secure  the  most  intelligent 
and  advanced  of  them,  and  you  would  not  have  the  evil  in  our 
midst  that  the  ignorant,  uneducated,  semi-civilised  Indian, 
who  is  possessed  ol  $150  worth  of  property,  shall  all  at  once 
bo  elevated  to  the  right  of  exercising  the  franchise.  There¬ 
fore,  1  think  the  process  of  selection  should  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  Indians  themselves.  I  do  think  it  is  a  reasonable 
proposition,  and  one  that  ought  to  be  accepted  by  tho  First 
Minister.  He  has  given  me  no  reason  for  refusing  to  accept 
it,  except  the  one  that  it  is  drawing  an  invidious  distinction ; 
but  ho  will  remember  that  it  is  not  my  resolution  but  the 
Indian  Act  that  makes  the  invidious  distinction ;  and  if  he 
asks  his  supporters  to  vote  my  amendment  down  he  should 
devise  some  plan  to  obviate  the  difficulty,  else  I  shall  not 
promise  not  to  try  to  draft  some  other  proposition  to  obviate 
it.  But  the  question  ought  to  be  dealt  with  in  some  way, 
for  it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  not  proper  to  leave  with  the 
Indian  agent  the  power  to  have  what  Indians  ho  likes  put 
on  the  list  of  voters. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MAO-DON ALD,  Under  the  Bill,  as  it 
now  stands,  the  Indian  and  the  wage-earner  are  exactly  on 
the  same  footing.  There  is  no  clause  in  tho  Bill  stating 
that  the  wage-earner  must  go  personally  to  the  revising 
officer  and  ask  that  his  vote  bo  put  on. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  He  is  not  under  control. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  said 
they  should  be  put  on  the  same  footing  ;  I  say  they  are  on 
the  same  footing  now,  and  in  making  a  change  they  will  be 
on  a  different  footing.  I  take  it  that  under  the  reading  of 
tho  Bill  the  revising  officer  will  put  on  all  those  ho  finds 
on  the  assessment  roll  as  having  a  primd  facie  right  to  vote. 
Those  who  are  not  on  the  roll  must  come  forward  and  have 
their  names  put  on,  whether  they  be  wage-earners  or 
Indians.  That  is  not  especially  provided  in  the 
Act,  but  it  is  necessarily  intended,  and  it  would  be 
drawing  quite  a  distinction  between  the  wage-earner 
who  happened  to  be  a  white  man  and  the  wage- 
earner  who  happened  to  be  an  Indian  to  say  that  the 
latter  must  come  forward  personally,  when  we  do  not  say 
that  in  respect  to  the  former.  Both  stand  on  exactly  the  same 
footing ;  and  as  for  the  agent  coming  forward  and  putting 
on  all  the  names,  that  is  absurd  ;  the  agent  will  not  do  any¬ 
thing  of  the  kind.  And  in  case  anything  of  that  kind  should 
be  attempted,  I  have  no  objection  to  its  being  prevented. 
I  have  already  said  that  on  first  impression  I  agreed  to 
the  motion  in  amendment,  which  was  suggested  by  the  bon. 
member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock),  that  the  agent  who, 
directly  or  indirectly,  interfered  with  the  Indian  voters, 
would  be  committing  a  misdemeanor,  punishable  by  loss  of 
office  and  fine  or  imprisonment.  I  have  no  objections  to  pre¬ 
venting  tho  agent,  directly  or  indirectly,  interfering  with 
the  request  of  an  Indian  to  put  his  name  on  the  voters’  list, 
but  what  I  object  to  is  that  the  Indian  must  personally 
come  forward  and  swear  to  his  right  to  vote  when  the 
wage-earner  is  not  put  on  the  same  footing. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  thero  is 
a  difference  between  the  two. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  You  do  not  recognise  the 
difference  in  position. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
a  substantial  difference. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  white  man  who  owns  property  has  to 
give  a  description  of  tho  property  upon  which  he  qualifies. 
There  is  the  concession,  tho  number  of  tho  lot,  and  other 
descriptions.  What  do  you  propose  to  do  with  the  Indian 
property,  in  order  to  describe  it  with  such  exactness  that  it 
may  be  identified  ?  You  know  his  name,  but  the  Indian 
name  is  unfamiliar ;  you  cannot  tell  one  from  another  by 
Mr.  Paterson  (Brant), 
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name,  unless  you  know  the  Indian  tongue.  How  will  you 
know  whether  the  Indian  on  the  voters’  list  owns  any  pro¬ 
perty  or  not?  The  Indian,  in  that  respect,  does  not  stand 
in  tho  same  position  as  the  Indian  who  is  assessed  on 
income.  My  impression  is,  that  there  will  not  be  any 
such,  perhaps  not  a  dozen,  in  the  entire  Dominion.  The 
Indian,  the  ward  of  the  Government,  dependent  on  it  for  a 
large  portion  of  his  means  of  subsistence,  is  not  in  the  same 
position  as  the  ordinary  wago-earner.  If  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  meet  tho  case  I  have  mentioned,  and  give  such  a 
description  of  the  property  as  to  enable  us  to  identify  it,  he 
will  do  much  more  than  he  is  doing  now. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  not  going  to  enter 
into  that  discussion  again ;  wo  have  had  it  ad  nauseam .  With 
regard  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement,  which  is  errone¬ 
ous,  that  the  wage-earner  is  obliged  to  go  and  put  in  his 
vote,  and  that  the  Indian’s  name  shall  bo  put  on  the  list, 
whether  he  likos  it  or  not,  there  is  no  such  proposition  in 
the  Act.  They  stand  in  the  same  position.  As  to  the  argu¬ 
ment  how  tho  land  is  to  be  identified,  the  provision  is  that 
the  Indian  must  bo  in  possession  and  occupation  of  a  separ¬ 
ate  and  distinct  tract  of  land.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
look  at  the  original  clause  giving  the  franchise  ho  will  find 
that  the  property  must  be  described  in  the  voters’  list  by 
lot,  concession,  and  so  forth,  or  other  available  description. 
It  must  be  so  described  that  it  can  be  identified.  Those 
words  were  put  in  advisedly,  because  in  large  portions  of 
the  Dominion  there  are  no  lots  and  concessions,  but  an  avail¬ 
able  description  can  always  be  got,  and  the  revising  officers 
will  have  to  see  that  such  description  is  given. 

Amendment  nogatived.  Yeas,  41 ;  nays,  36, 

On  section  52, 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  would  suggost  that  in  the  Province 
of  Quebec  tho  bailiffs  of  the  Superior  Court  should  be 
entrusted  with  these  duties. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  revising  offi¬ 
cer,  who  is  responsible  for  all  this  work,  should  have  the 
selection  of  his  own  officers,  as  returning  officors  have  now. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Where  will  the  list  of  tho  notices  of 
objections  be  kept  ?  The  revising  officer  might  come  from 
a  city  60  or  80  miles  distant  from  his  district,  and  it  would 
bo  exceedingly  inconvenient  if  those  interested  had  to  go  to 
his  place  of  residence  to  see  the  objections.  The  notices  of 
objections,  or  a  copy  of  them,  might  bo  kopt  in  the  same 
place  in  which  the  list  is  deposited. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Is  it  intended  that  the  revising  officer  shall, 
until  the  list  is  finally  l’evised,  have  an  office  within  the 
electoral  district  ?  If  not,  the  list  ought  to  be  kept  at  the 
office  of  the  county  judge  in  the  nearest  county  town. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose  to  go  back  to 
clause  51,  and  amend  it  in  this  way  : 

The  revising  officer  shall  appoint  as  his  clerk  a  person  residing  in  the 
electoral  district. 

Mr.  SPROULB.  How  would  it  bo  if  it  was  a  judge,  and 
he  was  attending  to  two  or  three  electoral  districts  ?  In 
my  county  there  are  three  electoral  districts,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  one  judge  will  attend  to  the  three. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Then  he  would  have  three  clerks. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  he  should  have 
a  clerk  in  each  electoral  district. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Now  we  can  amend 
section  54.  I  move  the  following : — 
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The  revising  officer  shall  keep  at  his  office  in  the  electoral  district  a 
list  ot  the  notices  of  objections,  etc. 

I  think  that  will  meet  the  views  of  bon.  gentlemen  opposite. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  section  55, 

Mr.  CAMBEON  (Huron).  This  is  a  vory  objectionable 
clause,  and  I  trust  the  First  Minister  will  strike  it  out 
altogether. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  is  tho  system  in 
England. 

Mr.  CAMEEON.  Not  to  the  same  extent  as  this,  I 

think. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONAND.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  CAMEEON.  Whether  it  is  or  not,  we  ought  not 
to  have  it  here.  It  is  an  extraordinary  clause,  and  gives 
the  revising  officer  extraordinary  powers.  It  enables  him, 
without  any  complaint  or  notice  to  the  parties  to  bo  affected 
by  his  proceeding,  to  strike  names  off  the  list,  and  to  change 
names  where  the  same  are  incorrectly  entered  on  the  list, 
and  generally  to  correct  such  list,  so  far  as  any  information 
in  his  possession  will  enable  him  to  do  so,  in  order  to  carry 
out  the  intention  of  the  Act.  It  is  an  extraordinary  power 
to  give  any  individual,  that  he  should,  by  his  own  mere 
motion,  without  notice  of  any  kind,  and  without  evidence 
of  any  kind,  so  far  as  this  clause  is  concerned,  be  enabled  to 
change  tho  wholo  voters’  list.  Something  might  bo  said, 
possibly,  in  favor  of  leaving  him  the  power  to  strike  off  the 
list  the  names  of  dead  men. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  they  are  dead  they 
cannot  vote. 

Mr.  CAMEEON.  I  do  not  think  ho  even  should  go  that 
far  without  some  evidence.  We  have  latterly  had  instances 
of  men  and  women  who  were  eupposod  to  have  been  dead, 
but  who,  fortunately,  turned  out  not  to  be  dead,  and 
if  a  revising  officer,  under  the  operation  of  thi3  Act, 
should  have  struck  their  names  off,  it  would  have  been 
improperly  dono.  It  may  bo  said  they  might  bo  “  person¬ 
ated,”  but  they  may  be  personated  alive  just  as  well  as 
dead.  I  beliove  the  chances  of  fraud  by  leaving  a  dead 
man’s  name  on  the  list  are  much  less  than  the  chances  of 
fraud  by  permitting  tho  revising  officer  to  strike  a  name  off 
without  any  proof  whatever.  The  .revising  officer  may  act 
in  perfect  good  faith  in  striking  off  the  name. 

Mr.  SPBOULE.  Supposing  he  attended  the  dead  man’s 
funeral  ? 

Mr.  CAMEEON.  Even  then  he  could  not  be  sure  that 
the  man  whose  funeral  he  attended  was  the  man  whose 
name  was  on  the  list.  But  you  not  only  enable  him  to 
strike  off  the  name  of  a  dead  man,  but  the  name  of  a  person 
who  becomes  disqualified.  Now,  how  is  the  revising  officer 
to  get  information  that  a  person  has  become  disqualified  ? 
Even  if  he  had  some  information,  it  would  be  outrageous  to 
strike  that  man’s  name  off  without  notice  to  the  man  him¬ 
self.  There  can  be  no  hardship,  no  wrong  done,  because, 
if  the  person  has  become  disqualified,  it  is  the 
business  of  the  political  parties  to  make  an  application  to 
strike  his  namo  off.  Upon  what  evidence  could  the 
revising  officer  act,  in  order  to  justify  him  in  striking  the 
name  off?  The  man’s  name  may  appear  on  the  assessment 
roll,  and  he  may  have  the  qualification  to  vote  under  the 
statute,  or  he  may  have  no  right  whatever  to  vote  under 
the  statute.  So  I  say  that  the  material  which  tho  hon. 
gentleman  authorises  the  revising  officer  to  act  upon  will  not 
justify  him  in  striking  the  name  of  any  person  off,  for  either 
death  or  disqualification,  without  giving  notice  to  the  person 
supposed  to  be  disqualified  that  he  was  to  be  struck  off.  But 
the  hon.  gentleman  goes  further,  and  enables  this  revising 
officer  to  correct  the  list  in  any  way,  upon  such  information 


as  he  may  have  in  his  possession.  Ho  may  have  informa¬ 
tion  communicated  to  him  by  somp  person,  a  verbal  intima¬ 
tion  that  a  person  has  become  disqualified,  or  that  he  has 
come  under  some  legal  disability.  There  is  not  one  of  the 
three  cases  in  which  the  hon,  gentleman  enables  the  revis¬ 
ing  officer  to  act  under  this  clause  that  I  think  ought  to  bo 
here  atall.  The  whole  clause  ought  to  be  removed  from  the 
statute.  No  harm  can  be  dono  by  striking  this  clause  out 
and  leaving  the  law  just  as  it  stands  without  the  clause.  I 
am  strongly  opposed  to  giving  the  revising  officer  power  to 
interfere  with  a  man’s  rights  behind  his  back,  and  without 
giving  that  man  an  opportunity  of  showing  his  claim  to 
have  his  name  remain  on  tho  voters’  list.  I  therefore  beg 
to  move  that  section  55  be  struck  out. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  clause  was  not 
thought  an  unnecessary  power  in  England.  The  revising 
officer  judicially  knows  the  person,  and  is  satisfied,  when 
parties  die  or  are  disqualified  by  loss  of  their  property,  that 
he  should  correct  the  list.  It  comes  within  his  own  cogni¬ 
sance.  There  is,  however,  at  present,  unfortunately,  in  my 
opinion,  a  most  unwholesome  dread  and  suspicion  of  tho 
revising  officer  that  does  not  exist  in  England  ;  by-and-bye, 
when  members  of  Parliament  become  better  acquainted 
with  the  working  of  the  Act,  they  will  have  more  confidence 
in  the  revising  officer,  and  they  will  see  the  advantage  of 
this  clause.  But  I  shall  not  insist  upon  it ;  I  shall  withdraw 
it.  I  think  it  is  a  good  clause,  and  ought  to  be  here,  but 
perhaps  it  is  just  as  well,  at  all  events,  in  the  incoption  of 
the  system,  that  it  should  be  struck  off. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  am  sorry  myself,  personally,  that  tho 
First  Minister  has  withdrawn  the  clause.  I  have  my  own 
opinion  about  it,  and  Ido  not  agi'ee  with  all  the  hon.  member 
for  West  Huron  said  in  his  remarks  upon  this  clause.  I 
thick,  so  far  as  giving  him  power,  of  his  own  notion,  to 
strike  off  disqualified  persons,  that  he  should  not  have  it, 
but  be  must  have  power  to  strike  off  men  who  are  dead.  In 
tho  English  Act  the  revising  officer  shall  correct  a  mistake 
which  has  been  proved  to  him  to  have  been  made  on  any 
list,  and  shall  oxpunge  the  namo  of  any  person  whoso 
qualification  shall  be  insufficient,  and  also  the  name  of  any 
person  who  shall  be  proved  to  him  to  bo  dead.  I  think  it 
is  highly  improper  to  allow  the  list  to  be  encumbered  with 
the  names  ot  dead  men,  voters  who  may  be  personated. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  It  will  be  very  much  better  to  leave 
the  clause  as  it  is,  because  if  the  object  of  having  a  revising 
officer  is  to  obtain  a  correct  voters’  list,  some  discretionary 
power  must  bo  left  with  such  officer,  as  certain  facts  res¬ 
pecting  a  voter’s  qualification  and  non-qualification  come 
within  his  own  knowledge. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Tho  whole  question  is  as  to  what  evidence 
shall  be  deemed  sufficient  on  which  tho  revising  officer  can 
act.  The  same  question  involved  in  this  clause  is  involved 
in  clause  30,  and  the  First  Minister  should  examine  into 
both  clauses,  in  order  to  determine  what  the  powers  and 
functions  of  the  rovising  officer  are  to  be. 

Section  withdrawn. 

On  section  56, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose  to  make  the 
date  1st  August,  1886. 

Mr.  CAMEEON  (Huron).  I  am  afraid  the  assessment 
roll  will  be  no  use,  except  the  assessment  roll  of  tho  pre¬ 
vious  year. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Immediately  after  tho 
1st  of  January  the  revising  officer  will  send  for  the  assess¬ 
ment  roll,  which  is  made  up  to  31st  December,  as  regards 
cities,  and  to  September  or  October  as  regards  counties. 
That  is  in  Ontario.  In  August  the  voters’  list  for  tho 
elections  must  be  completed. 
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Mr.  LANGE  LIBR.  In  Quebec,  according  to  the  muni¬ 
cipal  code,  the  valuation  rolls  must  be  made  in  June  and 
July.  Thirty  days  are  allowed  lor  the  revision  by  the 
municipal  council.  If  the  date  were  placed  at  1st  Septem¬ 
ber  it  would  be  all  right, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  revising  barrister  will 
make  up,  in  the  spring  of  1886,  his  preliminary  list,  taking 
the  list  of  the  previous  year.  It  always  must  bo  the  list  of 
the  year  before. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  assessments  are  generally  made  in 
February,  in  the  rural  districts,  at  all  events,  and  they  are 
rovisod  in  May  and  the  voters’  list  made  up.  It  may  be 
that  tho  revising  officer,  in  preparing  his  preliminary  list, 
will  bo  obliged  to  use  the  old  assessment  roll,  but  when  the 
list  comes  to  be  revised  the  new  roll  will  be  available. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Under  tho  words  “  suck 
other  information,”  he  can  send  for  the  last  roll. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  he  ought  to  have  that  power,  because 
tho  chances  will  bo  very  groat. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  He  has  that  power.  I 
think  the  1st  of  August  will  be  sufficient. 

The  words  “  1st  day  of  August,  1886,”  wore  substituted 
for  the  words  “  15th  day  of  April,  1887,”  and  the  clause,  as 
amended,  agreed  to. 

On  section  61, 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  desire  to  move  an  addition 
to  this  section.  It  is  quite  clear  that  under  the  provisions 
of  this  statute  a  large  number  of  officials  are  to  bo  appointed. 
It  is  of  tho  first  possible  consequonco  that  those  officials 
should  discharge  their  duties  properly,  and  if  they  do  not 
they  ought  to  bo  punished.  All  the  clerks,  constables, 
bailiffs,  and  other  officials,  ought  to  be  liablo  to  some  severe 
ponalty  in  case  of  a  wilful  violation  of  the  law.  I  find  that 
tho  English  Act  provides  that  for  any  wilful  violation  of 
the  law  committed  by  any  official  under  it  the  person 
aggrieved  can  exact  a  penalty  not  exceeding  £100  sterling, 
and  full  cost  of  the  suit.  I  propose  to  move  that 
every  person  appointed  to  any  office  or  position  under  this 
Act,  or  required  by  this  Act  to  do  any  matter  or  thing, 
shall,  for  every  wilful  violation  of  the  Act,  or  wilful  act  of 
commission  or  omission,  forfeit  to  any  person  aggrieved 
the  sum  of  $500,  or  any  less  sum  which  the  jury  or  judge 
before  whom  the  suit  may  be  tried  shall  considor  just. 
It  is  not  for  every  violation  of  the  law  that  I  propose  making 
the  official  responsible  ;  it  is  only  when  he  does  the  thing 
wilfully,  with  the  full  knowledge  that  he  does  wrong. 
You  can  easily  understand  how  an  official  appointed  under 
this  Act  may  commit  a  very  serious  wrong  on  an  elector 
or  a  candidate,  who  may  have  no  redress  unless  we  provide 
for  it  in  this  law.  It  is  no  compensation  to  tho  person 
aggrieved  to  say  that  the  official  is  liable  under  the  Election 
Act.  We  know  that  in  that  Act  the  punishment  is  a  small 
fine,  which  is  merely  nominal ;  and  these  officials,  who  are 
given  those  extraordinary  powers  by  this  statute,  ought  to 
bo  mado  responsible,  if  they  wilfully  violate  the  law,  to 
any  person  aggrieved  thereby. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Suppose  a  returning  officer  refuses  to 
make  a  list,  under  what  section  would  ho  be  fined — under 
this  section,  or  section  61  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  do  not  propose  a  fine.  This  is  com¬ 
pensation  to  the  person  who  is  injured  by  what  those 
officials  do  wilfully,  not  by  mei’e  oversight  or  mistake. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  61st  clause  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  specific  offence  of  not  furnishing  tho  revie  ing 
officer  with  copies  of  the  assessment  roll.  If  the  custodian 
of  the  assessment  roll  will  not  give  it,  he  will  be  liable  to 
tho  penalty. 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 
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Mr.  CAMERON.  Why  make  it  a  fine  ?  Imposing  a  fine, 
on  many  men,  is  practically  no  punishment.  It  is  no 
punishment  to  a  man  who  has  nothing,  to  pay  a  fine  of  a 
$1,000.  I  would  make  it  a  misdemeanor,  penalty  of  three 
months’  imprisonment. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  a 
misdemeanor,  and  I  will  make  it  so. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Tho  party  aggrieved  should  have  a 
chance  of  getting  something  if  he  has  been  wronged  by  any 
act  of  omission  or  commission  of  any  officer, 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  That  is  the  English  law.  There  the 
party  aggrieved  gets  a  £100,  with  full  costs  of  the  suit,  for 
any  wilful  act  of  commission  or  omission  on  tho  part  of 
any  of  those  officials,  and  in  adopting  the  amendment  of 
the  lion,  member  for  West  Huron  we  would  follow  exactly 
in  tho  English  line. 

Mr.  LANGELIER,  If  there  was  no  other  punishment 
than  a  misdemeanor,  it  would  amount,  practically,  to  vory 
little.  In  the  prosecution  of  a  misdemeanor  the  public 
prosecutor  has  to  take  the  case  in  hand,  and  unless  he  was 
strongly  pushed  to  it  by  parties  interested  he  would  not  be 
disposed  to  take  up  a  case  of  that  kind. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  For  tho  offence  of  omit¬ 
ting  to  give  the  copy  of  the  assessment  roll,  to  mako  it  a 
misdemeanor  is  quite  sufficient. 

Section,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  section  62, 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  think  that  sections  62  and  63  are 
adequate  to  meet  the  purposes  of  tho  Act.  It  may  be  ail 
very  well  for  the  party  who  commits  an  offence  against  any 
of  the  officers;  but,  supposing  the  offieor  himself  fails  to 
fulfil  his  duty,  the  party  ought  to  have  tho  same  remedy  that 
ho  would  have  against  tho  returning  officer  or  sheriff  at  an 
election.  In  tho  Ashby  case  the  parties  had  the  right  to 
vote,  but  the  sheriff  was  of  opinion  that  they  had  not,  and 
though  their  candidate  was  elected,  yet  Chief  Justice  Holt 
still  declared  they  had  a  remedy  against  the  sheriff. 
There  ought  to  be  some  remedy  against  a  revising  officer  who 
wilfully  fails  to  do  his  duty.  He  has  certain  duties  and 
certain  ministerial  functions,  and  the  revising  officer  who  ii 
not  a  judge  ought  to  be  treated  as  a  ministerial  and  not  as  a 
judicial  officer.  Tho  greater  part  of  his  duties  are  ministerial, 
and  he  ought  to  bo  held  responsible,  as  a  returning  officer  is 
held  responsible.  I  think  the  English  statute  relating  to 
revising  officers  makes  a  similar  provision. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  doubt  whether  tho 
revising  officers  in  England  are  held  liable. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  so,  for  all  duties  they  discharge  as 
ministerial  officers. 

On  section  62, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Tho  57th  clause  provides 
that  all  Acts  of  Parliament  respecting  elections  of  members 
shall  apply  to  this  Act,  and  this  clause  provides  that  all 
offences  against  this  Act  shall  be  punishable  in  like  manner 
as  similar  offences  against  the  said  Acts. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  think  a  prosecu¬ 
tion  could  lie  under  such  a  general  provision  ?  I  should 
like  to  see  him  prepare  an  indictment  under  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A*  MACDONALD.  I  think  my  hon.  friend 
could  prepare  one  which  would  hold  water.  However,  we 
will  strike  out  that  section. 

Section  62  struck  out. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Now  will  come  tho 
amendment  of  the  member  for  North  York  (Mr.  Mulock). 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2391 


Mr.  TEOW.  I  would  prefer  to  move  it  on  the  third 
reading. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  told  the  hon.  member 
for  North  Aork,  when  he  showed  it  to  me,  that  I  thought  I 
would  accopt  it,  and  ho  said  he  would  leave  it  to  be  moved 
to-night. 

Mr.  TEOW  (for  Mr.  Mulock)  moved  the  amendment. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  not  germane  to  tho  Bill,  but  should 
come  in  an  election  Act; 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  what  I  said,  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  was  very  anxious  to  have  it  in  the  Bill. 
When  the  statutes  are  consolidated  next  Session— I  cannot 
ask  that  they  shall  be  consolidated  this  Session — this  clause 
can  be  put  into  the  Election  Act. 

Mr.  CASEY.  If  this  clause  is  accepted,  any  other 
employe  of  the  Government  should  bo  inserted  as  well  as 
the  Indian  agent. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  ought  also  to  refer  to  persuading  an 
Indian  to  go  on  the  voters’  list. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  This  section,  as  drawn  now,  only  applies 
to  an  agent  who  unsuccessfully  seeks  to  induce,  but  if  he  had 
succeeded  in  inducing,  it  would  not  affect  him  at  all. 

Mr.  PATEESON  (Brant).  I  think,  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
wants  to  make  the  thing  effectual,  he  should  make  it  apply 
to  any  officer  or  any  official  of  the  Government.  I  think  I 
have  heard  of  a  gentleman  whose  name  was  mentioned  to¬ 
night— but  I  will  not  say  it,  because  I  am  not  positive — 
who,  in  an  Ontario  election,  used  his  influence  against  the 
Mowat  candidate. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Distinct  objection  was 
taken  against  the  action  of  the  Indian  agent  from  his  sup¬ 
posed  influence,  and  this  was  a  distinct  clause,  prepared  by 
the  hon.  member  for  North  York,  to  make  agents,  whose 
influence  was  supposed  to  bo  paramount  over  tho  Indians, 
punishable.  That  was  the  object  of  tho  clauso,  bocauso 
they  aro,  under  the  present  law,  liable  to  bo  indicted  for 
acting  improperly  or  using  undue  influence, 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  believe  in  most  cases  tho  agents  are  not 
very  popular  with  the  Indians,  although  at  tho  same  time 
they  have  great  influence  with  them.  I  must  say  that  I  do 
not  think  this  clause  is  of  much  value,  without  the  adoption 
of  the  amendment  suggested  by  tho  member  for  North 
Brant.  If  that  had  been  adopted  this  would  have  been  an 
important  supplementary  proposition,  but  standing  alone,  it 
is  a  most  delusive  proposition. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MAQDONALD.  Then  I  shall  not  mako 
any  delusive  proposition,  and  I  shall  withdraw  it. 

Section  63  agreed  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  are  several 
clauses  tbat  have  been  held  over,  but  as  it  is  two  o’clock  we 
will  not  go  into  them  now.  In  consequence  of  several 
amendments  that  have  been  made  in  the  Bill,  some  of  the 
forms  in  the  schedules  will  have  to  be  altored,  and  that  is 
being  done. 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  about  tho  53rd  section.  Thei'e  was 
no  definite  statement  as  to  the  amount  to  be  paid. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  want  to  make 
any  arrangement,  I  think  I  will  bo  able  to  ascertain 
absolutely  what  it  will  cost ;  I  think  it  will  cost  very  little 
indeed.  It  would  bo  improper  that  tho  officer  should 
receive  an  uncertain  amount.  I  therefore  propose  that  tho 
revising  officers  shall  not  commence  their  duties  till  1st  of 
January,  and  I  propose  that  the  first  thing  to  be  done  will 


be  to  have  an  enactment  as  to  what  the  allowance  of  those 
officers  shall  be.  The  Government  will,  next  Session,  intro¬ 
duce  a  Bill  to  settle  specifically  the  allowances  to  revising 
officers,  clerks  and  bailiffs. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Is  the  sum  to  bo  paid  to  the  revising 
officers  to  be  uniform  in  all  cases  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  say  that.  Seve¬ 
ral  county  judges  have  written  me  that  they  will  be  able 
to  perform  these  duties  in  addition  to  their  own  duties.  I 
think  an  officer  taking  a  small  constituency,  and  one  hav¬ 
ing  two  or  three  ridings,  should  not  be  paid  the  same  allow 
anco.  Tho  county  court  judges,  I  believe,  could  be  com¬ 
pelled  to  do  this  work  as  part  of  their  judicial  functions,  in 
the  same  way  as  it  has  been  decided  that  provincial  courts 
can  be  obliged  to  sit  in  controverted  election  cases.  As 
regards  county  judges,  I  believe  a  good  many  of  them  are 
quite  willing  to  perform  these  duties  with  a  very  small 
addition  to  their  salaries,  and  these  duties  can  bo  performed 
quite  easily  in  connection  with  their  own  duties. 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had  adopted  the 
rule  of  making  the  judicial  districts  the  districts  by  which 
the  revising  officers  were  to  operate,  each  municipality 
being  in  itself  a  complete  unit,  then  we  need  not  have 
changed  the  boundaries  of  the  constituencies,  but  have 
adhered  to  the  judicial  boundaries,  in  Ontario,  at  least.  But 
under  this  Bill,  as  it  stands,  a  judge,  where  a  county  is 
divided,  can  take  a  whole  district.  Ho  cannot  take  part  of 
a  constituency. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  It  has  been  provided  in 
tho  Bill  that  a  revising  officer  can  be  appointed  for  more 
than  one  electoral  district,  and  for  fractional  parts. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  satisfied  that  difficulty  will  arise. 

Mr.  TEOW.  I  desire  to  ask  the  First  Minister  the  posi¬ 
tion  in  which  the  amendment  of  the  hon.membor  for  North 
York  (Mr.  Mulock)  stands. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  momber  for 
Bothwell  said  the  clauso  was  altogether  illusory  and  tho 
hon.  member  for  Queen’s  said  it  was  of  no  value,  and  some 
other  members  made  like  statements.  I  said  I  did  not  want 
to  introdueo  an  illusory  clause. 

Committeo  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to;  and  tho  House  adjourned  at  2:10  a.m., 
Tuesday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS; 

Tuesday,  9  th  June,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

LOANS  FOE  THE  PUBLIC  SBEYICE. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  that  the  House,  to-morrow, 
resolve  itself  into  Commitcee  of  the  Whole  to  consider  the 
following  resolution  :  — 

Resolved,  That  in  addition  to  the  sums  now  remaining  unborrowed 
and  negotiable  of  the  loans  authorised  by  Parliament  by  any  Act  here¬ 
tofore  passed,  the  Governor  in  Council  be  authorised  to  raise,  by  way 
of  loan,  such  sum  or  sums  of  money,  not  to  exceed  in  the  whole  the  sum 
of  thirty  million  dollars,  as  may  be  required  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
the  floating  indebtedness  of  the  Dominion,  and  for  the  carrying  on  of 
the  public  works  authorized  by  the  Parliament  of  Canada  ;  the  rate  of 
interest  on  the  sums  so  to  be  raised  by  loan  not  to  exceed  four  per  cent, 
per  annum. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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FRANCHISE  BILL  PETITIONS. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called, 
I  would  like  to  say  a  few  words  in  reference  to  the  letter 
that  was  presented  to  this  House  last  week,  in  answer  to 
some  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  member  for  King’s  N.S. 
(Mr.  Woodworth).  It  was  in  reference  to  some  criticism  ho 
had  made  about  a  petition  sent  from  Moaford  against  the 
passing  of  the  Franchise  Bill.  One  of  the  parties  whoso  at¬ 
tention  was  attracted  to  that  item  in  the  Hansard,  drew  up 
a  declaration  sotting  forth  that  the  signatures  wore  made  by 
the  parties  as  represented  in  the  petition,  and  a  letter  was 
read,  in  the  House  by  the  hon.  member  for  North  Grey  (Mr. 
Allen),  purporting  to  bo  from  one  of  those  parties,  but 
which  in  reality  was  from  McMillan,  who  is  one  of  those 
who  carried  round  the  petition  for  signature.  I  marked 
the  copy  of  the  Hansard  containing  that  letter,  and  sent  it 
to  Mr.  Oliver,  who  was  referred  to  in  it,  and  asked  if  the 
expressions  made  use  of  by  him  as  stated,  or  if  he 
had  anything  to  say  about  it.  In  reply,  I  have  received  a 
letter  from  him  dated  June  5th,  and  addressod  “  I.  S. 
Sproule,  Ottawa.” 

“  Dear  Sir, — la  reply  to  your  question,  as  written  on  the  margin  of 
the  House  of  Commons  Debates ,  now  before  me,  I  beg  to  say  that,  in 
conversation  with  Mr.  McMillan,  I  said  in  a  jocular  way  that  my  vote  or 
signature  was  as  good  as  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald’s,  but  deny  most 
emphatically  having  used  the  language  attributed  to  me  in  reference  to 
Mr.  Woodworth.  Had  no  idea  McMillan  was  going  to  make  an  improper 
use  of  any  remarks  made  by  me.  I  am  not  in  the  habit  of  applying 
such  offensive  expressions  towards  any  person.” 

That  is  from  the  gentleman  who  is  said  to  have  used  those 
expressions  ;  it  is  from  the  gentleman  that  this  letter  pur¬ 
ported  to  bo  from,  though  it  was  not  written  by  him  at  all. 
I  have  another  letter  from  another  gentleman,  to  whom  I 
sent  a  copy  of  the  Hansard ,  and  asked  for  his  opinion  of  it. 
He  says : 

“  Your  favor  of  the  25th  ult.  to  hand,  also  copy  of  Hansard  with 
reference  to  the  petition  from  Meaford  against  the  Franchise  Bill.  The 
most  daring  lying  was  practised  by  James  McMillan  and  James  Drum¬ 
mond  in  circulating  thi3  petition.  What  few  Conservatives  they  got 
was  through  misrepresentation.  They  assured  the  people  that  all  the 
wild  Indians  in  Manitoba,  the  North-West  Territory,  British  Columbia, 
and  Iveewatin  would  have  the  franchise.” 

He  goes  on  to  say  that  the  two  names  mentioned  on  it  as 
Conservatives  are  not  Conservatives  and  never  were,  and 
that  two  or  throe  Conservatives  who  are  on  tho  petition 
acknowledged  this : 

“  The  only  persons  I  have  found  out  that  signed  the  petition  were 
George  Tomlinson  Sewell  and  Jame3  Sparling,  and  I  have  spoken  to 
them  about  it.  They  say  it  was  the  misrepresentation  about  the  Indian 
vote  in  the  North-West,  and  at  the  time  every  person  was  mad  about 
outrages  committed  by  the  Indians  at  Frog  Lake.” 

This  is  an  explanation,  I  think,  of  many  of  the  signatures 
that  have  been  attached  to  this  petition.  As  to  this 
McMillan,  tho  man  who  carried  round  that  petition,  ho  is  a 
man  who  has  always  been  in  tho  habit  of  doing  that  sort  of 
work, and  is  always  ready  to  do  it  when  he  can  get  a  fair  day’s 
wages,  so  long  as  he  can  make  it  toll  against  the  Conser¬ 
vative  party.  He  is  a  person  who  is  entirely  unscrupulous 
as  to  his  representations,  and  I  can  well  understand  that 
he  was  fitted  for  that  very  important  duty  in  tho  interests 
of  his  party. 

Mr.  SPEaKEK.  I  am  sorry  that  this  letter,  which  was 
unfortunately  read  the  other  day,  which  I  said  was  out  of 
order,  as  it  reflected  upon  a  member  of  the  House,  should 
have  gone  into  Hansard ,  I  think  that  was  the  mistake 
that  was  made,  and  I  think  it  lowers  the  position  of  this 
House  to  have  letters  of  that  kind  read.  1  think  it  would 
he  wise  and  well  if  hon.  members  would  discontinue  the 
practice  of  reading  private  letters. 

ENQUIRIES  FOE  EETUENS. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  would  ask  when  wo  may  expect  the 
returns  to  some  addresses  in  connection  with  the  Canadian 

Mr.  Bowell, 
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Pacific  Railway  which  I  have  called  attention  to  on  divers 
occasions.  Most  of  them  refer  to  information  which  is  not 
in  possession  of  the  Government  directly,  but  which  they 
promised  to  obtain,  and  which  the  hon.  gentleman  no  doubt 
has  been  pressing  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  give. 
Some  of  them,  however,  have  been  passed  so  long  ago  that 
I  dare  say  he  has  forgotten  all  about  them.  For  example, 
on  the  5th  February,  there  was  an  Order  of  the  House  for  a 
statement  as  to  tho  emigrants  and  immigrants  by  rail,  a 
monthly  statement  which  the  hon.  gentleman  was  in  the 
habit  of  giving  us  before  the  Session  was  over,  and  we  know 
that  tho  Session  is  properly  over  a  long  while  ago.  Then,  on 
tho  9th  February,  an  Address  was  passed  for  the  gross 
and  not  earnings  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  for  the 
years  1883-84,  divided  into  three  divisions. 

Mr.  POPE.  The  answer  they  gave  the  Government  was 
that  they  did  not  keep  their  accounts  in  that  way,  and  it 
was  impossible  to  f  urnish  tho  information  in  that  way. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  hardly  a  satisfactory  answer  to 
the  House.  If  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  has  placed  the 
Government  in  a  position  to  give  that  answer  to  the  House 
by  the  shape  of  the  document  which  we  can  ask  for,  then  I 
should  bo  prepared  to  take  action  on  that  document  at  the 
earliest  convenient  moment  after  it  was  received.  But  at 
the  prosent  moment  we  are  in  this  position  :  an  Address  has 
been  passed  for  that  on  tho  9th  February,  as  it  has  been 
passed  in  former  years.  Then  there  was  an  Address  for  the 
transactions  between  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the 
Government,  in  regard  to  town  sites,  on  the  12th  February  ; 
and  on  the  same  day  there  was  an  Order  for  various  state¬ 
ments,  three  or  four  different  sets  of  statements,  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company ;  and  on  the  same  day 
thore  was  an  Order  for  a  statement  with  reference  to  land 
grant  bonds,  of  which  tho  hon.  gentleman,  some  time  ago, 
brought  down  that  part  relating  to  what  the  Government 
had  done  about  land  grant  bonds ;  but  tho  Address  of  the 
House  called  for  information  which  was  in  the  possession 
of  tho  company  about  land  grant  bonds,  and  that  was  not 
answorcd.  On  the  17th  of  the  same  month  there  was  an 
Ordor  for  various  statements,  and  another  Order  for 
various  statements  on  the  24th.  There  was  an  Address 
for  the  cost  of  construction  of  1,650  miles  west  of  Winni¬ 
peg,  and  on  the  27th  April  an  Address  for  the  stockholders 
of  tho  Ontario  and  Quebec  Railway,  which  is  said  to  be 
distantly  connected  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
Those  are  all  that  I  have  to  direct  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
particular  attention  to,  so  far  as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  is  concerned.  I  have  done  so  more  than  once  hereto¬ 
fore,  and  Ido  so  now  because  wo  may,  I  presume,  as  the 
Session  is  getting  on  a  little,  perhaps  have  a  resolution 
about  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  brought  down  to 
us  in  the  course  of  a  month  or  so,  and  this  information 
would  be  important  in  that  discussion.  Then  there  are 
some  other  returns  which  I  may  suggest  as  important. 
Thoro  was  an  Address  for  papers  connected  with  disallow¬ 
ances  for  tho  year.  There  was  an  Address,  on  the  6th 
February,  for  tho  High  Commissioner’s  report.  There  was 
an  Order  of  the  House  on  the  same  day  for  the  details  of  an 
estimate  made  by  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Interior  of 
$58,000,000  as  the  proceeds  of  our  estate  in  the  North-West. 
On  the  12th  there  was  an  Order  for  petitions  and  correspon¬ 
dence  with  the  colonisation  companies ;  and  on  the  same 
day  an  Order  of  a  like  character  for  petitions  and  correspon¬ 
dence  with  the  railway  companies  in  the  North-West,  not 
including  the  Canadian  Pacific. 

Mr.  POPE.  What  is  that  for  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  there  are 
a  number  of  persons  formed  into  railway  corporations  in 
the  East,  who  sometimes  ask  him  for  money,  and  then  for 
more  money,  and  it  is  that  class  of  correspondence  I  mean, 
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with  reference  to  the  West.  Then,  on  the  12th  March  there 
was  an  Order  for  papers  in  reference  to  a  speech  of  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works  on  the  subject  of  immigration, 
and  on  the  same  day  for  papers  with  reference  to  the 
License  Act.  On  the  27th  April  there  was  an  Order  for 
papers  with  reference  to  the  Edmonton  and  Saskatchewan 
Land  Company. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  would  like  the  hon.  gentleman  to  send  me 
a  list ;  and  perhaps  he  had  better  get  some  one  else  to  write 
it  out  for  me.  With  Tespect  to  the  repoit  of  the  High  Com¬ 
missioner,  I  believe  it  has  been  brought  down.  With  res¬ 
pect  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  they  have 
been  told  what  we  wanted,  and  they  have  informed  us  that 
the  information  was  in  courso  of  preparation. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  my  hon.  friend  will  only  press  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  as  hard  as  they  press 
him,  it  will  be  all  done. 

Mr.  MITCHELL,  My  hon.  friend  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  had  a  pretty  good  share  of  returns  this  Session,  while 
the  sole  return  I  have  asked  for  this  Session  has  not  yet 
been  brought  down,  and  I  would  like  to  ask  the  First  Minis¬ 
ter  when  we  are  likely  to  get  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  only  answer  that  I 
can  give  to  my  hon.  friend  is  that  I  don’t  know. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  It  appears  that  it  is  your  duty  to  find 
out. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  like  to  remind  the  First  Minister 
that  we  were  promised  the  correspondence  on  the  subject  of 
the  northern  boundary  of  Ontario  early  in  the  Session  ;  it 
has  not  come  down  yet.  Also,  the  correspondence  with  the 
Ontario  Government,  with  reference  to  the  claims  made  by 
the  Dominion  Government  for  land  on  account  of  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  the  Indian  title,  and  also  concerning  the  expenses 
connected  with  the  subject  of  the  disputed  boundaries. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  remind  the 
Minister  of  Customs  that  time  has  been  up  a  good  while  for 
the  savings  banks  returns,  to  which  1  called  his  attention 
two  or  three  times. 

THE  FRANCHISE  BILL. 

House  again  molded  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill 
(No,  10 f)  respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. 

(In  the  Committee,) 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  we  may  take  up 
those  clauses  which  wero  postponed.  The  first  item  was 
the  paragraph  in  section  2,  defining  the  word  “  farm.” 

“  ‘  Farm’  means  land  actually  occupied  by  the  owner  thereof,  and 
not  les9  in  quantity  than  20  acres ;  and  a  ‘farmer’  means  the  owner 
thereof.” 

Some  objection  was  taken  to  this  definition,  upon  the  ground 
that  in  the  vicinity  of  large  towns  ihero  were  market 
gardens  of  less  than  20  acres  equally  valuable  with  a  plot 
of  20  acres.  I  think  we  had  better  retain  the  clause,  as  I 
see  there  is  a  similar  provision  in  the  existing  Ontario  Act 
and  in  the  new  Bill.  Of  course,  I  am  willing  to  hear  any 
argument  on  the  point.  Five  acres  of  land,  while  culti¬ 
vated  as  a  market  garden,  may  be  very  valuable,  but  the 
moment  it  becomes  used  for  other  purposes  the  value  may 
sink  into  insignificance.  Under  all  the  circumstances,  I 
think  it  dosirable  to  maintain  the  words  “  20  acros.” 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  do  not  see  there  is  anything  to  discuss  in 
reference  to  the  matter.  The  son  of  a  proprietor  of,  say  19 
acres,  will  vote,  because  of  the  proprietary  interest  in  the 
property,  if  the  property  has  sufficient  value.  This  Bill 
gives  every  owner  of  property  of  a  certain  value,  no  mat¬ 
ter  whether  it  is  a  farm  or  not,  a  vote,  it  also  gives  the 
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son  of  the  proprietor,  no  matter  whether  he  is  a  farmer  or 
a  proprietor  of  real  estate,  a  vote. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  had  an  amendment  which  I  was  prfr- 
pared  to  move,  but  on  considering  the  arguments  put  for¬ 
ward  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  and  looking  at  the 
subsequent  section  of  the  Bill,  I  do  not  think  it  necessary 
to  move  it.  The  son  of  an  owner  of  real  property,  not 
otherwise  qualified  to  vote,  is  given  a  vote;  and  that  would 
apply  to  a  market  garden  of  10  acres  within  the  city  limits. 
As  to  counties,  sub-section  8  of  section  4  gives  the  son  of 
an  owner  of  real  property,  other  than  a  farm,  a  right  to 
vote.  So  it  is  of  no  consequence  whether  we  place  the 
oxtent  of  land  at  20  acres  or  10  acres. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  desire  to  insert  the  fol¬ 
lowing,  with  respect  to  the  qualification  as  to  farmers’  sons : 
“  Grandson,  stepson,  or  son-inlaw;”  also,  the  following? 
“  Father  shall  include  grandfather,  stepfather,  and  father? 
in  law.  Mother  shall  include  gi*andmother,  stepmother^ 
and  mother-in-law.” 

Mr.  LANGELIER,  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
cases  frequently  occur  in  our  Province  of  sons  by  adoption 
and  fathers  by  adoption. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  As  I  understand,  th$ 
father  by  adoption  can  afterwards  repudiate  that  adoption; 
and  not  be  bound  by  it. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  Supposing  the  case  of  a  farmer  having 
20  acres,  and  it  is  assessed  sufficiently  to  allow  bimseli 
and  one  more  to  vote.  Supposing  he  has  a  son  and  a  step¬ 
son,  or  a  son-in-law,  or  a  grandson,  which  would  be  entitled 
to  vote  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  suppose  the  son  would 
have  it  over  the  others. 

Mr.  MoMULLEN.  The  son-in-law  might  be  the  eldest, 
and  the  owner  of  the  property  would  not  have  the  power  tg 
say  who  should  have  the  vote. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  think  the  interpretation  of  farmers’  sons 
would  cover  that.  If  the  word  “sons”  includes  stepsons 
or  sons  in-law,  the  elder  would  have  the  vote. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  would  bo  the  com 
struction,  I  suppose,  but  I  do  not  know  if  that  would  be  fair, 
because  the  daughtor  might  marry  a  rich  old  mau  and  cut 
the  others  out. 

Mr.  Mc.UULLEN,  I  think  it  would  be  unfair  that  the 
son-in-law  should  vote  while  the  heir  of  the  house  would  not 
have  a  vote. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  suppose  the  proprietor  would  practically 
determine  which  name  would  go  on  the  list  with  his  own, 

Section,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Mr.  EDGAR.  If  it  is  true  that  the  section  giving  the 
qualification  to  farmers’  sons  is  still  unsettled,  a  few  words 
might  bo  introduced  rhere  which  would  cover  the  case  men¬ 
tioned  by  the  hon,  membor  for  Wellington  (Mr.  McMullen), 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  section  does  not 
stand  over,  but  wo  have  been  going  back  from  time  to  time, 
without  adhering  to  any  technical  rules,  and  it  might  be 
amendod. 

Mx*.  MILLS.  It  should  apply,  not  only  to  farmers’  sons 
but  to  sons  of  all  owners. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  was  another 
point  with  respect  to  tonaney.  A  discussion  arose  when 
we  were  considering  the  franchise  in  counties,  and  I  said 
l  would  have  no  objection  to  a  proviso  being  added  to  the 
clause,  by  which  it  would  bo  provided  that  where  there  was 
no  rental  stated  on  the  assessment  roll,  if  the  property 
were  assessed  at  $150,  that  should  be  held  as  primd  facie 
evidence  of  the  right  of  the  tenant  to  vote.  That  I  am  pre- 
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pared  to  move.  I  would  ask  the  consideration  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  as  to  whether  there  should  be  some  provision  made 
under  the  head  of  tenancy  in  cities  and  towns.  There  the 
rental  is  nearly  always  a  money  rental ;  a  rental  of  any  other 
kind  is  so  rare  that  the  number  of  such  cases  would  not  be 
appreciable.  The  reason  I  bring  it  up  is  that  what  I  said 
before  was  with  reference  to  counties  altogether.  Meanwhile, 
however,  we  might  turn  to  the  franchise  for  counties. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  not  going  to  re  open  the  question  fur' 
ther  than  to  say  that  it  would  simplify  the  preparation  of 
the  voters’  list  very  much  if  the  hon.  gentleman,  at  all 
events  in  counties,  if  not  elsewhere,  should  adopt  the  rule  of 
taking  the  assessed  value  not  simply  as  th q  prima  facie  right 
to  vote,  but  as  the  actual  right  to  vote,  thereby  putting  ten¬ 
ants,  in  that  respect,  on  the  same  footing  as  owners  and 
oceupants. 

On  section  4,  paragraph  4, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  insertion  of  the 
following  words 

Provided  further,  that  where,  iu  any  revised  or  final  assessment 
roll,  the  amount  of  a  tenant’s  rent  is  not  stated ,  the  fact  that  the  real  pro¬ 
perty  in  respect  of  which  he  is  entered  on  such  roll  as  tenant  thereof  i3 
assessed  at  $150,  or  over  that  sum,  shall  be  held  to  beprimd  Jack  evi¬ 
dence  of  his  right  to  be  registered  as  a  voter. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  As  to  making  that  applicable  to  towns 
and  cities,  surely,  if  the  same  proportionate  value  has  boon 
arrived  at  in  this  Bill,  to  fix  the  qualification  as  to  owner¬ 
ship  or  occupancy,  it  would  be  simple  enough  to  make  the 
same  limit  primd  facie  evidence  of  the  tenant’s  right  to  vote. 
If  $150  in  the  country  is  about  equivalent  to  $300  in  towns, 
it  would  be  quite  safe  to  take  the  assessed  value  in  the  cities 
and  towns  as  well  as  in  the  country.  I  do  not  see  why  this 
principle  cannot  be  made  applicable  to  cities  and  towns  as 
Well  as  to  the  country.  It  would  simplify  the  trouble  of 
proving  the  right  of  tenants  to  vote. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  must  say  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  think  in  the  cities  and  towns 
the  rental  is  likely  to  exceed  the  simple  interest  on  the 
assessed  value  of  the  property.  I  would  like  to  hear  from 
other  gentlemen  acquainted  with  cities  who  can  speak  on 
that  point. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  section  5, 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  satisfied  that  to  take  the  assessed 
value  of  the  property  would  be  a  better  precaution  against 
fraud,  and  would  facilitate  the  placing  of  names  on  the 
assessment  roll.  Of  course,  I  except  the  Province  Quebec, 
because  there,  I  believe,  the  amount  of  the  rental  is  marked 
on  the  assessment  roll ;  but  that  is  not  done  anywhere  else, 
and  I  have  never  been  able  to  understand  why  the  hon. 
gentleman  desires  to  take  the  rent  as  the  basis  instead  of 
the  actual  value  in  the  case  of  tenants.  Without  that,  how 
is  the  revising  officer  to  obtain  prima  facie  evidence  for 
putting  the  names  of  tenants  on  the  voters’  list  ?  Is  he  to 
make  personal  enquiry  in  every  case  ?  For  instance,  take 
the  case  of  an  owner  of  property  having  about  the  neces¬ 
sary  value :  if  he  found  that  the  tenant  was  politically 
opposed  to  him  he  might  have  no  objection,  on  condition 
that  it  did  not  give  a  vote,  to  accepting  a  rent  just  below 
the  amount  necessary  to  qualify  the  tenant.  That  could 
not  happen  if  the  assessed  or  the  actual  value  of  the  property 
were  taken. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  suppose  that  at 
this  stage  we  should  re-open  that  question.  It  may  be 
re-opened  at  a  subsequent  stage.  The  reason  I  asked  that 
the  5th  clause  should  stand  over  I  mentioned  at  the  time. 
The  Act  provides  that  the  property  qualification  shall  be,  in 
cities  $300,  and  in  towns  $200.  It  has  been  pressed  upon 
me  that  there  are  two  towns  in  the  Province  of  Quebec,  Hull 
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and  St.  Hyacinthe,  which  got  themselves  declared  cities,  in 
which  a  large  number  of  voters,  who  are  now  qualified,  will 
be  disqualified,  if  the  qualification  is  raised  from  $200  to 
$300.  I  do  not  desite  that  these  voters  shall  be  disqualified, 
because  these  towns,  by  a  rather  misjudged  ambition,  got 
themselves  declared  cities,  when  1  do  not  think  either  their 
wealth  or  their  population  entitled  them  to  that  position. 
I  believe  that  everywhere  else,  in  all  the  Provinces,  the 
cities  are  sufficiently  important  to  justify  the  distinction  in 
value  the  Bill  provides  for.  There  are  two  ways  of  meet¬ 
ing  the  case  of  these  two  places— either  by  excepting  them, 
and  stating  that  in  those  two  cities  the  qualification  shall 
be  $200,  or  by  providing  that  all  cities  of  a  population 
under  9,000  shall  be  considered  as  if  they  were  towns. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  think  there  is  a  better  way,  which 
is  the  system  adopted  in  the  election  law  of  the  Province  of 
Quebec.  There,  there  are  different  qualifications;  one  $300 
and  the  other  $200.  The  higher  qualification  applies  only 
to  cities  which  return  one  member  or  more,  and  the  other 
applies  to  every  other  municipality,  whether  parish,  town¬ 
ship  or  town,  or  even  city.  If  you  apply  this  rule  it  will  be 
general,  and  there  will  be  no  difficulty  whatever. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  the  case  of  cities  like 
Hull  and  St.  Hyacinthe,  which  are  cities  by  Act  of  Parlia¬ 
ment,  but  still,  from  their  population  and  position,  the  value 
of  property  there  is  not  greater  than  if  they  were  towns. 
The  effect  of  making  a  distinction  between  cities  and  towns 
in  the  value  of  property  would  disfranchise  a  great  many 
men  in  those  places.  I  think  the  better  plan  would  be  to 
make  it  a  matter  of  population.  I  find  that  these  cities  are 
both  of  them  under  9,000,  in  which  case  they  would  be  con¬ 
sidered  for  valuation  purposes  as  towns,  still  we  cannot 
prevent  their  being  cities  as  they  are  so  by  Act  of  Parlia¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  no  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
maturely  considered  this,  and  will  propose  such  an  amend¬ 
ment  as  will  be  in  the  public  interest. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  suggestion  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Quebec  (Mr.  Langelier)  is  by  far  the  most  logical  way  of 
getting  at  what  he  desires.  A  limit  of  population  is  not  as 
logical  a  distinction  as  the  distinction  between  cities  that 
return  members  and  those  that  do  not.  There  are  several 
cities  in  Ontario  which  are  over  the  limit  of  9,000  popula¬ 
tion,  and  yet  in  which  property  is  no  more  valuable  than 
when  they  only  had  9,000  or  than  it  is  in  other  places  of 
9,000  population.  Taka  St.  Thomas,  which  is  a  very  pros¬ 
perous  city,  the  value  of  property  there  is  not  at  all  to  be 
compared  with  the  value  of  property  in  London,  Toronto  or 
other  cities.  The  best  plan  would  be  to  adopt  the  sugges¬ 
tion  of  the  hon.  member  for  Quebec. 

„  Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  will  let  this  proposition 
stand,  and  consider  it,  and  in  the  meantime  the  section  can 
be  adopted  as  it  is. 

Mr.  MILLS.  In  clause  9  we  carried  a  provision  disquali¬ 
fying,  amongst  others,  police  magistrates,  stipendiary  magis¬ 
trates  and  recorders.  Some  of  these  are  not  salaried  officers, 
but  are  only  municipal  officers. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  pointed  oat  to  the  First  Minister  that 
seven  or  eight  officials  wore  appointed  in  Digby  county  last 
year,  and  that,  though  they  were  called  stipendiary  magis¬ 
trates,  they  received  no  stipends.  Under  the  Bill  they  will 
be  doprived  of  a  vote,  but  1  am  sure  that  is  not  the  inten¬ 
tion. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  One  cannot  very  well 
see  how  a  man  can  bo  a  stipendiary  magistrate  without  a 
stipend.  I  have  no  objection  that  the  clause  should  be  re¬ 
opened,  with  unanimous  consent.  We  might  say  “police 
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magistrates  and  stipendiary  magistrates,  receiving  no  sti¬ 
pend.”  It  is  lucus  a  non  lucendo  business,  though. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex).  In  Ontario,  police  magis¬ 
trates  are  sometimes  appointed  without  salary  at  the  in¬ 
stance  of  a  municipality,  as  it  is  a  convenience,  where  the 
population  is  less  than  5,000,  to  have  one  magistrate  to 
attend  to  the  business,  instead  of  allowing  the  justices  of  the 
peace  to  carry  it  out.  When  this  clause  was  up,  the  com¬ 
mittee  was  rather  in  a  hurry  ;  but  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  it  is  not  dosired  to  disfranchise  those  officers  who 
receive  no  salary. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Inverness).  In  some  counties  of  Nova 
Scotia,  stipendiary  magistrates  are  appointed  to  carry  out 
the  Scott  Act.  If  they  are  to  be  disfranchised,  I  am  afraid 
they  will  refuse  to  act.  There  are  five  in  my  county. 

Mr.  TAIL.  At  Hie  last  sitting  of  the  municipal  council, 
county  of  Digby,  certain  men  of  the  first  position  in  the 
county  were  appointed  stipendiary  magistrates  without 
salary.  As  has  been  pointed  out  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Inverness,  they  are  to  act  under  the  Scott  Act. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  suppose  the  difficulty  arises  out  of  our 
legislation  here.  We  give  certain  powers  to  certain 
individuals  whom  we  call  stipendiary  magistrates,  and,  in 
order  to  give  these  powers,  they  have  to  be  appointed  under 
that  name,  even  though  they  are  patriotic  enough  to  act  with¬ 
out  remuneration.  I  confess  I  do  not  see  very  well  the 
principle  upon  which  even  a  stipendiary  magistrate  who  has 
a  stipend  is  disfranchised,  as  long  as  the  stipend  comes  from 
the  locality  and  not  from  the  Government. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  was  in  the  old  law, 
but  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman.  After  consul¬ 
tation  with  my  friends,  I  was  just  about  to  propose,  as  I  do 
now,  that  the  words  “  police  magistrates,  stipendiary 
magistrates  and  recorders  ”  be  struck  out  of  tbe  disqualifi¬ 
cation  clause. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  section  50, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  propose  that  this  clause 
shall  run  as  follows  : — 

The  appeal  shall  In  ; 

(1) .  In  the  Province  of  Ontario  to  the  county  judge  in  whose  county 
the  polling  district  where  the  appeal  arises  is  situated  ; 

(2) .  In  the  Province  of  Quebec,  to  the  judge  of  the  Superior  Court 
resident  in  or  having  judicial  charge  of  the  judicial  district  within 
which  is  the  polling  district  where  the  appeal  arises  ; 

(t)  In  Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick,  Manitoba,  and  Prince  Edward 
Island,  to  the  county  judge  ; 

(4).  In  British  Columbia  to  the  county  judge,  but,  in  any  electoral 
district  which  is  not  included  within  the  jurisdiction  of  any  county 
judge,  then  to  the  Supreme  Court,  which  court  shall  assign  the  duty  of 
trying  any  appeal  to  any  judge  of  the  said  court. 

There  is  rather  an  anomalous  state  of  affairs  in  British 
Columbia.  That  Province  some  years  ago  passed  an  Act 
appointing  county  judges,  and  subsequently  they  passed 
an  Act  adding  two  judges  to  their  Supremo  Court. 
It  was  held  here,  after  communication  between  the  Minister 
of  Justico  and  the  Government  there,  that  with  the  two 
additional  judgos  of  the  Supreme  Court,  there  was  no  neces¬ 
sity  for  so  many  county  judges.  So  that  there  are  now  two 
additional  judges  added  to  the  Supreme  Court,  but  a  vote 
has  been  passed  hero  which  gives  a  salary  to  only  one 
county  judge  Thore  is  one  county  judge  on  the  mainland 
at  Cariboo  or  Lillooot,  and  the  judges  ot  the  Supreme  Court 
do  all  the  rest  of  the  work.  They  are  situated  somewhat  like 
the  district  judges  of  the  Superior  Court  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec.  There  is  a  certain  number  of  Supreme  Court 
judges  at  headquarters  in  Victoria,  and  some  judges  are  on 
the  mainland,  doing,  in  fact,  circuit  or  district  work.  That, 
1  fancy,  would  be  only  temporary,  because,  with  the  increase 
of  population  in  the  Province,  the  salaries  will  be  provided 


by  the  central  Parliament  here  for  all  the  county  judges. 
Therefore,  I  think  that  at  present  the  appeal  in  British 
Columbia  should  be  to  the  “  county  judge  in  any  electoral 
district  which  is  not  included  in  tho  jurisdiction  of  any 
county  judge,  then  to  the  Supreme  Court,  which  court  shall 
assign  the  duty  of  trying  any  appeal  to  any  judge  in  the 
said  court.”  I  think  that  is  the  best  way  of  meeting  the 
temporary  difficulty. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  May  I  ask  why  tho  hon.  gentleman 
makes  a  distinction  in  the  language  between  Ontario  and 
the  other  cases  in  which  county  judges  are  now  employed  ? 
Will  it  not  be  bettor  in  all  cases  to  provide  that  it  shall  be 
to  the  county  judge  having  jurisdiction  over  the  polling 
districts  out  of  which  the  appeal  comes  ?  And  if  that  defi¬ 
nition  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  prescribed  for  Ontario 
is  to  remain,  it  may  be  necessary  to  provide  that  the 
revising  officer  shall  not  make  his  polling  district  to  bo 
composed  of  more  than  one  county,  or  pieces  of  more  than 
one  county;  because  the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  he 
has  changed  the  townships  of  Ontario  in  such  a  way  that 
some  divisions  are  composed  of  parts  of  three  counties,  and 
the  duty  of  the  revising  officer  in  making  polling  districts 
is  to  make  them  composed  of  not  more  than  200  electors,  so 
that  it  might  be  made  of  parts  of  two  counties,  and  in  that 
case  you  would  not  find  any  single  county  judge  having 
jurisdiction  over  such  polling  division.  Then,  as  to  British 
Columbia,  I  think  if  would  be  better  if  the  appeal  could  be 
arranged  to  be  so  that  a  judge  of  the  Supeme  Court  who  is 
resident  and  discharging  his  duty  in  the  place  most  conti¬ 
guous  to  the  electoral  district,  to  appeal  on  the  facts  as 
well  as  on  law ;  but  to  appeal  away  to  Victoria  from  the 
interior,  and  then  to  have  the  court  at  Victoria  to  decide  to 
what  judge  that  appeal  should  be  assigned,  and  then  to  have 
it  go  back  to  him,  seems  to  me  like  a  cumbrous  method  of 
performing  the  work.  The  appeals  that  come  from  the 
Island  of  Vancouver  might,  no  doubt,  be  as  well  disposed  of 
in  that  way.  If  all  the  judges  who  are  resident  on  the 
island  are  in  Victoria,  there  is  no  difficulty  in  providing 
that  the  appeal  shall  be  to  the  Supreme  Court.  If  I  remem¬ 
ber  rightly,  at  the  time  we  discussed  the  British  Columbia 
judiciary,  one  judge  was  to  be  at  New  Westminster,  one  at 
some  point  in  the  interior,  and  one  at  Kamloops.  Why 
should  you  not  provide  having  those  stations  assigned  to 
them,  that  it  should  be  that  judge  of  the  Supreme  Court  whose 
official  place  was  nearest  to  the  electoral  district  from  which 
the  appeal  came  ?  Then  it  would  go  direct  to  him  instead 
of  going  all  the  way  to  Victoria  and  calling  upon  the 
Supreme  Court  judge  to  assign,  and  coming  back  to  the 
mainland  again. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  In  British  Columbia  there 
will  be  no  practical  difficulty  under  the  present  system. 
The  revising  officer  will  just  send  the  appeal  to  Victoria 
where  the  Supreme  Court  judge  will  select  a  local  judge. 
But  it  so  happens,  at  this  moment,  that  one  of  the  local 
judges  is  in  ill  health,  and  he  would  be  unwilling  to  under¬ 
take  the  work.  I  do  not  think  there  would  be  any  difficulty 
about  it.  Tho  appeal  goes  at  once  to  Victoria,  and  the  court 
will  at  once  assign  the  judge.  Then,  with  respect  to  the 
remark  of  the  hon.  gentleman  as  to  the  difference  between 
the  electoral  districts  and  the  counties  for  judicial  purposes 
in  Ontario,  I  do  not  think  thero  will  be  any  difficulty  as  the 
sub-divisions  of  the  polling  districts  are  by  the  Act,  if  I 
remember  aright,  confined  to  the  division  of  the  municipality 
into  electoral  districts,  while  each  municipality  must  belong 
to  one  judicial  county  or  the  other. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Middlesex)  moved  the  insertion  of  the 
following  clause  : — 

.  That  any  person  appointed  to  any  office  or  position  under  this  Act, 
or  required  by  this  Act  to  do  any  matter  or  thing,  shall  for  every  wilful 
malfeasance,  or  wilful  act  of  omission  or  commission,  forfeit  to  tbe 
person  aggrieved  the  penal  sum  of  $500,  or  such  less  sum  as  the  jury  or 
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judge  before  whom  the  case  may  be  tried,  or  any  action  brought  for  the 
recovery  of  the  above  mentioned  sum  shall  consider  just  to  be  paid  to 
such  party,  the  amount  to  be  recovered  from  such  party  with  full  costs 
of  suit  by  action  for  debt  iu  any  court  of  competent  jurisdiction  :  pro¬ 
vided  nothing  herein  stated  shall  prevent  the  application  of  any  other 
remedy,  civil  or  criminal,  against  any  such  party. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  clauso  which  I  think  stands  in  the 
way  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  plan  is  clause  15.  It  says  that 
the  revising  officer  shall  hold  sittings  for  the  primary  revis¬ 
ion  of  the  list  in  such  place  in  the  electoral  district  as 
shall  be  deemed  most  convenient  for  the  purpose.  That 
will  stand  in  the  way  of  a  judge  who  is  acting  as  a  revising 
officer  in  ono  part  ot  a  riding  and  another  judge  acting  as 
revising  officer  for  another  part  of  the  riding.  The  hon. 
gentleman  will  see  that  it  treats  the  electoral  district  as  a 
unit,  and  some  amendment  of  the  clause  would  make  it 
ossible  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  carry  out  his  plan,  which 

think  would  be  much  more  convenient  than  this  provision. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have  a  memorandum 
of  the  vorbal  errors  in  consequence  of  the  numerous  amend¬ 
ments,  but  I  cannot  bring  them  before  the  committee  now, 
and  I  think  that  meanwhile,  the  clause  will  be  so  amended 
as  to  meet  the  hon.  gentleman’s  views.  We  cannot  go  on 
with  the  schedules  now  because  the  forms  are  being  altered 
to  meet  the  various  amendments  which  have  been  made, 
and  besides  there  is  the  money  clause  which  will  have  to 
go  through  committee. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

DUNDAS  AND  WATERLOO  ROAD—ORDEE  DIS¬ 
CHARGED. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Since  the  Bill  (No.  120)  to 
give  effect  to  an  agreement  made  by  the  Department  of  Public 
Works  for  the  sale  and  transfer  of  the  Dundas  and  Waterloo 
road,  was  introduced,  wo  have  had  a  communication  from  the 
Government  of  Ontario.  They  claim  that  this  property 
forms  part  of  their  assets  and  that  therefore  we  should  not 
dispose  of  it.  The  Ontario  Government  do  not  affirm  the 
claim,  but  they  submit  the  question,  believing  that  this 
property  will  be  found  to  belong  to  Ontario  and  not  to  the 
Federal  Government.  Under  these  circumstances,  and  until 
the  matter  can  be  investigated  with  a  view  of  ascertaining 
whether  the  claim  of  the  Ontario  Government  is  well 
founded,  1  would  move  the  discharge  of  the  Order. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Are  there  any  papers  to  be  sub 
mitted  from  the  Local  Government  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  No;  there  is  a  letter  from 
the  Premier  of  Ontario,  and  of  course  that  has  been 
acknowledged.  It  was  impossible  for  me  to  look  into  the 
matter  now,  but  it  will  be  investigated  as  soon  as  the 
House  rises. 

Order  discharged  and  Bill  withdrawn. 

BANK  OF  BRITISH  COLUMBIA. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  105) 
respecting  the  Bank  of  British  Columbia. — (Mr.  Bowell.) 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  explained  the  object  of  this  Bill  to  the 
House  when  I  moved  the  second  reading.  This  bank  was 
chartered  in  England  and  the  charter  having  expired  it  was 
under  the  authority  of  the  Treasury  Board  the  charter  was 
renewed,  retaining  its  former  powers,  but  bringing  it  within 
the  meaning  and  scope  of  the  Banking  Act  of  Canada. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  would 
explain  generally  what  provisions  of  the  General  Banking 
,Act  are  not  applied  to  the  bank. 

Mr.  Cameron  (MiJdleses), 
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Mr.  BOWELL.  According  to  the  note  furnished  to  me 
by  the  Deputy  Minister,  the  exceptions  apply  only  to  the 
management  and  internal  economy  of  the  bank — the  open¬ 
ing  of  the  books  of  subscriptions,  the  transfer  and  trans¬ 
mission  of  shares  and  the  payment  thereof;  the  voting  of 
shareholders ;  the  power  of  shareholders  to  regulate  the 
management  and  administration  of  the  bank,  with  regard  to 
the  remuneration  of  the  president,  the  qualification  of 
directors,  the  election  of  directors,  etc. ;  the  calling  of  gen¬ 
eral  meetings  of  the  board  of  directors,  and  their  quorum ; 
the  general  powers  so  far  as  the  management  of  the  bank  is 
concerned,  as  the  making  and  enforcing  of  calls,  the  state¬ 
ment  to  be  laid  before  the  general  meeting  of  shareholders, 
the  inspection  of  the  books,  and  the  declaring  of  dividends, 
except  that  they  cannot  declare  any  dividend  exceeding 
eight  per  cent,  unless  the  rest  equals  20  per  cent,  of  the 
paid-up  capital.  These  are  provided  for  in  the  original 
charter  of  the  bank.  Otherwise  it  comes  within  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Canada  Banking  Act. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  I  rightly  recollect,  we  had  to  deal  excep¬ 
tionally  in  the  case  of  the  Bank  of  British  North  America 
when  dealing  with  the  banks  generally,  and  are  these  excep¬ 
tions  on  tho  same  general  line  as  those  we  made  when  we 
bad  to  deal  with  any  other  exceptional  case  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  cannot  say,  a3  I  have  not  looked  into 
that  question. 

Bill  reported,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

COMMERCIAL  BANK  OF  WINDSOR. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  11?) 
respecting  the  Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor. — (Mr.  Bowel!.) 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  2, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  seems  to  me  this  is  a  pretty  strong 
clauso.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  assenting  to  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Let  it  pass  on  division. 

Bill  reported,  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CIVIL  SERYICE  ACTS  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU  moved  that  the  amendments  made  by 
the  Sonato  to  Bill  (No.  31)  to  amend  and  consolidate  the 
Civil  Service  Acts  of  1882, 1833,  and  1884,  be  read  the  second 
time. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Would  the  hon.  gentle- 
man  just  stale  generally  what  these  are  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  first  amendment  is  only  a  formal 
one.  At  page  9,  in  clause  4,  the  words  “  increase  of  salary 
of  any  clerk  or  employe”  are  altered  to  “  increase  of  salary 
of  any  clerk,  officer  or  employe.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  is  the  difference  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  There  is  no  difference.  The  main 
amendment  is  this  :  That  any  candidate  who  has  presented 
himself  for  examination  and  had  failed  to  pass  should  be 
entitled  to  receive  back  copies  of  his  papers,  if  desired,  on 
payment  of  a  fee.  I  understood  from  the  hon,  member  for 
North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  that  it  was  objectionable  such 
papers  should  be  communicated,  that  it  would  be  likely  to 
render  the  duties  of  the  examiners  unpleasant;  I  said  I 
thought  that  in  examinations  before  the  bar,  candidates 
were  entitled  to  such  copies.  I  was  mistaken  as  regards 
the  present  system.  At  present  such  papers  are  not  returned 
at  the  demand  of  candidates.  I  consulted  with  the  members 
of  the  Civil  Service  Board,  and  it  was  found  that  in  a  cei’tam 
manner  it  would  be  objectionable  to  adopt  a  system  not  fol- 
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lowed  by  universities  or  other  bodies.  I  propose  therefore 
to  ask  that  the  House  do  not  concur  in  this  amendment.  I 
move: 

That  the  House  do  not  concur  in  the  third  amendment  of  the  Senate, 
for  the  reason  that,  inasmuch  as  the  practice  to  allowing  candidates  to 
et  copies  of  their  examination  papers,  after  such  examination,  would 

)  unusual  and  contrary  to  the  rules,  adopted  in  universities  and  other 
bodies,  where  similar  examinations  are  required. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  recollect  when  my  hon.  friend  from 
North  York  (Mr.  Mulock)  was  severely  lectured  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  when  he  ventured  to  mako  the  sugges¬ 
tion  that  the  proposed  amendment  of  the  Senate  was 
objectionable.  The  hon.  member  for  North  York  has  his 
revenge. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  hon.  member  for  North  York 
said  that  never  at  the  bar  examinations  was  such  a  thing 
allowed.  I  said  I  knew  it  was  allowed,  and  I  ascertained  it 
was  allowed,  but  it  is  not  allowed  now.  I  had  no  special 
objection  or  dislike  to  the  amendment,  and  I  said  I  did  not 
see  any  danger  in  allowing  candidates  to  got  back  their 
papers,  but  to  prevent  objection  and  be  in  accord  with  the 
practice  ol  other  institutions,  I  am  willing  to  move  that 
the  Senate  amendment  be  not  concurred  in.  There  is  no 
revenge  to  be  had,  and  there  is  no  satisfaction  in  that 
revenge. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  is  no  more  revenge  to  be  had. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  amendments  concurred  in. 

ANIMAL  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASE  BILL. 

Mr.  POPE  moved  the  second  reading  of  amendments 
made  by  the  Senate  to  Bill  (No.  44)  respecting  infectious 
or  contagious  diseases  affecting  animals. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Explain. 

Mr.  POPE.  They  made  an  amendment  in  the  other 
House  which  I  do  not  think  was  very  necessary,  adding 
after  the  word  “  horses  ”  the  words  “  where  specially 
mentioned.”  I  do  not  think  it  can  do  much  harm,  and  it 
practically  makes  no  difference  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  My  hon.  friend  has  ascertained  that  this 
practically  leaves  the  measure,  so  far  as  horses  are  con¬ 
cerned,  in  the  same  position  as  it  left  this  House.  I  had 
some  apprehension  that  the  added  words  must  have  some 
ocoult  meaning,  but  as  the  hon.  gentleman  assures  us  that 
there  is  none,  and  the  Senate  asks  us  to  state  simply  that, 
where  we  specially  say  “  horses  ”  we  mean  horses,  we  may 
leave  it  like  the  other  chips  in  the  porridge. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  (Oxford).  I  am  sorry  that  the 
Minister  accepts  the  amendment,  which  I  think  is  very 
objectionable  in  view  of  the  almost  unanimous  vote  of  this 
House  to  strike  out  the  provision  in  rogard  to  horses. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  think  it  would  be  better  if  that  were 
carried  out  by  the  Local  Governments,  some  of  which  have 
already  made  arrangements  in  regard  to  it,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  the  others  will  follow.  We  must  take  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  quarantine  and  of  prohibiting  if  there  is  danger. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  My  hon.  friend  from  Oxford  seems  to 
think  that  this  makes  an  alteration  in  the  Bill  as  it  was 
adopted  here,  but  I  understood  the  Minister  to  say  that  it 
did  not. 

Mr.  POPE.  Not  the  slightest  alteration  in  the  world. 

Amendments  concurred  in. 

PROOF  OF  OFFICIAL  DOCUMENTS. 

Mr,  CHAPLEAU  moved  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  113) 
respecting  proof  of  entries  in  books  of  account  kept  by 
officers  of  the  Crown,  Ho  said ;  The  Bill  is  to  provide 
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that  copies,  on  the  oath  of  an  officer  of  any  Department,  in 
reference  to  any  entries  produced  in  a  court,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  primd  facie  evidence  in  either  civil  or  criminal 
cases.  It  is  to  prevent  the  carrying  outside  of  the  Depart¬ 
ments  before  the  courts  the  original  registers  or  books. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
intend  to  provide  that  the  contents  of  books  can  be  proved 
by  either  one  or  the  other  of  the  officers  named  in  the  Bill, 
or  is  an  officer  bound  to  mako  the  affilavit  in  each  case  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  It  must  be  by  two  persons,  one  to 
the  effect  that  the  entry  was  made  in  the  ordinary  course 
in  such  a  book,  and  that  the  book  is  in  the  custody  or  the 
control  of  the  officer,  and  another  witness  to  show  that  he 
has  examined  the  copy  with  the  original  and  that  it  is  a 
true  copy  from  such  book. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Then,  in  order  to  establish 
this  piece  of  evidence  from  one  of  the  public  books, 
you  require  to  have  the  evidence  of  two  individuals,  the 
one  makes  an  oath  or  affidavit  that  such  a  book  was 
at  the  time  of  the  making  of  the  entry  one  of  the  ordinary 
books  kept  by  the  officer,  that  he  made  the  entry,  and  that 
the  book  is  still  in  his  custody  or  control,  and  the  other 
must  be  the  man  who  compared  the  copy  with  the  original. 
The  first  must  not  only  have  made  the  entry  and  have  had 
the  book  under  his  control  then,  but  at  the  time  of 
making  the  affidavit  he  must  still  have  the  book 
under  his  control.  But  that  is  not  sufficient,  for  some¬ 
body  else  has  to  make  another  affidavit  that  he 
has  compared  the  copy  with  the  original  entry.  Now  is 
that  what  the  hon.  gentleman  means?  D.es  he  mean  that 
in  order  to  establish  this  piece  of  evidence  ho  requires  two 
witnesses?  Because  it  is  perfectly  absurd  if  he  does  so. 
Why  should  there  be  any  necessity  for  that?  We  ought 
to  be  able  to  prove  a  document,  or  the  entry  of  a  public 
document,  by  the  certificate  of  the  head  of  the  Department, 
or  the  deputy  head,  that  it  is  a  true  and  correct  extract 
from  the  book.  But  under  the  clause  before  you,  you  will 
never  be  able  to  prove  the  entry  in  a  book  by  this  mode. 
Suppose,  for  instance,  that  the  officer  is  changed  from  one 
Department  and  goes  to  another.  Suppose  a  clerk  in  the 
Department  of  Finance  is  transferred  to  the  office  of  the 
Secretary  of  State ;  he  cannot  make  an  affidavit  according 
to  sub-section  a,  because,  under  that  section,  the  man  who 
makes  the  affidavit  requires  to  be  the  same  person  who 
originally  had  control  of  the  book,  and  he  requires  still  to 
have  control  of  the  book.  But  when  the  clerk’s  position  is 
changed  in  the  Department,  he  does  not  control  the  book, 
therefore  ho  cannot  make  this  affidavit,  because,  by  the 
absurd  way  in  which  this  Bill  has  been  drafted,  this  official 
must,  before  he  can  make  the  affidavit,  have  been  in  control 
of  the  books,  they  must  have  been  in  his  hands 
originally  when  he  made  the  entry,  and  the  book  in  which 
he  made  the  entry  must  bo  still  undor  his  control  at  the 
time  he  makes  the  affidavit.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
adopt  the  law  of  Ontario,  where  extracts  from  books  in  the 
Crown  Lands  Department  and  public  officers  can  be  estab- 
lishod  by  a  certified  copy,  certified  to  be  a  true  copy  under 
the  hand  of  the  head  of  the  Department  or  the  Deputy  head, 
he  will  have  a  feasible  mode  of  attaining  his  object.  But  no 
person  will  avail  himself  of  such  a  mode  as  this  in  order  to 
prove  an  entry  in  one  of  the  public  books.  It  would  be  far 
cheaper  and  better  for  him  to  subpoena  the  clerk  of  the  De¬ 
partment  to  produce  the  original  document,  than  to  procure 
the  affidavits  required  by  this  section.  I  believe  this  Bill 
originated  in  the  Senate  ;  I  do  not  know  who  had  charge  of 
it,  but  the  Senate  must  have  had  little  to  do  when  they  pre¬ 
pared  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  It  is  the  most  absurd  Bill  I  ever 
saw  in  my  life.  In  Ontario  you  can  have,  not  only  entries 
in  books,  but  you  can  prove  documents  that  are  filed  in 
the  Department,  and  you  can  prove  the  existence  of  cer¬ 
tain  other  documents  by  producing  extracts  of  then* 
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certified  to  bo  true  extracts  by  the  head  of  the  Department. 
Now,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  desires  to  facilitate  the  mode  of 
proving  documents  that  have  been  filed  in  the  public 
Departments,  a  copy  of  the  entry,  or  a  copy  of  the  document 
certified  to  bo  a  copy  of  the  entry  or  a  copy  of  the  document 
by  the  head  of  the  Department,  ought  to  be  prima  facie 
evidence  in  any  court.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that, 
especially  in  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  some  cheaper 
mode  of  proving  entiues  in  the  public  books  there,  and  the 
existence  of  documents  there  than  now  prevails,  ought  to  be 
adopted.  For  instance,  we  require  some  particular  fact 
to  be  proved  with  reference  to  lands  in  the  North-West 
Territories,  and  instead  of  being  able  to  prove  the  entries  in 
the  public  books,  as  we  can  in  Ontario,  by  an  extract  certifi¬ 
ed  under  the  hand  of  the  head  of  the  Department  or  his 
deputy,  we  require  to  send  witnesses  all  the  way  from  Ottawa 
to  produce  the  original  documents  and  to  prove  the  original 
entry.  Now,  this  JBill  evidently  contemplates  that  entries 
in  books  kept  by  the  officers  of  the  Crown  shall  be  proved 
by  two  affidavits,  one  to  be  made  by  the  officer  who  made 
the  entiy  originally  and  who  had  charge  of  the  book  origi¬ 
nally  and  who  has  charge  of  the  books  still,  and  one  by 
another  officer  who  proves  that  the  copy  is  a  true  copy. 
The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  that  legislation  is  utterly 
useless.  I  dare  say  the  man  who  had  charge  of  that  book  ten 
years  ago,  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten,  has  not  charge  of  it  to-day. 

Mr.  CHAPLEATJ.  That  makes  no  difference. 

Mr.  CAMEEON.  Yes,  it  does, under  this  clause,  because 
sub  section  a  says  : 

“  By  the  oath  or  affidavit  of  an  officer  of  the  Crown  that  such  book  was 
at  the  time  of  the  making  of  the  entry  one  of  the  ordinary  books  kept 
by  such  officer  and  that  the  entry  was  made  in  the  usual  and  ordinary 
course  of  business,  and  that  such  book  is  in  the  custody  or  control  of 
such  officer  ;  and  ” - 

It  must  be  the  same  officer,  the  book  must  still  be  in  his 
custody  and  control.  But  if  the  book  passed  out  of 
his  control,  if  the  officer  has  gone  into  another  Department, 
he  cannot  under  this  clause  make  an  affidavit  as  it  is 
required  to  be  made.  The  hon.  gentleman  cannot  point  to 
any  precedent  for  this. 

Mr.  CHAPLEATJ.  I  understand  it  is  copied  from  the 
English  law. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  doubt  it.  I  would  like  to  know 
what  law  in  England  it  is  copied  from. 

Mr.  CHAPLEATJ.  I  have  the  document  in  my  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  I  know  this  law  has  been  copied  from  an  English 
law  upon  the  same  subject. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  have  been  unable  to  find  any  English 
law  to  serve  as  a  precedent  for  this  legislation,  and  I  have 
examined  the  work  of  Taylor  upon  Evidence  and  several 
other  works,  and  I  have  been  unable  to  discover  where  the 
hon.  gentleman  found  a  precedent  for  this  clause  of  the  Bill. 
I  say  that  the  proper  plan  is  to  do  as  they  do  in  Ontario, 
and  permit  extracts  from  public  documents,  certified  by  the 
head  or  deputy  head,  to  be  prima  facie  evidence  of  those 
extracts.  I  am  satisfied  that,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  desires 
to  reach  the  object  he  has  in  view,  he  will  not  reach  it  by 
this  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  would  like  some  explanation  as  to  the 
class  of  cases  and  circumstances  under  which  it  is  expected 
by  this  Bill  to  provide  for  the  admissibility  of  evidence  in 
civil  cases.  Of  course,  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  having 
exclusive  authority  to  legislate  on  the  subject  of  criminal 
law,  with  the  exception  of  the  constitution  of  courts  of 
criminal  jurisdiction,  everything  connected  with  criminal 
law  belongs  exclusively  to  Canada,  and  therefore  the  law  of 
evidence  in  criminal  matters  belongs  to  Canada,  and  there¬ 
fore,  in  so  far  as  by  this  Bill  it  is  proposed  to  provide  for  a 
prima  facie  admissibility  of  certain  proofs  of  certain  docu- 
Mr.  Cameron  (Huron). 


ments  in  criminal  proceedings,  I  see  no  objection  to  it  myself 
But  I  fail  at  the  moment  to  observe  what  the  limits  are 
under  which  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  effectually  to 
provide  for  the  admissibility  of  evidence  in  civil  proceed¬ 
ings  under  this  Legislature.  In  so  far  as  under  the  laws  of 
Canada  affecting  civil  rights,  and  it  is  civil  proceedings 
which  are  mentioned  here  I  presume,  although  we  may  be 
able  to  constitute  a  court  under  our  powers  for  the  better 
administration  of  our  laws,  yet  I  apprehend  that  every¬ 
thing  else  must  be  governed  by  provincial  authority,  and 
we  are  not  competent  to  provide  for  anything  affecting  the 
organisation  of  provincial  courts,  to  alter  the  laws  of  evi¬ 
dence  as  they  apply  to  civil  cases.  I  find  great 
difficulty  in  consenting  to  the  proposition  that  we 
here  should  alter  the  laws  as  to  evidence, 
especially  in  civil  cases.  I  should  like  to  know, 
before  the  hon.  gentleman  persists  in  his  motion  for  the 
second  reading,  what  will  be  the  cases  and  in  what  courts 
it  is  proposed  to  apply  this  measure,  because  though  it 
appears  to  be  an  innocent  measure,  and  it  is  innocent  if 
it  is  amended  to  some  extent,  I  agree  with  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  that  it  seems  to  be  unneces¬ 
sarily  precise  and  limited  in  its  provisions ;  but  if  we  are 
able  to  provide  for  the  prima  facie  admissibility  of  one  kind 
of  evidence,  we  must  be  able  to  provide  for  the  prima  facie 
or  other  admissibility  of  all  other  kinds  of  evidence  even 
in  matters  of  civil  proceeding  over  which  we  may  have 
legislative  concern.  As  to  the  latter  I  do  not  know  what 
the  range  of  those  may  be  according  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  view  ;  but  it  may  be  that  this  Parliament  may  have 
power  to  originate  a  court  for  the  better  execution  of  its 
own  laws  without  having  authority  to  alter  the  laws  of 
evidence  so  far  as  they  apply  to  questions  of  civil  rights. 

Mr.  CHAPLEATJ.  I  think  there  is  something  in  the 
objection  taken  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  The  Court  of  Claims, 
proposed  to  be  established  during  the  present  Session  of 
Parliament,  would  have  been  a  court  to  try  civil  actions, 
and  in  the  prosecution  of  those  cases  the  evidence  to  be 
brought,  being  evidence  concerning  accounts  kept  in  the 
different  Departments,  might  have  been  brought  as  provided 
in  this  Bill.  To  what  extent,  having  established  courts, 
which  we  have  undoubtedly  power  to  do  to  adjudicate  upon 
cases  of  a  civil  nature,  can  we  at  the  same  time  legislate  about 
the  procedure  for  the  taking  of  evidence  or  make  laws  affect¬ 
ing  evidence  in  those  courts,  that  is  a  question  to  be  consi¬ 
dered,  and  there  may  be  something  in  the  objection  taken 
although  I  do  not  see  if  at  this  moment.  I  have  enquired 
from  my  colleague  who  conducted  the  measure  in  the  Senate, 
whether  the  affidavit  of  the  officer  keeping  the  books  at  the 
time  the  copy  of  the  entry  is  wanted,  and  who  would  have 
succeeded  the  officer  who  had  made  the  entry,  was  the  only 
affidavit  needed.  It  stands  to  reason  that  the  officer  succeed¬ 
ing  the  officer  who  had  made  the  entry  should  be  allowed  to 
make  the  affidavit  that  such  a  book  was  kept  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  and  kept  by  such  officer.  The  Bill  provides  that  be¬ 
sides  the  evidence  of  the  officer  keeping  the  book,  another 
affidavit  shall  be  required  from  another  person  stating  that 
he  has  examined  the  copy  of  the  entry  in  the  book,  and  that 
it  is  a  faithful  copy.  I  presume  that  the  same  party  may 
make  an  affidavit  containing  both  allegations.  I  ask 
leave  of  the  House  to  withdraw  my  motion,  because  I 
should  not  like  to  volunteer  any  opinion  immediately  on 
the  point  as  to  whether  we  could  regulate  the  laws  of 
evidence  in  cases  of  a  civil  nature,  even  if  we  had  the  right 
to  provide  for  a  tribunal  to  adjudicate  upon  civil  matters. 

Motion  for  second  reading  withdrawn. 

COLONIAL  AND  INDIAN  EXHIBITION. 

Mr.  POPE  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  126)  t) 
provide  for  the  fitting  representation  of  Canada  at  the 
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Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition  to  be  held  in  London  in  the 
year  1886. 

Bill  read  the  second  time,  and  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  committee, 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Has  the  hon.  Minister  any 
further  information  to  furnish  in  respect  of  the  prepara¬ 
tions  made  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  Space  has  been  obtained,  and  the  exhibits 
at  Antwerp  will  soon  be  brought  over.  We  find  that  peo¬ 
ple  are  much  more  willing  to  send  their  exhibits  to  the 
London  exhibition  than  they  were  to  Antwerp,  and  many 
who  declined  to  send  to  the  latter  have  signified  their 
intention  of  sending  goods  to  London.  The  space  acquired 
is  54,000  square  feet  in  a  very  prominent  position.  As  I 
stated  before,  the  work  done  for  the  Antwerp  exhibition 
was  also  done  for  the  London  exhibition,  so  far  as  sending 
exhibits  is  concerned.  That  is  all  that  has  been  done  up  to 
this  timo  with  respect  to  the  London  exhibition.  As  I 
explained  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  exhibition  is  going 
on  very  well,  as  I  am  informed  by  those  attending  it,  and 
the  number  of  exhibits  far  exceeded  what  we  thought  wo 
would  be  able  to  get  in  the  short  space  of  time  at  our  dis¬ 
posal,  considering  also  that  some  exhibitors  seemed  indis¬ 
posed  to  exhibit  at  that  placo. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  is  gratifying  to  know  that 
the  Antwerp  exhibition  is  likely  to  prove  a  greater  success 
than  was  hoped  for,  especially  as  the  work  was  undertaken 
on  short  notice,  and  there  were  grave  fears  for  its  success.  I 
think  it  is  important  that  these  exhibitions  should  be  made 
a  great  success,  and  as  there  is  ample  timo  to  supplement  the 
Antwerp  exhibition,  and  as  I  am  sure  Parliament  will  be 
glad  to  vote  the  money,  I  trust  the  Minister  will  see  that 
every  effort  is  made  to  make  the  other  exhibition  a  success. 
I  would  not  like  to  say  that  I  have  any  doubt  that  the 
Minister  will  exercise  his  full  powers  in  that  direction,  and 
I  think  a  little  extra  effort  to  bring  our  country  as  pro¬ 
minently  before  the  country  as  possible,  is  well  worth  being 
made. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  gentlema  ,  and 
I  think  it  is  important  that  we  should  have  a  first  rate  ex¬ 
hibition  in  London  and  I  think  we  shall  have  one.  I  think 
perhaps  we  can  be  a  little  more  economical  than  we  some¬ 
times  have  been,  and  still  have  a  good  exhibition.  Experi¬ 
ence  ought  to  teach  us  something,  and  without  complaining 
at  what  was  done  at  former  exhibitions,  I  hope  that  these 
two  exhibitions  will  not  perhaps  cost  us  more  than  the  one 
at  Paris. 

Bill  reported,  and  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
NAVIGATION  OF  CANADIAN  WATERS. 

Mr.  MoLELAN  moved  that  the  Order  for  the  second 
reading  of  Bill  (No.  132)  to  amend  the  Act  43  Vic.,  chap. 
29,  respecting  the  navigation  of  Canadian  waters  and 
to  enable  the  Governor  in  Council  to  suspend  from  time  to 
time  certain  provisions  of  the  said  Act,  be  discharged.  He 
said  :  I  find  that  a  previous  Act  gives  the  powers  necessary, 
without  passing  this  Act. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  know 
what  authority  he  had  with  reference  to  his  own  Depart¬ 
ment  before  now,  how  in  the  world  is  he  going  to  know  his 
authority  when  he  assumes  the  duties  of  Acting  Minister  of 
the  Interior  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  have  acquired  that  knowledge  before 
becoming  Acting  Minister.  I  might  say  that  after  examin¬ 


ing  into  the  matter  with  my  deputy  and  the  Law  Clerk  it 
was  ascertained  that  an  Act  passed  by  the  late  Sir  Albert 
Smith  was  sufficient  for  all  we  roquired. 

Order  discharged  and  Bill  withdrawn. 

STEAMBOAT  INSPECTION. 

Mr.  McLELAN  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No. 
133)  further  to  amend  the  Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882. 
He  said  :  This  Aot  is  simply  to  provide  for  another  class  of 
engineers,  called  fourth -class  engineers,  to  those  already 
provided  for.  We  find  that  there  are  a  number  of  men 
needed  who  have  not  the  qualification  of  the  third-class,  and 
that  it  is  important  that  they  should  bo  included.  I  may 
say  that  prior  to  the  Act  of  1882,  a  fourth-class  was  pro¬ 
vided  for,  bat  in  the  latter  Act  they  were  omitted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  this  simply  restores  the  law  to  its 
former  condition  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Vos. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  amendment  was  in  the  wrong  direc¬ 
tion  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes,  the  steamboat  inspectors  consid¬ 
ered  that  only  three  classes  were  necessary,  but  it  has  since 
been  found  that  the  fourth  class  are  required. 

Bill  read  the  second  timo,  and  Iho  House  resolved  itself 
into  committee. 

(In  the  Committoo.) 

On  section  1, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  the  provision  now  inserted  substantially 
the  same  as  the  law  prior  to  1882  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Yos.  I  wish  to  add  somo  words  to  the 
first  clause  in  the  fifth  sub-section  of  the  present  Act.  After 
the  word  ‘‘steamboat,”  in  the  14th  lino,  the  words,  “requir¬ 
ing  under  such  Act  a  certificated  engineer.”  Under  the 
Inspection  Act,  freight  vessels  of  less  than  150  tons,  not 
carrying  passengers,  are  not  compelled  to  have  a  certificated 
engineer,  and  this  might  shut  the  fourth-class  out. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  suppose  it  could  be  construed  that 
a  fourth-class  engineer  should  be  prevented  from  acting 
on  a  steamboat  on  which  any  other  person  might  act  as 
engineer.  There  can  be  no  harm  done,  I  suppose. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Would  that  exclude  a  fourth-class  engineer 
from  acting  on  the  smallest  description  of  vessels. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  want  to  provide  that  it  shall  be  so 
construed  as  not  to  prevent  them  from  acting  on  such  ves¬ 
sels. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  On  what  classes  of  vessels  will  they  act  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Tug-boats,  pleasure  yachts,  and  boats 
carrying  freight  under  150  tons  are  not  compelled  to  have 
certificated  engineers. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Then  the  only  difference  between  a  fourth- 
class  engineer  and  one  who  is  not  an  engineer  at  all  is  that 
he  is  permitted  to  act  as  second  engineer  on  these  large 
vessels. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  section  2, 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  wish  to  amend  this  by  striking  the 
word  “  marine  ”  out  of  the  20th  line.  That  is,  to  make  the 
service  in  any  steam  engine  shop  sufficient.  There  are  not 
many  marine  engine  shops  in  this  country,  and  it  is  consid¬ 
ered  sufficient  if  the  engineer  serves  the  required  length  of 
time  in  any  steam  engine  shop. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
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On  section  4, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Why  is  section  36  repealed? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  The  copy  on  which  I  have  been  work¬ 
ing  does  not  contain  this  section,  and  I  move  that  it  be 
struck  out. 

Bill  reported. 

LIQUOR  LICENSE  ACT. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  second  reading 
of  Bill  (No.  134)  respecting  the  Liquor  License  Act,  1883. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  regret  the  hon,  gentleman 
has  not  specified  clearly  the  portions  of  the  Liquor  License 
Act  of  1883  which  the  court  declared  to  be  ultra  vires.  I 
could  not  do  so  in  the  motion  I  submitted ;  I  simply  took 
the  general  phraseology  the  hon.  gentleman  has  adopted. 
A  good  deal  of  difficulty  and  doubt  will  necessarily  arise 
under  the  operation  of  the  Bill.  For  instance,  it  has  been 
held  by  some  courts  in  the  Dominion,  that  a  portion  of  the 
Act  of  18:3  supersedes  the  Act  of  1878,  especially  that  por- 
tion  relating  to  prosecutions  for  violations  of  the  law.  That 
question  ought  to  be  settled  beyond  reasonable  doubt. 
Either  the  clause  in  the  Act  of  1883  should  be  continued  or 
that  in  the  Act  of  1878  should  be  repealed.  There  are  other 
uostions  of  great  gravity  which  necessarily  come  up  for 
iscuesion  here.  I  propose  to  draw  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
attention  to  one  or  two.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
authorised  a  Board  of  License  Commissioners  to  enforce 
the  law  this  }Tear.  In  Huron,  which  is  a  Scott 
Act  county,  having  adopted  the  Act  by  a  majority 
of  1,600,  the  board  undertook  to  enforce  the  Act.  The  hon. 
gentleman  in  the  Act  of  1818  provided  that  in  counties 
where  it  was  adopted  liquor  could  be  sold  for  certain  pur¬ 
poses  only,  medicinal,  art  and  manufacturing,  and  only  on 
the  certificate  of  the  proper  authority.  The  sale  of  liquor 
cannot  be  effected  without  a  license  obtained  from  the 
board,  and  if  my  memory  serves  me  right  the  board  have 
the  power  to  license  either  a  druggist  or  somo  other  vendor. 
Id  the  Act  of  1883,  there  is  a  provision,  1  think  section  84, 
enabling  a  druggist  to  sell  without  license  or  certificate  up 
to  a  certain  quantity,  six  ounces,  and  to  sell  any  quantity 
atove  that  with  the  necessary  certificate.  The  intention 
was  that  in  Scott  Act  counties  there  should  be  no  liquor 
Bold  for  medicinal,  art  or  manufacturing  purposes  except  by 
the  druggist  where  one  could  be  obtained.  In  the  town  of 
Goderich  there  are  four  druggists,  three  of  whom  applied 
for  a  license  to  sell  liquor,  under  the  Temperance  Act,  but 
the  commissioners  refused  to  give  a  license  to  any  of  them, 
and  licensed  instead  two  tavern  keepers,  not  the  best  in  the 
county.  In  the  village  of  Dungannon  with  a  population  of 
200,  licenses  wore  given  to  two  old  tavern  keopers.  In  Clin¬ 
ton  licenses  wore  given  to  two  tavern  keepers  ;  in  Seaforth 
licenses  were  given  to  a  wholesale  whiskey  dealer  aDd  a 
tavern  keeper.  In  Exoter,  to  a  wholesale  whiskey  dealer. 
Throughout  the  county  of  Huron,  which  has  three,  four  or 
five  druggists  in  each  town  and  a  drugist  in  every  village, 
the  Board  of  License  Commissioners  refused  to  licence  a 
single  druggist.  But  on  the  other  hand,  they  licensed  in 
each  case  the  old  tavern  keepers.  That  is  simply  an 
outrage  in  a  Scott  Act  county.  If  the  board  have  the  right 
to  act  thus  under  the  law,  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to 
amend  the  law  and  confine  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors, 
in  Scott  Act  counties,  to  the  druggists,  where  there  are 
druggists  in  the  municipality  ;  if  there  are  none,  of  course 
there  would  be  no  option  but  to  license  somebody  else.  It 
is  clear,  however,  that  no  one  contemplated  that  the  people 
who  would  be  licensed  to  sell  liquor  would  be  tavern  keopers. 
We  have  a  tavern  keeper  in  the  town  of  Goderich,  who 
keeps  his  tavern  away  from  the  business  part  of  the  town, 
so  that  an  individual  who  went  to  a  druggist  to  get  a  pre- 
Mr.  McLelan. 


scription  on  a  doctor’s  certificate  could  not,  if  intoxicants 
were  prescribed,  get  his  prescription  completed  at  a  drug¬ 
gists,  but  would  have  to  travel  to  the  docks,  a  mile  distant, 
to  this  tavern  keeper’s  place  who  sells  liquor.  I  trust  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  make  some  amendment  by  which  out¬ 
rages  of  the  kind  could  no  longer  be  perpetrated.  I  do 
not  suppose  that  he  knew  anything  about  these  matters,  but 
the  facts  are  as  I  have  stated.  If  my  memory  serves  me 
aright,  only  two  licensed  druggists  are  allowed  in  towns,  two 
for  every  4,000  inhabitants  in  cities,  and  one  in  each  other 
municipality  ;  yet  in  the  village  of  Dungannon,  with  only  200 
people,  thore  are  two  men  selling  liquor.  Liquor  cannot 
be  obtained  except  on  a  medical  certificate,  but  these  are 
obtained  by  wholesale  sometimes.  One  medical  man  in 
my  county  gave  certificates  so  freely  that  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  own  Board  of  License  Commissioners  had  to 
notify  tavern  keepers  to  whom  they  had  given  a  license  that 
they  were  not  to  accept  the  certificates  of  this  doctor,  be¬ 
cause  liquor  instead  of  being  vended  by  retail  under  his  cer¬ 
tificate  was  being  vended  by  wholesale.  I  knew  of  the  case 
of  a  person  who  went  to  this  doctor  to  obtain  a  pint  for 
medicinal  purposes,  and  ho  gave  him  a  certificate  for  a 
gallon,  and  it  was  only  when  the  man  went  to  the  liquor 
vendor  that  he  found  out  he  had  the  certificate  for  the 
larger  quantity.  This  shows  the  necessity  to  confine 
the  sale  of  liquor  to  the  druggists  in  the  locality. 
There  is  not  so  much  danger  of  the  law  being  violated 
where  the  vending  of  liquor  is  confined  to  the  drug¬ 
gists.  They  are  generally  men  of  respectability,  and 
they  have  an  interest  in  keeping  up  that  respectability ; 
but,  if  you  allow  the  ordinary  tavern  keepers  to  sell  liquor, 
as  they  are  permitted  to  do  in  my  own  county,  it  is  better 
to  repeal  the  Scott  Act  at  once  and  have  no  liquor  license 
law  at  all. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  is  getting  some  light  on 
this  subject,  even  though  at  a  late  date.  When  the  Sill  to 
amend  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  was  before  the  House, 
the  hon.  member  for  Dundas  (Mr.  Hickey)  and  myself 
endeavored  to  get  a  clause  introduced  to  allow  druggists  to 
dispense  liquor  for  medicinal  purposes  only.  I  drew  attention 
to  the  fact  that,  though  thero  might  be  one  or  more  drug- 
gist«  in  the  place,  a  license  might  be  granted  to  a  tavern 
keopor  or  some  other  person,  and  the  druggist  might  not  be 
allowed  to  dispense  liquor  at  all,  and  I  said  I  thought  it 
better  to  confine  the  dispensing  to  druggists  or  medical 
men,  and  to  so  amend  the  law  that  others  should  not  have 
the  opportunity  of  selling  it.  I  think  the  member  for  West 
Huron  voted  against  that  amendment,  giving  that  power  to 
druggists. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  They  have  it  now. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  No,  I  do  not  understand  that  they  have 
it  or  will  have  it.  A  number  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  poli¬ 
tical  friends  contended  that  it  was  impossible  for  any  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  law  to  occur  under  the  Bill  then  proposed  to  the 
House.  I  contended  that  it  was  possible  and  very  probable. 
Now,  the  same  thing  is  coming  to  light  that  was  predicted 
would  come  to  light,  and  the  same  evils  have  arisen  that  it 
was  predicted  would  arise.  I  think  it  is  very  important 
that  such  a  ohange  should  be  made.  It  must  be  evident 
that,  if  the  right  to  sell  for  medicinal  purposes  is  given  to  a 
hotel  keeper,  he  is  very  likely  to  violate  the  law,  because 
he  has  the  opportunity  of  keeping  liquor  about  the  premises ; 
but  if  it  were  confined  to  druggists  to  dispense  in  small 
quantities  on  the  prescription  of  a  physician,  it  is  not  so 
likely  that  the  law  will  be  violated  or  that  any  great  amount 
of  liquor  will  be  sold  other  than  is  required  for  medicinal 
purposes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CART  WRIGHT.  I  wish  to  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  First  Minister  to  the  facts  which  my  hon,  friend 
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has  brought  under  his  notice  as  to  the  administration  of  the 
law  in  the  county  of  Huron.  If  these  facts  are  correctly 
stated,  as  I  have  no  doubt  they  are,  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  First  Minister  should  take  action  in  the  matter,  and 
should  cause  the  commissioners  to  be  replaced  by  persons 
who  will  attend  to  thoir  duties  better.  Similar  complaints, 
havo  been  made  to  me,  and,  although  I  do  not  possess  the 
personal  knowledge  which  my  hon.  friend  does,  still  I  have 
no  doubt,  from  the  character  of  my  correspondents,  that 
very  grave  abuses  indeed  have  taken  place  ;  and,  as  in  this 
large  county  the  Act  was  passed  by  a  majority  vote,  I  think, 
of  2,000  strong,  it  is  a  very  gross  outrage  that  the  Act 
should  be  so  abused  as  my  hon.  friend  has  stated.  I  quite 
understand  that  the  attention  of  the  Government  cannot 
hitherto  havo  been  called  to  this,  but  it  is  now  called  to  it, 
and  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  make  a  note  of  it, 
and  ought  to  overhaul  or  cause  to  be  overhauled  the  doings 
of  these  commissioners. 

Mr.  FISHER.  There  are  two  points  in  this  Billwhich  I 
think  will  have  to  be  discussed  before  the  Bill  goes  further. 
One  is  the  enforcement  of  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  by 
the  Boards  of  License  Commissioners  appointed  under  this 
License  Act.  In  my  county,  which  is  a  strong  temperance 
county,  the  License  Commissioners  are  not  nearly  so  much 
inclined  to  temperance  as  is  the  county.  I  know  they 
have  given  licenses  for  the  sale  of  liquor  for  medicinal 
purposes  in  three  out  of  the  five  municipalities  in  the 
county  to  hotel  keepers,  and  I  am  informed  that  the  result 
is  that  it  will  be  almost  impossible  to  prevent  the  sale  of 
liquors  in  quantities  not  contemplated  by  the  medical  cer¬ 
tificate.  It  is  easy  to  see  that,  if  a  hotel  keeper  is  allowed 
to  keep  liquor  for  medicinal  purposes,  it  will  be  practically 
impossible  to  prevent  his  selling  it  to  his  guests.  In  that 
way  we  are  practically  deprived  of  the  power  under  the 
Scott  Act  to  search  the  house,  and  to  throw  the  onus  of 
proof  on  the  owner  of  the  -liquor,  that  he  has  not  been 
selling  it  for  drinking  purposes.  I  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  from  Grey  has  misunderstood  the  drift  of  the  remarks 
of  my  hon.  friend  from  Huron.  The  discussion  is  not  as  to 
whether  druggists  should  sell  liquor  in  consequence  of  their 
being  druggists,  but  whether  these  special  licenses  which  are 
given  to  one  individual  in  each  country  municipality  for  sell¬ 
ing  liquor  for  medicinal  purposes  should  be  given  to  people 
who  are  inclined  to  enforce  the  Scott  Act  and  to  act  in  sym¬ 
pathy  with  its  spirit,  or  to  persons  who  are  likely  to  try  to 
prevent  the  Aet  being  carried  out.  I  regret  to  say  that  in 
many  instances  the  commissioners  appointed  under  this 
Dominion  License  Act  are  not  in  sympathy  with  the  spirit 
of  the  Scott  Act,  and  in  Scott  Act  counties,  instead  of  try¬ 
ing  to  carry  out  the  Scott  Act  as  it  was  intended  to  bo  car¬ 
ried  out,  they  are  trying  in  every  way  in  their  power  to 
defeat  it.  In  my  own  county  it  happens  that  the  warden, 
the  only  member  of  the  Board  of  Commissioners  who  is 
under  the  control  of  the  people,  is  a  good  temperance  mao, 
and  1  know  he  has  done  his  utmost  to  have  the  Act  carried 
out,  but  unfoitunately  the  other  members  of  the  board  are 
not  what  I  can  call  good  temperance  men,  and  the  result  is 
what  I  have  described.  There  is  another  matter  of  greater 
importance  still  in  connection  with  this  Bill.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Huron  has  alluded  to  the  judgment  of  the 
Supreme  Court  in  connection  with  the  Liquor  License  Act, 
and  I  find  in  that  judgment  the  following 

“  Except  also  in  so  far  the  clauses  of  the  sail  Act  respectively 
relate  to  the  carrying  into  effect  of  the  provisions  of  the  Canada  Tem¬ 
perance  Act  of  1878.” 

These  clauses  of  the  Dominion  License  Act,  which  are  not 
ultra  vires  according  to  the  decision  of  the  Supremo  Court, 
are  not  specified,  and  it  is  a  little  difficult,  I  think  oven  for 
a  lawyer  and  certainly  for  a  layman,  to  find  out  which 
clauses  are  intra  vires  and  which  are  ultra  vires.  I  am  par¬ 
ticularly  interested  in  clause  145  of  the  Dominion  License 
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Act.  The  right  hon.  gentleman  will  remember  that  this 
clause  has  already  occasioned  some  little  discussion  in  this 
House.  This  took  place  when  the  amendments  to  the 
Scott  Act  were  before  the  House  and  the  repeal  of  this 
clause  was  proposed.  That  Act  provided  that  this  145th 
clause,  which  the  temperance  people  feared  would  create  a 
good  deal  of  confusion  in  carrying  out  the  Scott  Act, 
should  be  repealed.  In  consequence  of  the  fate  of  that 
Bill  so  far,  I  am  not  sm’e  whether  it  will  become  law. 
I  understand  that  the  other  day,  when  the  Bill  to  which  I 
refer  came  back  from  the  Senate  with  some  amendments, 
my  bon.  friend  from  Lanark  (Mr.  Jamieson)  asked  the 
Government  to  name  a  day  when  the  amendments  could  be 
considered,  and- the  Government  took  no  notice,  as  I  am 
informed,  of  that  request.  At  the  present  stage  of  the  Ses¬ 
sion  I  suppose  it  would  be  rather  difficult  for  this  Bill, 
being  in  the  hands  of  a  private  member,  to  be  reached  and 
carried  through  the  House  unless  the  Government  will  pro¬ 
mise  to  facilitate  its  progress  in  the  same  way  as  it  was  facili¬ 
tated  in  its  earlier  stages.  If  that  Bill  becomes  law,  as  I  said 
before — which  I  am  afraid  will  not  be  the  case— this  145th 
section  will  be  repealed.  Bat,  Sir,  I  believe  that  in  this  Bill 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  we  have  a  very  easy  method  of  accom¬ 
plishing  that  object,  irrespective  of  the  Scott  Act  Amend¬ 
ment  Bill,  and  if  the  hem.  gentleman  will  just  add  a  clause 
to  this  Bill  stating  that  the  145th  clause  of  the  Liquor 
License  Act  of  1883  shall  be  repealed,  he  will  accomplish 
that  object  specifically. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.*  That  question  has  already 
been  dealt  with  during  this  Session. 

Mr.  FISHER.  It  may  be  that  it  cannot  be  done.  I  have 
not  had  sufficient  parliamentary  experience  to  know  what 
steps  are  open  for  us  to  take ;  but  if  that  can  be  done  by 
addition  to  this  Bill,  I  would  be  glad  indeed  if  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  would  take  it  upon  himself  to  move  that 
addition.  I  know  the  other  Bill  passed  through  this  House 
repeals  the  clause  to  which  I  refer,  although  in  consequence 
of  other  amendments  it  may  not  become  law.  Still,  there 
has  been  a  very  decided  expression  of  opinion  in  this  House 
upon  that  point,  and  if  there  is  any  way,  according  to  the 
procedure  of  this  House,  by  which  this  clause  can  be  repealed 
by  the  present  Bill,  I  think  we  would  be  obtaining  the  result 
aimed  at  by  the  people  and  approved  by  a  large  majority  of 
this  House. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  Bill  has  only  the 
one  object  of  suspending  the  operation  of  the  Liquor  License 
Act  until  the  decision  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  is  obtained.  That  committee  has  entertained 
the  appeal  and  it  will  be  disposed  of,  I  presume,  in  the 
course  of  this  season.  This  Bill,  which  is  in  effect  the  reso¬ 
lution  introduced  by  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr. 
Cameron)  carries  with  it  the  suspension  of  the  Act  until  it 
is  known  what  may  be  the  ultimate  fate  of  the  measure 
known  as  the  McCarthy  Act.  The  hon,  gentleman  suggests 
that  this  clause  should  be  more  specific  in  stating  what  por¬ 
tions  of  the  Liquor  License  Act  shall  be  suspended.  Well, 
I  think  it  is  better  to  leave  it  as  it  is.  The  answer 
of  the  Supreme  Court  here  will  speak  for  itself,  but 
it  is  better  that  it  should  be  in  general  terms  in 
this  clause,  rather  than  that  we  should  seleet  from 
that  very  short  answer  and  state  our  idea  of  what  portions 
that  have  been  suspended.  The  remarks  of  the  hoa.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Huron  about  the  abuses  under  this  Act,  have  reach¬ 
ed  me  and  have  reached  my  colleagues,  for  the  first  time. 
Any  such  abuse  as  he  states  must  be  dealt  with,  but  I  do 
not  suppose  it  can  be  dealt  with  in  this  Bill.  I  never  heard 
before  that  there  could  be  such  a  total  disregard  of  the 
spirit  of  the  Act.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  a  doctor, 
not  a  tavern  keeper,  gave  a  certificate  for  a  gallon  when  a 
pint  would  do  for  medicinal  purposes.  That  man  must  be 
an  allopath,  and  he  is  resolved  not  to  give  homceopathio 
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doseSi  With  respect  to  the  suggestion  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Brome  (Mr.  Fisher)  that  a  clause  should  be 
introduced  repealing  a  clause  in  a  Bill  that  has  already 
passed  this  House,  1  fear  that  is  impossible.  The  House 
have  not  dealt,  and  we  cannot  deal,  with  that  specifically. 
However,  that  question  will  more  properly  arise  when  the 
hon.  gentleman  carries  out  his  intention  of  moving  an  addi¬ 
tional  clause  in  committee  ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  the  House 
will  consider  the  point  and  will  listen  to  the  ruling  of  the 
Speaker  upon  the  point,  whether  it  is  within  our  power  to 
repeat  in  another  Act  what  has  been  stated  in  an  Act  of  the 
same  Parliament.  I  am.  not  at  all  sure  about  the  point,  but 
certainly  we  could  not  act  adversly  to  this  clause,  and  per¬ 
haps  we  may  have  power  in  a  subsequent  Act  to  repeal  an 
enactment  which  we  have  previously  adopted.  In  the 
meantime  I  hope  the  House  will  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  that  the  clause  which  my  hon. 
friend  very  properly  introduced,  as  it  is  to  bo  a  resolution  on 
which  a  Bill  might  be  based,  would  be  very  much  improved 
by  some  further  parliamentary  specification  of  what  por¬ 
tions  of  the  Act  are  to  be  suspended.  But  even  if  it  is  to 
remain  in  its  present  brief  form  I  think  we  ought  to  insert 
a  declaration  more  pointedly  of  what  the  Supreme  Court 
has  declared  by  their  short  answer — perhaps  by  a  schedule 
to  the  Act.  It  ought  not  to  be  a  subject  of  doubt,  or  of 
explanation,  or  of  enquiry  in  any  of  the  numerous  courts  in 
which  this  question  may  arise.  And  when  you  say  :  We 
now  leave  to  the  judges  who  are  the  interpreters  of  the 
law — as  we  have  given  them  wh$t  the  declaration  of  the 
Supreme  Court  is  we  have  given  them  a  suspensory  clause 
—and  it  is  for  them  to  interpret  what  th^t  means, 
and  instead  of  saying  “  it  shall  be  suspended  ”  it  j 
is  better  to  state  w  is  hereby  suspended.”  I  want 
to  call  the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention  to  the  fact 
that  very  early  in  this  Session  I  moved  for  correspondence 
with  respect  to  the  different  License  Commissioners  and  the 
instructions  given  them.  That  return  has  not  been  brought 
down  :  and  yet  we  are  now  called  upon  to  consider  a 
suspensory  clause.  I  hope  that  before  we  proceed  with  the 
measure  much  further  the  hon.  gentleman  will  bring  down 
the  information  so  that  hon.  members  can  see  what  is  going 
on  as  to  the  administration  of  the  Act  and  the  instructions 
that  have  been  given,  A  circular  was  issued  by  some  of 
the  commissioners,  making  certain  declarations,  apparently 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  that  the  Act  would  be 
enforced  after  a  certain  time  ;  in  fact  giving  a  sort  of 
notice  to  those  who  wanted  licenses  to  apply  and  obtain 
them  or  certain  penalties  would  be  imposed.  The  hon. 
First  Minister  gave  notice  some  time  ago  of  certain 
amendments  which  he  would  move  in  committee — either 
the  hon.  gentleman  or  the  Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue  gave 
notice  of  a  long  string  of  amendments. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  did  not. 

Mr,  BLAKB.  We  have  been  otherwise  engaged  so  that 
these  matters  have  somewhat  passed  out  of  our  recollection, 

9Tr  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  find  I  did  give  notice 
of  amendments,  I  had  quite  forgotten  the  fact. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  might  have  some  explanation  as  to 
those  amendments. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
have  so  absorbed  my  attention  with  their  able  amendments 
on  the  Franchise  Bill  that  other  matters  have  been  some¬ 
what  lost  sight  of.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  it  would  be  well  to  have  the  question  of  the  judgment 
of  the  Supreme  Court  by  way  of  recital  to  the  Bill  before  it 
is  passed  through  committee.  Unfortunately,  and  I  think 
it  is  unfortunate,  the  decision  was  given  shortly  and  with¬ 
out  reasons.  Although  it  was  in  one  sense  a  constitutional 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 
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reference  to  the  Supreme  Court  in  another  sense  it  was  a 
statutory  reference,  and  it  was  said  the  decision  would  bo 
final,  unless  it  was  afterwards  submitted  and  adjudicated 
upon  by  the  Privy  Council.  The  whole  question  is  more 
in  the  way  of  a  judgment  than  of  answers  to  a  question. 
The  statute  evidently  contemplated  that  it  was  to  be  a 
<p<asi-judgment,  and  there  was  to  be  an  appeal  from  it. 
There  cannot  well  be  an  appeal  from  a  question  asked  by 
the  Crown  for  the  information  of  the  Crown.  Wo  are  in 
some  degree  in  fault  in  being  absolutely  ignorant  of  the 
reasons  which  actuated  the  judges  in  answering  the  ques¬ 
tion  as  they  did.  That  somewhat  hampers  us  in  pointing 
out  in  what  respect  the  judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court 
affects  the  McCarthy  Act.  However,  when  we  go  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole  I  will  consider  this  point,  and  also 
reconsider  the  resolution  of  which  I  have  given  notice. 

Bill  read  the  second  time. 

CENTRAL  PRISON  OP  ONTARIO. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  second  reading 
of  Bill  (No.  129)  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  Central 
Prison  for  the  Province  of  Ontario.  He  said  :  This  is  a  Bill 
introduced  by  the  Minister  of  Justice  in  another  place  after 
communicating  with  the  Government  of  Ontario,  and  it 
speaks  for  itself.  It  gives  power  to  the  provincial  authori¬ 
ties  to  act  in  the  manner  signified. 

Bill  read  the  second  time,  considered  in  committee  report¬ 
ed  and  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

REVISED  STATUTES  OF  CANADA. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  Bill  (No.  130) 
respecting  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Canada  be  withdrawn 
and  the  Order  discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn  and  Order  discharged. 

LIBRARY  OF- PARLIAMENT. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  second  reading 
of  Bill  (No.  139)  to  amond  the  Act  in  relation  to  the 
Library  of  Parliament.  He  said :  This  measure  was  very 
fully  discussed  on  the  resolutions  on  which  the  Bill  is 
founded,  and  I  shall  therefore  content  myself  with  moving 
the  second  reading. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  take  the 
committee  stage  I  shall  not  object,  but  I  am  anxious  to  have 
some  discussion  in  committee. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Certainly. 

Bill  read  the  second  time. 

NORTH-WEST  MOUNTED  POLICE  FORCE. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  to  consider  the  following  reso¬ 
lution  : 

“  Thatit  13  expedient  that  the  Governor  in  Council  should  be  empow¬ 
ered  from  time  to  time  to  authorize  the  Commissioner  of  the  North-West 
Mounted  Police  to  increase  the  present  number  of  constables  to  one 
thousand  men,  and  to  appoint  from  among  them  non-commissioned 
officers  of  different  grades,  and  to  appoint  supernumerary  constables  not 
to  exceed  in  the  whole  twenty  men,  and  to  employ,  not  to  exceed  in  the 
whole,  fifty  men  as  scouts;  and  that  such  constables  and  scouts  should 
be  paid  the  same  rates  of  pay  as  now  authorized  by  Law  for  the  present 
force. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  at  no  time  given 
any  explanation  of  this  measure.  It  would  seem  to  me 
that  before  going  into  committee  something  ought  to  be 
said  upon  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  resolution  is  in  effect 
to  double  the  force.  It  will  be  remembered  that  this  measure 
was  not  introduced  in  consequence  of  the  late  outbreak  in 
the  North-West — I  may  say  the  present  outbreak,  though  I 
hope  that  we  will  soon  be  able  to  speak  of  it  in  the  past 
tense.  It  was  mentioned  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  as 
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it  was  found  that  the  increased  work  thrown  on  the  Mounted 
Police  was  such  that  the  duties  could  not  be  perforrnod. 
The  men  were  broken  up  in  small  detachments  scattered 
over  many  thousands  of  miles.  They  were  watching  the 
frontier,  and  with  the  perpetual  increase  of  population  there 
came  perpetually  more  harassing  duties  which  it  was  found  to 
be  too  much  for  them  to  perform.  When  this  force  was  first 
formed  the  country  was  comparatively  unsettled,  and  the 
duties  of  the  policemen  were  principally  confined  to  watch¬ 
ing  the  movements  bf  the  Indian  tribes,  and  keeping  the 
peace  in  the  vicinity  of  the  reserves.  They  performed 
that  duty  very  efficiently,  but  still  the  duty  was 
an  easy  one  in  comparison  with  what  is  required 
of  them  now,  as  there  is  a  largo  mixed  popu¬ 
lation  and  a  long  frontier  for  them  to  guard. 
Along  the  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
and  between  that  line  and  the  boundary,  there  is  now  a 
large  and  rapidly  increasing  population,  with  flocks  and 
herds  ;  there  are  men  with  considerable  herds  of  cattle  and 
horses  as  well.  Along  that  frontier  to  the  south  of  the 
line  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  there  is  a  regularly  organised 
system  by  which  people  cross  the  line  and  steal  horses 
especially,  and  everything  which  can  walk  except  the 
bipeds  themselves — the  owners  of  the  stock.  Everything 
else  is  fair  game  to  these  raiders.  I  believe  there  is  a  very 
gratifying  contrast  between  the  law-abiding  condition  of 
our  people  north  of  the  line  and  the  lawlessness  which 
prevails  on  the  southern  frontier,  but  still  our  own  people 
are  not  altogether  blameless.  'J  here  are  occasional  com¬ 
plaints  comiDg  from  the  American  Government  of  raids  or 
forays  across  our  own  line  to  the  United  States,  and  the 
carrying  off  of  cattle.  In  consequence,  however,  of  the 
different  system  prevailing  in  Canada  from  that  in  the 
United  States,  the  injury  done  to  the  inhabitants  south  of 
the  border  is  not  at  all  equal  to  what  we  suffer.  From  the 
fact  that  the  force  employed  along  the  line  in  the  United 
States  is  a  military  force  they  are  altogether  helpless,  and 
can  do  no  service  unless  called  out  specially  in  aid  of  the 
civil  authorities.  If  cattle  or  horses  are  stolen  and 
taken  across  the  line  into  the  United  States,  they 
must  be  followed  by  the  owners,  who  must  go 
to  a  magistrate— a  western  magistrate  at  that — some 
of  whom  have  peculiar  notions  of  meum  et  tuum. 
and  who  require  to  get  their  fees,  and  very  considerable 
fees,  and  are  obliged  to  have  a  regular  trial,  with  an  exam¬ 
ination  and  infor  mation  on  oath,  before  a  magistrate.  The 
cattle  in  the  meantime  may  disappear,  may  not  bo  held  ; 
and  the  American  military  force,  although  exceedingly 
anxious  to  do  their  duty  and  to  put  down  this  state  of 
things,  may  see  this  whole  thing  go  on  before  their  eyes, 
without  being  able  to  do  anything  unless  they  are  called 
on  by  the  magistracy  to  come  in  aid  of  the  civil  law.  The 
consequence  is  that  when  there  is  a  raid  into  Canada,  get¬ 
ting  back  the  property  is  a  very  difficult  and  expensive 
matter,  and  in  a  great  many  cases  the  pursuit  has  to  be 
given  up,  because  there  is  not  a  ready  and  efficient  means 
such  as  we  have  in  the  Mounted  Police.  Our  police  having 
military  organisation  and  being  armed  men,  and  every 
police  officer  being  a  magistrate,  tho  moment  there  is  any 
reasonable  belief  that  a  herd  of  cattle,  or  an  animal  or 
animals,  come  across  the  line,  that  have  been  taken  away 
from  their  ownei’s,  they  do  not  hesitate  at  once  to  act, 
and  to  act  most  efficiently ;  and  they  restore  the  stolen 
property  to  tho  owners  without  any  litigation  except 
by  the  officer  in  command  of  the  detachment.  The 
Americans  have  again  and  again  acknowledged  the 
superiority  of  our  system.  The  force  has  been  very  efficient 
in  that  regard  ;  but  with  the  increase  of  population  surging 
up  to  the  line  to  the  south  of  us,  and  with  the  increase  of 
our  herds  of  stock,  both  of  cattle  and  horses,  the  duties  of 
the  police  come  to  be  very  harassing,  besides  tho  normal 
duty  of  acting  as  policemen  in  keeping  the  peace  in  our  por¬ 


tions  of  the  North-West  In  consequence  of  the  increasing 
demand  for  their  services,  some  years  ago  the  force  was  in- 
creased  from  300  to  500  ;  but  it  is  found  that  it  is  now  quite 
insufficient,  and  the  police  are  to  a  considerable  degree  de¬ 
moralised  by  being  scattered  in  small  parties.  They  are, 
therefore,  not  being  able  to  keep  up  to  that  habit  of  drill 
and  discipline  which,  if  they  were  kept  together  in  large 
numbers,  they  would  have  the  advantage  of.  Besides,  it 
has  been  found  that  the  duties  are  so  excessively  severe 
that  after  a  very  short  period  of  service  the  men  wish  to 
leave  the  force,  that  is,  the  strain  on  them,  physically  and 
otherwise,  is  so  great  that  they  desire  to  leave  the  forco 
whenever  they  can  do  so  legally.  The  applications  for  dis¬ 
charge,  even  though  they  have  to  pay  a  considerable  sum  of 
money  in  making  them,  are  numerous.  Their  duties  are  very 
fatiguing  and  harassing;  they  have  a  great  deal  of  night 
work  in  pursuing  trails,  and  following  horse  thieves  and  such 
like,  and  the  men  become  weary  of  the  force.  So  much  has 
this  been  the  case  that  twice  the  Government  have  raised  the 
purchase  money  of  the  discharge  in  order  to  prevent  the 
force  becoming  altogether  depleted  by  the  men  leavingjust 
as  soon  as  they  become  efficient — because  they  must  acquire 
some  experience  before  they  are  efficient.  Of  course,  during 
the  late  events  the  purchase  of  discharge  has  been  inoper¬ 
ative.  That  this  additional  force  will  be  required  I  am 
satisfied,  and  we  came  to  that  conclusion  without  referring 
at  all  to  the  necessities  which  have  arisen  in  our  unhappy 
experience  during  the  last  two  months,  J.  move  that  you 
do  now  leave  the  Chair. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

Alter  Recess. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  a  very  gratifying  indication  of  the 
growing  greatness  of  the  Dominion  that  the  proposition  now 
brought  before  our  consideration  should  be  treated  as  a 
minor  matter.  It  is  a  proposition  involving  a  permanent 
charge,  it  capitalised  at  the  rate  at  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  proposes  by  tho  other  resolutions  on  tho  paper  to  raise 
money,  equivalent  to  about  $20,000,000.  That  we  should 
deal  with  that  as  one  of  the  unconsiderod  trifles  that  should 
bo  disposed  of  among  a  number  of  others  to-day  is  a  very 
pleasing  proof  of  our  growing  greatness  and  prosperity, 
Our  mounted  police  at  present  consists  of  500  men.  It  is  pro- 
posed  to  increase  the  forco  by  570  men,  including  20  super¬ 
numeraries  and  50  recruits,  beiDg  an  increase  of  114  per 
cent.  The  expenditure  on  the  Mounted  Police  for  this  year 
is  I  think  about  $427,000  ;  the  expenditure  for  the  previous 
year  was  considerably  larger  ;  and  I  think  wo  may  fairly 
assume  about  $450,000  to  bo  tho  normal  cost  at  present 
prices  of  500  men,  according  to  our  experience  up  to  to-day. 
The  addition  to  our  expenditure  on  that  scale  for 
the  570  men  would  amount  to  $513,000,  making 
a  total  proposed  expenditure  on  tho  Mounted  Police  of  very 
closo  on  $1,000,000  a  year,  the  increase  of  $513,000  at  4  per 
cent.  beiDg  equivalent  to  about  $13,000,000  of  capital.  Tho 
hon.  gentleman  in  the  few  remarks  which  he  thought  were 
all  that  were  requisite  in  order  to  induce  the  favorable  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  House  to  this  proposal,  stated  that  it  was 
not  in  any  sense  due  to  the  outbreak  in  the  North-West, 
and  in  proof  of  that  statement  ho  reforred  to  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  which  he  said  indicated  that  the  proposal 
was  then  intended.  Well,  I  think  there  is  a  reference  to  the 
Mounted  Police  in  tho  Speech  from  the  Throne,  but  I  do 
not  think  it  is  extremely  precise;  I  think  it  would  be  very 
difficult  indeed  to  apprehend  from  that  reference  that  it  was 
proposed  to  more  than  double  the  strength  of  the  force. 
The  inference  in  the  Speech  is  this  : 

“  Several  other  measures  of  importance  will  be  submitted  to  you  ; 
among  them  will  be  Bills  to  amend  the  Insurance  Act  of  1877,  the  Civil 
Service  Act,  and  the  law  relating  to  contagious  diseases  among  cattle, 
as  well  as  measures  for  takiug,  at  an  early  period,  a  census  of  the 
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population  of  the  North-West  Territories,  and  one  relating  to  the 
North-West  Mounted  Police.” 

Whether  it  had  to  do  with  drill  or  discipline  or  pay,  or  with 
the  rules  of  the  force,  or  whether  it  had  to  do  with  more 
than  doubling  the  strength  of  the  force,  were  things  that 
were  left  entirely  undefined  by  this  diplomatic  reference  in 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne.  I  have  no  doubt  the  bon. 
gentleman  has  accurately  stated  the  fact  that  it  was  proposed 
to  increase  the  North-West  Mounted  Police  before  the  Ses¬ 
sion  commenced,  and  that  irrespective  altogether  of  circum¬ 
stances  attending  the  outbreak.  That  statement  makes  the 
proposal  all  the  more  alarming,  because,  if  it  were  thought 
necessary,  for  the  peace  and  security  of  the  North-West 
before  the  outbreak,  to  more  than  double  the  Mounted. 
Police,  we  are  face  to  face  with  the  question,  what  are  the 
proposals,  upon  the  whole,  which  will  bo  necessary  for  the 
country  after  the  outbreak  ?  They  may  not,  I  presume  they 
will  not,  involve  any  further  increase  for  the  Mounted 
Police,  but  it  is  impossible  to  dissociate  from  each  other  the 
various  proposals  which  are  required  for  securing  peace, 
order  and  good  government  in  that  Territory,  in  the  way, 
whether  of  a  semi-military,  semi-civil  force  as  the  Mounted 
Police,  or  of  our  militia,  which  is  a  mainly  a  force  also 
used  for  the  purpose  of  repression  of  minor  disturbances, 
and  in  that  sense  acts,  to  a  certain  extent,  in  a  con¬ 
stabulary  or  almost  civil  form.  It  is  impossible  to 
dissociato  the  consideration  of  these  two  questions ;  they 
are,  in  fact,  one  question ;  and  therefore,  if  this  proposal 
in  its  entirety,  as  it  is  now  presented  to  us,  was  a 
proposal  which  was  to  be  brought  forward  entirely 
irrespective  of  the  outbreak,  I  repeat  the  question  :  What 
is  to  be  the  scheme  of  the  Government  on  the  whole  with 
reference  to  the  North-West,  having  regard  to  that  not 
unimportant  fact  the  outbreak  ?  I  admit  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  long,  too  loDg  deferred  the  consideration  of  this 
proposal,  but  I  think,  under  the  circumstances,  he  might 
have  deferred  it  a  little  longer.  I  think,  when  it  was  pro¬ 
posed  to  more  than  doublo  the  strength  of  the  force,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  First  Minister,  who  happens  to  be  the  Min¬ 
ister  specially  charged  with  the  force,  to  have  brought  down 
the  annual  report,  to  have  given  the  House  and  the  country 
the  valuable  infoimation  we  will  assume,  from  former 
reports,  this  report  witl  contain,  of  tho  general  operations 
of  the  force  for  the  year.  And  I  think  that  the  more, 
because  I  well  recollect  that  in  1882,  when  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  proposed  an  increase  of  this  force, ho  depended  largely  on 
these  reports,  and  he  referred  to  copious  extracts  from  these 
very  reports  as  his  just  vindication  for  that  course.  Although 
we  are  now  past  the  usual  term  of  Session,  although  we  are 
at  the  9th  of  June,  the  report  for  the  Mounted  Police  is  not 
yet  brought  down  ;  and  a  detailed  enquiry  being  made  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  as  to  when  the  report  was  dated, 
when  it  reached  him,  and  so  forth,  he  is  conveniently 
ignorant  of  what  these  dates  are,  and  he  says  there  has  I 
been  an  dversight  in  the  Department.  I  wonder  how  many  | 
ovei  sights  there  have  been  in  the  Departments  in  connection 
with  the  North-West  ?  I  wonder  what  oversight  there  has 
been  which  prevented  us,  in  this  critical  period,  when  the 
repoit  of  the  Mounted  Police  would  have  been  very.intorost- 
ing  reading,  if  we  bad  it,  from  having  the  benefit  of  the 
information  to  be  derived  from  tho  perusal  of  the  report.  He 
indeed,  consoled  us,  by  telling  it  was  in  galley,  and  being  in 
galley  we  might  expect  it  shortly.  The  report  is  in  galley, 
and  some  of  the  hon.  gentlemen’s  officers  ought  to  be  in  the 
galleys  for  its  being  there.  1  he  proposal  of  the  Government 
was  no  doubt  very  well  considered ;  the  previous  proposal 
was  no  doubt  well  considered  ;  it  was  a  thoroughly  matured 
proposal,  a  propo  al  which  bad  been  deliberated  on  for  a  long 
time,  and  with  lespect  to  which  the  Government  have 
reached  conclusions  based  upon  a  careful  consideration  of 
the  exigencies  of  the  situation.  How  do  I  prove  that  ? 
How  am  1  able  to  give  the  hon.  gentleman  that  meed  of 
Mr.  .Blake. 


praise?  Why  it  is  by  the  Votes  and  Proceedings,  from 
which  I  find  that  on  the  1th  April  the  hon.  gentleman  put  a 
notice  on  the  paper  to  increase  this  force  to  800  men  with 
20  supernumeraries  and  20  scouts.  That  was  the  matured 
proposal  of  the  Government  which  on  the  7th  April 
they  proposed  to  submit  to  Parliament  for  its  adoption. 
Within  a  week  after  that  the  hon.  gentleman  brought 
down  another  proposal  to  increase  the  strength  of  the  force 
to  1,000  men  and  20  supernumeraries  and  50  scouts ;  or 
an  addition  of  30,  2J  times  as  many  ticouts,  and  of  200 
men,  two-thirds  as  many  men  in  addition  to  that  which  he 
had  proposed  a  few  days  before.  I  think  a  little  explana¬ 
tion  was  due  the  House  of  those  two  notices  ;  I  think,  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  told  us  on  the  7th  April  that  his  views 
on  the  exigencies  of  the  situation  in  the  North-West,  after 
careful  and  mature  deliberation,  were  that  we  required  in 
all  840  men,  and  when  ho  now  asks  us  to  arrange  for  1,070 
instead,  we  ought  to  have  had  a  little  explanation  upon 
what  the  hon.  gentleman’s  earlier  and  bis  later,  his  very 
little  later,  estimates  were  based.  What  was  the  ground  ho 
took  when  he  decided  upon  840  men,  and  what  circum¬ 
stances  occurred  to  modify  his  opinion,  between  tho  7th 
April  and  a  few  days  later,  when  ho  brought  down  the 
proposal  for  1,070  men?  We  ought  to  know  now  upon 
what  ground  these  figures  are  based.  We  must  assume, 
when  he  made  the  statement  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  which  bo  now  tells  us  had  reference  to  an  increase 
of  the  Mounted  Police,  that  it  had  reference  to  this  measure 
lo  increase  it  to  840  men  in  all,  and  as  that  measure  continued 
unchanged  from  tho  29th  January,  when  we  met,  until  the  7th 
April,  when  he  pat  the  notice  on  tho  paper,  we  want  to  know 
what,  between  that  and  the  10th  or  11th  of  April,  brought 
about  a  change  in  his  opinions  and  led  him,  in  his  judg¬ 
ment,  to  propose  an  addition  of  230  more  men,  in  round 
numbers,  very  nearly  twice  as  many  as  he  had  proposed  in 
the  first  instance.  When  I  look  a?t  the  varying  figures  and 
different  proposals,  when  I  consider  the  very  short  differ¬ 
ence  of  time  in  which  the  hon.  gentleman’s  mind  was 
changed,  there  is,  to  speak  seriously,  evidence  of  haste  or 
evidence  of  some  new  and  strong  and  powerful  considera¬ 
tion  affecting  tho  hon.  gentleman’s  mind,  which  led  him  to 
believe  that  his  proposal  of  the  7th  April  was  so  wholly 
inadequate  that  he  was  obliged  to  drop  it  from  the  notice 
paper  without  further  consideration  and  modify  that  propos¬ 
al  by  nearly  doubling  it.  I  think  another  observation  is  fit  to 
b9  made  in  this  same  connection.  I  enquired  of  the  bon. 
gentleman,  having  seen  in  the  newspapers  that  recruiting 
was  going  on,  a  little  while  ago,  whether  the  number 
recruited  was  in  excess  of  the  number  authorised  by  law,  and 
if  so  how  many.  1  think  he  answered  mo  it  was  about  230 
men  in  excess  of  tho  number  authorised  by  law.  Now,  I  am 
not  one  of  those  who  are  at  all  disposed,  when  a  great  emer¬ 
gency  exists,  to  criticise  the  conduct  ofa  Government  which 
act  s,  but  acts  properly  and  accurately  within  the  maxim  salus 
populi  suprema  lex ;  but  at  the  time  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  making  these  arrangements,  Parliament  was  in  Session, 
those  who  had  power  to  give  him  authority  to  do  this  law¬ 
fully  were  here.  He  had  made  his  proposals,  he  had  laid 
them  on  the  Table,  he  bad  the  conduct  and  control  of  the 
business  of  the  House  and  the  Parliament.  It  was  for  him 
to  decide  what  measures  it  was  urgent  to  bring  first  before 
the  consideration  of  Parliament,  what  legal  authorities  it 
was  requisite  for  him  to  obtain  in  the  interests  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  Ho  asked  us  to  take  no  steps  in  this  measure,  he  did 
not  give  us  even  the  opportunity  to  vote,  he  did  not  ask  the 
vote  of  the  House  upon  it ;  in  fact  he  made  possible  no  de¬ 
bate  or  consideration  upon  it,  but  having  put  the  notice  on 
the  paper,  he  proceeds  coolly  to  violate  the  law  by  enlisting 
two  hundred  and  thirty  men  in  excess  of  his  lawful  autho¬ 
rity  to  send  to  the  North-West  and  he  caused  them  to  go. 
And  I  think  it  is  a  very  serious  question  what  the  position 
of  those  men  was — men  enlisted  without  the  authority  of 
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law  and  in  excess  of  the  powers  that  the  law  gave.  I  say 
that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  duty  to  Parliament  and  the  respect 
that  he  ought  to  owe  to  Parliament  indicated  an  entirely 
different  course,  and  that  his  duty  was  not  to  violate  the 
law,  not  to  act  in  excess  of  the  law  unless  necessity 
quired.  There  was  no  necessity,  because  we  were  here, 
prepared  to  listen  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  proposals.  We 
proceeded  with  other  Bills  certainly  of  minor  consequence. 
We  passed  a  Bill,  and  His  Excellency  came  down  and  gave 
tho  Royal  Assent  to  it,  to  appoint  a  gentleman  to  fill  your 
chair  in  cases  of  emergency.  That  was  done,  but  the  en¬ 
listment  without  the  authority  of  law  of  230  men  was  not 
thought  of  sufficient  consequence  to  propose  to  us  for  legisla¬ 
tion,  and  to  invite  the  three  branches  of  the  legislature  so 
to  act  that  the  law  might  not  be  violated.  I  say,  therefore, 
that  in  this  respect  tho  hon.  gentleman  has  too  long  de¬ 
ferred  bringing  before  the  House  the  consideration  of  this 
question.  Whon  the  hon.  gentleman  does  briog  it  before 
us,  he  brings  it  with  explanations  extremely  inadequate. 
As  far  as  I  could  gather,  it  is  a  question  of  flocks  and  herds, 
it  is  a  question  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  put  beforo  us 
of  proper  protection  to  the  ranches  and  those  who  have 
placed  stock  upon  the  ranches  in  the  southern  por¬ 
tion  of  those  territories ;  and  a  few  words  upon  that 
subject  and  upon  the  difficulties  that  we  have  with 
reference  to  the  people  on  the  border,  and  the 
horse  thieves  and  cattle  thieves  who  take  the  cattle 
across,  and  the  greater  difficulty  that  our  people  have  in 
obtaining  restoration  of  their  cattle,  are  deemed  sufficient 
to  warrant  a  proposal  for  the  increase  of  the  annual  expen¬ 
diture  of  the  country  by  a  sum  exceeding  half  a  million  of 
dollars.  This  is  the  hon.  gentleman’s  explanation  ;  this  is 
the  stress  of  his  statement.  Surely  some  further  statement 
was  required.  Surely,  when  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own 
proposals  a  few  weeks  ago  were  so  much  less  than  those 
now  submitted,  some  further  statement,  some  further 
detail,  some  further  explanation,  some  further  calculation 
and  elaboration  on  this  subject  were  required  before  the 
House  should  be  asked  to  take  even  this  step  on  this  occa¬ 
sion.  Turn  back  to  1882.  At  that  time  the  force  was  only 
800  men  ;  it  is  now  to  be  increased  to  very  nearly  1,100  ;  it 
is  now  to  be  very  nearly  quadrupled,  and  that  in  a  very 
few  years.  What  were  the  statements  which,  in  the  year 
1882,  were  made  when  we  were  asked  to  make  this  increase  ? 
On  what  grounds  did  the  hon.  gentleman  then  propose  it? 
On  what  grounds  did  he  advocate  it?  What  difficulties 
were  suggested  to  him,  what  proposals  were  made  to  him, 
and  what  were  the  expectations  he  held  out  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country  as  to  a  further  increase  or  an  approach¬ 
ing  diminution  of  this  force  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  brought 
up  the  subject  on  the  24th  March,  1882,  now  just  three 
years  ago,  and  he  said  : 

1 1  It  is  found,  however,  that  its  strength  is  overtaxed.  Again  and 
again  the  commissioner  in  charge  of  the  force  has  represented  that  they 
are  insufficient  for  the  duties  demanded  of  them,  especially  on  the 
frontier,  where,  on  more  than  one  occasion,  there  has  been  great  hazard 
of  a  collision  with  large  forces  of  hungry  and,  therefore,  discontented 
Indians.  By  a  mixture  of  courage  and  discretion,  these  occasions  have 
passed  by  without  collision  ;  yet  I  need  not  remind  the  committee  of 
the  continuous  danger  which  exists  of  collision,  and  the  necessity  of 
endeavoring  to  avoid  it  by  all  means  in  our  power.  There  seems  to  be 
a  general  consensus  of  opinion  that  the  strong  pressure  brought  to  bear 
on  the  Government  and  on  Parliament  by  the  officers  in  command  should 
result  in  an  increase  in  the  force.  So  long  as  the  Indians  were  alone 
with  a  few  Government  officials  and  persons  of  a  superior  class,  they 
were  kept  under  control;  but  that  control  is  passing  away,  as  it  has 
passed  away  in  the  United  States,  with  the  influx  into  the  country  of 
persons  of  all  ranks  and  all  degrees  of  intelligence  and  morals  ;  and,  as 
in  the  Western  States,  there  is  great  danger — happily  we  have  avoided 
it  hitherto, — of  collision  between  the  Indians  and  the  white  settler 
going  in  there  and  thinking  that  he  can  treat  these  wild  sons  of  the 
prairie  as  he  would  a  fellow  white  man.  The  commissioner  has  reported 
again  and  again  on  that  point.” 

Then  he  proceeds  to  read,  not  the  report  of  tho  commis¬ 
sioner  but  some  other  references  as  to  the  dangers  of 
collisions  with  the  Indian  tribes. 


"  It  is  well  known,  says  the  hon.  gentleman,  resuming  his  own  argu¬ 
ment,  that,  while  there  has  been  no  actual  outbreak,  while  through 
combined  courage  and  discretion  an  outbreak  has  been  prevented,  yet, 
I  regret  to  say,  on  two  or  three  occasions  the  forces  of  Indians  were  so 
overwhelming  and  their  conduct  so  threatening  to  the  handful  of 
police  that,  ex  necessitate ,  they  were  obliged  to  yield  to  the  demands, 
sometimes  insolently  and  arrogantly,  with  the  consciousness  of  power 
pressed  upon  them  by  the  starving  Indians  surrounding  them,  of 
course,  the  less  these  facts  are  known  the  better,  but  I  take  the  respon¬ 
sibility  of  stating,  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  that  they  believe  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  to  increase  this  force,” 

Then  my  hon.  friend  the  member  for  Huron  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  alluded  to  the  very  topic  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman  has  brought  up  to-day  as  the  ground  for  doubling  up 
the  force.  My  hon.  friend  from  Huron  said  : 

“  In  connection  with  this,  I  might  say  it  is  quite  clear  that  very  great 
care  will  have  to  be  taken  in  granting  pasturage  lands  to  the  numerous 
candidates  now  applying  for  them.  It  is  a  very  serious  element  in  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  policy  of  granting  those  lands,  if  a  force  of  troops 
should  be  required  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  cattle  on  the  ranches  ; 
and  I  think,  for  that  reason  and  others,  that  very  considerable  care 
will  Lave  to  be  exercised  in  granting  the  numerous  applications  which 
are  being  made  for  those  pasturage  lands.  I  do  not  in  the  least  degree 
object  to  snch  portions  of  the  country  suited  to  the  purpose  being  applied 
for,  although  it  is  provided  that  the  Government  retains  the  right  of 
retaining  portions  of  the  land  if  found  fit  for  agricultural  purposes  ;  but 
I  think  it  would  be  an  extraordinary  cour-e  if  we  should  place  ranches 
in  the  midst  of  more  or  less  turbulent  tribes,  who  will  be  more  tempted 
to  commit  depredations  on  cattle  placed  before  their  eyes  than  on  any 
other  form  of  property.” 

Tho  First  Minister  did  not  then  think  the  cattle  ranch  ques¬ 
tion  had  much  to  do  with  the  matter,  for  he  said,  in  reply 
to  my  hon,  friend  ; 

“  I  feel  very  glad  to  have  an  opportunity  of  speaking  on  those  points, 
although  the  subject  of  cattle  ranches  is  not  immediately  germane  to 
the  motion  before  the  committee.” 

But  you  have  beard  how  germane  it  was  ;  you  hear  how 
germane  it  is  ;  because  it  is  the  cattle  ranches  he  has 
brought  forward  as  the  principal  reason  for  increasing  the 
force,  which  was  then  300,  to  about  1,100  men.  He  wont 
on  to  discuss  the  question,  and  ho  pointed  out  his  notable 
scheme  for  exchanging  the  Indian’s  Winchesters  for 
fowling  pieces  ;  and,  after  a  while,  I  took  leave  to  make 
some  suggestions  which  I  think  are  of  very  considerable 
consequence,  which  were  then  so  regarded,  and  upon  which 
I  think  it  is  absolutely  necessary  we  should  now  touch,  in 
order  that  we  may  understand  what  is  the  policy  and  what 
is  to  be  the  policy  of  the  country  with  reference  to  the 
means  that  are  to  be  taken  for  the  preservation  of  peace, 
order  and  good  government  in  the  North-West.  I  said  ; 

“  Taking  all  these  circumstances  into  consideration,  the  advantages 
thus  secured  are  entirely  overbalanced  by  the  other  changes  in  circums¬ 
tances,  so  that  the  force  requires  to  be  nearly  doubled,  and  here  the 
situation  becomes  serious.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  we  mu9t  nearly 
double  the  force.  I  do  not  know  what  that  may  mean,  but  it  seems  to 
me  impossible  to  set  the  limits  of  it.  Oa  a  former  occasion  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  said  that  we  must  feed  the  Indians  in  order  to  keep  them 
quiet,  and  it  now  turns  out  that  we  must  keep  up  the  mounted  police  in 
order  to  keep  the  white  men  quiet.  I  do  nit  know  how  far  the  propos¬ 
ed  operation  of  the  hon.  gentleman  with  these  guileless  children  of  the 
prairies  may  be  successful.  He  says  he  thinks  he  will  induce  them, 
with  his  well  known  powers  of  persuasion,  and  there  is  no  doubt  be  has 
been  able  to  exert  great  influence  over  persons  much  more  astute  th  n 
the  children  of  the  prairies,  and  some  of  whom  I  have  the  pi  “asure  of 
looking  upon  at  this  moment — I  say  I  do  not  know  how  far  thi3  great 
power  of  persuasion  may  be  successful  with  them.  He  says  he  may  have 
convinced  them  that  fowling  pieces  are  necessary,  but  the  observations 
he  has  just  made  indicates  that^he  expects  occasions  to  arise  when  the 
Indians  may  be  supposed  to  pursue  the  larger  portion  of  mounted  police¬ 
men,  and  when  that  comes  I  have  no  doubt  the  Winchester  rifles  would 
be  an  arm  much  more  satisfactory  than  that  which  the  hon.  gentlemen 
proposes  to  present  them  with.  I  therefore,  do  not  expect  to  hear  next 
year  of  any  extensive  exchange  made  of  Winchester  rifles  for 
fowling  pieces,  unless  the  hon.  gentlemen  should  pay  for 
the  Winchester  rifles  about  double  what  they  are  worth.  It  does  seem 
to  me  that  the  proposed  changes,  which  of  course,  do  not  involve  so 
large  an  expense  as  they  otherwise  might,  because  the  rate  of  pay  has 
been  very  properly  reduced — involve  a  consideration  of  policy  which  is 
to  be  adopted  to  have  a  headquarters,  if  it  is  thought  necessary — and  I 
do.not  say  it  may  not  be  right  to  place  so  large  a  pronoti  m  of  the  force 
in  different  and  isolated  parts,  as  350  or  400  men,  and  to  leave  only  150 
at  headquarters  for  the  purpose  of  mobilisation — then  I  think  we  are 
engaged  in  dealing  with  the  Indians  in  a  policy  which  may  lead  us  a 
long  way  in  point  of  expense.  It  seems  to  me  we  have  got  to  warn,  in 
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the  strongest  way,  the  white  settlers  who  are  going  into  that  country, 
that  they  must  take  care  of  themselves  to  a  great  extent,  and  to  take 
care  of  themselves  the  exertion  of  that  prudence,  restraint,  and  self- 
command  ought  to  be  enjoined  upon  them,  and  by  pursuing  a  course 
entirely  different  from  that  pursued  by  the  adventurous  person  who  has 
settled  among  the  Indians,  and  whose  conduct  or  cruelty  has  provoked 
some  of  the  Indian  difficulties.  While  we  must  give  some  reasonable 
protection,  and  I  do  not  say  that  the  mounted  police  ought  to  be  dis¬ 
banded,  we  have  to  avoid  giving  people  who  are  settling  in  the  North- 
West  the  idea  that  a  very  large  and  continually  increasing,  expensive 
force  is  to  be  maintained  there  at  the  expense  of  the  Dominion.  At  the 
earliest  moment  we  ought  to  adopt  some  arrangement  for  the  utilisation 
of  local  forces,  for  the  organisation  of  the  militia,  and  for  the  organisa¬ 
tion  under,  perhaps,  a  special  system  of  officering,  which  shoull  give 
some  special  advantages,  incurring,  perhaps,  a  great  expense,  but  giving 
a  more  efficient  force,  not  merely  in  soldiery  purposes,  but  also  in  those 
higher  elements  to  which  I  have  referred,  self  restraint  and  moderation 
in  the  use  of  power.  But  to  control  the  North-West  by  a  large  and 
extensive  force  of  this  kind  would  be  an  undertaking  which  I,  for  one, 
would  shrink  for  contemplating. 

Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  then  replied  to  me : 

“  I  quite  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  in  much  he  has  said.  Of  course 
a  force  of  600  men  can  act  as  peace  officers,  serve  processes,  take 
prisoners  and  guard  the  courts,  and  do  the  whole  of  the  work  that 
has  been  done  by  the  peace  officers  that  are  now  scattered  over 
tne  Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec.  600  men  is  not  too  large  a 
force  for  this  purpose.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  right  in  say¬ 
ing  that  eventually  that  country  should  be  organised  under  a  special 
system,  like  a  militia  force,  so  as  to  perform  the  duty  of  keeping  the 
peace  and,  when  called  upon,  to  aid  the  civil  powf  r,  just  as  they  are  in 
the  rest  of  the  Dominion,  but  at  this  moment  I  am  afraid  that  as 
between  the  white  men  and  the  Indian,  the  Indian  will  get  the  worst  of 
it,  perhaps  one  danger  as  great  as  any  in  connection  with  the  militia  is 
that  of  the  too  active  interference  of  the  ordinary  magi' tracy  of  the 
country.  I  might  mention  one  instance  of  that  kind  which  occuired 
There  was  a  rumor  arrived  at  Prince  Albert  that  an  outbreak  of  Indians 
had  taken  place  to  the  south,  and  one  magistrate  gave  a  requisition 
calling  out  a  newly  formed  militia  company,  and  they  started  fully  armed 
to  suppress  the  infant  rebellion.  They  went  down,  and  if  they  had  un¬ 
fortunately  come  in  contact  with  the  Indians  we  might  have  had  an 
Indian  war.  Luckily,  howover,  they  were  met  by  an  officer  of  the  police 
force,  who  .remonstrated  with  them,  sent  them  back,  and  quieted  what 
was  only  after  all  an  Indian  riot  *  *  *  *  and  we  must  trust  very 
much  to  the  reports  of  the  officers  on  that  subject;  and  I  have  every 
confidence  that  with  this  additional  force  of  police,  that  the  country 
maybe  reasonably  expected  to  be  as  quiet  for  the  next  ten  years  as  it 
has  been  for  the  last  ten  years.” 

Now,  you  will  observe  that  only  three  years  after  that,  and 
beforo  the  outbreak,  the  hon.  gentleman  decided  that  the 
country  that  he  expected  would  be  adequately  served  for 
the  next  ten  years  by  these— and,  as  I  shall  show  presently, 
by  a  lesser  force  — will  require,  irrespective  of  the  outbreak, 
more  than  double  the  amount  of  500  men  which  he  thought 
adequate  three  years  ago.  I  said  I  would  show  that  the 
hon.  gentloman’s  contemplation  was  not  a  continuance  even 
of  a  force  of  500  men.  In  answer  to  my  hon.  friend  from 
East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  then  representing  the  County 
of  Lambton,  the  hon.  gentleman  said  : 

“  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  the  addition  to  the  force  will  add  to  the 
safety  and  security  of  the  country,  and  will  give  greater  assurance  to 
those  who  go  to  maka  it  their  home,  and  when  the  settlement  of  the 
country,  which  now  promises  to  be  very  rapid,  takes  place,  necessities 
for  keeping  up  the  force  may  be  removed  or  at  least  diminished.  Of 
course,  it  can  very  readily  be  diminished  at  any  time,  it  being  neces¬ 
sary.” 

So  there  you  see  that  the  hon.  gentleman  thought  he  had 
reached  the  maximum, 'and  that  as  the  country  settled  up 
he  would  be  able  to  diminish  the  force  and  even  to  disband 
it  altogether.  Instead  of  that,  the  hon.  gentloman’s  expec 
tations  having  been  realised  as  to  the  settling  up  of  the 
country,  his  expectations  as  to  the  police  force  beforo  the 
recent  outbreak  were  so  far  falsified  that  he  requires  more 
than  double  the  force.  Then,  onco  again,  my  hon.  friend 
said,  at  a  subsequent  stage  of  the  debate  of  the  11th  April ; 

“  Thera  will  be,  of  course,  at  Calgary,  at  Edmonton  and  at  Prince 
Albert,  a  certain  number  of  men,  but  as  much  as  possible  they  will  be 
concentrated. 

“  Mr.  MACKENZIE.  What  are  they  to  be  tent  to  Prince  Albert  for? 
Surely  there  i3  population  enough  there  to  maintain  order  without  the 
police  being  sent  for  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  my  hon.  friend  could  only  see  the 
complaints  of  settlers  when  there  is  even  a  suggestion  of  moving  any  of 
the  police  force,  he  could  quite  understand  the  difficulty  and  the  sense  of 
helplessness  and  defencelessness  that  comes  oyer  settlers  when  they  go 
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to  any  place  where  there  is  no  police  force.  It  gives  them  great  confi¬ 
dence  to  have  those  men  stationed  near  them,  but  when  the  country  i3 
settled  to  a  greater  exteDt  than  at  present,  that  necessity  will  b9  done 
away  with,  and  concentration  will  be  carried  out.” 

Here  the  hon.  gentleman  contemplating  a  diminution  and 
not  an  increase  of  the  force;  its  concentration  as  the  loca¬ 
lity  settled  up,  believing  that  the  local  service  in  each  loca¬ 
lity  would  supply  the  want  in  the  outlying  parts  at  that 
time  requiring  a  detachment  of  police.  My  hon.  friend 
from  East  York  said  : 

The  hon.  gentleman  must  not  pay  too  much  attention  to  representa¬ 
tions  from  well  peopled  localities .  I  can  recollect  very  well  the  diffi¬ 
culty  I  had  in  withdrawing  the  volunteers  from  Winnipeg.  We  were 
threatened  with  all  sort3  of  calamities  if  we  did  so.  We  did  it  never¬ 
theless,  and  no  harm  came  of  it.  I  observed  some  time  ago  that  at 
Prince  Albert  they  had  men  enough  to  form  a  volunteer  company.  I  do 
not  know  whether  there  are  or  not,  but  a  company  was  formed,  and  I 
cannot  think  that  a  community  or  that  size  requires  the  rest  of  the 
Dominion  to  maintain  a  police  force  for  their  protection.  I  hope  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  reconsider  that,  for  if  the  force  is  to  be  enlarged  for  ths 
purpose  of  placing  guards  at  places  such  as  that  it  is  absurd,  and  at 
entirely  wioug  policy.  The  police  force,  as  I  understand  it,  has  t> 
maintain  order  in  outstanding  districts  where  there  is  not  a  la'ge  resi¬ 
dent  population,  but  should  have  no  occupation  in  populous  places  like 
Prince  Albert. 

Then  the  right  hon.  gentleman  said  : 

“  It  is  quite  true  that  where  there  is  a  large  population  as  at  Prince 
Albert  or  any  other  place  they  ought  to  be  able  to  raise  and  organise 
a  corps  of  citizen  soldiers  for  the  protection  of  the  place,  but  at  present 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be  safe  to  risk  volunteer  corps  coming  inti 
possible  collision  with  the  Indians.  I  think  militia  forces  should  be 
carefully  handled.” 

Then  the  hon.  gentleman  repeats  the  statement  which  he 
made  in  a  former  debate  and  which  I  read  as  to  a  formi¬ 
dable  rising.  Now,  Sir,  I  read  this  in  order  that  the  House 
may  see  what  the  purposes  were,  so  short  a  time  ago  as 
1882,  which  were  expected  to  be  answered  by  the  Mounted 
Police  force  in  the  North-West,  and  for  what  purpose  it  was 
expected  that  force  would  be  adequate ;  and  you  find  it  was 
not  the  question  of  protecting  the  proprietors  of  ranches 
from  their  cattle  being  stolen,  it  was  the  question  of 
protection  of  the  outlying  settlements,  particularly  of 
dealing  with  the  Indians.  You  find  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  50)  would  be  adequate  for  the  purpose, 
and  that  as  the  population  weht  on,  the  more  the  people, 
the  fewer  the  special  force  of  police  that  would  be  required. 
You  find  the  hon.  gentleman  to-day,  three  years  later,  coming 
down  to  us,  having  then  acknowledged  the  force  of  the 
observations  as  to  the  course  he  ought  to  take  with  respect 
to  the  settlers  in  the  North  West  and  the  organisation  of 
the  militia— coming  down  to  us,  I  say,  and  telling  us  that 
he  desires  to  more  than  double  the  force.  You  do  not 
find  that  his  statement  is  as  to  Indians  or  is  as  to  outlying 
settlements;  it  is  cattle  and  not  men  who  require  piotec- 
tion  now.  I  adhere  to  the  view  which  I  stated  in  1882,  and 
to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  then  gave  his  assent,  that  in 
considering  this  very  large  question  of  our  management  of 
the  North  West  Territories  we  must  take  into  account  the 
absolute  necessity  of  encouraging  and  stimulating  the 
people  of  that  country  to  engage  in  the  formation  of  those 
local  corps  to  discharge  a  large  part  of  the  business.  I  am 
not  at  all  saying,  any  more  than  I  said  in  1882,  that  the 
Mounted  Police  should  be  disbanded.  I  am  not  at  all  say¬ 
ing  that  their  number  should  be  reduced.  I  am  not  even 
arguing,  at  this  moment,  that  if  you  were  to  take  the  out¬ 
break  into  account  the  hon.  gentleman’s  proposition  may 
not  be  reasonable  one.  But  he  declines  to  do  so,  and  says  :  I 
do  not  take  the  outbreak  into  account ;  Ido  not  submit  it 
with  respect  to  the  outbreak,  or  with  respect  to  the  altered 
state  of  circumstances  ;  you  have  to  deal  with  it  irrespective 
of  those  facts.  I  am,  therefore,  handling  it  for  the  moment 
on  his  own  lines  and  on  his  own  ground.  I  am  not  nega¬ 
tiving  his  proposal ;  I  am  merely  pointing  out  to  what  it 
leads.  I  am  showing  that  in  1882  the  plan  led  to  an  indefi¬ 
nite  increase  of  numbers,  and  that  we  ought  to  direct 
attention  to  the  formation  of  local  corps.  The  hon.  gentle- 
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man  denied  that  it  led  to  an  increase  of  numbers ;  he  said 
it  led  to  a  diminution  of  numbers,  but  he  agreed  that  we 
ought  to  take  up  the  formation  of  local  corps.  I  want  to 
point  out  that  the  policy  of  the  formation  of  local  corps, 
which  was  assented  to  formally  by  the  hon.  gentleman  in 
1882,  had  really  been  adopted  by  the  Government  in  1879, 
and  that  it  had  progressed  a  certain  distance  at  that  time  ; 
and  I  want  to  point  out  thjt,  instead  of  dealing  with  the 
North-West  in  the  spirit  of  the  preceding  occurrences  and 
in  the  spirit  which  he  indicated  in  that  debate,  he  dealt 
with  this  subject  in  an  altogether  different  spirit; 
and  this  subject,  intimately  connected  as  the  two  parts 
of  it  are — the  defence  and  security  of  the  North- 
West  by  local  corps  and  the  Mounted  Police — does  require 
serious  consideration  at  the  hands  of  the  House.  1  have 
said  that  so  long  ago  as  1879  the  present  Government  recog¬ 
nised  the  necessity  of  arranging  for  the  formation  of  local 
corps  in  the  North-West,  with  reference  to  the  defence  of 
the  settlements  largely  against  the  Indians.  We  have  not 
got  a  very  full  account  in  the  official  reports  of  the  proceed¬ 
ings  that  took  place  when  Colonel  Osborne  Smith,  then 
Deputy  Adjutant  General  of  the  Militia,  on  the  instructions 
of  the  Government,  went  forward  to  crrry  out  their  views 
and  organise  the  corps.  But  I  have  secured  from  the  con¬ 
temporary  literature  of  the  day,  from  the  local  newspaper, 
statements  which  show  the  spirit  in  which  the  people  at 
that  time  received  those  proposals  of  the  Government  and 
the  ease  with  which  it  was  possible,  had  proper  steps  been 
taken,  to  render  them  efficient.  In  the  Saskatchewan  Herald 
of  the  6th  October,  1879,  there  is  a  report  of  a  meeting  held 
in  the  school  house  at  Battleford,  to  hear  from  Colonel 
Osborne  Smith  his  explanation  of  the  scheme  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  organisation  of  frontier  companies. — 

“  A  meeting  was  held  in  the  school  house  on  Monday  evening  to  hear 
from  Col.  Smith  an  explanation  of  the  scheme  on  which  the  proposed 
organisation  of  frontier  corps  was  based.  The  meeting  was  opened  by 
the  appointment  of  Col.  Richardson  as  chairman.  He  then  introduced 
Col.  Smith,  and  requested  him  to  address  the  meeting. 

“  Col.  Smith  said  that  as  commandant  of  the  volunteer  forces  in 
Manitoba  and  the  North-West  he  had  been  instructed  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  proceed  as  far  as  Battleford,  to  organise  companies  of  volun¬ 
teers  on  the  plan  which  h^  been  found  so  effective  in  the  older  Pro¬ 
vinces  for  a  good  many  years  past ;  and  where  the  population  was  too 
scattered  to  permit  of  full  corps  being  organised,  to  establish  the  neucleus 
of  companies  which  could  afterwards  be  filled.  The  exceptional  cir¬ 
cumstances  of  the  country  might  lead  to  a  modification  of  some  of  the 
regulations  which  prevailed  in  the  EaBt.  The  general  provisions  of  the 
Act  may  be  summarised  as  follows;  Volunteers  will  be  required  to 
take  the  oath  of  allegiance.” 

“  They  will  be  required  to  drill  not  less  than  6  nor  more  than  12  days 
in  the  year ;  but  the  time  may  be  so  divided  as  to  be  of  the  least  incon¬ 
venience,  three  hours  constituting  a  day’s  drill.  For  this  they  will  receive 
50  cents  a  day,  with  an  additional  allowance  of  75  cents  a  day  in  the  case 
of  cavalry  companies.  The  arms  to  be  supplied  are  of  the  very  best 
kind,  and  have  all  been  carefully  examined  and  packed,  so  as  to  ensure 
their  being  served  out  in  good  condition.  There  will  also  be  an  abun¬ 
dant  supply  of  ammunition.  Both  arms  and  ammunition  have  been 
shipped  to  a  central  point  and  can  be  forwarded  to  any  given  place 
without  loss  of  time.  No  uniform  will  be  used  during  the  first  year.” 

I  call  your  attention  to  that  statement,  because  its  import¬ 
ance  will  be  found  when  we  consider  and  read  the  subse¬ 
quent  reports  with  respect  to  the  North-West  corps. 
There  was  a  promise  of  uniform  after  the  first  year  : 

“If  called  out  on  active  duty  they  will  be  paid  at  a  rate  to  be  deci¬ 
ded  by  the  Governor  General  in  Council.  He  would,  therefore,  leave 
the  matter,  for  the  present,  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Scott,  who  would  enroll 
the  men  and  forward  the  names  to  him.  He  would  go  to  St.  Laurent, 
Duck  Lake  and  Prince  Albert,  where  he  expected  to  be  able  to  raise  the 
number  of  companies  now  required,  namely,  two  companies  of  infantry 
and  three  of  mounted  men.  He  thanked  the  meeting  for  assembling  to 
hear  him  and  offered  to  give  any  other  information  that  might  be 
required.” 

“  The  chairman  said  the  present  meeting  reminded  him  of  a  similar 
one  that  was  held  at  the  country  town  in  which  he  lived  at  the  time  of 
the  Trent  affair,  20  years  ago,  when  he,  amongst  others,  enrolled  bis 
name  as  a  private.  He  continued  with  his  battalion  until  5  years  ago, 
when  he  was  allowed  to  retire,  retaining  his  rank,  having  risen  from  the 
lowest  to  the  highest  position  in  the  battalion  to  which  he  belonged  ; 
and  he  was  quite  willing  to  begin  again  by  enrolling  his  name  as  a  pri¬ 
vate  in  the  company  now  about  to  be  formed. 

“  The  following  resolution  was  then  passed ; 


“  Moved  by  Mr.  Forget,  seconded  by  Mr.  Laurie,  That  it  is  expedi¬ 
ent  to  form  an  infantry  company  at  this  place,  and  this  meeting  pledges 
itself  to  aid  in  the  perfecting  of  such  an  organisation. 

“  A  vote  of  thanks  was  given  to  Col.  Smith  and  the  chairman,  and 
the  meeting  broke  up.” 

In  the  same  paper,  on  17th  November,  1§79, 1  find  the  fol¬ 
lowing 

“  The  arms  and  ammunition  for  the  Battleford  volunteer  company 
arrived  on  the  3rd,  aud  were  at  once  taken  charge  of  by  Captain  Scott. 
We  are  pleased  to  learn  that  he  has  been  successful  in  organising  the 
company.  The  feeling  of  the  members  is  in  favor  of  its  being  a  mounted 
corps,  in  which  case  a  considerable  accession  could  be  had  to  its  ranks, 
besides  which  it  would  be  much  more  effective  in  the  event  of  its  service 
being  required  James  McFarlane,  our  pioneer  settler  and  an  ex-volun¬ 
teer,  has  been  made  first  lieutenant,  and  Hugh  McKay,  chief  officer  of  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company  at  this  post,  second  lieutenant.” 

In  the  same  paper,  22nd  September,  1879,  was  the  fol¬ 
lowing  : — 

“  The  visit  of  Col.  W.  Osborne  Smith,  referred  to  in  our  telegraphic 
columns,  will  probably  result  in  the  formation  of  a  company  of  cavalry 
or  mounted  rifles  at  Prince  Albert.  Captain  Moore  offered,  some  time 
ago,  to  organise  such  a  force,  in  which  the  men  wouid,  at  their  own 
expense,  uniform  themselves  in  a  dress  suitable  for  the  plains,  if  the 
Government  would  furnish  the  arms  and  pay  a  nominal  sum— say  $2  a 
day — for  a  man  and  horse  when  on  duty.  Prince  Albert  has  all  the 
material  for  an  excellent  corps  of  this  character.  The  young  men  are 
born  horsemen,  and  accustomed  to  life  upon  the  plains,  while  there  are 
also  several  gentlemen  of  military  training  and  experience  fitted  to  take 
command,  and  a  fair  sprinkling  of  others  who  have  served  in  volunteer 
forces  in  the  Provinces.” 

In  the  same  paper,  on  20th  October,  1879,  was  the  follow¬ 
ing 

“  Col.  Smith  at  Prince  Albert.— Enrolment  of  one  infantry  and  two 
cavalry  companies. — A  company  formed  at  Duck  Lake. — On  the  evening 
of  Monday  the  6th,  a  meeting  was  held  at  the  restaurant,  Prince  Albert, 
to  meet  Lieut.-Col.  Smith,  and  to  hear  his  explanations  in  reference  to 
the  duty  with  which  he  had  been  entrusted  by  the  Government,  the  for¬ 
mation  of  volunteer  militia  corps  in  the  Territories.  Noth  withstanding 
the  short  notice  given,  but  one  day,  and  the  disadvantage  of  %  very 
dark  night,  a  large  number  assembled,  many  being  present  from  the 
most  i  emote  parts  of  the  settlement. 

“  The  Lord  Bishop  of  Saskatchewan  being  voted  to  the  chair,  sDoko 
earnestly  and  forcibly  on  the  necessity  of  assisting  the  Government  in 
the  measures  they  were  taking  to  raise  a  force  sufficient  to  back  the 
civil  powers  in  keeping  peace,  and  paid  a  warm  tribute  to  Col.  Smith’s 
military  services,  and  to  the  good  judgment  shown  by  the  Government 
in  choosing  him  to  perform  the  important  work  of  organisation  on  which 
he  is  now  engaged. 

<l  Col.  Smith,  having  been  introduced  by  the  Bishop,  fully  explained 
the  object  of  his  mission  and  the  provisions  of  the  militia  law,  announc¬ 
ing  that  he  had  decided  to  establish  two  mounted  rifle  corps  in  the 
settlement,  under  the  respective  commands  of  Captains  Moore  and 
Young,  who  would  submit  for  approval  the  names  of  their  subaltern 
officers  and  make  the  necessary  appointments  of  non-commissioned 
officers. 

“  A  number  of  questions  put  by  intending  volunteers  were  answered 
by  Col.  Smith,  and  a  desire  being  shown  for  the  establishment  of  an 
infantry  corps,  in  addition  to  the  two  mounted  companies,  he  consented 
to  remain  over  another  day,  in  order  to  enable  its  enrolment  to  be  made, 
Mr.  Thomas  McKay  being  nominated  as  captain. 

“  After  votes  of  thanks  to  the  Bishop  for  presiding,  and  to  Colonel 
Smith  for  his  address,  the  meeting  closed  with  cheers  for  the  Queen,  the 
Bishop,  Col.  Smith,  and  the  officers  chosen  to  command  the  com¬ 
panies. 

“A  large  number  of  volunteers  handed  in  their  names  for  enrolment, 
and  there  is  no  doubt  Prince  Albert  will  have  three  crack  corps. 

“  Mr.  Owen  E.  Hughes  is  succeeding  very  well  in  the  enrolment  of  the 
Duck  Lake  and  St.  Laurent  company. 

“The  arms,  accoutrements  aud  ammunition  arrived  on  the  8th  at 
Carlton,  from  which  point  they  will  be  distributed. 

“  Col.  Smith  left  Duck  Lake  on  the  morning  of  the  8th  to  proceed 
direct  to  Winnipeg.” 

And  I  find,  Sir,  in  the  same  paper,  on  the  15th  December, 
1879,  a  report  from  Prince  Albert,  on  the  8th  December, 
1879,  stating : 

“  The  volunteers  mean  business,  and  are  drilling  most  of  the  time.  CapL 
Moore’s  and  Capt.  Thos.  McKay’s  companies  have  put  in  their  annual 
drill  during  the  evenings.  The  following  are  the  names  of  the  officers  of 
the  several  volunteer  companies: 

“  Troop  A,  Mounted  Rifles. — Capt.,  Chas.  F.  Young  ;  1st  Lieut  ,  Justin 
D.  Wilson  ;  2nd  Lieut.,  Thos.  J.  Agnew. 

Troop  B ,  Mounted  Rifles. — Capt.,  H.  S.  Moore  ;  1st  Lieut.,  Edward 
Stanley;  2nd  Lieut ,  Thos.  N.  Campbell. 

“  Infantry  Company.— Capt.,  Thos.  McKay;  1st  Lieut.,  J.  J.  Campbell; 
2nd  Lieut.,  George  Tait.” 
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I  find,  on  the  23rd  February  1880,  a  report  in  the  same 
paper  from  Edmonton,  dated  the  26th  January  1880,  of  a 
meeting,  there  of  which  the  report  says  : 

“  Then  the  formation  of  a  volunteer  rifle  company  came  under  consi¬ 
deration.  The  proposition  was  made  by  Col.  Jarvis,  and  was  coincided 
in  by  the  meeting  as  a  necessary  measure  of  protection  against  expected 
Blackfeet  and  Sioux  hostilities  next  summer.  Over  30  names  were  put 
down  at  once.” 

Now,  Sir,  there  are  the  statements  I  have  been  able  to  col¬ 
lect  from  outside  sources,  of  the  mode  in  which  the  proposal 
made  by  the  Government  to  enroll  a  force  in  these  local¬ 
ities  was  received  by  the  people  themselves,  and  the  excel¬ 
lent  spirit  which  they  displayed  as  to  the  call  which  was 
made  upon  them.  Turning,  now,  to  official  sources,  I  will 
take  the  report  of  the  officer  commanding  the  militia  for 
the  year  1879,  and  I  find  that  he  makes  this  statement : 

“Lieut.-Colonel  Osborne  Smith,  C.M.G.,  Military  District  No.  10,  Ma¬ 
nitoba,  points  out  the  necessity  of  increased  forces,  in  consideration  of 
the  influx  of  foreign  labor,  in  view  of  the  large  works  of  railway  con¬ 
struction  now  in  progress.  This  is  a  very  reasonable  suggestion,  as  ex¬ 
perience  has  shown  that  this  may,  at  any  time,  be  a  very  disturbing 
element.  His  progress  in  organising  mounted  and  infantry  companies 
in  the  North-West  Territories  has  been  already  fully  dwelt  upon  in  the 
report.  He  states  that  the  action  of  the  Government  in  extending  the 
militia  law  to  those  Territories  and  Keewatin  has  been  thoroughly  ap¬ 
preciated  and  availed  of  by  the  settlers,  as  far  as  their  yet  comparati¬ 
vely  sparse  numbers  would  admit.  He  looks  upon  the  North-West 
militia  spreading  with  the  newly  formed  settlements  as  calculated  to 
form  an  important  agent  in  civilising  that  vast  Territory,  and  to  be¬ 
come  a  powerful  link  in  the  chain  of  Dominion  defences  between  the 
two  great  oceans.” 

At  another  part  of  his  report,  the  officer  commanding  says : 

“  In  the  course  of  the  past  summer,  accounts  were  received  tending 
to  show  that  Indians  of  the  North-West  Territories  were  beginning  to 
suSer  hunger  from  the  disappearance  of  the  buffalo.  It  was  supposed 
that  necessity  might  drive  them  to  plunder  or  steal  for  their  support. 
Although  the  Government  had  taken  precaution  to  provide  a  stock  of 
supplies,  it  was  presumed  that  as  the  long  and  severe  winter  of  the 
prairie  district  proceeded,  marauding  parties  might  cause  alarm  and 
trouble  among  the  settlers.  It  was  therefore  determined  to  organise 
some  militia  companies  round  the  most  populous  settlements,  to  give 
confidence,  and  accordingly  Lieut.-Colonel  Osborne  Smith,  the  Deputy 
Adjutant-General  for  Manitoba,  was  entrusted  with  that  duty,  and  dis¬ 
patched  to  make  the  necessary  arrangements. 

“  That  officer  carried  out  his  instructions,  and  acted  with  the  judgment 
which  distinguishes  him,  in  selecting  the  most  important  points  for  the 
establishment  of  armed  corps,  and  the  general  dispositions  with  regard 
thereto.  His  report  will  be  found  in  full  in  Appendix  No.  1,  and  I  need 
only  draw  attention  to  it,  as  I  think  it  will  be  read  with  interest  by  all 
who  look  towards  the  importance  of  that  great  region  in  its  not  distant 
future.  Lieut.-Colonel  Osborne  Smith  has  succeeded  in  forming  the 
nucleus  of  one  company  of  infantry  at  Battleford,  the  seat  of  Govern¬ 
ment,  under  Mr.  Scott,  the  registrar  for  the  North-West  Territories, 
although  the  population  capable  of  bearing  arms  hardly  admits  of  a 
full  company  being  formed  until  the  winter  season,  when  freighters  and 
hunters  will  have  returned. 

“  At  Duck  Lake,  between  the  branches  of  the  Saskatchewan,  and  a 
few  miles  south  of  Carleton  House,  a  troop  of  mounted  riflemen  has  been 
formed,  under  Mr.  Owen  Hughes,  who  is  in  charge  of  that  important 
trading  post.  He  feels  sure  that  with  the  men  about  his  post,  the  set¬ 
tlers  in  the  neighborhood,  and  tne  half-breeds  at  St.  Laurent,  he  will  be 
able  to  maintain  a  thoroughly  efficient  mounted  troop.  The  Rev.  Father 
Andre,  of  the  St,  Laurent  mission  station,  who  exercises  an  almost 
unbounded  influence  over  the  French-speaking  half-breeds  in  the  settle¬ 
ment,  corroborates  his  views.  The  headquarters  of  this  troop  will  there¬ 
fore  be  at  1  Stobart,’  Duck  Lake. 

“  On  the  north  branch  of  the  Saskatchewan,  near  the  Forks,  the  main 
settlement  of  Prince  Albert  lies,  and  here  there  are  more  houses  and 
stores  now  than  some  six  or  seven  years  ago  there  were  in  Winnipeg. 
The  enterprise  which  is  apparent  bids  fair  to  make  this  district  one  of, 
if  not  the  most  important,  in  the  whole  of  the  North-West  Territories. 
The  population  are  most  anxious  for  military  protection,  in  reference  to 
the  gradual  influx  of  armed  Sioux  Indians  in  search  of  subsistence. 
Prince  Albert  will  therefore  furnish  two  troops  of  mounted  riflemen  anf 
one  company  of  infantry— the  troops  under  command  of  Captaiu  Young, 
late  of  Her  Majesty’s  5oth  Foot,  and  C  iptain  Moore,  late  of  the  Antrim 
rifle  militia  ;  tne  infantry  company  under  Mr.  Thoma3  McKay,  an  influ¬ 
ential  native  of  the  country  and  agent  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Company. 

“  The  action  of  the  Government  in  extending  the  militia  organisation 
to  the  North-West  Territories  is  appreciated,  and  I  would  recommend 
its  still  further  extension  to  other  localities,  such  as  among  the  settlers 
of  the  Little  Saskatchewan,  and  others  on  the  western  portion  of  Mani¬ 
toba.  Arms,  ammunition  and  saddlery  have  been  accordingly  issued 
for  the  equipment  of  these  corps  before  the  setting  in  of  winter  ;  but 
owing  to  the  deficiency  of  clothing  in  store,  from  causes  I  have  foretold 
jn  previous  reports,  they  cannot  be  supplied  with  uniforms  at  present.” 
Mr,  Blake, 


There,  again,  you  find  allusion  to  the  question  of  uniforms,  to 
which  I  have  already  directed  your  attention,  and  which 
will  become  more  marked  as  I  proceed  : 

“  When  orders  were  issued  for  the  organisation  of  militia  in  the  North- 
West,  I  noticed  that  th„  Act  did  not  apply  to  those  Tsrritories  ;  accor¬ 
dingly,  an  Order  in  Council  was  passed,  in  November,  directing  procla¬ 
mation  to  be  made  that  the  entire  Militia  Act  should  apply  to  the  North- 
West  Territories  and  Keewatin.  An  enormous  additional  country  has 
thus  been  added  to  the  militia  responsibility,  which  now  extends  over 
the  entire  Dominion  of  Canada.” 

Then  the  officer  commanding  proceeds  to  discuss  the  question 
of  the  Mounted  Police  and  of  the  existing  condition  of  the 
country  in  the  light  of  defence,  and  he  points  out : 

‘‘If  it  is  desirable  to  occupy  the  posts  noted  besides  Fort  Ellice, 
Saskatchewan,  Battleford,  McLeod,  Walsh,  Wood  Mountain  and  Souris, 
each  should,  if  possible,  be  individually  strong  enough,  at  least  for  self- 
defence.  There  are  but  350  officers  and  men  of  Mounted  Police,  but 
there  are  about  15,000  Indians,  of  whom  3,000  may  be  fighting  men.  They 
are  well  armed  with  repeating  rifles,  and  for  the  most  part  mounted. 

“  Should  starvation  ensue  and  the  Indians  be  in  despair  to  provide 
food  for  their  people,  they  may  become  troublesome  and  aggressive. 
Therefore,  it  may  become  imprudent  to  have  so  many  small  police  posts, 
150  miles  or  more  apart,  without  mutual  support.  A  military  axiom 
forbids  a  force  being  divided,  beyond  individual  power  of  self-defence 
and  mutual  support.  Qu’Appelle  should  be  strong  and  entrenched  ; 
Fort  Ellice  also.  Saskatchewan  need  only  be  a  small  garrison,  but  also 
entrenched.  Prince  Albert  will  have  two  mounted  and  one  infantry 
corps  of  militia  ;  they  should  have  a  place  d’armes  in  entrenched  lines. 
Battleford,  the  seat  of  Government,  will  probably  be  frequented  by 
Indians  clamoring  for  food,  and  should,  besides  its  company  of  infantry 
militia,  as  yet  not  very  reliable,  have  aboiyof  police,  with  works  of 
defence.  Duck  Lake  and  St.  Laurent  will  have  their  mounted  militia 
troop.” 

So  that,  in  the  views  of  the  officer  commanding,  you  will 
observe  how  inextricably  interlaced  are  the  questions  of  the 
organisation  of  a  militia  force  for  the  North-West  and  the 
question  of  the  Mounted  Police.  [  find  it  stated,  in  the 
former  discussions  of  1882,  and  you  find  that  the  officer 
entrusted  with  the  duty  of  advising  the  Government  as  to 
what  is  necessary  for  the  defence  of  the  Territories,  when 
he  is  discussing  the  Mounted  Polico,  their  numbers,  their 
efficiency,  their  distribution,  points  out  the  necessity  of 
the  co-operation  of  those  other  ingredients  of  strength,  and 
referrs  to  those  points  to  which  I  ha^e  alluded,  and  to  tbe 
local  militia  as  ingredients  of  strength  to  be  taken  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Mounted  Police,  which  it  might  be 
advisable  to  have  at  one  or  other  of  these  points. 
I  do  not  propose,  on  this  occasion,  to  go  outside  the  lines  of 
the  North-West  Territories,  although  I  believe  I  might  very 
fairly  deal  with  the  question  of  the  defences  of  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West  Territories  as  one.  Colonel  Osborne 
Smith,  in  his  report,  says  : 

“  In  August  I  received  from  you  instructions  to  be  prepared  to  pro¬ 
ceed  without  delay,  when  telegraphed  to,  to  certain  indicated  localities, 
for  the  purpose  of  organising,  as  a  precautionary  measure,  corps  of 
volunteer  militia. 

“  A3  I  have  so  lately  reported  fully  to  you  on  the  steps  taken  by  me 
in  carrying  out  this  duty,  there  is  not,  I  presume,  any  necessity  that  I 
should  embody  a  synopsis  of  it  in  this  report.” 

j  We  have  not  been  favored  with  this  special  report,  which 

I  would  be  an  extremely  interesting  documeat.  We  have 
not  even  a  synopsis  of  it  here,  but  simply  a  reference  to  it, 
and  so  I  was  obliged  to  have  recourse  to  the  only  souroes 
available : 

“  It  has  been  satisfactory  to  find  that  the  action  of  the  Government 
in  extending  the  militia  law  to  the  North-West  Territories  has  been 
thoroughly  appreciated  and  availed  of  by  the  settlers,  so  far  as  their 
comparatively  sparse  numbers  would  admit. 

“  There  can,  however,  be  no  doubt  that  in  the  process  of  developing 
these  splendid  regions  of  the  Dominion  that  it  will  be  f  >und  requisite 
to  establish,  as  a  mean  for  defence  against  possible  aggression,  and  for 
the  maintenance  of  law,  a  proper  military  force,  which,  disciplined  and 
bound  together  by  the  strict  and  well  recognised  rules  which  govern 
such  a  body,  would  be  looked  upon  with  confidence  and  respect  by  the 
volunteer  militia,  who  would  supplement  its  strength  should  emergency 
arise. 

,  “  If  fostered  and  encouraged  in  its  infancy,  the  North-West  militia, 

spreading  with  the  newly  forming  settlement,  will  form  an  important 
agent  in  civilising  that  vast  territory,  and  become  an  important  link  in 
the  ohain  of  Dominion  defences  between  the  two  oceans.” 
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Then,  in  the  following  year,  on  the  15th  of  November, 
1880,  Colonel  Osborne  Smith  reports  : 

“  On  the  6th  January  last  the  territorial  limits  of  this  district  were 
vastly  enlarged  by  the  incorporation  of  the  North-West  Territories  and 
the  district  of  Keewatin  with  the  then  previously  existing  area  (which 
consisted  solely  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba),  thus  extending  district 
No.  10  northerly  to  the  confines  of  Canada,  and  easterly  and  westerly 
from  the  boundary  between  Ontario  and  Keewatin  to  the  dividing  line 
in  the  Rocky  Mountains,  between  British  Columbia  and  the  North-West 
Territories.  The  corps  at  present  existing  in  the  district  are  as  follows 
(omitting  Manitoba)  : — Two  companys  mounted  rifles,  Prince  Albert; 
one  company  mounted  rifles,  Duck  Lake  ;  one  Battleford  infantry  com¬ 
pany ;  one  Prince  Albert  infantry  company  ” 

Then,  dealing  with  the  corps  in  the  North-West  Territories, 
the  report  is  as  follows 

“  These  corps,  in  consequence  of  the  season,  have  also  received  per¬ 
mission  to  postpone  their  annual  drill  until  the  ensuing  spring.” 

The  officer  states  that  the  season  had  been  such  that 
the  Manitoba  corps  had  received  permission  to  postpone 
their  drill,  and  the  same  permission  had  been  given  to  the 
corps  of  the  North-West  Territories  : 

“  They  have  been  somewhat  discouraged  in  consequence  of  non¬ 
receipt  of  uniforms.  But  I  ascertain  from  reports,  that!  theyjare  main¬ 
taining  their  organisation,  and  in  some  cases  performing  voluntary 
drill.  The  officer  commanding  the  Battleford  company,  which  the 
paucity  of  the  population  there  rendered  difficult  of  formation,  reports 
very  encouragingly  of  his  increasing  strength  and  the  desire  of  the 
company  to  become  proficient.  I  trust  that  it  will  be  found  practicable, 
in  the  early  spring,  to  forward  uniforms  for  these  important  corps.” 

Now,  you  see,  so  early  as  the  year  1880,  the  statement 
made  by  the  Adjutant  General  that  discouragement  had 
already  begun  in  the  corps  in  consequence  of  there  being 
no  uniforms,  and  a  strong  expression  of  the  wish  that  in 
the  ensuing  spring  of  1880  they  might  be  supplied  with 
uniforms.  He  goes  on  : 

“  Applications  for  permission  to  raise  corps  from  12  different  locali¬ 
ties  have  been  received  and  duly  forwarded  by  me  to  headquarters,  and 
with  any  prospect  of  the  applications  being  successful,  a  number  of 
others  could  readily  be  obtained  ;  thus  showing  that  the  willingness  to 
hear  arms  exists  in  these  more  recently  settled  portions  of  the  Dominion 
as  generally  as  in  the  older  Provinces.” 

So  you  see  the  officer  had  received  and  forwarded  to  head¬ 
quarters,  during  1880,  applications  from  no  less  than  12 
other  points  in  the  North-West  Territories,  that  corps 
should  be  established  at  those  points,  and  those  applications, 
so  far  as  we  can  learn,  remained  without  response.  Then, 
Sir,  if  you  turn  to  the  following  years,  the  report  of  the 
Deputy  Adjutant-General  for  1881  states  : 

“  Corps  in  the  North-West  Territories. — The  above  corps  not  having 
been  able  to  perform  their  drills  last  year,  in  consequence  of 
the  season,  received  permission  to  postpone  their  annual  drill  until 
the  spring  of  the  present  year ;  but,  so  far,  only  one  officer,  namely, 
Captain  Scott,  ot  the  Battleford  company,  has  reported  having 
acted  upon  this  authority,  and  forwarded  an  acquittance  roll, 
wherefrom  it  appears  that  26  of  all  ranks  had  so  drilled  last  spring. 
All  the  corps  in  the  North-West  Territories  have  been  selected  for 
drill  this  year;  but  not  having  received  any  official  communication 
from  them  on  that  subject,  I  am  unable  to  state  what  progress  they  are 
making.  I  learn,  however,  from  private  resources,  that  some,  if  not  all 
of  them,  have  been  performing  more  or  less  drill  this  season.  I  may 
here  again  draw  attention  to  the  circumstance  of  these  corps  not  hav¬ 
ing  been  as  yet  provided  with  uniforms,  which  is  anything  but  encourag¬ 
ing  to  young  soldiers  or  their  corps.” 

The  whole  force  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territories, 
with  arms,  was,  at  that  time,  only  536  rank  and  file,  with 
39  officers,  and  the  authority  to  drill  the  whole  force  had 
been  given  in  this  early  year.  Then,  in  the  following 
year,  the  officer  commanding  the  militia  reports: 

“  There  are  two  districts  also,  viz.,  Manitoba  and  British  Columbia, 
where,  in  consequence  of  the  expense  of  living,  the  staff  officers  should 
receive  increased  pay,  as  also  should  all  ranks  of  the  militia  in  those 
districts  when  called  out  to  duty.” 

Col.  Osborne  Smith  had  ceased  to  be  Adjutant-General,  and 
Col.  HoughtoD,  the  Deputy  Adjutant-General,  states  that 
while  the  Manitoba  troops  had  been  authorised  to  drill  none 
of  the  North-West  corps  had  been  authorised  to  drill — Prince 
Albeit  mounted  rifles,  two  companies;  Duck  Lake  mounted 
rifles,  one  company ;  Prince  Albert  infantry,  one  company ; 


and  Battleford  infantry,  one  company ;  a  total  of  225  officers 
and  men.  So  that  you  will  observe,  that  having  been  author¬ 
ised  to  drill  in  one  year,  having  substantially  performed  their 
drill,  it  having  been  stated,  in  two  successive  years,  that 
there  was  increasing  discouragement  in  consequence  of  the 
non-receipt  of  uniforms,  in  the  third  year  there  was  no 
authorisation  to  drill  at  all.  The  detailed  report  of  the 
officer  goes  on  as  follows : — 

“  The  North-West  corps,  consisting  of  three  mounted  infantry  and 
two  infantry  companies,  have  never  been  inspected  since  their  first 
organisation  in  October,  1879.  In  consequence  of  not  having  received 
any  uniforms,  they  were  relieved  from  drill  this  year,  by  an  order  of 
the  Adjutant-General,  dated  10th  August. ” 

We  now  find  from  the  Deputy  Adjutant-General  why  these 
three  corps,  which  it  was  so  important  to  establish,  which 
special  efforts  had  been  made  to  establish,  which  were 
established  with  such  enthusiasm,  were  refused  permission 
to  drill.  It  was  because  they  were  not  supplied  with 
uniforms,  and  for  that  reason  were  relieved  from  drill  by  the 
order  of  the  Adjutant-General,  dated  10th  August. 

“  A  copy  of  this  letter,  including  reference  to  the  inspection  of  arms, 
was  forwarded  to  each  officer  commanding  a  company  in  the  North-West 
on  the  1st  September;  but,  up  to  the  present  day,  replies  have  only  been 
received  from  Captain  Scott,  commanding  the  Battleford  infantry  com¬ 
pany,  and  Captain  Hughes,  commanding  the  Duck  Lake  mounted  rifle 
company,  both  of  whom  reported  the  arms,  etc. ,  in  their  charge  as  com¬ 
plete  and  in  good  order. 

“In  reference  to  these  corps,  I  may  state  it  is  hardly  to  be  expected 
they  will  give  up  much  of  their  valuable  time,  and  supply  their  own 
horses  for  drilling  purposes,  or  even  regard  themselves  in  the  light  of  a 
properly  organised  body  of  militia,  until  after  they  have  been  furnished 
with  uniforms  of  some  pattern  or  denomination.” 

Then  he  makes  some  general  remarks,  in  which  he  points 
out  the  aspect  of  the  North-West : 

“Manitoba  has  so  altered  since  the  first  organisation  of  a  militia  here, 
that  I  strongly  recommend  the  reconstruction  of  the  whole  force,  the 
necessity  for  which  force  cannot  but  be  apparent  to  all  when  the 
immense  increase  of  population  of  the  last  three  years  is  taken  into 
consideration.” 

Then  the  Major-General  commanding  makes  these  observa¬ 
tions  on  that : 

“  It  would  seem  that  of  a  total  established  strength  of  580 — and  of 
450  authorised  to  drill — only  the  strength  of  the  Winnipeg  Field  Battery, 
76,  actually  drilled.  It  appears  clear  to  me  that  this  district  is  in  an 
unsatisfactory  condition — but  without  seeing  it  for  myself,  and  convers¬ 
ing  with  the  officers  and  others  connected  with  the  militia  of  the  dis¬ 
trict,  I  do  not  feel  justified  in  making  recommendations  for  its  improve¬ 
ment.” 

Then,  in  the  next  year,  the  report  for  the  year  1883,  Colonel 
Houghton,  dealing  wiih  the  North-West  corps,  gives  the 
almost  final  order,  the  penultimate  order : 

“The  North-West  corps,  consisting  of  three  companies  of  mounted 
infantry,  were  relieved  from  drill  until  further  orders  by  instructions 
received  from  the  Adjutant-General,  dated  10th  August,  1882.” 

There  you  see  they  were  relieved  from  drill,  not  for  the 
year  only,  but  until  further  orders,  and  that  it  was  on  account 
of  their  not  being  supplied  with  uniforms,  for  they  were 
not  to  be  expected  to  drill  until  the  uniforms  came,  and  the 
uniforms  not  coming,  they  were  not  expected  to  drill  at  all : 

“  Surely  this  western  district  has  a  reasonable  right  to  expect  that  the 
Government  of  Canada  will  deal  liberally  with  it,  and  afford  young  men 
the  opportunity  of  carrying  out  their  most  praiseworthy  wishes  in  this 
respect.  In  the  same  connection,  I  would  beg  most  respectfully  to  urge 
the  advisability  of  the  reorganisation' or,  more  properly,  the  organisa¬ 
tion,  of  the  new  corps,  which,  although  now  more  than  three  years 
enrolled,  and  shortly  afterwards  outfitted  with  arms,  ammunition  and 
saddlery,  have  never  since  been  assembled  for  drill,  in  consequence  of 
no  uniform  having  up  to  the  present  time  been  furnished  to  them.  These 
corps  are  still  in  existence,  and  could  be  readily  resuscitated  by  their 
original  commanding  officers,  were  they  to  receive  encouragement  to 
do  so.” 

So  you  see  once  again  pressed  upon  the  attention  of  the 
Government  the  actual  condition  of  these  corps,  the  fact  that 
they  would  require  to  be  organised,  not  to  be  reorganised, 
but  organised,  because  they  had  never  been  supplied  with 
uniforms,  and  the  statement  that  they  were  still  in  existence 
and  could  readily  be  resuscitated  by  the  commanding  officer, 
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were  they  to  receive  encouragement  to  do  so.  This  obser¬ 
vation  is  made  by  the  officer  commanding  the  forces  : 

“  I  commend  this  to  the  seriou3  consideration  of  the  Government.  *  * 
Considering  the  state  of  the  various  corps  reported  on  in  this  district,  it 
appears  to  me  that  it  would  be  desirable  that  as  soon  as  the  90th  Batta¬ 
lion  are  organised,  the  whole  district  should  be  seen  by  the  general  offi¬ 
cer  commanding.” 

Now  I  come  to  the  report  which  is  brought  down  this  Ses¬ 
sion,  the  report  for  the  last  year,  and  I  find  the  Deputy  Ad¬ 
jutant-General  reports  that 

“On  the  1st  July  last,  all  the  strength  of  the  active  militia  in  the  dis¬ 
trict  was  nearly  775  men,  that  the  whole  number  authorised  for  drill  was 
380,  and  that  1  the  whole  of  the  remaining  corps  in  this  district  were 
relieved  from  drill.’  ” 

“I  may  here  state,  says  he,  that  since  the  commencement  of  the  current 
year,  1884-85,  viz  ,  by  Gazette  of  the  13th  September  last — 'fo.  5  general 
orders  (18)— the  three  companies  of  mounted  rifles  and  two  companies 
of  infantry  in  the  North-West  Territoryjliave  been  removed  from  the 
list  of  corps  of  the  active  militia.” 

There  I  have  traced  the  history  of  these  five  corps.  I  have 
shown  you  that  in  1819  the  Governement  thought  it  impor- 
tant  that  they  should  be  organised ;  I  have  shown  you  the 
military  authorities  were  of  the  same  opinion ;  I  can  shown 
you,  by  a  reference  to  your  votes,  that  a  speeial  sum  of 
money  was  asked  for  the  emergency,  for  the  extra 
expense  involved  in  organising  them ;  I  have  shown  you 
how  it  came  about,  with  what  zeal,  ardor,  enthusiasm,  the 
people  of  the  localities  received  the  proposal,  under  what 
happy  omens  the  five  corps  were  started  ;  I  have  shown 
you  where  the  signs  of  disorganisation  came  in,  and  how 
early;  I  have  shown  you  the  repeated  monitions  and  war¬ 
nings  and  notices  that  the  hon.  gentleman  obtained,  from 
year  to  year,  of  these  difficulties,  and  the  demand  for  the 
uniforms,  the  lack  of  which  prevented  the  corps  from  being 
drilled ;  I  have  shown  you  that  the  officer  pointed  out, once  and 
again,  and  thrice,  the  discouragement  which  they  were  under, 
that  it  was  not  to  be  expected  that  the  men  would  drili 
unless  they  got  uniforms,  and  he  hoped  they  would  get 
them  ;  and  1  have  shown  you  that  the  answer  was  not 
uniforms,  but  an  order  releiving  them  from  drill  until  fur¬ 
ther  orders,  and  in  the  end  the  matter  culminated  after  their 
having  been  relieved  from  drill  two  or  three  years,  in  their 
being  taken  out  of  the  list  of  active  militia  altogether. 
While  that  is  so,  what  is  the  general  report  of  the  officer 
commanding  the  district  ?  He  points  out  some  difficulties 
which  occurred  with  reference  to  different  corps  of  the 
Manitoba  force,  and  he  said  : 

“  In  lieu  of  the  four  last  named  companies,  I  would  most  respect¬ 
fully  recommend  that  authority  be  granted  me  to  organise  four  other 
companies  as  follows,  viz.  : — 

Portage  la  Prairie  . . . .  . . . .  1 

Brandon,  &c  .......  . . . .  2 

Indian  Head,  or  Broadview. . . .  1 

“  At  all  these  places  there  is  plenty  of  good  material  lor  that  purpose, 
both  of  trained  officers  and  men,  who  are  only  too  anxious  to  receive 
permission  to  organise.  (Vide  my  last  report  above  referred  to  ;  also,  a 
communication  dated  28th  April,  1884,  and  previous  communications 
and  enclosures  therein  referred  to).” 

I  have  here  to  read  some  portions  which  apply  to  Manitoba, 
but  it  is  because  Manitoba  and  the  Territories  aie 
mixed  by  being  all  in  the  one  military  district : 

“I  have  here  substituted  Portage  la  Prairie  for  Regina  (from  both  of 
which  places,  however,  applications  have  been  received),  as  the  latter, 
being  the  headquarters  of  the  Mounted  Police,  is  less  in  need  of  pro¬ 
tection.” 


for  the  mobilisation  of  the  whole  militia  force  of  the  district,  Portage  la 
Prairie  forming,  as  it  were,  a  connecting  link  between  Brandon,  and 
Winnipeg,  and  Broadview  or  Indian  Head  (whichever,  if  not  both,  were 
selected),  between  Brandon  and  R  egina  ;  at  any  of  which  points  a  large 
force  could  thus  be  easily  assembled  in  a  very  short  time,  to  await  the 
reinforcements  from  the  more  distant  posts. 

“  I  also  beg  leave  to  remind  you  that  an  application  is  before  you 
from  Mr.  S.  L.  Bedson  (see  covering  letter,  datel  1st  Mtrch,  1884),  for 
authority  to  raise  a  corps  of  mounted  rifles  in  the  vicinity  of  Stony 
Mountain,  of  which  all  the  members  are  in  a  position  to  supply  their  own 
horses,  being  composed  entirely  of  young  farmers  residing  in  the  imme¬ 
diate  neighborhood,  and  who,  being  all  good  riders,  would  constitute  a 
most  useful  and  formidable  force,  exactly  such  as  would  be  bast  adapted 
to  this  prairie  country.  They  would  be  only  twelve  miles  distant  from 
Winnipeg  and  about  forty  five  from  Portage  la  Prairie,  so  could  easily 
be  utilised  in  either  direction. 

“I  would  strongly  urge  the  advisability  of  giving  favorable  considera¬ 
tion  to  Mr.  Bedson’ s  letter,  above  referred  to  ;  and  I  even  venture  to  go 
further,  and  suggest,  with  all  respect,  that  another  such  corps  might  be 
easily,  and  with  the  greatest  advantage  to  the  force  of  the  district, 
organised  at  Portage  la  Prairie,  either  instead  of  or  in  addition  to  (I 
should  prefer  the  latter)  the  infantry  corps  already  recommended  in 
this  report.  And  when  it  is  taken  into  consideration  that  three  mounted 
and  two  infantry  corps  have  recently  been  disbanded  in  the  North-West 
Territory,  and  replaced  by  Mounted  Police.” 

Once  again  you  see  the  intimate  and  inevitable  connection 
between  the  two  questions  : 

“  I  have  reason  to  hope  that,  should  my  recommendation  in  this 
matter  meet  with  the  approval  and  concurrence  of  the  Major-General 
commanding,  the  Hon.  Minister  of  Militia  may  be  induced  to  take  a 
similar  view  of  the  matter,  and,  recognising  the  invaluable  utility  of 
such  a  force,  in  the  event  of  any  such  contingencies  arising,  at  any 
time,  as  those  previously  herein  referred  to,  sanction  these  organisations 
la3t  mentioned,  and  empower  me  to  proceed  with  the  formation  of  these 
new  corps  at  as  early  a  date  as  possible,  so  as,  if  they  are  to  be  formed 
at  all,  they  may  be  in  a  position  to  prove  their  capabilities  of  enrolment 
before  the  opening  of  the  ensuing  drill  season.” 

Then,  after  a  statement  of  the  geographical  condition  of  the 
country,  and  the  means  of  communication,  he  continues : 

“Such  being  the  case,  what  force  have  we,  as  at  present  constituted, 
to  oppose  to  such  intruders? 

“I  answer,  on  a  frontier  of  1,260  miles,  namely  from  Lake  Superior  to 
the  Rocky  Mountains,  only  400  militiamen,  all  told,  with,  perhaps,  an 
equal  number  of  Mounted  Police,  that  could  be  made  available  for  this 
purpose  within  any  reasonable  time  ;  in  the  winter  season,  particularly, 
when  the  forces  at  Battleford,  Carlton  and  Prince  Albert,  may  be  fairly 
considered  as  out  of  the  field  for  all  practical  purposes. 

“Since  writing  my  report  for  1883  I  notice  that  circumstances 
occurred  which  at  one  time  threatened  to  but  too  fully  verify  my  for- 
bodings  of  danger  in  the  near  future,  even  from  within  ourselves  (Vide 
2nd  paragraph  of  report,  page  58). 

“  Fortuaately,  this  catastrophe  was  averted  by  the  excellent  manage¬ 
ment  of  Major  Crozier,  Superintendent  of  Mounted  Police,  and  the 
steadiness  and  discipline  of  the  men  under  his  command.  I  allude,  of 
course,  to  the  Battleford  fracas  with  the  Indians  in  the  early  part  of  last 
summer.  Having  already,  however,  reported  to  you  fully  with  regard 
to  the  impressions  formed  by  me  when  travelling  through  that  section 
of  country  last  July  (see  report  of  28th  July),  I  must  not  here  repeat  my 
views  therein  expressed,  and  which  have  not  since  altered.  ” 

More  than  once  have  I,  as  persuasively  as  I  could,  called 
upon  the  Minster  of  Militia  to  produce  that  report  of  the 
28th  July,  and  it  is  important,  now  that  we  are  dealing 
with  the  question  of  the  defenco  of  this  country,  with  a  pro¬ 
posal  to  expend  half  a  million  dollars  a  year  in  a  force  more 
military  than  civil,  after  all,  that  we  should  understand  the 
report  of  the  officer  as  to  the  condition  of  the  country,  as  to 
impressions  formed  when  travelling  throughout  that  country 
last  July,  with  reference  to  that  very  subject  of  defence ;  but, 
for  some  reason  or  the  other,  we  cannot  get  it.  In  the  dis¬ 
cussion  in  this  House  last  Session  on  the  subject  of  the 
militia,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  in  Supply  was  asking 
for  his  vote,  my  hon.  friend  from  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson) 
said  this : 


Once  again  you  see  the  intimate  connection  between  the 
Mounted  Police  and  the  militia  force  of  the  country  : 

“  While  the  former,  being  now  a  rapidly  growing  city,  should  be 
entitled  to  some  safeguard  against  possible  incursions  of  Indians  or 
bands  of  horse  thieves  and  marauders,  with  which  the  country  imme¬ 
diately  south  of  the  border  is  well  known  to  be  infested,  and  who  might, 
at  any  moment,  organise  successfully  a  plundering  expedition  in  that 
direction,  without  fear  of  the  consequences,  owing  to  the  unprotected 
situation  of  the  settlers  in  that  locality. 

“  In  making  this  recommendation,  I  have  also  in  view  the  advantage 
which  would  be  derived  from  the  facilities  which  would  thus  be  afforded 

Mr.  Blake, 


‘‘I  would  ask  the  hon  gentleman  if  it  is  the  intention  to  establish  any 
more  volunteer  battalions  in  the  North-West.  There  are  several  towns 
in  Manitoba  where  there  might  be  good  companies  organised  I  should 
'  like  to  know  if  it  is  the  intention  to  furnish  them  with  accoutrements 
as  soon  as  they  are  ready  to  organise.” 

The  Minister  of  Militia  said  this  : 

“The  organisation  of  the  volunteer  force  in  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
We3t  is  a  very  large  question.  It  has  been,  and  still  is,  engaging  the 
|  attention  of  the  Department.  Under  the  estimates  as  they  now  exist,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  get  anything  like  a  proper  organisation  in  that 
district  ;  but  the  battalion  which  has  just  been  provided  for  is  the 
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beginning  of  what  I  believe  will  be  a  proper  organisation  of  the  force 
there.” 

My  hon.  friend  from  Marquette  said  : 

“I  think  probably  too  much  of  this  money  is  spent  in  Winnipeg. 
There  are  rural  towns  which  might  have  a  company  and  have  their  head¬ 
quarters  in  Winnipeg.  There  is  Portage  la  Prairie,  Minnedosa,  Rapid 
City,  and  also  Brandon.  It  should  be  distributed  more  through  the 
Province  and  not  confined  to  Winnipeg.” 

As  I  have  said,  there  was  a  feeling,  obviously,  in  1879  and 
1880,  and  I  will  say  throughout,  as  far  as  we  can  judge, 
except  in  so  far  as  that  feeling  was  chilled  by  the  action  of 
the  Government,  in  favor  of  their  policy  of  establishing 
local  c^rps,  and  I  observe,  in  the  Prince  Albert  Times  of 
4th  April,  1884,  a  statement  upon  that  subject: 

“  We  are  glad  to  learn  that  an  officer,  who  has  been  for  years  in  com¬ 
mand  of  a  battalion  of  militia,  is  exerting  himself  to  have  one  raised  in 
this  district.  We  have  no  fear  of  the  necessary  number  of  volunteers 
being  forthcoming,  if  the  Government  will  do  its  part  in  supplying  the 
necessary  arms  and  uniforms.  We  may  urge  upon  them  the  advisability 
of  doing  this  with  peculiar  force  just  now,  where  so  many  disquieting 
rumors  are  in  circulation.  It  is  not  only  that  rumors  of  expected  trouble 
wi'h  the  Indians  are  more  rife,  but  that  they  must  be  considered  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  recent  disturbance  at  Long  Lake  and  File  Hills.  It  is 
a  pity  that  the  public,  whose  lives  and  property  are  immediately  at 
stake,  can  not  obtain  exact  and  satisfactory  information  touching 
the  causes  exciting  and  the  means  taken  to  suppress  these  disturbances, 
were  it  only  to  enable  us  to  contradict  authoratively  the  present  rather 
widely-accepted  verson.  Rumor  asserts  that  the  rising  at  Long  Lake, 
at  any  rate,  was  the  result  of  a  semi  starvation  policy  pursued  by  the 
worthy  Indian  commissioner.  We  sincerely  trust  that  report  exagge¬ 
rates  the  truth  in  asserting  that,  while  the  Indians  are  compelled  by  a 
parental  Government  to  live  on  their  reserves,  they  have  been  in  receipt 
of  2  ounces  of  pork  and  4  of  flour,  each,  per  diem.  We  have  failed  to 
ascertain  Whether  the  weight  is  Avoirdupois  or  Troy — also,  if  amount  was 
mailed  every  day  from  council’s  office.” 

Then  we  find  a  statement  in  the  Winnipeg  Sun  of  the  25th 
July,  1884,  which  is  the  only  information  wo  have  bad  as 
to  Colonel  Houghton’s  tour  of  inspection— an  extract  which 

I  will  read : 

“  Colonel  Houghton  returned  last  night  from  a  tour  of  inspection  of 
arms  in  the  Saskatchewan  district.  As  to  the  corps  organised  through¬ 
out  the  Territories,  they  had  ceased  drilling  some  time  ago,  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  the  lapse  of  the  three  years.  The  Government  in  view  of  the 
unsettled  state  of  affairs  in  the  Saskatchewan  district  and  the  probabi¬ 
lity  of  an  outbreak  among  the  half-breeds  at  any  time,  deemed  it  wise 
to  collect  all  the  arms,  as  in  the  event  of  an  uprising  they  might  be  used 
with  great  advantage  against  the  whites.” 

Then  I  find,  in  the  same  paper,  of  the  15th  November,  1884, 
an  account  which  was  given  at  Ottawa  by  Mr.  White,  the 
controller  of  the  Mounted  Police,  in  an  interview  as  to  the 
North-West.  Mr.  White  said : 

“  Matters  are  moving  along  splendidly,  despite  the  sensational  reports 
that  have  been  put  in  circulation  to  the  contrary.  With  regard  to  the 
congregating  ol  a  large  body  of  the  Mounted  Police  at  Prince  Albert,  he 
says  that  this  was  done  to  move  the  men  about,  and  not  from  any  anticipa¬ 
tion  of  trouble  in  that  section  of  the  country.  The  policy  of  the 
Government,  he  says,  has  always  been  to  keep  the  men  on  the  move, 
that  they  may  get  a  more  thorough  knowledge  of  the  country.” 

Then  he  alludes  to  some  things  in  connection  with  the 
disturbance,  which  I  do  not  wish  to  introduce  at  present, 

and  he  goes  on  : 

“  The  report  that  the  strength  of  the  Mounted  Police  is  to  be  raised 
from  620  to  800  is  without  authority.  He,  however,  believes  that  the 
force  should  be  increased,  as  the  duties  of  the  police  are  greater  than 
can  be  satisfactorily  carried  out  by  the  present  limited  number  of  men. 
Nothing,  however,  could  be  done,  until  Parliament  meets,  and  he  was 
not  prepared  to  say  what  recommendation  the  Superintendent  General 
of  Indian  Affairs  would  make  to  the  House  in  regard  to  strengihening  the 
force.  When  he  arrived  at  Regina  he  was  surprised  to  see,  in  the  Fort 
MacLeod  Gazette,  a  report  of  the  massacre  of  Major  Crozier  and  the  shoot¬ 
ing  of  Riel.  An  effort  will  at  once  be  made  to  discover  the  originator  of 
the  report,  which  Oapt.  White  believes  he  can  trace  to  the  right  party. 
The  disappearance  of  the  buffalo,  he  says,  has  proved  a  great  assistance 
in  inducing  the  Indians  of  the  North-West  to  settle  on  their  reserves. 
While  the  chase  lasted,  it  was  impossible  to  prevent  them  from  roaming 
all  over  the  country ;  and  although  the  extinction  of  the  buffalo  has 
deprived  them  of  what  at  one  time  seemed  necessary  to  their  existence,  he 
believes  that  it  will  greatly  assist  the  Government  in  bringing  them 
sooner  into  a  state  of  civilisation.” 

He  does  not  say  in  which  they  may  enjoy  the  franchise. 
Here  you  have  various  statements,  which  I  think  require 


further  explanation  from  the  hon.  gentleman  as  to  the 
course  he  proposes  to  take,  and  the  general  policy  upon  which 
it  is  based,  in  addition  to  his  extended  reference  to  the  cattle 
and  herds  in  the  southern  part  of  the  ranching  district  of  the 
North-West  Territory.  On  the  23rd  of  January,  1885,  the 
local  paper  of  Prince  Albert  made  a  statement  in  reference 
to  these  volunteers  which  is  important  to  be  read,  also  : 

“Sometime  has  elapsed  since  our  attention  was  drawn  to  various 
remarks,  in  the  papers  below,  upon  the  subject  of  the  disbanding  of  our 
volunteer  militia  companies,  and  although  we  have  never  intended  to  sit 
down  quietly  under  the  unjust  and  offensive  reflections  cast  upon  our 
people  in  accounting  for  this  fact,  the  presence  of  matter  calling  more 
immediately  for  notice  has  made  our  silence  of  longer  duration  than  we 
desired.  Perhaps,  the  most  frequently  repeated  explanation  of  what  has 
been  called  the  disarming  of  our  companies  has  been  grounded  upon  the 
suspicion  of  loyalty  while  the  least  offensive  one  has  been  the  inefficiency 
of  our  corps.  Now,  our  answer  to  any  remarks  anent  the  disarming  of 
our  companies,  is  simply  to  be  met  by  a  statement  of  the  fact,  that  as 
there  were  no  men  enrolled  at  the  time  the  arms  were  removed  from  our 
settlement,  we  hardly  see  in  what  sense  they  can  be  said  to  have  been 
disarmed.  The  fact  of  there  being  no  men  enlisted  may  require  some 
explanation,  and  as  the  true  one  will  serve  to  remove  the  so  freely 
attributed  stigma  of  disloyalty,  we  may  briefly  explain  what  resulted  in 
this  state  of  things.  When  the  officer  who  came  to  the  Territories, 
charged  with  the  formation  of  these  companies,  reached  Prince  Albert, 
and  called  for  volunteers,  so  far  from  finding  any  want  of  loyalty  and 
zeal  on  the  part  of  our  settlers,  he  was  offered  men  enough  to  form  three 
companies  instead  of  the  two  he  proposed  to  enrol,  and  we  safely  say 
that  had  there  been  a  moderate  amount  of  interest  taken  in  them  by  the 
authorities  they  would  have  been  efficient  to-day,  and  enabled  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  dispense  with  a  large  proportion  of  the  Mounted  Police 
force,  which  they  find  necessary  to  keep  ready  against  contingencies  in 
our  neigborhood  at  present.  The  officer  who  represented  the  Militia 
Department  upon  the  occasion  referred  to  assured  the  volunteers,  in 
very  graphic  language,  that  as  soon,  after  he  returned  to  Winnipeg,  as 
a  message  could  be  flashed  along  the  wires  to  Ottawa,  our  uniforms 
would  be  ordered,  and  no  unnecessary  delay  occur  in  forwarding  them 
to  us.  On  the  faith  of  this  the  men  began  to  drill,  many  of  them  driving 
in  considerable  distances,  after  their  day’s  work  was  done,  to  get  instruc¬ 
tion.  When  the  time  arrived  for  annual  drill  the  men  cheerfully 
assembled,  and  although  the  circumstances  of  the  country  necessitated 
their  camping  and  messing  at  headquarters,  awayj  from  their  homes 
during  the  course  of  instruction,  and  made  it  very  hard  for  them  to  leave 
their  work,  no  allowances  could  be  obtained  for  themselves  or  horses. 
This  they  submitted  to  as  long  as  Iheir  officers  could  hold  out  to  them 
the  slightest  hope  that  the  Department  felt  sufficient  interest  in  them  to 
furnish  them  with  uniforms,  but  when  year  after  year  passed,  and  the 
companies  were  left  without  anything  further  than  a  rifle,  sword,  bayonet 
and  belt,  to  distinguish  them  from  civilians,  it  will  be  easily  intelligible 
to  any  one  in  the  slightest  degree  conversant  with  military  matters,  how 
utterly  hopeless  was  the  attempt  to  keep  up  any  military  enthusiasm,  or 
esprit  de  corps.  Instead,  then,  of  attributing  our  inefficiency  to  want  of 
loyalty,  and  offering  it  as  an  excuse  for  removing  the  Government  arms 
from  the  settlement,  we  wish  the  people  below  to  understand  that  noth¬ 
ing  but  neglect  on  the  part  of  the  Militia  Department  prevents  the  exis¬ 
tence  of  efficient  and  loyal  companies  of  volunteers  in  the  Territories 
to-day.  No  doubt  there  is  a  good  deal  of  dissatisfaction  amon  g  people — 
some  of  it,  undoubtedly,  the  result  of  ample  provocation — but,  as  to 
loyalty  at  heart  and  readiness  to  do  their  duty  when  called  upon,  we 
believe  that  the  people  of  the  Territories,  taken  as  a  whole,  compare 
very  favorably  with  others,  who  have  not  had  so  much  to  discourage 
them  in  various  ways.” 

I  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  bringing  forward,  this  very 
important  proposal,  a  proposal  which  is  of  such  great  magni¬ 
tude  in  its  pecuniary  aspect,  a  proposal  which,  as  I  pointed 
out,  in  the  year  1882,  the  hon.  gentleman  agreed  required  to 
be  considered  in  connection  with  the  militia  or  citizen  soldi¬ 
ery  policy  for  the  North-West— in  bringing  forward  this  pro¬ 
posal  in  view  of'  recent  events,  and  at  a  time  when  we  are 
called  upon  to  revise  our  policy  with  reference  to  the  North- 
West,  he  ought  to  have  brought  it  forward  in  a  different 
tone  and  spirit,  with  a  larger  grasp  of  the  subject,  with  a 
wider  scope  of  observation,  and  as  part  of  an  entire  plan 
which  we  could  understand,  instead  of  in  the  limited  mode 
in  which  he  has  done  it.  I  eay  it  is  not  satisfactory.  I  say 
that  having  given  us  the  view,  in  the  year  1882, 
when  be  told  us  that  500  men  were  all  that  were  then 
Required,  that  a  less  number  would  be  required  as  the 
country  grew,  that  the  time  would  come  for  diminishing 
that  number,  and,  as  he  says,  without  reference  to  this  out¬ 
break,  being  now  obliged  to  reverse  that  statement  alto¬ 
gether,  and  to  propose  to  more  than  double  the  force  in  three 
years,  nearly  quadruple  it,  compared  to  what  it  stood  at  up  to 
1882 — the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  give  us  more  reasons  for 
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it.  What  are  the  unexpected  circumstances  ?  We  knew 
of  the  ranches  then.  The  hon.  member  for  Huron  had 
pointed  out  that  the  ranching  mania  was  in  full  blast  at 
that  time,  that  there  was  application  after  application, 
some  well-known  names  applying  for  ranches— here,  there 
and  everywhere  ;  all  sorts  of  fortunes  were  expected  out  of 
them,  and  out  of  other  things  in  the  North-West.  There  is 
nothing  new  as  to  the  increase  of  population  ;  and  as  to  the 
condition  of  the  Indians,  I  have  read  an  extract  from  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  speech  in  1882,  which  shows  how  ominous 
was  the  condition  at  that  time.  Then  it  was  agreed  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  it  was  a  good  policy  to  establish  local 
corps  in  the  North-West,  which  should  supplement  and  co¬ 
operate  with,  and  form  a  junction,  at  the  proper  points,  with 
the  force  for  defensive  purposes,  for  the  peace,  order  and 
good  government  there.  Not  merely  was  that  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  I  have  shown  that  was  the 
established  policy  of  the  Government  itself.  We  know  that 
in  1879  corps  were  established  at  places  which  have  lately 
become  notorious,  and  I  have  shown  how  those  corps 
languished  and  died.  It  is  true  the  hon.  gentleman  stated, 
in  answer  to  somebody,  that  the  arms  were  removed 
because  there  were  no  men  enlisted.  Of  course,  the  season 
of  three  year’s  service  had  expired.  Why  were  there  no  men 
enlisted  ?  Why  had  there  been,  for  years,  ODly  a  nominal 
force  ?  I  have  shown  the  reason.  It  is  because  this 
force  was  systematically  discouraged,  for  some  reason 
or  other;  and  so  it  has  happened  that  the  policy  of 
the  Government  has  been,  as  announced  to  Parliament  by 
its  Acts,  between  1879  and  1882,  as  stated  in  the  debate  when 
last  discussed,  the  increase  of  the  Mounted  Police — their 
policy  has  been  departmentally  or  executively  reversed  ; 
and  instead  of  encouraging  the  formation  of  local  corps, 
instead  of  yielding  to  applications  that  were  made  from 
various  points  in  the  district,  as  I  have  proved  to  you  by 
the  Deputy  Adjudant  General,  and  authorising  the  forma¬ 
tion  of  more  corps,  instead  of  purchasing  uniforms,  instead 
of  authorising  drill  to  be  performed,  the  applications  were 
neglected,  the  uniforms  were  not  purchased,  the  drill 
was  not  authorised,  and  ultimately  the  corps  were 
gazetted  out  of  the  list  of  the  active  militia  altogether. 
Now,  if  it  is  the  intention,  as  it  seems  to  be  the 
intention,  since  the  North-West  corps  have  been  gazetted 
out,  that  the  North-West  is  to  be  defended  and  protected 
and  regulated,  so  far  as  force  is  concerned,  entirely  by  the 
Mounted  Police,  and  not  by  local  corps,  we  ought  to  know 
it.  As  1  said,  this  policy  may  lead  to  indefinite  expansion 
of  expense.  The  subject  requires  to  be  treated,  as  I  have 
said,  in  a  more  comprehensive  manner  than  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  has  adopted.  It  involves  very  large  considerations — 
the  expense  of  half  a  million  dollars  or  more  a  year,  and  it 
involves  still  larger  considerations  of  policy.  It  involves 
still  larger  considerations  as  to  how  the  North-West  is  to 
be  handled— even  as  to  how  it  was  to  be  handled  before  the 
outbreak,  and  as  to  how  it  is  to  be  handled,  considering  the 
present  condition  of  things  and  the  consequences  for  some 
years  to  come,  of  the  events  of  this  winter.  I  am  not 
making  these  observations  with  a  view  to  express  any  defi¬ 
nite  opinion  as  to  whether  the  hon.  gentleman’s  proposition 
to  double  the  force  of  mounted  police  ought  to  be  rejected. 
I  do  not  think  we  are  in  a  position  to  express  that  opinion. 
I  think  that  in  order  to  express  that  opinion,  in  order  to 
say  whether  it  should  be  dealt  with  at  all,  we  require  to 
have  some  statement  from  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  of 
what  their  views  are,  generally,  upon  these  two  subjects, 
which,  as  I  have  pointed  out,  are  necessarily  and  inextric¬ 
ably  intermingled.  Is  it  true  that  the  disturbed  districts 
in  the  remoter  parts  of  the  Territory— the  districts  of  Ed¬ 
monton,  Battleford  and  Prince  Albert— are,  for  the  future, 
to  be  garrisoned  by  the  Mounted  Police  ?  If  so,  we  want 
more  Mounted  Police,  and  that  is  a  reason  for  that  policy ; 
if  not,  the  question  arises  how  far  the  formation  of  local 
Mr.  Blake. 


corps  is  to  be  applied,  and  to  what  extent  it  can  fairly  be 
applied  ;  and  you  have  got  to  settle  both  these  questions  in 
some  general  sense  before  you  can  decide  the  exact  amount 
of  corps  that  you  propose  to  put  in  motion.  Sir,  I  trust 
that  after  what  I  have  said  the  hon.  gentleman  will  feel 
disposed  to  give  us  that  further  information  to  which  I  have 
referred  before  we  are  asked  to  make  much  progress  in  this 
matter.  We  ought  to  have  the  Mounted  Police  report,  we 
ought  to  have  the  report  of  Col.  Houghton,  to  which  I  have 
referred,  and  we  ought  also  to  have  a  statement  from  the 
Government  of  a  larger  and  more  comprehensive  character, 
before  we  are  asked  to  decide  how  our  votes  shall  be 
recorded  upon  the  proposition  now  before  us. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  regret  that  I  was  not  in  my  seat  when 
the  hon.  gentleman  referred  to  the  Department  over  which 
I  preside.  I  regret,  also,  that  I  am  not  in  the  position  of 
having  a  brief  so  carefully  and  elaborately  prepared  as  the 
brief  from  which  the  hon.  leader  of  the  Opposition  has 
spoken.  But  I  believe,  that  without  a  brief  and  without  any 
previous  preparation,  except  a  knowledge  of  the  facts  which 
have  come  under  my  notice  as  Minister  of  Militia  and 
Defence,  I  can  give,  possibly,  some  information  to  this 
House  and  to  the  country  contradictory  of  the  statements 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  just  made.  When  the  hon. 
gentleman  stood  up  to-night  and  spoke  of  the  administration 
of  the  Department  of  Militia,  it  seemed  to  me  that  he  was 
forgetting  that  on  more  than  one  occasion  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman,  when  I  appealed  to  the  House  and  the  country,  and 
asked  the  House  to  provide  the  money  which  was  indis¬ 
pensable  to  keep  up  a  force,  a  force  such  as  Canada  should 
have  keept  up,  invariably  met  me  with  the  opposition  of 
himself  and  his  friends  to  every  vote  I  asked  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  maintaining  the  militia.  I  remember  well,  that  at 
the  very  outbreak  of  the  disturbances  in  the  North-West, 
when  remembering  what  had  taken  place,  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  knew  as  well  as  [  did,  that  he  had  opposed 
every  vote  I  had  applied  for,  he  nevertheless,  from  his 
place,  as  leader  of  the  Opposition,  declared  that  he  would 
hold  the  Government  responsible  for  the  life  of  every  man 
who  should  not  be  provided  with  all  requisites  when  sent 
forward  to  fight  the  battles  of  Canada  in  the  North-West. 
The  hon.  gentleman  at  that  moment,  rising  in  his  seat  and 
appealing  to  the  feelings  of  the  House,  and  stating  that  among 
his  friends  and  family  some  had  been  sent  up  to  the  North- 
West,  announced  that  he  would  hold  the  Government  res¬ 
ponsible  for  any  deficiency,  although,  if  any  deficiency  had 
occurred,  it  was  because  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his  friends, 
Session  after  Session,  refused  to  vote  the  amount  which  the 
Minister  of  Militia  brought  down  to  this  House  and  asked 
it  to  vote.  I  am  ready  to  leave  this  question  to  be  discussed 
before  the  country,  and  I  am  ready  to  leave  the  people  to 
decide  whether  the  leader  of  the  Opposition,  at  that  time, 
was  following  a  patriotic  course,  and  whether  he  was  doing 
his  duty  by  his  country  in  refusing,  and  in  his  friends  refus¬ 
ing,  to  sanction  the  votes  required  to  keep  the  militia  force 
properly  organised.  But  I  take  the  statements  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  made  to-night,  and  I  find  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  objects  to  the  money  which  is  being  expended  in 
maintaining  the  Winnipeg  corps,  the  90th  Battalion — — 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No. 

Mr.  CARON.  I  beg  the  hon.  gentleman’s  pardon.  He 
said  that  from  the  reports  which  had  been  made  the  whole 
money  spent  in  the  North-West  was  being  expended  upon 
-the  Winnipeg  corps. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No.  I  beg  your  pardon.  I  read  an  extract 
from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette.  I  made 
no  such  statement  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  mentioned. 

Mr.  CARON.  The  hon.  gentleman  read  an  extract  from 
a  speech  by  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette,  and  he  gave 
his  sanction  as  to  the  opinion  it  expressed. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  CARON.  He  gave  his  sanction  to  the  opinion 
expressed  by  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette.  The  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  read  the  speech  of  any  hon.  member  if 
he  does  not  wish  to  give  his  sanction  to  that  speech.  I  ask 
this  House  whether  the  money  which  has  been  expended 
upon  the  Winnipeg  corps  has  not  been  money  well  invested 
in  the  interests  of  the  country.  After  the  record  which  has 
been  achieved  by  those  Winnipeg  battalions,  by  the  90th 
and  the  other  battalions,  which  have  been  at  the  front  and 
which  have  sustained  the  brunt  of  the  battle,  I  ask  whether 
any  hon.  member,  whether  any  man  in  the  country,  will 
stand  up  and  say  that  the  Department  of  Militia  did  not 
exercise  proper  judgment  in  expending  money  upon  those 
corps,  which  really  were  the  first  battalions  we  sent  to  the 
front  and  the  first  to  meet  the  great  emergency  through 
which  we  have  just  passed.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
referred  to  reports  which  he  says  have  not  been  brought 
down.  The  hon.  gentleman  occasionally  supposes 
reports  which  do  not  exist;  and  the  hon.  gentleman, 
with  his  usual  confidence  in  himself,  imagining  that 
he  is  infallible,  invariably  believes  that  what  he 
supposes  must  be  right  and  true.  But  I  tell  the  hon. 
gentleman,  from  my  seat  in  Parliament,  and  taking  my  posi¬ 
tion  as  Minister  of  Militia,  that  when  he  asked  me  for  those 
reports  I  told  him  that  the  reports  which  we  have  brought 
down  were  the  only  reports  we  have  in  the  Department. 
The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  contradict  my  statement ;  he 
did  not  refuse  to  accept  it— that  we  had  followed  in  the 
North  West  exactly  the  same  rules  and  regulations 
we  apply  to  every  district  in  the  Dominion.  I  told  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  in  the  North-West  we  had  several 
companies,  three  companies,  I  believe,  which  had  been 
organised  as  mounted  infantry;  that  those  companies,  after 
an  inspection  by  the  inspecting  officer,  such  as  is  held  in 
every  other  district,  were  considered  to  be  so  disorganised 
that  the  inspecting  officer  could  not  allow  them  to  be  kept 
on  the  roll  of  the  militia  force  of  Canada.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  says  they  were  disorganised  through  the  neglect  of 
the  Department  of  Militia,  and  because  no  uniforms  were 
served  out  to  them.  I  tell  the  hon.  gentleman,  although 
his  brief  may  be  a  well-prepared  brief,  that  if  he 
cares  about  going  into  the  facts  and  ascertaining  what  is 
right  and  what  is  wrong  in  reference  to  his  statement,  he 
will  find  that  when  those  companies  were  organised  the 
Department  of  Militia  undertook  to  give  to  them  saddlery 
and  arms,  and  refused  to  give  them  any  uniforms.  They 
were  formed  under  that  understanding.  I  will  give, 
tho  House  the  reason  why  the  Department  refused  at  that 
time,  to  serve  out  uniforms  to  newly  organised  companies. 
It  was  not  at  a  time  when  I  was  presiding  over  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  but  when  a  colleague  of  mine,  who  was  more  able 
than  lam  to  preside  over  the  Department,  occupied  the 
position,  that  the  companies  were  organised,  and  the  then 
Minister  refused  to  serve  out  uniforms,  because,  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  stated,  from  a  spoech  of  mine,  he  said  the 
organisation  of  the  militia  force  in  the  North-West  Torri- 
tor  was  a  grave  question.  I  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  I 
ask  this  House,  whether  it  was  possible,  upon  the  money 
voted  by  Parliament,  maintaining,  as  we  are  maintaining  in 
the  older  Provinces,  a  force  of  about  40, 000, or  more  precisely, 
37,000,  to  organise,  in  a  territory  so  great,  expansive  and 
vast,  that  one  battalion  would  be  like  no  battalion  at  all — 
whether  it  was  possible  for  any  right-minded  man  to  expect 
the  Department  of  Militia,  upon  the  vote  ot  Parlia¬ 
ment,  to  organise  a  force  in  the  North-West.  I  stated 
that  the  reason  why  uniforms  wore  not  served  out  to 
that  force — and  it  was  a  good  reason — was  simply 
because  in  that  Territory,  as  recent  events  have 
shown,  it  became  a  question  to  know  what  kind  of 
uniforms  should  be  given  to  our  men.  Take  a  corps  of 


mounted  infantry,  and  every  man  who  has  studied  the 
question  will  say  that  it  was  perfectly  useless  and  destruc¬ 
tive  of  the  organisation  to  have  served  out  uniforms  that 
are  used  in  our  infantry  and  cavalry  corps  at  present. 
Since  the  outbreak  in  the  North-West  the  Department  has 
been  called  upon  to  send  forward  uniforms,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  himself,  with  the  great  care  which  he  took  of 
the  volunteers  at  the  front,  taking  for  once  upon  himself  to 
give  advice  and  not  criticism,  suggested  that  we  should 
send  up  to  the  men  who  were  fighting  our  battles  some 
kind  of  uniform  which  would  bo  more  useful  and  more 
available  for  their  purpose  than  those  served  out  in  the 
different  infantry  corps,  those  constituting  the  organised 
corps  of  Canada.  Yet,  the  hon.  gentleman  not  knowing 
that  these  companies  were  organised  on  tho  understanding 
that  no  uniforms  should  be  sent  out,  but  that  arms  and 
saddlery  alone  would  be  served  out — the  hon.  gentleman, 
reckless  in  his  chai’ges,  stands  up  in  his  place  and  says  that 
through  the  negligence  of  the  Department  of  Militia  these 
companies  were  disorganised,  because  they  had  no  uniforms 
served  out  to  them.  I  have  no  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman 
knows  as  much  about  military  matters  as  he  knows  about 
everything  else,  and  that  is  saying  a  great  deal,  I  admit :  but 
the  hon.  gentleman  knows  well  that  if  they  had  saddles  and 
arms  they  can  go  through  their  drill  without  having  green 
or  scarlet  tunics  on  their  backs.  It  was  no  question  of  the 
organisation  of  the  force,  no  question  of  whether  they  were 
served  with  uniforms,  but  a  question  of  whether  the  Depart¬ 
ment  knew  its  duty  in  giving  to  the  mounted  infantry  the 
saddles  they  required  to  ride  their  horses  and  the  arms  they 
required  to  go  through  their  drill.  Tho  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  in  three  years  several  of  these  companies  com¬ 
pletely  disappeared,  because  of  the  neglect  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment.  Sir,  they  disappeared  because  in  that  great  western 
country  men  move  about  from  one  district  to  another,  and 
the  companies  organised  and  composed  of  a  certain  number 
of  men  one  day  find  that  those  men  have  been  transferred 
to  some  other  district,  for  some  reason  or  other ; 
and  still  the  hon.  gentleman  believes  that  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Militia  would  be  justifiable  in  allowing 
those  saddles  and  arms  and  accoutrements  to  be  dis¬ 
tributed  all  over  that  country,  and  probably,  to  day, 
if  the  Department  had  not  acted  judiciously,  those  articles 
would  have  been  in  the  hands  of  the  men  who  are  shooting 
down  our  volunteers.  Well,  Sir,  I  believe  it  was  the 
bounden  duty  of  that  Department  to  see  that  those  arms 
should  be  returned  into  the  Department,  who  were  respon¬ 
sible  for  them  to  the  country,  and  placed  in  such  a  position 
that  if  required  at  any  moment  they  would  be  at  tho  call 
of  the  Department,  and  could  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  tho 
men  who,  instead  of  fighting  against  the  country,  were 
fighting  to  defend  the  country.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  referred  to  some  application  of  Mr.  Bedson  and  others, 
to  organise  a  c  rps.  Now,  I  wish  to  apped  to  every  impar¬ 
tial  man,  whether  sitting  on  your  right  or  on  your  loft,  to 
say  whether  it  was  possible  for  me,  with  the  estimates  which 
were  voted  by  Parliament  every  year,  to  organise  a  force  in 
the  North-West.  1  have  stated,  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
stated  to-night,  that  it  is  a  large  question ;  and,  Sir, 
I  hope  that  when  the  estimates  ot  my  Department 
come  down,  if  I  propose  to  organise  the  force  which  I  con¬ 
sider  to  be  necessary  and  indispensable  to  tho  couutry— 
I  hope  that  hon.  gentlemen  will  not,  as  in  the  past,  rise  in 
their  seats  and  state  that  the  expenditure  of  the  Department 
of  Militia  is  so  enormous  that  with  their  great  love  for 
their  country,  and  their  great  love  for  economy,  they  have 
to  vote  against  those  estimates.  I  want  to  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman,  when  he  speaks  of  uniforms,  if  I  have  not,  year 
after  year,  since  I  have  been  at  the  head  of  the  Department 
of  Militia,  come  down  with  estimates,  showing  the  House 
that  we  required  8,000  suits  every  year,  for  the  force  which 
we  have,  the  force  authorised  by  Parliament,  recognised  by 
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the  country.  I  came  down  year  after  year,  and  I  told  Parlia¬ 
ment,  not  using  my  own  information,  except  as  I  acquired  it 
from  the  men  who  are  known  by  every  hon.  gentleman  here  as 
those  who  composed  the  staff  of  the  Department  of  Militia, 
men  who  have  acquired  large  experience,  men  who  know 
the  requirements  of  the  force,  I  have  stated,  year  after  year, 
and  Session  after  Session,  that  we  required  8,000  suits  a 
year,  and  yet  these  patriotic  gentlemen,  who  find  that  we 
should  have  sent  up  uniforms  to  throe  companies  in  the 
Duck  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  district,  only  voted  the 
amount  required  for  5,000  uniforms. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  How  much  were  we  asked  to  vote  ? 

Mr.  CARON.  I  made  my  statement  year  after  year 
and  every  item  was  criticised  for  weeks  and  weeks  ;  and 
the  press  controlled  by  the  hon.  gentleman  took  intense 
pleasure  in  stating  that  they  had  been  able  to  keep  the 
Minister  of  Militia  before  the  House  on  his  estimates  for 
weeks  and  weeks,  criticising  the  items.  I  say,  that  nobody 
caring  for  his  country,  nobody  who  has  any  love  for  his 
country,  would  have  incurred  the  expense  of  the  speeches 
of  these  hon.  gentlemen  in  criticising  items  which  were 
absolutely  indispensable  to  make  the  force  efficient,  and  to 
make  it  such  as  it  has  been.  Yet,  I  am  prepared  to  say 
that,  even  with  the  adverse  votes  of  these  hon.  gentlemen, 
I  was  able  to  get  up  such  a  force,  at  the  moment  when  the 
country  called  upon  that  force  to  come  forward,  at  a  period 
when  it  was  almost  impossible,  as  most  people  believed,  to 
send  a  force  up  to  the  North-West;  at  a  period  when  our 
great  highway,  the  Pacific  Railway,  was  unfinished;  still,  with 
all  these  obstacles  in  the  way, it  was  possible  to  organise  within 
the  smallest  possible  time,  a  force  that  has  done  so  much  for 
Canada, because  it  has  shown  that  Canada’s  sons  are  deserving 
of  the  name  of  men,  who  showed  themselves  ready  to  go  to 
the  front  and  fight  our  battles;  but  I  must  say,  knowing 
what  L  say,  that  it  was  not  due  to  the  hon.  gentlemen  on 
your  left,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  that  force  went  up  organised  and 
equipped  as  it  was.  The  hon.  gentleman,  the  other  day,  in 
a  speech  he  made,  stated  that  he  would  take  the  earliest 
possible  opportunity,  from  information  he  had  received,  to 
show  that  great  extravagance  had  been  perpetrated  in  con¬ 
nection  with  supplies  and  in  the  transport  service  which 
enabled  our  men  to  go  to  the  front  and  do  their  duty.  I  did 
not  hesitate  lor  one  moment — nor  would  I  hesitate  to-mor¬ 
row,  even  after  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  gentleman — to  take 
the  proper  steps  to  enable  that  force,  without  any  delay,  to 
obey  the  call  of  their  brilliant  commander,  General  Middle- 
ton,  who,  in  his  despatches  to  me,  says  that  at  no  moment 
was  he  delayed  by  either  defect  in  the  transport  or  defect 
in  the  commissariat,  and  that  it  was  wonderful  to  him  how 
Canada  was  able,  in  that  emergency,  to  organise  the  force 
that  was  sent  to  the  front.  Not  having  been  in  my  place 
when  the  hon.  gentleman  commenced,  Ido  not  know  whether 
I  have  answered  all  his  objections,  although  I  hardly 
hope  that,  because  he  always  puts  forward  so  very 
many.  It  is  disadvantageous  to  discuss  a  question  of 
this  kind,  involving  great  details,  before  the  papers  are 
brought  down ;  but  I  believe  that  when  they  are  brought 
down  it  will  be  established  beyond  the  possibility  of 
doubt — I  do  not  say  of  discussion — that  everything  that 
could  be  done  for  the  North-West  was  done.  In  regard  to 
the  three  companies  that  have  come  under  the  special  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  never  heard  him  say  any¬ 
thing  about  them  until  they  were  disbanded  and  their  arms 
and  accoutrements  had  all  been  returned  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  ;  but  as  soon  as  everything  had  been  done  to  secure 
the  responsibility  of  the  Department,  the  hon.  gentleman 
said  they  should  not  have  been  disbanded.  I  am  very  sorry 
that  they  did  not  exist,  but  wo  were  bound  to  do  what  the 
Department  did  at  that  time.  Now,  I  have  only  one  word 
more  to  say  before  I  resume  my  seat.  The  arms  the 
hon.  gentleman  refers  to  had  all  boon  collected  for  safe- 
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keeping;  they  were  all  brought  in  and  put  under 
the  control  of  the  Mounted  Police.  We  had  no 
organisation  in  that  vast  district.  The  only  officer  repre¬ 
senting  the  Department  of  Militia  was  Col.  Houghton,  who 
was  Deputy  Adjutant-General  at  Winnipeg;  and  hon.  gent¬ 
lemen  will  understand  what  an  enormous  expense  would  be 
involved  in  sending  an  officer  up,  starting  from  Winnipeg 
and  going  over  the  whole  of  that  district,  merely  to  inspect 
three  companies.  Those  arms  which  had  been  collected  and 
placed  for  safe-keeping  in  the  hands  of  the  Mounted  Police 
were  the  first  arms  which  had  been  given  to  the  first  men 
who  rose  for  the  purpose  of  defending  that  district  against 
the  rebellion  which  had  broken  out.  Therefore,  judging, 
not  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  judged,  without  any  facts, 
but  in  the  light  of  experience,  I  think  the  course  followed 
by  the  Department  of  Militia  has  turned  out  to  be,  so  far, 
successful.  Of  course,  I  have  the  greatest  possible  respect 
for  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  more  especially  on 
military  matters,  and  I  am  perfectly  certain  that  when  he 
takes  the  same  amount  of  trouble  that  he  does  in  other 
matters,  and  looks  into  the  papers  and  studies  up  the  ques¬ 
tion,  if  he  can  find  time  to  study  militia  questions,  he  will 
not  be  as  severe  in  his  criticism  as  he  has  been  to-night. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  am  a  little  surprised  to  hear  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia,  especially  with 
regard  to  something  I  said  two  years  ago.  I  believed  at 
that  time,  and  I  believe  still,  that  if  the  Government  had 
spent  more  money  farther  west  than  Winnipeg  on  the  Militia, 
it  would  have  been  better  for  the  Province.  I  think  the 
Government  made  a  great  mistake  in  not  keeping  up  those 
three  companies  that  have  been  spoken  of  so  slightingly,  at 
Duck  Lake,  Battleford  and  Prince  Albert.  I  believe  that 
if  those  three  companies  had  been  kept  up  the  trouble  in 
the  North-West  would  not  have  taken  place.  Those  three 
companies  would  have  been  larger  in  number  than  the  half- 
breed  rebels  who  rose  at  Duck  Lake  and  took  part  in  the 
massacre  there.  The  expense  the  hon.  gentleman  speaks  of, 
in  Col.  Houghton  going  as  far  west  as  Prince  Albert  to  inspect 
those  three  companies,  would  have  been  money  well  spent, 
and  would  have  saved  the  money  and  blood  that  have  been 
expended  in  the  late  trouble.  The  remarks  I  made  were 
with  regard  to  the  desire  that  existed  to  form  some  com¬ 
panies  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba.  For  instance,  in  the 
town  of  Portage  la  Prairie,  where  I  reside,  for  the  last  four 
or  five  years  the  people  have  been  petitioning  the  Minister 
of  Militia  to  have  a  company  of  mounted  infantry  formed 
in  that  district.  If  a  few  hundred  men  had  been  formed 
into  such  companies  at  different  parts  of  the  Province,  a 
few  years  ago,  and  had  been  placed  at  the  call  of 
Col.  McLeod  and  Major  Walsh,  and  those  gentlemen  had 
received  their  instructions  from  the  Militia  Department,  this 
whole  rebellion  would  have  been  put  down  within  two  or 
three  weeks,  and  millions  of  dollars  would  have  been  saved 
to  the  country.  [  have  some  reason  to  know  why  the  com¬ 
panies  at  Prince  Albert  and  Duck  Lake  were  disbanded. 
Some  three  years  ago,  when  I,  along  with  a  few  others,  were 
actually  trying  to  form  a  company  of  mounted  rifles  at 
Portage  la  Prairie,  we  were  informed  by  Col.  Houghton 
that  the  companies  had  been  disbanded  and  that  all  they 
bad  were  rifles  and  saddlery.  And  the  reason  the  companies 
were  disbanded  was,  according  to  his  statement,  because 
the  volunteers  were  dissatisfied  with  the  Government  for  not 
paying  them  for  the  time  they  drilled  and  not  furnishing 
them  with  uniforms.  Of  course,  that  being  the  case,  we 
wanted  to  form  a  good  company,  but  did  not  wish  to  receive 
the  rifles,  which  were  claimed  to  be  rusted  and  out  of  repair, 
having  lain  there  a  long  time,  and  the  saddles  were  of  a 
very  cheap  class.  The  Minister  of  Militia  has  stated  that 
the  Opposition  criticised  the  estimates  for  the  past  year,  of 
his  Department.  The  Opposition  were  quite  justified 
in  criticising  the  hon.  gentleman’s  estimates.  So  far 
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as  I  am  concerned,  I  will  criticise  them  in  this  way : 
that  I  believe  the  money  has  not  been  spent  in  the  right 
direction.  It  appears  the  North-West  is  the  only 
portion  of  our  great  Dominion  that  has  been  protected  by 
an  armed  force.  That  force,  in  the  past,  was  composed  of 
300  mounted  men,  and  it  speaks  well  for  the  Mounted  Police 
that  they  should  have  maintained  order  in  that  country 
during  the  past  number  of  years  in  which  they  have  had 
control  of  it.  Instead  of  having  to  increase  the  Mounted 
Police  at  this  date  we  ought  rather  to  be  able  to  dispense 
with  a  portion  of  them.  If  volunteer  companies  were 
formed  in  the  Territories,  and  the  money  we  spend  on  the 
Mounted  Police  was  paid  to  them  for  two  or  three  weeks 
drill  every  year,  it  would  be  much  cheaper  than  keeping  up 
a  standing  corps  of  Mounted  Police.  The  money  that  it 
takes  to  keep  half  a  dozen  mounted  policemen  would  keep 
a  whole  company  of  volunteers,  and  the  volunteers  have 
proved  themselves  quite  as  capable  of  meeting  any  emer¬ 
gency  as  the  Mounted  Police.  The  Minister  of  Militia  has 
stated  that  the  Government  have  kept  up  37,000  men  in 
the  older  Provinces.  I  think  it  is  a  great  mistake  to  spend 
all  the  money  in  keeping  up  37,000  men  in  these  Provinces, 
when  little  or  nothing  has  been  spent  in  the  North-West. 
The  North-West  is  the  only  portion  of  the  Dominion  which 
requires  protection  by  an  armed  force,  and  certainly  the 
greater  portion  of  the  money  should  be  be  spent  there.  I 
felt  very  much  grieved  at  the  answer  I  received  from  the 
hon.  the  Minister  of  Militia,  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  Session, 
at  the  time  of  the  breaking  out  of  the  rebellion.  I  asked 
him  if  it  was  his  intention  to  furnish  arms  to  volunteer 
companies  who  would  organise  for  protection  or  to  go  the 
front.  I  was  answered  that  the  Government  were  very 
careful  in  whose  hands  they  placed  arms  in  Manitoba.  Hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  may  say  “  hear,  hear,”  but  they  may 
live  to  see  the  day  when  they  may  regret  glorying  in  such 
statements.  The  people  of  that  Province  are  as  loyal  as 
any  in  the  Dominion,  and  the  Minister  of  Militia  has 
stated  to  night  that  the  volunteers  of  Winnipeg  have 
6tood  the  brunt  of  battle  ;  and  the  volunteers  from  all 
over  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  who  have  gone  to  the 
front,  in  all,  some  1,000  young  men,  have  stood  the 
brunt  of  battle ;  and  I  think  it  ill  becomes  any  hon.  member 
of  this  House  to  sneer  at  the  volunteers  of  the  West.  But 
we  may  probably  expect  such  things  from  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite.  We  find  that  an  hon.  gentleman,  a  member  ofthe 
Government,  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  in  the  Upper 
House,  a  few  days  ago,  said  he  had  no  doubt,  when  the 
papers  were  brought  down  about  the  troubles,  that  it  would 
be  found  among  Riel’s  papers  that  the  Parmer’s  Union  had  a 
great  deal  to  do  with  the  recent  rebellion.  I  repudiate  any 
such  statement,  coming  from  an  hon.  member  of  the  Upper 
House,  or  from  this  House.  The  people  of  Manitoba  aie  as 
loyal,  and  have  proved  themselves  as  loyal  during  the  late 
trouble,  as  any  other  citizens  of  the  Dominion.  I  say,  with 
reference  to  this  Bill  before  us,  that  I  believe  the  money 
intended  to  be  spent  in  more  than  doubling  the  present 
strength  of  the  force  would,  a  portion  of  it,  be  much  better 
spent  in  maintaining  volunteer  companies.  We  have  hun¬ 
dreds  of  young  meu  in  Manitoba  who  have  proved  themselves 
willing  to  go  to  the  front  within  the  last  two  or  three 
months,  although  they  were  not  drilled,  and  I  say  that  a 
portion  of  this  money  spent  in  the  maintenance  of  an 
increased  Mounted  Police  force  would  be  much  better  spent 
and  have  a  much  greater  effect  in  forming  a  large  number  of 
men  into  a  militia  company,  ready  to  go  into  action  at  any 
time.  I  do  hope  that,  whether  the  Mounted  Police  are 
increased  or  not,  the  Minister  of  Militia  or  the  First  Minister 
may  see  fit  to  organise  volunteer  companies  all  over  the 
Province  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West.  If  there  is  a 
Province  in  the  Dominion  in  which  volunteers  Bhould  bo 
encouraged  it  is  that  Province  and  the  Territories.  It  is  the 
only  one  where  there  need  exist  any  fear  of  the  Indians,  or, 


I  might  say,  from  the  frontier.  We  have  a  frontier  of  about 
100  miles  iu  extent  of  prairie  country.  We  have  been 
isolated  in  the  past,  to  a  certain  extent,  from  other  portions 
ofthe  Dominion;  our  Province  and  the  Territories  havo 
been  under  the  control  of  300  armed  men,  and  little  or  no 
arms  or  ammunition  have  been  kept  in  the  Province  for  dis¬ 
tribution  among  the  settlers  for  their  own  defence.  The 
Mounted  Police  deserve  credit  for  the  work  they  have  done 
in  the  North-West.  It  is  wonderful,  when  we  consider  the 
struggle  that  has  taken  place  lately,  how  300  men  managed 
to  keep  these  Indians  so  well  under  control.  This  trouble 
having  arisen,  and  the  Government  having  seen  fit  to 
increase  the  mounted  police,  I  hope  the  Government  will  not 
omit  to  organise  volunteer  companies,  either  mounted  or 
infantry,  in  Manitoba  and  the  Territories. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  As  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  will  not 
give  the  House  further  information,  I  hope  to  be  able  to 
extract  it  some  other  time.  I  do  not  propose  to  trouble  the 
House  with  further  reference  to  this  mattor,  but  wish  to  say 
a  few  words  with  reference  to  some  things  the  right  hon. 
gentleman  has  stated.  He  has  declared  that  the  statements 
1  have  made  are  not  justified  by  the  facts  ;  and  he  said  that  I 
had  drawn  upon  my  imagination  for  them,  or  upon  informa¬ 
tion  from  outside.  Now,  the  history  that  1  gave  to  the 
House  of  the  rise  and  fall  of  the  five  companies  of  the 
North  West  volunteers  was  extracted  from  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  own  reports.  These  were  the  sources  of  my  informa¬ 
tion.  It  was  from  these  I  deiived  the  facts.  If  those 
reports  are  unreliable,  if  they  do  not  convey  to  the  House 
and  the  country  the  truth,  if  they  do  not  state  the  facts 
accurately,  then,  of  course,  I  have  been  inaccurate,  but  it  was 
because  I  was  guileless  enough  to  believe  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  reports  were  correct,  and  because  I  supposed  that 
he,  at  any  rate,  would  accept  them  as  correct.  I  have 
shown  from  those  documents  the  difficulties  which  these  men 
were  beset  with.  I  have  shown  from  the  reports,  from  year  to 
year,  of  his  own  officer,  to  his  own  Department  what  their 
trouble  was.  I  have  shown  that,  in  consequence  of  their 
not  being  furnished  with  uniforms  they  were  not  author¬ 
ised  to  drill ;  that  they  were  relieved  from  drill  because  the 
uniforms  were  not  sent  out.  I  have  shown  what  was  their 
discouragement  by  his  own  officer,  and  I  have  shown  the 
views  of  his  own  officer,  from  year  to  year,  of  the  necessary 
results  of  that  discouragement ;  and  what  were  the  reasons 
the  hon.  gentleman  gave  for  letting  those  companies  fall 
into  this  condition  ?  They  were  two-fold.  First,  he  said  it 
was  true,  as  I  had  read  in  a  speech  of  his,  that  the  organi¬ 
sation  of  the  militia  forces  of  the  North-West  was  a  large 
question.  That  was  one  of  the  reasons  why  they  were 
allowed  to  fall  into  decay.  It  was  a  large  question  ,  it 
was  too  large  a  question  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  handle  ; 
it  was  too  large  a  question  for  him  to  grapple  with. 

Mr.  CARON.  Too  large  for  the  vote  you  gave. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  will  deal  with  the  vote  presently.  It 
was  too  large  a  question  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  handle. 
The  Government  declared,  in  the  year  1879,  that  it  was  their 
policy  to  organise  forces  in  the  North-West  ;  that  these 
Territories  should  have  a  corps  wherever  there  was  a  popu¬ 
lation  sufficient  for  it.  They  told  Parliament  so.  They 
obtained  a  small  special  vote  for  the  initiation  of  that. 
They  proceeded  in  that  line.  They  declared  it  each  year, 
and,  without  telling  Parliament  what  they  were  gQing  to  do 
they  seem,  administratively  and  executively,  to  have 
adopted  the  opposite  policy,  of  extinguishing  the  forces  in 
the  North-West  Territories.  It  was  not  the  policy  announced 
to  Parliament.  The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  say :  The 
result  of  my  consideration  ofthe  North-West  affairs  is  that 
I  have  decided  to  reverse  the  policy  which  I  sent  to  Col. 
Osborne  Smith,  in  1879,  when  I  told  him  to  tell  tho  inhabi- 
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tants  it  was  highly  important  to  organise  forces  in  those 
Territories,  and  they  were  organised ;  but  I  think  now  they 
may  be  allowed  to  die  out,  and  I  ask  Parliament  to  let  them 
die  out.  Nothing  of  that  kind  said  he,  but  he  did  it.  He  says 
there  was  another  difficulty.  Why  were  they  not  furnished 
with  uniforms  ?  He  says :  There  was  another  Minister  who 
preceded  him  and  who  discharged  the  duties  of  his  office 
with  greater  ability  than  he  could  pretend  to.  There  are 
some  things  in  which  we  are  inclined  to  agree  with  the  hon. 
gentleman,  and  that  is  one.  He  says  that  his  predecessor 
found  that  there  was  a  difficulty  in  those  days.  He  wanted 
a  little  time  to  consider  what  the  proper  form  of  uniform 
should  be  in  the  North-West.  It  is  a  peculiar  country, 
where  the  climate  is  severe,  where  it  is  very  hot  in  the 
summer,  and  I  am  told  that  it  is  a  little  cold  in  the  winter, 
where  the  country  is  a  little  difficult  and  the  distances  may 
be  great,  and  he  wanted  to  find  out  what  uniform  would  be 
the  proper  one  in  the  North-West;  and  this  practical  ques¬ 
tion,  which  might  have  been  settled,  I  should  think,  by 
enquiry  of  those  mounted  men  who  have  been  doing  duty 
under  the  charge  of  another  Department  of  the  same  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  some  years,  by  enquiry  as  to  the  views  hold 
in  reference  to  the  situation  of  the  troops  on  the  other 
side  of  the  line  in  a  somewhat  similar  climate,  discharging 
somewhat  similar  duties — this  was  another  groat  branch  of 
the  North-West  militia  question ;  and  it  has  taken  the  hon. 
gentleman  and  his  predecessor  from  1879  to  1885  to  find 
how  the  troops  should  be  clothed.  Well,  he  has  had  to 
settle  it  experimentally  and  iD  a  hurry,  in  the  middle  of  a 
war.  He  nods  assent.  Is  it  not  a  pity  that  they  did  rot 
have  a  mimic  war  some  years  before. 

Mr.  CxlRON.  Your  friends  tried  to  get  it  up. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  You  had  it  here. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  did  not  hear  of  it;  but,  if  so,  it  adds  to 
the  culpability  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  because  with  that 
danger  staring  him  in  the  face,  and  being  charged  with  the 
peace  and  protection  of  the  country,  and  believing,  as  I  sup¬ 
pose  he  did,  as  he  has  said  so,  that  the  people  were  trying 
to  get  up  a  war  before,  still  the  clothing  of  the  North- 
West  militia  is  too  great  a  question  for  him  to  grapple 
with.  The  tailor’s  question— the  question  of  the  cut 
of  the  clothes  of  the  men — all  these  questions  were  so 
difficult,  and  required  so  much  time  to  solve,  that  it  was 
necessary  that  the  forces  he  organised  in  1879  should 
languish  and  die  as  an  organised  force  before  his  great  mind 
could  successfully  grapple  with  the  question.  Ho  says 
there  was  another  great  difficulty — even  if  I  could  have 
grappled  with  this  question,  I  could  not  have  handled  it, 
any  way,  because  you  refused  to  vote  me  the  money.  I  am 
prepared  to  defend  every  vote  I  have  given,  every  speech  I 
have  made  on  the  subject  of  the  militia  of  this  country. 
When  the  hon.  gentleman  condescends  to  particulars,  as 
I  now  challenge  him  to  do,  either  now,  if  he  wills,  or  when  his 
departmenial  estimates  are  before  the  House,  if  he  wills,  when 
he  wills  and  where  he  wills,  I  challenge  him  to  the  speech  or 
to  the  vote  which  will  justify  his  statement  in  this  matter. 
I  speak  for  myself ;  my  friends  will  speak  for  themselves; 
he  made  a  personal  attack  and  a  personal  charge  upon  me, 
and  declared  that  my  speeches  and  my  votes  were  of  a 
character  that,  ha  said,  no  man  who  loved  his  country  would 
engage  in  at  such  a  crisis.  He  was  disorderly  in  making  that 
statement,  but  I  did  not  call  him  to  order  for  it.  I  repu¬ 
diate  the  charge,  1  hurl  it  in  the  hon  gentleman’s  face,  I 
deny  it  to  his  teeth.  I  say  the  criticisms  I  have  adminis¬ 
tered  to  his  militia  estimates,  such  a3  they  were,  I  am  pre¬ 
pared  to  stand  by,  to  reiterate,  to  defend  and  to  repeat.  I 
say,  further,  that  the  defence  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is — I 
cannot  use  the  word ;  I  was  about  to  say  ignoble,  but  I 
understand  that  that  word,  from  this  side  of  the  House,  is 
out  of  order,  so  I  do  not  use  it — but  I  say  his  defence  is 
unworthy  of  a  Government.  Here  is  a  Government  in 
Mr,  Blake. 
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power  with  a  majority  of  two  to  one  in  Parliament.  They 
bring  down  the  estimates  for  the  public  service  of  the 
country  which  they  say  are  adequate  to  the  discharge  of 
that  public  service.  They  are  bound  by  their  oaths  of 
office,  they  are  bound  by  their  duty  to  the  country,  they 
are  bound  by  the  power  with  which  their  country  has 
entrusted  them,  to  call  upon  the  representatives  of  the 
people  in  Parliament  assembled  for  such  supplies  as  are 
necessary  to  carry  on  the  public  business  efficiently, 
for  such  supplies  as  are  necessary  to  protect  the  public 
peace  and  secure  good  order  in  the  land.  That  is  their 
bounden,  their  plain,  their  obvious,  their  sworn  duty. 
And  the  hon.  gentleman  tells  me — what  ?  Not  that  he 
brought  down  a  large  vote,  which  was  rejected ;  not  that 
he  brought  down  a  large  vote  which,  a  combination  of  the 
Opposition  and  of  his  own  followers  prevented  him  from 
carrying.  He  says :  I  brought  down  too  small  votes  because 
I,  the  Minister  of  War,  at  the  head  of  a  force  twice  as  numer¬ 
ous  as  that  opposed  to  me,  was  afraid  of  the  criticism  of 
the  Opposition.  The  Minister  of  War,  with  all  the  power, 
with  all  the  patronage,  with  all  the  grandeur  of  his  position, 
and  sustained  by  forces  twice  as  largo  as  those  opposed  to 
him,  sustained  by  drilled  and  organised  battalions,  which 
fill  one  side  of  this  House,  spread  over  to  the  other,  and 
almost  crowd  our  feeble  force  out  of  the  chamber, 
knowing  that  his  public  duty  called  on  him  to  bring 
down  large  estimates  to  Parliament,  abnegated  his  duty, 
was  false  to  his  oath,  was  unfaithful  to  his  trust,  and  brought 
down  small  estimates,  inadequate  to  the  discharge  of  his 
duty,  and  rendering  the  country  insecure.  That  is  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  statement.  Now  he  says:  I  turn  round,  I, 
with  my  power,  I,  with  my  organised  battalions,  I,  with 
my  numerous  forces,  I,  with  the  control  of  the  Treasury,  I, 
with  all  in  my  hand  to  do  what  I  please,  and  with  my  sworn 
duty  to  do  it,  my  defence  for  my  abnegation  of  my  duty 
is  that  I  was  afraid  of  what  the  Opposition  would  say.  Is 
it  really  so?  Is  it  because  the  Minister  of  Militia  was  afraid 
of  the  criticism  of  the  Opposition  that  he  did  not  bring 
down  the  necessary  estimates  ?  For,  Sir,  every  shilling 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  asked  from  Parliament  had  been 
voted.  But  with  reference  to  the  particular  estimate  which 
we  are  now  dealing  with — 1  refer  to  the  estimate  for  uni¬ 
forms— unless  my  memory  greatly  deceives  me,  I  do  not 
believe  that  there  was  a  criticism  in  this  Parliament  or  in 
the  last  Parliament  hostile  to  the  amount  of  that  vote.  On 
the  contrary,  unless  my  memory  greatly  deceives  me,  it 
loads  me  to  the  impression  that  more  than  once  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  this  side  of  the  House — I  think  I  will  say  my  hon. 
friend  from  Elgin  (Mr.  Casey),  amongst  them — have  pointed 
out  the  necessity  of  improving  the  equipment,  of  improving 
sonn  portions  of  the  uniform  of  the  volunteers. 

Mr.  CARON.  Buttons. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  a  soul  above 
buttons,  I  observe,  looking  as  straight  as  I  can  before  me. 
But  I  do  not  think  that  we  discussed  the  subject  of  buttons. 
And  I  recollect  something  more,  with  that  memory  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  says  is  so  unfaithful,  and  which  he  is  so 
little  disposed  to  trust,  I  think  I  recollect  a  discussion  on 
the  subject  of  head  gear,  and  I  think  my  hon.  friend  from 
Lambton  (Mr.  Fairbank)  pointed  out  what  ought  to  be  done 
in  that  way,  and  I  think  I  recollect  my  hon.  friend  from 
Elgin  speaking  on  the  equipments,  and  calling  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  attention  to  that.  I  think  I  shall  be  able, when 
that  challenge  to  which  I  referred  is  m8t,  to  show  the  hon. 
gentleman — although  I  speak  only  for  myself — I  .shall  be 
able  to  show  him  that  suggestions  were  made  from  this  sido 
of  the  House  that  more  should  bo  done  in  the  nature  of  an 
equipment  for  the  volunteers  than  the  hon.  gentleman  him¬ 
self  proposed.  But,  Sir,  if  it  were  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
alleged,  this  is  certainly  a  humiliating  position  for  a  power¬ 
ful  Government  to  stand  in,  that  their  defence  for  not  doing 
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that  which  was  essential  in  their  view  to  the  interest  of  the 
country  is,  that  they  were  afraid  to  bring  down  the  neces¬ 
sary  vote  because  they  feared  the  criticism  of  a  weak  Oppo¬ 
sition — an  Opposition  that  hon.  gentlemen  jeer  at  and  de¬ 
ride,  when  it  serves  their  purpose,  but  which  now,  it  seems, 
is  strong  enough,  without  one  word,  by  the  mere  fear  of 
words  it  may  perhaps  speak,  to  control  the  policy  of  the 
Administration  of  the  day.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman 
found  no  difficulty  in  proposing  last  year  a  vote  of  twenty- 
nine  millions  and  a-half  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way.  He  finds  no  difficulty  this  year  in  proposing  a 
vote  altering  the  condition  of  our  securities,  and  making 
a  further  loan  of  five  million  dollars.  He  has  found 
no  difficulty  in  proposing  to  Parliament  an  expendi¬ 
ture  in  connection  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
upon  the  whole,  of  something  over  one  hundred  million 
dollars,  in  one  way  or  another.  Those  things  did  not 
stagger  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  he  was  so  afraid  of  the 
criticisms  of  the  Opposition  that  he  could  not  find  the  money, 
he  could  not  find  it  in  that  bravo  and  gallant  heart — which 
must  be  brave  and  gallant,  when  it  belongs  to  a  Minister  of 
Militia — to  ask  for  money  for  uniforms  for  five  companies  in 
the  North-West — three  mounted  companies  and  two  infantry 
companies.  What  a  curious  sort  of  difficulty  this  is.  The 
Government  are  bold  when  they  want  to  do  a  thing.  They 
were  not  apprehensive  of  our  criticisms  when  they  proposed 
that  you,  Sir,  should  be  put  in  that  Chair.  They  went  on. 
They  were  not  apprehensive  of  our  criticisms  when  they  pro¬ 
posed  that  we  should  have  two  heads  to  the  Library.  They 
went  in.  They  are  not  apprehensive  of  our  criticism  when 
they  propose,  in  one  block,  to  vote  half  a  million  dollars  more 
in  permanence  for  the  Mounted  Police.  But  they  are  so  afraid 
of  us  that  they  could  not  ask  for  money  for  the  uniforms  for 
the  volunteers,  so  that  because  there  were  no  uniforms  they 
had  to  go  without  drill,  and  thus  the  whole  thing  came  to  an 
end.  What  a  curious  kind  of  cowardice  this  is  in  the  hon. 
gentleman.  It  strikes  him  just  when  he  wants  to  be  struck. 
When  he  wants  to  be  afraid  of  something  he  is  very  much 
afraid,  but  when  he  wants  to  do  something  he  is  as  bold  and 
as  brave  as  need  be.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said  that  I 
am  in  the  habit  of  declaring  things  upon  my  own  imagi¬ 
nation,  and  that  what  I  believe  I  believe  so  strongly  that  I 
am  quite  sure  it  is  a  fact,  although  I  am  contradicted,  and 
that  I  believe  there  must  be  a  report  of  Col.  Houghton,  and 
because  I  believe  it,  I  say  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  denies  it, 
and  he  tells  me  there  is  no  such  report. 

Mr.  CARON.  Except  the  one  that  appears. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No  such  report,  except  the  one  that  is  in 
the  Blue  Book,  that  there  is  nothing  to  be  brought  down. 
Now,  Sir,  I  know  that  there  is  such  a  report  from  Col. 
Houghton — I  do  not  merely  believe  it,  I  know  it  as  a  posi¬ 
tive  fact.  I  aver  it  to  be  a  fact,  and  I  shall  prove  it  this 
moment.  I  read  from  the  report  of  Col.  Houghton  himself 
in  this  very  Blue  Book  : 

“  Fortunately  this  catastrophe  was  averted  by  the  excellent  manage¬ 
ment  of  Major  Orozier,  Superintendent  of  Mounted  Police,  and  the 
steadiness  and  discipline  of  the  men  under  his  command.  I  allude,  of 
course,  to  ihe  Battleford  fracas  with  the  Indians  in  the  early  part  of  last 
summer.  Having  already,  however,  reported  to  you  fully  with  regard 
to  the  impressions  formed  by  me  when  travelling  through  that  section 
of  the  country  last  July  (see  report  of  28th  July),  I  must  not  here  repeat 
my  views  therein  expressed,  and  which  have  not  since  altered.” 

Now,  there  is  Col.  Houghton’s  own  statement,  that  he 
made  a  report  on  the  28th  of  July  last,  to  the  officer  com¬ 
manding  the  forces.  He  does  not  repeat  it,  but  he  declared, 
I  think  in  the  month  of  November,  that  this  view  remained 
,  unchanged.  These  are  the  reasons  why  I  said  I  knew 
l,  there  was  a  report  from  Col.  Houghton,  and  I  think 
f  the  hon.  gentleman  should  admit  that  they  are  good 
reasons,  since  ho  brought  that  Blue  Book  down  to  Parlia- 
H'  ment.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said  that  I  said  nothing 
■[about  the  North-West  companies  while  they  existed,  but 
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that  I  waited  until  it  was  all  over.  The  hon.  gontleman  is 
mistaken  there  again.  I  said  nothing  about  specific  com¬ 
panies,  but  I  have  read  to-night  my  statomont  mado  in  the 
year  1882,  on  a  debate  such  as  this,  with  reference  to  the 
Mounted  Police,  as  to  the  importance  of  creating  and 
encouraging  important  corps  of  volunteers  in  the  North- 
West  ;  and  I  suggested,  so  far  as  from  being  disposed  to 
unreasonable  critisism,  that  extra  expense  in  the  way  of 
pay  should  be  incurred  in  order  to  make  them  efficient. 
I  have  read  that  in  the  House  to-night ;  therefore  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  see  that  in  the  year  1882  I  expressed 
myself  at  one  with  the  policy  of  local  corps  in  the  North- 
West,  and  indicated  that  it  might  be  necessary  that 
increased  expense  on  an  unusual  scale  should  be  incurred, 
in  order  that  that  should  be  done,  and  of  course  took  tho 
responsibility  of  tendering  the  advice  to  the  Government. 
I  am  not  going  to  say  a  word  about  the  conduct  of  our 
volunteers,  about  the  hon.  gentleman’s  management  of  the 
campaign,  about  tho  various  other  patriotic  topics  by  which 
he  sought  to  escape  from  a  somewhat  difficult  position.  I 
am  aware  that  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  I  do  not  know 
much  about  military  matters.  Wo  are  both  lawyers;  and  I 
will  not  dispute  the  hon.  gentleman’s  superiority  in  our  pro¬ 
fession,  and  certainly  not  in  military  matters.  But  it  does 
not  require  much  knowledge  of  military  matters  to  under¬ 
stand  that  particular  art  which  is  employed  when  an  hon. 
gentleman  gets  into  a  difficult  position  and  proposes  to  beat 
a  retreat.  There  are  feigned  attacks,  diversions,  something 
to  draw  away  the  attention  of  the  enemy,  something  to 
cheer  and  encourage  one’s  friends,  something  to  raise  a  cloud 
of  dust,  under  which  the  retreat  is  made.  So  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  with  patriotic  exultation  and  an  exuberant  expression 
of  praise  with  l-espect  to  his  own  conduct,  sought,  amid  the 
cheers  of  his  followers,  to  escape  from  the  question  in  hand. 
We  are  not  going  to  discuss  the  campaign  or  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  conduct  of  it,  or  the  conduct  our  volunteei’S,  Neither 
are  we  going  to  discuss  the  munitions  supplied  to  our  volun¬ 
teers,  or  the  tunics  and  uniforms  supplied  to  them,  or  the 
transport  supplied  to  them,  or  tho  hard  tack  and  pork  suppli¬ 
ed  to  them.  These  are  not  the  questions  for  discussion.  I 
was  pointing  out  that  we  had  a  policy  with  respect  to  the 
defence  of  the  North-West,  and  the  maintenance  of  order 
there  ;  that  that  policy  consisted  of  our  having  two  classes 
of  forces  in  that  country,  the  Mounted  Police  and  the 
volunteer  force  ;  that  we  had  debated  the  subject  of  the 
conjoint  action  and  development  of  those  two  forces  ;  that 
both  sides  of  the  House  had  agreed,  myself  speaking  from 
the  left,  as  leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  the  First  Minister 
speaking  from  his  place,  as  leader  of  the  Government,  in 
substance  to  the  proposition  that  there  should  be  encour¬ 
agement  of  the  local  forces,  and  they  were  to  discharge  an 
important  part  of  the  duty.  I  was  pointing  out  that  that 
policy  had  been  adopted  in  form  by  the  Government  for  two 
or  three  years  before ;  and  I  was  pointing  out  from  tho  Blue 
Books  of  the  hon.  gentleman  how  that  policy  had  been  handled 
subsequently,  and  in  what  it  had  resulted  when  the  time  of 
stress  came.  That  was  pointed  out.  I  pointed  out  that 
the  question  was  :  What  shall  be  our  policy  in  the  future  ? 
Has  that  question  yet  been  settled  ?  Are  we  going  to 
ox-ganise  a  large  volunteer  force  in  the  North-West  ?  Have 
we  settled  the  great  question  of  trowsers  ?  Is  that  great 
question,  like  the  question  of  buttons,  settled  yet,  and 
is  the  hon.  gentleman  prepared  to  decide  what  uniform  shall 
be  worn  ?  If  so,  you  want  to  handle  the  subjects  together, 
as  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  officers  have  dealt  with  them. 
I  have  read  extracts  from  reports  from  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
own  officers,  containing  suggestions  as  to  how  to  manage  in 
places  where  there  is  a  small  force  of  police  and  a  company 
or  two  of  militia,  and  in  other  places  where  there  are  no 
police  and  quite  sufficient  militia.  What  is  to  bo  the  policy 
of  tho  futui-e  ?  I  say  these  are  very  important  questions* 
and  they  are  all  the  more  important  when  we  considei*  the 
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hon.  gentleman’s  views  with  respect  to  the  expenditure  of 
money.  What  is  the  militia  vote  ?  Small  as  it  may  be, 
what  is  the  militia  vote  which  the  hon.  gentleman  took  last 
year  ?  It  was  a  trifle  under  a  million.  For  the  whole 
militia  force  for  the  whole  of  Canada  there  was  a  trifle  under 
a  million  of  dollars.  We  are  now  going  to  expend  on 
the  Mounted  Police,  after  this  proposition  is  adopted,  just 
about  $1,000,000,  an  equal  amount  to  that  expended  on  the 
whole  militia  of  Canada.  The  hon.  member  for  Marquette 
(Mr.  Watson),  with  the  shrewd,  practical  common  sense 
which  distinguishes  him,  pointed  out  that  the  Minister  could 
do  a  great  deal,  by  way  of  encouraging  local  corps  in  the 
North-West,  by  expending  a  fraction  of  the  amount,  by 
expending  the  interest  for  one  year  on  the  sum  he  is  going 
to  expend  annually  on  the  Mounted  Police.  That  is  a 
serious  and  important  question.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
not  afraid  of  proposing  to  expend  $1,000,000  a  year  on  the 
Mounted  Police  in  the  North-West ;  he  is  not  afraid  of  our 
criticism.  That  is  all  right.  It  is  only  when  you  come  to 
the  expense  of  uniforms  for  five  companies  that  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  heart  drops  into  his  boots,  and  instead  of  being 
a  Minister  of  Militia  he  becomes  a  political  poltroon. 

Mr.  CAEON.  I  have  more  than  admired  the  various 
talents  of  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  have  admired  how  he 
displays  that  kind  feeling,  that  gentlemanly  feeliDg,  for 
which  he  is  so  notorious.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  appears 
before  us  to-night  in  a  new  role.  He  has  lectured  hon. 
gentlemen  upon  courage  and  bravery,  and  has  talked  of 
poltroonery.  I  believe  the  hon.  gentleman  is  the  last 
member  of  this  House  who  can  assume  that  role.  From 
his  past  career  and  from  my  experience  of  him,  I  believe  he 
is  the  very  last  member  of  this  House  who  should  stand 
here  and  lecture  any  hon.  gentleman  upon  his  courage  and 
bravery.  The  bon.  gentleman  was  evidently  carried  away 
by  the  very  few  remarks  I  made  for  the  purpose  of  con¬ 
veying  information  to  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  meant  merely 
to  convey  information,  nothing  else.  But  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  the  policy  of  the  Government  has  been  to 
extinguish  the  forces  in  the  North-West,  to  destroy  the 
companies  which  were  at  one  time  existing.  The  hon. 
gentleman  forgets  that  immediately  up>on  the  reduction 
of  the  forces,  in  so  far  as  regards  those  companies 
which  were  disorganised,  we  immediately  organised  a 
battalion,  which  was  commanded  by  Col.  Kennedy, 
who  lost  his  life  a  short  timo  ago  when  showing  the 
devotion  of  Canadians  to  the  British  Government.  That 
is  a  record  of  the  policy  of  the  Government  in  regard  to  its 
extinguishing  forces  at  that  time  existing  in  the  North- 
West.  We  merely  collected  the  arms  of  companies  which 
did  not  exist,  and  organised  a  battalion,  which  was  the  first 
battalion  to  go  to  the  iront,  ard  which  fought  the  first 
battle  in  defence  of  law  and  good  order.  That  was  the  policy 
of  extinguishment  and  of  destruction  that  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  seems  to  be  so  delighted  to  bring  before  the  House,  in 
the  hope  that  he  will  induce  the  House  and  the  country  to 
believe  that  such  as  he  depicted  it  was  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  It  was  not  a  policy  of  extinguishing  or 
reducing  the  force,  but  of  having  a  force  that  could  be  relied 
upon  in  case  of  emergency,  as  the  90th  Battalion  has  proved 
itself  to  be,  a  battalion  perfectly  equipped  and  organised, 
and  ready,  at  a  moment’s  notice,  to  take  the  field  and  fight 
for  the  country,  as  every  militia  regiment  in  Canada  should 
do.  So  far  as  those  disorganised  companies  were  concerned, 
that  was  the  policy  followed.  Were  the  Government  to 
blame  for  collecting  arms,  which  were  handed  over  to  the 
first  organisation  that  was  raised  in  that  district  when  the 
emergency  arose  occurred  ?  The  hon.  member  for  Marquette 
(Mr.  Watson)  said  he  had  been  advocating  a 
policy  of  giving  arms  to  home  guards  and  other 
military  organisations  in  the  North-West.  But  the 
hon.  gentleman  tried  to  find  fault,  because  that  wish 
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which  he  expressed  had  not  been  complied  with.  Well’ 
Mr.  Chairman,  we  could  not  recognise  any  other  organisa* 
tion  than  the  regular  militia  force.  What  authority  had  I> 
as  Minister  of  Militia,  under  the  statute,  to  go  and  distrr 
bute  the  arms  of  Canada,  and  to  give  those  arms  to  any 
organisation,  except  those  which  are  recognised  by  the  law 
of  the  land.  The  hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson) 
came  to  me,  as  several  others  came  to  me,  and  said  the 
ranches  were  unprotected,  and  some  other  interest  was 
unprotected ;  that  they  required  a  home  guard,  and  that 
they  required  me  to  arm  them  to  protect  those  various 
interests.  I  told  the  hon.  gentleman  that  when  it  comes  to 
the  militia  force  the  Department  of  Militia  is  supposed  to 
look  after  the  armament  and  equipment  of  that  force.  If 
any  organisation  is  required  for  any  special  purpose, 
then,  it  is  for  the  municipal  authorities  or 
other  authorities  in  that  country,  to  take  the 
necessary  precautions,  so  as  to  procure  the  arms  which  they 
think  it  proper  and  right  to  place  in  the  hands  of  those  men. 
The  hon.  gentleman  seemed  to  insinuate  that  these  arms 
had  not  been  given  because  we  had  doubted  the  loyalty  of 
the  men  applying  for  those  arms.  Well,  I  can  only  say 
that  it  was  not  a  question  of  loyalty,  it  was  a  question  of 
the  Department  carrying  out  the  law  which  organised  that 
Department.  It  was  a  question  with  the  Department  of 
doing  what  it  was  bound  to  do,  and  not  going  beyond  its 
duty,  by  giving  arms  which  it  had  no  right  or  authority  to 
distribute  to  any  force  other  than  the  one  recognised  by 
that  Department.  Now,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  has 
thrown  out  challenges.  Well,  when  the  time  comes,  when 
the  papers  are  brought  down,  as  to  any  challenges  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  put  forward,  notwithstanding  the  want 
of  bravery  on  the  part  of  the  Minister  of  Militia,  I  believe 
we  can  meet  together  upon  the  same  ground,  and  I  am  not 
at  all  afraid  to  meet  him  when  that  time  comes. 

Mi.  BL  A  KE.  I  do  not  propose  to  prolong  the  discussion, 
but  the  statement  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  just  now 
made,  with  reference  to  the  force  in  the  North-West,  is  one 
which  should  not  pass  without  a  word.  I  have  been  dis¬ 
cussing,  Sir,  the  question  of  the  North-West  Territories,  the 
question  of  th8  defence,  of  order,  in  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories,  as  distinct  from  Manitoba.  You  know  the  extent  of 
the  North-West,  the  comparative  inaccessibility  and  remote¬ 
ness  of  many  points  in  these  Territories.  We  are  engaged 
in  discussing  that  question  with  reference  to  this  proposal 
to  add  500  men  to  the  Mounted  Police.  1  have  been  arguing, 
as  I  did  consistently  in  1882,  as  the  Government  then  agreed, 
as  they  agreed  for  three  years  bofore,  for  the  formation  of 
local  forces  in  different  parts  of  those  remote  Territories, 
where  there  might  be  local  means  advanced  and  a  sufficient 
aggregation  among  the  people,  where  you  might  strike  at 
a  moment,  and  not  wait  until  you  organised  battalions,  which 
would  have  to  march  200  miles  in  the  depth  of  winter. 

Mr.  CAEON.  We  did  organise  a  force. 


Mr.  BLAKE. 

Mr.  CAEON. 

Mr.  BLAKE. 

Mr.  CAEON. 
it? 


What  force  ? 

The  90  th  Battalion. 

Where  ? 

At  Winnipeg.  Where  would  you  organise 


Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  not  talking  about  the  organisation  of 
battalions  at  Winnipeg,  but  of  the  armament  of  the  organisa¬ 
tions  you  had  in  the  North-West. 

Mr.  CAEON.  Which  had  disappeared — which  did  not 
exist. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  I  know  it  disappeared ;  I  know  it  did  not 
exist.  That  is  what  I  charge— that  is  my  point.  I  say  we 
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had  a  policy  for  the  organisation  of  local  corps  in  the  North- 
West  at  different  points.  It  was  a  settled  policy,  an 
agreed  policy,  a  policy  consented  to  by  both  sides,  and  when 
that  organisation  has  disappeared,  I  charge  its  disappearance 
upon  hon.  gentlemen  opposite.  That  is  the  point,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  now  says :  Oh,  it  did  not  disappear, 
because  I  did  not  reduce  the  forces.  If  I  allowed  the  local 
organisations  to  disappear  it  was  that  I  might  create  addi¬ 
tional  forces  in  Winnipeg.  That  does  not  answer  the  ques¬ 
tion  at  all.  It  may  have  been  all  right  to  create  that  bat. 
talion  in  Winnipeg — I  am  not  questioning  the  creation  of 
the  additional  battalion  in  Winnipeg.  I  dare  say  that  was 
a  judicious  thing  to  do — I  am  not  discussing  it  now — I  will 
grant  it  for  the  moment,  but  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  of  the  reversal  of  policy  as  to  local  corps  in  the 
North-West.  That  is  what  we  have  to  deal  with. 

Mr.  CARON.  Allow  me  to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman 
whether  he  would  have  been  more  successful  in  keeping 
mon  together  who  were  going  from  one  portion  of  that 
immense  territory  to  another,  thereby  completely  disorgan. 
ieing  these  companies.  It  is  not  a  question  of  disoi'ganisa- 
tion,  but  they  disappeared  completely.  It  is  not,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  stated,  that  they  were  disorganised  because 
they  had  no  tunics,  but  because,  if  they  had  tunics,  there 
were  no  men  to  wear  them,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  knows 
it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  a  state¬ 
ment  which  requires  attention.  He  says  that  was  the  rea¬ 
son,  and  that  I  know  it.  I  say  again  that  my  information 
is  derived  from,  perhaps,  an  eminently  untrustworthy 
source.  1  am  beginning  to  believe  so.  It  is  derived  from 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  reports. 

Mr.  CARON.  You  have  said  so  before. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Now,  let  us  see  what  the  cause  was,  as 
stated  by  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  reports,  in  the  report 
for  the  year  1882  the  commanding  officer  declares : 

“  The  North-West  corps,  in  consequence  of  not  yet  having  received 
any  uniforms,  were  relieved  from  drill  this  year  by  order  of  the  Adjutant- 
General,  dated  10th  August.” 

He  goes  on : 

“In  reference  to  these  corps,  I  may  state  that  it  is  hardly  to  be 
expected  that  they  will  give  up  much  of  their  valuable  time  and  supply 
their  own  horses  for  drilling  purposes,  or  even  regard  themselves  in  the 
light  of  a  properly  organised  body  of  militia,  until  after  they  have  been 
furnished  with  uniforms  of  some  pattern  or  denomination.” 

Then,  in  the  following  year,  after  this  report  was  made,  the 
officer  reports  again  : 

“In  the  same  connection,  I  would  beg  most  respectfully  to  urge  the 
advisability  of  the  reorganisation,  or,  more  properly,  the  organisation 
of  the  N orth- West  corps,  which  although  now  more  than  three  year3  en rol¬ 
led  and  shortly  afterwards  outfitted  with  arms,  ammunition  and  saddlery, 
have  never  since  been  assembled  for  drill,  in  consequence  of  no  uniform 
having,  up  to  the  present  time,  been  furnished  to  them.  Thesecorps  are 
still  in  existence,  and  could  readily  be  resuscitated  by  their  original 
commanding  officers  were  they  to  receive  encouragement  to  do  so.” 

The  Minister  of  Militia  says  he  knew,  and  that  I  knew,  that 
these  men,  who  were  scattered  all  over  the  country,  had  all 
gone,  that  they  had  all  disappeared  ;  that  the  arms  were 
there,  and  the  saddles  were  there,  but  that  the  men  who 
enlisted  were  gone.  I  find  that  his  own  officer  tells  him 
that  “  the  corps  are  still  in  existence  and  could  readily  be 
resusciated  by  their  original  commanding  officers  were 
they  to  receive  encouragement  to  do  so.”  What  was  the 
encouragement  they  got  ?  The  encouragement  was  to 
disband  them.  We  have  the  statement,  in  the  report 
of  the  1st  July  last,  of  the  number  there  is  for  drill,  only 
380  out  115  ;  and  that  statement  includes  these  companies. 
The  officer  adds : 

“I  may  here  state  that  since  the  commencement  of  the  current  year, 
18S4-15,  namely,  by  Gazette  of  the  13th  (September  last,  the  three  com¬ 


panies  of  mounted  rifles  and  two  companies  of  infantry  in  the  North* 
West  Territories  have  been  removed  from  the  list  of  corps  of  the  active 
militia.” 

I  stated  that  from  an  earlier  period  the  growing  discourage¬ 
ment  was  pointed  out ;  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  told 
by  his  officers  that  it  was  not  expected  that  the  force  could 
go  on  without  being  supplied  with  uniforms ;  that  last  year 
he  was  told  the  corps  were  still  in  existence  and  could  easily 
be  resuscitated,  if  only  they  could  be  given  any  encourage¬ 
ment,  and  that  the  encouragement  ho  gave  was  to  disband 
them. 

Resolution  to  be  reported. 

INSPECTION  OF  GAS. 

Mr.  MoLELAN  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No. 
119)  further  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the  inspection  of 
Gas  and  Gas  Meters. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  would  throw 
a  little  light  on  this,  in  the  absence  of  his  colleague. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  The  previous  Act  required  that  notice 
should  bo  given  to  the  manufacturers  of  gas  when  the 
quality  of  the  gas  as  well  as  the  meters  were  to  be  inspected* 
It  was  thought  unwise  to  givo  the  manufacturers  notice 
when  the  quality  of  the  gas  was  about  to  be  tested  as  well 
as  the  quantity,  and  this  Bill  is  just  to  amencl  the  Aot  so 
that  notice  of  an  intention  to  inspect  the  quality  of  the  gaa 
will  not  bo  given. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  clause  I  have 
before  me  appears  rather  to  provide  that  the  manufacturers 
should  have  24  hours’  notice,  although  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  Minister  that  it  is  not  desirable  that  the  manufacturers 
should  get  notice.  I  have  had  a  good  deal  of  practical 
experience  of  the  dexterity  of  the  manufacturers  of  gas  in 
altering  the  quality  to  suit  the  inspection,  and  in  various 
ways  in  playing  tricks  on  the  consumer. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  The  clause  which  it  is  proposed  to 
substitute  for  that  now  in  the  Act  provides  for  notice  only 
of  the  inspection  of  the  meter  and  not  of  the  quality  of  the 
gas. 

Bill  read  the  second  time. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  at  1:25 
a.tn.,  Wednesday. 


HOUSE  OP  COMMONS. 

Wednesday,  10th  June,  1885, 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

CULLING  AND  MEASURING  OF  TIMBER. 

Mr.  MoLELAN  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
committee  of  the  Whole  to-morrow  to  consider  the  following 
resolution : — 

That  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the  culling  and 
measuring  of  timber  in  Ontario  and  Quebec  and  to  provide  that  the 
Governor  in  Council  may  by  regulation  direct  that  the  number  of  cullers 
employed  shall  not  exceed  thirty-three  who  may  be  employed  as  he 
directs  ;  that  annuities  granted  to  cullers  may  be  three  hundred  dollars 
pe.r  annum,  and  that  the  tariff  of  fees  levied  under  the  said  Acts  may  be 
varied  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  expenditure  thereunder  and  to  allow 
to  cullers  average  yearly  earnings  of  seven  hundred  dollars  each. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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THE  FRANCHISE  BILL— REMUNERATION  OF 
REVISING  OFFICERS,  &c. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  House  re¬ 
solve  itself  into  committee  of  the  Whole  to-morrow  to  con¬ 
sider  the  following  resolution:— 

That  the  remuneration  of  revising  officers  and  of  their  clerks  and 
bailiffs  who  may  be  appointed  under  the  Bill  respecting  the  Electoral 
Franchise,  and  their  allowance  for  expenses,  as  well  as  the  mode  of  pay¬ 
ment  thereof,  shall  be  fixed  by  Order  of  the  Governor  in  Council,  and 
the  amount  thereof  shall  be  a  charge  upon  the  Consolidated  Revenue  of 
Canada,  and  paid  out  of  the  same. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

MANITOBA  CLAIMS  SETTLEMENT. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole  to-morrow  to  consider  the  follow¬ 
ing  resolutions : — 

That  for  the  final  settlement  of  the  claims  made  by  the  Province  of 
Manitoba  on  the  Dominion,  it  is  expedient  to  provide  : 

1.  That  all  lands  in  Manitoba  which  can  be  shown  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Dominion  Government  to  be  swamp  lands,  be  transferred  to  the 
Province  and  enure  wholly  to  its  benefit  and  uses. 

2.  That  an  allotment  of  land,  not  exceeding  150,000  acres,  of  fair  ave¬ 
rage  quality,  be  selected  by  the  Dominion  Government  and  granted  as 
an  endowment  to  the  University  of  Manitoba  for  its  maintenance  as  a 
university  capable  of  giving  proper  training  in  the  higher  branches  of 
education,  and  to  be  held  in  trust  for  that  purpose  upon  some  basis  or 
scheme  to  be  framed  by  the  university  and  approved  by  the  Dominion 
Government. 

3.  That  the  sum  now  payable  annually  to  the  Province  under  the  Act 
45  Vic.,  c.  6,  as  an  indemnity  for  the  want  of  public  lands,  be  increased 
from  $46,000  to  $100,000,  such  increase  to  date  from  the  first  day  of  July 
now  next. 

4.  That  the  yearly  per  capita  allowance  to  the  Province  of  80  cents 
per  head,  made  under  the  Act  33  Vic.,  c.  3,  on  an  estimated  population 
of  17,000  (increased  by  45  Vic.,  c.  5.,  to  150,000),  shall,  from  the  said  first 
day  of  July  next,  be  allowed  only  on  an  estimated  population  of  125,000 
souls,  subject  to  be  increased  as  hereinafter  mentioned,  that  is  to  say  : — 
A  census  of  the  Province  shall  be  taken  in  every  fifth  year,  reckoning 
from  the  general  census  of  1881;  and  an  approximate  estimate  of  the 
population  shall  be  made  on  the  first  day  of  September  next,  and  at  equal 
intervals  of  time  between  each  quinquennial  and  decennial  census ;  and 
whenever  the  population,  by  any  such  census  or  estimate  exceeds  125,000, 
which  shall  be  the  minimum  on  which  the  said  allowance  shall  be  calcu¬ 
lated,  the  amount  of  the  said  per  capita  allowance  shall  be  increased 

accordingly,  and  so  on  until  the  population  shall  have  reached  400,000 
souls. 

6.  That  so  much  of  the  said  Act,  45  Vic.,  c.  5,  as  relates  to  the  amount 
of  the  indemnity  for  the  want  of  public  lands,  or  th e  per  capita  allowance 
on  the  population  of  the  Province,  be  repealed  ;  and  that  the  allowances 
provided  by  the  foregoing  resolutions  be  not  limited  to  the  ten  years 
next  after  1881,  or  to  any  other  period. 

6.  That  the  capital  sum  on  which  the  Province  is  entitled  to  receive 
half  yearly  payments  of  interest  at  the  rate  of  five  per  cent,  per  annum 
as  fixed  by  the  Act  33  Vic.,  cap.  3,  and  as  readjusted  or  increased  by  any 
subsequent  Act,  shall  be  charged  with  such  advances  as  have  been 
already  made  to  the  Province,  and  with  such  expenditure  as  has  been 
made  therein  by  the  Dominion  for  purposes  of  a  strictly  local  character, 
and  with  a  further  sum  of  $150,000,  which  the  Dominion  Government 
may  advance  to  the  Province  to  meet  the  expenditure  of  constructing  a 
lunatic  asylum  and  other  exceptional  services. 

7.  That  the  grants  of  land  and  payment,  authorised  by  the  foregoing 
resolutions,  shall  be  made  on  the  condition  that  they  be  accepted  by  the 
Province  (such  acceptance  being  testified  by  an  Act  of  the  Legislature 
thereof  during  its  present  Session)  as  a  full  settlement  of  all  claims  made 
by  the  said  Province  for  the  reimbursement  of  costa  incurred  in  the  gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  disputed  territory,  or  the  reference  of  the  boundary  ques¬ 
tion  to  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  and  all  other  ques¬ 
tions  and  claims  discussed  between  the  Dominion  and  the  Provincial 
Government  up  to  the  10th  day  of  .January,  1885. 

8.  That  the  sums  authorised  to  be  paid  by  these  resolutions  may  be 
paid  out  of  any  moneys  forming  part  of  the  Consolidated  Revenue  Fund. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

OCEAN  MAIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  CARLING  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole  to-morrow  to  consider  the  follow¬ 
ing  resolution  :  — 

That  it  is  expedient  that  the  provisional  contract  entered  into  between 
Mr.  Andrew  Allan  and  the  Postmaster  General  of  Canada,  under  the 
authority  of  an  Order  in  Council,  dated  the  12th  day  of  April,  1881,  for 
a  weekly  service  of  ocean  mail  steamers  on  the  terms  and  conditions  set 

Mr,  McLelan. 
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forth  in  the  said  contract  (a  copy  whereof  and  of  the  said  Order  in 
Council  has  been  laid  before  Parliament),  should  be  sanctioned  and 
authorised  by  Parliament  as  required  by  the  terms  thereof,  in  order  to 
its  becoming  valid  and  binding. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SUMMARY  PROCEEDINGS  BEFORE  MAGISTRATES. 
Mr.  CARON  moved : 

That  the  Order  for  second  reading  of  Bill  (No.  128)  to  make 
better  provision  respecting  summary  proceedings  before  justices  and 
other  magistrates  (from  the  Senate),  be  transferred  to  Government 
Orders. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  RESOLUTIONS. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  House  re¬ 
solve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  to-morrow  to  con¬ 
sider  the  following  resolutions 

1.  That  the  Canadian  Pacifio  Railway  Company,  under  the  authority 
of  its  shareholders,  as  provided  by  the  28th  section  of  its  Charter,  may 
issue  and  deliver  to  the  Government  first  mortgage  bonds  to  the  extent 
of  $35,000,000,  bearing  five  per  cent,  interest,  such  bonds  to  constitute 
and  be  a  first  lien  and  charge  on  the  entire  property  of  the  company, 
real  and  personal,  now  owned  or  hereafter  to  be  acquired,  or  owned,  by 
it  (save  and  except  the  lands  granted  or  to  be  granted  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  the  company  under  the  said  contract),  including  its  main  line 
of  railway  with  its  tolls  and  revenues,  the  extensions  thereof,  its  branch 
lines  of  railway  (except  the  Algoma  Branch),  the  whole  of  its  equipment, 
rolling  stock  and  plant,  and  all  its  steamers  and  vessels  ;  saving  always, 
however,  the  rights  of  the  holders  of  the  existing  mortgages  on  the  exten¬ 
sions  of  the  line  of  the  railway  from  Callander  to  Brockvilie  and  Montreal 
as  security  for  the  unpaid  balances  of  the  purchase  money  of  the  said 
extensions. 

2.  That  tha  company  may  secure  the  payment  of  the  said  bonds  and 
of  the  interest  thereon  by  a  deed  of  mortgage  executed  by  the  company 
to  trustees  to  be  approved  by  the  Government  with  the  authority  and  of 
the  tenor  and  purport,  and  containing  the  conditions,  remedies,  pro¬ 
visions  and  powers  authorised  and  provided  for  by  the  28th  section  of 
the  charter  of  the  company,  to  such  extent  and  in  such  manner  and  form 
a3  shall  be  approved  by  the  Governor  in  Council. 

3.  That  upon  the  issue  and  delivery  of  the  said  bonds  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  the  lien  and  charge  created  by  the  Act  47  Vic.,  chap.  1,  intituled  : 
“  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  Canarian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  and  for  other  purposes upon  the  railway  and  property  of 
the  company  affected  by  the  said  bonds  and  by  the  deed  of  mortgage 
securing  the  same  shall  cease  to  exist,  and  shall  be  released  and  dis¬ 
charged  in  respect  of  the  railway  and  property  so  affected,  and  the 
shares  in  the  capital  stock  of  the  company,  to  the  extent  of  $35,000,000 
now  in  the  hands  of  the  Government  shall  be  cancelled  and  destroyed. 
But  the  Algoma  Branch  shall  still  remain  charged  with  the  lien  and 
charge  created  by  the  said  Act. 

4.  That  the  time  for  the  payment  of  the  entire  loan  to  the  Company  of 
$29,880,912  shall  be  fixed  at  the  first  day  of  May,  1891,  and  so  long  as  default 
shall  not  occur  in  the  payment  of  principal  or  interest  at  the  times 
when  they  shall  respectively  become  due,  the  interest  upon  the  said  loan 
shall  be  computed  at  the  rate  of  4  per  cent,  per  annum.  But  the  company 
may  at  any  time  pay  the  amount  of  the  said  debt  or  any  part  thereof  in 
sums  of  not  less  than  $1,000,0  0  ;  and  if  such  payment  be  made  on 
account  of  the  sum  of  $20,000,000,  hereinafter  mentioned,  a  correspond¬ 
ing  amount  of  bonds  shall  be  returned  to  it. 

5.  That  as  security  for  the  payment  of  $20,000,000  of  such  loan  and  of 
the  interest  thereon  the  Government  shall  hold  and  retain  $20,000,000  of 
the  said  first  mortgage  bonds,  and  in  respect  of  such  bonds  shall  have  all 
the  rights  of  bondholders  except  to  as  the  rate  of  interest  as  provided  in 
the  last  preceding  section.  And  upon  payment  of  any  half-yearly  instal¬ 
ment  of  such  interest  the  half-yearly  coupons  as  to  the  said  bonds,  cor¬ 
responding  to  such  half-yearly  payment  of  interest,  shall  be  cancelled 
and  surrendered  to  the  company.  But  if  the  company  makes  default  in 
the  payment  of  the  interest  on  the  said  sum  of  $20,000,000  or  of  the 
principal  thereof  at  the  time  when  the  same  shall  become  due  respective¬ 
ly,  the  rate  of  interest  upon  the  whole  loan  shall  thereafter  be  com¬ 
puted  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent,  per  annum  ;  and  such  default  shall 
be  equivalent  to  a  default  in  the  payment  of  the  interest  on  the  said 
bonds,  and  shall  entitle  the  Government  to  the  same  remedies  as  if 
default  had  been  made  on  the  payment  of  the  interest  or  principal  of  the 
said  bonds,  and  upon  the  company  remaining  in  default  in  respect  of 
either  the  princical  or  interest  on  the  said  $20,000,000  for  a  period  of 
12  months,  the  trustees  shall  be  authorised  and  empowered  to  take 
possession  of  the  property  mortgaged  and  to  administer  the  same  for  the 
benefit  of  the  bondholders  generally. 

6.  That  as  security  for  the  payment  of  the  balance  of  the  said  loan 
amounting  to  the  sum  of  $9,880  912,  and  the  interest  thereon,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  shall  have  a  first  lien  and  mortgage,  subject  to  the  outstanding 
laud  grant  bonds,  on  the  wnole  of  the  unsold  lauds  forming  the  remain¬ 
ing  part  of  the  company’s  land  grant  earned  and  to  be  hereafter 
earned,  such  principal  and  interest  to  be  paid  out  of  the  net  proceeds  of 
the  sale  of  such  lands  ;  and  the  Government  shall  continue  to  hold  an  4 
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retain  the  entire  amount  of  land  grant  bonds  now  in  its  custody  and 
possession  ns  provided  by  the  said  Act.  And  if  the  net  proceeds  of 
such  sales  to  be  made  from  time  to  time  in  due  course,  shall  be  insuffici¬ 
ent  to  pay  the  interest  on  the  said  last  mentioned  amount  as  the  same 
shall  fall  due,  or  the  principal  thereof  when  the  same  shall  become  due, 
the  Governor  in  Council  may  order  the  sale  by  the  trustees  of  such 
lands  or  any  part  thereof  in  such  manner  as  shall  be  fixed  by  such 
order,  in  satisfaction  of  the  interest  or  principal  in  respect  of  which 
default  has  occured.  And  after  the  sale  of  the  whole  of  such  lands  any 
deficiency  iu  the  proceeds  thereof  to  pay  the  amount  charged  thereon, 
shall  be  a  charge  upon  the  company’s  entire  revenue  after  providing  for 
its  fixed  charges,  and  by  preference  over  the  shareholders.  And  no  fur¬ 
ther  or  other  charge  shall  be  created  on  the  property  mortgaged  as 
security  for  the  said  first  mortgage  bonds  until  the  said  sum  of 
$9,880,912  and  interest  and  also  the  sum  of  $20,000,000  and  interest 
shall  have  been  paid  in  full.  And  after  payment  out  of  the  proceeds  of 
such  lands  of  the  outstanding  land  grant  bonds,  and  of  the  said  sum 
of  $9,880,912  and  interest,  the  remainder  of  such  lands  shall  remain 
charged  with  a  first  lien  and  privilege  in  favor  of  the  Government  as 
additional  security  for  the  payment  of  the  said  sum  of  $20,000,000  and 
interest. 

7.  That  the  Government  may  make  a  temporary  loan  to  the  company 
of  $5,000,000  to  be  repaid  by  the  company  to  the  Government  on  or 
before  ihe  1st  day  of  July,  1986,  with  interest  at  the  rate  of  4  per  cent, 
per  annum,  payable  on  the  1st  day  of  January  and  the  1st  day  of  July, 
1886,  the  company  to  have  the  right  to  repay  the  said  loan  by  instal¬ 
ments  of  not  less  than  $1,000,000  each,  and  to  receive  on  the  payment 
thereof  a  corresponding  proportion  of  the  amount  of  said  bonds  held  as 
security  therefor.  And  after  reserving  part  of  the  said  bonds  to  the 
amount  of  $8,000,000  to  be  held  by  the  Government  as  security  for  the 
said  temporary  loan,  and  to  be  delivered  to  the  company  on  payment  to 
the  Government  of  the  said  sum  of  $6,000,000  and  interest  in  whole  or 
in  part  in  proportion  to  such  payment,  the  remainder  of  the  said  bonds 
shall  be  from  time  to  time  paid  by  the  Government  to  the  company,  to 
be  applied  by  the  company  under  the  supervision  of  the  Government, 
to  the  payment  for  work  done  or  to  be  done  for  the  development,  im¬ 
provement  and  extension  of  the  railway,  its  connections  and  equipment, 
and  for  the  maintenance  of  the  credit  and  efficiency  of  the  company 
generally  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Government.  And  if  the  bonds  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government  or  any  part  thereof  shall  be  sold  by  the 
company  at  a  price  satisfactory  to  the  Government,  the  proceeds  of 
such  sale  shall  be  paid  into  the  hands  of  the  Government  in  the  place 
and  stead  of  the  bonds  so  sold,  and  such  proceeds  shall  be  dealt  with  as 
is  hereinbefore  provided  with  respect  to  the  bonds  they  represent. 

8.That  the  proportion  to  which  the  Government  is  entitled  of  the  moneys 
realised  by  the  trustees  of  the  land  grant  bonds  (and  after  the  redemp¬ 
tion  of  the  land  grant  bonds,  the  proceeds  of  all  sales  of  land  granted  or 
to  be  granted  to  the  company  under  the  contract)  realised  as  provided 
by  the  said  Act, — shall  be  applied  to  the  payment  of  the  interest  and 
principal  of  the  said  sum  of  $9,800,912.  And  after  payment  thereof  in 
full,  fowards  the  payment  to  the  Government  of  the  interest  and  princi¬ 
pal  of  the  said  sum  of  $20,0C0,000. 

9.  That  the  said  Act  of  last  Session  (47  Victoria,  chapter  1)  shall 
remain  in  force,  except  in  so  far  as  it  is  aflected  by  the  provisions  hereof. 

10.  That  if  at  any  time  any  line  connecting  with  the  United  States 
system  of  railways  shall  be  in  course  of  construction  to  a  point  on  the 
river  St.  Mary’s,  and  there  shall  be  a  probability  of  the  early  comple¬ 
tion  thereof,  and  the  company  shall  desire  to  continue  the  Algoma 
Branch  to  a  junction  with  such  line,  the  Governor  in  Council  may,  in 
their  discretion,  and  upon  such  conditions  as  they  shall  determine,  order 
the  release  and  discharge  of  the  said  Branch  from  the  lien  and  charge 
thereon  created  by  the  said  Act,  and  continued  by  this  Act,  and  may, 
by  6uch  order,  authorise  the  company  to  exercise,  in  respect  of  the  said 
Branch,  the  power  of  mortgaging  the  same  in  manner  and  form  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  its  charter  with  respect  to  mortgaging  the  main  line  thereof, 
to  such  extent  per  mile  as  shall  be  fixed  by  such  order,  the  proceeds  of 
such  bonds  to  be  applied  exclusively  to  the  construction  of  the  extension 
of  the  said  Branch  to  such  junction. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CONSOLIDATED  INLAND  REVENUE  ACT 
AMENDMENTS. 

Mr.  MoLELAN  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole  to-morrow  to  consider  the  following 
resolution : — 

That  it  is  expedient  to  amend  “  The  Oonsolidated  Inland  Revenue 
Act,  1883,”  and  to  make  better  provision  (a)  for  the  marking  and  stor¬ 
ing  of  goods  warehoused  ;  (6)  for  preventing  the  sale  of  unlawfully 
manufactured  spirits  or  malt;  (c)  for  preventing  fraud  by  the  use  of 
packages  which  have  been  already  used  ;  (d)  for  the  enforcement  of 
penalties  ;  ( e )  for  allowing  an  abatement  of  duty  on  spirits  for  shrink¬ 
age  by  evaporation,  for  allowing  the  Governor  in  Council  to  impose  an 
additional  duty  of  five  cents  on  each  gallon  of  spirits,  and  for  prohibit¬ 
ing  spirits  being  entered  for  consumption  before  a  specified  time  after 
manufacture  ;  (/)  for  the  protection  of  the  revenue  in  relation  to  com¬ 
pound  articles,  breweries,  tobacco  and  cigars;  ( g )  for  defining  the 
packages  and  boxes  in  which  tobacco  and  cigars  may  be  put  up  ;  ( h ) 
for  the  cancellation  of  stamps  and  allowing  the  modification  of  caution 


labels  in  respect  of  tobacco  and  cigars  ;  (t)  for  the  warehousing  and 
ex-warehousing  of  tobacco  and  cigars. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

HARBOR  MASTER  AT  HALIFAX. 

Mr.  MoLELAN  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole  to-morrow  to  consider  the  following 
resolution : — 

That  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the  appointment 
of  a  harbor  master  at  the  port  of  Halifax,  and  to  provide  that  the  said 
harbor  master  may,  out  of  the  fees  received  by  him,  retain  for  his  own 
remuneration,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  dollars  instead  of  one  thou¬ 
sand  six  hundred,  as  provided  in  the  Act  35  Victoria,  chapter  42. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

CHINESE  INTERPRETER. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  morrow  to  consider  the 
following  resolution  : — 

That  the  controller,  the  interpreter  and  other  persons  who  maybe 
appointed  under  the  Bill  to  restrict  and  regulate  Chinese  immigration 
into  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  should  be  so  appointed,  a  id  their  remunera¬ 
tion  be  fixed  by  order  of  the  Governor  General  iu  Council,  the  salary  of 
the  interpreter  not  to  exceed  three  thousand  dollars  a  year,  and  that  the 
amount  of  such  remuneration  be  held  a  charge  upon  the  Consolidated 
Revenue  of  Canada  and  paid  out  of  the  same. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (No.  133)  further  to  amend  the  Steamboat  Inspection 
Act,  1882. — (Mr.  McLelan.) 

NORTH-WEST  MOUNTED  POLICE. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  report  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  resolution  in  reference  to 
the  number  of  the  North  West  Mounted  Police  force,  be 
now  received  and  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Would  the  hon.  gentleman  give  us  some 
reasons  why  he  proposes  to  increase  the  force  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  thought  that  I  had 
given  explanations  why  the  increase  was  needed  —not  at 
length,  certainly,  but  length  is  not  my  prevailing  excellence. 
The  hon.  member  opposite,  in  his  speech,  complained  that 
I  had  confined  myself  to  the  question  of  protecting  ranches. 
Now,  I  did  not  say  anything  about  ranches.  I  spoke  about 
protecting  those  living  near  the  frontier,  protecting  their 
flocks  and  herds.  The  ranches  are,  in  the  far  west,  coteing 
the  eastern  declivity  of  the  Rocky  Mountains.  Those  have 
always  been  protected.  I  believe  there  has  been  very  little 
raiding  there,  for  the  very  good  reason  that  the  companies 
who  own  these  different  ranches  employ  a  strong  force  of 
very  efficient  herdsmen,  known  in  the  United  States  as 
cowboys,  who  protect  their  flocks  very  well.  Bat  the 
chief  scene  of  x*aiding  is  on  the  southern  frontier  of  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Manitoba,  and  extending  westward  until  we  come 
to  the  country  of  the  ranches.  There  the  people  are  agri¬ 
culturists,  settled  on  their  lands,  and  they  all  have  horses, 
cattle  and  sheep  as  well,  though  I  do  not  hear  of  any 
abduction  of  sheep.  There  is  an  organised  system  of 
forays  from  the  United  States  into  that  country.  With 
respect  to  the  frontier  of  Manitoba,  it  is  true  that,  to  a  great 
extent,  the  Province  sees  to  the  proper  administration  of 
the  law  and  to  the  protection  of  life  and  property  along  that 
frontier,  but  the  Province  is  quite  unable  to  organise  and 
maintain  a  force  such  as  is  absolutely  necessary  for  the  pur- 
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pose  of  protecting  it.  There  are  certain  well  known  trails 
from  the  United  States  into  Canada.  They  are  followed  by 
raiders,  to  a  very  considerable  extent,  and  these  people  carry 
away  cattle.  The  Dominion  Government  assume  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  frontier,  so  far  as  the  Mounted  Police  can  do 
it.  These  raids  are  the  subject,  I  will  not  say  of  daily,  but 
of  weekly  or  monthly  complaint  to  the  American  Govern¬ 
ment.  We  think  we  are  more  sinned  against  than  sinning. 
The  raids  come  principally  from  the  other  side  ;  and  with¬ 
out  a  mounted  force,  which  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  I  do 
not  think,  could  well  keep  up,  there  is  no  real,  practical 
protection.  Cattle  cannot  be  followed  on  foot  and  be 
recovered. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Have  the  raids  not  been  wholly 
west  of  the  boundary  of  Manitoba— in  the  Territories,  not 
in  the  Province  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  We  use  the  force  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  international  boundary  line  as  well  in  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Manitoba  as  west  of  the  Province.  There  is  a 
great  deal  of  raiding  into  Manitoba  proper,  and  a  great 
many  complaints  arise  on  both  sides.  The  House  will  see 
that  it  would  be  putting  a  strain  on  the  resources  of  Mani¬ 
toba  to  compel  that  Province  to  maintain  a  mounted  con¬ 
stabulary  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  those  raids.  The 
hon.  gentleman  said  that  by  my  short  statement  yesterday 
it  would  appear  that  the  main  object  of  the  police  was  to 
protect  the  herds.  I  dwelt  on  that,  as  it  was  a  new  phase, 
an  increasing  phase  of  duty  on  the  part  of  the  Mounted 
Police.  Their  duties  are  increasing  daily  by  the  altered 
and  altering  circumstances  of  the  country.  The  police  have 
a  very  difficult  and  very  dangerous,  as  well  as  a  delicate, 
series  of  duties  to  perform.  Under  the  Indian  treaties 
certain  reserves  were  set  apart  for  the  Indians.  It  has 
been  only  by  slow  degrees  that  the  Indians  were  got  —they 
have  not  all  been  got  there  yet — to  confine  themselves  to 
their  reserves  and  endeavor  to  live  by  the  agricultural  pro¬ 
ducts  of  the  soil.  The  bettor  Indians,  the  good  Indians,  to 
use  a  common  expression— and  I  think  the  majority  of 
them  are  of  that  class — have  been  induced  to  go  to  their 
reserves.  It  has,  however,  been  accomplished  by  a  series 
of  mingled  coaxings  and  threats.  In  every  Indian  band,  as 
in  every  assembly  of  white  men,  there  are  good  and  bad 
people.  The  bad,  the  impatient,  especially  the  indolent 
Indians,  those  who  hang  about  the  different  settle¬ 
ments  and  stores,  are  very  difficult  to  get  upon 
the  reserves.  Sometimes  indolent  Indians  will  hang 
around  an  Indian  station  or  a  placo  where  there  are 
stores — sometimes  round  the  Hudson  Bay  station — they 
will  deliberately  settle  themseves  down  and  declare  that 
they  will  starve  rather  than  leave.  In  such  cases  the  policy 
has  been  to  keep  them  on  the  lowest  quantities  of 
food  which  will  sustain  nature,  in  order  to  compel  them  to 
do  what  the  majority  of  the  band  have  already  done — go 
on  the  reserves.  That  policy  has  been,  on  the  whole,  suc¬ 
cessful.  But  still  there  must  be  a  continual,  hourly  pressure 
upon  the  Indians,  to  hold  them  upon  their  reserves.  Besides 
this  delicate  duty,  the  duty  also  devolves  upon  the  police 
of  preventing  the  Indians  breaking  into  stores,  whether 
they  belong  to  the  Government  or  to  the  Hudson  Bay  Com- 

fany.  Whenever  there  is  a  small  force,  hundreds  of 
ndians  will  come  and  will  break  into  the  stores  where 
supplies  are  kept.  The  duty  of  the  police  is,  therefore,  a 
continuous  one,  and  an  increasing  one,  and  the  increase  in 
the  number  of  white  settlers  adds  to  the  difficulty.  A 
white  man  settling  on  his  farm  is  apt  to  be  very  regardless 
of  the  sensibilities  and  the  claims,  just  or  unjust,  of  the 
Indians.  Settlers,  as  a  rule,  take  a  hostile  position  against 
the  Indians,  just  as  it  has  been  in  the  experience  of  the 
United  States  all  along  the  western  frontier.  The  duty  of 
the  police  is  not.  only  to  protect  the  white  man  against 
the  Indian  but  the  Indian  against  the  white  man.  And, 
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therefore,  with  this  increasing  duty  and  the  increasing 
responsibility  involved,  the  Government  ask  the  House  to 
consent  to  the  increase  of  the  force  by  500  men.  Recent 
events  have  shown  that  the  force  is  overworked  ;  that  they 
are  obliged  to  watch  every  reserve,  in  order  to  keep  the 
Indians  on  the  reserves.  They  are  apt  to  get  away ;  they 
are  unwilling  to  endure  restraint,  and  this  can  be  prevented 
if  there  is  a  good  agent  on  the  reserve,  and  a  sufficient  force 
at  hand  to  let  them  know  pretty  well  that  if  they  will  not 
listen  to  reason  they  will  be  forced  to  carry  out  what  they 
have  agreed  to  do.  Sometimes  there  have  been  outbreaks. 
These  will  break  out  occasionally,  especially  when  the 
Indians  find  themselves,  in  a  given  locality,  in  a  majority  ; 
then  they  are  apt,  too  apt,  to  presume  on  that  majority  and 
insist,  by  threats  of  personal  violence  against  the  agent,  on 
obtaining  supplies  from  the  Hudson  Bay  Company’s  or 
Indian  stores,  all  of  which  are  in  the  locality  for  the  supply 
of  the  Indians  under  different  treaties,  and  to  prevent  abso-- 
lute  starvation.  In  that  work  the  Mounted  Police  are  con¬ 
stantly  employed,  and  the  annoyance  and  worry  is 
great.  As  I  said  yesterday,  the  work  is  so  hard  that 
applications  are  received  from  men  to  leave  the  force. 
A  policeman  must  be  under  training  for  a  time, 
for  a  year,  certainly,  before  he  is  of  much  value. 
He  will  not  understand  his  duties ;  he  will  not  see  the  way 
in  which  the  Indians  are  treated — the  way  that  the  system 
works  ;  and  we  are  very  apt,  at  the  end  of  the  first  year,  to 
have  a  good  many  applications  from  policemen  to  retire. 
We  compel  them  to  pay  a  fee  for  that  purpose ;  and  we  have 
twice,  I  think,  increased  the  fee,  for  the  purpose  of  pre¬ 
venting  the  men  from  going  away  just  at  the  time  that 
they  become  useful.  But  it  must  be  obvious  to  the  House 
and  to  common  sense  that  the  unwilling  officer  is  not  a 
good  officer,  and  therefore  it  is  important  that  the  work 
should  not  be  too  harassing,  too  constant.  I  believe  that 
no  soldiers  known  to  the  British  service,  no  constabulary 
known  to  the  British  service,  either  in  Ireland  or  in  India, 
as  police,  have  as  much  work  to  do,  individually,  and  col¬ 
lectively,  as  the  force  in  the  North-West ;  and  it  would  be 
unwise  economy  to  have  that  force  deficient  in  number.  The 
Bill  to  be  founded  upon  the  resolution  is  an  empowering  on  3, 
by  which  the  Government  are  empowered,  if  they  see  it  neces¬ 
sary,  to  increase  the  force  to  the  extent  of  1,000  men.  Just 
now,  or  until  lately,  it  was  520  men  and  some  scouts,  the  force 
authorised  by  law.  Now,  with  respect  to  the  relations 
between  the  militia  in  the  North-West  and  the  police  force, 
their  duties  are  quite  different.  They  have  one  common 
duty,  of  course,  when  called  out.  They  have  the  common 
duty  of  protecting  law  and  order,  and  in  case  of  outbreak  or 
rebellion,  to  put  it  down  and  keep  order.  But  there  the  simi¬ 
larity  ceases.  The  militia  men, whether  they  be  in  one  place  or 
another,  must  be,  to  a  great  extent,  if  not  altogether,  a 
defensive  force.  They  are  drilled  for  that  purpose.  If  there 
is  a  threatened  danger  at  Prince  Albert  the  militia  there 
would  defend  Prince  Albert,  and  so  with  the  militia  in  other 
points. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  wish  hon.  members  would  keep 
order.  We  cannot  hear  a  word  here. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  hope  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  will  keep  quiet,  as  otherwise  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
speak,  except  with  great  difficulty.  As  I  was  saying,  in 
case  of  insurrection,  of  course  the  militia  in  the  North- 
West  and  Manitoba  will  go  to  the  ijeld  readily,  as  they 
have  done,  but  they  will  go  into  the  field  to  put  down  a 
pronounced  insurrection,  an  outbreak,  or  to  defend  the 
locality,  just  in  the  same  way  as  the  militia  in  the  eastern 
Provinces  have  gone  there  to  put  down  the  outbreak.  They 
cannot  always  be  in  the  field.  It  would,  of  course,  be  des¬ 
tructive  of  the  very  objects  for  which  these  people  have 
gone  to  the  North-West  if  they  were  continually  employed 
as  a  permanent  force,  watching  the  protection  of  the  coun- 
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try  from  individual  outbreak,  individual  assault,  individual 
raids,  and  so  on.  The  Militia  are  at  home  attending  to 
their  various  duties.  If  they  are  summond  to  meet  insur¬ 
rection  or  defend  their  homes  they  are  most  efficient  for 
that  purpose,  but  the  duty  of  the  policeman  is  a  daily  duty. 
He  has  got  to  be  employed — I  was  going  to  say  in  500  differ¬ 
ent  places,  but  certainly  in  100  places,  in  parties  from  two 
to  500 ;  they  have  to  move  about  day  and  night ;  they  have 
to  watch  the  frontier.  If  there  is  a  suspicion  that  there  is 
going  to  be  an  exodus  from  any  reserve,  either  to  go  on  the 
war  path  or  the  more  peaceable  but  more  dishonest  path  of 
stealing  their  neighbors’  cattle,  they  have  to  be  watched. 
Stores  are  scattered  all  over  the  country,  Hudson  Bay 
stores,  Government  stores,  as  well  as  the  stores  of  the  indi¬ 
vidual  trader,  who  pierces  to  the  far  west  with  the  enterprise 
of  the  western  trader — they  have  to  be  protected.  There 
is  ceaseless  action — ceaseless  movement  of  the  police  force 
from  station  to  station,  from  point  to  point ;  they  have  to 
be  watching  continually.  I  think  the  House  can  quite 
understand  that  I  am  not  all  displeased  with  the  interrup¬ 
tion  caused  by  an  hon.  gentleman  (Mr.  Orton)  coming  into 
the  House,  who,  after  performing  his  duty  to  the  country  in  a 
creditable  manner,  as  acknowledged  by  everybody  from  the 
general  in  command  down  to  the  suffering  patient  in  the 
hospital — he  comes  here  as  soon  as  one  duty  had  ceased,  to 
perform  another  duty — a  duty  to  the  country  and  those 
whom  he  represents  in  Parliament.  I  will  continue  my 
remarks  by  stating  that  we  might  as  well  entrust  the  daily 
or  nightly  duty  of  the  Metropolitan  or  London  police  to  the 
Horse  Guards,  or  to  the  troops  stationed  at  Knightsbridge,  as 
to  throw  on  the  militia  of  the  country  the  daily,  nightly  and 
hourly  duty  of  protecting  life  and  property,  which  must  be 
and  is  the  duty  of  the  Mounted  Police.  As  I  said  before, 
the  Act  empowei’s  the  Government  to  increase  the  force. 
The  hon.  gentleman  called  attention,  as  perhaps  he  had  a 
right,  to  the  fact  that  the  first  notice  I  gave  was  to 
increase  the  force  to  800  instead  of  1,000.  Well,  it 
arose  in  this  way,  as  he  can  quite  understand.  I  thought 
800  would  be  sufficient,  but  on  talking  it  over  with 
my  colleagues,  and  especially  considering  the  threatening 
condition  of  affairs,  we  thought  we  had  better  take  power 
to  have  1,000  men.  If  it  is  found  that  there  is  no  necessity 
for  1,000,  the  number  will  be  8C0.  When  it  is  found  that 
the  force  can  be  reduced,  it  can  be  reduced.  Fortunately, 
in  one  sense,  there  is  no  difficulty  in  reducing  the  force. 
Applications  for  discharge  are  such  that  without  a  long 
delay  the  force  would  melt  away,  if  we  would  allow  the 
men  to  have  their  discharges.  I  must  say  one  thing  in 
favor  of  the  police.  The  measure  was  introduced  in  1873 
when  150  men  were  collected — the  original  measure  was 
for  300  men,  and  it  was  increased  from  150  up  to  the  num¬ 
ber  authoi  hed  by  law.  This  force,  whether  it  be  300,  when 
there  were  few  whites,  and  when  the  thing  which  had 
to  be  done  was  to  keep  peace  among  the  Indians 
— whether  it  were  that  number  or  500,  they  have  per¬ 
formed  their  duties  well.  It  is  a  remarkable  thing  that 
for  so  many  years  past  peace  reigned  among  the  Indian 
tribes,  and  would  have  reigned  yet,  so  far  as  the  action 
of  the  Indians  was  concerned,  if  they  were  not  roused  by 
the  outbreak  among  the  half-breeds.  If  you  look  across 
the  line  to  the  United  States,  along  the  frontier,  while  we 
had  300,  the  Americans  had  6,000  men  watching  the 
Indians  on  the  northern  frontier.  We  did  the  same  thing, 
and  we  succeeded  in  a  greater  and  better  degree  with  this 
small  and  insignificent  force,  in  keeping  the  peace  to  the 
north,  than  the  Americans  did,  with  their  enormous  force, 
which  experience  had  taught  them  was  required  for  the 
purpose  of  repressing  Indian  outbreaks.  1  think  it  is 
proper  that  I  should  make  that  statement  with  regard  to 
the  force.  I  have  not  disguised  from  myself,  nor  have  I 
from  the  House,  in  the  remarks  I  have  made  on  this  sub¬ 
ject,  ever  since  I  have  held  my  present  position,  that  we 
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could  not  always  calculate  on  that  state  of  things.  The 
Indian  nature,  savage  and  wild,  is  a  very  uncertain  quan¬ 
tity,  and  if  you  look  at  the  history  of  the  various  wars 
and  insurrections  that  have  arisen  in  the  United  States, 
and  the  constant  outbreaks  of  savagery  that  have 
occurred,  you  will  find  that  in  some  cases  there  is  no 
reason  assignable  or  appreciable  by  the  white  mind 
for  them.  Having  had  some  little  reading  on  that  point — 
for  it  is  a  very  interesting  point  to  any  Canadian  or  Ameri¬ 
can — I  have  always  expressed  my  apprehension  that  some 
time  or  other,  for  some  cause,  or  without  cause,  there  might 
be  an  unpleasant  end  to  the  state  of  quiet  that  had  hitherto 
existed  in  the  British  North-West.  The  hon.  gentleman 
stated  that  while  Parliament  was  sitting  we  had  given 
notice  of  a  measure,  and  that  we  had  stated  that  an  increase 
of  the  force  was  to  have  been  asked  for,  irrespective  of  the 
recent  outbreak.  That  is  quite  true.  I  felt,  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  felt,  that  the  force  ought  to  be  increased  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  efficiency,  and  therefore  it  was  settled  that  the 
measure  should  be  laid  before  the  House.  The  men  were 
recruited  for  this  reason  :  When  it  was  known  that  there 
was  a  very  great  amount  of  discontent  among  these  half- 
breeds,  and  indeed  when  they  had  risen  in  arms,  and  formed 
themselves  into  a  hostile  combination,  the  officers  were 
instructed  that  there  was  no  time  to  be  lost,  and  to  recruit 
men  as  fast  as  possible.  I  was  quite  well  aware  that  Parlia¬ 
ment  would  assent  to  the  increase.  I  was  quite  well  aware 
that  the  reasons  were  so  overwhelming  that  when  the  Govern¬ 
ment  came  down  and  stated,  on  their  responsibility,  that 
the  force  ought  to  be  increased,  the  increase  would  be 
granted.  And  it  is  always  well  to  take  men  when  you  can 
get  them.  At  the  time  the  hon.  gentleman  asked  the  ques¬ 
tion  there  were  some  200  odd  more  recruited,  on  the  strength 
of  this  measure  being  adopted.  You  can  get  plenty  of 
applications  to  enter  the  force,  but  it  is  difficulty  to  get  men 
with  all  the  requisites  of  a  good  policeman.  Besides  hav¬ 
ing  a  good  physique,  he  must  have  some  degree  of  intelli¬ 
gence  and  respectability.  He  is  not  merely  food  for  pow¬ 
der,  like  the  soldier,  whose  physique  is  the  chief  requisite, 
but  he  must  be  intelligent,  must  be  educated,  to  a  certain 
extent,  must  be  able  to  read  and  write,  to  serve  a  process 
and  to  make  a  report  when  sent  on  duty,  and  I  must  say 
that  in  all  these  particulars  the  force  has  acted  very  credit¬ 
ably  and  very  well.  These  are  the  explanations  that  I  now 
have  to  make.  The  measure  enables  the  Goverment,  if 
they  think  1,000  men  are  wanted,  to  increase  the  force  to 
1,000,  without  coming  to  Parliament  for  a  new  authority  by 
another  Act;  If  it  is  found  that  the  1,000  men  are  not 
wanted,  they  can  keep  the  force  down  to  a  smaller  number. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  the  hon» 
gentleman  did  not  make  these  explanations  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  to  which  they  properly  belonged,  instead  of 
making  them  on  the  present  occasion.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  remarked  that  his  speech  was  brief,  and  that  therefore 
he  did  not  define  particularly  where  this  raiding  took  place, 
which  he  gave  as  the  justification,  if  I  remember  rightly, 
the  sole  justification,  for  this  increase.  Not  unnaturally,  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  spoke  of  flocks  and  herds,  1  assumed 
that  it  was  where  the  flocks  and  herds  were,  and  where  we 
know  there  has  been  considerable  difficulty  in  times  past. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  it  is  not  the  flocks  and  herds  of  the 
ranches,  but  those  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  country. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Not  of  the  ranches  only. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  it  was  the  flocks  and  herds  of  the 
ranches,  but  also  those  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  country 
stretching  from  the  limits  of  the  ranche  region  down  to  the 
eastern  limit  of  the  Province  of  Manitoba,  in  so  far  as  it 
borders  on  the  United  States.  The  hon.  gentleman’s  state¬ 
ment  on  that  subject  is,  of  course,  of  high  consequence,  and 
it  shows  the  importance  of  the  House  being  possessed  of 
fuller  information  than  it  has  heretofore  received,  The  hon, 
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gentleman  has  informed  us  that  this  raiding  is  on  both  sides, 
and  that  he  has  had  daily  and  weekly  complaints  from  the 
United  States  Government  of  raiding  from  our  territories 
into  theirs,  and  it  seems  from  his  statement  that  this  is  a 
large  cause  of  his  proposed  increase.  It  is  not  to  prevent 
our  cattle  being  stolen  and  carried  into  the  United  States 
territory,  but  it  is  to  prevent  our  people  going  into  the 
States  and  stealing  their  cattle  and  carrying  them  into  our 
territory.  If  that  be  so,  1  am  sorry  to  hear  an  account  so 
serious  of  the  lawlessness  of  our  population.  If  it  is  so  that 
there  have  been  daily  and  weekly  complaints  from  theUnited 
States  Government  of  incursions  from  Manitoba  and  the 
North-West  Territories  into  the  States  and  territories  of  the 
south  for  felonious  purposes  of  this  kind,  I  really  think  we 
ought  to  have  the  papers.  I  think  this  justification  which 
must  be  a  recorded  justification,  capable  of  being  produced 
by  giving  evidence  of  these  complaints  from  the  United 
States  Government,  ought  to  have  been  brought  down  by 
the  hon.  gentleman.  I  think  also,  inasmuch  as  he  has  stated 
that  the  question  of  flocks  and  herds  is  only  a  part  of  the 
reason  for  the  increase,  and  that  the  ordinary  duties  of  the 
Mounted  Police  are  also  to  be  considered  as  having  been 
enlarged,  requiring  an  increase,  that  it  was  essential,  before 
he  proceeded  further  with  this  resolution,  that  we  should 
have  had  the  report  of  the  force  for  the  year.  I  do  not  see 
that  he  is  treating  Parliament  with  proper  respect  when, 
upon  an  allegation  of  the  increased  duties  to  so  numerous  a 
degree,  he  proposes  to  proceed  with  this  legislation  without 
giving  us  the  officers’  reports ;  and  we  have  really  had  no 
plausible  excuse  for  that  report  not  being  laid  on  the  Table. 
Many  reports  are  laid  on  the  Table  in  manuscript.  It  could 
have  been  laid  on  the  Table  any  time  since  the  29  th  of 
January  last,  and  it  is  secreted  from  us  because  he  says  it 
is  in  galley  form  only,  so  that  we  shall  not  receive  it  in 
manuscript  or  otherwise.  Then  he  says  Manitoba  is  unable 
to  cope  with  this  difficulty — to  prevent  her  citizens  engag¬ 
ing  in  felonious  forays  into  the  United  States,  or  United 
States  citizens  engaging  in  felonious  forays  into  Manitoba; 
and  it  is  to  ease  Manitoba  that  he  proposes  this  increase. 
I  have  no  doubt  from  the  condition  of  things,  that  there 
have  been  representations  from  the  Government  of  Mani¬ 
toba  on  that  subject,  that  they  have  shown  a  very  excep¬ 
tional  condition  of  things  exists  there,  that  they  have 
pointed  out  it  was  impossible  for  them  to  protect  the  peace 
along  the  border,  and  that  they  have  requested  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  make  some  special  provision  to  meet  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  of  their  position.  To  suppose  anything  else 
would  be  to  suppose  they  had  failed  in  one  of  the  first  duties 
of  Government,  and  they  do  not  seem  to  be  indisposed  to 
apply  to  the  hon.  gentleman  for  what  they  want.  In  fact, 
I  have  heard  the  hon.  gentleman  say  they  were 
sometimes  rather  unreasonably  pressing,  that  the 
Prime  Minister  of  Manitoba,  firm  friend  though  he  is  of  the 
hon.  gentleman,  was  rather  exacting.  I  recollect  at  the 
commencement  of  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  I  read 
extracts  from  some  of  the  speeches  of  the  Prime  Minister  of 
Manitoba  witn  reference  to  the  condition  of  that  country, 
and  its  demands  on  the  Government,  and  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  in  reply,  said  we  must  not  take  all  that  for  actual  fact, 
that  Mr.  Norquay  put  his  case  in  the  strongest  manner,  in 
order,  I  suppose,  to  drive  the  hon.  gentleman  into  a  little 
more  vigorous  action  than  he  otherwise  would  take. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  He  left  a  margin. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  He  left  a  margin.  Well,  as  Mr.  Norquay, 
to  use  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  is  in  the  habit 
of  more  demanding  than  he  expects  to  be  granted,  in  order 
that  there  may  be  a  margin  for  discount,  a  margin - 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Thoy  are  along  the  margin. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  They  are  to  be  along  the  margin.  Let  us 
see  what  the  condition  of  things  in  Manitoba  is  and  what 
Mr.  Blake. 


the  complaints  of  Manitoba  are,  before  taking  the  serious 
step  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  with  reference  to  an 
organised  Province.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  there  are  a 
great  many  complaints  on  both  sides.  It  will  be  all  the 
easier  for  the  evidence  of  these  complaints  to  be 
brought  down  and  to  see  exactly  what  the  emer¬ 
gency  is  which  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  meet. 
He  proposes  to  deal  with  that  which,  speaking 
from  my  recollection  of  his  statements  yesterday,  he  did 
not  then  deal  with  the  ordinary  or  what  are  supposed  to  be 
the  normal  duties  of  the  police.  He  spoke  largely  of  its 
duties  with  reference  to  the  Indians,  and  he  seemed  to  give 
that  as  the  basis  for  his  demand  to  increase  the  force.  He 
pointed  out,  with  perfect  propriety,  that  the  duties  to  be 
assigned  to  the  police  and  to  the  militia  were,  in  many 
respects,  entirely  distinct.  I  must  have  been  very  unhappy 
in  the  expressions  I  used,  if  I  failed  to  convey  any  other 
impression.  I  had  no  idea  whatever,  that  in  that  country, 
other  than  in  our  own,  we  could  expect  the  militia  force  to 
erform  the  ordinary  duties  of  a  police  force.  That  country 
eing  exceptionally  circumstanced  as  regards  the  sparse¬ 
ness  of  the  settlements,  the  presence  of  Indians,  the  remote¬ 
ness  of  the  country,  require  some  special  protection,  and  it 
is  obvious  what  we  could  not  do  hero  we  could  do  much 
less  there.  Nobody  proposes  that  the  farmers  or  mechanics 
of  the  North  West  Territory,  should  be  engaged  from  day 
to  day,  from  hour  to  hour,  as  volunteers  in  the  discharge  of 
police  or  constabulary  duties ;  but  I  pointed  out  that  there 
was  admittedly,  as  there  always  has  been,  a  necessity  for 
an  organised  force  for  protection,  in  case  of  local  out¬ 
breaks  or  threatenings  of  local  outbreaks,  and  I  read 
from  the  reports  to  show,  for  instance,  that  when  the 
force  was  disorganised  and  disbanded  at  Prince  Albert,  the 
Mounted  Police  force  was  sent  there  instead.  The  one  was 
gone  ;  the  other  substituted.  You  have  this  danger  there, 
apart  from  other  dangers,  the  danger  arising  from  the 
presence  of  Indians  on  the  different  reserves.  You  have, 
therefore,  a  special  reason  for  the  organisation  of  a 
special  militia  force  wherever  there  is  strength  enough 
in  any  locality  to  organise  that  force,  which,  sup¬ 
plemented  in  some  localities  by  the  Mounted  Police, 
might  accomplish  the  purpose  of  preventing  by  display 
of  strength  an  outbreak ;  and  anyone  who  has  followed 
the  reports  of  the  recent  outbreak  cannot  fail  to  see 
that  the  display  of  strength  is  important  with  a  view 
to  repression.  It  is  plain,  from  recent  events,  that  the 
Indian  will  look  to  that,  will  consider  that,  will  see  what 
your  defensive  preparations  are,  in  what  condition  they  are, 
how  soon  and  how  hard  you  can  strike,  and  he  will  be 
guided  very  largely,  with  reference  to  his  rising,  by  his 
opinions  of  the  efficiency,  the  rapidity,  the  multitude  of 
your  preparations  in  the  immediate  locality.  I  say  it  is  of 
the  last  consequence  that  we  should  consider  the  whole 
situation  of  the  North-West  as  to  its  defence  from  the  dan¬ 
ger  of  an  outbreak,  whether  by  insurrection  amongst  those 
not  purely  savage  Indians,  or  by  a  rising  among 
the  Indians ;  and  it  is  there  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  wholly  failed,  even  to-day,  to  justify  his  statements  of 
18S2.  His  statements  then  were  that  for  10  years  to  come 
he  would  preserve  the  peace  of  the  country  with  the  500 
men,  the  increase  he  was  asking,  and  that  as  the  population 
increased  the  necessity  for  the  force  would  diminish  ;  and 
he  now  tells  us  that  as  he  has  distributed  the  Indians  on 
reserves— which  was  going  to  render  them  less  harmful,  less 
dangerous,  less  a  disturbing  element — the  danger  increased, 
and  the  necessity  for  the  police  increased,  and,  as  the  white 
population  increased,  the  danger  also  increased,  and  there¬ 
fore  the  necessity  for  the  police  increased.  This  is  not  what 
he  said  in  1882,  when  I  pointed  out  that  as  the  population 
increased,  local  forces  could  be  established  that  would 
diminish  the  necessity  for  Mounted  Police.  The  statements 
that  as  the  hon.  gentleman’s  operations  for  the  settlement 
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of  the  Indians  go  on,  as  he  is  putting  them  on  the  reserves, 
the  danger  increases  ;  the  statements  that  as  the  white  set¬ 
tlers  increase  in  numbers,  the  number  of  the  Mounted  Police 
must  increase,  is,  from  a  financial  aspect  and  from  other 
aspects  as  well,  a  most  alarming  and  unsatisfactory  state¬ 
ment.  He  says  the  Mounted  Police  force  has  done  its  duty. 
Well,  that,  so  far  as  I  know,  is  a  fair  statement  of  the  case. 
I  have  made  no  imputation,  directly,  indirectly,  or  impliedly, 
on  the  conduct  of  the  Mounted  Police. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Certainly  nott 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  would  be  extremely  unreasonable  that 
I  should  do  so,  but  I  recollect  such  imputations  being  made 
from  the  other  side.  I  recollect  the  hon.  member  for  Pro- 
vencher  (Mr.  Eoyal),  some  years  ago  making  a  series  of 
the  strongest  imputations  against  the  Mounted  Police.  He, 
of  course,  had  the  advantage  of  local  knowledge,  the  advan¬ 
tage  of  acquaintance  with  the  people  in  the  territory,  he  had 
the  duty,  the  responsibility  to  a  very  large  extent,  as  the 
representative  of  an  important  constituency,  in  a  certain 
sense  the  representative  of  a  somewhat  distinct  class,  of 
making  a  statement  of  what  he  believed  to  be  true,  and  in 
the  discharge  of  his  duty  he  made  statements  I  am  sure  the 
House  heard  with  great  pain.  I  have  no  information  which 
would  enable  me  to  say  anything  on  this  subject  which 
would  be  condemnatory  of  the  Mounted  Police,  and  of 
course  I  assume,  in  the  absence  of  such  information,  there 
is  no  cause  for  condemnation.  I  am  sure  some  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  observations  with  reference  to  the  requisitions 
of  the  Mounted  Police  and  the  care  to  be  taken  in  selection 
will  hardly  be  in  accord  with  some  former  observations  and 
with  the  reports,  which,  at  a  subsequent  stage,  I  will 
have  the  pleasure  of  bringing  in  contrast  with  his  state¬ 
ments  to-day.  He  has  said  that  peace  prevailed  amongst 
the  Indians.  It  is  not  the  first  time  he  has  made  that 
statement.  I  will  not  enter  into  a  discussion  of  that  to-day, 
but  my  reading  of  the  official  papers  does  not  lead  me  to 
that  conclusion.  I  find  very  strong  statements,  from  18'79 
onwards,  which  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  his  statement 
is  altogether  too  rose-colored,  and  as  soon  as  the  report 
emerges  from  the  galley  form,  if  it  be  a  correct  report 
for  the  year  1884,  he  will  find  my  observations  confirmed, 
though  I  have  not  the  advantage  of  having  seen  the  report, 
and,  therefore,  I  speak  with  respect  only  to  other  sources 
of  information  which  are  open  to  him  as  well  as  to  myself. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  said  that  he  justifies  the  enlist¬ 
ment  of  this  force,  this  House  in  session,  in  advance  of  the 
authority,  because  of  the  urgency  of  the  case,  and  his 
knowledge  that  the  House  would  approve  the  Act.  I 
maintain  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  having  this  resolution 
on  the  paper,  or  having  the  capacity  to  put  it  on  the 
paper  long  before,  as  far  as  we  know,  he  took  the 
first  step  to  enlist  a  man,  long  before,  as  he  has  told 
us,  he  took  the  first  step  to  enlist  a  man,  was  bound  to  have 
prosecuted  this  resolution  and  to  have  obained  the  sanction 
and  authority  of  this  House  before  enlisting  men  in  excess 
of  his  authority  and  in  defiance  of  the  law.  He  says  :  I  was 
satisfied  with  regard  to  the  emergency,  the  anticipations  of 
discontent,  and  so  forth,  that  Parliament,  which  was  then  in 
session,  would  ratify  my  Act.  I  said  yesterday,  and  I  repeat 
to-day,  that  I  would  be  the  last  man  to  accuse  a  Minister 
who,  under  some  pressing  necessity,  acted  in  excess  of  his 
authority  and  came  down  to  the  Parliament  and  said :  I 
have  my  political  life  in  my  hands,  the  safety  of  my 
country  required  me  to  act,  and  I  call  upon  you  for  indem¬ 
nification.  That  is  the  course  a  patriotic  statesman  would 
take,  that  is  the  risk  a  patriotic  statesman  would  run.  But 
it  is  a  different  thing  when  action  is  taken  sedente  parlia¬ 
ment lo.  I  say  the  necessity  which  justifies  that  action  does 
not  then  exist.  I  say,  that,  when  the  authority  can  be 
obtained,  you  have  no  right  to  act  in  defiance 
of  the  law,  you  have  no  right  to  exceed  the 
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law.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to  count  even 
upon  his  majority  in  this  House  ratifying  what  he  does  in 
defiance  of  the  law,  when  this  House  is  sitting.  His  duty 
is  to  invite  their  attention  to  his  views,  to  ask  them  to  pro¬ 
mote  his  legislation,  to  ask  them  to  clothe  them  with  the 
legal  authority  to  do  these  things  in  the  interest  of  the 
country,  which  he  thinks  tho  good  of  the  country 
requires.  That  is  his  duty,  and  that  call  would  no  doubt  be 
obeyed,  but  to  tell  us  that  he  was  quite  sure  that,  whatever 
he  did  Parliament  would  ratify,  and  that,  therefore,  this 
Parliament  sitting,  he  acted  with  perfect  confidence  in 
excess  of  and  in  defiance  of  the  law,  is  to  make  a  statement 
which  certainly  indicates  the  hon.  gentleman’s  very  great 
confidence  in  the  submissive  character  of  the  majority  of 
this  Parliament,  but  very  much  less  respect  for  its  dignity, 
its  honor  and  its  independence. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  do  not  rise  to  oppose  this  motion, 
but  I  feel  that,  at  a  crisis  like  this,  it  is  well  that,  before  we 
commit  ourselves  to  a  permanent  charge  upon  the  country, 
we  should  look  around  and  see  what  it  is  for  and  where  the 
necessity  exists.  I  am  not  going  to  say  one  word  against 
the  Mounted  Police,  but  there  have  been  a  good  many 
statements  .made  about  some  portions  of  the  Mounted 
Police  that  I  think  should  be  laid  before  this  House  before 
we  undertake  to  double  their  number,  and  to  double  the 
charge  upon  the  country.  I  do  not  think  that  the  present 
time  is  exactly  the  one  to  deal  with  it  or  discuss  it,  were  it 
not  that  we  are  now  asked  to  increase  very  seriously  tho 
charge  upon  the  country  for  this  particular  branch  of  the 
service.  I  am  not  going  to  say  that  1,000  men  are  not 
required  in  that  country  in  the  west,  but  I  feel  that,  after 
the  very  satisfactory  manner  in  which  tho  campaign  in 
that  western  country  has  been  conducted  and  tho  insur¬ 
rection  put  down,  this  Government,  strong  in  the  success 
of  their  recent  efforts  in  that  region,  may  ask  us,  and  very 
likely  will  ask  us,  and  the  tendency  of  the  Government 
under  such  circumstances  is  to  ask  the  country,  to 
increase  the  charges  and  place  more  power  in 
their  hands,  and  necessarily  increase  to  the  people 
of  the  country  the  taxation  which  we  are  not  prepared  to 
increase  now,  if  we  can  avoid  it.  I  am  not  going  to  say 
anything  more  about  the  Mounted  Police  matter,  but,  in 
discussing  the  numbers  of  the  Mounted  Police  required  in 
that  country,  we  cannot  confine  the  discussion  to  the  Mounted 
Police  alone.  We  should  have  laid  before  us,  when  we  are 
asked  to  increase  the  liability  of  this  country  as  we  are 
asked  to  increase  it,  the  whole  treatment  of  the  North-West  j 
we  should  have  the  whole  Indian  policy  submitted,  and  we 
should  have  this  Parliament  asked  to  advise  and  consult 
with  the  Government,  to  direct  the  Government  what  policy 
should  be  pursued  with  reference  to  the  Indian  tribes  in 
that  country  in  the  future.  I  am  one  of  those  who  believe 
that  the  arrangements  as  to  the  Indian  tribes  have  been 
most  unfortunate,  with  regard  both  to  the  settlement  of  that 
country  and  the  future  of  the  Indians  themselves.  The 
right  hon.  gentleman  has  described  to  us  the  condition  of 
the  Indians  around  these  Hudson  Bay  stations  and  supply 
stores,  and  I  presume  all  around  the  railway  stations  in  that 
country.  I  saw  somewhat  of  it  myself  last  year  when  I  was 
up  there.  You  could  scarcely  go  to  a  station  west  of  a  cer¬ 
tain  longitude  without  finding  some  of  these  Indians,  with 
their  tepees  in  the  neighborhood,  loafing  around,  seeking 
charity,  and  living  in  idleness  and  misery,  If  they  are 
to  continue  in  that  way  in  the  future,  there  is  very  little 
hope  for  them  or  for  the  country  which  contains  them,  for 
its  peace,  its  prosperity  or  its  advancement.  I  think  the 
Government,  before  asking  us  to  increase  the  charges  for 
the  North-West,  should  consider  it  their  first  duty  to  lay 
before  this  Parliament  a  policy  as  to  the  treatment  of  the 
Indian  tribes  in  future.  We  should  know  whether  these 
tribes,  with  their  reserves  located  along  the  great  means  of 
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communication  which  has  cost  us  so  much  money  to  estab¬ 
lish,  whether  the  Government  intends  to  allow  these  Indian 
reserves  to  be  located  along  these  lines ;  whether  these 
lands  are  to  be  tied  up,  so  as  to  force  the  settlers  to  go  back 
from  the  line  of  railway,  and  these  poor  miserable  creatures, 
seeking  charity  and  living  in  misery,  to  remain  in  the 
vicinity  of  these  settlers,  retarding  the  growth  of  the 
country,  keeping  people  from  going  in  there,  and  at  the 
same  time  being  a  positive  injury  to  the  Indians  them¬ 
selves.  I  feel  it  is  my  duty  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
one  of  the  first  duties  of  the  Government  should  be  to  lay 
before  us  some  policy  as  to  the  treatment  of  the  Indians  in 
the  future.  I  do  not  suppose  that  any  advice  I  could 
give  would  have  much  effect,  but  I  suggest  that 
some  policy  should  be  adopted  in  regard  to  the  removal 
of  these  Indian  tribes  from  the  line  of  railway,  that 
those  bands  who  have  proved  to  bo  rebellious  and  murderous 
in  their  character  should  be  removed  to  the  far  north.  We 
know  that,  in  many  cases,  it  is  necessity  which  has  driven 
the  Indians  to  plunder.  There  is  no  fish  in  the  lakes  and 
very  little  in  the  rivers  in  the  south,  the  buffalo  are  all 
driven  away,  the  game  is  all  gone  ;  the  Indians  will  not 
live  by  work,  they  cannot  live  by  hunting  as  they  did 
formerly.  Remove  them  to  the  north,  whebe  the  game 
exists,  where  the  lakes  and  rivers  abound  in  fish,  where 
they  will  be  free  from  the  track  of  civilisation,  and  will  not 
be  subject  to  the  evils  that  civilisation  often  brings  upon 
these  tribes.  Before  considering  this  question  of  the 
increase  of  the  police  force  in  the  North-West,  we  ought  to 
have  some  statement  of  the  policy  of  the  Government  in 
regard  to  them  in  the  future.  I  do  not  wish  to  dotain  the 
House  any  longer,  but  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  this  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  in  the  present 
crisis. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  may  say  if  the  Government  adopt 
the  policy  of  moving  the  Indian  tribes  to  the  far  north  it 
will  be  found  to  be  rather  a  tedious  and  oxpensivo  process. 
The  experience  of  the  United  States  in  removing  Indian 
tribes,  such  as  the  Seminolos  of  Florida,  for  instance,  to  the 
Indian  territory  west  of  the  Mississippi,  shows  that  in 
almost  every  case  it  has  been  at  an  expenditure  of  a  very 
large  sum  of  money.  I  think  the  removal  of  the  Seminoles, 
only  a  few  hundredglndians,  from  the  everglades  of  Florida, 
cost  the  Government  of  the  United  States  $12,000,000.  I 
am  sure  it  will  be  found  cheaper  to  pursue  the  policy  that 
is  being  pursued  in  some  measure  by  the  Government,  of 
feeding  the  Indians  where  they  are,  rather  than  attempt 
their  removal  to  the  far  north.  I  think  it  is  doubtful 
whether,  if  you  remove  them  to  the  far  north,  the  necessity 
of  feeding  them  would  be  obviated.  But  I  rose  more 
especially  to  call  the  Fiist  Minister’s  attention  to  an  expres¬ 
sion  he  used  a  while  ago  which  I  am  afraid  will  not  be 
received  in  a  very  good  spirit  by  our  volunteers.  We  have 
now  very  nearly  completed  the  suppression  of  the 
insurrection  in  the  North-West,  and  it  has  been 
done  in  a  manner  so  creditable  to  our  volunteer- 
force  as  to  secure  for  them  enconiums  from  the 
United  States  and  from  abroad.  We  may  congratulate  our¬ 
selves  upon  the  result  of  the  first  trial  of  our  troops  in 
action.  It  has  raised  Canada  very  high  in  the  estimation 
of  the  various  States  as  a  military  country.  It  has  given 
us  confidence  in  ourselves,  as  well  as  in  our  own  ability  to 
cope  with  difficulties  of  this  kind.  I  was  very  sorry  to  hear 
this  expression  fall  from  the  lips  of  the  First  Minister,  in 
speaking  of  the  qualities  that  were  required  for  a  member 
of  the  Mounted  Police  force.  He  said :  “  He  is  not  merely  food 
for  powder,  like  the  soldier,  where  the  only  thing  required 
is  physique.”  Now  this  expression  is  an  unhappy  one  as 
applied  to  our  volunteer  force,  and  is  a  most  unjust  one, 
because  they  are  something  better  than  mere  food  for 
powder,  and  they  possess  qualities  other  than  mere  physique. 
Mr.  Mitchell. 


It  is  a  highly  intelligent  force,  a  brave  force,  a  force  who 
not  only  met  the  dangers  of  action,  but  endured  great 
hardships  in  moving  from  the  eastern  Provinces  to  the 
west,  and  endured  those  hardships  in  a  manner  highly 
creditable  to  their  spirit,  to  their  endurance  and  to  their 
intelligence.  I  repeat  that  I  was  sorry  to  hear  that 
expression  from  the  lips  of  the  First  Minister 
with  reference  to  our  soldiers,  who  have  acquitted 
themselves  so  creditably  in  every  way. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  should  be  very  sorry, 
indeed,  to  think  that  any  of  my  remarks  could  be  under¬ 
stood  as  in  any  way  disparaging  to  the  general  intelligence 
as  well  as  to  the  patriotism  of  our  volunteers.  Our  volun¬ 
teers  are  much  more  than  mere  soldiery.  I  was  drawing  a 
distinction  between  a  purely  military  force  and  a  police 
force.  In  a  military  force,  as  arranged  by  armies  in 
Europe  and  in  the  United  States,  the  recruiting  officer 
looks  at  the  man  and  sees  if  he  has  the  requisite  height  and 
physique,  and  if  he  passes  the  military  examination  he  is 
taken  on  as  a  soldier.  I  pointed  out  that  in  this  con¬ 
stabulary  other  qualities  are  required.  We  know  perfectly 
well  that  our  volunteers  are  not  mere  soldiery,  and  are  not 
raised  from  those  ranks  which  usually,  especially  in  Eng¬ 
land,  form  the  enlisted  soldiery.  They  are  taken  from  all 
ranks.  We  have  relatives  of  the  first  men  in  society  serv¬ 
ing  as  mere  soldiers.  They  have  turned  out  voluntarily 
and  patriotically,  bringing  with  them  all  their  education 
and  intelligence.  There  can  be  no  comparison  between 
our  militia  in  Canada,  both  those  who  have  gone  to  the 
front  and  those  who  have  not  gone  to  the  front — there  can 
be  no  comparison  between  them  and  the  enlisted  soldiery 
of  the  regular  standing  armies  of  Europe  or  America. 
With  respect  to  our  volunteers,  I  think  the  Government 
as  fully  appreciate  their  services  as  the  hon.  gentleman.  I 
quite  agree  with  the  sentiments  he  has  expressed,  and 
before  this  Session  closes  the  Government  will  have  occasion 
at  a  fitting  time,  not  only  to  pay  a  just  tribute  to  the 
services  of  the  officers  and  soldiers  of  our  active  militia  now 
fighting  the  battles  of  their  country,  but  of  marking  in  a 
material  way  their  great  sense  of  the  services  of  those 
men.  My  hon.  friend  from  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell) 
says  the  Government  has  come  down  with  an  Indian 
policy.  We  have  no  new  Indian  policy  at  all.  The  policy 
that  existed  at  the  time  the  hon.  gentleman  was  my  col¬ 
league,  exists  now.  It  is  simply  this  :  To  observe  good 
faith  towards  the  Indians,  to  treat  them  kindly,  and  to  treat 
them  firmly.  If  there  has  been  a  fault  at  all  in  the  adminis¬ 
tration — I  do  not  speak  of  the  present  administration  but  of 
all  administrations— it  is  that  we  have  been  rather  over  indul¬ 
gent  to  the  Indians.  But  what  can  we  do  ?  We  cannot,  as 
Christians,  and  as  men  with  hearts  in  our  bosoms,  allow 
the  vagabond  Indian,  the  pauper  Indian,  to  die  before  us. 
Some  of  those  Indians— and  it  is  a  peculiarity  of  their 
nature — will  hang  around  the  stations  and  will  actually 
allow  themselves  to  die,  in  the  hope  that  just  before  the 
breath  leaves  their  body  they  will  receive  some  sustenance 
from  the  public  stores.  That  sustenance  has  been  given. 
It  has  been  given  very  grudgingly,  very  carefully, 
very  parsimoniously.  Men  have  brought  themselves 
down  to  the  starvation  point,  believing  that  we 
would  not  allow  them  to  die.  Well,  what  are  we 
to  do  with  these  Indians  ?  The  reserves  they  now 
hold  are  given  them  by  treaty.  They  are  their 
property ;  we  cannot  deprive  them  of  those  reserves  with¬ 
out  another  treaty.  If  it  has  happened  that  after  these 
reserves  have  been  established  near  a  railway,  or  another 
railway  comes  near  them,  or  a  white  settlement  comes 
inconveniently  near  them,  why,  the  railway  complains,  of 
course,  that  the  Indians  haunt  the  stations.  We  cannot 
help  that.  They  live  on  their  own  property,  they  are  free 
men,  and  we  cannot  help  that.  We  cannot  drive  them  back 
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at  the  point  of  the  bayonet.  If  a  white  settlement  comes 
near  an  Indian  reserve  the  Indians  immediately  complain. 
They  will  not  do  as  the  whites  do.  The  whites  have  a  whole 
continent  before  them,  and  if  they  choose  to  go  near  an 
Indian  reservation  it  is  their  business.  If  they  find  that  an 
Indian  passes  at  an  inconvenient  hour  of  the  night  and 
walks  off  with  some  of  their  fowls  or  property,  we  cannot 
help  that,  we  cannot  drive  the  Indian  away.  We  are  going 
to  pursue  the  same  policy  that  has  been  pursued  upon  these 
questions  so  success: fully  under  the  auspices  of  the  British 
Government,  and  which  has  been  continued  ever  since,  of 
giving  them  a  portion  of  the  country.  That  same 
policy  must  be  carried  out.  There  is  no  new  policy. 
We  cannot  drive  the  Indians  to  the  north  of  the 
Saskatchewan.  Why,  they  are  too  far  north  now.  If  they 
had  been  down  along  the  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  we  would  not  have  had  so  much  trouble  as  we  have 
had.  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for  North  Norfolk 
(Mr.  Charlton)  that  the  forcible  driving  of  the  Indians  to 
the  north  could  not  be  accomplished  without  bloodshed, 
without  breach  of  faith  towards  the  Indians.  And  what 
would  be  the  consequence  ?  We  would  collect  an  immense 
army,  a  nation  of  hostile  Indians  to  the  north  of  the  Sas¬ 
katchewan,  continually  threatening  our  settlements  and 
requiring  something  like  a  Chinese  wall  to  keep  out  the 
barbarians.  There  is  only  one  way — patience,  patience, 
patience.  Wo  see  what  patience  has  done  in  the  older  Pro¬ 
vinces.  Look  at  the  Province  of  Ontario.  The  Indian  is 
still  an  Indian.  His  color  is  the  same,  but  he  is  law-abiding, 
he  is  a  peaceful  man.  There  is  no  more  danger  of  leaving 
property  in  the  vicinity  of  an  Indian  settlement  than  there 
is  in  any  white  settlement  in  the  Province  of  Ontario.  In 
the  course  of  ages — it  is  a  slow  process — they  will  be 
absorbed  in  the  country.  You  must  treat  them,  and  our 
children,  and  our  grand-children,  and  our  great  grand-child¬ 
ren,  must  treat  them  in  tho  same  way,  until,  in  the  course 
of  ages,  they  are  absorbed  in  the  general  population. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  alluded  to  the 
relations  between  the  Government  and  the  Indian  popula¬ 
tion  of  the  North-West,  and  he  has  discussed  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  of 
removing  those  Indians  from  the  reservations  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  railway  to  other  portions  of  the  country.  I  do  not 
think  that  question  is  necessarily  involved  in  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  measure  before  us.  I  do  not  propose  to  enter 
into  the  discussion  of  the  question.  The  hon.  gentleman, 
however,  tells  us  that  we  see  what  the  Indians  of  the  older 
Provinces  have  become,  and  what  we  may  expect  to  make 
of  the  Indians  of  the  North-West  Territory.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  gentleman  is  referring  to  what  the  Indians 
are,  or  to  what  the  Government  propose  to  do  for  the 
Indians.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  by  perseverance  and 
patience  attempted  to  do  something  for  the  Indians ;  but 
whether  it  will  be  to  the  Indian’s  advantage  I  do  not 
suppose  it  is  necessary  to  discuss  on  this  Bill.  But  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  given  a  rather  gloomy  picture  of  some 
of  the  Indians  of  the  North-West.  He  has  described  them 
as  lazy,  improvident,  as  a  class  who  prefer  to  steal  and  plun¬ 
der  rather  than  work — in  fact,  as  a  class  who  will  die  sooner 
than  do  anything  to  earn  food  upon  which  they  are  to 
subsist.  Whether  it  is  a  Christian  rule  to  feed  people  who 
are  able  but  unwilling  to  work,  I  do  not  know.  There  is  a 
Scriptural  injunction  that  those  who  will  not  work  shall  not 
eat ;  and  I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  gentleman  regards 
that  as  a  heterodox  view  of  the  Indian’s  position  or  not. 
The  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  with  respect  to  the  Indians 
reminds  me  of  a  story  told  by  a  literary  man  of  Washington 
in  regard  "to  some  of  the  whites  of  the  south,  who  were  very 
much  like  the  Indians  the  hon.  gentleman  has  described, 
He  told  of  a  benevolent  man,  a  planter,  who  was  in  the  habit 
of  providing  a  number  of  lazy  fellows  with  food.  At  last  he 


became  impatient  and  would  do  nothing  more  for  them. 
There  was  one  who  was  regarded  by  his  neighbors  as  a 
nuisance,  and  he  was  put  into  a  coffin  to  be  buried  alive. 
While  the  funeral  procession  passed  him,  he  asked  whether 
the  man  was  going  to  be  buried.  The  reply  was  :  “  Yes,  he 
would  not  work ;  he  had  become  such  a  nuisance  that  they 
were  going  to  bury  him.”  “  I  will  give  him  a  bag  of  corn  if 
you  will  let  him  go,”  said  the  gentleman.  Thereupon  the 
fellow  raised  his  head,  and  asked  whether  the  corn  was 
shelled.  The  gentleman  replied,  “  No.”  “  Then,”  said  the 
man,  “  you  may  go  on  with  the  funeral.”  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  description  of  the  Indians  in  the  North-West  was 
very  much  like  the  description  of  those  lazy  fellows  of  the 
south.  It  would  be  advantageous  to  the  Indians  if  the 
industrious  were  encouraged  and  those  unwilling  to  work 
wei’e  left  to  the  consequences  of  their  indolence.  I 
have  no  objection  to  the  First  Minister  providing  such 
a  force  as  is  necessary  to  keep  those  Indians  in 
order.  I  am  sufficiently  in  favor  of  the  theory  of  the 
survival  of  the  fittest  that,  if  an  Indian  is  industrious 
and  is  disposed  to  improve  his  position,  I  would  afford  him 
opportunities  to  do  so  that  1  would  not  force  upon  those 
who  would  starve  sooner  than  work.  But  we  shall  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  that  feature  of  the  question  on  a 
fitting  occasion,  and  I  wish  to  refer  for  a  moment  to  other 
observations  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  If  the  popula¬ 
tion  settled  along  the  boundaries  of  Southern  Manitoba  and 
the  North-West  Territories  are  cattle  stealers  on  both  sides 
of  the  border,  I  can  understand  how  the  hon.  gentleman 
would  not  want  to  organise  such  population  into  a  militia 
force  and  put  arms  in  their  hands.  I  could  understand  the 
exclamation  of  the  Minister  of  Militia  that  we  do  not  want 
to  arm  the  population  to  shoot  down  our  volunteers ;  that 
those  are  people  who  rather  require  to  bo  governed  than  to 
assist  in  governing.  But  I  cannot  believe  that  the  popula¬ 
tion  of  the  North-West  and  of  Southern  Manitoba  are  of 
that  predatory  class  described  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  The 
hon.  gentleman  must  have  been  misinformed,  and  cer¬ 
tainly  before  giving  my  support  to  a  proposition 
founded  upon  an  assumption  of  that  kind  I  would  like 
to  see  the  evidence  upon  which  it  rests.  I  would  like  to 
see  the  correspondence  between  the  Governments  of  the 
United  States  and  of  Canada,  where  the  former  has  called 
upon  the  latter  to  keep  their  thieves  on  this  side  of  the 
border.  Daily  and  weekly  correspondence,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  said,  has  passed  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  these 
people.  The  people  who  reside  there  are  mainly  from 
Ontario  and  the  older  Provinces,  with  a  sprinkling  from 
the  old  country;  and  I  cannot  believe  they  are  of  that  pre¬ 
datory  class  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  referred.  If 
they  are,  the  sooner  we  get  rid  of  them  the  better.  If  they 
are,  there  is  something  radically  wrong  in  the  steps  that 
have  been  taken  by  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  and  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  which  has  received  so  much 
active  and  persistent  support  from  the  hon.  member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell),  if  the  Government  and  the 
Company.  Can  it  be  that  we  have  only  succeeded  in  secur¬ 
ing  for  that  country  a  population  with  predatory  instincts  ? 
The  First  Minister,  before  he  submitted  this  proposition, 
ought  to  have  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  the  astounding 
information  he  has  given.  It  is  rather  extraordinary  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  should  have  found  the  population  to  be 
of  that  class,  and  that  he  should  not  have  given  to  the  House 
at  an  earlier  period  the  information  upon  which  he  now  asks 
Parliament  to  act.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  be  quite  right 
in  asking  Parliament  to  sanction  what  he  has  under¬ 
taken.  But  he  ought  not  to  have  asked  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  do  so  upon  a  statement  casually  made, 
because  he  did  not  make  it  at  the  introduction 
of  the  measure.  He  now  asks  the  House  to  carry 
through  this  measure  because  a  large  number  of  the  people 
of  the  North-West  and  Southern  Manitoba  are  of  such  a 
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character  they  require  a  very  large  police  force  to  secure 
obedience  to  the  law  and  to  prevent  this  country  being 
involved  in  difficulties  with  our  neighbors  south  of  the 
border.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  spoken  of  the  police  force 
being  very  hard  worked  in  the  North-West.  They  may  be 
fairly  actively  employed,  but  I  do  not  know  that  they  have 
been  overworked.  We  have  not  heard  until  now  that  the 
force  has  suffered  in  consequence  of  the  laboriousness  of 
their  duties.  At  all  events,  if  law  and  order  exist  in  the 
North-West  even  in  an  ordinary  degree  it  would  not 
require  such  a  largo  police  force  as  the  hon.  gentleman  pro¬ 
poses  by  this  Bill.  At  all  events,  we  have  not  had  the  evi¬ 
dence  before  us.  It  must  be  an  unusual  condition  of  things 
that  would  require  so  large  a  force  for  the  purpose  of  pre¬ 
venting  thieving  and  plundering  along  the  borders  of  the 
North-West  and  of  Manitoba.  I  can  easily  understand  how 
it  is  important  that  the  Government  should  have  a  large 
force  available  in  an  emergency,  a  moderate  police  force 
with  a  largo  volunteer  force  in  that  country  properly  sus¬ 
tained,  which  would  form  a  much  stronger  force  than  the 
Government  propose  to  provide  by  this  measure,  and  at  very 
much  less  expense.  For  it  only  requires  to  look  into  our 
annual  votes  in  order  to  satisfy  ourselves  that  one 
policeman  will  cost  nearly  as  much  as  twenty  volun¬ 
teers,  and  certainly  more  than  a  dozen,  and  surely  in 
an  emergency  a  dozen  volunteers  are  of  far  more  conse¬ 
quence  to  the  country  than  a  single  policeman.  I  say, 
therefore,  it  does  seem  to  me,  on  all  the  evidence  we  have 
as  yet  had  from  the  Government,  that  one-half  the  police¬ 
men  which  the  hon.  gentleman  proposed,  supplemented 
when  required  by  a  large  volunteer  force  established  in  the 
country,  would  provide  much  better  protection  against 
Indian  risings,  against  the  ordinary  dangers  such  as  have 
arisen  there  during  the  past  three  or  four  months,  than  the 
force  which  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  raise.  Now,  so 
far  as  the  statement  of  the  First  Minister  goes,  this  force  is 
mainly  required  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  complica¬ 
tions  arising  between  Canada  and  the  United  States,  for 
the  purpose  of  protecting  the  American  people  along  the 
borders  of  Dakota  and  Montana  from  the  settlers  of  Mani¬ 
toba  and  the  North-West.  I  say  that  before  we  undertake 
to  make  such  an  expensive  provision  to  enable  us  to  dis¬ 
charge  oar  duties  to  our  neighbors,  we  should  have 
evidence  that  the  wrong  has  been  done.  That  we 
have  not  got.  The  information  which  would  justify 
this  measure  is  not  yet  before  the  House.  It  is 
therefore  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  House  and 
the  country  should  be  put  in  possession  of  the  information 
which  would  enable  them  to  know  the  character  of  the 
population  that  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  has  secured  in 
the  settlement  ot  that  country  ;  that  the  Government  itself 
should  justify  by  the  publication  of  that  correspondence, 
the  expenditure  which  this  measure  involves.  Sir,  the 
hon.  gentleman  does  not  seem  to  me  to  have  at  all 
answered  the  statements  made  by  the  leader  of  the 
Opposition.  My  hon.  friend  has  called  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  the  fact  that  the  First  Minister  has  under¬ 
taken  to  raise  this  force  without  the  sanction  of  law,  and 
during  the  period  Parliament  was  sitting.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  says  there  was  an  emergency,  and  that  it  was  in 
order  to  meet  that  emergency  that  he  acted,  relying  upon 
the  support  of  Parliament.  That  would  have  been  the 
proper  thing  to  do  if  Parliament  had  not  been  in  session, 
and  an  emergency  was  present.  But  the  hon.  gentleman's 
action  has  taken  place  since  the  Session  of  Parliament  be¬ 
gan,  and  why  then  was  not  Parliament  at  once  informed  of 
the  necessities  of  the  position,  and  why  did  not  the  hon. 
gentleman,  at  the  time  such  an  emergency  presented  itself, 
call  upon  Parliament  to  give  him  authority  to  do  what  he 
is  now  asking  Parliament  to  consent  to.  Sir,  I  think 
before  this  Bill  is  carried,  and  in  fact  before  it  proceeds 
further,  the  hon  gentleman  should  give  us  that  infor- 
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mation,  which  verbally  ho  has  told  us  is  the  ground  for  his 
present  action. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  cannot  allow  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  state  that  I  said  that  the  white  population 
along  the  border  were  a  parcel  of  horse  thieves.  No  expres¬ 
sion  of  mine  warranted  the  hon.  gentleman  in  making  that 
statement,  or  suggesting  such  a  thing  for  a  moment,  and  I 
am  surprised  that  the  hon.  gentleman  should  have  so  mis¬ 
represented  what  I  stated.  I  said  there  were  complaints 
on  both  sides  of  the  line,  but  that  I  believed  that  though 
there  were  sins  on  our  own  side,  there  was  much  more  on 
the  other  side — that  we  were  more  sinned  against  than  sin¬ 
ning,  though  I  did  say  that  complaints  were  made  that  raids 
came  from  our  own  side.  But,  Sir,  those  raids  can  be  done 
by  British  American  Indians  as  well  as  by  white  men.  I 
can  only  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  though  it  would  be  a 
was  e  of  time  to  lay  them  on  the  Table,  I  could  show  implor¬ 
ing  petitions  made  by  the  citizens  on  our  southern  side, 
imploring  that  the  policemen  should  como,  that  their 
cattle  were  stolen,  and  that  raids  were  made  upon 
them.  Petitions  were  numerous  in  consequence  of 
those  raids.  But  there  are  complaints  not  only  from 
the  federal  authorities  of  the  other  side,  but  from  the  ma¬ 
gistracy  and  from  the  men  commanding  the  troops  on  the 
other  side,  who  are  very  good  men.  Whenever  there  is  a 
statement  that  a  raid  has  been  made,  whether  by  the 
Piegans,  or  the  Bloods,  or  the  white  desperados  who  are 
strewed  along  the  frontier  and  steal  across  from  one  side  to 
the  other,  and  are  the  terror  of  the  people  on  both  sides,  they 
send  the  complaints  at  once,  sometimes  verbal,  sometimes 
written,  sometimes  formal  and  official,  and  they  are  attended 
to.  But  in  no  way  could  any  words  of  mine  be  tortured 
to  mean  that  the  white  population  as  a  whole,  on  the  one 
side  or  the  other,  were  a  parcel  of  horse  thieves. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Are  we  to  understand  that  there  are 
complaints  from  the  other  side,  through  the  British  Minis¬ 
ter  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDOiSALD.  Yes,  there  have  been 
complaints. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Do  you  intend  to  lay  them  on  the 
Table  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  do  not  know  that  I  do, 
as  they  would  not  really  give  much  information.  The 
practice  is  with  the  American  Government,  whenever  a 
complaint  is  made,  whether  of  a  smuggling  transaction,  a 
seizure,  or  anything  of  that  kind,  they  do  not  investigate 
it,  but  send  it  to  the  British  Ambassador  and  throw  the 
onus  of  enquiring  into  it  upon  the  other.  The  parties  pro¬ 
bably  send  it  to  the  Secretary  of  State ;  he  sends  it  to  the 
British  Ambassador ;  he  sends  it  to  Canada.  That  is  one 
cause  of  the  complaints  being  numerous,  because  they  do 
not  investigate  them  themselves,  but  forward  them  to  us  to 
look  into  them. 

Mr.  ORTON.  There  is  another  misinterpretation  of  the 
language  of  the  hon.  Premier  which  I  cannot  allow  to  pass 
unnoticed — that  is,  that  he  said  the  Indians,  as  a  body,  were 
a  pack  of  thieves.  The  First  Minister  did  not  say  that;  he 
said  that  there  were  amongst  the  Indians  some  who  were 
lazy  and  who  would  steal. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  did  not  say  that,  nor  did  I  say  the  First 
Minister  said  so.  What  I  said  was  that  the  First  Minister 
spoke  of  certain  parties  who  would  rather  starve  than 
work. 

Mr.  ORTON.  We  know  that  there  are  amongst  the 
Indians  in  the  North-West  some  who  have  remained  loyal 
and  true  to  the  Crown,  and  it  would  be  very  wrong  indeed 
that  such  a  report  should  go  abroad.  We  know  that  the 
Blackfeot,  the  Stoneys,  and  other  tribes  remained  true, 
including  many  tribes  in  the  neighborhood  of  Prince 
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Albert.  I  do  not  think  that  any  misconception  should  go 
abroad,  and  I  might  be  excused  at  feeling  a  little  hurt  at 
such  a  misinterpretation  of  our  Premier’s  words.  I  may 
say  that  I  do  not  think  the  time  has  come  when  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  will  be  able  to  retrench  or  lessen  the  expenditure 
in  maintaining  the  Indians  of  the  North-West;  I  think 
rather  the  time  has  arrived  when  they  will  be  obliged  to 
increase  the  expenditure,  for  a  time  at  any  rate.  I  believe 
that  country  can  be  made  in  a  short  time  and  at  a  little 
expense,  able  to  maintain  the  Indians  very  easily,  and  1 
believe  it  will  be  done  by  making  them  herdsmen.  There 
is  no  class  of  food  that  can  be  raised  more  easily  in  the 
North-West,  not  only  on  the  plains,’  but  in  the 
mountains ;  in  the  Touchwood  Hills,  at  Fort  Pelly, 
and  along  the  Saskatchewan,  where  there  are  reser¬ 
vations  and  blocks  of  timber,  cattle  could  live  all 
the  year  around,  and  could  be  raised  very  cheaply. 
I  believe  that  if  the  Government  had  large  establishments 
in  different  portions  of  that  country  for  raising  cattle,  they 
could  feed  the  Indians  more  cheaply  than  at  present,  and 
they  could  employ  the  young  Indian  lads  who  have  not 
been  used  to  hunting,  in  tending  and  herding  the  cattle ;  and 
if  the  Government  gave  them  a  certain  interest  in 
the  herd,  they  would  teach  the  Indians  by  degrees  to  sup¬ 
port  themselves  by  raising  cattle.  I  believe  they  would 
fall  into  that  kind  of  life  more  easily  than  into  ploughing 
or  raising  grain.  I  believe  the  young  Indian  can  be  taught 
any  trade.  The  establishment  at  SaultSte.  Marie  has  done 
a  great  deal  of  good  in  teaching  young  Indians  the  ord  inary 
trades,  and  enabling  them  like  other  men  to  earn  their  own 
living.  If  more  money  were  spent  in  that  way,  I  believe 
the  Indians  of  the  North-West  would  soon  get  into  the  way 
of  supporting  themselves,  so  that  they  would  cost  very 
little  to  the  country. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  am  sure  the  people  of  Manitoba  will 
feel  grateful  to  the  Premier  when  they  hear  that  he  is  about 
to  establish  a  body  of  Mounted  Police  to  protect  the  settlers 
along  the  frontier.  But  I  think  there  is  too  much  stress 
laid  on  the  fact  that  a  few  horses  or  cattle  have  been 
stolen.  The  discussion  on  that  subject  to-day  may 
intimidate  some  people  from  settling  along  the 
frontier  for  fear  of  horse  or  cattle  thieves.  I  think  there  are 
very  few  instances  of  horses  or  cattle  having  been  stolen 
from  the  Canadian  side  of  the  boundary— not  more  than  two 
or  three  in  the  course  of  a  year;  and  we  know  that  such 
things  happen  in  the  interior  and  in  the  other  Provinces. 
The  First  Minister  truly  stated  that  the  Province  of 
Manitoba  is  not  able  to  maintain  a  Mounted  Police 
force  out  of  the  pittance  it  gets  from  the  federal  au¬ 
thorities,  because  it  has  no  internal  revenue  of  its  own  ;  I 
suppose  a  parental  hand  will  continue  to  guide  the  affairs  of 
that  Province  with  reference  to  the  resolution  before  the 
House.  So  far  as  my  observations  have  gone  in  the  North- 
West,  they  satisfy  me  that  it  is  of  much  more  importance 
for  the  Government  to  consider  the  advisability  of  forming 
volunteer  forces  throughout  Manitoba  and  the  Territories 
than  to  increase  the  Mounted  Police  force.  The  hon.  First 
Minister  has  stated,  and  stated  truly,  that  the  Indians  get 
very  bold  when  they  are  in  a  majority,  and  that  when  there 
is  not  a  large  force  available  to  put  down  depredation,  they 
commit  them,  and  then  retire  to  their  reserves ;  they  make 
demands  on  the  settlers  with  which  the  settleVs  have  to 
comply,  or  suffer.  Now,  I  have  made  the  calculation 
that  according  to  the  cost  of  maintaining  the  volunteers 
in  the  east,  a  company  of  volunteers  could  bo  sustained 
in  the  North-West,  at  almost  the  cost  of  maintaining  one 
policeman  ;  and  a  company  of  volunteers  would  certainly 
strike  more  terror  into  tho  Indians  than  one  mounted 
policeman.  Too  much  cannot  be  said  in  praise  of  the 
Mounted  Police  for  what  they  have  done  in  protecting 
settlers  and  maintaining  law  and  order  throughout  tho 


North-West  for  years  past ;  but  if  the  Government  had 
kept  in  existence  the  volunteer  companies  that  were  in 
existence  in  the  North-West,  I  believe  the  unfortunate 
affair  that  has  just  taken  place  would  not  have  happened, 
However,  that  is  past.  We  cannot  praise  too  highly 
the  volunteer  forces  that  were  organised  in  Manitoba 
at  a  moment’s  notice  and  went  to  the  front.  The 
county  I  have  the  honor  to  represent  furnished  Major 
Boulton’s  scouts,  who  have  done  as  good  service  in  this 
outbreak  as  the  Mounted  Police  ;  in  fact,  I  believe  they 
were  more  active  than  any  force  of  Mounted  Police  in  the 
west.  If  that  company  had  been  organised  and  drilled 
they  could  have  gone  to  the  front  with  a  great  deal  more 
certainty  of  doing  good  service  for  their  country,  al¬ 
though  they  have  done  everything  that  could  be  expect¬ 
ed  of  them  ;  still,  it  is  not  fair  to  call  on  volunteers 
who  have  not  drilled  or  had  practice  at  rifle  shooting  to  go 
and  face  such  good  marksmen  as  the  hunters  on  the  plains 
of  the  North-West.  I  agree  with  the  member  for 
Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  that  when  this  matter 
is  before  the  House  the  policy  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  the  Indians  should  be  laid  before  the 
House.  In  my  opinion  the  Indians  should  be  compelled  to 
stay  on  their  reserves ;  and  as  there  is  now  little  or  no 
game  in  the  North-West  that  cannot  be  secured  with  shot¬ 
guns.  I  believe  the  Indians  should  be  deprived  of  rifles,  and 
furnished  with  muzzle-loading  shot-guns  instead.  I  believe 
also  that  their  horses  should  be  taken  away  from  them,  and 
that  they  should  be  furnished  with  oxen  instead.  If  that 
were  done,  the  Indians  would  not  be  so  likely  to  leave  their 
reserves  and  go  about  the  country  as  they  do  now.  There 
is  no  doubt,  judging  from  the  reports  in  the  press,  that 
some  of  the  Indian  bands  have  not  been  treated  as  well  as  they 
might  be.  Probably  the  Government  cannot  be  blamed  for 
that ;  but  through  their  officials  the  Indians  do  not  receive 
the  full  value  of  the  money  spent  annually  for  the 
purpose  of  supporting  them.  For  instance,  at  different 
times  the  Indians  have  been  furnished  with  poor  imple¬ 
ments,  and  with  provisions  which  have  been  stated  as  unfit 
even  for  Indians  to  eat,  although  the  country  has  paid  the  full 
price  for  good  articles.  It  is  very  difficult  to  keep  the  Indians 
on  their  reserves  to  cultivate  their  lands,  and  it  is  a  very  diffi¬ 
cult  question  for  the  Government  to  consider  how  they  can 
keep  them  quiet  and  sustain  them  most  cheaply.  Instead 
of  spending  the  enormous  amount  of  money  that  is  spent  in 
maintaining  volunteer  forces  in  the  east,  I  think  the  policy 
of  the  Government  should  be  to  have  as  large  a  body  of 
volunteers  as  possible  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  the 
only  part  of  the  Dominion  that  especially  requires  an  armed 
force.  It  appears  to  me  that  the  money  that  is  spent  on 
military  matters  is  spent  too  much  in  towns  and  cities.  Of 
course,  the  hon.  Minister  of  Militia  would  not  be  able  to 
visit  the  companies,  as  they  would  bo  situated,  more  than 
probably,  in  the  remote  parts  of  Manitoba  where  they  would 
be  more  effective  in  cases  of  emergency  ;  he  would  not  be 
able  to  take  mess  with  tho  officers.  Too  much  money  is 
spent  in  keeping  up  an  army  of  officers,  and  not  giving 
attention  to  the  rank  and  file.  It  has  always  been,  ever 
since  I  have  had  the  honor  of  a  seat  in  this  House,  the  policy 
of  the  Opposition  to  grant  better  pay  to  the  rank  and  file, 
and  prevent  the  Government  spending  so  much  money  on 
the  officers  and  on  tho  mess  room. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  officers  pay  for  their  own  mess. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  officers  are  better  paid  than  the 
privates. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  So  are  you  better  paid  than  a  laborer. 


Mr.  WATSON.  Well,  I  am  a  laborer,  and  I  think  I  earn 
all  that  I  receive. 


Mr.  BOWELL.  That  is  questionable 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  And  you  are  better  paid  than  he  is. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  You  are  better  paid  than  I.  I  never  got 
$600  out  of  the  North-West.  I  do  not  wish  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  remarks  to  go  abroad  that  the  officers’  mess,  either 
of  the  volunteer  force  or  the  militia,  is  paid  for  by  the 
Government. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  do  not  wish  to  state  that  the  cost  of 
the  officers’  mess  is  paid  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  But  you  did  say  so. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  that,  I  will  take 
that  back  ;  but  I  say  there  is  too  much  attention  paid  to  the 
force  in  cities  and  towns,  in  the  more  civilised  portions  of 
our  Provinces,  than  there  should  be.  More  money  should 
be  spent  where  it  would  be  of  more  service.  There  is  no 
reason  why  2,000  men  should  not  be  ready  in  Manitoba  and 
the  North-West,  in  cases  of  emergency,  to  protect 
that  country.  The  young  men  of  that  country  have 
proved  themselves  during  this  trouble  equal  to  the  emer¬ 
gency.  Those  men  should  have  had  the  advantage  of 
being  drilled,  because  petitions  were  sent  in  from  different 
points  asking  that  they  be  organised  and  have  equipment 
furnished  to  them,  but  those  appeals  were  refused.  For¬ 
tunately  very  few  of  the  men  called  into  action  have  lost 
their  lives  expect  among  Boulton’s  scouts,  who,  unfortunately 
for  themselves — I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  on  account 
of  not  being  drilled — lost  a  few  of  their  men.  I  hope  the 
First  Minister  will  take  into  consideration  the  advisability 
of  organising  the  volunteers  for  the  protection  of  the  whole 
Province  in  case  of  emergency. 

Resolution  concurred  in. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  introduced  Bill  (No.  144) 
to  authorise  the  augmentation  of  the  North-West  Mounted 
Police, 

Bill  read  the  first  time. 

THE  CONSOLIDATED  IN  U RANGE  ACT  OF  ±8li' 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  20) 
to  modify  the  application  of  the  Consolidated  Insurance  Act 
of  1877.— (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  it  would  be  as 
well  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government  and  the  House 
generally  to  the  Bill  as  it  now  appears,  re-printed  as 
amended.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  resume  the  very 
lengthy  discussion  which  took  place  in  committee  on  the 
details ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  think  it  would  be  well  to 
understand  whether  the  Government  have  fully  considered 
the  Bill  now  before  us,  which  is  not  exactly  in  accordance, 
if  I  understand  the  matter  right,  with  the  intentions  of 
either  the  Finance  Minister  or  the  members  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  generally.  There  are  two  objects,  as  I  understand, 
whioh  the  Government  designs  to  attain  in  this  Bill.  First 
of  all,  they  intend  to  grant  relief  to  certain  friendly  socie¬ 
ties,  which,  it  was  alleged,  were  in  considerable  danger  of 
being  visited  with  certain  penalties  if  they  proceeded  to  grant 
the  ordinary  benefits  to  their  members,  under  the  exist¬ 
ing  state  of  the  law.  As  to  that  there  can  be  no  question, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  the  House  will  be  unanimous  in  desi¬ 
ring  that  these  friendly  societies  should  be  relieved  from 
any  possible  consequence  to  which  they  might  unwillingly 
exposo  themselves  ;  but  there  is  another,  and  rather  impor¬ 
tant  consequence,  which  flows  from  tho  Bill  now  bofore  us, 
and  that  is  this,  that  a  totally  new  and  distinct  class  of 
societies,  known  as  the  mutual  societies,  will,  under  this 
Bill,  be  placed  in  line,  so  to  speak,  with  the  older  societies 
which  have  boen  conducting  their  affairs  on  well  recog¬ 
nised  principle  and  which  go  forth  to  the  country  as  having 
Mr.  Watson. 
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received  a  Government  inspection,  which  prevents  the  possi¬ 
bility  of  any  of  the  persons  doing  business  with  them 
losing  any  portion  of  their  insurance  money.  I  wish  it  to 
be  distinctly  understood  that,  for  my  part,  I  have  no 
objection  at  all  that  these  various  mutual  societies  should 
do  business  with  those  who  chose  to  do  business  with  them  ; 
but  I  can  see,  and  if  I  understood  rightly  the  remarks  of  the 
Minister  of  Customs  and  the  Minister  of  Finance  (the  latter 
of  whom  is  unhappily  not  here),  they  also  see  that  there  is 
in  the  Bill,  as  it  now  stands,  a  very  considerable  danger 
that  these  two  classes  of  companies  which  do  business  on 
different  principles  should  be  con  fused  together  in  the  public 
mind  ;  and  it  did  appear  to  me  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
force  in  the  contention  made  by  the  representatives  of  the 
older  companies,  that  a  separate  measure  should  be  intro¬ 
duced  for  the  purpose  of  legalising  the  other  companies  to 
do  business.  This  is  a  Government  measure  ;  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  responsible,  and  they  will  be  held  of  course  respon¬ 
sible,  for  any  mischief  which  may  hereafter  arise,  should 
the  prophecies  of  the  older  companies  as  to  these  mutual 
societies  be  fulfilled.  I  repeat  I  do  not  at  all  desire 
to  prevent  mutual  companies  from  doing  business  ;  but  the 
First  Minister  will  understand  that  there  is  an  Act  on  the 
statute  book  which  guarantees  to  the  public  that  tho  various 
insurance  companies  whioh  are  put  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Superintendent  of  insurance  companies  and  which  report 
year  to  year  to  him  shall  have  a  reserve,  which  it  is  his 
business  to  examine  into  and  audit,  and  that  this 
reserve  shall  be  one  which  will  effectually  protect  all 
persons  doing  business  with  them.  I  understood  that  it  was 
not  tho  opinion  of  any  of  the  parties  more  immediately 
charged  with  the  promotion  of  this  measure  that  the 
members  of  the  mutual  society  would  be  or  could  be  simi¬ 
larly  protected,  ^ud  I  think  therefore  it  is  unfortunate  that, 
as  undoubtedly  will  be  the  case  if  this  Bill,  as  it  now  stands, 
becomes  law,  the  two  classes  of  companies  should  be  con¬ 
founded  together  in  the  public  mind.  No  doubt  certain 
precautions  have  been  taken,  after  long  discussion,  and 
certain  statements  are  required  to  bo  made  in  these 
various  policies,  but,  speaking  from  a  practical  standpoint, 
it  appears  clearly  to  me,  and  I  think  to  most  of  those  who 
heard  the  discussion,  that  one  main  object  of  the  mutual  com¬ 
panies  was  that  they  should  be  brought  under  this  particu¬ 
lar  Act  in  order  that  they  might  be  able  to  say  to  the  public 
at  large  that  they  were  companies  making  deposits  with 
the  Government  and  affording  precisely  the  same  security 
to  the  public  whith  the  old  line  companies,  as  they  are 
called,  are  able  to  afford.  As  far  as  I  can  judge,  they  do  not 
afford  that  security,  and,  although  I  do  not  desire  to  prevent 
them  from  doing  business,  I  think  it  would  be  expedient 
that  the  distinction  between  these  two  classes  of  companies 
should  be  more  clearly  defined  than  it  is  in  the  Bill  now 
before  us. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  the  Government  and  the  members  of 
the  committee  and  those  members  of  the  House  who  attended 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce  have  not  made 
up  their  minds  on  this  question,  it  is  not  because  it  was  not 
amply  discussed.  I  think  I  may  very  properly  call  this 
Bill  the  first  lieutenant  to  the  Franchise  Bill.  Eight  long 
days  were  occupied  in  the  continuous  discussion  of  this 
question  before  that  committee,  and  no  other  business  was 
allowed  to  ^interfere  in  any  way  with  it.  The  present  Bill 
makes  provision  for  the  protection  of  those  insured  in  the 
societies  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  alluded ;  they 
are  exempted  from  the  operation  of  the  Insurance  Act  and 
of  this  Bill.  The  question  of  having  a  separate  measure  to 
govern  this  particular  class  of  companies  was  discussed  for 
some  days,  and  the  Finance  Minister  took  decided  objection 
to  having  a  separate  Bill  placed  upon  tho  Statute  Book  to 
govern  any  class  of  insurance.  He  desired  by  this 
Bill  to  bring  these  companies  within  the  provisions  and 
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operation  of  the  General  Insurance  Companies  Act.  In  order 
to  prevent,  as  far  as  possible,  the  confounding  of  this  class 
of  companies  with  what  are  termed  the  old  line  companies, 
there  is  a  special  provision  made  that  upon  all  the  policies, 
and  it  is  carried  so  far  as  to  say  upon  all  circulars  that 
the  company  may  issue,  no  matter  of  how  trivial  a  char¬ 
acter,  and  in  all  advertisements  published  in  newspapers, 
the  fact  that  they  are  mutual  insurance  companies,  or 
cooperative  life  insurance  companies,  must  be  placed  in 
bold  type  upon  the  face  of  all  these  documents ;  so  that  every 
precaution  was  taken  by  the  committee  to  prevent  the 
confusion  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  alluded.  Pro¬ 
vision  is  also  made  for  reserves  and  for  a  deposit,  and  for 
the  increasing  of  that  deposit  when  the  business  of  the 
society  warrants  it.  So  far  as  provision  could  be  made  to 
protect  the  public  in  dealing  with  this  kind  of  cooperative 
insurance  companies,  it  was  taken  by  the  committee.  In 
fact,  the  provisions  have  been  made  so  stringent  by  the 
committee  that  those  who  are  in  favor  of  this  system  of 
insurance  have  taken  very  great  objection  to  them.  If  the 
committee  will  look  at  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  recognising 
the  right  of  this  class  of  companies  to  do  business,  they  will 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  provision  has  been  made  for  the 
protection,  as  far  as  is  possible  by  Act  of  Parliament,  of 
those  who  insure  in  such  a  company. 

Sir  BICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Perhaps  it  is  not  quite 
in  order  to  refer  to  what  passed  in  the  committee,  but  myself 
and  the  Minister  of  Customs,  and  all  the  members  of  the 
Government  who  were  present,  were  outvoted  in  reference 
to  a  number  of  precautions  which  we  desired  to  introduce. 

Mr.  BOW  ELL.  That  is  true,  but  we  have  to  deal  with 
the  Bill  as  it  is  sent  to  the  House  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  DAY1ES.  I  do  not  propose  to  reopen  the  very 
lengthened  discussion  which  took  place  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  on  this  Bill,  but  I  understood  that  the  members  of 
the  Government  would  not  consent  to  the  Bill  as  it  left  the 
committee.  It  seemed  to  me  that  the  contention  made  by 
those  who  represented  the  regular  insurance  companies 
was  a  sound  contention,  and  it  received  the  assent  of  those 
who  acted  for  the  Government  in  that  committee,  the 
Minister  of  Finance  and  the  Minister  of  Customs.  They  said 
that  they  did  not  desire  to  throw  any  obstacles  in  the  way 
of  these  assessment  insurance  companies  doing  business  in 
Canada,  but  they  said  that  the  principle  upon  which  these 
assessment  companies  proceeded  to  do  business  was  an 
experiment,  a  doubtful  experiment  at  that,  and  there¬ 
fore  they  should  do  business  in  such  a  way  that  those 
whom  they  solicited  to  take  policies  in  their  companies 
should  know  exactly  and  fairly  the  principles  of  the 
company  in  which  they  were  taking  out  the  policy,  and 
they  contended  that  it  was  not  fair  to  place  them,  as  it 
were,  in  the  same  boat  with  the  life  insurance  companies, 
under  the  same  Act-,  because  the  result  would  be  that  a 
large  mass  of  those  who  entered  into  that  very  important 
contract,  the  insurance  of  their  own  lives  for  the 
benefit  of  their  families,  would,  in  the  hurry  of 
business  and  in  the  absence  of  special  knowledge 
in  reference  to  the  matter,  be  unable  to  make  the  distinction 
between  the  insurance  company  proper  and  the  insurance 
company  under  the  new  system.  They  further  contended 
that  the  old  security  was  an  ample  security,  and  that  it  was 
unfair  that  they  should  go  into  the  same  boat  with  those 
new  companies,  and  that  the  latter  should  have  the  same 
Government  sanction  and  approval.  What  does  the  Bill  do  ? 
What  evidence  had  we  before  the  committee  ?  I  desire  to 
call  attention  to  the  very  important  statement  made  by  the 
Superintendent  of  insurance  before  that  committee.  He  was 
examined  and  cross-examined  at  length  as  to  his  views  of 
the  safety  of  the  principle  upon  which  these  new  assessment, 
companies  conducted  business,  and  I  find  in  an  insurance 
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journal,  the  Budget ,  published,  I  think,  in  Toronto,  which 
seems  to  have  taken  a  great  interest  in  this  matter,  that 
Professor  Cherriman  is  reported  to  have  replied  to  tbe  fol¬ 
lowing  question  by  Sir  Richard  Cartwright : — 

“  Are  we  to  understand  that,  so  far  as  your  experience  goes,  you  do 
not  know  whether  these  companies  are  safe  or  not  ?  ” 

Now  this  is  the  answer  given  by  the  Superintendent  of 
insurance.  I  regard  them,  he  says,  in  exactly  the  same 
light  as  the  Superintendent  of  insurance  for  New  York 
does.  He  says : 

“  I  regard  them  in  exactly  the  same  light  as  the  Superintendent  for 
New  York  does.  He  says  he  regards  them  as  experiments.  I  accept  that 
view.  I  know  very  well  the  Bystem  of  old  life  insurance  companies  is 
undeniably  based  npon  scientific  principles,  and  that  it  has  been  tested 
and  proved  by  long  experience.  I  cannot  say  with  regard  to  these 
assessment  companies  that  tneir  principles  have  been  proved  by  exper¬ 
ience.  They  have  not  had  a  long  enough  experience  to  enable  me  to 
form  an  opinion  whether  they  will  be  ultimately  pronounced  sound,  or 
whether  they  can  be  permanent.” 

Well,  I  say  in  view  of  that  statement  made  by  the  Super* 
intendent  of  insurance  companies,  it  does  seems  curious  to 
me  that  the  Government  should  allow  these  new  assessment 
companies  to  go  forth  to  do  business  in  Canada,  stamped  with 
the  imprimateur  of  the  Government,  with  the  sanction  of 
the  Government,  when  their  own  Superintendent  of  Insur* 
ance  tells  them  that  the  principle  upon  which  they  do 
business  is  not  one  which  he  can  recommend,  which  is 
purely  experimental,  and  he  does  not  know  whether  it  is 
sound  or  not.  This  is  a  very  serious  business  for  those 
who  insure.  The  majority  of  those  who  insure  their  lives 
are  men  engaged  in  the  worry  and  hurry  of  business.  They 
have  not  time  to  examine  carefully  the  principles  of  the 
company  with  whom  they  insure.  They  imagine,  and  I  do 
not  know  but  they  are  right  in  imagining,  that  if  the 
Government  undertake  to  license  an  insurance  company, 
authorising  them  to  do  business,  the  insurer  has  a  right  to 
assume  that  the  Government  have  satisfied  themselves 
thoroughly  that  the  principles  on  which  the  company 
does  business  are  safe  and  sound.  I  know  of  no  more 
lamentable  thing  in  life  than  that  after  a  man  has  insured 
in  a  company,  his  family  find,  when  the  man’s  life  drops 
off,  that  the  company  is  unsound .  Now,  by  this  Bill  a 
foreign  insurance  comes  into  Canada  makes  a  deposit  with 
the  Government  of  $50,000,  and  when  it  does  that  It 
has  authority  from  the  Government  to  transact  business. 
Now,  what  security  has  the  insurer  got  ?  He  imagines 
that  he  has  the  same  security  as  when  he  insures  in  the 
old  life  line,  because  the  Government  licenses  both  com¬ 
panies  to  do  business  alongside  each  other.  It  has  been 
contended,  and  I  think  the  contention  was  reasonable,  that 
when  the  Government  authorised  these  companies  on  this 
untried  system,  which  has  been  described  as  an  experiment 
by  the  Superintendent,  that  they  should  ear  mark  those  com* 
panies  so  that  the  person  who  insures  should  know  what 
company  he  is  insured  in.  The  Minister  of  Customs  has 
stated,  and  stated  correctly,  that  the  committee,  in  one  or 
two  of  its  amendments,  made  an  attempt  to  carry  that  out, 
and  to  some  extent  they  have  succeeded ;  but  the  broad 
fact  remains  that  they  are  licensed  just  the  same  as  any 
other  company,  that  they  are  allowed  to  make  a  deposit 
which  is  in  one  sense  an  illusory  guarantee,  and  that  they 
go  forth  with  the  same  sanction  as  the  old  life  line  com¬ 
panies  do,  which  are  bound  to  hold  reserves  sufficiently  to 
meet  liabilities  on  every  policy  they  issue.  I  think  myself 
ihe  contention  is  not  a  sound  one.  I  think  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  made  a  mistake  in  mixing  the  two  up  together 
and  putting  them  under  the  one  Act.  I  think  it  is  calcu¬ 
lated  to  deceive,  to  allow  those  who  insure  in  these  com¬ 
panies  to  be  deceived  as  to  the  character  of  the  Company  in 
which  they  will  insure,  as  to  the  securities  which  that 
company  will  offer  them,  and  as  to  the  place  in  which  they 
do  business.  I  repeat  that  in  the  face  of  the  Official  state- 
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xnent  given  by  their  own  Superintendent,  who  was  not 
satisfied  that  the  basis  on  which  these  companies  proceed 
was  a  sound  one,  it  was  certainly  indefensible  for  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  class  them  with  the  old  safe  companies. 

On  section  3, 

Mr.  IYES.  I  would  not  like  to  have  the  impression  go 
abroad  that  the  House  is  unanimous  with  reference  to  this 
measure,  I,  for  my  part,  do  not  believe  in  this  new  fangled 
system  of  insurance  at  all.  I  would  go  even  further  than 
the  officer  of  the  Government  who  has  called  it  a  mere 
experiment,  and  I  would  say  it  is  an  experiment  which  is 
almost  certain  to  result  in  enriching  a  few  agents  who,  for 
the  time  being,  are  acting  as  receivers  general  to  whoever 
likes  to  deposit  money  with  them,  and  who,  when  the  time 
comes  for  paying  losses,  will  not  be  here  to  pay  them.  I  do 
not  believe  there  is  any  sound,  scientific  or  commercial 
foundation  for  this  kind  of  insurance.  I  am  perfectly 
satisfied  it  will  not  succeed,  that  it  will  result  in  disaster 
and  loss  of  the  money  that  is  deposited  with  these  com¬ 
panies.  Now,  my  objection  to  this  Bill  in  the  hands 
of  the  Government  is  very  similar  to  that  which  the  last 
speaker  mentioned.  If  the  Government  undertakes  to 
supervise  the  question  of  insurance  at  all,  as  they  do  the 
matter  of  banking,  I  think  they  are  bound  to  see  that  no 
wild  cat  insurance  companies  are  permitted  to  do  business 
here,  that  the  Government’s  own  officer  says  are  merely 
experimental,  until  they  are  perfectly  satisfied  that  every 
man  will  be  safe  who  insures  with  them.  Now  the  Govern¬ 
ment  very  properly  take  charge  of  banking,  but  what 
would  be  said  if  they  were  to  permit  a  system  of  banking 
to  be  introduced  here  which  the  Finance  Minister  himself 
was  bound  to  say  was  merely  experimental  and  which  was 
as  likely  to  result  in  disaster  to  the  people  as  to  result  in 
good  ?  I  am  quite  sure  that  public  sentiment  would  not 
sustain  the  Government  in  putting  their  imprimatur  upon 
a  system  of  banking  which  they  and  their  officer  were 
bound  to  say  was  merely  experimental.  Yet  that  is  what 
is  said  of  this  system  of  insurance.  From  what  I  know  of 
the  men  who  are  acting  as  agents,  who  are  receiving  the 
people’s  money,  and  from  what  happened  the  other  day  in 
Montreal  at  their  meeting,  a  committee  of  investi¬ 
gation  being  already  appointed,  and  from  the  whole  cir¬ 
cumstances  of  the  case,  I  am  just  as  well  satisfied  as  I  am 
that  I  am  standing  here,  that  this  new  fangled  insurance 
will  result  in  disaster  and  loss  of  money  to  our  people ; 
and  I  protest  against  the  Government  sanctioning  it,  as 
they  seem  to  do  by  taking  charge  of  this  Bill  and  providing 
that  these  companies  doing  business  here,  by  their  being 
registered,  shall  obtain  the  assistance  which  Government 
sanction  gives  them,  and  without  providing  any  reasonable 
and  satisfactory  safeguard  to  the  public.  I  believe  the 
whole  thing  is  a  mistake,  and  if  anybody  at  a  later  stage 
sees  fit  to  move  the  three  months  hoist  for  this  bill,  I  shall 
be  very  happy  to  vote  for  it,  because  I  do  not  look  upon 
this  Bill  as  a  Government  measure  but  simply  as  an  Insu¬ 
rance  Bill,  which  is  giving  recognition  to  a  kind  of  insurance 
companies,  which  the  Government  themselves  called  expe¬ 
rimental  and  which  experiment,  in  my  opinion,  would  be 
disastrous. 

Mr.  WELLS.  Tho  principal  objection  which  my  hon. 
friends  urge  against  this  system  of  insurance  seems  to  be 
that  it  is  experimental.  Now,  it  is  by  no  means  experi¬ 
mental.  The  system  of  assessment  assurance  is  the  natural 
system,  and  the  oldest  system  which  we  have.  The  other 
is  the  artificial  system.  The  assessment  system  of  insurance 
is  that  which  has  been  adopted  by  so  many  societies  all  over 
the  world,  by  labor  societies  of  various  kinds,  by  secret  socie¬ 
ties  of  all  kinds,  societies  which  have  lasted  hundreds  of 
years.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  it  is  conducted  on  exactly 
the  same  principles  as  bylthe  regular  assessment  companies  of 
the  present  day,  beoause,  as  time  goes  on,  improvements  are, 
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made,  and  all  the  improvements  which  experience  has 
shown  to  be  necessary  have  in  the  formation  of  the 
later  companies  been  adopted.  It  is,  I  repeat,  the  natural 
system  and  the  other  is  the  artificial  system.  Can  any 
system  of  insurance  be  reasonable  which  demands  that  a 
person  who  insures  should  pay  about  five  times  the  amount 
really  required  to  pay  a  death  loss?  That  seems  to  be  a 
most  unreasonable  system. 

It  has  been  said  that  the  old  line  high  premium  system 
guarantees  absolute  security  to  the  policy  holder.  But 
what  is  the  result  ?  While  the  assessment  system  is  called 
experimental  the  experience  of  the  other  system  has  shown 
it  to  be  utterly  fallacious.  Indeed  I  think  1  am  safe  in  say¬ 
ing  that  in  the  history  of  no  other  public  companies,  except, 
perhaps,  banking  companies  in  the  United  States,  has  there 
been  such  a  frightful  loss  of  money  and  such  failure  as  in 
the  insurance  system  on  the  old  plan.  I  have  in  my  hand 
a  list  of  a  few  of  the  more  recent  failures.  The  Guardian 
Life,  Widows  and  Orphans,  North  American  Life,  Univer¬ 
sal  Life,  Reserve  Mutual  Life,  Mutual  Protection  Life, 
and  New  York  State  Life,  all  companies  conducted 
according  to  the  old  principles,  and  having  reserves 
of  $20,000,000,  have  recently  failed.  Then  we  have  another 
list:  American  Popular  Life,  Atlantic  Mutual  Life,  Con¬ 
tinental  Life,  Life  Association  of  America,  New  Jersey 
Mutual  Life,  Security  Life,  with  guaranteed  securities 
amounting  to  $16,000,000,  on  which  a  dividend  of  10  cents 
in  the  dollar  only  has  been  paid.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  these  are  all  the  companies  that  have  even  recently 
failed,  but  these  companies  are  at  this  very  moment  in  the 
hands  of  Receivers  in  New  York  city.  Yet  hon.  gentlemen 
will  tell  us  that  this  is  the  only  safe  system  of  insurance. 

I  think  there  has  been  altogether  too  much  said  about  the 
confusion  which  must  follow  the  two  systems  working  side 
by  side.  There  is  no  force  whatever  in  that  objection. 
The  companies  are  always  advertising,  and  there  is  an 
insurance  controversy  always  going  on  over  the  merits  of 
the  two  systems.  Documents  explanatory  of  both  systems 
of  insurance  are  constantly  being  issued,  illustrating, 
explaining  and  extolling  the  two  systems.  Insurances, 
moreover,  are  not,  as  a  rule,  effected  by  the  ignorant  classes. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
discussion  is  out  of  order  on  section  3  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  WELLS.  If  that  is  so,  the  observations  of  the  pre¬ 
vious  speakers  were  out  of  order. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  do  not  think  that  fact  can 
make  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  in  order. 

Mr.  CHAIR  MAN.  The  discussion  is  certainly  out  of  order 
on  this  clause. 

On  section  5, 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  is  satisfactory  to  see 
that  liberal  views  are  making  progress  in  the  minds  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Government,  and,  although  it  may  not  practi¬ 
cally  concern  a  member  on  this  side,  I  submit  that  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  must  feel  that  this  is  a  degradation  of 
the  National  Policy  in  every  shape  and  form.  The  idea 
that  an  American  shall  be  permitted  to  take  Canadian  money 
for  the  purpose  of  insuring  Canadian  lives,  seems  to  be 
entirely  out  of  tho  regular  course. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  The  hon.  gentleman  is  entirely 
mistaken.  We  impose  special  conditions  on  American  com¬ 
panies  doing  business  here,  while  we  do  not  impose  such 
conditions  on  Canadian  companies.  That  is  carrying  out 
the  idea  of  the  National  Policy. 

Mr.  IYES.  I  object  to  Americans  taking  Canadian  money 
and  with  it  protecting  their  own  lives. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  I  desire  to  add  a  new  section  to  follow 
section  5  :  “  The  provision  contained  in  clauses  4,  5,  6,  7, 
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and  8  shall  also  apply  to  any  company  incorporated  in 
Canada  carrying  on  life  insurance  on  the  co-operative  or 
assessment  plan.”  I  am  one  of  those  who  do  not  believe  in 
the  assessment  plan  ;  but  I  am  willing  that  those  assess¬ 
ment  companies  should  have  a  fair  tiial.  That  was  the 
opinion  of  the  committee ;  but  the  opinion  was  also  expressed 
very  strongly  that  everything  should  be  done  to  prevent 
confusion  between  the  old  line  companies  and  companies 
on  the  new  system.  I  proposed  amendments  which  were 
adopted  by  the  committee,  and  among  others  was  one  pro¬ 
viding  that  the  word  “  assessment  system,”  shall  be  on  the 
face  of  every  policy.  At  the  last  sitting  of  the  committee 
the  Bill  haying  been  considerably  amended,  so  much  so  that 
we  did  not  know  the  numbering  of  the  clause,  it  was  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  amendment  I  now  propose  should  be  made 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House.  I  now  move  it.  Its  effect 
will  be  this :  Under  clause  5  it  is  provided  that  a  foreign 
assessment  company  shall  be  subject  to  the  following  regula¬ 
tions,  stated  briefly:  Death  claims  shall  be  the  first  charge 
on  all  moneys  received  for  assessment.  No  portion  of  such 
moneys  shall  be  used  for  any  expense  of  the  administration. 
A  clause  shall  be  printed  in  colored  ink  declaring  that  this 
association  is  not  required  by  law  to  maintain  any  reserve. 
Every  policy  shall  contain  an  absolute  promise  to  pay.  These 
are  the  conditions  which  the  committee  laid  down  as  forming 
a  good  safeguard  to  policy  holders.  I  do  not  see  why,  if  these 
resolutions  are  good  as  regards  foreign  assessment  compa¬ 
nies,  they  should  not  be  good  as  regards  Canadian  assessment 
companies.  I,  therefore,  move  that  these  conditions  which 
are  required  of  foreign  assessment  companies  should  also  be 
required  of  Canadian  assessment  companies. 

Mr.  IVES.  Can  any  provision  be  made  to  insure  that  an 
action  can  be  brought  in  the  case  of  death  loss  against  any 
of  the  American  companies  in  Canada  ?  When  a  policy  was 
produced  in  the  committee  it  was  found  that  one  of  the 
prominent  conditions  was  that  no  action  could  be  brought 
against  the  company  with  respect  to  losses  except  in  a  cer¬ 
tain  court  in  New  York  city.  Is  aDy  provision  made  which 
will  give  to  our  courts  jurisdiction  to  enforce  the  rights  of 
our  people  with  respect  to  this  class  of  policy  ? 

Mr.  WELLS.  .  Our  courts  have  jurisdiction  already,  and 
judgments  are  reported. 

Mr.  IVES.  Is  that  the  case  if  a  man  makes  a  contract 
in  which  he  agrees  that  no  action  shall  be  taken  oxcept  in 
a  certain  court  ? 

Mr.  WELLS.  The  present  policies  do  not  contain  any 
such  condition. 

/  ^  ,  .....  t  ...  y.  j.  c  >  - .  . 

Mr.  IVES.  Would  it  not  be  better  to  mako  it  a  condition 
of  their  doing  business  here,  that  the  companies  should  bo 
amenable  to  our  courts. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  That  question  was  very  fully  discussed 
in  the  committee,  and  it  was  put  to  the  committee  and 
lost.  Some  of  the  lawyers  in  the  committee,  and  I  think 
the  hon.  member  for  North  Victoria,  gave  it  as  their  opinion 
as  the  hon.  member  for  Bruce  (Mr.  Wells)  has  done  now, 
that  they  have  the  power. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  No  doubt  they  have,  and  a  clause  at 
the  back  of  the  policy  to  the  effect  that  the  insured  shall 
be  subject  only  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  will 
be  no  good, 

Mr.  IVES.  I  certainly  think  it  would  bo  a  good  deal 
safer  to  make  it  a  condition  of  doing  business  here,  that 
they  should  be  amenable  to  our  courts,  than  that  they 
should  have  to  trust  to  litigation  either  here  or  in  the 
United  States.  Supposing  a  party  seeking  to  recover  his 
claim  has  to  go  to  New  York  or  some  other  place  to  obtain 
his  claim,  and  when  he  goes  there  to  seek  enforcement  of 
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I  the  judgment,  he  is  met  with  the  original  objection  that 
the  judgment  obtained  here  was  contrary  to  the  agreement 
between  the  two  parties,  and  consequently  it  would  be  null 
and  void.  ,  ■ 

Mr.  BEATY.  I  regret  that  such  legislation  is  necessary 
at  all,  as  it  will  create  confusion  to  have  the  assessment 
companies  and  the  old  line  companies  operating  together. 
But  as  apparently,  some  kind  of  legislation  must  be  had,  we 
should  give  every  consideration  and  protection  to  the 
assured,  so  that  the  money  invested  may  bring  them  a 
return  when  the  time  comes.  I  shall  support  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Girouard),  for 
that  reason. 

On  sub-section  3, 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  would  suggest  the  addition  of  these 
words :  “  upon  such  trusts  as  shall  be  determined  by  the 
Governor  in  Council.”  .....  t  .-jo 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  With  reference  to  that 
point,  so  far  as  we  could  understand  from  the  evidence  of 
the  Superintendent  of  Insurance,  it  would  be  utterly  impos* 
sible  for  him  in  practice  to  insist  on  any  additional  deposit. 
He  said  to  us — and  it  is  right  that  the  House  should  know 
it — that  it  was  quite  impossible  for  him  to  estimate  their 
liabilities  at  all,  on  the  system  on  which  they  do  business, 
and  he  did  not  expect  that  he  would  be  able  to  advise  the 
Minister  to  call  upon  them  to  make  any  additional  deposit, 
unless  as  a  mere  arbitrary  regulation — mere  guess  work, 
I  think  were  the  words  he  used. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  suppose  he  would  judgo  by  the  extent 
of  business  done  by  the  company,  and  if  the  amount 
of  business  was  sufficiently  great  to  warrant  a  recommenda- 
tion  for  a  further  deposit,  he  would  be  justified  in  making 
such  a  recommendation. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Does  the  amendment  apply  only  to  the 
additional  deposit,  or  does  it  apply  to  the  $50,000  as  well  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  present  deposit  of  $50,000  is,  I 
suppose,  governed  by  the  present  insurance  law  ;  and  I 
think  probably  the  construction  put  upon  this  amendment 
would  be  that  it  would  apply  only  to  the  additional  deposit. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  provisions 
of  tho  Goneral  Insurance  Act  enables  the  Governor  in 
Council  to  mako  any  declaration  as  to  its  appropriation, 
nor  do  I  understand  that  it  is  accessible  in  any  way  by  a 
policy  holder  as  security  for  the  payment  of  his  deposit. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  This  sub-section  provides  for  the  first 
deposit  being  made  under  the  provision  of  the  Consolidated 
Insurance  Act. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  As  I  understand,  this 
$50,000  is  tho  property  of  all  the  parties,  all  over  the 
States  as  well  as  hero,  who  have  claims.  That  appears  to 
'result  from  the  nature  of  tho  case  as  applies  to  mutual 
companies,  fou  cannot  reserve  it  for  the  benefit  of 
Canadian  policy  holders — I  think  there  is  no  dispute  about 
that. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  And  that  was  one  of  the  principal  rea¬ 
sons  why  the  committee  insisted  on  making  further  de¬ 
posits,  in  case  they  should  be  asked  by  the  Government 
upon  the  report  of  the  Insurance  Inspector. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  And  these  further 
deposits  would  be  subject  to  the  same  conditions  as  the 
other — they  would  not  belong  specially  to  Canadian  policy 
holders. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  That  would  depend  on  the  direction  of 
the  Governor  in  Council. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  not ;  I  think  it 
is  in  the  nature  of  the  case. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
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On  subjection  4, 

Mr.  WELLS.  Pei’haps  it  might  bo  better  to  put  in  the 
word  “  legitimate  "  before  the  word  “  death  ”  claim. 

Mr.  BO  WELL,  iso,  I  think  not;  that  is  a  question  for 
the  lawyers  to  determine,  and  to  insert  that  qualification 
might  give  the  company  the  right  to  declare  that  every 
claim  they  did  not  wish  to  meet  was  not  a  legitimate  one. 

On  sub-section  8,  section  5, 

Mr.  WELLS.  I  suggest  that  these  words  be  added  : 

Provided  that  _  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  construed  to  make 
any  person  liable  in  respect  of  assessments  made  by  any  such  association 
after  he  ceases  to  be  a  member  thereof. 

No  doubt  that  is  the  law  as  it  is.  I  do  not  think  any  lawyer 
would  say  that  the  effect  of  this  section  is  to  make  mem  bore 
liable  after  they  cease  to  be  members;  but  I  know  of  my 
own  knowledge  that  it  is  being  used  now  by  agents  of 
rival  companies  as  having  that  effect.  Members  are  not 
now  liable  for  assessments  after  they  cease  to  be  members ; 
but  I  wish  to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  this  section  does 
not  affect  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  1YES.  I  have  very  serious  objections  to  that  amend- 
ment.  It  is  well  known  that  the  object  of  those  companies 
is  to  get  rid  of  their  members  after  they  havo  failed  for  a 
certain  number  of  years,  in  order  to  get  rid  of  their  obliga¬ 
tions  ;  and  if  the  impression  were  made  that  the  members 
could  not  drop  out  in  this  way,  and  escape  their  obligations, 
it  would  have  a  good  effect. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  At  any  rate  my  hon.  friend  must 
be  proposing  mere  surplusage  from  his  point  of  view.  If 
that  is  the  law  now,  his  amendment  is  not  required  ;  if  it 
is  not  the  law,  the  amendment  makes  it  the  law. 

Mr.  WELLS.  I  do  not  make  any  new  law.  I  only  say 
that  the  section  shall  not  be  construed  to  affect  the  existing 
law. 

Mr.  HALL.  It  was  suggested  before  the  committee  that 
members  should  withdraw  on  giving  notice,  and  the  effect 
of  this  amendment  would  be  to  enable  all  those  who  are 
intelligent  enough  to  use  that  method  of  escaping  liability 
to  escape  entirely.  They  are  relieved  by  law  at  the 
expiration  of  their  contract. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Would  the  effect  of  the  motion  not  be  to 
relieve  every  member  of  the  insurance  upon  lives  taken 
during  the  time  he  was  a  member  ?  If  it  does,  there  would 
be  no  security  at  all  for  those  who  are  left. 

Mr.  IVES.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  is  the  law  now. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  not  the  law  so  far  as  Mutual  Insu¬ 
rance  companies  are  concerned.  A  member  is  responsible 
for  risks  taken  and  losses  incurred  while  he  is  a  member, 
and  he  is  liable  to  that  extent  if  he  goes  out. 

Mr.  WELLS.  He  is  not  liable  for  all  losses  that  occur 
while  he  is  in  the  company. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Suppose  a  man  sees  losses  occur  to  the 
extent  of  $20,000  or  $30,000  and  retires  ;  if  he  retires  before 
any  assessment  is  levied,  he  will  be  relieved  of  liability  by 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  WELLS.  Well,  I  do  not  care  for  the  amendment 
one  way  or  the  other. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
Minister  of  Customs  to  the  declaration  made  by  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Bruce  (Mr.  Wells)  that  any  member  can 
o  out  without  paying  up,  simply  by  giving  notice.  If  the 
ulk  of  the  members  left  the  association,  those  who  have 
been  paying  for  a  lifetime  or  for  a  half  a  lifetime  have  no 
recourse  except  with  themselves  for  the  assessments  to  pay 
their  insurance  when  they  die.  That  shows  in  a  conclusive 
manner  the  objection  to  the  whole  system,  and  is  a  reason 
Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


why  the  Government  of  Canada  should  not  give  aid  or 
countenance  to  a  system  of  insurance,  which  is  so  costly, 
and  which  must  necessarily  result  in  disaster. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  would  just  emphasise  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  just  said.  By  sub-section  7,  we  are  told  what 
the  securities  shall  be.  The  two  funds  out  of  which  these 
associations  are  obliged  to  pay  losses  are  the  death  fund, 
and  any  moneys  realised  from  assessments  to  be  made  for 
that  purpose.  But  according  to  sub-section  6  the  associa¬ 
tions  are  not  required  to  maintain  a  reserve,  so  that  the 
death  fund  may  amount  to  nothing  at  all,  and  the  other 
fund  according  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  may  amount  to  noth¬ 
ing  either.  There  is  to  be  no  security  if  people  may  go 
out  altogether. 

Mr.  WELLS.  Iftheyallgo  out  there  are  no  losses  to 
pay.  The  death  fund  of  the  association  is  mentioned  as  dis¬ 
tinguished  from  moneys  realised  from  now  assessments. 
There  is  always  a  balance  over  from  every  assessment, 
which  is  put  into  the  death  fund,  and  if  that  is  not  sufficient, 
they  assess. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Mr.  GIROUARD  moved,  That  the  provisions  contained 
in  sub-sections  4,  5,  6,  7,  8,  of  section  5,  shall  also  apply  to 
any  company  incorporated  in  Canada  carrying  on  the 
business  of  life  insurance  upon  the  cooperative  or  assess¬ 
ment  plan. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  adoption  of  that  clause  will  take 
from  the  Canadian  companies  that  advantage  and  protection 
the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron  is  so  anxious  about.  It 
will  place  them  precisely  in  the  same  position  as  foreign 
companies.  It  is  for  the  House  to  say  whether  Canadian 
companies  of  this  character  should  have  any  advantages 
other  than  those  possessed  by  foreign  companies.  The 
amendment  placed  in  my  hands  by  the  Superintendent  of 
Insurance  is  to  this  effect :  He  says :  “  It  was  expected,  on  all 
sides,  that  Canadian  companies  were  to  be  allowed  to 
transact  their  own  business  in  their  own  way  without 
further  conditions  than  that  of  making  an  annual  return, 
and  tbese  companies  actually  supported  the  Bill  on  this 
understanding  ;  that  if  they  had  been  apprised  of  these 
conditions  they  probably  would  have  appeared  before  the 
committee  and  claimed  to  be  heard  in  opposition, 
and  that  at  all  events,  they  should  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  of  being  heard ;  that  it  is  evident  there 
are  grounds  for  stringently  regulating  the  trans¬ 
actions  of  foreign  companies  whose  management  is  outside 
Canada,  and  which  are  beyond  Canada’s  control,  while  such 
grounds  may  not  exist  upon  the  part  of  companies  existing 
only  among  our  people.”  I  have  read  this  memo,  from 
the  Superintendent  of  Insurance,  he  having  a  more  practi¬ 
cal  knowledge  of  the  operation  and  the  working  of  the 
different  insurance  companies  and  of  the  intention  of  his 
Department  in  permitting  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  becom¬ 
ing  a  part  of  the  General  Insurance  Act,  rather  than  give 
an  opinion  of  my  own.  I  am,  therefore,  of  opinion  that 
Canadian  companies  should  have  advantages  not  accorded 
to  foreign  companies,  for  the  reason  advanced  by  the 
Superintendent  General,  namely,  that  being  in  our  own 
country  we  have  greater  control  over  them  than  we  can 
possibly  have  over  those  companies  whose  headquarters 
are  in  foreign  lands. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  The  Superint  endent  says  these  com¬ 
panies  had  no  opportunity  of  being  heard  on  this  point. 
Are  we  to  be  told  that  we  have  no  right  to  make  this 
amendment  because  these  companies  have  not  been  heard  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  He  says  they  were  given  to  understand 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  would  not  apply  to  them,  and 
consequently  they  did  not  appear  before  the  committee. 
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Mr.  GIROUARD.  That  amounts  to  the  same  thing — 
that  the  Bill  has  come  from  the  committee  on  Banking  and 
Commerce  and  we  have  no  right  to  amend  it.  At  the  last 
sitting  of  the  committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce  I 
moved  this  very  amendment,  but  as  the  Bill  had  beon 
already  much  amended  and  contained  many  erasures,  it  was 
agreed  my  amendment  should  be  renewed  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House.  The  companies  had  opportunity  of 
being  heard  then,  but  they  said  nothing,  and  in  fact  from 
what  I  heard  from  those  parties  representing  assessment 
companies  who  were  present,  they  had  no  objection  to  this 
clause.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  whether  they  had  objection  or 
not,  we  have  hoard  enough  during  the  discussion  this  after¬ 
noon  to  show  that  this  system,  which,  according  to  the 
Superintendent,  is  only  experimentally,  is  very  dangerous 
and  should  bo  guarded  by  all  restrictions  that  the  House 
may  find  necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  policy  holders. 
We  have  found  it  necessary  to  provide,  as  far  as  American 
assessment  companies  are  concerned,  that  death  claims 
shall  be  the  first  charge;  that  no  portion  of  the  money 
shall  be  used  for  any  expenses,  that  a  clause  shall  bo  printed 
in  different  colored  ink,  in  these  words  :  “  This  association 
is  not  required  by  law  to  maintain  any  reserve.”  If  these 
clauses  are  necessary  for  the  protection  of  policy  holders  hold¬ 
ing  American  policies,  I  do  not  see  why  they  are  not  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  protection  of  policy  holders,  when  they  hold 
Canadian  policies.  If  these  clauses  are  good  as  far  as  Ameri¬ 
can  companies  are  concerned,  they  are  equally  as  good  as  far 
as  Canadians  are  concerned.  The  hon.  Minister  says  then 
there  will  be  no  difference.  There  will  be  a  great  differ¬ 
ence  ;  the  deposit  of  $50,000  is  not  required  from  the 
Canadian  companies,  but  is  from  the  American  companies ; 
and  really  no  good  reason  has  been  advanced  by  the  hon. 
the  Minister  to  show  that  these  conditions,  which  I  believe 
are  necessary  to  prevent  confusion  in  the  public  mind,  and 
which  are  held  to  be  good  as  far  as  American  companies  are 
concerned,  should  not  appljr  equally  to  Canadian  companies. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  restrictions  in  the  5,  6  and  7  sub¬ 
sections  which  the  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  apply  to 
Canadian  assessment  companies,  were  inserted  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  for  the  protection  of  the  policy  holders,  and  I  think, 
myself  that  a  large  number  of  those  who  voted  in  the  com* 
mittee  believed  that  they  applied  to  all  assessment  compa¬ 
nies.  I  think  the  amendment  is  a  proper  one. 

Mr.  IVES.  This  is  not  a  matter  of  advantage  to  the  com¬ 
panies,  but  a  matter  of  protection  to  the  policy  holders.  If 
it  is  necessary  to  protect  our  people  in  the  case  of  foreign 
companies,  it  is  certainly  necessary  to  protect  them  in  the 
case  of  our  own  companies.  If  there  is  any  distinction 
between  these  companies  and  the  companies  on  the  old 
line,  why  should  not  the  distinction  be  marked  on  the  Cana¬ 
dian  policies  issued  by  Canadian  companies  ?  Perhaps  the 
Minister  of  Customs  will  tell  us  what  advantage  Canadian 
old  line  companies  enjoy  over  the  English  or  American 
companies  ;  they  have  to  deposit  and  comply  with  the  same 
regulations.  I  do  not  see  what  particular  advantage  the 
Canadian  old  line  companies  have  over  the  English  or 
Americans,  that  should  justify  our  giving  this  extremely 
neW-fangled  system  superior  advantages  to  swindle  the 
people  which  the  American  companies  have  not. 

Mr.  HALL.  One  of  the  clauses  insisted  upon  by  the 
committee  was  that  no  part  of  the  assessment  for  death 
losses  should  be  applied  to  expenses.  There  could  be  no 
better  indication  of  the  wisdom  of  the  amendment  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Girouard)  than  the 
fact  that  a  certain  society  in  Montreal  had  an  income  of 
$36,570,  out  of  which  they  paid  for  death  claims,  $4,619, 
their  expenses  being  $31,951  ;  and  the  next  year  their 
total  receipts  were  $59,790,  their  death  claims  had 
increased  to  $20,200,  and  their  expenses  were  $39,590, 


That  is  a  company  that  came  to  grief  the  other  day  in 
Montreal. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  There  is  a  strong 
reason,  I  think,  at  any  rate,  that  clause  6  should  be  made 
applicable  to  all.  I  am,  myself,  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
of  my  hon.  friend  from  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Girouard). 
The  only  guarantee  against  confusion  amongst  these  com¬ 
panies  is  the  declaration  in  clause  6,  that  every  application 
policy  and  certificate  shall  have  printed  thereon  the  follow¬ 
ing  words  : — 

This  association  is  not  required  by  law  to  maintain  the  reserve 
which  is  required  of  ordinary  life  insurance  companies. 

I  doubt  very  much  whether  in  practice  that  is  a  sufficient 
guarantee,  but  it  is  the  only  guarantee  we  have,  and  if  that 
is  to  be  forced  on  American  or  English  companies,  there  is 
equal  reason  why  the  attention  of  policy  holders  should  be 
called  to  it  in  the  case  of  these  other  companies.  Every 
possible  attempt  will  be  made  by  the  insurance  canvassers, 
of  whom,  no  doubt,  the  House  has  had  experience  enough, 
and  who  are  not  the  most  scrupulous  people  in  the  world,  but 
are  as  persistent  a  class  of  canvassers  as  you  can  find  from_ 
one  end  of  Canada  to  the  other,  to  represent  that  these  com 
panics  are  just  as  good  as  the  other  companies. 

Mr  WELLS.  A  great  deal  better. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  My  hon.  friend  does 
not  go  quite  as  far  as  one  geutleman,  who  says  this  is  a 
heaven-directed  system  for  the  protection  of  insurers ;  but, 
however  this  may  be,  if  you  do  not  extend  this  provision 
to  the  Canadian  companies,  no  ordinary  man  will  be  able  to 
distinguish  between  them  at  all.  There  is  nothing  to  tell 
any  man  insuring  what  he  ought  to  know,  that  these  com¬ 
panies  are  conducted  on  a  totally  different  principle  from 
that  laid  down  for  those  the  Government  has  taken  under 
its  special  care.  We  have  had  very  special  and  very 
peculiar  legislation  on  this  subject,  and  there  is  no  doubt 
that  the  public  are  by  this  time  thoroughly  aware  of  the 
fact  that  the  majority  of  these  old  companies  are  under 
a  rigorous  system  of  Government  inspection,  and  that  they 
put  dependence  upon  them  for  that  very  reason.  In  intro¬ 
ducing  this  measure  as  it  stands,  I  warn  the  Government 
that  they  positively  give  a  premium  to  fraudulent  canvas¬ 
sers — we  will  not  say  anything  about  the  companies  repre¬ 
sented  by  such  respectable  persons  as  my  hon.  friend  behind 
me — to  conceal  the  real  facts  of  the  case,  and  I  think  it  is  a 
reasonable  demand  that  they  shall  be  required  to  show  on 
the  face  of  the  policies  that  they  are  not  conducted  on  the 
same  basis  as  the  other  companies. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Girouard)  agreed  to. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  I  doubt  very  much  whether  you  have 
jurisdiction  in  that  matter.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  a  matter 
of  procedure  which  belongs  to  the  Local  Legislature.  The 
action  must  bo  taken  in  the  county  or  district  where  the 
insured  is  residing.  We  have  other  modes  of  suing  and  I 
think  it  should  be  before  any  court  of  competent  jurisdiction. 

Mr.  IVES.  Surely,  if  we  have  jurisdiction  over  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  insurance,  we  have  over  the  mode  of  carrying  it  out, 
and  the  amendment  just  carried  is  as  obnoxious  to  the  objeGa 
tion  as  this  one. 

Mr.  GIROUARD.  No.  It  ought  to  be  any  court  of 
competent  jurisdiction  in  the  Province. 

Mr.  WELLS.  I  propose  to  move  the  following 

No  such  association  shall  insert  any  provision  in  Jany  certificate 
or  policy  preventing  an  action  from  being  brought  thereon  in  Canada, 
and  if  any  such  provision  is  so  inserted,  the  same  shall  be  void. 

Mr.  IVES.  My  objection  to  this  is  that  the  contract  is 
made  in  New  York,  and  the  policy  is  issued  there,  and  dated 
there,  and  therefore  there  would  be  nothing  to  give  juris- 
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diction  to  our  courts.  There  is  nothing  to  show  that  the 
contract  was  made  here  at  all,  and,  whether  the  amendment 
would  be  of  any  use  here  or  not,  it  would  only  remove  the 
difficulty  of  the  man  who  had  to  sue  at  home,  and  that 
would  be  worse  than  tho  other  amendment.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  foreign  insuranco  company  ought  to  agree  that, 
although  the  contract  is  made  in  a  foreign  country,  the 
holder  of  the  policy  hero  should  be  entitled  to  pursue  his 
recourse  in  our  courts,  and  therefore  I  cannot  accept  the 
amendment  of  the  hon.  member. 

Mr.  WELLS.  Surely  my  hon.  friend  does  not  mean  to 
say  that  if  a  policy  is  made  in  New  York  to  a  Canadian 
policy  holder  the  latter  cannot  sue  in  Canada.  It  has  been 
held  to  the  contrary  in  this  country.  Then  the  only  effect 
would  be  that,  supposing  any  company  put  such  a  provision 
in  the  policy,  and  that  is  pleaded  against  the  action,  the  courts 
would  hold  that  it  was  void.  I  go  further.  My  hon.  friend, 
perhaps,  does  not  know  that  many  of  the  policies  made  by 
these  American  companies  are  expressly  made  on  the  face  of 
them  payable  old  line  in  New  York  or  elsewhere,  so  that,  if 
he  is  going  to  introduce  that  amendment  at  all,  he  must 
make  it  applicable  to  them  all.  The  policies  of  the  New 
York  Life,  the  Mutual  Life,  and  other  companies,  are  especi¬ 
ally  stated  to  be  made  in  New  York. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  It  seems  to  me  there  is  no  difficulty 
about  a  suit  in  Canada  which  is  not  covered  by  either  of  those 
amendments.  Canvassers  for  these  foreign  companies  are 
frequently  people  who  travel  about  and  ask  for  subscriptions. 
The  company  itself  may  have  no  office  which  anybody  can 
find,  or  to  which  anyone  can  have  convenient  access.  It 
seems  to  me  the  chief  difficulty  about  suing  any  company 
would  be  the  possession  of  a  domicile,  a  place  where  a  writ 
could  be  served.  If  it  were  a  condition  that  the  company  ' 
should  name  a  place,  and,  as  we  say  in  Lower  Canada,  elect 
a  domicile  in  the  Province,  somewhere  where  the  writ  could 
be  served,  then  persons  suffering  losses  might  take  their 
remedy  in  the  Province.  My  impression  is  that  the  first 
amendment  moved  should  have  an  addition  to  it,  that  besides 
stating  that  persons  may  sue  within  the  Province  for  a 
remedy  upon  any  policy  issued,  a  place  should  be  named 
within  the  Province  where  the  writ  could  be  served. 
Without  that  the  remedy  would  be  quite  illusory. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  should  much  prefer  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  member,  although  the  remedy  would  not  be  quite 
illusory,  because  in  our  Province  we  could  call  them  in  by 
advertisement  and  obtain  a  judgmont  that  way. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  That  suggestion  is  a  good  one;  still  I  think 
the  clause  would  be  very  valuable  even  if  that  suggestion 
were  not  adopted,  because  in  Ontario  there  is  no  difficulty 
in  serving  a  foreign  corporation. 

Mr.  IVES.  Nor  in  Quebec  either. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  think  most  of  the  Provinces  have 
provisions  in  their  procedures  to  sue  foreign  corporations. 

I  think  that  the  suggestion  of  tho  hon.  member  for  Jacques 
Cartier  (Mr.  Girouard)  should  be  accepted  by  the  mover  of 
the  resolution,  and  that  one  should  not  be  compelled  to  sue 
in  the  particular  locality  where  the  person  dies,  but  any¬ 
where  in  the  Province. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  Allow  me  to  refer  to  the  General 
Insurance  Act  as  it  existg.  In  clause  9  of  that  Act  it  is 
provided  that  documents  are  to  be  filed  before  license  is 
granted,  and  among  those  documents  is  a  power  of  attorney, 
which  must  declare  in  what  place  in  Canada  the  head  office 
or  chief  agency  of  such  company  is  situated,  and  it  must 
expressly  authorise  such  attorney  to  receive  process  in  all 
suits  and  proceedings  against  such  company,  in  any  Province 
of  Canada,  for  any  liabilities  incurred  by  the  company 
therein. 

Mr.  Ives, 


Mr.  BOWELL.  I  would  like  to  suggest  to  the  legal  gen* 
tlemen  in  this  matter,  that  that  clause  already  applies  to 
these  line  companies.  I  take  it  for  granted  that  every  clause 
in  this  Act  of  which  this  is  a  part  applies  to  this  company, 
except  those  that  are  specially  repealed.  However,  I  would 
suggest,  as  this  is  rather  an  important  amendment,  that  the 
hon.  member  who  has  moved  the  amendment  should  with¬ 
draw  it  for  the  present,  and  have  it  carofully  drawn,  and 
move  it  at  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  have  no  objection. 

Amendment,  and  amendment  to  the  amendment,  with" 
drawn. 

On  section  7, 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  such  a  thing  as  that 
within  our  purview. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  I  was  not  present  in  the  commit¬ 
tee  before  which  the  Bill  was  so  lengthily  discussed,  but  I 
think  we  ought  to  go  somewhat  farther  than  this  clause 
provides.  A  good  deal  of  litigation  has  arisen  in  testing  the 
claims  of  parties,  for  the  reason  that  in  the  application  cer¬ 
tain  statements  were  made  that  were  proven  to  be  untrue. 
We  can  easily  see  how  this  can  be  done.  People  who  go 
around  canvassing  for  applications  are  very  apt  to  meet 
with  persons  as  applicants  who  do  not  know  exactly 
the  meaning  of  certain  questions  which  they  have  to  answer. 
The  canvasser  will  very  probably  say  that  it  does  not  make 
much  difference  whether  the  application  is  correctly  filled 
up  or  not,  and  with  this  statement  in  view  the  applicant 
fills  up  the  application.  The  answers  given  are,  however, 
made  part  of  the  contract,  and  if  it  should  turn  out,  after¬ 
wards,  that  there  has  been  some  error  in  the  statements, 
although  they  have  been  made  in  good  faith,  the  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  party  will  not  be  able  to  enforce  the  claim.  We 
should  add  the  words :  “  Provided  it  has  not  been  made 

fraudulently.”  Unless  the  statement,  which  proves  to  be 
an  erroneous  one,  is  made  fraudulently  at  the  time,  the 
policy  should  not  be  voided.  Applicants  in  answering  as  to 
their  age  may  make  a  mistake  of  a  year.  The  canvasser 
very  probably  says  that  the  exact  age  is  not  material ;  never¬ 
theless,  it  is  afterwards  made  material,  and  if  it  should  turn 
out  to  be  erroneous,  the  representatives  of  the  insurer  will 
not  be  able  to  enforce  the  claim. 

Mr.  DAVIES  I  cannot  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for 
Kent.  The  section  goes  as  far  as  it  can  reasonably  go. 
Heretofore  misstatements,  whether  material  or  immaterial, 
would  void  the  whole  policy.  That  was  unfair  and  unjust. 
This  section  is  in  the  direction  of  relieving  policy  holders 
from  that  injustice.  I  cannot,  however,  go  so  far  as  to  say 
that  if  very  material  statements  should  prove  false  the 
policy  should  not  be  voided.  I  think  it  should  be  voided. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  In  the  case  of  fire  insurance,  for 
example,  the  distance  of  one  building  from  another  is  fre¬ 
quently  erroneously  stated,  and  in  some  cases  the  agent  has 
himself  drawn  out  the  rough  plan.  There  are  many  answers 
given  to  questions  in  applications  for  life  insurance,  respect¬ 
ing  which  the  parties  are  not  certain,  and  if  the  statements 
are  made  bond  fide,  I  think  the  policy  should  not  be  voided, 
although  they  subsequently  prove  to  be  incorrect. 

Mr.  ABBOTT.  I  agree  with  the  hon,  member  for 
Queen’s  in  his  view  as  to  the  proposal  just  made.  The  con¬ 
tract  is  one  which  depends  on  the  representations  of  the 
party  desiring  to  be  assured.  The  amount  of  premiums 
to  be  paid  depends  on  the  statements  made,  and  "they  are 
absolutely  the  conditions  on  which  the  insurance  is  effected. 
If  an  applicant  makes  a  misstatement  as  to  his  age,  that 
may  have  an  effect  on  the  amount  paid  during  20,  30  or 
50  years,  and  if  he  may  make  an  error  in  regard  to  one 
year  he  may  as  regards  five  years.  It  is  proper  that,  if  the 
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contract  be  made  in  error,  the  policy  should  be  voided,  if 
the  misrepresentations  or  errors  are  material. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  It  very  frequently  happens  that  if  erro¬ 
neous  statements  have  been  made  the  companies  go  on  and 
continue  to  receive  the  premiums  during  ten  or  fifteen  years, 
and  on  the  death  of  the  insured  they  bring  up  tbe  misstate¬ 
ments  as  a  reason  why  they  should  not  pay  the  death  loss. 
There  ought  to  be  something  in  the  Act  that  would  prevent 
the  company,  after  a  policy  has  been  issued  and  been  in 
force  for  some  time,  from  subsequently  raising  a  question 
as  to  its  validity.  After  the  company  have  taken  every 
possible  means  to  satisfy  themselves  as  to  the  truth  of  a 
statement,  and  after  the  premiums  have  been  paid  during 
some  years,  they  should  not  be  allowed  to  plead  that  a  mis¬ 
statement  was  made  and  the  policy  therefore  voided. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  obligation  as  to  good  faith  should 
extend  to  both  parties. 

Mr.  LANDRY  (Kent).  I  look  upon  the  matter  as  of 
more  importance  than  do  some  hon.  members,  and  I  will 
move  the  amendment  1  have  suggested,  on  the  third  read¬ 
ing,  and  will  then  bo  prepared  to  show  that  the  sex-ies  of 
questions  put  to  applicants  are  such  as  cannot  be  answered 
correctly.  I  do  not  think  ho  ought  to.  I  think  that  it 
ought  to  be  the  duty  of  the  company,  if  they  want  to  resist 
a  claim  of  this  kind,  to  show  that  the  statements  that  wei-e 
made  at  the  time  wei'e  made  fraudulently,  that  the  party 
knew  that  they  were  fraudulent,  and  did  it  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  a  policy  upon  false  representations,  which  he 
knew  were  false  at  the  time.  I  have  merely  given  one  of 
the  instances  as  an  illustration,  but  there  are  many  of  the 
same  kind,  so  that  it  is  almost  impossible  for  the  applicant 
to  answer  the  questions  without  making  mistakes. 

Mr.  TROW.  There  is  such  keen  competition  between 
the  agents  of  these  companies  that  in  many  instances  these 
questions  are  not  answered,  but  are  taken  for  granted,  and 
I  think  that  the  only  cases  in  which  a  man  should  forfeit 
his  rights  is  when  he  attempts  to  misi-epresent  his  age  for 
the  purpose  of  benefiting  thereby. 

Mr.  HICKEY.  I  think  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Landry)  ought  to  have  a  great  deal 
of  weight  with  this  committee.  No  doubt  there  are  many 
candidates  for  examination  who  have  insufficient  knowledge 
of  their  own  immediate  family  history.  They  may  possibly 
be  foreigners,  coming  to  this  country ;  their  parents  or 
their  brothers  or  sisters  may  have  died  since  they  left,  for 
instance,  of  consumption,  which  is  a  hereditary  disease,  and 
the  applicant  may  be  in  good  faith  in  not  knowing  of  what 
disease  they  died.  For  that  reason,  I  think  some  considera¬ 
tion  should  be  extended  to  the  applicant.  At  present  the 
family  history  is  considered  vei’y  important  for  or  against 
the  candidate,  as  evidence  which  he  can  give  himself,  apart 
from  the  physician’s  examination.  Most  of  our  companies 
are  making  the  examination  more  carefully  than  ever, 
because  they  are  stating  in  their  policies  that  after  three 
premiums  are  paid  nothing  will  invalidate  the  policy.  For 
instance,  the  Canada  Life  makes  that  pi-ovision. 

On  section  8, 

Mr.  WELLS.  It  is  perfectly  obvious"  that  this  clause 
goes  further  than  the  person  who  drafted  it  intended.  For 
instance,  in  the  16th  and  20th  lines,  it  includes  “  any  person 
who  transacts  any  business  on  behalf  of  such  company,”  as 
those  coming  within  the  penalty  of  the  13th  section  of  the 
Act.  I  do  not  think  it  was  ever  intended  to  go  as  far  as 
those  words  go,  because  they  would  include  any  proprietor 
of  a  newspaper  publishing  an  advertisement,  for  an 
unlicensed  company  or  any  carpenter  putting  up  a  shelf. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cai'dwell).  The  carpenter  would  not  be 
called  upon  to  print  any  words  in  his  insurance  policy. 


Mr.  WELLS.  But  it  is  not  limited  in  that  way.  This 
section  has  been  compiled  from  two  or  three  sections ;  it  was 
moved  just  at  the  moment  the  committee  was  rising,  and  it 
was  not  well  considered.  Now,  what  the  committee  wish 
is  to  protect  the  public,  by  seeing  that  the  public  are  sure 
that  it  understands  it  is  dealing  with  a  company  which  does 
business  on  the  assessment  principle.  That,  1  suppose,  is 
the  object  of  the  clause.  Now,  every  assessment  company 
sends  out  thousands  of  circulars,  notices  of  assessment,  etc., 
to  its  own  members,  and  is  there  any  object  in  having  the 
words  “assessment  systom  ”  printed  on  such  documents, 
or  any  other  documents  of  that  kind  that  are  sent  to  its 
own  members.  I  shall  move  an  amendment  which,  I  think, 
will  be  accepted  by  the  committee,  as  it  is  a  reasonable  one. 
I  move  to  insort  after  the  word  “Canada,”  these  words  : 

In  every  circular  or  advertisement  issued  or  used  in  Canada, 
addressed  to  its  own  members,  and  not  showing  that  the  company  tran¬ 
sacts  the  business  of  insurance  upon  the  assessment  system. 

Some  of  these  companies  have  enormous  stocks  of  these  cir¬ 
culars  on  hand.  The  company  in  which  I  am  interested  I 
know  has  thousands,  I  might  say  millions,  of  them  on  hand, 
and  as  many  of  them  are  pamphlets,  they  could  not  be  put 
through  the  press  without  tearing  them  apart. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  Yes,  they  could. 

Mr.  WELLS.  I  do  not  see  any  object  in  putting  these 
words  in,  in  the  case  of  such  documents  as  I  have  described, 
sent  to  the  companies’  own  members,  and  I  do  not  think 
any  company  should  bo  embarrassed  or  vexed  or  harassed  by 
a  provision  of  this  kind,  for  no  purpose. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  If  I  keai'd  the  amendment  aright,  it  is 
more  extensive  than  the  hon.  gentleman  who  proposod  it 
seems  to  understand.  It  might  be  desirable  that  papers 
sent  to  membei’s  themselves  should  not  have  the  words 
“  assessment  system  ”  on  them ;  but  the  amendment  goes 
further,  because  it  provides  that  these  words  should  not  be 
on  any  document,  if  it  could  be  gathered  from  the  substance 
of  the  document  that  the  company  caiTies  on  business  by 
the  assessment  system;  If  carrid,  it  would  compel  every 
man  to  read  every  report  or  document  be  received,  in  order 
to  ascertain  whether  or  not  the  company  was  conducted  on 
the  assessment  system.  Why  does  the  hon.  member  want 
to  dispense  with  that  notice  ? 

Mr.  WELLS.  I  frankly  say  why.  These  companies  have 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  those  documents  already  printed. 
There  is  one  company  that  sends  to  its  own  members  200,000 
of  these  documents  every  two  months,  and  it  would  be  utterly 
out  of  the  question  to  put  a  stamp  on  all  of  these ;  it  would 
take  the  whole  time  of  a  man  or  half  a  dozen  men  to  do  it. 
This  idea  of  safety  is  entirely  over-estimated.  Did  anybody 
ever  know  an  instance  in  which  a  person  was  insured  under 
one  system  and  thought  he  was  insuring  under  another? 
I  venture  to  say  it  would  be  utteily  impossible,  with  the 
strife  and  rivalry  existing  amoDg  insurance  companies  ;  and 
we  are  only  foi’ecasting  a  grievance  which  has  never  arisen, 
and  which  pi-obably  never  will  arise.  To  require  that  a 
document  or  x’eport  will  show  on  its  face  that  the  com¬ 
pany  is  doing  business  on  the  assessment  system  is 
surely  protection  enough  to  the  public.  My  hon.  friend 
says  a  person  may  be  deceived,  because  he  may  have  to  read 
thi’ough  the  document.  I  do  not  suppose  anyone  is  going 
to  be  deceived  by  a  document  unless  he  reads  it.  I  think 
this  provision  is  only  vexatious. 

Mr.  TROW.  I  do  not  think  it  is  imposing  any  hardship 
on  these  companies  to  l’ecjuire  them  to  stamp  those  docu¬ 
ments  in  the  corner  with  the  words  “  assessment  system.” 
If  they  have  a  large  surplus  of  the  documents  on  hand,  one 
man  could,  in  a  short  time,  stamp  all  they  would  require  for 
a  month. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  If  my  hon.  friend  is  so  much  in  favor  of 
the  assessment  system,  and  it  has  so  many  advantages,  as  he 
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says,  it  should  be  his  earnest  desire  to  have  the  words 
‘‘  assessment  system  ”  put  on  every  document  and  every 
policy,  and  to  advertise  it  in  every  possible  way.  I  really 
cannot  see  why  he  takes  the  ground  he  does. 

Mr.  BOW-ELL.  I  do  not  think  the  objection  the  hon. 
member  for  East  Bruce  (Mr.  Wells)  takes  to  the  clauso  is 
so  important  as  he  thinks  it  is.  If  the  companies  have  the 
number  of  circulars  on  hand  he  says,  it  will  not  require  half 
a  dozen  men  to  stamp  them.  They  can  easily  be  run 
through  a  power  press  with  the  same  rapidity  with  which 
they  were  printed.  The  only  objection,  to  my  mind,  is  that 
of  expense,  and  it  will  not  be  very  large.  The  very  strong 
opinion  expressed  in  the  committee — and  I  see  it  prevails 
in  the  House — was  that  all  documents  of  these  companies 
should  bear  on  their  face  evidence  that  they  are  documents 
of  companies  conducted  on  the  co-operativo  plan.  I  think 
the  clause  is  sufficient.  It  makes  any  officer  of  an  unli¬ 
censed  company,  or  any  person  who  transacts  business  on 
behalf  of  such  company,  liable  to  the  penalty. 

Mr.  WELLS.  By  that  clause  you  make  any  person  doing 
any  sort  of  business  for  an  unlicensed  company  liable.  If  a 
publisher  of  a  newspaper  inserts  an  advertisement  for  such 
a  company,  would  you  make  him  liable  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  He  is  not  transacting  business  on  behalf 
of  the  company. 

Mr.  WELLS.  It  depends  on  what  the  court  will  take 
“  transacting  business  ”  to  mean.  I  think  he  would  be. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE.  Insert  the  word  “  insurance  ”  before 
the  word  “  business.” 

Mr.  WELLS.  I  would  suggest  that  all  the  words  after 
the  word  “  company,”  in  the  18th  line,  to  the  word  “  com¬ 
pany,”  in  the  20th  line,  be  omitted,  because  this  is  provided 
already  in  the  general  Insurance  Act.  I  would  move  to 
that  effect. 

Amendment  (Mr.  Wells)  negatived. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  think  the  suggestion  made  by  tho  hon. 
member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  meets  the  objection, 
and  makes  the  clause  much  clearer.  I  would  move  that  as 
an  amendment, 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BEATY.  There  should  also  bo  an  amendment  to 
the  21st  line  by  adding  tho  following  words : — 

And  any  director,  manager,  agent  or  other  officer  of  the  comp  my  > 
or  any  other  person  transacting  business  on  behalf  of  the  said  company! 
circulating  or  issu!ng  any  policy,  or  application,  or  circular,  in  which 
the  words  “assessment  system”  are  not  printed  thereon,  shall  be  liable 
to  a  penalty  mentioned  in  the  13th  section  of  the  Act. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Suppose  an  agent  circulates  1,000  copies, 
is  it  to  bo  one  offence,  or  more  than  one  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  question  is  beforo  tho  courts  of 
Ontario,  as  to  whether  bribing  one  man  or  a  dozen  is  one 
offence. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  ought  to  be  made  clear. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  It  is  monstrous  that  the  man  who  issues 
one  circular  should  be  subject  to  the  same  penalty  as  the 
man  who  issues  1,000. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  For  each  offence,  $1,000. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  No  ;  the  Act  says  not  exceeding  $1,000  ; 
it  may  bo  $1. 

The  Committee  x'oso,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
left  the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  propose  to  move,  as  the  10th  clause,  the 
following  : — 

Mr.  Edgar, 


In  every  policy  issued  by  a  foreign  company  licensed  under  this  Act 
in  favor  of  a  resident  of  Canada,  a  clause  shall  be  either  embodied  there¬ 
in  or  endorsed  thereon  to  the  effect  that  an  action  to  enforce  the  obliga¬ 
tion  of  said  policy  may  be  validly  taken  in  any  court  of  competent  juris¬ 
diction  in  the  Province  wherein  said  policy-holder  resides  or  last  resided 
before  his  discease. 

Mr.  WELLS.  Would  it  not  answer  to  have  it  declared 
in  the  Act  instead  of  embodied  in  the  policies  ? 

Mr.  IVES.  I  do  not  intend  the  clause  to  be  annoying, 
but  I  think  it  is  better  to  put  it  in  this  way.  If  it  is  merely 
declared  in  the  Act,  it  will  be  binding  upon  those  companies 
only  so  far  as  our  own  courts  are  concerned,  and  if  you  have 
to  go  into  a  foreign  court  with  a  judgment  obtained  in  Canada, 
that  judgment  will  not  be  binding,  because  the  foreign  court 
will  not  necessarily  recognise  the  declaration  of  our  own 
statute.  If  you  provide  that  the  policy  itself  shall  contain 
that  bargain  between  the  insured  and  the  insurer,  it  must 
be  held  to  be  binding  in  all  foreign  courts,  upon  the  com¬ 
pany  as  well  as  upon  the  individual.  Ido  not  consider  it 
would  more  than  half  answer  the  purpose  we  have  in  view 
if  this  were  simply  put  into  the  statute,  because  it  would 
simply  be  a  law  as  between  the  company  and  the  insured 
in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  nowhere  else. 

Mr.  WELLS.  That  is  not  my  notion  of  an  action  upon 
a  judgment.  The  only  defence,  as  I  understand,  that  can  be 
raised  in  such  a  case,  is  as  to  the  regularity  of  the  judg¬ 
ment.  No  defence  can  be  raised  to  an  action  of  a  judgment 
which  might  have  been  raised  in  the  original  action. 

Mr.  HALL.  That  may  be  true,  but  there  may  be  cases 
where  parties  would  prefer  to  go  to  the  foreign  court  direct. 
The  company  may  have  no  assets  here,  and  the  parties  may 
go  to  a  court  of  foreign  jurisdiction  as  a  first  resort. 

Mr.  WELLS.  Then  the  clause  would  not  apply  at  all. 

Mr.  HALL.  Certainly  it  would,  if  it  were  embodied  in 
the  policy. 

Mr.  WELLS.  The  idea  is,  that  they  shall  not  be  com" 
polled  to  sue  there.  It  is  only  a  vexatious  amendment. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  There  is  a  condition  in  some 
of  the  policies  that  proceedings  must  be  taken  in  courts  of 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  WELLS.  No. 

Mr.  WHITE.  There  were  some  policies  of  that  kind 
read  in  the  committee  room. 

Mr.  WELLS.  I  have  explained  half  a  dozen  times  that 
that  was  in  the  original  policies,  which  has  been  expunge!, 

Mr.  WHITE.  That  was  in  a  very  recent  policy,  and 
there  is  no  reason  why  it  may  not  be  in  a  policy  again, 
If  a  person  insured  makes  a  condition  that  he  will  only  sue 
in  a  court  in  the  United  States,  what  value  is  the  statutory 
declaration  here  ?  He  has  made  tho  contract  that  he  will 
only  sue  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WELLS.  The  amendment  which  I  moved  would 
remove  that  objection  altogether. 

Mr.  WHITE.  It  would. 

Mr.  WELLS.  I  move  it  now. 

Mr.  HALL.  That  certainly  removes  one  objection,  but 
still  it  does  not  give  to  the  assured  the  benefit  we  have 
intended  to  give  him,  that  is,  that  he  should  have  bis  choice 
of  suing  here  or  going  to~ the  foreign  jurisdiction  to  sue. 
The  amendment  of  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and 
Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives)  would  give  him  both,  and  both  would  be 
none  too  little. 

Mr.  WELLS.  He  has  both,  under  my  amendment, 

Mr.  HALL,  I  think  not. 

Mr.  WELLS.  Then  why  do  you  not  apply  this  to  the 
policies  of  the  other  companies  ? 
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Mr.  HALL.  Because  we  have  more  guarantee  in  their 
ease. 

Mr.  WELLS.  You  may  think  so,  but  I  do  not ;  and  I  do 
not  think  the  majority  in  this  House  think  so.  The  princi¬ 
ple  is  the  same  with  respect  to  both  forms  of  companies.  If 
it  is  a  wise  provision  in  regard  to  foreign  assessment  com¬ 
panies  it  is  a  wise  provision  in  regard  to  other  companies. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  If  my  hon.  friend  from  Richmond  and 
Wolfe  (Mr.  Ives)  will  allow  that  matter  to  stand,  and  give 
notice  of  it,  so  that  it  may  be  moved  on  the  third  reading,  I 
should  like  it  much  better.  I  confess  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  know  what  effect  that  will  have  upon  the  whole  Bill, 
particularly  as  he  has  another  clause  which  he  proposes  to 
move  in  case  this  is  carried,  making  all  the  clauses  of  the 
Insurance  Act  of  Canada  applicable  to  this,  except  where 
otherwise  provided.  Although  this  is  an  independent  Bill 
of  itself,  I  understand  it  is  an  amendment  of  the  General 
Insurance  Act,  but  extending  its  provisions  still  further,  in 
order  to  bring  within  its  scope  this  class  of  companies.  I 
would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  allow  the  matter  to  stand 
over  until  to-monow,  so  that  we  may  give  it  further  consi¬ 
deration. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  hope,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  consider  how  far  we  have  power  to 
mould  a  specific  contract  of  insurance,  as  has  been  proposed 
by  some  of  the  amendments.  I  think  some  decisions  of  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  with  reference, 
particularly,  to  our  jurisdiction  in  the  matter  of  insurance, 
have  been  to  the  effect  that  the  form  of  contract  would 
rather  be  prescribed  by  the  Local  than  the  Federal  Legisla¬ 
ture,  although  we  had  incorporated  the  Act. 

Amendment  withdrawn,  and  Bill  reported. 

INSPECTION  OF  GAS  AND  GAS  METERS. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Bill 
(No.  119)  further  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the  inspec¬ 
tion  of  Gas  and  Gas  Meters. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  McLELAN.  This  is  a  substitute  for  clause  54  of 
the  Inspection  Act,  which  requires  that  twenty -four  hours’ 
notice  should  be  given  to  the  party  when  either  the  quality 
of  gas  or  the  meter  are  to  be  inspected ;  that  is,  that  the 
manufacturer  of  the  gas  shall  have  twenty-four  hours’ 
notice  and  may  be  present  at  the  inspection.  But  it  has 
been  found  that  the  manufacturer  is  by  that  means  enabled 
to  improve  the  quality  of  the  gas  before  the  inspection  is 
made,  and  it  is  proposed  to  substitute  for  that  clause 
another,  one  allowing  the  manufacturer  to  be  present  at  the 
inspection  of  the  gas  or  of  the  meter,  but  only  giving  him 
notice  in  advance  of  the  inspection  of  the  meter,  dropping 
the  notice  for  the  inspection  of  the  quality  of  the  gas. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Have  the  gas  companies  petitioned  for 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  am  not  aware  that  they  have,  but 
this  is  supposed  to  be  in  the  interest  of  gas  consumers. 

Bill  reported,  and  read  the  third  time  and  passed, 

COURT  OF  CLAIMS  BILL. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  When  I  gave  notice  of  Bill, 
(No.  93)  to  establish  a  court  of  claims  for  Canada, 
some  three  months  ago,  I  thought  we  would  be  able  to 
deal  with  it  before  this.  But  inasmuch  as  the  Session  has 
already  been  protracted,  and  there  is  no  absolute  necessity 
for  passing  this  measure  at  the  present  Session,  I  move  that 
the  Bill  be  withdrawn  and  the  Order  discharged. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  withdrawn. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  that  the  Order  for 
the  House  to  resolve  itself  into  Committee  to  consider  certain 


proposed  resolutions  respecting  the  salaries  of  the  judge  and 
officers  to  be  appointed  under  any  Act  to  establish  a  court 
of  claims  for  Canada,  be  discharged. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Order  discharged. 

CANNED  GOODS. 

Mr.  McLELAN  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill 
(No.  142)  respecting  Canned  Goods,  He  said:  It 
will  be  remembered  that  last  Session  a  clause  relating  to 
canned  goods  was  added  to  the  Weights  and  Measures  Act, 
specifying  that  they  should  have  certain  weight  and  be 
marked  in  a  certain  manner.  It  is  proposed  to  repeal  that 
clause,  which  was  appended  to  the  Weights  and  Measures 
Bill,  and  to  provide  that  canned  goods  shall  have  the  pack¬ 
er’s  name  or  dealer’s  name  stamped  upon  the  package,  and 
that  the  cans  or  packages  shall  specify  the  nature  of  the 
contents,  whether  they  be  fresh  or  dried  goods.  It  is  fur¬ 
ther  provided  that  the  Governor  in  Council,  after  the  Bill  is 
in  operation,  shall  ascertain  and  determine  standard  sizes 
for  the  various  kinds  of  canned  goods,  which  shall  be  known 
by  number,  so  that  dealers  may  sell  goods  of  those  standard 
sizes  by  numbers.  It  is  also  provided  that  if  the  dealer  or 
packer  marks  the  weight  upon  the  can,  it  shall  be  the  proper 
weight.  The  Bill  is  a  very  short  and  simple  one,  and  meets 
the  wants  of  that  branch  of  trade. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  Bill  has  come  down  very  recently 
from  tbo  Senate,  namely,  on  the  6th  instant.  I,  therefore, 
trust  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  propose  to  take  it  through 
committee  this  evening,  because  a  little  time  should  be 
given  for  the  trade  to  be  communicated  with.  We  made  a 
mistake  last  Session,  which  we  are  now  attempting  to 
rectify,  and  we  must  not  act  too  hurriedly.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  stated,  in  explaining  the  Bill,  that  it  provided  for 
standard  sizes,  and  that  these  shall  be  settled  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  in  Council.  I  find  no  such  provision  in  the  B  11. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  find  I  was  speaking  of  the  Bill  as 
it  was  sent  to  the  Senate.  That  clause  was  struck  out. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Did  I  correctly  understand  the  hon, 
gentleman  to  say  that  the  date  of  tho  packing  of  the  goods 
shall  be  placed  upon  the  can  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  is  provided  that  any  peison  who 
places  a  date,  which  is  proved  to  be  the  incorrect  date,  on 
the  oans,  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  have  a  letter  here  from  a  very  large 
producer  of  canned  goods  in  the  west,  objecting  to  this  feature 
of  the  Bill,  that  the  label  on  cans  shall  be  dated,  and  he 
has  sent  me  a  number  of  extracts  from  papers  interested  in 
the  canned  goods  trade,  in  Maryland,  New  Tork,  California 
and  elsewhere,  setting  forth  the  objection  of  the  trade  to 
that  provision.  He  also  sends  me  a  list  of  the  standard 
sizes  adopted  by  the  Baltimore  Canoed  Goods  Exchange. 
He  represents  that  to  require  absolute  accuracy  as  to  weight 
is  to  ask  an  impossibility;  that,  owing  to  variations  of  tem¬ 
perature,  when  tho  goods  are  being  canned  part  of  the  liquor 
may  escape  in  somo  cases  and  the  weight  may  vary  half  an 
ounce  or  more  per  can.  The  sizes  given  for  canned  goods 
on  the  Baltimore  Exchange  are  five  numbers,  1,  2,  3,  6  and 
10.  The  size  is  determined,  not  by  weight,  but  by  the  dimen¬ 
sions  of  the  can.  Those  sizes  give  the  weights  within  an 
ounce  or  two,  and  it  is  a  much  more  convenient  method  of 
arranging  the  sizes  than  to  have  it  absolutely  required  that 
the  cans  shall  contain  a  specified  weight  of  goods.  Another 
objection  made  to  the  Bill  by  this  packer  is,  that  the  labels, 
instead  of  specifying  the  quantity,  should  specify  the  qua¬ 
lity  of  the  goods  ;  in  fact,  that  tho  law  should  require  a 
standard  size  of  cans  and  that  the  labels  should  specily  the 
quality  of  the  goods.  I  shall  be  happy  to  submit  to  the 
Minister  the  letter  and  enclosures  to  which  I  hu  *o  referred. 

Mr.  McLELAN,  The  Bill  does  not  provide  that  the 
weight  shall  be  marked  upon  them,  but  that  if  the  manu- 
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facturer  or  dealer  places  on  the  cans  a  mark  representing 
them  to  be  a  certain  weight,  it  must  be  the  correct  weight, 
and  if  the  manufacturer  puts  on  a  date,  the  correct  date 
must  be  given.  The  Bill  does  not  compel  the  manufac¬ 
turer  to  give  the  date  or  weight. 

Bill  read  the  second  time. 

LAND  GRANTS  TO  NOKTH-WEST  KAIL  WAYS. 

Sir  HECTOK  L ANGEVIN  moved,  That  the  Houso 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  consider  the 
following  resolutions 

1.  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Governor  in  Council  to 
grant  to  the  North-Western  Coal  and  Navigation  Company  (Limited) 
Dominion  lands  to  an  extent  not  exceeding  three  thousand  eight 
hundred  acres  for  each  mile  of  the  company’s  railway,  from  Medecine 
Hat  to  the  coal  banks  on  the  Hudson  River,  about  110  miles. 

2.  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Governor  in  Council  to 

rant  to  the  Manitoba  South-Western  Colonization  Railway  Company 

ominion  lands  to  an  extent  not  exceeding  six  thousand  four  hundred 

acres  for  each  mile  of  the  company’s  railway,  from  its  commencement, 
at  Winnipeg,  to  its  terminus,  at  White  Water  Lake,  about  150  miles 

3.  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Governor  in  Council  to  grant 
to  the  Manitoba  and  North-Western  Railway  Company  Dominion  lands 
to  the  extent  of  six  thousand  four  hundred  acres  for  each  mile  of  the 
company’s  railway,  for  the  whole  distance  from  Portage  La  Prairie  to 
the  crossing  of  the  south  branch  of  the  River  Saskatchewan,  twenty 
miles  from  Prince  Albert,  about  430  miles. 

4.  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  Governor  in  Council  to  grant 
totheQu’Appelle,  Long  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Railroad  and  Steamboat 
Company  Dominion  lands  to  the  extent  not  exceeding  six  thousand  four 
hundred  acres  for  each  mile  of  the  company's  railway,  from  its  com¬ 
mencement,  near  Regina,  to  the  navigable  waters  of  Long  Lake. 

5.  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  the  said  grants  shall  be  free 
grants,  subject  only  to  the  payment  by  the  grantees,  respectively,  of  the 
cost  of  survey  of  the  lands  and  incidental  expenses  at  the  rate  of  10 
cents  per  acre  in  cash  on  the  issue  of  the  patent  therefor. 

The  question  of  building  these  linos  of  railway  has  already 
been  before  the  House  on  previous  Sessions.  The  first  railway 
company  which  is  mentioned  in  these  resolutions  is  the 
Noi’th- Western  Coal  and  Navigation  Company  (Limited). 
This  railway  begins  at  Medicine  Hat,  or  its  neighbor¬ 
hood,  and  goes  to  the  Hudson  River,  within  a  short  distance 
of  Fort  MacLeod,  a  distance  of  i  10  miles.  The  Government 
had  ibis  matter  before  them  at  different  periods.  It  was 
thought  very  important  that  these  mines,  at  such  a  distance 
in  the  North-West  Territories,  might  be  worked,  in  order  to 
provide  fuel  for  the  railways  in  the  immense  territories  of 
the  North-West,  as  well  as  to  the  settlors  within  such  a  dis¬ 
tance  from  the  mines,  that  the  coal  could  be  carried  at  a 
sufficiently  low  rate  as  to  allow  them  to  buy  it  and  use  it 
for  their  ordinary  fuel.  The  Government  tried,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  true  interests  of  the  country,  to  help  the 
company,  as  far  as  possible  within  their  powers,  and  with  the 
consent  of  Parliament ;  but  it  was  found  that,  after  the  com¬ 
pany  had  attempted  to  obtain  the  necessary  funds  to  build  the 
road,  other  concessions  and  facilities  should  bo  granted 
to  them,  and  finally  it  was  decided  that,  subject  to  the 
approval  of  Parliament,  the  reserve  of  lands  made  by  the 
previous  Order  in  Council  should  be  increased  to  3,800  acres 
per  mile,  from  Medicine  Hat  to  the  coal  banks  of  the  com¬ 
pany.  Tho  company  are  to  pay  the  costs  of  survey  and 
other  expenses  at  the  rate  of  10  cents  per  aero.  This  reserve 
is  to  be  the  same  as  by  the  previous  Order  in  Council,  and 
the  increased  grant  of  land  shall  depend  on  the  line  being 
completed  during  the  month  of  August  next.  The  provi¬ 
sions  of  that  Order  in  Council  shall  remain  in  force,  except 
as  modified  hereby.  Then  there  was  another  Order  in 
Council  which  determined  the  location  of  the  line  of  railway 
from  its  junction  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  so  that 
this  is  the  amount  of  land  grant  recommended  in  this  case. 
This  company  has  under  construction,  and  approved  location, 
107  miles.  If  they  get  to  the  end  of  their  charter  they  will 
have  to  build  35  miles  more,  which  would  bring  them 
to  Fort  McLeod,  making  altogether  142  miles. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  the  grant  for  the  whole  140  milos  ? 

Mr.  MoLelan. 


Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  No ;  the  grant  is  from  Medi¬ 
cine  Hat  to  the  coal  banks  on  the  Hudson  River,  about  110 
miles,  but  I  gave  the  total  mileage  besides,  which  would 
bring  them  to  Fort  McLeod.  The  second  resolution  is  with 
reference  to  the  South-Western  Colonization  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  and  in  this  case,  as  in  the  others,  it  was  found  impos¬ 
sible  for  the  company  to  raise  the  money  necessary  for  the 
building  of  these  lines,  which  were  considered  of  the  greatest 
importance  for  the  opening  up  of  the  North-West.  This 
line  is  south  of  Winnipeg,  in  the  region  south  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  and  is  considered  a  most  important 
railway,  as  it  opens  up  large  sections  ol  country,  consisting 
ol  beautiful  lands,  where  already  a  large  number  of  people 
have  settled,  but  where,  necessarily,  they  would  hardly 
remain  if  they  were  without  a  railway  to  communicate 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  enable^  them  to 
export  the  produce  of  their  fertile  lands.  The  next  railway 
is  the  Manitoba  and  North-Western.  That  railway  begins 
at  Portage  la  Prairie  and  goes  as  far  as  Minnedosa, 
That  portion  of  the  line  is  already  built-  to  the  extent 
of  78  miles,  besides  58  under  contract,  and  75  miles  under 
approved  location,  with  250  miles  further  to  go  to  the  end 
of  tho  charter,  which  would  make  altogether  453  miles, 
whilst  the  Southern  Railway,  which  we  have  under  con-, 
sideratioD,  has  5 1  miles  under  operation,  212  miles  under 
location,  with  115  miles  more  to  go  to  the  end  of  the  charter, 
making  378  altogether. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  proposed  aid  is  only  for  152  miles  to 
the  Manitoba  South-Western  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  aid  to  the  company  is 
for  150  miles,  at  6,400  acres  per  mile,  that  distance  being  the 
distance  to  White  Water  Lake.  This  is  a  very  important 
road,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  hon.  gentlemen  will  remem¬ 
ber  the  discussion  which  took  place  on  this  matter  in 
previous  Sessions,  and  will  agree  that  it  is  one  of 
those  railways  which,  if  we  aid  any  roads  in  the 
Territories,  must  receive  the  aid  of  Parliament  .  The 
third  line  is  the  line  I  alluded  to  a  moment  ago,  the 
Manitoba  and  North-Western  Railway.  This  line  has 
already  78  miles  in  operation  from  Portage  la  Prairie  to 
Minnedosa ;  the  company  is  now  constructing  50  miles 
more,  and  has  tho  location  approved  of  75  miles  farther  ; 
and  when  all  this  is  completed,  it  will  still  have  250  miles 
to  construct,  making  a  total  of  453  miles.  This  railway  will 
run  from  Minnedosa,  in  a  north-westerly,  or  rather  in  a 
northerly  direction,  to  Prince  Albert.  It  is  a  very  import¬ 
ant  road,  because  it  opens  up  a  large  seotion  of  territory 
north  of  the  line  of  the  Pacific  Railway,  which,  I  understand 
consists  of,  perhaps  not  altogether,  but  to  a  great 
extent,  very  good  lands,  fit  for  settlement.  There  are  a 
number  of  settlers  already  along  the  line,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  when  opened  up  this  distriot- 
will  be  a  favorite  resort  for  settlers.  Besides,  the 
road  will  probably  lead  to  other  railways  in  that 
district  which  our  successors  in  twenty  or  twenty-five  years 
may  have  to  build.  The  next  line  is  that  of  the  Qu’Appelle, 
Long  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Railroad  and  Steamboat  Com¬ 
pany,  which  has  twontly  miles  located  and  under  construc¬ 
tion,  and  the  road  will  be  sixty  miles  longer,  making  eighty 
miles  altogether.  Though  this  Udo  is  not  so  long  or  so 
important  as  the  others,  yet  hon.  gentlemen  must  have  seen, 
during  recent  events,  that  a  railway  in  that  direction  would 
have  been  a  very  great  advantage.  The  building  of  this  line 
will  open,  at  a  short  distance  of  twenty  miles,  a  long  stretch 
of  navigation,  in  the  region  of  Long  Lake,  which  will  be  very 
important.  The  grant  of  land,  by  the  number  of  miles,  is 
comparatively  small ;  it  extends  only  to  Long  Lake.  I  move, 
therefore,  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  these  resolutions. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  can  bo  no  doubt  that  the  question 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  brought  before  us  is  one  of  very 
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great,  I  may  say,  of  very  pressing  importance  ;  and  those  who 
have  done  me  the  honor  of  listening  to  what  I  have  said  on 
former  occasions  with  reference  to  the  construction  of 
branch  railways  in  the  North-West  will  readily  understand 
that  I  approach  this  subject  with  very  great  pleasure,  at  the 
idea  that  there  is  a  prospect  of  somo  greater  results  being 
accomplished  in  the  immediate  future  than  have  been 
accomplished  in  the  last  few  years  in  that  direction.  It  has 
always  been  my  opinion  that  the  rapid  and  satisfactory 
development  of  the  North-West  necessitates  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  branch  railways,  and  that  it  was  unfortunato  that  a 
number  of  events  should  have  taken  placo,  with  reference  to 
one  railway  or  another,  somo  -of  which  we  may  have  occasi  m 
to  allude  to  in  the  course  of  the  discussion  in  the  committee, 
which  have  prevented  the  more  rapid  construction  of  those 
lines  of  railway.  1  do  not  at  all  complain  of  the  hon. 
gontleman’s  having  enterod,  in  the  vory  brief  statement  he 
made,  into  the  detail^,  before  we  go  into  the  committee. 
That  is  highly  reasonable,  and  I  have  itf)  doubt  ho  will  sup¬ 
plement  it  with  still  further  details  wbon  we  get  into  com¬ 
mittee  and  are  called  upon  to  deal  with  each  specific 
grant;  and  I  shall  not,  just  now,  trouble  the  House  with  a 
reference  to  the  particular  grants,  or  with  more  than  a  very 
brief  allusion  to  somo  points  on  which  I  think  it  reasonable 
that  the  Government  should  have  given  general  explanations 
before  asking  you  to  leave  the  Chair.  You  remember, 
Sir,  the  varying  policies  of  the  Administration  with  reference 
to  the  construction  of  branch  railways.  When  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway  Company  was  chartered,  and  a  very  large 
grant  of  lands,  besides  a  large  grant  of  money,  was  made  to 
that  corporation,  wo  wore  told  by  tho  Government  that  one 
of  tho  inducements  to  tho  liberal  treatment  wo  were  askod 
to  accord  to  that  company  was  that  it  would  itself  con¬ 
struct,  free  of  chargo  to  tho  country,  a  very  large  number 
of  branch  lines  throughout  tho  North-West.  The  First 
Minister,  in  the  course  of  those  discussions,  I  recolloct  very 
well,  used,  I  think,  the  term  “  herringbone  ”  or  “  gridiron  ” 
system  of  railways,  one  or  other,  which  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway  Company  was  to  construct,  which  its 
interest  was  to  construct,  in  order  to  make  available  the 
area  of  its  land  grant,  which  was  beyond  tho  imme¬ 
diate  iufluonco  of  the  main  line  of  that  railway ; 
and  we  were  told  that  we  were  thus  incidentally  providing 
for  tho  construction  of  branch  railways  in  the  North-West 
as  Well  as  for  the  construction  of  a  main  lino  of  railway 
from  Callander  to  the  Pacific  Ocean.  The  original  attitudo, 
or  the  very  early  attitude,  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
in  this  report,  so  far  as  their  announcements  to  tho  country 
,and  the  Government  are  concerned,  was  somewhat  in  the 
same  direction  ;  because  I  think  the  House  will  not  have 
forgotten  that  within  a  very  very  few  months  after  their 
incorporation  that  company  announced  its  intention  to  build 
a  very  great  mileage  of  branch  railways  through  tho  North- 
West,  amongst  others,  a  line  starting  from  a  point  not  very 
far  removed  from  Winnipeg — I  forget  the  exact  point — 
practically  pretty  nearly  upon  tho  pending  line,  by  the 
Yellow  Head  pass  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  and 
going,  I  think,  as  far  as  Edmonton.  This  line,  some  600,  or 
700,  or  800  miles  long,  was  ouo  of  the  lines  which  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  located,  in  a  general  sense,  and  in 
respect  to  which  it  invited  tho  Government  to  reserve  the 
land  along  each  side  of  that  railway,  so  that  the  company 
might  have  the  advantage  of  the  enhancement  of  value 
which  was  to  be  produced  by  its  construction.  That  was 
not  tho  only  railway.  A  lino  south,  also,  extending  in  a 
south-westward  direction,  was  early  announced  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  as  to  bo  by  it  constructed.  How¬ 
ever,  we  know  that,  so  far  as  tho  development,  to 
any  largo  extent,  of  the  North-West  by  branch  railways 
has  been  concerned,  thoso  promises  of  the  Administration, 
upon  the  granting  of  the  contract,  and  these  professions  of 
the  company  after  the  granting  of  the  contract,  have  not 
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heon  fulfilled,  because,  though  there  are  somo  branch  rail¬ 
ways,  small  railways,  which  have  boon  built  by  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway,  their  aggregate  mileage — I  do  not  include, 
of  course,  the  Algoma  branch,  which  is  not  pertinent  to  this 
discussion  at  all— amounts  to  something  like  269  or  270 
miles,  including  the  Algoma  branch,  or  170  or  180  miles 
without  it,  and  several  of  them  are  in  directions  other  than 
those  which  were  at  that  time  contemplated,  and  which, 
although  useful  enterprises,  perhaps,  are  hardly  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  enterprises  of  the  particular  character  which  was 
to  bo  attributed  to  those  to  which  I  have  referred.  There 
was  an  enterprise  which  tho  hon.  gentloman  is  proposing 
to  assist  further  by  those  resolutions,  which  was  in  existence 
a  vory  considerable  time  before  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Eail¬ 
way  Company  itself  was  incorporated,  tho  Manitoba  and 
South-Western  Colonisation  Eailway;  and  after  tho  incor¬ 
poration  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  the  lattor  com¬ 
pany  seemed  to  adopt  a  policy  of  hostility,  so  far  as  I  can 
judgo,  to  the  promotion  of  that  enterprise.  Both  by  its  atti¬ 
tude  towards  the  corporation  of  the  city  of  Winnipeg  and  its 
attitudo  with  reference  to  claims  as  to  station  grounds,  and 
to  claims  as  to  lands  reserved,  and  in  various  other  ways, 
difficulties  were  thrown  in  tho  way  of  the  Manitoba  South- 
Western  Colonisation  Eailway,  which  have  resulted  in  very 
great  disappointment  and  enormous  delay  in  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  that  work.  I  believe  it  has  since  passed  under  tho 
practical,  in  fact,  I  may  say,  the  formal  control  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Eailway  itself,  which,  in  the  meantime,  engaged 
in  the  construction  of  a  road  tending  somewhat  in  the  same 
direction,  and  thus  also  complicating  the  work  of  tho  Mani¬ 
toba  and  South-Western  Eailway.  The  x’esulfc  is,  we  have 
two  roads,  not  precisely,  it  is  truo,  on  tho  same  line,  but 
passing  through  the  same  section  of  country,  and  not  pene¬ 
trating  that  country  into  which  the  people  had  gono  many 
years  before,  in  tho  full  expectation  of  a  railway  running 
through  it,  and  in  which  great  discontent,  loss,  discomfort 
and  doprossion  have  been  experienced,  from  the  general 
result  of  the  policy  to  which  I  have  referred  and  the  various 
unfortunate  events  which  have  prevented  the  construction 
of  that  road.  Hon,  gentlomen  opposite  might,  on  this 
occasion,  on  which  they  come  formally  before  Parliament, 
for  the  first  time,  to  develop  a  policy  of  construction  by  tho 
Government  of  the  day,  of  branch  railways  in  the  North- 
West,  have  gono  into  some  review  of  their  previous  efforts 
in  this  direction  and  tho  difficulties  which  thoso  efforts  havo 
mot  with.  I  do  not  say  this  is  the  first  step  hon.  gentlomen 
have  taken,  apart  from  that  to  which  I  havo  alluded,  with 
respect  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  towards  aid¬ 
ing  branch  railways  in  tho  North-West  ;  because, 
executively,  they  have  taken  steps  in  tho  way 
of  granting  lands,  under  tho  general  powers  con¬ 
ferred  upon  them  in  tho  Dominion  Lands  Act. 
They  have  taken  the  step  of  soiling  lands  to  railways 
at  what  was  deemed  a  rate  adequato  to  enablo  the  companies 
to  realise  a  large  margin,  and  thus  to  acquire  a  bonus,  in 
fact,  by  virtue  of  the  low  rates  for  the  lands.  But,  as  I  have 
said,  these  wore  executive  acts,  carried  out  by  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  under  tho  general  statutes,  and  wo  are  now  face  to 
face,  for  the  first  time,  with  a  policy  of  aid  upon  which  Par¬ 
liament  is  expected  to  pronounce.  Hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  might  fairly  have  entered  into  the  review  of  their  prior 
efforts  and  the  results  of  those  efforts,  particularly  when  wo 
remember  the  notions  which,  a  little  whilo  ago,  were  rather 
current  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  as  to  the  magnifi¬ 
cent  results  of  the  executive  action  of  the  Administration  in 
this  regard,  as  to  the  grand  receipts  the  country  was  going 
to  obtain  from  the  sale  of  the  lands  to  railway  companies,  at 
once  filling  the  Treasury  with  cash  and  providing  tho  coun¬ 
try  with  railway  accomodation  by  the  building  of  many 
hundreds  of  miles  of  branch  railwaj^s.  I  remember  the  con¬ 
trast  painted  in  the  strongest,  the  most  violent  colors, 
between  tho  proposal  which  my  hon.  friend  lrom  Bothwell 
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(Mr.  Mills)  submitted  to  Parliament,  in  the  last  years 
of  the  Government  of  which  he  was  a  member,  and  that 
of  the  present  Administration  ;  when  it  was  pointed  out  that 
my  hon.  friend  actually  proposed  to  give  free  to  railways 
something  like  6,000  acres  of  land  a  mile,  in  the  early 
settlement  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territory; 
when  it  was  pointed  out  that  he  profligately  proposed  to 
allow  the  railway  companies  the  opportunity  of  obtaining 
the  benefit  of  6,000  acres  of  land  per  mile  in  order  to  help 
the  construction  of  these  roads.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
then  thought  that  was  a  very  bad  policy,  a  policy  too  liberal, 
unnecessarily  liberal,  and  they  were  determined,  by  a  happy 
combination,  at  once,  as  I  havo  said,  to  fill  the  Treasury 
with  cash  and  the  country  with  railways,  and  upon  that 
enterprise  they  entered,  and  in  that  enterprise  thoy  have 
been  since  engaged,  for  some  years,  and  with  the  general 
results  which  the  hon.  gontleman  has  depicted  to-night, 
namely,  that  we  have  got  some  50  or  52  miles  of  Manitoba 
and  South-Western  built,  and  somo  80  miles,  I  think,  of  tho 
Manitoba  and  North-Western  built,  and  there  is  the  end  of 
the  account,  apart  from  a  small  mileage  of  lines  which  tho 
Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  has  itself  built,  in  the  way  of 
branch  lines.  After  their  effdrts  to  develop  the  North-West, 
aftor  the  glorious  results  which  they  have  declared  they 
have  obtained  in  the  North-West,  after  the  greatly  enhanced 
value  which  they  say  they  have  given  to  lands  in  that 
country,  they  propose  now  to  hand  over,  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  branch  lines,  6,400  acres  a  mile  free,  and  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  the  papers  which  are  before  me  show  that  some, 
at  any  rate,  of  the  corporations  to  which  these  grants  are  to 
be  given,  are  not  sanguine  of  being  able  to  construct  the 
roads,  oven  with  the  aid  of  the  grants,  although  they 
are  larger,  in  fact,  than  6,400  acres  a  milo,  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  two  corporations,  for  reasons  I  will  point  out  when 
we  get  to  committee,  and  deal  with  the  particular  grants  ; 
but,  for  tho  moment,  waiving  that,  we  have  6,400  acres  a 
mile  proposed  to  be  given  by  a  policy  adopted  in  the  fall  of 
1884  and  presented  to  Parliament  for  its  ratification  in  1885, 
when  hon.  gentlemen  told  us,  a  number  of  year’s  ago,  that 
they  would  obtain  the  railways  to  be  constructed  and 
would  procure  for  us,  in  addition,  $1  an  acre  for  tho  lands. 
It  seems  to  me  that  under  these  circumstances  the  hon. 
gontleman  might  have  entei’ed  into  some  detail  before  he 
asked  you  to  leavo  the  Chair,  some  review  of  tho  various 
proposals  with  reference  to  the  railways,  and  some  detail 
as  to  the  circumstances  which  have  given  rise  to  a  rever¬ 
sion,  in  fact,  to  the  condemned  policy  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills).  The  original  proposition,  I 
think,  was  for  something,  perhaps,  even  smaller,  in  some 
cases  certainly  smaller,  than  6,400  acres.  I  think  the 
original  proposal  was  for  3,840  acres  a  mile.  The  first 
scheme  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposito  was  to  sell  3,840  acres 
a  mile  to  such  branch  railways  as  they  thought  were  suffi¬ 
ciently  important  to  justify  that  sale,  at  $1  an  acre — plus  the 
cost  of  survey,  of  course,  in  all  cases — $1  an  acre  cash  :  and 
upon  that  it  was  expected  that  a  sufficient  margin  would 
be  obtained  to  secure  the  construction  of  the  railway. 
That  policy  was  modified,  and  they  decided,  upon  the 
request  of  the  railway  companies,  to  increase  the 
sale  to  6,400  acres  a  mile,  at  $1  an  acre,  cash,  and  thus,  by 
the  added  acreage,  to  enlarge  the  margin  of  profit  to  be 
made  by  the  railway  company,  and  so  to  secure  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  railway  and  this  sum  in  cash  to  the  Treasury. 
Then  another  change  was  in  the  postponement  of  tho  time 
of  payment.  Aftor  having  increased  the  acreage  they  were 
asked  to  postpone  the  period  of  payment,  so  that  the  resour¬ 
ces  of  the  companies  might  be  made  available  for  tho  con¬ 
struction  of  the  railway,  and  the  payment  might  not  be 
exacted  before  the  companies  were  able  to  sell  to  tho  pur¬ 
chasers;  and  to  that,  also,  they  agreed,  as  a  modification 
which  might  be  given  without  danger  to  tho  State  and  with 
obvious  advantages  to  the  companies.  And  then,  an  abso- 
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lately  free  grant  is  asked  of  the  larger  area.  It  seems  to 
me  that  these  statements  that  I  have  made  of  the  various 
proposals  of  hon.  gentlemen  at  different  times  ought,  when 
they  now  come  before  Parliament  for  the  first  time,  for  the 
formal  adoption  of  tho  policy  for  aiding  railways  in  the 
North-West,  to  have  induced  a  review  of  their  past  policies 
and  some  explanation  of  the  reason  why,  at  this  time  of 
day  and  in  the  condition  of  tho  North-West  as  it  was  in  the 
fall  of  1884,  the  proposals  are,  in  their  view,  rendered 
necessary  in  the  interest  of  the  country,  which  thoy 
thought  so  improper  at  its  earlier  and  less  matured 
period  of  development,  when  my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell 
submitted  to  the  House.  If  it  be  that,  by  a  more  liberal 
policy  in  tho  earlier  days,  we  could,  many  years  ago,  havo 
secured  tho  construction  of  branch  railways  through  the 
North-West,  I  venture  to  say  that  the  condition  of  that 
country — its  material  condition,  and  the  state  of  its  people, 
and  the  elements  of  prosperity  in  that  country — would  have 
been  very  much  more  developed,  very  much  to  the  advan¬ 
tage  of  Canada  at  large,  than  that  which  obtains  at  tho 
present  day.  I  do  not  at  all  disguise  the  view  that,  while 
the  construction  of  theeo  railways  is,  as  I  conceive,  of  tho 
last  importance  to  the  Province,  my  opinion  is  that  they 
have  been,  in  more  than  one  way,  practically  thwarted  by 
the  course  hon.  gentlemen  have  taken.  I  have  referred  to 
the  course  with  reference  to  the  Manitoba  South-Western.  I 
refer  also  to  the  difficulties  which  are  created  by  the  special 
conditions  under  which  the  great  through  line  was  char¬ 
tered.  It  is  perfectly  obvious  that  one  of  the  eloments  of 
prosperity  of  the  interior  lines  of  Manitoba  and  tho  North- 
West  must  be  the  terms  of  connection  which  they  make 
with  the  outlet  for  tho  through  trade.  So  long  as  the 
railways  in  the  North-West  were  restricted  to  connec¬ 
tion  with  one  line,  by  which  only  they  could  obtain 
access  to  tho  outer  world,  and  which  must,  there¬ 
fore,  be  the  arbiter  of  the  rates  of  freight  for  the 
through  trade,  it  is  very  clear  that  their  prospects 
must  be  much  more  doubtful  than  they  could  be  if  they 
could  make  arrangements  which  would  secure  to  them  a 
sfaai’e,  however  little,  of  the  profits  derivable  from  the 
through  trade.  If  they  are  connected  with  one  company 
alone,  that  company  having  the  right  to  dictate  the  terms 
upon  which  their  traffic  shall  be  taken,  tho  margin  of  profit 
upon  which  this  traffic  can  be  carried,  or  an  undue  protec¬ 
tion  of  that  margin  of  profit  may  be  extracted  on  the 
arrangements — they  are  not  free  arrangements,  but  on  the 
arrangements,  so  to  speak— -which  shall  be  effected  between 
tho  branch  railway  and  the  through  railway  for  the  handl¬ 
ing  of  the  business  ;  and,  under  these  circumstances,  it  is 
obvious  that  prudent  men  havo  to  rely  on  the  prospects  of 
the  local  freight,  without  relying,  to  any  great  extent,  upon 
the  profits  derivable  from  through  freight  from  the  North- 
West.  Another  observation  of  a  general  character  which  I 
think  fit  to  make  on  this  occasion,  and  which  I  make  with 
reference  to  the  policy  of  the  Administration,  is,  that  I 
think  it  might  fairly  have  been  indicated  by  the  Government, 
who  have  brought  down  to-night  proposals  to  assist  four 
railways,  and  four  railways  only,  whether  this  is  a  policy 
which  is  applicable  in  its  details  to  other  enterprises  of  a 
character  equal  in  importance,  or  fairly  important,  which 
may  be  projected,  or  which  may  havo  been  projected 
through  the  North-West.  I  think  it  is  of  very 
great  consequence  that  there  should  be  some  degree 
of  certainty  in  that  matter.  I  am  not  quarrelling 
with  the  view— -there  is  no  use  in  raising  a  contest  upon  it; 
it  would  be  absurd,  in  the  present  condition  of  the  country, 
and  of  the  arrangements  which  have  been  made  for  the 
construction  of  railways,  to  enter,  at  this  moment,  upon  a 
serious  contest  in  reference  to  it— I  am  not  quarreling  with 
the  view  that  a  measure  of  control  should  be  retained  by 
tho  Government  over  the  location  of  the  railways,  I  do 
not  express  one  opinion  or  the  other  upon  that,  but  I  am 
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assuming,  for  the  moment,  that  this  is  a  reasonable  measure, 
as  it  is  their  obvious  policy.  Granting  them  that  assump¬ 
tion,  it  would  tend  to  settle  this  question  moro  or  less  if 
we  had  a  general  decla:ation  on  the  floor  of  Parliament  as 
to  the  policy  of  the  Government,  as  to  other  lines  projected 
or  to  be  projected  in  the  North-West,  with  reference  to 
grants  of  land.  We  must  observe  that  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  are  varied  very  materially,  in  one  particular 
which  I  have  already  adverted  to,  in  practice,  by  which,  in 
effect,  the  area  is  made  larger  for  two  lines,  but  they  vary 
also  in  another  particular,  which  deserves  attention,  and 
upon  which,  I  think,  explanation  at  this  stage  of  the  reso¬ 
lution  would  have  been  perfectly  fairly  to  be  expected. 
With  reference  to  one  of  the  roads,  and  that  a  road  passing 
through  some  of  the  choicest  sections  of  the  country,  as  I 
understand  the  proposal  of  the  Government,  it  is  that  the 
grant  of  land  shall  bo  of  lands  all  fairly  fit  for  settlement ; 
and  as  to  the  other  of  his  proposals,  the  grant  is  not  of  that 
character;  so  that  a  distinction  is  made  as  to  one  of  these 
Acts  from  that  which  exists  as  to  the  other.  That,  I  think, 
is  fairly  a  subject  for  explanation,  inasmuch  as  it  involves, 
very  obviously,  a  question  of  policy.  I  need  hardly  say 
that  what  one  of  these  companies  gets  all  future  companies 
will  ask  for,  and  indeed  we  may  expect  that  those  who  have 
applied  for  and  have  been  given  something  less  than  that 
which  this  company  has  got  will  call  for  the  conditions 
which  this  company  has  got,  and  will  ask  why  they  should 
be  placed  in  an  inferior  position  to  that  which  this  particu¬ 
lar  company  occupies.  And  so,  it  seems  to  me,  it  was  a  very 
questionable  policy  to  make  exceptional  provisions,  that 
the  general  provision  ought  to  have  ruled,  except  in  so  far  as 
the  circumstances  of  somo  particular  locality  might  operate 
a  difference,  which,  upon  that  ground,  would  render  plain 
and  intelligible  a  variation  from  that  principle.  I  do  not 
see  any  such  circumstances  as  justify  this  variation. 
Another  point  which  I  have  mentioned  in  the  debate — I 
think  on  the  Address — and  which  I  think  of  very  groat  conse¬ 
quence,  is  the  question  of  a  condition  which  I  do  not 
see  in  any  of  the  Orders  in  Council,  and  which  I  had 
hoped  to  see  there :  that  is,  some  condition  which 
shall  ensure  that  these  agricultural  lands  shall  be 
opon  for  settlement,  at  mod  orate  prices,  on  condi¬ 
tions  of  actual  settlement.  Now,  tho  grant  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  assent  to  to-night  is  on  no  less 
an  acreage  than  within  a  lew  acres  of  four  millions  and  a 
half — as  I  roughly  summed  up  the  figures — alongside  and 
closely  adjoining  a  number  of  the  railways  which  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  think  most  important.  Now,  if  there  be  one  thing 
with  inference  to  the  land  policy  of  the  Administration 
which  I  think  experience  has  already  established  we  ought 
to  be  careful  about,  it  is  this  question  of  the  land  being 
open  to  the  actual  settler,  this  question  of  the  intending 
settler  knowing  the  terms  and  conditions  upon  which,  when 
he  sees  land  vacant,  he  would  be  sure  to  get  it.  I  need 
hardly  tell  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  our  neighbors  on 
the  other  side  of  the  line  have  had  considerable  experience 
in  assisting  railways  by  grants  of  land ;  and  I  suppose  I 
can  cite  six,  eight  or  ten  different  provisions  in  different 
grants  to  railway  corporations  in  the  United  States,  desig¬ 
nated,  more  or  les3  perfectly,  to  protect  the  principle  to 
which  I  have  referred,  the  great  principle  of  keeping  the 
land  open  for  the  actual  settler.  Now,  I  am  sorry  that  in 
the  Orders  in  Council  which  were  brought  down  and  which 
indicate  the  conditions  upon  which  the  Government  has 
proposed  to  confer  those  lands  upon  those  companies, 
nothing  should  be  said  upon  that  subject,  and  I  should  be 
relieved  to  learn  from  the  Government  that  not¬ 
withstanding  the  absence  of  such  information  in 
the  Orders  in  Council  we  may  hope  for  some  prac¬ 
tical  proposal  yet  to  be  made  by  which  we  may 
secure  these  results.  Early  in  tho  history  of  the  various 
land  measures  of  this  Government  they  established  belts,  I 


think  five  in  number — there  may  have  been  six— on  each 
side  of  the  location  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  The 
fifth  belt  was  a  very  wido  belt ;  I  think  it  was  as  much  as 
50  miles.  They  proposed  to  sell  these  lands  at  varying 
prices,  but  not  upon  conditions  of  settlement,  and  to  sell 
them  at  a  tenth  down  and  the  balance  in  ten  annual  instal¬ 
ments  ;  and  tho  result  was  that  a  very  large  area  of  land 
was  taken  up,  choice  land  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba  was 
taken  up  by  speculators,  who  paid  10  cents  an  acre  down, 
and  speculated  upon  tho  margin.  Others,  of  course,  who 
bought  in  the  $2  bolt  paid  20  cents,  but  for  this 
trifle,  this  deposit,  as  you  may  call  it,  they  obtained  a  title 
to  the  land,  which  enabled  them  to  lock  it  up  and  disabled  the 
settler  from  obtaining  possession.  So  with  reference  to  other 
operations  which  have,  from  time  to  time,  taken  place  in  tho 
country ;  so  with  reference  to  other  lock-ups  which  have,  from 
time  to  time,  taken  place — some  of  them  in  connection  with 
the  original  settlement  of  the  Manitoba  troubles,  under 
which  quantities  of  land  were  alienated  under  exceptional 
circumstances,  but  with  unfortunate  results  as  to  the  future 
of  the  country  itself.  Now,  surely  it  is  useful  to  refer  to 
all  these  things  upon  an  occasion  in  which  it  is  proposed  to 
initiate  a  system  of  free  grants  of  land  in  aid  of  branch 
railways,  in  order  that  wo  may,  if  we  can,  so  hedge  around 
these  grants,  not  so  as  to  embarass  the  railway  companies 
iu  obtaining  substantial  profits  from  the  land,  but  as  much 
as,  consistently  with  accomplishing  the  object  of  tho  grant, 
if  that  be  at  all  possible — and  I  believe  it  to  be  quite  possible 
— may  result  in  our  telling  tho  settler:  Now,  here  is  a  rail¬ 
way  belt  along  tho  line  of  railway  where  you  can  go,  and 
there  are  Government  sections  which  you  can  get 
free  or  pre-empt,  and  if  you  choose  the  railway 
lands  you  know  the  maximum  price  you  have 
got  to  pay,  and  you  know,  if  nobody  else  has  entered 
into  possession  of  that  land  for  actual  settlement 
purposes,  you  will  have  the  right  to  enter  and  take  posses¬ 
sion  and  cultivate  the  soil.  What  wo  want  is  to  sacure,  as 
far  as  possible,  the  early  settlement  of  the  country  ;  and  I 
am  sure  wo  feel,  more  than  ever  we  felt  before,  to-day,  that 
wo  must  hope  to  secure  that  by  settlement  along  tho  lines 
of  railway.  It  seems  to  mo  extremely  obvious  that  that 
must  be  our  main  dependence  for  a  considerable  time  to 
come,  much  more  strongly  than  it  has  been,  in  view  of  the 
events  of  this  winter.  Therefore,  the  question  to  which  I 
have  alluded  has  assumed  a  special  degree  of  importance 
from  these  events.  Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  propose  to  trouble 
the  House  further  at  this  moment.  As  I  have  said,  I  pur¬ 
posely  abstain  from  entering  into  the  consideration  of  the 
merits  of  any  one  of  these  grants,  of  the  previous  history, 
of  the  actual  effect  of  the  grant,  or  of  the  correspondence 
which  has  led  up  to  the  grant,  thinking  it  more  convenient 
to  do  that  in  committee,  where  we  can  have  a  conversational 
discussion  ;  but  what  I  have  done  rather  refers  to  those 
considerations  which  I  should  have  thought  would  have  so 
far  directed  the  attention  of  the  Government  as  to  have 
induced  observations  upon  them  on  the  motion  that  you 
leave  the  Chair. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  cannot  at  all  object  to 
the  mode  or  line  of  argument  taken  by  the  hon.  gentleman. 
It  is  a  very  important  subject,  involving  the  grant  of  a  very 
large  tract  of  land,  and  closely  connected  with  the  future 
development  and  progress  of  the  North-West.  The  hon. 
gentleman  spoke  of  a  change  in  the  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  ;  that  at  first  thoy  had  proceeded  by  executive  action, 
under  the  general  power  given  to  them  by  the  Dominion 
Lands  Act,  to  sell  those  lands,  and  that  now  they  have  come 
to  Parliament  with  a  change  of  policy,  in  order  to  assist 
railways  by  free  grants.  Well,  that  is  so.  But  we  must 
look  back  a  little  to  the  change  of  circumstances  which  has 
taken  place  since  the  first  policy  was  adopted.  At  the  time 
when  the  first  application  was  made — which,  I  think,  was 
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made  by  Dr.  Schultz  and  the  company  he  got  up  for  the 
Manitoba  and  South-Western  Railway — at  that  time  every¬ 
thing  was  coleur  de  rose ;  the  boom  was  in  full  blast,  if 
I  may  use  the  expression;  everybody  thought  thoy  were 
making  their  fortunes  by  owning  any  land.  I  think  it 
will  be  admitted  that  those  men  who  were  promoting  that 
railway,  who  had  invested  thoir  means  in  it,  and  who  looked 
forward  to  great  profits  from  the  construction  of  the  road, 
might,  perhaps,  be  the  best  judges  of  what  was  necessary  and 
sufficient  to  help  them  build  that  road.  At  that  timo  lands 
about  Winnipeg  and  in  almost  any  part  of  Manitoba,  were 
held  at  vsry  high  prices.  An  application  was  mado  by  the 
South-Western  Railway  for  a  sale  of  land  at  a  minimum 
price  fixed  by  llie  statute,  which  was  $1  an  acre. 
The  Dominion  Act  did  not  fix  that  as  the  minimum  sum, 
but  it  said  that  land  shall  be  sold  at  SI  per  acre. 
That  was  the  provision  of  the  original  Act.  The  Govern¬ 
ment,  when  they  were  assured  by  the  company  that  6,400 
acx-es  would  enable  them  to  carry  out  their  scheme,  came 
forward  and  said :  If  you  think  so,  we  will  grant  you  the 
land.  We  could  not  well  say  to  them,  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says,  that  this  was  profligate  oxtravaganco,  when  the 
company  had  said  that  they  would  complete  the  road  with 
3,840  acres  per  mile,  at  $1  per  acre.  That  proposi¬ 
tion  being  mado  and  accepted  by  the  Government,  the  other 
roads,  following  that  oxample,  and  having  confidence  in  the 
shrewdness  of  that  company,  the  South-Western,  appliod 
to  obtain  the  same  terms,  and  wore  quito  satisfied 
that  those  terms  would  enable  them  to  build  tho  rail¬ 
ways.  We  all  know  how  much  they  wore  disappointed, 
how  completely,  when  the  reaction  took  place,  when  the 
inflation  took  place,  when  tho  babble  bursty  it  was  found 
that  this  arrangement  was  unavailing.  The  railway  com¬ 
panies  hoped,  from  time  to  time,  that  the  position  would 
improve,  that  tho  depression  would  be  only  temporary,  and 
they  still  held  to  their  contract  with  the  Government  to  pay 
$1  per  aero — I  am  speaking  from  memory,  not  having  the 
papers  before  me.  The  Government  granted  those  different 
applications,  at  the  request  of  the  railway  companies,  they 
making  the  application,  and  tho  Government  did  everything 
they  could  reasonably  be  expected  to  do  for  tho  purpose  of 
helping  the  different  roads.  But  besides  the  temporary 
depression  that  took  place  in  our  North-West  there  has 
bcoD,  as  we  all  know,  an  unparalleled  shrinkage  in  the 
value  of  railway  property  in  America.  Novor  has  there 
been  anything  like  it,  and  bankruptcy  has  fallen  on  many 
railway  enterprises  in  the  United  States.  The  consequence 
was,  and  is,  to  a  considerable  extent,  to  this  day,  that  capi¬ 
talists  in  Europe  look  askance  upon  any  proposition  to  build 
railways  in  any  portion  of  America ;  and  a  capitalist  told 
me,  only  last  November,  that  if  a  railway  was  proposed  to 
heaven  from  any  portion  of  North  America  it  would  not 
find  investors  in  England. 

M.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  capitalists  do  not  want  to  go  by 
that  line. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Perhaps  not.  Then  there 
came  another  proposal.  It  was  said  by  the  company,  with 
respect  to  tho  proposal  to  take  3,840  acres,  at  $  l  per  acre, 
that  the  purchase  price  and  selling  price  did  not,  under  the 
altered  circumstances,  give  a  sufficient  margin,  and  unless 
larger  grants  were  made  that  margin  of  profit  would  not  be 
sufficient  to  secure  sufficient  capital  to  enable  the  companies 
to  build  the  railways.  Thus,  by  degrees,  at  the  request  of 
the  railway  company,  all  the  time,  changes  were  made  to 
enable  them  to  carry  out  their  schemes  and  build  the  road. 
Thus  the  policy  changed;  first  the  grant  was  for  3,840  acres 
per  mile,  at  $1  per  acre  ;  next,  6,400  acres,  at  $1  per  acre  ; 
then  it  was  proposed  that  the  terms  of  payment  should  be 
made  more  liberal.  All  those  changes  have  proved  ineffec¬ 
tual,  and  now  the  Government,  believing,  as  every  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  believes,  as  the  Government  always  did  believe,  that 
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every  encouragement  must  be  given  to  the  build¬ 
ing  of  railways,  as  it  is  absolutely  essential  for  the 
development  of  that  great  country  that  railways 
shall  be  tho  common  highways,  they  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  tho  land  grants  must  be  free.  I  am  not  at 
all  sure  that  all  these  lines  will  be  built,  even  with  these 
grants.  I  think,  however,  they  will  be.  The  railway  first 
mentioned,  the  North-Western  Coal  and  Navigation  line, 
which  is  a  narrow  gauge  road,  undertaken  by  Sir  Alexander 
Galt,  and  some  capitalists  who  have  joined  with  him  to  open 
up  the  coal  mines  in  the  Bolly  River  district — that  is  cer¬ 
tain  to  be  built.  It  is,  as  I  have  said,  a  narrow  gauge  railway, 
to  run  110  miles,  and  will  be  completed  in  August  or  Septem¬ 
ber,  and  will  bo  of  very  groat  value  in  bringing  down  the 
magnificent  coal  which  that  country  produces  to  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway,  and  thence  to  Winnipeg,  and,  by-and- 
bye,  westward,  to  some  extent.  I  believo  the  North-Western 
company’s  line,  which  is  running  from  Portago  la  Prairio  to 
Minnodosa  and  thence  on,  is  finished  for  a  distance  of  78  miles, 
and  has  been  so  for  some  time.  It  is  intended  to  complete,  this 
year,  50  miles  more.  The  company  will  proceed  as  they 
are  able  to  raise  money.  Tho  building  of  that  road  is  assured. 
As  the  papers  will  show,  the  arrangement  at  first  was  that 
the  company  should  build  100  miles  a  yeax\  They  found  they 
could  not  obtain  sufficient  capital  to  do  that,  and  so  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  agreed  that  if  the  company  could  build  50  miles  a 
yoar  they  will  obtain  this  grant,  if  Parliament  sanctions  it. 
Mr.  Andrew  Allan,  of  Montreal,  is  at  the  head  of  it,  and  ho 
has  induced  a  number  of  capitalists  to  take  stock  and  interest 
themselves  in  it;  the  company  have  spent  a  large  amount 
of  their  own  money,  and  it  is  believed,  with  this  assistance, 
tho  road  will  be  built.  It  is  certain  to  be  built  at  tho  ralo 
of  at  least  50  miles  a  year,  and  if  times  become  more 
prosperous  and  tho  sale  of  land  is  satisfactory,  they  will 
push  it  on  at  an  accelerated  spoed.  The  hon.  gentleman  speaks 
about  the  South-Western.  That  company  has  certainly 
been  unfortunate  in  various  ways.  It  got  into  trouble 
owing  to  litigation  between  different  bodies  of  shareholders, 
two  or  three  parties,  two  certainly,  and  they  got  up  a  legal 
quarrel  as  to  their  respective  rights,  went  into  court  and, 
as  a  result,  the  credit  of  the  company  was  materially 
damaged  and  its  progress  was  retarded,  and  groat  discredit 
was  thrown  upon  it  by  the  litigation.  It  has  now 
passed  substantially  under  the  control  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  and  that  company  will  build  it, 
so  soon  as  thoy  can  obtain  the  necessary  capital. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  that  at  the  time  the  Government 
assumed  the  responsibility  of  laying  their  scheme  before 
Parliament,  for  the  grant  of  subsidies  of  land  and  money 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  it  was  promised  that 
branch  linos  would  be  built,  and  that  the  company  pro¬ 
mised  that  branch  lines  would  be  built.  That  is  quito  true ; 
but  there  is  a  considerable  reservation  of  land  to  make  up 
for  the  25,000,000  acres  of  land  grants,  which  are  reserved 
at  considerable  distances  from  the  railway,  inasmuch  as 
the  land  in  the  railway  belt  would  be  altogether  insufficient 
to  make  up  the  25,000,000  of  acres  The  company,  of  course, 
desire  to  build  branch  lines,  and  have  published  plans,  show¬ 
ing  the  branch  lines  they  were  desirous  of  building ;  but,  of 
course,  they  must  first  build  the  main  line  before  they  build 
the  branch  lines.  The  backbone  must  be  created  before  the  ribs 
can  run  from  it.  It  is  tho  interest  of  the  railway  company, 
of  course,  to  have  as  many  branches  as  possible  ;  not  only 
to  build  branches  themselves,  in  order  to  open  up  their  own 
lands,  but  to  encourage  branch  lines  by  other  companies. 
I  do  not  understand  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
have  in  any  way  offered  any  obstruction  to  any  railway 
whatever,  or  acted  hostilely  in  any  way  whatever.  They 
would  be  foolish  to  do  so  ;  for,  the  more  lines  running  and 
joining  them,  the  more  traffic  they  will  get.  As 
regards  carriage,  that  is  beyond  the  contx'ol  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  It  will  be  remembered 
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how  stringent  the  terms  of  the  charter  are,  and  how  the 
carriage  is  absolutely  under  the  control  of  the  Government 
of  the  day,  whose  duty  it  will  be — and  they  will  bo  liable  to 
the  censure  of  Parliament  if  they  fail  in  it — to  see  that  the 
tariff  is  such,  that  while  affording  a  reasonable  profit  to  the 
company  it  will,  at  the  same  time,  afford  a  cheap  and  effi¬ 
cient  mode  of  transport  for  the  riches  of  the  North-West 
seeking  the  markets  of  the  world.  The  hon.  gentleman 
speaks  of  the  original  policy  introduced  by  the  Government 
of  which  ho  was  a  member.  We  remember  that  not  long 
ago  the  hon.  member  for  Bast  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  said, 
in  Parliament,  that  he  had  merely  laid  bofore  tho  House  an 
experimental,  a  tentative  proposition,  to  see  how  it  would 
be  taken.  I  am  quite  sure  about  that,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  Hansard  will  confirm  the  truth  of  my  state¬ 
ment.  But  that  Bill  of  tho  hon.  gentleman  was  objection¬ 
able,  upon  the  ground  that  it  gave  any  number  of  people  tho 
right  to  build  any  number  of  railways  anywhere,  with  a 
very  remarkable  limit,  however.  Any  persons  applying 
for  a  charter — I  forget  the  number,  but  fifteen,  I  think— 
could  come  and  get  a  charter,  and  they  would  have  a  claim 
for  6,400  acres  per  mile  for  nothing,  to  a  certain  meridian, 
and  then  7,000  acres  a  little  further  off,  and  then  12,000  acres 
per  mile  when  they  got  up  to  the  Peace  Bivor  district. 
There  was  a  remarkablo  limit  in  that  Bill,  especially  when 
we  remember  the  charges  which  wore  brought  against  the 
Government,  and  against  the  Parliament  that  sanctioned  it, 
for  granting  a  monopoly  of  railway  occupation  in  that 
country  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway,  that  other  lines  of 
railway  were  prevented  from  being  estabished  and  were  to 
be  disallowed.  Now,  about  the  question  of  disallowance, 
Mr.  Speaker,  whother  it  was  right  or  whether  it  was  wrong 
to  put  in  that  provision,  it  is  quite  clear  that  no  railway 
would  have  been  built,  for  the  railways  which  have  got 
their  charters  there  from  the  Government,  which  have  got 
large  grants  of  land  at  what  was  considered  a  nominal  price, 
have  been  unable  to  build  their  roads ;  and  the  disallowing 
100  paper  charters  would  not  have  prevented  tho  building 
of  a  single  road,  because,  charter  or  no  charter,  not  one  such 
road  would  bo  built.  But  with  respect  to  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  preventing  rivals  being  built  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Bailway,  at  the  time  that  that  railway  was  just  char¬ 
tered,  and  endeavoring  to  get  the  necessary  funds  to  build 
the  road—  at  tho  time  the  company  was  attempting  to  induce 
capitalists  from  Europe  to  in  vest  in  it, ifchartorswcre  granted 
for  tho  purpose  of  building  rival  roads  in  the  same  direction 
alongside  of  it,  it  would  effectually  destroy  all  hope  of  ever 
building  the  main  line  ;  and  if  the  main  line  could  not  be 
built  as  a  semi-Government  line,  supported  with  the  treasure 
and  the  lands  belonging  to  the  Government,  what  chance 
would  there  bo  of  other  roads  being  built  ?  And  that  idea 
was  so  completely  before  the  mind  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell,  and  the  Government  of  which  ho  was  a  member, 
that  one  of  the  clauses  in  their  Bill  is  this :  “  That  no  company 
shall  be  chartered  under  tho  provisions  of  this  Act  for  the 
construction  of  any  railway  having  the  same  general  direc¬ 
tion  as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway.’'  No  railway,  what¬ 
ever,  if  running  in  the  same  direction  as  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Kailway,  could  get  any  grant  of  land — having  the  same 
general  direction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bail  way,  or  any 
branch  thereof.  So  that  no  company  could  get  a  charter  if 
the  company  offered  to  build  a  railway  in  the  same  general 
direction,  east  or  west,  as  the  main  line,  or  north  or  south, 
in  the  same  general  direction  as  any  branch  ;  and  it  was 
provided  further  that  it  must  be  at  a  mean  distance  of  forty 
miles  from  either  the  railway  or  or  any  branch  of  it ;  so 
that  that  was  a  sanction  of  the  general  policy  adopted  by 
tho  Government,  to  prevent  the  infant  enterprise  from  being 
strangled  shortly  after  its  birth  by  a  number  of  paper  char¬ 
ters.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  stated,  among  some  of  the 
objections  he  took — and  they  were  quite  well  put,  they 
were  plausible,  and  they  have  considerable  force — one  objec¬ 


tion  he  made  to  these  companies  in  committee  was,  that  there 
was  no  condition  about  tho  sale  of  land  to  the  actual  settler. 
Well,  you  cannot  effect  the  two  things.  You  have  the 
object  of  selling  the  lands  at  a  low  price,  or  the  present 
policy,  of  giving  them  at  no  price— that  is,  for  one  purposo  : 
to  give  the  company  sufficient  credit  to  raise  money  on 
those  lands,  in  the  first  place,  by  the  pledging  of  those 
lands,  and  afterwards  by  the  selling  of  them,  to  enable  them 
to  generate  sufficient  capital  to  build  the  road.  But  to 
limit  it,  to  keep  it  at  a  low  pi’ice,  is  giving  with  one  hand 
and  taking  away  with  the  other.  It  is  the  prospect  of 
these  lands  being  largely  increased  in  value,  by  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  road,  that  makes  the  granting  of  tho  land 
of  any  value  ;  ard  by  attempting  to  limit  that,  so  much  do 
you  diminish  the  value  of  the  grant  and  the  chances  of  the 
company  utilising  those  lands  in  the  money  markets  of  tho 
world.  Then  it  must  bo  remembered  that  according  to  the 
system  which  has  obtained  for  some  time,  under  the  policy 
of  the  Government,  the  even-numbered  sections  are  home¬ 
stead  sections,  and  the  odd-numbered  sections  are  for  sale. 
They  are  given  to  tho  different  railways,  but  there  are 
always  the  oven-numbered  sections,  which  contain  two 
homesteads  and  two  pre  eruptions,  lying  side  by  side  with 
tho  land  granted  to  the  different  railways.  So  that,  in  that 
vast  country  there  is  plenty  of  land,  and  the  best  of  land  in 
the  world,  along  the  different  lines  of  railway,  that  cannot 
be  taken  away  from  the  settlers  ;  and  the  first  actual  settler 
making  an  entry  can  have  his  land,  no  matter  what  value 
that  land  may  attain  by  the  fact  of  a  railway  running 
alongside  of  it.  Therefore,  there  has  beon  no  lock-up  in  any 
way  whatever,  and  there  cannot  be,  so  long  as  the  even- 
numbored  sections  are  kept  open  to  tho  settlers.  Tho  hon. 
gentleman  is  quite  right,  however,  in  saying  that  there  has 
been  a  largo  quantity  of  land  locked  up  in  the  North-West. 
That  was  principally  owing  to  the  scrip  system,  which  we 
need  not  discuss  now,  but  which  we  all  know  was  forced 
on  Parliament  by  the  circumstances  of  the  country  at  the 
time  it  was  first  obtained.  The  half  breeds  who  settled  in 
Manitoba  along  the  Bed  and  Assiuiboine  Bivers  had 
obtained  cortain  possessory  rights  from  the  Hudson  Bay 
Company  which  had  to  be  acknowledged,  and  which  were 
acknowledged  and  paid  for  by  scrip,  in  the  majority 
of  cases;  and  this  scrip  got  into  tho  hands  of 
land  speculators,  in  their  legitimate  business.  Of  course,  it 
is  an  honest  business  ;  but  these  land  purchasers  did  as  every 
man  does,  with  respect  to  his  property,  whother  it  is  per¬ 
sonal  or  real ;  they  held  it  until  they  found  a  market  in 
which  they  could  get  their  price.  That,  of  course,  was  per¬ 
fectly  legitimate  on  their  part,  but  wbon  it  assumed  the 
large  proportions  it  did  in  Manitoba,  a  large  quantity  of 
land  scrip  being  thrown  into  tho  market,  and  that  being 
utilised  by  tho  persons  who  purchased  it  in  paying  for  land 
in  and  around  Winnipeg,  and  at  places  where  there  was 
likely  to  bo  a  fixed  settlement  or  town,  of  course  greatly 
retarded  the  growth  of  some  of  those  localities,  and  kept 
large  tracts  of  land  unsettled,  which  would  have  boon  occu¬ 
pied  long  before  if  they  had  been  kept  open.  That  has  been 
a  disadvantage  ;  but  the  answer  is  this,  that  tho  immigrant 
going  to  tho  North-West  has  as  good  a  chance  of  selection 
of  good  soil  and  climate  in  one  place  as  in  another ;  and 
actual  settlers  going  to  a  country  where  all  is  strange  to 
them,  if  they  find  the  land  and  climate  to  suit  them,  can 
have  no  great  preference  for  one  place  over  another,  unless 
they  have  a  relative  who  has  gone  before  them.  So  that, 
taking  the  country  as  a  whole,  there  never  has  been  any 
want  of  land  for  any  settler  from  old  Canada,  Europe  or 
the  United  States.  This  is  all  that  occurs  to  me  just  now. 
The  hon.  gentleman  says  he  will  discuss  the  grants  to  the 
various  railways  in  committee,  which  will  be  a  very  proper 
way  of  dealing  with  them,  and  we  shall  be  exceedingly 
glad  to  give  him  any  information  in  our  power  on  the  sub¬ 
ject. 
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Mr.  MILLS.  Seven  or  eight  years  have  gone  by  since 
a  proposition  similar,  in  some  respects,  to  that  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  now  submits  to  the  House  was  laid  before 
Parliament  by  a  former  Administration.  When  I  dissented 
from  the  observation  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  this  was 
not  a  part  of  the  policy  of  the  former  Government,  but  was 
merely  a  tentative  measure,  I  did  not  mean  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  not  accurately  representing  the  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  member  for  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  ; 
but  I  did  mean  to  express  my  dissont  from  the  accu¬ 
racy  of  that  statement,  because  that  measure  was  intro¬ 
duced  with  the  full  approval  of  the  Government,  and 
received  its  first  and  second  readings  as  a  measure  to  which 
tho  Government  was  committed ;  and  it  was  only  aban¬ 
doned,  so  far  as  I  know— and  I  think  those  hon.  gontlemen 
who  were  associated  with  me  in  the  Administration,  and  who 
are  now  present,  will  support  what  I  say — because  we 
believed  tho  measure  could  not  bo  carried  through  the 
Senate  that  Session;  and  it  was  desirable  to  allow  it  to 
stand  over,  for  that  reason,  until  the  opinion  of  the  country 
was  had  on  the  general  policy  of  the  Administration.  I 
say  this  with  the  most  distinct  recollection  of  all  tho  facts 
connected  with  the  introduction  and  consideration  of  that 
measure  in  the  House.  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made 
a  statement,  on  his  own  responsibility,  which  is  not  strictly 
accurate.  He  said  that  the  policy  of  the  Government  was 
to  prevent  any  railway  being  built  within  40  miles  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  or  any  of  its  branches.  Now, 
Sir,  that  was  not  the  policy.  There  was  nothing  proposed 
to  Parliament  from  which  that  inference  could  be  drawn. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  read  tho  clause. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  true  wo  introduced  a  Bill  which 
received  its  second  reading.  It  is  true  the  hon.  gentleman 
did  not  support  it ;  he  did  not,  I  believe,  either  speak  or 
vote  against  it ;  but  when  tho  vote  on  the  second  reading 
was  taken  tho  hon.  gentleman  informed  us  that  he  would 
oppose  the  Bill  on  the  House  going  into  committee  upon 
it  ;  and  before  I  conclude  my  observations  I  shall  call 
attention  to  the  views  that  wore  expressed  by  some  of  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  colleagues  and  supporters.  Now,  that 
measure  wa3  one  proposing  the  free  incorporation  of  rail¬ 
ways.  It  was  not  similar  to  tho  measures  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  sometimes  submitted  to  this  House  for  tho 
construction  of  railways  in  the  North-West  Territories.  It 
was  a  measure  establishing  a  general  principle.  The  prin¬ 
ciple  had  long  been  tried  and  had  resulted  satisfactorily  in 
tho  United  States  ;  it  had  been  tried  in  the  State  of  New 
York  and,  I  believe,  in  almost  all  the  States  along  the  border. 
Measures  of  railway  incorporation  are  not  introduced  into 
the  State  Legislatures  ;  the  general  principle  is  recognised, 
and  people  are  held  to  invest  their  money  in  a  railway 
undertaking  on  their  own  responsibility,  precisely  as  in 
othor  undertakings  ;  they  only  give  this  security  to  the 
State,  that  they  are  undertaking  the  work  in  good  faith. 
They  deposit  with  the  Government  plans  and  specifications, 
estimates  of  the  cost,  and  a  certain  percentage  of  the  cost, 
as  a  guarantee  of  good  faith.  That  was  precisely  the 
character  of  the  measure  I  proposed.  We  proposed,  by  the 
18th  section  of  that  Bill  : 

“No  company  shall  be  incorporated  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act 
for  the  construction  of  any  railway  having  the  same  general  direction 
as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  or  any  branch  thereof,  at  a  nearer  dis¬ 
tance  than  40  miles.” 

That  did  not  tie  the  hands  of  Parliament ;  it  did  not  say  that 
Parliament  should  not  authorise  the  construction  of  a  rail¬ 
way  nearer  than  that  distance ;  but  wo  said  we  do  not  propose 
to  authorise  any  railway  company,  under  the  provisions  of 
this  Act,  to  become  organised,  to  subscribe  stock  and  deposit 
plans  with  the  Government,  and  thon  undertake  the  con¬ 
struction  of  their  lino  at  a  nearer  distance  thaa  that.  That 
was  all  that  we  proposed.  The  rest  was  left  open,  to  be 
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dealt  with  by  Parliament,  from  time  to  time,  as  it  might 
think  proper.  Precisely  as  they  deal  with  railway  com¬ 
panies,  it  was  left  to  Parliament  to  deal  with  those  com¬ 
panies  that  might  receive  char-tors  of  incorporation  at  a 
nearer  distance  than  that  which  is  specified  in  this  particular 
section.  It  is  true  the  Minister  who  now  has  charge  of  railways 
and  canals  (Mr.  Pope)  subsequently  expressed  the  opinion 
that  tho  principle  of  this  Bill  was  sound,  but  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  took  a  different  view.  The  hon.  member  for  North¬ 
umberland  (Mr.  Mitchell)  expressed  himself  very  strongly 
against  the  principle  of  the  Bill  or  the  policy  of 
aiding  branch  lines  of  railways  or  colonisation 
roads,  and  similar  views  were  expressed  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Niagara  (Mr.  Plumb),  and  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Wallace).  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
failed  to  observe  this  in  the  various  statements  he  has  made 
with  regard  to  this  Bill,  for  I  believe  we  have  never  had 
any  proposition  for  the  incorporation  of  railways  in  Mani¬ 
toba  and  the  North-West  Territories  where  this  proposed 
measure  has  not  been  referred  to.  I  believe  that  it  was  a 
proper  measure  to  propose;  I  believe  the  circumstances  of 
the  North-West  country  and  the  Province  of  Manitoba 
would  be  very  different  to-day  had  that  Bill  bocome  law  ;  I 
believe  they  would  have  a  much  larger  population ;  I 
believe  they  would  be  more  compact,  that  the  country  would 
be  better  settled,  and  the  people,  in  consequence,  more  pros¬ 
perous  and  contented  than  they  now  are.  In  fact,  we  would 
have  had  railway  facilities  existing  years  ago,  which  do  not 
exist  up  to  this  moment.  In  that  measure  we  proposed  to 
grant  to  railway  companies  not  more  than  6,400  acres  per 
mile,  up  to  the  102nd  meridian,  and  about  7,800  acres  west 
of  the  102nd  meridian  ;  a  larger  grant,  of  coui-so,  was  pro¬ 
posed  towards  the  Peace  River  country.  It  was  not  a  fixed 
sum  that  the  Government  were  to  give,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  to  every  railway  company,  but  it  was  a  maximum 
quantity,  which  was  not  to  be  exceeded.  We  also  provided 
there  should  be  no  restriction  upon  settlement ;  that  no 
company  incorporated  under  that  Act  should  have  power 
to  interfere  with  the  settlement  of  the  country,  and  that 
tho  Government  might  set  apart  tho  moneys  they  received 
from  the  settlers  on  the  sale  of  lands  would  bo  used  in  paying 
for  tho  construction  ot  roads,  up  to  $10,000  a  mile,  and  that 
beyond  that  the  companies  would  not  be  entitled  to  receive 
anything  from  the  Government,  by  way  of  aid,  in  the  con¬ 
struction  of  those  lines.  In  adopting  that  proposition  wo 
found  that  the  experience  of  our  neighbors  across  the  line 
had  been  in  favor  of  colonisation  railways.  I  observed  that 
in  the  State  of  Minnesota  the  increase  of  population  was 
27,000  a  year  and  the  number  of  miles  of  railway  built  92  ; 
in  Iowa  tho  increase  of  population  was  52,000  a  year  and 
the  number  of  miles  built  180  ;  in  Missouri  the  increase  of 
population  was  65,000  a  year  and  the  miles  of  railway 
built  107  ;  in  Illinois  the  increase  of  population  was 
82,000,  the  miles  of  railway  166.  I  found  that,  in  fact, 
there  was  a  certain  relation  between  the  increase  of  popu¬ 
lation  and  the  number  of  miles  of  railway  constructed.  Of 
course,  tbe  rate  of  increase  of  population,  no  doubt,  would 
tend  to  advance  with  the  construction  of  railways,  but  the 
construction  of  railways  at  convenient  points,  and  in  sec¬ 
tions  of  tho  country  suited  for  settlement,  also  facilitates 
the  colonisation  and  settlement  of  the  country;  and  I  believe 
the  same  results  would  have  followed  the  adoption  of  a 
similar  policy  in  our  North-West  as  those  which  followed 
the  adoption  of  this  policy  in  the  various  States  of  the 
American  Union.  Now,  when  that  proposition  was  made 
a  number  of  gontlemen  opposed  it  very  strongly. 
Among  them  was  the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland 
(Mr.  Mitchell).  He  said,  on  this  subject : 

“  He  did  not  know  what  the  opinions  of  gentlemen  from  Ontario  and 
Quebec  might  be,  nor  did  he  care.  He  had  one  thing  to  do,  and  that 
was  his  duty.  His  duty,  in  this  case,  he  conceived  to  be,  to  call  the 
attention  of  Parliament  to  the  proposed  spoliation  of  western  land.  It 
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would  be  UDjust  to  the  other  Provinces  to  pass  an  Act  like  this,  which 
would  enable  railway  speculators  and  companies  to  absorb  three-fourths 
of  the  whole  western  territory — that  territory  on  which  they  hoped  to 
construct  the  great  Canadian  Pacific  road.  Be  yielded  to  no  one  in 
the  desire  to  benefit  the  North-West.  But  he  certainly  could  not 
approve  of  an  Act  such  as  that  now  before  the  House.  He  could  not 
believe  in  a  scheme  which  would  enable  speculators  to  absorb  millions 
of  acres  of  land,  with  which  it  was  hoped  the  country  might  be  recouped 
for  the  money  it  was  spending  in  opening  up  that  great  country.” 

The  hon.  gentleman,  in  fact,  believed  that  the  measure 
would  be  successful,  that  the  country  would  be  settled,  that 
the  lands  would  be  opened  by  the  companies  under  its  pro¬ 
visions,  and  that,  as  a  consequence,  they  would  acquire  a 
right  in  these  lands.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  :  We  will  not 
do  that ;  we  acquired  these  lands,  he  said,  to  recoup  us,  by 
their  sale,  for  the  $30,000,000  we  propose  to  advance  for  the 
construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  The  hon. 
gentleman  seems  to  have  greatly  changed  his  opinions.  At 
that  time  he  thought  $30,000,000  was  a  very  largo  sum  to 
advance  in  aid  of  tho  construction  of  a  trans-continental 
road,  and  he  seemed  to  think  that  it  was  tho  bounden  duty 
of  the  Government  not  to  aid,  either  in  land  or  money,  the 
construction  of  any  other  railway,  and  to  use  the  money 
derived  from  tho  sale  of  these  lands  to  recoup  all  tho  older 
Provinces  for  the  burdens  they  had  assumed  in  advancing 
$30,000,000  cash  towards  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  gentleman  still  entertains 
these  views,  and  is  still  opposed  to  a  policy  of  this  sort.  If 
he  is,  he  will  oppose  tho  proposition  before  tho  House. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  will  find  out  by- 
and-bye. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Tho  Minister  of  Agriculture  spoko  on  that 
occasion,  and  ho  was  equally  opposed  to  aid  being  given  to 
these  colonisation  companies.  Ho  said  : 

“He  had  been  hitherto,  aDd  was  now,  a  strong  advocate  for  building 
a  railway  through  that  country.  It  would  tax  the  powers  of  the  Domi¬ 
nion  to  their  full  extent  to  build  the  one  railway  provided  for,  under  the 
agreements  entered  into  with  British  Columbia  and  Manitoba,  and  their 
first  efforts  must  be  given  to  carrying  out  those  agreements.  The  con¬ 
struction  of  a  Pacific  railway  was  part  of  the  agreement  of  the  union  of 
British  Columbia  with  Canada,  and  the  country  was  bound,  before 
entering  into  any  large  engagement  or  making  any  other  disposition  of 
public  lands  in  the  North-West,  to  carry  out  that  engagement.  The 
power  to  build  railways  to  any  extent,  provided  they  were  40  miles 
from  each  other,  was  one  which  should  not  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
any  people  without  the  consent  of  the  Government  being  obtained  to 
each  scheme.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  did  not  seem  to  have  confidence  in  the 
capitalists  who  were  about  to  invest  their  money  in  those 
enterprises  nor  in  the  people  who  wore  supposed  to  favor  the 
enterprises  and  to  whom  the  road  would  bo  an  advantage.  lie 
declared  that  he  was  opposed  to  allowing  them  to  judge  of 
the  wisdom  of  the  enterprises  in  which  thoy  wore  engaged, 
and  he  insisted  that  the  Government  itself  should  have  con¬ 
trol  over  these  transactions.  He  went  on  to  say  : 

“  He  could  well  understand  that,  if  the  Government  were  about  to 
build  the  Pacific  Railway — and  he  hoped  they  were,  for  its  construction 
was  in  the  interests  of  the  country — that  assistance  should  be  given  in 
the  shape  of  public  lands,  but  he  could  not  understand  why,  under  the 
present  Bill,  Parliament  should  be  deprived  of  the  right  of  considering 
each  charter  and  deciding  what  subsidy  should  be  granted  to  each  road. 
It  was  impossible  to  understand  why  a  different  policy  should  be  adopted 
for  the  North-West  in  that  regard  than  that  which  had  been  found  quite 
satisfactory  in  the  old  Provinces.” 

In  fact,  tho  hon.  gentleman  was  strongly  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  the  free  incorporation  of  railways.  That  scheme, 
which  has  been  tried  for  so  many  years  in  tbo  neighboring 
Eepublic,  which  has  prevented  log-rolling,  which  has  pre¬ 
vented  any  attempt  to  use  undue  influence  in  the  Legislature, 
which  has  left  every  enterprise  of  this  sort  to  stand  upon  its 
own  merits,  was  one  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  favor.  He 
preferred  one  which  would  compel  the  railway  company 
seeking  incorporation  to  come  to  Parliament  and  fight  every 
other  company  that  might  have  an  interest  opposed  to  the 
one  seeking  incorporation.  He  went  on  to  say ; 


“  He  favored  the  payment  cf  the  cost  in  money,  if  it  were  necessary, 
but  that  was  no  reason  why  they  should  throw  away  the  public  land, 
instead  of  endeavoring  to  recoup  themselves  from  iis  sale.  That  was 
the  policy  of  the  late  Government,  which  declared  to  the  House  and  the 
country  that  they  were  about  to  give  $30,000,000  and  50,000,000  acres  of 
land  towards  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  expressed  precisely  tho  same  view  as 
the  hon.  member  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell).  He 
said  the  country  is  obliged  to  give  $30,000,000  in  cash  for 
the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  and  all 
tho  remaining  land  not  required  to  aid  in  the  construction 
of  the  road  should  bo  retained  and  sold  to  settlors,  in  order 
to  recoup  the  country  for  tho  immense  advance  for  the 
construction  of  the  one  line.  Then  the  hon.  member  for 
Niagara  (Mr.  Plumb)  spoke  in  opposition  to  the  measure, 
and  declared  himself  opposed  to  giving  land  grants  in  aid  of 
these  colonisation  roads.  It  is  true  that  all  tho  members 
for  Manitoba,  at  that  time,  whether  they  wore  supporters  of 
tho  Administration  or  whether  thoy  opposed  it,  favored  tho 
proposition,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  who  now  leads  tho 
Government,  and  those  who  had  boon  his  collegues  and 
were  then  his  supporters,  were  opposed  to  this  policy.  Tho 
hon.  member  then  for  South  Norfolk  (Mr.  Wallace),  in 
speaking  on  this  subject,  said: 

“  He  was  opposed  to  the  principle  of  this  Bill  for  two  reasons.  First, 
he  did  not  believe  that  it  was  in  the  interest  of  this  country  that  we 
should  create  railway  monopolies  ;  he  believed  that  railways  were  the 
highways  of  commerce,  and  that  they  should  be  owned  and  run  by  the 
Government,  in  the  interests  of  commerce.  He  thought  we  already  had 
in  this  country  an  example  of  the  evil  results  of  railway  monopoly. 
The  companies  did  not  look  to  the  interests  of  the  country,  but  to  their 
own  interests.” 

And  so  we  find  that  tho  policy  of  aiding  colonisation  roads 
by  grants  of  land  was  opposed  by  tho  hon.  gentleman  aud 
by  those  who  are  now  supporting  him.  These  hon.  gentle¬ 
men,  when  a  larg9  and  liberal  aid  was  given  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway  Company,  told  Parliament  that  that 
company  was  receiving  a  large  extont  of  territory  in  aid  of 
its  line,  which  would  not  lie  immediately  along  the  line,  and 
that  they  would  have  an  interest  in  building  railways  in 
various  directions  through  the  North-West  country,  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  their  land  into  the  market,  and  also 
for  the  purpose  of  bringing  traffic  to  the  lino  they  wore 
about  to  build.  In  fact,  we  were  assured  that  they  would 
bo  able  to  build  hundreds  of  miles  of  subsidiary  or  branch 
lmos  in  that  North-West  country  without  any  further 
aid  ;  and  yet  wo  find  that  tho  hon.  gentleman,  in  the  pro¬ 
positions  now  before  us,  proposes,  not  merely  to  aid  lines  in 
which  tho  company,  so  far  as  wo  know,  have  no  direct 
interest,  but  also  to  aid  those  which  are  under  tho  control  of 
tho  company.  The  First  Minister  has  told  us  that  the 
amount  proposod  to  be  given  in  the  way  of  a  land  grant  in 
aid  of  the  South-Western  Eailway  was  not  adequate,  that 
the  company  could  not  succeed  in  carrying  out  its  enter¬ 
prise  with  the  aid  the  Government  proposed  to  give  it.  Now, 
the  hon.  gentleman  comes  down  with  a  proposition  to  give 
all  of  theso  railway  companies  an  extent  of  territory  at 
least  as  large  as  we  proposed  in  1878.  That  proposition 
was  pronounced  an  extravagant  proposition,  a  scheme 
which  would  absorb  all  the  lands  oi  the  North-West  coun¬ 
try,  which  would  place  thorn  all  under  the  control  of  rail¬ 
way  companies,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  comes  down  now 
with  a  proposition,  after  having  failed  in  all  the  schomoB 
that  they  have  put  forward,  substantially,  in  this  respect, 
adopting  the  scheme  of  aiding  roads  that  we  proposed  at 
that  time.  I  think  it  would  have  been  well  if  tho  Adminis¬ 
tration  had  gone  farther.  We  know  that  a  railway 
company  will  not  build  a  disadvantageous  lino  if  an  advan¬ 
tageous  one  presents  itself.  If  allowed  to  proceed 
unhampered,  they  would  be  disposed  to  take  that  which  they 
believe  to  be  tho  best  routoin  their  own  interest;  and,  if  the 
Government  bad  now  adopted  the  remaining  portion  of  the 
Bill  we  proposed  in  1878,  they  would  propose  a  plan  that 
would  be  more  satisfactory  than  the  one  now  presented, 
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The  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to  give  aid  to  certain  specified 
lines,  all  of  which,  I  believe,  have  been  incorporated.  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  were  to  leave  to  railway  companies  organ¬ 
ised  the  froedom  to  build  lines  where  they  pleased,  subject 
to  cortain  limitations,  upon  the  conditions  that  were  stated 
in  the  Bill  which  was  submitted  in  1878,  they  would 
present  a  moro  satisfactory  scheme  than  that  which  is  now 
submitted.  If  there  was  anything  that  could  tend  to  justify 
the  course  suggested  by  the  Bill  of  1878  it  is  what  Ministers 
are  proposing  at  this  moment. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  The  hon.  gentloman  said  that  if  his  Bill 
had  been  passed  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territory 
would  bo  now  settled,  that  greater  prosperity  would  reign 
all  over  that  country,  that  very  likely  each  of  the  farmers 
there  would  have  a  large  deposit  in  the  bank  ;  in  fact,  that 
the  golden  ora  would  have  dawned  upon  that  country.  Well, 
Sir,  I  bog  to  differ  from  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement. 
He  says  that  in  the  States  Iowa,  Missouri  and  Illinois— -ho 
did  not  say  Kansas,  he  did  not  say  Dakota— the  increase  of 
population  has  been  in  proportion  to  the  increase  in  the 
construction  of  railways.  That  may  be  quite  time;  but  tho 
hon.  gentleman  forgets  that  it  may  not  be  safe  to  draw  a 
parallel  from  the  other  side  of  tho  line,  for  the  reason  that 
the  people  there  enjoy  other  institutions  and  are  in  a  different 
political  condition  from  ourselves.  First,  they  are  indepen¬ 
dent;  and  although  there  are  two  political  parties  among 
them,  as  there  are  with  us,  those  parties  do  not  carry  on  poli¬ 
tical  warfare  in  the  same  manner  that  partios  do  with  us.  In 
tho  United  States,  if  one  party  wants  to  sottlo  tho  country 
tho  other  party  will  not  spread  abroad  advertisements  and 
nowspaper  articles  decrying  their  country.  It  is  otherwise 
in  Canada.  If  the  Conservative  party  happens  to  bo  in 
power,  and  they  propose  a  plan  for  buildmg  a  railway 
in.  unsettled  portions  of  tho  country,  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  opposed  to  the  Conservative  party,  by  their 
newspapers  and  by  their  organisations,  immediately  bogin 
to  declare  that  the  land  is  unfit  for  settlement,  that 
it  is  no  use  for  a  European  immigrant  to  attempt  to  settle  in 
the  North-West,  because  farming  there  will  not  pay.  Sir,  we 
have  had  that  experience  in  Manitoba  for  the  last  three 
yoars,  a  most  unfortunate  experience,  and  it  has  done  more 
than  anything  else  to  retard  tho  progress  of  that  Provinco. 
Now,  it  may  bo  that  the  scheme  of  tho  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  was  a  wonderful  scheme,  but  it  does 
seem  extraordinary  that  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  at 
that  time  was  unable  to  appreciate  it,  and,  unfortunately, 
wo  are  still  unable  to  appreciate  it  to  day.  I  believe  that 
tho  schemo  that  tho  Government  now  propose  to  this  House 
is  tho  only  ono  that  will  tend  to  develop  tho  interests  of 
Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territory.  Hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  have  endeavored  to  show  that  tho  policy  of  the 
Government  has  prevented  the  construction  of  branch 
linos.  Well,  how  is  it  that  this  very  scheme  is  now  pro¬ 
posed  at  the  request  of  those  branch  lino  companies  ?  Do 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  suppose  that  those  companies  do 
not  look  after  their  own  interests?  Do  they  think  those 
companies  forget  that  there  is  only  ono  trunk  line  of  rail¬ 
way  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territory?  Do  they 
forgot  that  the  branch  lines  will  necessarily  have  to  make 
freight  arrangements  with  the  trunk  line  ?  They  know,  as 
well  as  wo  do,  that  such  is  the  case;  and  yet,  notwithstand¬ 
ing,  it  must  bo  admitted  that  tho  branch  lines  know  their 
own  interests  a  little  better  than  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
They  come  to  theGovernmont  and  say  that  if  the  Government 
aro  willing  to  give  them  6,000  acres  per  mile  they  are  ready  to 
construct  those  branch  lines.  Sir,  it  is  proposterous  to  sup¬ 
pose  that  it  is  in  tho  interest  ol  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
not  to  encourage  the  construction  of  tho.-e  branch  lines. 
Surely  the  Government,  in  adjusting  and  controlling  the 
traffic  rates  of  the  trunk  line  will  see  that  they  are  in 
accordance  with  common  sense,  and  will  not  be  opposed  to 
Mr.  Mills. 


the  interests  of  the  people.  I  boliove  that  in  this,  as  well 
as  in  many  other  things,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have 
erred  a  great  deal.  Now,  Sir,  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
at  the  beginning  of  his  remarks,  asked  why  these  branch 
lines  had  not  been  constructed.  Was  it  because  they  were 
afraid  of  tho  monoply  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ?  Sir, 
it  is  impossible  to  supposo  that  these  companies  were  afraid 
of  such  a  monoply.  The  reason  why  they  havo  met  with 
such  opposition  in  carrying  out  their  schemo  has  been  this: 
The  land,  which  a  few  yoars  ago  was  valued  at  such 
a  high  figure,  all  at  once  fell  down  to  almost 
nothing.  Why  ?  Because,  instead  of  the  political 
parties  having  enough  patriotism  to  value  the  lands 
in  the  North-West  at  their  real  value,  one  of  the  parties 
placed  these  lands  very  high,  and  assumed  that  the  prospects 
of  tho  farmer  were  vory  good,  while,  on  tho  other  side,  the 
newspapers  of  the  Opposition  and  the  Farmers’  Union 
endeavored  to  depreciate  the  value  of  the  lands,  to  depre¬ 
ciate  the  condition  of  the  country,  and  naturally  conveyed 
an  impression  to  intending  immigrants  that  in  coming  to 
the  North-West  they  would  come  to  a  desolate  country, 
whero  hungor  and  ruin  would  stare  them  in  the  face.  Is  it 
any  wonder  that  these  gentlemen  now  say  :  Why  have  not 
these  branch  line  companies  built  their  roads?  They  must 
go  for  an  answer  to  tho  farmers  in  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
West  Territories.  Well,  Sir,  when  the  contract  was  awarded 
to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  there  was,  no 
doubt,  a  monopoly  clause.  That  monopoly  clause  was  cer¬ 
tainly  the  ossenco  of  the  contract,  and  it  had  to  be  so,  because 
otherwise  no  company  in  tho  world  would  have  undertaken 
such  a  task  upon  the  conditions  that  tho  Government  offered 
them.  After  that  charter  was  passed  wo  saw  the  hon. 
gentlemen  opposito  asking  this  Government  to  destroy 
that  monopoly,  and  to  break  faith  with  the  company. 
Were  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  then  acting  in  good  faith  ? 
No,  Sir;  they  merely  warned  to  destroy  that  clause,  which 
was  essential  to  the  construction  of  tho  Canadian  Pacifio 
Railway.  That  was  the  extent  of  the  patriotism  exhibited 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  their  friends  in  Ontario, 
Manitoba,  and  in  the  North-West  Territories.  Now,  Sir,  I 
could  not  listen  to  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  without 
feeling  that  tho  failure  to  construct  these  branch  lines  was 
not  tho  fault  of  tho  Government.  It  was  not  the  fault  of 
this  Government;  it  was  tho  fault  of  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site.  They,  and  they  alone,  have  done  everything  to  depre¬ 
ciate  the  value  of  the  North-West  lands,  either  by  their  own 
newspapers  or  by  advertising  the  Kansas  country,  or  by  the 
Farmers’  Union  ;  and  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  know  as  well  as  Ido, 
that  the  Farmers’  Union  is  nothing  eke  than  a  political 
organisation,  the  heads  of  which  were  friends,  intimate 
friends  and  inspired  friends,  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  he  could  not 
sit  still  and  listen  to  the  statements  made  on  this  side  of  the 
Houso.  I  was  a  little  surprised  to  hear  that  statement  by 
tho  hon.  member  for  Provencher  (Mr.  Royal).  He  has 
further  stated  that  the  reason  why  branch  lines  of  railway 
could  not  bo  built  in  that  country  was  because  there  was 
only  one  road  out  of  tho  country,  and  that  controlled 
by  one  company  ;  and  thus  the  local  companies  hat 
to  deal  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  get  an 
outlet;  and  that  was  one  of  tho  reasons  why  they 
had  not  been  able  to  build  tho  road  with  the  land  grants 
already  received.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  went  on  to  denounce 
the  monopoly,  and  ho  also  stated  that  the  Opposition  had 
decried  the  country  in  the  past,  and  that  was  one  of  the 
reason  of  its  failure.  Now,  we  have  not  to  go  far  back  to 
find  out  what  that  hon.  gentleman’s  opinion  was  as  to  why 
railways  wore  not  constructed  in  Manitoba.  I  had  the 
honor  of  introducing  a  Bill  in  this  House,  asking  for  a  char¬ 
ter  to  build  a  railway  from  Portage  la  Prairie  to  the  Lake 
of  the  Woods.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  opposed  that  Bill 
in  the  committee— it  was  not  discussed  in  the  House 
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— on  the  ground  that  (and  it  must  be  remembered  that  the 
line  went  from  one  end  of  his  constituency  to  the  other)  it 
was  not  worth  while  building  a  railway  through  that  pare  of 
tho  country,  as  that  part  of  the  Province  was  no  good. 
He  now  rices  and  states  that  the  Opposition  have  decried 
the  country,  and  that  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  local  com¬ 
panies  could  not  build  the  roads.  I  have  some  knowledge 
of  the  reasons  why  the  local  companies  have  not  been  able 
to  build  the  railways.  The  principle  reason  is  that  the 
Government  have  invariably  disallowed  charters  granted 
by  the  Local  Legislature.  I  also  recollect  that  the  hon. 
member  for  Provoncher  made  statements  with  respect  to 
the  branch  lines  and  tho  disallowance  of  local  charters.  Tho 
charter  of  tho  Emerson  and  North-Western  .Railway  was 
disallowed  by  this  Government,  and  that  line  was  to  run 
through  tho  hon.  gontleman’s  constituency.  That  company, 
which  was  building  the  road  without  a  land  grant,  had 
graded  15  miles,  but  they  were  not  allowed  to  put  iron 
on  it,  because  the  charter  was  disallowed  by  this  Govern¬ 
ment;  and  the  reason  given  by  the  Minister  of  Justice  was 
that  it  interfered  with  the  spirit  of  the  contract  with 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company.  We  have 
been  laboring  under  this  difficulty  in  the  North-West, 
that  we  have  not  known  whother  railway  charters 
granted  by  the  Local  Legislature  were  within  the 
spirit  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  contract 
or  not.  But  when  the  contract  was  let  the  Pirst  Minister 
said  that  Manitoba  would  have  a  right  to  grant  railway 
charters,  that  they  could  not  check  Manitoba,  that  the  rights 
of  the  Province  would  not  be  interfered  with.  The  hon. 
member  for  Cardwell  (Mr,  White)  rose  and  explained  differ¬ 
ent  reasons  why  Manitoba  could  not  be  interfered  with,  and 
that  this  Parliament  had  no  right  to  interfere,  except  in 
regard  to  the  territory  west  of  Manitoba.  We  find,  later, 
that  the  reasons  given  for  not  granting  that  charter  to  the 
Portage  la  Prairie  and  Lake  of  the  Woods  Eailway  Com¬ 
pany  was  because  it  would  interfere  with  clause  15  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  contract.  So  the  people  of  Ma¬ 
nitoba  have,  from  time  to  time,  been  put  off  with  different 
reasons  why  they  should  not  build  railways  detrimental  to 
one  grand  and  great  monopoly.  I  can  give  the  reason  why 
the  companies  were  not  able  to  build  the  railways  with  the 
land  grant  they  were  to  receive,  of  3,400  acres  per  mile,  and 
why  the  lands  have  depreciated  in  value.  It  is  on  account 
of  tho  monopoly  maintained  in  that  country  in  railways. 
There  is  no  country,  as  has  been  truly  said  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Provencher,  where  the  people  care  about  build¬ 
ing  branch  lines  when  those  lines  have  to  make  terms  with 
the  main  line,  because  there  is  not  the  same  profit  from  carry¬ 
ing  trade  on  branch  lines  as  there  is  on  through  traffic.  We 
all  know  that,  from  our  experience  with  respect  to  railway 
company’s.  When  tho  charter  was  granted  by  the  Local 
Legislature  to  the  Manitoba  and  North-Western,  it  was 
expected  by  the  people  of  the  Province  and  of  the  North- 
West  that  the  road  was  to  be  continued  from  Portage  la 
Prairie,  in  a  south-easterly  direction,  and  connect  with  the 
Emerson  and  North-Western,  the  charter  for  which  is  dis¬ 
allowed.  The  Manitoba  and  North-Western  has  had  an 
up-hill  experience  in  the  building  of  the  road  they  have 
built.  I  am  not  finding  fault  with  the  terms  the  Govern¬ 
ment  propose  to  grant  to  those  local  roads.  The  country 
must  have  railways  ;  it  cannot  be  developed  without  them. 

I  am  only  glad  that  the  Government  has  seen  fit  to  come 
down  with  this  liberal  proposition,  while  at  the  same  time 
I  am  sorry  that  it  should  be  necessary  to  do  so  to  enable  the 
railways  to  be  built.  I,  with  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
hold  that  in  these  resolutions  there  should  be  some  mention 
made  of  the  terms  on  which  the  land  grants  would  be 
received.  I  believe  those  grants  should  be  made  on  condi¬ 
tions  of  settlement,  and  only  so.  In  each  case  it  is  a  large 
grant,  and  it  is  a  free  grant  of  land.  It  can  be  sold  at  a 
price  which,  while  it  will  amply  repay  the  company,  will 


place  it  within  the  means  of  settlers  to  purchase.  I  suppose 
this  question  of  disallowance  will  come  up  again,  and  so  it 
is  not  necessary  to  occupy  much  time  in  discussing  it  now. 
As  the  hon.  member  for  Provencher  referred  to  the  railway 
policy  of  the  late  Administration,  I  may  say  that  they  also 
|  had  a  monopoly,  that  they  would  not  allow  roads  to  be  built 
within  a  certain  distance  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway. 
The  Government,  however,  had  it  in  their  power  to  change 
their  policy  at  any  time.  The  present  Government  has  not 
the  power,  according  to  the  interpretation  of  some  members 
opposite, to  change  tho  policy;  they  are  bound  by  a  solemn  con¬ 
tract  not  to  change  it  for  twenty  years.  At  first  it  was 
claimed  that  the  Dominion  Government  had  not  the  power  to 
disallow  provincial  railway  charters ;  next,  charters  were  dis¬ 
allowed  because  they  were  not  in  the  spirit  of  the  contract, 
and  now  it  is  claimed  that  those  charters  must  be  disallowed. 
If  it  was  not  for  the  disallowance  of  the  local  chartors,  and 
the  fact  that  there  would  bo  no  connection,  except  with  tho 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company,  railways  would  be 
built  in  Manitoba  without  receiving  any  land  grants  what¬ 
ever.  It  will  pay  any  company  to  build  a  lino  through  a 
fertile  country,  such  as  is  Manitoba,  when  the  road  can  bo 
cheaply  built ;  but  when  local  companies  have  to  make 
terms  with  the  company  that  possesses  tho  only  outlet,  it  is 
not  possible  that  such  lines  would  be  built,  even  with  land 
grants. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  The  hon.  member  for  Provencher,  in 
opening  his  remarks,  criticising  the  statements  made  by 
the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  took  the  ground 
that  a  great  difference  existed  between  the  causes  of  tho 
development  of  tho  country  to  the  west  of  the  Mississippi 
and  the  country  in  our  own  North-West,  and  ho  urgod,  as  one 
of  the  principal  differences,  tho  fact  that  the  people  in  the 
Western  Sates  enjoy  independence. 

Mr.  ROYAL.  I  beg  tho  hon.  gentleman’s  pardon.  I 
stated  two  causes,  and  I  dwelt  on  the  second  cause — on  the 
constitution  and  patriotism  of  the  two  parties  in  the  States, 
compared  with  the  constitution  and  patriotism  of  the  two 
parties  in  this  country. 

Mr.  CHAELTON.  The  hon.  gentleman,  however,  distin¬ 
ctly  alluded  to  the  fact  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  Western 
States  of  the  United  States  enjoyed  independence. 
Well,  Sir,  they  do  not  enjoy  any  greater  degree  of 
independence  than  we  do  in  British  North  America, 
and  so  far  as  any  difference  in  the  two  systems  of 
Government  exists,  I  do  not  believe  the  American  people  have 
any  advantage  over  us.  They  have  not,  at  any  rate,  a  better 
Government  than  ours ;  it  is  not  recognised  by  the  people  of 
the  world,  or  by  the  American  people  themselves,  as  being 
in  any  material  respect  a  better  Government.  The  hon. 
gentleman  went  on  to  say  that  they  had  not  only  the  advan¬ 
tage  of  an  independent  system  of  Government,  but  that  the 
people  of  the  United  States  had  not  decried  their  own  coun¬ 
try,  or  the  Government,  or  the  character  of  their  country,  as 
a  field  for  immigration.  Well,  Sir,  so  far  as  my  knowledge 
of  the  United  States  goes,  the  people  of  that  country  have, 
in  all  past  times,  criticised  fully  and  keenly  the  policy  of 
that  Government.  The  policy  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  in  relation  to  its  public  lands,  with  regard  to 
every  feature  pertaining  to  its  fiscal  system  and  its  land 
system,  have  been  fully  and  freely  criticised  in  that  country 
— as  fully  and  as  freely  as  kindred  topics  have  been  in  our 
own.  Sir,  there  has  been  no  attempt  made  by  the  Opposition 
in  this  country  to  decry  the  North-West.  The  advantages  of 
the  North-West  have  been  more  fully  set  before  the  people  of 
Canada  by  the  chief  organ  of  the  Opposition  than  by  all  the 
organs  of  the  Government  party.  The  Globe  newspaper,  two 
or  three  years  ago,  under  the  energetic  action  of  its  then 
news  editor,  sent  to  the  North-West  a  correspondent,  whose 
letters,  giving  a  full  and  favorable  description  of  the  North- 
West,  appeared  in  the  columns  of  that  journal  from  day  to 
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day,  for  many  weeks,  and  those  letters  had  more  effect  in 
placing  before  the  people  of  Canada  and  the  people  of  the 
world  the  advantages  of  the  North-West  than  all  the  mea¬ 
sures  resorted  to  by  those  on  the  Government  side. 

Upon  our  shoulders  are  laid  the  sins  which  are  attributable 
to  the  Government.  The  difficulty  with  the  North-West  is 
not  the  criticisms  of  the  Opposition,  not  that  the  Opposition 
has  decried  that  country,  but  the  policy  of  tho  Government 
with  regard  to  the  land  regulations,  the  holding  of  lands  at  a 
higher  rate  than  they  were  held  in  the  United  States,  the 
placing  of  inducements  for  immigrants  to  go  there  on  a 
lower  scale  than  in  the  United  States.  While  the  United 
States  offered  him  a  homestead  wherever  he  could  find 
public  land,  the  homestead  grants  in  the  North-West  were 
restricted  to  only  a  portion  of  tho  public  domain,  while  the 
whole  public  domain  of  the  United  States  was  open  to  the 
settler.  Then,  in  the  North-West  the  cheapest  lands 
were  held  at  7  5  cents  per  acre,  higher  than 
in  the  United  States  for  lands  which  wore 
more  accessible,  and  the  natural  result  was,  that  the  immi¬ 
grant  stopped  where  the  cheapest  lands  were,  instead  of 
going  on  to  those  lands  which  possessed  no  greater  fertility 
and  where  there  were  no  better  markets.  Then,  lands  wero 
granted  to  colonisation  companies  at  half  the  price  of  those 
same  lands  to  the  settlor ;  they  were  sold  on  credit  instead 
of  cash,  and  this  was  another  cause  for  discontent.  Then, 
the  Government  organised  a  monopoly  in  relation  to  trans¬ 
portation,  and  placed  the  whole  country  in  the  grasp  of  an 
iron  monopoly  which  charged  the  settler  whatever  rates  it 
pleased.  If  the  settler  had  a  choice  between  Dakota,  on  the 
one  side,  and  Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  on  the  other,  he 
found,  on  one  side,  that  there  was  competition  in  railway 
rates,  to  bring  in  supplies  and  take  out  the  produce  of  his 
farm,  that  his  agricultural  implements  could  be  bought  in 
Dakota  free  from  an  import  duty  of  35  per  cent.,  that 
his  lumber  could  be  bought  cheaper,  and  in  consequence  of 
these  advantages,  resulting  from  tho  wise  and  more  liberal 
policy  on  tho  part  of  the  United  States,  it  was  natural 
that  the  settler  should  remain  in  Dakota;  and  still  tho 
fact  that  he  did  remain  there  was  charged  to  the  Opposi¬ 
tion  as  one  of  its  sins,  when  it  was  directly  due  to  the  acts 
of  the  Government  of  this  country.  The  hon.  gentleman 
alleges  that  the  Farmers’  Union  decried  the  quality  of 
the  land  in  the  North-West.  The  Farmers’  Union  did  no¬ 
thing  of  the  kind.  It  is  an  organisation  of  the  farmers  of 
that  country  for  the  purpose  of  securing  their  rights,  of  op¬ 
posing  the  monopolies  placed  upon  them,  of  rectifying  the 
evils  under  which  they  labor,  of  protesting  against  the  out¬ 
rageous  duties  imposed  on  the  implements  they  wish  to 
import.  The  hon.  gentleman  alludes  to  the  monopoly  clause, 
and  ho  tells  us  that  without  that  monopoly  clause  no  com¬ 
pany  could  have  been  found  who  would  have  undertaken 
the  construction  of  that  road.  Is  that  so  ?  Has  the  hon. 
gentleman  any  reason  or  right  to  make  that  assertion  ? 
Within  four  weeks  of  the  time  the  contract  was  made  pub 
lie,  was  there  not  a  company  organised  and  an  offer  made 
by  a  responsible  company  to  build  the  road  without  the 
monopoly  clause,  and  with  a  less  subsidy  in  land  and  cash  ? 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  A  bogus  offer, 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Was  it  a  bogus  offer  that  was  made, 
when  they  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Receiver  General 
of  Canada  $600,000  in  cash,  more  than  the  security 
which  was  taken  from  the  Syndicate,  after  tho  contract  was 
ratified  ?  If  it  was  a  bogus  offer,  why  did  not  the  Govern¬ 
ment  rake  in  that  $1,600,000  of  money  which  was  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  Receiver  General  of  the  Dominion  ?  Sir, 
it  is  an  insult  to  the  intelligence  of  tho  House  and  the 
intelligence  of  the  country  to  characterise  that  company  as 
a  bogus  company.  If  I  had  a  list  of  the  names  of  the 
members  of  that  company  I  could  show  that  they  were 
men  of  the  greatest  weight  and  respectability.  There  was 
Mr.  Charlton, 


Mr.  Alexander  Gibson,  from  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own 
Province,  and  other  gentlemen,  who,  in  their  own  right, 
possessed  capital  and  means  enough  to  build  that  road  with¬ 
out  aid  from  the  Government,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  calls 
them  a  bogus  company. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  repeat  it. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  It  was  not  a  bogus  company,  but  a 
bond  fide  company,  able  to  carry  out  their  offer  to  the 
Government,  and  as  an  evidence  of  their  ability  they  made 
a  deposit  with  the  Government  of  $600,000  more  than  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Syndicate  were  required  to  deposit 
before  the  ratification  of  the  contract,  and  more  than  they 
deposited  after  it. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  It  was  bogus,  all  the  same,  and  you 
know  it. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  If  either  is  a  bogus  company  it  is  the 
one  which  has  twice  failed  to  carry  out  its  contract.  It  is 
tho  company  which,  after  contracting  to  build  that  road 
for  a  subsidy  of  $25,000,000  in  cash  and  25,000,000  acres 
of  land,  and  700  miles  of  railway  built  and  handed  over 
to  them  free  of  cost — after  making  this  contract  to 
build  the  main  line,  failed  in  their  conditions  and  came 
down  to  Parliament  asking  for  $30,000,000  more,  and  they 
are  about  to  come  down  and  ask  for  another  re-arrangement 
of  terms,  and  $5,000,000  more.  That  is  the  bogus  company, 
and  if  the  Government  had,  in  accordance  with  their  duty, 
advertised  for  tenders,  and  given  the  contract  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  that  road  to  the  lowest  tender,  that  contract 
would  have  been  given  to  the  second  syndicate,  whose 
security  was  put  up,  and  if  they  had  done  so  the  country 
would  have  been  saved  at  least  $35,000,000,  in  addition  to 
three  millions  saved  in  the  cash  subsidy  and  three  million 
acres  of  land.  So  much  for  the  assertion  that  no  company 
could  have  been  found  to  build  that  road  without  tho 
monopoly  clause.  Sir,  a  company  was  found  to  build  that 
road  without  a  monopoly  clause,  within  one  month  of  the 
time  the  contract  was  laid  upon  tho  Table  of  the  House. 

So  all  those  difficulties  in  relation  to  tho  North-West 
which  are  traceable  to  the  sins  of  omission  and  com¬ 
mission  on  the  part  of  the  Government  are  industri¬ 
ously  charged  by  them  to  the  Opposition  of  the  day 
in  this  House.  The  First  Minister,  in  tho  course  of  his 
remarks,  informed  us  that  the  Government  had  absolute 
control  over  the  tariff  rates  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
Well,  Sir,  they  have  control,  within  certain  limits.  They 
have  control  when  the  earnings  of  the  road  amount  to  more 
than  10  per  cent,  of  its  capital.  That  is  the  extent  of  its 
control,  and  how  did  they  proceed  to  retain  their  control 
over  that  road.  When  the  contract  was  made  the  capital 
of  the  company  was  to  be  $25,000,000.  And  before  this 
House  or  the  country  was  consulted  the  company  had  been 
granted  permission  by  the  Government  to  increase  that 
capital  four-fold — from  $25,000,000  to  $100,000,000  ;  or,  in 
other  words,  the  Government  made  an  arrangement  by 
which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  was  to  be 
allowed  to  increase  its  net  earnings  from  $2,500,000  to 
$10,000,000  before  the  Government  could  interfere  with  the 
freight  charges  of  that  company.  Was  that  an  honest 
arrangement  ?  Every  man  in  this  House  knows  that  it 
was  not.  Every  man  in  this  House  knows  that  the 
increased  capital  was  not  to  represent  bond  fide  invest¬ 
ment,  but  that  perhaps  60  or  70  per  cent,  would  represent 
water.  By  means  of  the  manipulation  that  company 
was  about  to  engage  in,  it  was  to  be  enabled,  on 
an  actual  increase  of  its  investment  by  a  comparatively 
small  sum,  to  declare  a  net  dividend  of  at  least  $7,000,000  a 
year  on  what  was  no  investment  at  all,  except  a  fictitious 
one. 

Then,  the  hon.  First  Minister  tells  us  that  one  reason 
that  exists  for  the  adoption  of  the  policy  the  Government 
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propose  with  reference  to  subidising  railways  is  that  it  is 
impossible,  in  the  foreign  money  markets,  to  borrow  money 
on  railway  securities  at  all.  I  admit  that  such  is  the  case ; 
and  I  assert  that  the  hon.  gentleman  and  bis  Government 
have  been  greater  sinners  than  anybody  else  on  this  con¬ 
tinent  in  producing  this  result.  This  result  is  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  railway  corporations  of  North  America,  in 
nine  cases  out  of  ten,  have  been  dishonestly  managod-— that 
the  common  stock  of  these  railways,  on  the  average,  is  at 
least  one-half  water,  as  statistics  show  was  the  case  one 
year  ago— representing  nothing  but  the  stealings  of  the 
managers;  and  the  hon.  gentleman  himself  haa  been  help 
ing  to  play  that  game,  by  permitting  a  company  under  his 
control  to  water  its  stock  to  the  extent  of  six-tenths,  if  not 
soven-tenths  of  tho  whole.  For  the  reason  that  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  and  all  the  other  railway  corporations  of 
North  America  have  been  managed  in  such  a  way  as  to 
create  a  great  issue  of  common  stock  in  the  hands  of 
manipulators,  which  cost  them  less  than  one  half 
of  its  nominal  value,  and  because  of  other  sins  in  con¬ 
nection  with  railway  construction  in  the  Unitod  States  and 
Canada,  the  railway  securities  of  this  continent  will  not  be 
touched  by  tho  capitalists  of  Europe. 

In  regard  to  the  proposed  grants,  I  do  not  know  that  any 
criticism  has  been  mado  adverse  to  them.  It  may  be  a  question 
whether  the  grantsneed  be  quite  as  large  as  they  ax*e.  1  bolieve 
the  average  grants  to  American  railways,  under  the  land 
grant  system  of  the  United  States,  has  been  only  about  4,800 
acres  per  mile  ;  and  it  has  been  admitted  that  in  the  great 
majority  of  cases  tho  grants  have  been  far  in  oxcess  ot‘  the 
actual  necessities  of  the  roads.  It  may  be  that  these  grants 
are  not  too  great;  it  may  be  that  they  are  ;  that  is  a  ques¬ 
tion  to  be  discussed  when  wo  get  into  committee.  With 
regard  to  the  criticisms  indulged  in  with  reference  to  tho 
Colonisation  Railway  Bill,  introduced  in  1878,  by  tho  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  I  wish  to  say  a  lew 
words.  If  you  compare  that  Bill  with  the  measure 
now  before  the  House  tho  comparison  will  be 
greatly  in  favor  of  the  former.  That  Bill  made 
careful  provision  against  the  formation  of  worthless  com¬ 
panies.  Any  company  incorporated  under  that  measure 
was  required  to  have  a  capital  stock  of  $12,030  per  mile, 
and  before  it  could  commence  operations  10  percent,  of 
that  stock  had  to  be  paid  up.  The  land  grants  to  be  made 
to  such  companies — 10  sections  in  the  portion  of  the  North- 
West  nearest  to  Manitoba,  and,  in  Manitoba,  12  sections  west 
of  the  102nd  meridian,  and  20  sections  in  the  Peace  River 
valley— were  not  excessive;  and  they  were  coupled  with 
this  condition,  that  the  Government  might  retain  in  its  own 
hands  the  control  of  those  lands,  was  to  sell  them  itself,  and 
that  the  maximum  sum  that  any  railway  company  could 
obtain  from  the  proceeds  was  $10,000  a  mile.  Then,  with 
regard  to  the  condition  as  to  restricting  the  construction  of 
parallel  and  competing  lines,  the  18th  section  of  that  Act 
provided : 

“  No  company  shall  be  incorporated  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act 
for  the  construction  of  any  railway  having  the  same  general  direction 
as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway’,  or  any  branch  thereof,  at  a  nearer 
mean  distance  than  40  miles.” 

That  is,  no  company  could  derive  from  the  Government  any 
land  grant  to  the  extent  of  $10,000  a  mile  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  lino  within  a  mean  distance  of  40  miles  from 
the  main  lino  or  any  of  its  branches ;  but  thore  was  nothing 
in  that  Act  to  prohibit  any  company  from  constructing  a 
line  out  of  its  own  resources  within  40  miles.  It  merely 
provided  that  the  Government  would  not  aid  any  such  line 
by  a  land  grant. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No,  no  ;  it  said  no  com¬ 
pany  should  be  incorporated  under  that  Act. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  That  Act  provided  for  the  incorpo¬ 
ration  of  companies  receiving  Government  aid,  and  it 
provided  that  no  company  should  receive  Government  aid 


that  constructed  a  line  within  forty  miles  of  the  main  line 
or  any  of  its  branches. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  No.  no. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  That  is  tho  most  obvious  interpre¬ 
tation  of  the  Bill  ;  but  there  is  nothing  in  that  Bill  to 
prevent  the  granting  of  a  charter  for  the  building  of  a  road 
anywhere  in  tho  North-West  without  asking  for  a  land 
grant. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  quite  a  mistake. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Then  the  Bill  has  a  provision 
prohibiting  the  construction  of  lines  running  parallel  with 
the  main  line  or  its  branches.  An  outlet  to  the  south 
would  not  be  secured  by  building  a  line  parallel  to  the 
south-west.  A  line  which  would  connect  with  other  lines, 
and  which  would  secure  competition  in  the  North-West, 
would  be  one  that  did  not  run  parallel  with  the  main  line 
or  its  branches.  It  would  bo  one  running  south  or  south¬ 
easterly,  while  the  general  course  of  the  main  line  would  be 
west  or  north-westerly  ;  so  that  that  Bill  offered  no  obstacle 
for  the  construction  of  any  line  connecting  with  any  Ameri¬ 
can  line,  in  order  to  eecuro  competition  in  rates.  The  Bill 
raised  no  impediment  in  tho  way  of  the  construction  of 
lines  to  the  south  or  the  south-east;  tho  Bill  raised  no 
impediment  to  tho  construction  of  lines  anywhere  or 
in  any  direction,  except  that  it  provided  that  no  line 
built  within  40  miles  of  the  mentioned  line  or 
branches  could  receive,  under  that  Act,  Government  aid. 
So  much  for  that  provision.  That  Act  is  frequently  referred 
to.  If  the  Government  of  the  day  had  never  been  guilty 
of  railway  legislation  more  inimical  to  the  interests  of  the 
country  than  that.,  we  would  have  very  little  to  criticise  in 
their  conduct.  Tho  Railway  Colonization  Bill,  introduced 
by  my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  was  a  measure 
which,  if  it  had  become  law  and  had  been  acted  upon, 
would  have  secured  tho  speedy  development  of  the  North- 
West,  without  injury  to  the  interests  of  the  country.  What 
has  been  the  ease  under  the  operation  of  that  contract, 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  passed  in  1881.  Compare  the 
restrictions  contained  in  that  Bill,  with  regard  to  the  con¬ 
struction  of  lines  parallel  to  the  Manitoba  line  or  its 
branches,  with  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  incorporating  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  By  section  15  of  that  Bill  it  is 
provided  : 

“  Thvt  after  20  years  from  the  date  hereof  no  line  of  railway  shall  bo 
authorised  by  the  Dominion  Parliament  to  be  constructed  south  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  from  any  point  at  or  near  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  except  such  lines  as  shall  run  south-west  or  to  the 
westward  of  south-west,  nor  to  within  15  miles  of  latitude  49,  and  in  the 
event  of  any  new  Province  being  established  in  the  North- West  Terri¬ 
tories,  provision  shall  be  made  for  the  continuance  of  such  provisions 
after  such  establishment,  until  the  expiration  of  such  period.” 

There  was  nothing  in  that  Colonisation  Railway  Bill  to  pro¬ 
hibit  the  building  of  any  branch  line  that  received  aid  from 
the  Government  beyond  15  miles  from  the  American  line. 
Any  branch  road  built  under  tho  provisions  of  that  Act 
might  run  to  the  American  line ;  any  company  could  apply, 
and  there  was  nothing  in  the  Act  to  prevent  it  from  secur¬ 
ing  a  charter  for  building  a  road  from  any  part  of  Manitoba 
to  the  American  line,  or  to  interfere  with  the  securing  of 
railway  connection  with  the  Northern  Pacific,  or  any  other 
railway  line,  or  to  interfere  with  the  building  of  any  line 
within  10,  15  or  20  miles  of  the  main  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  line,  or  any  branch,  except  that  a  lino  built  within 
40  miles  of  the  Canadian  Paoific  Railway  or  branches  could 
not  apply  for  the  land  grant.  The  Bill  offered  no  impedi¬ 
ment  to  the  development  of  the  North-West,  or  to  the 
securing  railway  connection  with  the  American  lines  by 
roads  running  to  tho  south  or  south-west,  or  to  the  building 
of  railways  anywhere,  except  that  no  railway  companies 
applying  for  charters  could  receive  Government  aid  in  land, 
which  roads,  at  a  distance  greater  than  40  miles  from  the 
main  line  or  branches,  could  x’oeoivo.  Tho  Bill  of  the  hon, 
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member  for  Bothwell  is  a  Bill  which  will  stand  any  amount 
of  criticism,  if  its  provisions  are  fairly  stated. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Why  did  you  not  pass  it  ? 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  We  are  not  debating  whether  it  was 
passed,  but  we  are  debating  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  upon 
its  merits,  as  it  has  been  compared  with  other  measures,  and 
the  Bill  upon  its  merits  will  compare  with  any  Bill  this 
Legislature  has  passed. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  We  have  wandered  a  good 
deal  from  the  general  subject  before  the  House,  and  I  do 
not  propose  to  follow  the  hon.  gentleman  in  much  of  the  mat¬ 
ter  to  which  he  has  referred.  The  question  as  to  whether  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  have  properly  fulfilled 
their  contract,  or  whether  they  have  failed  to  do  it,  in  the 
terms  originally  arranged,  is  a  matter  which  will  be  con¬ 
sidered,  no  doubt,  when  the  question  comes  up  on  the  railway 
resolutions,  of  which  notice  has  been  given  by  the  First 
Minister.  The  question  which  seems  to  me  to  have  come 
before  the  House,  with  some  degree  of  prominence,  is : 
What  was  the  policy  of  the  late  Administration  with  refer-  j 
ence  to  protecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from  compe¬ 
tition  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Charlton)  takes  the  ground  that  the  Act  introduced  by  the 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  when  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
did  not  in  any  way  prevent  any  railway  fronrboing  built  to 
the  boundary.  The  question  as  to  what  was  in  the  contem¬ 
plation  of  the  Government  at  that  time  will,  perhaps,  bettor 
be  ascertained  from  the  legislation  that  actually  took  place. 
In  1872  a  number  of  railway  charters,  some  three,  1  think, 
were  granted  to  gentlemen  for  the  purpose  of  building  rail- 
waj^s  to  connect  the  United  States  with  Winnipeg  and  with 
the  Red  River  country  in  our  territory ;  and  it  is  a  curious  fact 
that  in  every  one  of  thoso  Acts,  and  inthoone,  for  instance, 
in  which  Mr.  Donald  Mclnnes,  of  Hamilton,  Mr.  Donald  A. 
Smith,  and  Mr.  George  Stephens,  of  Montreal,  and  others, 
were  incorporated  to  build  a  railway  from  the  boundary  to 
Winnipeg,  the  concluding  clause  is  in  these  words  : 

“  The  foregoing  sections  and  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  have  force 
and  effect  from  and  after  the  day  which  may  be  appointed  for  that  pur¬ 
pose  by  proclamation  issued  under  the  Orderlof  the  Governor  in  Council, 
and  not  before.” 

You  will  find,  in  no  other  charters  granted  by  this  Parlia¬ 
ment  for  the  construction  of  railways,  the  power  reserved 
to  the  Governor  in  -Council  to  bring  the  Act  into  operation ; 
the  Act  comes  into  operation  by  the  fact  of  its  passing  Par¬ 
liament  ;  but,  in  these  particular  cases,  in  1872,  when  the 
question  of  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
was  then  in  its  initial  stages,  it  was  felt  desirable  by  Parlia¬ 
ment,  even  at  that  early  stage,  that  provision  should  be 
made  to  protect  the  railway  from  possible  competition,  and 
to  secure  that  when  it  was  built  the  capitalists  engaged  in 
constructing  it  would,  at  least,  have  the  guarantee  of 
immunity  from  undue  competition.  Hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site  came  into  office  a  year  after.  During  the  five  years 
they  were  in  office  not  one  of  those  Acts  was  brought  into 
operation  by  the  issue  of  a  proclamation  under  Order  of  the 
Governor  in  Council.  Nay,  more  than  that,  I  have  reason  to 
know — from  statements  of  Mr.  George  Stephen  and  Mr. 
Donald  Smith — that  application  was  made  by  those  gen¬ 
tlemen  to  the  ex-First  Minister  (Mr.  Mackenzie),  who 
was  Minister  of  Public  Works,  to  bring  that  Act  into  oper¬ 
ation,  and  he  distinctly  refused,  upon  the  ground  which  he 
sustained  afterwards  in  the  Railway  Committee,  in  1879, 
that  he  would  not  permit  connection  of  independent  lines 
through  that  north-western  country  with  the  American 
system,  reserving  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  then  a 
Government  road,  being  constructed  by  the  Government, 
although  with  the  presence  on  the  Statute  Book  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  to  authorise  the  granting  of  a  charter  to  a  com¬ 
pany  for  its  construction,  that  exclusive  right.  He  was  deter¬ 
mined  that  railway  should  be  protected,  if  possible,  from  any 
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American  competition.  It  was  in  precise  accordance  and 
in  complete  sympathy  with  the  policy  thus  acted  upon  by 
the  Government  in  their  refusal  to  bring  into  operation  the 
Acts  of  incorporation  passed  in  1872,  to  connect  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West  with  American  railways,  that  the 
clauses  were  put  into  this  Bill,  introduced  by  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  to  protect  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  from  competition,  by  saying  no  railways  should  be 
chartered  under  that  Act  which  came  within  40  miles  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  He  said  that  only  referred 
to  railways  receiving  grants  from  the  Government.  That  is 
quite  true.  It  was  open  to  Parliament,  if  Parliament  so 
determined,  to  grant  a  charter  to  any  independent  company, 
but  if  a  company  was  chartered  under  that  Act,  which  was 
supposed  to  be  the  Act  to  make  provision  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  railways  through  tho  North-West,  beyond  and  out¬ 
side  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  no  charter  under  that 
Act  could  possibly  be  given  for  the  constrction  of  railways 
coming  into  competition  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  With  or  without  subsidy. 

Mr.  WHITE  Certainly,  because  this  charter  was 
for  railways  to  which  subsidies  were  given,  but  it  pro¬ 
vided  the  means,  first,  for  an  oasy  incorporation  of  railway 
companies,  and  next  for  the  subsidising  of  railway  compa¬ 
nies.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  tells  us  that  special  care 
was  taken  by  the  Government  or  by  tho  hon.  member  who 
introduced  the  Bill  to  secure  that  the  lands  which  were 
given  should  be  properly  opened  for  settlement  and  should 
continue  within  the  control  of  the  Government.  Tho  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  quite  accurately  stated  the  terms  of  the 
Act.  The  Act,  it  is  true,  gave  the  Government  the  power, 
if  it  thought  proper,  by  Order  in  Council,  to  substitute  a 
$10,000  subsidy  per  mile  for  tho  subsidy  in  land,  but  it  gave 
to  the  Government  the  power  to  do  either  the  one  or  the 
other,  and  everyone  knows  that,  in  the  estimation  in  which 
th8  lands  were  held  at  that  time,  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
giving  their  50,000,000  acres  of  land,  and  retaining 
that  upon  the  Statute  Book,  for  the  construction 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  if  the  lands  given 
to  the  railways  could  have  secured  their  construc¬ 
tion,  the  feeling  was  that  a  good  bargain  was 
made  for  the  country.  Bat  what  farther  did  they  do  in 
that  Act  ?  So  little  careful  where  they  for  the  settlers  who 
might  have  settled  there  that  they  actually  provided  in  the 
Bill  that  if  a  settler  happened  to  find  himself  settled  within 
what  would  be  the  railway  belt  of  some  railway  company 
of  that  kind,  his  homestead  was  to  be  reduced  from  160  acres 
to  80  acres,  and  if  he  was  an  actual  settler  he  was  only 
then  to  have  the  right  to  purchase  a  pre-emption  to  tho 
extent  of  80  acres,  and  the  pre-emption  was  abolished 
altogether  within  the  railway  belt,  except  in  the  cases  I 
have  mentioned.  More  than  that,  they  provided  that  if  a 
settler  happened  to  have  taken  up  a  lot  which  turned  out  to 
be  in  the  locality  where  a  railway  station  was  to  be,  and 
whexe  the  probability  was  that  a  town  or  village  would 
arise,  he  was  to  be  dispossessed  of  his  lot,  he  was  to  be 
driven  from  his  land,  and  was  to  be  given  land  elsewhere,  and 
simply  paid  for  the  improvements  he  had  made. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Whether  he  had  effected  settlement 
before  the  notice  was  given  or  not. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Yes;  a  settler  who  had  actually  taken  up 
his  lot  within  the  railway  belt,  if  he  happened  to  be  in  a 
place  which  was  afterwards  set  apart  for  a  town  or  village, 
was  to  be  sent  abroad,  and  land  was  to  be  given  to  him 
elsewhei’e,  and  he  was  to  be  paid  for  the  improvements  he 
had  made.  That  was  the  carefulness  of  hon.  gentlemen  in 
connection  with  the  settler.  There  can  be  no  doubt  what¬ 
ever,  so  far  as  that  measure  was  concerned,  that  we  would 
have  had  substantial  grievances  in  the  North-West  if  it  had 
come  into  foree,  and  we  had  found  settlers  who,  perhaps,  had 
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made  substantial  improvements  and  had  made  homesteads 
for  themselves  turned  off,  because  it  was  the  sweet  pleasure 
of  the  railway  company  and  the  Government  combined  to 
make  a  railway  station,  and  consequently  a  village,  where 
the  men’s  property  happened  to  be.  Bat,  after  com¬ 
mencing  with  a  great  eulogy  of  this  country,  of  the  inde¬ 
pendent  character  and  the  excellence  of  its  Government 
as  compared  with  that  on  the  other  side  of  the  line, 
the  hon.  gentleman  drifted,  as  is  his  wont,  into  a  state¬ 
ment  of  how  much  better  the  people  are  off  on 
the  other  side,  in  Dakota  and  Minnesota,  and  how 
natural  it  was  that  people  should  prefer  to  be 
there  rather  than  to  remain  with  usj  And  he  put  it  on  two 
grounds ;  first,  because  of  the  terrible  monopolies  imposed 
upon  the  people  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  by  this 
particular  clause  of  the  railway  charter,  which  duty  is  called 
the  monopoly  clause ;  and  secondly,  because  of  the  other 
impositions,  referring  particularly  to  the  duty  upon  agricul¬ 
tural  implements.  As  to  the  latter  point,  I  find  that  at  a 
meeting  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  the  city  of  Montreal, 
Mr.  Wolferstan  Thomas,  who  will  be  recognised  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  as  a  pronounced  Liberal,  though  I  will 
do  him  the  justice  to  say  that  he  is  a  gentleman  who  does 
not  obtrude  his  politics  upon  people,  who  attends  to  his 
business  as  a  banker,  but  who  is  a  very  pronounced  Liberal, 
submitted  a  letter  he  had  received  from  certain  manufac¬ 
turers  of  agricultural  implements  in  Canada,  in  which  they 
say : 

“For  your  information  we  desire  humbly  to  lay  before  you  the  fol¬ 
lowing  facts  : — Immediately  prior  to  raising  the  tariff,  immeuse  quan¬ 
tities  of  American  implements  were  rushed  into  Manitoba,  in  some  cases 
sufficient  to  supply  the  country  for  several  years.  Wo,  as  Canadian 
manufacturers,  are  suffering  from  the  undue  competition  created  by  this 
surplus  stock,  for  ever  since  the  raising  of  the  tariff  farm  implements  are 
cheaper  in  Manitoba  than  they  are  in  Ontario.’  ’ 

That  is  the  practical  result,  and  there  is  not  a  man  who 
knows  anything  about  Manitoba,  who  has  examined  the 
price  list  of  implements  in  Manitoba,  who  does  not  know 
that  the  farmers  there  have  had  their  implements  just  as 
cheap  as  before  the  tariff  was  introduced,  in  spite  of  the 
increase  of  the  tariff,  the  difference  being  that  the  manu¬ 
facturers  of  Ontario  have  been  able  to  secure  tho  market 
instead  of  the  manfacturers  of  the  Western  States.  Then 
the  hoD.  gentleman  tells  us  of  the  terrible  burdons  imposed 
upon  the  people  of  the  North-West  in  consequence  of  tho 
excessive  charges  of  this  terrible  monopoly  as  compared 
with  the  charges  in  the  United  States.  Does  he  know  that 
last  year  the  price  of  wheat  along  the  line  of  tho  Canadian 
Paoific  Railway  was,  on  an  average,  10  cents  more  than 
along  the  line  of  the  Northern  Pacific?  Does  he  know  that  the 
tariff  charges  were  very  much  less  than  they  were  on 
the  Northern  Pacific,  and  that  farmers  in  Minnesota  actu¬ 
ally  carried  their  wheat  into  Manitoba,  paid  the  15  cents  a 
bushel,  and  went  hack  with  4  cents  a  bushel  more  than  they 
would  have  had  if  they  had  sold  it  on  their  own  side  of  the 
lino  ?  Are  these  the  burdens  the  hon.  gentleman  tells  us 
the  people  of  the  North-West  and  of  Manitoba  are  labor¬ 
ing  under  ?  No ;  he  prefers  to  send  forth  from  this 
Parliament,  with  the  responsibility  of  his  position  as  a 
member  of  this  House,  and  with  whatever  authority  may 
attach  to  an  utterance  of  an  hon.  gentleman  having  a  seat 
in  Parliament,  to  send  forth  now,  at  tho  commencement  of 
this  immigration  season,  when  people  are  coming  into  the 
country  and  when  some  are  in  the  country,  making  up 
their  minds  whether  they  will  go  to  our  own  North- West 
or  to  the  American  North-West,  a  statement  that  it  is  a 
natural  thing  for  people  to  go  to  Minnesota  and  Dakota, 
because  they  were  better  off,  and  are  under  less  burdens 
as  to  railway  monopoly  and  competition  than  they  aro 
here.  The  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  know,  if  he  docs  not, 
that  so  far  as  the  experience  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way,  up  to  this  time,  is  concerned,  the  people  of  the  North- 
West  have  suffered  nothing  from  that  so-called  monopoly 


clause,  while  the  people  of  Canada  have  gained,  as  the  i-esult 
of  it,  the  construction  of  the  line  which  to-day  connects  the 
Eastern  Provinces  with  those  western  territories,  within  a 
period  which,  I  venture  to  say,  the  most  sanguine  man  in 
Ccrnada,  when  that  charter  was  given,  did  not  hope  would 
have  been  realised.  We  owe  that  to  the  wise  policy  of  this 
Government  in  acting,  not  by  the  exact  terms  of  the  charter 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  but  within  the  spirit  of 
that  charter,  in  disallowing  Acts  which,  if  they  had  gone 
into  effect,  though  I  doubt  every  much  if  the  roads  would 
ever  have  been  built,  might,  at  any  rate,  have  jeopardised 
tho  interests  of  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in  secur¬ 
ing  the  trade  of  that  country  over  their  whole 
system.  As  the  result  of  that  wise  policy  we 
have  secured  the  construction  of  that  railway,  and 
there  is  not  a  man  in  Canada  to-day,  who  will  for  the  moment 
sink  his  political  feeling  and  remember  only  the  interests 
of  this  great  country,  but  will  say  that  it  is  a  matter  of 
which  Canadians  from  one  end  of  the  Dominion  to  the  other 
should  be  proud,  that  to-day,  as  the  result  of  the  policy  of 
this  Government,  he  can  go  from  Halifax  right  into  the 
Rocky  Mountains,  and,  before  this  year  is  over,  on  to  the 
Pacific  coast,  by  a  railway  on  Canadian  territory,  and  with 
the  assurance  that  we  have  one  of  the  best  railways  on  this 
North  American  continent.  As  to  this  policy  to-day,  it  is  a 
policy  which  will  increase  and  develop  the  resources  of  the 
country  in  the  North-West.  One  of  the  railways  which  is 
referred  to  here  is  the  Manitoba  and  North  western  Rail¬ 
way.  That  is  a  railway  which,  if  the  statements  of  hon. 
gentleman  were  true,  ought  to  have  been  built.  It  goos 
through  what  is  really  the  very  best  part  of  that  country. 
It  goes  along  the  line  of  tho  old  trail,  through  increasing 
settlements,  a  line  which  was  selected  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  And  yet,  with 
all  the  advantages  of  prosperous  settlements  to  be  reached 
by  it,  with  all  tho  advantage  of  its  going  through  a  country 
that  is  not  excelled  by  any  part  of  the  North-West,  and  with 
a  subsidy  of  6,000  acres  per  mile,  at  $1  per  acre,  the 
comjiany  have  not  been  able  to  secure  capital  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  that  railway.  Surely  there  has  been  no  ques¬ 
tion  of  a  monopoly  clause  to  prevent  that. 

Mr.  f  WATSON.  Yes,  there  has.  Tho  Emerson  and 
North-Western  Railway  was  a  connection  of  the  Manitoba 
and  North-Western  at  St.  Yincont. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Why,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  Emerson  and  North- 
Western  Railway  was  a  connection,  possibly;  but  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  not  pretend  to  tell  mo  that  a  road  running 
through  that  country  to  Prince  Albeit,  and  ultimately  far¬ 
ther  westward,  does  not  go  through  a  country  that  ought  to 
bo  able  to  sustain  a  railway.  If  tho  hon.  gentleman  pro¬ 
tends  to  say  that  that  road  could  only  be  constructed  on 
condition  that  the  trade  of  that  whole  country  should  be 
made  tributary  to  American  railways,  to  American  mer¬ 
chants,  forwarders  and  business  men,  instead  of  being  tribu- 
tary  to  Canadian  railways  and  Canadian  business  men,  he 
will  find  no  man  in  Canada,  having  business  interests  in  the 
country,  who  will  agree  with  him.  That  railway,  if  built, 
will  develop  the  most  important  part  of  the  country ,  and  I 
think  we  have  reason  to  congratulate  ourselves  that  the 
policy  which  is  now  proposed,  wisely  supplementing,  as  it 
does,  the  policy  by  which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  has 
been  so  successfully  carried  almost  to  completion,  will  secure 
for  that  north-western  country  a  prosperity  such  as  none 
of  us,  a  few  years  ago,  ventured  to  hope  would  dawn  upon 
it  at  so  early  a  date. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  regret  I  was  not  in  the  House  at  the 
commencement  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  and  I  am  not  quite  sure  to  what 
extent  he  challenged  the  statements  which  I  appear  to  have 
made  some  years  ago,  in  the  discussion  of  his  Bill.  But  I 
understood  him  to  ask  me,  amongst  other  gentlemen  who 
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spoke  on  the  Bill  referred  to,  when  it  was  under  dis¬ 
cussion  here,  whether  I  held  the  same  views  to-day  that  I 
did  then.  Sir,  I  have  referred,to  the  report  of  the  speech 
made  by  myself  on  that  occasion.  I  have  read  it  over  care¬ 
fully,  and  there  is  not  a  siDgle  statement  in  that  speech, 
made  in  1878,  that  I  am  not  prepared  to-day  to  endorse,  and 
at  the  same  time  to  sustain  the  Bill  before  the  House.  Sir, 
what  was  the  position  assumed  by  the  hon.  gentleman  on 
that  occasion,  in  introducing  his  Bill?  It  was  for  the 
wholesale  distribution  of  the  lands  in  the  North-West  into 
vast  monopolies,  nominally  for  the  purpose  of  building  rail¬ 
ways,  but  which,  practically,  would  not  have  built  one.  Sir, 
he  endeavored  to  create  the  idea  that  the  $10,000  worth  of 
land  per  mile  which  he  proposed  to  give  would  build  a 
railway  at  that  time.  Why,  Sir,  it  would  not  have  begun 
to  build  railways  ;  it  has  not  begun  to  build  railways  to-day, 
as  we  have  found  from  experience.  The  hon.  gentleman 
challenges  the  statements  I  made  on  that  occasion,  and  I 
answered  him  in  this  way  : 

““  He  did  not  know  what  the  opinions  of  gentlemen  from  Ontario  and 
Quebec  might  be,  nor  did  he  care.  He  had  one  thing  to  do,  and  that 
was  his  duty.  His  duty  in  this  case  he  conceived  to  be  to  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  Parliament  to  the  proposed  spoliation  of  western  land.  It  would 
be  uDjust  to  the  other  Provinces  to  pass  an  Act  like  this,  which  would 
enable  railway  speculators  and  companies  to  absorb  three-fourths  of  the 
whole  western  territory — that  territory  on  which  they  hoped  to  construct 
the  great  Canadian  Pacific  road.  He  yielded  to  no  one  in  the  desire  to 
benefit  the  North-West,  but  he  certainly  could  not  approve  of  an  Act 
such  as  that  now  before  the  House.  He  could  not  believe  in  a  scheme 
which  would  enable  speculators  to  absorb  millions  of  acres  of  land, 
with  which  it  was  hoped  the  country  might  be  recouped  for  the  money 
it  was  now  spending  in  opening  up  that  great  territory.  They  had  a 
right  to  expect  something  better  from  the  Government  than  that.  If  the 
Administration  really  desired  to  open  up  the  country,  by  all  means  let 
them  do  so  ;  but  why  should  they,  by  legislation  of  this  kind, embarrass 
the  resources  of  the  country  in  a  way  which  could  never  be  retrieved.” 

Then,  Sir,  I  went  on  to  say : 

“  Let  him  state  the  practical  objections  to  the  Bill.  He  believed  that 
under  this  Bill  any  number  of  speculators  might,  by  complying  with 
certain  requirements,  construct  from  one  to  twenty  railways,  thus 
absorbing;  hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres  of  land.  When  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  came,  the  other  day, asking  the  privilege  to  con¬ 
nect  with  several  other  railways,  and  when  the  Canada  Southern  Rail¬ 
way  came  asking  privileges— what  did  his  hon.  friend  from  Chateauguay 
say  ?  No  man  guarded  the  liberties,  rights  and  privileges  more  than  he, 
where  enormous  powers  were  aBked  ;  and  when  these  two  railways 
came  before  the  House,  none  were  more  careful  of  their  privileges,  or 
more  zealous  than  his  hon.  friend.  He  (Mr.  Mitchell)  was  very  much 
pleased  to  see  the  great  amount  of  caution  the  hon.  member  exhibited  in 
endeavoring  to  prevent  the  railway  companies  gettiug  the  powers  for 
general  purposes  which  they  sought.” 

Tbe  late  member  for  Chateauguay,  Mr.  Holton,  said,  on 
that  occasion  : 

“Let  us  give  them  what  is  absolutely  necessary  for  the  purpose. 
Whenever  they  want  anything  further  in  the  way  of  legislation  let 
them  come  and  ask  it,  and  if  it  is  right  we  will  give  it  them.” 

Now,  Sir,  tho  point  I  make  in  the  matter  is  this :  that  while 
he  proposed  to  give  this  enormous  wholesale  grant,  extend¬ 
ing  over  the  whole  territory,  giving  them  at  ono  fell  swoop 
possession  of  the  whole  north-western  country,  which  we 
had  bought  and  paid  for  with  tho  people’s  money,  I  was  not 
opposed,  and  I  never  have  been  opposed,  and  I  am  not 
opposed  now,  to  giving  proper  and  substantial  aid  to  any 
necessary  railway  that  it  is  desired  to  construct  in  that 
north-western  country.  Tho  point  taken  by  the  late 
lamented  member  for  Chateauguay  (Mr.  Holton)  on  tho 
occasion  to  which  I  refer  was  this  :  that  if  railway  compa¬ 
nies  come  to  this  Parliament  seeking  aid,  we  should  con¬ 
sider  every  application  upon  its  merits,  but  not  give  it 
general  powers  to  absorb  other  railways,  which  system  has 
been  the  curse  of  this  country— -and  we  have  an  illustration 
of  that  in  the  monster  corporation,  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail¬ 
way  Company.  The  policy  which  this  House  ought  to 
have  pursued,  the  policy  which  this  Government  should 
pursue,  is,  that  whenever  applications  are  made  for  aid  from 
the  public  funds  to  build  a  railway,  this  Parliament  should 
consider  each  individual  case  on  its  merits,  and  deal  with  it; 
do  as  you  are  doing  with  the  company  under  consideration 
Mr.  Mitchell, 


in  this  House  ;  take  up  each  of  these  Bills  and  discuss  them 
upon  the  merits ;  and  if  the  railway  is  entitled  to  aid,  if  the 
location  is  satisfactory,  and  if  the  railway  is  to  give  facili¬ 
ties  to  the  population  and  a  large  measure  of  accommoda¬ 
tion  to  the  public,  then  let  us  give  that  company  such  aid 
as  is  necessary.  But  do  not  let  us  do  what  the  hon.  member 
for  Bothwell  asked  us  to  do  by  his  Bill,  and  pass  a  measure 
to  lay  the  whole  country  under  contribution  to  a  band  of 
railway  speculators.  Sir,  I  will  read  a  little  more  of  the 
speech  to  which  my  hon.  friend  has  chosen  to  refer,  and 
which  he  challenged  at  the  lime : 

“  He  should  have  said  to  them :  ‘You  are  going  to  make  thousands  of 
miles  of  railway  under  that  Bill,  if  there  is  land  enough ;  you  are  going 
to  let  the  whole  of  that  territory  be  absorbed  by  private  speculators.’ 
As  his  hon.  friend  from  Matquette  had  said,  two  lines  of  railway  were 
certainly  needed.” 

That  gentleman  was  not  the  present  member  for  Marquette, 
but  the  present  Judge  Ryan.  Is  there  anything  to  indicate 
that  my  opinions  have  changed  ?  Is  there  any  portion  of 
the  speech  which  negatives  the  idea  that  I  have  been  in 
favor  of  rendering  aid,  all  necessary  aid,  to  railways  in  the 
North-West.  The  hon.  gentleman  nods  his  head,  implying 
yes.  I  challenge  him  to  point  out  in  what  respect  I  held 
opinions  then  that  I  do  not  entertain  now,  and  I  will  prove 
to  him  that  my  opinions  now  are  consistent  with  my  speech 
in  1878,  and  I  may  say  that  I  will  support  this  measure. 
The  hoD.  gentleman  again  shakes  his  head.  I  will  read 
some  extracts  from  my  speech  in  that  year,  and  I  will  ask 
him  to  point  out  any  portions  of  it  that  aro  inconsistent 
with  my  position  to-day : 

“  Well,  if  application  were  made  to  that  House  for  the  necessary 
thousands  of  acres  for  the  construction  of  these  roads,  he  would  be  ready 
to  give  all  possible  aid  ;  but  a  Bill  like  this,  which  gave  power  to  pri¬ 
vate  speculators  to  absorb  the  whole  territory,  was  one  of  the  most  out¬ 
rageous  measures  he  had  ever  heard  come  before  Parliament.  He  was 
astonished  that  tbe  hon  Minister  of  the  Interior  should  have  dared  to 
propound  a  scheme  of  this  character,  so  extreme  in  its  powers.  A 
greater  injustice  to  the  other  parts  of  the  Dominion  than  the  measure 
proposed  no  man  could  conceive.  He  wa3  not  going  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  House  very  long  iu  discussing  this  matter,  but  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  hon.  members  representing  the  Eastern  Provinces 
of  Canada  to  the  increased  texation  which  would  be  placed  upon  their 
districts  by  the  proposed  measure.  While  he  approved  of  money  being 
expended  lor  the  opening  up  and  improvement  of  Manitoba,  be  was  not 
prepared  to  give  up  that  magnificent  country  to  private  individuals, 
for  party  purposes  and  for  party  plunder.  He  would  tell  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  that  while  he  was  prepared  to  en¬ 
tertain  any  fair  and  just  claim  which  might  be  made,  he  would  not  sub¬ 
mit  to  any  such  scheme  of  spoliation  iq.  the  North-West  as  that  which 
was  intended.  Throughout  the  whole  Dominion,  every  scheme  should 
be  dealt  with  on  its  own  merits,  and  if  it  was  found  that  the  one  or  two 
railways  referred  to  by  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette  were  really  re¬ 
quired,  he  would  be  willing  that  the  House  should  grant  a  charter  for 
the  undertakings,  besides  giving  subsidies  in  money  or  land  to  secure 
them.  He  would  ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  consider  the  proposi¬ 
tion  he  had  just  made,  and  then  say  whether  they  would  take  upon 
themselves  the  responsibility  of  this  measure  when  they  went  baok  to 
their  constituents  next  summer.  The  Minister  of  the  Interior  had  said, 
had  hon.  members  on  the  Opposition  side  looked  unfavorably  upon  any 
railway  connection  with  the  American  Republic  ;  but  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite  had  always  been  anxious,  not  only  to  have  railway  connections 
with  the  United  Slates,  but  to  maintain  business,  social  and  national 
relations  with  those  on  the  other  side  of  the  iine.  His  hon.  friend  had 
done  the  members  of  the  Opposition  an  injustice  when  he  made  that 
statement.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  would  withdraw  his  Bill,  and  intro¬ 
duce  a  special  measure,  giving  powers  to  the  two  roads  spoken  of  by  the 
bon.  member  for  Marquette,  be  would  have  his  (Mr.  Mitchell’s)  support. 
He  would  also  agree  to  grant  lands  outside  those  lines,  but  he  should 
certainly  endeavor  to  record  his  vote  against  the  Bill  introduced  by  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior.  He  (Mr.  Mitchell)  did  not  want  to  sav  one 
disrespectful  word  regarding  the  people  of  the  North-West.  He  knew 
some  of  the  difficulties  and  hardships  they  had  endured  in  the  settle¬ 
ment  of  that  country  ;  but  tbej  must  not  forget  that  only  a  few  years 
had  elapsed  since  they  owned  any  part  of  that  territory  at  all,  it  having 
previouely  been  under  the  administration  of  the  Hudson  Bay  Companv. 
They  must  not  forget  that  the  immense  territory  outside  Manitoba  was 
the  heritage  of  the  people  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  at  large.  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  they  looked  upon  it  as  the  property  of  Manitoba  alone, 
then  do  not  let  them  ask  Parliament  to  impose  laws  on  the  other  Pro¬ 
vinces  in  order  that  money  might  be  Equanderei  in  the  construction  of 
the  so-called  North-West  route  ;  if  they  claimed  the  whole  territory  to 
make  their  railroads,  let  them  raise  the  money  themselves  and  make  the 
necessary  improvements,  and  not  aBk  the  other  portions  of  the  Dominion, 
first  to  boy  the  country,  then  to  spend  millions  in  improvements,  and 
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then  find  their  lands  given  away.  He  wished  to  call  attention  to  one  or 
two  sections  of  this  Bill,  which  seemed  to  him  as  rather  of  an  extraor¬ 
dinary  character.” 

I  then  quoted  the  sections,  and  continued  : 

“That  really  provided  for  the  giving  away  of  the  very  lands  required 
for  the  construction  of  the  Pacific  road,  and  that  not  more  than  nine- 
tenths — such  was  the  enormous  extent  of  the  provision— should  be  paid 
out  of  the  proceeds  of  land  sales  till  the  road  was  in  operation.  Now, 
what  did  that  mean  ?  It  meant  that  those  lands  were  considered  of  suffi¬ 
cient  value  to  pay  for  the  construction  of  these  roads.  The  hon.  member 
for  Marquette  (Mr.  Rjan),  speaking  of  the  progress  made  by  railroads  in 
Illinois,  said  that  the  road  was  finished  and  paid  for  while  one-half  of 
the  lands  were  left  to  the  credit  of  the  road.  Parliament  ought  not  there¬ 
fore,  to  give  away  that  valuable  land  in  Manitoba  in  so  reckless  a 
manner.” 

The  hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Ryan)  corrected  me, 
and  I  went  on  to  explain : 

“  But,  if  this  Bill  came  into  operation,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  was  able 
to  induce  this  House  to  pass  it,  and  he  (Mr.  Mitchell)  was  afraid  that  he 
would,  he  had  seen  such  a  subservient  following,  all  this  would  be 
changed.  There  was  in  that  Bill  the  germs  of  the  absorption  of  the 
whole  North-West  country,  and  they  would  not  have  a  twentieth  part 
left  wherewith  to  build  their  Pacific  Railway.  The  result  would  be,  that 
the  land  having  been  absorbed,  the  railway  would  not  be  built.  What 
would  the  Eastern  Provinces  say  to  such  a  measure  ?  Would  his  hon. 
friends  on  the  other  side  say  they  could  justify  such  a  course  to  their 
constituents  ;  that  their  constituents  would  appreciate  a  measure  like 
this,  committing  an  act  of  spoliation  over  the  entire  country?  Who 
had  contributed  to  the  purchase  of  that  country  ;  who  had  paid  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company  for  it?  The  people.  But  they  paid  the  money  to 
have  the  country  opened  up  and  developed,  and  not  to  be  given  away 
in  this  wholesale  manner.  If  the  lands  of  the  North-West  were  to  be 
used  in  building  railroads,  and  he  approved  of  such  a  policy,  then  this 
section  of  Canada  was  entitled  to  a  fair  share  thereof  for  their  local  rail¬ 
roads,  such,  for  example,  as  the  Miramichi  Valley  road.  The  people  of 
old  Canada  bought  the  North-West  and  were  taxed  to  pay  to  improve  it, 
and  they  had  a  right  to  appropriate  a  share  of  the  lands  to  promote  the 
construction  of  roads  in  the  East  as  well  as  in  the  West.” 

The  hon.  gentleman  has  challenged  me  in  regard  to  the 
statements  I  made  seven  years  ago,  when  speaking  on  the 
subject  of  North-West  railways.  He  has  asked  me  if  lam 
still  of  the  same  opinion  to-day  as  I  was  then,  and  he  has 
challenged  several  other  hon.  gontlemen  in  like  man¬ 
ner.  They  can  speak  for  themseivos.  For  myself,  I 
tell  the  hoD.  gentleman  that  I  am  now,  as  I  was 
then,  in  favor  of  the  principles  contained  in  this  Bill, 
and  for  the  reasons  I  gave  on  that  occasion  ;  that  I  am  to 
day  in  favor  of  granting  all  necessary  aid  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  North-West ;  that  I  was  an  advocate  of  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  the  country,  that  I  was  one  of  those  who  aided  in 
securing  it,  and  I  have  always  been  ready  to  give  my  vote 
to  projects  for  opening  up  the  North-West.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  should  not  have  challenged  my  opinion,  as  stated 
here,  and  not  have  attempted  to  convey  the  impression  that 
the  sentiments  I  expressed  in  that  speech  were  sentiments 
which  would  tend  to  retard  the  progress  of  the  country,  or 
that  I  refused  to  give  aid,  such  as  is  sought  for  by  the  Bill 
now  under  consideration.  I  think  I  have  said  sufficient  on 
that  point  to  satisfy  the  hon.  gentleman.  I  did  not  intend 
to  be  drawn  into  any  discussion  on  this  matter  to-night,  nor 
would  I  have  been  drawn  into  it,  except  for  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell.  But  while  the 
remarks  of  that  hon.  member  were  thoroughly  respect¬ 
ful  and  proper,  and  such  as  any  hon.  member  had  a 
right  to  use,  I  must  confess  that  the  remarks  of 
another  hon.  gentleman  were  not,  in  my  opinion,  exactly 
of  the  same  character.  The  hon.  member  for  North  Nor¬ 
folk  (Mr.  Charlton),  in  dealing  with  this  question,  has  cho¬ 
sen  to  drag  into  the  discussion  of  it  the  whole  policy  and 
conduct  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company.  He 
has  chosen  to  speak  of  them  in  a  manner — and  it  is  not 
new  to  him — that  is  anything  but  creditable  to  a  represent¬ 
ative  in  Parliament.  It  is,  perhaps,  improprer  to  refer  to 
what  took  place  on  a  former  occasion,  and  I  am  precluded 
from  doing  so ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman’s  remarks  to-night, 
in  regard  to  those  gentlemen,  were  only  a  little  less  virulent 
and  a  little  less  reprehensible  than  were  the  remarks  made 
by  him  on  an  occasion  last  Session.  The  hon.  gentleman 


has  chosen  to  assail  the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  grant¬ 
ing  the  charter  to  the  present  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company.  He  has  ventured  to  assert  that  another  com¬ 
pany  was  prepared  to  have  built  tbe  road  for  less  money. 
Every  man  in  this  land  knows  how  that  second  company 
was  got  up ;  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  and  their  friends 
outside  of  this  House  organised  and  got  up  that  company. 
For  what  purpose  ?  They  would  never  have  built  a  mile  of  the 
road,  and  when  I  challenged  it  as  a  bogus  company — and  I 
repeat  that  it  was  a  bogus  company — the  hon.  gentleman  has 
cast  in  my  teeth  the  fact  that  one  of  the  men  associated  in  that 
class  of  men  came  from  my  own  county,  and  was,  he  said, 
a  wealthy  and  respectable  man.  He  referred  to  Mr.  Alex¬ 
ander  Gibson  by  name.  Well,  I  have  the  greatest  respect 
for  that  gentleman  ;  he  is  one  man — I  do  not  know  how  many 
more  were  wealthy  and  respectable  men — who  would  have 
tried  to  have  carried  out  their  engagements,  but  Mr.  Gibson 
was  a  man  of  means  and  honesty,  a  man  who  would  have 
tried  to  carry  out  any  engagement  into  which  he  ontered — 
and  if  they  were  all  men  of  the  energy  and  standing  and 
means  of  Mr.  Gibson,  I  would  have  had  more  faith  in  them. 
But  I  have  reason  to  know  more,  perhaps,  than  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  think  I  know  about  it ;  and  I  have  reason  to  know  that 
that  company  was  got  up  by  that  side  of  the  House,  and 
their  friends  outside  of  the  House,  for  the  very  pui’pose  of 
embarrassing  the  Government  of  the  day. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  say,  yes.  When  the  hon.  gentleman 
challenges  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  as  a 
bogus  company,  ho  does  not  know  that  those  gentlemen 
have  spent  millions  of  their  own  money. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  Where  is  it? 

,  Mr.  MITCHELL.  All  over  the  line,  extending  from  here 
to  the  Rocky  Mountains.  The  hon.  gentleman  talks  about 
them  coming  to  this  Parliament  for  aid.  What  is  the  cause 
of  it  ?  What  has  compelled  them  to  come  ?  Has  it  not 
been  that  they  proceeded  with  the  work  in  a  manner  far 
exceeding  the  expectations  of  gentlemen  in  this  Houso  or 
in  the  country,  both  in  rapidity  and  character?  Has  it  not 
been  from  the  fact  that  the  enterprise  has  been  decried  and 
run  down,  that  their  sincerity  has  boon  attacked  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite,  by  their  friends  outside  and  the  press 
representing  them.  Is  it  not  true  that  they  have  run  down 
the  credit  of  the  country,  that  they  have  assailed  the  charac¬ 
ter  of  the  North-West,  that  they  have  challenged  its  facilities 
for  settlement. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  That  they  have  challenged  the  value 
of  its  lands  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  That  they  have  challenged  its  future  ? 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  No. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  say,  yes.  I  say  that  their  organ,  to 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  referred,  which  they  say  has  done 
to  promote  the  settlement  of  that  country  than  all  the  more 
Government  organs  put  together,  has  done  so.  I  do  not 
know  how  much  the  Government  organs  have  done,  but  I 
can  refer  to  one  very  recent  authority  from  the  Globe ,  to 
show  how  much  it  has  done,  not  to  promote  the  settlement 
and  character  of  the  North  West,  but  to  decry  and  damage 
and  slander  it,  and  I  will  read  it. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  whether 
he  did  not  write  a  series  of  letters  from  Dakota,  puffing  the 
territory  of  Dakota  as  a  place  for  settlement,  quite  equal 
and  superior  to  the  North-West. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  did  not,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  can 
take  my  letters.  I  made  a  visit  to  the  North-West;  I  never 


2456 


COMMON'S  DEBATES 


June  10, 


visited  the  territory  of  Dakota  and  I  knew  nothing  about  it. 
I  passed  through  Minnesota  to  the  North-West,  and  I  will 
let  him  refer  to  the  pamphet — he  will  find  it  in  the  Library. 
It  is  true  1  wrote  a  sei  ies  of  letters  which  were  subse¬ 
quently  thought  worth  being  thrown  together  in  pamphlet 
form,  as  my  opinion  of  tbe  North-West,  and  I  tell 
him  that  that  pamphlet  contained  my  views  of  the 
North-West,  and  that  thoso  views  have  never  been 
changed,  and  those  views  are,  that  it  is  one  of  the  finest 
countries  on  the  continent  of  America.  That  is  what  I  said 
about  it.  I  did  not  run  down  Minnesota  or  Dakota,  or  the 
other  States ;  I  did  not  feel  that  it  would  be  my  duty,  or  that  it 
would  bo  honest  to  do  it.  I  have  a  great  opinion  of  Dakota 
and  Minnesota,  but  I  have  a  much  greater  opinion  of  our 
own  North-West  Territories.  I  will  read  what  this  paper, 
which  they  say  has  done  so  much  for  the  country,  which  has 
done  more  than  all  the  organs  of  the  Government  put 
together,  has  said  about  the  North-West.  I  know  what  its 
power  has  been.  It  is  a  paper  which,  from  its  former  repu¬ 
tation  and  standing  has  exercised  a  great  power,  not  only 
on  this  continent,  but  on  the  other,  and  it  is  referred  to  and 
read  and  utilised,  and  extracts  quoted  from  it  perhaps  more 
than  from  any  paper  in  British  North  America.  And  yet 
that  paper  will  put  these  statements  forward,  not  once  but 
repeatedly,  and  in  a  manner  which  the  hon.  member  for 
North  Norfolk  says  does  so  much  credit  to  the  country.  It 
is  called  “  The  Surprise  Policy — Effect  of  rushing  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Pacific — No  settlers  beyond  Brandon  —Not  a 
house  to  be  seen  for  hundreds  of  miles — Superiority  of  the 
Fleming  route.”  I  need  not  read  the  whole  article,  but  I 
will  read  two  short  extracts,  which  will  show  the  animus  of 
the  paper. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Read  the  whole.  No  gai’bled  extracts. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  You  can  road  the  balance,  if  you  like 

“  From  Moose  Jaw  to  Calgary,  500  miles,  the  soil  was  hard  clay,  and 
appeared  unfit  for  agricultural  purposes.  With  the  exception  of  those 
at  Medicine  Hat,  there  were  no  settlers  along  the  lice.  The  experi¬ 
mental  farms  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  looked  well,  but  this  was 
due  to  entirely  exceptional  circumstances,  chiefly  the  wet  season,  the 
like  of  which  might  not  occur  again  for  many  years.  Instead  of  build¬ 
ing  the  line  along  with  branch  roads,  so  as  to  settle  the  old  Province  of 
Manitoba,  it  was  rushed  on  with  undue  haste  by  imported  labor,  chiefly 
Americans  and  Mennonites,  over  this  barren  waste.  Those  who  were 
employed  on  the  road,  which  was  constructed  at  the  rate  of  from  three 
to  five  miles  per  day,  left  as  soon  a3  it  was  built,  and  the  country  in 
these  parts  is  wholly  unsettled.  This  hurried  building  of  the  road  was 
generally  condemned  by  all  parties  in  Winnipeg  and  to  the  west,  irre¬ 
spective  of  their  political  thought  There  was  no  freight  traffic  on  the 
line,  save  supplies  for  the  road.  The  Mounted  Police  were  doing  a  good 
work,  but  there  was  general  dissatisfaction  among  the  Indians,  which 
was  daily  becoming  more  intense.  All  agree  that  the  northern,  or 
Fleming  route,  which  Mr.  Mackenzie  proposed  to  follow,  would  have 
been  of  most  advantage  to  the  country.  For  hundreds  of  miles  along 
the  track  there  iB  not  a  house  to  be  seen,  aud  at  stations  where  shops 
have  been  erected,  they  are  now  empty.  Great  complaints  were  being 
made  by  settlers  in  regard  to  the  administration  of  affairs  by  the  land 
board.” 

It  is  taken  from  a  letter  of  Sheriff  Sweetland,  which  the 
Globe  parades  and  quotes  from,  with  a  view,  I  believe,  to 
injure  the  country. 

An  hon.  MEMBER.  What  is  the  date  ? 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  August  last.  The  hon.  gentleman 
refers  to  the  fact  that  the  present  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  was  a  bogus  company.  Sir,  could  a  bogus  com¬ 
pany  have  done  what  that  company  has  done  in  the  past 
five  years  ?  Did  the  most  sanguine  of  us  expect,  five  years 
ago, 'that  we  would  be  able  to  start  from  Halifax  and  go 
through  British  territory  and  land  on  the  shores  of  the 
Pacific.  Is  there  one  of  us  expected  that  last  summer  we 
could  have  gone,  as  we  did,  from  the  western  point  of  Lake 
Superior  over  our  own  road  to  the  Selkirks  ?  Is  there  one 
of  us  who  imagined  that  to-day,  when  a  crisis  arose  in  the 
history  of  the  country,  which  I  regret,  but  which  will  not,  I 
believe,  be  an  unmixed  evil,  that  we  would  bo  able  to  send  our 
troops  through  a  section  of  country  which  a  short  time  before 
Mr.  Mitchell. 


was  a  desert  waste,  a  section  of  country  most  difficult  to 
build  a  line  through,  in  order  to  quell  that  rebellion. 
And  to  whom  are  we  indebted  for  it  ?  Are  we  indebted 
alone  to  the  coffers  of  this  country  ?  No,  Sir  ; 
not  alone  to  that,  but  to  the  enterprise  and  zeal 
and  perseverance  and  determination  of  the  men  who 
comprise  that  company,  with  the  aid  which  a  generous 
public  has  given  to  supplement  their  own  means,  which 
enabled  them  to  build  a  road  that  is  a  credit  to  Canada  and 
the  country  with  which  we  are  connected.  I  am  surprised 
that  the  hon.  member  for  Norfolk  would  dare  to  call  a 
company  of  that  kind  a  bogus  company — a  company  which 
has  performed  such  work,  which  has  done  such  great  public 
service,  which  has  received  the  good  opinion  of  the  British 
Government,  and,  from  the  great  work  they  have  performed, 
is  looked  upon  as  having  been  the  means  of  cementing  the 
Empire,  of  strengthening  it,  and  of  giving  facilities  without 
which  she  might  be  in  dire  distress  some  day  or  other.  I 
hope  the  hon.  member  will  pause  before  using  such  lan¬ 
guage  as  he  has  used  on  this  and  on  former  occasions,  with 
reference  to  the  gentlemen  composing  that  company,  gen¬ 
tlemen  who  are  honorable  in  every  transaction  of  their 
lives,  and  who  have  shown  an  amount  of  enterprise  credit¬ 
able  alike  to  Canada  and  themselves,  and  who  are,  to-day,  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  largely  out  of  pocket  by  the 
enterprise  they  have  now  carried  nearly  to  completion. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  I  rise  to  one  word  of  explanation. 
When  the  hon.  gentleman  asserted  that  the  second  syndi¬ 
cate  was  a  bogus  company,  I  said  that  if  either  of  these 
companies  could  be  called  a  bogus  company  it  was  the  first, 
which  had  failed  in  the  respocts  I  stated. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  is  a  little  pleasing  to  find 
members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  rising,  at  this  late 
day,  to  take  part  in  public  discussion.  We  have  to  con¬ 
gratulate  oursolves  that,  at  any  rate,  for  one  day,  Canada  has 
returned  to  a  system  of  government  conducted  by  open  dis¬ 
cussions  in  Parliament,  instead;of  having  its  measures  framed 
in  secret  caucus,  and  forced  through  Parliament  by  mere 
majorities.  On  this  occasion  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  find 
themselves,  as  too  often  they  find  themselves,  for  their  own 
comfort,  in  a  rather  humiliating  position  ;  and  to-night  their 
defence  is  the  same  as  it  is  on  all  similar  occasions.  They, 
of  course,  are  never  wrong,  never  make  any  mistakes,  and 
always  bring  forward  their  propositions  at  the  right  time  ; 
and  if  it  bo  pointed  out  that  their  proposition  is  a  little  late 
in  coming,  or  that  they  have  failed  in  their  duty  in  the  past, 
they  have  the  same  answer  to-night  that  they  have  on 
similar  occasions-— an  answer  which  may,  perhaps,  be 
lacking  in  absolute  accuracy,  but  which  they  do 
not  fail  to  hurl  across  the  floor,  and  which  to 
them,  seems  to  be  a  never  unfailing  answer  :  Oh,  you  are 
unpatriotic  ;  you  have  decried  your  country  ;  if  the  North- 
West  has  not  been  developed  as  it  should  be,  it  is  not 
because  the  Government  have  failed  in  giving  proper  rail¬ 
way  communication  ;  it  is  because  of  the  unpatriotic  course 
gentlemen  opposite,  have  taken,  by  their  utterances  and 
through  their  organs.  Well,  Sir,  we  have  heard  that  time 
and  again  ;  the  country  has  heard  it,  but  only  to  treat  it  as 
we  treat  it  on  this  side,  with  a  feeling  akin  to  contempt. 
The  facts  are  too  strong  for  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and 
when,  to-night,  they  attempt  their  usual  answer,  I  think, 
under  the  circumstances  in  which  we  find  ourselves,  they 
must  be  hard  driven  for  an  excuse.  They  blame  us  that 
the  North-West  Territories  are  not  better  developed,  when 
we  have  before  us  for  our  consideration  some  resolutions 
designed  for  the  benefit  of  that  country ;  and  if  the  resolu¬ 
tions,  in  the  same  direction,  which  were  offered  to  this  Par¬ 
liament  seven  or  eight  years  ago,  had  been  carried  out  at 
that  time,  if  they  had  not  been  burked  by  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  but  had  been  carried  into  effect  by  them,  when 
they  came  into  power — if  we  shall  have  development 
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under  this  scheme  now, what  development  might  we  not  have 
had  in  the  North-West  under  the  scheme  my  hon.  friend  from 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  propounded  to  this  House  in  1878.  It 
was  on  the  same  line  as  the  present  scheme,  with  this  excep¬ 
tion,  that  it  was  surrounded  with  safeguards  that  would  cause 
it  to  redound  more  to  the  interest  of  the  country.  Under  the 
system  of  public  grants  of  land  which  it  contained,  it  would 
have  resulted  in  colonisation  roads  being  built  throughout 
the  North-West  which  would  have  become  feeders  to  a 
great  national  highway,  the  property  of  the  Dominion 
of  Canada,  and  the  profits  of  which  would  accrue  to  the 
Dominion ;  but  all  those  advantages  have  been  lost,  and 
years  after,  when  a  scheme  is  propounded  to  rectify  all  the 
negligence  hon.  gentlemen  have  displayed  during  those 
years,  We  find  ourselves,  not  in  the  same  circumstances,  for 
the  roads  to  be  constructed  will  be  tributary  and  will  be  a 
source  of  profit  to  a  company  that  has  received  resources 
from  this  country  appalling  in  their  extent.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell),  it  seems  to  me, 
was  hardly  fair  in  dealing  with  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Bothwell,  when  he  pointed  out  that  his  ob¬ 
jection  to  that  scheme  was  that  under  it  huge  colonisation 
companies  would  be  able  to  grab  immense  tracts  of  territory 
without  building  a  railway  at  all.  Surely  the  hon.  gentleman 
must  have  spoken  without  knowledge  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  which  my  hon.  friend  from  Bothwell  proposed  to 
place  on  the  Statute  Book.  Let  me  read  one  of  the  condi¬ 
tions  under  which  those  companies  would  be  incorporated  : 

“  The  Governor  in  Council  may,  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  in  the  con¬ 
struction  of  any  railway  to  be  constructed  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Act,  reserve  every  alternate  section  of  ungranted  land  bv  odd  numbers, 
to  the  extent  cf  10  sections  per  mile,  5  sections  per  mile  on  each  side 
of  the  line  of  the  railway,  exclusive  of  the  sections  which,  nnder  the 
Dominion  Lands  Act,  may  have  been  reserved  as  school  sections  or  may 
have  been  allotted  to  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Company  ;  and  for  any  line  or 
art  of  a  line  of  railway,  west  of  the  102nd  meridian  of  west  longitude, 

2  sections  per  mile,  end  for  any  line  of  railway  connected  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  extending  into  the  Peace  River  district, 
20  sections  per  mile  ;  and  whenever  25  consecutive  miles  of  any  portion 
of  any  railway  shall  have  been  completed,  equipped  and  in  operation, 
the  Governor  in  Council  may  convey  to  the  company  the  land  so  re¬ 
served,  or  part  thereof,  along  the  said  railway,  so  far  as  the  same  is 
completed,  and  for  each  consecutive  10  miles  of  the  remainder  of  the 
railway  the  Governor  in  Council  may,  as  the  same  may  be  completed, 
convey  the  lands  so  reserved  along  9  miles  thereof  to  the  company.” 

Yet,  with  that  provision  in  the  Bill,  my  bon.  friend  from 
Northumberland  saw  the  immense  danger  looming  up.  The 
colonisation  companies  could  not  get  any  land  until  25  miles 
of  railway  were  built  and  equipped  ;  and  yet,  to  make  his 
position  good,  the  hon.  gentleman  was  driven  to  venture  a 
statement  so  rash  as  that.  Under  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  there  need  not  be 
any  land  given  to  the  company  at  all.  The  company  had 
no  control  of  the  disposition  of  any  land  whatever,  for  a 
sub-section  of  the  same  section  I  have  read  reads  thus  : 

“  Should  the  Governor  in  Council  deem  it  expedient,  instead  of  con¬ 
veying  lands  to  the  company,  the  company  may  be  paid  the  moneys 
received  from  the  sales  of  lands  on  the  line  ot  and  within  6  miles  of 
such  railway,  from  time  to  time,  until  the  company  shall  have  received  | 
a  sum  not  exceeding  $10,000  per  mile,  after  which  the  company's  claims 
to  any  further  aid  from  the  sale  of  such  lahds  shall  cease.” 

If  there  was  any  danger  at  all,  the  power  was  reserved  to 
the  Governor  in  Council,  without  the  consent  of  the  com¬ 
pany,  to  vary  the  provisions,  and  give  it  no  land  at  all,  but 
to  sell  the  lands  reserved  and  give  to  the  company  $10,000 
a  mile,  and  no  more. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Would  that  be  paid  before  25  miles 
were  built,  or  as  it  was  built  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  After,  as  I  read  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  refer  to  the  sub-section.  You  point 
out  that  in  one  of  the  sections  they  shall  have  the  land 
upon  the  completion  of  25  miles. 

Mr.  PATERSON,  If  the  Government  take  the  alterna¬ 
tive  which  they  reserve  to  themselves,  it  is  provided  always 
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that  not  more  than  90  per  cent,  of  the  value  of  the  actual 
work  done  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  proceeds  of  any  of  the 
land  sales. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  question  I  ask  is,  whether  the 
Governor  in  Council,  if  they  adopted  the  alternative  system 
of  giving  $10,000  a  mile,  could  not  pay  it  as  the  work  pro¬ 
gressed,  whether  the  25  miles  were  built  or  not  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Ninety  per  cent,  of  the  work  done 
was  to  be  paid  as  the  work  progressed.  I  should  judge  so. 
It  was  also  provided  that  no  agreement  made  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  with  any  company  shall  be  valid  and  binding  until  it 
shall  have  laid  before  the  House  for  one  month  without 
being  disapproved,  unless  specially  approved  by  resolution. 
So  that  Parliament  itsely  had  the  power  to  declare  whether 
they  would  approve  of  any  arrangement  that  might  be  made 
with  the  Government  by  any  company.  The  Parliament 
was  to  be  supreme  in  saying  whether  it  would  sanction  the 
contract  or  not.  Wo  cannot,  in  face  of  the  express  declara¬ 
tions  of  the  statute  proposed  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills),  bear  any  more  of  the  danger  that  we 
would  have  colonisation  companies  grabbing  immense  tracts 
of  land,  while  they  had  not  constructed  any  portion  of  the 
railway.  That  would  have  been  simply  impossible,  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Act.  If  that  Act  had  been  carried  out 
there  would  have  been  general  railways  constructed  through¬ 
out  that  country,  lines  that  were  needed  by  the  settlers, 
lines  that  were  destined  to  open  up  the  country  and  facilitate 
settlement.  Who  can  tell  what  would  have  been  accom¬ 
plished  in  the  seven  years  gone  by,  while  this  Government 
havo  been  bending  all  their  energies — to  what  ?  To  the 
building  of  a  great  through  line,  neglecting  the  opening  up 
of  the  country,  for  it  is  admitted  by  the  very  proposition 
before  us  that  it  is  impossible  to  open  up  that  country  by 
the  construction  of  a  main  lino  alone.  The  settlement  of 
the  great  plains  of  the  North-West  require  there  should  be 
branches  running  through  the  country.  These  would  have 
given  the  people  opportunities  of  colonising  the  country, 
settling  upon  the  lands,  they  would  have  kept  the  settlers 
closer  together  than  they  Lave  been  by  the  steady,  rapid 
construction  of  one  main  line,  and  I  hold  the  introduction 
of'thisBillis  an  acknowledgment  on  the  part  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  that  this  is  the  only  way  colonisation  can  be  effected 
by  the  Government ;  yet  they  have  allowed  seven  years  to 
ass  without  bringing  it  into  operation,  while  they  have 
ad  the  mature  thought  ot  the  ex-Minister  of  the  Interior 
(Mr.  Mills)  pointing  in  the  same  direction,  and  a  statute  on 
the  Statute  Book  to  guide  them,  if  they  were  unable  to  pro¬ 
duce  one  for  themselves.  Now,  they  propose,  what  ?  The  lines 
contemplated  by  the  late  Government  were  colonisation 
linos,  which  would  be  feeders  to  the  main  line,  and  the  line 
would  have  been  a  lino  owned  by  the  Government,  the  profit 
of  which  would  go  to  the  Government;  but  now  the  profit- 
of  the  lines  will  go  to  the  coffers  of  a  company  already  sub¬ 
sidised  by  vast  sums  of  money  and  grants  of  land.  But  the 
question  has  taken  a  wide  range.  The  hon.  member  for 
Proven  cher  (Mr.  Royal)  gave  us  to  understand  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  sit  still,  but  that  ho  must  rise  to  point 
out  how  unpatriotic  the  Opposition  had  been  with  reference 
to  the  North-West  country,  and  that  any  failure  in  the  more 
rapid  settlement  of  the  country  was  due  to  the  speeches  of 
hon.  gentlemen  on  this  side,  and  the  arguments  or  state¬ 
ments  that  might  have  appearod  in  the  press.  He  has 
shown  that  that  country  has  not  developed  as  it  should 
have;  he  knows  the  people  are  not  there  that  should  be 
there  ;  bo  knows  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  alongside  him 
have  been  in  power,  are  now  in  powei’,  charged  with  the 
duties  of  farthering  the  interests  of  the  country.  He 
recognises  the  fact  that  his  own  friends  were  in  power 
when  that  development,  which  was  naturally  to  be 
expected,  has  not  taken  place ;  he  saw  there  must 
be  a  reason  given  for  the  failure,  and  he  has 
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not  the  courage  to  lay  the  failure  at  the  door  of  those  res¬ 
ponsible  for  it.  He  attempted  to  lay  it  upon  hon.  members 
on  this  side,  because  of  their  unpatriotic  speeches.  We  have 
heard  enough  of  that.  In  the  first  place,  we  say  to  hon, 
gentlemen  opposite  that  we  deny  the  statements  they  make 
— when  they  make  statements  with  reference  to  that 
country  being  docried  by  the  Opposition.  We  deny  that.  I 
havo  the  right  to  ask  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  to  come  to 
the  proof.  Why  do  they  rise,  day  after  day,  and  venture  to 
say — to  make  such  statements,  when  they  have  been  chal¬ 
lenged  for  the  proof,  time  and  again,  and  do  not  offer  any 
proof?  Ho  they  think  that  will  redound  to  their  credit  ? 
-No ;  when  they  have  been  challenged,  time  and  again,  to 
produce  proof  as  to  the  course  they  allege  hon.  gentlemen 
on  this  side  have  followed,  let  them,  for  the  sake  of  their 
own  honor,  ever  after  hold  their  peace. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  gave  you  a  proof ;  I  quoted  your 
organ. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Was  that  the  utterance  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  from  this  side  ? 


Mr.  MITCHELL.  Are  you  not  reading  the  wrong 

extract  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  No. 

“  The  effects  of  the  boom — the  headache  after  the  debauch — must  also 
be  taken  into  account  as  a  factor  operating  temporarily  against  Mani¬ 
toba.  Then,  again,  while  the  frost  of  September  7,  1883,  did  some 
damage  throughout  the  American  North-West,  in  Manitoba  it  wrought 
wholesale  destruction.” 

That  is  from  tho  Toronto  Mail.  Here  is  a  little  frost ;  it 
did  some  little  damage  in  the  north-western  States,  but  in 
Manitoba  it  wrought  wholesale  destruction.  Can  the  hon. 
gentleman  point  to  a  statement  made  in  that  direction  in 
the  article  which  he  read,  oven  from  the  Globe  t 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  The  difference  is  this — in  that  case  I 
suppose  it  was  true ;  in  the  other  case  it  was  a  lie. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Now  the  hon.  member  is  running 
down  his  country.  He  is  endorsing  the  statement  that, 
when  these  people  in  Minnesota  and  Dakota  have  a  frost  it 
will  do  a  little  harm,  and  yet  it  will  work  wholesale  des¬ 
truction  in  our  North-West. 


Mr.  MITCHELL.  It  is  from  your  organ. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Hid  not  the  hon.  gentleman  state  it 
was  a  descriptive  letter,  written  by  a  certain  gentleman  and 
published  iu  the  newspaper  ? 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Published  with  display  headings. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  When  tho  hon  member  for  Northum¬ 
berland  gave  a  fair  description,  I  will  not  say  a  rosy  descrip¬ 
tion,  of  some  of  the  States  of  tho  neighboring  Union,  did 
anyone  charge  him  with  running  down  his  own  country,  or 
charge  the  paper  that  published  the  letter  with  that,  because 
they  saw  fit  to  give  to  the  public  tho  letter  written  by  that 
gentleman  ?  He  was  giving  impressions  of  the  country  as 
they  were  formed  by  him.  Should  hon.gentiemen  opposite 
charge  upon  members  of  this  side  utterances  of  this  kind  in 
newspapers,  if  they  can  find  them  ?  We  ask  them  to  make 
good  their  statements,  when  they  dare  to  say  tho  course  of 
the  Opposition  has  been  unpatriotic,  that  the  Opposition 
have  manifested  a  desire  to  retard  the  progress  of  the 
country.  They  will  attempt  that  task  in  vain.  If  I  may 
be  allowed  to  point  to  newspaper  utterances,  if  I  might  be 
allowed  to  allude  to  organs  of  the  party,  do  you  not  think 
I  could  read  utterances  from  the  most  recognised  organ  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  in  which  expressions,  stronger 
than  any  that  havo  been  used  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
are  used,  in  the  direction  of  praising  up  some  of  the  States 
of  the  Union,  and  by  comparison  show  our  North-West  not 
to  be  equal  to  them.  Can  I  not  do  that  ?  Ho  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  hold  themselves  responsible  for  it  ?  What  did 
the  Toronto  Mail  say,  only  a  very  few  months  ago  ?  I  do  not 
like  this;  I  do  not  hold  that  the  Conservative  party  or  tho 
members  opposite  are  to  be  charged  with  uttering  senti¬ 
ments  that  are  contained  in  the  Toronto  Mail.  If  we  are 
to  talk  about  organs,  I  suppose  the  hon  gentlemen  opposite 
will  not  dare  to  repudiate  the  Toronto  Mail  as  their  organ. 
It  has  made  the  political  life  of  many  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site,  and  they  will  not  dare  to  repudiate  it.  What  did  it 
say?  In  its  issue  of  27th  February,  1885,  is  an  article 
which  is  rather  a  mass  of  contradictions,  for  it  is  trying, 
like  my  hon.  friends  opposite,  to  lay  the  blame  of  the  failure 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  upon  the  Oppo¬ 
sition,  and  it  tries  to  work  an  its  censure  among  that,  and 
yet  it  has  to  admit  facts,  or  what  it  thinks  are  facts,  in 
reference  to  it,  and  so  it  is  rather  a  jumble,  but  I  will  read 
what  it  says : 

“Thus,  the  decrease  in  settlement  in  these  American  territories  was 
39’56  per  cent.,  and  in  the  Canadian  North-West  39-92  per  cent.  Con- 
Bidering  the  start  Minnesota  and  Dakota  have  had  in  the  race,  and  the 
help  they  have  received  from  the  Opposition  in  the  Dominion  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and  from  the  anti- immigration  patriots  in  Manitoba,  the  wonder  is 
not  that  our  North-West  should  have  suffered  as  much  as  they,  but  that 
it  did  not  suffer  more.” 

Mr,  Paterson  (Brant). 


Mr.  MITCHELL.  No  one  ever  denies,  I  never  denied, 
that  there  are  frosts  in  the  North-West.  It  is  not  a  para¬ 
dise,  but  it  is  a  fine  country. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  He  has  said  that  this  is  a  truth,  that 
tho  frost  which  may  work  some  little  harm  in  Minnesota 
and  Dakota  will  work  wholesale  destruction  in  our  land,  and 
I  am  not  prepared  to  believe  it,  though  tho  hon.  gentleman 
says  so.  I  believe  the  frost  will  affect  them  in  Dakota  to 
as  great  an  oxtont  as  in  our  North-West ;  at  least,  I  hope  so, 
from  a  patriotic  standpoint  ;  but  tho  hon.  gentleman  says 
so  ;  ho  says  that  the  Mail  is  correct,  that  our  country  is  in 
that  unhappy  position,  that  a  frost  which  will  do  some 
damage  in  the  north-western  Statos  will  work  wholesale 
destruction  even  in  Manitoba.  Still  further  : 

“  And  the  panic  that  followed  the  cry  that  early  frosts  would  always 
menace  wheat  inflicted  grave  injury  on  the  country,  which  nothing  but 
a  series  of  good  harvests  can  repair.  These,  in  our  opinion,  are  the  true 
causes  of  the  depression  in  the  North-West.  The  Government,  probably, 
did  commit  mistakes.” 

Is  the  article  true  in  that  respect,  I  wonder  ? 

“Few  men  aie  infallible ;  but  the  marvellous  energy  they  have  dis¬ 
played  in  developing  that  region,  and  the  care  they  have  taken  in  secur¬ 
ing  for  the  settler  fair  rates  and  free  competition  for  his  produce,  stand 
out  infiuitely  beyond  the  sum  of  their  shortcomings.  The  Globe  says, 
however,  that  the  Ottawa  people  encouraged  speculation,  and  instances 
the  formation  of  hundreds  of  bubble  colonisation  companies,  under  the 
Dominion  Land  Act.  No  doubt,  the  colonisation  companies  have 
suffered.  Many  of  them  deserve  to  suffer.  Their  projectors  attempted 
to  make  money  without  for  working  for  it — an  offence  against  the  econo¬ 
mies  which  is  within  a  measurable  distance  of  stealing.  But  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  is  no  way  responsible  for  the  collapse  in  that  quarter.” 

Here  is  the  colonisation  company.  My  hon.  friends  saw 
great  danger  in  tho  Bill  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  ; 
they  said  you  would  have  land  grabbed  up  by  speculators 
without  getting  money  for  it.  Here  is  a  confession  from 
their  chief  organ,  that  this  Government  chartered  coloni¬ 
sation  companies  that  got  hold  of  immense  tracts  of  land  for 
the  purposes  of  speculation,  that  never  proposed  to  build  a 
mile  of  railroad,  that  did  not  think  of  such  a  thing,  but  got 
the  land  for  pure  speculation  ;  and,  after  they  have  char¬ 
tered  them,  the  chief  organ  of  the  Government  is  kind 
enough  to  say  they  wero  within  a  measurable  distance  of 
stealing ;  in  other  words,  they  wero  within  a  measurable 
distance  of  being  thieves.  Then  wo  go  further  : 

“  It  is  only  fair  to  add,  however,  that  in  all  probability  the  Govern¬ 
ment  now  in  power  has  taken  too  sanguine  a  view  of  the  North-West 
development.  It  has  been  the  habit,  in  making  up  caculations  of  future 
progress,  to  ignore  the  fact  that  Minnesota  and  Dakota  offer  to  the  poorer 
class  of  settlers  advantages  fully  equal  to  those  held  out  by  Manitoba  ; 
while  the  western,  south-western  and  southern  States  present  to  the 
well-to-do  immigrant,  who  can  afford  to  choose  his  climate,  an  infinite 
and  incomparable  variety  of  attractions.” 

There  is  the  language  of  the  Mail  newspaper.  Ton  can  do 
as  well,  Mr.  intending  immigrant,  if  you  are  a  poor  man, 
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in  Dakota  and  Minnesota,  as  you  will  do  in  the  North-West; 
but  if  you  are  a  well-to-do  immigrant,  take  notice  of  this, 
says  the  Toronto  Mail,  that  the  western,  south-western 
and  southern  States  present  to  people  of  your  class  an 
infinite,  an  incomparable  variety  of  advantages.  There  is 
the  statement  of  the  organ  of  hou.  gentlemen  opposite,  and 
we  have  the  endorsation  of  one  who  was  a  member  of  that 
Government,  and  who  would  discharge  the  duties  of  one 
of  the  Departments  of  that  Government,  at  all  events,  quito 
as  efficiently  as  they  are  discharged  by  its  present  incum¬ 
bent,  and  who  says  that  that  article  is  true. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  rise  to  a  question  of  order.  I  did 
not  say  that  the  article  was  true.  What  I  said  was,  that  the 
portion  of  the  article  referring  to  the  frosts  in  Manitoba, 
up  to  which  point  the  hon.  gentleman  had  read,  was  time.  I 
am  not  responsible  for  the  Mail.  I  am  not  going  to  defend 
the  Mail.  It  is  quite  able  to  take  care  of  itself,  and  its 
friends  in  the  House  are  able  to  defend  it.  But  I  do  not 
think  it  is  doing  justice  to  me,  when  I  said  that  frosts 
occurred  in  Manitoba,  which  extended  all  over  the  country, 
to  draw  me  into  defending  every  statement  which  appears 
in  the  Mail.  I  did  not  do  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  have  no  desire  to  draw  the  hon. 
gentleman  into  defending  every  statement,  if  he  does  not 
desire  it. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  have  an  organ  of  my  own,  as  you 
know. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  But  it  is  very  natural  that  I  should 
have  referred  to  the  hon.  gentloman,  when  I  was  reading 
one  article,  and  as  I  understood  he  endorsed  it. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  It  was  ;  it  wa3  very  natural  for  you  to 
misrepresent. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  So  eager  was  he  to  interrupt  me  by 
Btating  that  the  article  was  the  truth,  while  the  articlo  ho 
has  read  from  was  a  lie.  I  believed  ho  intended  to  state 
that  the  article  which  I  was  reading  was  true,  and  that  ho 
was  prepared  to  endorse  every  statement  in  it,  and  I  think 
that  is  what  every  hon.  gentloman  in  the  House  supposed. 
I  am  glad  to  hoar  that  he  does  not  endorso  every  statement 
contained  in  that  article. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  May  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  whether 
the  article  says  that  frosts  occur  more  frequently  and  more 
severely  in  the  North-West  than  in  Dakota,  or  that  on  that 
occasion  the  frost  was  more  severe  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  read  what  it  says,  and  hon.  gentle* 
men  opposite  were  quiet  and  heard  what  I  read.  I  have  no 
time,  in  the  course  of  a  speech,  to  go  back  and  explain 
what  it  says.  I  ask,  what  are  we  to  think  of  language  such 
as  that?  I  want  to  ask  what  you  think  of  gentlemen 
opposite,  who  are  prepared  to  rise  and  put  themselves  in 
the  ridiculous  position  of  reiterating  charges  against  the 
Opposition,  of  decrying  the  country,  and  who  produce  no 
utterances  of  members  of  the  Opposition,  but,  where  they 
find  that  a  correspondent,  who  is  responsible  for  his  own 
letter,  describes  what  I  presume  he  supposes  to  be  the 
truth,  in  reference  to  the  country,  proclaim  that  this  is  with 
a  view  to  decry  the  country,  and  that  the  newspaper  which 
publishes  the  correspondence  makes  itseif  responsible  for  it 
all.  This  is  not  a  correspondence,  but  an  editorial  of  the 
Mail  newspaner,  an  article  written  by  the  gentlemen  who 
control  it.  We  have  again  this  statement.  I  think  it  was 
an  article  which  appeared  two  or  three  days  afterwards, 
which  preceded  an  article  in  the  Montreal  Gazette,  in  which 
the  Montreal  Gazette  said : 

“  Rumor  has  been  busy  for  some  weeks  past  with  the  affairs  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  The  company  is  reported  to  be  seeking 
further  assistance  from  Parliament,  to  have  incurred  a  floating  liability 
of  a  considerable  amount,  and  to  have  failed  to  raise  a  loan  in  the 
money  market,  and  it  is  no  longer  a  secret  that  these  reports  are  sub¬ 
stantially  correct.” 


That  was  from  the  Montreal  Gazette,  to  prepare  Parliament 
for  the  new  demand.  Two  or  three  days  before  that  there 
appeared  in  the  Toronto  Mail,  in  the  same  direction,  an  article 
seeking  to  prepare  the  public  mind  for  additional  aid  for  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  pointing  out  the  reasons  which 
would  justify  Parliament  in  doing  so,  as  the  writer  evidently 
felt  it  was  a  very  embarrassing  position  when  the  company 
came  the  third  time  to  Parliament  tor  aid.  We  find  the 
following : — 

“If  our  laud  subsidy  of  25,000,000  acres  be  worth  $2  an  acre,  tbs 
Northern  Pacific  lauds  mu9t  be  worth  much  more.  For  while  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  the  whole  territory  through  which  the  Canadian  Paeific  runs, 
from  Callander  to  the  Pacific,  does  not,  at  this  hour,  exceed  200,000,  the 
smalhrand  more  compact  region  traversed  by  the  Northern  Pacific  is 
comparatively  well  settled.  *  *  *  If  it  be  said  that  the  moun¬ 

tain  section  of  the  Northern  Pacific  was  more  costly  than  the  mountain 
section  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  that  in  the  case  of  the 
Canadian  Paicfic  the  heavy  work  cn  tli9  Pacific  slope  has  been  assumed 
by  the  Government,  the  answer  is  that  the  Northern  Pacific  had  no  rock 
division,  650  miles  long,  such  as  that  which  stretches  in  unbroken  deso¬ 
lation  between  Port  Arthur  and  Callander.” 

There  is  a  description  of  that  country,  given  by  the  Mail 
newspaper — the  road  was  to  run  through  650  miles  of 
rock,  one  unbroken,  barren  desolation — printed  in  the 
organ  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  who  have  the  audacity 
to  rise,  time  and  agaiD,  to  charge  upon  gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House  that  they  decry  their  country,  but  who 
have  always  been  utterly  unable  to  produce  the  proof.  In 
that  article  of  the  Mail  was  the  justification  of  every  word 
that  ever  fell  from  any  hon.  gentleman  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  when  it  admits  that  the  Government  made  a  mis¬ 
take  by  over-estimating  the  value  of  tho  land,  when  it 
admits  they  made  a  mistake  by  not  acting  as  reasonable 
men,  instead  of  acting  like  men  who  have  lost  their  heads, 
whon  they  speak  of  that  country.  Sir,  there  never  was  a 
time  when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  were  less  justified  in 
making  the  charges  that  they  have  made  against  us  to¬ 
night  in  connection  with  the  North-West,  when  we  are 
considering  proposals  to  build  colonisation  roads  through¬ 
out  that  country,  which  hon.  gentlemen  on  this  of 
the  House  proposed  to  do  in  1878,  and  which,  if 
unfortunate  circumstances  had  not  deprived  them  of 
tho  reins  of  power,  I  have  no  doubt  would  have  existed,  to  a 
very  large  extent,  in  great  portions  of  that  country  at  the 
present  time,  and  instead  of  200,000  people  that  the  Mail 
said  you  had  there  now,  you  might  have  had  over  a  million 
of  people  developing  that  country,  these  roads  feeders  to  a 
road  owned  by  the  Government,  and  the  proceeds  and  the 
profits  accruing  to  the  country  instead  of  being  lost  to  it. 
And  now  let  me  just  refer  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Northumberland  (Mr.  Mitchell),  with  reference  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  to  which  these  roads  will  be 
tributary.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  member  for  North¬ 
umberland  one  question — L  do  not  know  whether  he  will 
answer  me  or  not.  He  stated  that  the  second  syndicate 
that  offered  to  build  this  road  was  a  bogus  syndicate,  and  he 
justified  that  expression  when  he  rose  to  make  his  speech, 
by  declaring  that  he  knew  a  good  deal  about  this  thing;  he 
gave  us  to  understand  that  he  was  sufficiently  in  the  secrets 
of  the  gentlemen  who  comprised  that  second  syndicate  to 
know  that  he  was  warranted  in  his  expression  that  it  was 
a  bogus  syndicate.  Well,  now,  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  gentleman  was  sufficiently  in  the  confidence  of  the 
gentlemen  who  composed  that  company  to  bo  able  to  say  it 
was  a  bogus  syndicate.  But  whether  he  was  or  not,  hon. 
gentlemen  in  this  House  will  not  doubt  that  if  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  is  not  deep  in  the  confidence  of  the  second  syndicate,  he,  at 
any  rate,  ought  to  be  deep  in  the  confidence  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Syndicate,  from  the  manner  in  which  he 
defends  them  on  the  floor  of  this  House  ;  and  if  he  is  deep 
in  their  confidence  it  would  interest  this  House  and  this 
country  if  he  would  explain  to  us  how  it  was  that  the 
Government  of  this  country  were  made  to  give  the  bargain 
they  did  to  the  present  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
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Company.  That  is  something  this  country  would  like  to 
know-— what  secret  power  they  had  over  the  Government, 
that  compelled  them  to  their  terms,  what  power  they  have 
over  them  now  that  makes  them,  when  the  company  come 
a  second  time  to  demand  aid — what  power  they  have  over 
them  that  has  compelled  them  to  give  notice,  the  third  time 
asking  that  their  demand  is  to  be  agreed  to.  The  hon. 
gentleman  could  interest  the  country  if  he  would  let  us  into 
that  secrect,  and  if  he  would  give  us  to  understand  how  it 
is  that  when  this  Government,  a  few  months  before,  asked 
Parliament  to  sanction  a  scheme  whereby  they  would 
build  all  the  roads  that  wore  to  be  built  by  this  syndicate, 
and  do  it  for  $48,500,000.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  aware  of 
that.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  about  eight  months 
before  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  in  the  name  of  the  Queen,  signed 
the  contract  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company, 
that  same  Sir  Charles  Tupper  rose  in  his  place  in  the  House, 
as  Minister  of  Railways,  and  asked  Parliament  to  sanction 
a  scheme  for  the  country  to  build  that  road  as  a  Govern¬ 
ment  work,  and  gave  to  us  the  estimate  of  the  cost  of  the 
construction  of  a  portion  of  the  work  the  syndicate  were 
bound  to  do  as  $13,000,000  for  the  1,000  miles  from  Selkirk 
to  Jasper,  $15,500,000  for  the  portion  from  Jasper  to  Kam¬ 
loops,  and  $20,000,000  for  the  portion  from  Selkirk  to  Lake 
Nipissing— $48,500,000,  the  Minister  of  Railways  told  us, 
he  could  build  these  portions  of  the  road  for,  and  yet  we 
have  been  told  how  that  same  Minister,  who,  eight  months 
before,  had  stated  that  for  $48,500,000  we  could  build  the 
portions  of  the  work  they  were  to  build,  entered  into  a 
contract  whereby  the  country  gave  to  the  company 
$25,000,000  in  cash,  25,000,000  acres  of  land,  agreed  to  finish 
406  miles  of  road  through  a  Rocky  Mountain  region,  and 
that  when  built  and  handed  over,  it  should  be  handed  over 
to  the  company  for  ever.  How  the  Government  agreed 
further  to  build  90  miles,  from  Yale  to  Kamloops,  the 
expense  to  be  paid  out  of  the  public  coffers,  and 
when  so  built  and  paid  for,  to  hand  the  work  over 
as  a  free  gift  to  the  company.  How  they  agreed, 
furthor,  to  build  125  miles,  from  Yale  to  Port  Mood}r, 
to  cost  millions  and  millions  more,  to  bo  paid 
out  of  the  public  treasury,  and  when  built  and  completed,  to 
be  handed  over  for  nothing  to  that  company,  to  he  theirs 
forever.  How,  in  addition,  the  Government  gave  the  com¬ 
pany  all  those  immunities  and  privileges  they  enjoy.  How 
it  was  they  placed  on  the  Statute  Book  of  Canada  a  clause 
which  I  venture  to  say  has  never  before  been  found  on  a 
Statute  Book  of  a  free  country,  that  the  whole  immense 
country  lying  in  the  North-West,  the  great  heritage  of  the 
people  of  Canada,  should  be  locked  up  and  sealed  for  the 
use  and  benefit  of  that  company  for  twenty  years  from  the 
date  of  the  contract.  How,  in  addition,  the  company  are 
exempted  from  taxation  on  their  lands  so  long  as  they  hold 
them,  and  are  exempted,  as  regards  the  road  bed  and  rolling 
stock,  for  all  time,  and  have  privileges  and  immunities 
which  time  would  fail  me  to  describe.  The  people  would 
like  to  know  what  power  the  syndicate  had  over  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  cause  them  to  say  that  although  they  believed 
those  portions  of  the  road  could  be  built  for  $48,500,000 
they  gave  them  the  contract,  the  details  of  which  I  have 
indicated,  signed; 

Mr.  DESJARDINS.  I  should  like  to  know  what  is  the 
question  before  the  House  at  the  present  time,  and  whether 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  are  in  order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  think  the  discussion  on  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  contract  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Might  I  ask  you,  in  common  fairness, 
to  say  that  if  I  have  been  out  of  order  I  have  only  been  out 
of  order  in  replying  to  arguments  offered  by  the  other  side. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  This  discussion  has  been  going  on  for 
some  time.  It  was  a  great  pity  it  was  started  at  all, 

Mr.  Paterson  (Brant). 


Mr.  PATERSON.  I  thought  I  was  not  to  blame  for  that. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  There  will  be  another  opportunity. 

Mr.  BO  WELL,  It  is  a  pity  you  were  stopped  in  your 
insinuations.  It  would  be  much  better  for  you  to  make 
what  charges  you  have  to  make  against  the  Administration 
in  a  bold  and  manly  way,  and  not  make  insinuations  which 
I  do  not  think  you  dare  state. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  call  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  to  order.  The  hon.  gentleman  for  Brant  has  made  no 
insinuations.  If  any  hon.  member  could  speak  plainly  and 
boldly,  that  hon.  gentleman  has  done  so. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  do  not  know  what  the  Minister 
means  by  insinuations.  What  does  he  mean  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Address  the  Chair. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  He  has  no  right  to  make  any  such 
charge.  I  do  not  propose  to  submit  to  anything  of  the 
kind  from  any  Minister.  He  may  be  a  Minister  to-day  and 
not  a  Minister  to-morrow.  Governments  composed  of 
stronger  material  have  been  ejected  from  office  by  the  voice 
of  the  people,  and  the  same  thing  may  happen  again.  The 
hon.  gentleman  must  not  attempt  anything  in  the  way  of 
insult.  That  will  not  do. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  consider  it  an  insult.  The  answer 
will  be  given  to  him  at  another  time.  I  cannot,  I  suppose, 
go  on  to  speak  with  reference  to  what  is  termed  the  mono¬ 
poly  clause  in  that  agreement. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Discussion  on  the  terms  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  charter  is  not  strictly  in  order. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  thought  that,  probably,  a  reply 
would  be  allowed,  and  that  I  might  allude  to  the  matter  as 
involved  in  a  proposition  to  subsidise  railways  that  will  be 
feeders  to  the  road  that  has  absolute  control  of  the  outlet  of 
the  country. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  The  discussion  commenced  and  pro¬ 
ceeded  for  some  time.  My  attention  has  now  been  called 
to  it,  and  it  is  my  duty  to  enforco  the  regulations  and 
orders  of  the  House.  I  cannot  allow  the  discussion  to  go 
on.  It  is  not  a  question  of  my  permission.  My  attention 
having  been  called  to  it  by  a  member,  I  have  to  enforce  tho 
rules. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  should  like  the  hon.  gentleman  to  go  on  to 
the  full  extent. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Not  on  this  question. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  recognise,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  you 
have  a  duty  to  discharge  to  the  House.  I  was  simply  going 
on  to  deal  with  one  point.  There  will  be  another  opportu¬ 
nity  to  do  so,  of  which  I  shall  avail  myself.  My  justifica¬ 
tion  for  trespassing  on  the  rules  of  order  is  found  in  the  fact 
that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  had  travelled  outside  the 
record,  and  in  answering  them  I  was  led  to  speak  as  I  have 
done. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  I  rise  to  a  personal  explanation.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to  myself  in  connection  with 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  as  its  defender  on  the  floor  of 
this  House.  I  am  not  the  defender  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway ;  I  never  have  been  the  defender  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  except  so  far  as  I  felt  that  justice  demanded. 
I  have  supported  and  defended  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  when  I  felt  it  was  unjustly  assailed,  and  because  I 
believe  the  company  are  entitled  to  the  confidence  of  the 
country  and  are  doing  well  the  work  they  have  undertaken. 
I  have  also  been  asked  to  give  some  information  as  to  how 
the  company  did  this  and  obtained  the  other  from  tho 
Government.  I,  like  the  hon.  gentleman,  am  not  in  the 
j  confidence  of  the  Government,  and  therefore  it  is  out  of  my 
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power  to  offer  any  opinion.  If  I  was  to  give  my  opinion,  I 
would  say  that  the  Government  made  concessions  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  Company  because  they  believed 
they  were  men  of  trust,  wealth,  ability,  enterprise  and  zeal, 
and  men  who  have  the  truo  interests  of  the  country  at 
heart,  and  they  gave  them  such  concessions  as  they  thought 
necessary  to  enable  the  company  to  carry  out  the  work 
they  had  undertaken. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  resolved  itself  into  Com¬ 
mittee  . 

(In  the  Committee). 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  general  discussion  having  now  closed, 
and  it  having  continued  longer  than  I  had  expected,  I  may 
say  there  are  a  large  number  of  papers  to  be  discussed  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  location.  We  have  not  yet  dealt  with  a 
single  application  in  detail,  and  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  propose  to  proceed  with  the  committee. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  that  the  committee 
rise  and  report  progress. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

GOVERNMENT  LOAN. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved : 

That  thejlouse  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  consider 
a  certain  proposed  Resolution  to  authorize  the  raising  by  way  of  loan  of 
such  sum  or  sums  of  money,  as  may  be  required  for  the  purpose  of  pay¬ 
ing  the  floating  indebtedness  of  the  Dominion  and  for  the  carrying  on  of 
the  Public  Works  authorised  by  the  Parliament  of  Canada . 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Would  the  Minister 
of  Customs  state,  in  a  general  way,  why  ho  requires  this 
resolution,  and  in  particular  is  it  required  on  tho  score  of 
the  arrangement  which  is  now  being,  or  has  beon  lately 
carried  out  in  London,  with  respect  to  the  exchange  of 
four  for  five  per  cents. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  that. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Last  year,  as  the 
Minister  of  Customs  knows,  the  sum  of  $22,084,000  was 
authorised  to  be  borrowed  by  chap.  2  of  last  year’s  statutes. 
Then,  in  addition  to  that  sum,  $25,000,000,  in  round  num¬ 
bers,  was  authorised  to  be  borrowed,  about  $20,000,000  of 
which  appear  to  have  been  aj>plicable  to  the  new  loan,  so  far 
as  I  understand  the  terms  of  the  statute.  That  would  make 
in  all  $42,000,000,  or  a  little  over?  which  we  were  authorised 
to  borrow.  This  $30,000,000  would  make  $12,000,000  in  all, 
if  I  am  correct.  And  there  were  $25,000,000  borrowed  last 
June,  I  think,  or  July,  so  that  there  would  romain  appa¬ 
rently  the  sum  of  about  $47,000,000,  if  this  resolution  passes. 
I  desire  to  know  if  that  is  the  exact  position  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  according  to  the  figures  given  me.  By 
the  statement  placed  in  my  hands,  the  qrresent  loan  is  to  cover 
the  following  expenditures,  or  those  which  are  likely  to  take 
place  in  a  short  time  :  loan  and  balance  of  land  subsidy  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  $10,776,882;  on  capital  expen¬ 
diture  as  provided  by  the  Estimates  for  1884-85  and  1885- 
86,  $10,579,663;  railway  subsidies  under  46  Vic.,  chaq>.  25, 
and  47  Vic.,  chap.  8,  $8,870,805  ;  subsidy  to  the  Montreal, 
St.  John  and  Halifax  railway,  $170,000  for  15  years,  making 
$2,550,000  ;  ditto  from  Oxford  Station  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  to  Louisburgh,  for  20  years,  in  all  $150,000 ;  estim¬ 
ated  expenditure  on  North-West  arising  out  of  the  present 
difficulties  and  losses  which  have  occurred,  and  which  no 
doubt  to  a  very  large  extent  will  have  to  be  paid,  about 
$4,000,000.  Of  course  that  is  only  an  approximate  sum. 
We  hope  it  may  be  less,  but  from  tho  expenses  which  have 
occurred,  it  is  to  be  feared  that  it  may  be  at  least  that  sum, 
if  not  more.  That  makes  $36,370,545,  less  the  unborrowed 
sums  under  the  Statute,  of  $4,895,182,  leaving  a  balance  of 
$31,962,168.  The  hon.  gentleman,  as  I  understood,  made 
the  amount  about  $47,000,000,  including  the  present  loan 
of  $30,000,000. 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  No ;  I  made  the  sum 
total  that  you  had  authority  to  borrow,  including  these 
$30,000,000,  apparently  $72,000,000  altogether. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  $25,000,000 
had  been  borrowed,  which  would  make  about  $47,000,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  you  get  this  grant 
which  so  far  as  I  can  make  out  from  chap.  8,  you  will  have 
power  to  borrow.  The  point  to  which  I  want  to  direct 
attention  is  this,  that  you  had  the  right,  as  the  hon.  gentle- 
man  will  see,  under  that  statute,  to  borrow  $22,000,000  under 
the  ordinary  Supply  Bill.  Thon  there  was  a  special  Act 
authorising  the  raising  of  five  millions  sterling,  of  which 
apparently  three  millions  were  for  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  service,  and  $2,000,000  for  redemption  of  loans,  of 
which  it  is  stated  about  $1,000,000  was  redeemed,  and  you 
are  authorised  to  borrow  money  to  replace  that.  That  made 
available  for  this  year’s  service,  about  $20,000,000  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  $22,000,000.  Of  that  $42,000,000,  $25,000,000 
were  borrowed  by  Sir  Leoriard  Tilley,  last  June,  leaving 
$17,000,000  apparently  available.  Now,  you  propose  to 
take  $30,000,000  more,  making  $47,000,000. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  not  looked  at  that  statute.  Will 
the  hon.  gentleman  say  whether  a  portion  of  that  sum  was  not 
power  taken,  in  case  of  having  to  redeem  those  securities 
instead  of  converting  and  extending  them. 

Sir  RICKARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  phrase  is  as 
follows 

“  For  the  small  loans  maturing  from  time  to  time,  within  the  ten 
years  following  the  ;st  day  of  January  1882,  and  which  approximate  the 
sum  of  £2, 000, 000  sterling,  !he  Government  should  have  the  right  to 
redeem  the  same  by  one  issue  of  that  amount  within  three  years  from  the 
date  last  mentioned ;  and  whereas  some  of  the  said  small  loans  have 
been  since  redeemed,  out  ot  moneya  forming  part  of  tho  Consolidated 
Revenue  of  Canada.” 

You  are  allowed  to  re-borrow  it  again.  In  all,  so  far  as  I 
can  ascertain,  you  had  the  right  to  borrow  £64,000,000 
sterling.  The  point  I  desire  to  ascertain  is,  whether  I  am 
correct  in  supposing  that  with  this  $30,000,000  you  have 
tho  right  to  borrow  in  all  $47,000,000. 

Mr  BOWELL  :  Not  as  I  understand  it.  Tho  figuros 
placed  in  my  hands  indicate  that  we  havo  under  former  loan 
Bill  the  power  to  borrow  $4, T  85,000,  which  in  addition  to 
the  $30,000,000,  would  make  it  in  round  numbers  about 
$35,000,000.  1  asked  tho  Department  specially  to  inform 
me  of  the  amount  available  under  the  former  loan. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  it  give  the  reference  to  the  Statute  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No  ;  it  simply  says,  less  the  amounts 
unborrowed.  If  hon.  gentlemen  desire  that  information 
before  the  Bill  is  finally  passed,  if  they  allow  the  resolution 
to  pass,  I  will  introduce  it,  and  will  look  closely  into 
tho  matter  and  give  the  House  all  the  information  I  can 
obtain. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  think  tho  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  find  that  I  am  correct.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that 
the  sum  of  $47,0OO,UOO,  looking  at  the  very  large  amount  of 
our  engagements,  will  be  more  than  wo  shall  require,  but  it 
will  be  as  well  to  ascertain  exactly  what  our  position  is. 
Tho  hon.  gentleman  says  nothing  about  floating  debt  in 
this  memorandum  ;  but  I  suppose  this  sum  of  $36,000,000 
includes  the  floating  debt. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Thero  is  no  doubt  that  a  number  of  the 
items  to  which  I  have  referred  would  be  covered  by  the 
floating  debt. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Does  the  $10,000,000 
which  forms  the  hon.  gentleman’s  first  item  include  the 
$5,000,000  proqrosed  to  be  granted  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway. 
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Mr.  BO  WELL.  Yes. 

Sir  BICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  And  the  $10,579,000 
which  formed  his  second  item,  if  I  recollect  aright,  included 
the  subsidies  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the  sums 
to  be  paid  on  account  of  public  works  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Principally,  to  be  charged  to  capital,  in 
the  Estimates  both  of  last  year  and  the  year  to  come. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Do  I  understand  that 
this  sum  of  $8,770,000  represents  the  various  liabilities  for 
railway  subsidies  of  a  minor  character. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes.  Under  46  Yict.,  chap.  25,  there 
are  $2,138,000  and  $456,000,  and  under  47  Yict,  chap.  9 
there  are  $6,175,600,  making  a  total  of  $8,770,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  wanted  to  know  that, 
because  in  the  report  of  the  Department  of  Finance  i  observe 
that  these  railway  liabilities  are  put  down  at  $6,176,400, 
not  including  $170,000  and  $30,000  per  annum  guaranteed 
for  fifteen  years,  and  there  appeared  to  be  a  discrepancy 
between  this  statement  and  that  of  tho  hon.  gentleman. 
This  $8,770,000  includes  extra  railway  grants  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes,  but  it  does  not  include  the  $2,250,000 
to  the  Halifax  and  St.  John  Short  Lino  Road.  I  find  the 
item  under  47  Yict.,  chap.  8,  very  nearly  corresponds  with 
the  figures  the  hon.  gentleman  has  given.  The  $2,000,000 
and  the  half  million  are  under  another  statement,  and  may 
probably  not  be  referred  to  in  that  statement. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  $170,000  and  tho 
$30,000  per  annum  given  for  tho  construction  of  tho  line  of 
railway  to  St.  John  and  Halifax,  and  the  lino  from  Oxford 
Station  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to  Sydney  or  Louis- 
burg — those,  I  presume,  would  cover  the  two  other  items 
to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  referred.  What  are  those  two 
other  items  for  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  They  are  provided  for  under  46  Yict., 
chap.  25. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Any  way  wo  under 
stand  according  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement,  that 
about  $36,370,000  is  the  total  sum  that  will  require  to  be 
provided  for. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes,  $36,857,000,  deducting  the 
$4,800,000  which  we  have  authority  to  borrow. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Even  thon  you  will 
come  a  little  short. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes,  we  shall  come  short  some  $2,000,000, 
but  $30,000,000  is  all  the  Finance  Minister  in  his  cable  from 
London  said  he  would  require.  It  may  be  possible  that 
some  of  the  subsidies  given  under  the  Acts  to  which  I  have 
referred,  to  railways,  will  not  have  to  be  paid. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  unable  to  apprehend  what  the  pro¬ 
position  is  really  before  us  from  the  explanations  of  the 
Minister  of  Customs.  The  Minister  has  given  items  amount¬ 
ing  in  all  to  $36,370,000,  as  the  amount  required,  and  he 
points  out  that  ho  has  authority  to  borrow  nearly  $5,000,000, 
making  in  round  numbers  $3^,000,000,  that  is  wanted.  Of 
those  various  items,  as  well  as  I  could  understand  his  ex¬ 
planations,  almost  everything  is  yet  to  pay.  The  $11,766,000 
lor  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  ho  says,  includes  $5,000,000 
of  the  new  loan  covered  by  the  resolution  on  the  table.  The 
$5,766,000  which  is  the  balance  of  that  first  item,  is  that 
money  already  paid  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  or  tho 
balance  still  due  on  the  operations  of  last  year? 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 
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Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  the  balance  that  will  have  to  be 
paid. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  first  item  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  given,  the  ten  and  three  quarter  millions  is  composed 
entirely  of  sums  that  have  yet  to  be  paid. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Hot  necessarily.  It  may  be  possible 
some  of  these  have  already  been  advanced  out  of  the  tem¬ 
porary  loan,  and  will  have  to  be  recouped. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  hardly  think  so,  because  we  have  yet 
the  sum  of  $5,000,000,  for  which  there  has  been  no  authority 
at  all,  to  advance  yet,  and  the  five  and  three  quarter  millions 
as  the  amount  remaining  due  to  theCanadian  Pacific  Railway 
on  the  subsidy  and  loan  account,  but  not  yet  earned,  so  that 
it  cannot  have  been  paid.  Therefore  I  get  the  ten  and  three 
quarter  millions  as  sums  which  have  to  be  paid.  There  is 
$10,579,000  for  capital  expenditure  the  hon.  gentleman 
states  of  various  kinds.  Is  that  on  Public  Works  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  capital  expenditure  for  1885-6,  as 
per  Estimates,  $4,237,400  ;  in  the  Supply  Bill  and  Estimates 
$600,000  ;  1884-5,  to  the  end  of  the  year,  the  Estimates  are 
$13,079,000,  the  expenditure  of  which  however  has  been 
$12,000,000,  leaving  $183,526  to  provide  for;  1884-5,  as  per 
Supply  Bill,  estimated  at  $5,558,737  which  makes  up  the 
$10,579,663. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  These  are  sums  which  are  all  yet  to  pay. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  think  a  portion  of  them  have  been  paid 
out  of  the  temporary  loan  which  has  been  made ;  otherwise 
this  statement  would  have  said,  to  pay  out  of  temporary 
loans  which  have  been  made. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  the  committee,  in  an  important 
proposal  of  this  kind,  ought  to  have  much  fuller  information 
than  the  officers  of  the  Department  have  supplied  the  hon. 
gentleman  with.  Of  course,  we  realise  he  is  only  acting 
temporarily  in  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  an  office  to 
which  he  does  not  belong,  and  ho  is  not  expected  to  be  so 
familiar  with  those  things  as  the  Minister  who  is  absent,  but 
we  ought  to  have  more  ihan  the  hon.  gentleman  is  able  to 
give  us  before  being  asked  to  take  this  step.  A  very  large 
proportion  of  this  second  item,  $10,879,000,  and  of  the  third 
item,  the  subsidies  to  railways,  is  altogether  yet  to  pay. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Some  has  already  been  paid. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  amount  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  know  portions  have  been  paid  on  appro¬ 
priations  for  railways.  They  have  passed  the  Council  and 
have  been  paid,  no  doubt,  out  of  the  temporary  loan. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes,  there  is  the  railway  of  the  Minister  of 
Railways,  $160,000,  and  that  between  Napanee  and  Tam- 
worth. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Whose  railway  is  that  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  What  they  ordinarily  call  the  Pope  Line. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Not  the  Napanee  and  Tamworth. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  said  “  and  the  Napanee  and  Tamworth.” 
I  do  not  recollect  any  others.  We  ought  to  know  how  that 
stands.  As  far  as  I  can  remember  from  the  Railway  Subsidy 
account,  there  has  not  been  much  earned  and  consequently 
not  much  paid.  Then  you  come  to  the  capitalisation  of  the 
$170, 0U0  a  year  and  $30,000  a  year,  which  are  estimated 
together  capitalised  to  $2,700,000.  It  seems  a  curious  kind 
of  husbandry  to  propose  to  advance  this  amount  for  the 
payment  of  a  subsidy  which  is  going  to  run  over  fifteen 
years.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  rhyme  or  reason  in 
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suggesting  that  we  ought  to  borrow  the  gross  sum  which 
is  to  run  over  these  fifteen  years.  Surely  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  cannot  intend  to  borrow  a  gross  sum  that  he  is  going 
to  pay  by  fifteen  annual  instalments.  It  would  be  very  bad 
economy  to  borrow  this  money,  and  put  it  by  to  pay  annual 
instalments  for  fifteen  years,  and  therefore,  I  cannot  see 
there  is  any  justification  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  proposal  so 
far.  As  to  the  North  West  account,  the  bulk  of  the  four 
millions  is  yet  to  pay ;  in  fact  all  of  it  ought  to 
be  yet  to  pay,  for  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  yet 
brought  down  the  special  Bill  we  were  told  would  bo 
brought  down  to  warrant  the  payment  of  the  money.  We 
ought  to  ascertain  exactly  what  proportions  of  these  items 
of  $36,370,000  are  really  yet  to  pay,  and  what  proportion 
has  been  paid  out  of  the  temporary  loan.  We  know  the 
temporary  loans  are  very  large,  fifteen  millions  at  least,  and 
if  $15,000,000  temporary  loans  require  to  be  met,  and  if,  in 
addition,  the  House  really  requires  to  provide  for  $36,000,000 
it  is  obvious,  as  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  has  said,  that  $47,000,000  in  all  is  the  amount 
that  requires  to  be  provided  for.  If  the  great  bulk  of 
$36,000,000  is  yet  to  pay,  say  $33,000,000  or  $32,000,000, 
that  with  the  $15,000,000  floating  debt  yet  to  be  met  makes 
$47,000,000  to  meet,  and  the  House  proposes  to  provide  for 
$47,000,000  with  a  loan  of  $30,000,000  and  the  unexhausted 
portion  of  the  $4,785,000;  or  he  will  be  short  $11,500,000. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  is  an  accurate  statement ;  I  do 
not  suppose  it  is,  because  the  cablegram  of  the  Financo 
Minister  would  seem  to  show  a  different  state  of  things.  If 
ho  would  strike  out  that  $2,250,000  and  tho  $450,000  as  wo 
should,  if  we  are  reduced  to  that  degree  of  penury  that  we 
cannot  pay  $30,000  a  year  out  of  our  current  expenses,  tho 
most  he  will  want  to  borrow  this  year  will  be  the  first  year’s 
payment.  He  will  not  want  to  borrow  for  the  payments  of 
the  years  going  on,  the  second,  third,  and  fourth,  and  so  on 
to  the  15  years,  and  I  think  therefore  we  may  fairly  state 
an  account  a  little  more  favorably  as  to  the  immediate 
pressing  necessities  of  the  Dominion  than  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  stated.  It  seems  to  me  a  very  largo  transaction,  upon 
which  tho  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  have  received  from  tho 
officers  of  the  Department  he  is  administering  fuller  and 
more  detailed  information  before  wo  were  asked  to  go  into 
committee  upon  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  observe  from 
the  statement  I  have  made  that  they  are  not  borrowing 
within  some  $2,000,000  of  the  total  sum  X  have  given  him. 
Supposing  you  deduct  that,  it  would  leave  the  $30,000,000, 
and,  with  tho  sum  unborrowed,  about  $5,000,000,  about 
$35,000,000.  The  total  sum,  as  I  have  already  stated,  is 
$1,962,000  more  than  we  proposed  to  borrow,  and,  if  tho 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  were  carried  out  to  striko 
off  the  two  items,  it  would  be  taking  off  about  threo  quarters 
of  a  million. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  how  much 
there  is  yet  to  explain. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  see  that.  I  will  endeavor  to  obtain 
the  information  for  the  hon.  gentleman  before  the  Bill  comes 
tjO  the  second  reading. 

Sir  BICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  will  mention  how  it 
appears  to  me  we  stand,  and  this  may  perhaps  assist  the 
hon.  gentleman  a  little  in  the  investigation  he  is  making. 
As  I  understand  our  position,  it  is  somewhat  thus : — we  owe 
to-day  $15,000,000  of  floating  debt.  We  propose  to  advance 
$5,000,000  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  Wo  owe  for 
subsidies  and  balance  of  loan  about,  $6,000,000.  Then  the 
hon.  gentleman  wants  $8,770,000  for  these  railway  matters, 
and  he  estimates  about$4,000,000  for  the  North-West, making 
in  all  a  sum  of  about  $38,770,000,  that  we  require  to  borrow 
in  order  to  make  us  clear,  without  adding  anything  for 
contingencies  of  any  sort.  I  have  not  included  in  that  the 


$2,000,000  or  the  $450,000  which  represent  the  two  annui¬ 
ties,  so  to  speak,  of  $170,000  and  $30,000.  If  I  included  the 
two  millions  and  a  half,  it  would  run  it  up  to  forty-one 
millions  and  a  quarter. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  leaves,  deducting  the  $5,000,000 
they  have  now  the  right  to  borrow,  $33,000,000. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  $33,770,000,  not  includ¬ 
ing  tho  $5,000,000  tho  Government  propose  to  grant  to  tho 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  not  including  the  two  and  a 
quarter  millions  and  the  $450,000.  I  think  that  represents 
tho  minimum  amount  we  want  to  borrow,  and,  if  that  be 
the  case,  I  presume  that  the  Finance  Minister  proposes  to 
borrow  $30,000,000,  and  to  renew  a  part  of  tho  floating 
debt.  It  would  be  as  well,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  can  obtain 
the  information,  that  ho  should  be  in  a  position  to  state  to 
us  at  the  next  stage  if  I  am  correct  in  that  supposition.  Of 
course,  it  is  true  that  a  portion  of  that  is  not  immediately 
due.  I  do  not  know,  and  1  would  like  to  know,  how  much 
of  tho  $8,770,000  he  expects  to  be  called  upon  to  pay. 

M.  BOWELL.  I  will  try  to  ascertain  that. 

Mr.  MILLS’  It  seems  to  mo  that,  on  a  matter  of  so  much 
consequence,  tho  Houso  is  entitled  to  this  information  before 
taking  any  step  at  all.  Here  is  an  important  matter,  refer¬ 
ring  to  the  public  expenses  of  the  country.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  comes  down  with  a  proposition  to  authorise  a  loan 
which  the  Minister  of  Financo  is  about  to  float  in  England. 
We  have  a  large  floating  debt  and  a  large  amount  maturing. 
What  the  amount  of  our  liabilities  is,  what  amount  tho 
Government  require,  and  what  amount  the  Government  are 
now  authorised  to  obtain,  no  Minister  is  able  to  state.  It 
does  go  a  long  way  towards  converting  parliamentary  pro¬ 
ceedings  into  a  farce  to  comedown  without  any  information, 
and  ask  the  Houso  to  vote  without  any  information  at  all. 
I  am  not  finding  fault  with  tho  Minister  of  Customs  for  not 
being  familiar  with  the  Department  of  Finance,  but  1 
say  that  the  Houso  of  Commons,  the  representatives  of 
the  people  of  this  country,  the  guardians  of  tho  pecu¬ 
niary  interests  of  tho  peoplo  of  this  country,  so  far  as  their 
public  liabilities  are  concerned,  would  bo  very  dorolict 
in  their  duty  if  they  took  tho  first  step  in  this  matter 
without  the  information  which  no  Minister  is  in  a  position  to 
give  at  this  moment.  Tho  Government  ought  not  to  press 
upon  the  House  tho  consideration  of  a  proposition  which 
they  are  not  in  a  position  to  consider,  because  the  Govern¬ 
ment  are  not  in  a  position  to  give  the  information  to  which 
Parliament  is  entitled.  It  has  a  tendency  to  lower  this 
House  in  the  estimation  of  the  public.  What  will  the  peoplo 
think  of  a  House  of  Commons  which  is  prepared  to  support 
a  proposition  the  merits  of  which  they  know  nothing  about, 
and  which  the  members  of  the  Government  present  are 
unable  to  explain  to  tho  House?  That  is  a  humiliation  to 
which  the  House  ought  not  to  be  subjected,  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  ought  not  to  press  this  matter  upon  the  attention  of 
the  House  until  they  are  prepared  to  give  to  the  House  tho 
information  which  the  House,  as  the  trustees  of  tho  country, 
ought  to  have  from  them. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  resolved  itself  it  Com¬ 
mittee. 

(In  tho  Committee.) 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  would  like  to  know  from  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  what  proportion  of  this  whole  amount  is  intended  to 
be  devoted  to  the  payment  of  tho  floating  debt  of  the 
Dominion  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  already  stated  that  I  have  no 
memorandum  as  to  that,  and  I  have  informed  the  House  that 
I  was  under  the  impression  that  some  of  the  sums  included  in 
this  have  already  been  paid  out  of  the  floating  debt.  I  have 
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also  stated  that  before  the  nest  stage  is  taken  I  will  endea¬ 
vor  to  find  out  all  the  information, 

Mr.  BLAKE,  It  does  seem  to  me  that  the  House  ought  to 
be  informed  before  it  is  asked  to  pass  the  resolution  at  this 
stage.  The  Minister  himself  acknowledges  that.  They  are 
cardinal  points.  The  resolution  proposes  a  loan  of  no  less 
than  $30,000,000,  a  portion  of  which  is  to  pay  off  the  floating 
debt  of  the  Dominion,  and  provide  for  certain  other  large 
expected  expenses,  some  of  which  aro  already  authorised  by 
Parliament.  It  is,  under  the  circumstances,  putting  the 
cart  a  little  before  the  horse  to  ask  Parliament  to-night  to 
give  authority  to  boriow  $5,000,000  to  loan  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company.  We  have  lying  on  the  table 
for  six  weeks  past  resolutions  to  authorise  the  loan  of 
that  amount  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company, 
and  wo  are  now  asked  to  take  the  first  step  towards 
making  that  loan  on  this  general  stage.  What  seems 
to  me  material  is  that  in  this  initiatory  step  of  a  trans¬ 
action  of  such  great  magnitude,  the  House  ought  to  get 
that  information  without  which  this  committee  stage  is  a 
perfect  farce.  What  do  we  go  into  committee  for  ?  In 
order  to  obtain  this  information  with  that  freedom  of  discus¬ 
sion  which  belongs  to  the  committee  stage,  and  having  got 
this  information  at  the  first  stage,  and  to  be  able  to  study 
the  question  and  deal  with  it  intelligently  at  the  subsequent 
stages.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  at  a  subsequent  stage 
he  will  tell  us  all  about  it.  But  then  we  miss  the 
opportunities  to  which  I  have  referred.  Extra  stages  are 
given  in  matters  of  this  kind  because  it  is  felt  the  public 
interest  requires  there  thould  be  these  extra  stages,  but 
theso  extra  stages  aro  perfectly  useless  if  they  are  to  bo 
made  mere  formal  stages,  if  the  information  intended  to  be 
given  to  them  is  postponed  to  a  subsequent  period.  We 
had  better  alter  our  rule  and  not  have  an  extra  stage  if  we 
are  not  to  have  the  benefit  of  it.  The  hon.  gentleman  ought 
to  have  given  in  the  first  place  precisely  the  amount  that  it 
is  intended  to  fund  out  of  the  floating  debt  of  the 
Dominion.  My  hon.  friend  from  South  Huron  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  has  suggested  it  must  bo  intended, 
as  well  as  he  can  make  out,  to  keep  a  portion  of  the 
present  floating  debt  of  the  Dominion  unfunded,  to  keep 
it  in  the  shape  of  a  floating  debt.  Well,  we  ought  to  know 
that.  Is  the  whole  amount  of  floating  debt  to  be  funded  now 
or  not?  Then  having  learnt  what  amount  of  the  floating 
debt  is  to  be  funded,  we  would  very  much  like  to  know  the 
rest  of  the  transaction.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  given  us 
an  aggregate  of  $36, 310, 000.  With  the  exception  of  the  first 
item  and  the  fourth  item,  we  are  unable  to  tell  how  much 
represents  floating  debt  and  how  much  represents  obligations 
yet  to  bo  incurred.  It  is  important  to  know  what  the 
character  of  the  obligations  is,  because  it  is  clear  with  re¬ 
ference  to  $2,100,000  that  there  is  no  necessity  to  borrow 
at  this  time  the  bulk  of  that  amount.  I  think  it  is  equally 
clear  that  there  is  no  present  necessity  to  borrow  for  a  con¬ 
siderable  portion  of  the  railway  subsidies.  I  think  that 
within  the  list  of  railway  subsidies  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  is  proposing  to  borrow  for — if  he  intends  to  borrow  for 
these  railway  subsidies — there  are  several  of  thorn  which  I 
fancy  will  lapse,  several  which  will  not  be  earned  for  a  con¬ 
siderable  time,  and  it  becomes  a  question  of  policy  whether 
Parliament  should  now  grant  authority  to  borrow  for 
amounts  which  may  never  become  duo,  and  which  if  they 
do  become  due  will  become  due  probably  at  a  very 
distant  date.  Then  there  is  the  question  of  policy  with 
reference  to  borrowing  for  the  war  expenses  in  the  North- 
West.  The  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  state  his  view  on  that 
subject.  If  the  view  of  the  Government  is  that  the  war 
expenses  is  to  be  made  by  permanent  loan,  let  us  understand 
that.  Wo  know  an  effort  i3  to  be  made  to  meet  that  by 
some  other  way  than  by  imposing  a  permanent  debt  upon  i 
the  country.  All  these  things  are  to  be  considered.  Then  1 1 
Mr.  Bowell. 


would  like  the  hon.  gentleman,  on  this  stage  as  well,  to  state 
why  it  is  proposed  to  borrow  at  this  time  at  4  per  cent.,  the 
Finance  Minister  having  made  a  little  while  ago  a  loan  at 
oit  ?  Why  revert'to  the  4  per  cent.  ?  And  also  will  he  inform 
us  whether,  from  his  advices  from  the  Finance  Minister, 
what  is  the  prospectus  or  other  preliminary  arrangements 
for  the  loan  and  any  other  information  about  that  loan — of 
course  I  do  not  mean  confidential  information  that  would 
affect  the  loan  itself — but  any  information  which  consis¬ 
tently  with  the  public  interest  he  may  give  us  ?  These  are 
things  we  ought  to  have  in  committee  in  order  that  we  may 
intelligently  discuss  the  proposal,  and  I  think  it  is  hardly 
satisfactory  to  be  told  that  at  a  subsequent  stage  we  shall 
have  that  information  which  we  ought  to  have  now. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  The  hon.  gentleman  lays 
down  very  correctly  the  general  rule  that  in  matters  of  this 
kind  when  wo  go  into  committee  it  is  for  tho  purpose  of 
having  full  discussion.  Still,  under  the  special  circum¬ 
stances  of  tho  case,  and  as  the  Finance  Minister  requests 
very  strongly  that  this  matter  should  be  expedited  in  the 
interest  of  the  loan,  I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will  consent 
to  this  stage  under  the  understanding  that  before  another 
stage  is  takon,  my  hon.  friend  will  givo  full  information. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  agree  that  at 
concurrence  there  shall  be  the  same  freedom  of  discussion  as 
in  committee,  well  and  good. 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  Certainly. 

M.  BLAKE.  This  practice  is  getting  a  little  too  common. 
When  we  get  that  information  from  the  hon.  gentleman 
wo  shall  havo  to  deal  with  it  on  the  spur  of  the  momont, 
without  that  opportunity  of  testing  it- —I  mean  ia  no 
offensive  sense — and  of  looking  at  tho  public  records.  There¬ 
fore  I  should  not  be  disposed  to  accede  to  the  hon,  gentle¬ 
man’s  request  except  for  one  observation,  that  he  had 
advices  from  the  Finance  Minister  that  the  public  interest 
required  expedition  in  this  particular  case.  This  is  another 
instance  in  which  we  are  obliged  in  the  public  interest  to 
do  something  which  wo  ought  not  to  do  in  consequence  of 
the  derelicts  of  tho  Government. 

M.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  asked  why  wo  should 
revert  back  to  tho  4  per  cents.  It  does  not  follow  that 
because  power  is  taken  to  borrow  at  4  per  cent,  you  will 
necessarily  give  4  per  cent.  The  resolution  passed  autho¬ 
rising  the  last  loan  was  in  the  same  words,  and  we  know 
the  loan  was  placed  in  the  market  at  3J. 

M.  BLAKE.  I  was  quite  aware  of  that. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Then  it  could  not  be  a  reversal  back  to 
4  per  cent. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  aware  that  the  First  Minister  a  few 
days  ago  converted  twenty-fivo  millions  of  our  fives  into 
fours,  and  I  did  not  suppose  he  was  going  to  engage  in  the 
see-saw  operation  of  making  a  three  and  a  half  per  cent, 
loan  a  few  months  ago,  then  making  a  four  per  cent  loan 
and  then  a  three  and  a  half  per  cent.  I  did  not  impute  that 
to  the  First  Minister.  It  may  ba  he  is  going  to  do  so.  I 
assume  that  he  will  borrow  at  four  per  cent.,  and  I  think  I 
will  be  right. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  may  be  very  witty,  sarcastic  and 
cutting,  as  no  doubt  it  is  intended  to  be.  Loans,  I  take  it 
for  granted,  though  I  have  not  had  much  experience  in  such 
matters,  are  regulated  in  a  great  measure  by  the  money 
market  of  tho  old  country,  and  there  aro  periods  in  the 
money  market  of  [England  when  a  loan  can  be  effected  at 
three  and  a  quarter  or  three  and  a  half  per  cent,  better  than 
a  loan  at  four  or  four  and  a  half  per  cent,  can  be  effected  at 
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another  period.  It  depends  altogether  on  the  state  of  the 
market  at  the  time  the  loan  is  placed  on  it  whether  the 
rate  shall  be  three  and  a  half,  or  four,  hence  the  sarcasm  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  no  point,  and  even  if  the  Finance 
Minister  did  effect  a  loan  at  3J  it  would  not  be  a  “  see-saw 
operation,”  as  the  hon.  gentleman  should  know,  if  he  does  not. 

M.  MILLS.  The  first  Minister  informs  us  that  the  Finance 
Minister  is  absent  and  that  this  matter  is  very  pressing.  It 
is  not  a  very  great  while  ago  that  the  First  Minister  told  us 
that,  with  a  High  Commissioner  in  England,  it  would  be 
unnecessary  for  the  Finance  Minister  to  go  to  tko  old 
country  in  order  to  effect  loans,  and  transact  other  business. 
Now  we  have  a  High  Commissioner  in  England  drawing  a 
handsome  salary,  and  we  have  the  Finance  Minister  absent 
from  Parliament  and  we  are  doing  work  in  an  unparliamen¬ 
tary  way  in  consequence  of  his  absence. 

Resolution  to  be  reported. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  1:35  a.m., 
Thursday, 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Thursday,  11th  June,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock, 

Prayers. 

PUBLIC  DEBT  OF  CANADA. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  asked,  What  was  the  net  amount  of  the 
public  debt  of  Canada  on  3 1st  May,  1885  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  net  debt  of  Canada  on  31st  May, 
1885,  was  $191,886,199.60. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  asked,  What  was  the  gross  amount  of 
the  public  debt  of  Canada  on  31st  May,  1885  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  gross  amount  of  the  public  debt  of 
Canada  on  31st  May,  1885,  was  $258,711,088.52. 

GOVERNMENT  NOTES. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  asked,  What  was  the  amount  of  Govern¬ 
ment  notes  in  circulation  or  in  the  hands  of  Canadian  banks 
on  31st  May,  1885,  and  the  amount  of  gold  held  by  the 
Government  of  Canada  upon  that  date  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  Government  notes  in  circulation  or 
in  the  hands  of  the  Canadian  banks  amounted  to  $14,998,315. 
The  amount  of  specie  held  was  $2,287,767. 

FLOATING  AND  UNFUNDED  DEBT  OF  CANADA. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  asked,  What  was  the  amount  of  the 
floating  and  unfunded  debt  of  Canada  on  31st,  May  1885, 
and  a  list  of  temporary  loans  made  by  the  Government, 
giving  amounts,  to  whom  payable  and  when  payable  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  floating  and  unfunded  debt  of  Ca¬ 
nada  on  3  is  t,  May  1885,  was  $62,214,635.50.  The  House 
will  remember  that  upon  previous  occasions,  when  similar 
questions  were  asked,  it  was  thought  advisable,  in  the  inte¬ 
rest  of  the  Dominion  and  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of 
the  banks,  that  such  enquiries  should  not  be  answered. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  That  merely  applied  to  the  rate  of 
interest.  The  Finance  Minister  has  himself  given  such 
statements. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  We  have  had  more  than  one  such  state* 
ment  submitted  by  the  Finance  Minister. 

GOVERNMENT  LOANS. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  asked,  What  sum  or  sums  of  money,  of 
the  loans  negotiable  by  virtue  of  any  Act  of  Parliament 
heretofore  passed,  authorising  the  Government  of  Canada, 
or  the  Governor  in  Council  of  Canada,  to  borrow  money, 
remained  unborrowed  on  31st  May  1885,  without  refer¬ 
ence  of  transactions  of  the  Finance  Minister  of  Canada, 
since  his  recent  arrival  in  London  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Four  millions,  eight  hundred  and  ninety- 
five  thousand,  one  hundred  and  eighty-one  dollars  and 
eighty-six  cents. 

POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANK  DEPOSITS. 

Mr.  CHARLTON  asked, What  was  the  amount  of  deposits 
in  the  post  office  savings  bank  of  Canada  on  30th,  April 
1885,  subject  to  payment  on  demand  ;  and  also  the  amount 
of  deposits  subject  to  notice  of  withdrawal,  on  the  same 
date  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  Post  Office  Department  states  that 
this  information  cannot  be  given  for  three  or  four  days, 
because  the  books  have  not  been  finally  balanced  for  the 
month  of  May.  The  approximate  balance  of  deposits  pay¬ 
able  on  notice  of  withdrawal  was  $14,418,400.  Outstanding 
cheques  payable  on  demand  amount  to  about  $8,000,000. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  What  I  asked  for  was  a  statement  up 
to  30th  April.  I  previously  asked  for  the  amount  up  to 
30th  May,  but  I  was  told  that  it  could  not  be  furnished,  and 
I  therefore  changed  the  date. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  notice  I  have  is  up  to  30th  May. 

Mr.  CHARLTON.  Perhaps  the  hon,  Minister  will  fur¬ 
nish  the  information  to-morrow. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes. 

THE  FIVE  PER  CENT.  LOAN. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  asked,  Whether  any  pro¬ 
vision  is  made  for  the  payment  of  a  sinking  fund  upon  the 
bonds  to  be  given  in  exchange  for  the  5  per  cent,  loan 
which  matures  on  the  1st  of  July  next  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  sinking  fund  remains  the  same  as 
at  presont,  and  there  is  no  additional  charge  for  stamps. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT  asked,  Whether  any  com¬ 
mission  or  allowance  (other  than  the  bonus  of  1  percent, 
offered  to  parties  accepting  the  exchange)  has  been  paid  or 
agreed  to  be  paid  to  any  persons  in  connection  with  the 
exchange  of  5  per  cent,  bonds  for  4  per  cents  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  The  only  expenditure  incurred  other 
than  the  allowance  of  1  per  cent,  is  J  per  cent,  to  broker® 
Winging  in  oatstanding  parcels. 

PROOFS  OF  ENTRIES  IN  BOOKS  OF  ACCOUNT. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No, 
113)  respecting  proof  of  entries  in  books  of  accounts  kept 
by  officers  of  the  Crown.  He  said  :  I  propose  to  amend  the 
Bill  slightly  in  committee,  so  as  to  make  it  read  mere 
clearly.  The  remark  was  made,  the  other  day,  that  this 
legislation  would  interfere  with  the  rights  of  the  Provinces, 
by  dealing  with  matters  of  civil  rights  and  procedure.  I 
propose,  however,  that  the  Bill  shall  be  so  worded  as  to 
apply. only  to  matters  over  which  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
has  authority,  and  with  this  safeguard  I  do  not  think  there 
should  be  any  objection  to  it,  any  more  than  there  was  to 
the  Bill,  44  Vic.,  chap.  28,  in  which  a  similar  provision  is 
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made  as  to  certain  proofs  and  notices,  for  the  purpose  of 
evidence. 

Bill  read  the  second  time  ;  and  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  1, 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  we  should  have  some  further 
explanation  with  regard  to  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  and 
what  the  Government  proposes  to  do  under  it.  As  I  under¬ 
stand,  this  provision  proposes  to  take  into  the  hands  of  this 
Parliament  the  control  of  matters  of  procedure  in  civil 
cases  as  well  as  in  criminal  cases,  in  courts  established  by 
this  Parliament,  Under  the  101st  section  of  the  British 
North  America  Act,  if  the  Parliament  of  Canada  were  dis¬ 
satisfied  with  the  administration  of  the  laws  of  Canada  in 
the  provincial  courts,  in  addition  to  the  establishment  of  a 
general  court  of  appeal  for  the  entire  Dominion  they  might 
establish  courts  for  the  better  administration  of  the  laws  of 
Canada.  They  might  establish  a  bankruptcy  court,  or  one 
having  maritime  jurisdiction,  for  the  administration  of  the 
federal  laws  of  this  country,  and  where,  in  the  practice 
prior  to  the  Union,  it  has  been  usual  to  treat  matters 
of  procedure  as  matters  of  the  law  itself,  as  in 
the  case  of  bankruptcy,  it  may  deal  with  that  sub¬ 
ject  also.  That  has  been  held  by  the  Judicial  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Privy  Council,  but  by  the  92nd  section  of  the 
British  North  America  Act  among  the  matters  within  the 
exclusive  powers  of  the  Provincial  Legislatures  are  : 

“  The  administration  of  justice  in  the  Province,  including  the  con¬ 
stitution,  maintenance  and  organisation  of  provincial  courts,  both  of 
civil  and  criminal  jurisdiction,  and  including  procedure  in  civil  matters 
in  those  courts.” 

In  the  United  States  the  circuit  and  district  courts  of  the 
Federal  Government  that  are  established  in  the  various 
States  follow,  in  matters  of  procedure  and  practice,  the  pro¬ 
cedure  and  practice  adopted  by  the  various  States  ;  and  it 
seems,  as  far  as  one  can  gather  lrom  the  provisions  of  the 
British  North  America  Act,  that  it  was  intended  that  a 
similar  practice  should  prevail  in  this  country,  and  that 
everything  relating  to  procedure  and  practice  in  civil  mat¬ 
ters  should  bo  regulated  by  the  Provincial  Legislatures.  It 
is  true,  the  Act  says  :  “  Procedure  in  civil  mattors  in  those 
courts,”  but  I  apprehend,  on  looking  at  the  101st  section, 
that  it  was  intended  that  the  same  practice  should  prevail 
in  the  federal  courts,  in  so  far  as  they  are  given  original 
jurisdiction.  Provision  is  made  in  section  101  for  the  con¬ 
stitution,  maintenance  and  organisation,  by  the  Parliament 
of  Canada,  of  a  general  court  of  appeal  for  Canada,  and  for 
the  establishment  of  any  additional  courts  for  the  better 
administration  of  the  laws  of  Canada ;  but  nothing  is  said 
in  this  section,  as  is  said  in  sub-section  14  of  section  92, 
about  regulating  matters  of  procedure.  It  would,  therefore, 
seem  that  it  was  not  intended  that  that  power  should  be 
conferred  on  this  Parliament. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  do  not  think  the  objection  of  my 
hon.  friend  can  hold.  If  we  were  providing  generally  in 
this  Bill  tor  a  mode  of  evidence  in  civil  cases  only,  I  could 
understand  his  objection ;  but  he  will  see  that  weave  limited 
in  this  power  by  44  Victoria,  chapter  28,  to  which  I  have 
referred,  to  courts  established  by  the  Parliament  of  Canada 
and  such  legal  proceedings  over  which  the  Parliament  of 
Canada  has  authority. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  section 
92,  sub-section  14,  in  addition  to  giving  power  to  the  Pro¬ 
vincial  Legislatures  to  establish  and  maintain  provincial 
courts,  gives  them  also  power  to  regulate  procedure  in  those 
courts;  but  in  section  101  there  is  no  corresponding 
power  given  to  the  Parliament  of  Canada  to  regulate  pro¬ 
cedure  in  the  courts  established  under  that  section.  If  it  is 
Mr.  Chapleau. 


June  11, 


necessary  to  use  the  expression  in  the  case  of  provincial 
courts,  why  not  also  in  the  case  of  federal  courts  ? 

Mr.  CEAPLEAU.  I  am  very  much  afraid  the  argument 
is  too  fine  for  me.  I  see  very  well  that  by  sub-section  14 
of  section  92,  all  matters  concerning  procedure  in  provincial 
courts  have  to  be  regulated  by  legislation  coming  from 
another  Legislature  than  this.  Section  101  of  the  Con¬ 
stitutional  Act  says : 

“  The  Parliament  of  Canada  may,  notwithstanding  anything  in  this 
Act,  from  time  to  time  provide  for  the  constitution,  maintenance  and 
organisation  of  a  general  Court  of  Appeal  for  Canada,  and  for  the  esta- 
blishment  of  any  additional  courts  for  the  better  administration  of  the 
laws  of  Canada. 

I  would  add  by  this  Bill,  not  only  for  the  better  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  laws  of  Canada,  but  that  those  laws  should  be  on 
matters  which  could  only  be  taken  cognisance  of  by  this 
Parliament,  and  when  we  provide  for  certain  modes  of 
proving  documents  that  have  to  be  produced  in  these  courts, 
that  is  a  matter  we  have  a  right  to  regulate.  Though  sec¬ 
tion  101  does  not  say  that  in  the  organisation  of  those 
courts,  the  laws  of  evidence  or  the  procedure  should  be  under 
the  regulation  of  Parliament,  that  must  necessarily  be  im¬ 
plied. 

Amendment  agreed  to,  and  Bill  reported. 

ADULTERATION  OF  FOOD,  &c. 

Mr.  McLELAN  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill 
(No.  143)  respecting  the  Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs 
and  Agricultural  Fertilisers.  Ho  said :  This  Bill  is  to 
amend  the  Act  passed  in  1884  respecting  the  adulteration 
of  food  and  drugs.  It  makes  some  slight  alterations  that 
are  found  necessary  and  desirable  for  the  working  of  the 
Act.  The  principal  amendment  is  to  subject  food  and  drugs 
for  cattle,  and  fertilisers  for  manuring  purposes,  to  the  same 
analysis  as  food  and  drugs  for  human  purposes.  Fertilisers, 
in  the  interests  of  those  who  purchase  them,  should  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  be  analysed  and  put  under  the  same  regulations  as 
articles  mentioned  in  the  Act  of  1884. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  it  is  unfortunate  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  should  propose  to  press  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  of 
this  description  so  shortly  after  it  has  come  before  the 
House.  The  Bill  has  gone  through  the  Senate,  and  there¬ 
fore  has  to  go  through  its  final  stage  here.  It  affects  a 
number  of  trades,  and  some  little  time  should  be  given  to 
members  for  receiving  communications  from  those  who  are 
interested  in  the  measure,  so  that  we  may  be  able  to  thor¬ 
oughly  dispose  of  it  and  avoid  the  necessity  of  further 
amendment  later.  If  I  have  persons  engaged  in  any  busi¬ 
ness  in  my  constituency  which  would  be  affected  by  this 
measure,  I  deem  it  my  duty  to  send  them  a  copy  of  the  Bill 
so  as  to  receive  their  suggestions,  but  if  the  Bill  is  to  go 
through  now  that  will  be  entirely  impracticable. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  The  Bill  was  before  Parliament  last 
year  and  considerably  discussed.  It  has  been  before  the 
Senate  some  time,  and  I  think  a  knowledge  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  proposed  has  been  communicated  to  all  parties  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  trade.  As  there  is  a  sum  of  money  to  be  pro¬ 
vided  for,  wo  will  have,  before  finally  disposing  of  the  Bill, 
to  go  into  Committee  the  second  time  on  the  resolution,  so 
that  I  think  there  is  no  undue  haste  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  BLAK  E.  The  committee  stage  is  the  stage  for  dis¬ 
cussion  of  this  kind.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  it  was 
discussed  last  year.  It  did  receive  a  certain  amount  of 
discussion,  but  it  does  not  seem  to  have  been  perfectly 
understood — witness  the  present  Bill. 

Mr.  MILLS.  This  Bill  is  one  of  the  class  which  we 
have  had  before  us  this  Session,  There  \yas  the  Sunday 
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Observance  Bill,  the  Factory  Bill  and  this  Bill.  It  seems 
to  me  they  all  involve  the  same  principle.  It  seems  to  me 
this  is  a  matter  relating  to  property  and  civil  rights.  You 
propose  to  establish  certain  police  regulations ;  it  is  the 
manner  in  which  the  property  shall  be  held,  owned  and 
disposed  of.  You  have  no  more  right  to  interfere  with  a 
sale  of  property  of  this  sort,  personal  property,  than  with 
the  sale  and  disposal  of  land  or  horses.  Fraud,  so  far  as 
fraud  is  liable  to  be  committed,  is  to  be  prevented,  but  that 
is  a  part  of  the  business  ot  the  Local  Legislatures,  in 
these  matters ;  they  are  authorised,  under  our  consti¬ 
tution,  to  make  such  penal  regulations  as  may  be 
necessary  for  the  enforcement  of  their  own  laws. 
The  penalty  attached  to  the  placing  of  a  label  falsely  repre¬ 
senting  the  weights  or  contents  of  a  package  is  a  police 
regulation.  It  is  no  portion  of  the  criminal  law.  It  is 
for  the  purpose  of  regulating  the  transfer  of  property  of  a 
certain  kind  from  one  party  to  another.  It  is  an  attempt 
to  protect  one  party  from  fraud  on  the  part  of  another,  and 
a  proposition  to  punish  the  guilty  party  for  that  offence. 
It  is  simply  a  police  regulation,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  it 
is  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  this  House,  but  clearly 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Local  Legislature. 

Bill  read  the  second  time  ;  and  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  1, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Why  does  the  hon.  gentleman  mis  up 
food  and  fertilisers  in  the  same  Act  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Fertilisers  are  used  to  produce  food. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  A  great  many  things  are  used  to  produce 
food. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  have  to  manufacture  fertilisers  and 
analyse  them,  and  provide  that  farmers  may  not  be  robbed 
through  the  purchase  of  adulterated  fertilisers. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  not  objecting  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  but  I  object  to  mixing  up  my  food  with  manure. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  is  a  connection  between  the  two. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  are  a  great  many  things  which  are 
connected  with  one  another  in  one  sense,  cause  and  effect 
and  so  forth,  which,  however,  you  do  not  mix  together. 
The  hon.  gentleman  can  catch  one  of  the  most  delicate 
fishes  in  the  world,  the  brook  trout,  with  a  worm  ;  he  eats 
the  trout  and  rejects  the  worm.  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  has  given  any 
grouud  why  we  should  mix  up  in  the  same  Bill  food  and 
fertilisers.  I  do  not  think  it  is  an  instance  of  cleanly 
legislation. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  would  like  the  hon.  member  to  state 
wherein  lies  the  necessity  for  this  Bill.  I  understand  it  is 
subsidiary  to  the  Bill  passed  last  Session,  and,  so  far  as  I 
have  been  able  to  compare  them,  the  difference  is  very 
slight. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  are  several  minor  differences 
which  are  shown  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will  explain 
the  principle  upon  which  the  definition  of  agricultural  fertil¬ 
isers  is  based. 

Mr.  McLELAN,  I  do  not  know  that  there  are  ary  par¬ 
ticular  pi’inciples  involved.  The  definition  is  taken  in  gen¬ 
eral  terms  from  the  Bill  introduced  by  Mr.  Ferguson,  of 
Welland,  respecting  agricultural  fertilisers. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  very  satisfactory  to  know  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  adopted  the  definition  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Welland  (Mr.  Ferguson)  of  the  term  “  agricultural 
fertiliser,”  but  I  think  it  would  be  still  more  satisfactory  if 
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the  hon.  gentleman  would  explain  the  grounds  upon  which 
that  definition  is  adopted.  It  is  very  important  to  the 
general  public  that  there  should  be  a  proper  definition  of 
agricultural  fertilisers,  and  I  think  we  ought  to  have  some 
other  assurance  that  this  definition  is  correct,  than  that  of 
the  hon.  member  for  Welland ;  we  ought  to  have  the 
assurance  of  the  Government  who  is  bringing  forward  this 
Bill  as  to  the  accuracy  of  the  definition. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  definition  has  been  submitted  to 
the  chief  analyst  and  approved  of  by  him  as  embracing  all 
that  is  necessary  to  have  placed  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  FISHER.  In  comparing  these  two  Acts  I  find  the 
definition  is  not  the  same.  The  definition  in  the  Act  now 
under  consideration  is  that  the  word  includes  every  sub¬ 
stance  composed  of  fertilising  manure  which  is  sold  at  more 
than  $12  per  ton,  and  which  contains  ammonia  or  its 
equivalent  of  nitrogen. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  That  is  twelve  instead  of  ten  in  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  FISHER.  It  also  includes  potash  instead  of  only 
ammonia  or  its  equivalent  of  nitrogen  or  phosphoric  acid. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  word  “  twelve  ”  will  be  changed 
for  ten,  and  the  word  “  potash  ”  will  be  taken  away. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  I  understand  the  definition  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Welland  is  not  accepted  in  its  entirety  as 
infallible. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  Bill  of  the  hon.  member  for 
Welland  has  been  accepted  by  the  Government  and  there 
will  be  some  amendments  made  to  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  When  I  asked  the  Minister  to  explain  the 
ground  of  this  definition  he  told  me  it  was  the  definition  of 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  member  for  Welland.  Then  I  pointed 
out  that  it  would  be  more  satisfactory  if  we  had  some  addh 
tional  ground  for  that  definition,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
answered  that  it  had  been  concurred  in  by  the  chief  ana¬ 
lyst.  Now,  the  hon.  member  for  Brome  (Mr.  Fisher) 
points  out  that  the  definition  in  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Welland,  although  accepted  by  the  Government, 
differs  from  the  definition  as  contained  in  this  Bill. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  No,  it  does  not. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes,  it  does. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  It  differs  as  to  the  value. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  differs  as  to  the  ingredients,  too, 

Mr.  McLELAN.  As  to  only  one. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Now  we  are  told  that  these  definitions  are 
the  same,  and  to  have  that  persisted  in,  after  the  hon. 
member  for  Brome  has  read  the  clause,  seems  to  me  a  little 
too  much.  The  definition  which  the  hon.  gentleman  says  is 
the  same  is  not  a  definition  which  declares  that  a  fertiliser, 
to  come  within  the  Act,  shall  be  sold  at  more  than  $12  a 
ton,  when  the  definition  in  the  Government  Bill  as  to  value 
is  $10  a  ton.  The  definition  in  the  Act  includes  all  fertil¬ 
isers  containing  ammonia,  or  its  equivalent  of  nitrogen,  or 
potash,  or  phosphoric  acid,  and  potash  is  left  out  altogether 
in  this  definition.  These  definitions  therefore  are  not  the 
same. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  It  is  so  in  the  Bill  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  there  would  be 
an  amendment  to  the  Bill  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  That  is  what  I  mean.  It  is  not 
necessary  to  split  hairs  on  so  small  a  matter.  The  Bill  of 
the. Government  will  be  amended  in  this  respect  and  that  is 
all.  In  respect  to  value  we  put  ten  in  the  place  of  twelve 
and  take  out  the  word  “  potash.”  When  I  passed  the  draft 
of  the  Bill  about  the  adulteration  of  food  to  my  hon.  friend 
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he  said  it  must  necessarily  be  read  in  connection  with  the 
Bill  which  the  Government  have  before  the  House.  Then 
the  hon.  member,  a  little  prematurely,  asked  what  was  the 
definition  of  fertiliser,  and  he  was  answered  that  the  defini¬ 
tion  was  the  6ame  as  the  definition  in  the  Government  Bill, 
but  I  forgot  to  say  that  the  measure  of  the  Government 
will  be  amended  by  changing  the  value  from  twelve  to  ten, 
and  by  taking  out  the  word  “  potash.”  I  may  here  men¬ 
tion  that^ertiliser  in  the  Bill  will  not  include  all  fertilisers 
sold.  It  is  intended  to  ask  that  all  those  who  want  to  have 
a  certificate  of  inspection  of  commercial  fertilisers  will  be 
obliged  to  give  to  the  inspector  of  the  Government  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  the  manufacturer  stating  the  ingredients  of  the  ferti¬ 
liser,  and  those  ingredients  will  have  to  be  of  a  certain 
quantity  and  value,  otherwise  that  fertiliser  will  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  a  commercial  fertiliser.  Other  fertilisers  of  the 
same  quality  might  be  sold,  but  not  inspected.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  does  not  intend  to  render  inspection  absolutely  neces¬ 
sary,  but  those  commercial  fertilisers  that  will  be  sold  as 
inspected  will  have  to  be  of  the  grade  and  value  mentioned. 

Mr.  FISHEE.  The  necessity  of  having  a  preliminary 
discussion  of  the  Bill  before  going  into  committee  is  evi¬ 
dent.  The  Minister  gave  us  an  explanation  which  was 
erroneous.  After  some  difficulty  we  have  obtained  an 
explanation  which  we  can  understand  from  the  Secretary 
of  State  as  regards  this  particular  clause. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  Adulteration  of  Food  Act  wss 
passed  last  year,  and  it  extended  simply  to  the  food  and 
drink  of  man.  This  year  it  is  proposed  to  extend  it  to  the 
food  and  drink  of  cattle  as  well.  Has  there  been  any 
information  obtained  by  the  Minister  to  lead  him  to  make 
the  change,  or  is  it  a  mere  experiment  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  do  not  know  that  there  have  been 
any  special  representations ;  but  a  study  of  the  general 
question  led  us  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  desirable  to  guard 
against  fraud  with  respect  to  cattle  food. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Has  it  been  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  Department  that  cattle  food  is  largely  adulterated,  or 
is  it  proposed  to  take  action  to  provide  against  adultera¬ 
tion  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  has  been  very  frequently  stated  by 
parties  that  cattle  food  is  adulterated  ;  but  I  do  not  think 
any  analyses  have  been  made. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Have  any  representations  been  received 
from  authorised  bodies,  such  as  agricultural  societies,  which 
take  an  interest  in  these  very  essential  and  important  mat¬ 
ters  ;  or  have  representations  been  received  from  analysts, 
beoause  It  is  possible  they  might  desire  to  enlarge  the  scope 
of  their  investigations  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  am  informed  that  agricultural  socie¬ 
ties  do  not  usually  take  cognisance  of  such  a  matter  as  this, 
and  that  they  do  not  deal  with  such  matters.  At  all  events, 
we  have  not  had  any  representation  from  any  agricultural 
society. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  it  from  the  analysts  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  for 
years  both  agriculturists  and  every  person  interested  in 
this  important  branch  of  industy  have  been  complaining  of 
two  things.  First,  that  a  great  deal  of  the  commercial  or 
artificial  fertilisers — — 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  are  not  talking  about  fertilisers  but 
about  food. 

Mr.  SPKOULE.  As  one  engaged  in  the  selling  of  cattle 
I  know  that  complaints  are  frequently  made  with  respect 
to  cattle  food.  Take  oil  cake  ;  it  is  not  what  it  purports  to 
be,  and  much  of  it  is  practically  worthless.  In  my  county 
farmers  constantly  complain  in  regard  to  it,  and  many  have 
abandoned  the  use  of  suoh  foods,  finding  them  of  no  value. 
Mr,  Chapleau. 


Mr.  DAYIES.  The  only  question  is  whether  it  is  adulter¬ 
ated  food. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  In  regard  to  the  oil  cake,  it  often 
happens  that  the  oil  has  been  first  abstracted  through  a 
process  of  heat  and  pressure  ;  and  this  is  sold  as  pure  oil¬ 
cake  when  in  reality  it  is  only  refuse. 

Mr.  FAEEOW.  This  is  a  subject  of  considerable  impor¬ 
tance  to  agriculturists.  I  have  had  a  good  deal  of  experi¬ 
ence  and  have  heard  many  suggestions  in  regard  to  it. 
These  suggestions  have  come  from  practical  agriculturists. 
They  have  also  come  from  agricultural  societies,  both 
township  and  county.  Our  experience  in  this  line  is  this : 
We  have  been  usiDg  a  great  many  of  these  foods,  such  as  oil 
cake  and  cattle  food,  and  we  think  they  have  not  been 
doing  the  good  to  our  stock  that  the  vendors  said  they 
would  do.  There  is  a  suspicion  in  the  minds  of  agricultur¬ 
ists— I  know  it  is  so  in  my  section  of  country — that  they 
contain  some  worthless  ingredients,  and  are  not  up 
to  the  mark.  Farmers  think  it  would  be  a  very 
good  thing  if  the  Government  would  provide  proper 
machinery  to  have  those  foods  tested,  so  that  a  pro¬ 
per  article  shall  be  supplied,  for  which  very  high 
prices  are  charged.  There  is  a  large  industry  of  this  claas 
at  Mitchell — I  do  not  say  they  are  turning  out  an  inferior 
•article— and  a  great  many  use  the  food.  We  have  estab¬ 
lished  a  great  many  milk  factories  throughout  our  neighbor¬ 
hood.  We  have  an  establishment  which  manufactures  over 
100  tons  of  cheese  a  year.  When  the  milk  is  carried  to  the 
factory  the  calves  have  to  be  fed  on  different  foods,  and  we 
use  oil  cake  and  the  foods  mentioned  in  this  Bill.  We  want 
to  bo  sure  we  are  buying  a  good  article.  That  is  the  kernel 
of  the  whole  thing.  We,  being  simple  agriculturists,  cannot 
test  these  foods,  and  we  want  the  Government  to  see  that 
there  is  no  fraud  practised  on  the  farmers.  If  this  Bill 
will  cover  the  point,  the  Government  will  be  doing  a  wise 
thing. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  was  quite  sure  that  the  Minister  was 
wrong  when  he  said  this  was  not  a  subject  with  which 
agricultural  societies  as  a  general  rule  interfered. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  said  they  had  not  taken  it  up  in  any 
communication  to  the  Government. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  more  than  that. 
He  said  that  agricultural  societies  did  not  generally  deal 
with  such  matters.  This  matter  is  so  vitally  connected 
with  agricultural  operations,  particularly  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario  and  in  some  of  the  other  Provinces,  I  was  quite 
sure  those  associations  would  have  dealt  with  the  subject  if 
there  was  a  grievance.  My  own  information,  derived  from 
the  newspapers,  is  that  occasionally  cattle  foods  are  sold 
which  do  not  contain  quite  so  much  nutritious  element  as 
they  should  do.  With  respect  to  the  particular  case  of  oil 
cake:  it  may  be  perhaps  a  little  difficult  to  ascertain  the 
precise  lino  at  which  there  may  be  said  to  be  an  absence  of 
the  nutritious  element.  Oil  cako  is  the  refuse  after  the 
oil  for  commercial  purposes  has  been  extracted.  Complaints 
have  been  made  that  too  much  oil  is  taken  out  of  the  oil 
cako.  And  there  is  but  little  oil  left  in  it.  Whether  it  will 
be  easy  to  draw  the  line  in  that  regard,  and  determine 
whether  enough  oil  has  been  left  in  the  cake  or  not,  I  am 
afraid  I  cannot  say,  and  I  am  afrad  it  will  puzzle  the 
analyst  to  determine.  Of  course,  when  you  put  in  some¬ 
thing  else,  which  is  either  noxious  or  not  useful  and  adds  to 
the  bulk,  that  is  a  different  thing. 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  If  the  manufacturer  is  to  take  out  a 
certain  quantity  of  oil  and  no  more,  then  it  would  be  an 
easy  matter  for  the  analyst  to  determine  whether  there  is 
the  proper  proportion. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Who  is  to  decide  ? 

Mr.  SPEOULE.  The  analyst,  of  course. 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  And  what  is  the  rate  or  proportion  to  be  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  If  the  Government  authorises  a  certain 
proportion,  it  would  be  easy  for  the  analyst  to  determine 
whether  the  proportion  is  there  or  not. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  Bill  makes  no  provision  as  to  the 
percentage  of  oil  which  should  remain,  and  the  other  Bill  is 
about  fertilisers  and  not  food,  and  we  must  not  mix  them  up 
too  much. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  The  deterioration  in  the  quality 
of  the  oil  cake  is  largely  due  to  the  fact  that  recently  very 
much  improved  methods  have  been  discovered  of  extracting 
the  oil  from  linseed,  and  of  course  the  oil  cake  depreciates 
more  in  quality.  And  the  more  successful  the  manufacturer 
is  in  extracting  the  oil,  the  more  inferior  will  be  the  quality 
of  the  refuse. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  West  Dur¬ 
ham  (Mr.  Blake)  will  find  that  section  19  fixes  the  limit  as 
to  the  amount  of  oil  it  shall  contain. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  mistaken,  as  that 
applies  only  to  compounds  in  which  it  may  not  be  possible 
to  be  accurate  in  the  ingredients  to  the  last  fraction,  and 
therefore  a  certain  limit  of  variability  is  fixed.  It  would 
not  apply  in  a  case  of  refuse  upon  the  manufacture  of  lin¬ 
seed  oil. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  These  cattle  foods  contain  so  much  of 
different  ingredients,  such  as  corn  meal,  linseed  cake,  and 
so  on.  Now,  if  they  contain  too  much  of  that  which  is 
comparatively  useless  and  not  enough  of  the  more  valuable 
ingredients,  the  quantities  could  be  determined,  and  a  per¬ 
centage  of  oil  could  be  ascertained  as  well. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  not  discussing  anything  but  this 
question  of  oil  cake,  which,  as  I  understand,  is  the  refuse 
which  is  left  in  the  operation  of  extracting  the  linseed  oil, 
and  what  the  manufacturer  does  is  to  extract  as  much  oil 
as  he  can  out  of  it.  That  is  his  trade,  and  what  is  left  is 
sold  to  the  farmers,  and  you  are  not  going  to  pass  a  law 
that  the  manufacturer  must  not  take  as  much  oil  out  as  he 
can.  The  farmer  must  know  in  this  particular  case  that  he 
gets  only  what  the  manufacturer  is  unable  to  extract,  and 
if  the  methods  of  extraction  are  more  perfect,  the  less  oil  is 
left. 

Mr.  FISHER.  The  same  is  true  with  reference  to  the 
refuse  from  flour.  Some  years  ago  bran  was  of  great  value 
as  cattle  food ;  but  in  consequence  of  the  new  process  of 
extracting  flour,  what  is  left  now  is  of  very  little  value.  I 
think,  however,  that  adulteration  by  the  introduction  of 
buckwheat  hulls,  or  other  matter  of  that  kind,  could  be  pro¬ 
vided  against ;  but  I  cannot  see  how  you  can  limit  the 
quantity  of  oil  to  be  extracted  from  the  linseed. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  In  the  case  of  adulterating  these 
mixtures  by  buckwheat  hulls,  plaster  of  Paris,  and  other 
matters  of  that  kind,  the  provision  would  apply. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Certainly. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  entirely  wrong, 
when  he  assumes  that  there  is  only  the  amount  of  oil  left 
which  cannot  be  extracted.  It  can  be  bought  of  different 
qualities,  by  paying  different  prices ;  and  the  question  for 
the  analyst  would  be,  whether  the  percentage  is  present 
that  is  represented. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  What  is  known  techni¬ 
cally  as  cattle  food,  is  a  different  preparation  altogether 
from  what  is  called  oil  cake,  and  I  think  it  is  in  the  case  of 
those  foods  that  the  Bill  will  bo  valuable.  There  has  been 
a  great  tendency  of  late  years  to  use  condiments  or  mix¬ 
tures  containing  more  or  less  stimulating  ingredients,  and 
these  are  fed  in  limited  quantities  along  with  other  food,  in 
fattening  stock,  These  are  capable  of  very  much  adultera¬ 


tion,  because  they  arc  compounded  with  certain  drugs 
which  have  a  chemical  effect  on  the  cattle,  and  are  much 
more  valuable  than  the  coarser  ingredients  of  linseed  cake, 
and  other  cheaper  articles  which  give  it  bulk.  While  of 
course,  the  manufacturer  will  extract  all  the  oil  he  can  out 
of  the  linseed,  there  is  no  doubt  the  refuse  can  be  made 
much  less  valuable  by  mixing  inferior  ingredients  with  it, 
and  perhaps  that  kind  of  adulteration  might  Jbe  looked 
after. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  stated  that  this  has 
been  amended  by  the  omission  of  that  part  which  prescribes 
an  intimation  as  to  the  component  parts  of  the  admixture. 
The  trade  objected  to  that,  on  the  score  that  it  involved  the 
revealing  of  trade  secrets,  and  it  was  deemed  enough  to  say 
mixture.  We  know  that  a  very  large  portion  of  these 
articles  are  mixtures  under  any  circumstances,  and  the 
mere  statement  as  to  that  class  of  them  which  are  con¬ 
fessedly  mixtures,  that  they  are  mixtures,  would  not  reveal 
the  existence  of  the  evil  which  the  Minister  desires  to  avoid. 
Of  course,  when  an  article  professes  to  bo  some  one  thing 
and  not  a  mixture,  then  the  announcement  in  a  conspicuous 
place  that  it  is  a  mixture,  ought  to  indicate  that  it  is  an 
adulteration  of  some  kind.  I  would  like  also  to  know 
whether  the  legislation  we  passed  last  year  to  require  the 
statement  of  the  component  parts  of  an  article  was  based 
on  any  precedent,  or  was  original  with  ourselves. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Last  year’s  legislation  was  our  own  ; 
this  year’s  legislation  is  founded  on  tho  English  system. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Has  the  tariff  of  1  per  cent,  been  obtained 
from  other  legislation,  or  is  it  wholly  experimental  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  That  is  the  percentage  in  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Act  on  the  same  subject. 

On  section  3, 

Mr.  CaSEY.  With  regard  to  persons  appointed  as 
analysts,  I  think  there  should  be  some  limitation  to  persons 
possessing  a  medical  degree  or  some  degree  in  chemistry. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  This  is  a  re-enactment  of  the  old  Act. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Whether  it  is  now  or  old,  I  think  some 
certificate  should  be  required  as  to  tho  analyst’s  knowledge 
of  chemistry. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  clause  provides  that  they  must 
be  persons  possessing  competent  medical,  chemical  and 
microscopical  knowledge,  and  that  is  only  ascertained  by 
the  certificate  they  bear. 

Mr.  CASEY.  That  leaves  the  Minister  to  determine 
their  competency. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Is  there  any  limit  or  guide  as  to  tho  num¬ 
ber  of  these  analysts  who  may  be  appointed  ?  If  there  is 
no  such  limit,  I  would  like  the  hon.  Minister  to  give  us 
some  information. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  number  appointed  is  only  limited 
by  the  wants  of  trade.  They  are  provided  in  most  of  tho 
commercial  centres  where  business  demands  them. 

Mr.  CASEY.  There  is  no  limit  in  the  Bill,  but  the  Min¬ 
ister  must  surely  know  how  many  he  intends  to  appoint. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  are  eight  now.  It  is  not  proposed 
at  present  to  increase  the  number. 

On  section  6, 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Min¬ 
ister  if  he  is  aware  whether  any  of  the  municipalities  have 
availed  themselves  of  the  provisions  of  this  statute  and 
appointed  an  inspector. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  None  of  them  have  taken  action  yet. 
But  the  matter  has  been  discussed  in  several  of  them  and  is 
likely  to  be  carried  into  effect. 
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Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Under  the  provisions  of  section 
5,  the  Government  seem  to  have  tho  power  to  appoint  their 
officers  to  do  this  duty,  and  in  section  6  the  power  is  given 
to  councils.  What  object  has  the  Government  in  taking 
power  to  do  this,  arid  at  the  same  time  giving  the  power 
to  municipalities  ?  Has  the  Government  deputed  any  of 
its  officers  in  the  different  divisions  to  perform  the  duties 
that  are  required  under  this  Act  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  municipalities  will  appoint  the 
officers. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  I  think  tho  provision  of  the  Act 
requires  that  the  fines  and  penalties  imposed  shall  go  into 
the  public  treasury.  The  city,  town,  county  or  village 
will  appoint  the  inspector.  His  salary  will  no  doubt 
depend  upon  the  fees  collected.  How  is  the  payment  of 
these  inspectors  to  be  provided  for  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Section  4  provides  that  all  penalties 
imposed  and  recovered  by  the  inspector  shall  be  paid  into 
the  revenue  of  the  city,  town,  county  or  village,  and  be  dis¬ 
tributed  in  such  manner  as  the  council  of  such  city, 
etc.,  may  direct.  No  doubt  the  city  or  the  municipality 
will  therefore  arrange  to  pay  him  for  his  services. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  The  civic  council  may  appoint  a  man 
and  declare  that  he  shall  have  for  payment  such  fees  as  are 
imposed,  and  he  might  make  it  troublesome  to  dealers  in 
order  to  get  all  the  fees  he  could.  I  do  not  wish  to  say 
anything  against  the  Bill,  for  I  believe  it  is  in  the  right 
direction,  but  I  merely  point  out  a  danger  that  might  arise 
if  tho  salary  of  the  officer  depends  upon  the  collection  of 
fees. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  presume  each  municipality  will 
make  such  regulations  as  will  meet  the  case.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  danger  of  the  dealers  being  harassed  under  the 
operations  of  this  Bill.  The  officer  may  get  a  percentage 
of  the  fees  and  penalties  with  a  regular  allowance. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  According  to  sub-section  3,  the 
inspector  may  prosecute  “  any  persons  manufacturing,  sell¬ 
ing,  offering  or  exposing  for  sale  adulterated  goods.  The 
difficulty  is  this  :  The  dealer  buys  the  goods  in  good  faith 
from  the  wholesale  man  who  has  bought  them  in  good  faith 
from  the  manufacturer.  Sub-section  2,  of  section  23,  pro¬ 
vides  that  if  the  person  accused  proves  he  did  not  know  of 
the  article  being  adulterated  and  Bhows  that  he  could  not, 
with  reasonable  diligence,  have  acquired  that  knowledge, 
he  will  be  only  liablo  for  the  costs  attending  the 
prosecution.  I  think  he  should  have  recourse  against  tho 
manufacturer  for  the  costs,  because  the  manufacturer  could 
not  fail  to  know  in  the  first  instance  if  the  article  was 
adulterated. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  He  would  have  that  recourse  in  com¬ 
mon  law. 

Mr,  PATERSON.  That  would  answer  the  purpose. 

Mr.  FISHER.  There  might  be  somo  trouble  whore  the 
official  was  obliged  to  proceed  immediately  against  the 
wholesaler,  with  whom  the  retailer  had  shown  the  fault 
to  be. 

Mr.  CASEY.  If  tho  goods  were  imported  by  the  retailer, 
in  good  faith,  from  outside  the  country,  he  would  have  no 
remedy. 

Mr.  FISHER.  If  tho  retailer  imports  from  abroad,  is  he 
not  to  be  responsible  for  the  salo  7  We  cannot  get  at  the 
manufacturer,  and  I  should  suppose  the  importer  from  a 
foreign  manufacturer  would  be  held  responsible  for  the 
adulteration. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  do  not  know  that  tho  importer  could 
always  in  fairness  be  held  responsible.  A  punishment  could 
be  inflicted  upon  the  fraudulent  foreign  manufacturer  by 
Mr.  MoLelan. 
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providing  that,  when  goods  manufactured  by  a  person  out¬ 
side  of  Canada  have  been  shown  to  be  adulterated,  notice 
should  be  given  to  all  Customs  officials  that  the  importation 
of  that  article  was  prohibited  for  the  future. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  emphatically  differ  with  my  hon. 
friend  from  Elgin.  If  the  importer  is  allowed  to  bring  in 
adulterated  goods  and  sell  them  without  being  subject  to  a 
penalty,  he  will  always  be  getting  goods  from  the  foreigner 
to  the  detriment  of  our  own  manufacturers. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  think  that  is  provided  for  in  clauses 
20  and  21. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  will  not  do  to  put  down  our 
own  manufacturers  at  a  disadvantage,  and  I  hope  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  will  bring  his  legal  knowledge  io  bear  on  this 
matter  so  as  to  prevent  any  injury  being  done. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  We  could  not  prosecute  people  out¬ 
side  the  country,  but  I  think  that  a  wholesale  merchant 
importing  from  abroad,  who  is  protected  by  the  certificate 
of  analysis  which  he  recoives,  will  have  his  remedy  against 
the  manufacturer  from  whom  he  imports. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  taken  the 
manufacturers  of  this  country  under  their  charge  in  one 
sense,  and  have  done  a  good  deal  to  protect  them.  Now, 
here  is  an  opportunity  where  we  can  protect  our  manufactur¬ 
ers  in  a  legitimate  manner,  an  opportunity  where  protection 
is  absolutely  necessary.  If  we  allow  a  wholesale  dealer  in 
this  country  to  import  from  abroad  a  manufactured  article 
and  sell  it,  knowing  that  in  doing  so  he  is  less  liable  to 
prosecution  than  if  he  buys  the  same  article  from  a  Cana¬ 
dian  manufacturer,  the  wholesale  dealer  has  an  inducement 
to  go  abroad  for  that  article,  which  might  be  adulterated. 
I  think  it  is  but  just  to  our  manufacturers  that  the  whole¬ 
sale  dealer  importing  from  abroad  should  be  put  on  the 
same  basis  as  the  manufacturer  in  this  country. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  is  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  put  that  in  the  Bill.  However,  it  is  a  matter  about 
which  I  will  have  enquiry  made,  and  see  that  it  is  put 
beyond  doubt  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CASEY.  There  is  no  proviso  hero  at  all  giving  the 
retailer  recourse  against  anybody.  Clause  20  would  apply 
practically,  only  to  the  retailer.  Supposing  a  retailer  here 
at  Ottawa  offered  for  sale  a  case  which  he  had  purchased 
from  a  wholesaler  in  Montreal.  If  the  Government  found 
that  these  goods  which  were  in  his  possession  were  adul¬ 
terated,  they  could  be  seized,  but  no  penalty  could  be  inflicted 
upon  the  wholesaler  in  Montreal  who  supplied  him  with  the 
goods,  unless  somebody  else  took  action  against  that  whole¬ 
saler  by  having  some  goods  in  his  possession  inspected  and 
proved  to  be  adulterated.  Sub-section  2,  of  clause  23,  cer¬ 
tainly  seems  to  have  absolved  that  retailer  from  all  penalties 
when  he  can  show  that  he  did  not  know  the  article 
was  adulterated. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  would  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  what  he  thinks  with  reference  to  sections  20  and  21, 
whethor  they  are  interfered  with  by  the  provision  in  sub¬ 
section  2  of  section  23. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  have  not  taken  special  care  of  this 
Bill,  and  hence  my  reticence  in  speaking  about  it.  But  in 
the  Bill  of  which  I  lhave  charge,  there  is  a  similar  clause 
which  I  think  ought  to  be  dropped  altogether,  as  it  would 
afford  no  protection.  If  the  retail  merchant  sells  an 
article  at  more  than  $10  a  ton  which  does  not  contain,  at 
the  minimum,  the  ingredients  mentioned  in  the  Act,  he 
cannot  plead  that  he  did  not  know  it,  because  he  is  obliged 
to  ascertain.  He  sells  it  at  his  own  risk,  and  if  he  sells  it 
he  will  be  liable  to  prosecution  and  fine.  In  the  Bill  of 
which  I  have  charge,  before  you  sell  you  are  obliged  to 
show  to  the  purchaser  the  certificate  of  analysis  of  the 
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article  you  are  selling,  and  if  the  certificate  proves  to  be 
wrong  you  are  liable  to  fine. 

Mr.  PATEBSON  (Brant).  I  see  a  difficulty  which  does 
not  seem  to  be  provided  against.  An  inspector  enters  a 
retail  store  and  finds  an  adulterated  article,  which  he  seizes, 
and  certain  penalties  follow.  Then  we  propose  to  relieve 
him  from  paying  the  penalty,  and  that  he  shall  only  pay  the 
cost.  If  that  were  done,  there  would  be  relief  to  that  extent 
for  the  retail  merchant,  but  the  retail  merchant  would  not 
be  likely  to  prosecute  the  wholesale  man.  Then  the  whole¬ 
sale  man  may  contend  that  he  bought  the  article  in  good 
faith  from  the  manufacturer,  and  perhaps  he  did,  but  never¬ 
theless  he  would  have  to  pay  costs.  The  wholesale  man 
would  say  to  the  manufacturer :  The  article  I  purchased 
from  you  has  been  proved  to  be  adulterated.  I  showed  I 
bought  it  in  good  faith,  but  nevertheless,  I  have  to  pay  costs, 
and  you  will  either  have  to  pay  me  the  costs  or  I  will  have 
to  prosecute  you  for  it.  The  person  from  whom  he  bought, 
knowing  it  to  be  adulterated,  would  quietly  hand  in  the 
costs,  and  so  there  would  be  no  punishment  for  adulteration. 
Here  is  obviously  a  difficulty  which  the  Secretary  of  State 
does  not  seem  to  have  provided  against. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  will  have  the  matter  considered  by 
legal  minds  in^  order  to  ascertain  whether  anything 
additional  is  required  to  effect  the  purpose  we  all  have  in 
view,  before  the  final  stage  is  taken. 

On  section  9, 

Mr.  CASEY.  A  schedule  of  the  articles  exempted 
should  have  been  prepared  and  appended  to  the  Bill.  It  is 
contrary  to  good  practice  and  exact  legislation  to  pass  so 
many  Bills  as  we  do  leaving  schedules  to  be  adopted  by 
Order  in  Council.  The  officers  of  the  Department  do  not 
know  so  much  about  the  business  of  the  country  as  do 
members  of  the  House. 

Mr.  McLELAN,  New  articles  are  being  constantly 
brought  into  use,  and  the  schedule  would  have  to  be  con¬ 
stantly  amended. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Of  course  specific  articles  could  not  be  put 
in,  but  I  think  there  might  be  such  a  classification  of 
articles  as  would  include  them  all,  as,  for  example,  hermeti¬ 
cally  sealed  and  opened.  I  did  not  object  to  the  frequent 
amendment  of  the  Bill,  though  perhaps  seme  one  else  did  ; 
but  if  so,  it  arises  from  putting  the  Bill  through  in  an 
imperfect  form  in  the  first  instance. 

On  section  11, 

Mr.  PATEKSON  (Brant).  That  dispenses  with  giving 
notice  to  the  person,  as  the  old  Act  required.  What  was 
the  reason  for  dropping  it  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  intend  that  the  local  analyst  shall 
not  know  whose  goods  he  is  analysing,  and  for  that  reason 
the  notice  has  been  dropped. 

On  section  12, 

Mr.  MILLS.  This  is  determining  a  person’s  civil  rights, 
not  by  an  ordinary  judicial  tribunal,  but  by  an  irresponsible 
person. 

Mr.  CASE?.  The  chief  analyst  is  appointed  to  exercise 
the  functions  of  a  judge,  with  a  special  scientific  knowledge 
of  the  case,  and  I  do  not  see  why  there  should  be  any  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  Minister,  except  to  subject  the  Minister  to  a 
great  amount  of  worry  and  solicitation  by  persons  whoso 
goods  are  condemned,  and  to  put  the  Minister  in  a  very 
invidious  position. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Cases  might  arise  in  which  the  chief 
analyst  on  scientific  principles  might  condemn  a  certain 
article,  and  subject  the  offender  to  very  heavy  penalties, 


while  there  might  be  mitigating  circumstances  which  ought 
to  be  considered  by  the  Minister. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  only 
confirm  my  opinion  as  to  the  objectionable  nature  of  this 
clause.  This  Bill  provides  for  the  case  of  certain  mitigating 
circumstances,  and  there  might  bo  others  put  in  the  Bill  if 
necessary.  It  is  left  in  the  other  clauses  of  the  Bill  to  the 
analyst  to  determine  the  facts,  and  to  a  court  to  determine 
whether  the  mitigating  circumstances  exist,  but  here  an 
irresponsible  party  is  empowered  to  take  cognisance  of 
mitigating  circumstances  not  mentioned  in  the  Bill.  If  there 
are  mitigating  circumstances  they  should  not  be  left  to 
the  judgment  of  a  political  Minister,  who  is  not  himself  aa 
expert,  but  should  be  made  part  of  the  law.  It  will  lead  to 
all  sorts  of  political  and  personal  pressure  being  brought  to 
bear  on  him,  which  if  he  resists  will  make  him  enemies, 
while,  if  ho  gives  way  to  the  pressure,  he  will  be  doing  an 
injustice.  I  think  this  provision  should  be  struck  out  of 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  McLELAN,  I  have  no  doubt  it  would  contribute  to 
the  comfort  and  ease  of  the  Minister  not  to  have  this 
appeal,  but  I  think  it  is  proper  that  there  should  be  some 
final  decision  or  else  great  hardship  might  be  inflicted. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Two  analysts  must  have  found  the  drug  to 
bo  adulterated  before  the  Minister  can  intervene,  and  how 
can  a  Minister  who  is  r.ot  a  chemist  reviso  that  decision  ? 
How  could  the  Minister  presume  to  revise  his  decision  as  to 
the  purity  of  the  drug  ?  That  is  absurd — the  Minister  will 
not  do  so;  he  will  simply  say,  the  article  being  found  to  be 
adulterated,  whether  the  penalties  of  the  law  should  be  in¬ 
flicted  on  the  person  who  manufactured  or  sold  it. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  fail  to  understand  the  effect  of  section 
12.  Section  11  provides  that  when  an  analyst  has  analysed 
an  article  and  declared  it  to  be  adulterated,  his  certificate 
may  be  given  in  evidence  in  a  court  of  law  on  a  prosecu¬ 
tion  for  the  recovery  of  the  penalty,  subject  to  the  right  of 
the  party  prosecuted  to  cross-examine  him  beforo  that 
court.  But  by  section  12,  if  an  appeal  is  made  to  the  chief 
analyst,  and  the  chief  analyst  makes  his  decision,  which  is 
concurred  in  by  the  Minister,  that  decision  is  declared  to  be 
final,  and  there  is  no  provision  that  the  certificate  of  the 
chief  analyst  shall  be  brought  in  in  evidence  at  all.  I 
would  like  to  know  from  some  of  the  law  advisers  of  the 
Government  what  is  to  be  the  effect  of  that  provision. 

Mr.  BLAKE  Perhaps  the  hon.  Minister  would  state 
whether  this  clause  is  based  on  any  English  legislation. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  am  not  aware  that  it  was  taken  from 
English  legislation,  but  it  was  adopted  by  Parliament  last 
Session.  1  suppose  that  the  certificate  of  the  chief  analyst 
would  stand  in  the  same  position  as  the  certificate  of  the 
other  analyst,  and  would  be  used  in  the  same  way  in  the 
prosecution.  The  word  “  final”  in  section  12  I  take  to 
mean  that  process  by  which  the  certificate  is  reached 
is  final. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  There  is  nothing  which  makes  the  cer¬ 
tificate  itself  evidence.  The  decision  may  have  to  be  proved 
otherwise. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  think  the  question  of  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  Opposition,  as  to  whether  this  proposal  to  make  the  de¬ 
cision  of  the  chief  analyst  subject  to  the  concurrence  of  the 
Minister  was  derived  from  English  legislation,  must  have 
been  rather  satirical.  I  think  it  would  be  absurd  to  look 
into  any  statute  of  England,  where  legislation  generally 
goes  on  the  basis  of  common  sense,  for  any  such  provision 
as  this.  This  is  a  Bill  practically  to  estabM  h  a  court  to  try 
the  purity  of  food  offered  for  sale — a  court  of  two  grades, 
tho  analyst  and  the  chief  analyst.  After  these  chemists 
have  analysed  the  article  and  decided  it  to;.be  pure  or  im- 
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pure,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  have  given  their  certifi¬ 
cates  to  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue,  all  appearance  of 
common  sense  vanishes  from  the  Bill,  and  we  are  told  that 
the  Minister  is  to  revise  that  decision  and  find  out  whether 
the  article  is  chemically  pure  or  not.  Nothing  can  be  more 
absurd  or  mischievous  than  to  give  a  Minister  power  to 
cancel  a  certificate  of  adulteration  made  by  the  chief  analyst. 
That  is  what  he  will  be  asked  to  do  time  and  again ;  he  will 
never  be  asked  to  cancel  a  certificate  of  purity ;  but  when  a 
certificate  is  given  by  the  chief  analyst  that  so  and  eo’s 
goods  are  adulterated,  and  that  so  and  so  will  become  liable 
to  heavy  penalties,  the  Minister  is  to  take  into  account,  as 
he  says  himself,  the  “  mitigating  circumstances,”  and  by  the 
light  of  these  he  is  to  decide,  not  whether  the  man  should 
pay  a  penalty  or  not,  but  whether  the  article  is  pure  or  not. 
That  is  to  be  decided  by  the  mitigating  circumstances,  and 
the  only  reason  the  Minister  gives  for  this  provision  is  that 
it  was  passed  last  Session.  There  were  a  great  many  bad 
precedents  set  by  the  legislation  of  last  Session,  and  if  this 
escaped  attention  at  that  time,  that  is  no  reason  why  it 
should  escape  now.  The  only  effect  of  this  section  is  to  give 
the  Minister  power  to  let  off  persons  who  are  certified  by 
the  two  analysts  to  be  liable  to  the  penalty.  If  the  Minis* er 
is  weak,  it  will  only  defeat  the  ends  of  justice,  and  if  he 
is  strong,  it  will  go  far  to  defeat  the  Government.  To  avoid 
any  such  dilemma,  I  move  : 

That  the  words,  “if  concurred  in  by  the  Minister,”  be  struck  out. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  see  that  in  the  Act  passed 
last  Session,  there  was  a  sub-section  to  the  clause  providing : 

(<  This  section  shall  not  have  force  or  effect  until  a  chief  analyst  is 
appointed,  to  whom  an  appeal  under  this  section  can  be  made.” 

That  is  not  found  in  the  present  Act.  I  would  take  that  as 
an  indication  that  the  chief  analyst  had  either  been  appointed 
or  was  to  be  appointed  after  the  1st  of  July,  when  this  comes 
into  effect. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  chief  analyst  has  been  appointed. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  The  provision  that  the  decision  of  the 
chief  analyst,  if  concurred  in  by  the  Minister,  shall  be  final, 
may  give  rise,  it  seems  to  me,  to  difficulty.  I  do  not  see 
why  the  words,  “  concurred  in  by  the  said  Minister,”  should 
he  there.  The  clause  provides  that  the  party  proceeded 
against  shall  have  the  right  of  appealing  from  the  decision 
of  the  first  analyst  to  that  of  the  chief  analyst.  If  the  two 
concur,  I  think  the  decision  should  be  final,  and  in  that 
respect  this  amendment  has  my  support.  If  they  do  not 
concur,  there  might  then  be  occasion  for  reference  to  the 
Minister. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  That  would  be  very  improper.  The  question 
is  simply  whether  the  article  is  pure  or  impure.  The  first 
analyst  says  it  is  impure.  From  that  decision  you  appeal 
to  the  chief  analyst,  and  he  either  affirms  or  reverses  it.  In 
either  event,  it  is  not  a  fact  of  which  the  Minister  has  cog¬ 
nisance,  for  ho  is  not  an  analyst.  He  ought  not  to  have 
the  power  of  reviewing  the  decision  of  the  chief  analyst. 
The  amendment  is  a  good  one.  The  decision  of  the  chief 
analyst  should  not  be  prejudiced  by  that  of  the  Minister, 
who  has  not  the  means  of  knowledge  on  the  subject,  and 
the  party  against  whom  a  decision  may  bo  given  should 
not  be  allowed  to  escape  through,  perhaps,  political  influ¬ 
ence. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Suppose  that  the  first  analyst  declares 
that  one  of  the  ingredients  is  impure.  The  vendor  takes 
exception  to  that  and  appeals  to  the  chief  analyst.  He 
declares  that  the  ingredient  complained  of  is  pure,  but  that 
some  other  ingredient  is  impure,  and  the  article  should 
therefore  be  condemned.  There  is  a  difference  of  opinion 
upon  the  different  ingredients  of  the  article.  In  that  case 
the  Minister  would  no  doubt  inform  himself  on  the  subject 
from  competent  people  outside  and  give  his  decision,  I  am 
Mr.  Casey. 


sure  however  the  daty  is  not  one  that  the  Minister  is  anxi¬ 
ous  to  have  imposed  on  him,  and  I  have  no  doubt  my  hon. 
friend  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  would  be  glad  to  be 
relieved  from  it. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  suggest  to  the  Minister  that,  if  he 
intends  this  section  to  be  workable,  the  certificate  given  by 
the  chief  analyst  should  be  made  evidence,  which  it  is  not 
now. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  section  13, 

Mr.  CASEY.  Is  it  contemplated  to  publish  the  names  of 
the  persons  whose  goods  have  been  examined  aud  found  to 
be  adulterated  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No. 

Mr.  CASEY.  It  is  a  question  whether  it  would  not  be  a 
part  of  the  well  deserved  punishment  of  those  who  sell 
adulterated  goods  to  have  their  names  published,  excluding 
the  honestly  ignorant  retailer  who  is  exempt  from  the 
other  penalties  of  the  Act,  but  referring  to  the  wicked  and 
mischievous  fabricator  of  the  adulterated  goods. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  might  insert  “  and  the  names  of 
the  vendors.” 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  has  been  reported  to  me  that  a  manu¬ 
facturer  of  spice  and  coffee  receives  orders  for  packages  of 
ground  coffee  at  a  price  named  which  is  less  than  the 
actual  price  of  the  unground  coffee.  It  is  known  that 
chickory  or  roasted  beans  or  peas  must  be  put  into  the 
article,  and  it  is  manufactured  to  supply  a  demand.  People 
know  they  are  not  getting  a  pure  article.  Everyone  is 
informed  of  the  fact,  and  one  manufacturer  in  the  city  of 
London  told  me  that,  if  he  were  to  observe  the  law,  he  would 
have  to  close  his  establishment. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  No,  he  would  label  it  u  coffee  with  bean 
mixture.” 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  hope  the  amendment  will  exclude  the 
name  of  anyone  innocent  of  wilful  adulteration  under  the 
Act. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  (Oxford).  I  hope  the  Minister  will 
agree  to  that  amendment.  The  names  of  innocent  parties 
might  be  published  to  the  world,  and  I  cannot  see  that  any 
benefit  would  accrue  to  the  public  from  the  adoption  of  such 
a  change. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  will  allow  the  clause  to  stand  over, 
in  order  to  see  if  the  views  of  hon.  gentlemen  can  be  met. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  agree  with  the  member  for  Elgin  that 
(he  clause  would  be  worthless  unless  the  pjblio  were 
informed  whore  they  could  find  articles  that  were  not  adul¬ 
terated.  The  object  of  the  Act  is  to  punish  men  who  adul¬ 
terate  food,  but  we  should  be  careful  in  punishing  the  guilty 
not  to  implicate  an  innocent  man. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  do  not  see  how  an  innocent  man  can  be 
hurt,  because  it  is  only  when  adulteration  is  found  to  exist 
that  a  report  is  made. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  At  present  the  names  of  the  parties  who 
have  adulterated  foods  or  drugs  are  published  in  the  report. 

On  section  15, 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  not  going  to  detain  the  committee  by 
arguing  the  question  of  jurisdiction,  but  that  question  does 
arise  in  many  of  these  sections.  There  is  nothing  we  are 
doing  here  to  interfere  with  the  manner  in  which  a  person 
deals  with  these  particular  articles,  that  would  not  apply  to 
every  other  kind  of  property.  We  may  say  the  agriculturist 
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shall  only  sow  a  particular  kind  of  wheat,  that  he  shall  not 
engage  in  raising  a  particular  breed  of  cattle,  and  that  if  he 
does  he  shall  be  liable  to  punishment ;  or,  if  he  wishes  to 
sell  them,  he  shall  bring  them  into  market  in  a  particular 
way.  In  all  these  cases  we  are  interfering  with  the  pos¬ 
session  of  property,  with  the  manner  in  which  it  shall  be 
held  and  disposed  of.  Now,  I  say  in  all  these  matters  we 
are  interfering  with  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Local  Legis¬ 
latures  in  matters  of  property  and  civil  rights.  I  defy  any 
member  of  the  committee  to  show  in  what  respect  the 
Local  Legislatures  shall  have  control  over  property  and 
civil-rights,  if  we  have  here  power  to  do  what  we  are 
undertaking  to  do  in  this  matter.  We  are  undertaking 
to  say  how  property  shall  be  held,  and  the  condition 
on  which  it  shall  be  offered  for  sale.  We  undertake  to  say 
whether  certain  kinds  of  property  or  products  shall  be 
mixed,  and  what  sort  of  inspection  they  shall  be  subject  to. 
I  say  these  are  all  outside  our  jurisdiction.  They  are  not 
within  our  functions,  they  are  questions  as  to  the  possession 
of  property,  the  protection  of  property,  and  the  protection 
of  the  civil  rights  of  the  community.  They  are  not  matters 
as  to  the  regulation  of  trade  at  all.  They  are  not  matters 
regulating  commerce,  but  they  are  regulating  the  rights  of 
property,  the  mode  of  its  transfer,  and  the  civil  right  of 
the  party  with  whom  the  property  holder  for  the  time 
being  undertakes  to  deal.  It  does  seem  to  me  we  are 
wholly  outside  our  jurisdiction  ;  and  no  matter  whether  the 
legislation  is  wise  or  unwise,  it  is  legislation  that  ought  not 
to  be  undertaken  by  this  Parliament,  but  by  the  Local 
Legislatures. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  have  never  been  able  myself  to  enter¬ 
tain  any  clear  opinion  as  to  what  legislation  is  within  the 
local  jurisdiction  or  not,  since  the  decision  of  the  Privy 
Council  in  the  case  of  Eussell  vs.  The  Queen.  They 
based  their  decision  on  the  right  of  this  Parliament  to 
enact  the  Scott  Act  on  the  ground  it  was  comprised  in 
the  words  “  peace,  order  and  good  government  of  Canada.” 
I  think  the  question  is,  at  any  rate,  debatable,  and  at  first 
blush  would  commend  itself  to  my  mind  as  a  matter  that 
would  be  in  the  power  of  this  Parliament  to  legislate 
upon  in  the  direction  of  preventing  the  general  adultera¬ 
tion  of  food,  and  would  come  within  the  words  “  peace, 
order  and  good  government  of  Canada,”  as  much  as  the  liquor 
traffic — I  should  think  so  when  taken  in  connection  with  the 
sub-section  of  section  91,  Trade  and  Commerce.  There  is, 
of  course,  a  great  deal  in  what  my  hon.  friend  from  Both  well 
says ;  but  since  the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council  a  wider 
opening  has  been  given  to  the  powers  of  this  Parliament,  and 
we  base  them  to  a  large  extent  upon  those  words  more  than 
we  did  formerly.  It  does  seem  to  me  that  it  is  for  the  good 
government  of  Canada  that  we  should  have  the  power  to 
legislate  against  the  adulteration  of  food.  Of  course,  we  all 
agree  there  is  no  more  important  subject  than  the  prevention 
of  the  adulteration  of  food  and  drink,  and  it  can  hardly  be 
contended  that  the  prevention  of  adulteration  is  purely  a 
civil  right.  I  think  it  comes  within  the  power  of  this 
Parliament. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  think  when  there  is  a  difference  of 
opinion  on  this  question  it  is  our  duty  in  the  meantime  to 
see  that  the  people  are  not  being  poisoned,  and  we  ought 
not  to  wait  until  this  question  is  settled.  The  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s,  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Davies),  has  just 
said  that  it  is  a  matter  of  great  moment  that  the  food  and 
drink  of  the  people  shall  not  be  adulterated.  I  certainly 
think  it  is,  and  therefore  I  think  we  ought  to  go  on  and  pre¬ 
vent  that  adulteration. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  would  just  say  in  reply  to  my  hon.  friend 
from  Queen’s  that  the  question  of  jurisdiction  arises  in 
every  section  of  the  Bill,  and  I  do  not  think  that  the  rule 
laid  down  by  the  Privy  Council  in  The  Queen  vs.  Bussell, 
applies  to  this  case. 
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Mr.  POPE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to  discuss 
a  constitutional  question  on  the  clauses  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  am  discussing  the  question  of  jurisdic¬ 
tion,  and  it  is  pertinent  on  every  clause.  Now,  in  that 
case,  the  Privy  Council  said  that  the  punishment  of  offen¬ 
ces  against  the  law  with  regard  to  the  sale  of  liquor  might 
come  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Provinces  if  it  could  be 
shown  that  the  Provinces  had  jurisdiction  over  the  subject 
matter ;  but  unfortunately  the  parties  who  were  engaged  in 
arguing  the  case  on  behalf  of  the  Provinces,  did  not  seem 
to  know  that  that  would  be  a  subject  coming  within  pro¬ 
vincial  jurisdiction.  If  that  fact  had  been  shown  it  is  clear 
from  the  observations  made  by  the  Lords  of  Council,  they 
would  have  held  that  it  was  within  provincial  jurisdiction. 
If  I  had  the  case  here  I  could  read  the  particular  words 
used  by  the  Lords  of  Council  to  show  that  that  was  the 
view  they  held,  and  it  was  because  the  parties  who  appeared 
on  behalf  of  the  Provinces  failed  to  show  that  the  judgment 
was  given  as  it  was — at  all  events  that  is  a  somewhat 
different  case  from  this.  It  was  a  question  of  police  regu¬ 
lation  throughout  the  entire  Dominion.  This  is  a  question 
relating  to  property,  it  is  an  attempt  to  protect  the  pur¬ 
chaser  against  fraud  on  the  part  of  the  vendor.  The  rela¬ 
tion  between  the  vendor  and  purchaser  is  a  civil  right. 
This  is  not  a  measure  for  the  preservation  of  peace  and 
good  order  and  good  government,  to  prevent  riots  and 
bloodshed  or  the  disturbance  of  the  peace,  but  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  regulating  the  relations  between  vendor  and  pur¬ 
chaser,  and  is  an  attempt  to  protect  the  purchaser  against 
fraud  on  the  part  of  the  vendor.  That,  I  repeat,  is  purely 
a  civil  right  and  as  such  is  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Provinces. 

On  section  17, 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  think  some  provision  should  be  inserted 
in  this  clause  to  provide  that  not  more  than  a  certain  pro¬ 
portion  of  fusil  oil  should  be  put  in  whiskey.  I  desire  to 
enquire  whether  the  schedule  covers  all  chemical  ingredients 
that  are  put  into  whiskey. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Additions  can  be  made  to  the  schedule. 

On  section  19, 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  want  the  Minister  to  con¬ 
sider  this  point.  The  object  of  the  Bill  is  not  absolutely  to 
prevent  persons  selling  articles  composed  in  part  of  ingre¬ 
dients  which  lessen  the  value  of  what  purports  to  be  the 
main  article.  Take,  for  instance,  the  article  of  coffee.  If 
chicory  or  some  other  foreign  substance  is  found  in  it,  it 
would  be  an  adulterated  article  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Act.  Well,  if  a  person  wanted  a  twenty  cent  coffee  it 
would  include  a  certain  proportion  of  chicory,  and  what  is 
to  prevent  the  manufacturer  from  putting  in  a  larger 
quantity  and  selling  it  at  the  same  price  ?  I  think  it 
might  be  arranged  that  there  should  be  certain  grades,  as  I 
believe  there  are  in  England,  according  to  the  quantity  of 
the  innocent  foreign  article  introduced,  and  that  the  pur¬ 
chaser  might  be  secured  in  not  paying  for  a  grade  ranking 
higher  than  the  actual  quantity  of  the  admixture  would 
entitle  it  to  rank — whether,  in  fact,  it  was  an  article  largely 
adulterated  or  slightly  ^adulterated. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  think  section  19,  prescribing  the 
limits  of  variability,  would  meet  the  case,  as  it  would  pro¬ 
vide  for  different  standards.  It  provides  also  that  where 
there  are  not  existing  standards,  they  may  be  prescribed 
by  notice  in  the  Gazette. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
language  of  the  clause  would  hardly  cover  what  I  mean. 
I  can  understand  that  under  that  clause  the  Governor  in 
Council  might  say  that  coffee  must  not  be  adulterated,  say 
more  than  one-fourth.  But  what  I  mean  is  that  the  article 
shall  be  so  labelled  that  the  purchaser  will  know  that  he  is 
buying  not  only  adulterated  coffee  or  confectionery  but  the 
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amount  of  the  adulteration — the  amount  of  the  harmless 
foreign  article  which  is  included  in  it. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Perhaps  the  point  would  be  covered  by 
stipulating  that  the  person  selling  any  of  these  mixtures 
should  state  on  each  package  in  what  proportion  the  differ¬ 
ent  ingredients  are  there. 

Mr.  WELLS.  Suppose  they  are  not  in  packages  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  Of  course  there  would  be  some  difficulty 
then. 

Mi’.  McLELAN.  I  do  not  think  that  it  would  be 
possible  to  carry  out  that  idea  without  a  great  deal  of 
trouble  and  expense  to  the  dealer,  in  the  way  of  stamping 
standards  and  so  on.  I  think  it  would  be  better  that  such 
articles  should  be  declared  exompt  from  the  Act  unless 
they  are  labelled  mixtures. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  That  would  render  the  whole 
clause  valueless. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  whole  Bill  proceeds  on  the  principle 
that  the  purchaser  has  a  right  to  know  what  he  is  buying, 
and  if  he  has  that  right  with  regard  to  simple  substances, 
he  surely  has  the  same  right  to  know  the  ingredients  of 
mixtures.  Now,  a  great  majority  of  the  articles  sold  are 
mixtures  of  non-hurtful  substances — there  are  different 
grades  of  tea,  coffee,  and  so  on.  I  do  not  see  any  difficulty 
in  providing  that  each  package  of  a  mixture  should  be 
labelled  with  a  statement  of  the  proportion  in  which  the 
diffex-ent  articles  enter  into  it.  For  instance,  a  pound  of 
20c.  coffee  mixture  might  be  labelled  three  parts  coffee, 
one  part  chicory.  I  think  one-fourth  or  one-fifth  would  be 
a  low  enough  standard,  and  it  would  not  give  too  much 
work  to  the  Department  to  make  up  these  grades. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  That  would  embarrass  dealers  very 
greatly.  It  would  lead  to  endless  trouble  in  labelling  all 
the  various  grades  of  goods,  although  it  might  be  in  the 
interest  of  the  public. 

Mr.  CASEY.  If  the  grades  were  established,  dealers 
would  have  sets  of  labels,  such  as  coffee  mixture  No.  1, 
No.  2,  No.  3,  and  so  on.  I  do  not  think  the  amount  of  trou¬ 
ble  to  be  undergone  is  any  reason  for  shirking  that  trouble. 
If  we  are  going  to  pi’ovide  for  the  inspection  of  food  at  all, 
we  must  make  it  thoi’ough,  no  matter  what  it  costs. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  does  seem  to  me  that, 
without  some  condition  of  this  kind,  the  whole  usefulness  of 
that  part  of  the  Act  will  be  destroyed.  It  is  important  that 
when  goods  are  put  on  the  market  the  person  purchasing 
them  should  know  whether  he  is  getting  value  for  his 
money  or  not.  We  contemplate  saying'  to  the  manufacturer : 
You  shall  have  the  opportunity  of  adulterating  your  goods, 
provided  the  adultei-ation  is  not  injurious  to  health ;  but  it 
reduces  the  value  of  the  goods,  and  therefore  we  make  it 
incumbent  upon  you,  in  proportion  as  you  reduce  the  value, 
to  state  on  your  label  the  quantity  of  the  foreign  ingredient 
that  you  have  introduced.  For  instance,  if  the  article  is 
coffee,  let  the  manufacturer  be  required  to  label  it  “  coffee 
mixture,  three-fourths  pure.”  If  on^nn  analysis  it  is  found 
to  contain  more  than  one-fourth  of  the  foreign  ingredient, 
he  shall  be  held  to  have  violated  the  Act.  This  seems  to 
me  so  important  that  I  think  an  effort  should  be  made  to 
accomplish  it;  and  in  this  way  you  will  accomplish  it 
without  any  hardship  on  the  manufacturer,  and  you  will  do 
away  with  that  competition  which  exists  among  the  manu¬ 
facturers,  and  which  leads  them  to  reduce  the  price  of 
the  article  sold  by  increasing  the  quantity  of  the  foreign 
substance  in  it.  The  tendency  will  also  be  to  induce  people 
to  demand  a  pure  article,  which  will  be  in  the  interest  of 
both  the  trade  and  the  consumer. 

Mr.  McLELAN,  This  matter  will  be  considered  by  the 
House,  and  if  it  is  the  sense  of  the  House  that  that  should 
Mr$  Patmson  (Brant), 


be  adopted,  and  that  it  would  not  be  too  onerous  to  the 
trade  to  require  the  exact  proportions  of  foreign  substance 
to  be  specified,  I  have  no  objection  to  its  being  added  to  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  KRANZ.  I  believe  that  for  practical  purposes  it  is 
not  necessary  to  distinguish  the  various  grades  of  adultera¬ 
tion  ;  we  should  only  distinguish  between  pure  goods  and 
adulterated  goods.  We  want  our  people  to  use  pure  goods  ; 
we  want  them  to  give  them  pure  coffee ;  if  they  want  to 
adulterate  it  they  can  do  so  for  themselves ;  but  if  an 
article  is  adulterated,  it  is  immaterial  to  know  how  fa?  the 
adulteration  has  taken  place. 

Mr.  MILLS.  If  we  have  power  to  deal  with  the  subject 
at  all,  there  can  be  no  possible  objection  in  requiring  the 
quantity  of  the  foreign  ingi-edient  to  be  indicated.  For 
instance,  a  dealer  in  the  country  orders  from  a  manufacturer 
of  coffee  so  much  ground  coffee,  worth  so  much ;  he  wants 
to  get  an  article  suited  to  the  demand ;  he  knows  that  pure 
coffee  cannot  be  obtained  for  the  price  he  is  willing  to  pay  ; 
he  knows  beforehand  that  it  is  adulterated,  but  it  is  impor¬ 
tant  that  the  public  at  large  should  know.  There  can  be  no 
objection  therefore  that  the  manufacturers  should  mark  on 
the  packages  the  quantities  in  the  mixture. 

Mr.  KRANZ.  I  think  it  would  be  very  difficult  to  find 
out  the  extent  of  the  adulteration. 

On  section  20, 

Mr.  CASEY.  Thei’e  is  a  provision  in  this  section  which 
may  act  harshly  on  the  vendor.  Articles  of  the  same  na¬ 
ture  is  rather  a  wide  description.  For  instance,  if  a  sample 
of  adulterated  coffee  were  found  in  a  store,  a  strict  construc¬ 
tion  of  this  clause  would  allow  the  excise  to  seize  not  only 
ail  the  coffee  adulterated  but  all  the  other  coffee.  The 
sample  is  subject  to  analysis  ;  it  may  take  some  time  before 
it  will  be  analysed  and  in  the  meantime  the  vendor  will  be 
subject  to  the  seizure. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  will  insert  the  words  “  of  the  same 
kind  and  quality.” 

Mr.  DAYIES.  There  will  be  some  difficulty  in  carrying 
that  out.  The  Minister  might  rather  state  with  other  articles 
of  the  same  nature  which  belong  to  another  person  and 
which  are  found  in  the  same  place  at  another  time.  If  a 
package  is  seized  for  analysis  it  may  take  some  time  before 
it  is  analysed,  and  when  the  exciseaofficer  went  to  seize  the 
balance  it  might  be  sold  or  have  been  taken  away  ;  and  to 
prevent  the  seizure  of  other  coffee  obtained  since  then,  I 
would  suggust  that  the  words  “  which  may  have  been  in  the 
place  which  at  the  time  when  the  articles  was  seized,  ” 
replace  those  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  WILSON.  How  is  the  officer  going  to  prove  that 
the  article  was  there  at  the  time.  It  would  be  very  difficult 
for  him  to  pi’ove  that  or  for  the  vendor  to  prove  it  was  not 
there.  This  will  be  thoroughly  impracticable.  While  we 
are  perfectly  willing  to  provide  that  no  article  should  be 
adulterated,  we  ought  not  to  embai’rass  the  trader,  and  I 
think  we  are  throwing  sufficient  difficulties  around  him 
already,  and  ought  not  to  place  him  in  such  a  position  when 
there  is  really  no  necessity  for  it. 

Committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left 
the  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resovod  itself  into  Committee. 

On  section  22, 

Mr.  FISHER.  Does  the  Minister  intend  to  includo  the 
second  sub  section  or  not  ? 
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Mr.  McLELAN.  I  propose  to  leave  it  in  the  Bill.  I 
stated  to  the  hon.  gentleman  before  recess  that  I  would  get 
the  opinion  of  the  Minister  of  Justice  on  certain  points 
raised  by  gentlemen  opposite  in  connection  with  this  sub¬ 
section,  and  some  other  clauses. 

On  section  25, 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  think  when  it  is  specified  that  a  per¬ 
son  knowingly  attaches  the  label,  $5  is  a  very  small  bot¬ 
tom  limit  for  the  penalty. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  may  be  $50. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Yes,  but  it  may  be  only  $5.  It  seems  to 
me  $50  would  not  be  too  much. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Make  it  not  less  than  $50  nor  more 
than  $200. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  think  that  would  be  going  a  little  too 
far  in  the  other  direction. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  propose  that  it  should  be  “  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  $100  and  not  less  than  $20.” 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  think  that  is  a  very  largo  penalty.  I 
think  the  clause  as  it  stood  answered  all  the  purposes  of 
the  Act. 

Amendmet  agreed  to ;  and  committee  arose  and  reported 
progress. 

CULLING-  AND  MEASURING  TIMBER. 

Mr.  McLELAN  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole  to  consider  a  certain  proposed 
resolution  (page  2419)  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
culling  and  measuring  of  timber  in  Ontario  and  Quebec. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  the  House  resolved  itself  into  Com¬ 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  McLELAN.  In  1877  there  was  an  amendment  to 
the  Act  regulating  the  cullers,  and  provision  was  made  for 
reducing  the  number,  as  it  was  found  that  the  number  was 
greater  than  the  wants  of  the  trade  called  for.  At  that  time 
there  were  about  sixty  cullers  on  the  list ;  that  number 
was  reduced,  some  of  them  were  retired  on  annuities,  and 
the  number  was  fixed  for  square  timber.  It  is  still  found 
that  the  number  of  licensed  cullers  is  greater  than  the 
wants  of  the  trade  require.  There  are  now  47  cullers,  and 
it  is  proposed  to  reduce  the  number  to  33  to  be  in  active 
service,  limiting  the  number  of  deal  cullers  to  12  ;  and  also 
it  is  proposed  to  retire  certain  of  them  on  annuities.  It 
has  been  found  in  practice  that  while  some  of  them  earn 
large  amounts,  others  receive  a  very  small  income,  owing 
to  the  mode  in  which  dealers  select  their  cullers.  It  is 
true  that  every  culler  who  is  licensed  is  compelled  to  take 
his  turn  in  the  office  and  to  wait  till  his  turn 
arrives.  But  merchants  sometimes  arrange  so  as  to 
get  the  man  they  prefer  by  giving  a  small  order  to 
the  man,  for  instance,  who  goes  on  to-day,  and  another 
small  order  to  the  man  who  is  on  to-morrow,  and  the  day 
after  their  man  would  come  on  and  they  would  give  him  a 
large  order.  And  so  it  went  on,  and  a  few  cullers  earned  a 
great  deal  while  others  earned  a  comparatively  small 
amount.  The  average  pay  to  cullers  last  year  was  over 
$800,  and  it  is  proposed  to  regulate  their  employment  and 
to  make  a  uniform  salary  of  $700.  The  expenses  con¬ 
nected  with  the  office  are  proposed  to  be  raised  from  the  ser¬ 
vices  performed  and  from  timber  fees  to  be  regulated 
according  to  Order  in  Council,  based  upon  the  expenses 
which  it  is  desired  to  cover.  There  has  been  in  past 
years  a  considerable  surplus,  in  consequence  of  which  the 
fees  were  lowered,  and  it  is  proposed  to  give  the  Governor 


in  Council  power  to  change  the  fees  from  time  to  time  in 
order  to  meet  the  expenditure  that  may  be  incurred,  either 
in  the  payment  of  annuities,  or  of  the  salaries  of  the  callers, 
and  the  expenses  of  the  office. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Have  any  communications  been  received 
from  the  trade  in  respect  to  this  proposed  change  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  lumber  trade  is  not  so  much  inter¬ 
ested,  perhaps,  in  this  proposition  as  the  cullers  themselves. 
It  is  proposed  to  put  them  upon  a  more  uniform  basis  whilst 
securing  equal  results. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No  doubt  the  cullers  are  interested,  bu^ 
the  trade  is  also,  because  I  well  remember  when  this 
subject  was  a  burning  subject,  and  when  the  present 
Auditor  General,  who  represented  a  lumber  constituency} 
and  my  hon.  friend  from  the  other  riding  of  Renfrew  (Mr. 
White),  and  several  other  hon.  members,  used  to  engage  in 
considerable  discussion,  which  culminated  in  the  passing  of 
the  Act  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  alludod.  It  cer¬ 
tainly  was  at  that  time  considered  an  object  of  some  conse¬ 
quence  to  the  trade.  Thb  hon.  gentleman  has  stated  a  plan 
by  which  the  trade  could  obtain  its  favorite  cullers  from 
time  to  time,  and  he  seems  to  point  out  some  mischiefs 
which  have  resulted — that  some  of  the  cullers  got  too  much 
and  others  too  little  ;  and  he  says  it  is  proposed  to  regulate 
their  employment  by  authorising  the  Governor  in  Council 
to  provide  for  a  mode  in  which  the  work  shall  be  done.  Of 
course,  that  may  be  a  very  important  matter,  a  very  serious 
matter,  for  the  trade.  The  hon.  gentleman  proposes  to 
retire  a  certain  number  of  men  who  are  at  present  on 
.active  service.  How  is  it  proposed  that  the  requirements 
shall  be  effected  ?  Does  he  propose  to  leave  it  to  the 
Governor  in  Council  to  choose  the  persons  who  shall  be 
retired  ?  The  result  will  be  the  addition  of  a  very  largo 
sum  to  the  annual  charges  in  regard  to  which  no  services 
are  to  be  rendered  by  the  annuitants,  and  the  charges  will 
have  to  be  increased.  This  reduction  of  staff  is  in  conse¬ 
quence  of  the  trade  having  decayed,  and  we  must  take  care 
not  to  increase  too  largely  the  charges  on  a  decaying  trade. 
In  that  view  the  trade  has  a  consideraele  interest  in  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 

•  Mr.  McLELAN.  Not  quite  so  many  as  1  have  named 
will  be  retired.  It  is  proposed  to  pay  the  cqflers  $700  per 
annum,  whereas  last  year  they  received  $800.  The  expen¬ 
diture  last  year  was  not  so  large. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  afraid  the  hon.  gentleman’s  calcula¬ 
tions  will  not  work  out.  Some  of  the  cullers  receive  barely 
anything  in  fees,  and  these,  I  suppose,  will  be  retired  at, 
$300  a  year.  Is  it  intended  to  pay  each  culler  retained  $70d 
whether  he  does  much  work  or  not  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  important  thot  the  House  should  know 
the  amount  of  work  performed  by  these  men  now,  as  com¬ 
pared  with  some  years  ago,  and  the  number  of  them  em¬ 
ployed  now,  compared  with  formerly.^ 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  was  very  much  more  work  to  do 
a  number  of  years  ago  than  there  is  now.  At  that  time 
there  were  sixty  cullers  employed.  In  1877  the  number  of 
square  timber  cullers  was  reduced  to  eighteen,  but  the  num¬ 
ber  of  the  whole  Btill  remained  over  forty.  It  is  now  pro¬ 
posed  to  reduce  the  number  to  thirty-three,  which  is  due  to 
the  reduction  of  the  work  required  to  be  done  and  the  air- 
cumstance  that  the  trade  has  changed  largely. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Has  the  surplus  been  pretty  nearly  ex¬ 
hausted  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes,  and  it  is  under  consideration 
whether  the  fees  should  not  now  be  increased. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Well,  if  the  surplus  has  been  exhausted, 
the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to  be  prepared  to  give  us  figures 


2476 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


showing  his  whole  scheme,  and  how  it  will  balance  the 
account.  We  know  that  a  good  deal  of  noise  takes  place 
when  fees  are  raised,  and  quite  lately  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  been  beset  by  deputations  asking  that  the  canal  tolls 
should  be  lowered.  The  same  thing  may  happen  if  he  pro¬ 
poses  to  raise  these  other  fees. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  wise  to  put 
in  the  Bill  any  scheme  of  fees.  It  would  be  better  to  leave 
that  in  the  hands  of  the  Governor  in  Council  to  arrange  as 
the  requirements  of  the  service  demands. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  so  far  as  the  public  revenue  is 
concerned  it  would  be  well  that  he  should  provide  that 
these  annuities  should  be  provided  out  of  the  fees,  and  not 
made  a  charge  on  the  consolidated  revenue.  In  this  way 
the  accounts  would  have  to  be  stated  in  a  more  thorough 
manner  than  has  yet  been  done. 

Mr;  McLELAN.  There  is  one  difficulty  connected  with 
that,  and  that  is,  that  though  the  account  may  not  balance 
in  a  particular  year,  owing  to  the  state  of  the  trade,  if  two 
years  were  taken  it  might  balance. 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  we  are  entitled  to  expect  at  the 
hands  of  the  Government  is  a  general  statement,  showing 
what  amount  has  been  received  in  fees,  what  the  diminu- 
ation  has  been,  taking  a  series  of  years,  and  what  is  the 
probable  amount  of  fees  received  under  existing  charges. 
We  have  had  no  estimate  upon  which  an  intelligent  action 
can  be  taken; 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  give  us  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  expenditures  for  1878,  1879  and  1880. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  In  1878  the  expenditure  was  $49,940, 
in  1879,  $44,670,  and  in  1880,  $44,652. 

Mr.  VAIL.  I  understood  the  Minister  to  say  that  there 
are  47  cullers  now  employed. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Not  quite  47.  There  will  be  a  reduction 
in  number. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  deficiency  since  1879  has  been  about 
$65,000  as  well  as  I  can  make  it  out.  Can  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  say  how  the  account  stands  to-day,  whether  we  are  on 
the  wrong  side  of  the  balance  sheet  or  not  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  are  on  the  wrong  side.  In  1879, 
we  had  a  surplus  of  $50,000,  which  has  gradually  gone 
down  until  it  is  exhausted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  quite  clear  that  there  must  be  a 
deficiency  of  $10,000  or  $15,000  now.  In  1884  the 
deficiency  was  about  $11,000,  so  that  it  really  becomes 
a  serious  matter.  If  the  practical  result  of  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  change  is  a  reduction  in  the  expenditure, 
that  would  be  so  far  satisfactory ;  but  I  think  the 
state  of  things  which  has  resulted  in  a  chronic  defici¬ 
ency  since  the  year  1879  is  a  state  of  things  which 
renders  it  absolutely  essential  that  he  should  give  us 
some  forecast  of  what  the  ultimate  charges  are  to  be. 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows  how  long  annuitants  live, 
and  I  am  afraid  his  experiments  will  hardly  be  satis¬ 
factory.  I  trust  that  at  the  next  stage  of  the  measure 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  be  prepared  to  give  us  some 
fuller  information  as  to  how  this  scheme  of  his  can 
be  entertained  without  any  serious  loss  or  liability  on 
the  part  of  the  public.  The  danger  of  making  such 
an  arrangement  as  has  been  made  is  pretty  well  demon¬ 
strated  by  the  figures  before  us,  and  if  we  make  a 
readjustment  we  should  see  that  it  is  such  as  will  lead 
in  the  future  to  the  results  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  depicted. 

Mr1  CHARLTON.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Minister 
what  are  the  fees  of  culling  staves  and  deals  per  hun¬ 
dred  now  in  force. 

Mr.  Blakje 
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Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  have  not  the  scale  of  fees  here. 
I  will  get  the  information  for  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  resolution. 

AGRICULTURAL  FERTILISERS. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No. 
122)  respecting  Agricultural  Fertilisers.  He  said :  I  think  it 
would  be  better  to  ask  the  House  to  go  into  committee  be¬ 
fore  giving  explanations,  because  the  Bill  is  composed  of  so 
many  little  details  that  it  might  be  more  convenient  to 
discuss  it  in  committee.  I  will  explain,  however,  that  the 
Bill  has  for  its  object  that  every  manufacturer  and  every 
importer  of  fertilisers— and  by  the  word  “  fertilisers  "  all 
kinds  of  agricultural  manure  are  not  included,  but  only  fer¬ 
tilisers  which  I  think  would  be  better  called  in  this,  as  well 
as  in  the  Act  which  the  House  has  examined  this  afternoon, 
by  the  appellation  of  commercial  fertilisers,  that  is  to  say 
fertilisers  that  are  in  trade — shall  transmit  to  the  Minister 
of  Inland  Revenue  at  a  certain  period  of  the  year,  and  we 
say  the  month  of  January,  and  before  offering  for  sale,  a 
sample  of  such  fertiliser,  the  quantity  being  2  lbs.,  so  as  to 
be  preserved  in  the  Department  for  the  purpose  of  compa¬ 
rison  with  any  other  sample  that  might  afterwards  be  trans¬ 
mitted  to  the  Department  for  comparison  and  for  the  diffe¬ 
rent  objects  of  the  Bill.  That  transmission  is  to  be  made  with 
an  affidavit  of  the  manufacturer  or  importer  stating  that  the 
sample  which  he  transmits  to  the  Department  is  a  fair  sample 
of  the  article  manufactured  or  sold.  The  second  object  of 
the  Bill  is  that  no  commercial  fertiliser  be  offered  for  sale 
unless  a  certificate  of  analysis  of  the  same  be  openly  and 
publicly  printed  or  stamped  or  labelled  on  the  package  or 
bag  or  barrel,  containing  the  said  fertiliser,  and,  if  the  ferti¬ 
liser  is  in  bulk,  that  the  certificate  of  analysis  of  the  manu¬ 
facturer  be  also  delivered  with  the  article  when  sold  or 
offered  for  sale.  You  will  see  by  this  that  the  object  at  first 
is  net  to  enforce  an  inspection,  but  to  guarantee  the  public 
that  the  article  which  will  be  sold  will  be  an  article  of  which 
a  sample  is  preserved  under  the  custody  of'  the  authorities, 
and  that  the  article  sold  is  sold  with  that  certificate  testify¬ 
ing  to  the  quality  of  the  article,  the  correctness  of  which 
may  always  be  decided  by  the  analysts  of  the  Department 
to  which  it  belongs.  The  Bill  goes  further  and  says  that,  if 
the  manufacturer  or  the  importer  or  the  retailer  wishes  to 
have  a  certificate  of  inspection  from  the  inspector,  he  may 
have  it,  and  then  the  inspector  will  attach  to  the  package  or 
the  other  covering  of  the  fertiliser,  not  a  certificate,  but 
what  is  called  the  inspector’s  tag,  that  is,  a  label  saying 
that  the  fertiliser  has  been  submitted  to  inspection. 
That  inspection,  I  must  say,  does  not  mean  that 
what  the  inspector  shall  deliver  on  the  label 
given  by  him  will  be  another  certificate  of  analysis  by  the 
Department,  but  only  that  the  inspector  has  seen  that  the 
fertiliser  sold  contains,  according  to  the  analysis  of  the  fer¬ 
tiliser,  a  certain  quantity  of  ingredients  which  are  presumed 
to  be  necessary  to  constitute  a  fertiliser  under  the  terms  of 
the  Act,  that  is,  a  fertiliser  at  least  of  the  commercial  value 
of  $10  a  ton.  The  inspector  shall  not  furnish  that  tag  or 
label,  or  certify  an  inspection,  unless  the  article  he  inspects 
is  presumed  to  contain  the  quantity  of  ingredients  which 
are  mentioned  in  clause  11  of  the  Bill.  Clause  12  mentions 
the  penalties  that  will  be  imposed  upon  parties  guilty  of 
the  following  offences :  First,  offering  for  sale  an  article — 
and  we  must  not  forget  that  it  is  a  fertiliser  of  a  certain 
value,  because  the  law  does  not  want  to  prevent  the  import¬ 
ation  of  an  article  of  lower  value,  bringing  it  nearer  to  the 
standard  of  ordinary  manure — offering  for  sale  any  fertiliser 
unless  every  provision  of  the  Act  has  been  complied  with, 
unless  the  article  which  is  sold  contains  the  ingredients 
which  are  mentioned  in  these  certificates  of  analysis  which 
the  vendor  is  obliged  to  give  to  the  purchaser,  and  that  if  the 
seller  has  asked  for  an  inspector’s  certificate,  the  inspector’s 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2477 


certificate  must  be  guaranteed  by  the  certificate 
of  analysis,  and  that  the  person  giving  to  the  inspector  the 
certificate  of  analysis,  whereas  the  article  sold  would  not 
have  the  quantity  of  ingredients  required,  will  also  be 
exposed  to  a  fine.  The  other  clauses  are  for  those  who 
might  force  certificates  or  labels  or  tags,  or  who  might 
apply  to  one  quality  of  fertiliser  the  certificate  belonging 
to  another  quality.  In  a  word,  the  Act  is  limited  to  this : 
First  the  manufacturer  or  importer  shall  be  obliged  to 
transmit  a  sample  of  his  merchandise  to  the  Department  of 
Inland  Eevenue,  there  to  be  submitted  to  analysis;  the 
party  selling  a  fertiliser  is  obliged  to  guarantee  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  purchasing  the  product  that  he  sells,  by  a  certificate  of 
analysis  that  must  be  attached  to  the  packages  sold  or 
given,  when  it  is  in  bulk,  that  he  must  sell  an  article 
equivalent  in  quality  to  the  certificate  of  analysis  he  is 
obliged  to  give ;  and,  secondly,  when  anyone  has  put  in 
trade  an  article  which  has  been  inspected,  he  may  require 
from  an  inspector  his  certificate,  and  those  not  complying 
with  the  provisions  of  the  law,  or  complying  with  it 
apparently  but  not  really,  will  be  subjected  to  the  penalties 
mentioned  in  the  Act. 

Mr.  FISHEE.  Before  this  Bill  goes  into  committee,  I 
would  like  to  say  a  word  or  two  about  it.  I  think  the 
Secretary  of  State  is  quite  right  in  saying  that  the  details 
of  the  Bill  are  such  it  would  be  better  to  discuss  it  in  com¬ 
mittee  than  on  the  second  reading.  At  the  same  time, 
there  are  one  or  two  things  I  would  like  to  refer  to.  I  think 
this  Bill  and  that  which  we  have  discussed  this  afternoon 
with  regard  the  adulteration  of  food,  drugs  and  agricultural 
fertilisers  are  so  intimately  connected  that  it  is  a  good  thing 
they  have  come  up  on  the  same  day  and  can  be  so  closely 
compared.  There  are  some  parts  of  this  Bill  which  I  think 
are  unnecessary,  in  view  of  the  provisions  contained  in  the 
Bill  discussed  this  afternoon  with  regard  to  the  penalties 
to  which  the  Secretary  of  State  has  alluded.  I  find  that  the 
penalties  under  the  two  Bills,  although  they  apply  to  the 
same  offence,  are  not  exactly  the  same,  and  I  do  not  see 
why  in  one  a  different  penalty  should  be  attached  to  an  action 
than  that  which  is  attached  to  the  same  action  in  the  other. 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  explained  that  the  inspector 
shall  obtain  a  certificate  from  the  manufacturer,  informing 
him,  and  supposed  to  inform  the  public  through  him,  of 
what  are  the  constituents  of  the  agricultural  fertilisers 
which  are  inspected,  the  inspector  is  then  required  to 
affix  his  tag  to  the  package  or  sample,  and  it  is 
suppose  thereby  he  is  adding  to  the  information  concerning 
that  sample  or  package,  but  I  find  no  provision  in  the  Bill 
which  insists  upon  the  inspector  obtaining  an  analysis  of 
the  article.  I  do  not  therefore  see  that  there  is  any  great 
advantage  to  be  had  in  attaching  this  tag  by  the  inspector. 
He  is  simply  acting  on  the  information  supplied  him  by  the 
manufacturer  or  dealer,  and  is  obtaining  no  other  informa¬ 
tion  of  his  own.  It  seems  to  me  therefore  that  this  attach¬ 
ment  of  the  tag  of  the  inspector  is  really  adding  a  fictitious 
value  to  the  goods,  and  is  perhaps  assisting  in  a  fraud  more 
than  guarding  against  a  fraud.  If  in  addition  to  the  certifi¬ 
cate  of  the  analyst,  which  must  be  supplied  by  the  manu¬ 
facturer,  the  inspector  himself  were  required  to  analyse  the 
sample,  his  certificate  or  tag  would  be  given  a  very  great 
additional  authority,  but,  under  the  present  system,  I  do  not 
see  that  it  is  any  gain  at  all  to  the  purchaser.  I  think, 
therefore,  unless  some  provision  to  this  effect  is  inserted, 
the  provision  of  the  Act  in  regard  to  adulteration  of  food 
and  agricultural  fertilisers,  by  which  the  vendor  is  obliged 
to  put  upon  record  a  statement  of  the  ingredients  and  the 
standard  to  which  the  article  comes  up,  would  be  quite 
sufficient,  and  just  such  as  much  as  is  really  done  in  this  Bill. 
Merely  drawing  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
the  House  to  these  points,  which  are  general  in  their  scope, 


I  will  allow  the  motion  to  proceed  and  discuss  the  details  of 
the  Bill  in  committee. 

Mr.  LANGELIEE.  I  approve  entirely  of  the  principle 
embodied  in  this  Bill,  which,  if  I  remember  aright,  is  the 
Bill  that  was  suggested  by  the  hon.  member  for  Haldimand 
(Mr.  Thompson)  some  months  ago,  but  I  am  afraid  the  3rd 
clause  of  the  Bill  will  not  obtain  the  object  in  view,  that  of 
securing  the  sale  of  fertilisers  of  the  proper  strength.  I  am 
speaking  from  something  which  came  under  my  notice  when 
I  was  Commissioner  of  Crown  Lands  for  Quebec.  At  that 
time  there  was  a  great,  I  might  call  it,  fever  for  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  phosphates.  Some  very  rich  mines  of  phosphate 
had  been  found  in  the  townships  of  Templeton,  Portland, 
Wakefield,  and  some  other  townships  in  the  Ottawa  Valley. 
Our  exporters  of  phosphate  came  to  me  and  asked  whether 
it  could  not  be  possible  to  have  an  inspection  of  the  phos¬ 
phate  before  it  was  exported,  and  the  reason  they  gave  was 
that  they  were  being  defrauded  in  England  to  a  large 
extent.  From  the  information  they  gave  me  this  was 
the  way  they  were  defrauded  at  that  time,  and  I 
suppose  the  same  thing  has  gone  on  since.  The 
phosphate  was  sold  here  at  so  much  a  ton,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  amount  of  phosphorous  or  other  fertilising 
substance  it  contained,  but  the  phosphate  sent  to  England, 
sold  on  those  terms,  was  analysed.  It  was  referred  for 
analysis  to  a  chemist,  who  was  generally  quite  a  scientific 
man,  but  of  course  he  only  tested  the  sample  which  was 
delivered  to  him.  According  to  the  test  those  phosphate 
manufacturers  in  Canada  made  here  before  exporting,  the 
exported  phosphate  should  have  given  say  80  or  90  per 
cent,  of  phosphorous,  but  the  samples  analysed  in  England 
were  found  to  contain  only  50  or  60  per  cent.  They 
thought  at  first  there  was  ignorance  or  dishonesty  on  the 
part  of  the  English  analysts,  but  at  last  it  was  discovered 
that  the  English  purchaser  took  the  precaution  to  select 
the  very  worst  samples,  and  submitted  them  to  the  analysts. 
In  every  lot  of  phosphate  there  are  some  lumps  of  inferior 
description,  which  would  give  40  or  50  per  cent,  only  of 
phosphorous,  whereas  the  whole  lot  might  contain  an 
average  of  at  least  80  or  85  per  cent.  The  result 
of  the  whole  lot  being  averaged  on  these  inferior 
samples  submitted  to  the  analyst  was  that  our  exporters 
were  defrauded  to  such  an  extent  that  they  said  it  was  per¬ 
fectly  impossible  for  them  to  compete  with  exporters  from 
other  countries,  for  instance  Spain,  unless  an  inspection  was 
made  by  the  Local  Government  in  this  country  before  the 
ore  was  actually  exported  to  England. 

Now,  in  section  3  of  this  Bill,  the  same  danger  is  to 
be  feared  on  the  part  of  our  exporters  which  has  been 
realised  in  an  inverse  manner  on  the  part  of  the 
foreign  purchaser.  The  section  provides  that  every 
manufacturer  or  importer  of  fertilisers  for  sale  shall 
transmit  to  the  Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue,  each  year, 
a  fair  average  sample  of  the  fertiliser  manufactured  or 
imported  by  him.  Well,  it  is  left  to  the  manufacturer  him¬ 
self  to  determine  the  quality  of  the  sample  to  be  inspected. 
If  in  England  the  importer  has  been  able  to  defraud  our 
exporters  by  selecting  the  very  worst  sample,  it  will  be 
very  easy  tor  our  manufacturers— I  do  not  say  they 
will  be  dishonest  enough  to  perjure  themselves — but 
there  will  be  great  temptation  to  them  to  select  a 
sample  which  will  certainly  be  above  the  average. 
Averages  are  always  vei’y  dangerous.  I  am  afraid 
we  will  not  obtain  an  average  oath  from  the  manufacturer, 
or  an  oath  which  will  go  very  much  above  the  average. 

The  best  plan  would  be  to  have  those  phosphates  inspected 
under  the  same  rules  which  govern  the  inspection  of  other 
articles.  I  do  not  say  that  inspection  should  be  compulsory, 
but  provision  should  be  made  that  whenever  a  purchaser  of 
;  phosphates  or  of  any  other  fertiliser  desires  it  to  be  inspect- 
'  ed,  the  inspection  should  be  made  by  a  Government  officer, 
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and  that  the  inspection  should  not  be  based  upon  those  small 
samples  which  the  manufacturers  deliver  once  a  year  to  the 
Minister  of  Inland  Eevenue.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member 
for  Welland  (Mr.  Ferguson)  that  a  great  deal  of  fraud  is 
committed  against  farmers  by  manufactures  of  so-called  fer¬ 
tilisers,  and  the  inspection  is  certainly  very  proper. 

Mr.  POPE.  I  am  fully  in  accord  with  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  as  to  the  frequency  of  the  adulteration  of  fertilisers, 
but  I  cannot  agree  with  him  in  some  other  of  his  remarks. 
Suppose  you  have  50  barrels  of  a  fertiliser  in  a  manure.  You 
put  that  in  a  heap  and  divide  it  into  quarters,  then  you 
quarter  each  one  of  those  again.  And  so  you  go  on  until 
you  get  a  quantity  upon  which  you  can  make  a  proper 
essay.  The  thing  the  hon.  gentleman  speaks  of  could  not 
happen  in  England.  Now  the  course  usually  pursued  in  this 
country,  the  United  States  and  England  is  this :  I  am 
going  to  send  100  barrels,  say,  of  mineral  to  market.  Fol¬ 
lowing  the  course  I  have  pointed  out  I  make  my  essay,  I 
reduce  it  down  by  mixing  it  up  in  the  way  I  have  described 
until  I  get  it,  perhaps,  down  to  a  shovel  full,  and  with  that 
I  make  my  essay.  This  cargo  is  sent  to  the  furnace  or  to 
the  parties  who  buy  it,  and  it  goes  through  exactly  the 
same  process  again.  If  the  two  essays  differ  2  per  cent,  or 
whatever  per  cent  is  agreed  upon,  then  the  whole  thing  has 
to  be  gone  over  again.  The  one  is  a  check  upon  the  other. 
I  do  not  know  what  it  is  proposed  to  do  here,  but  if  it  is 
really  intended  to  take  out  a  lump  here  and  a  lump  there, 
there  is  no  certainty  at  all,  and  would  not  be  a  reliable 
assay. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  I  do  not  want  to  be  considered  as 
charging  the  English  purchasers  of  phosphate  with  intent 
to  defraud.  I  was  only  repeating  the  representations  that 
have  been  made  to  me ;  I  know  nothing  personally  about  it. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  There  is  no  doubt  that 
the  question  involved  in  this  Bill  is  one  of  growing 
importance  to  the  agriculturists  of  this  country.  In 
the  older  Provinces  especially  there  will  be  each  year 
a  growing  demand  for  these  artificial  fertilisers,  and 
we  ought  to  see,  if  possible,  that  the  farmer  receives 
fair  value  for  the  money  he  pays  out  for  these  artificial 
manures.  From  the  very  nature  of  the  trade  there 
are  special  facilities  for  adulteration  on  account  of  the  small 
proportion,  according  to  bulk,  of  the  elements  in  the  man¬ 
ure  that  are  of  special  value  to  the  farmer,  and  it  is  easy  to 
add  to  this  a  larger  quantity  of  an  inferior  grade. 
Though  it  increases  the  bulk  it  depreciates  the  value 
of  the  manure  for  agricultural  purposes  while 
it  increases  the  profits  to  the  manufacturers.  The  case 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  member  for  Megantic  (Mr.  Lange- 
lier)  is  a  fair  illustration  of  the  difficulty.  The  very  cir¬ 
cumstances  of  the  business  show  that  the  fertilising  value  of 
phosphate  direct  from  the  mines  must  fluctuate  according  to 
the  condition  in  which  it  comes  from  the  mines.  It  does 
not  strictly  come  within  the  range  of  the  article  spoken  of 
by  this  Bill,  for  the  reason  that,  while  it  is  the  basis  of  an 
agricultural  fertiliser,  it  is  not  in  a  condition  to  be  avail¬ 
able,  because  experiments  have  shown  that  phosphates, 
when  finely  reduced  and  applied  to  the  soil  in  their  natural 
condition,  are  almost  of  no  value.  They  are  simply  the 
basis  from  which  a  valuable  portion  of  these  artificial 
manures  are  produced,  but  before  they  are  of  practical  value 
they  require  to  be  treated  with  sulphuric  acid  or  some  other 
strong  preparation  to  put  them  in  a  soluble  condition. 
The  percentage  of  the  valuable  element  in  phosphate  must 
vary  very  much  according  to  the  care  exercised  in  taking 
it  from  the  mine,  for  the  reason  that  phosphate  is  found  in 
veins  running  through  rock  which  is  useless  for  agricul¬ 
tural  purposes,  and  just  in  proportion  as  the  phosphate  is 
separated  from  the  rock  will  the  analysis  be  high  or  low. 
I  believe  at  present  the  best  samples  of  phosphate  vary  from 
80  to  83  per  cent,  of  soluble  elements.  A  very  large  pro- 
Mr. 
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portion  of  the  output  of  the  mines  will  not  analyse  more 
than  60  or  65  per  cent.  It  is  clear  that,  so  far  as  the  farm¬ 
ers  are  concerned,  phosphate .  analysing  80  per  cent,  is 
much  more  valuable  than  that  analysing  only  60  per  cent. 
It  seems,  however,  difficult  to  establish  any  basis  of  inspec¬ 
tion  for  phosphate,  except  an  inspection  of  each  lot  shipped. 
The  crude  phosphate  is  mainly  shipped  to  Liverpool,  Glas¬ 
gow  and  Paris  as  ballast,  it  being  mixed  there  with  other 
ingredients  and  converted  into  superphosphate  and  sold  to 
the  farmers  of  the  old  world.  With  respect  to  the  prac¬ 
tical  value  of  the  artificial  manures  sold  to  farmers,  it  is 
an  entirely  different  branch  of  the  question,  and 
it  is  involved  in  the  Bill  now  under  consideration.  Those 
fertilisers  vary  very  much  in  value  according  to  the  addition 
of  inferior  matter  to  bring  up  the  bulk  and  weight.  It  is  a 
matter  of  prime  importance  to  the  purchaser  that  they  should 
have  a  certain  fixed  standard  of  valuable  elements,  which 
form  a  very  small  proportion  of  the  weight  of  the  article, 
because  in  a  comparatively  pure  state  they  would  kill  grow¬ 
ing  crops.  Only  last  Session  a  Bill  on  this  subject,  intro¬ 
duced  by  the  hon.  member  for  Richelieu  (Mr.  Massue),  was 
passed.  That  Act  only  went  into  force  on  1st  June  last,  and 
it  made  provision  that  an  analysis  should  be  attached  to 
each  of  the  samples  of  artificial  manures  manufactured  and 
placed  on  the  market  for  Sale.  That  is  undoubtedly  the 
direction  in  which  we  require  to  go.  I  desire  to  ask  the 
Minister  whether  that  Bill  has  been  practically  put  into 
operation  and  whether  it  has  been  found  effective ;  or  whe¬ 
ther  the  Government  have  simply  assumed  the  Bill  intro¬ 
duced  by  the  hon.  member  for  Welland  (Mr.  Ferguson), 
forgetting  that  the  Act  to  which  I  refer  was  placed  on  the 
Statute  Book.  I  agree  with  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  that  this  is  a  matter  of  growing  importance  to  agricul¬ 
turists  ;  but  I  should  like  to  know  in  what  respect  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  member  for  Richelieu,  now  on  the  Statute  Book, 
has  failed  to  accomplish  the  object  sought  to  be  attained. 

Mr.  MASSUE.  In  answer  to  the  hon.  member  who  has 
just  sat  down,  I  may  say  that  the  present  Bill  is  far  ahead 
of  the  one  I  proposed  last  year,  because  I  had  no  means  of 
asking  the  Minister  to  appoint  inspectors.  The  Council  of 
Agriculture  of  the  Province  of  Quebec  would  have  been  very 
glad  to  induce  the  agricultural  societies,  thereby  the  farmers, 
to  use  for  their  crops  the  best  of  the  fertilisers  ;  but  having 
no  means  of  detecting  the  good  from  the  poor  qualities,  the 
council  did  not  dare  to  induce  the  farmers  in  using  what  it 
had  no  means  to  recommend ;  but  with  this  Bill  I  think  we 
will  be  sure  of  the  qualities  of  the  different  kinds  of  fertilisers, 
and,  in  my  opinion,  the  Bill  stating  that  the  inspection  will 
be  under  the  control  of  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  will 
be  a  great  help  to  the  farmer  in  securing  a  good  article  for 
him,  and  to  the  manufacturer,  in  obliging  him  to  be  up  to 
the  mark. 

Bill  read  the  second  time ;  and  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  1, 

Mr.  FISHER.  Some  little  time  ago,  after  the  Bill  was 
introduced  by  the  hon.  member  for  Welland  (Mr.  Fergus¬ 
on),  when  1  said  a  few  words  in  support  of  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  I  received  a  communication  from  one  of  the  largest 
fertiliser  manufacturers  of  this  country,  known  as  the 
Standard  Fertiliser  Chemical  Co.,  in  which  they  drew  atten¬ 
tion  to  several  parts  of  the  measure.  1  examined  the  Bill 
pretty  carefully  with  reference  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Richelieu  (Mr.  Massue)  last  year,  and  also  with 
some  reference  to  the  Bill  passed  this  afternoon.  I  find, 
Sir,  that  these  manufacturers  have  come  somewhat  to  the 
same  conclusion  that  I  had  pretty  nearly  arrived  at  myself, 
which  was,  that  the  law  of  lasf  year,  and  the  Bill  putting 
agricultural  fertilisers  in  with  human  and  cattle  food,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  inspection  of  the  Inland  Revenue  officers,  there 


1885. 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2479 


was  really  little  necessity  for  this  Bill  at  all ;  that  the 
fact  that  the  fertilisers  were  subject  to  inspection 
would  almost  obviate  the  necessity  of  making  a  new 
law.  The  suggestion  is  that  if  the  manufacturers  of  these 
fertilisers  are  obliged  to  put  on  the  package  a  label  stating 
the  qualities  and  relative  proportions  of  the  ingredients  of 
those  fertilisers,  and  are  subject  to  a  penalty  for  the  sale  of 
fertilisers  which  do  not  contain  the  ingredients  stated  in 
the  label,  the  desired  object  will  be  almost  attained,  especi¬ 
ally  if  the  officers  of  the  Crown  are  given  power  to  prose¬ 
cute  those  individuals  and  to  recover  from  them  the  pen¬ 
alties  which  are  in  this  Bill  of  the  Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue,  called  the  Bill  respecting  the  adulteration  of 
foods,  drugs,  and  agricultural  fertilisers.  Perhaps  the  Bill 
has  already  gone  too  far  for  the  Minister  to  withdraw  it,  or 
to  make  such  other  provisions  in  the  other  Bill  as  would 
obviate  the  necessity  for  this  measure,  and  as  notwith¬ 
standing  the  disclaimer  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  there 
is  no  doubt  this  Bill  is  a  Government  measure,  we  can 
hardly  expect  this  step  to  be  taken.  I  understood  that 
though  the  Bill  was  introduced  by  a  private  member,  the 
First  Minister  promised  to  take  it  under  his  protection,  an 
announcement  of  which  I  was  very  glad,  because  I  believed 
then  that  the  Bill  was  a  necessity,  and  that  such  a  Bill  in 
the  hands  of  a  private  member  could  not  be  carried  into  law 
this  Session. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Perhaps  some  people  are  confusing 
this  Bill  with  another,  which  may  be  called  an  extension  of 
the  Bill  with  regard  to  agricultural  fertilisers.  This  Bill  is 
expressly  to  prevent  fraud  in  the  sale  of  commercial  ferti¬ 
lisers,  and  it  provides  for  that  in  an  ample  and  complete 
manner.  No  man  can  import  or  manufacture  a  fertiliser 
to  be  sold  at  $10  a  ton  or  over  without  giving  an  analysis 
of  it,  and  a  sample  of  it  to  the  Department  to  which  it 
belongs.  Everybody  selling  these  fertilisers  is  obliged  to 
give  to  the  public  a  guarantee  that  a  sample  of  what  he 
sells  is  sent  to  the  authorities,  and  that  sample  must  be 
accompanied  by  the  affidavit  of  the  manufacturer  or 
importer  stating  that  it  is  a  fair  sample  of  what  he  sells. 
The  second  guarantee  is  that  you  cannot  sell  at  retaifor 
wholesale,  or  as  a  manufacturer,  unless  you  give  to  the 
purchaser  a  statement  of  what  it  is  composed  of.  The 
third  guarantee  is  that  if  you  sell  an  article  which  is 
under  the  grade  that  has  been  given  to  the  public  by 
a  certificate  of  the  analysis,  if  you  sell  an  inferior 
article,  you  shall  be  liable  to  a  fine.  The  Bill  may  appear 
rather  rigorous  but  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  found  so  in 
practice.  When  it  is  known  that  the  proper  authorities 
will  be  the  guardians  of  the  samples  which  will  be  analysed, 
there  will  be  the  greatest  precaution  against  trying  to 
defraud  the  public.  I  have  also  received  some  letters  since 
I  have  had  charge  of  this  Bill,  from  manufacturers  and 
agriculturalists  saying  that  they  feared  that  the  inspection 
will  be  compulsory,  that  they  thought  it  might  impose  a 
burden  on  the  retailer,  and  that  the  cost  of  an  article  selling 
at  $2  a  ton  might  be  increased  by  about  $2  a  ton,  which 
would  be  a  high  percentage  on  the  article  sold.  I  shall 
proceed  to  the  examination  of  the  different  clauses,  and  I 
repeat  that  the  Bill  is  essentially  one  to  prevent  frauds  by 
people  selling  commercial  fertilisers. 

On  section  2, 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  After  the  words  “  of  this  Act  ”  strike 
out  all  the  other  words  until  the  word  “  they”  at  the  end 
of  the  line,  and  instead  of  “  $12  ”  insert  “  $10”.  Also  in 
the  fourth  and  fifth  line  strike  out  the  words  “  or  potash.” 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  I  would  ask  the  hon. gentleman 
under  what  application  this  reduction  in  value  is  made  from 
$12  to  $L0  a  ton.  I  speak,  of  course,  from  my  personal 
knowledge  only,  but  with  us  in  western  Ontario,  it  is  mostly 
the  high  priced  super-phosphates  that  are  offered  on  the 


market,  for  which  we  pay  $30  to  $40  per  ton.  We  are  not 
familiar  with  those  low  grades  which  are  placed  on  the 
market  at  less  than  $10  per  ton. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  demand  was  made  by  myself 
originally  to  the  hon.  member  for  Welland,  I  had  occasion, 
when  presiding  over  the  Department  of  Agriculture  in  Que¬ 
bec,  to  have  imported  some  bi-phosphates  which  are  made 
out  of  sea-weed,  the  refuse  of  fish  and  bones.  These  bi-phos¬ 
phates  were  commercial  fertilisers,  and  were  sold  at  $10, 
and  I  wanted  them  to  be  embraced  in  this  Bill.  They  were 
good  fertilisers,  but  at  the  time  they  were  imported,  by 
some  accident,  they  proved  unequal  to  their  reputation,  and 
were  to  a  certain  extent  a  failure ;  and  consequently  agri¬ 
cultural  societies  lost  faith  in  commercial  fertilisers. 

Mr.  BAIN.  I  can  understand  how  desirable  it  is  to 
bring  all  these  agricultural  manures  within  the  range 
of  the  Act.  Certainly  I  do  not  object  to  the  Minister 
changing  the  figure  from  $12  to  $10  per  ton ;  I  was  asking 
for  information.  I  can  understand  a  manure  at  $10  a  ton 
being  really  cheaper  to  a  farmer  than  another  for  which  he 
pays  $40  a  ton,  in  its  effects  upon  his  crops.  There  is, 
however,  this  difficulty.  If  you  apply  the  same  test  to  both 
manures  that  is  required  of  all  the  manures  which  are  exa¬ 
mined  by  a  practical  analyst,  and  which  contain  a  certain 
proportion  of  ammonia,  or  its  equivalent  of  nitrogen,  there 
will  be  a  great  deal  more  of  impure  ingredients  added  to  the 
high-priced  manure,  unless  you  have  some  process  by  which 
you  can  reach  the  manufacturer  of  it.  It  ought  to  be  richer 
in  ammonia  and  its  equivalents  which  really  form  the  value 
of  those  manures  for  gi’Owing  plants.  I  think  it  desirable 
that  the  Bill  should  be  brought  to  apply  to  as  low-priced  a 
manure  as  is  offered  to  the  farmer  for  those  purposes.  I 
believe  that  in  the  eastern  Provinces  there  is  a  large  quan¬ 
tity  of  that  manure  manufactured  from  fish  or  boues  and 
other  ingredients  which  are  otherwise  of  very  little  value, 
and  I  agree  with  the  Minister  that  it  is  desirable  that  all 
these  things  should  be  brought  within  the  range  of  the  Act. 

On  section  3, 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  propose  in  the  second  line  to  insert 
the  word  “  January  ;  "  in  the  third  line,  after  the  word 
“  year,”  to  add  “  person  offering  the  said  fertiliser  for 
sale  ;  ”  in  the  fourth  line  instead  of  “  one  pound,”  to 
insert  “  two  pounds  ;  ”  and  in  the  fifth  line  after  the  words 

fertiliser,  manufactured  or  imported  by  him  ”  to  insert, 

with  the  certificate  of  analysis  of  the  same.” 

Mr.  FISHER.  Sometimes  a  manufacturer  is  asked  to 
make  up  a  special  fertiliser  by  order ;  and  I  suppose  by  the 
section  as  amended,  he  would  be  obliged  when  he  sent  that 
order  to  send  a  jar  at  the  same  time  to  the  Department. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

On  section  5, 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  This  section,  which  appears  to  be  a 
repetition  of  section  3,  is  not.  During  the  course  of  the  year, 
when  an  offence  may  be  prosecuted,  the  inspector  will  have 
a  right  to  ask  for  a  second  sample  from  the  manufacturer. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Since  the  hon.  Minister  has  amended  the 
third  clause,  so  that  a  certificate  of  analysis  has  to  be  sent 
with  the  sample,  it  does  not  seem  to  be  necessary  that 
another  sample  should  be  sent,  especially  as  section  3 
requires  the  manufacturer  to  send  a  specimen  of  every  kind 
of  manure  which  he  may  manufacture.  It  seems  to  mo  the 
5th  clause  is  entirely  unnecessary,  and  will  only  give  the 
officers  of  the  Department  work  that  is  not  intended,  as 
well  as  hamper  the  manufacturers. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  It  is  the  intention,  I  dare  say,  of  the 
Department  every  year  to  publish  with  the  analysis  a  de¬ 
scription  of  the  different  kinds  of  soil  to  which^ach  fertiliser 
would  especially  apply.  That  I  think  would  be  a  great 
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advantage  to  agriculturists,  but  I  do  not  think  that  need  be 
inserted  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  If  the  Department  is  pleased 
to  furnish  that  information  attached  to  the  analysis  of  each 
sample,  I  have  no  doubt  the  proprietors  of  those  manures 
will  take  special  pleasure  in  publishing  that  in  circulars  for 
their  customers. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  quite  agree  that  that  is  a  desirable 
thing  to  be  done  ;  but  I  am  afraid  that  if  it  is  put  in  the 
report  of  the  Department  of  Inland  Revenue  many 
farmers  will  not  see  it. 

Mr.  OHAPLEAU.  The  intention  is  to  put  it  on  a  little 
card  along  with  the  analysis  for  free  distribution  to  the 
public. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Why  are  all  these  samples  to  be  sent  to 
the  chief  analyst  ?  I  think  it  would  be  cheaper  to  allow 
them  to  be  analysed  by  the  local  analyst. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  by 
section  7,  there  must  be  a  number  of  references.  When  the 
inspector  will  give  a  certificate  of  inspection,  he  will  give 
it  with  a  certain  number.  That  number  will  answer  exactly 
to  the  number  of  the  sample  which  has  been  taken  by  the 
inspector  and  sent  to  the  chief  analyst  to  be  analysed.  As 
to  having  the  analysis  made  by  substitutes,  I  suppose  the 
Department  might  arrange  that. 

Mr.  CASEY.  This  clause  states  positively  they  will  be 
sent  to  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  for  submission  to  the 
chief  analyst. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Submitted  to  him  for  analysis,  not 
necessarily  analysis  by  him. 

Mr.  CASEY.  These  words  mean  the  chief  analyst  is  to 
analyse  them.  If  the  thing  is  to  be  submitted  to  the  chief 
analyst  for  analysis,  the  intent  is  for  an  analysis  by  the  chief 
analyst. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  So  much  the  better. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  gave  his  opinion  a 
little  while  ago  that  it  would  probably  be  well  to  have  that 
analysis  made  in  many  cases  by  local  analysts. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  1  said  if  thought  proper  it  might  be 
done. 

Mr.  CASEY.  This  clause  does  not  give  that  power,  and 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  wants  to  have  liberty  to  have  tbe 
analysis  made  by  local  analysts,  the  clause  must  be 
changed. 

Mi\  BAIN  (Wentworth).  The  analysis  to  be  of  value 
requires  the  stamp  of  some  one  whose  reputation  will  give 
that  analysis  value.  I  think,  on  the  whole,  the  chief  analyst 
ought  to  exercise  his  own  discretion  ;  it  should  be  done 
under  his  supervision,  and  he  should  be  responsible. 

On  section  6, 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  At  the  end  of  the  first  clause  I  want 
to  add  “  if  it  is  in  bulk,  the  manufacturers  certificate  shall 
be  produced,  and  a  copy  given  to  each  purchaser,”  and 
instead  of  section  2, 1  would  substitute  this  :  “  No  fertiliser 
shall  be  sold  or  offered  or  exposed  for  sale,  unless  the  cer¬ 
tificate  of  the  analyst  and  a  sample  of  the  same  shall  have 
been  transmitted  to  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue,  and 
the  provisions  of  the  foregoing  sections  have  been  com¬ 
plied  with.” 

Mr.  FISHER.  That  is  already  in  the  Bill  in  the  3rd 
section.  Every  manufacturer  is  to  forward  a  samplo, 
together  with  the  certificate,  and  it  is  not  necessary  to  have 
another  section  to  say  that  before  he  sells  any  he  shall  do 
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Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  This  makes  it  clear.  You  shall  not 
have  the  right  to  sell  any  of  these  articles  until  that  has 
been  done,  and  until  you  have  complied  with  the  foregoing 
clause.  It  looks  like  a  repetition,  but  it  is  only  an  affirma¬ 
tion  of  the  thing  that  is  said. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Why  should  we  re-aflfirm  in  one  clause 
what  is  said  in  another  ? 

Mr.  CASEY.  That  is  affirmed  already,  and  no  harm  can 
be  done  by  re-affirming  it,  but  I  do  not  see  the  necessity. 

Mr.  BLAKE  This  Bill  ought  to  be  submitted  for 
analysis.  It  is  being  adulterated  by  adding  to  the  bulk 
without  improving  the  strength. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

On  section  7, 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  want  to  propose  this  amendment  in 
the  first  line.  After  the  word  analysis,  strike  out  the  words 
“  if  he  deems  it  advisable  so  to  do,”  and  after  the  word 
“  shall,”  in  the  second  line,  add  these  words,  “  shall  if 
requested  to  do  so  by  the  manufacturer  or  importer  or  per¬ 
son  selling  the  same.” 

Mr.  FISHER.  Does  this  clause  mean  that  the  inspector 
shall  not  apply  his  tag  unless  requested  by  the  vendor  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Yes. 

Mr.  FISHER.  And  that  when  he  does  so  place  his  tag, 
it  is  not  necessary  to  show  that  any  further  analysis  of  the 
article  has  taken  place,  but  simply  the  vendor’s  certificate  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Yes. 

Mr.  FISHER  In  that  case,  I  do  not  see  any  good  in 
the  following  four  sections.  The  Minister  stated  that  the 
Bill  was  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  that  a  commercial  fer¬ 
tiliser  was  not  sold  unless  it  came  up  to  a  certain  standard. 
I  pointed  that  we  had  accomplished,  in  the  Bill  respecting 
the  adulteration  of  food,  drugs  and  agricultural  fertilisers, 
all  that  this  Bill  is  going  to  accomplish.  We  provided  that 
anyone  selling  an  agricultural  fertiliser  may  stamp  thereon 
the  ingredients  of  that  fertiliser,  and  that  if  he  sold  it  and 
it  was  analysed  by  the  public  analyst,  at  the  request  of 
anybody,  the  officers  of  the  Department  or  anyone  inter¬ 
ested,  and  it  was  proved  not  to  come  up  to  the  analysis 
stamped  upon  it,  he  should  be  subject  to  a  penalty.  That 
is  all  this  Bill  provides  for,  and  i  cannot  see  what  object 
there  can  be  in  providing  the  same  thing  over  again.  This 
will  practically  be  an  impediment  in  the  way  of  the  manu¬ 
facturer  and  the  vendor.  I  am  anxious  that  every  safe¬ 
guard  should  be  given  to  the  farmers  to  secure  that  they 
shall  receive  due  value  for  their  money,  but  I  do  not  wish 
to  throw  unnecessary  additional  impediments  in  the  way 
of  the  manufacturers  or  the  vendors,  because  whatever 
expense  they  are  put  to  will  have  to  be  paid  by  the  person 
who  uses  the  fertiliser. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  We  have  received  representations 
not  to  force  that  inspection  upon  the  retailer  or  the  mer¬ 
chant.  We  do  not  force  it,  but  there  is  no  doubt  that  the 
certificate  of  inspection  will  add  to  the  guarantee  to  the 
public  in  a  certain  measure,  because,  when  that  inspection 
"is  given,  it  will  be  a  guarantee  to  the  public  that  the 
inspector  has  taken  a  sample  of  the  article,  has  numbered 
it  and  sent  it  to  the  chief  analyst  for  analysis.  I  admit  that 
perhaps  it  does  not  add  so  much  as  if  the  inspector  was 
himself  given  the  certificate  of  analysis  of  the  chief  ana¬ 
lyst;  but  the  expenditure,  which  my  hon.  friend  is  afraid  of, 
would  really  be  too  large,  if  it  was  a  necessity  that  the 
analysis  should  be  made  of  eveiy  article  sold.  The  guaran¬ 
tee  exists  in  the  fact  that  the  analysis  has  been  made  some¬ 
where,  and  that,  if  there  is  any  complaint,  that  analysis, 
with  the  comparison  of  the  sample  that  has  been  given  to  the 
Department,  will  bo  the  best  evidence  that  the  fraud  has  been 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2481 


committed,  if  there  has  been  a  fraud.  I  think  that,  as  it  is, 
we  are  preventing  the  useless  expenditure  of  money,  in  case 
the  pu  blic  would  be  satisfied  that  the  inspector  has  not  given, 
as  will  be  seen  by  clause  11,  that  certificate  of  inspection, 
except  when  he  was  convinced  that  the  produce  which  is 
sold  is  one  which  contains  the  ingredients  which  give  a 
certain  standard  to  the  fertiliser. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  want  to  understand  more  clearly  what 
the  inspector’s  tag  is  to  have  upon  it.  Is  it  to  be  a  statement, 
simply,  that  samples  have  been  taken  for  analysis,  and  not 
that  the  analysis  has  been  made  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEATJ.  It  does  not  state  that  the  analysis 
has  been  made. 

Mr.  CASEY.  .  Or,  if  it  has  been  made,  what  the  result  is? 

Mr.  CHAPLEATJ.  It  does  not  state  the  result. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  do  not  see  that  there  will  be  any  good  in 
that.  I  cannot  see  any  force  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  argu¬ 
ment  that  that  certificate  will  be  any  safeguard  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  I  admit  that  it  might  create  a  certain  impression  of 
safety  in  the  public  mind,  and  I  fear  that  it  would.  Any 
official  tag  of  this  kind  would  be  taken  by  the  public,  who 
were  not  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the  Act,  to 
be  a  certificate  that  the  fertiliser  was  all  right,  and 
would  be  accepted  by  them  as  a  certificate  of  the  genuine¬ 
ness  of  the  article,  which  it  is  not,  in  any  degree.  I  think, 
instead  of  providing  a  safeguard,  it  would  be  very  apt  to 
mislead  the  public,  and  to  be  the  very  reverse  of  a  safe¬ 
guard,  to  be  an  injury  to  them,  by  making  them  think  the 
article  had  been  analysed  and  found  satisfactory,  when  it 
had  not  been  analysed  at  all.  I  do  not  suppose  the  Minister 
had  any  other  intention  than  to  provide  all  the  safeguards 
possible ;  but  if  he  wishes  to  provide  a  real  safeguard  for 
the  public,  and  to  give  a  recommendation  of  meritorious 
articles  of  that  kind,  he  should  insist  that  the  sample  sent 
up  by  the  inspectors  should  be  analysed  as  soon  as  sent  up, 
and  that  the  result  of  the  analysis  should  be  printed  or 
written  on  the  tag  given  out  by  the  inspector.  I  do  not 
see  that  there  would  be  much  more  expense  in  putting  that 
on  the  tag  than  in  putting  something  else ;  and  as  far  as 
the  analysis  is  concerned,  there  is  no  use  in  our  having  a 
chief  analyst,  and  paying  him  fees,  unless  we  get  some 
work  out  of  him.  But  even  in  that  case,  there  is  some  risk  of 
the  public  suffering,  from  the  fact  that  a  manufacturer  of 
compounds  of  this  kind  can  not  be  expected  to  have  a  perfect¬ 
ly  uniform  sample  throughout  the  season  ;  and  although  the 
sample  examined  by  the  chief  analyst  might  be  all  right, 
a  subsequent  sample  might  be  worse,  without  any  corrupt 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  manufacturer.  If  a  detailed 
certificate  were  given  as  to  the  goodness  of  the  first  sample, 
the  customer  might  take  that  as  meaning  that  he  had  a 
right  to  expect  the  rest  as  equally  good.  But  there  is  no 
safeguard  in  the  mere  statement  that  samples  have  been 
sent  up  for  analysis. 

Mr.  CHAPLEATJ.  There  would  be  this  safeguard,  at  all 
events,  that  it  would  complete  the  chain  of  evidence  against 
fraud.  And  there  is  the  farther  protection  that  the  inspec¬ 
tor,  seeing  this  is  produced,  and  that  it  bears  the  same  num¬ 
ber  as  the  sample  which  has  been  sont  off  for  analysis,  it  is 
not  to  be  presumed  that  after  the  chief  analyst  has  analysed 
a  fertiliser  and  having  the  certificate  of  the  manufacturer, 
as  against  his  own  experience,  would  allow  the  inspector  to 
give  a  certificate  to  that  article,  unless  the  analysis  of  the 
chief  analyst  coincided  with  the  certificate  given  by  the 
manufacturer.  But  there  is  something  in  my  hon.  friend’s 
suggestion,  and  I  will  see  that  an  amendment  is  put  in  the 
Bill,  that  immediately  after  the  analysis  the  inspector  shall 
be  supplied  with  a  copy  and  attach  it  to  his  tag. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  intend  that 
the  inspector  shall  put  the  tag  on  until  after  the  analysis 
‘has  been  made  and  found  satisfactory. 
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Mr.  CHAPLEATJ.  I  think,  after  the  analysis,  the  inspec¬ 
tor  should  be  informed  that  he  should  not  give  a  certificate. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  it  would  be  very  likely  to  mislead 
the  public  if  there  was  an  official  announcement  of  this  cha¬ 
racter,  unless  in  cases  where  there  has  been  a  satisfactory 
inspection.  If  the  public  find  there  has  been  an  inspection 
they  will  not  scrutinise  its  results  very  closely.  If  there  is 
some  reason  why  any  certificate  should  be  given  before  ana¬ 
lysis,  the  tag  ought  to  contain  a  distinct  statement  that  it  is 
not  upon  analysis,  or  that  it  is  not  upon  inspection — some¬ 
thing  that  would  show  to  the  public  that  it  was  not  intended 
to  do  that.  When  we  consider  the  number  of  misleading 
advertisements,  and  how  easily  the  public  is  gulled  with 
illusory  trade  marks,  we  at  once  see  how  valuable  such  a 
tag  might  be  in  the  case  of  a  low  grade. 

Mr.  CHAPLEATJ.  I  know  that  in  France  very  severe 
laws  have  been  passed  against  adulteration,  and  still  the 
manufacturers  have  been  successful  in  evading  them,  to  some 
extent.  I  think  that  suggestion  of  my  hon.  friend  should  be 
adopted,  that  is  to  say,  that  after  a  certain  standard  for  cer¬ 
tain  fertilisers  has  been  given  by  the  chief  analyst,  the  inspec¬ 
tor  should  be  supplied  with  a  copy  of  the  analysis,  and  then 
a  person  selling  under  that  certificate  would  be  exposed  to 
the  rigors  of  the  law  if  the  article  did  not  contain  that  certi¬ 
ficate. 

Mr.  BAIN.  The  protection  to  the  purchasers  of  manure 
is  the  fact  that  the  analysis  of  the  test  sample  that  has  been 
supplied  to  the  Inland  Revenue  Department  is  the  basis 
upon  which  we  assume  that  all  these  grades  shall  be  tried  ; 
and  if,  at  a  subsequent  date,  a  farmer  purchased  a  sample 
of  this  manure  and  found  that  it  did  not  test  equivalent  to 
that  sample  under  which  be  had  received  a  certificate  from 
the  Department,  I  should  think  he  was  open  to  the  penalties 
provided  by  this  Act.  There  is  another  difficulty.  This 
Act  applies  to  manure  worth  only  $10  a  ton.  Now,  the 
first  question  a  farmer  asks  is:  Will  this  thing  pay?  If 
ther'e  is  to  be  an  analysis  again,  if  there  is  to  be  a  super¬ 
vision  of  these  goods  introduced  in  bulk,  and  if  they  are  to 
be  sub-divided — and  I  think  it  will  be  found  that  the  great 
bulk  of  these  manures  have  to  be  sub-divided,  either  into 
sacks  or  barrels — it  will  almost  necessitate  that  each  one  of 
these  samples  will  require  tags  attached  to  them  if  the 
inspection  is  going  to  be  of  value.  A  dealer  may  bring  in  a 
couple  of  car  loads,  perhaps  25  tons,  but  most  men  will  only 
purchase  in  quantities  of,  say,  one  ton.  The  result  will  be  that 
this  inspection  and  these  certificates  and  tags,  to  be  of  value, 
would  need  to  be  applicable  to  this  whole  consignment, 
divided  into  quantities.  Now  here  is  a  large  field  for  the 
dishonest  dealer.  It  is  the  easiest  thing  in  the  world  to 
mix  into  these  agricultural  manures  a  certain  quantity  of 
worthless  raw  material  that  will  add  both  to  the  bulk 
and  weight,  and  until  it  is  applied  to  the  crops  and  its 
quality  is  known,  the  farmer  has  no  alternative  and  no 
redress.  I  think  it  is  a  matter  to  be  considered,  before  you 
provide  for  this  inspector’s  certificate  to  be  attached  to  the 
samples,  whether  it  would  be  worth  the  cost  involved, 
because  if  the  inspection  is  made  and  tags  have  to  be  fur¬ 
nished  for  these  articles,  it  will  all  cost  money,  and  it  must 
be  added  to  the  price  of  the  fertiliser.  The  great  protection 
under  this  Bill  to  the  purchaser  is  the  fact  that  the  dealer 
has  to  furnish  to  the  Department  a  test  sample,  which  must 
contain  a  certain  percentage  of  these  valuable  ingredients, 
and  a  farmer,  by  preserving  the  sample  he  has  purchased 
from  the  retail  agent,  and  having  it  analysed  again,  shows 
that  it  does  not  grade  up  to  that  standard  could  then  prose¬ 
cute  the  dealer  for  fraud — if  such  be  the  case.  There,  it 
seems  to  me,  is  the  place  where  you  can  catch  the  dishonest 
manufacturer. 

Mr.  FISHER.  If  that  is  the  view  of  the  hon.  Minister, 
the  3rd  section,  which  provides  for  sending  a  sample  to  the 
chief  analyst  for  analysis,  ought  to  go  a  little  further,  or 
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another  section  should  be  added,  to  the  effect  that  the  chief 
analyst  should  immediately  analyse  that  and  show  that  it 
agrees  with  the  certificate  of  the  analyst  which  the  manu¬ 
facturer  himself  has  had,  and  then  when  the  inspector  is 
informed  of  that  he  will  be  able  immediately,  before  his 
own  sample  has  been  sent  to  the  inspector,  to  apply  his  tag, 
with  the  analysis  upon  it,  and  thereby  give  the  official 
stamp.  I  do  not  think  it  is  at  all  wise  that  the  inspector 
should  be  allowed  to  put  his  tag  or  official  stamp  upon  a 
package  before  he  has  obtained  official  recognition  of  the 
analysis  of  that.  No  doubt,  if  the  tag  was  attached  the 
majority  of  farmers  would  suppose  the  analysis  was  a  correct 
one.  The  manufacturers  will  have  to  have  constant  com¬ 
munication  with  the  inspector.  That  officer  will  have  to 
constantly  visit  the  manufactories  as  special  compounds 
are  being  placed  on  the  market. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  The  committee  should  bear  in  mind,  in 
discussing  this  question,  that  the  manufacture  of  fertilisers 
is  a  business  largely  open  to  fraud.  I  have  spent  many 
years  in  testing  manures,  and  my  experience  has  been  an 
unfortunate  one.  I  do  not  think  I  have  obtained  a  cent’s 
worth  for  all  the  money  I  have  invested.  The  proposed 
tag  will  not  be  of  much  value  in  detecting  bad  manure.  On 
the  contrary,  it  may  be  made  use  of  by  a  manufacturer,  if  he 
is  inclined  to  swindle,  to  help  him  in  doing  eo,  and  we  should 
hesitate  before  we  place  an  additional  means  of  swindling 
in  the  hands  of  the  manufacturer.  I  should  be  sorry  to 
say  that  all  the  manufacturers  of  fertilisers  are  swindlers  ; 
but,  so  far  as  my  experience  goes,  the  majority  are  in  great 
haste  to  get  rich,  and  are  not  very  particular  as  to  the 
means,  and,  as  a  rule,  they  endeavor  to  get  rich  at  the 
expense  of  the  farmers.  We  should  therefore  be  very  care¬ 
ful  before  we  place  any  additional  means  in  the  hands 
of  the  manufacturers  to  swindle  the  farmers.  I  do  not  see  my 
way  clear  as  regards  this  tag.  It  may  be  detached,  and  made 
use  of  by  a  manufacturer  to  get  rid  of  an  inferior 
article  at  the  price  of  a  prime  article.  It  is  a  very  difficult 
subject,  and  the  farmer  will  have  more  protection  from  the 
act  that  an  analysis  is  deposited  with  the  chief  analyst, 
and  if  the  sample  sold  does  not  correspond  with  that 
analysis,  the  vendor  is  open  to  prosecution.  That  is  suffi¬ 
cient  protection  to  the  farmer,  and  I  believe  it  will  be  a 
greater  protection  than  if  we  applied  any  tag. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  There  will  not  be  great  temptation 
to  place  a  tag  on  an  inferior  article,  because  the  person 
doing  so  will  be  liable  to  a  fine  of  $500.  The  tag  will  be 
very  useful  as  a  link  in  the  chain  of  evidence  to  convict 
the  person  who  endeavored  to  defraud  the  public  by  selling 
an  inferior  article. 

Mr.  FISHEE.  Then  the  tag  is  a  mere  voluntary  arrange¬ 
ment  on  the  part  of  the  seller  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Yes. 

Mr.  FISHEE.  And  the  manufacturer  has  to  send  a 
sample  to  the  Department,  whether  he  likes  it  or  not  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Yes. 

On  section  11, 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  move  that  the  minimum  be  reduced 
to  5  per  cent,  on  soluble  phosphoric  acid,  and  that,  instead 
of  10  per  cent.,  8  per  cent,  be  inserted. 

Mr.  BAIN.  Will  that  not  make  the  inspection  valueless, 
as  regards  high-priced  manures  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  If  a  man  manufactures  a  high-priced 
fertiliser,  a  sample  must  be  sent  to  the  Department,  and  he 
must  sell  according  to  the  analysis;  but  the  inspector  shall 
not  be  allowed  to  place  his  tag  and  certificate  upon  any  pro¬ 
duct  which  shall  not  come  up  to  the  minimum  grade. 

Mr.  FISHER.  Has  the  Department  received  any  inform¬ 
ation  from  experts  in  these  matters,  as  to  whether  $10  per' 
Mr.  Fishes. 


June  ll, 


ton  will  coincide  as  a  standard  of  value  with  the  standard 
of  quality  fixed  in  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  have  taken  these  figures  from  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  presented  the  Bill,  but  who,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  is  not  here  to-night.  We  will  not,  however, 
ask  concurrence  before  the  hon.  gentleman  has  arrived, 
when  a  better  explanation  may  be  given.  I  understand, 
however,  from  the  head  of  the  Department,  that  he  sup¬ 
poses  this  figure  will  cover  it. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  I  would  suggest  that  they 
obtain  through  the  Department  some  information  directly 
from  the  experts  in  these  matters,  because  the  Bill  will  be 
valueless  unless  this  percentage  is  fair  and  equitable  as 
between  the  farmers  and  the  manufacturer. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU  I  may  say  that  the  information  from 
the  Department  has  come  from  the  experience  and  legisla¬ 
tion  in  over  half  a  dozen  of  the  United  States,  where  the 
greatest  attention  has  been  given  to  these  matters. 

Mr.  FISHEE.  There  is  another  point  mentioned  in  the 
letter  from  the  manufacturing  firm  to  which  I  have  already 
referred,  and  that  is,  as  to  the  necessity  of  allowing  a  cer¬ 
tain  margin,  if  it  should  happen,  that  by  reason  of  age  the 
compound  phosphates  should  become  resolved  into  insolu¬ 
ble  phosphoric  acid.  I  think  it  would  be  desirable  that  the 
date  of  the  analysis  should  be  stated  in  the  certificate  of 
analysis,  and  that  some  allowance  of  that  kind  should  be 
made,  in  case  the  compound  reverts  to  its  insoluble  form. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  have  received  some  information  on 
that  point,  but  it  is  one  that  I  can  leave  to  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Welland,  as  he  is  going  to  submit  an  amendment, 
providing  for  5  per  cent,  soluble  sulphuric  acid  against  2 
per  cent,  reverted. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  The  margin  left  is,  I  am  afraid, 
a  very  small  one. 

Mr.  CASEY.  Some  of  these  manures  are  not  permanent 
compounds,  but  will  spoil  by  keeping,  and  it  stands  to 
reason  that  if  they  should  spoil  by  keeping  they  should  not 
be  sold  as  of  the  same  value  as  before.  The  manure  may 
retain  its  value,  though  it  reverts  to  its  insoluble  form, 
which  may  not  be  of  any  great  value,  unless  some  new 
chemical  compound  is  formed. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Finely  ground  phosphates,  which  some 
consider  not  so  valuable,  because  the  soluble  phosphate  acid 
does  not  appear,  are,  by  others,  considered  very  valuable 
manures,  because  the  effect  is  produced  afterwards,  though 
it  is  not  visible  at  the  time. 

Mr.  CASEY.  The  purchaser  ought  to  know  that  it  will 
only  become  valuable  after  it  has  been  in  the  ground  for 
some  time. 

On  section  12, 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  At  the  fourth  line,  after  the  word 
“  package,”  I  wish  to  add  “  bag  or  barrel,”  and  then,  in  the 
next  line,  after  the  word  “  inspector,”  add  “  to  accompany 
the  bill  of  inspection  of  such  inspector.”  On  the  26th  line 
of  the  page,  after  the  words  “  preceding  section,”  I  wish  to 
add  “  or  who  sells,  or  offers,  or  exposes  for  sale,  any  fertiliser 
which  does  not  contain  the  percentage  of  constituents  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  manufacturer’s  certificate  accompanying  the 
same.” 

Mr.  CASEY.  Is  not  this  covered  by  the  words  from  the 
19th  line  down  to  the  24th  line. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  Bill  originally  made  the  inspec 
Pon  obligatory ;  now  it  is  only  permissive. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  think  the  amendment  should  say  :  in  the 
case  of  goods  that  are  not  subject  to  inspection. 
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Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  It  would  not  apply,  in  any 
case,  to  any  of  those  goods  put  on  the  market.  We  are 
applying  a  minimum  basis,  but  a  manufacturer  furnishes  a 
higher  grade  to  the  Department,  and  he  allows  the  saleable 
article  to  be  a  lower  grade.  It  seems  to  me  the  words  in 
the  clause  are  necessary. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  If  a  person  sells  an  article  for  $40  a 
ton,  I  want  him  to  be  obliged  to  give  what  he  says  he  is 
giving. 

Mr.  CASEY.  With  the  Minister’s  explanation,  I  agree 
that  the  words  are  necessary ;  but  I  think  the  cases  of  those 
who  have  to  submit  to  inspection  are  covered  by  the  words 
used  before,  and  these  words  are  intended  to  apply  to  goods 
not  sold  at  all. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Minister 
whether  there  is  to  be  any  penalty  imposed  on  the  manu¬ 
facturer  who  adulterates  ?  This  clause  provides  for  the 
person  who  sells ;  perhaps  it  includes  the  manufacturer. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  If  the  manufacturer  keeps  the  article 
for  himself,  there  is  no  great  danger  to  anybody.  He  will 
have  punishment  enough. 

On  section  13, 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  would  propose  that  the  penalty  be 
made  $500  instead  of  $100. 

Mr.  CASEY.  I  do  not  know  why  a  person  who  attaches 
a  tag  to  a  package  it  is  not  meant  for  should  not  be  placed 
in  the  same  position  as  a  person  who  forges  or  utters  a  cer¬ 
tificate.  His  crime  might  be  made  a  misdemeanor,  the 
same  as  the  other,  so  that  the  second  sub-section  might  be 
struck  out. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  first  sub-section  relates  to  a 
misdemeanor,  because  it  is  forgery  of  public  writings,  and 
we  attach  the  same  penalty  to  it  as  exists  in  the  cases  of 
forgery  of  that  description.  I  think  the  fine  provided  in 
the  second  sub  section  is  punishment  enough  for  the  offence. 

Mr  CASEY.  Should  not  imprisonment  be  added,  in  case 
of  inability  to  pay  the  fine  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  think  my  hon.  friend  is  right,  we 
should  add,  “  and  in  default  of  payment,  imprisonment  for 
a  term  not  exceeding  12  months.” 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  If  all  these  penalties  are  to  go 
into  the  public  revenue  it  strikes  me  that  a  farmer  who 
urchases  an  inferior  manure  and  is  defrauded  ought  to 
ave  recourse  for  damages. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  That  is  provided  for  by  common  law. 

On  section  14, 

Mr.  CASEY.  Does  the  Act  permit  any  person  but  the 
inspector  to  institute  a  prosecution  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Any  person  can  prosecute  when 
there  is  a  penalty  imposed.  Any  person  may  be  the  com¬ 
plainant. 

Mr.  CASEY.  But  when  the  Act  specially  states  that  a 
particular  person  may  prosecute,  that  would  shut  out  any 
other  person. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  would  move  to  strike  out  the  clause. 
It  might  look  as  if  we  wanted  to  prevent  any  other  person 
from  prosecuting. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

On  section  15, 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  wish  to  strike  out  the  words  after 
the  word  “  shall  ”  to  the  word  “  to,”  and  make  the  section 


read :  “  All  penalties  recovered  under  this  Act  shall  form 
part  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  Canada.” 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  section  Iti, 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  I  propose  the  following  amendment : 
“  All  the  provisions  of  the  Adulteration  of  Food  Act,  of 
1884,  or,  in  the  event  of  a  repeal  thereof,  of  any  Act  sub¬ 
stituted  therefor  during  the  present  Session.” 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  hope  the  Minister  will  try,  on  the  third 
reading,  to  give  us  the  information  he  promised. 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  Yes  ;  and  I  shall  have  to  find  a  clause 
for  the  prosecution  and  recovery  of  the  penalties. 

Bill  reported. 

Amendments  read  the  first  and  second  times,  and  con¬ 
curred  in. 

LAND  GRANTS  TO  RAILWAYS  IN  THE  NORTH- 

WEST. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  to  consider 
certain  resolutions  (p.  2440)  to  authorise  grants  of  Dominion 
lands  to  certain  railways  in  the  North-West. 

On  resolution  1  (North-Western  Coal  and  Navigation 
Railway  Company), 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  explained  yesterday  the 
object  of  this  resolution.  I  think  the  papers  were  laid 
before  the  House  some  time  ago,  showing  the  different 
phases  through  which  the  negotiations  between  that  com¬ 
pany  and  the  Government  went.  In  the  case  of  that  com¬ 
pany,  as  well  as  the  other  companies,  the  terms  under  which 
certain  arrangements  were  made  between  them  and  the 
Government  for  lands  in  aid  of  the  construction  of  this  line 
had  to  be  changed,  from  time  to  time,  until  the  17th 
January,  1885,  when  an  Order  in  Council  was  passed, 
providing  that,  subject  to  the  approval  of  Parliament, 
the  reserve  of  land  made  by  the  Order  in  Council  of 
September,  1884,  should  be  increasd  to  3,840  acres  per 
mile,  from  Medicine  Hat  to  the  coal  lands  of  the 
company  on  Belly  River.  The  company  will  pay  10 
cents  per  acre  for  the  survey  and  other  incidental  expenses. 
The  condition  of  this  grant  is  that  the  line  will  be  completed 
by  the  month  of  August  next.  I  understand  that  this  con¬ 
dition  will  be  fulfilled.  The  railway  is  being  pushed  with 
vigor,  and  if  anything  should  occur  to  delay  it,  it  would  be 
only  on  account  of  the  troubles  which  have  existed  in  the 
North-West;  but  I  understand  that  there  is  very  little 
chance  of  any  delay  taking  place.  The  line  is  now  pushed 
with  great  vigor,  and  will  give  access  to  these  lands,  which 
promise  to  give  good  coal,  not  only  to  the  railways,  but  also 
to  the  settlers  in  that  neighborhood,  and  further  east  and 
west. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  it  is  a  matter  of  regret  that  the 
Orders  in  Council  and  other  papers  connected  with  these 
various  grants  should  not  have  been  printed  and  laid  on  the 
Table  some  time  ago.  The  papers  themselves  have  been 
laid  on  the  Table  time  enough,  but  it  is  obvious  that  those 
members  who  have  not  had  the  opportunity  of  reading  the 
papers  in  the  manuscript  form  in  which  they  came  down, 
and  the  number  of  these  is  naturally  very  limited,  have  not 
had  any  means  of  ascertaining  the  particulars.  I  would 
ask  the  hon.  gentleman  “One  question  of  a  general  nature, 
and  applicable  to  the  whole  of  the  resolutions,  whether  it  is 
proposed,  in  the  Bill  to  be  founded  upon  these  resolutions, 
that  the  grants  should  be  stated  to  be  in  the  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  in  the  Order  in  Council  submitted  to  Parliament  in 
each  case,  or  whether  it  is  intended  to  give  the  Governor  in 
Council  an  absolute  power  to  grant  these  lands,  irrespective 
of  any  terms  and  conditions  whatever  ? 
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Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  intention  is  to  draw 
the  Bill  in  such  a  way  as  to  conform  to  the  conditions  of  the 
Order  in  Council. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Of  course,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  will  observe  that  the  first  Orders  in  Council  have  been 
changed. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  course ;  I  mean  the  last  orders. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  It  is  the  intention  that  it 
should  be  so.  If  there  were  any  reason  afterwards  to  vary 
those  Orders,  of  course  we  would  have  to  come  to  Parlia¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  answer  is  quite  satisfactory,  and  is 
just  in  accordance  with  what  I  should  have  thought  reason¬ 
able.  This  case  happens  to  be  one  which  does  not  furnish 
an  exposition  of  so  many  phases  of  the  different  policies  of 
the  Government  as  some  of  the  others  which  come  on  later, 
because,  if  I  rightly  understand,  the  first  application  in  the 
case  of  this  particular  railway  was  as  late  as  the  13th 
September,  1883.  I  may  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  I 
find  some  difficulty,  from  the  papers  in  this  case,  which  he 
will  agree  with  me  is  rather  a  special  case,  both  as  to  the 
gauge  of  the  railway  and  as  to  some  other  circumstances, 
I  do  not  find  sufficient  information  to  enable  me  to  appre¬ 
hend  whether  the  land  through  which  this  railway  passes 
for  the  110  miles  is  deemed  by  th9  Government  to  be  agri¬ 
cultural  land.  I  rather  gather  that  the  main  object,  of 
course  a  very  important  object,  which  the  Government 
expects  to  serve  by  the  prosecution  of  this  railway,  is  the 
coal  supply  ;  and  I  was  anxious  to  know  whether  it  is  the 
expectation  of  the  Government  that  agricultural  settle¬ 
ments  will  be  formed  along  the  line  of  this  railway,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  other  railways. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  It  is. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  the  land  may  be  expected  to  be  of 
the  ordinary  character  of  agricultural  land  in  the  North- 
West? 

Sir  HECTOR  L  ANGE  VIN.  Yes. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  first  application  is  of  13th  September 
1883,  from  Sir  Alexander  Galt,  who  refers  in  that  to  the 
letter  which,  so  far  as  1  can  judge,  is  not  brought  down,  of 
the  22nd  of  June  previous,  but  who  makes  a  statement  of  a 
personal  examination  of  the  territory  over  which  is  is  pro¬ 
posed  ihe  line  shall  pass.  In  that  he  states  that  he  had  the 
advantage  of  Langdon  &  Sheppard,  contractors,  with  whose 
names  we  are  familiar,  upon  the  subject  of  a  practical  route, 
and  that  the  firm  expressed  their  willingness  to  contract  for 
the  railway,  and  their  engieeer  is  now  making  a  thorough 
examination  of  the  entire  route  with  this  view.  Then  he 
states : 

“  The  coal  from  the  Lethbridge  mines  has  been  thoroughly  tested  by 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  pronounced  suitable.  Subject  to 
the  construction  of  the  railway,  I  have  agreed  with  them  for  the  supply 
of  all  the  coal  they  require  at  Medicine  Hat,  for  $5  per  ton.” 

So  that,  then,  the  notion  was  that  this  road  would  be  com¬ 
pleted  by  the  1st  of  September,  1884,  and  Sir  Alexander 
Galt  was  able  to  secure  a  contract  from  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  for  20,000  tons,  as  a  minimum,  a  year,  at  a  fair 
price  for  the  company’s  interests  as  mine  owners.  Then, 
other  promises  are  made : 

* 

“  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  also  promised  every  assistance  in 
their  power  in  the  construction  and  working  of  the  line.” 

So  that  he  secured  from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  their 
favorable  offices  for  the  construction  and  also  the  working 
of  the  line.  Then,  Sir  A,  T.  Galt  proceeds  to  say : 

“To  enable  the  railway  to  be  built  within  the  next  twelvemonths, 
which  is  in  every  respect  to  be  desired,  it  is  necessary  that  the  funds  be 
provided  this  winter  and  the  steel  rails  and  ties  procured  before  spring.” 

Mr.  Blake. 
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And  he  points  out  some  of  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
obtaining  an  incorporation  in  time  to  go  on  with  the  work, 
and  of  the  particular  method  of  escaping  from  those  difficul¬ 
ties,  with  which  it  is  not  necessary  to  trouble  the  commit¬ 
tee.  Then  he  proceeds  to  point  out : 

“  To  enable  me,  therefore,  to  obtain  the  approval  of  the  North-Western 
Goal  and  Navigation  Company  to  such  an  extension  of  their  operations 
and  responsibilities,  it  has  become  absolutely  necessary  to  obtain  an 
early  decision  of  the  Government  as  to  the  assistance  they  are  willing 
to  grant  to  the  undertaking.” 

Then,  further  on : 

“  The  privilege  of  purchasing  6,400  acres,  to  be  taken  from  the  vacant 
suitable  agricultural  land,  at  $1  per  acre,  with  expense  of  survey  added, 
subject  to  such  conditions  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Government. 
The  privilege  of  immediately  selecting  as  part  of  the  foregoing  land  the 
quantity  not  exceeding  15,000  acres  of  what  are  understood  to  be  coal 
lands,  the  present  land  now  in  occupation  of  the  company,  under  Order 
in  Council  or  by  departmental  authority,  to  be  considered  as  part  of  the 
said  16,000  acres.” 

He  asks,  also  : 

“  The  free  admission  of  the  steel  rails  and  other  materials  for  con¬ 
struction.” 

And  he  points  out : 

“  The  public  grounds  upon  which  I  venture  to  submit  this  application 
are— 

“That  the  construction  of  the  railway  guarantees  to  the  entire 
country,  as  far  east  Winnipeg,  a  regular  and  ample  supply  of  excellent 
fuel,  at  a  moderate  cost,  as  it  can  be  delivered  in  Winnipeg  at  about  $10 
per  ton. 

“  That  it  establishes  the  important  fact  in  relation  to  the  future  work¬ 
ing  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  that  its  entire  consumption  of  fuel 
can  be  provided  at  the  central  point  of  Medicine  Hat  at  the  low  price  of 
$5  per  ton. 

“  That  it  affords  the  important  McLeod  district  railway  facilities  which 
cannot  be  otherwise  obtained ;  and  also  will  bring  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  the  cattle  and  mining  traffic  of  northern  Montana. 

* 1  That  the  development  of  a  large  mining  industry  by  the  company  will 
require,  on  their  part,  the  most  strenuous  efforts  to  promote  the  early 
settlement  of  their  lands  hereby  applied  for,  also  of  the  whole  district. 

“  That  without  the  railway  no  sales  of  public  lands  on  any  extensive 
scale  can  be  effected,  and  that  those  conveyed  to  the  company  will 
realise  the  full  price  of  such  lands  under  the  present  regulations  earlier 
than  in  any  other  mode  ;  if  this  railway  be  not  completed  within  two 
years  from  the  first  of  September,  of  this  year,  this  application  to  be 
void.” 

He  does  say  one  thing  that  is  rather  peculiar : 

“  I  propose  that  the  ordinary  agricultural  lands  should  be  taken 
along  the  line  of  railway  in  alternative  townships,  where  found  suitable 
for  settlement,  and  that  the  surplus  be  selected  from  any  unappropriated 
lands  south  of  the  Canadian  Pad  Sc  Railway  belt,  and  west  of  Medicine 
Hat,  the  operation  of  the  homestead  law  not  to  apply  to  the  townships 
or  blocks  chosen.” 

Then,  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee,  at  this 
stage,  to  the  fact  to  which  I  have  referred —and  it  seems  to 
me  to  be  one  of  considerable  importance,  in  dealing  with 
the  application — the  fact,  namely,  that  this  proposal  to 
grant  a  concession,  not  merely  of  alternate  sections  on  the 
line  of  a  projected  railway,  but  also  of  a  quantity  of  land  in 
bulk  at  the  terminus  of  that  railway,  a  quantity  of  coal 
lands.  The  Order  in  Council  of  the  19  th  of  October,  1883, 
is  accompanied  by  a  plan  which  shows  the  terminus  of  the 
railway  at  the  coal  lands,  and  which  shows  a  comparatively 
moderate  quantity  of  coal  lands,  which  are  already  in  the 
possession  of  the  company  itself.  But  they  ask  for,  and 
this  plan  shows,  a  very  large  block  of  land,  comprising,  I 
think,  some  16  sections  in  all,  of  coal  lands  surrounding 
their  township,  a  parallelogram  surrounding  their  terminus. 
They,  therefore,  obtain  an  immense  area  of  coal  lands,  and 
all  those  which  were  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  terminus 
of  the  railway,  which  terminus  itself  was  chosen  from  its 
being  presumably  in  tho  centre  of  vast  mines.  This  initiated 
an  application  by  Lethbridge  and  others  for  certain  mining 
lands,  which  we  discussed  some  years  ago  in  Parlia¬ 
ment,  and  I  then  suggested  the  danger  that  might 
arise  from  an  exceptionally  large  grant  of  coal  area  to 
one  individual.  Well,  these  areas,  which  are  larger  than 
those  ordinarily  granted  by  the  Government,  are  now  to  be 
supplemented  by  others,  making  the  whole  area,  I  think, 
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something  like  five  times  as  large  as  the  original  grant. 
I  think  it  is  very  important,  with  respect  to  the  future  of 
the  country,  that  we  shouid  remember  what  we  are  doing 
when  we  are  dealing  with  this  company,  which  is  at  once  a 
mining  company  and  a  railway  company.  We  have  got  to 
consider  whether  we  are  not  practically  establishing  a 
monopoly  in  the  coal  supply,  so  lar  as  regards  a  coal  supply 
from  that  region.  The  ordinary  rules,  of  course,  as  to  the 
regulation  of  freights  and  fares,  do  not  apply.  They  furnish 
no  protection  whatever  in  this  case,  because  the  protection 
in  shipping  by  the  ordinary  rules,  as  to  rates  and  fares,  the 
power  of  the  Governor  in  Council  to  regulate  them,  and 
the  provision  that  they  will  be  equal  for  other  persons  and 
goods,  under  like  circumstances,  travelling  a  like  distance,  do 
not  in  the  least  degree  apply  to  the  case  of  a  company  which 
is  itself  a  large  owner  of  mines,  as  between  itself  and  the 
public.  This  company  is  the  mine  owner  itself  and  is  also 
the  railway  owner.  It  charges  itself  no  frieght  for  carry¬ 
ing  its  own  coal  over  its  own  railway,  and  therefore  you 
cannot  make  any  arrangement  that  will  protect  the 
public,  in  the  sense  that  the  public  may  bo  supplied  by 
other  mine  owners  in  the  same  neighborhood  carry¬ 
ing  their  coal  over  the  railway  on  as  advantageous 
terms  as  the  coal  of  this  particular  company.  That 
is  really,  to  my  mind,  a  very  important  consideration. 
We  do  not  want  to  give  the  public  domain  to  assist  in 
increasing  the  value  of  a  coal  concession,  unless  we  are  able 
to  guarantee  to  the  country  at  large  the  prospect  that  there 
will  be  a  large  development  of  coal  mines  by  others,  and 
they  will  have  a  fair  chance  at  that  development.  You 
depress  that  chance  when  you  combine  the  mine  owner  and 
the  railway  owner  in  one  hand,  and  thus  accomplish  the 
retulo  I  have  indicated,  namely,  that  there  can  be  no  com¬ 
petition  on  the  part  of  the  outside  proprietors  of  coal  areas 
with  the  proprietors  of  the  enormous  block  of  land  sur¬ 
rounded  by  the  railway,  for  they,  themselves,  as  owners  of 
the  railway,  with  which  they  can  make  their  own  terms  as  to 
the  carrying  of  their  own  coal,  will  secure  entire  control  of 
the  market.  This  is  a  consideration  which,  it  seems  to  me, 
deserves  the  attention  of  the  Government,  and  upon  which 
we  should  have  an  explanation  of  their  policy.  I  need 
hardly  repeat  my  general  observations,  that  I  am  making 
no  opposition  to  the  grant  in  aid  of  any  of  these  railways, 
not  even  this  one;  but  this  one  involve i  special  considera¬ 
tions,  and  whether  the  hon.  gentleman  may  attach  more  or 
less  weight  to  that  suggestion,  it  is  a  matter  deserving  of 
attention,  as  we  are  making  the  first  concession  of  this  par¬ 
ticular  character.  The  first  proposition  I  have,  is,  therefore, 
that  the  owners  of  a  large  coal  area,  and  one  of  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  grant  is  a  very  large  enlargement  of  that 
coal  area,  I  think  amounting  to  10,000  additional  acres, 
besides  the  coal  lands  of  which  they  are  now  absolute  pro¬ 
prietors— I  find  the  conjunction  of  the  coal  mine  owner  and 
the  owner  of  the  coal  railway  is,  under  these  circumstances, 
not  an  encouragement,  but  a  check  upon  the  development  of 
other  coal  areas,  while  competition  with  coal  mining  com¬ 
panies  is  of  the  last  consequence  to  the  future  of  the  North- 
West.  Take,  for  example,  the  very  statement  Sir  Alexander 
Galt  makes.  He  states  that  coal  will  be  supplied  at  the  cen¬ 
tral  point,  after  being  carried  110  miles,  at  $5  per  ton.  Ido 
not  know  exactly  what  the  quality  of  the  coal  is,  how  it 
compares  with  best  heat-producing  locomotive  coal.  It  is 
very  gratifying,  however,  to  know  that  the  coal  is  useful  and 
available,  and  that  the  Canadian  Pacific -Railway  Company’s 
engines  will  be  able  to  burn  it  profitably ;  but  there  are 
various  grades  of  coal,  and  I  do  not  know  this  particular 
grade.  But  $5  for  coal  only  110  miles  from  the  mine  is  cer¬ 
tainly  not  a  very  low  price,  and  as  that  is  stated  to  be  a 
wonderful  price,  it  seems  to  me  all  the  more  important  that 
we  should  consider  what  encouragement  we  are  going  to 
give  to  parties  competing  to  reduce  that  price  to  the  lowest 
possible  limit.  I  have  on  more  than  one  occasion  declared 


that  there  was  no  subject  that  more  deserved  our  atten¬ 
tion  than  the  question  of  dealing  with  the  coal  supply 
of  the  North-West,  and  I  have  ventured  to  express,  in  this 
House,  on  more  than  one  occasion,  the  opinion  that  we 
should  not,  by  any  action  of  ours,  place  too  large  coal  areas 
in  one  hand,  or  grant  great  powers  to  one  corporation.  I 
say,  if  you  look  at  the  coal  supply  of  this  continent,  and  con¬ 
sider  what  is  to  be  ascertained  upon  the  subject,  you  will 
find  that  the  price  of  coal  is,  in  the  first  instance,  the  cost 
of  getting  the  coal  to  bank  and  a  very  small  margin  besides. 
Those  are  the  elements,  putting  aside  questions  of  combina¬ 
tions  between  coal  and  transport  companies,  and  I  must 
remind  the  committee  that  we  are  not  without  the  light  of 
experience  on  this  subject,  and  that  the  people  of  the  United 
States  have  experienced  very  great  difficulty  and  disadvan¬ 
tage  from  the  great  power  that  enormous  corporations  in 
their  great  coal  supply  regions  have  obtained  through  the 
aggregated  powers  of  ownership  of  immense  coal  areas,  and 
ot  being  the  transportation  company  besides.  We  know 
what  has  been  done  by  the  Beading  Coal  and  Iron  Company, 
and  other  corporations  similarly  circumstanced  The 
price  of  coal,  I  say,  is  to  be  ascertained  by  the  price 
of  cutting  the  coal  and  getting  it  to  bank,  and  a  small 
fractional  sum,  a  certain  number  of  cents  per  ton, 
added  ;  and  the  price  of  coal  to  the  consumer,  under  normal 
conditioos,  depends  on  those  figures  and  the  cost  of 
transportation.  Those  elements,  when  there  are  only  110 
miles  of  railway  to  be  traversed,  do  not  seem  to  me  fairly 
to  be  met,  and  there  does  not  seem  to  be  any  very  great 
boon  conferred  on  the  public  by  placing  the  price  of  this 
coal  at  $5  per  ton.  The  price  will,  of  course,  be  a  great 
deal  more  elsewhere.  By  the  terms  of  construction  I  am 
sorry  to  say  the  cost  of  the  coal  will  be  added  to  unneces¬ 
sarily,  because  the  railway  is  not  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bailway  gauge,  and  therefore,  when  it  is  proposed  to  trans¬ 
port  coal  to  othor  parts  of  the  North-West,  every  shipment 
will  involve  a  transfer  at  the  terminus  of  the  company’s 
railway  from  one  set  of  cars  to  another.  That  is  a  matter 
very  much  to  be  regretted.  I  do  not  now  blame  the 
Government  because  they  have  acceeded  to  the  company’s 
proposition,  which  is  to  a  narrow  gauge  road  ;  but  in  con¬ 
sidering  the  benefits  to  the  North-West,  so  far  as  it  will 
be  dependent  upon  this  railway  and  coal  supply,  it  is 
an  unfortunate  fact  that  upon  every  ton  of  coal  that  is 
to  reach  the  general  public  over  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bail¬ 
way  there  should  be  a  break  of  gauge  at  that  terminus, 
Those  considerations  demand,  I  think,  some  examination 
before  we  shall  pledge  ourselves  to  the  principle  of  giving 
very  favorable  concessions  to  a  coal  and  railway  company, 
in  the  shape  of  coal  lands  and  agricultural  lands,  without 
providing  some  exceptional  power,  on  our  own  part,  to 
remedy  the  inevitable  monopoly  which,  I  have  pointed  out, 
goes  with  its  construction,  and  securing  to  the  public  the 
benefit  of  competition  in  the  supply  of  fuel.  Then  the  Order 
in  Council  which  was  passed  first  upon  this  subject  was 
passed  upon  a  memorandum  of  the  Minister  of  Interior, 
dated  the  8th  October,  1880,  in  which  he  recited  the  letter 
of  Sir  Alexander  Galt,  to  which  I  have  referred,  and  the 
privileges  which  he  asked  for.  He  asks  for  15,000  acres  of 
coal  lands  at  the  terminus  of  the  road,  and  : 

“  That  the  Government  shall  forthwith  reserve  from  sale  and  settle¬ 
ment,  to  be  sold  to  the  North-Western  Coal  and  Navigation  Company, 
limited, or  to  the  proposed  Alberta  Railway  and  Coal  Company, at  the  time 
and  on  the  terms  and  conditions  hereinafter  stated,  3,840  acres  of  land 
per  mile,  for  the  whole  lenth  ot  the  line,  from  Medicine  Hat  to  the  coal 
banks,  the  reserve  to  commence  at  the  point  where  the  line  intersects 
the  southerly  limit  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  belt,  and  to  consist 
ot  the  odd-numbered  sections  at  the  disposal  of  the  Government  in  the 
townships  along  the  line  of  railway,  for  a  distance  of  six  miles  on  each 
side  thereof,  &c.  *  *  *  And  that  the  Government  shall  farther 
reserve'  for  the  company,  forthwith,  10,000  acres  of  coal  lands,  in  one 
equilateral  block,  at  the  western  terminus  of  the  line.” 

Then  it  was  proposed : 
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“  That  upon  the  completion  by  the  company  of  the  whole  of  the  line, 
the  same  being  adequately  equipped  and  running,  the  company  be 
allowed  to  purchase  from  the  lands  reserved  for  that  purpose  3,840  acres 
per  mile  of  the  railway,  at  the  rate  of  $1  per  acre,  and  the  cost  of  survey 
(nothwithstanding  the  provisions  of  the  Order  in  Council  of  the  4th 
June,  1883,  fixing  the  price  of  such  lands  at  $1  50  per  acre)  and  10,000 
acres,  or  such  less  quantity  as  the  company,  after  examination,  may 
select,  of  coal  lands  at  the  western  terminus  of  the  line,  at  the  rate  of 
$10  per  acre. 

Now,  I  have  twice  asked  the  First  Minister  to  bring  down 
that  Order  in  Council  of  the  4th  of  June,  1883.  I  saw  it 
when  these  papers  first  came  down,  and  it  seemed  to  me 
that  it  was  of  importance,  in  considering  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  that  we  should  have  it ;  but  it  has  not  been 
supplied.  I  asked  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  to  take 
note  that  this  Order  in  Council  refers  to  a  general  Order  in 
Council  of  the  4th  June,  1883,  fixing  the  lands  at  $1.50  per 
acre,  and  that  we  should  have  that  Order  in  Council  before 
proceeding  to  a  further  stage  of  the  resolution.  Then,  Sir, 
as  to  the  provision  of  10,000  acres  at  the  western  terminus. 
The  Government  was  alive,  at  that  time,  to  the  importance 
of  reserving,  as  far  as  possible,  the  mining  rights  at  the  ter¬ 
minus,  and  this  is  a  very  praiseworthy  precaution  od  their 
part,  which  I  am  endeavoring  to  make  as  effectual  as 
possible.  Then,  before  the  patent  is  issued  the  lands  are  to 
be  paid  for  in  cash,  at  the  rates  mentioned,  that  is,  $1,  and 
the  survey  price,  and  the  whole  line  is  to  be  constructed 
and  equipped  within  two  years  from  the  1st  September, 
1883.  At  that  time  the  Government  did  not  acquiesce 
that  this  grant  was  made  without  reference  to  the  pro¬ 
position  that  it  should  be  a  narrow  gauge  road,  because 
the  whole  condition  of  the  Order  is  that  the  standard 
of  construction  shall  be  the  same  as  that  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Rai  i  way  I  think,  Sir,  it  is  very  unfor¬ 
tunate  that  it  was  thought  necessary  to  depart  from  that 
gauge,  because  the  question — upon  the  statement  the  hon. 
gentleman  made  to  me  just  now,  that  they  considered  these 
to  be  agriculture  lamis,  and  that  they  expected  a  large 
settlement  in  that  district  of  county  and  along  the  line  of 
railway— involves,  of  course,  the  consideration  of  the 
general  settlement  of  the  country  ;  and  what  I  have  said 
with  reference  to  the  cost  of  transport  of  coal,  dealing,  first 
of  all,  with  that  question,  applies,  of  course,  to  every  pound 
of  grain  and  every  head  of  cattle  that  goes  out,  and  every 
pound  of  comsumable  that  comes  into  that  territory  over 
the  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Kailway,  or  of  this  railway. 
And  if  it  were  at  all  possible,  even  to-day,  I  beg  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  take  into  further  consideration  whether  it  is  not 
practicable  to  arrange  that  the  railway  shall  be  of  the  same 
gauge,  so  that  we  may  have  a  standard  gauge  for  that  part 
of  the  country.  I  very  well  remember  the  old  battle  of  the 
gauges,  though  I  was  not  then  in  public  life.  I  remember 
when  we  had  a  national  gauge  in  the  Province  of  Canada, 
and  the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  I  dare  say,  recollects  that 
in  the  Parliament  of  the  old  Province  of  Canada,  it 
was  thought  very  important  that  we  should  not  adopt  the 
American  gauge.  In  fact,  it  was  the  inception  of  the 
policy  which  has  broken  out  in  late  years  in  other  direc¬ 
tions -the  policy  of  isolation.  I  remember  the  battle  of 
the  gauges  coming  out,  later  on,  in  the  peninsula,  in  the 
Province  of  Ontario,  under  the  Administration  of  Mr. 
Sandfield  Macdonald,  when  he  declined  to  permit  a  railway 
to  be  constructed  in  the  Province  of  Ontario  on  the  Ameri¬ 
can  gauge,  because  he  thought  it  was  not  fit.  He  thought 
we  should  keep  our  own  gauge,  though  that  railway  was 
expected  to  exist  by  traffic  from  each  side  of  the  line.  We 
know  the  loss,  the  harm,  the  difficulty  which  arose.  I 
recollect  the  breaking  out  of  the  same  feud  here.  I  recol¬ 
lect  the  construction  of  the  Intercolonial  Kailway,  and  the 
gauge  proposed  for  that  road ;  and  the  same  difficulties 
with  reference  to  that  question  of  gauge  as  with  reference 
to  the  question  of  steel  and  iron.  Now,  we  have  settled 
down  to  the  notion  that  it  is  of  the  first  consequence  that 
Mr.  Blake. 
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there  should  be  uniformity  of  gauge,  and  if  you  are  dealing 
with  an  important  district  in  the  North-West,  not  merely 
with  reference  to  coal,  but  also  with  reference  to  agricul¬ 
ture,  it  is  extremely  important  that  we  should  consider  the 
question  of  gauge.  We,  in  the  Province  of  Ontario,  were 
persuaded  to  adopt  the  principle  of  the  narrow  gauge  some 
few  years  ago,  on  the  theory  of  certain  enthusiastic  railway 
projectors,  who  said  they  were  going  to  give  us  efficient  and 
cheap  lines  of  railway  in  that  way.  It  was  found  that  that 
line  of  railway  was  not  much  cheaper,  and,  as  a  practical 
result,  not  much  cheapness  resulted  from  it,  though  1  am 
prepared  to  admit  that  there  are  some  remarkable  instances 
in  the  north-western  States  of  the  United  States  of 
wonderfally  cheap  railways  built  on  the  narrow  gauge.  But 
there  are  also  some  remarkable  instances  in  those  States  of 
very  cheap  railways  built  on  the  standard  gauge,  in  the 
last  two  or  three  years.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  looks  at  the 
reports  of  certain  railways  there,  he  will  find  that  they 
have  been  built  for  $6,000,  St, 000,  or  $9,000  per  mile.  Now, 
when  we  can  find  ordinary  gauge  railways  built  for  these 
figures,  I  look  with  very  great  regret  upon  the  introduction 
of  the  principle  of  breaking  gauge  in  that  great  country, 
whose  distances  are  so  enormous,  whose  remotness  from 
the  seaboard  is  one  of  its  main  difficulties,  and  with  reference 
to  which,  therefore,  anything  that  can  block  or  obstruct 
transport  and  increase  cost  is  matter  of  the  extremest 
moment.  An  Order  in  Council  was  passed  on  the  19th  of 
October,  which  gives  the  right  to  grant  3,840  acres  a  mile, 
at  $1  an  acre  cash,  and  the  cost  of  survey,  as  the  aid  thought 
of  at  that  time  for  this  railway,  the  land  to  be  taken  from 
the  odd-numbered  sections.  Then  there  is  a  report  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  the  27th  of  September,  1884  : 

“  The  Minister  submits  that  he  has  received  a  communication  from  Sir 
Alexander  Galt,  stating  that  the  company  have  failed  to  raise  the  capital 
necessary  for  the  construction  of  the  railway,  and  representing  that  in 
the  present  state  of  the  British  money  market  the  privilege  accorded  to 
them  of  purchasing  3,840  acres  of  land  per  mile,  at  $1  per  acre,  and  the 
cost  of  survey,  is  no  aid  to  the  com  pany  in  their  financial  negotiations, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  if  accepted,  would  be  a  positive  burden,  inasmuch 
as  the  capital  necessary  to  pay  for  the  land  would  have  to  be  raised  in 
addition  to  that  required  for  the  construction  of  the  railway,  and  he  (Sir 
Alexander  Galt)  therefore  asks  that  the  company  may  be  allowed  to 
surrender  one-half  the  allotment  of  land  along  the  line  of  railway,  and 
that  the  other  half  be  granted  to  them  at  the  cost  of  survey  only.” 

There  you  have  the  proposal  made,  as  late  as  the  27th  of 
September  last,  not  that  3,840  acres  should  be  granted,  at 
$1  per  acre,  but  that  one-half  of  that  quantity  should  be 
given  free : 

“  The  Minister  observes  that  Sir  Alexander  Galt  states  that  if  his 
application  be  granted,  he  will  obtain  the  capital  necessary  to  construct 
the  line  ;  that  indeed  a  considerable  portion  of  the  amount  has  been 
promised  to  him  by  leading  capitalists,  and  he  has  no  doubt  he  will  be 
able  to  obtain  the  balance  that  the  company  propose  to  reduce  the  gauge 
of  the  railway  to  3  feet.” 

There  you  have  a  statement,  as  late  as  the  27th  of  Septem¬ 
ber  last,  by  Sir  Alexander  Galt,  that  if  1,920  acres  are  given 
free  he  will  be  able  to  raise  capital,  and  that  indeed  a  large 
proportion  has  been  promised.  The  Minister  says : 

*•  The  Minister  attaches  great  importance  to  the  opening  and  working 
of  the  coal  fields  on  the  Belly  River  and  the  cheap  transport  of  their 
product,  which,  in  his  opinion,  would  tend  greatly  to  reduce  the  price 
of  fuel  to  the  settlers  along  the  whole  length  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway.” 

There,  you  see,  the  Minister  and  I  are  entirely  at  one,  not 
merely  as  to  the  importance  of  opening  up  the  Lethbridge 
mine,  but  the  coal  fields  along  the  Bow  and  Belly  Rivers. 
What  I  am  anxious  for  is,  that  we  should  not  make  such  pro¬ 
visions  as  will  prevent  competition  between  this  company 
and  other  coal  mine  owners,  but  that  we  shall  accomplish 
the  result  which  the  Minister  looks  for.  The  Minister  adds  : 

“  He  is  further  of  opinion  that  it  is  not  unreasonable  to  suppose  that 
for  the  1,920  acres  of  land  per  mile,  proposed  to  be  surrendered  by  the 
company,  assuming  it  to  be  open  for  settlement  by  the  projected  rail¬ 
way,  the  Government  would  receive  as  much  as  they  would  have 
received  for  the  3,840  acres  of  land  per  mile  allotted  to  the  company  at 
the  price  at  which  the  company  had  the  privilege  of  purchasing  it.  The 
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enhancement  in  the  value  of  the  laad  in  the  whole  district  traversed  by 
the  railway  could  not  fail  to  be  important.” 

The  Minister’s  notion,  as  late  as  Sepl  ember  last,  was  that  he 
would  get  as  much  for  the  1,920  acres  as  would  have  been 
got  for  the  whole  3,840  acres,  because  the  9,120  acres  would 
be  worth  $2  an  acre,  and  he  thinks  no  pecuniary  loss  would 
result  from  granting  1,920  acres  free.  Upon  that  the  Min¬ 
ister  says : 

“  The  Minister  of  the  Interior,  after  giving  the  question  full  consider¬ 
ation,  recommends  that  the  application  of  Sir  Alexander  Galt,  on  behalf 
of  the  Alberta  Railway  and  Coal  Company,  be  granted,  and  the  price  of 
the  land  be  reduced  to  10  cents  per  acre,  on  the  following  conditions  : 
That  the  reserve  of  land  along  the  line  of  railway,  ordered  to  be  made 
under  the  Order  in  Council  above  recited,  be  reduced  one-half,  viz.,  to 
1,920  acres  per  mile,  for  the  whole  length  of  the  line,  from  Medicine  Hat 
to  the  coal  banks,  a  distance  of  about  110  miles;  that  the  gauge  of  the 
railway  may  be  reduced  to  3  feet,  on  condition  that  the  railway  and  its 
equipment  shall,  at  all  times,  be  sufficient  to  afford  prompt  transport  for 
the  passengers  and  freight  of  the  district  ;  that  the  sale  of  land  herein 
recommended  to  be  made  to  the  company  shall  depend  upon  the  neces¬ 
sary  capital  being  assured  and  the  line  being  put  under  contract,  both 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Government,  before  the  1st  day  of  December, 
in  default  of  which  the  Order  to  be  made  upon  this  recommendation  to 
be  null  and  void.” 

Mark,  Sir,  that  this  Order  in  Council,  made  in  September, 
was  upon  the  condition  that  the  capital  should  be  raised 
and  the  line  put  under  contract  on  the  1st  of  December 
last.  Then  an  Order,  it  is  not  material  to  read,  as  to  the 
name  of  the  company  to  which  the  grant  should  be  made, 
was  passed.  Then,  on  the  9th  of  January,  1865,  comes 
another  memorandum,  which  is  the  present  governing 
Order  in  Council : 

“  The  Minister  submits  a  statement  of  the  former  Order  of  the  27th  of 
September,  1884,  and  a  communication  from  the  company,  of  the  27th  of 
October  last,  attached  to  this  Order,  and  covering  a  copy  of  the  contract 
entered  into  by  the  company  for  the  construction  of  the  line,  and  asking 
that  the  grant  be  increased  to  6,400  acres  per  mile,  being  an  increase 
of  4,480  acres  per  mile,  on  the  ground  that  that  quantity  has  been 
granted  to  other  companies.” 

Now,  you  will  observe  that  this  company  had  asked  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  in  J une,  to  give  it  1,920  acres  free,  in  addition  to  its 
concession  of  10,000  acres  of  coal  lands,  and  leave  to  build 
a  narrow  gauge  railway.  That  the  Government  had  agreed 
to  that,  and  that  Sir  Alexander  Galt  had  said,  on  behalf  of 
the  company,  that  upon  that  concession  he  had  the  promise 
to  and  no  doubt  would  raise  the  whole  of  the  capital.  You 
may  observe  thatin  Octoberthe  company  enclosed  tothe  Gov 
ernment  a  copy  of  the  contract  which  they  had  already 
made  for  the  execution  of  the  line  ;  so  that  they  had  actually 
arranged,  under  the  Order  in  Council  in  June,  and  actually 
raised  their  capital  and  made  their  contract  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  their  line  ;  and  having  made  their  arrangements, 
they  then  come  to  the  Government  and  ask  the  Government 
— for  what  ?  To  give  them  6,400  acres  of  land  per  mile. 
And  on  what  ground  ?  Not  on  the  ground  that  they  had 
found  themselves  disappointed  in  their  expectations,  which 
is  the  ground  the  First  Minister  gave,  in  answer  to  my 
objections  the  other  evening,  not  on  the  ground  that  they 
found,  after  trial,  that  the  promises  they  had  made  could  not 
be  carried  out,  but  on  the  ground  that,  although  they  had 
found  those  terms  sufficient,  although  they  had  raised 
their  capital,  although  they  had  entered  into  the  con¬ 
tract,  it  was  right  that  they  should  get  6,400  acres 
per  mile,  because  other  companies,  quite  differently 
circumstanced,  as  I  shall  show  you  when  we  come  to  deal 
with  them,  and  offering  different  facilities,  were  going  to 
get  a  grant  of  6,400  acres  per  mile.  Mark  you,  that  is  the 
ground  on  which  Sir  Alexander  Galt,  on  behalf  of  this 
North-Western  Coal  and  Navigation  Company,  asked  that 
the  grant  should  be  increased  to  him.  Because  the  other 
companies  got  more,  he  asked  that  his  company  should  get 
more.  Now,  the  Government  gave  more  to  the  others 
because  they  found  it  essential  to  the  construction  of  their 
lines ;  they  gave  as  little  as  thej  thought  was  essential  to 
the  construction  of  those  lines.  That  you  find  from  the 


papers  in  connection  with  the  other  applications,  and  from 
the  statement  of  the  First  Minister,  on  the  motion  to  go  into 
committee.  He  stated  that  the  grant  was  regulated  by  this 
consideration:  This  is  as  little  as  we  can  get  the  lines  built 
with,  and  we  have  given  no  more  away  than  was  necessary 
to  accomplish  the  public  purpose.  That  is  a  very  good 
statement  of  the  case,  but  it  is  a  statement  of  the  case  that 
does  not  apply  to  this  grant,  this  additional  grant  of  1,920 
acres,  because,  as  I  have  said,  and  repeat,  this  company  had 
promised,  in  June,  that  they  could  do  the  work,  and  had 
already  done  part  of  the  work,  and  raised  the  capital  neces¬ 
sary,  upon  the  minor  grant  of  1,920  acres.  In  October 
they  said  they  had  done  it,  and  they  sent  the  evidence  of 
that  to  the  Goveanment,  and  they  accompanied  that  with  a 
request  for  6,400  acres,  because  they  saw  that  other  compa¬ 
nies  had  got  that  amount : 

“The  Committee  further  asks  that  of  this  quantity  1,920  acres  per  mile 
be  granted  on  condition  that  the  narrow  gauge  line  now  under  contrac't 
be  completed  on  or  before  1st  September  next,  and  that  the  remainder, 
2,560  acres  per  mile,  be  reserved  for  future  selection,  conditional  on  the 
assimilation  of  the  line  to  the  standard  gauge  within  seven  years.  The 
Minister  observes  that  the  North  Western  Coal  and  Navigation  Com¬ 
pany  is  the  only  railway  company  which  has  recently  succeeded  in  rai¬ 
sing  capital  for  the  prosecution  of  its  undertaking  and  placed  the  same 
under  contract.” 

There  you  see  the  further  proof  of  my  statement,  which  was 
sufficiently  proved  by  the  letter  of  Sir  Alexander  Galt.  The 
Minister  states,  in  his  recommendation  to  the  Council,  that 
this  company  has  raised  its  capital  and  placed  its  line 
under  contract,  and  that  he  was  informed  by  Sir  Alexander 
Gait  that  the  work  of  construction  was  actually  in  progress 
— the  capital  has  been  raised,  the  contract  had  been  made  : 

“  And  that  while  the  company,  under  the  Order  in  Council  granting 
the  land,  has  until  the  1st  July,  1886,  to  complete  the  line,  yet  it  would 
be  possible,  by  incurring  a  large  additional  expense,  to  complete  and 
open  the  same  for  traffic  during  the  month  of  August  next,  and  that  the 
company  is  prepared  to  incur  such  additional  expense,  provided  the  land 
grant  be  increased  by  1,920  acres  per  mile,  as  now  applied  for.  ” 

There  is  the  statement.  The  company  had  one  year  more 
to  build  their  line  ;  they  said,  however,  they  were  prepared 
to  complete  it  by  August  next,  but  would  have  to  incur 
large  additional  expense  in  doing  so,  and  that  if  they  got 
1,920  acres  per  mile  additional  they  would  complete  it  in 
that  time.  That  is  the  only  condition  proposed  for  this 
additional  grant  of  1,920  acres. 

“  The  completion  of  this  line  will  not  only  furnish  railway  facilities  to 
the  district  extending  from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  within  about 
25  miles  of  Fort  McLeod,  a  distance  of  110  miles,  but  will  also  open  com¬ 
munication  with  the  coal  fields  on  the  Belly  River,  and  if  running  in 
August  next,  will  render  a  large  additional  Supply  of  fuel  for  next 
winter’s  use  along  the  whole  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  as  far 
east  as  Winnipeg.  The  Minister  of  the  Interior  is  of  opinion  that  to 
attain  these  objects  it  would  be  reasonable,  and  in  the  public  interest, 
to  restore  to  the  company  the  full  quantity  of  3,840  acres  of  land  per 
mile  granted  to  it  by  Order  in  Council  of  the  19th  October,  1883.  That, 
subject  to  the  approval  of  Parliament,  the  quantity  of  land  granted  to 
the  company  by  the  Order  in  Council  of  the  27th  September  last  be 
increased  to  3,840  acres  per  mile,  for  the  whole  distance  on  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  at  or  near  Medicine  Hat,  to  the  coal  fields  near  the  Belly 
River.  That  the  company  shall  reimburse  to  the  Government  the  cost 
of  survey  and  incidental  expenses.  *  *  *  The  increase  to  be  depen¬ 
dent  upon  the  line  being  completed  and  running  during  the  month  of 
August.” 

That  is  the  Order  which  was  passed.  Therefore,  you  find 
that  while  the  arrangements  have  been  made  for  the  com* 
pletion  of  the  railway  on  a  grant  of  1,920  acres  per  mile,  it 
it  now  arranged  to  pay  them  another  1,920  acres  per  mile,  in 
order  that  the  opening  of  the  railway  may  be  expedited  a 
few  months.  That  is  a  transaction  which  requires  some 
explanation.  I  have  heard  from  other  sources,  sources 
open  to  everybody,  that  this  capital  had  been  raised,  that 
this  line  was  being  proceeded  with,  and  I  was  very  much 
surprised  to  find  it  was  being  proceeded  with  under  terms 
such  as  these.  The  Minister,  in  September  last,  says:  “  I 
will  make  out  of  these  lines  $2  an  acre.”  That  is  his  own 
statement  in  these  Orders  in  Council.  There  are  110  miles, 
and  very  nearly  200  acres  to  the  mile,  which  would  give 
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yon  220,000,  say  216,000  acres  of  land,  which  the  Minister, 
in  September,  valued  at  $2.  That  would  be  $420,000  put  in 
cash,  and  that  is  what  the  Minister  has  given, 
according  to  his  own  estimates  of  value,  in  Septem 
her,  in  order  that  the  railway  might  be  completed 
a  few  months  earlier  than  otherwise  it  might  have 
been.  If  it  be  a  prudent  thing,  I  must  say  it  does 
now  so  strike  me.  I  must,  therefore,  ask  the  hon.  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works  to  give  some  explanations  to  the 
committee  of  the  two  main  points  to  which  I  have  referred : 
first,  the  junction  of  the  coal  and  navigation  company  to 
the  railway  company,  and  the  arrangements  mado  to 
secure  to  the  country  the  benefit  of  competition  ;  secondly, 
the  question  of  the  gauge  of  the  railway ;  and  thirdly,  the 
additional  grant  given  for  the  inadequate  result  of 
expediting  its  completion  a  few  months. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  This  application  of  this  com¬ 
pany  was  the  first  of  the  kind,  and  the  Government  thought 
that  the  importance  of  opening  up  these  mining  lands,  these 
coal  lands,  and  obtaining  a  large  supply  of  coal  for  the 
railways  as  well  as  for  the  settlers,  was  a  very  great  advan¬ 
tage,  and  that  the  Government  should  help  the  company 
in  opening  those  mines  and  producing  the  result  which  was 
intended  by  the  building  of  this  road.  The  hon.  gentleman 
pointed  out  that  from  the  1st  of  June,  1883,  to  the  end  of 
January,  1885,  there  have  been  different  changes  with 
reference  to  the  land  grants  and  the  conditions  that  were 
given  to  this  company.  That  is  perfectly  correct  ;  these 
changes  have  taken  place.  They  have  taken  place 
with  regard  to  this  company  as  they  have  with 
regard  to  all  the  other  companies  that  are  men¬ 
tioned  in  these  resolutions  before  the  committee, 
and  the  reason  of  that  is  obvious  to  those  who  have  had 
time  to  look  over  the  papers  which  have  been  laid  before 
the  House.  Tho  object  was,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
encourage  the  opening  of  those  roads.  That  has  been  the 
constant  object  of  the  Government,  and,  unfortunately,  the 
conditions  that  were  thought,  in  the  beginning,  to  be  suffi¬ 
cient  to  obtain  that  result,  have  failed.  The  companies  have 
been  unable  to  obtain  the  capital  necessary,  and  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  have  been  called  upon  to  aid  them,  in  order  to 
raise  the  necessary  capital.  In  the  case  of  this  coal  com¬ 
pany,  the  North-Western  Coal  and  Navigation  Company, 
there  have  been  changes  two  or  three  times.  The  hon. 
gentleman  shows  that,  in  the  second  change,  we  reduced 
the  amount  of  3,840  acres  to  1,920  acres,  the  company 
declaring  that,  instead  of  it  being  a  boon  to  them  to  pur¬ 
chase  these  lands  it  would  really  be  a  ruin  to  them,  and  that, 
instead  of  that,  they  should  have  a  gift  of  those  lands,  on 
the  same  footing  as  we  promised  lands  to  other  companies, 
subject  to  the  consent  of  Parliament.  True,  that  company 
made  arrangements  for  the  building  of  the  road,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  says  the  contract  was  signed  and 
the  construction  was  on  the  way.  I  have  not  the 

papers  here,  but  I  have  no  doubt  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
quoted  those  papers  correctly.  Taking  that  as  a  basis, 
I  must  say  that  the  question  put  by  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
a  fair  one,  to  know  why,  when  this  railway  company  has 
already  raised  the  capital,  or  a  certain  amount  of  the 
capital,  to  build  their  road,  we  were  induced  to  increase  the 
grant  from  1,920  acres  to  3,840  acres.  The  amount  of  land, 
as  the  hon.  gentlemen  will  observe,  which  the  company,  in 
the  last  instance,  asked  the  Government  to  grant  them,  was 
6,400  acres,  the  same  as  the  other  companies  have  obtained, 
subject  to  the  approval  of  Parliament.  The  Government 
did  not  think  they  should  grant  the  company  6,400  acres  a 
mile,  but  they  reverted  to  the  first  grant  of  3,840  acres  of 
land,  which  had  been  fixed  by  a  previous  Order  in  Council, 
but  following  it  with  the  same  condition  which  had  been 
imposed  by  the  Order  in  Council  of  the  27th  September, 
1884,  which  gave  the  land  to  the  company  subject  to  the 
Mr.  Blakje. 


payment  by  them  of  the  cost  of  the  survey,  and  so  on,  to  the 
extent  of  10  cents  an  acre.  The  Government  thought  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  should  they  grant  this  additional 
amount  of  1,920  acres,  this  might  be  granted  on  account 
of  the  curtailing  of  the  delay  in  opening  the  road.  We 
thought  that,  by  reducing  the  time  one  year,  it  was  of  very 
great  importance  to  the  North-West,  to  the  settlers,  to  all 
parties,  and  for  the  future  of  that  country,  to  obtain  the 
opening  of  those  mines  and  the  bringing  of  the  coal  out  on 
the  railway  to  be  sold,  as  mentioned  in  the  statement 
made  by  Sir  Alexander  Galt,  that  that  should  be  done 
as  soon  as  possible.  'We  thought  it  was  of  such 
importance  to  have  this  coal  brought  out  in  the  month  of 
August  this  year,  instead  of  waiting  another  year,  that  we 
did  not  hesitate  to  decide  that  wo  would  grant — not  the 
6,400  acres,  but  the  same  amount  of  land  which  was  fixed 
by  the  Order  in  Council  of  the  19th  October,  1883.  I  still 
believe  that  the  Government  were  right  in  doing  this  ; 
though  it  is  a  sacrifice  of  land,  in  a  certain  way,  it  is  an 
investment  which  was  an  important  one,  because  this  was 
the  first  railway  of  the  kind  that  had  obtained  money  with 
the  aid  of  lands  from  the  Government.  We  thought  that, 
the  object  being  not  only  to  open  a  section  of  the  country, 
but  to  open  the  mines — to  bring  a  largo  quantity  of  fuel 
from  them,  and  furnish  that  at  a  comparatively  low  price, 
it  was  a  matter  of  very  grave  importance  ;  and,  besides 
that,  this  should  be  done  immediately  instead  of  waiting 
another  year .  That  is  why  we  granted  these  lands,  and  I 
think  the  Government  were  perfectly  right  in  doing  so. 
The  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  be  alarmed  about  the  quantity 
of  land  which  has  been  granted,  and  he  asks  whether  it  is 
not  to  be  a  monopoly  in  this  case,  and  if  other  companies  or 
individuals  would  be  deprived  of  opening  mines  and  com¬ 
peting  for  the  market  there.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  be 
sure  that  the  Government  have  no  such  intention.  The 
Government  gave  these  privileges,  and  asks  the  sanction  of 
Parliament  for  the  purpose — not  of  giving  these  people 
an  absolute  and  exclusive  right  to  the  mines  there,  but  in 
order  to  begin  by  opening  these  lands.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  may  have  thought  10,000  acres  of  land  at  the  terminus 
of  the  road  to  be  a  large  area.  It  is  a  large  area,  but  it  is  not 
too  large  an  area,  when  you  consider  that  these  corporators 
had  to  raise  the  amount  of  money,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
opening  up  that  country  for  settlement.  That  was  not  their 
objoct.  Their  real  object  was  to  go  to  the  coal  mines  and 
get  the  coal  out.  It  was  a  speculation,  and  a  proper  one,  on 
their  part,  and  the  Government  thought  they  should  help 
that  speculation  in  the  interest  of  the  North  West,  in  the 
interest  of  the  settlers ;  but  nothing  prevents  any  other 
company  obtaining  lands  in  that  region.  I  understand,  by 
the  surveys  that  have  been  made,  that  the  coal  lands  extend 
over  a  very  large  area  of  that  Territory,  They  are  not  con- 
confined  to  this  comparatively  small  area  of  10,000  acres, 
but  there  are  hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres  of  good  coal 
lands,  and  therefore  there  will  be  a  healthy  competition 
between  the  companies.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  looks 
at  the  map  he  will  see  that  these  lands  are  accessible, 
not  only  by  this  road,  but  that  they  can  be  reached  easily 
from  other  points  on  the  Pacific  Railway.  In  this 
case  the  railway  goes  110  miles  to  Medicine  Hat. 
There  are  other  points  not  so  far  east,  but  a  little  more  in  a 
north-westerly  direction.  The  road  would  probably  be 
shorter,  and  they  could  obtain  an  outlet  for  their  mines  in 
that  direction.  Of  course,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that 
this  corporation,  being  the  first  in  the  field,  has  an  advan¬ 
tage  over  others.  And  that  immense  Territory,  where  we 
expect  such  a  large  population,  and  with  the  Territories 
being  opened  in  other  directions  by  these  other  three  rail¬ 
ways  that  are  to  be  opened  up,  will  be  in  want  of  coal ;  the 
market  for  coal  will  be  increasing  every  day,  as  the  popula¬ 
tion  increases,  and  therefore  one  mine  will  not  be  sufficient. 
Several  mines  will  be  required  to  furnish  fuel  for  that  coun- 
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try,  and  therefore  I  do  not  think  there  need  be  any  appre¬ 
hension  of  a  want  of  healthy  competition  in  the  coal  trade 
in  the  North-West.  For  the  coal  lands  the  Government 
have  charged  $10  an  acre,  and  that  price  was  mentioned,  if 
I  mistake  not,  in  Parliament,  before  this  Session,  and  the 
documents  were  laid  before  Parliament.  It  was  well  known 
that  that  prico  had  been  fixed  for  these  lands.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  any  other  company  that  would  apply  to  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  for  coal  lands  would  be  treated 
in  the  same  way  as  this  company  has  been  treated. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  also  spoken  of  the  narrow  gauge, 
and  ho  thinks  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  this  railway 
has  not  the  present  standard  gauge  of  the  country.  Well, 
perhaps  it  is  so,  but  tho  building  of  a  narrow  gauge  road 
will  produce,  at  all  events,  for  the  present,  the  effect  the 
company  designed  to  obtain  in  opening  up  that  country. 
Tho  hon.  gentleman  says  it  will  be  increasing  the  cost  to 
handle  the  coal  at  the  junction  of  the  two  railways.  Well, 

I  suppose  the  company  found  that  they  could  not  raise 
sufficient  money  to  build  a  broad  gauge  railway,  that  is,  a 
railway  with  the  present  gauge  of  all  the  railways  in  Can¬ 
ada,  and  thoy  had  to  limit  themselves  to  a  narrow  gauge 
road.  But  this  railway  is  not,  after  all,  a  very  long  one — 
only  110  miles,  and  when  you  consider  the  extent  of  coun¬ 
try,  I  have  no  doubt  that  that  exception  to  tho  gauge  of 
the  other  railways  in  the  North-West  will  be  lost  sight  of 
when  the  country  is  being  opened  on  all  sides.  I  admit, 
with  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  the  standard  gauge  of 
the  country  for  railways  should  be,  as  far  as  possiblo, 
adhered  to.  1  think  it  is  in  the  interests  of  tho  country 
that  it  should  be  so,  and  it  will  be  better  that  our  railways 
should  have  that  gauge.  In  tho  case  of  two  long  rail¬ 
ways,  tho  South-Western  and  Manitoba  and  tho  North- 
Western,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  tho 
gaugo  has  been  adhored  to,  and  that  wo  may  expect 
the  benefit  of  that  gauge  in  respect  to  these  two  railways. 
About  the  lands  on  the  lino  of  railway,  I  stated  to  tho  hon. 
gentleman  that  these  lands  were  considered  agricultural 
more  than  coal  lands,  and  the  reason  of  the  Government 
believing  so  was,  that  if  these  lands  had  been  really  coal 
lands  the  company  building  this  railway  would  not  have 
built  a  road  110  miles - 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  did  not  say  agricultural  more  than  coal 
lands  ;  I  wanted  to  know  whether  they  were  coal  lands. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  But  I  am  explaining  that 
we  believe  these  lands  are  agricultural  rather  than  coal 
lands,  for  the  reason  that  the  company,  instead  of  trying  to 
procure  their  coal  nearer  to  the  Pacific  Railway,  have  gone 
a  distance  of  110  miles  to  secure  coal  for  many  years  past. 
I  repeat  that  we,  as  a  Government,  believe  that  it  is  of  the 
greatest  importance  that  in  the  first  attempt  to  open  up 
these  coal  lands  in  the  North-West  we  should  give  an 
advantage  to  the  company  making  that  attempt,  and  put 
it  on  such  a  footing  that  tho  coal  may  be  brought  out  as 
easily  as  possible.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  have  answered 
all  the  objections  and  observations  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
about  this  road,  but  I  have  endeavored  to  do  so.  Of  course, 
the  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  this  is  not  exactly  a  matter 
which  comes  under  my  special  care  in  the  Department  of 
Public  Works ;  nevertheless,  I  have  done  my  best  to  answer 
his  questions,  and  I  hope  that  if  ho  is  not  perfectly  satisfied 
with  my  observations  he  will,  at  all  events,  be  satisfied  that 
the  Government  desire  to  encourage  tho  opening  of  these 
mines  as  soon  as  possiblo,  in  order  to  benefit  tho  railways 
as  well  as  the  settlers  of  the  North-West. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  (Leeds  and  Grenville).  I  wish  to  refer 
to  one  statetement  made  by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition, 
which,  owing  to  that  country  being  purely  a  prairie  country, 
might  be  misleading.  He  stated  that  Sir  A.  T.  Galt  had. 
made  a  contract  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  for  a 
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certain  quantity  of  coal,  at  $5  per  ton.  I  know  nothing  of 
tho  contract,  nor  why  such  a  bargain  was  made,  but  if  it  is 
true,  I  consider  it  a  pretty  soft  bargain. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  made,  and  for  five  years. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  It  is  in  the  interest  of  the  settlers  that 
I  rose  to  my  feet,  because  I  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  all 
along  the  railway  you  can  get  coal  for  $2  a  ton,  at  almost 
any  place  as  far  as  Calgary.  From  Fort  MacLeod,  over  the 
line  of  railway  south,  and  through  the  whole  country,  I  do 
not  know  any  district  where  scarcely  20  miles  would  have 
to  be  traversed  where  a  settlor  could  not  procure  coal  with  his 
own  cart.  I  desire  to  prevent  a  misleading  eslimato  being 
placed  upon  the  value  of  fuel  in  that  country.  Why  they 
have  come  110  miles,  I  do  not  know;  but  I  know  that  the 
same  coal  deposit  extends  25  or  30  miles  west  of  Medicine 
Hat,  and  borings  have  since  been  made  by  the  railway  com¬ 
pany,  I  understand,  with  good  results.  I  know  that  in  the 
Bow  River  district  there  is  a  belt  of  coal  showing  outcrops  a 
mile  and  a-half  or  two  miles  wide  and  5^  to  7  feet  thick,  and 
better  coal  than  at  the  coal  banks. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  .will  bo  able 
to  inform  us  the  cost  of  putting  coal  on  bank. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  happened  to  bo  there  during  tho 
time  of  tho  coal  strike  in  Pennsylvania.  I  mot  a  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  miners,  and  he  said  he  would  bo  prepared 
to  put  coal  on  bank  at  Medicine  Hat  for  $1.10  per  ton. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  strikes  mo  as  about  the  figure 
which  I  possess.  The  figures  vary  a  little  in  Ohio  and 
Pennsylvania,  but  that  is  about  tho  average.  The  hon. 
gentleman  knows  tho  price  at  which  coal  is  carried  on  the 
Intercolonial  to  western  points,  namely,  |  of  a  cent 
per  ton  per  mile  for  tho  long  haul.  The  short  haul  is,  of 
course,  higher,  for  the  shorter  tho  haul  the  greater  the  cost 
per  mile.  Tho  ordinary  charge  on  the  western  line,  when 
thero  is  no  strike  and  when  the  haul  is  a  comparatively 
short  one,  say  between  the  Suspension  Bridge  and  Toronto, 
is  1  cent  per  net  ton  per  mile,  which  is  a  very  high  and 
remunerative  rate.  Take,  then,  $1.10  for  transportation. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Fifty  cents. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  will  take  tho  liberal  prico  of  1  cent 
per  ton  per  mile,  which  gives  $1.10  for  transport,  Theco9t 
of  putting  coal  on  bank  I  place  at  $1.10  per  ton.  I  add  50 
cents  for  royalty ;  and  that  is  a  very  handsome  thing,  for  if 
100,000  tons  are  raised,  there  will  $50,000  per  annum 
simply  for  being  proprietor  of  the  coal  lands.  The  enormous 
area  of  coal  lands  which  this  company  will  possess,  12,000 
or  15,000  acres,  will  supply  all  the  north-western  country 
for  a  loDg  time  to  come.  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  bo 
surprised  to  find  the  quantity  of  coal  in  an  acre  of  land. 
The  company  charge  $5  por  ton  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company,  or  100  per  cent,  profit.  That  is  a  bar¬ 
gain  they  have  made.  You  may  estimate  what  thoy  are 
going  to  charge  to  settlers  from  that  figure,  for  Sir  Alexander 
Galt  tells  us,  as  an  inducement  to  this  arrangement,  that 
the  moderate  price  of  $5  has  been  made  by  him.  At  the 
terms  stated,  a  contract  has  been  made  to  supply  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  with  a  minimum  quan¬ 
tity  of  20,000  a  year,  for  five  years,  for  their  own  consump¬ 
tion.  It  is,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said,  a  pretty  soft 
thing.  I  do  not  care  for  that,  for  I  think  the  pioneer  enter¬ 
prise  should  be  treated  liberally. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  was  not  the  point  I  made. 
What  I  wanted  to  show  was  tho  cost  at  which  coal  could  bo 
produced. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  understand  that ;  but  the  Government 
have  proposed  this  grant  Avith  the  notion  that  coal  would 
come  from  the  Lethbridge  minos,  and  that  it  is  theroforo 
necessary  to  build  the  proposed  railway  of  110  miles  to 
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reach  the  coal.  But  if  you  can  get  coal  25  miles  from 
Medicine  Hat,  you  had  better  build  a  broad  gauge  road  over 
those  25  miles,  which  will  cost  us  no  more,  and  will  give 
connection  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway.  That,  I  say, 
will  not  cost  us  more,  and  it  will  bo  infinitely  better  for  the 
North-West.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said  there  is  a  better 
seam  there  than  at  the  Lethbridge  mines. 

Mr.  FEBGUSON.  It  is  under  the  line. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  do 
not  need  this  supply,  and  the  whole  basis  on  which  the 
grant  is  asked  falls  to  the  ground,  and  the  road  now  under 
consideration  becomes  simply  an  agricultural  railway.  I 
am,  however,  unable  to  deal  with  the  matter  upon  that 
theory.  I  have  not  the  hon.  gentleman’s  facts,  which  he 
has  no  doubt  communicated  to  hon.  gentlemen  near  him. 

Mr.  FEBGUSON.  I  have  not. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  too  reticent.  Sup¬ 
pose  tho  hon.  gentleman  is  not  quite  correct  in  his  asser¬ 
tion  that  coal  can  be  got  everywhere.  We  know  that  a 
certain  quality  can  be  got  in  many  quarters  ;  coal  which 
would  serve  the  settler  can  be  got  on  his  own  farm ;  but 
as  to  the  high  and  comparatively  high  qualities,  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say  how  far  they  are  disseminated.  But  I 
hope  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statement  is  quite  correct.  My 
point,  which  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  has  not 
attempted  to  meet,  is  as  to  the  necessity  of  making  a  spe¬ 
cial  provision  to  ensure  competition,  because  it  is  not 
enough  to  tell  us  that  another  railway  can  be  built. 
Another  railway,  I  dare  say,  will  be  built  in  other  parts  of 
the  country ;  but  surely  it  is  bettor,  when  we  are  making 
so  considerable  a  grant — I  believe  tho  hon.  gentleman  has 
said  it  is  a  prairie  country,  and  a  road  can  therefore  very 
easily  ho  built — to  take  some  step  that  the  conjunctive 
position  of  coal  miner  and  railway  owner  shall  not  prevent 
other  coal  miners  in  the  neighborhood,  naturally  tributary 
to  the  railway,  getting  their  coal  transported  on  terms 
which  will  enable  them  to  compete  in  the  market.  You 
will  not  get  competition  unless  there  is  the  advan¬ 
tage  of  fair  terms  offered.  If  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
statement  is  correct,  that  there  is  fine  coal  on  the 
line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  at  Medicine 
Hat,  there  is  not  very  much  use  in  bringing  coal  from  the 
Lethbridge  mines,  a  distance  of  110  miles.  If  that  be  so, 
the  whole  basis  on  which  this  application  is  made  falls  to 
tho  ground,  and  it  is  unnecessary  to  grant  a  large  area  of 
coal  iands  to  aid  the  company,  and  save  $400,000.  If  tho 
statement  of  the  hon.  member  bo  true  we  must  alter  the 
proverb  about  carrying  coal  to  Newcastle,  and  say,  it  is  like 
carrying  coal  to  Medicine  Hat.  This  is  really  a  serious 
subject.  In  asking  assent  to  this  grant  on  tho  theory  that 
the  coal  supplies  for  particular  sections  of  tho  country,  ay, 
and  as  far  down  as  Winnipog,  is  to  come  from  the  Leth¬ 
bridge  mines,  and  if  it  is  to  be  supplied  at  Winnipeg  at 
the  moderate  price  of  $10  a  ton,  as  stated  in  tho  memoran¬ 
dum,  I  think  we  had  better  consider  whether  wo  cannot 
get  it  supplied  at  Winnipeg  a  little  cheaper.  I  am  anxious, 
before  we  get  to  the  subsequent  stages  of  tho  Bill,  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  should  consider  whether  he  will  not  make 
arrrangemenls  by  which  this  railway  may  be  used  on 
moderate  terms  for  getting  coal  from  other  mines  as 
well  as  giving  us  competition.  Tho  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  misunderstood  '  me  when  he  supposed  I  asked 
whether  these  lands  were  agricultural  or  coal  lands. 
I  asked  him  if  they  were  agricultural  lands,  though  I  was 
of  the  opinion  that  tho  company  would  not  haul  tho  coal 
110  miles  if  they  could  get  it  at  the  shorter  distance;  hut 
the  hon.  member  for  Leeds  tells  us  that  that  is  not  the 
company’s  view  ;  that  although  there  is  better  coal  near  tho 
terminus,  they  do  propose  to  haul  it  the  greater  distance. 
But,  being  under  that  impression,  which  I  shared  with  the 
Mr.  Blake. 
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Minister  of  Public  Works,  I  did  not  ask  whether  it  was  coal 
or  agricultural  land,  but  I  asked,  rather,  whether  it  was 
agricultural  land,  as  I  thought  it  might  be  waste  land  or 
ranching  land,  or  something  of  that  kind.  Well,  tho  hon. 
gentleman  says  it  was  very  little  to  give  this  additional 
grant  of  land.  Now,  I  do  not  know  what  the  nature  of  this 
contract  is.  It  is  not  laid  before  us,  and  as  it  is  annexed  to 
the  letter  of  Sir  Alexander  Galt,  which  was  submitted  to  the 
Government  on  the  27th  of  October,  I  think  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  should  feel  no  difficulty  in  laying  it  on  the  Table. 

Sir  HECTOB  LANGEVIN.  I  will  bring  it  down. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  know  that  we  will  be  much  the 
wiser  when  we  get  that  contract,  because  the  curse  of 
these  railway  arrangements  is'  watered  stock,  excessive 
bonds,  and  enormous  costs,  which  swallow  up  the  advantage 
to  tho  public  of  the  bonuses  they  give.  The  First  Minister, 
when  answering  me  tho  other  day,  adverted  to  the  enormous 
shrinkage  of  American  railway  securities,  which,  of  course, 
re-acted  upon  the  minds  of  English  capitalists  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  these  securities  here.  There  has  been  that  sriukage, 
but  it  was  not  due  to  the  inflation  which  preceded  it,  but 
because  there  has  been  that  which  I  can  call  nothing  else 
than  a  fraudulent  system  of  making  a  false  nominal  capital 
in  the  construction  of  railways  in  the  United  States.  In 
the  two  years  preceding  the  last  three  years,  when  the  great 
depression  commenced,  the  increase  in  the  nominal  capital 
in  stock  and  bonds  of  the  railways  of  tho  United  States 
was,  in  round  figures,  about  $2,000,000,000,  and  a  liberal 
estimato  made  by  experts  of  tho  sum  of  money  exponded, 
and  which  was  represented  by  that  $2,000,000,000  was 
$1,050,000,000,  so  that  there  had  been  spont,  wisely  or 
unwisely,  $1,050,000,000  of  capital  stock  and  bonds 
representing  that  $2,000,000,000,  or  about  $2  for  every 
one  actually  spent,  and  an  unhappy  public  in  tho 
United  States,  in  England,  in  Belgium,  in  Germany, 
very  largely,  was  gulled  into  taking  these  figures 
as  representing  value  and  expenditure.  The  result  was 
that  when  the  period  of  depression  and  railway  competition 
came,  the  period  at  which  the  inflated  charge  could  not  be 
maintained,  the  bottom  dropped  outof  the  concern.  But  if 
anybody  will  examine  the  trunk  lines,  if  he  will  look  at  the 
values  even  of  a  large  portion  of  the  railway  property  of 
the  United  States,  enormously  depressed  as  it  is,  if  he  will 
look  at  the  mileage  value  to-day,  and  will  ascertain  what 
the  roads  will  cost  to  build  to-day,  he  will  find  that  in  many 
cases  the  prices  at  which  they  are  held,  and  which  are 
supposed  to  be  ruinous  prices,  are  greater  than  the  actual 
cost  of  building  them  to-day.  1  make  that  observation 
because  I  think  it  is  a  question  that  we  should  consider . 
We  have  had  the  same  thing  introduced  hei’e  on  a  small 
scale  in  the  provincial  railways  and  on  an  enormous  scale 
in  the  transcontinental  railways.  Wo  have  given  subsidies 
in  Ontario  to  railway  after  railway,  and  though  they  have 
largely  been  built  by  the  municipalities  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  yet  thoy  have  been  bonded  for  amounts  which 
represent  more  than  the  whole  cost  of  construction,  and  the 
public  is  taxed  to  pay  tolls  on  more  than  tho  whole  cost  of 
construction  yearly,  although  the  greater  part  of  the  cost  of 
construction  was  a  free  gift.  I  feel,  therefore,  that  it  is 
important  for  us  to  consider,  on  entering  on  this  policy  of 
giving  large  and  liberal  grants  to  these  roads  in  the 
North  West— and  I  think  we  ought  to  givo  pretty  large 
grants — we  should  consider  what  that  cost  is  at  the 
bottom  price.  Wo  should  know,  in  some  measure,  what 
the  real  value  of  construction  is,  that  we  may  see  what  we 
are  doing  for  the  company  and  for  the  public.  I  do  not 
want  that  the  public  should  practically  pay  the  cost  of  build¬ 
ing  the  railway,  and  that  tho  private  corporations  should 
obtain  a  large  profit  on  the  whole  cost.  We  want  that  those 
with  whom  it  is  a  speculation,  in  a  certain  sense,  who  have 
advanced  a  certain  portion  of  the  money,  should  get  a 


1885. 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


2491 


liberal  return  on  the  investment,  but  that  they  should  not 
get  a  large  profit  on  all  we  gave  them  as  well  as  upon  their 
own  adventure.  This  road  is  one  presumably  over  a  prairie 
country,  built  in  a  cheap  fashion,  a  narrow  gauge  fashion, 
and  I  take  the  Minister’s  estimate  ot  $2  per  acre,  which 
I  find  would  approximate  nearly  $8,000  a  mile,  taking  his 
valuation  of  the  land,  irrespective  of  the  coal  lands  conces¬ 
sion.  I  do  not  remember  whether  the  Order  in  Council 
fixes  the  price  of  the  coal  lands,  but  I  do  remember  that  the 
policy  of  the  Government  with  reference  to  the  coal  lands 
has  been  limited  areas  to  each  person.  They  feel  the 
importance  of  some  concessions  being  made  in  order  to  give 
free  competition,  as  far  as  possible,  and  therefore  this  is  a 
very  considerable  departure  from  that  arrangement.  I  do 
not  quarrel  so  much  with  a  pretty  large  concession  of  the 
coal  lands,  if  we  had  a  security  that  that  did  not  involve  a 
practical  monopoly  in  the  conjoint  control  of  the  railway 
and  the  mines. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  You  oannot  corner  the  coal  lands. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  dare  say  not,  but  you  can  cornor  the 
transport.  I  shall  not  protract  the  discussion  just  now.  I 
am  sure  that  the  hon.  gentleman  will  agree  that  the  ques¬ 
tion  is  one  of  very  groat  importance,  that  it  is  of  an 
importance,  in  my  opinion,  far  transcending  the  area  of  the 
grant.  I  think  the  question  of  gauge  and  the  question  of 
the  accessibility  of  the  public  to  the  coal  supply  — unless  it 
is  wherever  you  stick  a  pick  in,  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Leeds  puts  it — aie  questions  of  magnitude  far  exceeding 
the  question  of  a  few  thousand  acres  of  land.  I  shall  not 
to-night  renew  my  suggestion,  which  is  one  of  general  appli¬ 
cation,  as  to  tho  condition  of  the  land  being  open  for  settle¬ 
ment  at  a  fixed  maximum  price,  although  I  intend  that  tho 
discussion  shall  be  renewed  on  that  point  at  a  subsequent 
stage  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  land  of  that  region  is  both  good 
agricultural  land  and  coal  land.  There  are  a  couple  of 
hundred  feet  on  the  surface  which  is  a  fair  basis  for  agri¬ 
culture  ;  but  there  is  such  a  large  area  of  that  agricultural 
land  between  there  and  the  foot  of  the  Rocky  Mountains, 
and  the  wator  and  timber  supply  are  so  deficient,  that  it 
will  bo  many  years  before  there  will  be  many  settlers  along 
that  road.  Therefore,  1  think  the  estimate  of  $2  an  acre— - 
not  disparaging  the  value  of  tho  land,  but  because  there  is  a 
surplus — is  entirely  too  high. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Of  course,  I  only  took  the  Minister’s  state¬ 
ment,  made  on  the  27th  September,  1884.  I  have  no  means 
of  knowing  the  value  of  the  land ;  but  if  it  be  a  fact,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  says,  that  there  is  a  deficiency  in  the  water 
*  supply,  if  it  will  be  many  years  before  the  land  will  be 
settled,  and  if  the  coal  areas  are  so  great,  I  am  afraid  Sir 
Alexander  Galt  will  not  make  much  money  out  of  his  enter¬ 
prise. 

Mr.  ROSS.  I  agree  entirely  with  the  hon.  member  for 
West  Durham  in  opposing  the  narrow  gauge.  I  think  this 
road  should  be  built  on  the  ordinary  gauge,  as  it  is  not  at  all 
as  important  for  the  coal  as  it  is  as  a  colonisation  road  to 
open  up  the  country,  I  think  it  is  as  important  to  the  coal 
people  themselves  as  to  the  settlers  that  the  road  should  be 
of  the  ordinary  gauge,  because  they  will  experience  a  great 
deal  of  trouble  in  transferring  the  coal  from  the  narrow 
gauge  cars  to  those  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  That 
country  is  largely  a  grazing  country,  and  if  the  range  peo¬ 
ple  are  going  to  use  this  road  for  the  shipment  of  cattle  it 
should  be  of  the  ordinary  gauge,  because  they  would  rather 
drive  their  cattle  the  whole  distance  to  the  Pacific  Railway 
than  to  carry  them  on  this  railway  and  then  tranship  them. 
I  do  not  believe  in  narrow  gauges  at  all,  except,  perhaps, 
in  a  country  which  is  so  much  broken  up  that  a  road 
of  the  ordinary  gauge  would  cost  very  much  more  and  the 
terminus  be  on  the  sea-board.  But  in  a  prairie  country  I 
do  not  think  it  is  at  all  necessary.  I  think  it  would  be  better 


for  the  Government  to  increase  the  grant,  if  necessary,  in 
order  to  have  a  wide  gauge.  With  reference  to  tho  coal 
lands,  I  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for  Leeds,  to  some  ex¬ 
tent.  There  is  a  difference,  however,  between  tho  coal  at 
the  Lethbridge  mines  and  that  at  Medicine  Hat. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  coal  in  that  country  seems  to  be 
disposed  in  three  belts — one  cutting  the  boundary  line 
south  of  Fort  MacLeod,  running  along  the  Belly  River  to  the 
Lethbridge  mines,  and  cutting  the  Bow  River  at  Grass 
Island.  That  is,  except  the  coal  in  the  pots  found  in  the 
mountains,  the  best  coal  in  the  North-West.  Tho  next  best 
coal  is  that  of  the  belt  running  from  Medicine  Hat  to  tbo 
Red  Deer  River.  The  next  is  the  Souris  coal,  which  will 
not  bear  transport.  The  Lethbridge  coal  is  the  best  coal 
we  havo  in  the  west. 

Mr.  ROSS.  I  now  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  in 
his  description  of  the  coal  belts,  and  also  as  to  the  superiority 
of  the  Lethbridge  coal;  its  advantage  is,  that  it  is  more 
highly  bituminisel  than  the  coal  of  Medicine  Hat,  and  that 
is  the  reason  I  suppose  why  the  Pacific  Railway  Cjmpany 
have  made  tho  contract  with  the  Lethbridge  mine  for  its 
supply.  The  Medicine  Hat  coal  is  good  enough  for  house¬ 
hold  purposes;  but  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
have  just  as  good  coal  as  the  Lethbridge  coal,  in  my 
opinion,  on  their  own  railway,  near  Crowfoot;  it  is  of  tho 
same  quality  as  the  Lethbridge  coal ;  and  why  this  road 
should  be  built,  merely  to  get  coal  out,  I  do  not  understand. 
I  also  agree  with  the  hon.  member  for  Leeds  as  to  the  vast 
quantities  of  coal  in  that  country.  The  whole  country  is 
one  vast  coal  bed,  and  tho  fact  that  coal  is  under  a  man’s 
section  does  not  add  one  dollar  to  the  value  of  the  land. 
There  are  from  5,000,000  to  15,000,000  tons  of  coal  under 
one  section  of  land,  and  we  have  thousands  upon  thousands 
of  those  sections. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  And  good  wheat  land,  at  the  same 
time. 

Mr.  ROSS.  There  is  no  doubt  about  that.  The  reason 
one  man’s  coal  section  is  worth  more  than  another  is 
its  proximity  to  the  railway,  or  the  fact  that  a  ravine 
runs  through  it,  which  enables  you  to  got  out  the  coal 
more  easily  than  you  could  do  on  tho  level  prairie. 
I  do  not  anticipate  that  there  will  be  any  difference 
made  in  the  cost  of  coal  by  this  road  running  into 
the  Lethbridge  mines,  because  there  is  so  much  coal 
in  the  country.  If  this  railway  were  the  only  railway 
running  through  the  coal  lands  1  could  see  the  force  of  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  ;  but  as  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  runs  through  the  same  seam,  and 
opens  up  the  same  coal  belt,  I  do  not  anticipate  any  change 
in  tho  cost  of  coal  to  the  country  or  any  danger  of  monopoly. 
The  Medicine  Hat  mines  alone  can  supply  all  the  coal  the 
country  will  require  for  many  years  to  come,  except  for 
steam  purposes  ;  they  have  supplied  coal  to  Winnipeg 
during  the  past  winter  at  $7  a  ton.  The  man  in  charge  of 
those  mines  informed  me  that  it  cost  about  $1.80  a  ton  to 
get  out  the  coal,  but  that  they  intended  to  reduce  the  cost 
to  $1.50,  and  hoped  to  ultimately  get  it  below  that.  At  the 
Lethbridge  mines  the  cost  of  getting  the  coal  out  is  $2  a 
ton,  but  there  were  special  reasons  for  the  cost ;  after  they 
opened  the  mines  up  more  fully,  they  expected  to  get  it  out 
at  $1.50  a  ton.  With  regard  to  the  advisability  of  having  the 
ordinary  guage,  I  agree  with  tho  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  (Mr.  Blake). 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Yictoria).  I  have  had  occasion 
to  give  some  little  consideration  to  this  question  of  coal  in 
the  North-West,  but  on  one  question  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  hon.  member  for  Lisgar  (Mr.  Ross).  Ho  states  his  inform¬ 
ation  is  that  the  Crowfoot  coal  is  equal  in  quality  to  the 
coal  of  the  Lethbridge  mine.  My  i  nformation  is  that  it  is  not 
quite  as  good ;  that  the  Lethbridge,  or  the  Galt  coal, 
is  the  best  bituminous  coal,  or  quasi-bituminous  coal, 
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yet  discovered  in  the  North-West,  and  that  the  Loth 
bridge  coal  is  better  than  the  Medicine  Hat  coal. 
All  can  be  used  on  the  railway,  but  of  course  only 
in  proportion  to  tho  carboniferous  qualities.  I  saw 
recently  in  the  office  of  Mr.  Yan  Horne,  in  Montreal,  four 
samples,  one  of  Pennsylvania  or  Ohio  coal,  one  of  the  Galt 
coal,  one  of  the  Crowfoot  coal,  and  one  of  the  Medicine 
Hat  coal,  which  had  all  been  exposed  for  several  weeks,  if 
not  months,  to  the  heat  from  a  radiator  in  his  room, 
with  the  view  of  testing  the  different  qualities  of  the  differ¬ 
ent  coal ;  and  you  could  tell,  from  the  extent  to  which  the 
square  blocks  had  cracked,  their  relative  combustible  qua¬ 
lities,  and  there  was  no  doubt  that  the  Medicine  Hat  coal 
was  not  as  good  as  the  Crowfoot  coal,  that  the  Crowfoot 
coal  was  not  as  good  as  the  Lethbridge  or  Galt  coal,  and 
that  the  Letbridge  coal  was  not  as  good  as  the  Eastern  coal. 
As  to  the  difference  between  narrow  gauge  and  the  ordinary 
gauge,  I  entirely  agree  with  tho  hon.  member  for  Lisgar 
(Mr.  Ross).  I  think  it  is  a  mistake  that  the  Galt  Com¬ 
pany  have  commenced  the  construction  of  a  narrow  gauge 
road.  It  would  be  much  moro  satisfactory  if  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  required  the  road  to  be  constructed  on  the  ordinary 
gauge,  even  if  it  had  involved  the  granting  of  an  additional 
subsidy  in  the  way  of  land  to  that  company  for  that  pur¬ 
pose.  I  presume,  however,  tho  capitalists  interested  in  tho 
company  felt  they  had  to  cut  their  garment  according  to 
their  cloth,  and  could  only  build  such  a  road  as  their 
financial  resources  would  enable  them  to  do,  supplemented 
by  tho  Government  subsidy;  There  is  no  question  that  an 
ordinary  gauge  road  would  be  infinitely  more  useful  to  the 
country.  The  hon.  member  for  Durham  will  recollect  tho 
discussion  which  took  place  some  years  ago  in  tho  Ontario 
Legislature,  when  it  was  decided,  with  reference  to  several 
roads,  that  a  narrow  gauge  road  suited  their  purpose,  and 
possibly  no  other  could  be  constructed  at  the  time.  Expe¬ 
rience  has  since  shown  that  narrow  gauge  roads  could  be 
widened  to  the  ordinary  gauge,  and  no  doubt,  in  a  few  years, 
as  the  North-West  develops,  the  company  will  widen  the 
present  narrow  gauge  to  the  ordinary  standard  road. 
However,  it  is  a  case  of  half  a  loaf  batter  than  none  at  all. 
I  think  a  narrow  gauge  road  will  be  of  some  advantage  to 
the  country,  though  an  ordinary  gauge  road  would  be  of 
much  more  advantage  to  it.  But  if  the  resources  of  the 
company  are  only  sufficient  to  build  a  narrow  gauge  road, 
by  all  means  let  us  have  that  first,  and  if  the  resources  of 
the  country,  later,  justify  additional  expense,  no  doubt  we 
will  have  that  road  widened  to  the  ordinary  gauge. 

Mr.  SPROQLE.  It  is  well  that  the  Government  should 
come  to  the  assistance  of  parties  who  are  endeavoring  to 
build  roads  which  will  be  of  great  importance  to  the  set¬ 
tlers,  and  no  doubt  very  useful  to  the  country  ;  but  from  the 
experience  that  I  have  had  in  connection  with  narrow-gauge 
roads,  I  think  it  would  be  a  very  great  mistake  for  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  give  one  acre  of  land  to  assist  any  company  in 
building  a  narrow  gauge  road.  No  sooner  are  these  roads 
built  than  it  is  found  impossible  to  get  up  the  necessary 
speed  on  them ;  the  engine  has  not  sufficient  power,  and  as 
the  gauge  does  not  agree  with  other  roads,  everything  has 
to  be  transhipped,  including  coal,  the  handling  of  which 
will  entail  an  additional  cost  of  from  50  to  75  cents  por  ton. 
To  make  the  road  effectual  at  all,  the  gauge  must  be  widened 
the  same  engines  cannot  then  be"  used,  the  rolling  stock 
will  have  to  be  transformed  and  renewed  at  considerable 
expense,  and  the  expense  of  changing,  in  fact,  will  be  almost 
equal  to  half  the  cost  of  building  the  road.  It  was  proposed 
at  one  time  that  a  narrow  gauge  road  would  bo  more  suit¬ 
able  to  our  country  than  a  broad  gauge,  because  the 
grades  were  heavy  and  the  curves  wore  short;  but 
after  the  road  was  built  it  was  found  that,  on  account 
of  the  grades,  more  powerful  engines  were  required  and  a 
broader  gauge  road.  The  road  was  widened,  and  though  the 
Mr.  Cameron  (Victoria). 
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curves  are  sharp,  the  track  not  having  been  changed,  there 
is  not  as  much  difficulty  experienced  as  was  experienced  on 
the  old  narrow  gauge  road.  Our  experience  is,  that  a  broad 
gauge  road  could  have  been  built  for  nearly  the  same 
money  as  a  narrow  gauge  one  and  perform  double  the 
service.  Everything  that  has  to  be  transferred  from  one 
road  to  another  creates  a  large  additional  expense,  that 
must  be  taken  out  of  the  profits  of  those  who  use  the  road. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Minister  who  has 
charge  of  the  Bill  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  that  it  is  of 
greater  importance  that  coal  should  be  got  and  delivered  to 
settlors  and  to  the  railways  as  cheap  as  possible,  and  as 
good  as  can  be  had.  I  do  not  agree  with  the  hon.  member 
for  Leeds  and  Grenville  (Mr.  Ferguson),  who  stated  that 
coal  at  Medicine  Hat  was  as  good  as  that  in  the  Leth¬ 
bridge  coal  mine. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  did  not  say  so.  I  am  satisfied,  from 
my  own  observations,  as  well  as  the  experience  of  railway 
men,  that  it  is  not  as  good. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  beg  tho  hon.  gentleman’s  pardon.  I 
believe  it  to  be  of  the  greatest  importance  that  the  best  coal 
to  be  found  in  that  country  should  be  procured  to  the  settler 
as  cheap  as  possible.  I  agree  with  the  First  Minister,  as 
far  as  he  stated  that  any  company  that  undertakes  to  get 
out  the  coal  ought  to  be  encouraged.  At  the  same  time,  in 
aiding  an  enterprise  of  this  kind,  we  ought  to  have  in  view 
what  the  possible  result  will  be.  Under  the  present  pro¬ 
posal,  there  is  danger  of  a  monopoly  of  the  best  coal,  that 
of  the  Lethbridge  mine,  being  created,  by  the  granting  of 
large  grants  of  land  for  the  construction  of  a  narrow  gauge 
lino  of  railway,  of  which  tho  mining  company  shall  have 
sole  control,  and  can  impose  what  rates  they  please  for  the 
carrying  of  coal  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  From 
information  I  have  from  the  foreman  who  works  in  the 
Medicine  Hat  mine  the  cost  of  putting  out  coal  at  the 
Medicine  Hat  mine;  is  $1.25  per  ton.  The  freight  from 
Medicine  Hat  to  Winnipeg,  660  miles,  is  $4  per  ton.  That 
makes  $5.25  a  ton  for  the  coal  delivered  at  the  railway 
station  in  Winnipeg.  It  costs  on  an  average,  75  cents  a 
ton  to  deliver  it  round  the  city,  making  $6  in  all.  Tho 
price  of  coal  in  Winnipeg  is  from  $7  to  $7.50  per  ton, 
leaving  a  net  profit  of  $1  or  S  1.50  per  ton. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Last  year  it  was  put  in  the  yards  by 
contract  at  $7. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  quality  of  the  coal  delivered  in 
Winnipeg  at  $7  or  $7.50  per  ton  is  about  a  due  proportion  to 
American  coal,  for  which  we  pay  $11  a  ton.  I  believe  the. 
Lethbridge  coal  is  much  better  than  Medicine  Hat,  although 
we  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  test  it  yet  in  tho  stoves 
in  the  West,  because  most  of  the  coal  delivered  in  the  cities 
and  towns  has  been  the  Medicine  Hat  coal.  I  believe  the 
coal  from  this  Galt  mine  is  very  superior  coal,  superior  to 
that  now  in  use. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  By  American  coal,  I  suppose  you  mean 
the  anthracite  or  hard  coal. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Yes ;  it  is  the  hard  coal.  It  is  sold  at 
$11  per  ton,  and  it  is  just  about  as  cheap  to  buy  the  ono  as 
the  other.  One  ton  of  the  American  coal  is  equal  to  a  ton 
and  a-half  from  Medicine  Hat.  By  being  exposed  to  the 
air,  the  Medicine  Hat  coal  pulverises  very  soon.  I  think,  if 
this  grant  is  to  be  made  to  this  railway,  the  Government 
ought  to  reserve  certain  rights,  as  to  the  freight  rates,  and 
that  any  coal  tendered  by  other  parties  should  be  carried  by 
this  new  railway  at  a  certain  rate.  If  not,  and  coal  of 
tho  same  quality  cannot  be  found  within  110  miles  of 
tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  it  will  certainly  create  a 
monopoly,  because  no  other  company  can  build  a  compet¬ 
ing  line  without  receiving  a  grant.  I  agree  with  hon.  gen¬ 
tlemen  who  have  spoken  against  a  narrow  gauge  road.  I 
believe  it  is  a  bad  thing  to  allow  any  company  to  build  a 
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road  on  to  which  you  cannot  run  a  car  from  the  main  line 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway.  If  you  are  shipping 
stock,  you  would  not  be  bothered  with  the  tranship¬ 
ment,  for  the  sake  of  110  miles.  You  would  rather 
drive.  Tho  road  is,  consequently,  worthless  for  carrying 
stock.  If  the  country  is  as  good  as  the  hon.  member  for 
Leeds  and  Grenville  (Mr.  Ferguson)  says,  for  settlement — I 
have  not  seen  it  myself,  but  he  has — we  ought  to  have  a 
broad  gauge  road,  for  the  narrow  gauge  road  would 
be  of  little  or  no  use,  because  of  tho  transhipment 
required.  My  principal  objection  would  bo  to  giving 
this  grant  to  any  company,  without  reserving  restric¬ 
tions  as  to  the  control  tho  Government  would  have 
over  the  road.  They  should  compel  it  to  carry  freight 
for  other  companies  who  might  wish  to  open  up  mines 
in  that  country,  and  should  be  restricted  to  say  1  cent  a  ton 
per  mile,  or  something  of  that  kind,  and  any  reasonable 
amount  of  coal  tendered  to  the  company  should  be  freighted 
within  a  reasonable  time.  If  that  provision  was  put  in,  I 
think  it  would  be  very  good,  and  would  be  in  the  interests 
of  the  whole  settlers  of  the  North-West,  who  wish  to 
receive  cheap  coal,  and  it  would  be  in  the  interest  of  the 
Government  to  make  that  one  of  the  conditions.  But  I 
would  much  rather  see  a  broad  gauge.  The  cost  between 
a  narrow  gauge  and  a  broad  gauge  road  is  not  a  great  deal 
on  110  miles,  and  it  would  be  a  road  good  for  all  purposes, 
and  if  the  mines  be  opened  up  there,  and  the  coal  is  so 
much  better  than  the  Medicine  flat  coal,  a  road  would  have 
lots  of  work  to  do,  and  would  pay  in  carrying  coal,  because 
we  can  hardly  estimate  the  amount  of  coal  that  will  be 
required  for  consumption  in  the  prairie  sections  of  tho  West. 
A  broad  gauge  road  should  bo  built,  aod  if  the  coal  is  what 
it  it  is  said  to  be,  and  I  believe  it  is,  it  would  pay  any  com¬ 
pany,  as  a  railway  enterprise,  leaving  out  the  coal  interests 
altogether.  I  believe  there  will  be  roads  built  in  that 
country,  and  if  that  road  has  the  carrying  of  the  coal,  and 
also  of  the  merchandise  into  the  country  and  the  grain  out 
of  it,  it  ought  to  pay  well. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Victoria).  A  monopoly  of  coal  in  that 
country  is  simply  out  cf  the  question.  Coal  is  so  abundant 
there,  underlying  the  whole  country,  certainly  from 
Medicine  Hat  westward,  that  it  is  impossible  that  at  any 
period  of  time  a  monopoly  could  be  established.  As  to  the 
quality  of  the  Galt  coal  and  tho  Medicine  Hat  coal,  I  have 
had  the  opportunity  of  comparing  the  analysis  of  the  two 
coals,  and  I  have  arrived  at  the  conclusion,  after  consulting 
a  person  skilled  in  the  business,  that  the  difference  of 
freight,  the  cost  of  carriage  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way,  of  the  Galt  coal,  a  distance  of  110  miles  from  Medicine 
Hat,  or  where  they  are  to  strike  the  railway,  was  hardly 
equal  to  the  difference  in  value  ;  in  other  words,  that  the 
Medicine  Hat  coal,  at  the  price  for  which  it  is  put  on  board 
the  cars  at  Medicine  Hat,  is  as  valuable  and  as  cheap  as  the 
Galt  coal.  In  other  words,  the  cost  of  freight  was  equal  to 
the  difference  in  the  quality  of  the  two  coals.  The  cost  of 
freight  for  1 10  miles,  and  the  cost  of  the  construction  of  the 
railway,  was  a  very  considerable  item.  Then,  when  you 
get  to  Medicine  Hat  you  must  remember  it  has  to  be 
carried  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  thence  to  the 
point  of  consumption,  Winnipeg  or  Portage  la  Prairie,  or 
any  other  point.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  has  the 
power,  by  its  control  of  the  rates,  to  put  on  a  position  of  equal¬ 
ity  all  the  coal  dealers  or  producers  in  all  that  country,  and  I 
believe  they  have  not  only  done  so,  but  have  graduated  their 
rates  in  such  a  way  as  to  put  the  eastern  and  western  coal  pro¬ 
ducers  on  an  equality  at  Winnipeg — the  eastern  coming 
from  Port  Arthur,  some  409  odd  miles,  to  Winnipeg,  and 
the  Medicine  Hat  or  other  western  producers,  with  000  or 
700  or  800  miles  to  carry  the  coal.  They  have  the  power 
of  graduating  their  rates,  so  as  to  put  the  two  competitors 
for  the  traffic  on  an  equal  basis  at  a  common  point,  and  they 


have  framed  a  tariff,  based  upon  a  determination  to  keep  the 
eastern  and  western  men  in  competition,  so  that  the  settlers 
along  the  line  and  the  people  of  Winnipeg  should  get  the 
coal  at  the  lowest  possible  rate.  Their  interest  and  the 
interest  of  the  people  is  the  same.  Of  course,  they  want  to 
get  as  high  a  price  as  they  reasonably  can  for  carrying 
coal,  but  they  have  made  a  tariff,  which  carries  it 
at  a  very  reasonable  compensation  to  them,  and 
graduated  it  so  that  neither  the  western  producers 
nor  the  eastern  producers  derive  any  advantage. 
The  fear  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson), 
that  the  granting  of  this  subsidy  to  tho  Galt  company  might 
give  them  a  dangerous  monopoly  is,  I  am  quite  sure,  entirley 
unfounded.  There  is  not  only  the  bituminous  coal  to  be 
taken  into  account,  but  there  is  also  the  valuable  anthracite 
coal  found  in  the  Rocky  Mountains,  of  far  superior  quality 
to  the  bituminous  coal,  and  useful  for  certain  purposes,  where 
the  other  cannot  be  used.  This  anthracite  coal  is  of  a  very 
high  quality,  equal  to  tho  best  Pennsylvania  anthracite,  and 
will,  no  doubt,  shortly  come  into  general  use  in  the  North- 
West.  So  I  think  we  need  have  no  fear  about  the  most 
ample  and  reasonable  cheap  coal  supplies  of  the  North- 
West. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  exactly  stated 
tho  reason  why  I  fear  this  road  has  a  monopoly.  He  says 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  have  power  to  treat  tho  coal 
merchants  as  they  see  fit.  Knowing  that  we  have  but  one 
railway  in  the  North-West,  and  in  view  of  tho  monopoly 
given  it,  I  object  to  giving  the  same  privilege  to  any  other 
road.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  tho  owners  of  this 
coal  mine  alongside  the  Galt  mine,  with  just  as  good  coal, 
cannot  got  a  cent  for  it,  because  they  have  no  railway,  except 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  which  charges  such  rates  that 
you  cannot  afford  to  ship  it.  People  who  made  a  rush  for 
coal  lands  in  tho  North-West  some  time  ago  imagined  they 
had  a  fortune  when  they  got  a  quarter  or  half  section  of  coal 
land,  but  when  they  desired  to  realise  they  found  that  it 
was  not  worth  anything  to  them.  The  country  is  covered 
with  coal,  but  as  it  is  a  question  of  freight,  there  is  no 
encouragement  for  any  company  in  attempting  to  work  a 
mine.  This  company  will  certainly  use  this  road  to  their 
own  advantage,  and  we  cannot  blame  them.  If  it  wore  a 
private  enterprise,  receiving  no  aid  from  tho  Government, 
it  might  be  well  enough  to  lot  them  go  on  and  build  a  road 
at  their  own  expense,  but  the  country  is  building  this  road, 
and  we  ought  to  see  that  the  people  derive  some  advantage 
from  it.  It  will  be  tho  Galt  company  who  will  derive 
advantage  from  this  road,  and  not  the  consumer  of  coal, 
and  that  is  the  reason  why  the  Government  ought  to 
preserve  the  right  to  compel  this  company  to  carry  coal 
for  other  companies  at  a  certain  rate  per  mile.  When  this 
Government  gives  a  charter  to  any  company  to  build  a  rail¬ 
way  bridge  they  provide  that  other  companies  shall  have 
running  powers  over  that  bridge ;  and  in  the  same  way, 
when  we  grant  aid  to  a  railway,  we  should  provide  that  the 
company  be  compelled  to  carry  freight  at  a  certain  rate. 

Mr.  FERGUSON  (Leeds).  The  difficulty  apprehended 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Marquette,  I  think,  is  completely 
covered  by  the  control  the  Government  will  have  over  the 
freight  rates  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  That  com¬ 
pany  being  disposed  to  operate  the  road  in  the  interests  of 
the  people,  as  the  hon.  member  for  Yictoria  (Mr.  Cameron) 
says,  they  will  necessarily  prevent  any  short  line  like  that 
putting  on  exhorbitant  rates.  But  they  have  power  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  Galt  road  or  any  other  similarly  situated  road  from 
taking  advantage  of  the  public,  even  on  the  quality  of  tho 
coal ;  for  my  contention  is,  notwithstanding  the  statement 
as  to  the  relative  values  of  coal  by  the  member  for  North 
Yictoria,  that  the  coal  of  the  Lethbridge  mine  is  the  best. 
He  cited  an  instanco  where  ho  saw  coal  in  the  railway  office 
at  Montreal,  but  I  think  he  misapprehended  the  statement 
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of  the  manager.  He  saw  this  specimen,  and  if  I  recollect 
aright — and  my  own  judgment  leads  me  to  believe  that 
my  recollection  of  the  statement  made  by  the  manager 
is  correct — the  sample  taken  from  their  own  pit  on  the 
Crowfoot  Creek  Yalley,  which  I  contend  is  the  same  coal  as 
the  Lethbridge  coal,  was,  in  the  manager’s  judgment,  equal, 
and  he  seemed  inclined  to  give  it  preference — perhaps  be¬ 
cause  it  was  his  own  coal— but  I  contend  it  was  precisely  ot 
the  same  character  and  of  equal  quality  with  the  Lethbridge 
coal,  and  that  belt  of  coal  now  is  known  to  be  from  15  to  25 
miles  wide,  where  the  railway  runs  across  it,  and  where  it 
can  be  tapped  at  every  point.  So,  if  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  is  disposed  to  operate  in  the  interests  of  the  settlor 
in  that  country  for  cheap  coal,  there  is  no  fear  to  be  appre¬ 
hended  from  the  Galt  mine  or  any  other  mine. 

Mr.  WATSON.  No  ;  because  they  have  it  in  their  power 
to  charge  the  Galt  mine  what  they  see  fit. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  But  they  have  unlimited  control,  so 
that  no  possible  monopoly  can  exist  in  coal  in  that  district 

Mr.  WATSON.  It  is  not  on  coal ;  it  is  on  freight, 

Mr.  TEMPLE.  I  think  it  is  a  great  mistake  to  build 
narrow  gauge  roads.  I  have  had  some  experience  building 
a  road  down  in  New  Brunswick,  and  although  a  narrow 
gauge  was  fixed  by  the  engineers,  I  opposed  it  myself,  as 
one  of  the  directors  of  the  road.  We  have  now  a  uniform 
gauge  all  over  the  country,  of  4  feet  8J  inches,  which,  I 
think,  is  the  proper  gauge  ;  and  whatever  company  is  build¬ 
ing  this  road,  they  are  making  a  great  mistake  in  building  a 
narrow  gauge  road.  If  it  is  to  be  built  through  a  prairie 
country  it  will  cost  very  little  mote  to  build  a  broad  gauge 
than  a  narrow  gauge  road  of  3J  feet.  The  only  extra 
cost  there  would  be  is  in  the  iron  —  the  difference 
between  the  cost  of  a  40  or  45-pound  rail,  which 
we  had  at  that  time,  and  a  56  or  60-pound  rail.  That 
is  where  the  difference  of  expense  comes  in,  and  beyond 
that  the  expense  will  be  very  trifling.  It  seems  to  be  the 
opinion  of  hon.  gentlemen  here  that  this  is  to  be,  principa.ly, 
a  coal  road,  and  if  you  transport  this  coal  down  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  on  a  narrow  gauge  road,  and  then 
tranship  it,  there  will  be  great  loss,  both  in  shrinkage 
and  breakage,  sufficient,  I  believe,  to  counterbalance,  in 
three  or  four  years’  time,  all  the  difference  in  the  expense  of 
building  a  broad  gauge  over  a  narrow  gauge  road. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  seems 
to  be  almost  alone  in  the  defence  of  tbo  gauge  of  this  road. 
The  hon.  member  for  Yictoria  (Mr.  Cameron)  said  he  had 
found  that  the  difference  in  quality  between  the  Medicine 
Hat  coal  and  the  Lethbridge  coal  was  such  that  it  was  about 
equalised  by  the  extra  cost  of  freight  from  the  Lethbridge 
Mine.  May  that  be  about  1  cent  a  pound  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Yictoria).  I  do  not  recollect  the  procise 
figures.  I  consulted  a  gentleman  about  it,  who,  after  con¬ 
sidering  it  from  a  business  point  of  view,  arrived  at  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  the  difference  in  the  C03t  of  freight  was  about 
equalled  by  the  difference  in  quality. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  One  cent  per  ton  per  mile  is  a  pretty 
high  figure,  even  for  a  short  haul.  Under  a  contract  made 
With  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  the  coal  company  will 
receive  $3.90  per  ton  at  bank.  Hon.  gentlemen  do  not 
suppose  that  coal  worked  on  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
land  at  Medicine  Hat  will  cost  that  sum  :  it  will  probably 
cost  $1.10  per  ton.  So,  the  difference  of  cost  must  bo  very 
great,  if  the  contract  be  at  all  correct.  This  question  of 
monopoly  comes  up  immediately  on  the  conflicting  state¬ 
ments  made.  The  general  consensus  of  opinion,  I  think, 
from  those  who  have  spoken,  is  that  the  Lothbridge  coal  is 
Mr-  Ferguson  (Leeds  and  Grenville). 


the  most  valuable  coal.  Of  course,  if  they  have  an  advan¬ 
tage  in  that  particular  locality  and  in  that  particular  vein 
— I  do  not  speak  only  of  the  coal  owned  by  this  company- 
equal  to  $2  or  $3  per  ton,  it  is  quite  clear  that  that  gives 
them  a  command  of  the  market,  with  respect  to  the  coal  in 
that  region,  within  a  similar  haul  to  market. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  At  the  time  the  contract  was 
made  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  had  not  discovered  the 
coal  at  Medicine  Hat. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Yictoria).  There  are  other  circum¬ 
stances  that  may  mean  a  good  deal, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  admit  that  the  hon.  gentleman’s  observa¬ 
tion  means  much  and  may  mean  more. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  It  may  he  in  the  interest  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  that  they  should  not  be  bound  to 
one  particular  mine  or  one  particular  source  of  supply. 
My  information  as  to  the  difference  in  value  of  the  coal 
was  for  ordinary  domestic  use.  It  was  not  for  railway  use, 
and  a  coal  that  may  be  perfectly  good  for  ordinary  domestic 
u3o  may  not  be  suitable  for  railway  and  steam  purposes, 
unless  it  were  mixed  with  other  coal,  or  the  furnaces  altered 
to  suit  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman’s  observa 
tion.  I  say  his  observation  means  a  good  deal  and  may  mean 
a  good  deal  more.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  also  pointed  out 
the  great  benefactor  and  providence  that  can  make  all  these 
things  right ;  he  says  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  can  fix 
it  up.  Already  it  has  shown  its  powor  of  regulating  the 
commercial  affairs  of  the  North-West,  by  regulating  the  cost 
of  coal  and  provoking  a  healthy  competition  between  the 
coal  traffic  of  the  East  and  the  West,  and  it  can  make 
arrangements  between  parties  on  equal  terms.  I  recollect 
something  of  the  grinding  monopoly  that  prevailed  in  Win¬ 
nipeg  and  Port  Arthur  during  one  winter.  I  remember  the 
cost  of  coal  in  Winnipeg  when  one  firm  had  the  whole  supply. 
The  great  power  -which  a  railway  company  possosses  may 
not  always  be  exercised  so  beneficially  as  the  hon.  gentleman 
suggests.  That  was  a  proof  of  the  difficulty.  I  am  not  so 
clear  as  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  statements  as  to  the  prices 
—I  do  not  know  exactly  how  it  works  out ;  but  the  practi¬ 
cal  result  is,  that  coal  is  sent  to  Winnipeg  from  Medicine 
Hat  at  $7  per  ton,  and  competes  with  hard  coal  at  $11  per 
ton.  Sir  Alexander  Galt  states,  as  one  of  the  great  bene¬ 
fits  to  bo  derived  from  the  proposed  railway,  that  he  will  be 
able  to  supply  coal  at  Winnipeg  at  $10  per  ton.  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  would  be  able  to  hold  the  market  at  that 
price.  It  is  quite  possible  that  while  coal  from  Medicine 
Hat  is  being  supplied  at  $7,  Sir  Alexander  Galt’s  coal  might 
realise  $10,  and  still  hold  the  market.  If  that  be  so,  if  there 
is  a  difference  in  the  value  of  the  coal  of  from  $1  to  $1.50, 
then  it  is  of  the  greatest  consequence  that  we  should  see  that 
the  railway  competition  is  assured.  It  is  important  that 
we  should  see  that  the  best  domestic  coal  in  the  North-West 
is  not  practically  in  the  hands  of  one  company.  I  think  the 
Minister  will  admit  that  this  is  a  subject  of  very  great 
consequence ;  and  I  hope,  at  a  further  stage  of  the  Bill, 
we  shall  have  somo  information  upon  these  points  we  have 
been  considering,  and  probably  some  practical  information 
with  respect  to  the  relative  values  of  the  coal  may  be 
obtained  from  some  of  the  Departments.  If  it  be  a  fact  that 
there  is  almost  equally  good  coal  scattered  all  over  the 
country,  the  argument  that  there  is  no  danger  of  monopoly 
is  a  sound  argument.  But  if  the  Lethbridge  coal  is  worth 
even  $1  per  ton  more  than  the  general  run  of  coal,  it 
is  of  great  advantage,  and  it  is  of  the  utmost  impor¬ 
tance  that  the  power  of  distributing  that  coal  should 
not  rest  entirely  in  the  hands  of  one  company,  but  in  the 
hands  of  all  who  may  mine  it, 
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Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  have  taken  a  note  of 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham,  and 
of  some  other  hon.  members.  I  could  not  be  expected  to 
give  all  the  information  asked.  I  will  take  care  to  have  the 
information  dosired  furnished,  as  far  as  possible,  at  the  next 
stage  of  the  measure,  and  I  have  also  taken  a  note  of  the 
papers  which  the  hon.  momber  wishes  to  have  brought 
down  to  complete  the  papers  already  before  the  House. 

Committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  1:45  a.m., 
Friday. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Friday,  12th  June,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  halbpast  One  o’clock. 
Prayers. 

FRANCHISE  PETITIONS. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  think  it  is  due  to  myself  and  to  tho 
House  that  I  should  say  just  a  word  with  respect  to  the 
petition  which  has  just  been  read  from  Wiarton.  It  will 
bo  in  the  recollection  of  the  House  that  a  short  timo  ago  a 
petition  was  presented  from  Wiarton  against  the  Franchise 
Bill,  which  petition  purported  to  be  signed  by  a  number  of 
Conservatives.  At  that  time  I  ventured  to  say  that  those 
signatures  had  been  obtained  by  misrepresentation  of  a 
gross  kind.  I  have,  since  that  time,  boon  obliged  to  go  homo 
on  pressing  private  business,  and  I  had  an  opportunity  of 
learning  something  with  respect  to  that  petition  and  the 
manner  in  which  signatures  were  obtained  to  it.  In  tho 
first  placo,  a  number  of  signatures,  which  profess  to  be  tho 
signatures  of  Conservatives,  were  not  those  of  Conservatives. 
I  desire  that  the  House  should  understand  exactly  what 
the  feeling  of  the  people  up  there  is  with  regard  to  this 
matter.  1  think  there  are  some  five  Conservatives  in 
W  iarton  who  do  not  approve  altogether  of  this  Bill  as  it  now 
stands.  I  think  there  are  five  who  would  like  to  see  the 
clause  with  respect  to  Indians  amended  in  such  a  way  that 
an  Indian  who  is  able  to  vote  should  also  be  liable  to  be  sued. 
There  is  not,  however,  I  think,  one — perhaps  there  may  be 
one,  but  I  think  not — who  objects  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  the  principle  that  this  Dominion  Parliament  should 
regulate  the  franchise  for  tho  Dominion.  Those  gentlemen 
who  have  signed  the  petition  which  I  presented  the  other 
day,  in  order  to  have  their  names  removed  from  the 
original  petition,  signed  it  because  they  say  they  signed 
the  original  petition  on  the  understanding — at  all  events, 
they  were  given  to  understand  so  by  the  gentleman 
who  went  round  with  the  petition— that  every  adult  male 
Indian  in  the  Dominion  was  to  have  a  vote,  irrespec¬ 
tive  of  any  property  qualification  whatever,  whereas  no 
white  man  could  vote  without  a  property  qualification. 
Now,  Sir,  I  venture  to  repeat  what  1  stated  on  the  floor  of 
this  House  before,  that  those  names  were  obtained  by  gross 
misrepresentation.  I  say  that  misrepresentation  more  gross 
than  that  it  would  be  very  difficult  to  imagino.  No  such 
proposition,  as  hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  know  perfectly 
well,  was  ever  made.  I  should  be  glad  if  I  could  stop 
here,  but  I  am  obliged  to  go  a  little  further.  There  was  a 


document  presented  to  this  House  by  the  hon.  member  for 
Wost  Ontario  (Mr.  Edgar),  which  purported  to  bo  signed 
by  Conservatives  who  had  signed  the  original  petition,  and 
it  was  for  the  purpose  of  sustaining  that  petition.  Now,  I 
have  got  to  say  that  the  names  upoa  this  document  were 
not  all  names  of  Conservatives.  One  gentleman  who  signed 
that  document  refused  to  sign  it  as  a  Conservative  at  all, 
though  he  was  requested  to  do  so,  and  it  was  then  suggested 
to  him — he  having  refused  to  sign  it  as  a  Conservative — 
that  he  should  write  tho  word  “  ditto  ”  after  his  name,  to  mis¬ 
lead  this  honorable  House,  and  lead  hon.  gentlemen  to 
believe  that  ho  signed  the  document  as  a  Conservative.  This 
gentleman,  who  is  ono  of  tho  most  respectable  and  respected 
Reformers  in  Wiarton,  refused  to  be  a  party  to  such  gross 
conduct ;  he  refused  to  sign  tho  document  as  a  Con¬ 
servative,  or  to  put  the  word  “  ditto  ”  after  his  namo,  and  ho 
alleges  that  he  wrote  tho  word  “  Grit  ”  after  his  namo.  That 
is  so,  of  course,  but  what  is  opposite  to  the  namo  now 
I  confess  I  am  unable  to  say.  It  looks  like  two  “  d’s;  ”  at 
all  events,  the  reporters  of  Hansard  and  the  reporters  of  the 
Globe  have  had  this  document,  I  think,  and  they  assumed  that 
the  document  was  signed  by  him  as  a  Conservative,  through 
the  mark  which  is  now  after  his  name.  Tho  persons  who 
obtained  this  signature  have  treated  it  as  the  signature  of  a 
Conservative  ;  they  have  placed  commas  under  it  and  after 
the  names  following,  for  the  express  purpose  of  leading  the 
House  to  believe  that  he  signed  as  a  Conservative.  I  venture 
to  say  that  a  grosser  fraud  could  not  bo  attempted  to  be 
palmed  off  upon  this  honorable  Houso.  But  I  havo  to  go 
further.  I  say  that  on  the  original  petition  there  is  to  be 
found  the  name  of  George  Kidd,  merchant;  and  I  havo  to 
say  that  Mr.  Kidd  did  not  sign  that  petition  at  all,  that  ho 
authorised  no  one  to  sign  it  for  him,  that  he  was  in  ignorance 
that  his  name  appeared  on  tho  petition  for  days  afterwards, 
that  he  was  informed  accidentally  that  his  name  appeared 
upon  it,  and  that  he  objected  to  having  his  name  upon  it  at 
all.  I  will  read  the  statutory  declaration  made  by  Mr.  Kidd 
with  reference  to  this  matter : 

“County  op  Beuce,  1  I,  George  Kidd,  of  the  village  of  Wiarton,  in  the 
“To  Wit :  }  county  of  Brace,  merchant,  do  solemnly  declare  : 

“  1.  That  I  did  not  sign  any  petition  against  or  condemnatory  of  the 
proposed  Franchise  Bill  now  under  consideration  by  the  House  of  Com¬ 
mons  of  Canada. 

“  2.  That  some  time  during  the  latterpart  of  last  month  I  was  informed 
by  a  resident  of  the  said  village  that  my  name  appeared  amongst  the 
signatures  appended  to  a  certain  petition  purporting  to  have  been  signed 
by  persons  residing  in  the  said  village  against  the  said  Franchise  Bill, 
and  I  say  that  up  to  that  time  I  was  quite  unaware  that  my  name 
appeared  amongst  the  said  signatures,  and  I  further  say  that  I  did  not, 
at  any  time,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  or  in  any  manner  whatsoever, 
authorise  any  one  to  sign  the  said  petition  for  me  or  on  my  behalf. 

“3.  That  one  Alexander  A.  Campbell,  of  the  said  village,  druggist’s 
clerk,  came  to  me  some  time  last  month  and  presented  the  document, 
read,  as  I  am  informed  and  believe,  by  Mr.  Edgar,  M.P.,  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  negatived  the  use  of  fraud  or  misrepresentation  in  the 
obtaining  of  signatures  to  the  said  petition,  to  me  for  signature,  and 
said  Campbell  then  said  to  me  that  he  bad  been  accused  of  forgery  in 
connection  with  the  obtaining  of  the  said  signatures,  and  asked  me  to 
sign  the  said  document,  and  I  declined  to  do  so,  telling  said  Campbell, 
at  the  same  time,  that  my  name  had  been  placed  on  said  petition  with¬ 
out  any  authority  and  without  my  knowledge. 

“4.  That  I  never  was,  at  any  time,  and  I  am  not  now,  opposed  to  the 
passage  of  the  said  Bill. 

“And  I  make  this  solemn  declaration,  &c. 

“  GEO.  S.  KIDD.” 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  may  say  that  if  it  were  necessary  that 
I  should  do  so,  I  am  prepared  to  prove  that  somo  signatures 
were  obtained  to  another  petition  against  the  Franchise  Bill, 
from  another  part  of  my  constituency,  by  gross  misrepre¬ 
sentation  also  ;  and  that  it  was  endeavored  to  induce  othor 
Conservatives  to  sign  that  petition  by  making  use  of  similar 
gross  misrepresentation.  But  I  do  not  wish  to  multiply 
words  upon  this  subject.  The  indisputable  and  disreputable 
facts  speak  for  themselves  much  more  powerfully  than  I  can 
do.  I  do  not  wish  to  ask  this  honorable  House  to  resort  to 
that  process  which  would  be  necessary  in  order  to  inflict 
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upon  the  person  who  has  treated  the  House  with  such  gross 
contempt  the  punishment  such  conduct  deserves ;  but  I 
hope  it  will  be  understood,  in  future,  that  if  anyone  is  guilty 
of  such  conduct  the  House  will  resort  to  such  means  as  will 
make  the  recurrence  of  such  conduct  in  the  last  degree 
improbable.  I  think  the  right  of  petition  is  a  most  valu¬ 
able  privilege — but,  unfortunately,  petitions  are  rapidly  tail¬ 
ing  into  disrepute,  and  it  behooves  us,  as  guardians  of  the 
public  interest,  to  endeavor,  in  every  way  that  we  can,  to 
surround  that  valuable  privilege  with  safeguards.  I  venture 
to  think  that  if  wo  do  not  do  so  the  value  of  that  privilege 
will  disappear  very  soon. 

Mr.  EDGAR  Eather  a  broad  discussion  has  been  opened 
up  by  the  observations  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down.  As  ho  has  referred  to  mo  in  connection  with  the 
presenting  of  some  petitions,  I  would  like  to  say,  with 
regard  to  the  third  and  last  petition,  which  has  come  from 
the  same  gentlemen,  that  I  have  a  letter  in  my  hand  which 
I  received  yesterday  or  the  day  before  from  Mr.  Campbell, 
of  Wharton,  who  sent  mo  down  the  petition  originally,  about 
which  all  this  fuss  has  taken  place.  Mr.  Campbell  says 
that  tho  hon.  member  for  North  Bruce  was  in  his  county 
working  up  this  matter  himself,  and  ho  goes  on  to  say  : 

“I  have  been  told  that  there  are  a  few  names  on  that  said  peti¬ 
tion  ’  ’ - 

Ho  refers  to  the  last  one — -the  last  recantation  of  tho  hon. 
gentleman’s  friends - - 

“  who  had  signed  that  declaration  which  I  got  up,  and  the  names  of  those 
parties  are  respectively  E.  A.  Pennock,  John  West,  and  Thomas  Vogan. 
I  took  the  trouble  in  calling  on  the  above  parties,  and  was  astonished 
to  find  t  hat  ihey  did  not  knew  wbat  they  were  signing.  I  asked  Mr. 
Pennock  did  he  know  what  was  written  on  tlm  petition.  He  said 
positively  he  did  not.  I  then  next  called  on  Mr.  West,  and  I  have  wit¬ 
ness  to  this.  He  said  that  he  could  not  tell  what  was  on  that  paper, 
but  he  understood  that  it  wa3  something  about  Crocker  Indians,  and  I 
signed  it.  Lastly  I  called  on  Thomas  Vogan.  I  have  witness  to  this. 
He  sail  he  signed  it  on  condition,  and  if  there  is  no  written  conditions 
attached  opposite  his  name,  it  is  valueless.  He  said  1  signed  it  on 
these  conditions.  If  the  heading  of  your  petition  says  that  all  Indians 
in  the  Province  of  Quebec  and  Ontario  shall  have  votes,  qualified  as 
white  men  aie,  and  so  soon  as  they  are  enfranchised,  that  they  shall 
be  liable  lor  any  debt  they  may  contract  and  separate  themselves  from 
the  tribe,  and  are  in  every  respect  as  white  men  and  hot  minors, 
then  I  will  sign  your  petition.” 

Now,  thero  is  one  substantial  point  arrived  at,  so  far  as  I 
can  soo,  and  only  one,  because  these  gentlemen  are  as  willing 
to  sign  one  petition  as  another,  apparently,  and  tho  point 
is  this :  My  hon.  friend  admits  that  ten  Conservatives  in 
tho  village  of  Wiarton  are  not  satisfied  with  the  Franchise 
Bill. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  have  not  done  anything  of  tho  kind. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  said  five  of  one 
kind  and  five  of  another  kind  of  Conservatives. 


the  name  I  have  referred  to  on  this  confirmatory  document, 
and  would  allow  that  name  to  appear  as  having  been  signed 
as  a  Conservative,  when  it  was  signed  to  that  document  as 
a  Grit  name,  and  who  would  also  have  Mr.  Kidd’s  name 
placed  on  the  original  petition  without  Mr.  Kidd’s  know¬ 
ledge,  is  perfectly  capable  of  writing  such  a  letter  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  read. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Order. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  understand  that  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Grey  (Mr.  Landerkin)  can  give  us  something  with 
reference  to  the  way  in  which  Mr.  Kidd’s  name  was  obtained. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  matter  must  be  thor¬ 
oughly  understood.  I  know  Mr.  George  Kidd  and  Mr. 
Joseph  Kidd,  two  of  tho  most  respectable  men  in  Canada. 
Mr.  Kidd  has  solemnly  declared,  in  a  paper  which  is  equiva¬ 
lent  to  his  affidavit,  that  his  namo  was  forged,  that  ho  nover 
signed  the  petition  and  did  not  know  it  was  in  circulation, 
and  only  heard  of  it  accidentally.  He  also  says  that  this  Mr. 
Campbell,  whose  letter  has  just  been  read,  tried  to  coax  him 
to  sign  a  subsequent  petition. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  believe  it  is  important  that  this  matter 
should  be  understood,  and  I  believe  the  hon.  member  for 
South  Grey  has  some  information  upon  it. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Some  few  days  ago  I  received  a 
letter  from  a  respectable  gentleman  living  at  Wiarton,  who 
has  given  mo  the  privilege  of  reading  the  lotter,  which  will 
throw  some  light  on  this  very  obscure  question.  It  is  very 
desirable  that  the  House  should  be  placed  in  possession  of 
the  facts,  so  as  to  bo  able  to  decide  whether  those  gentlemen 
have  been  taken  in  in  connection  with  these  petitions.  This 
gentleman  says : 

“Ibegto  advise  you  that  the  local  celebrities  who  have  interested 
themselves  ia  making  light  of  the  petition  and  alleging  fraud  as  the 
prime  factor  in  the  securing  of  name',  are  employes  of  the  Dominion 
Government,  placed  in  position  through  Mr.  McNeill’s  influence,  and  are 
well  paid  for  their  allegiance  to  the  Tory  party  ;  and  they  are  straining 
every  nerve  to  whip  the  Conservatives,  who  dared  to  act  for  themselves, 
into  line,  and  have  tried  to  get  them  to  sign  another  document  retract¬ 
ing  what  they  have  done.” 

Further  he  says  : 

“  One  point  ho  will  no  doubt  bring  up  is  the  name  of  George  Kid  d,by 
forgery,  producing  an  affidavit  from  Kidd  as  evidence.  Please  note, 
Kidd  is  on  the  petition,  not  on  the  declaration  that  followed  it.  H  s 
name  was  signed  by  his  book-keeper,  to  whom  Campbell  [resented 
it  ” - 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Hear  me,  aud  you  may  laugh 
afterwards.  Ho  who  laughs  last,  laughs  best - 

“  and  he  as  sured  Campbell  he  had  perfect  right  and  authority  to  do 
so,  that  he  signed  Kidd’s  name  to  other  petitions,  and  he  had  always 
recognised  it  as  done  by  himself.” 


Mr.  McNEILL.  I  did  not.  I  can  twice  say  five  without 
meaning  ten. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  beg  tho  hon.  gentleman’s  pardon.  Per¬ 
haps  ho  only  said  five  of  one  kind. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  Five. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Thero  is  another  fact  tho  hon.  gentleman 
has  admitted,  that  is,  that  somo  persons  represented  they 
were  Conservatives  and  are  now  Reformers.  I  dare  say 
that  is  the  case,  as  it  is  in  other  places  besides  Wiarton. 
However,  I  gave  the  hon.  gontleman  the  paper  he  has  taken 
up  to  his  county.  He  has  thoroughly  investigated  it,  and  I 
was  very  sure  when  I  presented  it  that  it  would  be  investi¬ 
gated.  1  am  very  glad  that  it  has  been,  as  I  do  not  wish  to 
present  anything  to  this  House  that  is  not  genuine ;  and  if 
any  mistakes  have  been  made,  I  am  as  glad  to  have  them 
corrected  as  the  hon.  gentleman  himself. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  only  wish  to  say,  in  reply  to  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  said,  that  any  person  who  would  obtain 
Mr.  McNeill. 


There  is  another  little  matter  which  it  is,  perhaps,  just  as 
well  to  understand : 

“  He  may  also  advance  that  some  so-called  Conservatives  are 
Reformers,  but  entered  as  Tories  on  the  list.  It  is  not  true.  There  may 
be  one  or  two  of  Independent  ideas,  but  they  have  Conservative  lean¬ 
ings,  and  have  always  been  treated  by  us  as  of  that  persuasion.  One 
man  says  he  signed  the  petition  as  a  Grit,  meaning  be  was  a  Grit  in 
being  opposed  to  the  Franchise  Bill ;  but  he  signed  the  declaration 
afterwards  as  a  Liberal-Conservative,  which  he  is.” 

Further  on  he  says  : 

“  They  have  catechised  the  signers  thoroughly  and  have  tried  to  so 
represent  the  Bill,  and  the  stand  they  have  taken  in  thinking  for  them¬ 
selves,  that  they  may  have  caused  one  or  two  weak-kneed  individuals 
to  acknowledge  themselves  “  Darwin’s  missing  link  ”  or  anything  else,  if 
it  will  please  Mr.  McNeill  ;  but  those  who  have  stamina  enough  to 
assert  their  manhood,  have  not  been  workable  in  his  hands,  and  a 
general  retraction  cannot  be  obtamed.” 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  ask  that  letter  to  bo 
laid  on  the  Table.  I  think  the  House  has  a  right  to  it,  and 
must  insist  on  it. 
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Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  have  laid  that  portion  of  the 
letter  on  the  Table  that  I  intend  to  lay.  It  is  a  letter  I  had 
authority  to  read. 

Some  hon,  MEMBERS.  Name. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Tho  name  I  am  at  liberty  to  give 
if  it  is  necessary,  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary.  The 
writer  says  : 

“  I  suppose  there  will  be  no  need  of  giving  my  name.  You  are  aware 
of  that  ;  but  do  not  let  a  charge  of  cowardice  keep  it  back.” 

I  have  read  the  clauses  which  bear  on  this  important  matter 
of  the  poor  innocent  Conservatives  of  Wiarton  who  were 
deluded  into  signiog  a  petition.  I  was  told  by  another 
gentleman  that  anybody  who  lived  within  a  few  miles  of  an 
Indian  reservation  would  have  no  difficulty  in  getting  names 
to  a  petition  of  this  kind. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  have.,only  one  thing  to 
say  more.  The  right  of  petition  and  the  protection  of  Par¬ 
liament  against  fraudulent  petitions  is  of  the  utmost  im¬ 
portance  to  this  House.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  read  a 
letter,  and  has  not  given  the  name  ;  but  he  has  made  him¬ 
self  responsible,  in  some  degree,  for  tho  respectability  of 
that  letter. 

Mr.  LAN DEREIN.  Ido. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Well,  that  letter  states 
distinctly  that  the  bookeeper  of  Mr.  Kidd,  stated  that  he 
had  full  authority  from  his  master  to  sign  that  petition. 
Mr.  Kidd  has  sworn  that  he  gave  no  authority,  and  did  not 
know  anything  about  the  petition.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  protect  the  right  of  petition,  and  after  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  gentleman,  it  will  be  my  duty  to  take  steps  to 
bring  this  same  bookeeper  before  the  House. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  It  has  been  alleged  that  the  gentlemen 
who  got  up  this  petition,  which  I  presented,  were  employes 
of  the  Government.  That  is  quite  untrue,  it  was  a  medical 
gentleman  who  obtained  the  signatures. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Is  he  not  now  in  the  employ  of  the 
Government'/ 

Mr.  McNEILL.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Is  he  not  the  medical  man  to  the 
Indians  up  there  ?  Of  course  ho  is. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  has  reminded  mo 
of  a  fact  which,  in  itself,  was  so  insignificant  that  I  had  for¬ 
gotten  it ;  and  further,  that  gentleman  has  frequently 
expressed  his  intention  of  giving  up  that  place,  becauso  it 
was  valueless  to  him. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  call  on  tho  hen.  gontleman  to 
retract  his  first  statement. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  Unless  there  is  a  personal  explanation, 
I  cannot  allow  the  rules  of  debate  to  be  transgressod  by 
hon.  gentlemen  by  speaking  so  often.  Tho  House  is  in 
full  possession  of  the  facts.  Tne  hon.  gentleman  has 
admitted  that  be  had  forgotten  the  fact. 

THE  STAFF  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  SPEAKER.  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  House  a  series  of  resolutions  accompanied 
by  certain  schedules  adopted  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Internal  Economy  of  the  House  of  Commons,  providing  for 
the  better  qualification  and  arrangement  of  the  salaries  and 
staff  of  the  House. 

CHINESE  IMMIGRATION. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  move  that  on  Monday 
tho  House  will  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
to  consider  certain  resolutions  regarding  the  immigration 
of  Chinamen. 
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ADULTERATION  OF  FOOD,  ETC.—- REMUNERATION 
TO  ANALYSTS. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Monday  next  to 
consider  the  following  resolution 

That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  the  Governor  iu  Council  may 
cause  such  remuneration  as  he  deems  proper  to  be  paid  to  the  analysts 
to  be  appointed  under  the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  intituled  :  “An 
Act  respecting  the  Adulteration  of  Pood,  Drugs  and  Agricultural  Fer¬ 
tilisers  ;  ”  and  such  remuneration,  whether  by  fees  or  salary,  or  partly 
in  one  way  and  partly  in  the  other,  may  be  paid  to  such  analysts  out  of 
any  sums  voted  by  Parliament  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act. 

HARBOR  COMMISSIONERS  OF  THREE  RIVERS— 
GOVERNMENT  LOAN. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Monday  next  to  con¬ 
sider  the  following  resolution 

That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  the  Governor  in  Council  may 
authorise  the  raising  by  way  of  loan,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the 
Act  35  Vic.,  chap.  6,  'As  amended  by  38  Vie  ,  chap.  4,  of  a  sum  of 
money  not  exceeding  eighty-two  thousand  dollars,  at  a  rate  of  interest 
not  exceeding  four  per  cent,  per  annum,  and  to  advance  out  of  the  snm 
so  raised  to  the  Harbor  Commissioners  of  Three  Rivers,  on  their  bonds 
as  such,  bearing  interest  at  four  per  centum  per  annum,  and  being  a  first 
charge  on  their  income  from  tolls  and  ether  revenues,  such  sum  of  money 
a3  may  be  required  to  redeem  the  outstanding  debentures  of  the  com¬ 
missioners  and  interest  accrued  thereon,  and  for  the  payments  to  be  made 
on  account  of  their  works  now  under  contract;  such  advances  to  be  made 
under  the  approval  of  the  Governor  in  Council,  on  the  report,  of  thg 
Minister  of  Public  Works. 

THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  Are  the  papers  which  were  laid  on  the 
Table  yesterday  bearing  on  the  North-West  troubles  all  thq 
papers  which  the  Government  intend  to  submit  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD,  No,  there  are  some  addi¬ 
tional  papers  being  prepared  and  some  daily  arriving,  which 
will  bo  laid  on  the  Table  as  they  are  ready  from  time  to  time, 

HEALTH  OF  THE  FINANCE  MINISTER. 

Mr.  McGREBVY.  Before  the  Orders  of  the  Day  are 
called,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Government  whether  there  ia 
any  truth  in  the  rumor— and,  I  am  sure,  the  country  will 
be  delighted  if  it  be  true — that  the  Government  havo  infor¬ 
mation  as  to  the  improved  health  of  tho  Finance  Minister, 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  am  glad  to  say  tho 
rumor  ia  true,  A  successful  operation  has  been  performed, 
and  he  has  been  relieved  of  the  stone;  and  he  is  most  likoly 
to  be  restored  to  perfect  health. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (No,  113)  respecting  proofs  of  entries  in  books  of 
accounts  kept  by  officers  of  the  Crown,— (Mr.  Chapleau.) 

Bill  (No.  122)  respecting  agricultural  fertilisers.— (Mr, 
Chapleau.) 

LAND  GRANTS  TO  RAILWAYS  IN  THE  NORTH¬ 
WEST. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  committee  on  resolutions 
(p.  2440)  to  authorise  grants  of  Dominion  lands  to  railway 
companies  in  the  North-West. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  resolution  2  (Manitoba  South-Western  Colonisation 
Railway  Company). 

Mr.  HESSON.  Carried. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No;  not  yet.  The  hon.  member  for  North 
Perth  is  very  anxious  to  have  this  carried  without  knowing 
anything  about  the  matter.  I  would  ask  whether  the  hon. 
member  has  read  any  of  the  papers  upon  the  subject  of  this 
railway  ?  I  thought  not.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman, 
however,  that  this  resolution  should  prevail,  but  I  havo 
arrived  at  that  conclusion  from  a  perusal  of  tho  papers,  and 
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I  think  it  ought  not  to  bo  carried  without  some  discussion 
aud  without  some  further  information.  Of  course,  the  hon. 
member  for  North  Perth  (Mr.  Hesson),  who  has  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  this  resolution  should  be  carried,  does 
not  need  any  further  information,  but  I  think  the  other 
members  of  the  committee  are  entitled  to  some  further 
information  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  HESSON.  You  spoke  yesterday  for  an  hour  and 
a-half  upon  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  thinks  I  spoke  yester¬ 
day  upon  the  subject  of  the  Manitoba  South-Western  Rail¬ 
way.  I  was  not  fortunate  enough  to  convey  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  the  subject  upon  which  I  was  speaking,  but  ho  is 
mistaken.  I  did  not  say  one  word  about  the  Manitoba 
South-Western  Railway,  nor  did  I  touch  upon  the  resolution 
now  proposed  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  HESSON.  You  spoke  generally  on  the  resolutions. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  beg  the  hon.  gentleman’s  pardon  ;  1  did 
not  speak  generally  on  the  resolutions.  I  spoke  upon  the 
resolution  which  was  passed  through  the  committee  last 
night,  and  upon  it  alone,  and  I  did  not  speak  upon  any 
other  topic  embraced  in  these  resolutions. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  Speak  now  then. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Yes,  I  intend  to  speak  now.  The  original 
resolutions  with  reference  to  the  Manitoba  South-Western 
Railway  were  of  a  character  very  different  as  to  dates  and 
circumstances  from  those  one  would  be  led  to  beliove  from 
the  statement  of  the  First  Minister  when  he  answered  mo 
in  the  general  remarks  I  made  upon  the  occasion  of  the 
motion  to  go  into  committee.  The  hon.  gentleman  stated 
that  the  original  proposals  on  the  subject  of  aid  to  branch 
railways  in  the  North-West  were  made  at  a  time  when 
everything  was  couleur  de  rose,  when  the  boom  was  on,  when 
it  wj.8  supposed  that  there  was  a  very  large  profit  to  be  had 
in  lands,  and  that  the  difficulties  which  had  supervened 
since  that  time  and  the  changed  policy  of  the  Government 
were  due  to  the  falling  out  of  the  bottom  of  the  boom,  to  an 
altered  condition  of  things  in  that  respect.  That 
may  be  the  case  with  reference  to  some,  or  to 
one,  of  the  branch  railway  projects  in  the  North- 
West,  but  it  is  certainly  not  the  case  with  reference 
to  the  Manitoba  South-Western  Railway,  because  the 
proposal  with  reference  to  it  was  made  as  early  as 
December,  1879,  and  that  was  anterior  to  the  period 
at  which  the  boom  had  been  fostered  under  the  impulses  of 
hon.  gentlemen.  On  the  1st  December,  1879,  I  find  Mr. 
Schultz,  the  present  Senator  Schultz,  applies  for  the  privi¬ 
lege  of  a  land  grand  of  six  miles  on  each  side,  purchasing  it 
at  $1  an  acre.  At  that  time,  the  policy  had  been  inaugur¬ 
ated  by  hon.  gentlemen  of  the  establishment  of  belts  of  rail¬ 
way  land  for  100  miles,  I  think,  on  each  side  of  the  Pacific 
Railway  ;  aud  the  fifth  belt,  being  a  belt  of  fifty  miles,  was 
on  sale  at  $1  an  acre,  payable  10  per  cent,  down,  and  the 
balance  in  nine  annual  instalments.  On  the  26th  January, 
1880,  Senator  Schultz  applies  for  leave  to  buy  30,000  acres 
in  belt  E,  on  behalf  of  the  company ;  but,  between  the 
prime  meridian  and  the  14th  township,  he  finds  the  land 
had  been  taken  up  by  those  speculators  to  whom  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  policy  at  that  time  gave  favorable  opportunities 
of  acquiring  lands,  not  under  conditions  of  settlement,  by 
paying  a  sum  of  10c.  an  acre  on  account  of  them, 
and  therefore  he  points  out  that  he  is  desirous  to 
select  the  land  in  the  townships  west  of  the  14th  township, 
and  wants  to  deposit  the  cash  in  advance  even  of  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  selection.  On  the  19th  February,  1880,  he  asks  to 
buy  in  belt  E,  in  the  two  ranges  west  of  the  existing  survey, 
and  of  which  survey  returns  are  now  being  made,  and  offers 
at  once  to  deposit  $3,000,  being  the  cash  instalment  on  those 
lands;  and,  on  the  28th  April,  1880,  he  asks  to  be  allowed 
Mr.  Blase. 


to  buy  the  2,500,  or  if  possible,  3,000,  acres  a  mile  along  the 
line  of  the  extension  chartered  that  Session,  and  declares 
that,  when  the  Government  indicates  the  quantity  of  land 
they  will  allow,  the  company  will  show  the  exact  location. 
That  was  the  condition  of  things,  briefly  stated,  so  far  as 
appears  from  this  correspondence,  with  reference  to  the 
Manitoba  South-Western  Railway,  up  to  the  period  at  which 
the  Deputy  Minister  reported  to  Council  upon  the  general 
question  of  what  the  railway  policy  of  the  Government 
should  bo  in  this  regard.  That  report  was  made  on  the 
22nd  June,  1880,  and  it  reports  an  application  made  by  the 
Souris  and  Rocky  Mountain  Railway  Company  to  buy  rail¬ 
way  lands  near  their  line  at  $1  an  acre.  It  reports  that  the 
officer  has  given  much  consideration  to  the  question.  The 
statement  made  is : 

“  The  undersigned  has  given  much  consideration  to  the  subject  of 
affording  direct  encouragement  to  companies  willing  to  undertake  the 
construction  of  second  class  or  colonisation  railways  throughout  the 
North-West  Territories,  by  making  a  sale  of  lands  along  the  line  of  such 
railway,  at  such  a  price  as  would  afford  a  fair  margin  of  profit  to  the 
company  upon  the  sale  of  such  land  by  it  on  the  building  of  the  railway 
beiner  assessed  ;  and  he  is  of  opinion,  as  regards  the  application  in 
question,  that  the  terms  hereinafter  suggested  are  such  as  wilt  commend 
themselves  as  in  the  public  interest,  besides  which  he  is  given  to 
understand  by  Mr.  William  Bannerman,  M.P.,  acting  on  behalf  of  the 
railway  company  mentioned,  that  the  same  will  be  acceptable  to  the 
company.  The  undersigned  therefore  recommends  the  following  to  the 
favorable  consideration  of  the  Council  : 

“  1.  That  the  gauge,  grades,  plans  and  location  of  said  road  shall  be 
submitted  for  the  approval  of  the  Government. 

“  2  That,  upon  the  Government  being  satisfied  that  said  company 
will  build  the  railway,  the  company  may  purchase  all  the  railway  lands 
for  sis  miles  on  each  side  of  the  line  for  a  dista  nee  of  50  miles  along  the 
line  at  the  rate  of  $1  per  acre  for  such  lands. 

‘‘3.  The  quantity  of  land  which  the  company  will  be  permitted  to 
purchase,  as  above,  per  mile,  to  be  3,840  acres. 

“4  The  company  to  pay  in  cash  for  such  lands  at  the  time  of  pur¬ 
chase. 

“5.  The  company  to  reimburse  the  Government  the  cost  of  survey  of 
the  lands  purchased  by  it,  the  average  rate  to  be  obtained  by  averaging 
the  cost  of  survey  of  the  several  townships  on  eacti  side  of  the  line  of 
railway  for  each  50  miles  independently. 

“6.  The  company  to  build  such  50  miles  of  its  road  within  one  year 
after  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  shall  have  been  completed  to  the 
proposed  point  of  junction  of  the  company’s  line  with  the  said  railway. 

“  7.  On  completion  of  the  50  mile3  in  accordance  with  the  next  pre¬ 
ceding  paragraph,  the  company  to  be  allowed  to  purchase  the  railway 
lands  within  the  said  belt  of  six  miles  for  a  second  stretch  of  60  miles 
along  the  line.” 

And  so  on,  on  the  understanding  that  50  miles  a  year  at 
least  shall  be  completed.  The  provision  is  made  that  the 
purchase  of  railway  lands  along  the  first  50  miles  will  com¬ 
mence  at  the  outer  limit  of  the  five  mile  belt  along  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  that  is  to  say,  the  company  will 
not  be  allowed  to  purchase  any  railway  lands  in  the  five 
mile  belt.  Then, 

“  Tn  the  event  of  the  company  not  building  a  given  50  miles  in  any  one 
year,  the  Government  to  have  the  right  to  cancel  this  agreement  so  far 
as  relates  to  the  portion  of  such  50  miles  not  completed. 

Then  there  is  a  provision  for  the  case  of  squatters,  and  for 
organisation,  and  then  the  officer  recommends: 

“  That  the  above  provision  be  extended  to  the  South  Saskatchewan 
Valley  Railway  Company,  also  chartered  during  the  recent  Session  of 
Parliament.  An  application  of  a  similar  nature  to  that  made  on  behalf 
of  the  Souris  and  Rocky  Mountain  Railway  Company  having  been  pre¬ 
ferred  by  Dr.  Schultz,  M.  P.,  as  representing  the  Manitoba  South-Western 
Colonisatioa  Railway  Company,  the  undersigned  recommends  that  the 
same  be  dealt  with  on  the  same  basis  hereinafter  proposed,  the  only- 
exception  beiDg  : 

“(a  )  That  the  Manitoba  South-Western  Colonisation  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  will  be  required  to  have  50  miles  of  its  road  in  operation  in  the 
course  of  the  year  1881  ;  and 

“  (5  )  That  the  sale  of  lands  along  this  company’s  line  at  $1  per 
acre  shall  commence  from  the  westerly  limit  of  the  Province  of  Mani¬ 
toba.” 

That  was  the  proposal  which  the  officer  made  and  that  pro¬ 
posal  was  submitted  by  the  direction  of  Council  to  two 
Ministers,  the  Minister  of  the  Interior — the  present  First 
Minister — and  the  Minister  of  Railways,  and  they,  on  the 
26th  June,  report  upon  it  as  follows  : — 


“  The  undersigned,  to  whom  this  subjest  of  sale  or  disposition  of  lands 
in  the  North-West  in  aid  of  colonisation  railways  has  been  referred,  beg 
leave  to  report  that  they  concur  in  the  recommendation  of  the  Deputy 
Minister  of  the  Interior  and  submit  the  same  for  the  favorable  consider¬ 
ation  of  Council.” 

And  upon  that,  the  Council  ordered  that.  Now,  the  hon. 
gentleman,  alluding  to  the  fact  which  is  now  too  well  known, 
which  he  acknowledged  to  be  well  known,  that  the  Manitoba 
South-Western  Colonisation  Company  is  at  present  owned 
and  controlled  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  answered 
my  statement  with  reference  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company’s  relations  to  the  branch  lines  of  the  North- 
West,  by  saying  that  it  was  quite  true  that  that  company 
did  contemolate  building  branch  lines,  but  that  it  was  also 
absolutely  necessary  they  should  build  the  main  line  of  their 
railway  before  they  built  the  branch  lines,  and  that  there¬ 
fore  their  operations  in  the  way  of  branch  line  building  were 
necessarily  deferred.  Such  was  not  the  statement  made  upon 
the  occasion  of  the  debate  upon  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way ;  such  was  not  the  policy  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  Company  itself.  Their  policy  was  to  build  branch  lines 
before  they  had  completed  their  main  line  through  the  entire 
portion  of  the  prairie  section  up  to  the  Rocky  Mountains. 
On  the  4th  September,  1881,  a  meeting  of  the  board  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  was  held  at  Winnipeg, 
and  the  results  of  the  meeting  were  published.  That  was 
not  the  earliest  statement  of  theirs,  becauso,  even  before 
that,  they  had  made  an  application  to  the  Government  to 
reserve  lands  along — I  cannot  exactly  remember  the  mile¬ 
age,  but  I  think  some  1,200  or  1,500  miles  of  bi’anch  rail¬ 
ways  which  they  had  projected  and  had  sent  in  an  approxi¬ 
mate  location  of  these  lines  with  a  view  to  the  reservation 
of  lands,  and  had  indicated  their  intention  to  go  on  with 
them.  On  the  4th  September,  1881,  certain  resolutions  were 
reached  by  the  boai’d  and  were  published  in  the  newspapers : 

“  1.  To  proceed  with  line  to  Calgary. 

“2.  To  build  line  from  Winnipeg  to  Portage  la  Prairie,  direct  Loca¬ 
tion  at  once. 

“  3.  South-west  branch  line,  Winnipeg  to  Pembina  Mountains,  located. 
Immediate  construction  ordered. 

“  4.  Branch  line  resolved  on  to  be  called  theAssiniboine  Branch,  leav¬ 
ing  main  line  about  20  miles  east  of  Brandon,  going  north-west  towards 
Little  Saskatchewan,  Fort  Ellice,  Biding  Mountain  and  Touchwood 
Hills.  Location  and  survey  ordered  immediately. 

“5,  Branch  line  determined  to  be  constructed  from  Grand  Forks  of  the 
Qu’ Appelle,  north-westerly,  passing  to  the  southward  of  Battleford,  to 
be  called  a  Saskatchewan  Branch.  Resolved  to  proceed  at  once  with 
survey  and  location,  with  a  view  to  immediate  construction. 

“  6.  Also  decided  to  construct  a  branch  to  be  called  the  Souris  Branch, 
to  commence  near  Brandon,  going  south-westerly  in  the  direction  of 
Souris  River  and  Turtle  Mountain  District,  to  within  24  miles  of 
the  international  boundary,  then  westward  to  the  104th  meridian,  par¬ 
allel  to  boundary  ;  immediate  survey  and  location  ordered. 

Now,  Sir,  that  was  the  formal  decision  of  tko  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  as  to  the  immediate  operations  in 
the  way  of  constructing  branch  lines,  which  it  gave  to  the 
public  on  the  4th  September,  1881.  We  are  now  very 
nearly  arrived  at  September,  1885,  and  I  point  to  the  fact 
that  the  company,  at  a  time  when  it  was  not  proposed  to 
construct  the  main  line  from  Callander  to  the  Pacific  Ocean 
in  a  period  short  often  years  from  the  giving  of  the  contract 
in  1880,  were  contemplating,  and  wisely  contemplating, 
if  their  contemplation  was  serious,  if  they  really  intended 
what  they  proposed,  tho  immediate  construction  of  branch 
lines  through  ihe  Province  of  Manitoba  to  the  North-West 
Territory — I  say,  Sir,  that  that  policy,  if  that  was  their 
policy,  was  altered  afterwards,  and  altered  upon  arrange¬ 
ments  made  between  them  aDd  the  Administration  of  the 
day  by  which  they  determined  to  employ  such  portion  of 
their  resources  as  were  to  remain  after  the  purchase  of  east¬ 
ern  extensions  and  the  application  of  a  lot  of  money,  another 
transaction  to  which  I  will  not  at  present  allude — 1  say  to 
put  all  their  remaining  resources  into  the  immediate  con¬ 
struction  and  completion  of  the  main  line  from  ocean  to 
ocean,  to  the  prejudice  of  the  scheme  of  branch  lines.  Now 
the  oon  sequence  of  that  policy,  and  that  change  of  policy, 


were  extremely  serious  to  the  North-West.  Numbers  of 
sottlers  came  into  that  country  and  located  in  various  parts, 
upon  the  strength,  first  of  all,  of  the  original  location  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  by  the  way  of  the  Yellow  Head 
Pass,  and  afterwards  upon  tho  knowledge  that  a  line  pretty 
much  upon  that  location  from  the  point  of  junction  with  a 
more  southerly  route  of  the  main  line,  was  projected  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  the  south  of  Manitoba,  upon 
tho  faith  of  the  proposals,  the  arrangements,  the 
charter  for  this  Manitoba  Southern  Colonisation  Com¬ 
pany  that  we  now  have  before  us,  and  afterwards  for  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company’s  rival  proposal  for 
a  south-eastern  road  of  its  own.  But  these  expectations 
which  wero  raised  by  the  Manitoba  South-Eastern  arrange¬ 
ments,  and  by  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company’s 
proposals,  were  all,  so  far  as  they  involved  an  extended  area 
of  branch  lino  construction  in  the  North-West,  doomed  to 
disappointment.  They  were  not  carried  out,  and  the  result 
was,  not  merely  that  the  development  of  the  country  was 
checked  and  thwarted,  but  that  a  serious  wrong  was  done 
to  a  large  number  of  persons  who  settled  upon  the  sole 
ground  and  expectation  of  those  announced  and  published 
policies  being  carried  out  in  accordance  with  the  announce¬ 
ments,  and  who  found  themselves  disappointed,  who  found 
themselves  injured,  who  found  themselves  unable  to  obtain 
that  settlement  in  their  immediate  neighborhood  which 
they  had  expected,  and  who  found  it  almost  hopeless  to 
raise  grain  upon  their  farms,  because  they  could  not  dispose 
of  it,  and  could  not  get  to  market  the  grain  they  had.  And 
that  was  the  condition  of  things  which  could  not  but  redound 
unfavorably  to  the  prospects  of  the  country,  redound  more 
unfavorably  than  if  there  had  been  no  settlement  in  that 
particular  locality  with  such  results.  I  have  time  and  again 
stated  to  the  House  that  in  my  opinion  the  most  satisfactory 
evidence  which  you  can  offer  to  the  world  and  upon  which 
you  can  hope  to  get  a  settlement  there  is  the  statement  of 
those  who  are  there  as  to  the  results  of  their  going  in  ;  and 
when  you  find  statements  made  by  the  settlers  of  disap¬ 
pointment,  of  its  being  useless  for  them  to  continue  to  raise 
grain,  such  statements  as  then  were  made  with  reference  to 
that  most  favorably  circumstanced  portion  of  our  North- 
West  domain,  the  southern  and  south-western  part  of  Mani¬ 
toba,  you  find  not  merely  that  there  is  no  development,  but 
that  there  is  a  check  to  dovalopmsnt  which  it  requires  years 
to  get  over.  Now,  I  make  these  observations  becauso  Par¬ 
liament  is  now  for  the  first  time  face  to  face  with  the  pro¬ 
posals  made  to  Parliament  for  the  development  of  the 
North-West  by  railways,  which  has  been  done  hitherto  by 
Executive  action,  because  wo  have  not  hitherto  had  the 
parliamentary  proposals  made  and  submitted  for  our  con¬ 
sideration  as  legislators.  I  signalise  the  unfortunate  results 
which  have  already  taken  place  from  Executive  action  of 
one  kind  or  another  as  indicating  the  importance  of  these 
matters,  which  are  vital  to  that  country,  being  submitted, 
upon  some  intelligible  and  well  considered  plan,  to  the 
consideration  of  tho  people’s  representatives,  a  settled 
policy  based  upon  such  plan  being  adopted  here  instead  of 
the  course  being  pursued,  which  was  pursued,  of  Executive 
action,  uuder  wide  and  general  parliamentary  powers, 
and,  I  regret  to  say,  rash,  vacillating,  ill-considered, 
unhappy  Executive  action,  as  has  been  demonstrated  from 
these  papers.  Now,  Sir,  we  find  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  came  out  as  a  rival  to  the  Manitoba 
South-Western.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  it  was  not  hostile 
to  the  Manitoba  South-Western.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
remombor  the  history  of  the  bonus  that  the  people  of  Win¬ 
nipeg  were  about  to  vote  to  the  Manitoba  South-Western 
Railway  ?  Does  he  remember  the  sudden  visit  by  a  special 
train  from  St.  Paul  of  the  authorities  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  to  the  town  of  Winnipeg  to  prevent  that  bonus  of 
$200,000  being  granted  ?  Does  he  remember  that  their 
influence  resulted  in  that  bonus  not  being  granted  ?  And 
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does  he  remember  that  that  was  immediately  followed  by  an 
application  from  themselves  that  they  should  have  that 
bonus  with  reference  to  certain  conditions  which  they 
intended  to  fulfil  to  the  people  of  Winnipeg  if  they  would 
give  $200,000  of  their  money  in  addition  to  their  published 
subsidies,  and  which  otherwise  they  would  not  fulfil  ?  There 
was,  I  maintain,  a  condition  of  marked  hostility  on  the  part 
of  that  railway  company  to  the  Manitoba  South-Western, 
a  condition  of  marked  hostility  which,  followed  up,  aided 
and  abetted  as  it  was  by  the  Government,  resulted  in  a 
thwarting  of  that  scheme  in  those  early  days  when,  but  for 
that  course,  it  would  have  been  completed  long  ago,  to  the 
great  advantage  of  the  locality  which  it  was  par¬ 
ticularly  designed  to  serve,  and  of  the  whole 
Province  of  Manitoba  and  of  Canada  at  large.  I 
have  pointed  out  to  you  that,  as  early  as  1879  and  1880, 
Dr.  Schultz,  the  original  applicant  and  representative  of  the 
company,  was  pressing  to  be  allowed  to  buy  some  land. 
His  demand  was  reasonable.  He  wanted  to  buy  land  on  the 
same  terms  as  the  public  were  allowed  to  buy  it,  without 
any  condition  of  settlement,  to  the  extent  of  3,800  acres  per 
mile.  He  pointed  out  that  speculators  were  getting  in 
before  him,  that  they  were  buying  the  land  and  paying  10c. 
per  acre  down,  that  the  land,  the  value  of  which  was  going 
to  be  enhanced  by  the  railway,  was  being  bought  up  by 
speculators,  and  he  asked  the  Government  to  be  allowed  to 
deposit  $3,000  to  secure  the  odd  sections  along  the  line,  so 
that  the  company  might  have  the  benefit  instead  of  specu¬ 
lators.  But  he  found  difficulties  and  delays  in  obtaining 
concessions  of  this  kind,  which  resulted,  of  course,  in  creat¬ 
ing  difficulties  for  the  company.  Then  the  Government 
came,  in  June,  1880,  to  the  general  conclusion  to  which  I 
have  already  referred.  And  then  commences  a  correspon¬ 
dence  as  to  the  station  grounds  and  as  to  the  timber,  and 
some  difficulty  existed  with  respect  to  the  station  grounds 
and  the  timber  to  be  used  for  the  construction  of  the  rail¬ 
way.  On  24th  September,  1880,  Dr.  Schultz  writes  as  to 
the  purchase  of  railway  lands.  He  says  the  company 
will  very  early  be  in  a  position  to  complete  100  miles 
west  from  Winnipeg,  and  he  points  out  that  the  quantity 
will  be  2,768,000  acres,  and  they  will  be  prepared 
to  pay  therefor  shortly  by  the  close  of  the  current  year. 
That  is  the  close  of  1880.  He  asks  whether  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  in  a  position  to  carry  out  their  arrangement  He 
then,  on  27th  September,  1880,  writes  to  the  Government 
again  with  respect  to  Victoria  Park,  a  property  which  the 
railway  company  desires  to  acquire  some  rights  over  as  a 
station  ground  and  so  forth  in  Winnipeg  ;  and  he  also  men¬ 
tions  that  negotiations  with  a  London  syndicate,  to  which 
he  alluded  in  a  former  letter,  are  about  being  closed.  On 
24th  September,  1880,  he  applies  for  liberty  to  purchase 
Government  lands  between  Winnipeg  and  Rock  Lake  for 
five  miles  on  each  side  of  the  railway ;  and  he  states  then 
that  the  contract  has  been  let,  and  the  company  is  anxious 
to  complete  the  purchase  at  once.  On  13th  August,  1880, 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works  who  was  then  acting  Minister 
of  Railways  wrote  to  Dr.  Schultz,  stating  that  the  letter 
with  map  of  the  location  from  Winnipeg  to  Rock  Lake  was 
received.  He  points  out  that  under  the  Order  in  Council 
the  location  with  plans  would  be  required,  but  he  says : 
“  I  may  say,  however,  having  mentioned  the  matter  to 
several  of  my  colleagues,  I  am  under  the  impression  that  a 
general  description  of  either  of  ihoee  lines  would 
be  acceptable  to  the  Government.”  Then  on  Octo¬ 
ber  6th,  1880,  the  secretary  of  the  company  tele¬ 
graphs  to  say  that  a  map  showing  the  location  will  be 
sent  to  the  Department  at  the  earliest  moment ; 
and  the  Deputy  Minister  replied  on  the  same  day  that  it 
was  important  they  should  know  at  once  the  probable  time 
that  the  maps  would  arrive.  On  October  14th  Young  says 
the  exact  location  will  be  sent,  and  the  map  is  in  the  office 
of  the  Minister  of  Railways.  He  points  out  that  the  outlines 
Mr.  Blake, 
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of  the  country  are  broken  and  it  would  take  some  time  to 
obtain  a  minute  survey.  I  need  hardly  say,  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  the  main  point  to  be  decided  at  that  time,  it  appearing 
that  the  road  was  practicable,  was,  that  general  location 
would  be  acceptable.  Upon  that  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  has  decided  that  either  of  the  two  general  lines  that 
were  laid  down  on  the  map  of  the  territory  would  be  accept¬ 
able  to  the  Government.  Then  Young  declares  on  4th 
November,  1880,  that  a  verbal  assurance  had  been  given  by 
the  Government,  he  understood  in  London,  to  Madison 
&  Co.  for  the  lands,  3,840  acres  per  mile  for  that 
part  constructed  in  Manitoba  ;  that  the  contract  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  119  miles  was  made  ;  and  he  asks  whether  the 
double  belt  is  to  begin  at  the  western  limit  of  Manitoba! 
The  committee  will  see  that  it  was  arranged  from  the  begin¬ 
ning  that  the  company  should  get  the  land  grant  outside 
of  the  western  limit  of  old  Manitoba  inasmuch 
as  a  large  portion  was  to  be  earned  inside  Manitoba 
and  it  was  necessary  there  should  be  a  double 
belt  in  order  to  enable  the  company  to  obtain 
the  land  grant  for  the  mileage  inside  of  the  portion 
of  the  territory  and  outside  the  Province ;  and  the  secre¬ 
tary  asks  whether  the  double  belt  is  to  commence  at  the 
western  limit.  All  this  was  going  on  with  the  apparent 
acceptance  of  the  Government  of  the  project,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  acceeding  to  the  views  of  the  company  ;  but  a  change 
took  place  very  soon  afterwards,  not  long  after  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  contract  was  let.  Up  to  a  period  shortly 
after  the  letting  of  that  contract  there  seems  to 
be  no  difficulty  in  regard  to  the  Manitoba  South- 
Western  Colonisation  Railway  Company ;  but  very 
soon  afterwards  it  appeared  that  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  was  desirous  of  crushing  out  the 
company  in  one  way  or  other,  and  then  difficulties 
occurred,  resulting  in  a  postponement,  an  apparently  indefi¬ 
nite  postponement,  of  the  work.  On  4th  November,  1880, 
the  secretary  wrote  to  the  Government  that  the  company 
is  now  able  to  go  on  rapidly,  and  he  sent  in  evidence  the 
mortgage  trust  deed  to  trustees  to  secure,  by  a  mortgage  of 
the  enterprise,  the  repayment  of  the  bonds  which  were  to 
be  executed  for  the  construction  of  the  road.  I  may  say, 
however,  that  a  copy  of  the  deed  just  referred  to  in  this 
correspondence  is  not  brought  down  with  the  papers,  and  I 
think  it  should  have  been.  He  also  encloses  a  contract  for 
119  miles  of  railway,  and  he  stales  that  the  work  is  going 
on  and  that  several  miles  are  graded.  That  is  as  long  ago 
as  4th  November,  1880.  He  adverts  to  the  fact  that  passen¬ 
ger  and  freight  stations  which  were  being  built  in  Winni¬ 
peg,  under  arrangements  with  the  municipality,  were 
nearly  completed,  and  arrangements  as  to  the  right  of  way 
were  being  pushed.  On  the  following  day,  5th  November, 
1880,  Young  refers  to  Dr.  Schultz’s  letter  of  24th  Septem¬ 
ber,  and  says  the  board  are  now  prepared  to  buy,  according 
to  the  arrangement  of  23rd  June,  1880,  3,840  acres  per 
mile  for  50  miles  and  pay  $1  per  acre  cash  for  it.  Then 
you  find  almost  immediately  the  first  evidence  of  conflict. 
In  November,  1880,  the  Crown  timber  agent  writes  that 
conflicts  have  occurred  between  the  agents  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  and  the  Manitoba  South-Western,  each 
claiming  to  take  timber  off  the  same  land,  and  he  wants  to 
know  what  is  to  be  done  to  settle  the  difficulty  ;  and  some 
instructions  are  given  him  upon  the  subject.  On  29th 
November,  1880,  tho  secretary  telegraphs  to  Mr.  Dennis 
that  the  location  and  grades  will  be  furnished  in  a  few  days, 
and  he  asks  whether  Scoble’s  report,  which  had  been  sent 
the  secretary  from  Dennis,  had  been  received.  On 
the  27th  he  asks  him  to  open  Scoble’s  report. 
That  report  was  sent  on  24th  December,  1880,  by 
Scoble  to  Dennis,  and  it  is  brought  down  in  the  papers. 
It  gave  a  very  full  report  of  the  character  of  the  country 
traversed  upon  this  location  and  the  practicability  of  the 
locatidfi  he  arrived  at.  On  the  14th  of  December,  1880, 
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Mr.  Young  writes  to  Mr.  Dennis,  sending  the  plan  of  loca¬ 
tion  prepared  by  Mr.  Scoble,  and  on  the  17th  January,  1881, 
Mr.  Dennis  reports  the  map  of  the  lands,  on  which  is 
shown  to  the  east  of  the  limit,  between  the  23rd  and  24th 
ranges,  the  lands  which  would  fall  to  the  Manitoba  South 
Western  Colonisation  Railway  at  the  rate  of  3,840 
acres  per  mile,  and  to  the  west  of  the  limit, 
between  the  23rd  and  24th  ranges,  the  sections 
which  would  fall  to  the  company  at  the  rate 

of  6,000  acres  to  the  mile.  Ho  reports  that  a  promise  had 
been  made  to  Dr.  Schultz  that  the  sale  of  3,840  acres  per 
mile  to  the  company  should  be  considered  as  for  tho  whole 
line,  and  that  the  company  should  take  the  acreage  repre¬ 
senting  the  mileage  within  the  Province  at  some  point 
further  west ;  and  he  adverts  to  a  letter  which  he  had 
written,  by  authority,  to  Dr.  Schultz  at  the  time  when  Mr. 
Codd,  the  company’s  agent,  was  going  to  England  to  make 
financial  arrangements.  He  says  that  the  question  was 
then  whether  the  Minister  would  allow  the  company  to 
commence  at  the  existing  western  boundary  of  the  Province 
of  Manitoba,  at  the  rate  of  6,000  per  mile,  and  permit  them 
to  acquire  the  additional  acreage  elsewhere,  or  whether  he 
would  restrict  them  to  the  existing  arrangement.  There 
you  find  the  actual  arrangement  of  the  map  showing  the 
Manitoba  South-Western  land,  and  we  find  that  such  a  map 
was  actually  issued  from  the  Department.  We  know  that 
it  went  to  a  limited  extent  into  circulation,  and  having  gone 
into  circulation  it  was  recalled,  and  recalled  because  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  had  decided  to  build  a 
line  over  this  same  territory,  and  they  wanted  to  get 
hold  of  these  lands,  and  thus  it  was  that  the  thwarting 
process  went  on.  Then,  on  the  15th  March,  1881,  the 
First  Minister  refers  to  an  Order  in  Council  of  18S0 
and  to  an  application  made  by  the  Manitoba  South- 
Western  to  increase  their  acreage  to  6,400,  and  he  pro¬ 
poses  the  cancellation  of  the  former  Order  in  Council, 
and  that  the  company  should  be  allowed  6,400  acres  per 
mile  of  their  line  from  Winnipeg  to  a  point  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  Roche  Perc^e  on  the  Souris  River  ;  that  the  lands  to 
be  sold  to  the  company — the  estimated  length  of  the  rail¬ 
way  being  312  miles— comprising  in  all  1,996,800  acres 
were  to  be  disposed  of  in  two  separate  transactions — 3,840 
acres  on  the  western  boundary  of  the  Province  to  the  term¬ 
ination  of  the  railway.  The  company  were  to  pay  one- 
third  of  the  purchase  money  in  cash,  and  the  balance  in 
two  equal  instalments,  and  the  order  was  made  accordingly. 
Then  we  find  that  Dr.  Schultz  asks  for  the  privilege  of  pay¬ 
ment  in  ten  annual  instalments,  and  that  it  should  be 
d(  etned  necessary  to  alter  the  usual  conditions  of  sales  by 
the  Government,  no  greater  change  would  be  made  than 
the  payment  on  one-fifth  in  cash  and  the  remainder  in  four 
annual  instalments  with  interest.  This  he  says  would  leave 
the  company  free  to  push  their  work  rapidly  with  their 
present  financial  arrangements,  and  enable  them  to  build 
the  road  faster.  On  the  13th  June,  1881,  an  Order  in 
Council  was  passed  reserving  some  of  the  lands. 
In  October,  1881,  there  appears  to  have  been  a  location  for 
58  miles  laid  before  the  Government.  But  a  difficulty 
existed  in  the  city  of  Winnipeg.  The  location  crossed  the 
track  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  and 
that  company  objected — I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
say,  unreasonably — perhaps  it  was  not  unreasonable 
— I  know  nothing  about  it— but,  in  consequence  of 
the  location  of  the  road  at  the  commencement, 
the  whole  location  was  disapproved.  An  amended  location 
was  put  in,  on  the  3rd  November,  1881,  and  after  corres¬ 
pondence  and  interviews  with  Mr.William  Macdougall,  Q.C., 
as  agent  of  the  company,  arrangements  were  made  by 
which  at  a  cost  to  the  company  of  $100,000,  for  tho  work 
they  had  uselessly  done  on  the  other  location,  the  location 
was  changed,  and  this  location  was  agreed  upon.  Now 
there  is  the  state  of  things  as  it  existed  at  that  time.  Then 


other  influences  came  into  play  to  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  alluded.  Ho  said  thorc  was  an  unhappy  dispute  on 
the  board— a  difficulty  which  obstructed  things.  Well,  of 
course,  we  kuow  something  of  that,  and  what  was  the  real 
reason  at  the  bottom  of  that  difficulty  ?  There  were  two  rival 
parties  wanting  to  get  control  of  the  railway,  one  being  the 
greater  interest,  and  the  other  the  original  promoters  or 
those  who  were  acting  in  their  interest,  and 
there  was  difficulty  about  that.  Now,  as  long 
ago  as  1871,  according  to  this  return,  settlers  came 
into  one  of  the  counties  in  tho  region  which  was  to  bo 
traversed,  or  partly  served,  by  this  railway,  and  in  1880 
they  gave  a  bonus  of  $100,000  on  certain  conditions  as  to 
location,  and  there  are  petitions  and  prayers  for  consider¬ 
ation  by  the  ratepayers  of  that  municipality  as  to  what 
should  be  done,  as  there  were  with  reference  to  another 
county  at  a  later  date.  Ultimately  it  was  made  plain  that 
the  company  had  been  unable  to  obtain  approval  of  its 
grant.  The  location  was  approved  for  58  miles,  but  they 
never  were  able  to  get  a  declaration  from  the  Government 
that  the  grant  was  made.  They  struggled  on,  and  they 
managed  to  complete  the  58  miles,  but  finding  a  dead  weight 
of  pressure  upon  them  which  they  could  not  get  off,  finding 
that  they  could  not  get  the  lands  for  the  further  con¬ 
struction  of  the  road  approved,  finding  that  they  could  not 
make  progress,  that  in  fact  the  greater  power  was  hostile 
to  them  and  could  prevail  over  them  at  headquarters,  they 
ultimately  sold  out,  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  acquired  control  of  the  enterprise.  In  the  mean¬ 
time  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  had  itself  started  an 
enterprise  designed  to  serve — though  not  exactly  in  the 
same  line  all  through,  but  designed  in  its  prolongation  to 
serve  the  samo  country — its  south-western  branch.  On  tho 
8th  of  May,  1884,  the  great  railway  company  having  got 
control  of  the  small  one,  proposals  are  made  for 
extensions  of  accommodation,  and  here  we  get  a 
condition  made  with  reference  to  this  railway  that  is  not 
made  with  reference  to  any  of  the  other  railways 
and  to  which  I  call  the  particular  attention  of  the  commit¬ 
tee,  as  requiring  explanation.  It  is  universally  conceded,  I 
believe,  that  the  territory  of  South-Western  Manitoba  is  on 
the  whole,  one  of  the  most  favorable  sections  of  country  in 
the  North-West,  and  the  proposal  which  was  made  when 
the  enterprise  got  into  the  hands  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  was  that  the  land  grant  should  consist  of  lands  all 
fairly  fit  for  settlement.  The  general  Order  in  Council  had 
not  been  of  that  character.  The  grants  to  none  of  the 
other  railways  at  any  time  proposed,  were  of  that  character. 
All  the  grants,  so  far  as  I  know,  have  been  on  the  lands  as 
they  came  in  the  five  mile  belt  on  each  side,  or  the  six  mile 
belt,  as  the  case  might  be.  That  has  been  the  universal 
practice  also  with  reference  to  the  United  States  subsidies 
to  railways,  so  far  as  I  know.  The  railway  company  took 
the  good  and  the  bad,  tho  rough  and  the  smooth  ;  it  took 
its  chances  with  the  Government  and  the  country,  and  that 
was  the  policy  of  the  Government  with  reference  to  all 
railways  except  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  itself,  to 
whom  it  had  given  the  right  that  these  lands  should  bo 
fairly  fit  for  settlement.  But  so  soon  as  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  had  adopted  this  child,  they  made 
the  same  demand  in  favor  of  the  infant  that  they  had  made 
for  themselves,  and  that  demand  the  Government  conceded 
that  the  land  grant  to  them  should  be  exclusively  of  land 
fit  for  settlement,  although  that  proposal  is  not  made  with 
reference  to  the  others.  The  proposal  was  made  as  I  have 
said,  on  the  8th  May,  1884,  providing  that  the  time  shall 
be  extended  for  the  payment  of  the  960,000  acres  of  land 
which  is  to  be  fairly  fit  for  settlement.  On  the  25th  of 
April,  1884,  the  now  organisation,  under  the  auspices  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  communicates  to 
the  Government  that  they  have  been  unable  to  make  the 
necessary  financial  arrangements  to  enable  them  to  pro* 
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coed  with  the  construction  of  the  road,  on  the  existing 
arrangement,  and  they  ask  for  a  modification  with  a  view 
to  strengthen  their  financial  position,  and  that 
instead  of  paying  for  the  lands  in  advance  the  pay¬ 
ment  &hall  be  postponed  until  the  company  are 
required  to  give  title  to  settlers  or  purchasers. 
In  all  960,000  acres,  to  be  paid  for  as  they  are  sold  by  the 
company.  On  the  30th  of  April  the  Government  passed  an 
Order  in  Council  agreeing  to  the  condition  that  the  lands 
shall  be  paid  for  by  the  company  as  they  are  sold  within 
the  limit  of  seven  years  ;  so  that  the  company  would  have 
that  period  within  which  to  sell  its  lands  and  pay  the  money 
to  the  Government.  It  provides  also  that  the  lands  should 
be  fairly  fit  for  settlement.  The  argument  of  the  company 
was:  58  miles  of  the  road  are  constructed;  they  were  con¬ 
structed  by  the  old  company  without  the  benefit  of  a 
land  grant,  though  with  the  promise  of  a  land  grant ;  we 
now  require  that  you  will  give  us  6,400  acres  for  the  whole 
distance  at  $1  an  acre  and  the  price  of  survey,  and  a  lati¬ 
tude  of  payment,  and  upon  these  terms  we  agree  to  go  on. 
But,  subsequently,  they  declare  that  a  new  arrangement 
will  have  to  be  made.  On  the  27th  of  Septomboi’,  1884,  Mr. 
Yan  Horne,  the  president  of  the  company,  writes  that  not¬ 
withstanding  the  advantages  accorded  to  them,  they  found 
it  impossible  to  procure  the  necessary  means  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  railway  ;  and  he  says  : 

“  As  to  the  question  of  modifying  the  manner  in  which  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  assist  the  company  in  order  to  ensure  the  construction  of 
an  additional  100  miles  of  railway  during  the  next  season,  the  board 
consider  that  that  result  could  only  be  made  certain  by  a  free  grant  of 
the  lands  applicable  to  the  line  already  constructed,  and  the  substitu¬ 
tion  of  a  subsidy  in  money  for  a  grant  of  land,  say  in  the  proportion  of 
$1  per  acre,  in  respect  of  the  road  to  be  constructed.” 

Their  statement  is:  You  must  give  us  a  free  grant  of 
6,400  acres  a  mile  for  the  58  miles  already  built,  although 
they  were  built  under  no  such  promise,  but  under  the  pro¬ 
mise  of  a  sale  at  $1  an  acre,  and  for  the  rest  you  must  give 
us  a  money  bonus  of  $6,400  a  mile  for  every  mile  we  build. 
They  say : 

“  Thi3  would  be  much  less  than  the  value  of  the  lands  themselves  :  but 
statements  from  Canada,  disseminated  broadcast  through  the  Empire, 
though  probably  not  here  implicitly  believed,  necessarily  destroy  their 
value  as  a  security  ;  and  the  sum  mentioned,  which  represents  less  than 
half  the  value  of  the  lands,  would  be  more  effectual  in  furthering  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  railway  than  a  free  grant  of  the  lands  themselves.  With 
such  a  subvention  in  money  the  company  would  undertake  to  complete 
the  required  ICO  miles  during  the  season  of  1885.  But  I  have  further  to 
state  that  if  the  Government  could  make  a  free  grant  of  the  whole  of 
the  lands,  applicable  to  the  entire  line  constructed  and  to  be  con¬ 
structed,  of  a  quality  suitable  for  settlement,  and  accessible  to  railway 
communication,  the  company  would  make  a  further  effort  this  autumn  to 
raise  the  necessary  funds  for  proceeding  with  the  railway  ;  and  though 
not  sanguine  of  the  result,  they  would  use  every  means  in  their  power 
to  attain  that  object.” 

There  is  the  statement  of  Mr.  Yan  Horne,  the  president  of 
the  company.  He  says  :  We  will  assure  you  that  we  will 
make  a  further  effort  this  autumn  to  raise  the  necessary 
funds  for  proceeding  with  the  railway  if  you  give  us  6,400 
acres  a  mile  free  for  the  58  miles  already  built,  and  $6,400 
in  cash  per  mile  for  the  100  miles  we  are  to  build  ;  but  if 
you  will  not  do  that,  if  you  will  give  us  6,400  acres  a  mile 
for  what  is  built  as  well  as  for  what  is  to  be  built,  although 
not  sanguine  of  the  result,  we  shall  make  an  endeavor  this 
fall  to  go  on  with  the  work.  Upon  that  the  Minister  of 
the  Interior  reports,  recommending  to  Council  the  pro 
posal.  He  points  out  the  circumstances  that  there  are 
many  settlers  in  Southern  Manitoba  and  their  condition  ; 
he  points  out  the  modification  of  the  grant,  and  he  recom¬ 
mends  that  6,400  acres  per  mile  of  land  fairly  fit 
for  settlement  be  given  for  the  whole  line;  but  he 
also  points  out,  which  was  no  doubt  the  fact,  that 
the  practical  result  of  that  operation  was  to  give 
6,400  miles  of  land  fit  for  settlement  along  the 
line  of  railway  as  a  bonus  for  what  had  been  constructed. 
That  is  equivalent  to  50  per  cent,  more  than  6,400  acres  per 
Mr.  Beaks. 
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mile  for  what  is  to  be  built  or  9,600  acres  per  mile  for  tho 
line  still  to  be  constructed.  Having  so  decided,  as  the 
Council  approved  of  the  proposal  of  the  Minister,  on  the  7th 
of  October,  1884,  Mr.  Drinkwater,  Secretary  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Railway  Company  writes  that  Mr.  Stephen  had 
left  for  England,  and  wanted  an  investigation  of  the  lands 
to  be  made  so  that  it  might  be  ascertained  what  lands  were 
fairly  fit  for  settlement,  and  so  that  lands  enough  might  be 
taken  up.  There  is  an  arrangement  made,  therefore,  for  an 
examination  of  the  lands  by  a  board  appointed,  so  that  it 
may  be  specified  what  lands  belong  to  the  company.  I 
think  under  these  circumstances,  when  the  company  itself 
declares  that  with  9,600  acres  a  mile  of  land  fairly  fit  for 
settlement  along  their  whole  railway,  freely  given  as  a  sub¬ 
sidy,  they  will  strive,  although  not  sanguine  of  success,  to 
make  arrangements  with  capitalists  in  England  last  fall, 
when  you  find  the  papers  disclose  that  the  land  was  taken 
up  in  order  to  carry  out  these  arrangements,  when 
you  find  the  statement  that  Mr.  Stephen  went  to 
England  in  the  fall,  and  was  dealing  with  this 
question,  it  is  extraordinary  that  the  Government  be¬ 
fore  coming  down  this  Session  to  propose  this  free  grant  of 
9,600  acres  a  mile  for  the  line  to  be  built,  should  not  have 
obtained  some  further  evidence  of  the  results  of  those 
negotiations  last  fall.  All  the  evidence  wo  have  is  tho 
statement  of  Mr.  Yan  Horne,  that  they  did  not  succeed.  I 
think  we  ought  to  have  some  other  information.  We  know 
there  have  been  negotiations,  but  what  they  have  been  we 
do  not  know.  We  know  there  have  been  negotiations  with 
the  people  in  that  territory  for  a  long  time.  There  was  a 
deputation  from  the  settlers  sent  to  Ottawa,  and  that 
deputation  met  the  Minister  of  Railways  and  made  a  pro¬ 
posal  that  some  25  or  30  miles  of  the  original  Manitoba 
South-Western  Railway  should  be  built,  and  that  the  rest  of 
the  mileage  to  be  constructed  should  belong  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  South-Western  ;  and  it  is  reported  in  the 
newspapers  that  Mr.  Stephen  wrote  a  letter  that  he  had  no 
objection  to  that  arrangement  provided  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  South-Western  received  a  proportion  of  tho 
land  grant,  and  that  he  believed  the  bonus  or  subsidy  could 
be  changed,  but  about  that  we  have  no  information.  The 
people  of  southern  Manitoba  have  been  greatly  disappointed 
by  tho  failure  of  the  construction  of  either  of  these  r-ailways 
and  disappointed  by  the  action  of  the  Government  in  with¬ 
drawing  from  homestead  and  pre-emption  a  vast  block 
of  their  territory  at  a  moment’s  notice,  and  then  offer¬ 
ing  it  for  sale  without  conditions  of  settlement. 
They  have  been  exposed  to  many  disappointments.  I  think 
it  is  tho  duty  of  Parliament  when  a  proposal  is  made  for  at 
length  realising  those  expectations  which,  since  the  year 
1879,  they  have  been  indulging  in,  at  length  realising  that 
hope  deferred  which  has  made  their  hearts  sick  so  long— -it 
is  tho  duty  of  Parliament  to  ask  the  Ministry  of  the  day  for 
such  proofs  as  they  have,  and,  if  they  have  not,  for  the 
reason  why  they  have  not  obtained  such  proofs  of  the 
stability  and  soundness  of  the  present  plan,  and  more  par¬ 
ticularly  when  the  only  evidence  the  Administration  fays 
before  us  is  the  statement  of  the  president  of  the  company 
that  he  is  not  at  all  sanguine  that  he  will  be  able  to  succeed 
on  the  proposal  under  discussion.  I  ask  therefore  for  infor¬ 
mation,  and  shall  rejoice  to  know  if  the  Government  has 
received  formal  assurances  from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  and  the  Manitoba  and  South-Western  that  they  are 
prepared  to  succeed.  I  am  not  sure  about  it,  because  there 
is  ono  other  piece  of  evidence,  and  that  is  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Stephen,  laid  on  the  Table  and  bearing  date  18th  March,  in 
which  he  says,  on  condition  of  the  Government  acced¬ 
ing  to  the  large  proposals  he  laid  before  them 
in  that  letter,  and  which  the  Government  did 
not  acceed  to,  the  company  would  be  able,  he 
believed,  to  make  arrangements  for  the  completion  of 
the  Manitoba  and  South-Western  Railway  which  is  so  much 
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wanted.  Therefore,  according  to  Mr.  Stephen’s  view  on 
the  18th  March,  they  required  greater  financial  backing, 
some  other  arrangement  than  the  free  grant  of  land  which 
was  proposed  in  October,  1884,  and  which  is  now  proposed 
to  us  to  enable  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  to  assure  us 
the  Manitoba  and  South-Western  road  will  be  built,  because, 
Mr.  Stephen  says,  if  you  make  this  large  financial  arrange¬ 
ment  proposed,  I  think  I  can  say  the  Manitoba  and  South- 
Western  would  be  built.  That  shows  that,  in  his  opinion, 
on  the  18th  March,  it  required  a  greater  prop  than  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  proposal,  and  it  would  not  stand  alone.  I  am 
very  sorry  to  think  not,  because  the  Manitoba  and  South- 
Western  is  not  an  expensive  line  to  build.  It  is  true  it  is 
not  an  absolutely  prairie  line,  true,  if  you  read  the  report 
of  Mr.  Schofield,  there  is  a  good  deal  of  broken  land,  but, 
upon  the  whole,  it  is  not  an  expensive  line  to  build,  and  we 
know  how  cheap  all  railway  construction  and  material  have 
been  for  some  time  past.  We  know  that  the  last  two  years 
have  been  the  cheapest  years  for  railway  construction 
known  in  the  history  of  America.  Therefore,  to  say  that  a 
free  grant  of  9,600  acres  of  land,  every  acre  of  it  fairly 
fit  for  settlement,  along  the  line  of  the  South-Western 
and  Manitoba  road,  is  not  sufficient  financial  backing  to 
enable  the  railway  to  be  constructed,  is  something  which 
surprises  me  to  find  stated  by  Mr.  Stephen  in  his  letter. 
We  ought  to  grapple  with  the  question.  I  am  very  much 
disposed  to  the  view  that  in  this  question  of  branch  lino 
generally  we  should  have  proof  that  the  proposal  is  ade- 
quate  to  the  object  in  view,  and  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  agree  that  the  history  I  have  given  and  the  statements 
I  have  read  of  the  president  of  the  Manitoba  South-Western 
Koad  and  the  president  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
upon  the  prospects  are  such  as  to  justify  me  in  asking 
further  information  on  that  subject. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  speech  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  certainly  contains  an  interesting  history  of  the 
events  connected  with  the  commencement  of  the  Manitoba 
South-Western  Eailway,  and  of  the  various  attempts  of  the 
Government  to  aid  in  its  early  construction,  but  I  do  not 
see  it  is  particularly  relevant  to  the  motion  before  the 
Chair,  which  is  to  authorise  the  Government  to  make  par¬ 
ticular  grants  of  land  to  this  in  common  with  other  rail¬ 
ways.  The  hon.  gentleman,  however,  has  made  a  micro¬ 
scopic  review  of  all  the  Orders  in  Council,  of  all  the  papers 
that  were  laid  on  the  Table.  Many  things  have  happened  since 
the  first  discussion  of  this  subject,  since  the  first  communi¬ 
cation  with  the  gentlemen  of  th  e  Man  itoba  and  So  uth-W estern 
Eailway  Company,  which  was  promoted  by  Senator  Schultz. 
At  that  time,  in  1879,  Senator  Schultz  made  the  statement, 
I  believe,  that  with  the  assistance  given  him  he  could  build 
the  road.  He  was  however  disappointed,  and  again  and 
again  applications  were  made  to  the  Government  for  ex¬ 
tended  powers,  and  assistance  and  aid.  Dr.  Schultz,  no 
doubt,  truly  believed  he  had  made  arrangements  with  cer¬ 
tain  brokers  in  England,  certain  money  brokers,  Mason  & 
Co.,  and  perhaps  also  in  New  York,  for  the  construction  of 
the  road.  As  events  proved,  he  was  however  mistaken  in 
all  this.  Neither  his  correspondents  in  New  York  nor  his 
correspondents  in  London  could  materially  help  him.  He 
was  disappointed  in  what  were,  I  dare  say,  his  reasonable 
expectations,  that  he  would  receive  the  necessary  funds  lo 
proceed  with  the  railway.  It  is  quite  true  there  was  at  first 
great  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  character  of  the  north¬ 
western  road  under  that  charter.  It  was  known  that  a  great 
many  American  speculators  took  an  interest  in  the  line. 
It  was  believed,  in  the  old  country  especially,  and  believed 
generally,  that  the  efforts  to  build  a  line  on  condition  of 
getting  certain  grants  of  land  were  made  in  concert  with 
certain  railway  influences,  railway  enterprises  in  the  United 
States,  which  were  hostile  to  the  construction  of  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Eailway.  That  conviction  was  strengthened 


by  various  circumstances  which  have  sprung  up  from  time 
to  time,  and  there  was  a  strong  opinion,  in  which  I  myself 
for  a  time  shared,  that  this  was  going  to  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  strangling  the  Canadian  enterprise.  In  that  sus¬ 
picion,  no  doubt,  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  strongly  participated,  very  naturally, 
because  they  believed  that  influence  was  going  to  be  used 
for  the  purpose  of  strangling  the  Canadian  enterprise.  Then 
the  hon.  gentleman  says  truly  that  I  omitted,  in  making 
my  remarks  the  other  night,  to  say  that  there  had  been 
early  a  hostile  feeling  in  that  regard.  No  doubt  there  was, 
but  it  was  not  material  to  the  argument,  nor  is  it  material 
now.  The  hon.  gentleman  quoted  the  prospectus  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  in  September,  1881,  in  which  they 
declared  it  was  their  intention  to  build  a  series  of  branch 
lines.  We  must  look  back  to  the  general  inflation  in  1881 
as  in  1879  and  1880,  which  existed  all  over  this  country 
with  respect  to  railway  construction— an  inflation  so  great 
that  it  has  caused  all  the  subsequent  depression  and  strin¬ 
gency  in  railway  operations  on  this  continent.  It  has 
operated  against  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  as  it  ha@ 
operated  against  every  other  railway  enterprise,  whether  in 
the  hands  of  Dr.  Schultz,  or  Mr.  Stephen,  or  Mr.  Andrew 
Allan  or  anybody  else.  At  that  time,  in  1881,  the  company 
believed  they  would  have  no  difficulty  in  building  the  main 
line,  and  they  were  naturally  desirous  to  have  as  many 
feeders  to  the  main  line  as  possible.  It  was  their  interest, 
it  was  also  their  duty  to  those  who  had  invested  in  the 
company  as  well  as  themselves,  to  encourage  the  laying 
out  of  main  linos,  and  they  laid  down  a  very  inviting  pro¬ 
gramme  as  to  the  best  mode  of  opening  up  the  best  sections 
of  the  country  by  building  branch  linos;  but  they  knew 
perfectly  well,  and  we  knew  perfectly  well,  that  no  portion 
of  the  funds  from  the  proceeds  of  land  grants  or 
no  portion  of  the  money  subsidy,  $25,000,0110,  could 
be  appropriated  to  any  one  of  these  linos.  The 
whole  proceeds  of  the  subsidy  and  the  sale  of  lands 
must  be  and  could  only  be  expended  on  the  main  line. 
So,  therefore,  when  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eaiway  Company 
published  to  the  country  that  they  intended  to  complete  a 
number  of  branch  lines,  they  could  only  have  meant,  and 
the  country  could  only  have  understood,  that,  with  their 
influence  and  with  the  feasibility  and  the  advantage  of 
these  lines,  and  the  prospect  of  a  profit,  they  would  bo  able 
to  obtain  the  confidence  and  support  of  capitalists  in 
Europe  to  enable  them  to  complete  these  branch  lines. 
Nobody  could  have  supposed  for  a  moment  that  any  portion 
of  the  subsidy  to  build  the  main  line  would  be  appropriated 
to  the  building  of  the  branch  lines.  We  know  perfectly 
well  how  completely  that  favorable  picture  faded,  we  know 
the  dissolving  view  that  took  place  in  consequence  of  this 
reaction  and  in  consequence  of  this  railway  depression. 
There  had  arisen,  as  we  all  know,  in  England  the  most 
violent,  the  most  unprecedented  opposition  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway  in  the  English  market.  No  effort  was 
spared  to  decry  the  railway,  to  destroy  its  prospects,  and, 
in  order  to  do  so,  to  decry  the  value  of  the  country,  the 
state  of  the  country,  the  fertility  of  the  country,  the 
climate  of  the  country.  It  was  attacked  in  every  possible 
way  by  the  Grand  Trunk  intorest  in  England.  That  proved 
to  be  a  very  formidable  opponent,  in  consequence  of  the 
ramification  of  the  immense  quantity  of  stock  and  bonds 
held  in  the  English  market,  the  number  of  persons, 
from  the  poor  man  who  had  a  bond  for  $100,  up  to  the  mil¬ 
lionaire,  who  were  all  in  terested  ;  and  the  whole  stock 
exchange  had  been  usiog  the  different  securities  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  as  a  permanent  means  of  speculation  and  of 
gambling,  the  whole  of  the  stock  exchange  and  all  the  vast 
proprietary  of  the  Grand  Trunk  worked  against  this 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  aided  by  the  stiongest  represen¬ 
tations  and  misrepresentations  from  the  United  States  and 
from  the  various  railways  running  parallel,  through  the 
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United  States,  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  aided,  I 
must  say,  by  the  unpatriotic  efforts  made  from  Canada, 
which  were  quoted  largely  as  being  evidence  that  could  not 
be  controverted,  that  could  not  be  disputed,  that  the  line 
would  never  pay,  that  a  great  portion  of  the  country 
through  which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  passed  was 
worthless  for  agricultural  purposes.  All  those  representa¬ 
tions,  these  unpatriotic  representations  which  were  used 
unscrupulously,  and  exaggerated  by  the  American  influences 
<~-for  there  was  not  an  expression,  sometimes  an  honest, 
true  expression  of  the  opinion  of  a  Canadian  gentleman, 
whether  mistaken  or  unmistaken,  adverse  to  that  county, 
but  was  republished,  sent  to  England,  exaggerated,  used 
with  the  most  malignant  purpose,  with  a  view  to  destroy 
the  prospects  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  of  the 
great  North-West  of  Canada— -all  these  things  combined 
together,  the  influence  of  the  great  proprietary  ot  the 
Grand  Trunk  and  the  whole  of  the  stock  exchange  in  Eng¬ 
land,  almost  as  one  man,  and  the  influence  of  the  rival 
Pacific  railways  crossing  the  continent,  who  feared  the 
superiority  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  when  it  was  fin¬ 
ished,  and  the  attacks  which  were  made  and  quoted  from 
Canada,  operated  to  destroy  the  fair  prospects  of  the  Cana- 
dian  Pacific  Eailway,  to  destroy  its  credit  and  its  pres¬ 
tige.  It  was  driven  off  the  British  exchange ;  no  bond 
could  be  sold  in  England  ;  it  could  not  be  quoted  in  the  ex¬ 
change  lists  in  England  ;  and  it  is  wonderful  that,  under  all 
these  adverse  influences,  under  all  these  fierce,  malignant 
and  persistent  attacks,  that  railroad  should  have,  by  the 
energy  of  those  who  control  its  destinies,  approch  now  to 
completion,  and  if  they  have  not  been  able  to  carry  out  all 
that  they  promised  and  all  their  expectations,  it  is  no  fault 
of  theirs.  Certainly,  it  will  be  admitted  by  friend  or  by  foe 
of  that  enterprise,  or  of  the  gentlemen  who  control  it,  that, 
whatever  may  be  said  of  them,  though  they  may  be  called 
extravagant  or  rash,  they  cannot  be  called  weak  men  or 
timid  men.  They  have  acted  with  an  enthusiam  unparal¬ 
leled  in  the  history  of  railway  enterprise,  and  they  have 
pushed  that  enterprise  through  at  an  enormous  sacrifice  to 
themselves,  and  with  the  utter  want  of  the  expected  hope, 
the  reasonable  hope  that  we,  the  people  of  Canada,  as  well  as 
they,  the  railway  managers,  entertained  that,  with  such 
a  promising  enterprise,  with  such  a  magnificent  country  to 
go  through,  and  with  the  very  liberal  and  generous  aid  that 
Parliament  has  given  them,  that  road  would  have  been 
built  and  there  would  have  been  a  rush  of  investors  to  invest 
in  that  great  road,  and  that  there  would  also  have  been  a 
strong  desire  to  invest  in  the  various  branches  running 
through  magnificent  countries,  connecting  with  that  road 
and  acting  as  feoders  to  it,  growing  with  its  growth, 
strengthening  with  its  strength,  giving  and  receiving 
strength,  and  at  the  samo  time  settling  that  country.  All 
these  fair  promises  were  crushed,  all  these  expectations 
failed,  because  of  these  hostile  influences,  hostile  influences 
that  men  in  Canada  will  regret,  and  which  the  gamblers  on 
the  stock  exchange,  who  have  been  endeavoring  to  ruin 
this  enterprise  will  feel  as  a  disappointment  and  a  regret 
that,  instead  of  speculating  and  swopping  jack-knives  in 
the  way  of  bad  securities  with  the  Grand  Trunk,  they  had 
not,  like  sensible  men  and  honest  money  brokers,  had  faith 
in  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  and  applied  their  ingenuity 
and  their  funds  to  its  support.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  the  company  ought  to  have  built  their  railway  across 
the  prairie,  and  that  the  expectation  was — if  I  remember 
his  words,  though  I  do  not  remember  his  language  exactly 
— that  the  company  ought  to  have  built  the  railway 
across  the  prairies,  and  then  to  havo  devoted  their  ener¬ 
gies  to  the  building  of  the  branch  lines.  I  know  that 
has  been  always  the  policy  of  the  hon.  gentleman  ;  I  know 
he  always  denounced  tho  building  of  the  railway  to  the 
north  of  Lake  Superior,  and  always  oppose  the  extension 
through  the  sea  of  mountains  into  British  Columbia;  I  know 
Sir-  John  A.  Macdonald. 


DEBATES.  June  12, 


that  he  was  always  anxious  to  confine  the  road  to  running 
across  the  prairie.  What  would  have  been  the  fate  of  Can¬ 
ada,  what  would  have  been  the  value  of  that  railway  to 
Canada  as  a  Canadian  enterprise,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
construction  of  the  Lake  Superior  Eailway  ?  We  would 
have  built  a  railway  across  the  prairie  to  run  down  and 
connect  at  all  convenient  points  with  the  United  States 
system  of  railways,  and  all  the  commerce  extending  from 
the  eastern  slope  of  tho  Rocky  Mountains  would  have  been 
carried  along  the  Pacific  Eailway,  and  safely  delivered  at 
some  point  upon  it,  Brandon,  or  Portage  la  Prairie,  or  Win¬ 
nipeg,  and  then  it  would  have  gone  by  the  United  States, 
and  all  the  money  of  the  Canadas,  and  all  the  burden  of 
taxation  that  we  have  willingly  encountered  and  accepted, 
would  have  been-appliod  for  the  settlement  of  that  particu¬ 
lar  country  certainly,  but  also  to  carry  off  all  the  trade  of 
that  country  to  the  United  States.  I  will  say  that  I  know 
that  originally  the  individual  opinions  of  some  of  the  con¬ 
tractors  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  were  that  it  was  a 
great  task  that  we  were  forcing  upon  them  to  build  the 
Lake  Superior  branch.  I  am  at  liberty  to  say  that  Mr, 
George  Stephen  at  first  thought  that  might  be  postponed, 
but  he  has  said  to  me  that  he  is  now  convinced  that  my 
obstinacy,  as  he  calls  it,  in  insisting  upon  the  building  of 
tho  Lake  Superior  branch,  was  the  salvation  of  that  railway. 
It  would  not  be  anything  like  what  he  knows  it  will  be  now. 
If  that  portion  of  the  railway  had  not  been  built  it  would  not 
have  been  a  Canadian  railway,  it  would  not  have  served  to 
carry  off  the  grain  trade  of  the  North-West  through  the 
Provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  to  Montreal ;  it  would 
have  been  simply  an  adjunct  feeding  the  American  railways. 
And,  Sir,  what  is  the  case  now  ?  That  railway  being  under 
one  management,  having  one  set  of  servants,  having  one 
description  of  cars,  having  the  whole  road  from  ocean  to 
ocean  under  one  management,  can  carry  at  half-price-aye, 
I  may  almost  say,  at  quarter  price— and  without  loss,  the 
products  of  the  North-West  to  Montreal ;  whereas  the  other 
railways  not  one  of  which  has  control  from  the  Pacific 
to  the  Atlantic,  and  all  of  which  are  obliged  to  pull,  wilh 
two  or  three,  or  four  railways,  are  obliged  to  make  local 
and  disadvantageous  arrangements  in  order  to  have  control, 
or  anything  like  control,  ot  the  traffic  across  the  continent. 
This  single  road,  under  a  singlo  management,  must  and  will 
compete  successfully  over  all  other  railways  across  this  con¬ 
tinent.  I  will  not  now  alludo  to  the  political  consequences, 
and  the  advantages  of  building  that  road.  Late  events 
have  shown  us  that  we  are  made  one  people  by 
that  road,  that  that  iron  link  has  bound  us  together 
in  such  a  way  that  we  stand  superior  to  most 
of  the  shafts  of  ill-fortune,  that  we  can  now 
assemble  together,  at  every  point  which  may  be 
assailed,  or  may  be  in  danger,  the  whole  physical  forces  of 
Canada  by  means  of  that  great  artery,  against  any  foreign 
foe  or  any  internal  insurrection  or  outbreak.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  that  the  Government  has  been  rash,  vacil¬ 
lating  and  unhappy  in  their  railway  policy.  Those  expres¬ 
sions  are  very  strong,  the  expletives  are  very  good  in  their 
way,  but  they  are  rather  inconsistent.  Vacillating  policy 
is  not  generally  a  rash  policy.  Now,  our  policy  has  not 
been  rash,  nor  yet  has  it  been  vacillating.  The  hon. 
gentleman  used  the  expression  that  we  were  very  rash,  and 
at  the  same  time  he  said  we  were  rather  too  slow  in  the 
arrangements  made,  in  the  granting  of  these  various  appli¬ 
cations  of  the  Manitoba  and  South-Western  Eailway.  We 
proceeded  cautiously,  but  we  proceeded  steadily,  and  there 
was  no  vacillation  in  any  way.  We  tried  to  encourage 
all  these  different  railways  in  the  hands  of  different  pro¬ 
moters,  to  the  utmost  extent  that  we  safely  could.  We 
granted  what  they  wanted,  and,  as  I  said  the  other  day,  it 
would  be  a  profligate  waste  of  tho  public  lands  and  the  pub¬ 
lic  moneys  if  we  granted  more  than  they  themselves  said 
they  required.  When  the  companies,  full  of  hope  in  the 
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then  circumstances  of  the  English  market,  applied  for  3,820 
acres  at  $  1  an  acre,  we  said :  Yes,  you  shall  have  it.  They 
said  then  that  3,820  acres  a  mile  would  be  sufficient,  but  they 
came  afterwards  and  said  :  We  find  this  will  not  help  us  ; 
we  have  gone  into  the  market  but  we  cannot,  on  this  secu¬ 
rity,  raise  the  money.  They  asked  us  to  give  them  more, 
and  we  gave  them  more  at  their  request.  They  asked  for 
an  extension  of  time  for  the  payment  of  the  $1  an  acre 
and  we  gave  them  what  they  asked.  This  was  not  rash¬ 
ness,  and  this,  at  the  same  time,  was  not  vacillation.  To 
be  sure,  we  became  more  liberal  in  our  grants ;  when  they 
showed  us  proof  that  our  previous  grants  were  insufficient, 
we  granted  them  what  they  wanted.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
free  to  say  with  the  hon.  gentleman,  this  Government  is  not 
sanguine  of  the  speedy  success  of  all  these  railways.  Why, 
Sir,  we  have  had  several  of  them — we  have  had  the  Souris 
road,  we  have  had  the  North-Western  road,  we  have  had 
the  South-Western  road,  and  others  roads,  still  paper 
roads — we  have  had  them  before  us,  and  we  have  encour¬ 
aged  them  all.  We  have  looked  at  the  list  of  those  who 
promoted  these  railway  enterprises,  and  we  know  they  are 
respectable  men,  we  know  they  are  not  mere  shysters,  to 
use  the  Americanism,  but  that  they  are  men,  some 
with  more  and  some  with  less,  means,  but  all  men 
of  character,  and  all,  we  believe,  with  an  earnest 
desire  not  only  to  enter  into  a  legitimate  and  profitable 
enterprise,  but  to  carry  out  the  enterprise  in  good  faith. 
But  we  know  they  have  not  greatly  succeeded  yet,  except 
the  North-Western,  which,  perhaps  has  been  the  most  suc¬ 
cessful.  Now,  Sir,  with  respect  to  Mr.  Yan  Horne's  state¬ 
ment  that  he  is  not  sanguine.  Mr.  Chairman,  he  could  not 
be  sanguine  when  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  had  been 
driven  out  of  the  market,  both  in  New  York  and  in  London, 
from  the  various  influences  that  I  have  mentioned.  But, 
Sir,  as  there  was  a  time  of  inflation,  and  as  there  has  since 
been  a  time  of  depression,  I  am  glad  to  see  that  there  is  a 
break  in  the  cloud,  I  am  glad  to  see  the  blue  sky  is  appear¬ 
ing  again ;  and  I  do  believe  that  in  the  early  future  the 
Canadian  investments  which  have  been  hitherto  so  depressed 
are  going  to  take  a  legitimate  position,  warranted  by  their 
real  permanent  value,  going  to  take  a  safe  and  satisfactory 
position  in  the  English  market.  The  hon.  gentleman  says 
that  we  are  now  brought  face  to  face  for  the  first  time  with 
these  grants.  Of  course  we  are,  because  the  application  is 
to  give  our  land.  The  Government  have  no  power  to  give 
away  lands,  the  Government  must  come  to  Parliament  for 
ower  to  give  away  lands.  All  the  previous  action  has 
een  Executive  action,  but  it  has  been  within  the  strict  lines 
of  the  empowering  clauses  of  the  various  Acts  on  the  Statute 
Book.  The  original  Dominion  Lands  Act  provides  that 
the  land  shall  be  offered  at  SI  an  acre.  We  insist 
upon  $1  an  acre,  we  hold  to  that ;  and  as  we  were 
obliged  to  sell  to  anybody  and  everybody  under  the  original 
Act  at  SI  an  acre,  that  being  the  original  provision 
of  the  Dominion  Act,  and  that  being  the  normal  price  of1 
the  land,  we  could  have  no  hesitation,  when  we  were 
selling  to  other  persons  for  settlement  at  $1  an  acre  in 
granting  it  to  railway  companies  who  promised,  as  a  con¬ 
dition  of  getting  the  land  at  $1  an  acre,  to  build  a 
railway  which  would  make  those  lands  valuable.  We  did 
that  readily  whenever  we  were  satisfied  of  the  responsibility 
of  parties  applying.  Hitherto  the  enterprises  have  not 
proceeded  far ;  yet  we  hear  now  that  the  times  are 
getting  better ;  we  see  that  the  Manitoba  and  North- 
Western  is  going  on  with  the  road  ;  we  see  that  the  rail¬ 
way  running  from  Regina  to  Long  Lake  is  now  in  actual 
progress  ;  and  we  hope  and  believe  that  in  consequence  of 
the  better  times,  the  South-Western  will  be  completed.  It 
is  true  that  we  cannot  prophesy,  but  I  hope  and  believe 
that  if  the  relief  is  granted  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  which  they  have  sought,  and  which  is  now  before 
Parliament,  that  will  of  itself  lead  to  the  completion  of  the 
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road  and  its  complete  success  ;  and  the  marvellous  pro¬ 
gress  of  its  traffic  in  its  incomplete  state  will  give  it  such 
a  credit  in  the  market,  will  give  it  such  a  new  start,  that 
it  will  rise  superior  to  the  opposition  which  has  so  long 
depressed  its  energies  in  England  and  elsewhere,  and  that 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the  other  enterprises 
will  have  a  fair  field  in  the  English  market.  Meanwhile  I 
would  say  that  this  grant  will,  I  have  no  doubt,  be  given  as 
it  ought  to  be  given.  The  hon.  gentleman  at  the  end  of 
his  long  speech  said  that  he  did  not  oppose  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Certainly  not. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Yery  well ;  then  all  that 
remains  for  me  to  say  is,  that  I  fancy  it  will  receive,  having 
his  sanction,  the  unanimous  appi*oval  of  the  House.  The 
speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman  was  an  attack  upon  the  land 
policy  of  the  Government.  From  my  general  recollection 
of  the  facts — not  having  recently  perused  the  papers  so 
closely  and  so  anxiously  as  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  cannot 
give  them  line  by  line— -but  from  my  general  recollection  I 
am  perfectly  sure  that  throughout  the  whole  of  our  trans¬ 
actions  with  these  railway  companies  the  Government  have 
not  any  one  single  thing  to  regret.  I  do  not  admit,  as  I  do 
not  see,  they  have  made  one  single  mistake.  I  say  they 
have  from  the  beginning  met  the  reasonable  requirements 
of  all  the  different  railway  enterprises,  and  when  circum¬ 
stances  became  more  adverse,  and  as  the  clouds  over  the 
different  enterprises  grew  more  dark  and  dense,  and  there 
was  necessity  for  the  companies  to  apply  for  additional 
assistance,  the  Government  granted  them  additional  assist¬ 
ance,  and  we  come  now  to  Parliament  and  ask  it  to  sanction 
that  assistance.  And  I  believe,  after  many  days  and  many 
disappointments,  and  after  some  injury  to  particular  indi¬ 
viduals,  no  doubt,  to  particular  settiers,  who  believed,  as 
everyone  believed,  that  those  railways  would  have  made 
better  progress — notwithstanding  all  these  facts,  these  rail¬ 
ways  will  now  take  a  new  life,  and  we  hope  to  see  that 
country  ere  long  covered  with  railways  which  are  main¬ 
tained,  and  which  could  not  be  maintained  but  for  the  action 
of  the  Government,  with  the  assent  of  Parliament. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  does  really  believe  that  neither  he  nor  his 
Government  has  anything  to  regret  in  the  course  they 
have  pursued,  more  especially  towards  those  unfortunate 
persons  settled  in  the  particular  district  which  this  pro¬ 
jected  railway  is  intended  to  serve,  all  I  can  say  is  that  his 
conscience  must  have  been  seared  with  a  red  hot  iron.  It 
has  happened  to  me  and  to  other  members  of  this  House 
to  have  Gave  lied,  years  ago,  through  that  district,  an 
exceedingly  fertile  district,  I  do  not  say  the  best  in  the 
North-West  and  in  all  Manitoba,  but  one  which  may  com¬ 
pete  with  any  district  there.  And  to  those  who  traversed 
that  country  five  or  six  years  ago,  and  who  recollect  what 
promises  were  then  held  out,  what  steps  were  taken  by 
those  unfortunate  settlers  and  by  their  representatives  to 
secure  railway  communication,  who  know  how  they 
have  been  frustrated  as  the  hon.  gentleman  even  to¬ 
day  has  to  admit,  largely  by  the  direct  action 
of  the  Government  and  by  causes  to  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  rather  alluded  than  recited 
in  full — I  say  anybody  who  recalls  the  position  in  1879, 
1880  and  1881  and  who  knows  anything  of  the  present  con¬ 
dition  of  those  settlers,  and  that  not  only  those  settlers  but 
all  Canada  suffered  in  consequence  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  must  have  been  as  much  astonished  as  I  and 
a  good  many  other  hon.  members  were  when  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  declared  that  the  Government  had  nothing  to  regret 
in  connection  with  their  railway  policy  in  the  North-West, 
and  more  especially  in  connection  with  the  railway  policy 
in  south-western  Manitoba.  Why,  I  myself,  and  I  dare  say 
other  hon.  members  were  present,  remember  perfectly — it 
wap  before  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  was  in 
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existence,  before  a  contract  was  given  out — that  we  had  the 
extraordinary  spectacle  of  a  deputation  from  south-western 
Manitoba  coming  down  to  this  Parliament,  and  asking  for 
leave  to  construct  a  railway  at  their  own  expense  to  enable 
them  to  cultivate  their  lands  at  a  profit  and  settle  them 
with  Canadians.  They  made  that  application  to  the 
present  Government.  They  were  refused  by  Government, 
and  I  am  bound  in  justice  to  Sir  Charles  Tupper  to  say 
that  he  took  the  opportunity  of  expressing  his  extreme 
regret  at  beiog  obliged  to  refuse  them,  and,  if  my  memory 
serves  me,  he  also  declared  that  the  Government  would 
make  it  their  special  object  (this  was,  we  must  remember, 
in  the  early  part  of  1880)  to  take  care  that,  although 
the  Government  were  obliged  for  reasons  of  State  policy 
to  refuse  to  those  people  the  right  to  construct  that 
railway  at  that  time,  they  would  see  that  at  a  very 
etrly  period  they  were  supplied  with  railway  facilities 
and  railway  communication.  Since  that  time  five  years 
have  come  and  gone,  and  those  unfortunate  people  for 
all  practical  intents  and  purposes  are  no  nearer  having 
railway  communication,  are  no  better  supplied  with 
lailways  than  they  were  in  1880.  And  yet  the  First 
Minister  tells  us  that  he  has  nothing  to  regret  and  his 
Government  have  nothing  to  regret  in  connection  with 
their  conduct  towards  the  South-Western  Railway.  How¬ 
ever,  I  shall  have  a  word  or  two  to  say  on  that  point 
later  on.  I  desire  more  particularly  at  this  moment  to 
call  attention  to  some  of  the  extraordinary  statements 
which  the  First  Minister  has  just  made  in  regard  to  the 
total  discomfiture  which  his  policy  has  met  with  and  to 
the  total  discomfiture  which  the  policy  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  has  met  at  the  hands  of  capitalists  all  over 
the  world.  The  First  Minister  was  perfectly  correct  in  saying 
that  the  magnificent  promises  which  were  held  out  in  1879, 
and  on  which,  as  the  House  knows,  the  Government  built 
so  much,  and  in  consequence  of  which  the  Government 
induced  Parliament  to  entrust  to  them  and  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  such  huge  subsidies  as  I  venture 
to  say  were  never  given  to  any  other  railway  under 
the  sun — have  been  unfulfilled.  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  not  one  of  the  promises  made  by  the  First  Minister  and 
his  Government  has  been  realised  in  a  single  particular  ; 
that  all  expectations  which  they  held  out  to  the  people  of 
the  country  as  to  the  settlement  of  the  North-West  have 
been  falsified  ;  that  all  expectations  held  out  to  the  people 
of  this  country  for  the  relief  of  their  finances,  which  would 
arise  from  the  sales  of  land  which  were  to  be  made  in 
the  North-West,  have  been  likewise  falsified  ;  that  Canada 
to-day  is  burdened  to  an  extraordinary  degree  in  con¬ 
sequence  of  the  profuse  and  lavish  expenditures  which 
between  them  the  Government  and  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  have  been  guilty  of,  and  for  which  up 
to  this  day  nothing  that  at  all  approaches  to  a  decent 
account  or  to  a  fair  honest  statement  as  between  the 
company  and  the  nation  has  yet  been  submitted  to  us. 
If  it  were  indeed  the  case,  as  the  First  Minister  alleges, 
that  the  whole  world  had  entered  into  a  conspiracy 
against  the  present  Government  of  Canada  and  against 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company ;  and  that  in 
consequence  of  this  hostility,  this  unprovoked  hostility, 
that  magnificent  and  patriotic  dream  which  danced  before 
the  mind  of  the  hon.  gentleman  had  failed  of  fulfilment, 
then  I  could  understand  the  justice  of  the  plea  which  the 
First  Minister  has  now  addressed,  somewhat  unnecessarily 
and  somewhat  irrelevantly,  in  opposition  to  the  indict¬ 
ment  of  his  policy  on  this  particular  question  which  my 
hon.  friend  has  preferred.  But,  Sir,  as  he  has  chosen 
to  take  that  line,  as  he  has  chosen  to  tell  us  that  all  these 
difficulties  have  arisen  from  the  extraordinary  and  unpro¬ 
voked  opposition  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  to 
Canada,  which  existed  as  he  says  in  London,  in  New  York, 
and  elsewhero,  I  desire  to  take  this  opportunity,  in  reply  to 
gu-  Riohabd  Cartwriqiit, 


the  First  Minister,  of  calling  attention  to  the  reasons  why 
this  hostility,  if  it  did  exist,  had  arisen.  And  Sir,  in  the 
first  place  I  may  say  as  respects  the  whole  policy  of  the 
Government,  I  take  issue  with  it  from  the  commencement. 
I  say  there  never  was  and  never  could  be  a  greater  mistake 
than  to  hand  over  one  quarter  of  a  continent — because 
practically  that  is  what  we  did — to  the  clutches  of  one 
gigantic  corporation,  to  give  to  a  monopoly  such  privileges 
and  powers  as  those  against  which  we  have  so  often  pro¬ 
tested  in  this  House.  Now,  the  difficulties  the  company 
have  encountered  result  mainly  from  three  fatal  errors  on 
their  part.  First  of  all,  they  grasped  at  a  great  deal  too 
much.  I  believe  that  had  they  confined  themselves  to  their 
legitimate  enterprise,  had  they  contented  themselves  with 
constructing  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from  the  point 
at  which  it  was  originally  intended  to  start  to  the 
Ocean,  and  at  the  same  time  carried  out  the  policy  which 
they  themselves  avowed  to  be  their  policy,  of  settling  up 
Manitoba  and  the  adjacent  parts  of  the  North-West ;  if  they 
had  constructed  a  reasonable  number  of  branch  lines,  wo, 
to-day,  instead  of  seeing  200,000  people  scattered  thinly  over  a 
line  of  1,200  miles,  would  have  had  a  compact,  strong,  and 
prosperous  Province, with  probably  its  three  quarters  of  a  mil¬ 
lion,  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  old  Province  of  Mani¬ 
toba,  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  would  have  been  on 
the  high  road  to  thorough  success.  And  what  was  the  course 
which  that  company,  aided  and  abetted  by  the  present  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Canada,  saw  fit  to  pursue  ?  Instead  of  confining 
themselves  to  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  nightly  called 
the  huge  and  gigantic  task  which  lay  which  before  them,  is 
it  not  known  to  every  member  of  the  House  and  every  man 
of  intelligence  in  the  country,  that  the  very  first  thing  that 
these  gentlemen  did  was  to  plunge  into  wholly  unnecessary 
and  uncalled  for  railway  enterprises  all  over  the  remaining 
portion  of  Canada ;  to  divert  to  those  enterprises  the  funds 
which  would  have  enabled  them  to  bring  their  legitimate 
enterprise  to  a  prosperous  and  a  profitable  conclusion.  That 
is  the  cause  why  the  engagements  made  by  them  have  been 
broken,  why  after  receiving  such  enormous  grants  and 
subsidies  as  they  did  receive,  they  returned  to  us  last 
year  for  a  nominal  loan,  but  a  real  gift  of  $30,000,000, 
and  that  is  why  to-day,  on  this  table  there  are  pro¬ 
positions  for  setting  aside  the  security  which  we 
were  told  last  year  was  a  security  of  the  first  order, 
and  for  granting  more  millions  and  more  millions  and 
additional  subsidies  and  grants,  either  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  directly  or  to  branches  and  side  roads  in 
which  that  road  takes  an  interest.  And  that  is  the  reason 
why  the  whole  progress  of  the  North  West  has  been 
starved,  why  it  is  impossible  to  construct  branch  lines  ;  that 
is  the  reason  why 'they  have  most  needlessly  drawn  upon 
them,  to  their  own  great  injury  and  the  great  injury  of 
Canadian  credit,  the  hostility  of  the  Grand  Trunk  and  its 
friends,  which  rhe  hon.  Minister  says,  whether  truly  or 
not  he  knows  best,  rendered  it  impossible  to  place  a 
bond  of  the  Canadian  Pacifio  Railway  on  the  Stock  Ex¬ 
change  of  London.  Sir,  so  far  from  that  hostility  being 
unprovoked,  I  say  that  no  one  could  well  have  gone  further 
out  of  the  way  to  invite  hostility  than  these  gentlemen.  I 
say  in  the  broad  sense — though  individual  sections  may 
have  benefited  by  it— that  nothing  was  more  injudicious, 
unwise,  or  unstatesmanlike  than  to  encourage  a  com¬ 
pany,  which  had  engagements  infinitely  more  weighty 
than  it  was  likely  to  discharge,  infinitely  more  than 
it  has  discharged  or  can  discharge,  to  engage  in  hos¬ 
tility  with  what  the  hon.  gentleman  described  as 
one  of  the  most  powerful  corporations  in  England, 
at  any  rate  as  regards  its  effect  on  the  London  Stock 
Exchange.  Now,  it  is  not  my  present  purpose  to  say  any¬ 
thing  about  the  hostility  between  those  two  companies, 
let  them  fight  it  out  as  they  see  fit  between  themselves. 
But  I  say  the  Government  which  encouraged  this  company 
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in  engaging  in  a  great  variety  of  operations,  the  tendency 
of  which  was  to  withdraw  funds  which  otherwise  would 
have  been  available  for  the  construction  of  branch  lines 
and  the  completion  of  the  Eailway  is  not  entitled  to  come 
here  and  talk  as  if  this  was  an  inexplicable  conspiracy  on 
the  part  of  the  English  capitalists  and  the  capitalists  of  the 
world  against  a  road  which  otherwise  might  have  been  a 
magnificent  success.  Sir,  the  Government  had  before  them 
in  1880  a  very  plain  course.  Had  they  chosen  to  have 
taken  proper  precautions  for  the  construction  of  that  line, 
to  seeing  that  that  line  when  constructed  whether  by  them¬ 
selves  or  by  the  company,  should  be  placed  under  such  res¬ 
trictions  that  men  forming  companies  to  construct  other 
lines  in  other  parts  of  the  North-West,  would  have  been 
safe  in  dealing  with  them,  then  the  natural  result  which 
has  followed  in  many  other  portions  of  North  America, 
would  have  followed  there.  Other  capitalists  would  have 
been  ready  to  come  forward,  ready  to  construct  those 
independent  lines ;  the  North-West  would  have  been 
filled  up  with  people  and  we  would  have  had  to-day 
a  populous  compact  and  powerful  province,  probably 
three  quarters  of  a  million  strong,  from  the  trade 
and  commerce  of  which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
and  what  is  more  than  that,  the  people  of  Canada  would 
have  derived  immense  profits,  and  by  aid  of  which  trade 
they  would  no  doubt  have  no  difficulty  in  floating  their 
securities  in  England  and  elsewhere.  But,  Sir,  the  hon. 
gentleman  says  that  in  addition  to  the  hostility  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Eailway,  they  had  to  contend  with  the 
unpatriotic  representations  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite — 
because  that  was  what  he  meant,  though  he  hardly  dared 
to  say  so.  Sir,  that  is  not  true.  No  hon.  gentleman  on 
this  side  has  decried  the  North-West,  no  hon.  gentleman 
on  this  side  would  decry  the  North-West ;  no  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  on  this  side  has  the  smallest  intention  of  decrying 
the  North-W est.  I  admit,  I  have  always  admitted,  that 
the  future  of  Canada  is  bound  up  with  the  successful  settle¬ 
ment  of  that  country,  but  what  we  do  oppose  and  denounce, 
is  the  unpatriotic  and  unstatesmanlike  conduct  which  has 
turned  all  these  many  opportunities  which  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  depicted  just  now,  rather  into  sources  of  injury  and 
waste,  of  extravagance  and  mismanagement,  than  of  any 
benefit  to  the  people  of  Canada.  The  hon.  gentleman  tells 
us  that  whatever  else  we  may  or  may  not  say  about  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  we  must  admire  the  wonderful 
energy  with  which  they  have  pushed  the  road.  Well, 
Sir,  they  have  displayed  considerable  energy  in  pushing 
that  road.  But  when  I  am  called  upon  to  admire  their 
wonderful  energy,  to  give  credit  to  them  for  the  way 
in  which  that  road  has  been  pushed,  I  call  to  mind  at  whose 
cost  that  energy  has  been  displayed,  out  of  whose  pocket 
and  with  whose  money  that  work  has  been  done.  I  say 
that  if  that  road  was  fairly  valued  from  end  to  end,  I  for  my 
part  do  not  believe,  and  I  will  not  believe  until  I  can  get 
infinitely  better  proof  than  any  yet  submitted  by  the 
Government  to  the  country — I  believe  that  the  money 
which  we  have  given  would  have  been  amply  sufficient, 
and  more  than  sufficient,  to  do  everything  that  has  been 
done  on  the  line  proper  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
from  Callender  to  Port  Moody.  Sir,  wo  have  given  these 
men,  besides  building  700  miles  of  road,  $25,000,000,  then 
$10,000,000,  the  proceeds  of  our  own  lands,  then  a  loan  of 
$30,000,000,  and  now  we  are  asked  for  a  loan  of  $5,000,000 
— in  all,  roughly  speaking,  $70,000,000  have  been  given  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company  for  the  construction 
of  a  work  which  the  late  Minister  of  Eailways,  Sir  Charles 
Tupper,  over  and  over  again,  in  the  hearing  of  members 
of  this  House,  told  us  could  be  constructed  for  $48,000,000. 
I  am  not  going,  as  I  said,  to  anticipate  the  discussion,  which 
will  probably  have  to  be  gone  into  in  detail,  as  to  how  this 
money  has  been  employed,  or  what  there  is  to  show  for  it ; 
but  I  do  protest  against  the  First  Minister  claiming  credit 


for  these  gentlemen,  as  if  great  sacrifices  had  been  made 
and  great  cost  incurred  by  them  in  the  construction  of  this 
line.  That  remains  to  be  proved.  It  may  be  that  in  their 
subsidiary  enterprises  they  have  risked  and  lost  much  ;  but 
I  do  say  that  the  aid  which  has  been  given  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  by  the  people  of  Cana¬ 
da  has  been  enough  to  discharge  every  reasonable  expense 
which  had  to  be  incurred  for  that  line  ;  and  tho  onus  rests 
first  on  those  gentlemen  who  declared  that  those  portions 
of  the  railway  could  bo  constructed  for  something  like 
$20,000,000  less  than  has  been  actually  expended,  to  show 
how  it  is  that  the  company  have  contrived  to  spend  what 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  sum  vastly  in  excess  of  the  legitimate 
cost  of  such  a  work  in  the  various  sections  which  were 
confided  to  their  charge.  With  respect  to  the  Manitoba 
and  South-Western  Eailway,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  knows, 
there  has  been  a  large  settlement  existing  in  the  country 
specially  interested  in  that  road  as  far  back  as  1879.  That 
was  a  settlement  of  the  very  best  class.  It  was  composed 
of  Canadian  settlers  from  the  most  prosperous  parts  of 
Ontario,  who  brought  with  them  very  considerable  amounts 
of  capital,  and  it  only  required  a  railroad  to  have  brought 
tens  of  thousands — I  might  almost  say  hundreds  of  thou¬ 
sands — of  people  into  that  region,  who  would  to-day,  had 
the  Government  done  its  duty,  have  been  prosperous  set¬ 
tlers.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  wants  to  know  where  those 
people  who  would  have  settled  there  have  gone,  I  would 
recommend  him  to  go,  or  to  send  some  trusty  agent,  to  the 
northern  portion  of  the  State  of  Dakota  and  there  he  will 
find  a  Canadian  settlement,  which,  had  it  been  planted  on 
the  northern  side  of  the  boundary  line,  would  have  added 
enormously  to  the  wealth  and  the  prosperity  of  that 
country.  It  is  not  merely  the  loss  of  population  which 
we  have  to  deplore ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  knows 
that  where  you  find  a  very  large  number  of  people  from  a 
particular  section  of  country  settling  in  the  United  States, 
the  tendency  is  to  ci’eate  a  constant  drain.  These  people 
inform  their  friends,  and  send  for  their  acquaintances  and 
relatives,  and  the  thing  goes  on.  Therefore  it  is,  as  I  con¬ 
ceive,  in  a  high  degree  the  duty  of  the  Government,  when 
they  find  the  people  of  Canada  desirous  of  settling 
in  this  quarter,  to  take  steps  to  open  up  the 
country  in  the  only  way  in  which  it  can  be  done — by  tho 
construction  of  a  railroad  ;  and  my  hon.  friend  is  perfectly 
justified  in  calling  on  the  Government  to  say  whether,  in 
proposing  this  vote  to  the  Manitoba  South  Western  Eailway 
Company — which  neither  he  nor  anybody  on  this  side,  so 
far  as  I  understand,  intends  to  oppose — they  have  taken  duo 
precautions  to  secure  the  construction  of  this  road.  Noth¬ 
ing  could  be  worse  than  to  set  apart  large  tracts  of  land 
without  knowing  whether  or  not  they  will  be  utilised  in  a 
short  space  of  time.  Nothing  could  be  more  unwise  or 
unpatriotic  than  for  the  Government  to  put  600,000  or 
700,000  acres- — much  more,  several  millions  of  acres — into 
a  reservation  which  they  allow  no  man  to  settle  in  or  meddle 
with,  and  wait,  perhaps  three,  four  or  five  years,  before  tho 
expectations  which  are  now  held  out  by  these  companies 
are  fulfilled.  When  you  bear  in  mind  that  it  was  largely 
due  to  the  action  of  the  Government  themselves  that 
those  people  were  disappointed  in  regard  to  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  railway — because  the  Government  refused  to 
allow  them  to  secure  the  construction  of  a  railway  at 
their  own  cost — in  the  case  of  this  particular  railway 
the  Government  are  doubly  and  trebly  bound  to 
see  to  it  that  the  expectations  likoly  to  be  raised  by 
their  action  are  not  again  disappointed.  Upon  that  point 
I  speak  with  knowledge.  I  have  several  correspondents 
in  that  district,  and  I  have  seen  several  of  the  persons  who 
have  settled  there,  and  they  are  all  agreed  on  this  point, 
that  if  they  do  not  speedily  obtain  a  railway,  the  settlers 
who  have  remained  there  so  long,  under  great  discourage¬ 
ments,  are  likely  to  abandon  Manitoba  altogether ;  and  I 
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need  not  point  out  to  the  House  that  settlers  who  go  to  any 
particular  part  of  Manitoba  and  afterwards  abandon  it 
necessarily  exercise  a  most  prejudicial  influence  on  the 
future  settlement  of  the  country.  I  have  always  believed 
myself  that  a  prosperous  settler  is  the  only  immigration 
agent  of  real  value.  We  all  know  it  is  the  experience  of  all 
North  America,  that  when  men  prosper  in  a  particular 
locality  there  is  is  not  the  slightest  difficulty  in  inducing  a 
large  immigration  there;  and  that  those  people  would 
prosper  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  if  this  road  and  other 
roads  proposed  to  be  constructed  in  other  localities  should 
be  put  into  active  operation  ;  but  without  them  it  is  utterly 
impossible  to  encourage  any  further  settlement  or  to 
meet  the  practical  difficulties  which  always  encounter 
pioneers.  There  is  another  point  to  which  I  desire  to  call 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  attention,  to  which  he  alluded  the 
other  evening.  I  had  occasion,  in  the  course  of  a 
speech  I  made  last  year  at  Winnipeg,  to  say,  speaking 
for  myself,  that  I  entirely  approved  of  the  idea  then  afloat 
in  the  North-West  that  the  Government  should  make  free 
grants  of  land  to  those  roads.  I  approved  of  it  then,  and  I 
approve  of  it  now  ;  but  I  also  thought,  looking  at  the 
whole  condition  of  the  country,  that  the  Government,  if 
they  relaxed  their  claim  on  the  road,  ought  to  take  pre¬ 
cautions  to  see  that  those  lands  were  not  locked  up  for  any 
considerable  period  of  time.  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
First  Minister  in  saying  that  by  placing  a  moderate 
price  on  those  lands,  you  would  be  likely  to  materially 
diminish  the  value  of  your  gift.  It  may  be  true,  with 
regard  to  special  localities  along  the  line  of  railway,  that 
the  Government  would  desire  to  make  moderate  reser¬ 
vations  to  create  towns  and  villages  ;  that  is  not  a  point  I 
desire  to  dwell  upon  now  ;  but  if  you  fix  a  moderate  price 
under  which  any  bona  fide  settler  may  go  in  and  take  up  land 
I  believe  the  company  would  be  able  to  do  just  as  well 
with  the  free  grant  he  proposes  to  give  them ;  and  by  that 
means  a  very  great  and  serious  danger  to  the  future  of  the 
country  would  be  avoided,  I  had  communication  myself 
with  some  gentlemen  concerned  in  these  roads,  and  they 
assured  me — I  cannot  say  whether  or  not  they  have  changed 
their  minds  since — that  there  would  be  no  objection  on 
their  part  to  some  fixed  maximum  price  being  settled  by 
the  Government.  The  hon.  gentleman,  of  course,  having 
very  recently  communicated  with  them,  may  be  in  a 
position  to  say  that  their  views  have  altered  on  that  point ; 
but  when  you  recollect  that  he  proposed  to  give  these  compa¬ 
nies  6,400  acres  a  mile,  and  that  the  roads  cannot  be  particu¬ 
larly  expensive  in  construction,  I  think  that  the  House 
will  see  that  no  very  serious  injury  could  be  done  to  their 
prospects  by  fixing  some  price  at  which  settlers  could  de¬ 
pend  on  being  able  to  obtain  possession  of  those  lands. 
I  believe  that  that  policy  will  be  in  the  interests  of  the  rail¬ 
ways  themselves,  as  I  am  quite  sure  it  would  be  in  the  inter¬ 
est  of  the  country  at  large ;  and  that  is  one  of  those  points 
on  which  I  think  the  Government  will  not  act  wisely  if  they 
refuse  to  make  such  a  concession,  which,  as  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  well  knows,  has  been  loudly  demanded  in  Manitoba  and 
other  parts  of  the  North-West  Territories.  In  any  case,  I 
believe  that  although  very  late,  although  after  sustaining  very 
great  loss,  it  is  almost  aboslutely  necessary  for  us  to  secure 
the  construction  of  branch  lines  in  that  country.  I  believe  that 
had  that  been  done,  as  I  hold  the  Government  ought  to  have 
made  a  point  of  seeing  that  it  was  done,  four  or  five  years 
ago,  the  population  of  that  country  would  have  been  trebled 
and  quadrupled,  and  I  have  no  doubt  the  position  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Kailway  would  have  been  enormously 
improved.  Still,  it  is  better  to  do  it  even  at  this  very  late 
day  than  to  let  that  country  remain  practically  locked  up, 
as  it  has  been  ;  but  the  Government  to-day  should  not  make 
those  grants  until  they  are  well  assured  that  prompt  steps 
will  be  taken  to  give  these  people  railway  communication. 

Sir  Richard  Cartwright. 


June  12, 


Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  There  is  a  short  limit  to 
the  grants. 

Sir  KICHAKD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  know  there  is  a 
short  limit  to  the  grant,  but  we  all  know  that  when  that 
short  limit  expires,  particularly  in  the  case  of  the  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  Railway,  immense  pressure  is  likely  to  be  put 
on  the  Government,  if  it  does  not  suit  the  convenience  of 
the  company  to  build  within  the  time  agreed,  to  extend  the 
time.  It  will  be  extended,  very  probably,  for  another  short 
period,  and  then  for  another,  and  then  another,  and  so  on.  I 
attach  exceedingly  little  importance  to  a  time  limitin  dealings 
between  the  Government  and  a  corporation  in  such  extremely 
close  relations  with  it  as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway ;  I 
think  that  something  more  than  that  is  required  in  order  to 
insure  completion,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that,  unless  the  hon. 
gentleman  does  secure  completion,  very  great  and  permanent 
evil  will  be  wrought  through  the  whole  country  in  the  North- 
West.  We  have  practically  invested  one  hundred  millions  of 
the  money  of  the  people  of  Canada  in  this  enterprise,  and  it 
is  quite  clear  that  unless  we  succeed,  and  succeed  very 
shortly,  in  throwing  a  very  considerable  population  into  the 
North-West,  that  that  sum,  and  the  interest  we  will  have  to 
pay  for  it,  will  constitute  a  tremendous  millstone  around 
the  neck  of  the  whole  Dominion.  I  believe  that,  at  last, 
the  Government  are  making  an  endeavor  to  take  some  steps 
that  will  partly  remedy  the  mischiefs  their  negligence  has 
caused.  I  have  always  affirmed,  if  you  grant  monopoly  powers 
to  a  great  trunk  railway,  you,  of  necessity,  take  away  from 
private  individuals  the  power  of  constructing  any  branch 
lines,  because,  unless  under  the  most  extraordinary  circum¬ 
stances,  it  is  very  clear  that  no  man  or  no  corporation  will 
ever  put  their  earnings  wholly  and  completely  at  the  power 
of  a  huge  corporation  like  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
That  would  be,  in  almost  any  case  I  can  conceive,  the 
necessary  consequence  of  building  a  line  of  railway  from 
so  mu  point  in  our  own  territory  to  some  point  along  the 
line  of  the  Canadian  Pacifio  Railway.  Every  one  knows 
what  the  policy  of  great  railway  corporations  has  been 
in  the  past,  and  will  be  in  the  future,  towards  all  these 
short  and  subsidiary  lines.  Unless  they  are  owned  by 
influential  members  of  the  corporation,  they  will  be 
treated  as  sponges  and  squeezed  to  the  very  last  drop ;  they 
will  be  allowed  to  make  only  the  lowest  profit  that  will  keep 
their  roads  running,  and  the  invariable  result  is  that  the 
settlers  for  whose  benefit  they  are  to  be  constructed,  the 
district  they  profess  to  serve,  will  have  to  pay  two  rates, 
one  to  the  branch  or  subsidiary  railway,  and  the  other  to 
the  main  line.  This  has  been  the  experience  of  the  past, 
and  will  be  that  of  the  future.  Had  the  First  Minister  taken 
the  opportunity  to  acquaint  himself  personally  with  the 
position  and  the  needs  of  that  country,  he  would  have  long 
since  seen  the  terrible  mistake  that  he  had  made  in  giving 
this  great  corporation  such  absolute  and  uncontrolled 
powers,  and  I  do  not  believe  the  North-West  will  prosper  as 
it  should  until  these  monopoly  clauses,  at  any  rate,  are 
blotted  off  our  Statute  Book. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  am  not  aware  that  any  hon. 
gentleman  on  this  side  has  expressed  any  desire  to  oppose 
the  resolutions  now  before  the  House.  There  is  no  reason 
why  we  should.  Those  resolutions  embody  the  policy  of 
the  Liberal  party  in  regard  to  the  construction  of  railways 
in  the  North  West  for  the  last  ten  years.  It  was  the  policy 
of  the  late  Government  that  branch  railways,  opening  up 
that  vast  section  of  the  country,  should  be  subsidised,  from 
time  to  time,  by  the  Government,  and  with  that  object  in 
view,  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr,  Mills),  when 
Minister  of  the  Interior,  introduced  a  Bill  into  Parliament, 
the  object  of  which  was  that  large  and  liberal  grants  would 
be  made  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  the  construction  of  branch 
railways.  What  we  complain  of,  and  what  we  have  a  right 
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to  complain  of,  is  what  the  people  of  the  North-West,  espe¬ 
cially  the  people  in  south-western  Manitoba  complain  of, 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  neglected  so  long  to  discharge 
the  duties  he  ought  to  have  discharged  years  ago.  In  his 
report  to  the  Governor  in  Council,  the  hon.  gentleman 
admits  that  a  large  number  of  settlers  made  their  homes  in 
south-western  Manitoba  upon  the  assurance  that  the 
Government  of  the  country  would  open  up  that 
region  within  a  reasonable  time,  by  the  construction 
of  railways.  The  Minister  of  the  Interior  so  states 
in  his  minute  to  the  Governor  in  Council.  We  know  quite 
well  that  the  people  in  south-western  Manitoba  for  years 
had  every  reason  to  expect  that  reasonable  assistance  would 
be  given  by  the  Government  for  the  purposeof  constructing 
a  railway  opening  up  that  vast  fertile  region.  Up  to  this 
hour  the  people  of  South-Western  Manitoba  have  not  been 
so  accommodated.  I  know  that  a  large  number  of  the  people 
from  the  counties  of  Huron  and  Perth  settled  in  south¬ 
western  Manitoba  upon  the  assurance  that  after  a  short 
period  of  their  settlement  the  country  would  be  opened  up 
by  railway  communication.  I  venture  to  say  had  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  not  so  hampered  the  Winnipeg  and 
South-Western  Railway,  that  railway  would  have  been  con¬ 
structed  out  to  Clear  Water  Lake  long  ago.  What  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  now  propose  to  do  ought  to  have  been  done  years 
ago. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  Why  did  not  you  do  it  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  There  was  then  no  settlement 
of  the  country.  You  have  been  seven  years  on  the  Treasury 
benches,  doing  absolutely  nothing  to  open  up  that  country 
for  settlement.  If  we  had  continued  to  occupy  the  seats 
which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite^have  so  unworthily  occupied 
for  years,  branch  lines  in  the  North-West  would  have 
been  constructed  long  ago.  But  the  Government  of  the  day 
have  not  been  alive  to  the  duty  that  devolved  upon  them ; 
otherwise  they  would  have  assisted  to  build  the  South-West¬ 
ern  Railway  in  the  way  they  now  propose  to  assist  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  build  it.  But  hon.  gentlemen 
opposite,  by  their  sympathy,  aid  and  assistance  to  the  Ca¬ 
nadian  Pacific  Railway,  so  hampered  the  Winnipeg  and 
South-Western  Railway  that  the  latter  was  never  able  to 
extend  their  line  beyond  58  miles  of  Winnipeg.  What  has 
been  the  result  of  this  policy?  It  is  apparent  to  everybody 
in  the  country  that  of  the  large  number  of  immigrants 
settled  in  south-western  Manitoba,  50  per  cent.,  I  venture  to 
say,  have  left  the  country.  Why  have  they  left  the  country  ? 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  No,  they  have  not. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  no. 
I  make  no  statement  on  the  floor  of  Parliament  that  I  am 
not  prc  pared  to  prove,  and  I  am  prepared  to  prove  it  from 
the  organs  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  especially  the  organ 
published  in  the  city  of  Winnipeg.  I  say,  without  fear  of 
successful  contradiction — the  hon.  gentleman  may  shake  his 
wise  head,  but  he  will  not  venture  to  contradict  the  state¬ 
ment — that  owing  to  the  apathy,  the  indifference,  the  care¬ 
lessness,  the  criminal  neglect  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
in  not  opening  up  the  country  as  they  ought  to  have  done, 
to  the  large  number  of  settlers  in  that  part  of  the  country, 
they  have  left  it  within  the  last  few  years.  The  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  says  it  is  not  so.  I  suppose  that  he,  who  follows  his 
leader  so  faithfully,  will  accept  the  statement  of  the  Winni¬ 
peg  Times ,  a  paper  published  in  the  interests  of  the 
Government,  a  paper  which  reflects  the  views  of 
the  Government,  and  which  would  say  nothing  against  the 
Government  unless  driven  to  do  so,  by  patriotic  motives. 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows,  if  he  has  taken  the  trouble 
to  examine  the  files  of  the  Winnipeg  Times ,  that  two  years 
ago  it  drew  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  the  way 
in  which  settlers  in  the  North-West,  and  especially 
in  south-western  Manitoba,  were  treated  by  the  Government. 


Not  once  or  twice,  but  over  and  over  again,  it  drew  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  and  especially  of  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior,  the  man  charged  with  the  administration  of 
public  affairs  in  that  country,  to  the  unfortunate  position  in 
which  those  settlers  were  placed  by  the  policy  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  not  only  their  land  policy,  but  the  other  portions 
of  their  policy,  to  which  I  do  not  at  present  propose  to  direct 
my  attention.  He  will  find,  in  the  Winnipeg  Times  of  the 
17th  May,  1883,  an  editorial  article  containing  the  following 
statement : — 

“  On  the  lands  sold  south  of  the  railway  belt  there  are  scores  of  squat¬ 
ters  who,  at  this  moment, are  planting  their  crops  in  blissful  ignorance 
of  this  fact,  that  some  speculator  will  soon  own  their  farms  and  the 
labo  rspent  on  them.  It  is  true  the  Department  professed,  some  time 
ago  that  compensation  for  disturbances  would  be  given  to  those  squatters 
who  had  made  improvements,  the  compensation  to  be  determined  by  a 
Government  valuator  ;  that  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  buyers  at  the  sale 
buy  not  only  the  land  but  the  improvements  ;  and  even  within  the  mile 
belt  the  Government  will  find  it  a  difficult  matter  to  inspect  the  farms 
sold  and  appraise  the  improvements.  South  of  the  belt,  this  will  be 
utterly  impossible.  Then  all,  looking  at  its  pecuniary  results,  is  a  fai¬ 
lure.  To  reserve  a  vast  quantity  of  land  in  the  market  at  a  time  when 
money  is  exceedingly  tight  and  the  richest  speculators  poor,  was  mad¬ 
ness.  It  is  reasonably  safe  to  say  that  Commissioner  Walsh  did  not 
advise  the  step.  It  was  no  doubt  taken  in  pursuance  of  that  incompre¬ 
hensible  policy  which  the  Department  has  adopted  at  that  suggestion  of 
ignorant  or  interested  friends.  But  the  failure  of  the  sale,  in  a  pecuniary 
sense,  is  a  small  matter  compared  with  the  evils  it  is  bringing  to  the 
country.  A  squatter  who  has  gone  in  upon  land,  now  being  sold,  and 
ploughed  and  sown  it,  will  think  himself  justified  in  holding  it  against 
all-comers,  and  his  neighbors  will  think  so,  too. 

“Mr.  Metcalf,  of  Kingston,  has  an  easy  task  in  selling  the  laud, 
pocketing  the  commission,  but  the  Department  will  find,  when  it  comes 
to  evict  the  squatter,  that  human  nature  in  the  North-West  is  much  the 
same  as  in  Ireland.  If  we  cannot  prevail  against  the  Government  and 
the  speculator,  the  squatter  can,  at  least,  leave  the  country  with  a 
curse.” 

That  is  the  language  of  the  Winnipeg  Times ,  with  reference 
to  the  land  policy  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  You  were  one  of  the  speculators 
at  the  time  spoken  of. 

Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  I  bought  my  land  and  paid 
for  it  second  hand.  I  bought  nothing  from  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  this  country,  except  what  I  bought  from  this 
Government.  I  bought  the  larger  portion  of  my  land  from 
a  late  Minister  of  the  Crown,  whose  sons  were  allowed  to 
speculate  in  Government  land  at  the  rate  of  about  $1  an 
acre. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Like  other  speculators. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  That  is  not  the  way  in  which  you  got 
your  timber  limits  or  your  coal  mines. 

Mr.  WHITE.  I  got  my  timber  limit  more  honorably 
than  that. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  I  say  the  Government  have  so  ham¬ 
pered  the  settlers  in  the  North-West,  and  especially  in 
south-western  Manitoba,  that  very  many  of  them  have 
become  dissatisfied  and  disgusted  with  the  treatment  they 
have  received,  and  a  large  number  have  left  the  country. 
They  have  left  it  with  regret ;  but,  as  the  editor  of  the 
Times  says,  they  have  left  it  with  a  curse,  not  upon  the 
country,  but  upon  the  outrageous  and  scandalous  policy  of 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  which  drove  them  out.  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  WHITE.  It  was  speculators  like  you  that  drove 
them  away. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Order. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  If  the  Government  had  pursued  a 
proper  policy — if  they  had,  three  or  four  years  ago,  done 
what  they  are  doing  now,  that  portion  of  the  Province  of 
Manitoba  would  be  settled  by  a  large  number  of  prosperous, 
industrious  and  valuable  settlers. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Let  me  say  one  word. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS*  Order. 
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Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  Never  mind;  he  is  only 
earning  another  timber  limit. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Mr.  Casey  would  be  better  off  to-day  if 
your  road  had  been  built. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  On  the  faith  of  an  Order  in  Council 
declaring  the  whole  of  the  odd-numbered  sections  south  of 
the  24  mile  belt  open  for  sale,  a  large  number  of  settlers 
went  to  south-western  Manitoba,  especially  from  the  Pro¬ 
vince  of  Ontario,  and  settled  there.  You  are  aware  that,  in 
the  eyes  of  many  who  have  visited  all  portions  of  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West  Territories,  the  south-western  portion 
of  Manitoba  is  considered  to  be  the  garden  of  Manitoba  and 
the  whole  North-West.  Relying  upon  the  Order  in  Council, 
knowing  the  character  of  the  soil,  and  the  climate  in  south¬ 
western  Manitoba,  a  large  portion  of  the  settlers  located 
upon  the  lands,  and  how  have  these  men  been  treated  by  the 
Government?  Have  their  claims  been  recognised  ?  Have 
they  been  enabled  to  obtain  their  patents  ?  Has  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  treated  them  as  it  ought  to  treat  settlers  who  are 
prepared  to  encounter,  and  who  do  encounter,  all  the  diffi¬ 
culties  of  settlement  in  a  new  country  50  or  60  miles 
from  the  nearest  railway  accommodation  ?  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  letter  written  by  a  resident  of  the  county  of  Huron, 
who,  with  his  two  sons,  emigrated  to  the  North-West,  and 
located  upon  land,  a  portion  of  which  was  located  upon  on 
the  faith  of  this  Order  in  Council. 

Mr.  EARROW.  What  year  did  he  locate  there  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Three  years  ago.  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  opposite  has  some  interest  in  this  matter,  too,  and  I 
hope  he  will  give  his  honest  convictions  upon  this  subjeot. 

Mr.  FARROW.  I  will. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  This  gentleman  writes  me  a  letter. 
I  will  give  his  name ;  it  is  no  secret.  It  is  a  communication 
addressed  to  me  as  a  member  of  Parliament,  and  if  time 
had  permitted,  I  intended  to  call  attention  to  it  in  another 
way.  He  is  Mr.  George  McKenzie,  lately  a  resident  of  the 
town  of  Wingham— — - 

Mr.  FARROW.  I  know  him. 

Mr.  CAMERON.  And  formerly  a  resident  in  my  town. 
He  says : 

“  In  the  year  1881  there  was  an  Order  in  Council  fixing  the  price  of 
odd-numbered  sections  south  of  the  24-mile  belt  at  $2  and  $2.50  an  acre. 
There  were  a  great  many  settled  on  those  sections,  believing  they  would 
get  the  first  chance  to  purchase,  so  soon  as  the  agent  got  instructions  to 
sell.  Such  instructions  never  came.  There  are  many  settlers  who  have 
been  on  their  lands  three  years  and  have  got  no  title.  Let  us  see  how 
they  used  the  settlers.  I  will  give  you  one  case.  One  John  Robertson 
settled  on  section  33,  5,  19.  He  broke,  back-set  and  prepared  for  crop 
80  acres,  also  built  a  house  25  by  34,  two  stories  high,  frame,  and 
made  other  improvements  amounting  in  all  to  about  $2,500. 

“  There  was  an  inspector  sent  to  the  country  who  pretended  to  be  in 
the  interest  of  the  settler,  but,  to  our  sorrow,  he  turned  out  not  to  be  so. 
He  put  $8  an  acre  on  the  half  section  that  Mr.  Robertson  improved,  and 
$5  on  the  other  half.  They  notified  him  to  attend  the  sale  at  Winnipeg 
and  he  would  get  the  first  chance  at  the  upset  price  ;  but  if  he  did  not 
attend  it  would  be  sold  to  the  highest  bidder.  He  foolishly  accepted 
their  terms  and  made  two  payments,  and  then  was  forced  to  abandon 
the  place,  which  is  now  growing  up  in  weeds  and  likely  to  become  a 
curse  to  the  settlers.  However,  that  won’t  matter  much,  as  I  do  not 
think  there  will  be  one  left  in  two  years  but  will  curse  the  Government 
and  leave  the  country  as  he  did.  You  need  not  be  afraid  to  mention 
these  facts,  as  I  am  prepared  to  prove  every  word.  My  own  case,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  is  similar  to  others.” 

Now,  this  man  does  not  leave  the  country  on  account  of  the 
climate ;  he  does  not  leave  the  country  on  account  of  the 
soil. 

Mr.  FARROW.  I  want  to  ask  who  notified  them  to  go 
and  bay  land  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  He  says,  the  inspector. 

Mr.  FARROW.  Was  it  the  Hudson  Bay  Company,  or 
was  it  the  Government,  or  was  it  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Company  ? 

Mr,  Caksbon  (Huron). 


Mr.  CAMERON  (Huron).  He  says  it  was  the  inspector 
who  was  sent  there.  We  know  they  had  land  to  sell  at 
Winnipeg.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  had  read  the  article  from 
the  Times  he  would  know  more  about  it.  I  say  these  men 
did  not  leave  the  country  on  account  of  the  soil  or  the 
climate.  Mr.  McKenzie  goes  on  to  declare : 

“  There  is  no  finer  climate  for  growing  grain  and  stock-raising  under 
the  sun.  I  have  245  acres  under  crop.  My  boys  do  all  the  work, 
within  themselves,  and  they  have  taken  care  of  their  own  stock. 
Where  is  the  country  where  two  boys  could  handle  this  amount  of 
crops  7  Notwithstanding  this,  we  have  turned  our  last  furrow  in  this 
country,  and  we  intend  to  allow  the  land  to  grow  up  with  weeds,  as 
many  hundreds  will  do  in  southern  Manitoba.” 

I  say  that  letters  of  that  kind,  coming  to  members  ofParlia 
ment  from  men  who  have  been  in  that  country  and  intend¬ 
ing  to  make  it  their  permanent  home,  exhibit  an  extra¬ 
ordinary  condition  of  affairs.  These  men  do  not  complain 
unless  there  is  some  ground  of  complaint.  They  went  there 
with  a  view  of  living  there,  and  they  find  that  owing  to  the 
policy  of  the  Government,  owing  to  the  want  of  railway 
communication,  owing  to  the  land  policy,  owing  to  the 
difficulty  of  getting  their  titles  recognised  and  ultimately 
getting  their  patents,  many  men  have  done  as  Mr.  Robert¬ 
son  and  Mr.  McKenzie  have  done,  and  have  left  the  country 
never  to  return  there  again.  Now  I  say  that  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite,  in  dealing  with  this  question,  ought  to  be 
careful  that  the  rights  of  the  settlers  upon  these  odd-num¬ 
bered  sections  are  protected.  I  apprehend  that  this  road, 
extending  to  White  Water  Lake,  will  pass  through  a  region 
of  country  that  was  opened  up  under  the  Order  in  Council 
to  which  I  have  alluded,  and  will  pass  through  a  country 
many  of  the  odd-numbered  sections  of  which  have  been 
settled  upon  and  improved.  Now,  before  this  land  is  handed 
over  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  the  Government 
should  be  careful  that  every  safeguard  is  thrown  about  the 
rights  of  the  settlers  and  that  their  present  position  is  made 
safe. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Was  that  letter  written  by  George 

McKenzie  ? 

Mr.  CAMERON.  Yes;  The  letter  says  he  has  left 
Manitoba,  and  he  intends  to  let  his  farm  grow  up  to  weeds, 
as  Mr.  Robertson’s  was  allowed  to  do.  More  than  that  :  he 
says  he  is  prepared  to  prove  before  a  committee  every  state¬ 
ment  that  he  has  made.  Sir,  the  hon.  gentleman  went 
further  than  discussing  the  policy  of  this  resolution.  He 
told  us  that  the  member  for  the  west  riding  gave  us  a  micro¬ 
scopical  and  interesting  history  of  the  difficulties  and  trials 
the  South-Western  Railway  had  to  encounter.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  himself  gave  us  a  microscopical,  but  not  a  very 
interesting,  history  of  the  difficulties  and  trials  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  had  to  encounter  in  the  financial  world. 
He  told  us,  that  owing  to  the  combinations  between  the 
American  railway  owners  and  capitalists,  and  those  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  progress  of  the  Western  States,  and  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  of  Canada,  and  that,  further,  owing 
to  the  unpatriotic  utterances  of  Canadians,  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Pail  way  Company  was  not  able  to  complete  its 
financial  transactions.  If  there  were  unpatriotic  utterances 
by  Canadians  they  were  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite. 
I  challenge  any  hon.  member  opposite  to  quote  one  word 
from  the  Liberal  press  of  Canada  depreciating  either  the 
climate  or  the  soil  of  the  North-West.  I  challenge  them  to 
quote  one  utterance  of  any  Liberal  member  of  Parliament 
that  ever  depreciated  the  soil  or  climate  of  that  country. 
It  is  true,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  sitting  upon  this  side  of  the 
House,  in  view  of  our  duties  and  x'esponsibilities  to  the 
country,  we  have  occasionally  been  obliged  to  criticise,  and 
to  criticise  sharply  and  severely,  the  policy  of  hon.  gentle¬ 
men  opposite  with  respect  to  Manitoba  and  the  North-West. 
We  had  occasion  to  point  out,  more  than  once,  that  their 
policy  was  fatal  to  the  peace,  and  progress,  and  prosperity 
of  that  country  ;  and  I  ask  you,  Sir,  if  our  protests  have 
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not  been  fully  justified  by  subsequent  events  ?  Have  we 
not  seen  the  North-West  council,  the  only  representative 
body  in  the  whole  North-West  Territories,  protesting,  year 
after  year, against  the  policy  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  with 
reference  to  their  railway  policy,  and  their  trade  policy,  as 
injurious  and  detrimental  to  the  peace,  the  progress  and  the 
prosperity  of  the  North-West  Territory.  Have  we  not  seen, 
in  the  press  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  for  two  or  three 
years  back,  the  clearest  possible  utterances  of  their  antago¬ 
nism  to  the  policy  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  com¬ 
mitted  this  country?  Sir,  if  hon.  gentlemen  will  refer 
to  the  meetings  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  the  year  1883,  in 
the  town  of  Winnipeg,  they  will  find  that  the  warmest  sup¬ 
porters  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  politically,  declared,  at  a 
public  meeting  assembled  to  consider  the  grievances  of 
Manitoba  and  the  North-West,  that  the  policy  of  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  was  not  in  the  interests  of  that  country.  Do  the 
hon.  gentlemen  not  know  that  at  Moose  Jaw,  upon 
this  line  of  railway,  two  years  ago,  there  was  a  meeting 
of  Conservatives,  who  protested,  in  the  strongest  possi¬ 
ble  language,  against  the  land  policy,  the  railway 
policy,  and  the  trade  policy  of  hon.  gentlemen  oppo¬ 
site?  Do  they  not  know  that  even  this  year  there 
have  been  remonstrances  innumerable  ooming  from 
every  part  of  Manitoba  and  the  North-West  Territory 
against  the  policy  of  hon.  gentlemen  opposite?  Is  it  any 
wonder,  then,  in  view  of  those  protests  from  the  supporters 
and  friends  of  the  Government  in  that  country,  that  the 
financial  operations  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  Com¬ 
pany  should  be  hampered  ?  Sir,  I  say  that  no  man  in 
Canada  to-day  ever  did  so  much  to  discredit  the  North- 
West  Territory  as  the  First  Minister  of  this  Dominion.  I 
take  up  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  reports  for  the  last  three 
years,  and  out  of  his  own  mouth  and  the  mouth  of  his  offi¬ 
cials  in  the  North-West  Territory  it  is  capable  of  the 
clearest  demonstration  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  his 
reports,  has  so  decried  that  country  that  no  farmer  from 
England  or  from  the  continent  of  Europe  would  ever  think 
of  settling  north  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway,  if  he  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  read  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own  reports. 
What  has  the  hon.  gentleman  been  telling  us  during  the 
last  four  years  ?  It  is  possible  that  the  First  Minister,  like 
the  Minister  of  Militia,  has  not  read  his  own  reports  ;  but, 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  read  them,  he  ought  to  have 
read  them,  and  he  ought  not  to  have  allowed  those  state¬ 
ments  to  have  gone  abroad,  not  only  to  the  people  of  this 
country,  but  to  the  people  of  the  old  world,  and  to  emi¬ 
grants  who  are  seeking  homes  in  our  North-West  Territories. 
If  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  progress  and  prosperity  of 
our  North-West,  if  those  who  wish  to  cripple  the  energies 
of  our  people  and  desire  that  our  North-West  shall  not  be 
opened  up,  wanted  an  argument— if  our  American  friends 
across  the  line,  who  have  their  own  north-western  States  to 
open  up,  desired  an  argument  to  prevent  settlers  going  to 
the  Canadian  North-West,  the  most  potent  argument  they 
could  find  would  be  found  in  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own 
reports  during  the  last  four  years.  He  has  been  telling  the 
people,  solemnly,  in  the  Blue  Books  submitted  to  Parliament, 
over  and  over  again,  not  one  year,  or  two  years,  or  three 
years,  but  four  years,  not  on  one  page,  or  in  one  report,  but 
in  innumerable  reports,  that  wheat  cannot  be  grown  north 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway.  He  has  been  pro 
claiming  in  the  Blue  Bodks — and  the  page  and  words  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  I  have  under  my  hand  —that  the 
crops  in  such  and  such  a  locality  wore  all  destroyed, 
owing  to  frost,  in  July  and  August — that  the  wheat 
crop  was  a  failure,  owing  to  the  early  frosts.  Not  only 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  understrappers  but  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  himself,  with  the  responsibility  of  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  resting  upon  him,  not  heavily,  because  the  hon. 
gentleman  never  allows  official  responsibility  to  rest  heavily 
on  his  shoulders,  nevertheless,  on  the  responsibility  of  a  Min¬ 


ister,  has  declared  that  the  North-West,  that  portion  of  the 
Dominion  of  which  we  think  so  much,  is  utterly  unfit  for 
agricultural  settlers,  who  are  leaving  the  old  country  in  the 
hope  of  finding  homes  on  the  prairies  of  the  west.  The  hon. 
gentleman  told  us,  in  his  report,  that  in  August,  1883,  the 
crops  of  the  Sarcees'at  Fish  Creek  were  cut  down  by  July 
frosts  ;  that  the  crops  of  the  Blackfeet  band  were  destroyed, 
owing  to  summer  frosts  ;  that  the  crops  at  the  following 
instruction  farms  had  been  badly  injured  by  summer 
frosts  :  Way-way-see-cappo,  Birdtail  Creek  ;  the  Gambler, 
Cote,  Fort  Pelly ;  Mus-cow-pe-tung,  Qu’ Appelle  ;  Day  Star, 
Touchwood  Hills;  Mosquito,  Eagle  Hills;  Poundmaker, 
Assiniboines ;  Blackfeet,  Pheasant  Beserve ;  Old  Man.  Yet 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  charged  hon.  members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  with  endeavoring  to  injure  the  North-West 
and  prevent  settlement,  when  the  hon.  gentleman  himself 
has  published,  in  his  Blue  Book,  more  than  enough  to  des¬ 
troy  the  reputation  of  any  country  as  to  soil  and  climate. 
In  the  hon.  gentleman’s  last  report  similar  statements  are 
contained.  In  his  report  of  1884  the  hon.  gentleman 
himself,  not  his  agents,  speaking  of  the  heavy  frosts  on  the 
morning  of  1st  July,  says  :  At  Way-way-see-cappo’s  band 
reserve,  “  Heavy  frost  on  the  morning  of  1st  July  cut  down 
all  the  potatoes.”  At  Kee-see-kouse’s  reserve,  “  The  frosts 
struck  their  potatoes  in  July.”  White  Cap’s  reserve, 
“Summer  frosts  destroyed  their  crops.”  New  Pheasant’s 
band,  “  Crops  destroyed  by  August  frost.”  Lean  Man’s 
reserve,  “  Crops  destroyed  by  August  frost.”  Thunder 
Child’s  reserve,  “  Crops  destroyed  by  August  frost.” 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  It  is  not  pleasant  to  offer  re¬ 
marks  with  respect  to  personal  affairs ;  but  as  I  have  endea¬ 
vored  to  steer  clear  of  all  matters  of  personal  benefit  to 
myself,  I  wish  to  make  a  few  statements,  and  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  doubts  them,  we  had  better  have  a  committee  of 
investigation.  The  hon.  gentleman  has,  in  fact,  asked  for  a 
committee.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  said  I  have  a  timber 
limit,  and  that  I  am  working  for  another  timber  limit.  The 
hon.  gentleman’s  statement  is  not  true.  I  have  not  got  a 
timber  limit,  and  I  am  not  working  for  another  one.  I 
applied  for  a  timber  limit  in  the  North-West,  the  same  as 
any  other  person  did.  I  paid  the  Government  $250  for  it. 
I  spent  nino  weeks  in  going  there,  but  I  could  not  reach  it. 
I  spent  $500  in  going  there.  I  have  surrendered  the  limit 
to  the  Government,  and  have  not  therefore  now  got  it.  I 
see  the  hon.  member  for  Sunbury  (Mr.  Burpee)  smiles.  He 
has  been  in  the  House  a  good  while,  and  he  has  not  known 
me  to  be  connected  with  anything  improper,  and  he  will  not 
charge  me  with  telling  anything  that  is  untrue.  I  say  I 
have  surrendered  that  limit  to  the  Government.  I  think  I 
have  done  nothing  wrong.  The  limit  cost  me  $750,  and  I 
have  not  got  it  to-day.  Hon.  gentlemen  who  twit  me  with 
having  a  timber  limit  say  what  is  not  correct  and  what  is 
not  true.  I  wish  that  to  be  thoroughly  and  distinctly  under¬ 
stood.  That  is  my  position,  so  far  as  timber  limits  are  con¬ 
cerned.  The  Government  have  received  my  $250.  Let 
hon.  gentlemen  go  and  examine  the  books  and  they  will  find 
such  is  the  case ;  they  have  the  money  and  I  have  a  receipt. 
They  have  got  the  timber  limit  back,  after  I  have  spent 
money  in  buying  it,  and  have  spent  nine  weeks  of  my 
time  in  respect  of  it.  Did  I  make  anything  in  speculating 
in  timber  limits  in  the  North-West  ?  But  what  is  said 
about  the  hon.  gentleman  ?  He  bought  land  in  southern 
Manitoba.  I  have  been  told  by  gentlemen  from  that  section 
of  the  country  that  the  road  now  built  50  miles  is  not 
paying  running  expenses.  I  do  not  say  that  is  true  or  un¬ 
true,  but  I  heard  so.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Huron  (Mr. 
Cameron)  bought  land  for  $1  per  acre  in  southern  Manitoba, 
and  sold  it  to  an  hon.  member  of  this  House,  or  to  a  syndi¬ 
cate/at  $10  an  acre.  He  is  the  gentleman  who  has  specu¬ 
lated  ;  he  is  the  man  who  has  made  the  money  ;  and  yet  he 
is  the  party  who  stands  up  and  put  his  band  on  his  heart 
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and  speak  as  sanctimonious  as  a  Christian  in  denouncing 
others.  His  bank  account  shows  well ;  I  wish  I  had  specu¬ 
lated  as  he  has  done — it  would  be  a  good  thing  for  me.  An 
hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  has  been  mentioned  in  the 
press  in  a  way  I  am  sorry  to  see,  owing  to  the  transaction 
of  the  member  for  West  Huron  and  the  gentleman  in  front 
of  him.  I  have  never  been  accused  of  anything  of  that  kind ; 
I  have  never  in  my  speculations  to  put  any  one  in  the  courts, 
to  show  why  he  did  not  meet  his  engagements.  He  says,  so 
far  as  the  Government  is  concerned,  that  the  Government 
has  not  done  their  duty  to  the  North-West.  I  contend  they 
have,  and  that  there  is  no  people  in  the  known  world  who 
have  been  so  well  treated  as  the  people  of  the  North-West. 
They  have  got  every  favor  from  the  people  of  the  older 
parts  of  country,  and  I  believe  they  ought  to  be  satisfied. 
As  to  the  dissatisfaction  in  that  country,  I  believe  there  is  no 
tariff  that  has  done  so  much  to  produce  dissatisfaction  as  the 
speculators— the  men  who  have  gone  up  to  lend  money,  the 
men  who  get  hold  of  the  settlers’  patents.  I  will  be  bound 
to  say  to-day,  that  two-thirds  of  the  titles  in  that  country 
are  not  in  the  hands  of  the  settlers,  because  the  speculators 
have  got  them.  How  much  of  the  half-breed  scrip  has 
been  left  in  the  hands  of  the  half-breeds  ?  Half  of  it  has 
been  bought  by  speculators  like  the  hon.  gentleman,  yet  he 
talks  in  a  sanctimonious  and  an  apparently  honest  way  about 
corruption,  and  in  his  heart  he  knows  that  he  has  speculated 
himself,  and  to  his  own  advantage.  Ho  says  the  policy  of  the 
Government  has  hurt  the  settlers,  and  he  refers,  I  suppose, 
to  agricultural  implements.  Well,  Sir,  to-day,  in  Winnipeg, 
you  can  buy  agricultural  implements  as  cheap  as  you  can 
in  Ottawa,  than  you  could  two  years  ago.  I  will  be  bound 
to  say  that  you  can  buy  articles  manufactured  in  Brantford 
as  cheap  in  Winnipeg  as  you  can  in  Brantford,  with  a  differ¬ 
ence  for  freight,  and  4  or  5  per  cent,  extra.  1  contend  that 
the  Government  have  done  everything  they  could  to  build 
up  that  country,  and  particularly  southern  Manitoba. 
There  is  no  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House,  hardly,  but  has 
friends  and  relatives  in  southern  Manitoba,  and  we  are  all 
anxious  to  see  the  road  built  and  to  give  it  every  assistance 
we  can.  I  only  rose  to  say,  that  with  regard  to  this  timber 
limit  that  I  have  not  go  it,  that  it  is  not  in  my  possession, 
that  the  Government  have  it,  and  that,  whatever  money  has 
been  lost  in  connection  with  it,  has  been  lost  by  myself. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  hon.  member  for  Huron  said  that 
the  First  Minister  decried  the  country,  with  regard  to  the 
frosts  and  the  quality  of  the  soil,  and  now  the  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Hastings  (Mr.  White)  decries  his  timber  limits,  and 
says  that  they  are  not  worth  $250,  and  that  he  had  to  give 
it  back* 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  I  said  nothing  of  the  kind.  I 
said  that,  so  far  as  the  limit  was  concerned,  which  they  said 
showed  that  1  had  speculated  with  the  Government,  that 
sooner  than  be  twitted  about  it  1  had  surrendered  it.  I  said 
nothing  about  the  timber  or  the  land.  I  am  as  anxious 
as  you  are  about  the  prosperity  of  the  country,  and  if  you 
rose  to  make  that  statement  you  rose  to  make  a  statement 
which  is  not  true. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  do  not  think  anybody  would  wish  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  be  deprived  of  his  timber  limit  after  he 
got  it.  He  should  have  stuck  to  it  when  he  got  it,  perhaps 
as  a  favor,  as  he  might  as  well  have  kept  the  game  as  he 
gets  the  blame.  I  may  say  that  I,  along  with  those  who  have 
spoken  on  this  side,  am  in  favor  of  every  encouragement 
the  Government  may  see  fit  to  give  to  this  railway,  as  I 
believe  no  road  is  more  needed  in  that  country.  I  believe 
that  if  the  Government  had  done  its  duty,  the  Manitoba 
South-Western  Bailway  would  have  been  built  years  ago, 
and  that  hundreds  of  dissatisfied  people  who  went  across  the 
boundary  line  from  southern  Manitoba  would  have  been  in 
the  country  to-day.  I  believe  that  road  would  have  been 
built  had  it  not  been  for  the  action  of  bon,  gentlemen 
Mr,  White  (Hastings). 
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opposite  in  aiding  the  Canadian  Pacifio  Bailway  to  choke 
off  that  project.  The  First  Minister  stated  that  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Bailway  found  that  there  were  fears  that  some 
American  capitalists  were  interested  in  the  Manitoba 
South-Western,  and  that  they  also  feared  that  that  road 
might  come  to  be  a  competitor  with  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Bailway,  and  therefore  he  went  on  to  justify  the  action  of 
the  Government  in  not  encouraging  that  road  as  much  as 
they  should  have  done.  That  road  was  surveyed,  in  1879-80, 
for  285  miles,  and  the  lotation  for  51  miles  was  approved  of. 
Those  51  miles  were  built  within  one  year,  and  plans  were 
laid  before  the  Minister  of  Bail  ways  for  the  rest  of  the  road, 
but  he  would  not  approve  of  them,  and  consequently  the 
company  could  not  go  on.  While  this  was  going  on,  a 
little  double  shuffle  took  place,  which  ended  in  the  com¬ 
pany,  owing,  I  believe,  to  some  men  interested  in  a  rival 
company,  not  being  allowed  to  go  on  with  their  work. 
There  was  some  delay  took  place,  during  which  the  Cana¬ 
dian  Pacific  Bailway  surveyed  their  line  through  southern 
Manitoba,  practically  shutting  off  the  other  road.  The 
First  Minister  stated  that  he  gloried  in  the  fact  that  the 
railways  in  that  country  were  under  the  control  of  one 
company.  The  other  day,  the  hon.  member  for  Provencher 
(Mr.  Boyal)  spoke  of  the  trunk  lines  of  the  country  in  these 
words : 

“  Hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have  endeavored  to  show  that  the  policy 
of  the  Governnent  has  prevented  the  construction  of  branch  lines.  Well, 
how  is  it  that  this  very  scheme  is  now  proposed  at  the  request  of  those 
branch  line  companies?  Do  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  suppose  that  those 
companies  do  not  look  after  their  own  interests?  Do  they  think  those  com¬ 
panies  fo'get  that  there  is  only  one  trunk  line  of  railway  in  Manitoba  and 
the  North-Wesi  Territory  ?  Do  they  forget  that  the  branch  lines  will 
necessarily  have  to  make  freight  arrangements  with  the  trunk  line  ? 
They  know,  as  well  as  we  do,  that  such  is  the  case;  and  yet,  notwith¬ 
standing,  it  must  be  admitted  that  the  branch  lines  know  their  own 
interests  a  little  better  than  hon.  gentlemen  oppisite.1’ 

Now,  I  believe  that  is  the  great  reason  why  branch  lines 
have  not  been  built.  If  the  Government  would  grant 
charters  to  other  companies,  who  would  build  independent 
lines,  we  would  have  railway  facilities  without  land  grants 
from  this  Dominion.  But,  as  hon.  gentlemen  know,  the 
the  charters  in  that  Province  have  been  disallowed,  for  fear 
there  would  be  competition  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bail¬ 
way.  In  my  opinion,  the  policy  of  the  late  Mackenzie 
Administration  for  building  railways  in  that  country,  was 
the  true  policy,  and  I  believe  if  it  had  been  carried  out  we 
would  have  had  railway  communication  across  the  prairies 
long  before  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  will  have  it. 
As  for  the  need  of  a  railroad  in  southern  Manitoba,  it  can¬ 
not  be  over-estimated.  Settlers  who,  to  my  own  knowledge, 
went  in  there  four  or  five  years  ago,  with  the  expectation 
of  having  railway  communication  in  a  short  time,  broke  up 
large  tracts  of  land  and  sowed  their  grain,  and  have  had 
their  grain  lying  in  their  granaries  ever  since,  and  it  is 
worthless  without  railway  communication.  Last  year 
these  farmers  either  left  the  country  or  simply  rested  on 
their  oars,  in  the  hope  of  getting  railway  communication. 
A  deputation  from  southern  Manitoba,  consisting  of  Mr4 
Bogers  and  Mr.  McKay,  visited  Ottawa  and  waited  on  the 
Government,  and  also  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway 
authorities  ;  and  they  returned  under  the  impression  that 
such  aid  would  be  given  to  railway  companies  as  would 
secure  railway  communication  this  season.  They  also 
received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Stephen,  saying  that  if  certain 
concessions  were  given  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway, 
they  would  agree  to  build  this  road.  I  believe  this  depu¬ 
tation  wished  to  have  a  portion  of  the  old  South-Western 
and  a  portion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  South- 
Western  built.  Hon.  gentlemen  probably  know  that  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Bailway  Company  have  built  100 
miles  of  their  south  -  wostern  line  from  Winnipeg, 
and  that  51  miles  of  the  Manitoba  South  Western  are 
built.  I  would  like  to  know  whether  this  grant 
is  intended  for  the  old  Manitoba  South-Western  or 
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for  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  South-Western.  It  is 
very  necessary  that  we  should  have  some  information  on 
this  point.  During  the  discussion  that  took  place  last  night 
on  the  road  to  be  built  from  Medicine  Hat  to  the  Galt  coal 
mines,  the  hon.  member  for  North  Victoria  (Mr.  Cameron) 
used  the  same  arguments  as  the  hon.  member  for  Proven- 
cher  (Mr.  Royal).  He  stated  that,  having  only  one  railway 
in  that  country,  it  practically  governed  the  price  of  coal  to 
the  consumer  ;  and  yet,  with  such  arguments  coming  from 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  they  insist  on  retaining  this  power 
of  monopoly  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba.  The  hon.  mem¬ 
ber  for  Bast  Hastings  (Mr.  White)  has  stated  that  there 
are  no  people  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada  who  have  been 
used  as  the  people  of  Manitoba.  Ho  is  perfectly  right ;  I 
do  not  think  any  other  people  in  this  Dominion  have  been 
deprived  of  the  right  to  build  railways  in  their  own  Pro¬ 
vince.  I  know,  for  a  fact,  that  the  Emerson  and  North¬ 
western  Railway,  which  was  disallowed,  would  have  been 
built.  Although  it  had  no  land  grant,  15  miles  of  that 
road  had  been  graded,  and  it  would  have  been  a  competing 
line  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Your  loader  disallowed  two  Bills.  Ho 
said  there  was  no  use  of  any  Government  or  any  company 
undertaking  to  build  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  unless 
they  projected  the  traffic,  and  he  disallowed  both  Bills  or 
defeated  them  in  committee.  The  hon.  member  for  West 
Durham  knows  that  to  be  true. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  had  some  experience  of  that  kind  of 
action  with  a  Bill  I  introduced  this  Session,  for  the  purpose 
of  incorporating  a  railway  to  connect  with  other  lines,  to 
open  up  valuable  timber  limits  and  to  obtain  closer  commu¬ 
nication  with  the  Lake  of  the  Woods.  1  had  reason  to 
believe  that  that  Bill  would  pass.  The  House  had  assurances 
from  the  Minister  of  Railways,  a  little  over  a  yoar  ago,  that 
such  Bills  would  be  allowed  to  pass  the  House ;  and  resting 
on  that  assurance,  I  introduced  that  Bill,  and  was  very  much 
disappointed,  as  were  the  people  interested  in  it,  at  that 
charter  not  being  granted.  You  cannot  expect  any  men  to 
undertake  the  construction  of  a  branch  line  of  railway  if 
they  have  to  make  terms  with  the  lino  with  which  they 
expect  to  compete.  That  is  the  way  people  feel  in  the 
North-West.  However,  as  it  is  the  policy  of  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  opposite  not  to  allow  competition,  I  suppose  we 
shall  have  to  submit  quietly,  for  a  time ;  but  there  is 
a  great  deal  of  dissatisfaction  in  the  country.  Not 
only  the  Liberal  press,  but  tho  Conservative  press  of  Mani¬ 
toba,  has,  at  different  times,  denounced  both  the  land  and 
railway  policies  of  this  Government;  still,  the  Government 
will  not  yield  to  the  requirements  of  the  people  of  that  coun¬ 
try.  The  hon.  First  Ministor  stated  that  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  could  not  be  expected  to  build 
branch  lines,  because  the  resolutions  passed  a  little  over  a 
year  ago,  granting  $30,000,000  to  them,  would  not  allow  them 
to  spend  one  dollar  of  that  money  on  branch  lines.  I  voted 
against  those  resolutions  at  the  time,  and  I  claimed  that  it 
was  more  important  that  a  portion  of  that  money  should  be 
devoted  to  the  construction  of  "branch  lines  than  that  it 
should  be  devoted  wholly  to  tho  construction  of  the  main 
line.  The  money  spent  has  not  yet  been  enough  to  com¬ 
plete  the  main  line,  as  tho  company  are  about  to  ask  Par¬ 
liament  for  further  aid.  The  cost  of,  perhaps,  one  mile  of 
the  road  north  of  Lake  Superior,  would  build  ten  miles  in  the 
prairie  country,  which  would  be  of  infinitely  greater  value  to 
the  country,  as  a  whole  and  to  the  settlers  of  Manitoba. 
However,  I  have  certainly  no  objection  to  the  Government 
granting  most  liberal  aid  to  the  construction  of  any  branch 
lines  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba. 

Mr.  FARROW.  I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on  this 
resolution,  knowing  something  about  southern  Manitoba, 
and  the  character  and  circumstances  of  the  settlors  there. 
As  the  hon.  member  for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  has 
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stated,  a  great  many  of  them  have  gone  from  Huron  and 
Bruce  and  the  adjacent  county  of  Perth.  I  have  a  great 
many  relatives  there  myself.  I  visited  that  country  in 
1880,  and  I  saw  the  hon.  member  tor  South  Huron  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright),  and  also  the  hon.  member  for  West 
Huron,  there  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Both  speculating  ? 

Mr.  FARROW.  I  believe  they  engaged  legitimately  in 
speculation.  I  was  a  poor  man,  and  had  no  money  for 
speculation  myself.  I  think  their  speculations  wero  legiti¬ 
mate;  all  I  think  they  wore  wrong  in,  was  in  blaming  tho 
Government  for  not  building  a  railway  to  enhance  tho  value 
of  their  speculation.  My  hon.  lriond  from  Hastings  is  more 
modest.  He  has  got  a  timber  limit,  but  he  is  not  blaming 
the  Government  for  not  building  a  railway  to  it. 
I  think  there  is ;  I  say  that  their  speculations  were  legiti¬ 
mate.  I  do  not  blame  them.  If  I  had  money,  I  would 
have  speculated  in  the  same  way ;  the  speculations  were 
open  to  any  man.  I  am  in  accord  Avith  this  resolution.  A 
great  deal  has  been  said  about  grievances  in  the  North- 
West.  I  believe  I  receive  as  many  letters  from  southern 
Manitoba  as  any  hon.  gentleman,  for  many  of  my  own  con¬ 
stituents  in  the  east  riding  of  Huron  have  gone  there,  with 
many  of  whom  I  am  intimately  acquainted.  I  know  Mr. 
George  McKenzie  very  well,  and  Mr.  John  Robertson,  and 
I  am  very  sorry  that  tho  hon.  member  for  West  Huron 
(Mr.  Cameron)  has,  I  will  not  say  intontionally,  misrepre¬ 
sented  their  cases,  but  I  will  touch  upon  that  a  little  later. 
I  have  asked  these  men,  personally,  I  have  asked  them  by 
letter,  what  grievances  they  have,  and  they  said  they  have 
no  grievance,  as  regards  the  price  of  agricultural  imple¬ 
ments,  for  they  can  buy  them  there  cheaper  than 
they  could  in  Ontario,  but  they  have  a  grievance,  and 
that  is  the  want  of  a  railway.  I  have  come  in 
contact  with  them,  as  they  have  visited  my  place  on  short 
visits,  and  I  said  to  them  :  You  have  only  been  out  there 
since  1879  or  1880,  but  when  did  you  come  into  tho  county 
of  Huron  ?  They  said  :  Wo  came  there  in  1856,  when  it 
was  al  l  bush  ;  and  I  asked  them  :  How  did  you  struggle  on 
without  a  railway  for  twenty-five  years  ?  And  yet  you 
complain  bocause  you  have  not  a  railway  out  there,  although 
that  country  has  not  been  opened  up  for  fivo  years  ?  They 
could  not  answer  mo.  Why  did  not  you  rebel  against  tho 
Government  of  Ontario,  I  said,  when  you  wore  twenty-five 
years  without  a  railway  ?  Oh,  they  answered,  we  are  dif¬ 
ferently  situated  now.  I  know  one  man  who  has  gone 
there  from  my  neighborhood,  three  years  ago,  and  ho  had 
2,500  bushels  No.  2  spring  wheat  in  his  granary,  and  it  is 
there  to-day. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Why  is  it  there  ? 

Mr.  FARROW.  I  am  going  to  tell  you.  He  said :  I  have 
a  team  worth  $500,  but  if  I  take  the  team  to  carry  tho  grain 
to  Brandon  it  would  kill  the  team,  and  rather  than  lose  the 
team  I  would  let  tho  grain  rot  in  my  barn.  The  great  cry 
out  there  is  for  a  railway,  and  I  am  glad  by  those  resolu¬ 
tions  they  are  going  to  get  it.  But  I  want  to  know 
whether  this  will  build  the  railway,  and  will  it  bo  built  now. 
These  are  the  two  groat  points  :  YVill  this  grant  of  6,400 
acres  per  mile - 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  9,600  acres. 

Mr.  FARROW.  Well,  if  it  is  9,600  acres  it  will  more 
than  build  any  road  through  there.  If  I  had  the  capital,  I 
would,  from  the  knowledge  I  have  of  that  country,  take  that 
land  to-morrow  and  build  the  road,  and  equip  and  run  it, 
inside  of  a  year.  There  is  no  question  about  these  men 
wanting  a  railway  and  they  must  have  it.  The  hon.  member 
for  West  Huron  (Mr.  Cameron)  is  almost  equal  to  any  task. 
I  have  met  him  on  political  platforms,  and  some  times  ho 
thought  it  convenient  to  keep  away,  but  he  is  equal  to  any 
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occasion  ;  he  can  make  black  appear  white  or  white  black. 
Did  he  not  say  that  George  Mackenzie  had  left  the  country. 

Mr.  WHITE.  Yes,  and  never  returned. 

Mr.  FAEEOW.  George  Mackenzie  has  a  very  fine  pro¬ 
perty  in  southern  Manitoba  and  he  has  erected  on  it  a  fine 
building,  and  has  returned  to  his  business  in  Goderich,  as  a 
hardware  merchant.  I  know  of  a  man  who  was  out  there 
for  a  year;  he  broke  up  a  small  portion  of  land,  some  60 
acres,  and  has  rented  that  clearance  for  $180  a  year,  and 
returned  home  to  Ontario. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Hastings).  He  has  not  gone  to  the  States. 

Mr.  FAEEOW.  I  will  deal  with  this  matter.  I  know 
most  of  those  people  in  southern  Manitoba.  My  friend, 
Mr.  Eobertson,  is  what  I  call  a  noted  character ;  he  is  a 
relative  of  my  hon.  friend  from  East  York  (Mr.  Mackenzie), 
a  cousin  of  his,  and  I  know  of  two  boys  who  went  there, 
one  of  whom  unfortunately  got  an  odd  numbor  and  the 
other  an  even  number.  I  suggested  :  Why  did  you  not  both 
get  on  an  even-numbered  section  ;  did  you  not  know  the 
odd-numbered  sections  are  set  apart  lor  the  railway  ?  But 
they  wanted  to  be  together.  One  of  thoso  boys  has  made 
$2,500  worth  of  improvements  on  his  property,  and  I  would 
advise  the  Govei’nment  that  these  men  who  went  there  as 
early  as  1881,  and  many  of  them  sold  good  places  in  Ontario 
and  put  their  money  into  the  country,  and  have  borne  the 
heat  and  the  burden  of  the  day,  should  have  their  lands  at  a 
reasonable  figure.  I  say  that  tho  Government,  in  making 
this  grant,  should  see  that  those  settlors  will  have  the  lands 
at  a  reasonable  figuro.  One  dollar  an  acre  has  been  men¬ 
tioned,  and  I  think  ti  is  plenty  for  these  men  to  pay.  They 
have  been  the  pioneers, the  men  who  have  set  a  good  example, 
who  have  shown  that  [this  is  a  country  flowing  with  milk 
and  honey,  so  far  as  grain-raising  is  concerned. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  grain  must  be  in  the 
milk. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No;  it  is  tho  man  who  is  in  the  milk. 

Mr.  FAEEOW.  I  know  that  some  of  these  men  have 
raised  30  to  40  bushels  of  spring  wheat  to  the  acre,  and 
40  bushels  of  barley,  and  80  bushels  of  oats;  and  really 
these  crops  are  something  tremendous,  compared  with  the 
yield  we  get  in  even  some  of  the  bost  parts  of  Ontario.  I 
was  going  to  say  that  I  hoped  the  Government  will  make 
strong  and  fast  terms  with  the  Canada  Pacific  Eailway,  or 
whatever  company  is  going  to  get  this  land.  I  believe  the 
want  of  a  railway  is  the  only  grievance  these  people  have. 
That  is  all  they  have  represented  to  me.  As  to  the  hon. 
member  for  West  Huron  saying  that  50  per  cent,  of  the 
people  had  left  the  country,  I  am  in  a  position  to  say  that 
is  a  very  extraordinary  statement.  1  have  made  it  my 
businoss  to  ask  different  parties  with  whom  I  have 
come  in  contact,  both  personally  and  by  letter,  and 
they  have  told  me  that  in  their  special  neighborhood, 
inside  ranges  19  to  25,  west  of  tho  prime  meridian,  in  the 
Turtle  Mountain  district,  very  few  have  left  the  country, 
but  the  great  grievance  is  the  railway.  I  am  very  glad  this 
resolution  has  come  down.  I  am  glad  it  is  so  liberal.  I 
know  there  is  enough  in  it  to  build  the  railway.  If  1 
were  a  capitalist,  I  would  be  glad  to  take  the  land  and  build 
a  first-class  road,  and  I  do  not  see  why  the  money  cannot  be 
raised  to  build  such  a  road.  I  believe  it  can  bo  raisod,  and  if 
the  Government  stick  to  the  company,  no  doubt  it  will  be 
built.  The  settlers  have  only  this  grievance,  and  if  it  is 
built,  there  will  be  a  happy  southern  Manitoba. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  sure  the  hon.  gentlemen,  whom  the 
hon.  member  for  Huron  (Mr.  Farrow)  supports,  will  have 
listened,  with  interest  and  attention,  to  some  of  the  obser¬ 
vations  ho  made,  and  which,  if  he  will  permit  mo  to  say  so, 
strongly  supported  some  of  the  arguments  I  have  been  pre¬ 
senting,  in  the  effort  to  persuade  the  committee  that  there 
Mr.  Farrow. 


were  questions  to  be  considered  in  reference  to  this  resolu¬ 
tion.  In  the  first  place,  the  hon.  member  for  Huron  said 
the  grievance  was  the  railway,  and  that  was  the  only  griev¬ 
ance,  and  he  pointed  out  that  it  was  rather  an  unreasonable 
grievance.  He  pointed  out  that,  when  he  and  others  went 
into  Huron,  they  struggled  for  twenty-fivo  years  in 
the  bush  without  a  railway.  No  doubt  they  did,  but 
the  railway  era,  the  railway  age,  came  on,  and 
those  who  left  a  country  which  had  railway 
accommodation  and  went  into  the  North-West,  in 
the  expectation  that  they  would  have  railway  accommo¬ 
dation  there,  under  the  pledges  and  promises  that  railways 
would  permeate  that  country,  who  were  told  that  in  modern 
times  immigration  is  to  be  aided  by  the  railway  being  ahead 
of  the  immigrant,  and  who  found  that  the  great  distances 
they  were  from  the  market  so  materially  affected  tho  price 
of  their  grain  that  it  was  absolutely  vital  to  them  to  get  a 
railway,  might  naturally  be  very  much  aggrieved  if  they 
were  kept  five  years  waiting  for  a  railway,  after  they  were 
promised  it,  more  than  tho  settlers  in  Huron  would  be,  who 
went  in  there  25  years  before,  without  the  promise  of  a  rail¬ 
way,  and  when  there  was  but  little  railway  accommodation 
in  the  country  at  all  But  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  before  us.  Wo  are  not  discussing  the  conditions 
under  which  the  old  settlers  went  into  the  country,  but  we 
are  discussing  the  present  railway  policy  in  the  North- 
West.  Wo  are  considering  the  present  by  the  light  of  the 
past,  and  it  is  the  admitted  policy  of  Canada  that  the  North- 
West,  if  it  is  to  prosper,  is  to  have  local  railways.  There¬ 
fore,  there  is  no  use  in  discussing  the  question  as  the  hon. 
member  for  Huron  did  in  that  part  of  his  argument.  Ho 
said  they  wero  unreasonable  in  expecting  railways.  I  say 
they  were  reasonable  ;  I  say  that  for  them  the  railway  was 
a  reasonable  and  necessary  expectation ;  I  say,  that 
without  that  expectation  and  without  the  promise  and 
the  public  pledge  made  by  persons  in  whom  they  had 
reason  to  confide,  that  there  would  be  railways  built  there, 
many  of  them  would  not  have  gone  ;  we  would  not  have 
had  them  in  there,  and  you  will  not  got  moro  in,  except 
upon  the  expectation  and  pledge  of  railway  development. 
Then  he  says  he  wants  to  see  that  the  railway  will  be 
assured,  though  he  thinks  they  are  unreasonable  in  com¬ 
plaining  that  they  have  been  without  the  railway  for  five 
years,  when  they  were  twenty-five  years  in  Huron  without 
one.  He  admits  that  it  is  a  necessity,  not  only  for  them, 
but  also  to  ensure  settlement,  and  he  says  it  is  wanted  surely 
and  speedily.  Well,  I  am  with  him  in  that,  and  my  doubt 
is,  that  the  hon.  gentleman,  whose  knowledge  of  railway 
building  I  do  not  dispute,  whose  capacity  to  value  lands  I 
do  not  deny,  whose  power  to  judge  of  the  availability  of  a 
railway  grant  I  do  not  at  all  depreciate,  is,  unfortunately, 
at  issue  with  Mr.  Yan  Horne  and  with  Mr.  Stephen  on  the 
subject.  I  have  read  tho  statement  of  Mr.  Yan  Horne,  in 
September  last,  that  if  he  got  the  free  grant  of  land  he  was 
not  at  all  sanguine  that  he  would  be  able  to  build  this  line. 
He  says:  I  will  try  to  build  it,  but  I  am  not  sanguine. 
Mr.  Stephen  went  to  England,  as  I  find  from  those 
papers,  to  see  if  he  could  obtain  the  capital,  and 
I  find  no  report  from  him,  and  no  report  from  Mr. 
Yan  Horne  that  he  had  obtained  it.  1  find  that  in 
September  this  took  place,  and  now,  in  the  month  of 
June,  I  find  no  information  that  the  effort  which  was  made 
last  fall  to  get  English  capital  on  the  basis  of  this  land 
grant  is  successful.  I  would  explain  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
how  it  comes  to  be  9,600  acres  a  mile.  There  was  an  ori¬ 
ginal  grant  of  6,400  acres  a  mile,  at  $1  an  acre,  and  there 
were  50  miles  built  under  that.  Tho  company  has  100 
miles  to  build.  Tho  Government  has  agreed  to  give  6,400 
a  mile  for  that  100  miles,  and  on  the  construction  of  that 
100  miles  to  give  6,400  acres  a  mile  for  the  50  miles  that 
they  have  constructed.  That  makes  about  9,600  acres  a 
mile  for  the  construction  of  the  100  miles,  besides  the  50 
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miles  already  built.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  this  grant 
will  build  a  first-class  railway,  but  Mr.  Yan  Horne  is  not 
sanguine  as  to  its  being  built.  On  the  18th  March,  I  find 
Mr.  Stephen  saying  to  the  Prime  Minister,  and  the  Prime 
Minister  laying  the  letter  on  the  Table  about  a  month  ago, 
that  if  he  gets  all  he  asks  from  Government  and  from 
Parliament,  which  ho  does  not  get,  because  the  proposals 
made  by  the  Government  are  different  from  what  Mr. 
Stephen  asks,  he  will  undertake  to  build  the  Manitoba 
South-Western.  It  is  clear  that  he  had  not  got,  on  the 
18th  March,  an  independent  basis  upon  which  ho  could 
build  the  Manitoba  South-Western,  but  if  you  pour  into  tho 
Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  Company  tho  resources  I  ask,  he 
says,  I  will  agree  to  build  the  Manitoba  South-Western.  That 
is  the  evidence,  and  in  connection  with  the  hon.  gentleman,  I 
raiso  my  humble  voice  to  demand  such  reasonable  assurance, 
based  upon  the  statements  of  Mr.  Yan  Horne  and  Mr. 
Stephen,  and  of  the  two  corporations,  that  we  aro  to  got  the 
railway  surely,  as  I  agree  with  him  we  ought  to  get  it,  with 
this  grant.  For,  what  are  the  prospects  of  the  North-West 
at  largo  ?  What  can  we  honestly  say  about  the  prospects  of 
tho  North-West  at  large,  if,  in  an  old  settled,  a  fertile,  a 
favored  section  of  tho  country,  a  free  grant  of  9,600  acres  a 
mile,  along  tho  line  of  the  railway,  and  every  acre  to  be 
fairly  fit  for  settlement.,  is  not  sufficient  encouragement  to 
enable  you  to  build  a  railway  in  that  part  ?  If  that  cannot 
be  done,  what  is  the  future  of  the  North-West  ? 

Mr.  FARROW.  It  can  be  done. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  says  it  can  be  done, 
but  those  who  ask  for  the  aid  say  they  doubt  it.  Tho  hon. 
gentleman  adverted  to  another  thing,  to  the  low  price  of 
Jands  which  he  thought  ought  to  exist  for  the  settlers,  and 
ho  pointed  out  difficulties  that  had  ensued  by  reason  of  those 
men  taking  up  odd  and  even  sections.  What  was  more 
natural  in  that  country  than  that  men  should  desire  to  be 
near  one  another  ?  That  meu  of  the  same  family  or  of  the 
same  neighborhood  should  feel,  when  they  were 
going  into  remote  country,  almost  alone,  without  the 
advantages  of  schools  or  churches  and  without  that  usual 
admixture  that  they  had  in  the  happy  county  of  Huron, 
as  it  has  been  in  these  later  days,  with  its  villages,  with  its 
schools,  with  its  churches,  with  its  railways,  and  so  forth, 
that  they  should  cling  to  the  notion  :  Well,  at  any  rate,  we, 
old  friend,  old  ally,  old  neighbor  in  the  bush,  brother, 
cousin,  father,  will  stick  together.  I  feel  for  those  who 
took  the  risk  of  settling  on  an  odd  section  to  get  noar  their 
brother  on  the  even  section,  and  I  always  felt  that  reserv¬ 
ing  large  blocks,  under*  the  system  of  alternate  sections,  in 
advance  of  a  railway,  in  a  fertile  country,  was  one,  unless 
there  wero  circumstances  to  enable  individuals  to  settle 
together,  which  would  give  rise  to  great  difficulties.  I  want 
something  to  be  done  in  connection  with  this  which  will 
ensure  that  the  same  difficulties  shall  not  subsist  along 
the  line  of  the  Manitoba  South-Western  and  these  other 
roads.  The  Government  aro  going  to  give  the  free  grant 
along  tho  line  of  these  railways,  so  far  as  they 
are  unsettled.  I  want  to  be  assured  that  the  odd 
sections  may  be  purchased  at  a  reasonable  price,  so 
that  those  people  may  settle  together,  and  I  think  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  agree  with  mo  that  that  is  reasonable. 
I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  will  agree  with  mo  that  it  is 
reasonable.  Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  intond  to  enter  into  tho 
argument  of  the  First  Minister.  He  gavo  us  a  very  admir¬ 
able  discourse,  delivered  with  great  powor  of  voice,  great 
freedom  of  uttorance,  groat  eloquence,  and  somo  latitude  of 
statement,  upon  tho  subject  of  a  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
He  argued  as  to  the  prospects  of  that  road,  as  to  the  position 
of  (hat  road,  as  to  the  difficulties  of  that  road,  in  a  manner 
which,  I  think,  deserves,  as  it  has  received,  some  and  sufficient 
dissection  from  my  hon.  friend  from  Huron.  Ho  pointed 
out  the  depreciating  procoss  that  had  gone  on  in  many 


rospects  with  reference  to  the  prospects  of  the  r*oad,  as  ho 
said,  from  a  hostile  press  in  Canada,  and  which  had  been 
repeated  and  exaggerated  in  England.  I  need  not  to-day,  I 
suppose,  tell  this  House  what  I  have  frequently  told  it 
before,  of  my  opinions  as  to  the  nature  of  the  contract,  and  the 
prospects  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  under  this  contract. 
They  have  been  frequently  stated,  and  I  abide  by  them  still, 
as  the  condition  of  things  at  the  time  they  were  uttered. 
Last  Session  and  the  Session  before  I  was  obliged  to 
point  out  how  these  prospects  had  been  clouded  and,  to 
some  extent,  marred,  by  what  I  thought  was  the  mistaken 
policy  of  the  Government  and  the  policy  of  tho  railway 
company  together.  But  the  hon.  gentleman  adverted  to 
the  policy  of  which  I  spoke — a  policy  of  vigorous  action  in 
the  prairio,  and  cautious  and  tentative  action  with  reference 
to  the  ends  of  the  line,  and  he  denounced  that  as  a  policy 
unworthy  of  a  statesman,  and  that  statement  is  cheered  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  Ho  also  objected  to  my  saying 
that  the  policy  of  the  Government  hadi  been  vascillating, 
rash  and  inconsistent.  Well,  now,  does  the  hon.  gentleman 
recollect  what  his  colleague,  tho  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
thought  of  his  policy  in  the  year  1873  ?  Does  he  recollect 
the  view  that  he  took  as  to  (he  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
policy  at  that  time  ?  Does  ho  recollect  tho  published  letters 
that  he  wrote  with  reference  to  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way  policy?  Why,  Sir,  he  very  much  dissented  from  tho 
policy  of  tho  hon.  gentleman.  I  have  here  an  article  from 
tho  Montreal  Gazette ,  of  12th  July,  1873,  an  editorial  article, 
speaking  of  the  views  of  Senator  McPherson,  in  tho  follow¬ 
ing  language: — 

“  The  question  of  policy  could  not  be  affected  by  the  fact  of  whether 
he  (Maepherson)  was  president,  or  Sir  Hugh  Allan  president,  of  the  com¬ 
pany  to  construct  the  railway  ;  and  we  have  here  another  illustration 
of  Mr.  Macpber3on’s  disingenuousness  in  the  whols  matter.  So  long  as 
he  thought  there  was  any  chance  of  securing  for  himself  the  chief  pos¬ 
ition  in  connection  with  the  company,  he  steadfastly  advocated  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  railway  by  means  of  a  company.  The  very  moment 
that  he  found  that  his  own  vanity  wa3  not  to  be  ministered  unto,  that 
instant  he  threw  what  influence  he  had  possessed — which,  thank  God,  is 
not  very  great — in  obstructing  the  enterprise  which  he  professed  to 
desire  to  promote,  and  into  urging  a  policy  which  he  did  not  for  a 
moment  think  of  while  the  thinking  of  it  might  have  secured  its  adop¬ 
tion.  The  letter  will  not  certainly  add  much  to  the  personal  or  public 
character  of  Senator  Maepherson,  while  it  will  expose  to  the  world  the 
motives  which  govern  his  extraordinary  conduct  in  the  Senate  during 
the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  and  will  render  harmless  any  further 
efforts  that  he  may  may  make  in  the  same  direction. 

There  was  the  view  of  a  Conservative  newspaper  on  the 
subject  of  Senator  Macpherson’s  views,  the  gentleman  who 
is  now  Minister  of  Interior,  with  reference  to  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  policy  of  the  Government  in  1873. 
Now,  I  come  down  to  the  year  1877,  whon  Senator  Maepher¬ 
son  had  become  reconciled  to  the  hon,  gentleman,  and  sus¬ 
tained  him  in  tho  Senate  ;  and  what  did  ho  think  about  the 
Pacific  policy  thon  ?  Why,  Sir,  I  have  here  a  pamphlet 
which  was  circulated  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  by  tens  of 
thousands  in  the  year  1878,  and  was,  in  fact,  their  platform 
at  that  election.  They  have  even  boasted  that  it  was  the 
moans  by  which  they  largely  carried  the  country,  and  the 
Senator  was  rewarded  shortly  afterwards  by  a  seat  in  the 
Cabinet  for  his  exertions  duiung  that  campaign.  What  did 
he  say,  in  the  year  1877,  upon  that  subject  ? 

“  Then,  with  respect  to  the  maia  line,  the  Government  saw  fit  to 
commence  it  on  the  section  betwesn  Thunder  Bay — or,  rather,  between 
Fort  William,  on  the  banks  of  the  Kaministiquia,  six  or  eight  miles  from 
Thunder  Bay,  on  Lake  Superior—  md  the  Red  River,  a  distance  of  410 
miles,  through  a  wilderness,  no  oart  of  which,  worth  mentioning, 
according  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Sindford  Fleming,  Chief  Engineer  of 
the  railway,  is  fit  for  settlment.  Mr.  Fleming’s  evidence  upon  the  sub¬ 
ject  is  in  full  accord  with  that  of  al  1  other  persons  who  have  visited  the 
region.  It  abounds  in  small  lakes,  quagmires  and  rock.  Through  a 
considerable  part  of  tli9  country  the  construction  of  the  railway  will  be 
difficult,  and  costly,  there  being  much  rock  cutting  and  some  tunnelling. 
When  finished  it  will  only  be  a  s»  nmer  road,  open  for  five  months  in 
the  year,  and  run  at  an  enormous  loss  to  the  country.  Long  before  it  is 
finished  the  American  line  from  Oiiluth  to  Pembina,  on  the  frontier  of 
Manitoba,  is  certain  to  be  compljjed,  and  will  be  open  vid  St.  Paul  all 
I  the  year  around.” 
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There,  Sir,  when  an  honest  effort  was  being  made  to  con¬ 
struct  that  line,  which  was  material,  in  order  to  give  con¬ 
nection  between  tho  great  North-West  and  the  Canadian 
soaboard,  in  order  to  enable  the  people,  in  the  season  of 
emigration,  to  go  to  the  North-West  by  our  own  lines, 
through  our  own  country,  from  Port  Arthur  to  Winnipeg, 
and  in  order  to  enable  tho  grain  to  come  down  to  Port 
Arthur  and  through  the  lakes  to  Montreal,  that  was  the 
statement  which  the  hon.  gentleman  sent  out  to  the  country, 
endorsed  by  their  imprimatur,  written  by  the  man  whom 
they  afterwards  rewarded,  by  taking  him  into  the  Cabinet, 
as  to  the  prudence  of  the  expenditure  for  completing  that  link 
in  the  through  line.  How  good  does  that  look  for  the  great 
national  enterprise  ?  How  good  does  that  look  for  the 
encouragement  of  a  through  line,  for  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Eailway  to  represent  to  the  people  that  it  was  an 
injurious  and  improper  thing  to  build  that  link  from  Port 
Arthur  to  Winnipeg?  But  the  hon.  gentleman  has  com¬ 
plained  of  my  policy-— which  he  has  not  accurately  stated. 
I  never  proposed  to  Parliament,  nor  to  any  portion  of  the 
people,  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  as  a  through  lino, 
should  be  abandoned.  I  declared  that  tho  ends  of  it  should 
be  postponed,  and  that  the  centre  was  the  part  which 
demanded  our  first,  our  earliest,  our  most  active  exertions ; 
and  in  that  view  I  think  I  shall  bo  found  to  bo  sustained  by 
more  than  the  opinions  which  I  have  read.  I  have  shown 
you  that  Senator  Macpherson  was  largely  of  that  view  in  the 
pamphlet  from  which  1  havo  read  to  you,  in  the  year  1877, 
as  to  the  construction  of  the  piece  from  Port  Arthur  to 
Winnipeg. 

The  committee  rose,  and  it  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker 
loft  tho  Chair. 

After  Recess. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  resolutions 
respecting  land  grants  to  North-West  railways. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  BLAIvE.  When  you  left  the  Chair,  Sir,  I  was  point¬ 
ing  out  that  the  policy  which  tho  Liberal  party  had  advo¬ 
cated,  with  respect  to  the  construction  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway,  was  a  policy  which  was  not  confined  to 
them  exclusively.  But  others,  besides  themselves,  had 
entertained  those  reasonable  views,  and  I  had  promised  to 
give  you  some  proof  of  that  statement.  I  had  referred  to 
the  utterances  of  a  distinguished  member  of  tho  present 
Cabinet  at  an  earlier  period  in  the  history  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway  discussion,  namely,  in  the  year  1873.  But 
I  pass  to  a  later  era,  to  the  period  of  1877  and  of  1878, 
wlion  Mr.  Mackenzie’s  policy  had  been  inaugurated,  and 
when  both  parties  wero  preparing  for  the  struggle  which 
was  to  take  place  in  1878,  and  I  ask,  what  was  the  policy, 
at  that  time,  of  many  distinguished  persons,  who  now,  and  of 
late  years,  have  decried  the  policy  which  I  have  alluded  to 
as  a  sound  one,  in  language  something  like  that  which  the 
First  Minister  employed  this  afternoon,  decrying  it  and 
denouncing  it  as  an  unreasonable  and  insensate,  mean  and 
contracted  policy.  Allow  me  to  read  a  few  words  which  wore 
spoken  in  1877  : 

“  But,  surely  the  whole  expenditure  between  Lake  Superior  and  the 
Bed  River  is  premature  and  unwise.  That  section  of  the  railway  will 
cost  not  les3  than  twenty  millions  of  dollars  ;  the  interest  will  be  one 
milliou  of  dollars  a  year,  and  with  the  loss  ot  working  the  road  (which 
I  shall  not  venture  to  estimate),  will  amount  to  an  enormous  sum  to  be 
borne  by  the  tax-payers  of  this  Dominion.  I  may  say  my  own  opinion 
has  always  been  that  we  should  have  been  content,  for  a  time,  to  use  the 
United  States  lines  for  our  all-rail  route  to  Manitoba,  and  begin  our 
Pacific  Sailway  at  Pembina,  thence  to  Winnipeg,  and  on  through  Mani¬ 
toba  and  the  North-West,  combining  with  its  construction  a  comprehen¬ 
sive  and  attractive  scheme  of  immigration,  under  which  immigrants 
would  be  assured  of  employment  and  land— employment  first,  and  land 
afterwards.” 

Mr.  Blake. 
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I  bear  some  hon.  gentleman  cheer  that  anti-national  senti¬ 
ment,  that  unpatriotic  sentiment,  that  United  States  senti¬ 
ment,  and  I  might  almost  say,  that  annexation  sentiment. 
The  words  I  am  reading  are  the  words  of  Senator  Mac¬ 
pherson, 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  You  followed  in  the  same  channel. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  was  a  little  before  him. 

Mr.  McCALLUM.  And  you  followed  him. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  following  him  now  with  a  sharp 
stick  : 

“The  lands  retained  by  the  Government  in  the  North-West,  owing  to 
the  settlement  of  adjoining  lands,  would  have  beeu  enhanced  in  value, 
and  their  sale  would  have  provided  funds  to  aid  in  extending  the  rail¬ 
way,  as  required,  without  over-burdening  the  Dominion  exchequer.  In 
this  way  the  Canadiau  Pacific  Railway,  east  of  the  Rocky  Mountains, 
could  have  been  built  as  fast  as  required,  for  very  little  money,  and  our 
prairie  country  would  have  become  quickly  peopled.  A  similar  course, 
as  far  as  adaptable  to  British  Columbia,  might  have  been  pursued  in  that 
Province  ;  and  when  the  Government  decided  to  build  the  road  as  a 
public  work,  no  reasonable  objection  could  be  urged  against  this  policy. 
Had  it  been  followed,  the  Dominion,  from  the  Atlantic  t,o  the  Pacific, 
would  have  been  more  prosperous  than  it  is  to-day.  We  should  have 
been  free  from  the  heavy  engagements  that  weigh  upon  us,  and  free, 
also,  from  the  financial  peril  that  stares  us  in  the  face— imminent  if 
not  inevitable.  Our  expenditure,  to  this  time,  upon  the  railway,  would 
have  been  comparatively  small,  and  would  increase  only  as  might  be 
convenient,  for  it  would  be  subject  to  our  own  control.  As  it  is,  the 
outlay  in  connection  with  the  Pacific  Railway  to  30th  June,  1876, 
(according  to  the  Public  Accounts),  amounts  to  the  large  sum  of 
$6,254,280.”  . 

With  those  words,  expressive  of  his  policy,  with  those 
remonstrances  against  an  enormous  and  inordinate  expendi¬ 
ture  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  with  those  alarms 
and  apprehensions  of  tho  consequences  to  this  Dominion  of 
expending  money  at  so  rapid  a  rate,  did  Senator  Macphor- 
son  address  the  electors  of  Canada,  prior  to  the  general 
elections  of  1878 ;  and  with  these  viows  distributed  broad¬ 
cast  throughout  the  country  did  the  Conservative  party 
endeavor  to  succeed,  and  they  did  succeed,  in  carrying  the 
popular  vote,  so  far  as  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  policy 
was  concerned.  It  was  the  common  policy,  at  that  time,  of 
both  parties,  not  to  increase  the  taxes  of  this  country  or  its 
burdens,  in  order  to  build  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  and, 
as  I  have  shown,  tho  Minister  of  tho  Interior  pointed  out 
that  $ ',250,000  was  a  very  large  expenditure,  and  that  the 
hon.  member  for  East  York  was  going  too  fast  and  too  far 
in  incurring  that  expenditure  in  building  the  road,  from  a 
financial  point  of  view.  In  his  view  we  ought  to  limit  that 
expenditure;  we  ought  to  proceed,  with  respect  to  tho  ends 
of  the  roads,  cautiously ;  we  ought  to  develop  tho  country  and 
ought  to  make  a  backbono  for  tho  road  ;  we  ought  to  attend 
to  that,  in  tho  first  instance ;  and  in  that  view  I  heartily 
concur;  for,  as  I  have  said,  it  was  my  view  before 
the  hon.  gentleman  expressed  it,  and  it  has  continued  to 
be  my  view  since.  But  since  that  time,  how  have  those 
alarms  and  apprehensions  been  realised  in  his  practice  and 
in  the  practice  of  the  Government.  We  havo  taken,  in 
increased  and  added  taxes,  $20,000,000  to  build  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Eailway,  according  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s  policy, 
and  we  have  borrowed  or  are  borrowing  or  engaging  for 
close  upon  $100,000,000  for  their  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
policy.  Contrast  that  state  of  things  with  the  state  of  things 
which  the  Minister  of  Interior  deplored  as  being  calculated 
to  produce  serious  results  to  the  Dominion,  when  the  hon. 
Senator  felt  so  keenly  about  $6,250,000  having  been  expended 
during  many  years  on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway ; — 
when  ho  felt  so  much  what  is  a  trifle  more  than  a  year’s 
interest  on  the  sum  for  which  we  stand  at  present  engaged 
to  pay,  or  have  actually  paid,  in  respect  of  that  enterprise. 
It  is  all  very  well  for  the  First  Minister  to  talk  of  depres¬ 
sion  in  American  railway  securities  being  the  reason  of  tho 
depression  ;  but  the  cause,  and  tho  main  cause,  of  tho 
depression  in  Canada,  to-day,  is  his  policy,  and  it  is  very 
largely  duo  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  policy  itself, 
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to  a  policy  which  abstracted  from  the  Custom  house 
$20,000,000  to  build  that  road,  collecting  nearly 
$30,000,000  out  the  pockets  of  the  people,  and  taxing 
our  credit  and  borrowing  powers  to  a  very  heavy  extent, 
for  almost  uncounted  millions  more.  Then,  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  presented  to  Parliament  an  account  of  tho  prospects  of 
the  railway  in  his  own  exuberant  stylo.  I  think  no  greater 
harm  can  be  done  to  Canada,  so  far  as  its  interests  are 
bound  up  in  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  itself,  than  are  such  statements  as 
the  First  Minister  made  this  afternoon.  When  you  find  an 
hon.  gentleman  occupying  the  responsible  position  of  First 
Minister  of  Canada  deliberately  declaring,  on  the  floor  of 
Parliament,  that  tho  position  of  that  enterprise  is  such  that 
it  will  bo  able  to  carry  freight  from  one  side  of  the  con¬ 
tinent  to  the  other,  at  one-quartor  the  rates  at  which  other 
systems  of  through  lines  carry  freight,  you  have  a  state¬ 
ment  made  which  every  man,  in  the  slightest  degree 
familiar  with  the  subject,  knows  to  be  wholly  unfounded, 
which  will  be  laughed  at  in  railway  circles,  from  one  end  of 
the  country  to  the  other,  if  they  think  it  worth  while  to 
tako  notice  of  it  at  all.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  very 
little  about  it,  if  ho  really  believes  that  tho  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  system,  in  consequence  of  its  being 
ono  corporation,  from  ocean  to  ocean — but  it  is 
not  so,  and  the  hon.  gentleman’s  proposal  will  not  make  it 
one  corporation — will  have  the  effect  of  enabling  it  to  save 
three  -  quarters  of  the  cost  of  carrying  freight;  The 
arrangements  made  for  carrying  thi  ought  freight  over  tho 
various  systems,  between  tho  Atlantic  and  Pacific  oceans, 
are  very  complete.  At  this  moment,  and  for  some  months 
past,  I  have  myself  seen  public  advertisements  offering  to 
carry  freight  from  an  Atlantic  port  to  port  Victoria,  in 
British  Columbia,  ocean  freight,  European  freight  of  any 
class,  at  $2.10  per  100  pounds;  and  to  tell  us  that  tho 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  can  afford  to  carry  that  freight 
for  one-fourth  of  $2.10  per  100  pounds,  is  to  say  something 
which  nobody,  who  has  given  half-an-hour’s  attention  to 
the  subject,  would  regard  as  other  than  perfectly  prepos¬ 
terous.  The  truth  is,  that  those  systems  of  railway,  as  to 
their  arrangements  for  carrying  through  freight,  are 
involved  in  little  more  expense  than  a  uniform  system. 
When  a  difficulty  occurs,  of  course  there  may  be  some 
hitch  in  the  whole  chain  of  communication  ;  but  so 
long  as  the  communication  lasts,  the  arrangements 
are  such  as  to  involve  very  little  advantage  in 
that  regard.  The  hon.  gentleman  gave  us,  Sir, 
a  very  highly-colored  account  of  what  tho  results  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  would  be.  lie  stated 
that  its  prospects  were  ot  the  brightest  character, 
and  he  has  complained  of  us  for  doing  it  an  injustice,  for 
decrying  those  prospects.  Well,  I  have  said,  and  I  repeat, 
that  I  will  invite  any  person  who  challenges  my  statements 
with  reference  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  its  contract 
or  its  prospects,  to  point  out  the  speech  of  which  ho  com¬ 
plains,  the  language  of  which  he  complains,  and  I  will  have 
something  to  say  to  him.  As  to  general  statements,  like 
those  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  of  course  there  is  no  answer  to 
bo  given,  because,  in  their  generalisation,  they  aie  not 
capable  of  attack.  Let  us  hear  tho  particulars,  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  alluded  to  me.  But  I  admit  that  there  have 
been  statements  made  which  would  bo  calculated  to  affect 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  in  a  different  sense  from  the 
hon.  gentleman’s  speech  of  this  afternoon.  There  have  been 
some  statements  made  which,  I  suppose,  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  denounce  as  inaccurate,  untrue  and  unpatriotic.  For 
instance,  a  statement  of  this  kind  : 

“  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  tariff  which  is  now  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  cannot  pay  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  and  will 
not  pay  them,  for  a  considerable  number  of  years.  It  would  be  impossible, 
until  a  large  number  of  people  go  into  that  country,  to  construet  a  tariff 
which  would  pay  them  ;  because  the  climatic  difficulties  are  such,  that 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  the  cost  of  hauling  per  ton  per  mile  would 


be  four  or  five  times  as  great  in  the  North-West,  in  the  present  sparsely 
condition  of  the  country,  aDd  the  small  amount  of  traffic,  as  it  would  be 
on  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  with  the  enormous  amount  of  traffic  which, 
I  am  glad  to  say,  it  is  carrying  and  the  milder  climate  in  which  it 
operates.” 

Now,  that  is  terrible  language  to  use.  Is  it  right  to  declare 
that  it  would  cost  four  or  five  times  as  much  to  carry  traffic 
on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  as  it  would  to  carry  it  on 
the  Grand  Trunk? — to  declare  that  neither  the  tariff  of  tolls 
which  is  on  the  Table,  nor  any  which  can  be  constructed, 
will  pay  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  for  a  number  of 
years  ?  Bo  you  moan  to  say  that  that  is  going  to  bo  tho 
condition  of  the  enterprise  ?  Tho  hon.  gentleman  may  well 
denounce  the  person  usmg  that  language,  but  in  doing  so  ho 
will  denounce  one  of  his  colleagues,  Sir  Charles  Tuppor, 
who  spoke  those  words,  when  standing  beside  where  ho  now 
sits,  on  the  4th  of  Majq  1883,  just  two  years  ago.  These  are 
tho  denunciations,  and  let  the  hon.  gentleman  settlo  his 
account  with  his  Minister  of  the  Interior,  with  his  High 
Commissioner,  before  he  comes  forward  to  render  an  account 
to  the  members  of  the  Liberal  party.  I  have  no  intention 
of  engaging  in  a  general  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  debate, 
upon  which  wo  will,  perhaps,  have  a  good  deal  to  say  when 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  proposal  comes  down,  i  would  not 
have  touched  the  matter,  but  for  the  hon.  gentleman’s  own 
statement  and  attack,  which  merited  just  this  much  reply. 

On  resolution  3,  (Manitoba  and  North  Western  Railway 
Company), 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Are  we  to  hear,  from  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Public  Works,  any  particulars  about  this  very  important 
grant,  a  grant  of  about  3,000,000  acres  of  land  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  thought  1  had  already 
given,  on  tho  introduction  of  the  resolutions  tho  other 
evening,  the  explanations  I  had  to  give  about  this  grant.  I 
stated  that  tho  company  had  already  built  78  miles,  which 
have  been  worked  for  a  year  or  two ;  that  there  were  50  miles 
beyond  that  under  construction,  with  a  location  of  75  miles 
over  and  above  that  distance,  which  has  been  approved  by  tho 
Government,  and  that  the  balance  of  the  charter,  after  that 
distance,  was  250  miles,  forming  443  miles,  which  will 
bring  the  road  from  Portage  la  Prairio  to  Prince  Albert. 
Hon.  gentlemen  will  see  the  importance  of  tho  railway 
if  they  refer  to  the  map.  From  Portage  la  Prairie  to 
Minncdosa,  and  thence  to  Prince  Albert,  as  a  rule,  it  passes 
through  a  very  fine  country.  A  large  number  of  people 
have  settled  there ;  but,  as  in  the  case  of  tho  Manitoba 
South-Western,  they  require  a  railway,  in  order  that  they 
may  bring  their  produce  to  market.  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  the  Government  have  come  to  the  determination  to 
make  this  grant,  subject  to  the  approval  of  Parliament,  from 
Portage  la  Prairio  to  the  crossing  of  the  South  Saskatche¬ 
wan,  23  miles  from  Prince  Albert.  When  they  reach  that 
point  we  have  no  doubt  they  will  reach  tho  Prince  Albert 
settlement,  which,  I  hope,  by  that  time,  will  bo  a  very  quiet 
and  prosperous  settlement.  That  distance  of  430  miles, 
with  the  23  miles  to  Prince  Albert,  makes  up  453  miles. 
Tho  land  will  amount,  in  round  numbers,  to  two  millions  and 
three-quarters  acres.  The  company  will  have  to  pay,  also, 
ten  cents  per  acre  for  surveys  and  other  expenses  connected 
with  that  portion  of  tho  administration  of  tho  Bopartmcnt. 
Tho  land  grant  consists  of  the  odd-numbered  sections  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Governoment,  and  the  tracts  are  indicated 
on  the  map.  They  aro  bound  to  complete  a  portion  of  tho 
road  year  by  year,  in  order  to  bo  entitled  to  the  grant. 
And  tho  whole  grant  is  paid  in  tho  same  way  as  tho  grant 
to  tho  Pacific  Railway — as  the  road  is  being  built,  and  as  it 
is  reported  to  be  built,  in  accordance  with  the  contract,  by 
the  Chief  Engineer  of  tho  Department. 

Mr,  WATSON.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Minister 
whether,  for  that  portion  of  the  road  already  built,  tho 
Government  intend  to  grant  the  land  pro  rata  per  mile  for 
the  whole  distance  at  once,  or  for  short  distances.  How  is 
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the  land  grant  to  be  distributed  over  the  78  miles  already 
built  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  So  far  as  I  can  recollect, 
the  quantity  of  land  appropriated  for  those  78  miles  will 
be  allotted  to  the  company  on  the  remainder  of  the  road  as 
it  is  built. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  have  looked  at  the  Order  in  Council,  and 
the  exact  provisions  of  it  in  this  case  are,  that  for  the  portion 
that  is  completed,  the  512,000  acres  are  to  be  appor¬ 
tioned  over  the  remaining  350  miles,  which  makes  the 
grant  7,863  acres  a  mile  from  the  present  point  to  which 
the  railway  is  finished  to  the  South  Saskatchewan,  and  that 
acreage  is  to  be  conveyed  to  the  company  as  each  25 
miles  of  the  railway  are  finished.  Now,  I  do  not  rise  at 
all  to  object  to  the  Government  making  this  grant.  I  am 
very  much  more  disposed  to  complain  because  the  Govern¬ 
ment  did  not  make  a  sufficient  grant  before  now  to  bring 
about  the  completion  of  this  very  important  lino  of  railway, 
and  I  am  anxious  to  see  that  the  grant  they  are  giving  now 
will  accomplish  that  end.  This  line  is  a  special  one  ;  it  is 
not  only  a  large  railway  in  itself — 430  miles  in  length,  from 
Portage  la  Prarie  to  tho  South  Saskatchewan— but  it 
traverses  the  route  which  was  laid  out  for  the  Pacific 
Railway  by  the  present  Government ;  and  when  it  was 
publicly  announced  as  the  route  of  tho  great  trans-conti¬ 
nental  highway,  settlers  flocked  iD  large  numbers  into  that 
district,  and  they  have  been  very  much  disappointed,  and  have 
suffered  greatly  from  the  absence  of  the  railway  communica¬ 
tion  which  they  had  been  ledtoexpect.  For  that  reason,  among 
others,  tho  Government  should  havo  taken  care  that  tho 
grants  they  have  made  to  assist  that  railway  for  several  years 
past  bore  fruit,  which  they  did  not.  If  the  Government  had 
taken  caro  that  this  important  line  of  railway  had  beon  con¬ 
structed  within  a  reasonable  time  after  tho  routo  of  tho 
Pacific  Railway  was  changed,  there  would  havo  been  very 
much  less  discontent  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  South  Sas¬ 
katchewan  and  Prince  Albert  than  has  been  lately  developed. 
One  of  tho  minor  causes  which  have  led  to  the  recent  rebel¬ 
lion— tho  dissatisfaction  of  the  settlers  with  the  lack  of  com¬ 
munication  with  the  outside  world — would  have  been  largely 
removed  ;  and  with  a  railway  in  operation  to  tho  Saskatch¬ 
ewan,  at  Prince  Albert,  an  outbreak  would  havo  been  very 
easily  suppressed.  That  those  settlors  have  reason  to  com¬ 
plain  is  very  evident  from  the  papers  which  havo  been  laid 
before  the  House.  As  long  ago  as  1881,  when  this  company 
first  applied  to  the  Government  for  assistance,  that  fact  was 
represented.  The  memorial  of  the  company  said: 

“  The  line  adopted  by  the  Portage,  Western  and  North-Western  Rail¬ 
way  Company  ia  one  which  was  early  occupied  by  settlers,  in  the 
expectation  they  were  led  to  indulge  in  by  maps  issued  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  earlier  reports  of  the  Engineer-in-Chief  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway,  and  years  of  deep  disappointment  followed,  and  only 
now  removed  when,  after  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
decided  on  carrying  their  main  line  so  far  to  the  south,  the  Portage, 
Western  and  North-We3tern  Railway  Company  undertook  to  meet  their 
wants,  believing  they  could  do  so  in  full  harmony  with  the  interests 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  and  the  views  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  " 

Now,  that  was  cot  only  represented  by  tho  company,  but  it 
was  represented  to  the  Government  on  several  occasions  by 
representative  men  in  the  North-West.  The  warden  of  the 
county  of  Westbourne,  Major  Boulton,  represented  to  the 
Government,  personally,  and  also  by  memorandum,  tho 
same  circumstance,  and  pressed  it  upon  the  attention  of  the 
Government.  What  did  the  Government  do  ?  Tlioy 
passed  an  Order  in  Council,  in  1881,  granting  3,840  acres  a 
mile  for  this  road,  with  tho  promise  that  when  it  was  half 
finished  they  might  give  them  some  moro.  Then  tho 
company  went  on  struggling  for  a  while,  and  were 
ablo  to  do  nothing  with  that  assistance.  A  new 
organisation  was  formed,  in  Decembor,  1882,  composed  of 
tho  late  Sir  Hugh  Allan  and  his  partners,  Governor  Dowd- 
ney,  and  a  number  of  other  very  strong  meD,  who  informed 
Mr,  Watson. 
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the  Government  that  they  had  undertaken  the  work  ;  and 
with  a  groat  flourish  of  trumptes  they  said  that  if  it  were 
made  clear  in  the  Order  in  Council  that  they  were  to  receive 
6,400  acres  a  mile  on  tho  whole  distance,  as  far  as  the  South 
Saskatchewan,  they  would  certainly  be  able  to  complete 
the  work.  I  think  the  Government  might  have  been  justi¬ 
fied  in  believing  they  would.  But  they  did  not.  After  a 
great  deal  of  delay,  from  tho  year  1879,  when  the  company 
was  first  incorporated,  until  1883,  they  had  only  succeeded 
in  building  78  miles  out  of  430,  and  I  am  sure  it 
must  have  been  very  gratifying  to  the  First  Minister,  on 
that  occasion,  to  receive  a  telegram  from  the  Premier  of 
Manitoba,  as  I  see  by  the  papers  he  did,  congratulating 
him  on  the  magnificent  feat  which  had  been  accomplished  by 
the  Government  of  having  89  miles  of  this  railway  construc¬ 
ted  after  tho  company  had  been  incorporated  for  four  years. 
Tho  one  thing  which  the  settlers  required  was  a  railway, 

,  because  they  had  been  induced  to  go  there  far  in  advance  of 
settlement,  and  wore  disappointed  as  to  tho  line  of  railway. 
To  show  how  earnestly  they  bad  this  object  in  view,  they 
had  given  bonuses  for  the  construction  of  a  lino.  One  bonus 
was  given  by  the  town  of  Portage  la  Prairie,  to  the  extont 
of  $100,000,  and  the  county  of  Westbourne  gave  a  bonus  of 
$75,000.  There  were  many  other  things  which  they  repre¬ 
sented  most  earnestly  to  the  Government.  They  represented 
that  when  the  now  company  had  obtained  control  of  tho 
charter  they  were  trying  to  get  some  more  bonuses  out  of 
them  by  changing  the  route.  If  the  Minister  would  look 
among  the  papers  he  would  find  several  representations  by 
tho  Warden  (Mr.  Boulton),  and  others,  strongly  urging  upon 
Government  to  u-e  their  power  of  fixing  the  location  of  this 
railway  at  the  mouth  of  the  Shell  River,  and  not  allowing 
tho  company  to  coorco  the  settlors  into  giving  them 
bonuses  by  threatening  to  take  another  route.  I  would 
like  to  ascertain  from  tho  First  Minister  whether  he  has 
complied  with  tho  views  of  those  settlers  or  not.  I  will 
refer  him  to  one  of  the  many  communications  upon  that 
question,  a  communication  from  Mr.  Boulton,  the  Warden  of 
Russell  county.  He  writes  from  Ottawa  to  the  Minister  of 
Interior,  evidently  not  having  been  able  to  obtain  an  inter¬ 
view,  regretting  that  he  been  unable  to  ascertain  the  conclu¬ 
sion  the  Government  had  come  to,  and  urging  on  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  locate  the  route  by  tho  mouth  of  Shell  River,  the 
one  recommended  in  Mr.  Marcus  Smith's  report,  as  other¬ 
wise  bonusos  would  be  exacted  from  tho  people  which  they 
could  not  afford  to  pay.  That  was  written  as  far  back  as 
the  10th  March,  1883.  It  will  be  very  satisfactory  for  tho 
House  to  know  whether  tho  Government  has  protected  the 
interests  of  the  people  in  that  matter  of  fixing  the  mouth 
of  the  Shell  River  as  the  route  for  the  railway.  Tho  railway 
was  originally  chartered  to  Prince  Albert,  which  is  distant 
about  450  miles  from  the  Portage.  Among  the  corres¬ 
pondence,  there  is  a  letter  from  the  secrotary  of  the  com¬ 
pany  to  tho  Government,  in  which  he  says,  if  the  Govern¬ 
ment  desire  it,  the  company  will  forego  the  privilege  of 
going  the  whole  way  to  Prince  Albert,  and  will  only  go  to 
tho  soutn  branch,  which  is  20  miles  nearer  than  Prince  Albert. 
I  would  like  information  as  to  how  it  is  proposed  the  other 
20  miles  will  he  built,  or  why  it  is  the  desire  of  tho 
Government,  as  expressed  in  this  letter,  that  the  company 
should  abandon  the  line  20  miles  between  Prince 
Albert  and  tho  South  Saskatchewan.  I  would  like  to  know 
what  assurances  tho  Government  havo  that  this  subsidy 
will  ensure  the  construction  of  the  road.  Among  tho 
papers,  I  cannot  seo  any  assurance  of  that  kind.  One  of  tho 
conditions  of  tho  Order  in  Council  is  that  the  company 
shall  construct  at  least  100  miles  each  year;  that  they  shall 
first  construct  an  additional  100  miles  to  the  80  miles,  before 
the  1st  October  of  this  yoar,  1835  ;  that  they  shall  construct 
100  miles  each  year  after  that.  I  do  not  seo  that  the  com¬ 
pany  have  accepted  that  condition  at  all,  or  that  they  say 
that  they  are  able  to  do  it  or  hope  to  do  it.  They  speak  of 
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finishing  50  miles  by  1st  of  October,  1885,  and  50  miles  a 
year  after.  It  would  bo  a  pity  that  the  House  should  not 
know  what  assurance,  at  least,  the  Government  got  from  the 
company,  evon  if  the  assurance  was  not  a  guarantee  that 
this  subsidy  will  finish  the  line.  In  setting  apart  the  land 
grants  for  this  company  the  land  was  specified  in  two 
schedules  —  one  schedule,  “A,”  out  of  which  they 
were  to  got  the  2,700,000  acres  in  the  odd  sections, 
and  provision  was  made  that  in  case  of  deficiency  in 
that  they  were  to  make  good  the  deficiency  out  of  schedule 
“  B;  ”  if  the  land  was  found  to  be  unfit  for  settlement  in 
schedule  “A,”  they  wore  allowed  to  take  it  out  of  the 
other  schedule.  I  do  not  know  if  the  Government  has  any 
information  from  the  surveys,  or  from  other  sources,  as  to 
the  quantities  of  land  in  the  general  grant  that  are  likely 
to  be  unfit  for  settlement,  because  wo  know  that  that  is  a 
new  condition  entirely  introduced  in  the  grant.  When  the 
companies  were  supposed  to  be  assisted  by  the  offer  to  sell 
to  them,  at  $1  an  acre,  certain  lands,  they  were  not  allowed 
to  examine  them  and  reject  those  not  fairly  fit  for  settle¬ 
ment.  Now,  by  the  subsidies  in  this  case,  amounting  to 
7,863  acres  a  mile,  they  have  the  option  of  claiming  what 
portion  is  not  fairly  fit  for  settlement,  and  then  they  have 
the  right  to  fall  back  upon  the  land  set  out  in  schedule 
“  B.”  Has  the  Government  any  information  as  to  what 
port’on  of  these  lands  in  schedule  u  B  ”  are  likoly  to  be 
called  for  by  the  company.  I  see  that  a  quarter  of  a  million 
is  set  apart  there  in  addition  to  the  two  and  a  quarter  millions 
set  apart  in  schedule  “  A ;  ”  and  it  is  a  pity  to 
lock  up  such  a  large  number  of  townships  as  will  be  locked 
up  in  this  way,  if  it  can  be  avoided,  and  tho  Government 
can  releaso  them  for  settlement. 

Sir  HECTOR  L  ANGEVIN.  The  first  question  the  hon. 
gentleman  puts,  I  understand,  is  whether  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  have  any  assurance  or  moral  conviction  that  this 
grant  will  be  sufficient  to  secure  the  building  of  the  road. 
We  havo,  in  this  case,  what  we  havo  in  other  casos,  tho 
knowledge  that  tho  company  have  asked  for  this,  and  that 
wo  have  given  what  wo  thought  might  do.  After  conferring 
with  tho  company,  we  think  thoy  may  raise  the  capital  and 
build  tho  road,  aud  therefore  we  havo  come  to  Parliament 
in  order  that  this  grant  may  bo  assented  to.  It  is  true  that 
that  quantity  of  land  is  reserved,  but  it  is  impossible  to  say 
whether  it  will  be  absolutely  required  or  not ;  it  depends 
altogether  on  the  execution  of  the  contract  by  the  company. 
It  is  true  that  it  may  keep  that  land  without  being  used  for 
two,  three  or  four  years;  but  it  is  worth  while  to  run  that 
small  risk  in  order  to  have  the  road  built.  It  is  the  same 
thing  as  when  we  were  asked,  in  reference  to  the  other  road, 
whether  it  would  not  be  proper  to  have  a  security  on  the 
land.  Either  we  want  to  havo  the  road  built  or  we  do 
not.  If  wo  do,  we  must  try  to  put  as  few  conditions  as 
possible,  so  that  the  promoters  of  the  undertaking  may 
raise  the  money  on  the  land.  If  we  put  conditions 
which  will  weigh  on  these  lands,  which  will  not  leave 
them  free,  the  result  will  be  that  the  money  will  not 
be  raised,  and  these  companies  will  come  to  us 
again,  and  say :  We  cannot  raise  the  necessary  funds,  and 
we  ask  you  to  do  more.  I  think,  under  the  circumstances, 
the  land  will  be  sufficient,  if  we  are  to  take  for  granted  what 
these  companies  represent  to  us,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that, 
when  they  make  these  representations,  they  are  convinced 
that  they  will  be  able  to  extend  thoir  road  and  build  it,  at 
all  events,  a  sufficient  distance  to  warrant  the  grant  of  land 
or  porportion  of  the  grant  of  land  that  we  are  asking  thi3 
committee  to  sanction.  The  hon.  gentleman  asks  us  what 
about  the  other  end  of  tho  road,  the  20  last  miles.  The 
company  have  undertaken  to  build  their  road  to  the  South 
Saskatchewan.  To  Prince  Albert  is  20  miles  further,  but  I 
have  no  doubt  that,  when  the  road  is  built  to  that  extent, 
the  company  will  feel  themselves  bound,  or  perhaps  the 


Prince  Albert  people  themselves  will  find  it  to  their  inter¬ 
est  to  join  together  and  to  get  some  capitalists  to  join  them, 
to  build  the  20  mdes  to  extend  the  road  to  their  town.  If 
we  can  obtain  with  this  grant  the  extension  of  this  Mani¬ 
toba  and  North-Western  Railway  from  Minnedosa  to  the 
South  Saskatchewan  River,  we  will  have  done  very  well, 
and  it  will  be  time  enough  then  to  see  to  the  building  of 
tho  last  20  miles. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  1  am  not  complaining  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  not  putting  sufficiently  onerous  conditions  upon  the 
railway  company.  I  am  complaining  that  I  fear  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  in  this  Order  in  Council,  have  imposed  conditions 
upon  the  company  which  are  too  onerous,  according  to  their 
own  showing,  for  them  to  carry  out.  In  this  very  docu¬ 
ment,  in  tho  Order  in  Council,  the  condition  on  which,  in 
section  8,  this  grant  is  given,  is  that  the  company  shall 
complete,  adequately  equip  and  have  running,  not  less  than 
100  miles  of  the  railway,  in  addition  to  the  80  miles  now  in 
operation,  not  later  than  the  1st  October  next,  and  thereafter, 
by  the  1st  October  in  each  year,  shall  complete  100  aldi- 
tional  miles  in  consecutive  order,  until  tho  whole  line  is 
completed,  from  Portage  la  Prairie  to  the  South  Saskat¬ 
chewan,  and  time  is  made  of  the  essence  of  tho  agreement, 
and  the  grant  may  be  forfeited  if  it  is  not  carried  out.  In 
this  document  the  application  of  the  company  is  recited, 
and  the  secretary  says  that  he  has  no  doubt  the  money 
will  bo  obtained  to  complete  the  road  at  the  rate  of  not  less 
than  50  miles  per  annum  after  this  year,  so  that  in  this 
very  Order  in  Council  in  which  the  application  of  the  com¬ 
pany  is  recited,  the  company  say  they  think  they  can 
complete  it  at  not  less  than  50  miles  per  annum  after 
this  year,  and  the  secretary  goes  on  to  say  that  the  railway 
is  now  in  operation  for  50  miles,  but  the  grading  of  50 
additional  miles  is  being  proceeded  with,  and  that  such 
50  miles  will  bo  completed  by  the  1st  October  next,  in 
time  for  the  transport  of  tho  crops  of  1835,  provided  the 
concessions  now  asked  from  the  Government  are  granted. 
What  does  tho  Government  do  for  the  company?  They 
ask  for  bread  and  the  Government  give  them  a  stono. 
They  are  given  the  number  of  acres  asked  for,  but  when 
they  say  they  can  only  see  their  way  to  complete  50  milos 
by  the  1st  October  and  50  milo3  in  each  year  thereafter,  the 
Government  impose  a  condition,  which  is  inexplicable  to 
me,  that  they  shall  build  100  miles  by  the  1st  October,  and 
100  miles  in  each  year  thereafter ;  otherwise,  timo  being  of 
tho  essence  of  the  agreement,  the  grant  may  be  forfeited.  I 
complain  that  the  Government  have  put  tho  company  in  a 
position  which  they  do  not  pretend  they  can  carry  out,  and 
I  ask  if  that  is  a  reasonable  way  to  treat  a  company,  and  if 
that  is  the  way  a  road  can  be  built.  There  may  be  somo 
other  communications,  but  I  can  hardly  think  the  Govern¬ 
ment  would  have  introduced  this  communication  into  thoir 
Order  in  Council  il  they  have  received  an  offer  to  build  100 
miles  this  year,  in  time  to  take  out  the  crop  of  1885,  and  100 
miles  each  year  thereafter.  It  makes  it  a  farce  if  they  can¬ 
not  do  this,  because  thoy  are  not  to  get  any  grant  immedi¬ 
ately  for  the  80  miles  they  have  finished. 

Mr.  WATSON.  This  is  possibly  tho  most  important 
road  embraced  in  this  series  of  resolutions.  This  road  runs 
through  a  section  of  country  which  has  been  opened  up  for 
a  number  of  years,  and  which  is  possibly  more  in  need  of  a 
railway,  and  has  been  longer  expecting  a  railway,  than  any 
other  section  in  Manitoba.  This  road  traverses  the  section 
of  country  whereon  the  original  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
was  located.  In  1879  and  1830  settlers  located  along  that 
line  of  survey,  expecting  that  tho  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
would  be  built  on  that  lino.  They  have  been  waiting  there, 
expecting  a  railway,  for  the  last  seven  or  eight  years,  and 
farmers  who  went  from  Ontario  with  a  fair  amount  of 
means  have  exhausted  their  means  in  patiently  waiting. 
It  is  of  the  greatest  importance  that  every  liberality  should 
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be  shown  to  this  company,  who  have  exhibited  so 
much  push  and  energy  in  constructing  the  78  miles 
already.  It  has  been  truly  said  by  the  Minister  who  has 
charge  of  the  Bill  that  this  section  of  the  country  is  one  of 
the  best  for  general  farming  purposes  throughout  the  whole 
North-West.  It  is  eminently  fitted  for  farming,  for  grain 
and  stock-raising,  and  has  a  lair  supply  of  timber  for  fuel 
and  building  purposes,  and  has  also  fine  water.  I  believe 
the  section  of  country  that  this  road  will  traverse  for  400 
miles,  from  Portage  la  Prairie  to  Prince  Albert,  is  one  of  the 
best  sections  of  country  in  the  North-West  for  settlers  ;  and 
if  such  aid  can  be  granted  to  this  company  as  will  enable 
them  to  build  a  road  within  a  short  period,  I  have 
no  doubt  it  will  lead  to  a  largo  influx  of  settlors ;  and 
those  who  are  already  settled  there,  and  have  been 
patiently  waiting  for  railway  communication,  will  be 
greatly  rejoiced.  On  account  of  the  want  of  rail¬ 
way  facilities  the  settlers  there  have  been  reduced  to 
somewhat  straitened  circumstances.  They  have  confi¬ 
dence  in  the  country  and  in  its  future,  and  aro  only  waiting 
for  a  railway.  As  has  been  stated  by  hon.  gentlemen  who 
have  spoken  from  this  side  of  tho  House,  I  think  the  Govern 
ment  ought  to  exercise  more  control  as  to  the  location  of 
this  line  of  railway.  It  is  a  common  saying  that  railway 
companies,  as  well  as  other  corporations,  have  no  souls,  and  it 
is  well  known  that  railway  companies  will  bleed  a  munici¬ 
pality  all  they  can,  and  drag  the  location  of  a  road  from  one 
side  to  the  other,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  bonuses  from 
the  municipalities.  In  the  county  of  Russell  thore  has  been 
a  fight  over  the  bonus  question,  and  I  believe  the  county  has 
offered  a  bonus.  The  same  fight  has  taken  place  in  the 
county  of  Shoal  Lake,  as  the  Fiist  Minister  is  doubtloss 
awaro,  as  to  the  location  of  the  railway.  At  Birtle,  a 
nice,  smart  little  town,  there  was  a  good  deal  of  anxiety 
about  the  location  of  tho  railway.  The  company 
stated  they  were  going  to  run  some  miles  north, 
and  by  that  means  induce  the  people  of  Birtle  to  take  upon 
themselves  the  burden  of  granting  a  bonus  of,  I  think, 
$40,000,  in  order  to  get  the  railway  to  run  into  their  town. 
The  town  of  Minnedosa,  of  only  a  few  hundred  of  a  popula¬ 
tion,  has  given  a  bonus  of  $30,000  to  this  company ;  tho 
municipality  of  Westbourno  has  given  $/5,Q00,  and  the  town 
of  Portage  la  Prairie,  $100,000.  Now,  it  is  to  be  regretted 
that  these  new  municipalities,  as  yet  poor  and  sparsely 
settled,  comparatively,  should  be  compelled  to  burden  them¬ 
selves  with  taxation  in  order  to  obtain  railway  facilities.  If 
there  is  one  section  of  tho  country  in  tho  North-West  whore 
the  settlers  should  have  a  railway,  without  being  obliged  to 
pay  largo  bonuses,  it  is  the  section  which  this  road  is  to 
traverse.  It  was  the  original  lino  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  and  the  people  settled  there  expecting,  the  road 
would  bo  built  on  that  lino.  But  tho  present  syndicate  saw 
fit  to  deflect  the  road  south,  and  consequently  these  settlers 
were  disappointed.  But  they  are  the  pioneers  of  the 
country,  and  I  think  the  suggestion  laid  before  the  House 
by  Major  Boulton,  as  warden  of  Russell,  and  other  gentlemen 
from  the  western  section  of  the  country,  should  be  heeded,  and 
the  Government  should  say  whore  the  road  is  to  be  located. 
It  should  be  located,  as  near  as  possible,  on  the  old 
lino  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  as  that  line  has  been 
surveyed  and  approved  by  the  Government  engineer,  and 
consequently  must  bo  a  favorable  one.  The  Local  Legisla¬ 
ture  of  Manitoba,  last  Session,  passed  an  Act  whereby  they 
intended  to  aid  local  railways.  It  is  the  intention  of  the 
Provincial  Government,  on  account  of  tho  depression  in  the 
value  of  land,  to  issue  provincial  bonds  to  the  extent  of 
$1  per  aero  for  the  land  grants  given  by  this  Govern¬ 
ment  to  aid  tho  construction  of  railways.  It  is  supposed 
that  this  will  aid  the  companies  in  building  the  roads.  Tho 
Government  will  issue  provincial  bonds  and  take  land  grants 
as  security  at  the  rate  of  $1  an  acre.  This  road  has 
now  been  in  operation,  as  far  as  Minnedosa,  for  about  two 
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years,  and  it  has  done  a  great  deal  of  good.  The  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  charge  of  those  resolutions  says  that  the 
company  intend  to  build  100  miles  of  that  road  this 
year,  I  believe  that  the  greatest  distance  they  intend 
to  build  is  to  Birtle,  somewhere  about  60  miles.  I  was  a 
little  surprised  to  hear  tho  statement  made  by  the  Minister 
who  has  charge  of  this  Bill,  to  the  effect  that  the  land 
already  earned  by  the  construction  of  78  miles  was  to 
be  distributed  over  the  whole  length  of  the  line,  from 
Portage  la  Prairie  to  Prince  Albert.  I  was  under  the 
impression  that  tho  company  could  not  succeed  in  going 
ahead  with  that  road  this  year,  unless  they  got  that  land 
grant  on  some  100  miles  of  the  road,  or,  in  other  words,  that 
when  the  road  wa3  built  100  miles  farther  they  should 
receive  the  full  land  grant  on  the  178  miles.  It  would  be 
wrong  to  allow  the  company  to  get  off  any  easier  than  the 
Government  can  help,  but  whatever  is  done  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  they  ought  to  try  to  ensure  the  construction  of  this 
road  for,  at  least,  100  miles,  at  the  earliest  possible  moment, 
because  the  settlers  aro  there  and  are  getting  tired  of  wait¬ 
ing.  Any  person  having  visited  that  country  a  few  years 
ago  and  visiting  it  now  must  be  sti’uck  with  the  improve¬ 
ments  that  have  been  made,  and  the  increased  attractions 
for  settlers  which  it  now  offers.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  the 
Government  is  giving  such  a  liberal  land  grant  towards  tho 
construction  of  this  road,  and  I  hope  they  will  do  every¬ 
thing  in  their  power  to  secure  its  construction  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  Unless  the  Government  have  informa¬ 
tion  that  we  have  not,  it  occurs  to  me  that  the  points  taken 
by  the  hon.  member  for  Ontario  (Hr.  Edgar)  aro  worthy 
of  careful  consideration.  I  have  travelled  over  that  lino  of 
road  and  know  something  about  it.  Tho  land  in  the  vicinity 
of  Minnedosa  presents  all  tho  qualities  of  a  fine  farming 
country,  and  an  inspection  of  the  work  of  the  company 
convinced  me  that  they  were  endeavoring  to  push  the  work 
through  as  rapidly  as  possible,  and  of  the  necessity  of  push¬ 
ing  through  rapidly  thore  can  be  no  doubt.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  who  went  from  my  riding 
and  who  lives  about  60  miles  beyond  Minnedosa,  a  gentle¬ 
man  with  whom  I  havefor  many  years  been  well  acquainted, 
and  whoso  statements  I  can  rely  upon  most  thoroughly,  lie 
has  been  a  resident  there  for  six  years.  Ho  went  into 
that  country  with  a  considerable  amount  of  means, 
with  sevoral  grown  up  sons,  and  with  high  expecta¬ 
tions.  As  long  ago  as  four  or  five  years,  I  heard 
from  him  that  his  crop  was,  I  think,  between 
2,000  and  3,000  bushels.  But  he  complains  most  bitterly 
now,  and  speaks  as  a  mao  almost  discouraged.  He  says  it 
is  not  on  account  of  the  soil,  not  on  account  of  the  climate, 
which  are  good  though  at  times  too  highly  colored,  but  on 
account  of  the  lack  of  railway  facilities,  of  which  he  com¬ 
plains.  His  observation  during  six  years  has  been  that  the 
crops  are  generally  good,  and  have  suffered  but  once  from 
frost.  He  says  tho  difficulty  is  that  they  have  no  market, 
and  wheat  is  consequently  of  little  value.  He  gives  instances 
in  which,  as  he  expresses  it,  a  man  wanting  a  grist  could 
get  it  at  30  cents  a  bushel.  Ho  has  known  it  to  be  offered 
at  25  cents,  without  finding  a  buyer.  He  speaks,  also,  of  the 
disadvantage  of  the  alternate  section  plan  ;  and  one  of  the 
results  of  my  observations  in  that  country,  after  spending  a 
month  there,  was  that  ono  of  the  greatest  discouragements 
was  that  it  is  still  the  “  great  lone  land.1’ 

Mr.  TROW.  It  is  gratifying  to  know  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  has  decided  to  grant  this  aid.  I  have  travelled  from 
one  end  of  the  line  to  the  other.  The  first  portion  of  tho 
road  was  certainly  a  great  boon  to  Minnedosa,  and  has  been 
of  great  practical  use  to  settlers  on  both  sides  of  the  line. 
From  Minnedosa  to  Birtle,  a  distance  of  some  65  miles,  the 
section  of  country  is  pretty  well  settled,  more  particularly 
I  around  Shoal  Lake.  Birtle  is  quite  an  old  settlement ;  it 
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was  settled  many  years  ago,  and  probably  the  best  tract  of 
land  in  Manitoba,  to  my  knowledge,  with  the  exception  of  a 
section  round  Portage  la  Prairie,  is  Silver  Creek  and  Shell 
Eiver  district.  These  are  very  large  settlements,  with  very 
extensive  improvements,  and  they  lie  some  30  or  40  miles 
from  Birtle.  From  there  to  the  moutt  of  Shell  Eiver  there 
is  the  best  agricultural  section  in  the  North-West.  I  think 
it  is  superior  to  southern  Manitoba.  From  Shell  Eiver  dis¬ 
trict  to  the  Touchwood  Hills,  a  distance  of  150  miles,  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  land  is  not  so  well  adapted  for  agricultural  pur¬ 
poses,  and  the  whole  route,  from  Ellice,  ortho  mouth  of  Shell 
Eiver,  to  Carrot  Eiver,  near  the  terminus  of  the  line,  the  land 
is  not  adapted  for  farming  purposes  on  the  whole.  But  the 
Shell  Eiver  district,  embracing  an  area  of  probably  two  or 
three  good  counties,  is  superior  to  anything  I  have  seen,  and 
is  well  settled,  by  people  principally  from  Cntai’io.  The  pro¬ 
posed  railway  will  be  a  great  boon  to  that  district,  because  I 
know  that  two  years  ago  the  grain  grown  by  settlers  there 
was  valueless.  It  will  not  pay  to  team  it  to  Brandon,  which 
is  nearly  100  miles  distant,  and  the  farmers  are  so  much  dis¬ 
couraged  that  they  do  not  even  take  their  grain  to  market. 
Many  settlers  have  had  grain  stored  for  years;  and  there 
is  no  encouragement  to  them  to  make  improvements,  in 
consequence  of  the  want  of  railway  facilities. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  would  remind  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works  that  on  the-  land"  granted  I  believe,  after  the 
original  grant  to  the  company,  there  are  quite  a  number  of 
settlers  on  the  odd  sections  in  the  vicinity  of  Shell  Eiver 
and  Eussell.  It  would  be  well  that  it  should  be  provided 
that  settlers  on  odd-numbered  sections  should  be  allowed  to 
retain  their  lands  at  very  moderate  prices.  The  company 
have  had  a  man  round,  with  a  view  to  effect  a  settlement 
with  the  settlers ;  whether  this  settlement  has  been  effected 
or  not,  I  do  not  know ;  but  it  would  be  well  for  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  see  to  it  that  the  settlers  on  the  odd-numbered 
sections  should  be  dealt  with  very  leniently  by  the  com¬ 
pany. 

Mr.  CAMEEON  (Huron).  I  trust,  before  the  subsidy  is 
handed  over  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway  or  other 
railway  company  which  is  to  get  it,  the  Government 
will  take  care  to  make  provision  that  bond  fide  set¬ 
tlers  who  have  located  on  the  land  will  not  be 
interfered  with.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  propose  to  give  the  odd  numbered  sections  in  the 
townships  or  every  alternate  township ;  but  it  is  of  the 
utmost  consequence  for  the  welfare  of  the  country  that  the 
interest  of  actual  settlers  who  have  gono  there  and  made 
improvements  should  not  be  disturbed  by  the  railway 
company.  I  therefore  trust  the  Minister  of  Public  Works, 
who  has  visited  the  country  himself,  and  knows  something 
of  the  wants  of  the  settlors  and  the  hardships  they  have  to 
undergo,  will  take  care  that  ample  protection  is  given  in 
this  respect,  I  had  not  the  pleasure  of  hearing  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  member  for  East  Huron  (Mr.  Farrow),  and  I 
can  only  refer  to  his  speech  from  hearsay.  I  understand 
that  he  said  that  Mr.  Mackenzie,  whose  name  was  attached 
to  a  letter,  a  portion  of  which  I  read  to  the  House,  was 
a  hardware  merchant  who  had  gono  to  the  North-West, 
who  had  subsequently  leased  his  land  and  returned  to 
business.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  entirely  mistaken.  The 
Mr.  Mackenzie  to  whom  I  referred  never  was  a  hardware 
merchant,  and  is  not  so  now.  There  is  a  Mr.  Mackenzie 
living  in  my  town  who  is  a  hardware  merchant,  who  went 
to  the  North-West,  who  leased  his  land  and  returned  to  the 
town,  but  the  Mr.  Mackenzie  whose  letter  I  read  was  not 
that  Mr.  Mackenzie. 

Mr.  FAEEOW.  All  I  have  to  say  is,  that  there  is  a  Mr. 
Mackenzie,  at  Goderich,  who  went  to  the  North-West  and 
succeeded  there.  He  has  a  very  valuable  farm  in  southern 
Manitoba  and  very  fine  buildings  on  it.  He  resided  there 
two  or  three  years— he  never  gave  up  business  in  Goderich 
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—and  he  rented  his  land  and  came  back  to  live  in  Goderich. 
It  must  be  a  brother  that  the  hon.  member  refers  to,  and  I 
think  he  had  a  brother  there.  It  is  very  strange  that  one 
should  succeed  in  southern  Manitoba  and  the  other  could  not 
live  there. 

Mr.  CAMEEON  (Huron).  There  is  no  difficulty  about  it. 
One  brother  homesteaded  his  land.  The  brother  whose  letter 
I  read  purchased  a  large  portion  of  land  under  the  Order  in 
Council  which  enabled  parties  to  purchase  land  south  of  the 
24-mile  bolt  at  $2  per  acre. 

Mr.  EDGAE.  I  cannot  allow  this  resolution  to  pass  until 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works  has  informed  the  committee 
with  respect  to  these  points  that  have  been  raised.  Does 
the  hon,  gentleman  intend  to  give  this  subsidy  to  the  corm 
pany,  and  make  it  a  condition  of  the  grant  that  they  shall 
build  100  miles  before  the  1st  October  and  100  miles  every 
year  afterwards  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  wish  to  ask  the  committee 
to  pass  the  items,  and  upon  concurrence  I  will  be  able  to  give 
an  explanation  of  that  point. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  If  they  find  that  they  cannot  do  100  miles, 
let  them  do  50.  I  also  drew  the  attention  of  the  Minister  to 
the  fact  that  in  several  places,  in  the  papers  before  the  House, 
there  are  very  urgent  representations  about  the  route  of  this 
railway.  Theso  petitions  give  numerous  reasons  why  they 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  have  the  old  route  maintained. 
I  dare  say  that  this  has  been  done,  and  that  the  Government 
will  find  that  they  carried  out  the  views  Of  the  settlers  and 
others.  Perhaps  the  Minister  of  Public  Works  will  bring 
down  information  on  that  point  as  well  as  on  the  other. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  The  road  from  Portage  la 
Prairie  to  Minnedosa  is  built,  and  50  miles  beyond  that 
are  under  contract.  Then  there  are  75  miles  beyond 
that,  the  location  of  which  was  approved  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  I  see  by  the  location  of  the  line,  as  it  appears  on 
the  map,  that  the  50  miles  now  beiDg  built  pass  at  Shoal 
Lake,  so  that  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  the  object  of 
those  petitions  appears  to  have  been  carried  out.  However, 
I  will  make  further  enquiries. 

Mr.  EOSS.  I  think  there  must  be  some  mistake  about 
the  ICO  miles,  because  I  had  a  conversation  with  Mr. 
Brydges  the  other  day,  when  he  was  here,  and  he  informed 
me  then  that  the  condition  was  that  50  miles  should  be 
built  this  year,  and  he  said  the  company  were  going  to 
build  50  miles. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  That  is  what  I  stated.  I 
think  there  is  another  Order,  changing  this,  and  making  it 
50  instead  of  100  miles. 

On  resolution  4  (Qu’Appelle,  Long  Lake  end  Saskatche* 
wan  Railroad  and  Steamboat  Company.) 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  I  explained  this  the  other 
day.  The  Order  in  Council  of  the  bOth  December,  1884, 
grants  this  quantity  of  land,  subject  to  the  approval  of 
Parliament,  from  Regina  to  Long  Lake,  a  distance  of  20 
miles.  The  land  is  to  be  selected  from  the  odd-numbered 
soctions,  on  condition  that  the  line  shall  be  completed  by 
the.  1st  of  October,  1885,  with  a  steamboat  suitable  for  the 
service  on  Long  Lake,  to  be  running  by  the  1st  of  May, 
1886,  the  company  to  be  permitted  to  obtain  a  conveyance 
of  50,000  acres  at  $2  per  acre,  on  depositing  $100,000  by  the 
21st  of  Mai’ch.  1  see,  by  a  memorandum  sent  mo  to-day, 
that  $50,000  have  been  paid  into  the  Receiver  General  on 
behalf  of  the  company,  and  are  now  held  in  suspense 
account.  The  object  of  that  was  that  those  advancing 
money,  that  is,  those  purchasing  land,  wanted  to  be  sure  that 
the  money  would  be  applied  in  that  way. 

Mr.  EDGAE.  I  see  by  the  Order  in  Council  that  a  con¬ 
tract  was  to  be  submitted  to  the  Government  before  the 
1st  of  May,  1885,  satisfying  them  that  the  line  would  be 
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completed,  and  satisfying  them,  I  suppose,  that  the  steam¬ 
boat  will  bo  built  before  the  1st  of  October.  I  seo  that  some 
additional  pressure  has  been  used  on  the  Ministry  with 
regard  to  this  subject,  and  that  Mr.  John  A.  Mackenzie,  of 
Sarnia,  makes  a  very  touching  appeal  to  them,  to  which  1 
lave  no  doubt  they  gave  proper  attention,  as  he  is  a  gentle¬ 
man  they  would  like  to  oblige. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVJN.  The  contract  has  been  sub¬ 
mitted  to  tho  Department,  and  the  company  have  already 
begun  some  operations,  in  the  way  of  importing  horses,  and 
so  on.  The  hon.  gentleman  must  see  that  owing  to  the 
delay  in  obtaining  this  vote  the  Government  may  have  to 
extend  the  time  on  the  other  end,  if  the  company  have  been 
delayed  in  their  operations. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  I  think,  by  tho  papers,  that  they  were 
quite  willing  to  take  the  risk,  when  the  Government  passed 
the  Order  in  Council,  and  the  Order  in  Council  was  passed 
on  the  30th  of  December. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  The  arrangement  was  that  on  the  depo¬ 
sit  of  the  money  they  were  to  receive  lands  at  $2  an  acre ; 
therefore,  if  the  route  were  not  followed,  or  if  the  contract 
failed  in  any  way,  the  Government  would  have  sold  so  much 
land  there  at  $2  per  acre.  I  may  say  that  the  contract 
for  the  grading  has  been  let,  as  well  as  the  contract  for  the 
delivery  of  the  rails. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  What  about  the  steamboat  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  am  not  aware  as  to  the  contract  for 
that. 

On  resolution  5, 

Mr.  EDGAR.  Are  the  incidental  expenses  and  the  cost 
of  survey  both  included  in  the  10  cents  per  acre  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Yes. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

HALIFAX  HARBOR  MASTER. 

Mr.  McLELAN  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  to  consider  a  certain  proposed  resolution  (p. 
2421)  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the  appointment  of  a 
harbor  master  at  the  port  of  Halifax.  Ho  said  :  The  object  of 
this  resolution  is  to  increase  the  amount  allowed  to  tho  harbor 
master  of  Halifax  from  $1,600  to  $1,800.  The  returns  of 
entries  at  the  port  of  Halifax  have  about  doubled  within  the 
last  sixteen  or  seventeen  years.  In  the  year  1881  the  col¬ 
lections  were  reduced  somewhat  by  the  exemption  of  coast¬ 
ing  vessels  from  the  payment  of  harbor  dues.  The  expenses 
of  tho  officer  in  connection  with  his  office,  for  rent, 
boat  hire,  etc.,  amount  to  $600  or  $800  a  year, 
which  leaves  him  only  from  $800  to  $900  as  a  clear 
salary.  Looking  at  the  large  increase  of  labor  which  be 
has  to  perform,  it  is  proposed  that  his  allowance,  which  is 
to  cover  all  these  expenses,  shall  be  increased  to  $1,800. 
It  is  also  proposod  to  establish  a  summary  mode  of  proce¬ 
dure  before  magistrates,  for  enforcing  the  orders  of  the 
harbor  master  for  the  better  regulation  of  the  harbor.  It  is 
found,  in  practice,  that  he  has  great  difficulty  at  presont  in 
enforcing  his  orders,  as  captains  and  others  who  wilfully 
disobey  his  orders  are  able  to  leave  with  their  vessels 
before  he  can  proceed  against  them  in  the  courts. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Where  is  this  increased  amount  to  come 
from  ?  Is  the  fund  sufficient  to  pay  it,  or  is  it  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  There  is  nothing  chargeable  on  the 
consolidated  revenue.  The  rule  is,  that  where  fees  are 
imposed  the  harbor  master  collects  them,  and  he  is  allowed 
a  certain  percentage  out  of  what  he  collects,  and  the  bal¬ 
ance  goes  into  the  Treasury.  In  thislcase,  we  fix  the  limit 
of  what  he  shall  receive  at  $1,800.  If  he  only  collects 
Mr.  Edgar. 


$1,500  that  is  all  he  receives;  if  he  collects  $1,900,  he 
receives  $1,800,  and  the  remaining  $100  goes  into  the 
Treasury. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Would  the  ultimate  result  of  this  be  to 
increase  the  tax  on  shipping  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No  ;  we  do  not  increase  the  fees. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  give  tho  infor¬ 
mation  as  to  the  fees  received  by  the  harbor  master  at 
Halifax  each  year,  so  that  we  may  know  whether  they  aro 
much  in  excess  of  the  $1,800  proposed  to  be  given  him  ? 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  has  statistics  showing  the  nature  of 
the  increase  which  the  hon.  the  Minister  has  referred  to  as 
the  duties  of  the  harbor  master,  it  would  be  interesting 
information. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  In  1881,  $1,849.50  were  the  receipts, 
of  which  $249.50  were  paid  into  the  Treasury.  In  that 
year  an  Act  was  passed  exempting  coasting  vessels  from 
the  payment  of  fees,  but  that  did  not  diminish  the  labors 
of  the  harbor  master.  The  tonnage  of  the  port  is  yearly 
increasing.  During  the  past  ten  or  fifteen  years  the  ton¬ 
nage  of  the  port  of  Halifax  has  doubled.  Although  we 
have  exempted  small  vessels  from  the  payment  of  fees 
there  is  still  the  same  labor  required  in  regulating  them, 
and  as  the  number  of  vessels  increases  the  accommodation 
at  the  wharves  becomes  more  limited  and  the  harbor  mas¬ 
ter  has  more  labor  to  perform. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  and  the  House  resolved  itself  into 
Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  would  like  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
explain  why  Halifax  is  singled  out  for  an  increase  in  the 
fees  of  the  harbor  master.  If  the  general  shipping  of  the 
port  has  increased,  why  does  not  the  increase  become  gen¬ 
eral  all  over  the  maritime  ports  ?  I  do  not  understand,  from 
his  explanation,  that  any  increased  duties  have  been  cast 
upon  the  port  officer.  Ho  did  not  explain  at  all  what  the 
receipts  were  during  the  last  two  or  three  years. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  would  keep  the  House  too  long  to 
find  out  the  reasons  why  there  has  not  been  the  same 
increase  in  all  the  ports  as  in  Halifax.  In  all  the  ports  the 
increase  has  been  lai’ge,  but  at  others  the  shipping  has 
remained  stationary.  The  shipping  of  the  port  of  Halifax, 
for  a  number  of  years  back,  has  been  increasing,  so  that  it  is 
almost  double  to-day  what  it  was  some  years  ago,  and  as  the 
number  of  vessels  entering  the  port  and  seeking  wharfage 
accommodation  increases,  the  labors  of  the  harbor  master 
correspondingly  increase.  The  exemption  of  coasting  ves¬ 
sels  from  the  coasting  fees  did  not  diminish  his  labor,  but 
rendered  the  fees  less  in  proportion  to  the  labors  done. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  statement  of  the  hon.  Minister  is,  I 
presume,  based  upon  the  examination  by  him  of  tables.  He 
has  given  a  statement  of  the  amounts  received  for  1881 
and  the  amount  paid  by  the  harbor  master  into  the 
general  revenue,  after  deducting  his  fees,  but  he  has  not 
given  statements  of  what  amounts  were  received  since 
1881.  I  would  like,  also,  if  he  would  put  the  House  in 
possession  of  the  figures  on  which  he  bases  his  statement 
that  the  shipping  at  tho  port  of  Halifax  has  largely 
increased. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  have  not  the  volume  here,  but  know 
it  is  a  fact.  In  1881  the  amount  received  for  fees  was 
$1,849  ;  in  1882  it  was  $1,629,  or  $200  less,  on  account  of 
the  exemption  of  coasting  vessels,  and  in  1883  it  was  $1,647. 
I  have  not  the  other  years,  because  the  memorandum  I 
have  is  one  prepared  last  year,  when  I  purposed  to  introduce 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  DALY.  That  is  an  increase,  in  1883,  over  1882,  of 
$18. 
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Mr.  EDGAR.  Tho  hon.  gentleman  stated  the  number  of 
vessels  had  largely  increased. 

M.  MoLELAN.  I  said  the  tonnage. 

Mr.  VAIL.  That  is  accounted  for  by  the  arrival  of  large 
steamers  which  stopped  to  get  coal.  These  steamers  do  not 
give  the  harbor  masters  any  trouble  at  all ;  they  go  to  their 
agents,  who  have  large  wharves,  and  the  harbor  master  has 
no  trouble  at  all  with  them,  Consequently,  the  increase  of 
tonnage  does  not  add  to  his  duties.  I  have  no  objection  to 
his  receiving  a  fair  salary,  but  I  am  a  little  afraid  that  in 
the  future,  if  the  receipts  do  not  amount  to  a  sufficient  sum 
to  pay  the  harbor  master,  the  dues  on  vessels  will  be 
increased.  They  may  be  subject  to  a  tonnage  charge,  from 
which  they  have  been  relieved.  I  cannot  see  that  the 
harbor  master’s  duties  have  been  increased  in  the  last  two 
or  three  years. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  I  do  not  think  the  member  for  Digby 
(Mr.  Yail)  has  any  right  to  assume  that  this  will  lead  to 
these  duties  being  reimposed.  I  am  sure  the  Government 
see  the  necessity,  as  well  as  some  hon,  gentlemen  on  that 
side  of  the  House,  of  keeping  these  fees  and  all  other 
charges  upon  shipping  coming  into  our  ports  as  low  as  they 
possibly  can.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  not  acquainted 
with  the  facts  may  think  that  $1,600  is  an  ample  salary  for 
tho  harbor  master,  but  he  pays  all  his  expenses  out  of 
that,  including  boat  hire  and  office  hire,  and  it  is  not  suffici¬ 
ent  to  remunerate  him  for  the  work  he  has  to  do.  I  think 
the  harbor  master  has  more  trouble  with  vessels  calling 
for  coal  than  with  ordinary  vessels.  The  captains  are 
sometimes  very  difficult  to  handle,  and  cases  have  arisen 
which  show  the  necessity  for  some  more  summary  means 
of  enforcing  the  law. 

Mr.  DAVIES,  It  is  not  a  question  whether  $1,600  is 
sufficient  pay  or  not.  If  the  amounts  received  by  the  har¬ 
bor  masters  in  the  different  harbors  of  the  Dominion  are 
not  sufficient,  that  is  a  reason  for  considering  the  whole 
question  of  an  increase  to  their  pay  all  round  ;  but  I  asked 
why  the  harbor  master  of  Halifax  was  singled  out  for  this 
increase.  If  there  had  beon  an  abnormal  increase  in  the 
shipping  coming  into  that  port  there  would  be  no  more  to 
say.  The  hon.  member  for  Digby  has  explained  that  the 
tonnage  has  increased,  but  that  is  owing  to  an  exceptional 
cause— the  arrival  of  large  iron  ocean  steamships;  and  if 
the  number  of  vessels  has  decreased,  tho  work  of  the  harbor 
master  has  decreased,  and  I  think  tho  committee  have  a 
right  to  the  information  which  the  Minister  is  not  in  a 
position  to  give.  He  has  stated  that  there  was  an  increase 
of  $16  in  one  year,  but  he  will  not  contend  that  that  is  a 
justification  for  increasing  the  salary  of  the  harbor  master 
$200. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  knows 
that  almost  every  harbor  in  the  Dominion  has  its  own  regu¬ 
lations,  and  that  in  most  cases  the  Act  relating  to  the  har¬ 
bor  fixes  the  maximum  sum  which  we  can  pay  the  harbor 
master.  The  Act  respecting  tho  harbor  master  of  Halifax 
limits  the  amount  we  can  pay  him  to  $1,600.  The  work 
performed  by  the  harbor  master  of  Halifax,  and  the  expen¬ 
ses  incurred  by  him  for  boat  hire  and  office  hire,  and  in 
various  ways,  in  preserving  order  amoDg  the  shipping  in  that 
ort,  justifies  the  Government  in  giving  him  $  1,800,  provided 
e  collects  the  sum.  The  tonnage  in  the  port  of  Halifax  has 
largely  increased  and  is  still  increasing,  and  in  1831,  provious 
to  the  abolition  of  harbor  dues  upon  coasting  vessels  in  that 
harbor,  $1,817  was  collected,  out  of  which  the  harbor  mas¬ 
ter  received  $1,600  and  paid  over  $217.  Ho  has  been  com¬ 
plaining,  and  showing  that  his  expanses  were  very  large, 
that  his  duties  required  tho  whole  of  his  time,  and  were 
sometimes  very  difficult  to  perform,  and  presented  such  a 
case  that  I  think  he  is  entitled  to  receive  $1,800,  provided 
the  shipping  of  the  porQfurnishes  fees  sufficient  to  meet  that 


sum.  In  fixing  the  salary  of  any  harbor  master  welname 
the  amount  he  should  receive  out  of  the  fees  collected,  and 
in  many  cases  we  have  authority  to  vary  that  from  time  to 
time,  and  increase  it  if  we  find  the  labors  have  increased. 
Halifax  is  singled  out  because  the  Act  defiaes  $1,600  as  the 
maximum  the  harbor  master  can  receive,  and  1  ask  the 
House  to  allow  me,  if  the  money  is  collected — and  if  it  is 
collected,  there  is  labor  in  connection  with  the  collection— 
to  pay  him  $1,800. 

Mr.  VAIL.  The  Minister  says  that  in  some  years  the 
amount  collected  has  exceeded  the  harbor  master’s  salary, 
What  has  become  of  the  excess  ? 

Mr.  MeLELAN.  It  was  paid  into  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  VAIL.  It  would  be  very  unfair,  if  the  amount 
received  in  fees  fell  short  of  the  amount  fixed  for  the 
habor  master’s  salary,  to  refuse  to  give  him  the  amount, 
when  there  is  a  sum  standing  to  the  credit  of  that  fund  in 
the  Treasury. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  determined  to 
go  one  better. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  reason  given  by  the  Minister  of 
Marine  for  increasing  the  salary  of  the  harbor  master  at 
Halifax  would  apply  to  every  other  harbor  master  in  the 
Dominion.  The  Minister  has  not  shown  that  there  has 
been  an  increase  in  the  special  work  at  that  particular  office, 
and  if  you  increase  his  salary  without  showing  any  special 
reason,  how  can  you  withhold  an  increase  of  salary  from  all 
the  other  harbor  masters  ?  I  do  not  say  that  this  man  is  not 
entitled  to  an  increase,  because  I  do  not  know  the  facts,  and 
the  Minister  does  not  seem  to  know  them,  and  until  the 
House  is  put  in  possession  of  the  facts  we  ought  not  to  vote 
the  money.  If  it  is  voted,  the  result  will  be  that  the  inci’ease 
given  to  this  harbor  master  must  bo  given  to  every  other 
harbor  master  in  the  country. 

Mr.  PAINT.  Why  should  is  interest  tho  hon.  member 
for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies)  so  much  ?  We  know  very  well 
that  the  harbor  of  Charlottetown  is  frozen  over  six  months 
in  tho  year,  while  tho  harbor  of  Halifax  is  open  twelve 
months,  and  has  a  great  deal  more  shipping,  both  in  winter 
and  summer. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  would  like  to  know  if  tho  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  only  just  made  that  discovery.  Did  not  that 
exist  some  years  ago,  when  you  fixed  the  salary  at  $1,600, 
Tho  reasons  of  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  (Mr.  Paint) 
are,  perhaps,  little  better  than  the  reason  given  by  the 
Minister. 

Resolution  to  bo  reported, 

THE  GOVERNMENT  LOAN, 

Mr.  BOWELL,  in  moving  that  the  report  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  be  received,  on  resolution  to  authorise 
tho  raising,  by  way  cf  loan,  of  such  sum  or  sums  of  money 
as  may  be  required  for  the  purpose  of  tho  floating  indebted¬ 
ness  of  the  Dominion,  and  for  carrying  on  tho  public  works 
authorised  by  the  Parliament  of  Canada,  said  :  In  answer 
to  the  question  put  by  the  hon.  member  for  South  Huron 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  for  a  moment  to  tho  powers  to  loan  which  ho  said 
still  apparently  existed,  and  which  might  be  considered  avail¬ 
able  as  per  the  Supply  Bill  of  last  year.  It  will  be  seen  that 
most  of  the  items  have  beon  taken  for  specific  purposes,  and 
they  are  balances  of  tho  loans  which  were  formally  authorised 
for  the  purposes  indicated  in  the  Supply  Bill,  and  conse¬ 
quently  not  available,  the  most  of  them,  not  being  for  the 
purposes  for  which  the  present  loan  is  asked.  There  is,  for 
instance,  for  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  about  $2,500,000  ; 
opening  communication  and  administration  of  the  gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  North-West,  $1,460,000  ;  improving  the 
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River  St.  Lawrence,  $2,680,000  ;  Quebec  harbor,  $1,825,000  ; 
Quebec  graving  dock  $600,000  ;  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail¬ 
way,  $4,866,000,  and  the  item  for  general  purposes 
of  being  for  savings  banks  withdrawals,  Dominion  stock 
redeemed,  sterling  bonds  redeemed,  etc.,  making  a  total, 
in  round  numbers,  of  $22,080,000.  I  may  also  mention 
that  these  loans  were  available  when  the  Finance  Min¬ 
ister  asked  for  his  last  loan,  and  I  presume,  therefore, 
he  did  not  consider  that  they  were  available  lor  the  pur¬ 
poses  for  which  he  required  that  loan,  as  they  are  not 
available,  I  take  it,  except  in  a  few  small  sums,  for  the 
purposes  for  which  tbe  present  loan  is  asked.  After 
investigating  more  closely  the  purposes  to  which  the  pre¬ 
sent  loan  is  to  be  applied,  I  find  from  that  the  statement 
placed  in  my  hands  the  last  time  the  question  was  before 
the  Souse,  while  partially  accurate  in  itself,  was  not  as  clear 
as  it  ought  to  have  been .  The  statement  I  desire  to  lay  before 
the  House  now  will  be  more  satisfactory,  and  it  is  this  :  to 
cover  the  temporary  loan  made,  both  in  Canada  and  in 
London,  is  $15,819,000,  for  capital  expenditure,  as  per 
Estimates  and  Supplementary  Estimates,  1883-84-85, 
$6,699,000.  The  amount  that  will  be  required  to  pay  the 
expenses  of  putting  down  the  insurrection  of  the  North- 
West  and  for  losses  which  we  shall  have  to  meet,  I  fear  will 
bo  about  $4,000,000.  Of  course,  as  I  before  stated,  this 
$4,000,000  is,  to  a  certain  extent,  guess  work,  as  it  is  utterly 
impossible  to  say  whether  it  will  all  be  required,  and  per¬ 
haps  we  may,  though  I  hope  not,  require  a  little  more. 
Then  the  present  loan  proposed  to  be  given  to  the  Canadian 
Pacifio  Railway,  $5,000,000,  and  subsidies,  $**750, 000.  Then 
the  probable  expenditure  on  railway  subsidies,  as  indicated 
in  the  other  statements,  $2,500,000,  making  a  total  of 
$35,049,000.  Now,  if  the  House  should  not  grant  the 
$5,000,000  proposed  to  be  advanced  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  to  assist  them  to  complete  their  road,  the  amount 
would  be  about  $30,000,000  to  be  covered  by  the  loan.  But 
if  that  advanced  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  should  be  authorised,  then  the  amount  that  will 
require  to  be  covered  will  be  $35,049,000.  The  amount 
given  to  me  as  available  under  the  late  loan  that 
still  remains  unborrowed,  is  $4,800,000,  or  about  $5,000,000. 
This  is  the  purpose  for  which  the  loan  is  now  required. 
In  regard  to  the  $15,000,000,  some  of  the  items  formerly 
given  in  the  more  detailed  statement,  I  may  mention  have 
been  paid.  The  hon,  member  for  West  Durham  asked  the 
question  as  to  the  probable  amount  that  will  be  required 
for  tho  payments  on  the  railway  subsidies  which  have 
already  been  voted  by  this  House.  I  am  unable  to  say  how 
much  of  those  subsidies  will  have  to  be  paid.  As  the  hon. 
gentleman  knows,  it  will  depend,  in  a  great  measure,  upon 
the  ability  of  the  different  railway  companies  to  which  we 
are  paying  those  subsidies  to  go  on  with  the  work.  There 
may  possibly  be  required  but  $1,000,000  or  probably  the 
$2,500,000,  or  not  half  that  amount.  Some  of  the  enter¬ 
prises  are  likely  to  lapse,  while  others  will  be  carried 
through,  and  it  is  impossible,  under  the  circumstances,  to 
give  even  an  approximate  estimate. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  are  the  details  of 
the  capital  expenditure  as  per  Estimates  and  Supplementary 
Estimates  for  1884-85  and  1885-86,  those  amounts  aggregat¬ 
ing  roughly  $7,000,000  ?  There  is,  independent  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  about  $2,360,000  asked  for  1885-86, 
and  about  $4,000,000  asked  for  1884-85,  approximately, 
independent  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  But  I  con¬ 
clude  that  a  very  large  portion  of  that  has  been  paid. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Some  of  it.  There  will  be  Supplemen¬ 
tary  Estimates  coming  down  for  1884-85,  up  to  30th  June, 
in  which  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  other  sums  which 
that  is  proposed  to  cover.  I  am  not  able  to  give  the  differ¬ 
ent  items  just  now. 

Mr.  Bowell. 


Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  amount  is  con¬ 
siderably  larger  than  I  should  have  anticipated. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  This  statement  agrees  precisely  with 
the  statement  I  made  last  night. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  $7,000,000  is  not 
put  in  any  part  of  the  temporary  loan,  as  I  understand  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  would  involve 
additional  Supplementary  Estimates,  to  the  amount  of  some 
$3,000,000.  This  last  item  of  probable  expenditure  on 
account  of  railway  subsidies,  under  46  and  47  Victoria,  is 
what  the  hon.  gontleman  expects  to  expend  out  of  the 
$8,700,000  of  which  he  spoke  the  other  day. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  is  the  sum  given  me.  It  may 
reach  that,  and  it  may  exceed  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  sum,  then,  of 
$35,000,000,  as  we  have  it  here,  would  appear  not  to  include 
the  proposed  loan  of  $5,000,000  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes;  it  is  there. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Canadian  Railway 
land  and  subsidy — is  it  part  of  that  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes.  The  $5,000,000  covers  what  is 
termed  the  amount  of  loan  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ; 
and  the  other  amount  is  for  subsidies  earned  or  to  be  earned. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
includes  in  tho  sum  of  $6,979,000  what  is  still  due  to  tho 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  on  subsidy  account - 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  was  in  error  in  stating  that  the  amount 
included  the  $5,000,000  proposed  to  be  loaned.  It  does  not. 
The  $5,000,009  odd  is  to  cover  loan  and  subsidy  already 
granted  by  Parliament. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Then,  speaking  in 
round  numbers,  what  is  required  to  be  borrowed  now,  in 
order  to  put  us  quite  clear,  would  amount  to  $40,000,000. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  is  including  the  $5,000,000,  in  case 
it  should  be  voted. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  is  in  addition  to 
the  $25,000,000  refunded  tho  other  day,  making  in  all  about 
$65,000,000.  So  far  as  1  can  judge,  that  would  cause  an 
increase  in  tho  amount  of  interest  to  be  paid  of  not  less  than 
$400,000  or  $500,000.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  any  informa¬ 
tion  on  that  point  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  not  prepared  to  answer  that, 
because  the  Estimates  and  Supplementary  Estimates  have 
not  yet  been  laid  before  the  House.  I  might  mention,  for  the 
information  of  the  House,  that  if  the  $5,000,000  which  it  is 
proposed  to  advance  to  the  Canada  Pacifio  Railway  be 
granted  by  Parliament,  it  will  be  paid  in  Exchequer  bills,  to 
be  covered  at  tbe  expiration  of  tbe  loan. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGAT.  Those  Exchequer  bills, 
as  is  the  custom  in  England,  will  bear  interest — 4  per  cent., 
or  what  rate  ? 

Mr.  BOWE  LL.  They  will  bear  interest  at  4  per  cent. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  You  propose  to  issue 
them  for  one  year? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  For  one  year ;  that  is  tbe  time  of  tbe 
loan. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  One  year  is  a  little 
long  for  Exchequer  bills.  That  amount  you  calculate  to  be 
repaid  by  the  Canada  Pacific  Railway  at  the  expiration  of 
that  time  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Positively. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Without  fail  ? 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Without  fail. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  We  are  goiDg  to  give  our  note  to  the  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  .Railway  Company  for  a  loan. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  Premier  says  he  will  endorse  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  thinks  he  settles  the 
payment  when  he  gives  an  Exchequer  bill  for  it.  This  is  a 
style  of  financing  on  which  we  are  now  entering  for  the 
first  time,  in  order  to  assist  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  understand,  then’ 
that  the  whole  of  the  existing  floating  debt  is  intended  to 
be  paid  off — $16,000,000,  in  round  numbers. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  It  is  intended  to  pay  it  off. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  There  might  be  some  further  detail  of 
the  amount  of  two  and  a-half  millions  which  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  conjectures  is  the  amount  which  will  be  required  in 
respect  to  the  railway  grants.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  a  very 
small  proportion  to  calculate  upon,  considering  the  large 
sum  of  railway  grants  which  we  have  voted  and  are  voting. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  This  is  the  proportion,  under  the  Railway 
Subsidies  Act.  It  is  hoped  that  the  revenue  will  justify  us 
in  doing  what  has  been  done  in  past  years,  that  we  will,  in 
fact,  be  able  to  pay  these  subsidies  out  of  revenue.  And  if 
the  revenue  will  justify  the  payment  of  all  these  grants 
annually,  I  take  it  for  granted  that  they  will  be  so  paid.  But, 
under  the  circumstances,  it  is  deemed  advisable  to  ask  for  a 
sufficient  amount  to  cover  these  grants  in  case  it  is  required. 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  in  the  past  three  or  four 
years  many  of  the  subsidies  which  have  been  granted  to  the 
different  railways  have  been  paid  out  of  the  annual  surplus. 

Mx\  BLAKE.  My  question  was  rather  in  an  opposite 
sense  from  that  which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  suggested.  I 
understood  him  to  be  asking  for  enough,  in  his  view,  to 
cover  railway  subsidies,  assuming  that  he  would  not  be  able 
to  pay  them  out  of  Consolidated  Revenue  Fund,  and  on  that 
assumption  it  seemed  to  me  to  be  rather  a  small  amount  to 
demand  for  that  purpose.  I  was  anxious  to  learn  what  was 
the  detail  upon  which  he  bases  this  calculation,  to  which  of 
these  roads,  and  to  what  amount  does  he  expect  to  have  to 
pay  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  cannot  inform  the  House  upon  that  point’ 
because  it  is  almost  impossible  to  say  which  roads  will  go 
on.  Experience  has  taught  us  that  ail  these  roads  will  not 
be  built,  but  it  is  deemed  advisable  to  provide  a  sufficient  sum 
to  cover  all  the  claims  which  are  likely  to  be  asked  for  and 
earned.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  very  properly  said  the  other 
night,  some  of  these  subsidies  run  over  a  number  of  years, 
and  under  the  circumstances,  it  may  not  be  necessary  to 
take  a  sum  to  cover  all,  as  all  will  not  fall  due  for 
some  years  to  come.  It  is  believed,  however,  that  this  sum 
will  be  sufficient  to  cover  all  demands  which  may  be  made, 
perhaps,  for  two  years,  because  they  have  a  certain  time  in 
which  to  commence  operations,  and  a  certain  time  to  com¬ 
plete,  and  they  are  not  entitled  to  receive  these  grants  until 
certain  work  has  been  performed. 

Mr,  BLAKE.  It  is  in  effect  a  conjectural  estimate. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes ;  it  is. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  it  include  the  additional  sums  in  the 
resolutions  on  the  Table,  notice  of  which  was  given  the  other 
day? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes  ;  that  sum  includes  all  these  roads 
that  it  may  be  supposed  will  ask  the  Government  to  pay 
them  any  portion  of  these  subsidies.  There  are  good  hopes 
that  the  road,  from  River  Ouelle  or  River  du  Loup  to 
Edmonton,  to  make  connection  with  the  New  Brunswick 
system,  may  possibly  go  on.  I  think  there  is  every  prob¬ 
ability — 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  A  certainty. 


Mr.  BOWELL.  The  Premier  says  a  certainty  that  this 
road  will  go  on,  which  will  form  one  that  will  make  a  claim 
upon  us. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  seems  disposed  to 
apply  the  prospective  surplus  to  the  payment  of  railway 
subsidies,  and  the  diminution  of  the  amount  charged,  which 
otherwise  would  be  created  a  permanent  charge,  had  he  not 
better — perhaps  it  is  a  hypothetical  discussion,  upon  which 
it  is  not  worth  while  to  waste  much  time — but  had  he  not 
better  apply  the  surplus  to  tho  payment  of  the  war  debts. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Well,  when  the  accounts  are  balanced, 
I  do  not  think  it  will  make  much  difference  where  it  goes— 
to  the  war  or  to  the  railway.  We  hope  the  war  debt  will 
not  absorb  the  whole  $4,000,003 ;  and  if  not,  of  course  it 
will  not  be  used. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Speaking  roughly,  as 
I  understand,  the  total  amount  that  they  required  to  add  to 
our  debt  within  tho  last  twelve  months  will  be  about 
$65,000,000,  irrespective  of  tho  $25,000,000  which  have  just 
been  refunded  by  exchange. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  suppose  that  will  be  the  effect  of  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  And  that  would  leave 
us  still,  if  I  correctly  apprehended  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
statement  the  other  evening,  $5,000,000  unborrowed,  after 
allowing  for  the  Exchequer  bills  and  this  loan  of  $30,000,000, 
which  would  leave  us,  roughly  speaking,  a  liability  of  about 
$6,250,000  for  these  miscellaneous  railways,  which  may  or 
may  not  become  due  within  the  next  two  or  t  ireo  years. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  That  is  about  the  position. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  But  that  does  not  in¬ 
clude  the  capitalisation  of  the  grants  for  $170,000  and 
$30,000,  which  would  amount  to  a  couple  of  millions  more. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  To  $2,550,000. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  With  reference  to  this  Exchequer  bill 
operation,  is  it  expected  that  we  shall  raise  the  money  our¬ 
selves  in  cash,  and  hand  it  over,  or  that  we  shall  give  them 
our  notes  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  We  give  them  the  bills  and  they  raise 
the  money  themselves. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  And  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  will 
themselves  finance  the  Exchequer  bills  of  Canada  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  assume  that  some 
care  will  be  taken  not  to  allow  any  discredit  to  be  oast 
on  the  general  credit  of  Canada,  by  allowing  those  bills, 
under  any  circumstances,  to  be  parted  with  below  par, 
or  so  nearly  at  par  that  it  would  bo  equivalent  thereto. 
It  would  be  rather  a  serious  reflection  upon  us  if  our 
Exchequer  bills  should  be,  by  any  unlucky  chance,  disposed 
of  for  the  emergencies  of  a  railway  at  a  rate  below  par ; 
and  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to  that,  because 
nobody  can  exactly  tell  what  may  be  done  with  them  after 
we  are  through  with  them. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD. '  Without  going  into  par¬ 
ticulars,  I  may  say  that  these  bills  will  not  be  allowed  to 
float  in  the  market,  but  will  be  kept  intact  until  restored 
to  the  Government. 

Resolutions  read  the  second  time  and  concurred  in. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No. 
145)  to  authorise  the  raising,  by  way  of  loan,  of  certain 
sums  of  money  for  the  public  service. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  include  in  that 
Bill  provision  for  the  two  votes  of  credit  for  war  purposes  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No;  it  does  not  include  them.  It  only 
covers  the  $30,000,000  we  propose  to  borrow, 
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Mr.  BLAKE.  They  must  be  put  in  a  Bill.  The  hon. 
gentleman  knows  what  was  done  in  England  with  Mr. 
Gladstone’s  Bill  for  the  recent  vote  of  credid,  and  it  will  be 
impossible  to  get  these  sums  through  the  regular  Supply, 

.  Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  remember  the  hon. 
gentleman  asked  the  Minister  of  Militia  the  question, 
whether  he  intended  to  introduce  a  Bill,  and  he  said  yes.  I 
supposed  the  intention  was  to  put  the  amounts  in  the  Appro¬ 
priation  Bill;  but  I  do  not  know  but  it  would  do  very  well 
to  put  these  two  sums  in  this  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Perhaps  it  might  complicate  the  loan 
transaction  to  introduce  them  in  this  Bill. 

Mr.  BOYVELL.  I  have  the  other  Bill  ready. 

Bill  read  the  first  and  second  times,  considered  in  com¬ 
mittee,  and  read  the  third  time  and  passed, 

CONSOLIDATED  INLAND  REVENUE  ACT. 

Mr,  McLELAN  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
committee  to  consider  certain  proposed  resolutions  (p.  2421) 
to  amend  the  Consolidated  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1883.  He 
said  :  The  amendments  we  propose  to  ask  the  Houso  to  make 
are  comparatively  few.  It  is  considered  advisable,  for  the  sake 
of  convenience,  to  dispense  with  the  marks  that  have  hitherto 
been  required  to  be  placed  on  boxes  of  cigars  that  hav8  been 
warehoused.  The  previous  Act  charged  the  duty  on  the 
weight  of  cigars  as  well  as  on  the  number.  It  is  proposed  to 
amend  that,  as  we  charge  the  duty  on  the  number  of  cigars, 
requiring  that  the  number  shall  be  marked  on  the  outside 
of  the  box,  so  that  the  clearances  from  the  warehouses  can 
be  made  much  more  conveniently  than  before.  In  order  to 
prevent  the  unlawful  sale  of  malt  as  well  as  spirits,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  apply  all  the  regulations  hitherto  applied  to  spirits 
to  malt.  Section  “c”  provides  for  preventing  fraud  by  the 
use  of  packages  that  have  already  been  used.  The  old  Act 
simply  declares  that  the  vendor  shall  see  that  the  old  stamps 
upon  the  package  shall  be  obliterated  ;  we  propose  that  it 
shall  be  the  business  of  the  vendor  of  the  contents  to  see  that 
the  stamps  shall  be  obliterated  before  the  packages  pass  from 
his  control.  Paragraph  “  d"  relates  to  the  enforcement  of 
penalties.  In  paragraph  “  e  ”  it  is  proposed  to  allow  an 
abatement  of  duty  on  spirits  for  shrinkage  by  evaporation, 
allowing  the  Governor  in  Council  to  impose  an  additional 
duty  of  5  cents  a  gallon  on  spirits,  and  prohibiting  spirits 
being  entered  for  consumption  before  a  specified  time  after 
manufacture.  It  is  found  that  by  retention  of  spirits  there 
is  an  evaporation.  It  is  proposed  that  the  Department,  under 
Order  in  Council,  shall  be  permitted  to  have  these  spirits, 
after  manufacture  and  distillation,  tested,  and  the  duty  fixed  ; 
then,  at  a  certain  period  afterwards,  they  shall  be  tested 
again  and  allowance  made  for  evaporation  in  quantity  and 
strength.  This  is  the  system  followed  in  England  and  the 
United  States.  It  is  proposed  to  fix  the  maximum  per¬ 
centage  of  reduction  that  may  be  made,  under  Order  of 
the  Governor  in  Council,  not  exceeding  6  per  cent,  the 
first  year,  4  per  cent,  the  second  year,  2  per  cent,  the  third 
year,  and  2  per  cent,  the  following  year,  up  to  seven  years  in 
all.  The  keeping  of  whiskey  unused  for  a  certain  time  will 
improve  its  condition,  and  renders  it  less  injurious  to  the 
health,  and  with  that  careful  consideration  for  the  health 
of  the  community  which  this  Department  has  always  mani¬ 
fested,  it  is  intended  that  the  whiskey  will  bo  purified  by 
age,  as  far  as  possible,  and  in  that  view  it  is  proposed  to 
provide  that  after  the  1st  July,  1887,  no  spirits  shall  be 
removed  from  the  warehouse  for  sale  until  they  are  one 
year  old,  and  after  the  1st  of  July,  1890,  none  shall  be 
removed  unlessjtwo  years  old. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  that,  also,  English  or  American  legisla¬ 
tion  ? 

Mr,  Bowell, 
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Mr.  McLELAN.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  it  i8 
English  legislation,  but  in  some  cases  we  are  in  advance  of 
English  legislation,  and  if  we  can  improve  the  quality  of 
the  liquor  it  will  be  a  benefit  to  the  community. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  am  glad  to  accept  the  opinion  of  a  good 
judge  of  whiskey. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  whether  I  am 
a  good  judge  or  not,  but  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
can  be  given  of  this.  It  is  claimed  to  be  the  effect  of  age 
that  improves  whiskey,  whatever  it  may  do  with  other 
things  As  the  allowance  of  a  reduction  for  evaporation 
would  result  in  a  loss  of  revenue,  it  is  proposed  to  impose  5 
cents  a  gallon  additional  duty  to  compensate  for  that,  so 
that  the  improvement  by  ago  may  not  be  at  the  expense  of 
the  revenue.  We  propose  to  allow  an  increase  in  the  num¬ 
ber  of  sizes  in  which  tobacco  may  be  packed. 
We  propose  to  allow  manufacturers  to  use  10,  25, 
35,  45,  60,  100,  110  pound  packages.  The  present 
regulations  prevent  the  manufacturer  from  having  in  the 
show  room  a  sufficient  number  of  packages  for  the  inspec¬ 
tion  of  customers ;  we  propose  to  allow  him  to  cut  open  a 
larger  number,  stamped  and  duty  paid.  We  propose  to 
reduce  the  number  of  cigars  that  may  be  entered  for  ex-ware¬ 
house  ;  under  the  present  law  the  number  of  cigars  that  may 
be  entered  at  one  time  is  specified,  and  it  is  proposed,  now 
that  the  duty  is  increased,  to  reduce  that  number. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  As  regards  the  minor 
features  of  this  Bill,  probably  they  had  better  be  discussed 
in  committee,  where  we  can  debate  them  in  a  more  con¬ 
versational  fashion  than  we  can  now,  but  this  clause  “  e,” 
allowing  the  Governor  in  Council  to  impose  an  additional 
duty  of  5  cents  on  each  gallon  of  spirits,  has  either,  design¬ 
edly  or  accidentally,  been  used  for  the  purpose  of  borrowing 
a  very  considerable  amount  of  revenue  from  next  year  for 
the  benefit  of  this  year.  Whatever  construction  may  be 
put  upon  it  inside  the  House,  or  in  the  Department,  it 
appears  that  the  trade  have  looked  upon  this  as  a  state¬ 
ment  absolutely  that  the  Governor  in  Council  would,  at 
pleasure,  impose  an  additional  duty  of  5  cents,  and  have, 
consequently,  ex-warehoused,  everything  they  possibly 
could  and  paid  it  in.  That  may  be  very  convenient,  but  it 
is  a  very  questionable  piece  of  financiering.  It  is  not  very 
desirable  to  borrow,  in  the  eleventh  month —because  I  see 
these  resolutions  were  introduced  on  the  7th  May — a 
million  from  the  natural  revenue  of  1886  and  put  it  into 
the  year  1885,  and  it  is  very  likely  to  cause  very  consider¬ 
able  further  injury  to  the  public  credit,  and  to  the  revenue, 
a  little  later  on.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  has  explained  it, 
the  matter  is  not  quite  so  objectionable  as  it  looked 
at  first,  because,  undoubtedly,  the  permission  to  the 
Governor  in  Council  to  impose  a  duty  at  any 
moment  to  be  selected  by  themselves  is  one  I  should 
feel  disposed  to  oppose  to  the  uttermost,  unless  very 
strong  reason  was  given  for  it.  It  is  very  inconvenient, 
and  it  opens  a  very  serious  door  to  possible  fraud.  In  any 
case,  there  is  very  little  doubt,  as  I  said,  that  about  a  mil¬ 
lion  dollars  have  been  taken  out  of  the  revenue  of  next  year 
and  put  to  the  credit  of  this ;  and  this  description  of  practi¬ 
cally  cooking  our  accounts  is  not  likely  to  improve  our 
credit  anywhere.  This  has  been  done  once  or  twice  before, 
and  in  the  whole  of  the  accounts  which  have  been  submitted 
to  us  this  year  it  is  tolerably  clear  that  a  good  deal  of 
pains  have  been  taken  to  cook  them.  Items,  like  the  items 
for  receipts  on  account  of  public  lands,  have  been  placed,  or 
are  to  bo  placed,  to  the  credit  of  our  ordinary  revenue, 
while  the  charges  for  those  same  public  lands  are  charged 
to  capital  account.  Now,  that  kind  of  thing  does  not  help 
Canadian  credit,  either  at  home  or  abroad ;  and  I  do  not 
think  the  result  of  this  particular  experiment — even  if  it 
does,  to  some  extent,  help  our  credit  this  year — is  likely  to 
be  particularly  useful  to  the  state  of  our  revenue  next  year. 
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It  seems  to  me  that  these  resolutions  ought  not  to  havo 
been  placed  on  the  Notice  Paper  a  whole  month  and  more 
before  the  time  came  for  putting  them  into  law.  It  has 
never,  heretofore,  been  our  practice  to  give  notice  of  changes 
in  the  revenue  to  the  trade  for  a  period  of  something  like 
five  weeks  and  more  in  advance  of  the  time  when  they  can 
possibly  come  into  effect,  and  I  think  the  practice  is  exceed¬ 
ingly  objectionable. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  do  not  suppose  that  could  have  been  the 
effect  upon  the  manufacturers,  to  induce  them  to  take  these 
goods  from  bond,  because  of  so  small  a  duty  as  5  cents, 
when  there  will  be  connected  with  it  a  rebate  for  evapora¬ 
tion  caused  by  age  to  the  amount  of  the  percentage  I  have 
named. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  proof  of  the  pud¬ 
ding  is  in  the  eating. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  may  be  that  the  Department  was  very 
much  disappointed  and  the  Government  very  much  grieved 
when  they  found  over  $900,000  of  an  excess  of  Excise  revenue 
received  in  the  last  month  over  the  corresponding  month  of 
the  preceding  year.  It  is  possible  that  they  felt  alarmed  at 
these  results  of  their  action,  and  that  they  did  not  at  all  con¬ 
template  them  ;  but,  if  so,  it  must  have  been  because  they 
were  very  short-sighted,  because  the  trade  has  taken  a  dif¬ 
ferent  view.  Else,  how  does  the  hon.  gentleman  account 
for  the  very  large  excess  in  the  receipts  of  the  Inland 
Revenue  Department  in  that  month?  It  was  not  the 
passing  of  the  Temperance  Act  in  a  great  many  coun¬ 
ties  that  did  it.  What  cause  is  it  attributable  to,  except 
the  hon.  gentleman’s  notice  ?  It  seems  to  me  a  most  objec¬ 
tionable  thing  to  have  put  this  notice  upon  the  Paper  in 
this  way.  The  presumed  rule  of  Government  with  reference 
to  tariff  changes,  in  the  Excise,  particularly,  is  that  they 
are  brought  forward  without  prior  notice  of  any  kind,  that 
the  previous  negotiations  and  discussions  are  conducted  in 
the  highest  confidence;  the  telegraph  wires  are  taken 
possession  of,  as  a  rule,  in  order  that  there  may  be  no 
chance  to  affect  the  revenue  injuriously  by  the  intended 
alteration,  and  that  there  may  not  be  that  speculation  and 
those  possible  advantages  obtained  by  individuals  which 
would  accrue  if  such  proposals  were  placed  upon  the  Paper. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  There  could  be  no  gain  to  the  manu¬ 
facturer,  because,  in  connection  with  this  5  cent  duty, 
there  is  a  rebate. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  may  be  that  the  manufacturers  are  very 
stupid.  I  believe  they  generally  are.  They  are  not  acute 
persons  at  all ;  they  do  not  know  their  business  very  well ; 
the  hon.  gentleman  finds  it  difficult  to  persuade  them  to  pay 
all  the  revenue  they  owe,  and  he  does  not  find  it  necessary 
to  have  gaugers  and  detective  officers  to  secure  the  transac¬ 
tion  of  business  in  proper  time ;  they  are  an  innocent,  soft, 
stupid,  dull  class  of  the  community,  who,  doubtless,  did  not 
appreciate  the  hon.  gentleman’s  resolutions,  and  conse¬ 
quently  took  a  large  quantity  of  spirits  out  of  bond  and 
paid  a  large  sum  into  the  revenue.  That  is  the  story  the 
hon.  gentleman  wishes  the  House  to  believe.  I  do  not  very 
well  know  what  the  object  of  the  hon.  gentleman  was,  or  of 
his  colleague,  whose  place  he  so  well  fills  upon  this  occasion, 
in  bringing  forward  this  resolution,  in  the  shape  of  giving 
this  notice  and  leaving  it  upon  the  Paper  for  a  long  time, 
nor  do  1  know  what  the  object  of  the  Government  was  in 
bringing  forward  this  notice  in  the  way  in  which  it  is 
brought  forward,  asking  that  the  Governor  in  Council  may 
be  permitted  to  impose  this  duty.  I  certainly  object  entirely 
to  entrusting  the  Governor  in  Council  with  power  to  in¬ 
crease  the  charges  upon  the  people.  The  character  of  the 
charge  is  a  matter  of  indifference ;  the  principle  is  that 
which  is  involved.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  say  this  is 
not  really  going  to  be  an  increase,  because,  upon  the  aver¬ 
age,  it  will  be  a  decrease ;  but  that  is  no  matter,  His 


proper  duty  to  Parliament  was  to  have  prepared  his  plan, 
and,  if  his  plan  involved  an  increase  of  duty  in  the  first 
instance,  in  respect  Of  which  there  was  to  be  a  rebate  in 
respect  of  this  allowance  for  evaporation  and  the  loss  of 
alcoholic  properties,  to  have  brought  down  the  whole  plan. 
We  are  determined  that  we  will  make  these  allowances. 
We  are  determined  that  we  will  increase  this  duty.  We 
take  parliamentary  authority  for  increasing  the  duty  and 
making  the  allowances,  for  it  is  Parliament  that  must 
increase  the  duty  in  this  as  in  all  other  cases.  It  is  not 
the  Governor  in  Council  who  is  to  bo  entrusted  with  the 
power  of  increasing  a  duty.  Therefore,  in  point  of  form, 
and  apart,  altogether,  from  the  question  of  policy,  I  object 
to  the  form  of  this  resolution,  and  maintain  that  it  must  be 
so  moulded  as  shall  make  the  Act  which  creates  a  greater 
charge  upon  the  people  the  Act  of  the  Legislature  and  not 
the  will  of  the  Executive.  Now,  with  reference  to  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  particular  proposal :  Of  course,  we  havo  one 
great  advantage  in  the  absence  of  the  Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue  and  in  the  presence  of  the  hon.  gentleman  in  his 
place.  We  have  an  hon.  gentleman  who  is  ablo  to  speak  to 
us  with  knowledge,  skill  and  experience,  on  the  subject 
matter  of  the  resolutiou,  who  is  able  to  explain  to  us  the 
degree  of  strength  which  these  spirits  will  lose  from  being 
kept  in  the  depository  of  the  bonded  warehouse  or  of  the 
manufacturer,  instead  of  going  to  their  ultimate  and  unfor¬ 
tunate  destination,  the  stomach  of  the  people.  I  say,  we 
have  the  advantage  of  having  the  hon.  gentleman’s  state 
ment,  which  has  been  clear,  distinct  and  intelligible,  as  to 
the  operation  of  this,  as  to  the  greater  salubrity,  the  greater 
healthfulness  of  his  proposed  mode  of  drinking  whiskey. 
I  see  he  likes  his  whiskey  old.  I  dare  say  ho  is  quite  right. 
I  havo  seen  some  advertisements  in  the  newspapers,  in 
which  the  advantages  of  old  whiskey  are  highly  lauded,  and 
I  dare  say  the  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  correct.  Now  he 
says  that  the  Government  is  so  anxious  for  the  welfare  of 
the  population  that  from  sanitary  considerations,  the  same 
high  views  which  have  induced  them  to  propose  measures  to 
prevent  the  adulteration  of  food,  drinks  and  manures,  indu¬ 
ced  them  to  propose  to  render  whiskey  a  more  healthful 
and  satisfactory  drink  for  our  consumption.  The  statement 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  that  it  is  proposed  to  make  allow¬ 
ances  of  6  per  cent,  for  the  first  year  and  4  per  cent,  for 
the  second  year,  and  that  no  whiskey  shall  be  sold  after  a 
certain  time.  This  would  make  the  maximum  allowance  of 
10  per  cent,  for  the  two  years.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  add¬ 
ing  5  per  cent.— -I  think  the  duty  at  present  is  $1 — he 
is  adding  5  per  cent,  to  the  duty.  The  allowance, 
at  the  end  of  two  years,  is  to  be  6  per  cent.,  and 
at  the  end  of  one  year,  4  per  cent.  You  get 
a  reduction  of  10  per  cent,  and  an  increase  of  5,  so  that  you 
make  a  loss  of  5  percent.,  according  to  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
statement,  if  the  whiskey  is  sold  at  the  earliest  period  at 
which  it  is  proposed,  after  1890,  that  the  whiskey  shall  be 
capable  of  sale  at  all.  So  that  the  proposition  is  in  effect 
for  a  reduction  of  the  duty  on  whiskey  instead  of  an  increase. 
Of  course  the  whiskey  will  probably  cost  the  public  as 
much,  because  a  few  years  holding  involves  interest,  ware¬ 
housing,  etc.  I  presume  it  is  to  be  kept  in  a  bonded  ware¬ 
house,  and  thereloro  the  duty  will  not  be  paid  until  the 
end  of  two  years.  Tho  result  will  be  that  the  public  may 
pay  nearly  as  much,  but  as  far  as  the  revenue  is  concerned, 
it  is  clear  it  will  not  be  so  effectually  provided  for  by  the 
spirit  duty  under  these  arrangements,  when  it  assumes  its 
regular  form,  as  it  is  under  the  existing  plan. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  There  can  be  no  doubt  from 
this  resolution  having  been  placed  on  the  Notice  Paper  for 
so  long  a  time,  it  has  had  the  result  of  greatly  augmenting 
the  receipts  of  the  Dominion  for  the  present  year  at  the 
expense  of  the  revenue  for  the  next  year.  Whether 
designed  or  not,  it  has  accomplished  the  gathering  in  to 
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tho  public  Treasury  during  this  year,  of  about  a  million  of 
money  that  would  not  have  come  into  it,  in  the  regular 
course  of  trade,  until  the  next  year.  It  is  not  usual  to  give 
notice  of  changes  whereby  the  revenue  may  be  affected, 
as  has  already  beet  pointed  out.  When  the  Minister  put 
this  notico  on  the  Paper  we  were  engaged  in  discussing  a 
measure  which  necessitated  several  weeks’  discussion,  and 
he  must  have  known  that  all  other  business  must  stand 
until  that  Bill  had  been  put  through  committee.  Now,  as 
he  must  have  known  that,  the  putting  this  resolution  upon 
tho  Paper  does  seem,  upon  the  face  of  it,  designed  by  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  to  bring  into  the  public  revenues  a 
million  dollars  this  year  which  will  bo  that  much  towards 
balancing  the  accounts  of  the  Dominiou,  if  it  does  not 
enable  the  Government  to  show  a  surplus.  Tho  Acting 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  says  no;  there  could  have 
been  no  design  of  that  kind,  because  the  manufacturer 
would  have  no  object,  because  he  proposed  to  allow  him  a 
rebate,  by  way  of  evaporation,  while  he  proposed  in  this 
notice  to  charge  him  5  cents  a  gallon  additional  by 
proclamation  of  the  Governor  in  Council ;  and  he  would  not 
at  all  be  alarmed  by  that  because  the  same  notice  tells  him 
that  we  intend  to  make  an  allowance  of  a  certain  percentage 
for  evaporation,  and  therefore  it  does  not  inrease  the  duty 
upon  spirits  at  all,  because  the  extra  5  cents  ho  will  have 
to  pay  will  be  more  than  counterbalanced  by  the  amount  of 
the  percentage  that  would  be  allowed  him  for  evaporation. 

I  dare  say  this  notice,  if  it  had  contained  only  those  two 
clauses,  would  not  have  resulted  in  the  extra  million  of 
revenue  coming  in,  but  the  Minister  has  put  in  another 
little  notice,  and  it  was  that  which  led  to  the  additional 
million,  and  it  is  this: 

“For  allowing  the  Governor  in  Council  to  impose  an  additional  duty 
of  5  cents  on  each  gallon  of  spirits,  and  for  prohibiting  spirits  being 
entered  for  consumption  before  a  specified  time  after  manufacture.” 

This,  it  was,  that  led  the  manufacturer  to  take  his  liquor  out 
of  bond.  If  he  had  an  intimation  that  he  would  be  allowed 
to  remove  any  of  it  from  bond  or  put  any  of  it  in  the 
market  for  two  years  from  the  present  time,  he  would  want 
to  avail  himself  of  tho  privilege  of  disposing  of  it  now.  If 
the  Minister  of  Customs  can  say  it  was  not  so,  I  shall  stand 
corrected,  but  he  cannot  deny  that  the  result  has  been  to 
add  a  million  additional  to  the  revenue,  which  wo  should  not 
otherwise  have  had.  That  has  come  no,  doubt,  largely  from 
spirits.  As  a  result  of  the  Government  leaving  this  notice 
on  the  Paper,  they  have  obtained  $1,000,000  more  revenue 
than  might  have  been  expected  during  the  fiscal  year,  and 
that  amount  properly  belongs  to  the  next  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  do  not  propose  to  discuss  the 
matter  now,  or  refer  to  the  chivalrous  impulse  which 
induced  the  hon.  member  for  West  Durham  to  attack  a 
Minister  not  in  his  place,  which  he  does  not  find  it  a  very 
safe  thing  to  do  when  that  Minister  is  in  his  place.  What  I 
desire  to  point  out  is  this:  Hon.  gentlemen  will  remember 
that  after  the  troubles  broke  out  in  the  North-West  there 
was  a  popular  impression  in  the  public  mind  that  an 
increase  of  duties  would  be  necessary  in  order  to  obtain 
increased  revenue.  Even  in  the  matter  of  that,  there  was  a 
very  considerable  movement  in  the  large  marts,  such  as 
Toronto  and  Montreal,  on  the  part  of  merchants,  who 
believed  that  the  Government  would  be  compelled  to  increase 
the  duties  in  order  to  meet  the  necessary  expenditure.  It 
will  be  found  that  this  was  the  motive,  and  not  anything  in 
the  x’osolution,  which  the  hon.  gentleman  says  issomethingto 
make  a  deduction  on  one  side  and  an  increase  on  the  other, 
and  which  induced  the  distillers  to  pay  a  large  amount  of  I 
revenue. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  That  might  be  true,  with 
respect  to  such  an  article  as  tea,  of  which  there  was  not  a 
great  stock  in  the  country  at  that  time,  and  which  had  to  be 
Mr,  Patsoson  (Brant), 


June  12, 


brought  some  distance.  It  could  not  occur  in  regard  to  an 
article  that  was  in  bonded  warehouses  at  the  time,  and  could 
be  removed  at  the  shortest  possible  notice.  The  notice  has 
been  on  tho  Paper  nearly  six  weeks,  and  the  distillers  took 
the  precaution  to  remove  their  goods. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  resolved  itself  into  Com- 
mitte. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  BLAKE.  During  what  period  has  this  increase  of 
the  revenue  taken  place  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN,  I  understand  that  the  increase  took 
place  during  three  weeks.  It  was  not  only  on  spirits,  but 
there  was  a  large  increase  on  tobacco.  A  large  proportion 
of  the  spirit  was  old  whiskey,  which  is  less  injurious  than 
new  spirit. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
given  us  to  understand  that  the  object  the  Government  had 
in  view  was  that  old  spirits  should  be  used,  which  are  more 
healthy. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  said  it  was  less  injurious. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  The  result  of  the  action  taken  was 
that  1,000,000  gallons  more  of  whiskey  was  let  loose  on  the 
people,  to  the  great  injury  of  their  health.  In  that  case 
alone,  there  was  ground  for  complaint  against  the  Govern¬ 
ment. 

Mr,  McLELAN.  I  should  much  regret  if  that  quantity 
of  new  spirits  had  been  sent  among  the  people,  but  hon, 
gentlemen  opposite  know  it  could  not  be  manufactured  in 
the  time.  In  this  temperance  age  it  could  not  be  supposed 
that  1,000,000  gallons  of  spirits  could  be  consumed  within 
the  period  in  question. 

Mr.  PA  CERSON.  Then,  what  a  mistake  the  distillers 
made,  in  paying  this  extra  amount  of  money  into  the  Dom¬ 
inion  Treasury. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Tho  mistake  was,  to  suppose  that  the  dis¬ 
tillers  would  take  out  the  old  whiskey  and  leave  in  the  new, 
for  old  whiskey  could  be  taken  out  after  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man’s  order  had  been  passed. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  it  is 
impossible  for  1,000,000  gallons  of  new  whiskey  to  bo 
made  in  the  time.  A  large  proportion  of  that  taken  out 
was  old. 

Mr.  CA  SEY.  That  depends  on  what  you  call  new  whiskey. 
If  you  only  include  whiskey  made  within  a  month  or  so  it 
would  bo  impossible,  but  if  you  include  all  that  was  made 
within  the  year,  I  think  it  is  very  possible  that  they  should 
have  1,000,000  gallons  of  it  on  hand.  On  the  other  hand,  I  do 
jiot  think  that  the  manufacturers  would  be  foolish  enough  to 
take  out  any  old  whiskey  at  all,  even  at  the  end  of  the  first 
year.  Taking  the  rebate  and  the  increase  together,  they 
give  at  tho  end  of  the  first  year  a  bonus  of  1  per  cent,  to 
tho  distiller  ;  at  the  end  of  2  years,  5  per  cent. ;  at  the 
end  of  3  years,  8  per  cent. ;  at  the  end  of  4  years,  10  per 
cent. ;  until,  at  the  end  of  7  years,  there  is  a  total  bonus  of  16 
per  cent,  given  to  the  manufacturer.  A  man  would  be  very 
foolish  to  take  out  7-year  old  whiskey  when,  a  short  time 
afterwards,  he  might  get  it  out  for  16  cents  less  per  gallon 
than  he  can  now,  and  the  chances  are  that  it  is  new  whiskey 
alone  which  was  taken  out.  Tho  Minister  has  not  given  us 
any  other  means  of  accounting  for  the  great  increase  in  the 
consumption  of  whiskey.  The  hon.  member  for  Cardwell  has 
given  an  explanation,  drawn  from  the  war  in  the  North- 
West  and  tho  apprehensions  of  an  increased  duty,  but  that 
explanation  was  rather  raw,  and  I  think  we  may  leave  it  in 
bond  for  the  present.  Is  it  in  consequence  of  the  great 
temperance  boom  in  the  country  ?  Is  it  because  the  Scott 
Act  went  into  force  in  so  many  counties  in  the  month  of 
May  ?  I  do  not  think  the  strongest  opponent  of  the  Scott 
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Act  would  say  that  is  the  reason.  There  is  nothing  in  the 
special  or  general  circumstances  of  the  country  which  will 
account  for  it,  so  you  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
was  the  hon.  gentleman’s  resolutions  that  did  the  mischief. 
Though  the  circulation  of  so  much  raw  whiskey  may  do  harm 
to  the  people,  it  may  do  good  to  the  Government,  by  saving 
them  from  having  a  deficit  for  this  year  and  nest  year  too, 
just  as  in  the  case  of  the  extra  revenue  brought  in  by  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  National  Policy.  The  Finance  Minister  claimed 
the  revenues  paid  in  anticipation  of  the  adoption  of  that 
policy  for  the  year  1819,  and  claimed  them  the  next  year,  as 
well,  because,  he  said,  they  belonged  to  that  year,  and  had 
been  forestalled  the  year  before.  The  plan  is  certainly  a  very 
ingenious  one,  and  does  great  credit  to  the  hon.  Minister 
who  devised  it,  whether  it  was  the  Acting  Minister  or  the 
de  jure  Minister.  It  was  very  clever,  and  no  doubt  it  meets 
with  the  hearty  approval  of  the  Minister  of  Finance,  who 
will  know  so  well  how  to  make  use  of  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  As  the  hon.  member  for  Elgin  has  pointed 
out,  this  notice  to  the  manufacturers  of  whiskey  was  drawn 
with  great  care  and  caution,  as  certain  circumstances  would 
induce  the  manufacturers  of  whiskey  to  believe  that  they 
would  savo  money  by  leaving  the  whiskey  in  bond.  The 
hon.  gentleman  prescribed  the  amount  of  the  charge  he 
was  about  to  impose  on  whiskey,  and  ho  gave  them  other 
particulars,  but  what  was  to  be  done  in  the  case  of  whiskey 
which  was  kept  in  bond  for  age,  was  left  out.  If  he  had 
disclosed  the  whole  plan,  it  is  possible  that  certain  unex¬ 
pected  results  would  have  taken  place.  These  persons,  how¬ 
ever,  being  in  ignoranco  of  how  soon  ho  might  propose  to 
prohibit  the  ex-warehousing  their  stuff,  and  not  being 
aware  what  the  allowance  was  going  to  bo,  they  adopted 
what  they  thought  was  the  prudent  step  of  taking  out  their 
whiskey.  With  the  hon.  gentleman’s  strong  temperance 
views,  I  have  no  doubt  he  is  rather  glad  that  he 
has  played  them  a  pretty  smart  trick ;  he  thinks 
it  is  a  clear  gain,  and  if  their  bank  accounts  are 
much  depleted,  if,  like  an  even  more  respectable 
corporation,  they  have  to  use  Exchequer  bills,  and  put  them 
in  the  hands  of  the  banks,  ho  will  say,  at  any  rate,  that  the 
Dominion  of  Canada  may  as  well  get  an  extra  share  of 
these  unhallowed  gains.  I  dare  say  that  is  hi3  feeling,  but 
whether  it  is  participated  in  by  his  colleagues,  whether  the 
First  Minister  equally  rejoices  in  the  game  which  has  been 
played  on  the  manufacturers  of  spirits,  I  do  not  know.  I 
do  not  know  what  the  feelings  of  the  member  for  London 
are  on  this  subject.  We  know  it  is  not  the  drink  he  is 
particularly  interested  in,  but  still,  no  doubt,  he  has  a  kind 
of  fellow  feeling  for  his  othor  friends,  the  manufacturers  of 
spirits,  as  all  the  Ministers,  no  doubt,  have  for  Senator 
Smith,  their  colleague  in  the  Government.  Whether  these 
manufacturers  feel  equally  pleased  at  the  turn  of  affairs 
which  has  taken  place  by  the  notice  to  the  trade  I  cannot 
say,  but  I  have  no  doubt  that,  as  for  the  hon.  gentleman 
himself,  he  feels  rejoiced  at  having  had  a  chance  to  spoil 
the  Egyptians. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  it  the  intention,  in  the  Bill, 
to  fix  the  schedule  of  abatement,  or  to  leave  that  to  the 
Governor  in  Council  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  That  is  to  be  provided  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  If  5  per  cent,  is  the  basis  of  that, 
why  not  make  a  statutory  declaration  of  that  as  well  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  That  would  involve  our  going  into  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Ways  and  Means,  but  wo  may  have  an  opportu¬ 
nity  before  the  Bill  passes  through. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  must  say  that  I  do  not  think  the  Bill 
will  go  through  very  rapidly  if  this  is  left  to  the  Governor 
in  Council.  The  hon.  gentleman  had  better  face  the  diffi¬ 
culty  now. 
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Mr.  PATERSON.  If  the  Government  had  not  determined 
upon  what  would  be  a  fair  abatement  for  shrinkage,  there 
might  be  a  shadow  of  reason  for  asking  that  they  should 
have  the  power  to  do  that  by  Order  in  Council,  and,  as  a 
consequence,  that  the  increase  of  duty  might  be  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  Governor  in  Council ;  but  the  Government  hav¬ 
ing  determined  on  the  abatement  that  was  to  be  made,  I  see 
no  reason  why  the  Governor  in  Council  should  have  any¬ 
thing  to  do  with  it.  If  one  is  determined,  the  other  should 
be  determined. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  will  move  that  the  resolution  be 
amended  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  the  proper  way  would  be  to  leave 
that  out  altogether,  and  bring  a  resolution  into  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Ways  and  Means  to  provide  for  that  duty. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Of  course,  it  does  not  follow  that  these 
reductions  will  be  made.  These  percentages  are  maxi- 
mums,  and  the  reductions  will  depend  altogether  on  the 
evaporation  that  takes  place  during  the  time. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  move  that  the  words,  “  for  allowing 
the  Governor  in  Council  to  impose  an  additional  duty  of  5 
cents  on  each  gallon  of  spirits,”  be  omitted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Before  the  next  stage  of  the  Bill,  I  hope 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  give  us  the  date  at  which  the  bulk 
of  that  money  came  in,  now  that  the  clause  which  brought 
it  in  has  been  struck  out. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Do  the  returns  made  to  the 
Government  show  the  date  when  the  liquor  was  placed  in 
bond  ? 

Mr.  McLEL  AN.  They  do. 

Mr.  PATERSON.  Then,  I  think  it  would  bo  well,  whon 
the  other  information  is  being  brought,  that  the  Minister 
should  also  give  us  the  date  at  which  the  liquor  was  put  in 
bond  and  taken  out.  That  will  enable  us  to  realise  whether 
it  was  old  or  now  whiskey,  and  what  damage  was  done  to 
the  community. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  would  be  too  bad  if  it  was  old 
whiskey. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  the  whole  thing  will  be  complote 
if  he  brings  the  resolutions  of  thanks  of  the  distillers. 

Amendment  agreed  to,  and  resolution  reported  and  con¬ 
curred  in. 

Mr.  McLELAN  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No. 
146)  to  amend  the  Consolidated  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1883. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  11:55  p.m. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Monday,  15th  June,  1885. 

The  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  half-past  One  o’clock. 

Prayers. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT  AMENDMENTS. 

Mr.  JAMIESON  asked,  Is  the  Government  prepared  to 
name  a  day  for  tho  consideration  of  amendments  made  by 
the  Senate  to  Bill  (No.  92)  “  An  Act  further  to  amend  ‘  The 
Canada  Temperance  Act,  1878,’  and  ‘  The  Liquor  License 
Act,  1883?’” 
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Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  HaviDg  ascertained  from 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  he  is  desirous  that  the  matter  should 
be  disposed  of  quickly,  and  as  I  am  informed  that  some  of 
those  who  are  in  favor  of  the  amendments  are  also  anxious 
to  have  it  disposed  of,  I  would  suggest  to  the  House  the 
expediency  of  allowing  this  matter  to  be  fully  discussed  on 
Thursday,  if  that  will  suit  hon.  gentlemen. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Had  it  not  better  be  made  an  Order  for 
that  day  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Perhaps  that  would  be 
better. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE.  The  Government  had  better  put  a 
notice  on  the  Paper  to  that  effect. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Very  well. 

SALE  OE  SETTLEMENT  OF  LANDS  IN  THE 
NOETH-WEST. 

Mr.  TEOW  (for  Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  asked,  Was  there 
any  Order  in  Council  passed  in  1880,  1881  or  1882,  respect¬ 
ing  the  sale  or  settlement  of  land  south  of  the  twenty-four 
mile  belt  reserved  to  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway,  in  Manitoba 
and  the  North-West  Territories?  If  so — 1.  When  was  the 
Order  passed;  2.  What  were  the  terms  of  sale  or  settle¬ 
ment;  3.  What  was  the  price  fixed  for  odd-numbered  sec¬ 
tions  ;  4.  What  were  the  terms  of  such  Order  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes.  (1.)  The  date  of  the  Order  in  Council 
was  the  5th  July,  1882,  but  it  was  not  enforced  until  the 
1st  September  following,  and  therefore  did  not  affect  settle¬ 
ment  made  during  that  season.  (2.)  The  lands  affected  by 
the  Order  in  Council — namely,  the  even-numbered  sections 
between  the  southern  limit  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Eailway 
belt  and  the  international  boundary — were  to  be  offered  for 
sale  by  public  auction,  at  an  upset  price  of  not  less  than 
$2.50  per  acre,  and  any  of  such  lands  disposed  of  while  the 
Order  was  in  operation  were  disposed  of  in  this  manner. 
(3.)  The  odd-numbered  sections  between  the  southerly  limit 
of  the  railway  belt  and  the  international  boundary  were  not 
sold  at  any  price,  but  were  reserved  for  tho  purpose  of  aid¬ 
ing  in  the  construction  of  colonisation  railways.  (4.)  The 
Order  in  Council  will  be  brought  down. 

EAILWAY  SYSTEM  OF  NOVA  SCOTIA. 

Mr.  STAIES  asked,  Has  the  Government  received  from 
any  person  or  persons  any  proposal  for  tho  consolidation 
and  completion  of  the  railway  system  of  Nova  Scotia;  and 
if  so,  what  steps  do  they  intend  to  take  respecting  it  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  Government  has 
received  such  an  application,  and  it  is  now  under  the  con- 
sideration  of  the  Government. 

TEMPOEAKY  LOANS  TO  THE  GOVEENMENT. 

Mr.  TEOW  (for  Mr.  Charlton)  asked,  The  total  amount 
of  temporary  loans  obtained  by  the  Government  from  banks 
or  other  sources  in  Canada,  Great  Britain,  the  United  States 
or  elsewhere,  on  the  31st  May,  1885,  and  at  that  date  unpaid ; 
but  not  including  savings  bank  deposits  or  Dominion  notes 
in  circulation ;  the  date  and  amount  of  each  loan,  from 
what  source  obtained,  and  when  payable  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  temporary  loans  on  the  31st  of  May, 
1885,  in  Canada,  were  $4,400,000,  and  in  England, 
$11,419,067.23.  The  other  information  asked  for  in  the 
quostion  is  such,  as  was  stated  in  the  House  when  asked  for 
before,  as  it  is  not  deemed,  in  the  interest  of  the  country, 
should  be  answered,  on  the  ground  that  tho  banks,  particu¬ 
larly  in  England,  object  to  their  transactions  of  this  kind 
being  made  public. 

Mr.  Jamieson, 


SU  PEE  ANN  U  ATION  S  AND  APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  asked,  Whether  the  office  of  collector 
of  Inland  Eevenue,  filled  by  G.  C.  Longley,  collector,  who 
was  superannuated  during  the  last  year,  has  been  filled  ?  If 
so,  how,  by  promotion  or  new  appointment,  name  and 
salary  allowed,  and  date  of  appointment?  If  not  filled,  is  it 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  fill  it  ?  Who  is  perform¬ 
ing  the  duties  at  present,  and  what  salary  or  per  diem 
allowance  is  paid? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  position  of  collector,  which  became 
vacant  by  the  superannuation  of  the  late  G.  C.  Longley,  has 
been  filled  by  the  appointment  of  John  Dumbrillo,  of  Mait¬ 
land,  by  Order  in  Council  of  16th  April,  1885,  at  a  salary  of 
$1,400  per  annum. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  asked,  Whether  the  office  of  first-class 
clerk,  filled  by  C.  McCarthy,  Public  Works  Department, 
who  was  superannuated  the  last  year,  has  been  filled?  If 
so,  how,  by  promotion  or  otherwise,  name  and  what  salary, 
also  date  of  appointment  ?  If  not  filled,  is  it  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  fill  it  ?  Who  performs  the  duties  at 
present,  and  what  salary  or  per  diem  allowance  is  paid  ? 

Sir  HECTOE  LANGEVIN.  This  office  has  not  yet  been 
filled.  The  duties  are  performed  by  several  officers  of  the 
Department,  who  draw  their  ordinary  salaries. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  asked,  Whether  the  office  of  chief  clerk, 
Secretary  of  State  Department,  filled  by  W.  H.  Jones,  who 
was  superannuated  during  the  last  year,  has  been  filled  ?  If 
so,  how,  by  promotion  or  otherwise  ?  If  filled,  by  whom, 
salary  and  date  of  appointment  ?  If  not  filled,  is  it  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  fill  it  ?  And  who  performs 
the  duties  of  tho  position  at  present,  and  what  salary  or  per 
diem  allowance  is  paid  ? 

Mr.  CHAPLEAU.  The  vacancy  has  not  been  filled  and 
will  not  be  filled,  and  the  duties  are  performed  by  other 
officers  of  the  Department,  without  additional  salary. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  asked,  Whether  the  office  filled  by  N. 
McLood  (Indian  Affairs),  who  was  superannuated  last  year, 
has  been  filled  ?  If  so,  by  promotion  or  otherwise,  name 
and  salary  allowed,  and  date  of  appointment?  If  not 
filled,  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  fill  it  ?  And 
who  performs  the  duties  of  the  office  at  present,  and  what 
salary  or  per  diem  allowance  is  paid  ? 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  office  of  Indian 
agent  at  Fort  Macleod,  formerly  held  by  Norman  Macleod, 
who  was  on  sick  leave  for  some  time  previous  to  his  retire¬ 
ment,  was  filled,  by  the  transfer,  in  January,  1882,  of  Mr. 
C.  E.  Denny,  Indian  agent  at  Fort  Walsh,  to  Fort  Macleod, 
at  the  same  salary  received  by  him  at  Fort  Walsh,  namely, 
$1,200  per  annum.  Mr.  Denny  subsequently  resigned, 
and  was  succeeded,  on  the  10th  of  March,  1884,  by  Mr.  W. 
B.  Pocklington,  who  had  been  Indian  sub-agent  at  the  Black- 
feet  Crossing.  Mr.  Pocklington’s  promotion  was  by  Order 
in  Council  of  the  6th  of  September,  188f,  and  he  received 
the  same  salary  as  his  predecessor,  Mr.  Denny. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  asked,  Whether  the  office  of  chief 
clerk,  Department  of  Interior,  filled  by  A.  Bussell,  who  was 
superannuated  last  year,  has  been  filled  ?  If  so,  by  promo¬ 
tion  or  otherwise,  and  name,  salary  and  date  of  appoint¬ 
ment  ?  If  not  filled,  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  fill  it  ?  And  who  performs  the  duties  of  the  office  at 
present,  and  what  salary  or  per  diem  allowance  is  paid  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes  ;  it  has  been  filled  by  the  promo¬ 
tion  of  Mr.  William  M.  Goodeve,  who  was  next  to  Mr. 
Eussell  in  rank  in  the  Patenting  Branch  of  the  Department; 
Mr.  Goodeve  passed  the  promotion  examination  prescribed 
by  the  Civil  Service  Act, and  received  his  appointment  as  chief 
clerk  of  the  Patents  Branch  of  the  Department  from  the 
1st  January  last,  at  the  salary  of  $1,800  per  annum. 
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Mr.  McMULLEN  asked,  Whether  the  office  of  Surveyor 
Genera],  filled  by  L.  Bussell,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
who  was  superannuated  last  year,  has  been  filled  ?  If  so, 
by  promotion  or  otherwise,  name,  salary  allowed  and  date 
of  appointment  ?  If  not  filled,  is  it  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  fill  it?  And  who  is  performing  the  duties 
of  the  office  at  present  and  what  salary  or  per  diem  allow¬ 
ance  is  paid  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Yes,  it  has  been  filled  by  the  promotion 
of  Mr.  Edouard  Deville,  who  as  chief  inspector  of  surveys, 
was  noxt  to  Mr.  Lindsay  Bussell  in  rank  in  the  Surveys  Branch 
of  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  Mr.  Deville’s  appointment 
as  Surveyor  General  dates  from  the  1st  January  last,  and 
his  salary  is  $-,290  per  annum. 

Mr.  McMULLEJN  asked,  Whether  the  office  filled  by  G. 
Grant,  as  second-class  clerk  of  Militia  and  Defence,  who  was 
superannuated  last  year,  has  been  filled  ?  If  so,  by  pi’omo¬ 
tion  or  otherwise,  and  name  and  salary  ?  If  not  filled,  is  it 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  fill  it  ?  And  who  per¬ 
forms  the  duties  of  the  office  at  present,  and  what  salary  or 
per  diem  allowance  is  paid  ? 

Mr.  CABO  1ST.  Major  Wainwright  has  been  appointed  by 
promotion  to  fill  the  vacancy  created  by  the  retirement  of 
Lieut.-Col.  Grant,  at  the  minimum  salary  of  second-class 
clerks,  namely,  $1,100.  Major  Wainwright  has  been 
removed  since  to  the  Adjutant  General’s  office,  and  it  is 
intended  to  appoint  another  clerk  in  his  place.  At  present 
the  duties  are  performed  temporarily  by  the  other  officers 
of  the  Department,  who  are  not  receiving  extra  salary  or 
per  diem  allowance. 

Mr.  McMULLEN  asked,  Whether  the  office  of  Deputy  Col¬ 
lector  of  Inland  Bovenue,  filled  by  D.  Lindsay,  who  was 
superannuated  last  year,  has  been  filled  ?  If  so,  how,  by  new 
appointment  or  promotion,  name  the  salary  allowed  ?  If 
not  filled,  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  fill  it  ? 
And  who  is  performing  the  duties  of  the  office  at  present, 
and  what  salary  or  per  diem  allowance  is  paid  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Mr.  Lindsay’s  vacancy  has  not  been 
filled  up  to  the  present.  Mr.  J.  S.  Clute,  Collector  of  Cus¬ 
toms  at  Now  Westminster,  B.C.,  is  performing  the  work, 
and  receives  a  5  per  cent,  commission  on  all  Excise  duties 
he  collects,  and  $  100  per  annum  for  performing  the  duties 
of  surveying  the  malt  houses  and  breweries. 

EXCISE  BEYENUE— MAY  1834  AND  1885. 

Sir  BICHABD  CABT WEIGHT  asked,  How  much  of  the 
revenue  from  Excise  received  during  the  month  of  May,  1885, 
was  obtained  from  spirits  and  how  much  from  tobacco, 
respectively  ?  2.  How  much  from  spirits  and  tobacco, 

respectively,  in  May,  1884  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  Spirits,  May,  1884,  $280,217.65  ;  spirits, 
May,  1885,  $1,140,973.62;  tobacco  and  cigars,  1884,  $141- 
035.13;  tobacco  and  cigars,  1885,  $208,532.86. 

PUBLIC  SEBYICE— STATISTICS. 

Mr.  TASSE  asked,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  reorganise  the  system  of  statistics  and  to  publish 
each  year  a,  volume  containing  a  statistical  summary  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  working  of  the  several  branches  of  the  public 
service  ? 

Mr.  POPE.  The  Government  has  that  matter  under  con¬ 
sideration. 

ADMINISTBATION  OF  NORTH-WEST  TERRITORIES. 

Mr.  CARON  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  to-morrow,  to  consider  tho  follow¬ 
ing  resolutions  : — 


— — — - BlM  . .  I  Iiarvura— nwtMlWTf 

1.  That  it  i3  expedient  to  authorise  the  Governor  General  to  appoint 
in  the  manner  provided  by  the  fifth  section  of  the  North-West  Terri¬ 
tories  Act,  1880,  an  additional  member  of  the  Council  for  the  said 
Territories,  and  an  additional  stipendiary  magistrate  in  the  manner 
provided  by  the  seventy-fourth  section  of  the  said  Act,  and  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  mentioned  in  the  said  Act. 

2.  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
may,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Governor  in  Council,  make  such 
arrangements  with  the  Lieutenant-Governor  of  Manitoba  as  seem 
reasonable  as  to  the  compensation  to  be  made  by  Canada  to  that 
Province  for  the  care  and  maintenance  of  persons  detained  in  the 
Selkirk  lunatic  asylum,  or  in  any  temporary  asylum  in  the  said 
Province. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

°  * 

SUBSIDIES  TO  RAILWAY  COMPANIES. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD  moved  that  the  Hou3o 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole,  to-morrow,  to 
eousider  the  following  resolutions  : — 

It  shall  be  lawful  forthe  Governor  in  Council  to  grant  the  further 
subsidies  hereinafter  mentioned  towards  the  construction  of  the  railways 
hereinafter  described ;  that  is  to  say  : 

For  a  railway  from  a  point  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  at 
Rivihre  du  Loup  or  Riviere  Ouelle  in  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
to  Edmunstou  in  the  Province  of  New  Brunswick,  a  subsidy 
not  exceeding  $2,800  per  mile  for  75  miles,  and  $6,000  per 
mile  for  8  miles,  not  exceeding  in  the  whole  $258,000.  The  said 
subsidy  to  be  in  addition  to  the  subsidy  authorised  to  be  granted 
in  aid  of  the  construction  of  the  said  railway,  by  the  Act  45  Vic  ,  cap. 
14,  constituting  with  the  subsidy  so  authorised,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding 
in  the  whole  $498,000.  The  said  subsidy  to  be  granted  to  the  said  rail¬ 
way  upon  the  terms  and  conditions  specified  in  the  said  Act. 

Also  for  a  line  of  railway  connecting  Montreal  with  the  harbors  of 
St.  John  and  Halifax,  via  Sherbrooke,  Moosehead,  Lake  Mettawamkeag, 
Harvey,  Fredericton  and  Salisbury,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding  $80,000  per 
annum  for  twenty  years,  forming  in  the  whole,  together  with  the  sub¬ 
sidy  authorised  by  the  Act  47  Vic.,  cap.  8,  a  subsidy  not  exceeding 
$250,000  per  annum,  the  whole  of  which  shall  be  paid  in  aid  of  the  con¬ 
struction  of  such  line  for  a  period  of  twenty  years,  or  a  guarantee  of  a 
like  sum  for  a  like  period  as  interest  on  the  bonds  of  the  company  under¬ 
taking  the  work. 

The  said  last  mentioned  subsidy  to  be  so  granted  upon  the  term3  and 
conditions  specified  in  the  said  last  mentioned  Act  in  respect  of  the  sub¬ 
sidy  thereby  authorised  in  aid  of  the  said  line  of  railway. 

A  nd  whereas  it  is  essential  in  the  interest  of  Canada,  generally,  as  well 
as  of  the  Province  of  Quebec,  that  free  access  to  the  port  of  Quebec  be 
obtained  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  as  contemplated  by  the  said 
last  mentioned  Act,  and  such  access  has  not  been  obtained,  and  it  is  ne¬ 
cessary  to  make  further  provision  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  such 
access  ;  therefore  it  is  hereby  resolved  as  follows  : 

The  Governor  in  Council  may  grant  a  further  subsidy  to  aid  in  pro¬ 
curing  free  access  a3  hereinafter  described  for  the  trains  and  traffic  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  from  St.  Martin’s  Junction, 
near  Montreal,  or  from  some  other  point  on  the  said  railway  to  be 
selected  by  the  company,  to  the  harbor  of  Quebec,  in  such  manner  as 
shall  be  approved  by  ihe  Governor  in  Council,  to  wit:  An  additional 
subsidy  not  exceeding  $340,000,  constituting  together  with  the  subsidy 
authorised  by  the  said  last  mentioned  Act  to  aid  in  procuring  the 
extension  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to  Quebec  ;  and  the  subsidy 
also  thereby  authorised  to  aid  in  constructing  a  line  connecting  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  at  Jacques  Cartier  Junction  with  the  North 
Shore  Railway,  which  subsidies  shall  be  applicable  to  the  said  first 
mentioned  purpose  :  a  sum  not  exceeding  in  the  whole  the  sum  of 
$1,500,000. 

But  if  the  said  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  fail  within  the 
period  of  two  months  from  the  passing  of  an  Act  based  on  these  reso¬ 
lutions  to  obtain  such  access  to  the  harbor  of  Quebec,  either  by  pur¬ 
chasing  or  obtaining  control  of  the  said  North  Shore  Railway,  or  by 
making  with  the  owners  of  the  said  railway  such  arrangements,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  approval  of  the  Governor  in  Council,  as  will  enable  the  said 
company  to  obtain  such  access  thereto,  and  allow  the  trains  thereof  to 
pass  as  freely  to  and  from  the  said  harbor  as  if  the  said  railway 
formed  part  of  the  main  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ;  then  and 
thereupon  sections  4,  5  and  6  of  the  said  Act  shall  come  into  force  and 
be  acted  upon  in  accordance  with  their  terms. 

That  in  so  far  as  any  further  authority  is  required  to  enable  the  Can¬ 
adian  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  said 
4th,  5th  and  6tli  sections  of  the  said  Act,  47  Victoria,  cap.  8,  as  hereby 
modified,  the  said  company  be  authorised  and  empowered  to  do  with 
the  authority  of  the  shareholders,  evidenced  as  provided  by  their  char¬ 
ter,  all  matters  and  things  that  may  be  necessary  or  expedient,  in  the 
carrying  out  of  any  arrangement  herein  contemplated,  including  the 
leasing  in  perpetuity  of  a  second  line  of  railway  between  Montreal  and 
Quebec,  the  application  of  the  rental  to  be  agreed  upon  in  the  lease 
thereof  to  the  payment  of  the  interest  on  the  bonds  or  stock  of  any 
company  to  be  formed  for  constructing  such  second  line,  and  the  use 
of  such  subsidy  in  whole  or  in  part  as  a  provision  for  interest  or  divi¬ 
dends  upon  the  cost  of  such  construction  or  otherwise  as  may  be  found 
expedient  in  making  the  financial  arrangements  for  meeting  such  cost ; 
and  that  such  authority  in  all  the  foregoing  respects  as  may  be  needed 


2582 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


June  15, 


by  the  Company  to  be  incorporated  under  the  said  Act  be  also  granted 
to  such  company  by  the  terms  of  its  charter. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  DISTURBANCE  IN  THE 
NORTH-WEST. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  the  following  resolution  : — 

That  towards  making  good  the  supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for 
the  service  of  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1885,  the  sum  of  $1,700,000  be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  Canada. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  would  be  reasonable  that  the  Minister 
should  give  the  House  further  information  with  regard  to 
the  expenditure  connected  with  this  military  expedition 
and  the  suppression  of  the  rebellion.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  his  colleague  (Mr.  Caron)  asked  the  House  for  a 
vote  of  $700,000  in  the  first  instance,  and  then  for  $  1,000,000. 
Now  it  is  proposed  to  carry  through  an  Act  to  grant  this 
amount  of  $1,700,000.  We  know  from  the  information  of 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Customs  that  this  will  not  by  any 
means  be  all  the  expenditure  that  will  be  required  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  matter,  and  the  Government  may  bo  in  a 
position  to  give  the  House  more  definite  information  than 
they  could  when  this  vote  was  formerly  asked. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  did  not  anticipate  a  detailed  statement 
of  expense  would  be  asked  for  at  this  stage.  The  arrange¬ 
ment  was,  when  the  first  vote  was  taken,  that  a  Bill  should 
bo  introduced  to  cover  the  amount,  and  after  the  second  I 
resolution  was  passed  asking  for  an  additional  million,  I 
promised  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  and  have  done  so. 

Mr.  CAEON.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  give  any  further 
information  to  the  hon.  gentleman  to-day,  but  I  recoiled  a 
very  heavy  looking  parcel  from  the  Hudson  Bay  Company, 
containing  vouchers  and  estimates,  on  Friday  night.  The 
officers  of  the  Department  have  been  kept  very  busy  ever 
since  investigating  that,  and  within  two  or  threo  days  I 
hope  to  be  able  to  lay  before  the  House  the  information 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  is  anxious  to  get,  and  which  I 
am  very  anxious  indeed  to  bring  down. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  suppose  the  best  way  will  be  to  get  the 
information  before  we  take  committee  on  the  Bill. 

Eesoluton  to  be  reported. 

INSURANCE  ACT  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Before  moving  the  third  reading  of  this 
Bill  (No.  20)  to  modify  the  application  of  the  Consolidated 
Insurance  Act  of  1877,  1  may  say  that  there  have  been 
grave  doubts  expressed  as  to  the  right  of  this  Parliament 
to  exercise  the  powers  given  under  the  7th  section,  and,  as 
that  doubt  exists.  I  will  move  that  the  Bill  bo  not  now 
read  the  third  time,  but  that  it  be  referred  back  to  Committee 
of  the  Whole  to  strike  out  the  7th  section,  and  to  add  in 
the  8th  clause  the  word  “  registered  ”  after  the  word 
“  licensed  ”  in  the  19th  line.  It  is  contended  by  many 
gentlemen  that  that  is  a  question  exclusively  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Provincial  Legislatures  and  not  within 
the  purview  of  tho  Dominion  Parliament.  In  looking  over 
the  decision  in  the  case  to  which  my  attention  was  called, 

I  do  not  find  that  tho  Privy  Council  gave  any  positive 
opinion  on  that  question  ;  but,  rather  than  have  any  doubt 
or  any  further  debate  upon  it,  I  think  it  is  advisable  to 
strike  out  that  clause. 

Mr.  IYES.  I  do  not  quite  understand  whether  the  Min¬ 
ister  takes  the  responsibility  of  giving  it  as  his  opinion  that 
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this  clause  which  he  proposes  to  strike  out  is  ultra  vires  of 
this  Parliament.  He  says  that  a  number  of  gentlemen, 
whether  members  of  this  Hous9  or  not  ho  did  not  state,  but 
1  presume  they  are  members  of  this  Houso,  have  doubts 
about  the  power  of  Parliament  to  enact  this  section.  I  would 
like  to  know,  if  that  particular  section  is  not  within  our 
power,  bow  these  other  sections  which  refer  to  what  may 
bo  endorsed  on  tho  policy  and  what  the  policy  shall  contain 
and  shall  not  contain  can  in  common  sense  come  within  the 
power  of  this  Parliament.  If  we  have  any  power  at  alL 
over  an  insurance  company  that  we  incorporate,  to  fix  the 
terms  upon  which  they  shall  do  business  with  the  public, 
and  the  public  shall  do  business  with  them,  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
know  how  we  should  not  have  the  power  to  enact  this 
seventh  section.  This  is  a  very  important  question.  I  do 
not  see  how  we  can  go  into  committee  and  strike  out  the 
clause  without  knowing  the  view  of  tho  Government  in  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  other  parts  of  the  Bill.  Tho  hon.  Minister  refers 
to  the  case  of  Parsons  and  the  Queen.  As  I  read  the  decision 
of  the  Privy  Council  in  that  case,  so  far  from  deciding  that 
we  have  not  the  power  in  this  matter,  it  abstains  from 
deciding  that  matter  altogether,  and  so  far  as  you  can  draw 
from  it  the  opinion  of  the  court,  it  was  that  wo  had  tho 
power,  and  that  the  powers  of  the  Local  Government  and 
of  the  Dominion  in  reference  to  a  matter  of  this  kind  were 
concurrent.  The  only  point  in  the  case  that  I  can  find  out  is 
that  conditions  affixed  by  the  Local  Legislature  as  to  insur¬ 
ance  companies  doing  business  within  their  Province  were 
held  to  be  within  the  powers  of  the  Local  Legislature.  The 
Legislature  of  Ontario  passed  an  Act  which  prescribed  uni¬ 
form  conditions  to  be  inserted  in  the  policies  of  fire  insurance 
companies  doing  business  within  the  Province.  The  Privy 
Council  held  that  that  was  within  the  powers  of  the 
Legislature  of  Ontario,  but  they  expressly  say  that  they 
refrain  from  giving  any  opinion  with  reference  to  tho  point 
which  the  hon.  Minister  proposes  to  assume  has  been 
decided  against  tho  powers  of  the  Parliament  of  Canada. 
If  we  do  not  defend  our  own  rights,  prerogatives  and 
privileges,  it  is  hardly  to  be  expected  that  the  Local  Legis¬ 
latures  will  do  it  for  us,  and  it  is  going  a  long  way  to 
acknowledge  that  we  have  not  the  power  which  we  have 
over  and  over  again  assumed,  namely,  to  enact  this  clause, 
not  because  tho  Minister  of  Justice  or  the  Govern¬ 
ment  say  we  have  not  the  power,  but  because  some 
one  says  we  have  not  the  power,  or  that  there 
is  a  doubt  about  it.  If  wo  have  not  the  power  in 
regard  to  the  7th  section,  we  cannot  have  it  in 
regard  to  several  other  sections.  This  Bill  is  far  from  com¬ 
mending  itself  to  a  large  number  of  the  members  of  this 
House,  though  I  do  not  say  the  majority.  It  went  before 
the  committee  and  was  discussed  for  weeks,  and  this  parti¬ 
cular  condition  in  section  7  was  adopted  as  a  sort  of  com¬ 
promise,  and  to  propose  to  strike  it  out  now  and  so  to 
omasculate  the  Bill  seems  to  me  almost  a  breach  of  faith  to 
those  members  of  the  committee  who  consented  to  the  Bill 
in  that  form.  I  trust  the  Minister  will  reconsider  his  incli¬ 
nation  to  strike  out  this  clause.  Tho  other  day  the  hon. 
member  for  Kent  (Mr.  Landry)  was  not  satisfied  with  the 
clause,  and  held  that  information  given  in  answer  to  ques¬ 
tions  should  not  invalidate  the  policy,  unless  it  was 
fraudulently  given.  Now,  what  will  he  and  others  who 
think  with  him  say  if  the  whole  clauso  is  struck  out  and 
the  Bill  is  deprived  of  that  provision  entirely  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  think  it  would  be  unfortunate  to  make 
any  material  alteration  in  this  Bill  before  the  third  reading 
without  some  preliminary  notice.  I  do  not  profess  to 
understand  the  merits  of  the  controversy  which  took  place 
at  such  length  and  earnestness  bofora  tho  Standing  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Banking  and  Commerce,  but  the  Bill  was  ultimately 
settled,  as  the  hon.  member  for  Richmond  and  Wolfe  (Mr. 
Ives)  has  said,  as  a  sort  of  compromise,  and  this  clause  was 
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the  result  of  that  compromise.  I  think  at  the  third  reading 
it  would  be  but  reasonable  not  to  make  a  change  such  as 
this.  I  do  not  at  all  dispute  the  propriety  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman’s  proposod  change.  But  as  wo  have  got  a  thin 
House  just  now,  and  this  measure  has  excited  a  great  deai 
of  interest  amoDg  the  mombers,  and  as  you  have  got  a 
clause  which,  as  it  now  appears,  was  the  subject  of  an 
adjustment,  we  ought  not  to  eliminate  it  without  giving 
some  degree  of  notice,  and  I  would  suggest  to  the  Minister 
to  postpone  the  debate  upon  this  amendment  until  to-mor¬ 
row. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  have  no  objections  that  the  debate 
should  be  adjourned,  and  there  will  be  of  course  no  objec¬ 
tions  to  other  amendments. 

Mr.  BLAKE  moved  that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  debate  adjourned. 

RAILWAYS  IN  THE  NORTH-WEST. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN  moved  that  the  resolutions 
affirming  the  expediency  of  authorising  the  Governor  in 
Council  to  grant  lands  to  certain  companies  in  the  North- 
West,  be  now  read  the  second  time. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Upon  a  former  debate  with  reference  to 
the  first  resolution,  a  good  deal  of  exception  was  taken  to 
some  points  which  the  hon.  gentleman  will  remember, 
with  reference  to  the  question  of  the  coal  supply,  and  that 
of  the  narrow  gauge  railway,  and  there  was  a  well  nigh 
unanimous  expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  all  those 
who  participated  in  tho  discussion,  that  it  was  regretable 
that  tho  railway  should  be  on  the  proposed  gauge.  Upon 
that  occasion  my  hon.  friend  said  he  had  taken  note  of  the 
various  points  that  wore  raised,  and  would  subsequently 
give  some  information  to  the  House  upon  them. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  The  hon.  gentleman  spoke 
of  the  relative  quality  of  the  coal.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
answer  that ;  I  have  not  the  information.  I  know  that  the 
company  is  now  working  at  the  Galt  mine,  at  the  ond  of 
the  railway.  When  first  opened  that  was  considered  the 
best  coal,  but  I  understand  that  other  coal  as  good  as  that 
has  been  found  farther  west ;  in  fact,  it  seems  that  the 
farther  west  you  go  towards  the  mountains  the  coal 
improves.  If  the  Medicine  Hat  coal  had  been  considered 
as  good  as  this,  I  have  no  doubt  the  company  that  is  formed 
would  not  have  built  a  railway  110  miles  long  in  order  to 
obtain  that  coal.  But  what  shows  that  the  coal  of  that  mine 
is  better  than  the  coal  at  Medicine  Hat  and  the  coal  between 
the  Medicine  Hat  and  the  Galt  mine,  is  this :  That  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company,  who  must  know  what 
is  in  their  interest,  have  made  a  large  contract  for  five 
years  with  this  company  for  their  coal,  which  is  considered 
the  best  yet  found.  True,  it  is  stated  that  coal  of  good 
quality  can  also  be  found  at  the  crossing,  but  these 
mines  have  not  been  worked.  The  hon.  gentleman 
also  spoke  of  the  gauge  of  the  railway,  and  there 
did  not  seem  to  be  any  difference  of  opinion  amongst 
the  members  of  the  House  about  the  propriety  of  having 
tho  ordinary  standard  gauge  of  the  country  applied  to  these 
branch  railways.  Well,  tho  fact  is  I  believe  tho  Government 
were  of  that  opinion  themsolves;  but  when  this  company 
applied  for  aid  for  their  railway  they  were  pressed  very 
much  by  the  Minister  to  adopt  tho  standard  gauge  of  the 
country  instead  of  the  narrow  gauge,  and  the  answer  was 
positive  that  the  capitalists  who  were  ready  to  put  their 
money  into  a  narrow  gauge  railway,  were  not  disposed  to  put 
it  into  a  broad  gauge  railway,  even  with  tho  increased 
subsidy  in  land  that  the  Government  were  disposed  to  offer 
them.  “Under  these  circumstances  we  thought  that  we  might 
ask  Parliament  to  sanction  this  narrow  gauge  railway  and 
obtain  the  coal  as  soon  as  possible  from  that  mine.  It  is 


now  stated  that  a  large  area  of  country  there  is  a  coal 
country,  according  to  the  surveys  made  in  that  region.  As 
this  is  the  first  company  that  has  proposed  to  go  into  the 
working  of  coal  mines  to  that  extent,  as  we  thought  it  would 
be  the  beginning  of  work  in  those  mines,  and  as  these  capital¬ 
ists  were  investing  their  capital  there — on  a  land  basis,  if  you 
choose— -nevertheless,  they  were  investing  their  money  there, 
we  thought  it  would  induce  others  to  do  the  same  later  on.  But 
coal  is  not  confined  to  this  region  of  10,000  acres ;  I  have  no 
doubt  that,  as  ray  hon.  friend  indicated  the  other  day,  there 
is  a  long  seam  of  coal  extending  from  the  frontier  towards 
tho  north  and  north-west  across  tho  railway,  and  that  many 
other  companies  will  go  into  the  coal  mining.  It  may  be 
said  that  other  companies  will  have  less  trouble  and  expense 
in  working  those  mines  than  this  one.  Well,  of  course,  it 
will  be  the  business  of  the  company  that  is  now  asking  for 
this  aid,  to  see  whether  it  would  pay  them,  whether  they 
would  have  to  work  the  coal  that  way,  or  reduce  the  price 
of  coal.  I  have  no  doubt  that  competition  will  bring  down 
tho  price  of  coal.  I  remember  the  time  when  coal  was  very 
high  at  Winnipeg  and  in  Manitoba  generally,  and  if  people 
had  then  been  told  that  the  time  was  not  far  distant  when 
they  would  be  able  to  obtain  coal  for  $6.50,  they  would  have 
been  very  much  pleased,  even  when  they  were  paying  $10. 
If  the  Government  could  have  arranged  for  the  company  to 
build  the  road  with  broad  gauge  the  Government  would 
have  much  preferred  it ;  but  this  was  found  impossible  under 
the  circumstances,  and  weighing  all  the  circumstances  wo 
thought  it  better  to  accept  the  proposal  and  have  tho  narrow 
gauge. 

Mr.  EDGAR.  With  respect  to  the  resolution  granting 
land  to  the  Manitoba  and  North-Western  Railway,  the 
Minister  will  remember  it  was  pointed  out  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  had  imposed  a  condition  upon  tho  railway  company 
that  they  should  build  100  miles  before  the  1st  October  of 
this  year,  and  100  miles,  at  least,  during  each  subsequent 
year,  otherwise  the  grant  would  be  forfeited ;  that  is  to  say, 
that  the  company  would  not  receive  a  single  acre  unless 
they  built  100  miles  this  year.  The  Order  in  Council 
itself  showed  that  they  only  expected  to  .build  50  miles  by 
the  1st  of  October,  and  50  miles  each  year  hereafter.  It  wi  11 
be  necessary  either  for  the  Government  to  show  that  the 
company  has  made  a  mistake  in  their  calculation,  and 
give  some  other  assurance,  or  reduce  the  number  of  miles 
to  be  built  each  year  to  50. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  stated  tho  other  evening, 
when  we  were  considering  this  subject,  that  I  thought  wo 
had  passed  an  Order  in  Council  since  1st  October,  the  terms 
of  which  would  agree  with  tho  wishes  expressed  by  some 
hon.  members,  and  that  the  length  of  line  to  be  built  was 
reduced  from  LOO  miles  to  50  during  each  period.  I  have 
obtained  a  copy  of  the  Order  in  Council,  which  is  dated  6th 
May,  1885,  I  need  not  read  the  petition  of  the  company, 
but  I  will  give  the  decision  of  Council : 

“  The  Minister,  believing  that  it  is  of  great  importance  to  the  settle¬ 
ment  and  development  of  the  district  to  be  traversed  by  the  Manitoba 
and  North-Western  Railway,  that  tho  extension  of  the  line  should  be 
proceeded  with,  and  being  very  anxious  to  facilitate  the  financial  opera¬ 
tions  of  the  company,  so  as  to  enable  them  to  prosecute  the  work  with 
despatch  and  vigor,  being  satisfied  also  of  the  bond  fide  intention  of  the 
company  to  complete  the  line  as  rapidly  as  their  resources  will  permit, 
and  further,  with  a  view  to  furnishing  employment  to  those  settlers 
who  will  be  unable  to  follow  agricultural  pursuits  during  the  present 
year,  recommends  that  the  Order  in  Council  of  the  4th  October  last  be 
amended  in  the  follawing  particulars,  namely  : — 

“  First. — That  the  mileage  to  be  constructed  annually  be  reduced 
from  100  miles  to  50  miles. 

“  Second. — That  the  company  be  conceded  the  right  to  the  conveyance 
at  the  rate  of  6,000  acres  per  mile,  as  each  section  of  10  miles  is  com¬ 
pleted,  during  the  construction  of  the  next  fifty  miles  ot  railway,  of 
300',000  acres  of  the  512,000  acres  earned  on  the  80  miles  of  constructed 
road,  on  reimbursing  the  Government  therefor  at  the  rate  of  10  cents 
per  acre,  as  provided  in  the  Order  in  Council  of  the  4th  of  October  last, 
and  on  the  understanding  that  the  remaining  212,000  acres  should  be 
retained  by  the  Government,  subject  to  a  charge  of§1.06  per  acre,  as  a 
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guarantee  for  the  completion  of  the  said  50  miles  by  the  1st  day  of 
October  next,  and  also  as  a  guarantee  for  the  further  construction  of  the 
line,  until  the  same  is  completed,  equipped  and  running  to  the  west  bank 
of  the  Assiniboine  river,  being  not  less  than  100  miles  from  Minnedosa, 
when  the  company  shall  have  the  right  to  the  conveyance  of  the  said 
212,000  acres,  upon  reimbursing  the  Government  the  amount  of  10  cents 
per  acre. 

“  Third. — That  the  land  grant  upon  the  extension  of  the  line  from 
Minnedosa,  thJ  point  to  which  it  is  now  completed,  about  80  miles  from 
Portage  la  Prairie,  at  the  rate  of  6,400  acres  per  mile  be  conveyed,  to  the 
company,  when  applied  for  by  them,  on  thecompletion  of  each  section 
of  10  miles,  upon  their  reimbursing  the  Government  the  amount  of  10 
cents  per  acre. 

“  Fourth. — That  in  the  event  of  the  company  desiring  to  obtain  the 
right  to  a  conveyance  of  the  212,000  acres  to  be  retained  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  or  any  portion  thereof,  before  the  completion  of  the  line  to 
the  west  bank  of  the  Assiniboine  River,  they  be  accorded  such  right 
upon  first  depositing  with  the  Receiver  General  of  the  Dominion  not 
less  than  $1.06  per  acre  of  the  said  212,000  acres,  or  any  portion  o:  the 
same,  the  money  so  deposited  to  be  repaid  to  the  company  with  interest 
at  the  rate  of  4  per  cent,  per  annum,  less  the  amount  of  10  cents  per 
acre,  when  the  whole  line  is  completed,  equipped  and  running  from 
Portage  la  Prairie  to  the  we3t  bank  of  the  Assiniboine  River. 

“  The  Minister  further  recommends  that  the  provisions  of  the  Order  in 
Council  of  the  4th  October  last,  except  in  so  far  as  the  same  are  expres¬ 
sly  modified  by  this  minute,  be  and  remain  in  full  force.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then  the  company  will  receive  11,520 
acres  per  mile  for  the  100  miles  now  completed. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN.  Yes. 

Resolutions  concurred  in. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  moved  for  leave  to  introduce 
Bill  (No.  147)  authorising  the  granting  of  certain  subsidies 
of  land  for  the  construction  of  railways  therein  mentioned. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  the  first  time. 

HARBOR  MASTER  AT  HALIFAX. 

Mr.  McLELAN  moved  that  the  resolution  respecting  the 
appointment  of  a  harbor  master  at  the  port  of  Halifax  be 
read  the  second  time. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

On  motion  that  the  resolution  be  concurred  in, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  desire  to  point  out  that  the  statement 
made  tho  other  day  by  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
in  regard  to  tho  inci’cased  business  consequent  on  tho 
increased  tonnage  at  the  port  was  not  exactly  accurato.  I 
find  that  in  1882  the  tonnage  was  601,000  ;  in  1884,  565,000, 
or  an  actual  decrease  of  35,000  tons.  I  do  not  object  to  the 
amount  of  salary,  but  I  desire  to  correct  the  statement  made 
by  the  Minister. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  My  statement  was,  that  going  back  for 
a  number  of  years  that  was  the  general  effect,  though,  of 
course,  thero  may  bo  some  years  in  which  there  was  a  fall¬ 
ing  off. 

Resolutions  concurred  in. 

Mr.  McLELAN  moved  for  leave  to  introduce  Bill  (No.148) 
to  amend  the  Act  inspecting  the  appointment  of  a  Harbor 
Mastor  for  Halifax. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  Bill  read  tho  first  time. 

CANNED  GOODS. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No.  142) 
respecting  Canned  Goods. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  2, 

Mr.  DAYIES.  This  would  appear  to  apply  to  goods 
going  abroad  as  well  as  to  those  sold  in  Canada  for  con¬ 
sumption.  If  so,  that  was  not  what  was  explained  to  be 
the  intention  of  the  Minister  last  year. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  This  would  cover  all  goods  sold  in 
Canada,  whether  for  consumption  or  otherwise. 

Sir  Hector  Langevin. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  certainly  contrary  to  the  policy 
stated  last  year. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  believe  the  general  impression  of  the 
House  last  year  was  that  it  should  be  confined  to  goods 
sold  in  Canada,  but  I  suppose  it  would  do  no  harm  if  these 
labels  were  put  on  goods  for  exportation  as  well. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  They  might  do  that  for  themselves. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  would  move  that  after  the  word 
“  Canada,  ”  in  the  9th  line,  the  words  “  except  for  exporta¬ 
tion,”  be  inserted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  will  read  very  queerly.  It  will  read 
“  sold,  or  offered  for  sale  in  Canada,  for  exportation,  after  the 
first  day  of  January.”  Better  say  “offered  for  sale  in 
Canada  for  consumption  therein.”  Then,  is  it  intended  to 
apply  to  imported  goods  sold  in  Canada  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Because  it  does. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  I  think  lower  down  it  excepts  certain 
classes  of  foreign  goods. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  a  Governor  in  Council  clause — wo 
do  not  take  much  stock  in  that.  It  would  be  additional 
prohibtion  in  reference  to  all  goods  manufactured  abroad 
which  might  be  brought  into  Canada  for  sale. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Let  it  read,  “  except  in  the  case  of 
goods  packed  in  Canada  previous  to  the  passing  of  this  Act.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  will  not  do.  That  leaves  it  still 
quite  open.  That  would  extend  to  goods  packed  abroad 
and  sold  or  offered  for  sale  in  Canada. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Add,  after  “  Canada,”  the  words  “  for 
consumption  therein.” 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  worse  and  worse.  That  would 
prohibit  tho  case  not  merely  of  goods  packed  in  Canada 
but  packed  outside. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Those  goods  are  expressly  exempted 
by  the  Act. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  No;  the  6th  clause  only  applies  to  a  par¬ 
ticular  class  of  goods,  namely,  those  of  a  description  not 
put  up  in  Canada  at  all.  We  put  up  in  Canada  goods  of  a 
character  similar  to  those  put  elsewhere,  such  as  lobsters, 
corn,  and  a  good  many  kinds  of  fruit,  and  this  clause  does 
not  extend  to  them  at  all. 

Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  “  Except  in  the  case  of  goods  packed 
previously  to  the  passing  of  this  Act,  every  package  of 
canned  goods  packed  in  Canada  and  sold  or  offered  for  sale 
in  Canada  for  consumption  therein,  after  the  1st  day  of 
January,  1886.” 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  Bill  is  ultra  vires • 
It  is  not  simply  a  regulation  of  trade  ;  it  is  an  interference 
with  tho  right  of  property  and  of  civil  rights.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  can  go  so  far  as  to  say  how  certain  kinds  of  pro¬ 
perty  shall  be  prepared  for  market,  he  may  do  so  with 
reference  to  every  kind  of  property.  He  might  interfere  with 
the  production  of  stock ;  he  might  say  what  kind  of  cattle, 
horses  or  sheep  the  farmer  shall  produce,  or  what  kind  of 
fruits  he  shall  raise,  how  the  fruits  shall  be  picked  and  pre¬ 
pared  and  packed  for  market,  as  well  as  provide  how  this 
particular  kind  of  fruit  shall  be  prepared.  There  is  a  differ¬ 
ence  of  degree,  but  no  difference  in  kind  or  principle.  If  wo 
go  on  legislating  in  this  way  with  regard  to  personal  pro¬ 
perty,  simply  because  personal  property  may  become  an 
article  of  merchandise,  what  remains  to  the  Local  Legisla¬ 
ture  under  the  head  of  property  and  civil  rights?  Civil 
rights  are  rights  regulated  by  law,  about  which  there  are  cer¬ 
tain  rules  of  order  established.  Any  right  on  which  you  legis- 
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late  is  a  civil  right,  and  simply  because  it  may  he  an  article 
of  merchandise,  you  cannot  make  that  regulation  under  the 
assumption  of  regulating  trade.  This  is  not  a  regulation 
of  trade  at  all  in  any  sense.  You  are  undertaking  to  say 
what  shall  be  done  in  order  that  property  may  be  preserved 
from  destruction,  or  that  the  purchaser  may  be  protected 
from  fraud  on  the  part  of  the  vendor.  All  that  has  to  do 
with  the  ownership  of  property  and  with  its  transfer.  Now 
the  transfer  of  property,  its  purchase  or  sale,  is  a  matter 
relating  to  property  and  civil  rights,  not  a  matter  relating 
to  commerce.  The  law  of  customs,  or  what  we  understand 
by  the  expression,  is  wholly  different.  We  undertake  to 
say  how  trade  shall  be  carried  on  with  a  foreign  state ;  we 
may  establish  certain  laws  of  quarantine  ;  we  may  state 
what  taxation  it  may  be  subject  to :  we  may  make  regulations 
of  this  sort  under  the  head  of  regulating  trade,  but  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  Bill  are  civil  regulations,  the  regulations  of 
civil  rights  and  of  relations  between  the  vendor  and  the 
purchaser,  and  it  seems  to  me  there  is  no  difference  in 
making  these  provisions  and  going  a  step  further,  stating 
that  a  certain  kind  of  property  cannot  be  held,  or  that 
certain  regulations  must  be  complied  with  before  the  owner 
of  certain  property  can  part  with  it.  Now  whether  he  will 
part  with  it  by  law,  whether  he  may  assign  it  in  a 
particular  way,  whether  he  will  make  a  written  or  a  verbal 
contract  with  regard  to  it,  how  and  upon  what  condition  it 
shall  be  delivered,  what  shall  be  the  relations  between  the 
vendor  and  the  purchaser,  are  all  civil  relations  and  belong 
to  the  Local  Legislatures,  and  are  not  matters  with  which 
we  have  anything  to  do. 

On  sub-section  3,  section  2, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  You  will  observe  the  clause  as  it  stands 
makes  it  an  offence,  in  case  the  retail  vendor  should  sell, 
although  there  has  been  originally  this  stamp  which  is 
required  printed  legibly,  but  which  from  the  accidents  of 
handling,  of  transport  or  wear  and  tear,  it  has  become  ille¬ 
gible.  That  seems  to  be  going  rather  a  long  way. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  stamp  has  become 
illegible,  the  vendor  can  easily  have  that  rectified. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  What  is  the  real  object  the  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  has  in  View  ?  I  can  understand  the  object  for  passing 
an  Act  for  the  adulteration  of  food,  for  ic  furnishos  protec¬ 
tion  to  the  public,  but  it  seems  to  me  this  is  a  vicious  inter¬ 
ference  with  trade  without  any  direct  ostensible  object  that 
warrants  the  interference.  What  especial  object  is  there 
in  putting  some  illegible  mark  upon  the  package  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  To  establish  the  character  of  the  goods 
that  may  be  offered  for  sale ;  the  name  and  the  address  will 
be  a  guarantee  to  some  extent. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  In  so  far  as  the  clause  proposes  to  provide 
for  making  the  word  “  soaked  ”  on  goods  which  are  pre¬ 
pared  from  dried  materials,  there  is,  of  course,  a  possible 
advantage  in  it,  although  my  opinion  is  against  the  clause 
even  so ;  but  that  is  only  a  small  restriction.  As  to  the 
rest  of  the  clause,  it  is,  in  my  opinion,  but  a  survival  of  an 
abortive  effort  to  do  something  which  was  attem  ptod  to  be 
done  without  success.  If  I  rightly  understand  the  moving 
cause  of  the  legislation  originally,  it  was  an  intention  to 
compel  the  date  to  be  put  on,  with  a  view  to  let  the  public 
know  whether  they  were  getting  fresh  canned  stuff  or  not. 
That  has  been  abandoned,  and  I  think,  when  you  do  not 
compel  the  date  to  be  put  on,  you  are  really,  in  regard  to 
all  these  matters  to  which  the  word  “soak”  does  not 
apply,  passing  a  law  that  no  canned  goods  shall  be  sold 
without  the  name  and  address  of  the  packer  legibly  placed 
thereon  without  sufficient  reason.  Let  us  trust  to  the 
people  themselves.  Those  who  want  to  make  a  reputation 
will  put  their  names  and  addresses  legibly  on  their  goods. 


Mr.  McLELAN.  Manufacturers  of  almost  every  descrip¬ 
tion  of  goods,  manufacturers  of  hoes,  and  scythes,  and  agri¬ 
cultural  implements,  put  their  own  names  on  the  best 
qualities,  and  on  the  inferior  qualities  put  some  other  name. 
It  is  therefore  desirable  to  provide  that  the  manufacturer 
shall  put  his  own  name  on  these  goods. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  provision  in  the  Bill  originally  intro¬ 
duced  that  a  man  should  be  compelled  to  put  the  date  on 
these  cans  was  abandoned.  Now  we  are  face  to  face  with 
an  interference  with  the  operations  of  trade.  The  hon. 
gentleman  drew  his  illustration  from  other  classes  of  goods 
than  canned  goods,  and  he  thereby  admitted  the  same  prin¬ 
ciple  would  apply.  He  says  that  agricultural  implements, 
hoes,  scythes  and  so  forth,  are  marked  with  one  name  for 
the  first  class  of  goods,  and  with  other  names  for  the  second 
class.  Are  we  going  to  stop  that?  Why  should  we  con¬ 
fine  this  to  canned  goods  ?  Why  should  we  allow  people  to 
put  false  names  on  the  second  and  third  class  descriptions 
of  hoes,  and  scythes  and  shovels  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  You  can  discover  the  quality  of  those 
better  than  you  can  of  what  is  contained  in  a  can. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Oh,  people  cannot  be  so  easily  cheated. 
But,  if  the  hon.  gentleman  wishes  to  protect  the  buyers  of 
canned  goods,  why  should  he  not  protect  the  buyers  of 
other  goods.  Ho  will  find  it  extremely  difficult  in  this  ago 
of  the  world,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  to  prevent  inferior  qualities 
being  put  on  the  market,  and  that  is  really  the  object  of  the 
clause  as  it  now  stands.  I  think  the  clause  will  not  meet 
the  object.  Many  houses  do  business  under  more  than  one 
name.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  entering  into  a  very 
unwise  courso  which  will  not  protect  the  public,  while  it 
will  hamper  the  trade.  It  is  better  that  the  public  should 
learn  to  respect  the  label  that  is  put  upon  the  goods  by  ex¬ 
perience. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  great  object  is  to 
hold  somebody  responsible.  You  must  have  somo  name  on 
the  goods  in  order  to  know  whom  to  proceed  against.  If 
the  goods  are  worthless,  there  is  no  means  of  ascertaining 
that,  except  by  opening  the  can.  There  ought  therefore  to 
be  some  person  responsible,  either  the  wholesale  dealer  or 
the  dealer  who  puts  these  goods  on  the  market.  I  remember 
an  Arctic  expedition  being  frustrated  and  some  lives  lost 
because  a  quantity  of  these  goods  were  obtained  which  were 
worthless,  and  they  did  not  know  who  should  be  prosecuted. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  is  a  now  reason.  The  Minister  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  says  it  is  to  prevent  inferiority  of  quality. 
The  First  Minister  says  it  is  to  prosecute  those  who  sell 
goods  which  are  absolutely  bad. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  one  reason. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  That  is  misleading.  Various  questions 
arise  as  to  the  degree  of  inferiority.  I  may  be  a  retail 
dealer  and  may  buy  from  a  first-class  house  articles  which 
are  represented  to  be  all  right,  I  may  mark  them  with  my 
own  name  in  good  faith,  I  cannot  open  the  goods  as  that 
would  spoil  them,  but  I  have  taken  every  precaution,  and 
they  turn  out  to  be  bad.  Am  I  to  be  criminally  liable  for 
that? 

Sir  JOHN  A,  MACDONALD.  The  person  who  sells  the 
goods  will  not  put  his  name  on  them  if  he  finds  the  person 
who  bought  them  in  the  orignal  package  has  his  name  on. 
But  if  they  are  put  in  the  market  without  any  name  on,  he 
puts  on  his  name  at  his  peril. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  This  statute  does  not  impose  upon  a 
person  a  new  penalty  by  virtue  of  his  having  put  his  name 
on  the  goods.  All  this  statute  does  is  to  say  that  certain 
consequences  shall  follow  if  he  does  not  put  his  namo  on. 
He  buys  goods  from  a  high  class  house  and  he  takes  every 
precaution  except  that  of  opening  the  goods,  and  the  law, 
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providing  the  goods  shall  have  upon  them  either  the  name 
of  the  house  or  his  own  name,  would  not  reach  this  case  at 
ail.  Then  there  is  the  case  of  impairment  of  the  goods, 
which  have  got  into  a  state  of  decay  which  makes  them 
dangerous  to  health,  although  they  were  thoroughly  well 
put  up.  If  you  bought  them  originally  with  all  due  pre¬ 
cautions,  and  then  you  sell  them  to  the  public,  I  apprehend 
you  are  not  criminally  liable  unless  there  be  some  special 
law  to  make  you  so.  You  are  liable  by  a  penalty  if  you  do 
not  put  your  name  on,  but  you  are  not  liable  for  the  bad 
quality  of  goods  if  you  do. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  clause  does  not  say 
that  a  party  shall  bo  liable  for  the  inferiority  of  the  article. 
The  object  of  having  the  name  on  is  to  aid  in  getting  at 
the  party. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Putting  on  the  name  of  the  man  who 
sells  does  not  make  him  in  any  sense  liable  whether  the 
article  turns  out  good  or  bad.  John  Smith  keeping  a 
grocery  in  Ottawa,  sells  goods  brought  from  the  Maritime 
Provinces.  The  goods  bear  the  name  in  ink  “John  Smith, 
Ottawa.”  Ho  sells  those  goods,  and  he  relieves  himself 
from  any  penalty  under  this  Act.  The  object,  1  think,  the 
Minister  may  have  had  in  view  was  to  prevent  a  man  from 
putting  the  wrong  name  on.  If  that  is  so,  you  have  a  law 
already  upon  the  Statute  Book  which  makes  it  a  mis¬ 
demeanor  for  a  man  to  use  another  man’s  trade  mark. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  This  Act  certainly  does 
not  say  that  the  penalty  is  for  the  goods  being  bad,  but  it 
says  the  party’s  name  must  be  on  the  article.  Tho  general 
law  of  iho  land  provides  that  parties  selling  goods 
prejudicial  to  hoalth,  or  are  fraudulently  put  r p,  are  liable 
to  bo  indicted  at  common  law.  But  this  is  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  identifying  the  parly,  and  then  he  would  be 
made  liable  under  the  general  criminal  law. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  surely  does  not  con¬ 
tend  that  a  man  who  sells  goods  in  a  can  hermetically  sealed, 
and  he  has  no  means  of  ascertaining  whether  the  contents 
are  pure  or  impure,  is  liable  to  criminal  prosecution  because 
tho  goods  afterwards  turned  out  to  be  impure.  1  here  must 
be  knowledge,  or  the  means  of  knowledge,  before  you  can 
prosecute  him  successfully. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  course  ;  and  this  gives 
us  tho  means  of  identifying  him. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  If  John  Smith  had  put  up  a  can  of  peas, 
for  instance,  the  color  of  which  was  gone,  and  if  he  put  in 
deleterious  substances  to  restore  tho  color  to  the  peas,  and 
put  his  name  upon  the  can,  you  would  have  a  means  of 
prosecuting  him  for  the  adulteration  of  food. 

Mr.  FAIBBANK.  We  have  not  hoard  why  that  portion 
of  the  proposed  legislation  which  would  really  be  a  protec¬ 
tion  to  the  consumer  has  been  abandoned,  namely,  the  date. 
It  is  well  known  that  the  quality  of  canned  goods  depends 
very  much  upon  the  date  at  which  they  are  put  up.  The 
date  would  be  a  positive  protection  against  fraud  to  the 
consumer.  Suppose  you  buy  a  can  of  goods  which  turned 
out  to  be  bad,  and  you  seek  a  remedy  against  the  person 
selling  them,  the  person  would  say :  Those  goods  were 
good  when  I  put  them  up ;  if  they  are  bad  now,  it  is  not 
my  fault.  There  would  be  no  means  of  reaching  him  because 
the  can  lacked  the  date. 

Mr.  MILLS.  This  Bill  is  a  good  illustration  of  a  Depart¬ 
ment  in  search  of  employment.  We  have  the  Department 
of  Inland  Bovenue  introducing  this  measure  to  the  House. 
The  functions  of  that  Department  relate  to  the  excise  law. 
We  had  the  distilleries  and  breweries  interfered  with  and 
regulated  to  a  certain  extent  in  order  that  the  Government 
might  protect  itself  against  frauds  on  the  revenue.  Those 
regulations  were  all  subordinate  to  the  proper  enforcement 
Mr.  Blake. 


of  the  revenue  law,  and  not  for  the  purpose  of  interfering 
with  the  trade.  The  interference  with  or  regulation  of' 
trade  necessarily  arose  from  the  necessity  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  dealing  with  the  subject  of  revenue.  This  interfer¬ 
ence  which  in  those  two  branches  of  business  arose  not 
because  the  Government  had  any  right  to  interfere  with  the 
industrial  pursuits  but  solely  because  it  was  a  necessary 
interference  in  order  to  protect  the  revenue  against  fraud. 
This  interference  which  in  those  cases  was  necessary 
has  been  extended  to  almost  every  industry,  and  the  same 
rules  which  the  necessities  of  the  revenue  imposed  on  the 
Government  in  regard  to  distillers  and  brewers  have  been 
applied  to  almost  every  other  business.  The  First  Minister 
toid  us  that  ono  of  the  principal  grounds  of  this 
action  was  that  it  was  necessary  as  part  of  the  criminal 
law  and  in  order  to  be  able  to  identify  criminals,  so 
that  if  poisonous  goods  were  purchased  the  party  from  whom 
they  were  purchased  might  be  known.  This  law  goes 
further  than  merely  taking  precautions  against  crime.  We 
learn  from  the  British  North  American  Act  that  Local  Leg¬ 
islatures  have  power  to  impose  such  penalties  as  may  be 
necessary  for  the  proper  enforcement  of  their  own  laws,  and 
we  are  told  by  the  Privy  Council  in  an  important  judgment 
that  we  are  to  look  at  the  principal  matter  of  tho  Act  in 
or  ier  to  determine  the  question  of  jurisdiction,  because  if 
the  principal  matter  falls  under  the  rule  of  Local  Legisla¬ 
tures  tho  punishment  necessary  to  enforce  the  laws  belongs 
to  the  Local  Legislatures  and  must  be  enacted  by  them.  We 
look  at  the  nature  of  the  Act  to  see  whether  jurisdiction 
belongs  to  this  Parliament  or  not.  The  First  Minister  talks 
about  parties  marking  goods.  A  man  may  mark  his  goods 
in  a  particular  waj^,  and  ho  gets  a  property  in  the  traio 
mark.  Is  that  obtained  from  legislation  here  or  legislation 
in  the  Provinces?  The  very  same  rule  which  would  give 
him  a  property  in  a  mark  put  on  goods  also  gives  to  the 
Legislature  where  regulations  similar  to  what  we  propose 
here  to  adopt  should  have  originated  if  they  are  to 
exist  at  all.  We  might  have  the  same  regulations 
imposed  with  respect  to  the  products  on  a  farm. 
Take  a  farmor  engaged  extensively  in  raising  cattle, 
ho  might  go  into  manufacturing  canned  beef  upon 
his  estate.  What  right  would  this  Parliament  have  to  inter¬ 
fere  with  the  manner  in  which  ho  puts  up  his  ^oods  for 
market,  any  more  than  with  the  manner  in  which  he  may 
carry  his  grain  or  fruit  to  market  ?  Anything  of  that  kind 
relating  to  the  products  of  the  farm  or  factory  are  matters 
relating  to  his  property  and  civil  rights,  and  are  determined 
and  regulated  by  the  Province  to  which  he  belongs.  It 
is  a  regulation  made  as  in  incident  to  property,  and  it  applies 
just  as  much  to  a  case  of  property  that  might  be  transferred 
from  father  to  son  and  disposed  of  by  gift  as  to  property 
disposed  of  by  contract.  We  have  no  right  to  interfere  with 
one  more  than  the  other.  The  law  of  contract  is  regulated 
by  the  laws  of  the  Province  where  the  contract  was  made  or 
where  the  goods  were  manufactured  and  sold  ;  and  when  the 
goods  are  transported  into  another  portion  of  the  Dominion 
or  to  a  foreign  country  we  make  regulations  in  regard  to 
them  ;  but  in  regard  to  the  production  and  sale  by  one  party 
to  another,  that  is  a  civil  right  under  the  oontrol  of  the  Leg¬ 
islatures.  The  Legislatures  in  some  of  the  Provinces  have 
recently  adopted  regulations  to  secure  the  manufacture  of  a 
better  article  of  butter,  just  as  a  few  years  ago  they  adopted 
similar  measures  to  secui’e  a  better  article  of  cheese.  The 
regulations  we  propose  to  enact  are  regulations  of  a  similar 
sort.  We  aro  interfering  with  the  functions  of  the  Local 
Legislature  in  this  particular,  The  First  Minister  has  said 
that  if  an  article  is  poisonous  the  party  may  be  prosecuted 
under  tho  general  law,  and  it  is  important  he  should  be 
identified.  But  he  has  committed  a  crime,  and  the  principal 
act  falls  clearly  within  the  domain  of  the  criminal  law. 
That  is  not  the  Gase  in  regard  to  this  subject  under  consid¬ 
eration.  The  manner  in  which  a  man  may  can  the  product 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES 


2537 


of  his  farm,  or  fisheries  is  an  innocent  act  in  itself.  Any 
regulation  is  for  the  purpose  of  enhancing  the  value  of  the 
property  and  promoting  the  well-being  of  the  country,  and 
is  not  in  itself  criminal  and  cannot  be  brought  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  Parliament  by  providing  that  unless  the 
goods  are  put  up  in  a  particular  way  the  act  shall  be 
treated  as  an  offence.  The  rule  laid  down  by  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  which  I  have  cited,  is 
perfectly  clear  and  is  a  common  sense  one.  You  cannot 
exercise  your  jurisdiction  and  exercise  a  criminal  jurisdic¬ 
tion  as  an  incident  to  the  power  that  belongs  to  a  Local 
Legislature.  It  is  for  that  Legislature  to  enforce  its  own 
regulations  and  to  impose  the  necessary  penalties  to  secure 
the  observance  of  its  own  law.  This  Bill  is  altogether 
beyond  our  jurisdiction. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  do  not  know  so  much  as  to 
the  power  of  this  Legislature  to  deal  with  the  question,  as 
does  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell ;  but  this  Bill  has  very 
little  power  in  it.  It  is  a  Bill  with  a  great  many  provisions, 
supposed  to  remedy  an  evil,  that  persons  sell  goods  which 
have  been  kept  so  long  a  time  that  the  acid  has  acted  on 
the  tin,  and  thereby  the  health  of  the  persons  consuming  the 
goods  has  been  endangered.  We  would  have  been  glad, 
when  the  Minister  was  moving  in  that  direction,  if  he  did 
not  interfere  with  the  trade  too  much,  if  he  could  have  found 
a  remedy,  but  I  suppose  from  the  changes  in  the  Bill  he  has 
found  it  impracticable,  or  at  least  he  hesitated  about  giving 
it  effect  at  that  time.  I  would  not  like  to  say  anything 
offensive,  but  it  does  look  to  me  like  a  farce  to  put  this  law 
on  the  Statute  Book,  because  it  accomplishes  nothing.  The 
goods  cannot  be  traced,  as  the  packer  might  have  an  irre¬ 
sponsible  agent  whose  name  he  might  put  on  the  goods  if 
they  were  inferior  in  quality.  This  man  might  cease  to  be 
employed  by  the  packing  company  before  anything  could 
be  done  in  the  way  of  enforcing  the  law.  There  is  no 
necessity  for  having  a  law  requiring  a  man  to  put  his  name 
on  the  goods.  The  trade  will  regulate  that,  as  all  manufac¬ 
turers  will  be  anxious  to  get  a  good  name  for  their  own 
goods,  and  there  would  be  no  use  of  a  retailer  dealing  in 
goods  except  of  brands  with  which  the  public  were  conver¬ 
sant.  I  think  that  especially  if  there  is  any  difficulty  about 
our  interfering  in  a  sphere  which  does  not  belong  to  us,  it 
is  hardly  worth  while  dealing  with  the  matter  in  this  way, 
seeing  that  it  practically  will  accomplish  nothing, 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  prevent  a  false  date  being  put  upon 
the  goods,  which  I  think  is  very  important.  It  sometimes 
happens  that  a  new  date  is  put  on  old  goods. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  In  your  resolution  of  last  Session  you 
contend  that  there  were  two  essential  things  which  should 
be  marked  on  the  can,  in  order  that  the  public  might  be 
protected  ;  one  was  the  date  when  the  can  was  sealed,  and 
the  other  was  the  weight.  Now,  you  propose  to  repeal 
both,  and  what  do  you  propose  in  lieu  of  them  ?  I  would 
like  to  know  what  information  the  Department  has  to  give 
the  House  to  justify  this  phange. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  1  would  call  the  hon. 
gentleman’s  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  date  comes  up 
not  on  this  but  on  a  subsequent  clause.  * 

Mr.  DAVIES.  We  are  now  discussing  the  penalty 
which  should  be  put  on  any  man  selling  goods  without 
having  the  name  of  the  packer  or  the  dealer  on  the  can. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  is  passed. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Now,  you  are  going  to  fix  the  penalty,  and 
I  contend  that  the  offence  is  not  one  which  justifies  the 
imposition  of  a  penalty,  as  it  secures  nothing  to  the  public. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  seems  to  me  that  there  is  some  dis¬ 
crimination  against  our  own  people  in  this  measure.  The 
scope  of  the  measure  is  limited  to  Canadian  manufactured 
goods,  and  I  understand  that  the  reason  assigned  was  that 
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we  could  not  control  the  manufacturers  of  foreign  goods. 
Quite  so  ;  but  we  can  affect  the  goods  which  are  endea¬ 
vored  to  be  imported  into  Canada,  and  why  should  we  allow 
foreign  goods  to  come  in  without  an  endorsement  of  their 
character  to  displace  our  own  goods  ?  In  fact,  you  are  not 
placing  the  restrictions  on  them  which  you  now  propose  to 
place  on  our  own  goods.  If  it  is  possible  to  see  that  the 
vendor  of  manufactured  articles  in  Canada  shall  be  bound 
to  put  his  own  name  on  the  goods,  why  cannot  you  require 
that  that  shall  be  done,  whether  he  is  selling  goods  manu¬ 
factured  in  Canada  or  out  of  Canada. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  Minister  perhaps  fancies  that  the 
foreign  manufacturer  never  puts  on  a  false  name,  or  sells 
inferior  goods,  but  by  experience,  he  finds  that  his  own 
countrymen  require  greater  restrictions. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  cannot  admit  the  soundness  of  that 
view.  I  hope  the  committee  will  not  impose  a  penalty  on 
the  dealer  in  Canadian  manufactured  goods  that  they  do  not 
intend  to  impose  on  the  dealer  in  foreign  manufactured 
goods. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not  seen  some 
amendments  that  were  made  in  the  2nd  clause  that  will 
require  also  an  amendment  in  the  5th  clause.  To  meet  the 
views  the  hon.  gentleman  has  expressed,  the  5th  clause  can 
be  so  amended  as  to  bring  in  all  imported  goods. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  2nd  clause  has  been  amended  so  as  to 
leave  out  imported  goods.  Surely  the  hon.  gentleman  does 
not  propose,  when  he  gets  to  the  5th  clause,  to  reverse  the 
operation  and  put  them  in  again  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  2nd  clause  has  been  amended  so  as 
to  leave  out  the  goods  for  exportation. 

Ma.  BLAKE.  It  is  true,  the  2nd  clause  omits  Canadian 
manufactured  goods  intended  for  exportation,  but  it  does 
not  operate  upon  foreign  manufactured  goods  imported  into 
Canada  for  sale  in  Canada.  It  applies  to  Canadian  goods 
for  consumption  in  Canada.  It  is  only  persons  sending 
goods  from  our  country  who  are  exposed  to  these  penalties. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Having  made  that  amendment  in  the 
2nd  clause,  it  will  be  necessary  in  the  5th  clause  to  include 
all  imported  goods. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Had  my  hon.  friend  from  North  York 
been  in  at  an  earlier  period,  he  would  have  learned  that  the 
object  of  this  section  is  only  to  put  information  in  the  hands 
of  some  person  to  enable  him  to  prosecute  the  person  who 
has  done  wrong. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  am  unable  to  see  on  what  principle  the 
Minister  proposes  to  place  restrictions  upon  the  sale  of  goods 
manufactured  in  uur  own  country  and  not  put  similar  res¬ 
trictions  on  goods  manufactured  abroad.  Surely  we  have 
more  reason  to  trust  our  own  manufacturers  than  foreign 
manufacturers.  Under  this  Bill  a  penalty  is  proposed  to  be 
put  on  the  vendor  of  goods  manufactured  in  the  Dominion 
if  he  does  not  put  his  name  on  the  package.  What  is  the 
reason  for  this  ?  Is  it  not  that  the  purchaser  shall  have 
some  means  of  tracing  back  the  package  ol  goods  to  its 
source  ?  Why  have  you  not  the  same  restrictions  in  regard 
to  foreign  manufactured  goods  ? 

Mr.  BLAKE.  According  to  the  First  Minister’s  explana¬ 
tion,  the  object  is  to  secure  evidence  against  persons  who 
may  have  been  guilty  of  an  offence  against  the  criminal  law, 
and  we  could  not  convict  the  foreigner  who  put  up  goods  in 
Cuba  or  the  United  States.  It  is  only  Canadians  who  are 
exposed  to  this. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  think  we  have  to  look  at  the  object  of 
the  Bill,  which  is  not  to  punish  any  person,  but  rather  to 
secure  a  good  article. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Certainly  it  is  not  the  intention  to  dis¬ 
criminate  against  our  own  packers,  but  we  made  an  amend- 
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ment  in  the  2nd  clause  by  inserting  the  words,  “  packed 
in  Canada,”  which  rendered  an  amendment  necessai'y  in  the 
5th  clause ;  but  if  those  words  were  struck  out,  1  think  that 
would  meet  the  whole  case,  without  amending  the  5th 
clause. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  That  is  wiping  out  an 
amendment  that  was  solemnly  adopted  by  the  committee  a 
little  while  ago.  It  is  very  irregular. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  reads  better. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  it  reads  better 
that  way.  Of  course  he  has  the  partiality  of  a  parent  for 
its  offspring-  The  hon.  gentleman  stated  that  he  did  not 
want  the  clause  to  be  applied  to  goods  that  were  manu¬ 
factured  abroad,  but  only  to  goods  manufactured  in  Canada. 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  has  truly  mastered  the  clause  or 
not. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  stated  that  it  was  not  intended  to 
apply  to  goods  manufactured  for  exportation,  but  to  apply 
to  almost  any  goods  sold  for  home  consumption. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  pointed  out,  when  the  hon.  member  for 
Halifax  (Mr.  Stairs)  referred  to  the  5th  section,  that  it  was 
inapplicable  to  the  object.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  the 
intention  was  it  should  not  extend  to  goods  packed  abroad. 
Now  he  proposes  to  make  the  Bill  apply  to  goods  packed 
abroad.  He  had  better  take  the  measure  into  further  con¬ 
sideration,  and  finally  decide  upon  the  policy  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  Only  last  year  the  Government  introduced  a  Bill 
which  they  now  propose  to  repeal,  with  reference  to  names. 
It  does  not  appear  there  is  any  decided  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  stated  it  would  not  apply  to  foreign 
goods  not  put  up  in  Canada,  but  to  all  goods  put  up  in 
Canada,  although  not  imported,  this  Act  should  apply. 

On  section  3, 

Mr.  TAIL.  It  is  a  great  mistake  to  pass  this  clause,  in 
view  of  the  one  passed  last  year.  What  people  wanted  to 
guard  against  is  being  cheated  as  to  weight.  The  clause 
last  year  was  much  more  satisfactory. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  The  objection  against  the  clause  last  year 
is  that  it  was  found  impossible  to  carry  it  oat.  It  is  impos¬ 
sible  to  pack  canned  goods  hermetically  in  such  a  way  that 
the  weight  can  be  absolutely  decided.  The  present  clause  is 
very  much  more  in  accordance  with  English  practice,  and 
meets  the  difficulties  of  the  case. 

Mr.  TAIL.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  to  a  very 
large  extent  the  matter  will  settle  itself.  Three  per  cent, 
is  allowed  which  is  quite  enough  to  cover  evaporation. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  If  the  weight  is  not 
marked  on  the  cans,  the  party  will  buy  without  regard  to 
the  weight. 

Mr.  YAIL.  The  goods  are  sold  in  packages  supposed  to 
contain  1  lb.,  and  the  purchaser  never  thinks  of  asking  that 
it  may  be  weighed,  he  may  lose  a  couple  of  ounces  on  each 
package.  The  partus  have  guaranteed  that  the  full 
weight  is  in  each  package,  and  the  public  may  be  deceived 
in  that  way. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  There  cannot  be  any  fraud  in  regard  to 
the  weight,  because  no  weight  need  be  put  on.  There  is 
another  point.  It  is  understood  that  this  does  not  apply  to 
goods  for  export,  but  it  will  be  impossible  for  large  packers 
to  distinguish  between  the  goods  they  pack  for  export  and 
those  they  pack  for  home  consumption,  especially  in  the 
case  of  lobsters  in  the  busy  season.  If  the  law  makes  them 
strict  enough  to  comply  with  the  English  law  on  the  subject, 
that  should  be  sufficient  for  us. 

Mr.  McLelan. 


Mr.  DAYIES.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean  to  say 
that  this  is  a  transcript  of  the  English  law? 

Mr.  STAIRS.  It  contains  about  the  same  provision. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  think  there  is  a  difference.  Last  year 
we  provided  that  every  hermetically  sealed  can  should  have 
the  weight  marked  upon  it. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  That  was  deliberately 
abandoned. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  That  is  what  I  com  plain  of.  The  member 
for  Halifax  says  it  is  because  it  is  impossible  to  have  the 
weight  put  upon  it.  I  thought  at  the  time  it  was  an  injudi¬ 
cious  clause,  which  would  operate  injuriously  upon  lobster 
packers  especially.  Now  you  come  in  with  a  new  clause 
which  is  very  little  less  objectionable.  You  do  not  give  any 
guarantee  to  the  purchaser  that,  when  he  purchases  a  pound 
package  of  goods,  he  is  going  to  get  a  pound,  and  you  do  not 
punish  the  man  who  has  a  package  marked  a  pound  which 
does  not  contain  a  pound.  A  grocer  in  Ottawa  may  sell  a 
package  of  canned  goods  in  which  there  is  only  half  a  pound 
of  fruit  or  meat,  and  he  is  not  liable,  because  the  clause  only 
says  that  the  person  who  places  it  in  the  package  is  liable, 
so  the  object  is  not  attained  at  all. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  party  who  placed 
the  label  on  can  be  prosecuted. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Yes,  if  he  is  the  packer,  and  places  the 
wrong  label  upon  the  package. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  person  who  places 
the  label  on  it  is  liable  to  be  prosecuted  if  he  states  a  false 
weight.  Then  the  person  who  sells  it  is  liable,  if  he  sells  a 
package  as  being  of  a  certain  weight  which  is  not  of  that 
weight,  and  the  purchaser  can  recover  from  him  the  diffe¬ 
rence  in  the  value. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Is  there  anything  in  the  Act  which  indi¬ 
cates  that  he  can  do  that  ?  The  Act  does  not  assist  him,  if 
half  a  pound  is  sold  to  him  when  it  should  be  a  pound. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  But  the  crico  mali  can  be 
punished. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  If  he  can  be  found. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Of  course,  if  he  cannot 
be  found  or  dies  or  has  nothing,  it  is  different,  but  this  sec¬ 
tion  punishes  anyone  who  puts  a  false  weight  on  the  can. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  You  are  punishing  the  wrong  man.  It 
should  be  the  man  who  sells  half  a  pound  for  a  pound, 
knowing  that  it  is  not.  It  may  be  some  third  party  who 
puts  on  the  label.  The  original  packer  may  have  sold  the 
goods  to  a  broker. 

On  section  4, 

Mr.  FA1RBANK.  The  question  has  not  yet  been  answered 
why  we  are  abandoning  that  particular  feature  of  the  Bill 
in  which  the  purchaser  was  most  interested.  The  value  of 
these  goods  depends  more  upon  their  age  than  upon  anything 
else,  and  many  persons  have  been  injured  and  have  even 
lost  their  lives  by  using  goods  which  have  been  kept  too 
long.  Why  was  this  abandoned  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  After  consultation  with  the  trade,  with 
those  who  sell  and  with  those  who  pack,  we  considered  that 
this  was  as  far  as  it  was  desirable  to  go.  False  dates  are 
often  put  upon  packages,  and  sometimes  false  weights.  This 
was  an  advance  which  we  thought  was  sufficient  to  take  at 
the  present  time,  to  prevent  false  weights  or  dates  being 
put  upon  the  packages.  It  is  not  proposed  to  go  beyond 
that  now. 

Mr.  FAIRBANK.  I  cannot  understand  how  a  false  date 
can  be  placed  upon  a  can.  The  date  is  first  stamped  into 
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the  can,  and  no  date  can  be  put  on  again,  and  surely  the 
manufacturer  will  not  date  his  packages  years  ahead. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  Minister  sees  that  this  section  is  open 
to  the  same  objection  I  raised  to  the  other.  You  do  not 
propose  to  make  a  man  who  knowingly  sells  a  package  con¬ 
taining  a  false  date,  liable  at  all,  but  you  propose  to  let  him 
go  scott  free.  The  packer  need  not  put  the  date  on ;  some 
intermediate  person  may  put  on  the  date,  and  he  would  be 
the  person  liable.  .But  the  seller  who  knowingly  sells  an 
article  with  a  false  date  on  it,  you  propose  to  let  off  scott 
free,  and  some  imaginary  man  is  to  be  prosecuted. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  only  case  in  which  a  false  date  is 
likely  to  be  put  on  is  where  the  manufacturer  has  a  large 
stock  of  goods  unsold  that  he  has  had  on  hand  for  years,  and 
he  puts  on  fresh  labels  with  false  dates;  or  the  retail  dealer 
who  has  carried  a  large  stock  of  canned  goods  over  from 
year  to  year,  who  finds  them  a  little  out  of  date,  and  he 
puts  on  a  fresh  date.  These  parties  would  be  liable  in  a 
case  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  It  does  not  throw  the  onus  upon  the 
retail  dealer,  then,  of  making  any  enquiries  about  the  date 
at  all.  He  may  sell  with  impunity  goods  which  he  knows 
to  bear  false  dates. 

Mr.  VAIL.  An  importer  can  import  goods  from  the 
United  States  under  this  Bill  upon  which  a  false  date  has 
been  put  and  can  sell  them  in  this  country,  and  the  only 
recourse  you  would  have  would  be  to  go  to  the  foreign 
merchant.  The  seller  is  not  liable  at  all. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Has  the  Minister  considered 
whether  it  would  be  safe  to  go  so  far  as  to  prohibit  putting 
a  new  label  on  a  package  ?  You  can  about  as  effectually 
deceive  the  public  by  putting  on  a  new  label  as  by  any 
other  means,  as  the  new  label  might  cover  the  old  one 
altogether. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Suppose  a  fine,  large,  fresh  label  was  put 
on  in  inviting  colors,  with  the  words  “  fresh  packed.” 

Mr.  McLELAN.  If  that  falsely  represents  the  date  he 
can  be  punished.  Suppose  a  man  has  goods  packed  five 
years  ago  and  he  puts  'on  a  new  label  to-day,  saying  they 
were  fresh  packed  ;  that  would  be  false  representation. 

On  section  5, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Why  is  it  proposed  to  give  the  Governor 
in  Council  some  authority  in  this  matter  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  is  difficult  to  find  what  line  of  goods 
may  be  packed  in  Canada  three  months  hence,  or  years 
hence.  There  may  be  a  description  of  goods  that  are  not 
now  packed  in  Canada,  but  three  months  hence  somebody 
may  start  a  new  industry  in  those  goods. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  If  the  intention  is  that  the  Act  shall  only 
apply  to  goods  of  those  descriptions  which  are  not  put  up 
in  Canada  at  the  present  time,  it  is  not  necessary  to  give 
the  Governor  in  Council  any  authority  at  all.  All  you  have 
got  to  say  is :  The  foregoing  provisions  of  this  Act  shall 
not  apply  to  foreign  goods  of  a  description  not  put  up  in 
Canada.  The  moment  goods  of  that  description  are  put  up 
in  Canada,  then  it  applies  to  foreign  goods. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  is  better  to  have  them  defined — 
what  particular  line  of  goods  this  Act  shall  apply  to. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  Suppose  a  particular 
description  of  goods  has  not  yet  been  packed  in  can  at  all, 
and  a  person  commences  to  engage  in  the  industry  of  can¬ 
ning  those  goods  ;  this  is  for  the  purpose  of  informing  the 
public  that  this  description  of  goods  is  now  being  packed  in 
can,  that  this  business  has  become  a  Canadian  industry. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  power  of  the  Governor  in  Council  is 
to  except  out  of  the  operation  of  the  Act  some  goods  which 


are  not  put  up  in  can,  but  if  any  are  put  up  in  can  they  are 
to  have  no  control  at  all.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  wants  to 
exercise  still  further  grand-motherly  control  over  the  opera¬ 
tions  of  trade,  he  will  have  to  extend  the  powers  of  the 
Governor  in  Council  still  farther  than  he  proposes  to  do 
here. 

Mr.  WHITE  (Cardwell).  I  hope  this  clause  will  be 
dropped  altogether,  for  the  reason  that  there  is  only  one 
obligation  imposed  upon  persons,  either  for  putting  up 
canned  goods  or  dealing  with  them,  and  that  is  the  obliga¬ 
tion  to  put  the  name  of  the  maker,  or  the  packer,  or  the 
dealer,  upon  the  goods.  If  they  put  anything  on  the  cans 
that  turns  out  to  be  incorrect,  the  parties  should  all  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  penalty.  That  being  the  case  I  cannot  quite  under¬ 
stand  why  foreign  goods,  even  though  not  put  up  in  Can¬ 
ada,  should  not  be  subject  to  the  same  obligation.  If  a 
dealer  chooses  to  bring  in  foreign  goods  and  take  the  respon¬ 
sibility  of  selling  them  and  places  his  name  on  the  goods, 
then  he  fulfills  the  obligation  required  under  section  2.  As 
to  the  placing  of  the  weight  or  any  other  mark  on  the 
packages  it  does  not  appear  that  there  should  be  any  exemp¬ 
tion  given  to  foreign  goods.  The  clause  seems  to  be  unne¬ 
cessary. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  To  say  that  the  provision 
shall  not  apply  to  foreign  goods,  even  though  not  put  up  in 
Canada,  in  certainly  a  dangerous  provision.  Why  should 
not  a  provision  with  respect  to  placing  the  date  on  the 
package  not  apply  to  goods  put  up  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  beg  to  move  that  the  second  clause  be 
struck  out. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  section  6, 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Why  is  the  section  which  was  deemed  so 
important  last  Session  now  proposed  to  be  struck  out  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  has  been  found  in  practice  that 
great  inconvenience  arises  on  account  of  packers  being 
compelled  to  carry  out  its  provisions.  The  larger  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  canned  goods  of  Canada  are  exported.  It  is 
therefore  proposed  to  repeal  the  section  in  question. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  As  the  Act  only  came  into  operation  on 
1st  June,  there  cannot  have  been  much  practical  experience. 
I  know  there  was  a  little  interview  between  the  head  or 
deputy  head  and  the  packers,  and  it  was  intimated  that  the 
officers  of  the  Department  would  wink  at  the  default  of  the 
packers  in  not  placing  the  weight  on  packages.  This 
change  is  made,  no  doubt,  on  the  remonstrance  of  the  trade. 
What  is  important  is  that  in  legislation  of  this  kind  the 
Government  should  obtain  the  views  of  men  of  practical 
experience  before  they  propose  legislation.  It  is  not  to  be 
expected  that  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  or  the  Acting 
Minister,  unless  he  happens  to  be  a  merchant  or  engaged  in 
that  particular  line,  should  know  about  such  matters,  and 
we  are  all  aware  of  the  earnest  desire  of  permanent  heads 
to  increase  the  importance  of  their  office  and  find  more 
kingdoms  to  conquer.  Time  and  again  we  have  proposals 
made  to  the  House,  which  are  at  the  time  defended  as  being 
in  the  public  interest,  and  the  Bill  is  amended  or  repealed 
next  Session. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Last  Session  a  clause  was  appended  to 
the  Weights  and  Measures  Act  to  enforce  the  placing  of  the 
weight  on  cans.  It  was  not  in  the  original  Bill  as  it  came 
from  the  Department,  but  was  the  suggestion  of  an  hon, 
member  which  met  with  the  acceptance  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  may  be  right;  but 
my  impression  was  that  the  idea  originated  with  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  was  a  Government  proposal.  At  all  events  it 
was  a  suggestion  adopted  by  the  Government. 
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Mr.  Mo  L EL  AN.  It  was  not  the  suggestion  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  but  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  House,  and  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  are  always  ready  to  adopt  what  appears  to  be  the 
views  of  a  majority  of  the  House. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  My  recollection  is  directly  opposed  to 
the  statement  of  the  Minister.  I  spoke  very  strongly 
against  the  clause.  It  has  been  declared  that  it  is  not  neces¬ 
sary  to  put  the  weight  or  date  on  the  cans,  but  there  must 
be  a  name,  and  it  may  not  be  the  name  of  the  original 
packer,  but  of  any  vendor  who  chooses  to  sell  the  goods. 
Very  well.  In  another  section  he  provides  that  it  is  not 
necessary  to  put  the  date  or  the  weight  on,  but  if  anybody 
does  put  a  date  or  a  weight  on  the  label,  he  shall  be  liable 
if  he  puts  a  wrong  one.  The  man  who  sells  a  package  with¬ 
out  a  date  or  weight,  and  knowingly  does  so,  goes 
scot  free  ;  he  wilfully  deceives  the  persons  who  purchase 
from  him ;  and  then  you  put  on  penalties  and  you  have 
not  provided  any  mode  of  recovery. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  Interpretation  Act  pro¬ 
vides  for  that. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  You  can  recover  by  a  very  expensive 
mode.  You  are  driven  to  a  qui  tam  action,  a  civil  action 
in  the  name  of  the  Queen,  in  the  Province  in  which  the 
offence  was  committed,  and  there  is  no  summary  procedure 
as  there  is  in  most  penalties  of  this  kind.  I  suggest,  in 
view  of  these  considerations,  whether  it  is  worth  while  to 
bother  with  the  Bill  at  all. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  find  by  page  1,242  of  Hansard  of  last 
year  that  in  place  of  the  clause  struck  out,  the  Minister  of 
Inland  Revenue  accepted  an  amendment  moved  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Sherbrooke  (Mr.  Hall),  though  I  was  mistaken 
in  saying  that  he  himself  moved  it.  The  Minister  of 
Inland  Revenue  said  : 

“  Since  the  introduction  of  this  Bill,  I  hare  received  several  com¬ 
munications  complaining  of  frauds  in  connection  with  the  sale  of 
canned  fruit  and  vegetables,  owing  to  cans  professing  to  contain  3  lbs., 
actually  containing  only  perhaps  2  or  2£  lbs.,  and  cans  professing  to 
contain  2  lbs.  containing  perhaps  only  1J  lbs.;  and  it  has  been  sug¬ 
gested,  in  order  to  meet  such  cases,  that  all  hermetically  sealed  pack¬ 
ages  should  contain  as  much  as  they  profess,  for  the  security  of  the 
public.  I  have  no  objection  to  accepting  this  amendment  as  clause  10 
instead  of  the  one  which  has  been  struck  out.” 

I  asked  the  hon.  gentleman  whether  the  complaints  to  which 
he  referred  were  made  with  reference  to  home  manufactured 
goods  or  to  imported  goods  ?  He  said  : 

“  Mr.  COSTIGAN.  I  think  the  complaints  are  more  on  account  of 
imported  goods  than  the  home  manufactured. 

“Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  it  the  home  manufacturers  who  are  making  the 
complaints  ? 

“Mr.  COSTIGAN.  No;  the  complaints  come  from  persons  who  are 
not  interested  in  the  manufacture  of  these  goods  at  all.  If  the  clause 
should  affect  goods  for  exportation,  the  wording  of  it  might  be  changed. 

Then,  I  suggested  that  he  had  better  not  include  in  the 
operation  of  the  clause,  goods  for  exportation  without  care¬ 
ful  consideration.  Then  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue 
proposed  to  amend  the  clause  by  adding  the  words  “  not  to 
affect  such  goods  for  exportation.”  Then  after  some  con¬ 
versation  the  First  Minister  said  : 

“I  should  be  sorry  to  see  any  alterations  in  this  clause  which  would 
render  it  inapplicable  to  the  export  trade.  The  alteration  proposed  is 
simply  this,  that  we  should  insist  on  full  and  correct  measure  being 
given  to  our  own  people,  but  be  free,  if  so  inclined,  to  injure  the  foreign 
purchaser.  The  effect  of  such  a  course  is  evident  from  the  English 
trade  with  China  where  English  goods  have  been  almost  driven  out  of 
the  market  in  consequence  of  the  untrue,  to  use  the  least  offensive  word, 
marks  on  goods  to  China.” 

The  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  said  : 

“  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  much  difficulty  in  carrying  this  out.  It 
will  be  easy  to  ascertain  the  weight  of  the  packages  which  are  made 
of  certain  regular  sizes,  and  the  dealers  in  foreign  markets  will  have 
more  confidence  in  trading  with  this  country  when  they  know  to  a  cer¬ 
tainty  they  will  receive  the  full  measure  as  stamped  on  the  packages.’ 

Mr.  Blake. 


Then  Mr.  Weldon  suggested  that  the  matter  had  better 
stand  over,  in  order  to  have  the  Bill  re-printed  as  it  was  a 
very  important  matter  to  the  canning  industry  in  the  Lower 
Provinces.  That  was  not  accepted  and  the  amendment 
came  on.  Then,  on  the  order  for  the  third  reading,  the 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  moved  the  discharge  of  the 
order,  and  that  the  Bill  be  referred  back  to  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  and  proceeded  to  provide  that  the  addition  to 
the  clause  which  was  made  in  committee,  should  not  go  into 
force  until  the  first  of  January.  He  said  : 

“  I  am  informed  by  telegraph  that  several  manufacturing  firms  have 
on  hand  a  supply  of  cans  for  the  year’s  operation,  and  it  might  be  incon¬ 
venient  to  put  this  clause  into  operation  at  once.  Another  question  has 
arisen  with  regard  to  this  interpretation  of  the  labelling  or  marking 
and  I  think  the  word  “permanently”  should  be  struck  out  so  that 
manufacturers  can  either  stamp  the  cans  or  label  them.” 

The  word  “  permanently  ”  was  accordingly  struck  out' 
So  you  see  the  amount  of  consideration  and  information 
which  the  Government  obtained  with  reference  to  the  clause 
which  they  now  propose  to  repeal.  Although  I  was  mis¬ 
taken  in  saying  that  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  pro¬ 
posed  the  amendment,  it  is  quite  clear  that  there  was  some 
talk  of  an  arrangement — I  do  not  say  an  improper  one — 
under  which  consultation  might  be  had  with  some  of  his 
supporters,  and  one  of  his  supporters  moved  the  clause  and 
he  agreed  to  accept  it,  and  the  Government  therefore,  took 
the  responsibility.  What  I  say  is,  that  it  is  quite  impossi¬ 
ble  to  expect  a  House  like  this  to  deal  with  the  subject 
intelligently,  unless  there  is  an  opportunity  of  communica¬ 
ting  with  the  trade,  and  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government, 
before  accepting  the  responsibility  for  an  amendment  of  this 
kind,  to  have  such  communication,  in  order  that  we  may  be 
fairly  assured  that  we  are  going  in  the  right  direction.  It 
is  quite  clear  that  that  precaution  has  not  been  taken. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  I  think  that  possibly  the  amendment  was 
accepted  without  due  consideration,  and  it  was  found  after¬ 
wards  impossible  to  carry  it  out.  For  the  reasons  I  have 
already  explained,  in  this  case  it  would  be  much  better  to 
adopt  the  English  practice.  One  of  the  difficulties  in 
applying  it  to  goods  for  export  was  the  very  strong  penal¬ 
ties  imposed  in  England,  which  rendered  it  impossible  for 
our  lobster  packers  and  others  to  send  their  goods  to  Eng¬ 
land,  for  if  there  was  the  difference  of  an  ounce  or  the 
fraction  of  an  ounce,  the  exporter  would  be  liable  to  get 
into  trouble.  I  am  very  glad  indeed  that  the  Government 
have  seen  fit  to  amend  this  provision.  I  feel  sure  that  the 
matter  will  settle  itself  so  that  the  public  will  know  that 
they  are  buying  by  the  can,  and  no  harm  can  be  done  in 
this  way. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  would  suggest  that  the  fourth  section 
be  amended  before  the  third  reading.  I  do  not  think  that 
any  person  who  puts  a  false  date  on  should  be  liable  unless 
he  also  offers  the  package  for  sale.  A  case  of  that  kind 
might  happen  by  accident,  but  if  not  offered  for  sale  I  do 
not  think  there  should  be  a  penalty. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  It  should  not  happen. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  It  is  a  possibility. 

Mr.  MILLS.  How  are  the  penalties  to  be  collected  ? 

Mr.  DAYIES.  If  the  penalties  are  worth  imposing  at  all, 
they  are  worth  collecting.  Does  the  Minister  intend  to  say 
that  if  a  man  wants  to  sue  for  $2  he  will  have  to  sue  by 
qui  tam  action  in  one  of  the  Superior  Courts,  and  that  one 
dollar  shall  go  to  the  Consolidated  Revenue  and  the  other 
to  the  informer?  Where  are  the  costs  to  come  from? 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  do  not  think  there  will  be 
much  danger  of  any  penalties  accruing  through  this  section, 
because  you  will  notice  by  the  first  section  that  this  Act 
will  only  apply  to  goods  which  are  hermetically  sealed.  It 
is  not  the  can  that  is  to  be  hermetically  sealed,  but  the 
goods  that  are  put  into  the  can. 

Bill  reported. 
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ADULTERATION  OP  FOOD,  &c. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on  Bill  (No. 
143)  respecting  the  Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs  and  Agri¬ 
cultural  Fertilisers. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  13, 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  question  arose  whether  it  should 
not  be  made  compalsory  for  the  Minister  to  report  the 
names  of  the  vendors  of  articles  which  had  been  analysed 
and  found  to  be  adulterated.  This  is  done  in  practice,  all 
the  names  being  published  in  the  annual  report  of  the  Min¬ 
ister  ;  and  I  propose  to  provide  that  the  names  of  the 
vendors  shall  be  printed  and  laid  before  Parliament. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Would  it  not  be  much  more  important  to 
have  the  names  of  the  manufacturers?  What  we  want  to 
know  is,  who  is  making  bad  goods. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  may  add  the  words  “  and  the 
manufacturers  when  known.” 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  word  vendor  would  not  apply  to  a 
person  from  whom  the  articles  were  obtained  if  they  were 
not  sold.  Would  it  not  be  better  to  say  “  the  vendor  or 
person  from  whom  the  sample  is  obtained.”  For  instance, 
the  analyst  goes  to  a  shop  to  examine  coffee,  and  gets  a 
sample,  but  he  does  not  buy  it. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  He  purchases  a  sample  and  divides  it 
into  three  parts,  if  that  can  be  done  ;  and  if  that  cannot  be 
done,  he  purchases  three  samples. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  difficulty  is  that  this  clause  seems  to 
make  a  distinction  between  two  kinds  of  acquisition.  The 
1th  clause  says  that  the  officer  may  “  procure  ”  samples. 
The  clause  seems  to  consider  that  that  is  not  a  purchase, 
and  if  not  a  purchase  not  a  sale.  And  if  not  a  sale,  there  is 
no  vendor. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  In  that  case,  it  would  be  as  well  to  put 
in  the  words  the  hon.  member  for  Queen’s  (Mr.  Davies) 
suggests,  “  or  the  persons  from  whom  obtained.” 

Bill  reported. 

KEMUNERATION  OF  PUBLIC  ANALYSTS. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  con¬ 
sider  a  certain  proposed  resolution  (p.  2491)  to  provide  for 
the  remuneration  of  analysts  to  be  appointed  under  the  Bill 
entitled  “  An  Act  respecting  the  Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs 
and  Agricultural  Fertilisers.” 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  entirely  object  to  this  mode  of  providing 
for  charges  upon  the  public  Treasury  and  the  remuneration 
of  officers.  1  maintain  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  decide,  before  they  come  down  to  Parliament,  what  the 
proper  remuneration  is  to  be,  and  the  method  of  that 
remuneration.  It  does  not  do  to  tell  us,  as  we  are  so  often 
told  :  we  cannot  make  up  our  mind  yet,  but  we  will  make 
it  up  in  the  recess,  after  we  have  got  rid  of  you.  I  main¬ 
tain  it  to  be  their  duty  to  ascertain  beforehand,  to  make 
those  enquiries  beforehand,  which  they  have  got  to  make 
some  time — because  a  decision  has  to  be  reached  on 
this  subject  some  time  or  other — and  to  bring  down 
the  results  of  those  enquiries  and  ask  us  to  assent 
to  them.  Parliamentary  supervision  over  the  public 
charge,  over  the  expenses  of  the  Treasury,  is,  by 
these  means,  entirely  destroyed.  We  have  no  means 
of  judging  what  the  Bill  is  going  to  involve;  we  have  no 
idea  of  what  the  charge  upon  the  trade  of  the  country  is  to 
bh,  or  of  what  the  charge  upon  the  public  revenue  is  to  be. 
We  are  told  the  Governor  in  Council  will  see  to  all  that.  I 
say  the  legislation  that  is  to  be  brought  down  to  Parliament 


ought  to  be  brought  down  after  the  Government  have  made 
those  investigations  that  were  required  to  be  made  as  regards 
the  money  cost  which  the  Bill  is  to  involve,  and  we  ought 
to  know  what  the  estimate  cost  shall  be.  But  to  pass  a  Bill 
•in  this  way,  with  this  clause,  is  to  pass  it  blindfolded  as  to 
the  expense.  Then  the  salaries  ought  to  be  fixed  by  the 
Act  for  other  reasons.  It  is  expedient  that  Parliament 
should  consider  whether  these  salaries  are  just  or  not ;  but 
we  have  no  statement  in  this  Bill  limiting  the  number  of 
analysts,  we  have  no  statement  limiting  the  fees,  or  any 
salary  that  may  be  paid.  We  are  authorising  the  Govern¬ 
ment  to  do  whatever  they  will  in  the  matter  of  money.  It 
does  seem  to  me  the  resolution  is  objectionable  on  principle 
in  the  last  degree,  and  I  do  trust  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
do,  what  in  the  earlier  and  better  days  of  this  Government, 
they  were  accustomed  to  do,  namely,  consider  what  salaries 
or  remuneration  it  is  proper  to  affix  to  this  office,  and  let  us 
know,  and  let  us  consider  and  decide  whether  it  is  right  or 
not,  and  take  the  view  of  Parliament  as  to  the  proposition 
and  insert  that  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  principle  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
laid  dowD  is,  in  general  terms,  a  sound  one,  and  it  would  be 
wise  to  fix  the  salary,  in  every  case,  if  possible.  But  in 
respect  to  the  chief  analyst,  the  House  sees  that  it  is  pos¬ 
sible  and  quite  probable  that  he  may  be  residing  in  a  place 
where  he  can  act  as  local  analyst  and  receive  part  of  his 
remuneration  by  fees,  and  it  will  only  require  an  additional 
amount  to  be  paid  by  the  Government  to  make  up  a  reason¬ 
able  salary  for  him.  It  is  proposed  to  provide,  under  this 
resolution,  that  Parliament  shall  be  consulted  from  year  to 
year,  and  informed  of  the  amount  of  that  salary.  It  is  pos¬ 
sible  that  the  chief  analyst  may  be  located  where  his  busi¬ 
ness  will  grow  upon  him,  from  year  to  year,  to  such  an 
extent  that  he  will  not  be  able  to  act  as  local  analyst,  and 
will  require  to  receive  the  whole  of  his  salary  from  the 
Government;  so  the  House  will  see  there  is  a  difficulty  in 
fixing  the  amount  and  putting  it  in  the  Bill.  What  we  pro¬ 
pose  to  do  is,  if  possible,  to  employ  the  chief  analyst  as  a 
local  analyst,  and  dispense  with  the  appointment  of  local 
analysts,  and  in  that  case  the  chief  analyst  will  receive  fees, 
apart  from  his  salary,  and  Government  will  only  require  to 
supplement  those  fees  by  a  sum  sufficient  to  make  alto¬ 
gether  a  reasonable  salary. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  defence  is  illusory.  If  it  is  possible 
that  the  chief  analyst  may  be  appointed  local  analyst,  it  is 
easy  to  fix  the  salary  in  the  two  cases,  to  say  that  the  chief 
analyst,  if  he  be  not  a  local  analyst,  is  to  receive  his  whole 
remuneration  from  the  Government,  and  that  it  shall  be  so 
much,  but  in  case  he  is  also  to  receive  the  appointment  of 
local  analyst,  his  salary  shall  be  so  much  less,  and  then  we 
will  know.  We  have  been  told  that  the  salary  is  to  be 
paid  out  of  a  vote  by  Parliament ;  but  what  is  the  use  of 
discussing  the  question  of  salary  after  an  Order  in  Council 
has  been  passed  fixing  the  salary  ?  It  is  well  known  that 
the  House  always  pays  it  after  the  Government  have  fixed 
the  amount.  What  we  want  is  to  know  the  sum  before¬ 
hand,  and  that  Paidiament  shall  have  an  opportunity  of 
fixing  it  at  the  proper  time. 

It  being  six  o’clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Hecess. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  find  in  the  revised  edition  of  the 
Hansard,  of  the  8th  inst.,  I  am  made  to  say  that  the  High¬ 
landers  of  150  years  ago  stole  cattle.  The  words  are : 

“  They  stole  cattle.”  I  wish  to  say  that  I  never  used  those 
words  at  all ;  that  no  such  reference  appears  in  the  original 
Hansard  ;  that  those  words  have  been  interpolated,  although 
they  were  never  uttered  by  me.  I  do  not  understand  that 
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the  rules  of  the  House  upon  the  revision  of  the  Debates 
permit  members  to  interject  observations  of  other  hon. 
members  when  they  do  not  appear  in  the  original  report. 
It  seems  rather  an  unreasonable  thing  that  words  can  be 
put  into  the  mouth  of  an  hon.  member  which  he  never 
spoke.  I  shall  ask  the  members  of  the  committee 
on  Debates  to  see  that  those  words  are  expunged 
from  the  sheet,  which,  I  fancy,  must  be  still 
in  type,  or  whether  it  is  in  type  or  not,  because  I  do  not 
desire  that  such  an  interjection  should  appear  for  all  time 
to  come  in  the  official  Debates  without  any  authority  from 
me  or  from  the  reporters.  I  did  make  an  interjection  on 
that  occasion .  What  I  said  was  this  :  The  hon.  member 
has  been  speaking  of  the  progress  of  development,  and 
when  the  hon.  gentleman  in  part  of  his  speech  announced 
the  progress  of  his  own  ancestors  150  years  ago,  I  said  pro¬ 
gressive  development.  Those  words  were  the  words  I  used. 
It  was  a  compliment  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  not  a  reflection 
on  his  ancestors — of  whom  the  worst  thing  I  know  is  that 
they  were  responsible  for  begetting  the  hon.  gentleman, 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  quite  cor¬ 
rect  in  saying  that  he  did  not  make  use  of  the  expression  to 
which  he  has  referred.  I  was  listening  very  attentively  to 
the  debate,  and  can  say  that  expression  was  made  use  of.  I 
do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  used  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  said,  progressive  development. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  am  not  denying  what  the  hon,  gentle¬ 
man  has  just  said.  The  expression  was  used  from  the  other 
side  by  some  hon.  member ;  but  by  whom  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  cannot  tell  whether  it  was  used  or  not; 
I  did  not  use  it. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  was  used  by  the  other  side. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  In  the  absence  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
referred  to,  I  must  say  that  I  do  not  think  the  course  pur¬ 
sued  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  given  this  explana¬ 
tion  is  a  very  fair  one,  the  hon.  member  for  Glengarry  (Mr. 
Macmaster)  not  being  in  his  place.  His  concluding 
remarks  certainly  are  very  insulting. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Yes,  1  say  the  hon.  gentleman’s 
remarks  are  very  insulting.  They  are  not  fair  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  is  absent.  I  think  if  that  hon.  gentleman 
were  present,  perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  would  not  be  so 
ready  to  utter  those  expressions.  To  say  the  least,  it  is  in 
very  bad  taste,  in  the  absence  of  the  hon.  gentleman  (Mr. 
Macmaster),  to  use  such  a  remark  as  that  the  worst  thing  I 
know  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  ancestors  is  their  begetting 
him. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  did  not  wish  to  lose  a  moment  in 
making  this  explanation,  and  I  see  that  the  press  of  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  have  already  alluded  to  this  statement, 
this  alleged  statement  made  by  me.  1  did  not  wish  to  lose 
a  moment,  because  I  did  not  wish  it  to  appear  in  the  per¬ 
manent  edition  of  the  Debates .  I  do  not  think  the  state¬ 
ment  I  made  just  now — a  jocose  observation— is  an  insult 
at  all,  or  any  reflection.  I  said  that  was  the  worst  thing  I 
knew  of  the  hon.  gentleman’s  ancestors,  of  whom  I  had 
been  speaking  as  a  remarkable  instance  of  the  progress  of 
development.  I  was  pointing  out  how  his  ancestors  had 
developed  from  the  time  when  they  stole  cattle,  and  I  said 
the  worst  thing  I  knew  about  them  was  their  begetting 
him.  That  is  not  an  insult  to  him  or  to  them. 

Mr.  MITCHELL,  The  hon.  gentleman  has  a  very 
extraordinary  way  of  being  jocose — he  has  an  elephantine 
way  of  displaying  his  jocularity.  I  must  repeat  that  I 
think  it  was  very  improper  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  make 
such  observations  in  the  absence  of  the  hon.  member. 

Mr.  Blake. 


June  15, 


REMUNERATION  OF  PUBLIC  ANALYSTS. 

House  again  resolved  itself  into  Committee  to  consider  a 
certain  proposed  resolution  respecting  remuneration  of 
Analysts. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mr.  BLAKE.  At  six  o’clock  I  was  pointing  out  that  the 
general  rule  adopted  was  one  which  the  hon.  gentleman  did 
not  favor.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  it  was  difficult  to  fix 
the  salary  on  this  occasion,  because  the  analyst  might 
be  in  such  a  position  as  to  receive  fees.  I  have  pointed  out 
that  the  statement  was  at  variance  with  the  custom  and 
wholesome  practice.  I  also  deBire  to  make  the  observation 
that  it  is  no  satisfaction  to  us  to  know  that  the  money  is 
afterwords  to  be  voted  by  Parliament,  because  if  we  give 
authority  to  the  Governor  in  Council  to  fix  the  salary,  and 
an  officer  is  appointed  under  this  authority,  we  know  that 
the  money  will  be  voted.  The  duty  of  Parliament  is  to  know 
beforehand  what  the  cost  to  the  country  will  be,  and  there¬ 
fore  I  press  the  necessity  of  maintaining  and  adhering  to 
the  wholesome  and  customary  rule  of  fixing  the  salaries  in 
the  clause. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  How  many  analysts  are  to  be 
appointed  under  this  Act  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Eight. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  be  kind 
enough  to  give  us  an  estimate  of  the  number  of  officers  cre¬ 
ated  by  the  Government  during  the  recent  Session  ? 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  understood  the  other  night 
that  the  Minister  stated  that  the  chief  analyst  had  been 
appointed.  If  that  is  the  case,  I  would  ask  his  name  and  his 
salary. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  He  will  get  $2,000  from  the  Department 
of  Inland  Revenue,  and  he  will  be  paid  $800  for  certain  ser¬ 
vices  in  connection  with  the  Department  of  Customs  in  ana¬ 
lysing  articles  imported. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  he  to  be  paid  extra  for  that  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes,  $800 ;  the  $2,000  to  be  made  up  by 
fees  or  salary. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Who  is  to  act  as  local  analyst 
in  the  city  in  whioh  the  chief  analyst  lives  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  He  may  himself. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Has  not  that  been  determined 
upon  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No ;  and  that  is  the  reason  the  salary  is 
not  fixed,  because  he  may  not  be  appointed  as  local  analyst, 
and  he  may  receive  part  of  his  salary  from  local  fees,  the 
balance  to  be  provided  by  the  Department  coming  down  to 
the  House  and  asking  for  a  vote. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Supposing  there  is  an  appeal 
taken  from  his  decision  as  local  analyst  to  the  chief  analyst, 
how  will  the  hon.  gentleman  manage  in  that  case  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  suppose  he  will  not  act  in  that  case. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  there  any  objection  to 
mentioning  his  name  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Mr.  Sugdon  Evans  is  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Can  there  be  any  difficulty  in  stating  the 
salary  in  the  Bilk  Seeing  that  the  whole  arrangement  is 
made,  what  difficulty  can  there  be  in  drawing  a  clause 
which  will  cover  the  salary  and  how  it  is  to  be  paid  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  trouble  is,  that  the  local  fees  may 
vary  from  time  to  time,  so  that  wo  could  not  put  any  fixed 
supplementary  amount  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  remuneration  is  to  be  $2,800,  and  of 
that  the  country  is  to  pay  certainly  $800,  through  the 
Customs  Department,  and  also  the  difference  between  $2,000 
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and  the  amount  he  may  receive  from  fees  from  year  to  year. 
Why  not  draw  a  clause  to  that  effect,  and  then  Parliament 
could  be  asked  to  agree  to  that  proposition.  At  present, 
Parliament  is  asked  to  assent  to  the  proposition  that  the 
Governor  in  Council  may  do  what  they  please.  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  gentleman  has  given  any  reason  for  departing 
from  the  wholesome  and  customary  rule. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Can  the  hon.  gentleman  state  where 
the  analysts  are  to  be  stationed  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  cannot.  The  third  clause  provides 
that  districts  may  be  laid  out,  with  such  limits  as  may  be 
assigned  to  them  by  the  Governor  in  Council.  These  dis¬ 
tricts  may  vary. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  How  many  altogether  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Eight  in  all. 

Mr.  LANDEEKIN.  What  will  be  the  probable  cost  of 
analysis  in  those  eight  districts  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  local  analysts  are  to  be  paid  by 
fees. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Collected  from  the  people  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  They  are  to  be  paid  by  fees  in  propor¬ 
tion  to  the  amount  of  work  they  perform,  and  the  salary 
will  be  paid  from  a  sum  provided  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  They  aro  to  be  paid  by  the  public,  then. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  money  clause  of  the 
Bill  says  they  are  to  be  paid  partly  by  salary  and  partly  by 
fees,  and  I  had  supposed  that  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government.  I  was  about  to  ask  if  the  Government  had 
arrived  at  the  stated  sum  they  were  to  be  paid. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  They  are  to  be  paid  by  fees,  and  these 
may  be  supplemented  by  a  charge.  It  is  provided  that  we 
can  make  up  their  salary  to  a  reasonable  amount  according 
to  the  amount  of  fees  they  collect. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Is  there  any  maximum  sum  fixed  as  the 
salary  of  the  other  analysts  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS.  There  is  no  particular  sum  yet  determined 
upon  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Have  the  Government  made  enquiries  as 
to  the  fees  to  be  charged,  and  for  what  purposes  they  are  to 
be  charged  ?  I  suppose  they  have  some  idea  of  the  materials 
that  will  require  analysis.  The  whole  subject  has  no  doubt 
been  enquired  into  by  the  Department  and  information 
obtained  before  this  subject  was  introduced  at  all ;  and  I 
think  the  committee  are  entitled  to  the  information  on 
which  the  Government  are  proceeding. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  This  system  has  been  in  operation  for 
a  number  of  years,  under  fees  fixed  by  Order  in  Council. 

Mr.  MILLS.  What  sum  have  the  Government  hereto¬ 
fore  received  from  fees  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  am  not  prepared  at  present  to  state 
the  amount  of  fees. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Is  it  intended  to  depart  from  the  scale 
and  mode  of  remuneration  of  the  analysts  at  present  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  is  no  intention  to  make  a  change. 
Of  course,  the  matter  is  open  to  change  by  Order  in  Council. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  said,  as  I  understood, 
that  the  existing  analysts  were  paid  fees,  partly  from  the 
Government  and  partly  from  individuals.  It  is  now  proposed 
to  pay  them  partly  by  salary  from  the  Government  and 
partly  by  fees  from  individuals.  It  is  important  that  we 
should  know  what  that  salary  is  to  be,  because  there  are 
seven  of  them. 


Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  would  like  to  know  what  the  pro¬ 
bable  cost  of  this  Bill  is  going  to  be.  I  think  we  have  a 
right  to  know  that  before  it  passes.  This  Session,  a  great 
many  new  offices  have  been  created,  involving  a  very 
heavy  outlay  on  the  people. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  speaking  as  if 
we  were  adopting  a  new  system  entirely.  The  only  change 
is  the  appointment  of  the  chief  analyst.  There  was  provi¬ 
sion  in  the  old  Bill  for  the  appointment  of  a  chief  analyst 
by  Order  in  Council,  and  under  that  a  chief  analyst  was 
appointed  six  or  eight  months  ago,  and  he  works  for  the 
Department  of  Customs  as  well  as  for  the  Department  of 
Inland  Revenue.  For  the  present,  he  is  at  Ottawa.  His 
salary  has  been  paid  during  that  time,  and  this  clause  pro¬ 
vides  for  its  payment.  There  is  really  no  new  office  created, 
and  no  increase  involved  by  the  Bill  caused  by  the  Bill. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  am  aware  that  this  is  not  a  new 
Bill ;  but  I  am  asking  the  probable  cost  of  this  one.  We  have 
created  a  great  many  new  offices,  and  the  country  wants  to 
know  what  they  are  going  to  cost,  how  the  money  is  to  be 
expended  and  what  is  the  necessity  of  the  increased 
expenditure  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  are  not  asking  any  increased 
expenditure.  The  chief  analyst  now  receives  a  salary  of 
$2,800,  of  which  $2,000  is  chargeable  to  the  Inland  Revenue 
Department  and  $800  to  the  Department  of  Customs.  This 
is  not  a  provision  for  a  new  expenditure ;  it  is  only  a  repeti¬ 
tion  of  a  clause  in  the  old  A.ct. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  Would  the  hon.  Minister  say  what 
objection  there  is  to  stating  the  salary  in  this  Bill,  since  it 
has  been  distinctly  arranged  ?  Why  not  follow  the  old 
custom,  whenever  offices  are  created  in  the  Civil  Service  ? 

Mr,  McLELAN.  This  is  an  office  requiring  a  great  deal 
of  technical  skill  and  knowledge,  and  it  was  under  excep¬ 
tional  circumstances  that  this  gentleman  was  obtained  for 
the  sum  stated. 

Mr.  MILLS.  Where  is  he  from  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN,  He  is  from  Montreal.  It  may  be,  in  the 
demand  for  gentlemen  of  his  exceptional  qualifications,  that 
$2,800  may  not  bo  sufficient  to  retain  him;  or  he  may  be, 
by  accident  or  other  circumstances,  removed,  and  it  may  not 
be  possible  by  any  sum  we  may  fix  now  to  obtain  a  man 
with  the  necessary  qualifications  to  discharge  the  delicate 
duties  of  that  position.  There  has  been  so  little  experience 
had  in  the  matter  that  it  is  better  to  leave  the  fixing  of  the 
salary  to  the  Governor  in  Council. 

Mi\  MULOCK.  I  think  the  reason  assigned  by  the 
Minister  is  a  wholly  unsound  one,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  a 
fuller  enquiry  on  his  part  will  convince  him  that  there  is  no 
dearth  whatever  of  persons  qualified  to  fill  this  office.  What 
are  the  qualifications  required  in  a  public  analyst  ?  A 
knowledge  of  theoretical  and  practical  chemistry,  princi¬ 
pally  organic  chemistry ;  and  it  is  idle  to  say  that  there  is 
any  probability  of  there  being  any  dearth  of  material  of  that 
kind.  In  England  there  are  more  persons  qualified  to  do 
this  class  of  work  than  there  are  positions  for  them ; 
Germany  is  turning  out  far  more  chemists  than  can 
be  utilised;  and  in  our  own  Dominion  there  are  insti¬ 
tutions  turning  out  excellent  men  every  day.  I  know 
the  qualifications  of  the  public  analyst  of  the  Province 
of  Ontario,  and  the  duties  he  performs  are  just  such  as 
are  proposed  to  be  assigned  to  the  chief  analyst  here ; 
and  I  know  very  well  that  when  he  applied  for  that  office, 
he  only  obtained  it  after  the  keenest  competition  among  a 
great  many  very  qualified  men  ;  and  it  is  idle  to  tell  us 
there  is  any  dearth  of  men  fit  to  fill  the  office.  I  say  that 
the  salary  proposed  to  be  given  to  this  officer  is  far  in  excess 
of  the  salary  paid  to-day,  and  which  has  been  for  years  paid 
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by  the  Province  of  Ontario.  I  do  not  know  what  duties 
you  are  going  to  assign  to  this  gentleman  in  connection  with 
the  Department  of  Inland  Revenue,  but  I  suppose  they  will 
be  in  some  proportion  to  the  salary.  If  I  heard  aright,  the 
hon.  the  Minister  says  the  salary  will  be  $2,800  a  year,  $800 
of  which  are  to  be  chargeable  against  the  Customs  Depart¬ 
ment  and  the  other  $2,000  are  to  be  charged  in  respect  of 
his  dutios  as  public  analyist.  Then,  I  suppose  that  as  public 
analyst  his  duties  will  represent  about  two-thirds  of  all  his 
dutios,  if  they  are  to  be  in  proportion  to  the  salary  attached 
to  that  branch  of  his  services.  I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  the  duties  assignable  to  the  public  analyst  for  the 
Province  of  Ontario  are  not  sufficient  to  occupy  one-tenth 
of  his  time  ;  in  fact,  so  little  of  his  time  is  required  as 
public  analyst  that  he  discharges,  besides,  very  high 
duties  in  connection  with  the  public  service,  as  pro¬ 
fessor  in  a  school.  I  think  that  the  Minister  has  not 
given  that  full  attention  to  this  question  it  is 
entitled  to  receive.  There  is  no  necessity,  in  my 
opinion,  for  creating  an  office  to  be  filled  solely  by  an 
analyst,  nor  can  there  be  any  justification  for  the  state¬ 
ment  made  by  the  Minister  that  he  is  obliged  to  give  a 
special  salary  in  this  particular  case,  on  the  ground  that 
the  number  of  persons  qualified  to  fill  the  position  is 
limited. 

Mr.  MILLS.  I  think  that  the  House  is  entitled  to  more 
information  than  the  Minister  is  disposed  to  give.  What  is 
now  proposed  shows  the  impropriety  of  proceeding  in  this 
way.  What  the  Minister  proposes  to  do  is,  that  the  House 
shall  abandon  its  duty  and  hand  over  to  the  Government, 
for  the  time  being,  the  regulation  of  the  amount  of  the 
charge  to  be  imposed  on  the  public  revenue.  The  hon. 
gentleman  shakes  his  head,  but  I  read  the  resolution  : 
“  That  the  Governor  in  Council  may  cause  such  remunera¬ 
tion  as  he  deems  proper  to  be  paid  to  the  analysts,  and 
such  remuneration,  whether  by  fees  or  salary,  or  partly  in 
one  way  or  partly  in  another,  may  be  paid  to  such  analysts 
out  of  such  sums  voted  for  Parliament  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  Act.”  Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  may  see 
that  whether  the  Government  will  pay  these  pai’- 
ties,  other  than  the  chief  analyst,  more  than  the 
the  amount  they  receive  for  fees,  is  entirely  left  to  the 
Government  itself.  What  the  Government  should  do  is 
give  to  the  House  the  information  it  has,  and  make  a  pro¬ 
position  to  the  House  as  to  what  amount  it  thinks  reason¬ 
able  to  pay.  Then  it  will  be  for  the  House  to  determine 
whether  it  will  grant  the  amount  the  Government  asks 
or  not.  It  does  not  matter  whether  the  payment  be  by 
fees  or  in  some  other  way ;  the  charge  is  a  charge  upon  the 
people,  and  it  will  be  possible  for  the  Government  to  make 
these  fees  a  part  of  the  public  revenues  and  to  fix  the 
amount  of  salary,  if  they  think  proper.  What  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  do  is  to  inform  the  House  as  to  the  amount 
already  paid,  the  amount  that  is  derived  from  these  fees, 
and  give  some  information  as  to  the  duties  these  men  will 
have  to  discharge,  how  much  of  their  time  their  duties  will 
occupy,  and  how  much  they  are  likely  to  receive  for  the 
year.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  told  us,  so  far  as  the  chief 
analyst  is  concerned,  that  he  is  to  receive  a  fixed  sum  of 
$2,800  per  year.  If  he  does  not  receive  this  sum  by  fees, 
then  the  deficiency,  whatever  it  may  be,  must  be  made  up 
out  of  the  ordinary  revenue.  Now,  I  say  that  is  not  suffi¬ 
cient.  The  Ministers  should  inform  this  House  generally 
with  regard  to  the  proposition  they  submit  to  Parliament ; 
they  should  make  themselves  conversant  with  the 
measure  they  propose  to  ask  Parliament  to  sanc¬ 
tion.  This  has  not  been  done.  If  it  has  been  done, 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  not  been  frank  with  the 
committee  in  not  imparting  to  it  the  information  he 
possesses ;  and  if  he  has  not  the  necessary  information,  he 
should  not  ask  us  to  proceed  until  he  has  obtained  it ;  he 
Mr.  Mulook. 
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should  tell  us  what  he  expects  to  derive  from  these  fees,  the 
amount  of  salary  he  expects  those  parties  will  receive  for 
the  year.  If  he  does  not  do  that,  he  has  no  right  to  ask  us 
for  this  money,  and  the  committee  will  be  derelict  in  its 
duty  if  it  should  give  the  power  this  Government  asks  us  to 
place  at  its  disposal. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  What  are  the  qualifications  of  the 
chief  analyst  ?  Who  has  been  appointed  ?  Is  he  a  druggist 
and  chemist  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  He  is  a  druggist,  a  chemist  and  a  doctor. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  is  well  known  to  all  the  public, 
except  the  hon.  gentleman,  that  he  is  a  leading  chemist,  and 
well  fitted  for  the  situation.  He  has  been  secured  at  this 
salary.  The  hon.  member  for  Both  well  (Mr.  Mills)  says  I 
have  not  informed  the  House  of  the  position  of  affairs.  I 
think  I  have  stated  clearly  and  frankly  it  is  proposed  to  pay 
this  gentleman  $2,800,  and  I  further  stated  that,  year  by 
year,  the  Government  will  have  to  come  to  Parliament  for 
the  money  to  pay  his  salary,  and  all  the  expenses  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  office.  It  will  then  be  in  the  power  of  Parlia¬ 
ment  to  demand  the  fullest  explanations  of  every  dollar  that 
may  be  asked  for. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  would  like  the  hon.  member  to 
explain  the  qualifications  this  gentleman  possesses  for  the 
office. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman,  from  his  pro¬ 
fession,  ought  to  know  what  are  the  requisite  qualifications 
the  public  analyst  at  the  head  of  the  service  requires. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  quite  well  understand  that ;  but 
what  I  want  to  know  is,  what  are  the  qualifications  pos¬ 
sessed  by  this  gentleman  ?  What  degree  does  he  hold  ? 
Is  he  merely  a  practical  druggist  ?  What  is  he  ?  I  am 
asking  something  quite  proper.  I  have  heard  he  is  a 
druggist,  but  I  have  heard  of  other  druggists,  whose  names 
are  much  more  familiar  than  his,  not  only  in  Montreal,  but 
in  Ontario.  I  am  asking  a  proper  question,  and  I  think  the 
Minister  should  give  a  proper  answer. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  He  is  a  doctor  of  medicine,  and  has 
given  special  study  to  the  science  of  chemistry,  and  is 
recognised  as  an  authority. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Have  the  other  analysts  any  fees 
to  collect  from  their  office  ?  Is  there  a  salary  to  be  fixed 
for  them  ?  I  am  not  asking  this  in  a  factious  or  captious 
spirit  at  all.  I  want  to  find  out,  because  I  think  the  time 
has  arrived  when  wo  should  put  a  stop  to  the  multiplica¬ 
tion  of  offices. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  It  is  not  a  multiplication  of  offices. 
The  practice  that  has  obtained  in  the  past  is  this,  speaking 
particularly  of  the  Customs  Department:  When  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  ascertain  the  components  parts  of  an  article 
imported,  which  the  officers  at  the  different  ports  are  not 
able  to  decide,  for  instance,  quack  medicines  and  other 
articles,  which  are  composed  of  different  ingredients — some 
are  50  per  cent,  ad  valorem, ,  others  are  $1.90  per  gallon — we 
send  them  to  an  analyst,  and,  after  he  reports,  the  duty  is  fixed 
in  accordance  with  the  report  he  makes.  He  then  renders  his 
account  for  the  work  done  for  the  Department,  and  we  pay  it. 
As  far  as  Mr.  Evans  is  concerned,  during  the  eight  months 
he  has  been  at  headquarters  we  bave  saved  more  than  the 
amount  we  formerly  paid  at  the  different  ports  of  the  Domi¬ 
nion.  In  Montreal  in  particular,  we  were  constantly  referring 
to  Mr.  Evans  or  to  Mr.  Edwards,  or  to  some  other  eminent 
chemist  in  that  city,  to  report  on  these  matters.  In  Toronto, 
and  particularly  in  Halifax,  and  in  all  the  large  ports  in  the 
Dominion,  it  was  continually  necessary  to  refer  questions 
in  dispute  between  the  importers  and  the  officers  of  the 
Department,  to  eminent  chemists,  in  order  to  ascertain  the 
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correct  duty  at  which  these  articles  should  be  entered.  After 
the  Bill  was  passed  last  Session,  giving  the  Government 
power  to  appoint  a  chief  analyst,  having  his  headquarters  in 
Ottawa,  it  was  decided  that  he  should  receive  $2,000  per 
annum  from  the  Inland  Revenue  Department  and  $300  from 
the  Customs  Department.  That  $300  is  taken  from  the 
appropriation  voted  for  the  board  of  appraisers  and  the 
detective  service.  Mr.  Evans  occupied  a  position  at  the 
head  of  his  profession  as  a  chemist  and  analyst  in  the  city 
of  Montreal,  and  came  with  the  very  highest  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  the  Government,  and  the  Minister  of  Inland 
Revenue  selected  him  as  having  the  best  qualifications  of 
any  who  made  application.  Whether  the  salary  is  too  large 
for  a  gentleman  of  that  character  and  his  eminent  abilities, 
is  for  the  House  to  decide.  It  is  very  difficult  to  find  a  man 
in  whom  the  Government  can  place  implicit  confidence, 
particularly  for  the  work  he  has  to  perform,  unless  they 
pay  him  well  for  it.  His  own  income  as  a  druggist  was 
such — as  my  hon.  friend  says,  he  was  carrying  on  a  large 
business  in  Montreal — that  he  could  not  be  induced  to  accept 
the  situation  here  unless  he  was  given  the  salary  which  he 
has  obtained ;  and,  judging  from  the  services  he  has  rendered 
to  the  Customs  Department,  I  can  assure  the  House  that, 
judging  more  particularly  from  a  pecuniary  standpoint,  it 
has  been  a  saving. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Then,  if  he  takes  the  place  of  the 
board  of  appraisers,  I  should  like  to  know  if  their  services 
have  been  dispensed  with  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  am  surprised  at  the — I  will  not  say  the 
absurd — question  the  hon.  gentleman  has  asked.  I  said 
nothing  about  his  taking  the  place  of  the  board  of  apprai¬ 
sers. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  beg  your  pardon. 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  seem  to 
draw  the  distinction — perhaps,  because  he  does  not  know — 
between  the  board  of  appraisers  at  headquarters,  and  the 
appraisers  who  are  appointed  at  each  port  in  the  Dominion. 
I  was  speaking  of  the  appraisers  in  the  different  ports  where 
entries  are  made  of  all  the  different  articles  which  are 
brought  into  this  country,  and  where  disputes  arise  with 
the  importers.  I  was  not  speaking  of  the  board  of  appraisers 
here,  at  headquarters. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Why  did  you  not  say  so  before  ? 

Mr.  BO  WELL.  I  did  say  so. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  No: 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  must  apologise  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
for  being  so  stupid.  I  thought  I  was  sufficiently  plain  in 
my  statement,  and  1  only  regret  that  I  was  unable  to  make 
the  hon.  gentleman  understand  it.  The  board  of  appraisers 
here,  I  must  tell  the  hon.  gentleman,  are  not  chemists. 
Their  knowledge  relates  more  especially  to  dry  goods,  and 
hardware,  and  groceries,  and  matters  of  that  kind.  If  I 
proposed  to  add  a  chemist  to  the  board,  the  hon.  gentleman 
might  complain  of  the  extra  expense. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  I  will  not  object  to  any  expense 
required  for  the  public  service  of  this  country.  I  cannot 
understand - 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  believe  that. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN— why  so  many  additional  officers 
have  to  be  created  in  this  present  Session,  when  our  expen¬ 
ses  are  becoming  alarmingly  great.  We  have  added,  I 
should  think,  nearly  1,000  new  officers  during  the  present 
Session,  and  we  have  inoreased  the  salaries  of  those  officers 
to  an  amount  which  cannot  be  less  than  $1,000,000. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Oh,  say  two. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  Probably  I  am  lower  than  it  really 
is.  We  have  all  the  officers  who  are  established  under  the 
Franchise  Bill. 
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Mr.  CHAIRMAN.  Question. 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  It  is  bearing  upon  it.  Then  we 
have  the  additional  Librarian.  Then  the  Postmaster  General 
applied  to  have  superintendents  appointed  for  the  mail 
carrying  service,  and  we  have  an  additional  officer  of  this 
House,  and  additional  officers  elsewhere,  and  I  cannot 
understand  how  it  is  that  the  public  service  did  not  require 
these  officers  until  the  present  Session,  when  the  needs  of 
the  country  are  greater  than  they  ever  were  before.  I  am 
in  earnest  in  saying  that  it  is  about  time  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  be  given  to  understand  that  we  will  not  submit 
to  the  multiplication  of  offices  which  is  placing  such  a  heavy 
burden  on  the  people  of  this  country.  Whether  my  protest 
is  valid  or  not,  I  will  omit  no  opportunity  of  protesting 
against  the  unnecessary  and  reckless  increase  of  the 
expenditure  in  order  to  maintain  friends  and  favorites  of 
the  Government  in  places. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  Government  have  already  analytical 
chemists  in  their  service,  those  connected  with  the  geologi¬ 
cal  branch,  and  the  assay  department.  No  doubt  these 
men,  with  high  scientific  attainments,  and  with  all  the 
appliances  for  analysis,  could  give  to  the  Government  all 
the  assistance  they  require,  with  a  very  small  additional 
compensation.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  appropriations 
which  the  Government  ask  are  unnecessary,  and  that  the 
power  is  an  improper  one  to  seek— when  the  information 
which  the  House  is  entitled  to,  at  the  hands  of  the  Admin¬ 
istration,  is  not  given.  We  have  the  Ministers  coming 
down,  day  after  day,  confessing  that  they  are  unable  to  give 
the  House  that  information  which  it  is  entitled  to  possess, 
and  which  it  would  be  derelict  in  its  duty  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  if  it  failed  to  demand,  before  agreeing  to  the  resolu¬ 
tion  which  the  Government  has  submitted.  The  analytical 
chemists  in  the  geological  service  could  act  for  the  other 
Departments  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  no ;  I  say  yes  ; 
and  I  say  that,  if  an  enquiry  was  permitted,  we  could  show 
that  that  is  the  case.  The  very  same  kind  of  analysis 
required  from  the  analyst  the  Government  propose  to 
appoint  is  that  which  has  to  be  carried  on  in  analysing 
minerals,  which  these  men  aro  obliged  to  test  in  the  Geolo¬ 
gical  Department.  The  Minister  has  not  given  the  inform¬ 
ation  which  we  ought  to  have.  What  fees  have  been 
collected  during  the  past  twelve  months  for  work  of  this 
kind  ?  How  much  have  the  Government  paid  ;  what  fees 
have  they  charged  ?  What  work  has  been  done  by  those 
whom  they  employed  to  make  these  analyses  heretofore  ? 
We  are  entitled  to  know  what  work  these  men  will  be  called 
upon  to  discharge,  how  long  they  will  be  employed, 
whether  their  whole  time,  or  what  portion  of  their  time,  is 
likely  to  be  occupied.  We  are  entitled  to  the  fullest 
possible  information,  and  yet  we  have  a  Government, 
professing  to  be  statesmen  of  superior  capacity,  who 
show  themselves  to  be  notoriously  unacquainted  with  every 
proposition  they  submit  to  Parliament  for  its  consideration. 
Before  another  step  is  taken  the  hon.  gentleman  ought  to 
impart  to  the  committee  the  information  which  we  are 
entitled  to  receive  from  him.  If  the  people’s  representar 
fives  have  one  duty  paramount  over  all  others,  it  is  to  con¬ 
trol  the  public  expenditure,  and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman 
proposes  that  we  shall  abandon  that  control  and  leave  it 
entirely  in  the  hands  of  an  Administration  that  has  increased 
the  cost  of  the  Government  of  this  country  at  the  rate  of 
over  a  million  a  year.  Before  these  gentlemen  came  into 
power  they  complained  of  their  predecessors’  extravagance, 
who  governed  the  country  at  a  cost  of  twenty-three  and  a 
half  millions  a  year,  while  our  annual  expenditure  has  now 
reached  the  sum  of  thirty-five  millions  a  year.  And  here 
we  have  another  proposition  to  increase  the  expenditure. 
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Why,  these  gentlemen  have  not  the  courage  of  their  con¬ 
victions.  They  will  not  come  down  to  the  House  and  tell 
the  people  what  additional  burden  they  propose  to  put  upon 
the  country.  They  are  afraid  they  would  so  alarm  their 
friends  behind  them  that  they  would  not  have  the  courage 
to  support  them  in  the  present  condition  of  the  public  rev¬ 
enue.  Yet  they  propose  to  ask  us  to  vote  this  money  blind¬ 
folded,  to  put  into  their  hands  the  control  of  the  public 
funds  of  the  country,  so  far  as  it  may  be  necessary  to  satisfy 
those  whom  they  propose  to  appoint  to  these  offices.  I  say 
these  appointments  are  unnecessery,  that  the  Government 
have  now  at  their  disposal  men  capable  of  making  these 
analyses  for  a  very  small  additional  charge  to  the  country. 
But  they  wish  to  satisfy  a  certain  number  of  friends,  and 
the  whole  Bill  bears  upon  its  face  the  marks  of  a  job. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Then  the  job  was  commenced  in  1875, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  is  responsible  for  initiating  it.  A 
Bill  was  passed  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  in  1875,  with  this 
very  same  clause,  with  this  very  same  provision.  All  that 
we  have  added  to  it  was  done  last  year,  when  Parliament 
was  asked  to  provide  for  a  chief  analyst,  and  the  House 
re-enacted  the  clause  which  the  hon.  gentleman  and  his 
Government  put  in  the  Bill  in  1875,  and  which  has  been  in 
operation  up  to  the  present  time.  We  proposed  no  change 
last  year  in  the  mode  of  operation  from  what  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  provided  for  in  1875.  But  last  year,  after  due  con¬ 
sideration  and  discussion  of  this  matter,  the  House  agreed 
to  provide  for  a  chief  analyst,  and  to  provide  for  him  in  the 
same  mode  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  had  provided 
for  the  local  analysts  they  had  appointed,  and  to  pay  him 
in  the  same  manner.  There  has  been  no  provision  for  new 
offices,  and  no  arrangement  to  create  a  job.  If  there  be  any 
jobbery  at  all,  it  was  initiated  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite, 
and  continued  by  them  during  the  time  they  held  office. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  is  being  initiated  now. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  It  is  not  a  new  thing.  The  whole  Act 
is  being  reconsidered  and  re-enacted,  and  we  are  not  ask¬ 
ing  you  to  go  one  step  farther  than  the  old  Act  provided. 

Mr.  PATEBSON  (Brant).  I  have  not  got  the  old  Act 
before  me,  but  I  was  under  the  impression  that  the  fixing 
and  giving  a  salary  to  the  analyst  was  a  new  feature  in  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  Section  4  of  the  old  Act  reads : 

“  The  Governor  in  Council  may  cause  such  remuneration  to  be  paid 
to  such  analysts  as  he  may  deem  proper,  and  such  remuneration, 
whether  by  fees  or  salaries,  or  in  part  by  both,  maybe  paid  to  them  out 
of  any  sum  voted  by  Parliament  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act.” 

The  only  word  that  we  have  added  is  the  word  “  chief.” 

Mr.  MULOOK.  I  have  already  asked  the  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries  what  objection  there  was  to  setting  forth 
in  this  resolution  the  outside  salary  that  this  officer  was  to 
receive.  He  gave  a  certain  answer,  which  I  think  does  not 
supply  a  reason,  and  I  would  ask  him  now,  whether,  in 
view  of  the  farther  discussion  and  light  that  has  been 
thrown  upon  this  point,  he  is  now  willing  to  put  in  the  Bill 
the  outside  salary  of  this  office. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  well  to  fix 
a  salary  in  the  Bill,  because  it  might  be  impossible  for  us 
to  obtain  the  services  of  a  competent  man  to  discharge  the 
important  duties  of  analyst  for  a  sum  we  might  now  name. 
But  the  House  have  it  in  their  hands  to  control,  because 
we  have  to  come  down  every  year  and  ask  whatever  sum 
the  Governor  in  Council  may  think  well  to  fix.  When  the 
Estimates  are  before  the  House  the  fullest  information  will 
be  given,  and  all  details  will  be  submitted  to  Parliament. 

Mi*.  MULOCK.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  stated  that  the 
chief  analyst  and  the  analysts  are  not  to  be  paid  any  salary 
at  all,  but  are  to  be  paid  entirely  by  fees. 

|^Mr.  MoLELAN.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  Mills. 


Mr.  MULOCK.  Then  he  says  that  the  chief  analyst  is  to 
be  paid  a  fixed  salary,  but  the  sub-analysts  are  to  be  paid  by 
fees.  If  they  are  to  be  entirely  paid  by  fees,  why  do  you 
provide  that  they  are  to  be  paid  otherwise  than  by  fees  in 
the  resolution  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  They  are  to  be  paid  for  the  work  they  do 
for  the  Department,  by  a  scale  of  fees  fixed  by  the  Governor 
in  Council.  Suppose  a  person  goes  into  a  district  and  pur¬ 
chases  some  goods  lo  be  submitted  for  analysis.  He  gets 
the  report  of  the  analyst  upon  it,  and  pays  him  a  certain 
fee  for  that  service. 

Mr.  MULOCK.  The  Minister  has  stated  that  the  class 
of  person  required  to  fill  this  office  efficiently  is  so  limited 
that  there  is  considerable  risk  of  his  being  unable  to  fill  the 
office  from  time  to  time  ;  in  other  words,  that  he  is  to 
arrange  the  salary  to  suit  the  applicant  himself — that  the 
applicant  is  to  fix  the  salary,  and  not  the  employer.  That 
is  a  statement  which,  I  venture  to  say,  public  opinion  will 
not  endorse. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Has  there  been  any  salary 
paid  to  any  analyst,  quite  apart  from  fees,  hitherto  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  No  ;  not  yet. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  not  this  Bill,  then,  new  in 
that  respect  ? 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  The  matter  has  not  yet  received  the 
consideration  of  the  Government.  It  is  possible  it  may  do 
so  hereafter. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  country  has  a  right  to 
know  what  the  charges  are  that  are  going  to  be  imposed. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Act  has  been  on  the  Statute 
Book  a  long  time,  and  that  it  is  now  proposed  to  pay  the 
officers  salaries  instead  of  fees,  the  Minister  should  be  able 
to  say  what  is  the  maximum  amount  of  salary  intended  to 
be  paid.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  proposing  to  fix  the  salaries, 
by  Order  in  Council,  of  seven  officers. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  We  have  not  arranged  that  they  will 
be  paid  permanent  salaries. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  It  is  so  stated  in  the  Act. 

Mr.  MoLELAN.  They  may  or  may  not  be  so  paid.  If 
one  of  the  local  analysts  has  much  work  thrown  upon  him 
by  the  Government,  it  may  be  better  to  pay  him  a  round 
sum  rather  than  fees. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  On  looking  back  at  the 
Act  of  1874,  passed  on  26th  May,  1874,  an  Act  intituled  : 
“  An  Act  to  impose  license  duties  on  compounders  of  spirits ; 
to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  Inland  Revenue,  and  to 
prevent  the  adulteration  of  food,  drink  and  drugs.”  The 
14th  clause  provides : 

“  The  Governor  may  appoint  in  each  Inland  Revenue  division  one  or 
more  persons  possessing  competent  medical,  chemical  and  microscopical 
knowledge,  as  analysts  of  food,  drink  and  drugs,  purchased,  sold  or 
offered  for  sale  within  such  division,  and  may  cause  such  remuneration 
to  be  paid  to  such  analysts  as  he  may  deem  proper.” 

Mr.  LANDERKIN.  How  many  public  analysts  have 
been  appointed  since  that  Act  was  passed  ? 

Mr.  MULOCK.  I  do  not  think  the  citing  of  a  bad  Act 
justifies  this  measure.  Moreover,  I  believe  the  Government 
that  passed  that  Act  are  not  now  in  power,  and  I  dare  say 
that  the  measure  was  a  measure  which  induced  the  public 
to  change  the  Government.  At  all  events,  I  was  not  a 
member  of  the  Government  or  of  the  House  at  the  time, 
and  I  repudiate  any  responsibility  for  any  measure  prior  to 
my  accession  to  this  House. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  cannot  see  that  the  Act  quoted  is  a 
precedent.  When  the  legislation  was  initiated  the  Govern¬ 
ment  could  not  be  aware  as  to  what  the  duties  of  the  officers 
would  be,  and  that  would  afford  very  good  justification  for 


1885 


COMMONS  DEBATES. 


2547 


leaving  the  amount  of  salary  in  abeyance.  Eleven  years 
have  passed,  and  the  Government  have  had  experience  as  to 
the  duties  of  those  officers.  The  remuneration  of  the 
analysts  should  depend  on  the  character  of  the  work  they 
have  to  perform,  and  on  the  quantity  of  work.  We  have 
been  waiting  to  know  what  duties  they  discharge  and  what 
fees  have  been  received. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  These  officers  are  paid  by  fees  for  work 
done,  and  the  results  of  their  labors  have  been  published  in 
the  Blue  Books  from  year  to  year. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Can  you  give  any  approximate  idea  of 
the  fees  received  by  them  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  When  we  come  down  to  ask  the  money 
vote,  we  shall  be  able  to  give  some  information  on  that 
point. 

Mr.  MILLS.  The  proper  time  to  give  that  information  is 
now,  when  the  subject  is  being  considered  in  committee. 
Why  has  not  the  Government  submitted  a  specific  sum  ? 
The  Act  has  now  been  in  force  eleven  years,  and  the  First  Min¬ 
ister  has  read  a  provision  from  it.  The  Government  passed  it 
as  a  tentative  measure,  they  not  possessing  all  necessary 
information.  Information  has  been  collected  during  the  last 
eleven  years.  Now,  they  propose  to  provide  for  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  a  certain  number  of  analysts ;  they  know  what  duties 
they  are  to  discharge  and  what  fees  they  are  to  be  paid,  and 
I  say  the  Minister  ought  to  be  in  a  position  to  give  the  House 
information  on  this  subject,  and  without  that  information  he 
has  no  right  to  expect  the  committee  to  vote  for  these  reso¬ 
lutions.  We  have  a  right  to  know  why  we  are  not  called 
upon  to  vote  a  specific  sum.  The  hon.  gentleman  proposes 
to  fix  the  salary  of  one  party,  but  he  does  not  fix  the  salaries 
of  the  rest.  What  compensation  are  they  to  receive  ?  If 
the  fees  are  enough  for  the  others,  why  does  he  not  pay  the 
chief  analyst  by  fees,  and  fees  alone  ?  I  say  we  are  entitled 
to  information  on  this  subject,  which  the  Minister  has  not 
given  to  us. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell 
is  not  in  harmony  with  his  leader,  because  just  before  six 
o’clock  the  leader  of  the  Opposition  stated  that  he  had 
always  condemned  the  principle  of  putting  in  the  hands  of 
the  Governor  in  Council  the  power  of  appointing  men,  and 
saying  what  salaries  they  should  receive.  The  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman  says  that  when  the  party  is  proposed,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  also  submit  to  the  House  the  amount  of  salary. 
Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  is  one  of  the  parties  that  initiated 
that  law  ;  yet  he  and  his  leader  are  two  of  the  strongest  to 
condemn  it  in  this  House,  and  other  members  on  that  side 
are  supporting  him,  and  they  appear  to  debate  it  with  that 
kind  of  viciousness  which  is  one  of  the  characteristics  of  the 
worst  kind  of  opposition,  an  opposition  without  any  special 
object  in  the  way  of  serving  the  country  or  doing  any  good. 
When  it  was  recognised  by  some  hon.  gentlemen  on  that 
side  that  the  Bill  had  been  initiated  by  that  party,  they 
very  quietly  sat  down  and  said  no  more. 

Mr.  MILLS.  It  may  be  impudent  on  the  part  of  any 
hon.  gentleman  to  ask  that  information  should  be  given  to 
the  House  ;  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  may 
be  ready  to  take  a  leap  in  the  dark,  when  necessary,  but 
there  are  some  hon.  members  here  who  do  not  propose  to 
follow  his  example.  Here  is  an  Act  which  has  been  in 
operation  for  eleven  years ;  the  Government  know  what  has 
been  done  under  that  Act ;  they  have  been  administering  it 
for  the  greater  portion  of  that  time  ;  they  have  the  neces¬ 
sary  data,  and  we  ask  simply  that  the  House  shall  be  given 
that  information  which  the  Government  has  in  its  possession, 
and  we  say  that  having  that  information,  if  they  chose  to 
take  the  trouble  of  mastering  the  details,  they  are  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  propose  a  specific  sum  instead  of  an  indefinite  resolu¬ 
tion. 


Mr.  BOWELL.  The  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  and 
most  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  who  have  spoken  on  this 
question,  have  discussed  it  from  the  supposed  standpoint 
that  an  officer  was  to  be  appointed  in  each  of  the  seven  dis¬ 
tricts  into  which  it  is  proposed  to  divide  the  Dominion  for 
this  particular  purpose.  Now,  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  who  has  explained  the  question  to  the  House,  has 
stated  the  facts  over  and  over  again.  He  has  stated  that  it 
is  not  proposed  to  make  any  new  appointements,  and  that 
the  law  in  the  past  has  provided  for  the  appointment  of 
analysts  in  different  sections  of  the  Dominion.  Those 
analysts  exist  to-day ;  they  are  appointed  to-day.  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell  to  the  gentleman 
who  occupies  that  position  in  the  city  of  London,  and  whose 
qualifications  for  the  work  he  will  not  dispute. 

Mr.  MILLS.  A  very  competent  man. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  We  may  desire  an  article  analysed  in 
the  western  section — take  tea  dust,  for  example ;  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  hon.  gentleman  remembers  that  a  large  quan¬ 
tity  of  that  article  was  stopped  a  short  time  ago,  on  account 
of  its  supposed  deleterious  character.  A  sample  of  it  was 
sent  to  Mr.  Saunders,  of  London,  to  analyse,  with  the  request 
that  he  would  report  to  the  Department  the  particular 
ingredients  of  which  that  so-called  tea  was  composed,  and 
what  foreign  matter  it  contained  which  made  it  unhealthy  to 
the  people.  He  made  that  report,  for  which  he  made  a  specific 
charge.  That  charge  was  paid  out  of  the  general  revenue, 
and  if  he  is  not  asked  to  do  any  more  work  in  twelve 
months,  he  gets  no  more  pay.  That  is  Mr.  Saunders’  posi¬ 
tion,  and  that  is  the  position  of  every  analyst  in  the 
Dominion  to-day.  But,  after  some  years’  experience,  it  was 
thought  that  a  large  sum  might  be  saved  by  having  a  man 
possessing  superior  qualifications,  located  at  headquarters,  at 
Ottawa,  receiving  a  certain  salary,  so  that,  in  cases  similar 
to  the  one  to  which  I  have  referred — instead  of  sending  to 
Mr.  Edwards,  of  Montreal,  or  Mr.  Saunders,  of  London— I 
send  the  sample  to  Mr.  Evans,  in  the  Inland  Revenue 
Department,  who  would  tell  me  of  what  it  was  composed, 
and  whether  it  came  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Act  for  the  protection  of  the  people,  in  providing  them 
with  healthy  food.  Now,  I  called  the  attention  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  a  few  moments  ago,  to  the  fact  that  in  my  own 
Department  I  know  that  the  amount  we  are  paying  through 
the  Board  of  Customs  has  been  more  than  saved  since 
Mr.  Evans  has  been  here  ;  and  I  am  convinced  that  instead 
of  this  being  an  increase  of  expenditure  in  this  particular 
labor,  throughout  the  Dominion,  it  will  be  a  saving  to  the 
revenue.  The  hon.  member  for  Brant  said  that  this  clause 
was  imperative ;  that  the  word  “  shall  ”  was  used,  implying 
that  he  must  receive  a  certain  salary.  Now,  I  have  read 
the  clause  through,  and  I  cannot  find  the  word  “  shall,” 
from  beginning  to  end.  It  is  as  permissive  as  it  can 
be  written.  H  these  men  were  to  be  paid  by  specific 
fees,  those  fees  would  be  paid  out  of  consolidated  revenue. 
In  the  Customs  Department  it  is  charged  to  contingencies 
at  the  different  ports  where  these  questions  arise,  and  it  is 
reported  every  month  to  the  Department  under  that  head. 
There  is  no  question  that  the  information  which  the  hon, 
member  for  Bothwell  asks  can  be  obtained,  but  it  would 
require  an  investigation  of  the  whole  contingencies  account 
for  the  past  year.  I  do  not  say  that  the  House  should  not 
receive  that  information,  but  1  can  assure  the  House  that, 
so  far  as  the  Customs  Department  is  concerned,  it  will  be  a 
saving  to  the  general  revenue  for  the  whole  Dominion, 
rather  than  an  extra  expenditure ;  and  I  am  quite  sure  that 
so  far  as  the  Inland  Revenue  Department  is  concerned,  the 
same  result  will  follow,  from  the  fact  that  the  gentleman 
who  is  at  headquarters  at  Ottawa  will  perform  the  labor 
which  has  been  done  in  the  past  by  the  different  local  ana¬ 
lysts  in  the  different  cities,  such  as  Charlottetown,  Halifax, 
Montreal,  Quebec,  Toronto,  Hamilton  or  London,  because 
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in  all  these  large  ports  we  have  occasionally,  and 
continually,  in  fact,  to  keep  referring  questions  of  this 
kind  to  this  particular  class  of  officers,  so  that  the  House 
may  be  under  no  misapprehension  as  to  the  expenditure 
which  is  to  be  incurred  by  the  passage  of  this  Act.  The 
hon.  member  for  Bothwell  (Mr.  Mills)  says  that  we  should 
use  the  officers  of  the  Geological  Department.  Most  of  these 
gentlemen  are  fully  employed  in  the  particular  work  which 
they  have  to  perform.  Questions  come  up  in  my  Depart¬ 
ment  with  reference  to  the  geology  of  the  country ;  such 
questions,  in  fact,  often  do  rise ;  certain  parties  claim  that 
a  particular  kind  of  clay  should  be  treated  as  foreign,  that 
asbestos  does  not  exist  here,  that  another  mineral  does  not 
exist  here,  and  so  on,  and  applications  are  made  to  place 
such  articles  on  the  free  list.  When  I  require  information  of 
that  kind,  I  send  samples  to  the  Geological  Department, 
asking  for  a  report,  so  that  the  Government  may  be  in  a 
position  to  come  to  a  correct  decision  as  to  whether  a  certain 
and  particular  article  should  be  placed  on  the  free  list  or  be 
made  dutiable.  In  that  way  the  Geological  Department  has 
been  utilised.  But  as  to  its  being  utilised  in  the  manner 
suggested  by  the  hon.  member  for  Bothwell,  I  am  satisfied, 
if  he  were  on  this  side  of  the  House,  he  would  not  attempt 
it,  and  if  he  did  he  would  not  succeed. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  While  the  hon.  Minister  is  cor¬ 
rect  in  stating  that  the  word  “  shall  ”  is  not  here,  according 
to  the  interpretation  of  the  First  Minister,  the  word  “  may  ” 
has  the  full  force  and  effect  in  the  statute  that  the  word 
“  shall  ”  would  have.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  word 
“  may  ”  is  permissive  as  between  fees  and  salary;  but  we 
have  been  informed  by  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
that  he  proposes  to  pay  the  chief  analyst  partly  by  salary 
and  partly  by  fees,  and  it  was  but  a  fair  inference  that  he 
intended  to  pursue  the  same  course  with  regard  to  the  other 
analyst;  and  what  we,  on  this  side  of  the  House,  have  been 
endeavoring  to  find  out  is,  what  the  maximum  amount  of 
salary  to  be  given  was.  When  the  Minister  has  told  us 
that  he  has  not  made  up  his  mind  to  give  them  any  salary, 
but  may  allow  them  to  go  on  and  be  paid  by  fees,  we  can¬ 
not  expect  him  to  give  us  any  information  on  that  point ; 
but  if  he  intended  to  put  them  partly  under  salary,  the 
same  as  the  chief  analyst,  Parliament  was  entitled  to  know 
that  amount. 

Mr.  YAIL.  I  observe,  in  the  report  of  the  Inland 
Revenue  Department,  that  the  vote  for  the  adulteration  of 
food  last  year  was  $12,000  and  the  expenditure  $11,780.  I 
notice  in  the  details  that  the  London  man,  for  instance, 
received  in  fees  $1,366,  a  retaining  allowance  of  $200,  and 
$100  for  rent.  It  appears  to  me  the  hon.  Minister  might 
have  taken  these  figures,  and  told  us  whether  he  intended 
to  change  these  salaries,  or  what  he  has  done  with  the 
appropriation  of  $12,000 ;  and  whether  the  fees  are  paid 
into  the  consolidated  fund,  or  what  is  done  with  them.  I 
think  the  hon.  Minister  might  have  given  us  this  informa¬ 
tion  in  a  few  words. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  presumed  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  that  information  before  him.  The  Order  in  Council 
fixing  the  scale  of  fees  has  been  before  the  House  for  some 
time. 

Mr.  YAIL.  In  Halifax  $1,468  are  down  for  fees;  $200 
as  a  retaining  allowance,  and  $100  for  rent. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  $1,468  are  paid  out  of  the  $12,000. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Then,  I  take  it  for  granted  that  the  fees  go 
into  the  consolidated  fund. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  pay  the  analyst  fees  for  whatever 
he  does  for  the  Department. 

Mr.  YAIL.  Then,  the  salary  might  have  been  fixed, 
because  the  books  show  what  he  has  been  paid. 

Mr.  Bowell. 
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Mr.  McLELAN.  No.  A  special  amount  of  work  might 
be  thrown  on  the  officer  in  one  year,  under  this  scale  of  fees, 
and  the  next  year  he  might  not  be  paid  one-third  of  tho 
amount.  If  he  is  only  called  upon  to  make  one  analysis 
during  the  year,  we  only  pay  him  for  that  analysis  $8,  or 
$10,  or  $20,  as  the  case  may  be. 

Mr.  WILSON.  I  think  the  first  suggestion  was  only  a 
reasonable  one.  It  is  very  easy  for  us  to  say  that  the  salary 
of  the  chief  analyst  should  be  fixed,  and  that  it  should  not 
be  left  to  the  Governor  in  Council  at  any  future  time  to 
increase  it.  The  reason  offered  by  the  Minister,  that  we 
might  not  be  able  to  keep  the  present  man  or  to  get  another 
for  $2,800,  will  hardly  convince  this  committee.  Judging 
from  the  duties  he  has  performed,  it  is  quite  evident  that 
the  Government  are  aware  what  the  compensation  should 
be  ;  and  if  circumstances  should  arise,  rendering  it  impos¬ 
sible  to  keep  him,  it  will  be  a  very  easy  matter  to  obtain 
an  equally  efficient  man  from  some  of  the  educational  insti¬ 
tutions  in  the  country.  The  duties  are  not  onerous  or 
difficult,  and  we  o  jght  to  stipulate  in  the  Bill  what  the  salary 
is  to  be,  so  that  we  shall  know  what  we  have  to  pay.  The 
principle  of  government  by  Order  in  Council  is  a  dangerous 
one,  and  should  not  be  recognised  by  this  House,  except 
in  cases  of  extreme  necessity ;  and  before  this  Bill  passes,  I 
think  we  ought  to  insist  that  the  salary  of  the  chief  analyst 
should  be  fixed  in  it.  Reference  was  made  to  the  fact 
that  the  Act  was  passed  when  our  friends  were  in  power. 
That  was  a  long  time  ago.  The  circumstances  then  and  the 
circumstances  now  are  very  different.  You  know  definitely 
now  what  the  duties  of  those  officers  are.  Then  it  was  a 
new  measure,  and  we  could  not  say  what  their  duties  would 
be.  Having  had  the  experience  of  eleven  years,  you  ought 
to  be  in  a  position  to  say  what  the  services  of  those  analysts 
are  worth,  and  more  especially  what  the  services  of  tho 
chief  analyst  are  worth.  By  leaving  it  in  doubt,  and 
implying  that  on  account  of  the  great  importance  of  his 
duties  you  may  have  to  pay  more,  you  place  a  chief  analyst 
in  the  position  of  being  warranted  in  applying  for  an 
increased  salary.  The  Government  ought  to  make  up  their 
minds  what  the  position  is  worth,  before  they  submit  a 
proposition  to  the  committee. 

Resolution  to  be  reported. 

GENERAL  INSPECITON  ACT,  1874. 

Mr.  McLELAN  moved  the  second  reading  of  Bill  (No. 
135)  further  to  amend  the  General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  and 
Acts  amending  the  same.  He  said  :  The  changes  are  com- 
paritively  few,  and  relate  chiefly  to  the  inspection  of  fish, 
hides  and  grain.  Hitherto,  the  inspection  was,  under  cer¬ 
tain  circumstances,  compulsory.  Under  the  old  Act,  when 
any  district  desired  to  bring  that  Act  into  force,  it  made 
application  to  the  Government,  and  inspectors  were 
appointed,  and  in  all  the  districts  which  were  embraced  in 
the  application  the  Government  inspection  then  became 
compulsory.  As  regards  pork,  beef,  butter  and  flour,  the 
inspection  was  voluntary,  and  under  this  system  there  were 
less  complaints  than  under  the  compulsory  system.  It  is 
proposed  now  that  the  inspection  system  shall  be  voluntary 
in  every  case. 

Bill  read  the  second  time,  and  the  House  resolveu  itself 
into  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  section  1, 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  did  not  understand  the  Minister  to 
explain  the  meaning  of  the  first  section : 
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“  The  Governor  in  Council  may  appoint  a  chief  inspector  of  any  ofthe 
articles  hereinbefore  enumerated,  who  shall  hold  office  during  pleasure, 
and  shall  perform  the  duties  hereinafter  assigned  to  him.” 

The  Act  of  last  year  did  not  contemplate  the  appointment 
of  a  chief  inspector.  This  is  to  bo  a  new  appointment,  with 
a  proportionate  salary,  and  we  ought  to  be  told  what  neces¬ 
sity  there  is  for  this  appointment.  What  has  transpired  to 
justify  it?  What  are  the  duties  to  be  discharged  ?  What 
is  the  salary  to  be  given,  and  out  of  what  fund  will  it  come  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  is  not  proposed  we  will  pay  him  a 
salary.  He  shall  be  paid  by  fees.  The  different  Boards  of 
Trade  have  asked  that  an  inspector  shall  be  appointed 
mainly  for  the  inspection  of  grair,  and  it  is  proposed  to 
appoint  an  inspector  who  shall  have  a  general  oversight,  if 
this  uniform  system  is  put  in  force. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  Act  of  last  year  provided  that  there 
should  be  inspectors  appointed,  from  time  to  time,  in  the 
several  cities  named  in  the  Act,  and  they  should  inspect, 
not  only  grain,  but  flour,  meal,  pork,  etc.  You  propose  to 
amend  that  by  authorising  the  Governor  in  Council  to 
appoint  a  chief  inspector  of  all  the  articles.  Where  is 
he  to  reside  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  is  mainly  called  for  with  respect  to 
grain.  The  chief  inspector  of  grain  will  be  appointed  in  the 
west,  and  a  chief  inspector  of  fish  and  other  articles  may  be 
appointed  in  another  district,  probably  the  Maritime  Pro¬ 
vinces. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Does  the  Minister  contemplate  the  pos¬ 
sible  appointment  of  seven  inspectors  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  Bill  says,  of  any  of  the  articles. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  should  like  to  know  where  the  chief 
inspector,  say,  of  beef  and  pork,  or  of  fish,  is  to  reside,  and 
what  are  to  be  his  duties,  as  distinct  from  those  of  the  ordin¬ 
ary  inspector? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  If  there  is  no  necessity  for  either  of 
these  chief  inspectors,  none  will  be  appointed.  I  think,  how¬ 
ever,  a  chief  inspector  of  grain  will  be  found  necessary  to 
go  from  place  to  place  and  see  that  the  inspection  is 
uniform.  The  services  of  chief  inspec  tors  are  to  bo  paid 
for  by  fees  from  the  vendors  or  the  persons  requiring  the 
inspection. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Then  the  Government  have  not  received 
any  information  which  will  justify  them  in  supposing  that 
a  chief  inspector  of  any  ai  tide  will  be  required  ?  It  is 
merely  an  experimental  measure. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes ;  we  have  received  representations 
from  the  Boards  of  Trade  of  Toronto  and  Montreal,  asking 
for  the  appointment  of  an  inspector  of  grain. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Have  the  Government  determined  to  act 
upon  those  representations  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Have  the  Government  decided  what  the 
fees  are  to  be  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  find  that  in 
the  Act. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  do  not  see  it. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  It  is  rather  a  large  thing,  our  territory 
being  so  vast,  to  talk  of  one  chief  inspector  for  the  Domi¬ 
nion  of  Canada,  and  if  he  is  to  be  called  upon  by  individuals 
to  inspect,  from  time  to  time,  in  different  parts  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  it  will  involve  large  travelling  expenses  and  very 
heavy  costs  in  that  way.  Is  it  intended  that  the  travelling 
expenses  shall  be  paid,  as  well  as  the  fees,  by  the  people 
who  call  upon  him  to  inspect,  or  by  the  Dominion  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  6th  and  7th  sub-sections  of  section 
11  provide  for  that. 


Mr.  BLAKE.  I  do  not  see  that  this  is  going  to  be  very 
workable.  The  applications  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
speaks  of  from  the  Boards  of  Trade  of  Montreal  and  Toronto 
lor  the  appointment  of  a  chief  inspector  of  grain  may  bo  a 
justification  for  that  appointment,  but  they  do  not  seem  to 
me  to  be  a  justification  for  appointing  six  other  chief  inspec¬ 
tors  of  different  articles.  The  hon.  gentleman  says  they 
may  or  may  not  be  appointed,  but  I  think  the  Govern¬ 
ment  ought  to  have  decided  whether  the  trade  required  the 
appointments,  and  should  not  come  to  us  upon  speculation. 
Why  should  we  be  asked  to  give  the  Government  the 
authority  to  appoint  these  officers  when  the  Government 
have  not  themselves  determined  that  it  is  fitting  that  they 
should  be  appointed.  The  first  thing  for  the  Government 
to  do  is  to  decide  that  this  is  fitting  to  be  done ;  the  second 
is  to  ask  us  to  legislate  on  the  subject,  and  the  third  is  to 
give  us  the  information  in  their  possession,  and  ask  us,  upon 
that  information,  to  concur  in  their  conclusion. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  present  law  states  that  there  shall 
be  no  inspection  in  any  district  unless  it  is  ordered  by  the 
Governor  in  Council,  and  gives  the  Governor  in  Council 
power  to  declare  that  there  shall  be  inspectors  appointed 
in  any  district  they  deem  fit.  Now,  this  is  going  a  very 
little  beyond  that.  As  soon  as  one  of  these  inspectors  is 
appointed  for  a  district,  then  inspection  becomes  compulsory 
in  that  district.  It  goes  beyond  the  power  we  are  asking 
for  in  this  Bill.  We  are  not  asking  the  House  to  go  so  far 
now,  but  all  we  do  here  is  to  provide  that  when  a 
chief  inspector  of  grain  for  the  west  is  asked  for  by 
one  of  the  great  cities,  like  Toronto  and  Montreal,  he  is  to 
be  appointed.  I  omitted  to  mention  that  representations 
have  been  made  from  the  city  of  Halifax  for  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  a  chief  inspector  of  fish  there;  and  it  may  be  that 
other  districts  may  think  it  desirable,  in  the  interests  of 
ti^de,  to  have  an  inspector.  It  may  be  necessary,  in  the  in¬ 
terests  of  trade,  that  a  fish  inspector  should  be  appointed  in 
one  district,  or  an  inspector  of  flour  in  another  district,  so 
that  there  may  be  uniformity  in  the  inspection  of  all  that 
is  brought  into  the  market. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  principle  of  inspection  proceeded  on 
the  notion  that  it  was  desirable  there  should  be  a  process 
by  which,  when  a  locality  desired  the  creation  of  an  inspec¬ 
tion  district,  it  should  make  its  representation  to  the 
Government,  and  upon  this  representation  the  Government 
would  create  an  inspection  district.  Now,  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  proposes  here  to  establish  a  chief  inspector  for  the 
whole  Dominion  in  each  of  the  seven  different  classes  of 
articles. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Oh,  no ;  not  for  each  inspection 
district. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  For  how  large  a  district ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  do  not  fix  the  area.  The  inspec¬ 
tion  will  practically  be  for  different  articles  of  the  same 
line  in  each  locality — for  instance,  for  grain  and  flour  in  the 
west,  and  for  fish  in  the  east. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  But  they  grow  grain  in  the  east  as  well 
as  in  the  west,  and  they  catch  fish  in  the  west  as  well  as  in 
the  east  ;  but  this  question  is  not  to  be  determined  by  the 
separate  wishes  of  only  two  localities  in  the  Dominion,  but 
by  a  general  apprehension  of  what  the  interests  of  the 
whole  Dominion  require.  I  say  that  upon  such  a  question 
the  Government’s  first  business  is  to  make  up  its  mind  what 
the  interests  of  the  country  require,  and  then  ask  us  to 
legislate  upon  such  information  as  it  may  bring  before  us. 
This  proposition  is  simply  a  delegation  of  our  legislative 
powers  to  the  Governor  in  Council. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Not  to  so  great  an  extent  as  in  the 
old  Act. 

Mr.  BLAKE,  Two  wrongs  do  not  make  a  right 
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Mr.  McLELAN.  I  do  not  say  that  an  inspector,  for 
instance,  of  fish,  should  be  appointed  upon  the  representa¬ 
tion  of  any  one  locality  ;  but  if  representation  is  made  from 
a  number  of  districts,  asking  for  a  chief  inspector  of  fish,  it 
will  be  the  du.y  of  the  Government  to  yield  to  those  repre¬ 
sentations,  and  make  the  appointments,  to  meet  the  wants 
of  trade. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  say  that  as  soon  as  these  representations 
get  strong  enough,  and  the  Government  has  determined 
that  it  is  expedient,  in  the  public  interest,  to  appoint  a  chief 
inspector,  then  they  should  come  down  here  and  ask  autho¬ 
rity,  and  show  a  reason  for  asking  us  to  give  them  autho¬ 
rity  ;  but  to  give  them  this  authority  now  is  to  bargain 
away  our  own  power  to  decide  in  these  matters.  There  is 
a  constant  course,  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  of  taking 
power  after  power,  and  of  depriving  Parliament  of  its 
legislative  functions,  in  order  to  accumulate  them  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government  of  the  day.  The  Government  of 
the  day  says:  We  have  no  proof  that  the  public  interests  of 
this  country  require  the  appointment  of  a  chief  inspector  in 
any  one  of  these  articles,  but  it  may  be  so  in  the  future,  and 
we  ask  you  to  surrender  your  legislative  functions,  and  to 
allow  us  to  make  the  appointment  if  we  think  it  is  expe¬ 
dient. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Is  it  the  intention  to  appoint  deputy 
inspectors  under  the  chief  inspector  in  each  Province  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  deputy  inspectors  are  already  pro¬ 
vided  for  under  the  old  Act,  and  this  is  only  providing  that 
a  chief  inspector  may  be  appointed  for  any  of  these  articles 
that  are  now  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  am  aware  that  there  are  not  inspec¬ 
tors  at  prominent  towns  in  Manitoba,  where  wheat  is 
brought.  There  are  troubles  about  the  grading,  and  this 
has  especially  been  the  case  at  Port  Arthur,  where  the 
grading  has  not  given  entire  satisfaction. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Inspectors  will  be  appointed  at  those 
districts  where  the  trade  requires  them.  It  has  been  the 
practice,  whenever  a  locality  required  an  inspector,  that  an 
appointment  be  made. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  Minister  who  introduced  the  Bill 
is,  no  doubt,  well  aware  that  the  inspection  at  Port  Arthur 
has  not  given  satisfaction  to  the  people  of  Manitoba.  Wheat 
was  sold  at  a  certain  price  for  a  certain  grade,  the  farmer 
selling  it  on  the  understanding  that  it  would  grade  No.  1 
and  No.  2  hard.  When  it  reached  Port  Arthur  it  was 
graded  away  down,  and  consequently  the  farmers  received, 
in  some  cases,  10  cents  per  bushel  less  than  the  price  they 
had  expected  to  receive  when  they  delivered  it  to  the 
buyers. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  That  has  been  provided  at  page  5, 
Inspectors  and  chief  inspectors  will  agree  upon  standards} 
and  see  that  the  grading  is  uniformat  the  different  points. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  see,  at  page  5,  there  are  a  number  o^ 
classifications  of  wheat.  Under  those  classifications  the 
same  trouble  will  exist  in  the  future  as  has  existed  in  the 
past,  unless  they  are  changed. 

On  section  3, 

Mr.  DAYIES.  There  is  here  an  entire  reversal  of  the 
Government’s  policy  since  last  year.  The  Act  last  year 
expressly  provided  that  the  inspector  and  deputy  inspectors 
should  not  have  any  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  in  the 
articles  inspected.  It  is  now  proposed  to  be  provided  that 
the  inspector  may  be  a  dealer  in  the  article  inspected. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  first  reason  of  the  change  is  because 
the  inspection  is  not  compulsory.  The  second  is,  that  the 
Bill  provides  that  the  deputy  inspectors  shall  be  responsible 
to  the  inspector,  and  when  a  deputy  inspector  inspects  his  I 
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own  goods  he  must  brand  them  with  his  own  name,  and  the 
words  “  inspector  and  owner.”  In  regard  to  fish,  it  has  been 
found,  in  many  cases,  almost  impossible  to  obtain  inspectors 
who  were  not  engaged  in  the  business. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  I  have  heard  some  reason  of  this  kind 
given,  but  it  does  not  answer  the  question  to  say  the  Act  is 
not  compulsory.  It  is  presumed  to  be  a  great  advantage  to 
the  trade  to  have  an  inspection.  The  deputy  inspector  may 
grade  the  fish  of  his  rivals  too  low  or  grade  his  own  fish 
too  high.  As  to  the  suggestion  that  a  deputy  inspector 
should  mark  his  own  goods  with  his  own  name,  as  inspector 
and  owner,  the  proposition  is  almost  ludicrous. 

Mr.  STAIRS.  In  some  cases  it  has  been  found  absolutely 
necessary  to  have  such  a  provision  in  the  Act  to  secure  any 
inspection  whatever.  It  happens,  at  some  of  the  fishing  vil¬ 
lages,  to  be  impossible  to  get  any  one  who  understands  the 
inspection  of  fish,  unless  you  take  a  man  who  is  engaged  in 
the  business  of  catching  and  curing  fish.  None  of  the 
difficulties  suggested  by  the  hon.  gentleman  can  arise.  A 
man  who  is  not  in  the  trade  is  just  as  likely  to  grade  fish 
too  high  or  too  low  as  is  an  inspector,  who,  at  the  same  time, 
is  engaged  in  the  business  of  catching  and  curing  fish.  The 
present  provision  has  the  advantage  that  it  is  honest.  All 
the  community  will  know  that  the  deputy  inspector  can 
catch  and  cure  fish  himself;  and  if  dealers  were  to  find  that 
the  deputy  inspector  graded  their  fish  too  low,  they  would 
not  go  to  him  again.  As  to  the  inspector’s  own  fish,  it  would 
soon  be  found  whether  he  graded  them  too  high  or  not,  and 
if  he  did  grade  them  too  high,  he  would  find  difficulty  in 
disposing  of  them. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  Then,  every  fisherman  should  be  an  inspec¬ 
tor  of  fish,  and  brand  them  “  inspector  and  owner.” 

Mr.  STAIRS.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  just  stated  what 
is  the  only  thing  in  fish  inspection  that  amounts  to  any¬ 
thing,  that  the  very  best  safeguard  is  for  a  man  who  packs 
them  to  try  and  make  his  own  reputation  for  the  brand. 
Fish  exported  are  generally  sold  on  the  reputation  of  those 
who  put  them  up.  If  you  rely  on  the  owner,  I  believe  it  is 
just  as  good  as  to  rely  on  the  inspector. 

Mr.  BLAKE.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  delivered  a  very 
good  argument  in  favor  of  not  having  an  inspection  of  fish. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  chief  inspector  of  fish  for  a  locality 
is  not  expected  to  deal  in  the  article  himself,  although  his 
deputies,  who  are  responsible  to  him,  may  do  so.  There  are 
to  be  no  deputy  inspectors  of  grain,  and  none  of  the  inspec¬ 
tors  are  allowed  to  deal  in  the  article,  for  the  reason  that 
grain,  after  it  is  once  mixed,  cannot  be  identified. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  chief  inspector  appoints  the  deputy 
inspectors  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  There  are  no  deputy  inspectors  appointed 
for  grain,  and  the  same  power  that  appoints  those 
officers,  say,  at  Winnipeg,  appoints  them  at  Brandon  or  other 
places. 

On  section  7, 

Mr.  DAYIES.  By  the  Act  of  last  year  the  classification 
of  the  articles  was  provided  for  by  Parliament.  Now,  you 
propose  that  the  Governor  in  Council  may  modify  the 
inspection.  You  propose  that  the  Governor  in  Council  may 
change  that  from  time  to  time.  We  wish  to  know  why  the 
Governor  in  Council  should  take  that  power. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  It  is  possible  that  the  necessity  may 
arise,  in  the  interest  of  trade,  for  modifying  the  classifica¬ 
tion  without  waiting  for  the  meeting  of  Parliament  to  get 
power  to  do  so.  Last  year  a  difficulty  arose  with  respect 
to  the  classification  of  Manitoba  wheat;  there  was  no 
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ower  under  the  Act  to  classify  it  or  to  fix  the  standard  as 
igh  as  the  wheat  would  boar,  and  consequently  injustice 
was  done  to  the  trade  of  Manitoba.  I  think  it  is  desirable, 
in  the  interest  of  the  producer,  that  this  power  should  be 
given  to  the  Governor  in  Council. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  think,  if  every  member  will  pay  atten¬ 
tion  to  his  duty  in  this  House,  in  looking  after  this  Bill,  it 
ought  to  be  made  so  perfect  that  it  would  not  require  to  be 
changed  in  one  year.  It  is  of  the  greatest  importance,  when 
we  once  establish  a  grade  of  wheat,  that  it  should  not  be 
changed,  so  that  the  buyer,  when  he  buys  a  certain  grade 
of  wheat,  may  know  what  kind  of  wheat  he  is  getting.  01 
course,  there  have  been  mistakes  in  the  past,  owing  to  the 
absence  of  grades  for  Manitoba  wheat;  but  so  far  as  that 
article  is  concerned,  I  think  we  can  perfect  this  Bill  so  that 
it  will  not  require  any  changing. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  admit  that  no  change  should  be  made 
in  this  matter  unless  on  the  strongest  representations  and 
under  the  most  urgent  necessity;  but  from  the  experience 
we  have  had  it  is  possible  that  an  emergency  may  arise, 
when,  in  the  interest  of  trade  generally,  there  should  be 
some  modification.  I  am  not  wedded  to  this  clause,  and,  in 
fact,  hardly  desire,  personally  myself,  that  this  responsibility 
should  be  thrown  on  the  Governor  in  Council.  It  was 
placed  here  for  the  consideration  of  the  House.  If  it  is  the 
wish  of  the  House  that  it  should  remain  there,  I  am  con¬ 
tent  ;  if  it  is  the  general  wish  of  the  House  that  it  should  be 
struck  out,  I  am  willing  that  that  should  he  done. 

On  section  8, 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Bi’ant).  I  think  this  differs  from  the 
resolution.  The  wording  of  the  resolution  was  to  the 
effect  that  a  chief  inspector  of  the  seven  classes  of  articles 
might  he  appointed,  who  should  have  power  to  decide  dis¬ 
putes  between  inspectors  and  others,  in  regard  to  articles 
inspected.  I  approve  of  the  change  here,  but  in  the  previous 
discussion  I  pointed  out  how  difficult  it  would  be  to  refer 
matters  to  theso  inspectors.  For  instance,  an  inspector  of 
leather  and  hides  might  be  appointed,  living  at  Halifax  ; 
and  instead  of  having  a  dispute  referred  to  him,  it  would 
be  better  to  retain  the  old  machinery  of  Boards  of  Trade  in 
cities  where  they  exist,  and  three  disinterested  persons 
appointed  by  magistrates  in  other  districts.  I  see  that  the 
Bill  retains  this  power,  and  yet  provides  for  the  chief 
inspector.  Therefore,  the  question  occurs,  what  particular 
need  is  there  for  this  chief  inspector  ? 

Mr.  McLELAlN.  An  expert  must  be  appointed.  Especially 
in  the  article  of  grain,  the  chief  inspector  will  be  called  on  to 
decide  disputes,  instead  of  the  old  machinery  being  acted 
upon. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  idea  of  the  Bill  seems  to  be  a  very 
fair  one,  that  in  case  of  disputes  between  an  inspector  and 
the  party  owning  the  article  inspected,  a  justice  of  the  peace 
will  have  power  to  appoint  three  parties  to  settle  the  dis¬ 
pute;  but  no  machinery  is  provided  in  the  Act  for  bringing 
the  owner  before  the  justice  of  the  peace.  The  summons  is 
to  issue,  in  the  first  place,  to  three  persons,  of  skill  and  inte¬ 
grity.  I  think  provision  should  be  made  for  summoning 
the  owner  before  the  justice  of  the  peace  to  appoint  arbitra¬ 
tors,  and  then  failing  that,  power  should  be  given  to  the 
ustice  of  the  peace  to  appoint  them. 

Mr.  McLELAN  Sub  section  2  of  section  11  provides  for 
that.  One  shall  be  named  by  the  inspector  or  deputy 
inspector,  another  by  the  owner  or  possessor  of  the  article 
in  question,  and  a  third  by  the  justice  of  the  peace,  who, 
failing  the  attendance  of  either  of  the  parties  in  dispute, 
may  name  a  party  for  him. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  The  whole  difficulty  can  be  seen  on 
reading  the  words  “  failing  the  attendance  of  the  parties  in 


dispute,  shall  name  a  person  for  him.”  How  is  he  to  know  ? 
When  ?  Where  ?  Supposing  the  inspector  differs  with  the 
owner  of  some  grain,  and  applies  to  a  justice  of  the  peace 
for  arbitrators  to  be  appointed,  how  is  tho  owner  to  know 
he  is  to  appoint  an  arbitrator,  and  when  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  The  second  clause  of  section  11  provides 
that  when  any  difference  arises  between  the  inspector  or 
deputy  inspector,  and  the  owner  or  possessor  of  any  article 
inspected,  with  regard  to  the  quality  or  grade  of  the  article, 
such  dispute  shall  be  referred  to  particular  arbitrators. 
That  is  provided  for  in  the  old  Act.  Now,  you  provide  a 
new  board.  I  am  not  objecting  to  the  mode,  which,  I  think, 
is  a  very  good  one,  but  I  submit  that  the  machinery  is  not 
framed  so  as  to  enable  a  justice  of  the  peace  to  carry  out 
the  provisions. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  What  I  wanted  to  bring 
before  the  Minister  is  this.  He  said  it  was  desirable  to 
appoint  a  chief  inspector  for  grain,  as  he  would  have  more 
authority.  This  is  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  a 
chief  inspector  for  different  articles;  one  for  flour  and  meal 
alone,  another  for  wheat,  another  for  grain,  another  one  for 
beef  and  pork,  another  for  pickled  fish  and  fish  oil,  another 
for  butter,  another  for  leather  and  rawhides.  You  appoint 
seven  different  sub-inspectors.  The  question  is,  whether  there 
is  necessity  for  that,  when  we  do  not  make  it  imperative  for 
the  chief  inspector  to  settle  all  disputes.  We  are  adopting 
the  machinery  of  the  old  Act,  availing  ourselves  of  the 
Boards  of  Trade  in  cities,  and  of  the  services  of  magistrates 
in  calling  in  three  different  parties  to  settle  disputes.  Is  it 
likely  they  will  appoint  chief  inspectors  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  think  not,  except  in  the  case  of  grain. 
I  thought  it  would  be  advisable,  in  the  interest  of  the 
trade,  to  have  a  chief  inspector,  well  up  in  the  business, 
who  would  instruct  the  various  local  inspectors  and  decide 
upon  standards. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  That  is  of  grain  alone. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  Is  he  to  be  salaried  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No.  The  dealers  ingrain  may  call  him 
in  to  decide  a  dispute,  and  if  they  employ  him  they  will  pay 
him.  It  makes  no  charge  on  the  revenue  of  the  country. 

On  section  11, 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  first  throe  grades,  on  page  5, 1  think, 
will  be  quite  satisfactory,  although  there  may  be  some 
chance  for  dissatisfaction.  For  instance,  No.  1  will  be  extra 
Manitoba  hard  wheat,  weighing  not  less  than  60  pounds  to 
the  bushel,  and  composed  of  at  least  85  per  cent,  of  red  fife 
wheat,  grown  in  Manitoba  or  the  North-West  Territories  of 
Canada.  The  other  15  per  cent,  might  be  wheat  very  objec¬ 
tionable  to  the  millers  and  dealers,  such  as  goose  wheat. 
With  reference  to  the  other  grades,  I  think  the  classifica¬ 
tion  might  be  made  more  simple.  Instead  of  having  Nos. 
1,  2,  3  northern  spring  wheat,  you  might  make  it  simply 
Nos.  1,  2,  3  spring  wheat.  Take  No.  1  northern  spring 
wheat,  not  less  than  60  pounds  to  the  bushel,  and  composed 
of  at  least  50  per  cent,  of  red  fife  wheat,  grown  in  Manitoba 
or  the  North  West  Territories;  the  balance  might  be  goose 
wheat,  or  some  other  very  objectionable  wheat. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  On  page  1  it  is  provided  : 

“  Any  mixture  of  rice  wheat,  otherwise  known  as  “  goose  ”  or  “  Cali¬ 
fornia  ”  wheat,  or  of  red  chaf  wheat,  with  other  descriptions  of  wheat, 
shall  exclude  the  parcel  from  regular  inspection.” 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  has  availed  himself  of  the  judgment  of  grain  men  in 
this  ? 
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Mr.  McLELAN.  Yes  ;  the  members  of  the  Boards  of 
Trade  were  consulted,  and  a  great  deal  of  care  has  been 
exercised  in  the  preparation  of  this  measure. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Since  the  resolution  was  passed,  upon 
which  this  Bill  is  framed,  I  have  made  enquiries  from 
wheat  dealers  in  Manitoba,  and  have  received  a  number  of 
letters.  They  are  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  three  first 
grades  for  Manitoba  hard  wheat.  I  understand  that  all  the 
grades,  except  the  last,  on  page  5,  are  intended  for  Mani¬ 
toba  wheat.  If  that  is  the  case,  I  would  propose  to  strike 
out  or  to  change  No.  1  Canada  hard  wheat,  and  to  strike 
out  No.  2  Canada  hard  wheat  altogether,  aud  to  strike  out 
No.  1,  No.  2  and  No.  3  northern  spring  wheat,  and  instead 
of  those  grades  I  would  suggest  that  thore  should  be  No.  1, 
No.  2  and  No.  3  spring  wheat: 

No  1  Manitoba  spring  wheat  shall  be  sound  and  well  cleaned,  weighing 
not  less  than  60  pounds  to  the  tiushel,  and  shall  be  composed  of  at  least  85 
per  cent,  of  hard  wheat  grown  in  Manitoba  or  the  North-West  Territories 
of  Canada. 

That  will  provide  for  hard  wheat  of  either  white  fife  or 
red  fife  wheat.  We  have  a  grade  of  wheat  that  no  provision 
is  made  for  at  all  in  this  Bill,  a  grade  of  white  fife  wheat, 
which  is  bought  by  the  millers  and  dealers  in  Manitoba  at 
about  the  same  price  as  the  red  fife  wheat,  and  is  of  a  supe¬ 
rior  quality  to  any  other  wheat  grown  in  Canada,  with  the 
exception  of  red  fife.  This  should  be  simplified  to  No.  1,  2 
and  3  Manitoba  spring  wheat.  No.  3  Manitoba  spring  wheat 
would  cover  all  mixtures : 

No.  3  Manitoba  spring  wheat  shall  comprise  all  wheat  fit  for  ware¬ 
housing,  not  good  enough  to  be  graded  as  No.  2,  weighing  not  less  than 
56  pounds  to  the  bushel. 

This  would  give  general  satif  faction  in  Manitoba.  1  have 
considerable  knowledge  of  handling  wheat  myself,  and  the 
Farmers’  Union,  who,  though  some  people  think  they  go 
outside  of  their  jurisdiction  occasionally,  should  be  recog¬ 
nised  in  connection  with  the  grading  and  handling  of 
wheat,  recommend  these  changes.  There  is  the  extra  hard 
wheat,  and  the  No.  1  hard  wheat  should  be  sound  and  well 
cleaned,  weighing  not  less  than  60  pounds  to  the  bushel, 
and  composed  of  85  per  cent,  of  fife  wheat ;  No.  2  Manitoba 
hard  wheat  should  be  fairly  well  cleaned,  with  58  pounds 
to  the  bushel,  and  85  per  cent,  of  red  fife  wheat.  Those 
grades,  with  three  grades  of  spring  wheat,  would  cover  ail 
the  grades  out  there.  I  have  had  representations  from  the 
west  that  other  grades  should  be  added,  two  grades  for 
Manitoba  hard  white  fife  wheat,  which  is  recommended 
highly  by  the  Board  of  Agriculture  in  Manitoba,  as  well  as 
by  the  Farmers’  Union,  and  which  ripens  about  a  week 
earlier  than  the  red  fife  wheat  and  yields  fully  as  well.  If 
it  is  a  good  quality  of  wheat,  the  Government  ought  to 
encourage  it,  by  making  a  special  grade  for  it.  I  move 
that  those  two  grades  be  added  to  this  Bill : 

Manitoba  No.  1  hard  white  fife  wheat  shall  be  sound  and  well 
cleaned,  weighing  not  less  than  60  pounds  to  the  bushel,  and  shall  be 
composed  of  not  less  than  85  per  cent,  of  hard  white  fife  wheat,  grown 
in  Manitoba  or  the  North-West  Territory  of  Canada  ; 

Manitoba  No.  2  hard  white  wheat  shall  be  sound  and  reasonably 
cleaned,  weighing  not  less  than  68  pounds  to  the  bushel,  and  shall  be 
composed  of  at  least  85  per  cent,  of  hard  white  fife  wheat  grown  in 
Manitoba  or  the  North-West  Territory  ot  Canada. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  I  do  not  know  whether  my 
hon.  friend  thinks  the  whole  country  is  contained  in  Mani¬ 
toba.  Did  the  Minister  state  that  all  the  grades  on  page  5 
referred  to  Manitoba  ? 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  want  to  provido  for  other  portions 
of  Canada,  but  we  give  Manitoba  the  honor  of  heading  the 
list.  There  is  a  good  deal  of  wheat  in  the  west  which  will 
require  grading  as  well  as  Manitoba  wheat,  and  we  have 
provided  for  it.  I  think  that,  considering  the  care  and 
attention  which  has  been  bestowed  upon  this,  and  the  infor¬ 
mation  which  has  been  gathered  from  the  various  Boards  of 
Trade  throughout  Canada  and  the  North-West  Territories, 
Mr,  Paterson  (Brant). 


the  various  grades  have  been  made  with  as  careful  consi¬ 
deration  for  the  requirements  of  the  business  as  would  be 
possible.  If  you  amend  the  Bill  in  one  particular  you  may 
damage  it  in  some  others,  and  if,  in  any  case,  this  grading 
should  be  found  insufficient  in  practice,  we  have  asked  the 
House  to  give  us  the  power  to  amend  these  special  cases  in 
some  slight  degree.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  cannot  do 
better  than  to  allow  the  classification  we  have  made  to  stand 
for  the  present,  until  we  see  the  result  in  practice. 

Mr.  WATSON.  There  could  be  no  objections  to  entering 
these  grades  of  white  fife  wheat.  They  cannot  interfere 
with  any  of  the  other  grades  or  classification. 

Mr.  SPBOULE.  It  is  a  great  mistake  to  make  so  many 
different  grades  of  wheat.  I  have  often  heard  complaints 
by  the  farmers  that  there  were  so  many  grades  of  wheat 
they  did  not  know  what  the  value  of  their  wheat  was. 
There  are  fifteen  different  grades  here  in  spring  wheat,  and 
now  you  propose  to  add  two  more.  Another  thing  is,  that 
it  encourages  a  grade  for  every  distinct  kind  of  grain  which 
may  be  grown.  I  think  there  is  no  difficulty  at  all  in 
classifying  those  different  kinds  of  grain  under  some  of  the 
grades  already  mentioned.  If  I  were  to  urge  anything  at 
all,  it  would  be  to  diminish  instead  of  increasing  the  number. 
It  leaves  you  with  scarcely  any  knowledge  of  the  value  of 
your  wheat  in  the  outside  market.  If  you  look  at  the  prices 
of  wheat  in  Chicago,  Montreal  or  England,  they  are  so 
mixed  up  in  the  grading  that  you  cannot  tell  what  is  the 
value  of  your  own  wheat. 

Mr.  FARROW.  I  rather  like  the  classification  that  the 
hon.  member  for  Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  has  proposed,  as 
to  first,  second  and  third.  But  I  think  that  in  Manitoba  it 
would  require  an  extra  class  than  his  first  class,  because  he 
proposed  15  per  cent,  mixture  in  the  first  class  grade  of 
spring  wheat.  Now,  to  my  own  knowledge,  they  grow  a 
class  of  wheat  there  without  any  mixture. 

Mr.  WATSON,  ffhat  is  provided  for — the  Manitoba 
extra. 

Mr.  FARROW.  I  agree  with  the  simple  classification  of 
first,  second  and  third,  and  an  extra  class,  and  I  thought 
that  was  the  Bill.  I  agree  with  my  hon.  friend  from  Grey 
(Mr.  Sproule),  that  the  fewer  the  classes  and  the  less  com¬ 
plication  you  can  have,  the  better.  Farmers  will  under¬ 
stand  what  they  are  doing,  and  buyers  will  understand  what 
they  are  doing,  and  it  would  simplify  the  thing  very  much. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  quite  agree  with  both  hon.  gentlemen 
who  have  spoken.  The  information  I  have  from  Manitoba 
asks  that  the  grading  of  wheat  be  simplified.  There  are  so 
many  grades  m  this  Bill,  and  different  mixtures,  that  it  is 
almost  impossible  to  tell  what  grade  of  wheat  a  man  is  sell¬ 
ing.  The  first  three  grades  are  all  right,  one  to  be  composed 
of  red  fife  wheat  and  the  other  two  grades  are  to  have  85  per 
cent,  red  fife.  There  is  a  difference  between  tho  first  and 
second  of  2  pounds  to  the  bushel,  which  is  quite  reasonable.. 
Then  the  other  grades  of  northern  spring  wheat,  I  under¬ 
stand  they  refer  to  Manitoba.  1  do  not  understand  that,  as 
a  rule,  Manitoba  wheat  will  be  mixed  with  Ontario  wheat. 
It  is  well  know  that  we  grow  a  superior  grade  of  wheat  in 
Manitoba,  and  we  get  an  extra  price  for  it.  Manitoba  wheat 
on  the  market  in  Ontario  is  worth  about  5  per  cent,  a  bushel 
more  than  any  other  wheat  grown  in  Ontario,  and  it  is  for 
the  protection  of  the  grades  of  Manitoba  wheat  that  I  would 
ask  to  have  these  changes  made.  I  am  sure  the  proposed 
system  will  bo  very  unsatisfactory  to  buyers,  because 
they  would  not  know  what  the  wheat  was  mixed  with,  one 
half  Manitoba  wheat,  or  not.  The  classification  for  spring 
wheat  grown  in  Ontario  comes  at  the  bottom  of  the  page — 
“  Spring  wheat  shall  be  sound  and  well  cleaned,  weighing 
not  less  than  60  pounds  to  the  bushel.”  I  should  put  on 
those  spring  wheat  grades  the  numbers  1,  2  and  3  ;  after 
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the  No.  3  Manitoba  hard,  1  should  put  Manitoba  spring  No. 
2,  and  No.  3  Manitoba  spring  wheat.  No.  1  would  provide 
for  grain  that  might  be  fixed  after  white  fife  and  after  red 
fife.  No.  2  would  be  the  same  quality  of  wheat,  but  2 
pounds  lighter  on  the  bushel.  No.  3  would  be  of  wheat  not 
fit  to  be  classed  as  No.  2.  I  think  it  would  simplify  the 
grading  of  wheat  and  would  give  better  satisfaction  to  both 
the  buyer  and  the  seller.  A  merchant  in  Ontario  buys  wheat 
in  Ontario  according  to  a  certain  grade,  but  he  will  not 
know,  by  this  description  of  wheat,  what  he  is  getting.  It 
might  be  50  per  cent*  of  one  kind  of  wheat  and  50  per  cent, 
of  another  very  inferior  quality. 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Marquette  (Mr.  Watson)  is  thoroughly  qualified  to  speak 
of  Manitoba  wheat,  but  his  judgment,  as  I  understand  it,  is 
not  that  of  the  Board  of  Trade  of  Winnipeg.  No.  1  Canada 
hard  wheat  and  No.  2  have  been  put  in  hero,  I  presume, 
with  a  view  to  getting  uniformity  of  grade  between 
Manitoba  wheat  and  the  wheat  grown  in  Ontario  and  other 
parts.  Of  course  there  is  some  strong  fife  wheat  grown  in 
parts  of  Ontario  yet.  There  may  be  no  objection  to  putting 
in  these  two  qualities  to  cover  the  white  wheat,  perhaps,  in 
Manitoba. 

Mr.  HESSON.  I  would  not  change  the  classification  made 
here.  I  made  enquiry  of  some  gentlemen  who  have  been 
dealing  in  grain  for  many  years,  what  they  thought  of  the 
present  classification  of  grains,  so  far  as  Ontario  productions 
are  concerned,  and  they  expressed  themselves  as  quite 
satisfied  with  the  grading,  as  not  only  adapted  to  the  Canada 
hard  white,  but  also  for  the  fife  wheat.  As  to  the  Manitoba 
product,  I  think  the  market  is  thoroughly  satisfied  with 
the  provisions  there.  First,  the  extra  Manitoba  hard,  which 
is  a  red  fife,  and  the  first  and  second  qualities  following,  No.  1 
Manitoba  hard,  also  the  red  fife,  and  No.  2  Manitoba  hard. 
It  provides  for  a  better  quality  of  wheat,  known  as  the  red 
fife  and  Manitoba  hard.  Now,  of  the  other  two  classifica¬ 
tions,  No.  1  Canada  hard,  I  presume,  would  apply  to  almost 
any  wheat,  because  it  does  not  say  it  shall  be  red,  or  white, 
or  fife.  But  there  is  a  class  that  provides  for  it,  called  goose 
wheat,  a  mixture ;  consequently,  I  think,  these  two  gradings 
for  Canada  hard  would  apply  to  Ontario  and  Manitoba  for 
any  class  of  wheat  that  is  not  set  out  as  either  red  or  white. 
I  should  not  change  it  for  the  reason  that,  so  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  ascertain,  after  having  submitted  the  matter  to 
a  good  judge,  I  thought  it  a  very  good  classification.  The 
hon.  member  for  Marquette’s  suggestion  would  simply  add 
to  the  present  wording  the  words  “  hard  fife  wheat.’ 

Mr.  PATERSON  (Brant).  The  hon.  member  for  Mar¬ 
quette  wants  to  cover  hard  white  wheat. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  In  the  correspondence  and  consultation 
with  various  Boards  of  Trade  the  reasons  given  for  this 
grading  and  classification  were  that  it  might  be  used  in 
comparison  with  the  grading  of  wheat  on  the  other  side  of 
the  line.  No.  1  Canada  hard  requires  85  per  cent,  of  hard 
wheat,  either  white  or  red.  I  think  it  will  be  in  the  interest 
of  the  trade  to  adopt  the  classification  as  submitted. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  have  no  objection  to  the  first  clause. 
I  was  proposing  to  insert  Manitoba  hard  wheat  in  it ;  that 
is  the  only  change  I  suggested.  There  is  another  classifica¬ 
tion  which,  I  suppose,  refers  to  spring  wheat  grown  in 
Ontario.  I  understood  that  most  of  the  classes  were 
intended  for  Manitoba  wheat.  I  suggest  that  to  insert  first, 
second  and  third  Manitoba  spring  wheat  will  cover  the 
whole  grading  more  simply.  The  hon.  member  for  North 
Perth  has  said  this  covers  all  the  wheat  in  Manitoba.  It  does 
not  cover  the  hard  white  fife  wheat.  I  think  that  is  grown 
nowhere  else,  except  in  Manitoba.  We  grow  it  there,  and 
are  entitled  to  a  special  grade  for  it.  Our  white  fife  wheat 
is  very  much  superior  to  the  Canada  hard  wheat  of  Ontario, 
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and  we  should  have  all  the  benefit  we  are  entitled  to,  by 
giving  the  hard  wheat  of  Manitoba  special  classification 

Mr.  McLELAN.  We  have  done  pretty  well  for  Manitoba 
in  these  provisions.  Manitoba  is  distinctly  brought  out 
in  six  grades  ;  and  there  are  two  grades  in  which  Manitoba 
wheat  can  be  mixed  with  Canada  hard  wheat.  There  are 
other  places  in  the  Dominion  where  wheat  is  grown,  besides 
Manitoba ;  and  we  want  to  publish  the  fact  that  we  can 
grow  elsewhere  good  hard  wheat,  whether  white  or  red. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  do  not  see  any  objection  to  inserting 
Manitoba  hard  white  wheat.  It  cannot  interfere  with  the 
gi’ades  of  Ontario  or  other  Provinces.  With  all  due  respect 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  of  Winnipeg,  it  is  right  to  say  that 
Winnipeg  handles  probably  less  grain  than  any  town  of  200 
or  300  inhabitants  in  the  North-West.  There  are  very  few 
markets  along  the  line  of  railways  that  do  not  handle  moi’e 
wheat  than  does  Winnipeg.  There  is  not,  in  that  city,  a 
puplic  warehouse  for  the  handling  of  grain.  With  all  due 
respect  to  the  Winnipeg  Board  of  Trade,  and  any  informa¬ 
tion  furnished  by  it,  I  consider  the  sources  from  which  I 
have  derived  my  information  more  competent  to  judge  as  to 
what  grades  should  be  adopted  even  than  the  Winnipeg 
Board  of  Trade.  I  feel  satisfied,  however,  that  that  Board 
of  Trade  will  be  in  accord  with  tbe  grading  T  have  proposed. 

Mr.  SPROULE.  I  think  the  hon.  member  for  Mar¬ 
quette  is  entirely  wrong.  While,  no  doubt,  not  much  wheat 
is  brought  into  Winnipeg,  the  buyers  largely  go  out  from 
there.  I  think  it  will  be  a  great  mistake  to  increase  the 
number  of  grades.  You  have  six  out  of  fifteen  applying 
to  Manitoba.  What  does  grading  mean  ?  It  means  giving 
a  value  to  wheat  in  certain  localities.  People  in  the 
general  markets  know  very  little  about  what  wheat  is 
worth  in  other  parts  of  the  country.  Although  equally 
good  samples  of  wheat  are  grown  in  other  parts  of  the 
country,  there  is  no  index  as  to  its  value.  In  my  opinion, 
there  are  already  too  many  varieties  of  wheat  graded, 
and  too  many  for  Manitoba.  I  consulted  several  wheat 
buyers,  and  that  was  the  complaint  they  made.  It  is 
impossible  for  farmers  to  know  what  their  wheat  is  worth, 
according  to  the  large  number  of  grades  quoted.  Another 
objection  raised  was  that  the  grading  is  given  for  wheat 
raised  in  circumscribed  areas.  If  possible,  the  grades  should 
be  made  to  apply  all  over  the  country.  We  have  a  very 
fine  hard  spring  wheat  raised  in  our  part  of  the  country, 
white  wheat  and  red  fife.  I  do  not  know  why  they 
should  not  be  graded  as  high  as  Manitoba  wheat. 

Mr.  WATSON.  Why,  then,  is  Manitoba  wheat,  worth 
10  cents  more  per  bushel  ? 

Mr.  SPROULE.  Manitoba  wheat  does  not  bring  5 
cents  a  bushel  more  than  the  wheat  to  which  I  am  refer¬ 
ring.  We  are  living  on  the  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  and  Manitoba  wheat  was  brought  down  last  fall 
and  ground  there,  and  it  sold  at  only  2  cents  more  than  the 
wheat  raised  in  our  part  of  the  country.  Therefore,  it 
should  not  be  made  a  separate  and  distinct  class. 

Mr.  WATSON.  I  object  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gen¬ 
tleman,  as  all  grain  dealers  know  that  Manitoba  hard 
wheat  is  worth  10  cents  more  per  bushel  than  is  any 
wheat  grown  in  Ontario.  Under  the  new  system  of  mil¬ 
ling,  the  miller  cannot  make  a  high  grade  of  patent  flour 
without  Manitoba  hard  wheat.  I  am  sure  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  wrong.  Manitoba  white  wheat  may  not  havo 
been  sold  at  more  than  5  cents  more  than  Ontario  wheat, 
but  perhaps  it  was  a  poor  grade  ;  but  Manitoba  hard  wheat, 
weighing  60  pounds  to  the  bushel,  is  worth  10  cents 
more  to  the  miller  in  Ontario,  to  make  patent  flour,  than 
any  wheat  grown  in  Ontario. 

Mr.  SPRO  ULE.  No ;  it  is  not. 
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Mr.  WATSON. 
Mr.  SPEOULE. 
Mr.  WATSON. 
Mr.  SPEOULB. 
Mr.  WATSON. 

Mr.  SPEOULB. 
country. 


I  know  it  is. 

That  is  your  opinion. 

I  know  it  is  the  fact. 

It  is  not  borne  out  by  the  facts; 

It  is  borne  out  by  the  facts. 

I  know  it  is  not,  in  my  part  of  the 


Mr.  WATSON.  It  is  known  all  over  the  world,  almost, 
that  Manitoba  grows  bettor  wheat  than  anywhere  in  the 
world,  and  that  it  is  worth  5  cents  a  bushel  more  than 
Ontario  wheat.  I  am  in  favor  of  simplifying  the  classifica¬ 
tion  of  grain,  and  if  the  Minister  will  accept  my  suggestion 
it  will  have  that  effect.  I  do  not  understand  that  dealers 
will  buy  half  cargoes  of  Manitoba  wheat  and  mix  it  with 
Ontario,  and  then  sell  it  as  No.  1,  or  No.  2  northern.  I 
think  consignments  from  the  North-West  will  be  sold  at 
Manitoba  if  it  comes  from  Manitoba,  and  that  is  the  reason 
why  the  Manitoba  people  insist  on  special  grades  for  their 
own  wheat,  because  it  commands  a  higher  price  than 
Ontario.  We  do  not  want  it  mixed  with  Ontario  wheat,  as 
it  will  probably  injure  the  character  of  the  North-West  as  a 
wheat  growing  country. 


Mr.  McLELAN.  We  have  given  you  five  special  grades. 


Mr.  WATSON.  1  do  not  see  the  force  of  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man's  explanation,  because  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House 
claim  that  No.  1  or  No,  2  northern  may  be  half  Ontario  and 
half  Manitoba.  That  is  not  a  Manitoba  grade,  and  what  we 
want  is  a  pure  Manitoba  grade. 


Mr.  MoNBILL.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  say  that  white 
fife  wheat  is  as  good  as  [red  fife?  I  am  speaking  of 
Manitoba. 


Mr.  WATSON.  In  my  opinion  it  is  not  quite  as  good, 
but  many  buyers  and  millers  appreciate  it  just  as  highly, 
and  give  the  same  price  for  it.  It  is  a  fine  wheat,  recom¬ 
mended  to  be  grown  by  the  Board  of  Agriculture  for  Mani¬ 
toba,  as  it  ripens  a  week  earlier,  which  is  an  important 
thing,  especially  for  grain  which  is  sown  late  in  the  season. 

Mr.  MoLBLAN.  I  do  not  think  that  because  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  have  been  trying  it  as  an  experiment  we 
should  adopt  that  as  a  grade.  We  should  fix  a  grade  that 
is  accepted  by  the  trade.  We  have  given  you  extra  Mani¬ 
toba  hard,  No,  1  Manitoba  hard,  and  No.  2  Manitoba 
hard.  Those  grades  are  known,  and  will  be  carried 
out  under  that  name.  We  have  given  you  five  special 
grades,  three  of  which  are  wholly  Manitoba,  and  the  others 
50  per  cent.,  and  surely  the  hon.  gentleman  should  not 
object  to  that  much  of  an  admixture. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  If  I  understand,  in  the  grading 
of  this  northern  spring  wheat  there  must  be  a  large  quan¬ 
tity  of  Manitoba  wheat  grown  which  does  not  go  into  either. 
It  says  it  shall  be  50  per  cent,  of  red  fife  wheat,  but  there 
are  considerable  quantities  of  wheat  grown  in  Manitoba  and 
brought  to  Ontai’io  which  will  not  grade  as  red  fife,  and 
still  comes  from  that  country  But  Manitoba  having  had 
its  innings,  I  would  draw  attention  to  one  or  two  matters 
affecting  other  portions  of  the  Dominion.  If  you  come  to 
grading  winter  wheat,  you  find  that  No.  1  white  winter 
wheat  is  put  at  61  pounds  to  the  bushel,  which  is  a  fancy 
grade,  as  Manitoba  spring  wheat  No.  1  is  only  required  to 
weigh  60  pounds  to  the  bushel.  I  think  every  farmer  in  the 
House  will  bear  me  out  in  saying  that  for  No.  1  wheat,  in 
the  western  Provinces,  it  is  a  very  fair  article  which  will 
stand  60  pounds  to  the  bushel,  and  to  put  No.  1  at  61  pounds 
will  exclude  the  great  bulk  of  white  wheat  grown  in  the 
western  Provinces.  The  extra  grade  of  62  pounds  will  be 
so  extremely  limited  that  while  it  may  be  quoted  on 
the  market  very  little  wheat  will  come  up  to  this 
Mr.  Sproule. 
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standard.  Again,  if  you  look  lower  down,  you  will 
find  that  No.  1  red  is  only  required  to  weigh  62 
pounds,  while  every  farmer  knows  that  reds  are 
at  least  2  pounds  heavier  than  whites.  Then  mixed 
winter  wheat,  red  and  white,  is  required  to  weigh  62  pounds. 

I  would  like  to  know  the  source  from  which  those  grades 
were  made,  because  I  think  it  will  be  found  in  practice  that 
the  great  bulk  of  our  white  winter  wheat,  instead  of  grad¬ 
ing  No.  1,  will  be  graded  No.  2,  which  is  down  to  59,  and  that 
I  conceive  is  unfair.  I  think  No.  1  white  winter  should  be 
placed  no  higher  than  this  much  famed  No.  1  Manitoba 
hard,  which  is  only  required  to  go  60  pounds. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  would  point  out  to  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man  that  this  provides  for  the  Imperial  bushel,  while  the 
Winchester  bushel,  which  is  what  has  usually  been  used  as 
a  standard,  has  been  on  the  scale  of  the  Winchester  measure. 

Mr.  BAIN.  But  you  would  apply  the  same  bushel  to 
both  grains. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No.  If  it  is  the  Winchester  measure 
there  is  quite  a  difference  in  it,  and  62  pounds  by  the 
Imperial  bushel  would  only  be  about  60  pounds  by  the 
Winchester  measure. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  The  hon.  Minister  has  misap¬ 
prehended  me.  No.  1  Manitoba  wheat  is  only  required  to 
stand  60  pounds  to  the  bushel,  while  No.  1  white  winter  has  to 
stand  61 ;  and  I  suppose  both  are  to  be  measured  by  the  same 
bushel.  Mixed  winter  wheat  is  open  to  the  same  objection. 
You  require  mixed  winter  wheat  to  weigh  as  much  as  pure 
red  wheat,  whereas,  every  farmer  knowis  that  pure  red  is  a 
heavier  wheat  than  white  wheat. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  No.  1  red  winter  wheat  is  to  weigh  62 
pounds  to  the  bushel,  the  same  as  extra  white  winter  wheat. 
I  am  told  that  winter  wheat  is  heavier  than  spring  wheat,  as 
a  rule. 

Mr.  BAIN  (Wentworth).  I  was  desirous  of  finding  out 
from  the  Minister  who  supplied  him  with  that  information, 
for  certainly  he  did  pot  get  it  from  the  man  who  grew  the 
wheat.  I  have  grown  both  red  and  white  wheat,  ever  since 
I  can  remember,  and  I  think  I  can  claim  the  right  to  speak 
with  reference  to  the  growth  of  wheat  in  western  Ontario, 
and  I  think  every  miller  will  bear  me  out  in  saying 
that,  as  an  average,  there  are  generally  2  pounds  difference 
in  weight  between  the  same  quality  of  red  and 
white  winter  wheat.  The  real  difficulty  will  be,  if  this 
grading  remains,  that  the  great  bulk  of  our  white  wheat 
grown  in  western  Ontario,  instead  of  grading  No.  1,  will  be 
graded  No.  2,  and  will  be  placed  at  59  pounds  to  the  bushel, 
which  w  ill  be  an  unjust  grade.  I  think  it  should  be  placed 
at  60  pounds  to  be  placed  on  a  fair  level  with  the  other  grades. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  may  say,  for  the  information  of  the 
hon.  gentleman,  that  the  opinion  of  the  Toronto  Board  of 
Trade  was  taken  on  this  matter,  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman, 
being  a  practical  farmer,  says  that  a  grade  of  61  pounds  to  the 
bushel  for  No.  1  white  winter  wheat  would  exclude  a  great 
deal  of  the  wheat  that  would  otherwise  pass  as  No.  1,  and 
that  60  pounds  would  be  a  high  enough  standard,  we  may 
venture  to  make  that  change. 

Mr.  WATSON.  In  that  case,  would  it  not  be  well  to  make 
No.  2  58  pounds  ? 

Mr,  McLELAN.  Very  well ;  we  shall  do  that. 

Mr.  WATSON.  The  Bill  does  not  provide  for  the  weight 
of  oats. 

Mr.  McLELAN.  I  think  that  is  provided  for  in  another 
Act. 

Mr.  WATSON.  You  might  have  oats  that  were  clean 
and  free  from  dirt  that  would  not  weigh  34  pounds  to  the 
bushel.  1  think  it  should  be  provided  that  they  should 
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weigh  34  pounds  We  have  heard  members  advocate  in  this 
House  that  32  pounds  should  be  fixed  as  the  standard. 

Mr.  MoNEILL.  If  they  are  clean  and  plump,  and  free  from 
dirt,  I  think  they  will  weigh  34  pounds. 

Bill  reported,  and  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

THREE  RIYERS’  HARBOR  COMMISSIONERS’  LOAN. 

Mr.  BOWELL  moved  that  the  House  go  into  committee 
to  consider  a  certain  proposed  resolution  (p.  2497)  to  provide 
for  the  raising,  by  way  of  loan,  of  a  sum  of  money  to  be  ad¬ 
vanced  to  the  harbor  commissioners  of  Three  Rivers  to  redeem 
the  outstanding  debentures  of  the  commissioners,  the  inter¬ 
est  accrued  thereon  aDd  payment  to  be  made  on 
account  of  their  works  now  under  contract.  He 
said:  The  resolution  is  to  enable  a  sum  of  money  to 
be  borrowed  to  assist  the  harbor  commissioners  of  Three 
Rivers  to  complete  the  works  they  have  already  commenced. 
Under  the  present  Act,  45  Yic.,  chap.  52,  the  commission¬ 
ers  have  the  power  to  borrow  $300,000,  at  an  interest  of  6 
per  cent.,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  harbor  improve¬ 
ments  in  that  city.  They  have  already  borrowed  $63,600, 
and  issued  bonds  at  6  per  cent,  for  that  amount,  and  they 
require  $18,400  to  complete  the  works,  making  a  total  of 
$82,000.  The  present  resolution  provides  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  may  borrow  the  $82,000,  bearing  an  interest  of  4  per 
cent.,  in  order  to  redeem  the  $63,600  of  debentures  now 
bearing  6  per  cent,  interest,  and  to  loan  the  harbor  commis¬ 
sioners  the  balance  of  $18,400,  to  enable  them  to  complete 
the  works.  This  sum  of  $82,000  is  to  be  secured  by  bonds 
of  the  harbor  commissioners  upon  the  works  in  that  city, 
being  the  first  charge  on  all  the  revenues  they  may  derive 
from  the  construction  of  those  works.  The  object  is  to 
enable  the  commissioners  to  complete  the  harbor  improve¬ 
ments,  and  to  pay  4  per  cent,  intere  *  upon  the  money 
instead  of  6  per  cent.  A  clause  in  the  Bill  will  provides  for 
the  redemption  of  the  6  per  cent.’s,  giving  a  certain  time  for 
persons  either  to  exchange  them  for  the  4  per  cent.’s  or  to 
take  the  money  in  lieu  thereof. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  resolved  itself  into  Com¬ 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Was  this  money 
advanced  by  private  parties  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  Yes  ;  I  so  understand  it. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Is  it  overdue  now. 

Mr.  BOWELL.  No. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  If  not,  how  do  you  pro¬ 
pose  to  induce  them  to  exchange  6  per  cent.’s  for  4  per  cent.’s  ? 

Mr.  BOWELL.  I  said  it  would  be  optional  for  them  to 
accept  the  money  on  the  face  of  the  bond,  with  the  interest 
at  6  per  cent.,  or  to  exchange  for  4’s,  if  they  desire.  The 
Bill  will  provide  for  the  bondholders  to  come  and  take  their 
money. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  understand  they  are 
debentures.  You  cannot  call  them  in  before  they  are  due, 
or  is  it  that  they  prefer  the  Government  security  to  the 
harbor  commissioners’  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  L ANGEVIN.  I  suppose  everyone  would 
prefer  that,  but  the  whole  question  is  one  of  interest.  The 
harbor  commissioners  could  not  pay  6  per  cent,  of  the 
amount  and  pay  their  expenses,  and  therefore  they  have 
asked  to  be  put  on  the  same  footing,  in  that  respect,  as  the 
Montreal  harbor  commissioners  and  the  Quebec  harbor  com¬ 
missioners.  They  will  have  quite  enough  to  pay  the  4  per 
cent.,  and  a  small  sinking  fund,  and  their  ordinary  expenses. 
Those  debenture  holders  will  feel  that  it  is  to  their  interest 


either  to  take  the  4  per  cent,  of  the  Government  or  to 
receive  their  money. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  They  will,  no  doubt,  if 
they  are  not  quite  satisfied  as  to  the  security  ;  but  if  they 
were  satisfied  as  to  the  security,  I  do  not  know  that  they 
would  take  4  per  cent,  instead  of  6. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  What  is  the  nature  of  the  works 
that  it  is  contemplated  to  construct  with  this  money. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN;  The  amount  that  has  been 
expended  and  the  amount  to  be  expended,  the  $18,000,  is 
for  constructing  a  pier  at  deep  water,  in  order  that  the 
lumber  which  comes  from  the  St.  Maurice  and  the  Ottawa, 
may  be  shipped  there  at  deep  water.  Since  those  wharves 
have  been  built  the  trade  has  largely  increased;  but  the 
intention  is,  that  in  accordance  with  the  Act  of  incorpora¬ 
tion,  they  will  not  be  allowed  to  continue  the  work  until 
the  trade  has  sufficiently  increased  to  produce  a  large  sur¬ 
plus  over  and  abovo  the  present  expenses ;  therefore,  they 
must  wait  until  that  trade  increases  before  we  can  allow 
them  to  proceed. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  would  enquire  of 
the  Minister  of  Public  Works,  after  the  statement  of  the 
Minister  of  Customs,  that  $300, 000  was  authorised,  whothor 
the  Government  had  an  option  in  the  matter  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Yes. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  I  see  that  this  $34,000 
is  all  that  will  be  advanced  to  tlietn,  unless  the  Government 
is  satisfied  there  is  general  need  for  it,  and  that  the  revenues 
are  ample. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGE  YIN.  Yes;  so  the  law  provides. 
I  think  $63,000  is  expended  and  the  balance  is  to  complete 
the  contract. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  What  is  the  income  from  toll,  which  is  to 
be  the  security  for  the  payment  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  About  $6,000.  They  have 
quite  enough  to  pay  4  per  cent,  and  their  expenses,  and 
will  have  a  surplus . 

Mr.  DAVIES.  ,  Is  this  to  be  a  first  charge  on  the  revenue 
and  before  the  expenses  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  Yes  ;  before  anything  olse. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  What  length  of  time  has  been  mentioned 
in  the  bond  for  the  re-payment  of  the  money  ? 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEYIN.  I  think  the  ordinary  figure 
is  twenty  years,  but  we  may  make  it  shorter.  It  will  be 
in  the  Bill. 

Resolution  to  be  reported. 

OCEAN  MAIL  SERVICE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  to 
consider  a  proposed  resoultion  (p,  2420)  respecting 
a  provisional  contract  entered  into  between  Mr.  Andrew 
Allan  and  the  Postmaster-General  of  Canada,  for  a  weekly 
service  of  ocean  mail  steamers. 

Mr.  CARLING.  The  object  of  the  resolution  is  to  extend 
the  contract  to  Andrew  Allan  for  five  years,  from  April 
last,  and  that  the  standard  tonnage  of  the  vessels  shall  be 
that  of  the  contract  now  in  existence.  Another  alteration 
is  that  the  company  shall  carry  the  mails  on  their  steamers 
running  from  Montreal  to  Glasgow,  and  also  on  their 
vessels  from  Halifax  to  Newfoundland  and  Liverpool,  and 
shall  also  carry  the  mails  free  of  charge.  The  chief  object 
is. to  extend  the  contract  for  five  years,  as  it  has  been  in 
previous  contracts,  and  to  allow  them  to  build  larger 
vessels  and  to  dispose  of  those  of  smaller  tonnage. 
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Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  What  is  the  amount 
of  the  contract  ? 

Mi*.  CARLING.  £500  per  trip,  the  same  as  the  previous 
contract,  and  $126,533  is  the  total  amount. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  Minister  will 
recollect  that  at  the  time  the  previous  contract  was  renewed 
some  objection  was  taken  to  renewing  it  for  so  long  a  time 
as  five  years.  There  was  an  expression  of  opinion  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  it  might  be  expedient  to  renew  these 
contracts  from  year  to  year,  at  any  rate,  not  so  long  a  period 
as  five  years.  Although  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  Allan 
line  has  been  a  very  good  line,  and  well  conducted,  still  I 
think,  at  this  time,  five  years  is  rather  a  long  period  to  renew 
a  contract  with  any  particular  line,  and,  to  some  extent,  a 
little  unfair  to  the  other  lines,  which  may  become  competing 
lines,  and  might  reasonably  expect  that  they  should  be 
allowed  to  tender  for  it  at  a  shorter  interval  than  five  years. 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows  that  there  has  been  some  feeling 
in  mercantile  circles  on  the  subject,  and  it  seems  reasonable 
that  wo  should  not  tie  ourselves  up  for  a  considerable  period 
by  a  special  contract,  without  there  being  apparent  any 
very  strong  reasons  therefor.  There  was  good  reason,  no 
doubt,  in  former  days,  when  there  was  practically  only  this 
one  line,  but  it  does  not  appear  quite  so  clear  at  present, 
that  we  ought  to  give  the  contract  to  any  particular  com¬ 
pany  for  five  years. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  The  hon.  gentleman  will 
see  that  the  St.  Lawrence  line  has  to  fight  a  hard  battle 
with  the  New  York  and  Boston  lines,  especially  with  the 
New  York  companies.  In  order  to  enable  them  to  retain 
their  position,  they  are  anxious  to  build  larger  vessels  ;  but 
to  enable  them  to  do  that  with  prudence,  they  would  like  to 
have  a  contract  for  five  years. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  The  Postmaster  Gene¬ 
ral  did  not  state  that  fact,  that  in  this  next  contract  special 
terms  had  been  made  to  secure  a  higher  rate  of  speed 
and  increased  size  of  vessel.  The  hon.  gentleman  supposed 
th9  Allan  company  would  do  that,  but  I  understood  from 
him  that  it  was  a  one-sided  contract.  If  the  company  are 
prepared  to  undertake  to  build  a  larger  vessels  and  run 
them  at  a  high  rate  of  speed,  then  there  would  be  force 
in  the  argument  used  by  the  First  Minister.  But  that  was 
not  stated  to  the  House  as  a  part  of  the  bargain  with  the 
Allan  company  for  a  renewal  of  the  conUact. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  I  think  the  Postmaster- 
General  stated  that  the  vessesls  were  to  be  larger. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  Ho  left  that  for  the 
company  to  determine. 

Mr.  CARLING.  It  is  in  the  contract. 

Sir  JOHN  A.  MACDONALD.  They  are  going  to  get 
larger  vessels,  and,  of  course,  they  wilt  have  greater  speed, 
for  it  would  be  a  losing  game  to  have  crawlers. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Unless  the  company  undertake  to 
provide  new  and  larger  steamers,  there  is  no  advantage  in 
giving  the  contract  for  more  than  one  year.  The  First 
Minister  is  perfectly  correct  in  his  statement,  that  the 
St.  Lawrence  lines  have  a  severe  battle  to  fight  with  the 
lines  going  to  New  York  and  other  American  ports.  That 
applies  not  only  to  the  Allan  line  but  the  other  lines.  The 
Doyninion  line  has  shown  a  good  deal  of  enterprise  and 
has  built  fine  steamers.  It  is  important  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  should  take  such  action  that  the  Allan  line  is  not 
placed  in  a  position  to  make  an  unfair  competition  with  other 
lines  not  subsidised  by  the  Government.  It  is  within  the 
knowledge  of  some  hon.  members  that  the  Dominion  line 
has  got  some  fine  steamers — not  the  whole  fleet— but  some 
steamers  as  fine  as  the  best  of  the  Allan  line.  The 
Mr.  Cabling. 


Vancouver  is  as  fine  a  vessel  as  is  to  be  found  on  the 
St.  Lawrence,  and  is  as  fast  as  the  Parisian,  which  is  con¬ 
sidered  the  best  of  the  Allan  line.  This  spring,  as  we  all 
know  from  the  papers,  so  soon  as  the  Allan  line  heard  that 
the  Dominion  line  intended  to  send  the  Vancouver  on  a  par¬ 
ticular  date,  they  advertised  that  whatever  that  date  might 
be,  they,  the  Allan  company,  would  send  the  Parisian.  If  that 
system  is  to  be  pursued,  the  public  will  suffer.  We  have  to 
compete  with  the  American  lines,  and  the  better  and  quicker 
our  steamers  are,  the  greater  is  the  chance  to  secure  a  number 
of  passengers.  If  there  were  several  fast  and  fine  steamers  we 
would  have  more  chance  in  the  competition.  If  the  Allan 
line  sends  the  Parisian,  which  is  the  best  steamer  they 
possess,  to  compete  with  the  steamers  of  the  American  lines, 
on  the  same  day  as  the  Vancouver  sails,  it  is  a  disadvantage 
to  the  St.  Lawrence  route,  for  we  have  the  two  finest  steam¬ 
ers  leaving  on  one  Saturday,  and  the  following  Saturday 
we  have  only  fourth-class  steamers,  as  we  have  seen  during 
the  season.  Although  the  Allan  line  is,  as  a  general  rule, 
a  very  good  one,  yet,  with  the  exception  of  the  Parisian,  it 
possesses  no  steamer  to  compete  with  the  vessels  of  the 
Guion,  White  Star,  or  the  new  steamers  of  the  Cunard 
line.  That  is  to  say,  that  the  Vancouver  and  the  Parisian 
are  the  only  steamers  coming  to  the  St.  Lawrence  which  aro 
acknowledged  to  bo  in  a  position  to  compete  with  steamers 
sailing  to  American  ports.  Some  provision  should  be  put 
in  the  contract,  giving  power  to  the  Postmaster-General 
to  decide  as  to  the  particular  steamers  that  are  to  be  sent 
with  the  mails  at  different  dates,  in  order  to  prevent  the 
unfair  competition  of  which  I  have  spoken. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  The  Government  should  bring  pressure 
to  bear  on  the  Allan  line,  to  prevent  their  unfairly  endeav¬ 
oring  to  run  other  vessels  off  the  route.  No  doubt,  it  would 
be  of  greater  service  to  the  public  if  the  Vancouver,  in  place 
of  sailing  on  the  same  day  as  the  Parisian,  were  to  sail  two 
weeks  afterwards. 

Motion  agreed  to,  and  the  House  resolved  itself  into  Com¬ 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  It  would  be  convenient, 
when  resolutions  specifically  refer  to  Orders  in  Council,  that 
printed  copies  of  such  Orders  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
members.  It  is  not  possible  for  us,  at  a  moment’s  notice, 
when  a  resolution  of  this  kind  is  put  in  our  hands,  to  ferret 
out,  from  the  manuscripts,  which  have  probably  lain  three, 
or  four,  or  five  months  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  the  infor¬ 
mation  we  require.  Has  the  hon.  gentleman  the  Order  in 
Council ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  have  a  copy  of  the  contract,  which  I 
will  show  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  No  tenders  have  beon 
asked  for,  I  suppose  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  No. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  Perhaps  the  hon.  gentleman  will  say  if 
any  provision  was  made  in  the  contract  with  reference  to 
the  new  and  improved  vessels,  which  were  spoken  of  as  one 
of  the  inducements  for  giving  this  large  subsidy.  I  think 
we  should  be  guaranteed  that  within  a  reasonable  time 
after  entering  into  the  contract  the  company  should  place 
larger,  better  and  more  improved  steamships  on  the  route. 
We  know  that  while  some  of  the  Allan  boats  are  good 
boats,  and  well  provided,  others  are  very  inferior,  and  these 
latter  should  be  replaced  by  new  and  improved  ones. 

Sir  RICHARD  CARTWRIGHT.  This  contract  appeal’s 
to  be  substantially  the  same  as  the  one  which  has  sub¬ 
sisted  for  the  last  twenty  or  twenty-five  years,  the  standard 
of  size  and  power  being  the  steamer  Sardinian.  I  do  not 
think  the  Sardinian,  although  a  very  good  boat  for  times 
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gone-by  would  now  be  considered  a  first-class  vessel.  The 
outward  passage  from  Liverpool  is  not  to  exceed  fourteen 
days,  and  the  homeward  passage  thirteen  days,  on  the 
average,  which  is  certainly  not  a  very  high  rate  of  speed.  It 
appears  to  me  that  by  the  contract,  although  it  may  be  that 
the  Messrs.  Allan  may  find  it  to  their  interest  to  give  us 
larger  vessels  and  higher  rates  of  spood,  there  is  nothing  to 
compel  them  to  do  so.  The  obligation  is  all  on  our  side  ;  we 
have  to  find  the  money,  and  they  are  to  porform  the  service 
to-day  much  as  they  used  to  do.  I  notice,  however,  that  the 
Governor  in  Council  is  to  fix  the  time  of  the  departure  of  the 
steamers.  It  appears  to  me  that,  before  we  reach  another 
stage,  this  contract  would  warrant  a  further  examination, 
and  that  we  should  have  the  Order  in  Council  as  well  as  the 
contract. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  might  say  that  the  standard  is  to  be 
the  Sardinian.  The  standard  of  the  present  contract  is  3,440, 
while  the  Sardinian  is  4,610,  and  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
company  to  contract  for  larger  steamers,  the  tonnage  of 
which  is  not  to  be  less  than  5,000.  The  company  are  nego¬ 
tiating  now,  and  are  determined  to  put  on  a  better  class  of 
steamers. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  As  I  understand,  there  is  no  provision  that 
the  boats  shall  be  first-class,  but  merely  a  voluntary  state¬ 
ment  by  the  company  that  they  intend  to  be  so. 

Mr.  CARLING.  By  the  contract  they  are  bound  to  increase 
the  tonnage  to  the  standard  of  the  Sardinian. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  There  are  some  of  these  large 
steamers  which  have  been  cut  in  two,  and  an  addition  of 
some  60  or  70  feet  made  to  them,  but  they  are  much  too 
slow,  as  they  have  the  same  engines  they  had  beforo  they 
were  enlarged.  They  may  have  2,<)0Q  more,  and  still  they 
may  not  be  sufficient  for  that  sex-vice.  The  system  in  the 
United  States  is  to  give  short  contracts  to  the  best  lines, 
and  this  system  has  been  vex-y  successful.  In  England  the 
Government  has  ceased  to  give  permanent  contracts,  and 
they  give  the  service  to  the  most  rapid  steamers.  There  is 
no  question  that  this  contract  gives  a  eertaim  amount  of 
prestige  to  the  company,  and  it  should  be  well  deserved. 
When  a  company  is  advertised  as  being  the  mail  line, 
people  who  do  not  know  the  various  lines  naturally 
believe  that  it  is  supex-ior  to  any  other  line.  I  think  we 
should  not  give  such  encouragement  to  a  line  that  does  not 
deserve  it.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  anything  against  the 
Allan  line;  it  is  a  vei-y  good  line,  I  admit,  and  if  it  was 
only  to  compete  against  the  American  lines  I  would  say 
this  ai-rangement  was  veiy  well,  but  we  must  not  forget 
that  this  subsidy  may  be  used  against  other  local  lines, 
which  deserve  as  much  encoux-agement  from  us  as  the  Allan 
line.  I  spoke  of  the  Dominion  line,  but  there  may  be  other 
lines  established  within  the  next  four  or  five  years,  and  within 
five  yeai-s  I  have  no  doubt  we  shall  see  on  the  St.  Lawrence 
much  better  ships  than  we  have  just  now,  and  we  should  try 
to  encourage  them. 

Mr.  DAVIES.  I  think  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  the 
Postmaster  General  did  not  require  better  steamers  than 
this  contract  calls  for.  While,  ten  or  twelve  years  ago, 
thirteen  or  fourteen  days  would  not  be  considered  a  long 
passage  across  the  Atlantic,  it  is  now  an  enormously  long 
time.  So  many  improvements  have  been  made  that  New 
York  vessels  cross  sometimes  in  six  and  a-half  days.  Eight 
days  is  considered  a  long  passage,  and  nine  a  very  long  pas¬ 
sage  ;  and  yet  all  we  ask  is  that  they  shall  cross  in  fourteen 
days.  And  when  we  are  bound  up  to  that  arrangement  for 
five  years,  it  seems  to  me  there  is  some  remissness  in  the 
matter.  I  think  this  contract  is  a  little  more  important 
than  the  committee  are  aware  of. 

Mr.  CARLING.  I  think  the  Allan  Company  have  given 
general  satisfaction  to  the  public ;  I  know  that  they  have 
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given  entire  satisfaction  to  the  Post  Office  Department ; 
and,  although  the  time  fixed  in  the  contract  is  thirteen  or 
fourteen  days,  as  a  genex-ai  rule  they  make  the  passage  in 
nine  days,  and  sometimes  less,  and  in  this  contract  they 
guarantee  to  make  the  standai-d  of  tonnage  higher  than  it 
was  befoi-e  —  to  incx-ease  it  from  3,440  tons  to  4,650  tons. 

Sir  RICHARD  CART WRfG BET.  That  is  true;  but  it  does 
not  entirely  answer  the  question  whether  the  Postmaster 
General,  under  existing  circumstances,  ought  not  to  have  had 
rocoui-se  to  a  tendex-.  Other  things  being  equal,  I  would 
myself  be  disposed  to  give  the  preference  to  an  old  estab¬ 
lished  line  tike  the  Allan  line,  and  all  the  Postmaster 
Genei-al  has  said  is  true,  that  they  have  given  satisfaction. 
But  it  must  be  remembex-ed  that  they  have  reeeived  a  con- 
sidex-able  amount  of  public  money.  Their  original  contract 
was,  I  think,  $430,000 ;  for  many  years  they  received 
$216,000;  and  now  they  have  $126,000,  which  is  the  intex-- 
est,  at  5  per  cent ,  on  $2,500,000  ;  and  I  suppose  $400,000  or 
$500,000  would  about  represent  the  cost  of  one  of  the  finest 
vessels.  It  is  a  matter  of  very  great  importance  to  us  that 
the  Canadian  line,  which  is  considerably  shorter  than 
the  New  Yoi-k  line,  should  be  efficiently  supplied  with 
ships.  We  might  establish  a  passage  of  six  days  with 
ease,  I  should  think,  from  such  a  point  as  Riviere  du 
Loup,  which  is  about  400  or  500  ocean  miles  nearer  to 
Liverpool  than  New  York;  and  when  New  Yoi\k  vessels 
are  making  the  distance  in  seven  days  habitually,  it  is 
not  too  much  for  us  to  expect  that  corresponding  speed, 
at  any  rate  during  the  summer,  should  be  attained  by 
Canadian  lines.  There  is  nothing  in  this  contract  to  indi¬ 
cate  that  the  company  are  to  be  bound,  and  it  is  quite  clear 
that  the  other  lines  have  had  no  show.  The  Minister  ha,s 
not  attempted  to  enquue  whether  the  Dominion  line  or  any 
of  the  lines  now  being  established  were  prepai-ed  to  com¬ 
pete  with  the  conditions  he  has  proposed  for  the  Allan  line. 
It  may  be  that  they  would  not  be  able  to  perform  the 
service,  but  it  appears  to  me  that  the  time  has  come  when 
they  ought  to  have  the  chance,  or  that  we  should  not  give 
the  contract  for  five  yeai-s  at  a  time. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  There  ai-e  two  clauses  in  the  con¬ 
tract  that  seem  to  be  curiously  word od— clauses  4  and  5. 

Mr.  CARLING.  Thei-e  is  no  change.  The  only  change 
is  to  substitute  Audx-ew  A1  an  for  Hugh  Alian. 

Mr.  LANGELIER.  Still,  the  contract  leaves  it  free  to 
the  company  to  stop  either  at  Quebec  or  Montreal.  Under 
it  the  steamers  might  pass  in  tront  of  Quebec,  without 
stopping.  They  may  not  do  it,  but  the  coutx-act  allows  them 
to  do  it.  It  is  actually  being  done  by  some  other  companies 
— the  Beaver  line,  for  instance,  which  constantly  passes 
Quebec  and  goes  direct  to  Monti-eal. 

Mi-.  CARLING.  The  contract  is  not  at  all  changed. 

Mi-.  LANGELIER.  There  was  no  x-eason  to  make  that 
change  a  few  years  ago,  because  it  was  not  thought  that  a 
steamer  would  pass  by  Quebec  without  stopping,  but  that  is 
now  actually  happening.  Some  goods  intended  for  Quebec 
are  actually  being  cai-ried  first  to  Montreal  by  the  Beaver 
line.  It  would  be  much  to  be  regretted  that  our  mails 
should  pass  to  Montreal  and  come  back  to  Quebec  again. 

I  cannot  understand  the  Postmaster  General  consenting  to 
that. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  What  was  the  date  of  the  contract  ? 

Mr.  CARLING.  1882. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  The  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  be  under 
the  impression  that  be  has  really  secured  something  better 
in  this  contract  when  he  put  in  the  Sardinian  as  a  standax-d, 
her  tonnage  being  lai-ger  than  that  of  other  vessels;  but 
although  the  tonnage  standard  has  been  incx-eased,  no  effort 
has  been  made  to  secux-e  an  increased  speed.  The  same 
standard  as  that  of  twenty  years  ago,  fourteen  days,  is  still 
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retained.  It  is,  I  may  say,  a  misfortune  that  we  have  not 
a  clause  in  the  contract  stipulating  for  quicker  passages, 
when  entering  into  a  contract  for  five  years,  which  is  no 
small  matter,  when  wo  consider  the  improvements  in  steam 
navigation  that  are  being  made  every  year. 

Mr.  Me  NEILL.  If  the  Government  take  care  that  the 
fast  vessels  of  the  other  lines  are  not  shadowed  by  the  fast 
vessels  of  the  Allan  line,  the  contract  is  all  right.  The 
natural  competition  among  the  different  lines  competing 
for  traffic  across  the  Atlantic  will  give  us  a  fast  vessel. 
The  Allans  cannot  afford  to  let  any  company  outstrip  thorn, 
either  in  appointment,  size  or  speed. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  They  do, 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  think  not.  The  Allan  line  is  at  pre¬ 
sent  as  good  as  any  other  Canadian  line.  The  Parisian  is 
at  least  as  good  as  the  Vancouver .  I  am  satisfied  that  if  a 
fair  competition  is  allowed  among  the  different  lines,  so  far 
as  this  difficulty  is  concerned,  it  will  right  itself.  What  I 
object  to  is  that  fair  competition  does  not  exist  now.  The 
Allan  line  has  an  advantage,  by  reason  of  its  contract  with 
the  Government,  and  takes  advantage  of  it  to  deal  unfairly 
with  their  competitors. 

Mr.  DAYI ES.  Their  competitors  are  handicapped  $  126,000 
a  year. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  The  Allans  are  taking  an  unfair  advan¬ 
tage,  and  the  Government  should  take  care  to  prevent  that, 
as  far  as  possible.  I  understood  from  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  member  for  Huron  there  was  a  provision  in  the  con¬ 
tract  enabling  the  Government  to  prevent  any  such  unfair 
dealing  on  the  part  'of  the  Allans — that  the  Government 
could  arrange  the  days  on  which  the  vessels  sailed. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  Not  particular  vessels. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  They  can  so  arrange  the  days  that  they 
will  not  compete  with  the  days  of  sailing  of  other  vessels. 
On  those  grounds,  the  thing  will  work  right  in  the  long  run. 

Sir  EICHAED  C AETW EIGHT.  I  would  like  to  know 
whether  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  think  that,  in  order  to 
carry  out  this  principle,  the  Government  should  have  asked 
for  tenders  from  the  other  companies  ? 


Mr.  McNEILL.  There  is  a  groat  deal  of  force  in  that, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  there  is  a  great  deal  of  force  in  what 
the  hon.  gentleman  himself  said  a  short  time  ago — that  is, 
that  an  old  company,  such  as  the  Allans,  which  has 
done  so  much  service  to  this  country,  should  be  dealt  with 
differently. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  I  did  not  say  differ¬ 
ently.  1  said,  other  things  being  equal. 

Mr.  McNEILL.  I  think  it  is  only  right  they  should  get 
a  certain  preference,  although  I  think  the  time  must  come 
wh'n  that  must  stop.  In  the  meantime,  I  do  not  think 
we  have  much  to  complain  of  in  that,  though  I  think  we 
have  very  much  to  complain  of  in  the  course  the  Allan  line 
adopts  with  reference  to  other  lines.  That  should  be  put 
an  end  to. 

Mr.  DAYIES.  I  do  not  agree  at  all  with  the  hon.  gentle¬ 
man,  that  because  tho  Allan  line  carried  out  their  contract 
fairly,  and  were  well  paid  for  it,  we  should  now  give  them 
$126,000  a  year  for  mail  service  without  calling  for  tenders. 
I  am  sorry  the  matter  came  up  so  late,  as  1  would  have 
liked  to  have  had  an  expression  of  the  opinion  of  the  House 
on  this  point.  It  is  against  the  interests  of  the  country  that 
other  lines  should  be  so  handicapped.  If  they  are  driven 
off  the  field  in  consequence,  what  would  the  hon.  gentleman 
have  to  say  ?  My  hon.  friend  is  a  political  optimist.  He 
thinks  everything  will  be  done  all  right.  If  his  view  is 
correct,  there  is  no  necessity  for  a  contract  at  all. 

Sir  EICHAED  CAETWEIGHT.  I  must  correct  my  hon. 
friend  on  one  point.  What  I  said  was,  that  I  thought  the 
Allan  Company  should  not  get  the  contract  without  compe¬ 
tition,  but  if  other  things  were  equal,  and  they  wore  willing 
to  do  the  work  as  cheaply  as  other  people,  there  might  then 
be  fair  ground  for  giving  them  the  preference,  always  pro¬ 
vided  tenders  were  had.  While  they  have  served  the  country, 
they  have  received  many  millions  of  public  money  for  the 
services  rendered. 

Eesolution  to  be  reported. 

Sir  HECTOB  LANGEYIN  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Motion  agroed  to;  and  the  House  adjourned  at  1  a.m., 
Tuesday. 


R 


INDEX 


THIRD  SESSION,  FIFTH  PARLIAMENT,  1885. 


Abbreviations  of  well-known  words  and  Parliamentary  expressions  are  used  in  the  following  : — 1°,  2°,  3°,  First 
Reading,  Second  Reading,  Third  Reading  ;  3  m.  h.,  6  m.  h.,  6  w.  h.,  Three  Months’  Hoist,  Six  Months’  Hoist,  Six 
Weeks’  Hoist ;  *,  without  remark  or  debate ;  Acts.,  Accounts  ;  Adj.,  Adjourn  ;  Adjd.,  Adjourned  ;  Amt.,  Amendment ; 
Amts.,  Amendments;  Amalg.,  Amalgamation;  Ans.,  Answer;  Ass.,  Assurance;  B.,  Bill ;  B.  C.,  British  Columbia; 
Can.,  Canada  or  Canadian  ;  C.P.R.,  Canadian  Pacific  Railway ;  Com.,  Committee ;  Co.,  Company;  Cone.,  Concur,  Con¬ 
curred,  Concurrence ;  Consd.,  Consider ;  Conedn.,  Consideration  ;  Cor.,  Correspondence ;  Deb.,  Debate ;  Dept.,  Department  i 
Depts.,  Departments ;  Div.,  Division;  Dom.,  Dominion  ;  Govt.,  Government ;  His  Ex.,  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General ;  H.,  House ;  H.  of  C.,  House  of  Commons  ;  Incorp.,  Incorporation ;  Ins.,  Insurance  ;  Intercol.,  Intercolonial ; 
Man.,  Manitoba ;  Mess.,  Message  ;  M.,  Motion  ;  Ms.,  Motions;  m.,  Moved  ;  Neg.,  Negatived;  N.  B.,  Now  Brunswick  i 
NiW.T.,  North-West  Territories;  N.S.,  Nova  Scotia;  O.C.,  Order  in  Council;  Ont.,  Ontario;  P.E.I.,  Prince  Edward 
Island;  P.O.,  Post  Office  ;  Par.,  Paragraph  ;  Priv.  and  Elec.,  Privileges  and  Elections;  Prop.,  Proposed  ;  Que.,  Quebec  ; 
Ques.,  Question;  Rocom.,  Recommit;  Ref.,  Refer,  Referred,  Reference;  Rep.,  Report,  Reported;  Reps.,  Reports  ;  Res., 
Resolution;  Ret.,  Return  ;  Ry.,  Railway;  Rys  ,  Railways  ;  Sol.,  Select ;  Sen.,  Senate;  Sp.,  Special;  Stmnt.,  Statement ; 
Sup.,  Supply;  Suppl.,  Supplement,  Supplementary  ;  W.  &  M.,  Ways  and  Means  ;  Wthdn.,  Withdrawn  ;  Wthdrl.,  With" 
drawal ;  Y.,  N.,  Yeas  and  Nays  ;  Names  in  italic  and  parentheses  are  those  of  the  movers. 
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Rys.  in  the  County  of  Grey,  refund  of  bonuses  to 
County  Council,  &c.,  on  M.  for  memorials,  59  (vol.  i). 
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tures  of  liquidators,  &c.  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  303  (vol.  i). 
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Amyot,  Mr.  G.— Continued. 

Cholera,  precautions  against  (Ques.)  568  (vol,  i). 

Dom.  Subsidies  to  the  Provinces  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor.) 
303  (vol.  i). 
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Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  B.  6  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  in  Com.,  504  ;  (Amt.)  to  recom.,  neg.  (Y. 
34,  N.  76)  504  (vol.  i). 

Montreal  Turnpike  Trust  Debentures  (Quos.)  567 
(vol.  i). 

Plant,  J.  B.,  of  St.  Charles,  Claim  of  (M.  for  copies*) 
147  (vol.  i). 

Postage  Privileges,  Extension  of,  to  Local  Govt.  (Ques.) 
289  (vol.  i). 

School  of  Navigation  at  Quebec  (Ques.)  743  (vol.  i). 

Steam  Communication  with  France  (Ques,)  567  (vol.  i). 

Supreme  Court  Apellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  ( Mr.  Landry, 
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Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (  Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  to  M.  for  3°,  1061  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1238-1241  ;  in  Com.,  “  usufructuary,”  1452,  1456, 
1458  ;  “  tenant  ”  (Amt.)  1482  ;  “  person  ”  (Indian) 
1543;  “  actual  value,”  1597,  1606  (vol.  iii)  ;  “quali¬ 
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ties,”  2068  ;  “  registration  of  voters,”  2296  (vol.  iii). 

Holland,  Messrs.  Geo.  and  Andrew,  services  as  Beport- 
ers,  &c.  (M.  for  Stmnt.*)  147  (vol.  i). 
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B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1068,  1070,  1079,  1091  ; 
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under  (Ques.)  76  (vol.  i). 
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recess  (Ques.)  76  (vol.  i) 


Bain,  Mr.  T.,  North  Wentworth. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2469,  (vol.  iii). 
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Buoys  in  Victoria  and  Nanaimo  Harbors  (Ques.)  479 
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2015  (vol.  iii). 
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Immigrants  settled  in  B.C.  (Ques.)  189  (vol.  i). 
Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2834  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Affairs  in  B.C.,  Cor.  between  Govt,  of  Can.  and 
B.C.,  on  M.  for  copies,  870  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Beserve  Lands  in  B.C.,  purchase  of  (M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.,  &c.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Schools  in  B  C.,  establishment  of  (M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3423  (vol.  iv). 
Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions,  in  Com.  ol 
Sup.,  2936;  cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Masters  and  Mates,  Examination  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2946  (vol.  iv). 

Militia,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915  (vol.  iv). 

Penitentiary  in  B.C.,  suspension  of  Buies,  on  M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.,  824  (vol.  ii). 

Postal  Bevonue  at  Vic.,  (M.  for  Bet.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 
Public  Beservos  and  “fore  shore  ”  rights  in  B.C.  (M. 
for  Bet.)  703  (vol.  i). 

Public  Works,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916,  2920,  3386  (vol. 

iv). 

Satuma  Island,  B.C.,  Lighthouse  (Ques.)  479  (vol.  i). 
Sir  James  Douglas,  steamer,  Bepairs  to,  &c.  (M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.)  831  (vol.  ii). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882,  Amt.  B.  133  (Mr. 

McLelan)  on  prop.  Bes.  and  in  Com.,  1280  (vol.  ii). 
Superior  Court  Judges,  Quebec,  B.  161  (Sir  John  A. 

Macdonald)  on  prop.  Bes.,  3375  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Dominion  Exhibition)  1027 
(vol.  ii). 
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(Mar.  Provs.  generally)  2920  (vol.  iv). 

Telegraph  Cable  across  Juan  de  Fuca  Straits,  cost  of 
(M.  for  Bet.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Service  in  B.C.  (Ques.)  743 
(vol.  i): 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (steel)  811  (vol.  ii)  ;  (trans¬ 
portation  charges)  3224  (vol.  iv). 


Beaty,  Mr.  J.,  Jun.,  West  Toronto. 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2433 ;  (Amt.)  2438  (vol.  iii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1874-1880 
(vol.  iii). 

Insolvents,  discharge  of  past  (B.  34,  1°*)  113  (vol.  i). 
Insolvents  Estates,  distribution  of  (B.  39,  1°*)  113 
(vol.  i). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt.  B.  6  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tapper)  6  m.  h.,  to 
M.  for  2°,  185,  (vol.  i). 

Private  Bills,  petitions  for  (M.  to  extend  time  for 
receiving)  40  (vol.  i). 

Prohibition  of  Spirituous  Liquors  (B.  125)  prop.  Bes., 
1040-1045  ;  1Q*  of  B.,  1063  (vol.  ii). 

Supply : 

Civil  Government  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of)  904  (vol  ii). 
Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com  on  Bes. 

(Mr.  Chapleau)  272  (vol.  i). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Lan¬ 
dry,  Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  157  (vol.  i) . 

Bechard,  Mr.  F.,  Iberville. 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1069  (vol.  ii). 

Bicholiou  Fiver  Floods,  memorials  from  riparian  owners 
(Ques.)  606  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff,  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley ) 
for  Com.,  739-741  (vol.  i). 

Belleau,  Mr.  J.  N.,  Levis. 

Immigrant  Buildings  at  Levis,  construction  of  (Ques.) 
89  (vol.  i). 

Official  Arbitrators,  legislation  respecting  (Ques.)  88 
(vol.  i). 

Supremo  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
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(vol.  iv). 
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Means,  858  (vol  ii). 
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838  (vol.  ii). 


XIV 


INDEX. 


Blake,  Hon.  E. — Continued. 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses, 
on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  2901,  (vol.  iv). 
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Woolen  Rags,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  783,  785, 
792 ;  Legislation  respecting  (Ques.)  1567  (vol.  ii). 

Writ  for  Levis  (Ques.)  633  (remarks)  661  (vol.  i). 
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Bourbeau,  Mr.  D.  O.,  Drummond  and  Athabaska0 
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Bank  of  B.  C.  B.  205  {Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  in  Com., 
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Customs  Appraiser  at  Summerside,  P.E.I.  (Ans.)  350 
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Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3358  (vol.  iv.) 
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Duties,  collection  of  unauthorised  ( remarks)  427  (vol.  ij. 


Bowell,  Hon.  M  —  Continued. 

Duty  on  Grain,  abolition  of,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
&c.,  54  (vol.  i). 
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Estimates.  See  “  Message.” 
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for  Stmnt.)  100  (vol.  i). 

Drawback  on  Shipbuilding  Materials  (M.  for  Ret.)  100 
(vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“person  ”  (Indian),  1522  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1810, 1987, 1991,  2001 ;  “  manhood 
suffrage,”  1959;  “qualifications  in  counties,”  2004, 
2058,  (Amt.)  2060,  2073,  2079;  “  who  shall  not  vote” 
(Indians)  (Amt.),  2120;  “registration  of  voters,” 
2251  (vol.  iii);  on  M.  that  Com.  rise,  1502  (vol.  ii)  ; 
on  Amt.  {Mr.  Weldon)  3058  ;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  n eg.  (Y.  37,  N.  89)  3063  (vol.  iv). 

I.  C.  R.  Casualties  to  Trains,  &o.  (M.  for  Ret.)  100  (i). 

—  Revenue  and  Working  Expenses(M.  for  Stmnt.*) 
101  (vol.  i). 

— - Rolling  Stock,  Purchase  and  Building  of  (M. 

for  Ret.*)  101  (vol.  i). 

Lughrin,  Charles  H.,  and  Sec.  of  State,  Cor  between, 
re  Can.  Temp.  Act  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Reciprocity  with  the  U.S.,  on  Res.  {Mr  Davies)  in  Amt. 
to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1004  (vol.  ii). 

St.  Stephen’s,  N.B.,  Post  Office,  receipts,  &c.  (M.  for 
Stmnt.*)  1100  (vol.  ii). 


Burpeo,  Mr.  C. — Continued. 

Short  Line  Ry,,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
2986 ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Kirk)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts. 
3403  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.,  B.  158  {Sir  Hector  Lange- 
vin)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2986  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Kirk)  to  M. 
to  cone,  in  Amts,  3403  (vol.  iv). 

Trade  Relations  with  foreign  Countries  (Ques.)  78  ; 
with  Jamaica,  429  (vol.  i). 

Gamer OU,  Mr.  D.  M.,  West  Middlesex. 

A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2914  (vol.  iv). 

- Officers  and  men,  pay  and  allowances  (M.  for 

Ret.*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Ammunition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2S05  (vol.  iv). 

Banking  Facilities  to  Agriculturists  B.  36  {Mr.  Orton) 
on  Res.,  119  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1107,  1111-1114,  1117-1119,  1121,  1122,  1126;  on 
Amt.  {Mr.  Casey)  to  M.  for  3°,  1292  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  979,  982  (ii). 

Deptl.  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (iv). 

Doutre,  J.,  services  re  Halifax  Commission,  3392  (iv). 

Drill  pay,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2911  (vol.  iv). 

Duty  on  Grain,  Abolition  of  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor.)  54 
(vol.  i). 

Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.  W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  702  (vol.  i). 

Fishery  Commission,  Increased  remuneration  to  Coun¬ 
sel,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3391  (vol.  iv). 

Flour,  corn  and  cornmeal  imported  and  exported  (M. 
for  Ret.)  56  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1373-1379  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.,  “  woman  suff¬ 
rage,”  1440';  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1493  ;  “  qualifica¬ 
tions  in  cities  and  towns,”  1699-1707,  1890,  1895- 
1900,  1994,  (Amt.)  1999,  2002;  “  manhood  suffrage,” 
1973;  “registration  of  voters,”  2193-2197,  2263; 
“qualifications  in  counties,”  2061,  (Amt.)  2071, 
2073,  2077,  2084,  2085,  2395  ;  «  who  shall  not  vote,” 
2102,  (Indians)  2149-2152,  (Amt.)  2274,  (Amt.) 
2285,  2289,  2291 ;  “  appeal,”  2395  ;  on  M.  for  con¬ 
sideration  of  B.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3066 
(vol.  iv)  ;  on  M.  that  Com.  rise,  2209  (vol.  iii). 

G.  T.  R.  Mail  Trains,  Brockville  and  Toronto,  arrival 
and  departure  (M.  for  Ret.)  816  (vol.  ii ). 

Indemnity  to  Members,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  2451  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  administration  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.^ 
3422  (vol.  iv). 

Military  Branch,  &c.,  Salaries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2903 
(vol.  iv). 

Militia  Clothing,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2906,  2909  (vol.  iv). 

Morgan,  J.  H.,  Appointment  as  Forestry  Commissioner 
(M.  for  O.  C.,  &c.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Private  Banks  and  Brokers,  legislation  respecting 
(Ques.)  51  (vol.  i). 
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Cameron,  Mr.  D.  M . — Continued. 

Boyal  Military  College,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  979,  982  (vol.  ii)  ; 

(Militia,  Dept,  of,  contingencies)  2913  (vol.  iv). 

Collection  oj  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  H.  of  C.  (Increased  Indemnity  to  Members)  3451 
(vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3422  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  &c.)  2914;  (Ammunition)  2905  ; 
(Clothing  and  Great  Coats)  2906-2909  ;  (Drill  Pay,  See.) 
2911  ;  (Royal  Military  College)  2913  ;  (Salaries,  Military 
Branch  and  District  Staff)  2903  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Fishery  Commission,  Increased  remuneration  to 
Counsel)  3391  ;  (Doutre,  J.,  Services  on  Halifax  Commission) 
3392  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies  to  By.  Co.’s,  names  of  officers  (M.  for  Eet.*) 
312  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means —  in  Com.  (re-covered  rubber)  807 
(vol.  ii). 

Cameron,  Mr.  Hector,  North  Victoria. 

Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  J3.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  M.  to 
place  B.  2nd  Order  on  Public  Bills  and  Orders,  714 
(vol.  i)  ;  on  M.  for  2°,  949  ;  in  Com.,  954,  956,  957, 
961,  962  (vol.  ii);  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2644,2650,  2652, 
2654,2655,2660,  2673  ;  (Amt.)  2674  (vol,  iv). 

Canadian  Agent  at  Paris,  appointment  of,  &c.,  on  M. 
for  Papers,  931  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  E.  Eesolutions,  &c.,  in  Com.,  2746,  2748  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Drainage  Co.’s  Bill  28  (Mr.  Haggart )  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1386  (vol.  ii). 

Factories  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute 
Can.  Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  resuming  adjd.  dob.  for  2°, 
941  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1393  ;  (correction)  1397  ;  “  ten¬ 
ant,”  1477  ;  “  registration  of  voters,”  2180,  2230, 
2233  (vol.  iii)  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1424  ;  on  M,  that 
Com.  rise,  1435  ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  1435  (vol.  ii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  1310,  1313,  1315,  1316  (vol  ii). 

G.  T.  E.  Mail  Trains,  Brockville  and  Toronto,  arrival 
and  departure,  on  M.  for  Eet.,  817  (vol.  ii). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Wednesdays,  965 
(vol.  ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Eys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  ( Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  2491,  2493  (vol.  iii). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  B.  6  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  in  Com,,  497,  499  (vol.  i). 

North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  Ey.  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com,  on  Ees.,  2491,  2493  (vol.  iii). 

Ottawa  Eiver  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Eos.  (Mr.  White, 
Renfrew)  1219  (vol.  ii). 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Ey.  Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  82, 
1°*)  349  ;  2°  m.,  428 ;  Order  dscbgd.  and  B.  wthdn., 
428  ;  (B.  91,  1°*)  428. 

Cameron,  Mr.  Hugh,  Inverness. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  JamiesOn)  in 

Com.,  1057  (vol.  ii). 


Cameron,  Mr.  Hugh — Continued. 

Cape  Breton  Island,  claims  of,  under  terms  of  Com 
federation  (prop.  Ees.)  607-615  ;  wthdn.,  615  (vol  i). 
Eastern  Extension  Ey.,  N.S.,  Earnings  and  Working 
Expenses  (Ques.)  148;  (M.  for  Stmnt.*)  313  (vol.  i). 
Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  womaAsutfrage  ”  (correction  re  Indians)  1419  ; 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1629-1632,  1836 
(vol.  ii)  ;  “  in  counties,”  2395  ;  “  registration  of 
voters,”  2278,  2283  (vol.  iii). 

Great  American  and  European  Short  Line  Ey.,  on  M. 
for  Eet.,  79  (vol.  i). 

Mclsaac’s  Pond,  Inverness,  N.S.,  as  a  harbor  of  refuge 
(Ques.)  36;  Engineers’  Eeps.  respecting  (M.  for  copies) 
60  (vol.  i). 

Port  Mulgrave,  N.S.,  as  a  sub-port,  on  M.  for  papers, 
&c.,  445  (vol.  i). 

Beciprocity  with  the  U.S.,  on  Ees.  (Mr.  Davies)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1015  (vol.  ii). 

Supply  : 

Railways — Capital:  Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  3384  (vol.  iv). 
Telegraph  System  in  Cape  Breton,  extension  of  (Ques.) 
78  (vol.  i). 

Cameron,  Mr.,  M.  C.,  West  Huron. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.T.  B.  141  (Mr. 

Caron)  in  Com.,  2962  (vol.  iv). 

Bell  and  Kavanagh,  Land  Claims  (M.  for  copies  of  O.  C., 
&c.)  479  (vol.  i). 

Bettor  Preservation  of  the  Peace  Act  Amt.  B.  131  (Mr. 

Caron)  in  Com.,  2825,  2827  (vol.  iv). 

Bools  for  the  Toronto  Militia  Corps  (Ques.)  1744  (iii). 
Business  of  the  House,  on  M.  to  meet  at  1  o’clock,  1745 
(vol.  iii). 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901,  913,  918,  921,  925  (ii). 
Claims  of  unenumerated  Half-breed  Minors,  Man, 
(Ques.)  1743  (vol.  iii). 

Cox  Divorce  (B.  138,  1°*)  1473  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  B,,  Change  of  Arrangements  with  Govt.  (Ques.) 
1744  (vol.  iii). 

- — - Postal  and  Transport  Service  (Ques.)  1744  (iii). 

— - —  Ees.  respecting  further  Loan  (Speech)  2630 ; 
(Amt.)  2643;  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  100)  2723;  on  M.  to 
rec.  Eep.  of  Com.  (Amt.)  2858  (vol.  iv). 

- Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amt.  to 

M.  for  Stmnt.,  108  (vol.  i). 

Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Qom.  of  Sup.,  3356  (vol.  iv). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  communication  with  Imp. 
Govt.  (Ques.)  1744 ;  Half-breed  grievances  (Mr. 
Blake)  2045-2051  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Ees.  (Mr.  Blake ) 
want  of  confidence,  3154-3160,  3163-3175  (vol.  iv). 
Dredging,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2921  (vol.  iv). 

Elections  Acts  Amt.  (B.  14,  1°)  41  (vol.  i). 

Emerson,  Town  of,  Govt,  aid  to  (Ques.)  148;  (M.  for 
copies  of  Claims,  &c.*)  448  (vol.  i). 

Evidence,  Law  of,  in  Criminal  Cases  (B.  6,  1°*)  29  ;  2° 
m.,  176  ;  2°  on  a  div.  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  187 ;  in 
Com.,  496-498  (volt  i.) 


XX 


INDEX. 


Cameron,  Mr.  M.  c. — Continued. 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  Amt. 
{Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1138-1143; 
in  Com.,  “  woman  suffrage,”  1394,  1438 ;  “  owner,” 
1472;  “tenant”  (Amt.)  1475,  1478;  “occupant,” 
1483;  “person  ”  (Indian)  1502, 1527,  1580;  “farm,” 
1591,  1592;  “farmers’  sons”  (Amt.)  1591;  “quali¬ 
fications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1692-1699  (vol.  ii), 
1924-1931;  “in  counties,”  2074;  “registration  of 
voters,”  2216-2220,  (Amt.)  2227,  2241,  2274-2277, 
2281-2284,  (Amt.)  2286,  2300,  2302-2305,  2313, 
2317,  2319;  “revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2321,  2326- 
2329,  2332,  2345-2348  ;  “general  provisions,”  2344, 
2345,2351-2354;  “  officers  and  duties,”  2356,  2389; 
“  appeal,”  2360-2366  ;  “  offences,”  2390  (vol.  iii)  ; 
on  Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1421,  1437,  1531  ;  on  taking 
up  items  consecutively,  1471;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1494 
(vol.  ii),  1919  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Weldon )  3060 ; 
on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3067,  neg.  (Y.  38,  N. 
87)  3068  (vol.  iv). 

Govt.  Business,  on,  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  452  (vol. 
i)  ;  Wednesdays,  965  (vol.  ii). 

Harbors  and  Rivers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2920  (vol.  iv). 

High  Commissioner,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  925  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901  (vol.  ii). 

Indians,  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  3319,  3339 
(vol.  iv). 

Inland  Bevenue,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  918,  921  (ii). 

I.  C.  B.  Beceipts  and  Expenses  (Ques.)  1744  (vol.  iii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1066,  1073, 1092  ;  on  Amt. 
{Mr.  Mulock)  to  M.  for  3°,  1325;  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
Casey )  1329  (vol.  ii). 

International  Ferries  B.  17  {Mr.  Patterson,  Essex)  on 
M.  for  2°,  254  (vol.  i). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  {Sir  Hector 
Eangeviri)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2508-2511,  2521  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Sales  or  Settlement  in  the  N.W.  south  of  24  mile 
Belt  (Ques.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases,  compellable  wit¬ 
ness  (B.  6,  1°*)  29 ;  2°  m.,  176 ;  2°  on  a  div.  and  ref. 
to  Sel.  Com.,  187  ;  in  Com.,  496-498  (vol.  i) . 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796,  2797  (vol.  iv). 

Library  of  Parliament  B.  139  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
on  prop.  Bes.,  1666  (vol.  ii). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (vol.  iv). 

License  Commissioners,  Board  of,  appointments  by 
Govt,  under  Act  of  1883,  receipts  and  expenditures, 
&c.  (M.  for  Bet.*)  46  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  administration  of,  cone.  3398  (iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  litigation  in  Supreme  Court 
(M.  for  copies  of  O.C.,  Factum  of  Govt,  and  Provs., 
Notes  of  Shorthand  Reporters,  Rep.  of  Court,  &c.,  &c.) 
45  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883  (prop.  Bes.)  928,  1211 ;  cone, 
in  Bes.  asked,  1226 ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  1281  (ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  134  {Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°,  2400  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com., 
2894 ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mulock)  to  M.  for  3°,  2959  (iv)t 


Cameron,  Mr.  M.  C.— Continued. 

Loans  contracted  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  1744  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  and  North-Western  By.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2521  (vol.  iii). 

Man.,  Claim  for  a  subsidy  (Ques.)  188  (vol  i). 

Man.  Half-breed  minors,  temporarily  absent,  and  claims 
of  unenumerated  (Ques.)  1743  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  South-Western  Colon.  By.  Co.,  Land  Grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2508-2511  (vol.  iii). 

Maritime  Court  of  Ont.,  Extension  of  Jurisdiction  B. 

11  (Mr.  Allen)  on  M.  for  2°,  130  (vol.  i). 
Miscellaneous,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351,  3356  (vol.  iv). 
Ontario  Law  Reports,  in  Cora,  of  Sup,  3351  (vol.  iv). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  re 
Timber  Begulations  in  B.  C.,  2240  (vol.  iii). 

Proof  of  Entries  in  Books  of  Acct.  B.  113  {Mr.  Chap - 
leau)  2397  (vol.  iii). 

Public  Works,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2920,  2921  (vol.  iv). 
Bys.  and  Canals,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  913  (ii). 
Rebellion.  See  “  Disturbance.” 

Representation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.W.T.  (M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.)  292  (vol.  i). 

Representation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.W.T  (B.  45,  1°*) 
147;  2Q  m.,  362,  490  (vol.  i). 

Representation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.W.T.  (Res.)  in  Amt. 
to  Cora,  of  Sup.,  3404 ;  neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  77)  3408 
(vol.  iv). 

Returns,  non-production  of  (remarks)  427  (vol.  i). 
Settlement  of  Claims  of  Man.  Half-breed  minors  (Ques.) 
1743  (vol.  iii). 

Sessional  Clerks,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  Deptl.  Contingencies  (High  Commissioner)  925; 
(Inland  Revenue)  918,  921 ;  (Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of)  901  ; 
(Railways  and  Canals,  Dept,  of)  913  (vol.  ii). 

Indians  (Man.  and  N.W.T.)  3319,  3339  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  H.  of  C.  (Corns.,  extra  Sessional  Clerks,  &c.)  2796  ; 

Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries,  &c.)  2796,  2797  (vol.  iv). 
Liquor  License  Act,  cone.,  3398  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3356;  (Ont.  Law  Reps.) 
3351  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works— Income  :  Dredging,  2921  ;  Harbors  and  Rivers, 
(Ont.)  2920  (vol.  iv). 

Summary  Proceedings  before  Magistrates  B.  128  {Mr. 

Caron)  on  M.  for  2°,  2828 ;  in  Com.,  2829  (vol.  iv). 
Squatters  in  Township  3,  Ranges  23  and  24  west  (M. 
for  Bet.)  231  (vol.  i). 

Timber  Licenses  or  Permits  to  cut  (Amt.)  to  M.  for 
Bet.,  30  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means— on  Bes.  {Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance 
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(vol.  iv.) 

Can.  and  Germany  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2945  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  65  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on 
1°,  235  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  E.  Advances  to  Co.  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  1305  (vol.  ii). 

. Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  B.  153  (Mr.  Rope)  on  Ees. 

(remarks  on  adjmt.  of  deb.)  2643 ;  in  Com.,  2724, 2729, 
2730,  2738 ;  on  Amt.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  to  M. 
to  receive  Eep.  of  Com,,  2859  (vol.  iv), 

-  Engineers’  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3417, 

— — —  Expenditure  to  complete  Govt,  construction 
(Ques.)  1130  (vol.  ii). 

■  ■  Loan,  $30,000,000  payments  on  account  of 
(Ques.)  1130  (vol.  ii). 

— — —  Publication  of  prop.  Eos.  in  Mail  newspaper 
(remarks)  1712  (vol.  ii). 

— — —  Eets.  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  contract, 
on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  483  (vol.  i). 

— _ — .  Section  B,  Judge  Clarke’s  Eeport  on  award  to 
contractors,  on  M.  for  copy,  133  (vol.  i). 

— -  Subsidy  to  Co.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3296  (vol.  iv). 

Canals,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301,  3303,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Capital  Account,  Expenditure  on  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  45  (i). 

Catholic  population  of  Prov.  of  Quebec  (Ques.)  363  (i). 

Census,  Quinquennial,  of  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  &c.,  B.  21 
(Mr.  Pope)  on  1°,  46  ;  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  76;  in  Com. 
on  B.,  171;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  212; 
neg.  (Y.  62,  N.  120)  215  (vol.  i). 

Census,  Tho,  Fourth  and  Fifth  vols.,  issue  of  (Ques.) 
48,  455  (vol.  i). 

Census  of  1881,  Absentees  from  Canada  during  (Ques.) 
235  (vol.  i). 

Charges  of  Management,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2763  (vol.  iv). 

Chinese  Commission,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387 ;  conc„ 
3396  (vol.  iv). 

Chinese  Interpreter,  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  3023  (vol.  iv), 
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Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  906,  908,  910,  912,914. 
916,921,  969  (vol.  ii)  ;  2764,  3408,  3411,  3148;  cone., 
2764,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Cliapleau)  in  Com. 
on  Res.,  276,  280  (vol.  i)  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res., 
892;  in  Com.,  1097,  1100,  1104,  1114;  on  M.  for  3° 
(Amt.)  to  recom.,  1286  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in 
Sen.  Amts.,  2396  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  973  (vol.  ii). 
Clark,  G*  M.,  sums  paid  to,  apart  from  salary  as  Judge 
(Ques.)  235 ;  (M.  for  Ret.)  697  (vol.  i). 

Clothing  and  Great  Coats  (Militia)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2906 
(vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3232-3237, 
3241,  3242,  3397  (vol.  iv). 

Collins,  J.  E,,  sums  paid  to,  for  services,  on  M.  for  Rot., 
699  (vol.  i). 

Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibitions  B.  126  {Mr.  Pope)  on 
M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  1064  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2430,  2433,  2436  (vol.  iii). 

Consolid.  Receipts  and  Expend.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  30  (vol.  i) 
Consolid.  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  146  {Mr. 

Gostigan)  in  Com.,  2970  (vol.  iv). 

Cornwall  Canal,  Repairs,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (iv). 
Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  Acts  Amt.  B.  154,  in 
Com.,  3013  (vol.  iv). 

Culling  Timber,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241  (vol.  iv). 
Customs  and  Excise  Receipts  for  June,  3073  (vol.  iv). 
Customs  Collections  in  Algoma,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  40  (i). 
Customs,  Dept,  of  (contingencies)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  925 
(vol.  ii) ;  3233-3237  (vol.  iv). 

Cutlery,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  844  (vol.  ii). 
Debates,  Official  Rop.  of,  delay  in  distributing  daily 
edition  to  newspapers  (remarks)  595  (vol.  i)  ;  omission 
from  (remarks)  on  adjmt.  of  Hse.,  3249;  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  4th  Rep.  of  Com.,  3459 ;  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3383  (vol.  iv). 

Deposits  in  Banks,  Govt.  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  29  (vol.  i). 
Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351,  3353  (iv). 
Dep.  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Committees  B.  26,  on 
Amt.  {Mr.  Loyal)  72  (vol.  i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Assistance  to  familios  of 
Militiamen  (remarks)  894  (vol.  ii).  ; 

— - —  Dismissal  of  correspondents  from  camp  (Ques.) 
1608  (vol.  ii). 

=*—  Expense  B.  129  {Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com.,  2857  (iv). 

— - Further  information  asked,  886  (vol.  i). 

—  On  adjmt.  of  deb.  (remarks)  3160,  3212  (iv). 

. .  ■  On  Amt.  {Mr.  Blake)  to  M.  for  Com.  on  Ways 

and  Means,  765  (vol.  ij. 

—  Half-breed  grievances  {Mr.  Blake)  2042-2044 
(vol.  iii). 

— — —  Yote  of  Thanks  to  Genl.  Middleton  and  Volun¬ 
teers,  3463  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Lands,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  3344  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Lands,  Rev.  for  7  months,  1884-85  (Ques.)  290. 
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- Sales  of,  for  1884-85  (Ques.)  2997  (vol.  iv). 

■ — - Sales  for  1884-85  (Ques.)  3072  (vol.  iv). 

- —  Sales  and  receipts,  on  account  of  (Ques.)  2854 

(vol.  iv). 

Dorchester  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  989  (vol.  ii). 
Duck,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (vol.  ii). 
Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3300  (vol.  iv). 
Esquimalt  Graving  Dock,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (vol.  iv). 
Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to  (prop.  Res.)  295, 
363;  (reply)  390;  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  118)  394  (vol.  i). 
Excise,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241  (vol.  iv). 

Excise  Revenue  for  May,  1884,  and  May,  1885  (Ques.) 
2531  (vol  iii). 

Excise  Revenue  for  6  months,  1884-85  (Ques.)  290  (i). 
Expenditure  on  Capital  Account  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  45  (i). 
Expense,  N.W.T.,  B.  129  {Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com.,  2857 
(vol.  iv). 

Exports  and  Imports,  distinguishing  products  of  Can¬ 
ada  (M.  for  Ret.*)  30  (vol,  i). 

Exports  of  Canadian  produce  (Ques.)  606  (vol.  i). 

Extra  Clerks,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2795  (vol.  iv). 
Fabre,  Mr.,  salary  and  contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3244  (vol.  iv). 

Factories,  operatives  in  (M.  for  Rets.,  &c.)  37  (vol.  i). 
Factory  Rep.,  printing  and  distribution  of  (remarks)  211 
(vol.  i). 

Fish  breeding,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2953  (vol.  iv). 
Fisheries,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  910  (vol.  ii). 
Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to  Coun¬ 
sel,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3389  (vol.  iv). 

Fishery  Protection  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 
Finance  and  Treasury  Board,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  915  (ii). 
Five  per  ct.  Consolid.  Loan,  retirement  of  (M.  for  copies 
of  O.C.,  &c.)  484  (vol.  i). 

Five  per  cent  Loan,  Sinking  Fund  (Ques  )  2465  (iii). 
Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  222  (vol.  i). 

Flour,  increase  of  Duty  on  (Ques.)  744  (vol.  i). 

Foot  Grease,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means  806  (vol.  ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1134;  (Amt.)  1137,  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  104)  1166;  on 
M.  for  Com.  (remarks)  1385;  in  Com.,  “  woman  suf¬ 
frage,”  1459;  “tenant,”  1479 ;“  person  ”  (Indian) 
1573  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,” 
1817,  1915-1918,  1988,  1992,  1995;  “in  counties,” 
2068,2071,2073,2079,  2082,  (Amt.)  2085;  “regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2220-2223,  2232,  2279,  2281, 
2285,  2288,  2297,  2299,  2300;  “revision  of  voters’ 
lists,”  2326,  2338,  2340,  2349  ;  “  general  provisions,” 
2344,2355;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indians)  2382; 
(remarks)  2146  (vol.  iii)  3063  (vol.  iv) ;  (Ms.  that 
Com.  rise)  2207,  2137  (vol.  iii);  on  M.  that  Com. 
rise,  1509,  1514  (vol.  ii) ;  on  ruling  of  Chairman 
(remarks)  1798;  appeal  from  Chair  to  House,  1923; 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1969  (vol.  iii) ;  reading  extracts, 
1462 ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  appeal  from  Chair  to 
House,  1511,  1619  (vol.  ii). 
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Franchise  B.  Pets.,  genuineness  of  Signatures  (remarks) 
2028  (vol.  ii);  2274,  2281  (vol.  iii). 

Gas  and  Gas  Meters  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  B.  119  (Mr. 
Gostigan )  on  M.  for  2°,  2419  (vol.  iii). 

Gas  Coke,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  783  (vol.  ii). 

Geneva  Gin  and  Brandy,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
3224  (vol.  iv). 

Geological  Survey,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3347  (vol.  iv). 

Glucose  Syrup,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849-852, 
854,  855  (vol.  ii). 

Gold  Reserve,  Govt,  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor.)  351  (vol.  i). 

Govt.  Deposits  in  Banks  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  29  (vol.  i). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  453  (vol.  i) ; 
Saturdays,  1824  (vol.  iii)  ;  Conduct  of,  on  M.  for 
Com.  of  Sup.,  3444  (vol,  iv). 

Govt.  Loan  B.  145  (Mr.  Bowelt)  on  prop.  Bes.,  246 1— 
2463  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  2524  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2946  (vol.  iv). 

Harbors  and  Bivers  (N.B.)  cone.,  2920  ;  (Ont.)  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2919,  2921 ;  cone.,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Health  Statistics,  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv). 

Histoire  Gencalogique  des  Families  Fran§aises,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  3456  (vol,  iv). 

Hoop  Iron,  in  Com,  on  Ways  and  Means,  897  (vol.  ii). 

Hospitals,  Marine,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2957  (vol.  iv). 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (vol.  iv). 

Huron  and  Superior,  Lakes,  Surveys  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3244  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2809-2816,  2836,  2839- 
2843  (vol.  iv). 

— - -  Printing  and  Advertising  (M.  to  ref.  charges  to 

Public  Accounts  Com.)  202  (vol.  i). 

Imports  for  Consumption  (M,  for  Stmnt.)  30  (vol.  i). 

Indemnity  to  Members,  increased,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3451  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  916  (vol.  ii)  ; 
3410  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  and  Colonial  Exhibition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1034 
(vol.  ii)  ;  suppl.,  3152  (vol.  iv). 

Indians,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3242,  3343,  3392;  cone.,  3373 
(vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1065,  1069,  1091 ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Casey)  to  M.  for  3°,  1331  (vol.  ii). 

Inland  Bevenue  Act  Amt.  B.  146  (Mr.  Gostigan)  on  M. 
for  Com.  on  Bes.,  2526  (vol.  iii) . 

Inspection  and  Supervison  of  Banks,  on  Bes.  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  85  (vol.  i). 

Inspection  of  Staples,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3242  (vol.  iv). 

Inspectors  or  Clerks  of  Works,  persons  employed  as 
(M.  for  Stmnt.)  139  (vol.  i). 

Insurance  Act,  1879,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
on  M.  for  2°,  127  (vol.  i). 

I.C.B.  Eeceipts  and  Expenses  (Ques.)  1744,  1914  (iii). 
Bepairs,  &c.,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  3299  (vol.  iv). 
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Interior,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  969  (vol.  ii),  3408 ; 
cone.,  2764,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

International  Ferries  B.  17  (Mr.  Patterson,  Essex)  on 
M.  for  2°,  256  (vol.  i). 

Justice,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985. 

Keewatin,  Govt,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv) . 

Kingston  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985  (vol.  ii). 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3344  (vol.  iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2505-2508  (vol.  iii)  ;  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  M.  for  3°,  2892  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991,  992  (vol.  ii)  ;  2795, 
2798,  3448,  3451  (vol.  iv). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com,  of  Sup,,  2798  (vol.  iv). 

Life-boats,  Stations,  &c,,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2946  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouses  and  Fog -alarms,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950, 
2952,  3252  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  putting  in  force  of,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv) . 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  134  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  on  M.  for  2°,  2400  (vol.  iii) . 

Loan,  recent  (Ms.  for  copies  of  Prospectus,  Advertise¬ 
ments,  &c.)  37  (vol.  i)  . 

Loans  contracted  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  1744,  1914  (vol.  iii). 

Losses  and  Expenses  through  Troubles  in  the  N.W., 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3454  (vol.  iv). 

McManus,  gratuity  to  widow  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3350  ; 
cone.  3374  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2945,  3457  ;  cone., 
2958  (vol.  iv). 

Man.  Clairn3  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com. 
on  Bes.,  2824;  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Bes.,  2776  in  Com., 
2789-2791,  2795,  (vol.  iv). 

Man.  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  990  (vol.  ii). 

Man.  South-Western  Colon.  By.  Co.,  in  Com.  on  Eos., 
2505-2508  (vol.  iii). 

Marine,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  906-908  (vol.  ii). 

Meteorological  Observatories,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956 
(vol.  iv). 

Military  properties,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 

Militia  Barracks  at  London,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv) 

Militia,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2904,  2906,  2913-2916,  3411* 
3412  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3244,  3245,  3351,  3353, 
3387-3389,  3  453,  3454  ;  cone.,  3396,  3434  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  Printing,  paper,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup. 
3392  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  works  (LC.R.)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3296 ; 
suppl,,  3383  (vol.  iv). 

Model  Farm,  Establishment,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  3453  (iv). 

Money  borrowed  by  Govt,  in  Canada  (Ques.)  743  (i). 

Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1027  (vol.  ii). 

Mounted  Infantry  at  Winnipeg, in  Com.of  Sup.,  3411  (iv). 

Murray  Canal,  Bepairs,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3303  (iv). 

Mav.  of  Biver  St.  Lawrence  B.  159  (Mr.  McLelan)  on 
M.  for  2°  (Amt.)  6  m.  h.,  3470  (vol.  iv). 
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N.B.  and  P.E  I.  to  Great  Britain,  Steamship  subvention, 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3457  (vol.  iv). 

New  Militia  Pensions,  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

North  Saskatchewan  River  improvements,  on  M.  for 
copies  of  Reps.,  &c.,  696  (vol.  i). 

N.  W.  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  144  ( Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for  2°,  2770  (vol.  iv). 

N.  W.  Mounted  Police,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3243;  suppl., 
3392,  3121,  (vol.  iv). 

N.  W.  T.,  Govt,  of  the,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service, in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2946,2950  (iv). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract,  on  M.  for  Com’ 
on  Re3.  (Mr.  Carling)  2556;  in  Com.,  2557  (vol.  iii). 

Operatives  in  Factories  (JI.  for  Rets.,  Sfrnnts.)  37  (i). 

Optional  Subjects,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (vol.  iv). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Short  Line  Ry.,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3413  (vol.  iv). 

Parliamentary  Companion ,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387  (vol.  iv)" 

Pembina  Branch,  C.P.R  ,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3417  (vol.  iv). 

Penitentiaries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985,  989,  990  (vol.  ii), 
3350;  cone.,  3374  (vol.  iv). 

Pensions,  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Plate  Giass,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  856  (vol.  ii). 

Port  Arthur  Harbor,  construction  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2916  (vol.  iv). 

Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2764  (iv). 

Post  Office  and  Finance  Depts.,  computing  interest,  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  927  (vol.  ii). 

Printing  and  Advertising,  Ret.  respecting  (remarks) 
28  (vol.  i). 

Printing  Com.,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  2nd  Rep.,  149  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  article  in  Toronto  News  :  French 
aggression,  &c.  (remarks)  1680  (vol.  ii). 

Privy  Council,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914  (vol.  ii). 

Prorogation  (Ques.)  3473  (vol.  iv). 

Provincial  Legislation,  compilation  of  Cor.,  &c.,  in  Com; 
of  Sup.,  3421;  cone.,  3434  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Accounts  and  Auditor  Genl.’s  Rep.  (M.  for  ref.  to 
Standing  Com.  on  Public  Accounts)  76  (vol.  i). 

Public  Buildings,  Ottawa  and  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2916  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Debt  of  Canada,  amount  of  (Ques.)  927  (vol.  ii). 

Public  Expenditure  (Res.)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup., 
2868-2877 ;  neg.  (Y.  42,  N.  79)  2889  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2yl6,  2919-2921;  cone., 
3433  (vol.  iv). 

Railways  and  Canals,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914 
(vol.  ii). 

Railways,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3296,  3299,  3300,  3383, 
3413,  3417,  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Receipts  and  Expenditures,  Consolidated  Fund  (Ques.) 
1677  (vol.  ii). 

Recognition  of  Yolunteers’  Services  in  the  N.W.  B.  160 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  3379  ;  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Watson)  3384  (vol.  iv). 

Red  Liquor,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  808  (vol.  ii). 
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Returns,  enquiries  for,  363,  714  (vol.  i)  ;  832, 1064, 1608 
(vol.  ii)  ;  1913,  2393  (iii)  ;  incomplete  Ret.,  1209  (ii). 
Returns,  preparation  of?,,,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245,  3388 
(vol.  iv). 

Richelieu  and  Ontario  Navigation  Co.’s  B.  61,  (Mr. 
Desjardins)  on  prop.  Amt.  (remarks)  1210  ;  in  Com., 
1351  (vol.  ii). 

Royal  Military  College,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (vol.  iv). 

- Number  and  names  of  graduates,  &c.  (M;  for 

Ret.*)  313  (vol.  i). 

St.  Thomas,  Public  Buildings  at,  amount  expended,  on 
M.  for  Ret.,  81  (vol.  i). 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
985,  989  (vol.  ii). 

Savings  Bank  (Post  Office  or  otherwise)  Depositors  in 
(M.  for  Ret.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Scientific  Institutions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (vol.  iv). 
Senate  extra  Expenses,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3448  (vol.  iv). 
Settlers  in  the  Dom.  during  calendar  year  1884  (Ques.) 
113  (vol,  i). 

Settlers  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.  (Ques.)  113  (vol.  i). 
Sleeping  cars,  I.C.R. ,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (vol.iv). 
Small  Savings,  encouragement  of,  on  M.  for  Rot.,  91 
(vol.  i). 

Spirits  and  Tobacco,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3225 
(vol.  iv). 

Spirits  taken  out  of  bond  (remarks)  3371  (vol.  iv). 
Steel,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  803, 805, 808  (vol.  ii). 
Stipendiary  Magistrates,  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3418  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  B.  164  (Mr.  Pope)  on  M.  for  Com. 
on  Res.,  3470  (vol.  iv). 

Sugar,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3215, 3219  (vol.  iv). 
Superintendence  of  Insurance,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2957 ; 
cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Res. 
(Mr.  Chapleau)  273  (vol.  i)  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res., 
889  (vol.  ii). 

Superior  Court  Judges,  Quebec,  B.  161  (Sir  John)  on 
prop.  Res.,  3376  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Administration  of  Justice ,  9S5  (vol.  ii),  3433 ;  (Stipendiary  Magis¬ 
trates,  N.  W.  T.)  3448  (vol.  iv). 

Arts ,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Archives,  care  of)  1023 
(vol.  ii)  ;  (Health  Statistics)  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Indian 
and  ColoniafExhibitions)  1034  (vol.  i)  ;  suppl.  3452,  (vol.  iv)  ; 
(Mortuary  Statistics)  1027  (vol.  ii). 

Canals — Capital ;  Repairs,  &c.  (Cornwall)  3301  ;  (Murray)  3303  ; 
(Welland)  3302  ;  (Williamsburg)  3301.  Income  :  (Welland) 
3418;  (Rideau,  Land  damages)  cone.,  3133  (vo).  iv). 

Charges  of  Management,  2763  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Government  (Administration  of  Justice)  3411  (vol.  iv)  ; 
(Agriculture,  Dept,  of)  906,  (contingencies)  921 ;  (Civil  Ser¬ 
vice  Examiners)  973;  (Customs,  contingencies)  925;  (Finance 
and  Treasury  Board,  contingencies)  915 ;  (Fisheries,  Dept,  of) 
910  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of)  3410  (vol.  iv),  (con¬ 
tingencies)  916  ;  (Interior,  Dept,  of)  969  (vol.  ii),  3408,  cone., 
2764,  3433  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Marine,  Dept,  of)  906-908  (vol.  ii)  5 
(Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of)  2764  (vol.  iv) ;  (Post  Office 
and  Finance  Depts.,  contingencies,  computing  interest)  927 ; 
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(Privy  Council,  contingencies) 914;  (Public  Works,  Dept,  of) 
912  (vol.  ii),  suppl.,  3448  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Railways  and  Canals, 
Dept,  of)  914  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Optional  Subjects)  3111  (vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3232-3237;  (Culling  Timber) 
3241 ;  (Excise)  3241 ;  (Inspection  of  Staples)  3242  ;  (Post  Office, 
allowance  to  ABSt.  Postmaster  at  Ottawa)  3392,  cone.,  3397  ; 
(Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas)  3241  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Lands— Capital :  Surveys  (Examination  of  Survey  Rets.) 
3344.'  Income  (Land  Board  at  Winnipeg)  3344  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  (fish-breeding,  &c.)  2953;  (Fishery  Protection  Steam¬ 
ers)  2956  (vol.  iv). 

Geological  Survey ,  3317  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2809,  2816,  2836,  2839-2843  (vol.  iv). 

Indians  (Grant  to  supplmnt.  Fund)  3242  ;  (Man.  and  N.  W.  T.) 
3343,  cone.,  3373;  (Assistance  to  Institutions)  3392  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  H.  of  C.  ( Debates ,  publishing)  991  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Com¬ 
mittees,  Extra  Clerks,  &c.)  2795;  (increased  Indemnity  to 
Members)  3151.  Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries,  &c.)  2798 
(vol.  iv)  ;  (Printing,  paper,  &c.)  992  (vol.  ii).  Senate  (Extra 
Expenses)  3448  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Lighthouses  and  Fog-alarms, 
construction)  2952:  (Salaries,  &c.)  2950,  3210  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Can.  and  Antwerp) 
2943,  cone.,  2958  ;  (Can. 'and  Germany)  2945;  (N.B.  and  P.E.I. 
to  Great  Britain,  &o.)  3457  (vol.  iv). 

Marine  Hospitals,  2957  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (A,  Band  C  Batteries,  &c.)  2914;  (Ammunition)  2904, 
2906;  (Barracks  at  London)  3112;  (Clothing  and  GreatCoats) 
2906;  (Military  Properties,  care  of)  2916;  (Mounted  Infantry 
at  Winnipeg)  3411 ;  (Royal  Mil.  Coll.)  2913  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Chinese  Commission)  3387,  cone.,  3393  (vol.  iv)  ; 
(Dept.  Speaker's  Salary)  3351,  3353  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Establishment 
of  a  Model  Farm)  3453;  (Fabre,  Mr.,  salary  and  contingen¬ 
cies)  3244  ;  (Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to 
Counsel)  3389;  (Govt,  of  Keewatin)  3244 ;  (Govt,  of  the 
N.W.T.)  3244;  (Histoire  Genealogique  de3  Families  Fran- 
Qaises)  3456;  (Hudson  Bay  Expedition)  3245;  (LiquorLicense 
Act,  putting  in  force)  3244;  (Losses  and  Expenses  through 
Troubles  in  N.W.T.)  3454;  (“ Parliamentary  Companion  ’’) 
3387;  (Provincial  Legislation,  compilation  of  Cor,  &c.) 
3421,  cone.,  3434  ;  (Returns,  preparation  of)  3245,  3388 
(Surveys,  Lakes  Huron  and  Superior)  3244  (vol.  iv) ;  (Vote 
of  $1,000,000  for  N  W.  Troubles)  2235  (vol.  iii). 

N.  W.  Mounted  Police,  3243  ;  suppl.,  3392,  3421  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Govt.  Steamers)  2946  ;  (Life-boats,  Sta¬ 
tions,  &c.)  2946  ;  (Water  and  River  Police)  2950  (vol.  iv). 

Pensions  (new  Militia)  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Penitentiaries  (Dorchester)  989  ;  (Kingston)  935  (vol.ii), 
(gratuity  to  widow  of  C.  McManus)  3350,  cone  ,  3374  (vol. 
iv)  ;  (Manitoba)  990  ;  (St.  Vincent  de  Paul)  935-989  (vol.ii), 
(payment  to  G.  F.  Baillairge)  3350  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works— Capital :  B.C.  (Esquimalt  Graving  Dock)  2916; 
Ottawa  (additional  buildings)  2916 ;  Port  Arthur  (construction 
of  Harbor)  2916  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works — Income  :  Buildings  (N.W.T.)  2919.  Harbors  and 
Rivers,  2919  ;  (Ont.)  2921,  cone.,  3433  ;  (N.B.)  2920. 

Railways — Capital:  C.P.  R.,  3383;  (Engineers’  Salaries,  &c. 
3417  ;  (Subsidy)  3296  ;  (Pembina  Branch)  3417.  Eastern 
Extension  (repairs,  &c.)  3300.  I.  C.  R.  (applying  air  brakes), 
3299  ;  (miscellaneous  works)  3296  ;  suppl.  3283  ;  (repairs, 
&c.)  3299  ;  (sleeping  cars)  3418.  Short  Line  Ry.  (Oxford  and 
New  Glasgow)  3413  (vol.  iv). 

Scientific  Institutions  (Meteorological  Observatories)  2956. 

Superintendence  of  Insurance,  2957,  cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Survoy  flats.,  Examination  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 3344  (iv) 
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Three  Rivers  Harbor  Commissioners’  Loan  B.  150  ( Mr . 
Bowel l)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2555  (vol.  iii). 

Towels,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  853  (vol.  ii). 

Trade  Relations  with  U.  S.  (Ques.)  3163  (vol.  iv). 

Transfer  of  Batteries  (Ques.)  235  (vol.  i). 

Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of,  B.  104  ( Sir  Leonard 
Tilley')  on  1°,  631  (vol.  i). 

Ventilation  of  the  Chamber  (remarks)  2676  (vol.  iv). 

Vote  of  $1,000,000  for  N.W.  Troubles,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2235  (vol.  iv). 

Voyageurs  to  Egypt,  number,  names,  residence,  &c.,  of 
officers  and  men  (M.  for  Ret.*)  210  (vol.  i). 

Water  and  River  Police,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means— Budget  Speech  (reply  to)  333  ;  The 
Tariff  (remarks)  conclusion  of  Deb.,  662;  Distur 
banco  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Res.  {Mr.  Blake)  in  Amt.  to 
Com.,  765-768  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.  (cutlery)  844; 
(axle  grease)  857  ;  (duck)  808  ;  (foot  grease  806  ; 
(gas  coke)  783  (vol.  ii) ;  (Geneva  gin  and  brandy) 
3224  (vol.  iv) ;  (glucose  syrup)  849,  852,  851,  855  ; 
(hoop  iron)  807  ;  (plate  glass)  856  ;  (red  liquor)  808 
(vol.  ii);  (spirits  and  tobacco)  3225  (vol.  iv)  ;  (steel) 
803,  805,  808  (vol.  ii)  ;  (sugar)  3215,  3219  (vol.  iv)  ; 
(towels)  858  (vol.  ii)  ;  (whiskey)  3225-3229  ( vol.  iv)  ; 
(winceys)  840;  (woollen  fabrics)  795,  840;  (woollen 
rags)  783,  787  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Excise  duties)  3295  (vol.  iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
on  prop.  Res.,  835  ;  in  Com.,  1673  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  324! 
(vol.  iv). 

Welland  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  3302,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Whiskey,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  3225-3229  (iv). 

Williamsburg  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (vol.  iv). 

Winceys,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  840  (vol.  ii). 

Woollen  fabrics,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  795,  840 
(vol.  ii). 

Woollen  rags,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  783,  787  (ii). 

Case/,  Mr.  G.  E, ,  West  Elgin. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W,  B.  141  (Mr. 
Caron)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  toM.t]for3°,3429  (vol.  iv). 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2469-2474  (voh  iii). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B,  122  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com., 
2480-2483  (vol.  iii). 

Archives,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1024  (vol.  ii). 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1024, 
1030,  1032  (vol.  ii). 

BankiDg  Facilities  to  Agriculturists  B.  36  (Mr.  Orton) 
on  Res.,  119  (vol.  i). 

Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency,  on  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  for  Sp.  Com.  48  (vol.  i). 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  in  Ont.,  Pets,  for  relief  of,  on  M.  for 
copies,  358  (vol.  i). 

Canada  Temp.  Act,  1873,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson ) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Burpee)  1048;  in  Com.,  1054-1055; 
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on  Amt.  ( Mr .  White,  Cardwell)  1060  (vol.  ii)  ;  on 
Ssn.  Amts.,  2648,  2652,  2667  (vol.  iv). 

Canadian  Agent  at  Paris,  appointment  of,  &c.,  on  M. 
for  Papers,  929,  933  (vol.  ii). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  5  {Mr.  Coughlin)  on  M.  for  2°, 
284  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  R.  Resolutions  respecting  further  loan  (remarks) 
on  adjmt.  of  deb.,  2643  ;  in  Com.,  2725,  2727,  2729, 
2733,  2736 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Bos.  (Amt)  2862  ; 
neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  91)  2863  (vol.  iv). 

- -  Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg,  construction 

between,  sums  paid  (M.  for  Stmnts.)  123  (vol.  i). 

— - —  Section  B.  Arbitration,  Evidence  taken  (Ques.) 
112  (vol.  i). 

- - —  Section  B,  Award  of  damages  to  contractors, 

validity  of,  case  submitted  to  Counsel,  &o.  (Mi.  for 
copy)  131  (vol.  i). 

- —  Section  B,  case  submitted  by  Govt  and  contrac¬ 
tors  to  Arbitrators,  Evidence  taken,  &c.  (M.  for 

copies)  206  (vol.  i). 

— — _  Section  B,  claim  of  contractors  on  which  award 
of  $395,600  was  based  (M.  for  copy)  134  (vol.  i), 

- Section  B,  Engineers’  Beps.  on  re-measurement 

and  re-classification,  &c.  (M.  for  copios)  121  (vol.  i). 

- Section  B,  Judge  Clarke’s  Bop.  on  Award  to 

contractors  (Ques.)  78 ;  (M.  for  copy)  132, 134  (vol.  i). 

— - Section  B,  opinion  of  Counsel  as  to  binding 

character  of  Award  (Ques.)  77  (vol.  i). 

- —  Section  B,  payment  of  Award  of  $395,600  to 

contractors  (Ques.)  77  (vol,  i). 

— — —  Timber  dues  to  Govt,  by  Co.  (Ques.)  479  (vol.i). 

— — -  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amts,  to 
M.  for  Bet.,  100, 110  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  969,  972,  934  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com. 
on  Res.,  274,  278,  280  (vol.  i)  ;  on  SI.  to  cone,  in  Res., 
899;  on  SI.  for  2°,  1097;  in  Com.,  1097-1105,  1110- 
1117,1123,  1127-1130;  on  SI.  for  3°,  1286  ;(Amt.) 
1291 ;  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  107)  1293  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mit¬ 
chell)  3  m.  h.,  to  SI.  for  3°,  1283  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  B.  (Ques.)  28  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  984  (vol.  ii) 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1032  (vol.  ii). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3237  (vol.  iv). 

Debates,  Official- Bop.  uf,  First  Bep.  (remarks)  34  (vol. 
i)  ;  on  SI.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.,  3360  (vol.  iv). 

Deputy  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Committees  B.  26  {Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  ( Mr.  Blake)  for  Special 
Com.  to  report  to  House,  71  (vol.  i). 

Deputy  Speaker,  on  M.  to  appoint  Slalachy  Daly,  Esq., 
72  (vol.  i) ;  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351,  3354,  3357 
(vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Blake)  to  M. 
{Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  for  Com.  on  Ways  and  Sleans, 
768  (vol.  i). 

— - Stoney  Indian  rising  (remarks)  863  (vol,  ii). 
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Factories  B,  85  {Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 
Temp.  Act  to  SI.  for  resmng.  adj.  deb.  for  2°,  943  (ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  SI.  for  2°, 
1263-1266  ;  in  Com.,  “woman  suffrage,”  1401-1408, 
1459;  “usufructuary,”  1452,  1458;  “owner,”  1470; 
“  tenant,”  1477 ;  “per-son  ”  (Indian)  1496,  1528-1530, 
1578,  (Chinese)  1582,  1590;  “farm,”  1592;  “actual 
value,”  1596,  1604;  “qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1739-1743  (vol.  ii),  1828;  (Indians)  1837 
(Amt.)  1845;  “manhood  suffrage,”  1956-1959,  1988; 
“qualifications in  counties,”  2052,2061 ;  (Amts.)  2064, 
2070,  2079,  2080,  2394 ;  on  disqualifying  barristers, 
2086 ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2086,  2093 ;  “  registration 
of  voters,”  2254-2258,  2270,  2272,  2282,  2283,  (Amt.) 
2288,  2290,  2308-2310;  “revision  of  voters’ lists,” 
2321,2323,2325,  2333,2343;  “general  provisions,” 
2344,  2347,  2350;  “  officers  and  duties  ”  (Indians) 
2383-2385  (vol.iii)  ;  scarcity  of  copies  of  B.  (remarks) 
1131 ;  on  Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1422,  1497  (vol.  ii),  2208 
(vol.  iii)  ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  1436,  unparliamentary 
language,  1466 ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1619  (vol.  ii),  1825 
(vol.  iii)  ;  taking  up  items  consecutively  (remarks) 
1471  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  ruling  of  Chairman  (remarks)  1798 
(vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt. B.  135  {Mr.Costigan) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  1307,  1309-1316  ;  (Ques.  of  Order) 
1317  (vol.  ii). 

Gosselin,  Eugene,  record  in  the  matter  of,  on  M.  for 
copy,  703  (vol.  i). 

G.  T.  B.  mail  trains,  Brockville  and  Toronto,  arrival  and 
departure  of,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  817  (vol.ii). 

Hughes,  D.  J.,  Charges  against,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  99  (i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1068,  1072,  1087  (vol.  ii) ; 
on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mulock)  to  M.  for  3°,  1326;  on  M.  for 
3°  (Amt.)  1328  ;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  91)  1332  (vol.  ii). 

Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.  B.  146  {Mr.  Costigan)  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2528  (vol.  iii). 

Interior,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  969,  972  (vol.  ii). 

International  Ferries  B.  17  {Mr.  Patterson,  Essex)  on 
M.  for  2°,  254  (vol.  i). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2798,  2802,  2807  (vol.  iv). 

Library  of  Parlt,  B.  139  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on 
prop.  Be?.,  1664  ;  in  Com.,  1663  (vol.  ii). 

Miscellaneous,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351,  3354,  3357  (iv). 

Morgan,  H.  J.,  payment  for  “  Annual  Register,”  in  Com. 
of  Sup,,  3351  (vol.  iv). 

Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1030  (vol.  ii). 

O’Malley,  Lieut.-Col.,  Charges  against  (M.  for  copy  of 
Bep.  of  Maj.  Genl.,  45  (vol.  i). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1892  (vol.  iii). 

Port  Moody,  B.C.,  Dock,  Tenders  for  repair  of  (Ques.) 
816  (vol.  ii). 

Pringle,  H.  H.,  of  Cobourg,  employment  of,  by  Govti 
(Ques.)  743  (vol.  i). 
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Casey,  Mr.  G.  E. —Continued. 

Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c. ,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2198,  2802,  2807  (vol.  iv). 

Railways  in  the  Co.  of  Groy,  refund  of  Bonuses  to  Co. 

Council,  &c.,  on  M.  for  copy  of  memorial,  60  (vol.  i). 
Befund  of  By.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  Municipalities,  memori¬ 
als  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  576  (vol.  i). 

Eeturns,  incomplete,  re  N.  W.  Troubles  (remarks)  1209 
(vol.  ii). 

Beturns,  non-production  of  (remarks)  289,  427,  455  (i). 
Ridgetown  as  a  port  of  entry,  Pets,,  &c.  (M.  lor  copies*) 
532  (vol.  i). 

Biel,  Louis,  employment  of,  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  743  (i). 
Short  Line  By.,  Plans  andBeps.  (Qoes.)  557  (vol.  i). 

St.  Thomas,  Public  Buildings  at,  amount  expended,  on 
M.  for  Bet.,  880  (vol.  ii), 

Stoney  Indian  rising  in  the  N.W.  (remarks)  863. 
Supply  : 

Civil  Government  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  984;  (Interior, 
Dept,  of)  969,  972  (vol.  ii). 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Archives,  care  of)  1024  ;  (Colo¬ 
nial  Exhibitions)  1032  ;  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1030  (vol.  ii)  ; 
Customs,  3237  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  Miscellaneous  (printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.) 
2798,  2802,  2807  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3351,  3354,  3357  ;  (pay 
ment  to  H.  J.  Morgan,  for  “  Annual  Register”)  3351  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  {Sir  Leonard  Tilley ) 
for  Com.  (remarks)  539,  599-605,  633-641 ;  on  Amt. 
{Mr.  Blake )  Disturbance  in  the  N.W.T.,  768  (vol.  i)  ; 
in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  788;  (woollen  fabrics)  197  (ii). 
Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  B.  118 
{Mr.  Costigan )  on  prop.  Bes.,  835;  in  Com ,  1675  (ii). 
Woollen  rags,  in  Com.  on  Waj^s  and  Means,  783,  797 
(vol.  ii). 

Casgrain,  Mr.  P.  B.,  V  islet. 

Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency,  on  M*  {Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  for  Sp.  Com.,  47  (vol.  i). 

Canadian  Agent  at  Paris,  appointment  of,  on  M.  for 
Papers,  935  (vol.  ii). 

Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson)  on  Sen. 
Amts.,  2654  (vol.  iv). 

Cape  St.  Ignace,  Station  at  (Ques.)  246  (vol.  i). 

Court  of  Claims  for  Can.  B,  93  {Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  1°,  450  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  B.  Short  Line  By.  from  Montreal  to  the  Atlantic* 
on  M.  for  Beps.  of  Govt.  Engineers,  &c.,  38  (vol.  i). 
DeChene,  Capt.  A.  M.,  enquiry  respecting  (M.  for  copies 
of  complaint*)  30  (vol.  i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Blake)  for  Com. 
on  Ways  and  Means,  770  (vol.  i). 

- - Col.  Ouimot’s  absence  from  Duty  (remarks) 

1167,  1205  (vol.  ii). 

- Distinctive  rewards  for  Bravery  (Ques.)  2359 

(vol.  iii). 

Elgin  Station,  L’lslet,  erection  of  (Ques.)  148  (vol.  i). 
Employment  of  Prisoners  without  the  walls  of  Gaols  B. 
87  {Mr.  Caron)  in  Com.,  1658  (vol.  ii). 


Casgrain,  Mr.  P.  B.- —Continued. 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  proposed  Bes. 

( Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  369  (vol.  i). 

Fabre,  Mr.,  agent  in  Paris,  Bep.  of  (Ques.)  290  (vol.  i). 
Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com,  1384;  “woman  suffrage,  ”  1395 ;  “usufructu¬ 
ary,”  1447;  “person”  (Indian)  1516,  1519,  1536; 
(Chinese)  1588;  “farm,”  1591;  “qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1690-1692  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Amt.)  1791 ; 
“  who  shall  not  vote,”  2099  (voh  iii)  ;  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1423  ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  unparliamentary 
language,  1466;  Appeal  from  Chair  to  House,  1511 
(vol.  ii). 

Gold,  Beeerve,  Govt.,  withdrawals,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor,,  355  (vol.  i). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  451  (vol.  i). 
Inspection  of  Banks,  legislation  respecting  (Ques.)  51 ; 
(prop.  Bes.)  81  (vol.  i). 

Lieut.  Gov.  of  Quebec,  Oath  of  Office  (Ques.)  479  (vol.  i). 
Lower  Traverso  Lighthouse,  Supply  of  wood  to,  M.  for 
Bet.*)  30  (vol.  i). 

Man.  Indian  Agency,  management  of,  on  M.  for  copy 
of  Bep.  made  by  Govt.  Commission,  62  (vol.  i). 

Post  Office  at  village  of  Muntmagny  (Ques.)  246  (vol.  i). 
Bailway  from  Montreal  to  the  sea-board,  on  Bes.  {Mr. 

Laurier)  198  (vol.  i). 

Beturns,  enquiry  for,  363  (vol.  i). 

Short  Lino  By.  to  the  sea  coast,  survey  by  Mr.  Wick- 
steed,  C.E.  (M.  for  copy  of  Bep.)  52;  Plans,  Reps. 
&c.  (Ques,)  246,  429,  479  (vol.  i). 

Stationery  used  in  H.  cf  C  ,  expense  of  (Ques.)  290  (i). 
St.  Patrick’s  Day,  on  M.  {Mr.  Curran)  for  adjmt.,  591  (i). 
Superior  Court  of  Quebec,  Chief  Justice  (Ques.)  129  (Q. 
Supply: 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Archives,  care  of)  1024  ;  (Colo¬ 
nial  Exhibitions)  1035 ;  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1028  (vol.  ii). 
Miscellaneous  (Relief  of  Distress  in  N.W.T.)  3455  (vol.  iv). 
Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction,  limitation  B.  68 
{Mr.  Landry,  Monimagny)  on  M.  to  introd.,  246  (i). 
Translation  of  Debates  and  Votes  and  Proceedings, 
(remarks)  594  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means —  The  Tariff :  on  Bos.  ( Mr.  Blake). 
(Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.)  in  Amt.  to  Com.,  770  (i). 

Catudal,  Mr.  M.,  Napierville. 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“woman  suffrage,”  1441  (vol.  ii). 

French  Canadians  in  Customs  Dept.  (Ques.)  2171  (iii). 
Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1067,  1069,  1089 ;  on  M. 
for  3°  (Amt.)  1327  ;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  89)  1328  (vol.  ii). 
Waterproof  Blankets  for  Volunteers,  purchase  of  (Ques.) 
2171  (vol.  iii). 

Chairman,  Mr. 

[For  Bulings,  &c ,,\see  “  Order,”  “  Privilege  ”  and  “  Pro¬ 
cedure”  under  Subjects.) 
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Chapleau,  Hon.  J.  A.,  Terrebonne. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2467,  2470  (yol,  iii). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  122,  2°  m.,  2476  ;  in  Com., 
2179-2483  (vol.  iii). 

B.  C.  Penitentiary,  suspension  of  Buies,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  824  (vol.  ii). 

Canadian  Agent  at  Paris,  appointment  of,  on  M.  for 
Papers,  933  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  B.,  on  Besolutions  respecting  further  Loan 
(speech)  2565-2586;  in  Com.,  2731,  2732  (vol.  iv). 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Bep.  (Ane.)  212;  on  presenta¬ 
tion  of  (remarks)  235  (vol.  i). 

— - Commission,  rooms  rented  and  payment  of 

Secretary  (Ans.)  567  (vol.  i). 

- Immigration,  legislation  respecting  (Ans.) 

505,  632  (vol.  i). 

- - Bestriction  (B.  124,  1°)  1037  (vol.  ii)  ;  wthdn., 

3023  (vol.  iv). 

— - -  Bestriction  (B.  156)  prop.  Bes.,  3002  ;  in  Com., 

on  Bes.  and  1°*  of  B.,  3023  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3050  ; 
Order  for  3°  dschgd.,  3075  (vol.  iv) . 

- — — —  Interpreter,  prop.  Bes.,  2421  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com. 
on  Bes.,  3024  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  900,  914,  973-976,  983-985 
(vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  (B.  31,  1°)  101;  prop.  Bos. 
and  in  Com.,  273-277,  279,  282  (vol.  i)  ;  M.  to  cone, 
in  Bes.,  839;  2°  m.,  1095;  in  Com.,  1097-1106, 
1109-1122,  1126-1130  ;  3°  m.,  1281  ;  on  Order  for  3° 
(M.  to  recoin)  1281;  in  Com.,  1282  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sen. 
Amts.,  1823 ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Son.  Amts.,  2396  (iii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  973-976, 
983-985  (vol.  ii). 

Criminal  Laws  of  Canada,  1869-1871,  publication  in 
French  (Ans.)  246  (vol.  i). 

Dept,  of  Sec.  of  State  Acts  Amt.  (B.  102,  1°)  629  (vol.  i). 

Doptl.  Contingencies  (Sec.  of  State)  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
904  (vol.  ii). 

Duties  on  Hay,  Cor.  between  Canada  and  U.S.,  on  M. 
for  copies,  444  (vol.  i). 

Fabre,  M.,  agent  in  Paris,  Bop.  of  (Ans.)  290  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1171-1177 ;  in  Com.,  “person” 
(Chinese)  1590 ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  reading  extracts, 
1461  (vol.  ii). 

G.  T.  B.,  imperfect  Bets,  presented  by  Mr.  Hickson 
(remarks)  862  (vol.  ii). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  2834,  2839,  2842  (vol.  iv). 

Imperial  Federation,  Cor.  between  High  Commissioner 
and  Govt.  (Ans.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  Affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  1090,  1092  (vol.  ii). 

Jones,  W.  H.,  Sec.  of  State’s  Dept.,  superannuation  of 
(Ans.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Grant  and  Land  Grant  Bonds  to  Bys,  in  Man.  and 
N,  W.,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  95  (vol.  i). 


Chapleau,  Hon.  J,  A  —Continued. 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  B.  6  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron )  in  Com.,  497,  499,  502  (vol.  i). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2797,  2804  (vol.  iv). 
Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on 
prop.  Bes.,  1663;  in  Com.,  1668  (vol.  ii). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2797  (vol.  iv). 
Message  from  His  Ex.,  Chinese  Commissioners’  Bep. 
(presented)  234  (vol.  i). 

Offences  Against  the  Person  B.  123, 2°  m.,  2767  (vol.  iv). 
Official  Be  porters  of  the  Debates,  employment  of,  during 
recess  (Ans.)  77  (vol.  i). 

Penitentiaries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  987  (vol.  ii). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1892-1894  (iii). 
Proofs  of  Entries  in  Books  of  Accounts  (B.  113,  l9*) 
964  (vol.  ii.)  ;  2°  m.,  2397,  2465  (vol.  iii). 

Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2804 
(vol.  iv). 

Beturns,  Imperfect  (remarks)  67,  534  (vol.  i)  ;  862  (ii). 
Boturns,  non-production  of  (remarks)  211,504  (vol.  i)  ; 
1206  (vol.  ii). 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitontiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  987 
(vol.  ii). 

Sec.  of  State,  Dept,  of,  Act.  Amt.  (13.  102,  1°)  629;  2° 
m.,  894  (vol.  ii). 

Sec.  of  State,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  900  (vol,  ii). 
Sec.  of  State’s  Bep.  (presented)  127  (vol.  i). 

Sunday  Excursions  prohibition  B.  19  (Mr.  Charlton )  on 
M.  for  2°,  264  (vol.  i). 

Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers  (prop.  Bes.)  218 ;  in 
Com.,  270  (vol.  i)  ;  (M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.)  889  (ii). 

Supply  ; 

Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  973-976,  983-985;  (Sec.  of 
State,  Dept,  of)  900,  (contingencies)  914  (vol.  ii). 

Immigration  2834,  2839,  3812  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation :  Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries,  &c.)  2797  ; 

(Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.),  2804  (vol.  iv). 
Penitentiaries  (St.  Vincent  de  Paul)  987  (vol.  ii). 

Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of,  B.  104  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  in  Com.,  1671  (vol.  ii). 

Wiit  for  Levis  County,  issue  of  (Ans.)  633  ;  (remarks) 
661  (vol.  i). 

Charlton,  Mr.  J.,  North  Norfolk. 

Agricultural,  Timber,  Pasture  and  Mineral  Lands  and 
Town  sites  (M.  for  Bet.*)  209  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  to  M.  for  3°,  1061  (ii). 
C.  P.  B,,  Amounts  due  Contractors,  &c.,  non-payment 
of,  by  Co.  (M.  for  Bet.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

- - - —  Debt,  floating  and  unsecured  (Ques.)  219  (vol. 

i)  ;  1677  (vol.  ii.) 

- - —  Laborers’  Wages,  payment  of,  on  construction 

(Ques.)  290  (vol.  i). 

— — —  Loan  (Ques.)  23  (vol.  i) ;  payment  of  interest 
on,  1131  (vol.  ii). 
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Charlton,  Mr.  J. — Continued. 

C.P.R.,  Interest,  payment  of  by  Co.  (Ques  )  1677  (ii). 

- -  Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 

(. Mr .  Cameron ,  Huron )  2676-2688;  in  Com.,  2731 ;  on 
M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2860  ;  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  53, N.  91) 
2861  (vol.  iv). 

— - —  Sums  paid  or  advanced  to  Co.  as  Interest  or 

Subsidy  (Ques.)  1677  (vol.  ii). 

- Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amt.  to  M, 

for  Stmnt.,  103  (vol.  i). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Co&tigan )  on  M.  for  2°,  2439 
(vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B,  31  (Mr.  Chapleau )  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Mitchell)  3  m.  h.,  to  M.  for  3°,  1283  (vol.  ii). 

Coal  Lands,  Sales  and  Leases  (M.  for  Stmnt.*)  209  (i). 

Cruelty  to  Animals,  prevention  (B.  47,  1°*)  147  (i). 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  B.  154  (Mr.  Costigan)  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2476  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.for  3°,  3043  (iv). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.,  on  First  Rep.  (remarks)  34  (vol.  i). 

Debt  of  Can.,  Floating  and  Unfunded  (Ques.)  2465  (iii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Engagement  at  Duck  Lake, 
despatch  of  Troops  (remarks)  791;  cost  of  Expedi¬ 
tion  (Ques.)  1678  (vol.  ii). 

Dredging,  cone.,  2923  (vol.  iv). 

Life-boats,  Stations,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2946  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B,  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1158-1160;  in  Com* 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1390,  1439  ;  “  person  ”  (Indian) 
1503,  1523 ;  (Chinese)  1587 ;  “  qualifications  in 

cities  and  towns,”  1608,  (Amt.)  1623  (vol.  ii), 
1770-1773;  (Indians)  1850,  1864-1871;  “manhood 
suffrage,”  1947-1952 ;  “  registration  of  voters,” 

2279,  2282,  2286,  2287,  (Amt.)  2288,  2289,  2306- 
2308,  (Amt.)  2317;  “revision  of  voters’  lists,” 
2340,  2350 ;  “general  provisions,”  2344,  (Amt.)  2344  ; 
“  appeal,”  2363  ;  “  officers  and  duties  ”  (Indians) 
2377 ;  “  offencos,”  2390  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  for3°  (Amt.) 
3053,  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  96)  3053  (vol,  iv) ;  on  Ms. 
that  Com.  rise,  1423,  1436,  1500,  1529  (vol.  ii) ; 
(personal  explanation)  1872  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1920 
(vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets,  (remarks)  1856  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  personal 
explanation  of  Mr.  Sproule,  2772  (vol.  iv). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1307,  1308,  1312  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Loans  (Ques.)  2165  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Notes  in  circulation  (Ques.)  2465  (vol.  iii). 

Grazing  Land  Leases,  geographical  position,  &c.  (M. 
for  Ret.*)  209  (vol.  i). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2813  (vol.  iv). 

Inspection  and  Supervision  of  Banks,  on  Res.  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  84  (vol.  i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1079  (vol.  ii). 


Charlton,  Mr.  J  —Continued. 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Dangevin)  on  prop.  Res.,  2449-2452  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Blake)  to  M.  for  3°,  2893  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796,  2798  (vol.  iv). 
Letter  Postage,  reduction  of  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.) 
291  (vol.  i). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2795,  2798  (iv). 
Licenses  or  Permits  to  cut  Timber,  &c.,  applications 
for,  and  not  granted  (M.  for  Rots.*)  209  (vol.  i). 
Loans  obtained  by  Govt,  from  Banks,  &c,  (Ques.) 
1305  (vol.  ii). 

Loan  of  £4,000,000  recently  effected  (Ques.)  2998  (iv)» 
Loans  to  Govt.,  Temporary  (Ques.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Indian  Agency,  management  of  (M.  for  copy  of 
Rep.  made  by  Govt.  Commission)  61 ;  wthdn.,  67  (i). 
National  Policy  pamphlet  (M.  for  copy*)  124  (vol.  i) 
North-West  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  144  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2426  (iii). 
Observance  of  the  Lord’s  Day  (B.  19,  1°*)  46  ;  2°  m  , 
256  ;  neg.  on  a  div.,  266  (vol.  i). 

Ocean  and  River  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2946  (vol.iv). 
Offences  against  the  Person  B.  123  (Sir  John  A.  Macdon¬ 
ald)  on  M.for  2°,  2767;  in  Com.  (Amt.)  2767;  on  M. 
for  3°  (Amt.)  nog.  (Y.  58,  N.  72)  2767  (vol.  iv). 
Order  Paper,  omission  from,  of  a  question  (remarks) 
2174;  (explanation)  2854  (vol.  iv). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1891  (vol  iii). 
Pensions,  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  Deposits  (Ques.)  2359,  2465 
2559  (vol.  iii). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  article  in  Toronto  News  (Ques.  of 
Order)  1680  (vol.  ii). 

Protestant  Volunteers  in  the  65th  Battalion,  remarks 
on  newspaper  paragraph,  2998  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Debt  of  Canada  (Ques.)  29,  76  (vol.  i)  ;  927  (vol. 
ii)  ;  2465  (vol.  iii). 

Public  Expenditure,  on  Res.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
in  Amt.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  2883-2889  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works,  cone.,  2923  (vol.  iv). 

Receipts  and  Expenditures,  Consolidated  Fund  (Ques.) 
1677  (vol.  ii). 

Reciprocal  Trade  Relations  between  U.S.  and  Canada 
(M.  for  Ret.*)  1444  (vol.  ii). 

Returns,  enquiries  for  1038,  1608  (vol.  ii) ;  1955 

(vol.  iii)  ;  2676,  3000  (vol.  iv). 

Seduction  and  like  Offences  (B.  27,  1°)  76 ;  2°  m.,  619  (i). 
Sunday  Excursions,  prohibition  (B.  19,  1°*)  46 ;  2°  m., 
256 ;  neg.  on  a  div.,  266  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Immigration ,  2813  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation,  :  Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries,  &c.)  2796,  2798 
(vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Lifeboats,  Stations,  &c. )  2946  (vol.  iv), 
Pensions  (Veterans  of  1812)  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works— Income  :  Dredging,  cone.,  2923  (vol.  iv). 
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Charlton,  Mr,  J. — Continued. 

Temporary  Loans  to  Govt,  by  Banks  (Ques.)  350  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  and  Permits  granted  on  Lands  out¬ 
side  of  disputed  Territory  (M.  for  Bets.*)  209  (vol.  i). 

- —  in  the  N.W.  (M.  for  Bet.),  30,  121  (Vol.  i). 

— —  issued  since  Jan.,  1882,  in  N.W.T.,  &c.  (Ques.) 
863  (vol.  ii). 

- - or  Berths  in  B.C.,  total  applications,  date, 

names  and  addresses,  &c.,  (M.  for  Bet.*)  210  (vol.  i). 

Ventilation  of  the  Chamber  (remarks)  2676  (vol.  iv). 

Votorans  of  War  of  1312,  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Volunteers  in  the  65th  Battalion,  Protestant  (remarks) 
2998  (vol.  iv) . 

Washington  Treaty,  termination  of  Fishery  Clauses, 
on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (remarks)  2902  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  ( Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  for  Com.,  463-478  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (woollen 
fabrics)  795  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  {Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1672  (vol.  ii). 

Woollen  Fabrics,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  798 
(vol.  ii). 

Cochrane,  Mr.  E.,  East  Northumberland. 

Debates,  Official  Eep.,  on  Amt.  ( Mr .  Tassf )  to  M.  to 
cone,  in  3rd  Bep.  of  Com.,  3363  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Canals — Capital  (Murray)  3307  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Oovt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  973  (vol.  ii). 

Cockbnrn,  Mr.  A.  P.,  North  Ontario. 

C.  P.  B.  Bets,  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 
on  M.  for  Slmnt.,  484  (vol.  i). 

— — —  Trostles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  M.  for 
Stmnt.,  112  (vol.  i). 

Forests,  protection  of,  J.  H.  Morgan’s  Eep.  (M.  for 
copies)  202  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
2°,  1258;  in  Com.,  “  woman  suffrage,”  1438  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Advancement  Act  of  1884,  application  of  (Ques.) 
77  (vol.  i.) 

Morgan,  J.  H.,  services  as  Forestry  Commissioner 
(Ques.)  77  (vol.  i). 

Murray  Canal  Boute,  Cor.  and  Pets.  (M.  for  Bet.*) 
1442  (vol.  ii). 

Ottawa  Biver  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Eos.  (Mr.  White , 
Renfrew )  1217  (vol.  ii). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882,  Amt.  B.  133  (Mr. 
McLelan)  on  prop.  Bes.,  1279  (vol.  ii), 

Trent  Valley  Canal,  occupation  of  building  by  Govt, 
employes  (Ms,  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &e.)  56,  202  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means— The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  715-719  (vol.  i). 

Colby,  Mr.  C.  C.,  Stanstead. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  963  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2663  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1087  (vol.  ii). 


Colby,  Mr.  C.  C  . — Continued. 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  25  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  on 
M.  for  2°,  269  (vol.  i). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  64  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 
for  2°,  623  (vol.  i). 

Bichelieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Co.’s  B.  61  (Mr .'Desjardins)  in 
Com.,  1350  (vol.  ii). 

Short  Line  By.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic  ports,  in  Com.  on 
Bes.,  2982-2987 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr  Langelier)  to  M.  to 
con.  in  Bes.,  3277-3281  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Bos.,  2982-2987  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier) 
to  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  3277-3281  (vol.  iv). 

Cook,  Mr.  H.  H.,  East  Simcoe. 

Franchise  B.  10E  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“person  ”  (Chinese)  1590  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  registration  of 
voters,”  2213-2216  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi - 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  1308  (vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com  ,  1085-1090  (vol.  ii). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  64  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 
for  2°,  627  (vol  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  re  Col.  Amyot  and  movement  of 
Troops  (remarks)  1336  (vol.  ii). 

Befund  of  By.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  mem¬ 
orials  respecting  (M.  for  copy)  569  ;  (reply)  592  (i). 

Steamboat  ^Inspection  Act,  1882,  Amt.  B.  133  (Mr. 
McLelan )  on  prop.  Bes.,  1280  (vol.  ii). 

Costigan,  Hon.  J.,  Victoria,  N.  B. 

Adultoration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.  (B.  143)  in  Com., 
2751  (vol.  iv). 

Adultei’ation  of  Food,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3242  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  955  (vol.  ii). 

Canned  Goods  (B.  142,  1°*)  2345  ;  in  Com.,  2767  (iv). 

Canned  Goods,  Law  respecting  (Ans.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Cliapleau)  in  Com., 
1122  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Inland  Bevenue  Act,  1883,  Amt.  (B.  146),  2° 
m.,  2935 ;  in  Com.,  2968-2971 ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen. 
Amts.,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  A  cts  Amt.  (B.  154)  2°  m. 
and  in  Com.,  3043  (vol.  iv). 

Culling  Timber,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241  (vol.  iv). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3234  (vol.  iv). 

Deptl.  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  916-921  (vol.  ii). 

Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3355,  3357  (iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Dumont,  Gabriel,  Ferry  license 
granted  to  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

Excise,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241  (vol.  iv). 

Excise  Bevenue  for  6  months,  1884-1885  (Ans.)  290  (i). 

Fish  Inspector  in  the  City  of  St.  John  (Ans.)  2997  (iv). 
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Costigan,  Hon.  J. — Continued. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1502  (voL  ii)  ;  in  Com.,  “  qualifications  of 
voters  in  cities  and  towns,”  1990;  “revision  of 
voters’  lists,”  2343  (vol.  iii). 

Gas  and  Gas  Metex-s  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  119  (prop. 
Res.)  831  (vol.  ii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (prop.  Res.) 

1306;  in  Com.,  1307-1312,  1315,  1319  (vol.  ii). 
Inland  Rovenue  Cohector  at  Summorsido,  P.E.I.  (Ans.) 
350  (vol.  i). 

Inland  Rovenue,  Dopt.  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901,  916- 
921  (vol.  ii);  Rep.  (presented)  28  (vol.  i). 

Inspection  of  Staples,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241  (vol.  iv). 
International  Ferries  B.  17  (Mr.  Patterson,  Essex )  on 
M.  for  2°,  255  (vol.  i). 

Kinnee,  D.,  increase  of  salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3457  (iv). 
License  Commissioners  in  Essex  (Ans.)  606  (vol.  i). 
License  Inspectors,  pay  of,  under  Act  of  1833  (Ans.) 
1568  (vol.  ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  cone.,  3398 ;  in  Com.  of  Sup. 
3421  (vol.  iv). 

Returns,  non-production  of  (remarks)  428  (vol.  i). 
Scott  Act,  prosecutions  under  (Ans.)  41  (vol.  i). 

Spirits  takon  out  of  Bond  (Stmnt.)  3395  (vol.  iv). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Eys.  B.  15  -  (Sir  Hector  Langeoin ) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2977  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Canals— Income  :  Welland  (land  damages)  cone.,  3433  (vol.  iv). 
Civil  Government  (Inland  Revenue,  Dept,  of) 901,  contingencies, 
916-921  (vol  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Adulteration  of  Food)  3242;  (Culling 
Timber)  3241  ;  (Customs)  3234  ;  (Excise)  3241  ;  (Inspection 
of  Staples)  3241  ;  (Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas)  3241, 
3457  (vol.  iv ). 

Liquor  License  Act,  cone.,  3398 ;  (administration  of)  3421  (vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3355,  3357  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (whiskey)  3226,  3231  (iv). 
Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241 
(vol.  iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  (B.  118) 
prop.  Res.,  832-837 ;  1°*  of  B.,  837 ;  in  Com.,  1672 
(vol.  ii). 

Welland  Canal,  land  damages,  cone.,  3433  (vol.  iv). 

Coughlin,  Mr.  T.,  North  Middlesex. 

Carriers  by  Land  (B.  5,  1°*)  29;  2°  m.,  102  (vol.  i). 

Coursol,  Mr.  C.  J.,  East  Montreal. 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  criticisms  of  Pi’ess  as  to 
cause,  and  slur  on  French  Members  commanding 
Battalions,  888  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for 
2Q,  1248 ;  in  Com.,  “  woman  suffrage,”  1389  (vol,  ii). 
Supreme  Court  Apellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny )  on  M.  for  2°,  169  (vol.  i). 

Curran,  Mr.  J.  J ,  Centre  Montreal. 

Admin istration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W;  T.  B.  141  (Mr. 
Caron )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills )  to  M.  for  3°,  3431  (vol.  iv). 
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Curran,  Mr.  J.  J  .—Continued. 

Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency,  on  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald )  for  Special  Com.,  48  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Co-operative  Sup.  Association  (B.  81, 1°*)  349  (i). 
Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  Sen. 
Amts.,  2664  (vol,  iv). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  13  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M.  for  2° 
(Amt.)  6  m.  h.,  284 ;  nog.  (Y.  64,  N.  74)  289  (vol.  i)« 
Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
on  Res.,  275  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.,  1125  (vol.  ii). 

Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3356  (iv). 
Distui'bance  in  the  N.  W.,  Victoria  Rifles,  Montreal 
(Ques.)  1983  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1408 ;  “  qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1623-1626  (vol.  ii). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2811,  2831  (vol.  iv). 
Insolvent  Debtors’  Assets  Distribution  (B.4, 1°*)  29  (i). 
Martin,  John,  continuation  of  Pension  to  Widow  of  (M. 

for  copies  of  Pets.*)  201  (vol.  i). 

Nav.  of  River  St.  Lawrence  B.  159  (Mr.  McLelan)  on 
Order  for  2°,  3436  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  vei’acity  questioned  (l’emarks)  725 
(vol.  i). 

Royal  Canadian  Insurance  Co.’s  Capital  Stock  Reduction 
(B.  43,  1°*)  125  (vol.  i). 

St.  Patrick’s  Day  (M.  for  adjmt.)  593  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Immigration ,  2811,  2831  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary)  3356  (vol.  iv). 
Supreme  Court  Apellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  161  (vol.  i). 

Supremo  Coui*t,  contested  cases  before,  and  judgments 
(M.  for  Ret.)  210  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M,(Str  Leonard  Tilley) 
for  Com.,  521-527  (vol.  i). 

Daly,  Mr.,  M.  B.„  Halifax  (Deputy  Speaker). 

Sable  Island,  telegi’aphic  communication  with  (Ques.) 
57  (vol.  i). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langeoin)  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Kirk)  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts.,  3402  (vol.  iv). 
[For  Rulings  see  “  Order,”  “  Privilege  ”  and  0  Pro¬ 
cedure,”  under  Subjects.] 

Dailies,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Queen's,  P.E.I. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2467,  2468,  2471,  2474,  2541  (vol.  iii). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Townshend)  1051;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
White,  Cardwell)  1061  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Macdonald, 
King's)  1062  (vol.  ii) ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2656  (vol.  iv). 
C.  P.  R.  Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  2692,  2702;  in  Com.,  2739, 
2741,  2744,  2745  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2863  (iv). 
Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com.,  2534, 
2536-2540  (vol.  iii). 

Cape  Tormentine  Ry.,  connection  (Ques.)  2997  (iv). 
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Davies,  Mr.  L.  H. — Continued. 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  13  {Mr.  McCarthy )  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
Curran )  6  m.  h.,  to  M.  for  2°,  288  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  907-911,  913,  914,  916,  918> 
922-924  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com. 
on  Bes.,  276,  281  (vol.  i)  ;  on  M.  for  3°  of  B.,  1296  ; 
(Amt.)  1297;  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  103)  (vol.  ii)  1301. 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.20  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  in  Com.,  2431,2434-2437;  on  Amt.  ( Mr.  Ives ) 
2770  (vol.  iv). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice  B.  22 
{Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton')  in  Com.,  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Hall) 
150  (vol.  i). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914,  916,918, 
922-924  (vol.  ii). 

Dom.  Buildings  in  Charlottetown,  construction  of 
(Ques.)  1039  (vol.  ii). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Bes.  {Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  384  (vol.  i). 

Explosive  Substances  B.  95  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in 
Com.,  1167  (vol.  ii). 

Fisheries,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  911  (vol.  ii). 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.S.  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  222  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  {Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1153-1156  ;  in  Com., 
“woman  suffrage,”  1418,  1458;  “tenant,”  1476, 
1478;  “occupant,”  1483;  “person”  (Indians)  1576 
(Chinese)  1583  ;  “  farm,”  1592 ;  “  farmers’  sons,” 
1594;  “qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1638— 
1643  (vol.  ii),  1824-1828,  1939-1945;  “manhood 
suffrage,”  1987,  1991,  1992,1  996 ;  “qualifications  in 
counties,”  2054,  2058, 2066-2069,  2071,  (Amt.)  2072- 
2074,  2077 ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2090,  2096 
(Indians)  2157-2160,  (Amt.)  2160;  “registration 
of  voters,”  2210,  (Amt.)  2211,  2229,  2230,  (Amt.) 
2234,  2269,  2271-2273,  2280,  (Amt.)  2281,  2286, 
2287,  2289,  2291,  (Amt.)  2292,  2301,  2313,  2316, 
(Amt.)  2318;  “  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2326,2329, 
2331,2347;  “  general  provisions,”  2353;  “appeal,’ 
2361 ;  “  officers  and  duties  ”  (Indians)  2378,  2389  (vol. 
iii) ;  on  Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1423,  1496,  1497,  1501, 
1527,  1529  (vol.  ii),  2137,  2208  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Ques. 
of  Order,  1435-1436,  1437 ;  reading  extracts,  1462, 
1465  (vol.  ii),  1921  (vol.  iii)  ;  irregularity  of  proce¬ 
dure  1470;  (explanation)  1658  (vol.  ii) ;  ruling  of 
Chairman  (remarks)  1800  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  {Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  on  prop.  Bes.,  1307 ;  in  Com.,  1308,  1315,  1319, 
1320  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  2548-2551  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  453  (vol.  i). 

Harbor  Master  at  Halifax  B.  148  {Mr.  McLelan)  on  M. 
for  Com.  on  Bes.,  2522  (vol.  iii). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2835, 2845-2849, 2852  (iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  Affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1067,  1090,  1093 ;  on  Amt. 
{Mr.  Casey)  to  M.  for  3°,  1331 ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt. 
neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  84)  1334  (vol.  ii). 


Davies,  Mr.  L.  H. — Continued. 

I.  C.  B.,  Freight  and  Passenger  Earnings,  &c.  (M.  for 
Bet.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Judges  in  If.  B.,  appointment  for  year’s  circuit  (Ques.) 
568  (vol.  i). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  B.  6  {Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron)  in  Com.,  497  (vol.  i). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796,  2804,  2805  (vol.  iv). 
Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on 
prop.  Bes ,  1664  (vol.  ii). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (vol.  iv). 
Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  151  {Mr. 
Carling)  in  Com.  on  Bos.,  2556  (vol.  iii) ;  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Bes.,  2756  (vol.  iv). 

Marine,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  907-911  (vol.ii). 
Offences  against  the  Person  (assault  and  battery)  Act 
Amt.  B.  42  {Mr.  Tupper)  on  M.  for  2°,  218  (vol.  i). 
Piers  and  Wharves  in  P.  E.  I.,  expenditure  on  mainten¬ 
ance  and  construction  (M.  for  Bet.*)  533  (vol.  i). 
P.E.I.  By.,  Cape  Traverse  Branch,  payment  of  laborers 
on  (M.  for  copies  of  Pets.,  &c.)  143  (vol.  i). 

- Freight  and  Passenger  Earnings,  &c.  (M.  for 

Bet.*)  1442  (vol.ii). 

Printing  and  printing  paper,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2804  (iv). 
Public  Works,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  913  (vol.  ii). 
Beciprocity  with  the  U.S.  (Bes.  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of 
Sup.)  995-1001;  nog.  (Y.  58,  N.  98)  1023,  (vol.  ii). 
Befund  of  Duties  to  merchants  and  fishermen  in  P.E.I., 
Commissioner’s  Bep.  (M.  for  copy)  831  (vol.  ii). 
Bichelieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Go’s  B.  61  {Mr.  Desjardins)  in 
Com.,  1348,  1351  (vol.  ii). 

Supply : 

Civil  Government :  Deptl.  Contingencies  (Agriculture)  922, 
(Customs)  916,  924,  (Inland  Revenue)  918,  919,  (Privy 
Council)  914,  (Sec.  of  State)  914;  (Fisheries,  Dept,  of)  911  ; 
(Marine,  Dept,  of)  907-911,  (contingencies)  923;  (Public 
Works,  Dept,  of)  913  (vol.  ii).  * 

Immigration ,  2835,  2845-2849,  2852  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation :  Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries,  &c.)  2798 ; 
(Printing  and  Printing  Paper,  &c.)  2804-2805  (vol.  iv). 

Statutes  of  Can.,  Bevision  of,  Commissioners’  Bep.,  on 
M.  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  to  cone,  in  Mess,  from 
Sen.,  781  (vol.  ii). 

Summary  Proceedings  before  Magistrates  B.  128  {Mr. 

Caron)  on  M,  for  2°  and  in  Com.,  2829  (vol.  iv). 
Supreme  Court  Apellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  {Mr  Landry , 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  162  (vol.  i). 

Three  Bivers  Harbor  Commissioners’  Loan  B.  150  {Mr. 

Bowell)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2555  (vol.  iii). 

Trade  Belations  between  Canada  and  the  U.  S.  (Ques.) 
1387  (vol.  ii). 

Treaty  Negotiations  by  Sir  Ambrose  Shea  (Ques.) 
1387  (vol.  ii). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses,  on 
M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  2897  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  545-555  (vol.  i). 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts.  Amt.  (B.  118) 
{Mr.  Costigan)  on  prop.  Bes.,  837  (vol.  ii). 
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Davies,  Mr.  L.  H.— Continued. 

Wharves  and  Docks  in  Navigable  Waters  B.  18  (Mr. 

Tupper)  on  M.  for  2°,  216  (vol.  i). 

Wharves  on  P.  E,  I.,  Grant  for  construction  (Ques.) 
351  (vol.  i), 

Dawson,  Mr.  S.  J„  Algoma. 

C.  P.  R.,  Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 

(Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron)  2118-2720  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3409  (vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3309  (vol.  iv). 
Customs  Collections  in  Algoma  (M.  for  Ret.)  39  (i). 
Debates,  Official  Rep.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tasst )  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of  Com.,  3368  (vol.  iv). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  M. 
(Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  for  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
769  (vol.  i). 

Troops,  Transport  of  (remarks)  887,  1380  (vol.  ii). 
Fisheries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1160;  in  Com. 
“  woman  suffrage,  ”  1408  ;  “  owner,”  1473  ;  “  per¬ 
son  ”  (Indian)  1486,  1491,  1492,  1521,1569  (expla¬ 
nation)  1503  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1775;  “  manhood  suffrage,”  1979;  (Indians) 
2006-2008,  2012;  “  in  counties  ”  2078;  “  who  shall 
not  vote”  (Indians)  2122,  2l49;  “registration  of 
voters,”  2248-2268,  2298 ;  “  officers  and  duties  ” 
(Indians)  2369,  2387  (vol.  iii) ;  “preamble,”  2758 
(vol.  iv)  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  2143  (vol.  iii). 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (vol.  iv). 
Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2816  (vol.  iv). 

Indians,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3243,  3392  (vol.  iv). 
Keewatin,  Govt,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service, in  Com.  of  Sup., 2952  (iv). 
Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Boioell)  in  Com., 
3048  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2947  (vol.  iv). 
Ontario’s  Boundaries  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup., 
3438  (vol.  iv). 

Ont.,  Westerly  Boundary  of,  shorthand  notes  of  argu¬ 
ment  before  P.  C.,  on  M.  for  copies,  440  (vol.  i), 
Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr  White, 
Renfrew)  1218  (vol.  ii). 

Port  Arthur  Harbor,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2917  (vol.  iv). 
Privilege,  Ques.  'of,  paragraph  in  Globe  newspaper 
(remarks)  247  (vol.i)  ;  article  in  Port  Arthur  Herald 
(remarks)  3162  (vol.  iv). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  mem¬ 
orials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  587  (vol.  i). 
Representation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.  W.  T.,  on  Res.  (Mr. 

Cameron)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3408  (vol.  iv). 
Sault  Ste.  Marie  Bridge  Co.’s  (B.  52,  1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 
Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Dept,  of  Interior)  3409  (vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  (Fish-breeding,  &c.)  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  2816  (vol.  iv). 

Indians  (Assistance  to  institutions)  3392  (vol.  iv). 


Dawson,  Mr.  S.  J .—Continued. 

Indian  Affairs  (Grant  to  supplement  Fund)  3243  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Lighthouses  and  Fog  Alarms, 
constr.)  2952  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Govt,  of  Keewatin)  3244  ;  (Hudson  Bay  Expedi¬ 
tion)  3245  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Life-boats,  Stations,  &c.)  2947  (vol.  iv). 
Public  Works— Capital :  Port  Arthur  (construction  of  harbor) 
2917  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means—  The  Tariff :  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake ) 
to  M.  ( Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  for  Com.  769  (vol.i);  in 
Com.  (steel)  810  (vol.  ii). 

Be  St.  Georges,  Mr.  J.  E.  A,,  Portneuf. 

Customs  Department,  French  Canadian  employes 
(Ques.)  1914  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“person”  (Indian)  1533  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Lands  sold  in  the  Yiger  Agency  (M.  for 
Stmnt.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Lebel,  Antoine,  Indian  Agent,  acting  without  sureties 
(Ques.)  1211  (vol.  ii). 

Pointo  aux  Trembles,  construction  of  Wharf  (M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.)  234  (vol.  i). 

Railway  from  Montreal  to  the  sea- board,  on  Res.  (Mr. 
Laurier)  195  (vol.  i). 

Supervisor  of  Cullers,  accounts  due  to  (M.  for  Ret.*) 
1443  (vol.  ii). 

Desaulniers,  Mr.  A.  L.,  MaskinongL 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  ou  Res.,  2995  (vol.  iv). 

Desjardins,  Mr.  A.,  Hochelaga. 

Copyright,  Law  of,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Edgar)  711  (i). 
Debates,  publishing  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (vol.  ii). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  treatment  of  natives  by  the 
Volunteers,  2998  (vol.  iv). 

Election  Expenses,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3452  (vol.  iv), 
Fabre,  Mr.,  Salary,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“usufructuary,”  1451,  1455  (vol.  ii). 

International  Coal  Co.’s  (B.  51,  1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Supreme  Court  Judgment 
(Ques.)  29  (vol.  i). 

Mail  Subsidies,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2942  (vol.  iv). 
Model  Farm,  Establishment  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3453 
(vol.  iv). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  memor¬ 
ials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  587  (vol.  i). 

Richelieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Co.’s  incorp.  Act  Amt.  (B.  61, 
1°*) '188  (vol.  i) ;  notice  of  prop.  Amt.,  1210;  in 
Com.,  1348  (vol.  ii). 

Supply : 

Legislation:  H.ofC.  ( Debates ,  publishing)  991  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Elec¬ 
tion  Expenses)  3452  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Salaries)  991  (vol.  ii). 
Miscellaneous  (Establishment  of  a  Model  Farm)  3453  (vol.  iv). 

(Fabre,  Mr.,  salary  and  contingencies)  3244  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec) 
fortnightly  line)  2938,  2942  (vol.  iv). 
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Dickinson,  Mr.  M.  E.,  Russell 

Dom.  Drainage  Co.  incorp.  (B.  28,  1°*)  88  (vol.  i) ;  M. 
for  Com.,  1386  (vo!.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means— The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  for  Com.,  729— 'ZSS  (vol.  i). 

Dodd,  Mr.  M.,  Cape  Breton. 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  Mr.  Trow’s 
pair  with  Mr.  Williams  (remarks)  1410  (vol.  ii). 
Life-saving  Apparatus  in  C.B.  (Ques.)  289  (vol.  i). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  personal  explanation  of  Mr. 
Edgar,  1955  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Eys.  B.  158  (Sir  Rector  Langevin ) 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2917  (vol.  iv). 

Dundas,  Mr.  <J.  B.,  South  Victoria,  Ont. 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Cost! 

gan)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  1309  (vol.  ii). 

G.  T.  B.  Mail  Trains,  Brockville  and  Toronto,  arrival  and 
departure  of,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  818  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means — In  Com.,  776  (vol.  i)  ;  (woollen  fab¬ 
rics)  796  (vol.  ii). 

Dupont,  Mr.  F.,  Bagot. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.T.  B.  141  (Mr. 

Caron)  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.,  3432  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  H.  for  2°, 
1234  (vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  (Mr.  Rope)  in  Com.,  1070  (vol.  ii). 

Edgar,  Mr.  J.  B.,  West  Ontario. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.T.  B,  141  (Mr. 

Caron)  in  Com.,  2962,  2965  (vol.  iv). 

Cape  Breton  By.,  construction  (Ques.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 
Colonization  Co.’s,  modification  of  agreements  (Ques.) 
2241  (vol.  iii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2434  (vol.  iii). 

Copyright,  Law  of  (prop.  Bes.,  708-711  (vol.  i). 

C.  P,  B.,  Ability  of  Co.  to  fulfil  engagements  under  prop. 
Bes.  (Ques.)  2238  (vol.  iii). 

- Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  B.  153  (Mr.  Pope)  on  M.  for  2°, 

3024-3026  (vol.  iv). 

- Connection  with  Quebec  (Ques.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 

— - Curves,  Grades  and  Tangents  (Ques.)  2239  (iii). 

- - —  Eastern  Section,  quantities,  classifications,  and 

prices,  Engineers’  Estimates  (M.  for  copies)  299  (i). 

— - Eastern  Section,  Western  Division  (M.  for  copies 

of  Estimates,  &c.)  302  (vol.  i) . 

• — — —  Location  in  B.C.,  Change  of  (Ques.)  2239  (iii). 

— - Progress  Estimates,  Eastern  Section  (Ques.) 

235  (vol.  i). 

— - Bolling  Stock  on  Eastern  Section,  Change  in 

Western  Division  (M.  for  Bet.)  302  (vol.  i). 

- — ■ —  Section  B.,  Award  of  $34,179.17,  credits  in 
Public  Accounts  (Ques.)  114  (vol.  i). 

* - Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of  (M.  for  Stmnt.) 

100,  105  (vol.  i). 


Edgar,  Mr.  J.  D.— Continued. 

Civil  Govt.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  913  (vol.  ii). 

Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3353  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Col.  Otter’s  march  to  Battle- 
ford  (remarks)  1386  (vol.  i). 

— - Civil  Service  Volunteers  (remarks)  3043  (iv). 

— - Poundmaker,  Surrender  of  prisoners  by  (Ques.) 

2065  (vol.  iii). 

— — —  Bee.  (Mr,  Blake)  want  of  Confidence,  on  M. 
to  adjn.  deb.,  3212  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Drainage  Co.’s  B.  28  (Mr.  Raggart)  on  M.  for 
2°,  1007  (vol.  ii). 

Dom.  Lands  in  B.  C.,  Timber  duos  (Ques.)  2240  (vol.  iii). 

Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Can.  B.  60  (Mr.  Me 
Carthy)  in  Com.,  693  (vol.  i). 

Evans  Divorce  (B.  106,  1°  on  a  div.)  672 ;  2°  agreed  to 
(Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (vol.  i). 

Export  Duty  on  Oak,  Pine  and  Spruce  Logs  (M.  for 
Bet.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Federation  of  the  Empire,  proposals  for  (Ques.)  51  (i). 

Fisheries  Protection  in  the  N.  W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  702  (vol.  i). 

Fisheries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
(Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1197-1200;  in  Com.,  “woman 
suffrage,”  1399;  “  owner,”  1473  ;“  occupant,”  1484; 
“  person  ”  (Indian)  1553,  (Chinese)  1582,  1584  (vol. 
ii)  ;  “  farm,”  2393  ;  “  qualifications  in  counties,” 
“  manhood  suffrage  ”  1968-1970, 1993,  2001,  (Amt.) 
2003,  (Indian)  2022,  2053,  2066,  2080,  2394;  “regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2282,  2289,  2305,  2312,  2316- 
2319 ;  “  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2330,  2331,  2334, 
2337  (vol.  iii) ;  on  M.  to  refer  back  to  Com., 
3052;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McIntyre)  to  M.  for  3°, 
3057  (vol.  iv)  ;  on  ruling  of  Chairman  (remarks) 
1799  ;  (personal  explanation)  1872  (vol.  iii)  ;  (Ques. 
of  Order)  1510;  appeal  from  Chair  to  House,  1510 
(vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  on  genuineness  of  Signatures 
(remarks)  2025,  2274,  2319  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.B.  135  (Mr.  Costigan ) 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  1320  (vol.  ii). 

Imperial  Federation,  Cor.  between  High  Commissioner 
and  Govt.  (Ques.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Insolvency,  attention  of  Govt,  called  to  Bep.  of  Com., 
1095  (vol.  ii). 

- , —  Legislation  (Ques.)  1038  (vol.  ii). 

Insolvent  Banks,  Insurance  Co.’s,  Loan  Co.’s,  &c.  (B.  127, 
1°)  1094  (vol.  ii). 

Insolvent  Banks,  Insurance  Co.’s,  &c.,  Act  Amt.  (B.  66, 
1°)  235  (vol.  i). 

I.  C.  B.,  Sale  of  Tickets  on  Chatham  Branch  (Ques.) 
2238  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  B.  147  (Sir  Rector  Langevin )  in 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2518,  2521,  2533  (vol.  iii). 

Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  By.  and  the  C.  P,  B. 
(Ques.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1893  (vol.  iii). 
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Edgar,  Mr.  J.  D  . — Continued. 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  article  in  Toronto  News  (Ques.  of 
Order)  1680  (vol.  ii)  ;  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Citizen 
(personal  explanation)  1955  ;  Franchise  B.  Pets.,  gen¬ 
uineness  of  Signatures,  2103  (vol.  iii). 

Qu’Appelle  and  Long  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  By.  and 
Sfcmbt.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2521  (iii). 

Bys.  and  Canals,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3353  (iv). 

Beturns,  enquiry  for  (remarks)  1039  (vol.  ii). 

St.  Clair  Banche  Co.,  rent  paid,  &c.  (Ques.)  2240  (iii). 

St.  Croix  Cotton  Mills,  payment  of  Duties  (Ques.)  632  (i). 

Short  Line  By.  to  the  Mar.  Provs.  (Ques.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.  (Railways  and  Canals,  Dept,  of)  913  (vol.  ii). 
Fisheries  (Fish-breeding,  &c.)  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3353  (vol.  iv). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  133  {Mr.  McLelan) 
in  Com.,  2399  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  ( Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2995  (vol.  iv). 

Eairbank,  Mr.  J.  H-,  East  Lambton. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  {Mr. 
Caron )  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2930  ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  2965  ; 
on  Amt.  {Mr.  Mills )  2967  (vol.  iv). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to,  on  Amt.  to 
prop.  Bes.,  253  (vol  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson )  in 
Com.,  1057 ;  on  Amt.  ( Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  1060 
(vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sem  Amts.,  2653,  2669  (vol.  iv). 

C.P.B.,  Bes.  respecting  further  Loan,  in  Com.,  2734. 

■  ■  —  Bets,  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 

on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  484  (vol.  i). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  {Mr.  Costigan )  in  Com.,  2536, 
2538  (vol.  iii). 

Factories  B.  85  {Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Jamieson ) 
to  substitute  Can.  Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd. 
deb.  for  2°,  948  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  “  qualifica¬ 
tions  in  cities  and  towns,”  1779,  1734  (vol.  iii)  ; 
“  actual  value,”  1605  ;  “  person  (Indian)  1519, 1531 ; 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1415;  on  M.  for  2°,  1226  (vol.  ii); 
“qualifications,  &c.”  “  manhood  suffrage  ”  1971-1973, 
1993,  1997 ;  “  qualifications  in  counties,”  2082  ;  “who 
shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2152 ;  “  revision  of  voters’ 
lists,”  2338,  2342,  2348  (vol.  iii) ;  on  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3068  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1070,  1081;  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
Armstrong)  to  Mj  for  3°,  1333  (vol.  ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  B.  147  {Sir  Hector  Langevin)  in 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2520  (vol.  iii). 

Life-boats  and  Stations,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2949  (iv). 

Man.  and  North-Western  By.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2520  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  {Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2789  (vol.  iv). 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  Depositors  in  (Ms.  for  Bets.) 
819,  823  (vol,  ii). 


Fairbank,  Mr.  J.  H.— Continued. 

Befund  of  By.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  memo* 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  591  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Life-boats  and  Stations,  &c.)2949  (iv). 
Yolunteers,  Becognition  of  Services  in  the  N.  W.  B.  160 
{Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  3379  (iv). 
Ways  and  Means — in  Com.(woollen  fabrics)  793  (vol.  ii). 

Farrow,  Mr.  T.,  East  Huron. 

Adultoration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  {Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com,,  2468  (vol.  iii). 

Census  in  Mam  and  N.  W.  T.,  &c.  (Ques.)  149  (vol.  i). 
Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1121  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985  (vol.  ii). 
Divorce  Court,  creation  of  a  (Ques.)  77  (vol.  i). 
Dynamite,  Legislation  respecting  (Quos.)  57  (vol.  i). 
Fishery  Commission,  remuneration  of  Counsel,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  3388  (vol.  iv). 

Fort  Francis  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3385  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“tenant,”  1483  (vol.  ii). 

General  Inspection  Act, 1874,  Amt.  B.135  {Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com  ,  2552  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  454  (vol.  i). 
Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2844  (vol.  iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  {Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2513,  2521  (vol.  iii). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  134  {Sir  John  A.  Mac * 
donald)  in  Com.,  2895  (iv). 

Man.  and  North-Western  Kailway  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2521  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  and  South-Wostern  Col.  By.  Co.,  Land  granls  to, 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2513  (vol.  iii). 

Members  Indemnity  Act  Amt.  (B.  116, 1°*)  813  (vol.  ii). 
Parliamentary  Companion,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387  (vol.  iv). 
Post  Office,  in  (Jom.  of  Sup.,  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Canals  (Fort  Francis,  amount  due  Hugh  Sutherland)  3385  (iv). 
Civil  Govt,  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  985  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2844  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to 
Counsel)  3388  ;  ( Parliamentary  Companion )  3387  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com  (woollen  fabrics)  801  (vol.ii). 

Ferguson,  Mr.  J.,  Welland. 

Agricultural  Fertilizers,  Sale  and  Inspection  of  (B.  122) 
prop.  Bes.,  936  (vol.  ii). 

Great  Western  and  Lake  Ont.  Shore  June.  By.  Co.’s  Acts 
Amt  (B.  38,  1°*)  125  (vol.  i). 

International  Ferries  B.  17  ( Mr.  Patterson,  Essex)  on  M. 
for  2°,  255  (vol;  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  re 
Timber  Begulations  in  B.C.,  2240  (vol.  iii). 

Supply : 

Canals— Capital:  Repairs,  &c.  (Murray)  3303  (vol.  iv). 
Immigration ,  2833  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  786 ;  (woollen 
fabrics)  794  (vol.  ii). 
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Ferguson,  Mr.  C.  F.,  North  Leeds  and  Grenville. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  18*78,  Amt  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  in 
Com.,  957,  962,  1057,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell ) 
1060  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2654  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“actual  value,”  1601  (vol.  ii)  ;  (remarks)  2203  (hi). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  1065  (vol.  ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  (Sir  Rector 
Langevin )  in  Com.  on  Kes.,  2489,  2491-2493  (vol.  iii)* 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan ) 
in  Com.,  1672  (vol.  ii). 

Fisher,  Mr.  S.  A.,  Brome. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2467-2470  (vol.  iii). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers,  Sale  and  Inspection  of,  B.  122 
(Mr.  Ferguson,  Welland )  on  prop.  Res.,  938  (vol.  ii)  ; 
on  M.  for  2°,  2477  ;  in  Com.,  2478-2482  (vol.  iii). 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1032, 
1034,  1035  (vol.  ii). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to,  on  prop.  Res. 
(Amt.)  242;  agreed  to  (Y.  105,  N.  74)  253  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  voting  on  the  (M.  for  Stmnt.) 
121  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  M. 
to  place  B.  2nd  Order  on  Pub.  Bills  and  Orders,  714 
(vol.  i) ;  in  Com.,  955,  956,  959,  960,  962,  963  (vol. 
ii);  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2646,  2649,  2653,  2661  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Davies)  to  M.  for  3°,  1299  (vol.  ii). 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1032,  1034  (ii). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3393  (vol.  iv). 

Factories  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 
Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  947 (ii). 

Fisheries  Protection  in  the  N.W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  703  (vol.  i). 

Fishery  Commission,  remuneration  of  Counsel,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  3391  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1254-1258;  “usufructuary,”  1455;  “  tonant,”  1479, 
1482;  “person”  (Indian)  1504,  1538;  “actual 
value,”  1595,  1599, 1602, 1604,  (Amt.)  1595 ;  “  qualifi¬ 
cations  in  cities  and  towns,”  1647-1654  (vol.  ii),  1804, 
1994,  1996,2080;  “  manhood  suffrage,”  1967;  “who 
shall  not  vote,”  2098,  (Indians)  2116-2119;  “regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2211,  2294  (vol.  iii) ;  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  3070,  nog.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3071  (vol.  iv) ;  on 
Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1425,  1434  (vol.  ii). 

House  of  Commons,  Commissioners’ Rep.  re  Staff  (Quos.) 
2750  (vol.  iv); 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2831,  2833,  2837,  2839, 
2841,  2842,  2850  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1067,  1071,  1081,  1090;  on 
M.  for  3°,  1321  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Sutherland, 
Oxford)  1323 ;  on  Amt  (Mr.  Mulock)  1326  (vol,  ii). 


Fisher,  Mr.  S.  A. — Continued. 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  134  (Sir  John  A.JMac - 
donald)  on  M.  for  2°,  2401  (vol.  iii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3422  (vol.  iv). 

Reciprocity  with  the  U.  S.,  on  Res.  (Mr.  Davies)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1021  (vol.  ii). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Langelier)  to  M,  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3284  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3284 
(vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Colonial  Exhibitions)  1032, 1034 ; 
(compiling  Agricultural  and  other  Statistics  in  MaD.  and 
N.  W.  T.)  1035  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3393  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  2831,  2835,  2837,  2839,  2841,  2842,  2850  (vol.  iv). 
Liquor  License  Act  (administration  of)  3422  (vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to 
Counsel)  3391  (vol.  iv). 

Fleming,  Mr.  J.,  Peel. 

Bonuses  granted  to  Rys.,  Memorials,  &c.,  respecting  (M. 
for  copies*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Sir 
Bichard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1146-1149;  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1410  ;  “  usufructuary,”  1457 ; 
“owDer,”  1473;  “tenant”  (Amt.)  1476,  147/, 
1479  ;  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1545 ;  on  M.  that  Com. 
rise,  1531  (vol.  ii) ;  “qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1994,  (Amt )  1997 ;  “  in  counties,”  2062, 
2080;  “who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2164;  “  regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2197-2199,  2298;  “revision  of 
voters’  lists,”  2341  (vol.  iii). 

Indian  Lands  unsold  in  Township  of  Toronto  (M.  for 
List*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  M.  for 
3°,  1325  (vol.  ii). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt.  B.  6  (Mf» 
Cameron,  Huron)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tuppet)  6  m.  h.,  to  Ma 
for  2°,  186  (vol.  i). 

Port  Credit  Harbor,  Repairs  to  (Ques.)  188  (vol.  i). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  memorb 
als  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  571  (vol.  i). 

Forbes,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Queen's,  N.S. 

Allan  Steamship  Co.  and  claim  of  Govt,  re  Newfield  and 
Moravian  (Ques.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Automatic  Buoys, (Liverpool  Harbor  (Ques.)  479  (vol  i); 
1914  (iii). 

Brooklyn,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  Wharfage  Collections 
(Ques.)  478  (vol.  i). 

Coffin’s  Island  Lighthouse  protection  (Ques.)  1915  (iii); 

Customs,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  902  (vol.  ii). 

Customs  Detectives  or  Police  in  N.  S.  (Ques.)  889  (ii). 

Fish-ladders  in  La  Have  River,  N.S.  (Ques.)  2239  (iii). 

Flour  and  Cornmeal,  increaso  of  duty  (Ques.)  148  (i). 

Free  Fishing  to  American  Fishermen  (Ques.)  3321  (iv). 

Grant,  Alpin,  position  under  Govt.  (Ques.)  429  (vol.  i). 

Hardware  and  Ry.  Supplies,  purchase  of,  by  Dept,  of 
Rys.  and  Canals  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1442  (vol,  ii). 
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Forbes,  Mr.  J.  F. — Continued. 

Hardware  and  Supplies  furnished  Dept.  Marine  and 
Fisheries  at  Halifax  (M.  for  Ret.*)  533  (vol.  i). 
Liverpool  Harbor,  Automatic  Buoys  (Ques.)  419  (vol.  i); 
1914  (vol.  iii). 

Marine  Stores,  purchase  in  Halifax  (Ques.)  1914  (iii.) 
Mil  Hard,  Mr.,  Fines  imposed,  collection  (Ques.)  1211  (ii)- 
Railway  Supplies,  purchase  in  Halifax  (Ques.)  1915  (iii)* 
Rogers’  Fish-ladders,  purchase  or  use  (Ques.)  3073  (iv). 
Rogers,  W.  H.,  Fishery  Inspector  for  N.  S.,  breach  of 
Sawdust  Law  (M.  for  Ret.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Sawdust  in  La  Have  River,  N.  S.  (Ques.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 
Shingle  Shavings  in  the  Mersey  River  (Ques.)  1039  (ii), 
Somerville  Breakwater,  repair  of  (Ques.)  57  (vol.  i). 
Supply  : 

Civil  Oovt.  (Customs,  D6pt.  of)  902  (vol  ii). 

"White  Point  Breakwater,  repair  of  (Ques.)  52  (i). 

Fortin,  Mr.  P.,  GaspL 

Fishery  Bounties,  number  and  amount  of  Claims  paid, 
&c.  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  56  (vol.  i). 

Foster,  Mr.  G.  E.,  King's,  N.B. 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to,  on  Amt.  to 
prop.  Res.,  243-247  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  R.  Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 

{Mr.  Cameron,  Huron )  2702-2708  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Tomp.  Act,  1878,  Pets,  respecting  (M.  for  Ret.*) 
533  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Tern.  Act,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson )  in  Com.,  957, 
960-963,  1046  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Townshend )  1051 ;  on 
Amt.  {Mr.  Hickey')  to  M.  for  3°,  1053 ;  in  Com.,  1058 
(vol.  ii);  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2646,  2650,  2660,  2670  (iv). 
Cavalry  and  Infantry  Schools,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915 
(vol.  iv.) 

Carleton  Branch  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3415  (vol.iv). 
Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.,  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Res.,  891;  in  Com.  on  B.,  1112,1114  (vol.  ii). 
Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  978  (vol.  ii). 
Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  919  (vol.  ii). 
Factories  B.  85  {Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act,  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adji.  deb.  for  2°,  944  (ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  {Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1156-1158;  in  Com., 
“  person  ”  (Indian)  1558  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1819,  1822-2001;  “in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2055,  2057 ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2089, 
2098  (vol.  iii)  ;  Ques.  of  Order,  1619  (vol.  ii),  1825 
(vol.  iii) ;  (remarks)  1715  (vol.  ii),  2164  (vol.  iii). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Boards  of  Commissioners 
under  (Ques.)  77  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  Amt.  (B.  58,  1°)  170 ;  2°  m,,  620 
(vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  B.  134  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
in  Com.  2896  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Oovt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  978  ;  (Inland  Revenue, 
contingencies)  919  (vol.  ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  cone.,  3398  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Cavalry  and  Infantry  School  Corps)  2915  (vol.  iv). 
Railways— Capital :  Carleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  341 6  (iv). 
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Foster,  Mr.  G.  E.  — Continued. 

Supreme  Court  Apellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  {Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Ouimet)  to  M.  for  2°, 
165  (vol.  i). 

Supreme  Court  of  N.  B.,  causes  entered  for  Argument 
(M.  for  number,  &c.)  294  (vol.  i). 

Volunteers  in  the  N.  W.  and  Intoxicating  Liquors 
(Ques.)  1131  (vol.  ii). 

Prohibitory  Liquor  Law  of  the  N.  W.  T.,  relaxation  of 
provisions  (M.  for  Cor.)  101  (vol.  i). 

Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  706  (i). 

Scott  Act  Pets.  (M.  to  erase  name)  2320  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  {Sir  Hector  Lang evin) 
on  Amt.  {Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3274- 
3276,  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff:  on  M.  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  535-545  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (woollen 
fabrics)  800  (vol.  ii). 

Gault,  Mr.  M.  H.,  West  Montreal. 

C.  P.  R.  Employes  Relief  Ass.  incorp.  (B.  75,  1°*) 
313  (vol.  i). 

Canned  Goods,  Law  respecting  (Ques.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1120-1124  (vol.  ii). 

Customs,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901  (vol.  ii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Arms,  description  of  (Ques.) 
814;  Troops  ready  to  start  (remarks)  839  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com. 
“  person  ”  (Chinese)  1582 ;  “  qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1638  (vol.  ii). 

Government  yards  in  Montreal  (Ques.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1071  (vol.  ii). 

Postmaster  Genl ,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  904  (vol.  ii). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  personal  paragraph  in  Qlobe  news¬ 
paper  (remarks)  49  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Oovt.  (Customs,  Dept,  of)  901  ;  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept, 
of)  904  (vol.  ii). 

Miscellaneous  (Disturbance  intheN.W.,  vote  of  $700,000)  1305 
(vol.  ii). 

Vote  of  $700,000  for  N.W.  Troubles,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1305  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (umbrella  and  parasol  ribs, 
&c.)  858  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  B.  118 
( Mr.  Costigan)  on  prop.  Res.,  835  ;  in  Com.  on  B., 
1673  (vol.  ii). 

Gigault,  Mr.  G.  A*,  Rouville. 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes  Act  Amt,  (B, 
46,  1°)  147  (vol.  i). 

Bureau  of  Agriculture,  Establishment  (Ques.)  76  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (B.  112, 1°)  743  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson)  on  M.  for  3° 
(Amt.)  1062  (vol.  ii). 

Criminal  Laws  of  Canada,  1869-1871,  publication  in 
French  (Ques.)  246  (vol.  i). 
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Gigault,  Mr.  G.  A— Continued. 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for  2°, 
1245-1248  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1789  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Eys,  B.  158  {Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
in  Com.,  3400  (vol.  iv). 

Gillmor,  Mr.  A.  H.,  Charlotte. 

Arts,  Agricul.  and  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  1033  (ii). 
Bridges,  Booms,  &c.,  in  Nav.  Waters  B.  101  ( Sir  Hector 
Langevin )  on  M.  for  2°,  893  (voh  ii). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  in 
Com.,  1058  (vol.  ii). 

Carleton  Branch  Ky.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3416  (vol.  iv.) 
Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1033  (vol  ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for  2°, 
1226-1269  ;  “  person  ”  (Indians)  1534,  (Chinese) 
1585  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1707— 
1709  (vol.  ii),  1807,  1984,  1990,  1997;  “  in  counties,” 
2054,  2060,  2072,  2074  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ” 
(Indians)  2114-2116  ;  “  registration  of  voters,” 

2258  (vol.  iii),  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon )  3059 ;  on  consdn. 
of  B.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.38  N.  87)  3069  (vol.  iv) ;  on 
M.  that  Com.  rise,  1437  (vol.  ii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan )  in  Com.  on  Eos.,  1317  (vol.  ii). 

I.  C.  E.  Free  Passes  during  1884  (31.  for  Ket.)  234  (i). 
Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2840,  2843  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2951, 
2952  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract,  B.  151  (Mr. 

Carling )  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  2757  (vol.  iv). 

Eand’s  Micmac  Dictionary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3421  (iv). 
St.  Stephen’s,  N.B.,  public  buildings,  construction  of, 
(Ques.)  1148  (vol.  i). 

Settlers  in  the  Maritime  Provs.  (Ques.)  148  (vol.  i). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Eys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin )  in 
Com.  on  Ees.,  2978;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier )  to  M. 
to  cone,  in  Ees.,  3281  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Colonial  Exhibitions)  1033  (ii). 
Immigration,  2840,  2843  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Lighthouses  and  Fog  Alarms, 
construction)  2952  ;  ( vlaintenance  and  Repairs,  &c.)  2951  (iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Rand’s  Micmac  Indian  Dictionary)  3421  (vol.  iv). 
Public  Works — Consld.  Fund:  Telegraphs,  3420  (vol.  iv). 
Railways — Capital:  Carleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  3416  (iv). 

Telegraphs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley')  for  Com.,  648-656  (vol.  i). 

Weirs  in  the  County  of  Charlotte,  N.B.,  Licenses,  &c. 
(M.  for  Ket.*)  1444  (vol.  ii). 

Girouard,  Mr.  D.,  Jacques  Cartier. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Sen.  Amts.,  2668  (vol.  iv). 

Consld.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2432-2436  (vol.  iii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Ees.  (Mr.  Blake)  want  of 
confidence,  3128-3154  (vol.  iv). 


Girouard,  Mr.  D.— Continued. 

Dom.  License  Act,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  309  (i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  usufructuary,”  1446  ;  “  tenant,”  1480  (vol.  ii). 

Histoires  Genealogique  des  Families  Fran  Raises,  3456 
(vol.  iv). 

La  Banque  du  Peuple  (B.  53,  1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3449  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press 
(remarks)  171  (vol.  i)  ;  paragraph  in  Globe  (personal 
explanation)  3393  (vol.  iv)  ;  paragraph  in  Montreal 
Times  (personal  explanation)  3161  (vol.  iv). 

Eepresontation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.W.T.,  on  Ees.  (Mr. 
Cameron)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3407  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Eys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  3267 
(vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Legislation :  H.  of  C.  (increased  expenses  under  Internal  Econ. 

Commissioners’  Rep.)  3449  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Histories  Genealogique  des  Families  Franqaises) 
3456  (vol.  iv). 

Supreme  Court  Apellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  157  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — on  Ees.  (Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance 
in  N.W.,  3128-3154  (vol.  iv). 

Glen,  Mr.  F-  F.,  South  Ontario. 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (duck)  809  ;  (hoop  iron) 
807  ;  (steel)  808  (vol.  ii). 

Gordon,  Mr.  D.  W.,  Vancouver  Island. 

Alaska  and  B.  C.  Boundary  line  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
&c.)  705  (vol.  i). 

Chinese  Immigration  Eestriction  B.  158  (Mr.  Chapleau) 
on  M.  for  Com.  on  Ees.,  3022  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Affairs  in  B.  C.,  Cor.  between  Govt,  of  Can. 
and  B.  C.,  on  M.  for  copies,  870  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Troubles  at  Metlakatla,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
304  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  re 
Timber  Eogulations  in  B.C.,  2239  (vol.  iii). 

Kailway  Belt  on  Vancouver  Island  (Ques.)  290  (vol.  i). 

Guay,  Mr.,  Levis. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1663  (vol.  ii). 

St.  Komuald  d’Etchemin,  Station  at  (Ques.)  1567  (ii). 

Gunn,  Mr.  A.,  Kingston. 

License  Inspectors,  pay  of,  under  Act  of  1883  (Ques.) 
1588  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (glucose  syrup)  850-852 
(vol.  ii)  ;  (sugar)  3218  (vol.  iv). 

Hackett,  Mr.  E.,  Prince,  P.F.I. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1431;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1654—1657  (vol.  ii) ;  “  who  shall  not 
vote,”  2095  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr,  Jenkins)  to  M. 
for  3°,  3054-3056  (vol.  iv). 
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Hackett,  Mr.  E, — Continued. 

P.  E.  I.  Ey.,  Cape  Traverse  .Branch,  payment  of  Labor¬ 
ers  (M.  for  copies  of  Pets.,  &c.)  142  (vol.  i). 
Eeciprocity  with  theU.S.,  on  Ees.  (Mr.  Davies)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1001  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means—  The  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  687-692  (vol.  i). 

Winter  Crossing  from  P.E.I.,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Cor,, 
63  (vol.  i). 

Haggart,  Mr.  J.  G.,  South  Lanark. 

Dom.  Drainage  Co.’s  (B.  28,  1°*)  88;  2°  m.,  1007  (ii). 
Supply  : 

Legislation ;  H.  of  0.  ( Debates ,  publishing)  cone.,  3372  (iv), 

Hall,  Mr.  R.  N.,  Sherbrooke. 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2434,  2438  (vol.  iii). 

Criminal  Law  Amt,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice  B.  22 
(Mr.  Robertson ,  Hamilton)  in  Com.  (Amts.)  150  (i). 
Fort  Macleod  Eanch  and  Tel.  Co.’s  B.  80  (M.  to  cone,  in 
Sen.  Amts.)  2357  (vol.  iii). 

Geological  Survey  of  the  Dom.,  Management  of  (Ques.) 
114  (vol.  i). 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  Depositors  in,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
822  (vol.  ii). 

Richelieu  and  Ont,  Nav.  Co.’s  B.  61  (Mr.  Desjardins) 
in  Com.,  1348  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Eys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Ees.,  2979-2982,  2987  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Eos.,  3274  (vol.  iv). 
Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Dominion  Exhibition)  1026  (ii). 

Hay,  Mr.  R.,  Centre  Toronto. 

Patent  Act.,  1872,  Amt.  (B.  89,  1°*)  362  (vol.  i). 

Hesson,  Mr.  s.  R.,  North  Perth, 

Banking  Facilities  to  Agriculturists  B.  36.  (Mr.  Orton) 
on  Ees.  117  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  1047  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  E.  Ees.  respecting  further  Loan  (remarks  on 
adjmt.  of  deb.)  2643  ;  in  Com.,  2742,  2750  (vol.  iv). 

— - Eets  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract 

(M.  for  Stmnt.)  481,  483  (vol.  i). 

— -  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  ©f,  on  M.  for 
Stmnt.,  Ill  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1130;  (remarks)  1209,  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  977,  982  (ii). 
Debates,  Official  Eep.  of,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  First  Eep. 
(remarks)  35  (vol.  i). 

Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3355, 3358  (iv). 
Fisheries’  Act,  extension  of,  to  theN.W.  (Ques.)  51  (i). 
Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.W.(M.  for  copies  of  Cor.) 
700  (vol,  i). 
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Hesson,  Mr,  S.  R .—Continued. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  farmers’  sons,”  1595 ;  “  actual  value,”  1599,  1605 
(vol.  ii),  (explanation)  1752;  “qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1987 ;  “in  counties,”  2059,  2081, 
2082,  2084,  2085  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  (Indians) 
2133 ;  “  registration  of  voters,”  2246,  2283,  2295, 
2305,  (explanation)  2185,  (correction)  2214  ;  on  Ms. 
that  Com,  rise,  1423,  1497  (vol.  ii)  ;  2208  (vol.  iii); 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1494  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  on  genuineness  of  Signatures 
(remarks)  2028  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.,  2552  (vol.  iii). 

Gold  Reserve,  Govt.,  withdrawals,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  353  (vol.  i). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2835, 2836,  2853  (vol.  iv). 
Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animais 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1072  (vol.  ii). 

Inland  Revenue,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  918  (vol.  ii). 
Inspection  and  Supervision  of  Banks,  on  Ees.  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  83  (vol.  i). 

Lands  in  Ey.  Belt,  in  B.  C.  and  Homestead  Act  (Quos.) 
289  (vol.  i). 

Letter  Postage  reduction  (Ques.)  33 ;  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  291  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  administration  of,  in  Comi  of  Sup., 
3422  (vol.  iv). 

N.  W.  Central  Ey.,  Land  grant  to,  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3382  (vob  iv). 

Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Printing  and  printing  paper,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2809  (iv). 
Richelieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Co.’s  B.  61  (Mr.  Desjardins)  in 
Com.,  1351  (vol.  ii). 

Supply: 

Civil  Oovt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  977,  982  ;  (Inland  Revenue, 
Dept,  of,  contingencies)  918  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2835,  2836,  2853  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  Miscellaneous  (printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.) 
2809  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  ot)  3422  (vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary)  3355,  3358  (vol.  iv). 
Towels,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  858  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means — Tho  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  747-756  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (towels) 
858  (vol.  ii). 

■  Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
on  prop.  Ees.,  835 ;  in  Com.,  1673  (vol.  ii). 

Hickey,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Dundas. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  (Mr. 
Caron)  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  to  M. 
for  3°,  3431  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.  (Amts.)  955,956,959,  963, 1055;  on  M.  for  3° 
(Amt.)  1051  (vol.  ii) ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2645,  2650, 
2653  (vol.  iv). 
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Hickey,  Mr.  C.  E. — Continued. 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley')  in  Com.,  2437  (vol.  iii). 

Debates,  Official  Bep.  of,  on  Amt.  (Mr  Tass6)  to  M.  to 
cone,  in  Third  Bep.  of  Com.  (Amt.)  3369  ;  neg.  (Y.  53, 
N.  91)3370  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  actual  value,”  1600  (voL  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1887-1890,  1989;  “revision  of 
voters’  lists,”  2330  ;  “registration  of  voters”  (Amt.) 
2279  (vol.  iii)  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1461  (vol.  ii). 
Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1029  (vol.  ii). 
Supply: 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1029  (ii). 
Immigration,  2852  (vol.  iv). 

Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  993  ;  cone. ,  1812  (vol.  ii) 
2766  (vol.  iv). 

Volunteers  of  1837-38  (Bos.  recognising  services)  37 
(vol.  i). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1676  (vol.  ii). 

Hilliard,  Mr.  G.,  West  Peterborough. 

Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  702  (vol.  i). 

Ottawa  Biver  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Bes.  (Mr.  White, 
Renfrew)  1224  (vol.  ii). 

Holton.  Mr.  E.,  Ghateauguay. 

A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2914  (vol.  iv). 
Cherrier,  Geo.  E.,  Indian  Agent  at  Caughnawaga,  dis¬ 
missal  of  (M.  for  Bet.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

County  Court  Judges’  Salaries  (Ques.)  3073  (vol.  iv). 
Exchange  Bank  of  Canada,  Govt.  Claim  against 
(Ques.)  89 ;  on  prop,  Bes.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
368  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com. 
(M.  that  Com.  rise)  1430  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  M.  for  consdn. 
of  B.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3070  (vol.  iv). 
Geological  Survey,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (vol.  iv). 
Heney,  John,  Govt,  property  occupied  by  (Ques.) 

3426  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Government  (Interior,  Dept,  of)  3408  (vol.  iv). 

Geological  Survey,  3346  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (A.  B.  and  C.  Batteries,  &c.)  2914  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works — Consolid.  Fund:  Quebec,  3385  (vol.  iv). 

Homer,  Mr.  J.  A.  It ,  New  Westminster. 

Alaska  and  B.C.  boundary  line,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.,  705  (vol.  i). 

C.P.B.,  Port  Moody  and  Savona’s  Ferry,  extension  of 
time  (Ques.)  146  (vol.  i). 

Chin3se  Immigration  Bestriction  B.  156  (Mr.  Chapleau) 
on  M.  for  Com.  on  Bes.,  3022  (vol.  iv). 

■ - Interpreter,  in  Com.  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Chapleau) 

3024  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“person”  (Chinese)  1582  (vol.  ii). 


limes,  Mr.  J.,  South  Wellington. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1736-1739  (ii); 
“registration  of  voters”  (Amt.)  2279  (vol.  iii) ;  on 
M.  for  consdn.  of  B,  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87) 
3065  (vol.  iv). 

Mails  between  Shiloh  and  Fergus  (Ques.)  1211  (vol.  ii). 
Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2982  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Collection  oj  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3309  (vol  iv). 

Irvine,  Mr.  D.,  Carleton,  N.B. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  957,  960,  1055  (ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2674  (iv). 
Duties  on  Hay,  Cor.  between  Canada  and  U.  S.  (M.  for 
copies)  443  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com.> 
“  person  ”  (Indian)  1544  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1814-1817  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,” 
2097  (vol.  iii) ;  on  M.  that  Com.  rise,  1425  (vol.  ii). 
Obstructions  in  Bivers,  Cor.  between  Canada  and  U.  S. 

(M.  for  copies)  443  ;  wthdn,  445  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of)  904  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means—  in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  784,  786, 
792  ;  (woollen  fabrics)  800  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan ) 
in  Com,,  1672  (vol.  ii). 

Woodstock,  N.B.,  Public  Buildings,  Inspector  of  (Ques.) 
606  (vol.  i). 

Ives,  Mr.  W.  B-,  Richmond  and  Wolfe. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson) 
on  1°,  449  ;  on  Ques.  to  fix  day  for  2°,  713  (vol.  i)  ; 
on  M.  for  2°  (Amt.)  951 ;  neg.  (Y.  17,  N.  109)  954 ;  in 
Com.,  956 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Burpee)  1048  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Hickey)  to  M.  for  3°,  1053 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  White , 
Cardwell)  1060  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  B.  Besolutions  respecting  further  Loan  (speech) 
2622-2630  (vol.  iv). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  5  (Mr.  Coughlin)  on  M.  tor  2°, 
284  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com. 
on  Bes.,  280  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Examaners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  973  (vol.  i). 
Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir 
Leonard  Tilley)  in  Com.,  2432-2435,  (Amt.)  2438 ;  on 
Order  for  3°,  2532  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com.,  2768 ;  (Amt.) 
2768  (vol.  iv.) 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice  B.  22 
(Air.  Robertson,  Hamilton)  in  Com.,  150  (vol.  i). 
Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3233,  3234  (vol.  iv). 

Deputy  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Committees  B.  26 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Bes.,  72  (vol.  i). 
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Ives,  Mr.  W.  B. — Continued. 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Engagement  at  Duck  Lake, 
despatch  of  Troops  (Ques.)  190;  (remarks)  815  ;  (per¬ 
sonal  explanation)  par.  in  Toronto  Globe,  1063  (ii). 
Dom.  Drainage  Co.'s  B.  28  (  Mr .  Haggart )  on  M.  for  2°, 
1008 ;  on  M.  for  Com.,  1388  (vol.  ii). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Res. 

(Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  312  (vol.  i). 

Factories  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act,  to  M.  forrsmng  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  940  (ii). 
Fort  Macleod  Eanch  and  Telegraph  Co.’s  (B.  80,  1°*) 
349  (vol.  1). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1986-1988; 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1794,2242  (vol.  iii). 

Inspection  and  Supervision  of  Banks,  on  Res.  (Mr.  Cas- 
grain )  83  (vol.  i). 

Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in 
Com.,  2760  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  131  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock )  to  M.  for  3°,  2960 
(vol.  iv). 

North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements,  on  M.  for 
Reps.,  &c.,  697  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  973  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3233,  3234  (vol.  iv). 
Immigration,  2833  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  788  (vol  ii). 

Jackson,  Mr.  J.,  South  Norfolk. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell )  to  M.  for  3°,  1061  (ii). 
Divorce  Cases,  Evidence  in  (remarks)  428  (vol.  i). 
Dredges,  Tugs  and  Scows,  building  (if.  for  Ret.)  53  (i). 
Dummy  Lighthouse  Fog-horn  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor.) 
293  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1342  ;  “person”  (Indian)  1538;  “qualifications 
in  cities  and  towns”  171 ’-1715  (vol.  ii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res..  1312  (vol.  ii). 

Life-saving  Service  at  Port  Rowan  (M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.)  142  (vol.  i). 

Long  Point  Fishing  Grounds  (Ques.)  289  (vol.  i). 

Mail  Bags,  furnishing  of  (Ques.)  964  (vol.  ii). 

Port  Rowan  as  a  Harbor  of  Refuge,  construction  of  (M. 
for  Ret.)  297  (vol.  i). 

Ports  Stanley  and  Burwell  harbors  of  refuge,  on  M.  for 
Ret.  62  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — Tho  Tariff :  on  M .(Sir  Leonard  Tilley ) 
for  Com,,  662-666  (vol.  i). 

Weights  add  Measures  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  118, 
on  prop.  Res.  (Mr  Costigan )  837 :  in  Com.,  1672  (ii) 

Jamieson,  M».  J.,  North  Lanark. 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Fisher )  to  prop.  Res.,  252  (vol.  i). 


Jamieson,  Mr.  J .—Continued. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (B.  92,  1°)  448  ; 
(Ques.  to  fix  day  for  2°)  713;  M,  to  make  B.  2nd 
Order  of  Public  Bills  and  Orders,  714  (vol.  i); 
2°  m,,  849;  2°  agreed  to  (Y.  108,  N.  15)  954;  in 
Com.,  955-964;  consent  of  Govt,  asked  for  3°,  1040  ; 
3°  m.,  1045;  in  Com.,  1047  ;  on  Amt.  (.Mr  Rickey ) 
1053  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr,  White,  Cardwell )  1060 ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Gigault )  1062  (vol.  ii)  ;  Ques.  to  fix  day  for 
consdn.  of  Sen.  Amts.,  2529  (vol.  iii)  ;  M.  to  disagree 
with  Sen.  Amts.,  2644;  neg.  (Y.  75,  N.  84)  2647; 
(Amt.)  2848;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  108)  2651;  (Amt.) 
neg.  (Y.  75,  N.90)  2552  ;  (Amts.)  2653,2655,2657  (iv). 

Factory  B.  85  ( Mr.  Bergin )  on  M.  to  resume 

adjd,  deb.  for  2Q  (Amt.)  to  substitute  Can.  Temp. 
Act,  940  ;  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  62)  948  (vol.  ii). 

Prohibition  of  Spirituous  Liquors,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Beaty )  M.  to  pass  to  Pub.  Bills  and  Orders,  1045  (ii) 

Jenkins,  Mr.  J.  T-,  Queen's,  P.E.I. 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  122  (Mr.  Costigan )  in  Com., 
2482  (vol.  iii). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  in 
Com.,  1056  (vol.ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2655  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Air.  Chapleau )  in  Com., 
1127  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1344  (vol.ii);  in  Com.  “manhood  suffrage,” 
1981  (vol.  iii) ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3053;  agreed 
to  (Y.  1 14,  N.  17)  3062  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  ;Contagious  Diseases  affocting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  1080  (vol.  ii). 

Reciprocity  with  the  U.S.,  on  Res.  (Mr.  Davies )  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1019  (vol.  ii). 

Lansdowne,  Steamer,  and  communication  with  P.E.I. 
(Ques.)  927  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan ) 
in  Com.,  1874  (vol.  ii). 

Winter  Crossing  from  P.E.I.,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  65  (i). 

Kaulhach,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Lunenburg. 

Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  701  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  re 
N.  S,  Volunteers,  1094  (vol.  ii) ;  (explanation) 
vote  on  Sec.  Amts,  to  Can.  Temp.  Act,  3073  (vol.  iv). 

Rogers’  Patent  Fish-ladder,  Cor.  and  Reps.,  on  M.  for 
copies,  871  (vol.  ii). 

Wharves  and  Docks  in  navigable  Waters  B.  18  (Mr. 
Tupper)  on  M.  for  2°,  216  (vol.  i). 

Kilvert,  Mr.  F.  E.,  Hamilton. 

Hamilton,  Guelph  and  Buffalo  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  (B,  77, 
1°*)  313  (vol.  i), 

Hamilton  Provident  and  Loan  Society  (B.  114)  in 
Com.,  1352  (vol.  ii). 

Hatzfeld  Divorce  (B.  107,  1°  on  a  div.)  672,  694;  2° 
agreed  to  (Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (vol.  i). 

Share  and  Loan  Capital  of  tho  Hamilton  Provident  and 
Loan  Society  (B.  114,  1°*)  783  (vol.  ii). 
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King,  Mr.  G.  G.,  Queen's,  N.B. 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for 
2°, 1261-1263  ;  in  Com.  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1524  (voh 
ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1806  ;  “  who 
shall  not  vote”  (Indian)  2164;  “registration  of 
voters,”  2266,  2285,  (Amt.)  2285  (vol.  iii). 

Supply  : 

Immigration,  2833  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means— The  Tariff :  on  M.  ( Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  for  Com.,  561-566  (vol.  i). 

Kinney,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Yarmouth. 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  ( Mr .  Gosti- 
gan )  in  Com,  on  Bes.,  1313  (vol.  ii). 

Windsor  Branch  By.,  O.C.,  Agreements,  &c.,  respect- 
ing  (M.  for  copies*)  533  (vol.  i), 

Kirk,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Guysborough. 

Bounty  to  Fishermen,  payment  of,  in  Guysborough, 
N.S.  (Ques.)  2751  (vol.  iv). 

Buildings  in  N.S.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2917  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  certificates,  Liquor  sold  under, 
in  N.S.  (M  for  Bet.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Coal,  purchase  of,  for  Public  Buildings,  quantity  and 
value  (M.  for  Stmnt.*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Dredging,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2921  (vol.  iv). 

Fish-breeding,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2954  (vol.  iv). 

Fishery  Bounty,  distribution,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Fishery  Protection  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1259-126 1  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns,”  1834 ;  “  in  counties,”  2067,  2072,  2078 ; 
“who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2166  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  1308,  1312  (vol.  ii). 

Harbors  and  Bivers,  N.S.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3419  (iv). 

Harbors  in  Guysboro’  Co.,  re-survey  of  (Ques)  51  (i). 

Indians  and  Half-breeds,  Education  of,  in  Man.  and  the 
N.W.T.  (M.  for  Bet.*)  1443  (voh  ii). 

Indian  Schools  in  the  N.W.  and  Man.  (Ques.)  568  (i). 

Laurie,  Maj.  Gen.,  mission  of,  to  the  N.W.  (Ques.) 
2997  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950, 
2952  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3422  (vol.  iv). 

Military  Col.  Graduates  in  the  Militia  (Ques.)  1040  (ii). 

New  Harbor  and  Indian  Harbor,  N.S.,  Breakwaters 
Engineers’  Beps.  (M.  for  copies,  &c*)  147  (vol.  i). 

N.  S.  Claims  for  a  Subsidy  (Ques.)  189  (vol.  i). 

Port  Mulgravo  and  East  Bay,  Steamship  subvention 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2942  (vol.  iv). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  Guysborough,  Canso  and  Arichat, 
communication  botween  (Ques.)  114  (vol.  i). 

Port  Mulgrave,  N.S.,  as  a  sub-port  (M.  for  Papers,  &c.) 
445;  (reply)  448  (vol.  i). 

Beturns,  enquiries  for,  490,  504,  534  (vol.  i). 


Kirk,  Mr.  J.  A. — Continued. 

Beciprocity  with  the  U.S.,  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Davies)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1011  (vol.  ii). 

St.  Francis  Lake,  road  dyke,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (iv). 
Bimouski,  steamer,  subsidy  to  (Ques.)  114  (vol.  i). 
Subsidy  to  N.S.,  increase  of  (Ques.)  567. 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin )• 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes. 
(Amt.)  3293  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts.  (Amt.)  3400  ; 
neg.  (Y.  40,  N.  83)  3403  (voh  iv). 

Supply : 

Canals— Income  :  Miscellaneous  (road  dyke,  Lake  St.  Francis) 
3418  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  (distribution  of  Bounties)  2956  ;  (Fish-breeding,  &o.) 

2954  ;  (Fishery  protection  Steamers)  2956  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  Salaries , ; fc.,  2950,  2952  (vol.  iv). 
Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3422  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works  : — Consolid.  Fund  :  Harbors  and  Rivers  (N.  S.) 
3419.  Income:  Buildings  (N.S)  2917;  Dredging,  2921.  (iv). 
Vacancy  in  a  Judicial  District,  N.S.  (Ques.)  2750  (iv). 

Kirkpatrick,  Hon.  G.  A.,  Frontenac. 

[Nee  Speaker,  Mr.] 

Kraus,  Mr.  H.,  North  Waterloo. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan ) 
in  Com.,  2474  (vol.  iii). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to  (prop.  Bes.) 
236  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  memorials,  &c.,  respecting  (M.  for 
copies*)  448  (vol.  i). 

Private  Bills,  reception  of  (M.  to  extend  time)  88  (i). 

Landerkin,  Mr.  G.,  South  Grey. 

Analysts,  Public,  Bomuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Bes,, 
2542-2546  (vol.  ii). 

British  Medical  Acts,  Bet.  respecting  (remarks)  939  (ii). 
Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Ghapleau)  in  Com,, 
1108  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  973  (voh  ii). 
Customs,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901  (voh  ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1353-1360  ;  “  tenant,”  1482  ;  “  person  ” 

(Indian)  1520,  1539  ;  “  actual  value,”  1602  (voh  ii)  ; 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns  ”  (Indians)  1845- 
1849,  1985,  1997,  (Amt.)  2000,  2021;  “qualifications 
in  counties,”  2074;  “registration  of  voters,”  2267> 
2301;  “officers  and  duties  ”  (Indians)  2385;  (per¬ 
sonal  explanation)  2025,  2027  (voh  iii) ;  (Ques.  of 
Order)  1432  ;  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.,  1433-  (voh  ii) ;  on 
ruling  of  Chairman  (remarks)  1798  (voh  iii). 
Franchise  B.  Pets.,  genuineness  of  Signatui’es,  on  per- 
sonal  explanation  of  Mr.  McNeill,  2172;  (letter  read) 
2496(  voh  iii). 

Geological  Survey,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3348  (voh  iv). 
Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  (Mr.  Pope)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Armstrong )  to  M.  for 
3°,  1333  (vol.  ii). 
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Landerkin,  Mr.  G.—  Continued. 

Inland  Revenue,  Dept.  of,  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  917,  919  (ii). 
Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  3450  (vol.  iv). 

Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in 
Com.  on  Bes.,  1669  (vol.  ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  application  for  and  licenses 
granted,  &c.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  46  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  3421  (vol.  iv). 
Marine,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  906  (vol.  ii). 
Parliamentary  Companion,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387  (ii). 
Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  902  (ii). 
Privilege,  Quos.  of  (Mr.  Sproule)  remarks,  89  (vol.  i). 
Rys.  centreing  in  Ottawa,  bounties  granted  to  (M.  for 
Ret.)  86  (vol.  i). 

Rys.  in  the  County  of  Grey,  refund  of  bonuses  to  County 
Council,  &c.  (M.  for  copy  of  memorial)  58  (vol.  i). 
Returns,  enquiry  for,  455  (vol.  i),  1205  (vol.  ii). 
Superintendent  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Res. 

(Mr.  Chapleau)  272  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Customs,  Dept,  of)  901  ;  (Civil  Service  Board  of 
Examiners)  973  ;  (Inland  Revenue,  Dept,  of,  contingencies, 
917,919;  (Marine,  Dept,  of)  906;  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept, 
of)  902  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Geological  Survey ,  3348  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  fl.  of  C.  (increased  Indemnity  to  Members)  3450  (iv). 
Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3421  (vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  ( Parliamentary  Companion)  3387. 

Trutch,  J.  W.,  employment  of,  by  Govt.  (Quos.)  744 
(vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (woollen  fabrics)  801  (ii). 

Landry,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Kent,  N.B. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  962,  1059  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.  2436  (vol.  iii). 

Debates ,  Official  Rep.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hickey)  to  M.  to 
cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of  Com.,  3370  (vol.  iv)  . 

Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  946  (ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  usufructuary,”  1449  ;  “  person  ”  (Indians)  1554  ; 
(Chinese)  1584,  1588  (vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1812  ;  “in  counties,”  2057  ;  “  who 
shall  not  vote,”  2100  ;  (explanation)  2195;  “regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2230,2232,  2260  (vol.  iii) ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Weldon)  to  M.  for  3°,  3058  (vol.  iv)  ;  on  ruling  of 
Chairman  (remarks)  1798  (vol.  iii) ;  (Ques.  of 
Order)  1465  (vol.  ii). 

Foot  and  Carriage  Bridge  on  the  St.  John  River  (M. 
for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Richibucto  and  Kingston  Ports,  Customs  business  (M, 
for  Ret.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3276  (vol.  iv). 
Subsidies,  further,  toRys.B.  158  (Sir  Rector  Lang evin)  on 
Amt,  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.  3276  (iv). 


Landry,  Mr.  P.  A. — Continued. 

Supply : 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (N.  B.  and  P.  E.  I.  to 
Great  Britain,  &c.)  3457  (vol.  iv). 

Winter  crossing  from  P.  E.  I.,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
65  (vol.  i). 

Landry,  Mr.  P.,  Montmagny. 

Bolduc,  Capt.,  Resignation  of  (M.  for  Ret.)  29  (vol.  i). 
C.  P.  R.  Short  Line  Ry.  (M.  for  copies  of  O.  C.,  instruc¬ 
tions  given,  Reports,  &c.,  of  Engineers)  33  (vol.  i). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  criticisms  of  Press  as  to 
cause,  and  slur  upon  French  members  commanding 
Battalions,  887  (vol.  ii). 

Drill  Shed  at  Quebec,  tenders  for  construction  of  (M. 
for  Ret.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1635,  1637  (ii). 
Immigration  Office  (Ques.)  employes  names,  &c.  (M. 
for  Stmnt.)  30  (vol.  iv). 

Library  and  Mr.  Bourinot’s  work  (remarks)  40  (i). 
Plante,  J.  B.,  Claim  of  (M.  for  copies*)  147  (vol.  i). 
Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic  ports,  in  Com.,  on 
Res.,  2978,  2932,  2995  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to 
M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3273. 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Second  Rep.  of  Mr.  Light  (Ques.)  1744 
(vol.  iii). 

Short  Line  Ry.  Survey  from  St.  Charles  (Ques.)  350  (i). 
Subsidies  to  Rys.  further  B.  1-53  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2978,  2982, 2995  ;  on  Amt.(ilfr,  Lan- 
gelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3273  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Frauce  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  line)  2939  (vol.  iv.) 

Supremo  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  (B.  3,  1°)  28 ; 
Order  for  2°  read,  102  ;  2°  m.,  151 ;  (reply)  167 ;  2° 
neg.  (Y.  34,  N.  125)  169  (vol.  i.) 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction,  limitation  (B. 

68)  M.  to  introd.,  246;  1°,  270  (vol.  i). 

Supreme  Court,  Judgments  rendered  by,  since  establish¬ 
ment  (M.  for  copies*)  533  (vol.  i.) 

Langelier,  Mr.  F-,  Megantic. 

Administration  of  the  N.W.  in  Com.  on  Res.,  (Mr.  Caron) 
2928,  2934  (vol.  iv). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  122  (Mr.  Costigan)  on  M.  for 
2°,  2477  (vol.  iii).. 

Ammunition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2903  (vol.  iv). 

Archives,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1025  (vol.  ii). 
Bolduc,  Capt.,  Resignation  of,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  29  (vol.  i). 
Bras  St.  Nicholas,  deepening  of  (M.  for  copies  of  Pet.*) 
312  (vol.  i). 

Brosseau  &  Lisabelle,  Customs  Brokers,  frauds,  &c.,  by 
(Ques.)  1387  (vol.  ii). 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1032  (vol.  ii). 
Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  Acts  Amt.  B.  154  (Mr. 
Costigan)  in  Com.,  3043  (vol.  iv). 
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Langelier,  Mr.  F.—  Continued. 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  funeral  expenses  of  Achille 
Blais  (Ques.)  2169;  pillage  of  houses  of  half-breeds 
by  Volunteers  (Ques.)  2169  (vol.  iii),  2990  (voliv). 
Fog-horns  and  letter-box  fronts,  tenders  for  (M.  for 
copies  of  advertisements,  &c.*)  313  (vol.  i). 

France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2931-2942  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1364-1373  ;  in  Com.,  “  woman  suffrage,”  1388 ; 
“usufructuary”  1444,  1446,  1448,  1451,  1452,  1454, 
1455,  1457;  “tenant,”  1475,  (Amt.)  1476,  1480; 
“qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1632-1638 
(vol.  ii),  1984,  1996,  1903-1908;  “in  coun¬ 

ties,”  2064,  2067,  2070,  2394;  “registration  of 
voters,”  2185-2190,  (Amt.)  2228;  “revision  of 
voters’  lists,”  2331,  2333,  2342:  “appeal,”  2365; 
“ officers  and  duties,”  2388 ;  “offences,”  2390  (vol. 
iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins )  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  neg. 
(Y.  44,  N.  95)  3062 ;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  41,  N.  92)  3063 ;  (Amt.)  neg. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3066  (vol.  iv) . 

Govt.  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2946  (vol.  iv). 
Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2816-2818,  2831,  2834, 
2837,  2838,  2892  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  1011  (vol.  ii), 

I.  C.  B.,  Cost  of  working,  &c.,  from  1879  to  1884,  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Pope )  to  M.  for  Stmnt.,  202  (vol.  i). 
Davis’s  patent  pole  and  Militia  tents  (Ques.)  2029  (iii). 
Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Qom.  of  Sup.,  1028  (vol.  ii). 
Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  151  (Mr. 
Carling)  on  M.  for  Com  on  Bes.,  2556 ;  in  Corn.,  2557 
(vol.  iii) ;  on  M.  to  receive  Bep.  of  Com.  on  Bes., 
2754  (vol.  iv). 

Quarantine,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2853  (vol.  iv). 

Bailway  from  Montreal  to  the  sea-board,  on  Bes.  (Mr. 
Laurier)  193  (vol.  i), 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
987  (vol.  ii). 

Seizures  by  Customs  Dept,  at  Montreal  (Ques.)  1387  (ii). 
School  of  Cavalry  at  Quebec  (M.  for  Papers,  &c.)  88  (i). 
Simard,  Joseph,  Bep.  recommending  payment  to  Geo. 

Lavoie  (M.  for  copies*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Bys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2932,  2986  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier ) 
to  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes,,  3259 ;  (Amt.)  3266  ;  neg.  (Y. 
39,  N.  107)  3289;  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  101) 
3292  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Arts ,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Archives,  care  of)  1026  ; 

(Colonial  Exhibitions)  1032  ;  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1028  (ii). 
Immigration ,  2816-2818,  2831,  2831,  2837,  2838,  2892  (vol.  iv). 
Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Franca  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  line)  2937,  2942  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Vote  of  $700,000  for  N.  W.  Troubles)  1304 
(vol.  ii)  ;  (Vote  of  $1,000,000)  2236  (vol.  iii). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  2903  (vol.  iv). 


Langelier,  Mr.  F. — Continued. 

Supply — Continued. 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Govt.  Steamers)  2946  (vol.  iv). 
Penitentiaries  (St.  Vincent  de  Paul)  987  (vol.  ii). 

Quarantine ,  2863  (vol,  iv). 

Quebec,  advances  on  account  of  Provincial  Subsidy 
(Ques.)  235  (vol.  i). 

Vote  of  $700,000  and  $1,000,000  for  N.  W.  Troubles,  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  1304  (vol.  ii),  2236  (vol.  iii). 

Langevin,  Hon.  Sir  Hector,  Three  Rivers. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan)  remu¬ 
neration  to  Analysts,  prop.  Bes.,  2497  (vol.  iii). 
Agent  and  contingencies,  B.C.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3308 
(vol.  iv.) 

Alaska  and  B.  C.  boundary  line,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.,  705  (vol.  i). 

Amberst  and  P.EJ.  By.  incorp.  B.,  on  M.  to  introduce, 
349  (vol.  i). 

Ascension  Day,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  1822  (vol.  iii). 
Baillairge,  G.  F.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3350  (vol.  iv). 

Bank  of  B.  C.  (B.  105,  1°)  631 ;  2°  m.,  894  (vol.  ii). 
Bankrupt  Estates  and  Official  Assignees,  on  M.  for 
Bet.,  304  (vol.  i). 

Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency,  Petitions  respecting  (M. 

to  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.)  125  (vol.  i). 

Bayfield,  N.S.,  Breakwator,  Extension  of  (Ans.)  77  (i). 
Bolduc,  Capt.,  Besignation  of,  on  M.  for  Bet ,  29  (vol.  i)^ 
Bridges,  Booms,  &c.,  on  navigable  waters,  Act  Amt.  (B. 

101,  1°)  606  (vol.  i)  ;  2°  m.,  893  (vol.  ii). 

Can.  Agricultural  Insurance  Co.,  receipts  and  expendi¬ 
tures  of  liquidators,  &c.,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  303  (i). 
Can.  Southern  By.  Co.  and  Erie  and  Niagara  By.  Co. 

B.  9  (Mr.  Bergin)  in  Com.,  245  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
M.  for  1°,  448  (i) ;  in  Com.,  955,  960-964,  1046  (ii). 
Can.  Agent  at  Paris,  appointment  of,  on  M.  for  Papers, 
931  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  B.  Extension  to  Canadian  ports  on  the  Atlantic, 
Yernon  Smith’s  Bep,,  on  M.  for  copies,  294  (vol.  i). 

—  Land  grant  accepted  by  Co.,  number  of  acres 
(Stmnt.)  862  (vol.  ii). 

— - —  North  Shore  By.,  subsidy  to,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  43  (vol.  i). 

■—  Short  Line  By.,  on  M.  for  O.  C.,  instructions 
given,  Beports,  &c.,  of  Engineers,  33,  39  (vol.  i). 

Cape  St.  Ignace,  Station  at  (Ans.)  246  (vol.  i). 

Cape  Tormentine  Harbor,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2917  (iv). 
Cascumpec  Harbor  Improvements  (Ans.)  479  (vol.  i). 
Charlottetown  Public  Buildings,  construction  of  (Ans.) 
2359  (vol.  iii). 

Chenevert,  J.  A.,  employment  of,  in  Public  Works 
Dept.  (Ans.)  429  (vol.  i). 

Church  Point  and  Trout  Cove  Piers,  Engineers’  Bep., 
on  M.  for  copy,  54  (vol.  i). 

Chinese  Commission,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387, 3421 ;  cone., 
3396  (vol.  iv). 
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Langevin,  Hon  Sir  Hector— Continued. 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1102,  1104,  1118,  1128  (vol.  ii). 

Court  of  Claims  for  Canada  (B.  93,  1°)  449  (vol.  i) ; 
prop.  Res.,  777  (vol.  ii)  ;  M.  to  dschg.  Order,  2439  (iii). 

Collins,  J.  E.,  sums  paid  to,  for  services,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
700  (vol.  i). 

Commercial  Relations  between  France  and  Canada,  on 
M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  831  (vol.  ii). 

Commercial  Treaty  with  Jamaica  (Ans.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 

Consolid.  Ry.  Act.,  1879,  Amt.  B.  Ill  (Mr.  Mulock )  on 
1°,  743  (vol.  i). 

Cornwall  Public  Buildings  (Ans.)  2997  (vol.  iv). 

Coste,  Louis  and  Eugene,  employment  of  (Ans.)  1131 
(vol.  ii). 

County  Court  Judges,  Man.  (B,  162)  prop.  Res.,  3395  (iv). 

Customs  and  Excise  Receipts  for  June  (Ans.)  3073  (iv). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of 
Com.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville)  3361 ;  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Deputy  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Committees,  on  M.  to 
appoint  Malachy  Daly,  Esq.,  72  (vol.  i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Jackson,  Mr.,  communica¬ 
tions  from,  re  Half-breed  Claims  (A  ns.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

— — •  Murder  of  Payne  and  Applcgarth  and  rising  of 
Stoney  Indians,  859  (voL  ii). 

- -  on  adjmt.  (remarks)  3160,  3212  (vol.  iv). 

■  — —  Prisoners  held  for  trial  (remarks)  on  M.  for 
Com.  of  Sup.,  3441  (vol.  iv). 

- - Stoney  Indian  rising  (Stmnt.)  886  (vol.  ii). 

— - Telegraphic  communication  west  of  Winnipeg 

(remarks)  839  (vol.  ii). 

Dredges,  Tugs  and  Scows,  building  of,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
53  ;  (remarks)  56  (vol.  i). 

Dredging,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2921  ;  cone.,  2923  (vol.  iv). 

Dry  Docks,  encouragement  of  construction  (B.  108, 
1°)  693  (vol.  i)  ;  2°  m.,  894  (vol.  ii). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Road  (B.  120)  prop.  Res.  and  M. 
for  Com.,  451  (vol.  i)  ;  Res.  cone,  in  and  1°*  of  B.,  892 
(vol.  ii) ;  M.  to  dschg.  Order,  2396  (vol.  iii). 

Dundas  Public  Buildings,  erection  of  (Ans.)  290  (i). 

Easter,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  888  (vol.  ii), 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock,  length  of  (Ans.)  743;  sub¬ 
stitution  of  granite  for  sandstone  (Ans.)  743  (vol.  i)  ; 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (vol.  iv). 

Expiring  Laws  continuation  (B.  165  1°*,)  2°*,  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  3458  (vol.  iv). 

Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  M.  for  2°  (M.  to  adjn. 
deb.)  886  (vol.  ii). 

France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2937  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (bir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  ( Sir 
Bichard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1 137 ;  on  M.  for 
Com.  (remarks)  1385  (vol.  ii) ;  “  qualifications  in 
counties,”  2085  ;  on  personal  explanation  of  Mr. 
Mills,  2140;  “registration  of  voters,”  2299;  on  Ms. 
that  Com.  rise,  1528  (vol.  ii),  2137  (vol.  iii). 


Langevin,  Hon.  Sir  Hector —Continued. 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  on  genuineness  of  Signatures 
(remarks)  2028  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Business  (Ms.  to  sic  on  Saturdays)  3246,  3459 
(vol.  iv). 

Govt.  Officials  in  the  N.W.,  names,  &c.,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
66  (vol.  i). 

Govt.  Rights  to  Water  Lots  on  Rivers  (Ans.)  2238 
(vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Tards  in  Montreal  (Ans.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Guerin,  Mr.,  Rep.  of  Survey  of  Improvments  on  the 
Ottawa  Riv.,  1040  (vol.  ii). 

Half-breed  Claims,  communication  from  Mr.  Jackson, 
(Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

Harbor  Commissioners  at  Three  Rivers  (B.  150)  Govt. 
Loan,  prop.  Res.,  2497  (vol.  iii). 

Harbors  in  Guysborough  Co.,  re-survey  (Ans.)  51  (i). 

Hatzfeld  Divorce  B.  107  (Mr.  Kilvert)  on  1°,  672  (i). 

High  Commissioner,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3386  (vol.  iv). 

Histoire  Genealogique  des  Families  Fran gaises,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  3455  (vol.  iv). 

House  of  Commons  Commissioners’  Rep.  re  Staff 
(Ans.)  2750  (vol.  iv). 

Immigrant  Buildings  at  Levis,  construction  of  (Ans.) 
89  (vol  i). 

Immigrant  Sheds  at  Medicine  Hat,  construction  of 
(Ans.)  351  (vol.  i). 

Immigration,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  2819  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Troubles  at  Motlakatla,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
304  (vol.  i). 

Inspector  of  Public  Works,  Ret.  respecting  (Ans.) 
606  (vol.  i). 

Internal  Economy  Commission,  increased  expenses  of, 
in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  3449  (vol.  iv). 

Land  and  Cable  Telegraphs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3307  (iv). 

Land  grants  to  Railways  in  the  N.  W.  (B.  147)  prop. 
Res.,  2440;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2483,  2488,  2517,  2518, 
2521;  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2533  (vol.  iii);  2°  m., 
2770  ;  in  Com.,  2855  (vol.  iv). 

Library  of  Parlt  B.  139  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on 
prop.  Res.,  1660  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.,  2759-2761  (iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  58  (Mn  Foster)  on 
M.  for  2°  (M.  to  adjn.  deb.)  620  (vol.  i). 

Longueuil  and  Levis  Ry.,  Survey  of  (Ans.)  429  (vol.  i). 

Man.  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  2517, 
2518  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Indian  Agency,  management  of,  on  M.  for  copy 
of  Rep.  made  by  Govt.  Commission,  62  (vol.  i). 

Man.  Judiciary  (B,  162)  prop.  Res.,  3395  (vol.  iv). 

Mattawa.,  Mountain  Rapids  and  Long  Sault,  Improve¬ 
ments  (Ans.)  1040  (vol.  ii). 

Military  Storehouses  in  Quebec,  lease  (Ques.)  1039  (ii). 

Militia  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  152  (Mr.  Caron)  on  M.  for 
2°,  3045  ;  in  Com.,  3046  (vol.  iv) . 

McCarthy,  C.,  Public  Works  Dept.,  Superannuation  of 
(Ans.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 
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Langevin,  Hon.  Sir  Hector— Continued. 

Mclsaac’s  Pond  as  a  harbor  of  refuge  (Ans.)  36  (vol.  i). 
Mounted  Police  Barracks  at  Fort  Macleod,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3387  (vol.  iv). 

Napanee  Public  Buildings  (Ans.)  77  (vol.  i) 

Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  By.  and  the  C.P.R. 
(Ans.)  57  (vol.  i). 

North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements,  on  M.  for 
copy  of  Reps.,  &c.,  696  (vol.  i). 

North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2483-2488  (vol.  iii). 

Official  Arbitrators,  Legislation  respecting  (Ans.)  88  (i). 
Optional  Subjects,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (vol.  iv). 
Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  White, 
Renfrew )  1225  (vol.  ii). 

Ottawa  River  Survey  and  Exploration  (Ans.)  131  (i). 
Parliamentary  Companion,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387  (iv). 
Penitentiaries  Rep.  (presented)  28  (vol.  i). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1892  (vol.  iii). 
Port  Arthur  Harbor,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (vol.  iv). 
Postmaster,  Assistant,  at  Ottawa,  Allowance  to,  on 
cone.,  3397  (vol.  iv). 

Portage  la  Prairie  and  Lake  of  the  Woods  Ry.  and  Nav. 
Co.’s  B.  63  (Mr.  Watson )  on  M.  to  refer  back  Rep.  of 
Sol.  Standing  Com.  on  Rys.,  &c.,  713  (vol.  i). 

Port  Credit  Harbor,  Repairs  to  (Ans.)  188  (vol.  i). 

Port  Rowan  Harbor  of  Refuge,  on  M.  for  Rot.,  299  (i). 
Post  Office  at  village  of  Montmagny  (Ans.)  246  (vol.  i). 
Printing  and  Advertising,  Ret.  (remarks')  28  (vol.  i). 
Private  Bills,  Reception  of  Reps.  (M.  to  estend  time) 
1094  (vol.  ii). 

Public  Works,  Depth  Rep.  (presented)  28  (vol.  i). 
Qu’Appelle  and  Long  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Ry.  and 
Stmbt.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2521  (iii ). 
Ry.  from  Montreal  to  the  sea-board,  on  Res.  (Mr. 

Laurier )  189,  193 ;  (M.  to  adjn.  deb.)  200  (vol.  i). 
Rys.  in  the  Co.  of  Grey,  Refund  of  bonuses  to  Co. 

Council,  &c.,  on  M.  for  copy  of  memorial,  59  (vol.  i). 
Real  Property  in  the  N.W.T.  (B.  109,  1°*)  742  (vol.  i). 
Red  Point  Harbor  Breakwater  (Ans.)  1039  (vol.  ii). 
Representation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.W.T.,  on  Res.  (Mr. 

Cameron,  Huron )  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3405  (iv). 
Representation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.W.T.  B.  45  (Mr. 

Cameron,  Huron )  on  M.  for  2°  (M.  to  adjn.  deb.)  495  (i). 
Return,  imperfect  (remarks)  101  (vol.  i),  1386  (vol.  ii) ; 

on  enquiries  for  (remarks)  363,  455  (i),  3395  (iv). 
Riel,  Louis,  employment  of,  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  743  (vol.  i). 
Richelieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Co.’s  B.  61  (Mr.  Desjardins)  in 
Com.,  1352  (vol.  ii). 

Roads  and  Bridges,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv), 

St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  2889  (vol.  iv), 
St.  Thomas,  Public  Buildings  at,  amount  expended,  on 
M.  for  Ret.,  80  (vol.  i). 

Sable  Island  telegraphic  communication  (Ans.)  57  (i). 
Sec.  of  State,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3350  (vol.  iv). 
Select  Standing  Com.  on  Rys.,  Canals  and  Telegraph 
Lines  (M.  to  add  name  of  Mr.  Bain)  125  (vol.  i). 


Langevin,  Hon.  Sir  Hector— Continued. 

Sittings  of  the  House  (M.  for  two  sittings  on  each  day) 
3459  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  Ry.  See  “  Subsidies.” 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Plans,  Reps.,  &c.  (Ans.)  246  (vol.  i). 

Somerville,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  repair  of  (Ans.)  57  (i). 

Statistics  relating  to  the  Public  Service  (Ans.)  2854  (iv)“. 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  (B.  158)  M.  for  Com.  on  Res., 
2971-2974 ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2975-2977,  2986,  2989, 
2994-2996 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier )  to  M.  to  cone,  in 
Res.,  3250,  3257-3259  ;  1Q*  of  B.,  3293  ;  2°  m.and  in 
Com.,  3380,  3399-3401 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Kirk )  to  M.  to 
cone,  in  Amts.,  3401  (vol.  iv). 

Superior  Court  of  Quebec  (prop.  Res.)  3293  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Justice,  Dept,  of)  898  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Optional  Subjects) 
3411  (vol.  iv) ;  Public  Works,  Dept,  of)  911,  suppl.,  3448 
(vol.  iv),  (contingencies)  921  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Sec.  of  State,  Dept, 
of)  3350  (vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues:  Post  Office  (allowance  to  Asst.  Post¬ 
master  at  Ottawa)  cone.,  3397  ;  Public  Works  (Agent  and 
contingencies,  B.C.)  3308;  Repairs,  &c.  (Harbors  and  Slides) 
3307 ;  (Land  and  Cable  Telegraphs)  3307  ;  (Telegraph  and 
Signal  Service)  3307 ;  (Telegraph  Lines,  B.  C.)  3307  (vol.  iv). 
Immigration,  2819  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  H.  of  O.  ( Debates ,  publishing)  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv) ; 
(increased  Expenses  under  Rep.  of  Internal  Economy  Com¬ 
mission)  3449  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  line)  2937  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Chinese  Commission)  3421,  3387,  cone.,  3396  ; 
(HistoirejGenealogique  des Families  Fran^aises) 3465;  (Mount¬ 
ed  Police  Barracks  at  Fort  Macleod)  3387 ;  ( Parliamentary 
Companion)  3387  (vol.  iv). 

Penitentiaries :  St.  Vincent  de  Paul  (payment  to  G.  F.  Baillairge) 
3350  (vol.  iv). 

Pensions  (Veterans  of  1812)  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works — Capital :  B.  C.  (Esquimau  Graving  Dock) 
2916  ;  Ottawa  (additional  buildings)  2916  ;  Port  Arthur  (con¬ 
struction  of  harbor)  2916.  Consolid.  Fund:  Buildings  (Ont.) 
3385;  Harbors  and  rivers  (N.  S.)  3409,  (N.  W.)  3420,  (Ont.) 
3386,  (Quebec)  3385,  3419;  Miscellaneous  (High  Commissioner) 
3386  ;  Roads  and  Bridges,  3420  ;  Telegraphs,  3386,  3420. 
Income:  Buildings  (Man.)  2919,  (N.  B.)  2918,  (N.  S.)  2917, 
(N.  W.  T.)  2919,  3452,  (Ont.)  2918,  (P.  E.  I.)  2918,  (Quebec) 
2918,  (Repairs,  &c.)  2919 ;  Dredging,  2922,  cone ,  2923  ; 
Harbors  and  Rivers  (Man.)  2921,  (Mar.Provs.  generally)  2923, 
(N.  B.)  2920,  (Ont.)  2920,  3433,  (P.  E.  I.)  2919,  (Quebec) 
2920;  Telegraphs,  2922  (vol.  iv). 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Service  in  B.C.  (Ans.)  743  (vol.  i). 

- -  and  Signal  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3307  (iv). 

Telegraphs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2922,  3386,  3420  (vol.  iv). 

Telegraph  System  in  Cape  Breton,  Extension  of  (Ans.) 
78  (vol.  i). 

Translation  of  Hansard  and  Votes  and  Proceedings  (re¬ 
marks)  594  (vol.  i). 

Three  Rivers  Harbor  Commissoners’  Loan  B.  150  (Mr. 
Bowell)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2555  (vol.  iii),  2935  (iv). 

Trutch,  J.  Wi,  employment  of,  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  744  (i). 

Ventilation  of  the  Chamber  (remarks)  2676  (vol.  iv) 

Veterans  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Water  Lots  in  N.S.,  application  for  (Ans.)  429  (vol.i). 
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Langevin,  Hon.  Sir  Hector— Continued. 

White  Point,  N.  S.,  Breakwater,  repair  of  (Ans.)  52  (i). 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  By.  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  82 
{Mr.  Cameron ,  Victoria)  on  M.  for  2°,  428  (vol.  i). 

Woodstock,  N.B.,  Public  Buildings,  Inspector  of  (Ans). 
606  (vol.  i). 

Wharves  on  P.E.I.,  grant  for  construction,  &c.  (Ans.) 
351  (vol.  i). 

Wood  supplies  for  Govt.  Buildings,  Ottawa  (Ans.)  429 
(vol.  i),  1387  (vol.  ii). 

Laurier,  Hon.  W.,  mast  Quebec. 

Can.  Agent  at  Paris,  appointment  of,  on  M.  for  Papers, 
982  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  R.  Extension  to  Canadian  ports  on  the  Atlantic 
(Ques.)  290;  Yernon  Smith’s  Rep.,  on  M.  for  copies, 
294;  St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  Quebec  (M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

- North  Shore  Line,  Subsidy  to  (M.  for  copies  of 

Cor.,  &c.)  41  (vol.  i). 

— - Res.  respecting  further  Loan,  on  M.  to  cone,  in 

Res.  (Amt.)  2863  ;  neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  89)  2864  (vol.  iv). 

- — —  Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  the  Atlantic,  on  M. 
for  Reps,  of  Govt.  Engineers,  &c.,  39  (vol.  i). 

Chonevert,  J.  A.,  employment  of,  by  Public  Works 
Dept.  (Ques.)  429  (vol.  i). 

Commercial  relations  between  France  [and  Canada,  on 

M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  831  (vol.  ii). 

Commercial  Treaty  with  Jamaica  (Ques.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Res.  {Mr.  Blake)  want  of 
confidence,  3119-3128  ;  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.,  3212  (iv). 

1 —  Prisoners  held  for  Trial  (remarks)  on  M.  for 
Com.  of  Sup.,  3440  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1167;  (Amt.)  1171 ;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  86)  1201;  in 
Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1445,  1446,  1448,  1451,  1454, 
1455,  1456 ;  “  tenant,”  1480  ;  “  actual  value,”  1596, 
1604;  “parish,”  1593;  “qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1626-1629  (ii),  1984  (iii)  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
McIntyre)  to  M.  for  3°  3057  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Fisher) 
to  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.,  3070  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Ques.  of 
Order)  1510,  1619 ;  on  M.  that  Com.  rise,  1424 
(vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1067  (vol;  ii). 

Land  Grant  and  Land  Grant  Bonds  to  Rys.  in  Man.  and 

N. W.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  96  (vol.  i). 

Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in 
Com.,  2761 ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  65) 
2763  (vol.  iv). 

Meredith,  Chief  Justice,  resignation  of  (M.  for  copy) 
43  (vol.  i). 

Nav.  of  River  St.  Lawrence  B.  159  {Mr.  McLelan)  on 
Order  for  2°,  3436  (vol.  iv). 

North  Shore  Ry.,  purchase  of,  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  189  (i). 

Ry.  from  Montreal  to  the  sea-board  (Res.)  189  (vol,  i). 

Return,  enquiry  for,  895  (vol.  ii). 


Laurier,  Hon.  W.— Continued. 

Riel,  Treatment  of,  in  Prison  (remarks)  2357  (vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  {Sir  Sector  Langevin) 
in  Com.,  2976,  2986,  2994 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res., 
3250  ;  (Amt.)  3257 ;  in  Com  on  B.,  3399  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Legislation  :  H.  of  C.  ( Debates ,  publishing)  cone.,  3373  (vol.  iv). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  {Mr.  Landry , 
Montmagny)  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Ouimet.)  to  M.  for  2°,  167  (i). 

Ways  and  Means— on  Res.  {Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance  in 
the  N.W.,  3119-3128  ;  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.,  3212  (iv). 

Lesage,  Mr.  c.  A.,  Dorchester . 

C.  P.  R.  Extension  to  Canadian  ports  on  the  Atlantic, 
Yernon  Smith’s  Rep.  (M.  for  copies)  294  (vol.  i). 

- — - Short  Line  Ry.  from  Montreal  to  the  Atlantic 

(M.for  Reps,  of  Govt.  Engineers,  &c.)  38  (i). 

Etchemin  River  Line,  Survey  of  (Ques.)  350  (vol.  i). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  {Sir  Rector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2992-2994 ;  (Amt.)  3289 ;  neg. 
(Y.  36,  N.  101)  3292  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Mr.  Wicksteed’s  Rep.  (Ques.)  1744  (iii). 

Lister,  Mr.  J.  E.,  West  Lambton. 

Bonuses  to  Rys,  in  Ont,,  Pets,  for  relief  of,  on  M.  for 
copies,  357  (vol.  i). 

Brandon,  Postmaster  at,  Salary  and  Allowances  (Ques.) 
2029  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  on  M. 
for  3°,  1301;  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  103)  1303  (ii). 

Cornwall  Public  Buildings  (Ques.)  2997  (vol.  iv). 

Coste, Louis  an  i  Eugene,  employment  of  (Ques.)  1 131  (ii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Trial  of  Riel  (Ques.)  2358  (iii). 

Dom.  License  Act,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  309  (i). 

Dumont,  Extradition  of  (Ques.)  2358  (vol.  iii). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Res. 
{Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  390  (vol.  i). 

Fishing  Licenses,  Lake  Erie,  names  of  persons  granted 
(M.  for  Ret.)  964  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  {Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1150-1153;  on  M. 
for  Com.,  1344-1347,  1352  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1732-1736  (vol.  ii),  1860-1864 ;  (Indians) 
2009-2012;  “  qualifications  in  counties,”  2066,2070, 
2075;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2088,  (Indians)  2153- 
2155  ;  “  registration  of  voters,”  2264,  2283,  2286, 
2316;  “  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2324,  2338,  2343  ; 
“  general  provisions,”  2344 ;  “  appeal,”  2364 ; 

“  officers  and  duties”  (Indians)  2371 ;  on  consdn.  of 
B.  (Amt.)  3066  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Superintendents,  office  of  (Ques.)  88  (vol.  i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1082,  1084  (vol.  ii). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt.  B.  6  {Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Tupper)  6  m.  h.,  to 
M.  for  2°,  184  (vol.  i). 

License  Commissioners  in  Essex  (Ques.)  606  (vol.  i). 
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Lister,  Mr.  J.  F.— Continued. 

Maritime  Court  of  Ont.  Extension  of  Jurisdiction  B. 

II  (Mr.  Allen )  on  M.  for  2°,  128  (vol.  i). 

Moody,  John,  employment  of  (Ques.)  148  (vol.  i). 
Northerly  and  Westerly  Boundaries  of  Ont.,  proceed¬ 
ings,  moneys  paid,  &c.  (M.  for  Ret.)  210  (vol.  i.) 
Personal  Explanation,  re  statement  made  by  Min.  of 
Marine  (remarks)  693  (vol.  i). 

Rys.  in  the  Co.  of  Grey,  refund  of  bonuses  to  Co. 

Council,  «fec.,  on  M.  for  copy  of  memorial,  59  (vol.  i). 
Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  Municipalities,  memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  585  (vol.  i). 
Squatters  in  the  Qu’Appelle  Yalley  (M.  for  Ret.)  205  (i). 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882,  Amt.  B.  133  (Mr. 

McLelan )  on  prop.  Res.,  1219  (vol.  ii). 

Supply : 

Fisheries  (Fish-breeding,  &c.)  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Ammunition)  2905  ;  (Clothing  and  Great  Coats)  2908  ; 
(Drill  Pay,  &c.)  2910  (vol.  iv). 

Watson,  Ebenezer,  of  Sarnia,  office  of  (Ques.)  188  (i). 

Macdonald,  Mr.  A.  C.,  King's,  P.E.l. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  in 
Com.,  1047;  (Amt.)  1063  (vol.  ii). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &o.,  cut  in  the  Ice,  B.  22 
( Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hall)  150  (i). 
-Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  944,  (ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns  ”  (Amt.)  1623  (vol. 
ii)  ;  telegram  read  re  election  in  P.E.l. ,  1903  (iii)  . 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°,  3054  (iv). 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  Depositors  in,  on  M.  for  Ret., 
822  (vol.  iij. 

Red  Point  Harbor  Breakwater  (Ques.)  1039  (ii). 
Supply  : 

Public  Works — Income:  P.E.L,  2918  (vol.  iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  Act  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1674  (vol.  ii). 

Weight  and  Measurement  of  Root  Crops  (M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.*)  201  (vol.  i) 

Winter  Crossing  from  P.E.l.  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor.) 
62  (vol.  i). 

Macdonald,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  A.,  Carleton,  Out. 
Accommodation  for  Members  (remarks)  49  (vol.  i). 
Address,  on  The,  19 ;  M.  for  Com.  to  draft,  27 ;  draft 
Rep.,  27  ;  His  Excell,  reply,  113  (vol.  i). 
Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.T.  (B.  141,  1°*) 
2345  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com.,  2962,  2967  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Mills)  to  M.  for  3°,  3002,  3427  (vol.  iv). 
Administration  of  Oaths  of  Office  (B.  1, 1°*)  1  (vol.  i). 
Administration  of  the  N.W.T.  (Mr.  Caron)  in  Com.  on 
Res.  (Amt.)  2934  (vol.  iv). 

Advances  to  Provinces  B.  7  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  on  M. 
to  introd.,  32  (vol.  i). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  122  (M.  to  transfer  to  Govt. 
Orders)  1320  (vol.  ii). 


Macdonald,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  A.— Continued. 

American  Engineers’  visit  to  N.S.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3457 
(vol.  iv). 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
2546  (vol.  iii). 

Andre,  Father,  Letter  from,  in  1883  (Ans.)  3425  (iv). 

Annunciation  Day,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  714  (vol.  i). 

Archives,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1024  (vol.  ii). 

Ash  Wednesday,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  125  (vol.  i). 

Banking  Facilities  for  Agriculturists  B.  36  (Mr.  Orton) 
on  Res.,  120  (vol.  i). 

Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency  (M.  for  Sp.  Com.)  47 ; 
Pets,  respecting  (M.  to  refer  to  Sp.  Com.)  125  (vol.  i). 

Bell  and  Kavanagh  Land  Claims,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
O.C.,  &c.,  481  (vol.  i). 

Benson,  Mr.,  M.P.,  Death  of  (remarks)  2357  (vol.  iii). 

Better  Preservation  of  the  Peace  Act  Amt.  B.  131  (Mr, 
Caron)  in  Com.,  2825,  2827  (vol.  iv). 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  by  Ont.  Legislature  (remarks)  on  M. 
for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3446  (vol.  iv). 

Boundary  between  Ont.  and  Man.  (Ans.)  51  (i). 

B. C.  Penitentiary,  suspension  of  Rules,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  824 ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  990  (vol.  ii). 

British  Medical  Acts  Return  (remarks)  939  (vol.  ii). 

Bureau  of  Agriculture,  Establishment  of  (Ans.)  76  (i). 

Business  of  the  Session  (remarks)  211  (vol.  i);  (M.)  to 
meet  at  1  o’clock,  1744  (vol,  iii). 

Cabinet  Representation  for  B.C.  (Ans.)  235  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (Ans.)  363  (vol  i). 

— - -  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  ques.  to  fix 

day  for  2°,  713;  procedure,  714  (vol.  i);  (Ans.) 
to  fix  day  for  consdn.  of  Sen.  Amts.,  2530  (vol.  iii)  ; 
on  Sen.  Amts.,  2645,  2650,  2652-2656  (vol.  iv). 

Druggists’  Licenses  (Ans.)  1306  (ii). 

■  -  Expenses  of  prosecutions  under  (Ans.)  1306  (ii)  ; 
3320  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Contingent  for  the  Soudan  (Ans.)  568  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  R.  Agreement  by  Co.  to  Terms  of  Resolution 
(Ans.)  1915  (vol.  iii). 

- - Change  in  existing  arrangements  (Ans.)  695 

(vol.  i),  1744  (vol.  iii). 

- Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  B.  153  (Mr.  Pope)  prop.  Res. 

2420  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com.,  3032  (vol.  iv). 

- Debt,  floating  and  unsecured  (Ans.)  219  (i). 

- ■—  Extension  of,  to  Quebec  (Ans.)  291  (vol.  i). 

- —  Length  of  gaps  (explanation)  838  (vol.  ii ) . 

— - Forty  Mile  Belt  in  B.C.  (Memo,  read)  1983  (iii). 

- Govt.  Mortgage,  changes  (Ans.)  36  (vol.  i). 

- - -  Homesteads  within  Ry.  Belt  (Ans.)  567  (vol.  i). 

- Land  Area  in  the  48-mile  belt  accepted  by  Co. 

(Stmnt.)  782  (vol.  ii). 

- - —  Land  Grant  accepted  by  Co.,  number  of  acres 

(Ans.)  568,  741  (vol.  i). 

- Land  rejected  by  Co.  in  Ry.  Belt  (Stmnt.)  965  ; 

(Ans.)  927  (vol.  ii). 

- Legislation  respecting  (Ans.)  57  (vol.  i.) 

— - Payment  of  Interest  by  Co.  (Ans.)  1677  (vol.  ii). 
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0.  P.  E,  Proposals  by  Co.  (remarks)  746  (vol.  i). 

- Eelief  of,  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  350  (vol.  i). 

- -  Ees.  respecting  further  Loan  (remarks)  on 

adjmt.  of  deb.,  2643  ;  in  Com.,  2724,  2725,  2727,  2729- 
2731,  2733,  2734,  2737-2741,  2743-2747,  2862  ;  on 
M.  to  rec.  Eep.  of  Com.  (Amt.)  2359  (vol.  iv.) 

— - Timber  dues  to  Govt,  by  Co.  (Ans.)  479  (vol.  i). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  ( Mr .  Costigan )  in  Com.,  2535-2539 
(vol.  iii). 

Capital  Account  Expenditure,  on  M.  for  Stmnt. ,  46  (i). 

Cape  Breton  Island  Claims  under  terms  of  Confedera¬ 
tion,  on  prop.  Ees.  (ik/r.  Cameron,  Inverness)  615  (i). 

Carlton,  Evacuation  of,  Eep.  (Ans.)  1567  (vol.  ii). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  5  (Mr.  Coughlin )  on  M.  for  2Q,  102 
(vol.  i). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  13  (Mr.  McCarthy )  on  M.  for  2°, 
254  (vol.  i). 

Census  of  the  N.W.T.,  &c.,  B.  21  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com. 
on  Ees.,  75  ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  171 ;  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  to  recom.,  214  (vol.  i). 

Central  Prison  of  Ont.  Acts  Amt.  (B.  129,  1°*)  1226 
(vol.  ii)  ;  2°  m.,  2402  (vol.  iii). 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Eep.  (Ans.)  29  ;  on  presenta¬ 
tion  (remarks)  236  (vol.  i). 

Chinese  Immigration  Eestriciion  B.,  notice  of  Ees., 
2497  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  B.  (Ans.)  28  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1097  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  3  m.  h.,  to  M.  for  3°, 
1284  (vol.  ii). 

Clark,  G.M.K.,  sums  paid,  on  M.  for  Eet.,  697  (vol.  i). 

Clothing  and  Great  Coats,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2909  (iv). 

Colonisation  Co.’s  modification  of  agreement  (Ans.) 
1678  (vol.  ii),  2241  (vol.  iii). 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor  B.  117  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley ) 
(remarks)  1671  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2430  (vol.  iii). 

Coasolidn.  of  the  Statutes,  Eep.  of  Commissioners  (pre¬ 
sented)  32  (vol.  i). 

Contingencies,  Depth,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  915  (vol.  ii). 

Corpus  Christi,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  2301  (vol.  iii). 

Copyright,  Law  of,  on  prop.  Ees.  (Mr.  Edgar)  713  (i). 

County  Court  Judges,  Man.  (B.  162)  in  Com.  on  Ees., 
3435,  3436  (vol.  iv). 

County  Court  Judges’  Salaries  (Ans.)  3073  (vol.  iv). 

Crozier,  Supt.,  Eep.  of,  re  Indian  sympathy  with  Half- 
breeds,  3425  (vol.  iv). 

Debates,  Official  Eep.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (vol.  ii)  ;  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Third 
Eep.  of  Com.,  3363  (vol.  iv). 

Deputy  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Corns.  (B.  26)  prop. 
Ees.,  67  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  appoint  Sel.  Com. 
to  rep.  to  House,  70;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  72;  on 
Ques.  of  Order,  73;  2°  and  in  Com.,  175;  3°  on  a 
a  div.,  212  (vol.  i). 

Deputy  Speaker  (M.)  appointing  Malachy  Daly,  Esq., 
72  (vol.  i) ;  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351,  3353  (iv). 
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Dewdney,  Gov.,  communications  from  (Ans.)  3425  (iv). 
Disputed  Boundaries  of  Ont.,  Imperial  Legislation 
(Ans.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.  (Ans.)  693,  714  (vol.  i), 
783;  (remarks)  1832  (vol.  ii). 

- - Andre,  Father,  letter  from  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

— — —  Assistance  to  families  of  Militiamen,  894  (ii). 
— ■ — - —  Assistance  to  Settlors  (Ans.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 

- - -  Civil  Service  Volunteers  (Ans.)  3043  (iv). 

- - Claims,  &c.,  of  Half-breeds  (Ans.)  1474  (vol.  ii). 

- ___  Compensation  for  losses  (Ans.)  3321  (vol.  iv). 

- — —  Crowfoot,  communication  from  (read)  1038  (ii). 

- -  Crozier,  Supt.,  Eep.  of,  re  Indian  sympathy  with 

Half-breeds  (Ans.)  3425  (vol,  iv). 

- — - —  Dewdney,  Lieut.-Gov.,  communications  with 
Govt.  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

- - —  Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at  (Tels.  read)  790 

(vol.  ii) ;  Eep.  of  Fight  (Ans.)  1743  (vol.  iii). 

. — —  Dumas,  Michel,  appointment  a3  farm  in¬ 
structor  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

■  ■  Expense  B.  129  (Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com.,  2856  (iv). 

- - -  Fort  Pitt  Disaster,  confirmation  of  news,  1281 ; 

(Tel.  read)  1301  (vol.  ii). 

- — — -  Frog  Lake,  Massacre  at  (Stmnt.)  994  (vol.  ii). 

-  - -  Govt,  officials  in  the  N.W.,  communications 

with  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

- Grandin,  Bishop,  communications  from  (Ans.) 

3321,  3423  (vol.  iv). 

- —  Half-breed  grievances  (Mr.  Blake)  2040-2042 

(vol.  iii). 

—  ■  Half-breed  Commission  (letter  read  from  Mr, 
Street)  1607;  work  of  (remarks)  1566,  2169  (ii). 

- — -  Imp.  Govt.,  comrnn.  with  (Ans.)  1744  (vol.  iii), 

— - Indemnity  to  Members  in  the  field,  on  prop.  M. 

(Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  812  (vol.  ii). 

— — ■ —  Indians  at  Fort  Qu’Appelle, loyalty  of  (Tel.  road) 
1320  (vol.  ii). 

— — -  Isboster,  James,  appointment  as  far  instructor 
(Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

— - Mounted  Police  Officers,  Eeps.  from,  of  Engage¬ 

ments  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

» —  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  M.  for  Com.  on  Ways 
and  Means,  761-765  (vol.  i). 

- — -  on  further  information  (remarks)  745,  813  (ii), 

— — - Poundmaker,  Skirmish  with,  Tel.  from  Herch- 

mer  (read)  1649  (vol.  ii). 

— — — —  Prisoners  held  for  Trial,  3443  (vol.  iv). 

—  Prisoners  surrendered  by  Poundmaker  (Ans.) 
2065  (vol.  iii). 

— — -  Eaid  on  Houses  at  Battleford,  889  (vol.  ii). 

..  —  Eelief  of  destitute  families  (remarks)  3321  (iv). 

— - —  Eeligious  Eites  refused  prisoners  2998  (vol.  iv). 

-  —  Ees.  (Mr.  Blake)  want  of  confidence  (reply). 
3110-3119  (vol.  iv). 

- —  Eewards  for  Bravery  (Ans.)  2359  (vol.  iii). 

- - -  Eiel’s  proposal  to  accept  money  (Ans.)  3426  (iv) 

—  Eiel,  Trial  of  (Ans.)  2358  (vol.  iii). 
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- Stoney  Indian  rising  (Stmnt.)  863  (vol.  ii). 

- -  Volunteers,  recognition  of  Services  of  (Ans.) 

2029  (vol.  iii)  ;  prop,  Res.,  3321  (vol,  iv). 

Divorce  Court,  creation  of  a  (Ans.)  77  (vol.  i). 

Dom.  and  Prov.  Franchises,  despatch  from  Mr.  Fielding 
(Ans.)  2170  (vol,  iii). 

Dom.  Day,  Sitting  of  the  House  on  (Ans.)  2773  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Drainage  Co.’s  B.  28  (Mr.  Haggart )  on  M.  for  2°, 
1007  ;  on  M.  for  Com.,  1386  (vol.  ii). 

Dom.  Lands,  frauds  in  Dept.  (Ans.)  1915,  2170  (vol.  iii). 

-  Dumont’s  lot  on  Saskatchewan  (Ans.)  2029 

(vol.  iii). 

— in  B.  C.,  Timber  dues  (Ans.)  2240  (vol.  iii). 

— —  Revenue  for  7  months  1884-85  (Ans.)  290  (i). 

— -  Sales,  receipts  on  account  (Ans.)  2854  (vol,  iv). 

Dom.  Police,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985  (vol.  ii). 

Dorchester  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  989  (vol.  ii). 

Dumas,  Michel,  appointment  as  farm  instructor  (Ans.) 
3425  (vol.  iv). 

Duck  Lake  Engagement,  Kep.  of  (Ans.)  1567  (ii). 

Dumont,  Extradition  of  (Ans.)  2358  (vol.  iii). 

Dynamite,  Legislation  respecting  (Ans.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Easter,  adjmt.  for  (Ans.)  713  (vol.  i). 

Edmonton  and  Saskatchewan  Colon.  Co.’s  Township 
Surveys  (Ans.)  2171  (vol.  iii). 

Election  Expenses,  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  3452  (vol.  iv). 

Etchemin  River  Line,  Survey  of  (Ans.)  350  (vol.  i). 

Exchange  Bank,  Claims  against  (Ans.)  89 ;  Advances 
to,  on  prop.  Res.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  393(vol.  i). 

Expenditure  on  Capital  Account,  on  M.  for  Stmnt,,  46  (i). 

Explosive  Substances  (B.  95, 1°*)  545  (vol.  i)  ;  2°  m., 
893;  in  Com.,  1167 ;  3°  m.,  1335  (vol.  ii). 

Evangolical  Lutheran  Church  of  Can.  B.  60  (Mr. 
McCarthy)  in  Com.,  693  (vol.  i). 

Fabre,  Mr.,  salary  and  contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3244  (vol.  iv). 

Factory  B.  (Ans.)  29  (vol.  i). 

Federation  of  the  Empire,  proposals  for  (Ans.)  51  (i). 

Finance  Minister,  Health  of  (Ans.)  2497  (vol.  iii). 

Fish  taken  in  the  Miramichi,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  295  (i). 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.S.  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,&c.,  221  (vol.  i). 

Fishery  Arrangements  with  U.S.  (romarks)  2890  (iv). 

Franchise  (B.  103,  1°)  629  (vol.  i)  ;  Order  for  2°  read 
(remarks)  1095;  2°  m.,  1133;  in  Com.,  1385; 
“  woman  suffrage,  1388,  1458  ;  “  owner,”  1444,  1445, 
1449,  1452,  1453,  1457;  “tenant,”  1475,  1481; 
“occupant,”  1483;  “person”  (Indians)  1484,  I486, 
1487,  1489,  1563,  1574  (vol.  ii),  2023  (vol.  iii)  5 
(Chinese)  1582,  1558;  “farm,”  1591;  “parish,” 
1593;  “farmers’  sons,”  1594;  “actual  value,” 
1596,  1600  (vol.  ii),  “  qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1745,  1932,  1937,1983-1988,  1992-2003, 
2757-2759  (vol.  iv)  ;  “  qualifications  in  counties,” 
2053,  2060,  2062,  2064,  2065,  2079,  2080,  2394; 
on  disqualifying  revising  barristers,  2086  (vol.  iii)  ; 
“  who  shall  not  vote "  (Indians)  2104,  (Amts.) 
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2139;  “registration  of  voters,”  2172,  2177-  2180, 
2228,  2231,  2241,  2244,  2269,  2273,  2279-2294,  2300, 
2310-2319  ;  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2321,  2326- 
2335,  2339-2345,  “general  provisions,”  2344, 
2351,  2353-2356;  “  appeal,”  *2360-2365,  2395; 
“  officers  and  duties  ”  (Indians)  2370,  2373, 
2388,  2389  ;  “  offences,”  2390  ;  “  farm,”  2393 

(vol.  iii) ;  “  preamble,”  2758 ;  M.  to  refer  back 
to  Com.,  3051  ;  in  Com.,  3052  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Intyre)  to  M.  for  3°,  3056 ;  “  remuneration  of  revising 
officers,  &c.,”  prop.  Res.,  2420  (vol.  iii) ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  3059  (vol.  iv)  ;  on  procedure,  1470 ;  on  Mr. 
Trow’s  pair  with  Mr.  Williams  (remarks)  1470 ;  on 
taking  up  items  consecutively  (remarks)  1471  (vol. 
ii)  ;  on  Ms.  that  Com,  rise,  2137,  2207  (vol.  iii)  ;  on 
Ques.  of  Order,  appeal  from  Chair  to  House,  1510, 
1512,  1513  (voi.  ii)  ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  1825,  1969, 
2143;  on  personal  explanation  of  Mr.  Mills,  2140 ; 
(remarks)  2146,  2160  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets,,  on  genuineness  of  Signatures 
(remarks)  2026,  2028,  2496  ((vol.  iii). 

French  Half-breeds  at  St.  Laurent, Claims  of  (Ans.) 
2358  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1316,  1319  (vol.  ii). 

Geological  Survey,  Management  of  (Ans.)  114  (i). 
Govt.  Agents  in  the  N.W.T.,  Foes  from  Settlers  (Ans.) 
2170  (vol. iii). 

Govt.  Business  (Ms.)  to  take  in  Thursdays,  451  (vol  i)  ; 
Wednesdays,  965;  Mondays,  1336  (vol.  ii);  Satur¬ 
days,  1824  (vol  iii),  2676;  (remarks)  3293  (vol.  iv). 
Govt.  Loan  B.  145  (Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com.,  2464  ;  on  M. 

to  cone,  in  Res.,  2525  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Officials  in  the  N.  W.,  communications  from 
(Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

Grandin,  Bishop,  commn.  from  (Ans.)  3423  (iv). 

G.  T.  R.  Returns,  on  enquiry  respecting  (remarks)  662 
(vol.  i)  ;  964  (vol.  ii). 

- -  Stockholders,  Ret.  respecting  (remarks)  28, 

101,  113,  350,  566  (vol.  i) ;  Ans.  of  Mr.  Hickson 
(Ans.)  927,  1094,  1278  (vol.  ii) ;  (remarks)  2210 
(iii)  ;  enforcement  of  Order  of  House,  3426  (iv). 

— — — -  Riviere  du  Loup  Branch,  Sale  of  (Ans.)  1039  (ii). 
Guns  used  in  fight  with  Poundmaker  (Ans.)  2170  (iii). 
Half-breed  Minors,  Man.,  Claims  of  unenumerated  (Ans.) 
1743  (vol.  iii). 

Half-breed  Commission,  information  respecting  (Ans.) 
1567,  1607  (vol.  ii)  ;  Claims  recognized  and  rejected 
(Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

Half-breed  Indian  Reserves  and  Homesteads  (Ans.) 
1567  (vol.  ii). 

Plotson  the  Saskatchewan  (Ans.)  1567  (vol.  ii). 

- Scrip  (Ans.)  1914  (vol.  iii). 

- - —  Settlement  of  Claims  (Ans.)  1567  (vol.  ii). 

— — - —  Settlement,  undisturbed  occupation  (Ans.)  1567 
(vol.  ii). 

Homesteads  within  Ry.  Belt  (Ans.)  479  (vol.  i). 
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Horses  for  Troops  in  N.W.,  purchase  of  (Ans.)  1306  (ii). 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (iv). 

Hughes,  D.  J.,  Official  conduct  of  (Ans.)  77 ;  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  98  (vol.  i). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2841,  2846  (vol.  iv). 

Indemnity  to  Members,  increased,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3450. 

Indian  Advancement  Act,  application  of  (Ans.)  77  (i). 

Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of,  Bep.  (presented)  28  (vol.  i)  ; 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Reserve,  Victoria  Arm,  B.C.  (Ans.)  1211  (ii). 

Indian  Schools  in  the  N.W.  and  Man.  (Ans.)  568  (i). 

Indians,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  867  (vol.  ii)  ;  3243,  3314-3320, 
3341,  3392,  3393;  cone.,  2922,  3373  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Superintendents,  office  of  (Ans.)  88  (vol.  i). 

Indian  Titles  in  Ont.  acquired  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  632  (i) . 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1065  (vol.  ii). 

Insolvent  Debtors,  distribution  of  Assets  prov.  B.  4  (M. 
to  transfer  to  Govt.  Orders)  1280  (vol.  ii). 

Insolvency,  on  ques.  as  to  Legislation  (remarks)  103 3 
(vol.  ii). 

Inspection  and  Supervision  of  Banks,  on  Res.  (Mr.  Cas- 
grairi)  85  (vol.  i) . 

I.  C.  R.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3296,  3297  (vol.  iv). 

Interior,  Dept,  of,  Rep.  (presented)  28  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  915,  968-973  (vol.  ii),  2764  (vol.  iv). 

International  Ferries  B.  17  (Mr.  Patterson,  Essex)  on 
M.  for  2°,  254  (vol.  i). 

Isbester,  J.,  appointment  as  farm  instructor  (Ans.) 
3425  (vol.  iv). 

Jamaica,  Trade  relations  with  (Ans.)  429  (vol.  i). 

Judges  in  N.B.,  appointment  for  year’s  circuit  (Ans.) 
568  (vol.  i). 

Judicial  Reform  in  the  N.W.T.,  petitions,  &c.  (Ans.) 
1306  (vol.  ii). 

Justice,  Penitentiaries  Branch,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914  (ii). 

Kingston  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985  (vol.  ii). 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3345  (vol.  iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.  (B.  147)  prop.  Res., 
782  (vol.  ii)  ;  2443-2445,  2503  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Blake)  to  M.  for  3°,  2891,  2894  (vol.  iv). 

Lands  in  Ry.  Belt  in  B.C.,  and  Homestead  Act  (Ans.) 
289  (vol.  i). 

Law  Reports,  Ont.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (vol.  iv). 

Lebel,  Antoine,  Indian  Agent,  acting  without  sureties 
(Ans.)  1211  (vol.  ii). 

Librarian  of  Parliament,  office  of  (Ans.)  41  (vol.  i). 

Library  of  Parlt.  Joint  Com.  (M.  for  Mess,  to  S6n.)  36 
(vol.  i). 

Library  of  Parlt.  (B.  139)  prop.  Res.,  1659,  1661 ;  in 
Com., 1668-1670 ;  2°  m.,  2402  (iii)  ;  in  Com.,  2760  (iv). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (vol.  iv). 

Lieut.-Gov.  of  N.B.  (Ans.)  362  (vol.  i). 

Lieut.-Gov.  of  Quebec,  Oath  of  Office  (Ans.)  479  (vol.  i). 

Lingan  Mines,  C.  B.,  aiding  civil  power  at,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3452  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  58  (Mr.  Foster)  on 
M.  for  2°,  621  (vol.  i). 


Macdonald,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Jolm  A. —Continued. 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  1211 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.(remarks)1226(ii). 

—  —  (B.  134,  1°)  1281  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°  m.,  2400  (vol.  iii)  ; 
in  Com.,  2768,  2894,  2897 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to 
M.  for  3°,  2359  (vol.  iv). 

— — Boards  of  Commissioners  under  (Ans.)  77  (i). 

— — - —  Constitutionality  of  (Ans.)  429  (vol.  i). 

— —  Putting  in  force,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv). 

- -  Regulations  directing  License  Fund  under 

(Ans.)  76  (vol.  i). 

- — Supreme  Court  Judgment  (Ans.)  29  (vol.  i). 

Loan  of  £4,000,000  recently  effected  (Ans.)  2998  (iv). 

Losses  and  Expenses  through  Troubles  in  the  N.W.T., 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3454  (vol.  iv), 

McLeod,  N.,  Superannuation  of  (Ans.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

McManus,  O.,  gratuity  to  widow  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup. ,3350 
(vol.  iv). 

Man.,  Claim  for  a  Subsidy  (Ans.)  188  (vol.  i). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  2780-2783  (explanation)  2785 ;  in  Com,, 
2791,  2794,  2824,  3047-3050  (vol.  iv). 

Man.  Half-bi’eed  Minors,  Claims  preferred  and  rejected 
(Acs.)  2169  (vol.  iii);  temporarily  absent  (Ans.) 
1743  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  989  (vol.  ii). 

Man.  South-Western  Colon.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2503  (vol.  iii). 

Marine,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  908  (vol.  ii). 

Maritime  Court  of  Ont.,  Extension  of  Jurisdiction  Bi  11 
(Mr.  Allen)  on  M.  for  2°,  129,  131;  on  Order  for 
Com.,  215  ;  in  Com.,  496  (vol.  i). 

Members’  Indemnity,  payments  to  those  absent  through 
sickness  (Ans.)  3473  (vol.  iv). 

Meredith,  Qhief  Justice,  resignation  of,  on  M.  for  copy, 
43  (vol.  i). 

Messages  from  His  Ex. :  Ans.  to  Address,  113  (i). 

— -  Claims  of  Man.,  202  (vol.  i). 

- — — —  Internal  Economy  Commission,  40  (vol.  i). 

_____  Pets.,  Res.,  &c.,  on  Bankruptcy,  101  (vol.  i). 

_____  Thanks  of  Queen  for  condolence  on  Death  of 
Duke  of  Albany,  32  (vol.  i). 

_____  Washington  Treaty,  Fishery  Clauses,  Cor.  and 
Papers,  3232  (vol.  iv). 

Meeting  of  the  House,  irregularity  (remarks)  2996  (iv). 

Minister  of  Interior,  absence  of  (Ans.)  964  (vol.  ii). 

Minister  of  Rys.,  office  of  (Ans.)  41,  52  (vol.  i). 

Model  Farm,  Establishment,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  3453  (iv). 

Morgan,  H.  J.,  payments  to,  by  Govt,  for  services,  on 
M.  for  Stmnt.,  120  (vol.  i)  ;  for  “  Annual  Register,” 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (vol.  iv). 

Morgan,  J.  H.,  Services  as  Forestry  Commissioner 
(Ans.)  77  (vol.  i). 

Mounted  Police  Barracks,  Tenders  or  (Ans.)  351  (vol. 
i) ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3244  (vol.  iv). 

Mounted  Police,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3243,  3392  (vol.  iv); 

- — - —  Recruits  (Stmnt.  of  number,  and  horses  pur¬ 
chased)  1607 ;  (remarks)  1566  (vol.  ii). 
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N.  S.  Rys.,  Consolid.  and  completion  (Ans.)  2530  (iii). 

North  Shore  Ry.,  purchase  of,  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  189  (vol. 
i)  ;  use  of  by  0.  P.  R.  (Ans.)  1915  (vol.  ii). 

N.  W.  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  (B.  144)  prop* 
Res.,  994  ( vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2402  ;  M.  to  cone, 
in  Res.,  2421,  2426,  2428 ;  Res.  cone,  in  and  1°*  of 
B.,  2430  (vol.  iii)  ;  2°  in,  2770  ;  3°  in.,  2820  (vol.  iv). 

- (B.  140,  1°*)  1670  (vol.  ii);  2°  m,  2772;  3°  m., 

2822  (vol.  iv). 

- — — -  Commissioners’  Rep.  (Ans.)  2359  (vol.  ii);  (pre¬ 
sented)  2820  (voh  iv). 

— —  Increase  of  force  (Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

- - Officers  Rops.  of  Engagements  (Ques.)  3425  (iv). 

N.  W.,  Papers  respecting  (Ans.)  2358  (vol.  iii). 

Oaths  of  Office  (B.  1,  1°*)  1  (vol.  i). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  151  (Mr. 
Carling )  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2556  (vol.  iii)  ;  M. 
to  receive  Rep.  of  Com.  on  Res.,  2753 ;  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Res.,  2756  (vol.  iv). 

Offences  against  the  Person  (assault  and  battery)  Act 
Amt.  B.  42  ( Mr.  Tupper )  on  M.for  2°  (M.  to  adjn.  deb.) 
219  (vol.  i). 

Offences  against  the  Person  Act  Amt.  (B.  123, 1°*)  1037 
(vol.  ii)  ;  on  3°  (remarks)  2768  (vol.  iv). 

Ontario’s  Boundaries,  Legislation  respecting  (Ans)  51, 
115,  567  (vol.  i),  2998,  3321  (vol.  iv). 

_____  on  M.  for  copies  of  O.C.’s  Imp.,  Can.  or  Provl., 
52  (vol.  i). 

Ontario’s  Claims  to  country  north  of  height  of  land  and 
south  of  Hudson’s  Bay,  &c.  (Ans.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Ontario,  Northern  Boundary  of,  Res.  of  Govt.  (Ans.) 
1133  (vol.  ii). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  64  (Mr.  McCarthy )  on  M. 
for  2°,  628  (vol.  i). 

Patents  issued  to  Settlers,  Prince  Albert  (Ans.)  964  (ii). 

Payment  of  Deptl.  Clerks,  delay  in  (Ans.)  2170  (iii). 

Pensions,  New  Militia  cone.  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Permits  granted  in  Territory  awarded  Ont.  (Ans.)  115 
(vol.  i). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks  and  rule  read) 
1891-1894  (vol.  iii). 

St.  Laurent  Settlement,  Plans  and  Surveys,  Receipt 
of  (Ans,)  2358  (vol.  iii). 

Preservation  of  the  Peace  in  the  vicinity  of  Public 
Works  Act  Amt.  (B.  131,  1°*)  1278  (vol.  ii). 

Prince  Albert  Colonization  Co.’s  Township  Surveys 
(Ans  )  2170  (vol.  iii). 

Printing  and  Printing  Paper,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2803, 
2805  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  article 
in  Hamilton  Spectator ,  813  (vol.  ii). 

- - -  on  article  in  Toronto  News  :  French  aggression^ 

&c.  (remarks)  1679  (vol.  ii). 

—  on  paragraph  in  Free  Press  (remarks)  171  (i). 

Privy  Council  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  899  ;  contingen¬ 
cies,  914  (vol.  ii). 

Prorogation  (Ans.)  3473  (vol,  iv). 
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Provincial  Leg.,  compilation  of  Cor.,  &c.,  cone.,  3434(iv). 

Provincial  Rys.  taken  over  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  188  (vol.i). 

Qu’Appelle  Yalley  Farming  Co.’s  agreement  (Ans.) 
816  (vol.  ii). 

Queen’s  Birthday,  adjmt.  for  (M.)  2030  (vol.  iii). 

Ry.  Belt  on  Vancouver  Island  (Ans.)  290  (vol.  i). 

Ry.  from  Montreal  to  the  sea-board,  on  BjQS.(Mr.Laurier) 
199  (vol.  i). 

Rys.  and  Canals,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914  (vol.  ii). 

Rys.  centreing  in  Ottawa,  on  M.  for  Ret.  (M.  to  adjn. 
deb.)  88  (vol.  i). 

Relief  of  distress  in  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3455  (iv)* 

Representation  of  the  N.W.T.  in  Parlt.  B.  45  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron )  on  M.  for  2°,  362  (vol.  i). 

Representation  of  the  N.W.T.  in  Parlt.,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  293  (vol.  i). 

Returns,  on  enquiries  for  (remarks)  427  (vol.  i),  966, 
1038,  1132,  1167,  1209  (vol.  ii),  2936  (vol.  iv). 

- Preparations  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (vol.  iv). 

Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  707  (i). 

Revised  Statutes  of  Canada  B.  130  (M.  to  dschg.  Order) 
2402  (vol.  iii). 

Richelieu  Navigation  Co.’s  B.  61  (Mr.  Desjardins)  on 
prop.  Amt,  (remarks)  1210  (vol.  ii). 

Rideau  Canal,  increase  of  water  supply,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3313  (vol.  iv). 

Riel’s  proposal  to  acecpt  money  (Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

Riel,  Treatment  of,  in  prison  (remarks)  2357  (vol.  iii). 

Roundhouse  at  Selkirk  erected  on  private  property 
issue  of  Patent  (Ans.)  2030,  2171  (vol.  iii). 

Royal  Military  College,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2914  (vol.  iv). 

St.  Clair  Ranch  Co.,  Rents  paid,  &c.  (Ans.)  2240  (iii). 

St.  George’s  Day,  on  M.  for  adjmt,,  1305  (vol.  ii). 

St.  Yincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  986-* 
989  (vol.  ii). 

Salaries,  H.  of  C.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (vol.  ii). 

Salaries  of  Ministers  (Ans.)  3073  (vol.  iv), 

Schmidt,  Louis,  and  others,  of  Prince  Albert  District, 
employment  of,  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  1915  (vol.  iii). 

Seduction,  &c.,  punishment  of,  B.  27  (Mr.  Charlton )  on 
M.  for  2°,  619  (vol.  i). 

Settlers’  Claims,  Prince  Albert  District  (Ans.)  1567  (ii). 

Settlement  of  Claims  of  Man.  half-breed  Minors  (Ans.) 
1743  (vol.  iii). 

Settlement  of  Settlers  Claims  at  Prince  Albert,  &c. 
(Ans.)  2358  (vol.  iii). 

Select  Standing  Corns.  (M.)  2;  M.  for  Sp.  Com.  to  pre¬ 
pare  Lists,  27  ;  Committees  appointed  and  Lists  pre¬ 
pared  (presented)  30;  cone,  in,  32  (vol.  i). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Engineers’  Reps.  (Ans.)  429  (vol.  i). 

Govt.  Grants  to  (Ans.)  1678  (vol.  ii). 

— — —  Plans  and  Reps.  (Ans.)  479,  567  (vol.  i). 

- - Rep.  of  Mr.  Wicksteed  (Ans.)  1744  (vol.  iii). 

— - 2nd  Rep.  of  Mr.  Light  (Ans.)  1744  (vol.  iii). 

—  from  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
2977 ;  (Amt.)  2982  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  Survey  from  St.  Charles  (Ans.)  350  (vol.  i). 
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Simpson,  G.  A.,  Govt.  Land  Agent  (Ans.)  57  (vol.  i). 

Speech  from  the  Throne,  consideration  of  (M.)  2. 

Squatters  in  the  Qu’Appelle  Valley,  on  M.  for  Rot.,  205 
(vol.  i). 

Standing  Committees,  non-summoning  of,  for  organiza¬ 
tion  (remarks)  67  (vol.  i). 

- on  Colonization  and  Immigration  (M.)  to  add. 

Messrs.  Baker, Vic.,  and  Jackson  to  Com.,  299  (vol.  i). 

Stationery  used  in  H.  of  C.,  Expense  of  (Ans.)  290 
(vol.  ij. 

Statutes  of  Canada  Consolidation  (B.  130,  1°)  1226 
(vol.  ii). 

- -  Revision  of,  Commissioners’  Rep.  (M.)  to  cone. 

in  Mess,  from  Sen.,  777  (vol.  ii). 

- Distribution  of  (Ans.)  568  (vol.  i). 

Stipendiary  Magistrates  in  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3448  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  (B.  158)  prop.  Res.,  2531 
(vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2977  ;  (Amt.)  2982  ;  in 
Com.  on  B.,  3380  (vol.  iv). 

Sunday  Excursions,  prohibition  B.  19  ( Mr .  Charlton ) 
on  M.  for  2°,  266  (vol.  i). 

Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Res. 
(Mr.  Chapleau )  271  (vol.  i). 

Superior  Court  of  Qio,,  Chief  Justico  of  (Ans.)  429  (i). 

Superior  Court  Judges,  Que.  (B.  161),  prop.  Res.,  3375 ; 
in  Com.  and  1°*  of  B.,  3395  (vol.  iv). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  163  (vol.  i). 

Surveys  and  Explorations  in  the  N. W.  (Ans.)  2329  (iii). 

Surveys  and  Plans  of  Battleford  and  Edmonton  (Ans.) 
2357  (vol.  iii). 

Sutherland,  Dr.,  payment  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 

Supply : 

Administration  of  Justice ,  985  (vol.  ii),  3448  (vol.  iv). 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Archives,  care  of)  1024  (vol.  ii). 
Canals — Capital:  Repairs,  &c.  (Trent  Riv.  Nav.)  3312.  Income: 

Rideau  Canal  (increase  of  water  supply)  3313  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Govt.  (Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of)  901,  contingencies,  915; 
(Interior,  Dept,  of)  968,  973,  contingencies,  915  (vol.  ii), 
cone.,  2764  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Justice,  Penitentiaries  Branch)  914; 
(Marine,  Dept,  of)  908  ;  (Privy  Council  Office)  899,  contin¬ 
gencies,  914  ;  (Railways  and  Canals,  Dept,  of)  914  (vol.  ii). 
Dominion  Lands — Income  (Land  Board  at  Winnipeg)  3345  (iv). 
Dominion  Police,  985  (vol.  ii),  suppl.,  3350  (vol.  iv). 

Indians  (Assistance  to  Institutions)  3392  ;  (B.C.)  3314  ;  (Grant 
to  supplmt.  Fund)  3242 ;  (Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’Appelle 
and  High  River)  cone.,  2922  ;  (Man.  and  N  W.T.)  3314,  3317- 
3320,  3341,  cone.,  3373  ;  (N.S.)  3243  ;  (N.W.T.,  to  complete 
service)  3393  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  H.  ofC  .{Debates,  publishing)  991  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Election 
Expenses)  3452  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Increased  Indemnity  to  Members) 
3450  (vol.  iv) ;  (Salaries)  991  (vol.  ii).  Miscellaneous  (Library, 
Salaries,  &c.)  2796;  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.)  2803, 
2805  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Aiding  civil  power  atLingan  Mines,  C.B.)3452  ;  (Cloth¬ 
ing  and  Great  Coats)  2909  ;  (Royal  Mil.  Coll.)  2914  (vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  (American  Engineers’  Visit  to  N  S.)  3457  ;  (Dep. 
Speaker’s  Salary)  3351,  3353  ;  (Establishment  of  a  Model 
Farm)  3453;  (Fabre,  Mr.,  salary  and  contingencies)  3244; 
(Hudson  Bay  Expedition)  3245  ;  (Losses  and  Expenses  through 
Troubles  in  N.  W.  T.  (3454  ;  (Liquor  License  Act,  putting 
in  force  of)  3244  ;  (Mounted  Police  Barracks)  3244  ; 
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(Ontario  Law  Reports)  3351 ;  (Payment  to  H.  J.  Morgan  for 
“Annual  Register”)  3351;  (Provincial Legislation,  compila¬ 
tion  of  Cor.,  &c  )  cone.,  3434  ;  (Relief  of  Distress  in  N.W.T.) 
3455 ;  (Returns,  preparation  of)  3245  ;  (Transport  of  fami¬ 
lies  from  Oka  to  Township  of  Gibson,  Indian  Reserve)  3457 
(vol.  iv)  ;  (Vote  of  $1,000,000)  cone.,  2237  (vol.  iii). 
Immigration,  2841,  2846  (vol.  iv). 

N.  W.  Mounted  Police,  3243  ;  suppl.,  3392  (vol.  iv). 
Penitentiaries  :  B.C.,  990  ;  Dorchester,  989  ;  Kingston,  985  (vol. 
ii),  (gratuity  to  widow  of  McManus)  3360;  (vol.  iv);  Mani¬ 
toba,  989  (vol.  ii),  (payment  to  Dr.  Sutherland)  3351  (vol. 
iv)  ;  St.  Vincent  de  Paul,  986-939  (vol.  ii). 

Pensions  (New  Militia)  cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Veterans  of  War 
of  1812)  992  (vol.  ii). 

Rys. — Capital:  I.  C.  R.  (miscellaneous  works)  3296,  3297  (iv)* 
Timber  Licenses  issued  since  1882  in  N.W.T.,  &c.  (Ans.) 
863  (vol.  ii). 

Timber  Limits  in  Territories  awarded  Ont.,  115  (vol.  i). 
Trade  Relations  between  Canada  and  U.S.  (Ans.)  1387* 
(vol.  ii)  ;  with  Jamaica  (Ans.)  429  (vol.  i). 

Transport  of  families  from  Oka  to  Township  of  Gibson, 
Indian  Reserve,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3457  (vol.  iv). 
Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of,  B.  104  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley')  on  1°,  630  (vol.  i);  in  Com.,  1670  (vol.  ii). 
Treaty  Negotiations  by  Sir  A.  Shea  (Ans.)  1387  (vol.  ii). 
Trent  Riv.  Nav.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3312  (vol.  iv). 
Vacancy  in  a  Judicial  Disti-ict,  N.S.  (Ans.)  2750  (vol.  iv). 
Veterans  of  War  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (vol.  ii). 
Volunteers  on  Active  Service,  increase  of  pay  of  (Ans.) 
2170  (vol.  iii). 

Volunteers  in  the  N.W.,  recognition  of  Services  (Ans.) 
1566  (vol.  ii)  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  3376  ;  in  Com., 
3377-3380  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Watson)  to  M.  to  cone, 
in  Res.,  3380  ;  1°*  of  B.,  3380  (vol.  iv). 

Volunteers  of  1837-38,  on  Res.  recognizing  Services, 
38  (vol.  i). 

Vote  for  relief  of  Settlers  in  the  N.W.  (Ans.)  1744  (iii). 
Vote  to  Genl.  Middleton  (notice)  3457  (vol.  iv). 
Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses 
(remax’ks)  2559  (vol.  iii),  2773,2899,2901,3075;  on 
M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (reply)  to  Mi\  Weldon,  3320- 
3333  (vol.  iv). 

Watson,  Ebenezor,  of  Sarnia,  office  of  (Ans.)  188  (i). 
Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  Res.  (Mr.  Blake) 
re  Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  in  Amt.  to  Com. 
761  (vol.  i),  3110-3119  (vol.  iv)  ;  (personal  expla¬ 
nation)  re  workingmen  of  Montreal,  521 ;  (remarks) 
as  to  time  for  concluding  deb.,  662  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com. 
(whiskey)  3226  ;  Excise  Duties,  3295  (iv). 

Wharves  and  Docks  in  Navigable  Watei-s  B.  18  (Mr. 

Tupper)  on  M.  for  2°,  216  (vol.  i). 

Writ  for  Levis  County,  issue  of  (Ans.)  633;  (remarks) 
661  (vol.  i). 

Mackenzie,  Hon.  A.,  East  York. 

Administration  of  the  N.  W.,  in  Com.  on  Res.  (Mr. 
Caron)  2927,  2930,  2932  (vol.  iv). 
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Mackenzie,  Hon.  A. — Continued . 

Bankruptcy  or  Insolvency,  on  M.  ( Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  for  Sp.  Com.,  48  (vol.  i). 

Bank  of  Upper  Canada,  Stmnts.  respecting  (Ques.) 
112  (vol.  i). 

Bridges,  Booms,  &c.,  in  Nav.  Waters  B.  101  (Sir  Rector 
Langevin)  on  M.  for  2°,  893  (vol.  ii) . 

Business  of  the  House,  on  M.  to  meet  at  1  o’clock, 
1145  (vol.  iii). 

C.  P.  E.  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  M.  for 
Stmnt.,  Ill  (vol.  i) . 

— Section  B,,  Engineers'  Eeports  on  re-measure¬ 
ment  and  re-classification,  on  M.  for  copies,  123  (i). 

— - Section  B,  Judge  Clark’s  Eep,  on  Award  to 

Contractors,  on  M.  for  copy,  133  (vol.  i). 

Census  of  the  N.W.  B.  21  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  112  (i). 
Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  3 1  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com. 
on  Ees.,  280  (vol.  i) . 

Clark,  G.  M.  K.,  sums  paid  to,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  698  (i) . 
Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1817,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2434  (vol.  iii) . 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  Acts  Amt.  B.  154  (Mr. 

Cosiigan)  in  Com.,  3045  (vol.  iv) . 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Stoney  Indian  rising  (re¬ 
marks)  863  (vol.  ii). 

Dom.  Lands  sold  or  leased  for  timber,  logs,  staves, 
cord  wood,  &c.  (M.  for  Stmnt.*)  40  (vol.  i). 
Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Can.  B.  60  (Mr.  Me 
Carthy)  in  Com.,  693  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Ques.  of 
Order,  appeal  from  Chair  to  House,  1510  (vol.  ii). 
Franchise  B.  Pets.,  presentation  of  (remarks)  2024  (iii). 
General  Inspection  Act,  1814,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  1310  (vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1070  (vol.  ii). 

Inspectors  of  Public  Works  Eet.  (Ques.)  606  (vol.  i). 
Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Powell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Ees.,  2776  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  2786  (vol.  iv). 
Man.  Indian  Agency,  management  of,  on  M.  for  copy 
of  Eep.  made  by  Govt.  Commission,  62  (vol.  i) . 
Meeting  of  the  House,  irregularity  of  time,  2997  (iv). 
North  Saskatchewan  Eiver  Improvements,  on  M.  for 
copies  of  Beps.,  &c.,  697  (vol.  i) . 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  paragraph  in  Globe  newspaper, 
reflecting  on  Mr.  Galt  (remarks)  49  (vol.  i) . 
Protestant  Volunteers  in  the  65th  Battalion  (remarks) 
on  newspaper  paragraph,  2998  (vol.  iv). 

Befund  of  By.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  Municipalities,  memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  571  (vol.  i). 

St.  Thomas  Public  Buildings,  amount  expended,  on  M. 

for  Eet.,  81  (vol.  i) . 

Supply : 

Canals — Capital:  Repairs,  &c.  (Williamsburg)  3301 ;  (Welland) 
3202  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Govt.  (Militia,  Dept,  cf)  898  (vol.  ii). 

Railways — Capital:  Repairs,  &c.  (I.  0.  R.)  3300  (vol.  iv). 
Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Ees. 
(Mr.  Chapleau)  273  (vol.  i). 


Mackenzie,  Hon.  A. — Continued. 

Three  Eivers  Harbor  Commissioners’  Loan  B.  150  (Mr. 
Bowell)  on  1°,  2751  (vol.  iv). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses 
(remarks)  2559  (vol.  iii). 

Ways  and  Means — on  explanation  of  Mr.  McLelan 
(remarks)  535  (vol.  i). 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Ey.  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  82 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Victoria)  on  M.  for  2°,  428  (vol.  i). 

Mackintosh,  Mr.  C .  H.,  Ottawa  City . 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  Eos.  (Mr.  Blake)  want  of 
confidence,  3175-3190  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1241-1245;  on  M.  for  Com.  (explanation)  1376  (ii). 

High  Commissioner,  Instructions  issued  to,  respecting 
Immigrants  (Ques.)  290  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  personal  allusions  in  deb.  (remarks) 
3247  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Expenditure,  on  Ees.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.  (remarks)  2387  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Legislation  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.)  2808  (vol.  iv.) 

Ways  and  Means—  on  Ees.  (Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance 
in  the  N.  W.,  3175-3190  (vol.  iv). 

Macmaster,  Mr.  D.,  Glengarry. 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Res.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  387  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2324,  2343;  “general  pro¬ 
visions,”  2352;  “  officers  and  duties”  (Indians) 
2380-2382,  2386  (vol.  iii) ;  porsonal  explanation, 
correction  in  Official  Debates,  2619  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  article  in  Port  Arthur  Herald 
(remarks)  3162  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Miscellaneous  (Doutre,  J.,  cla  m  re  Halifax  Commission)  3392  (iv). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry , 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  160  (vol.  i). 

Macmillan,  Mr.  D.,  Hast  Middlesex. 

Bankrupt  Estates  and  Official  Assignees  (M.  for  Eet.) 
303  (vol.  i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Yote  of  Thanks  to  Genl. 
Middleton  and  Yolunteers,  3468  (vol.  iv). 

Fish  taken  in  the  Miramiehi  (M.  for  Eet.)  295  (vol.  i). 

London  Life  Insurance  Co.’s  Act  Amt.  (B.  76,  1°*) 
313  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.,  1723  (vol.  ii). 

McCallum,  Mr.  L.,  Monck. 

C.  P.  E.  Resolutions,  &c.,  in  Com.,  2742,  2744  (vol.  iv). 

Clothing  and  Great  Coats,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2908  (iv). 

Bonuses  to  Eys.  by  Ont.  Legislature  (remarks)  on  M. 
for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3446  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1871,  1994-1996  ; 
“registration  of  voters,”  2258,  2272,  2283,  2284; 
“  officers  and  duties  ”  (Indians)  2373, 2383,  (remarks) 
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McCallum,  Mr.  C. — Continued. 

1965  (vol.  iii) ;  on  Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1424,  1496 
(vol.  ii)  ;  (Ques.of  Order,)  1467  (vol.  ii),  1733,  1867  ; 
(personal  explanations)  1873, 1970  (vol.  iii)  ;  member 
not  speaking  to  ques.  before  Com.  (remarks)  1919 
(vol.  iii). 

Murray  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3303  (vol.  iv). 

North  Saskatchewan  Eiver  Improvements  (M.  for  copy 
of  Reps.,  &c.)  615,  695  (vol.  i). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Short  Line  Ry.,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3415  (vol.  iv). 

Refund  of  Ry  Bonuses  to  Out.  municipalities,  Memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  570,  616  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Canals— Capital :  Repairs,  &c.  (Murray)  3303  ;  (Welland)  3302. 

Income  (Welland)  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Clothing  and  Great  Coats)  2908  (vol.  iv). 

Railways— Capital:  Short  Line  between  Oxford  and  New  Glas¬ 
gow,  3415  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (woollen  fabrics)  801  (ii). 

Welland  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2302,  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Western  Ont.  Pac.  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  94, 1°*)  534  (i). 

McCarthy,  Mr.  D.,  North  Simcoe. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (B.  65, 1°)  235  (vol.  i). 

— - B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson )  in  Com.  (Amt)  1058;  on 

Amt.  (Mr.  White ,  Cardwell )  1061  (vol.  ii). 

C.  P.  R.  Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  2688-2692 ;  in  Com.,  2728, 
2740,  2744-2746  (vol.  iv). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  5  (Mr.  Coughlin )  2°  m.,  282  ;  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Curran )  6  m.  h.,  287  ;  2°  on  a  div.,  289  ;  (B 
13)  2°  m.,  254  (vol.  i). 

Court  of  Railway  Commissioners  (B.  12,  1°)  40  (vol.  i). 

Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Canada  incorp.  (B.  60, 
1°*)  180  (vol.  i). 

Fort  Macleod  Ranch  Tel.  Co.’s  B.  80  (Mr.  Hall )  on  M. 
to  cone,  in  Sen.  Amts.,  2357  (vol.  iii), 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  454  (vol.  i). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  B.  6  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron )  in  Com.,  496-499,  502,  504  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  58  (Mr.  Foster)  on 
M.  for  2°,  622  (vol.  i). 

Patent  Act  Amt.  B.  25  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  on  M. 
for  2°,  268 ;  (B.  64,  1°)  234  ;  2°  m.,  622  ;  M.  wthdn. 
and  Order  dschgd.,  629  (vol.  i). 

Sale  of  Ry.  Passenger  Tickets  (B.  86,  1°)  362  (vol.  i). 

McCraney,  Mr.  W.,  Ealtom 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  957,  958,  1059  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  White, 
Cardwell)  1061 ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2647,  2651  (vol.  iv). 

-  ■  Druggists  Licenses  (Ques.)  1306  (vol.  ii). 

— —  —  Prosecutions  under  (Ques.)  1306  (ii)  3320  (iv). 

■■  1  Liquor  Certificates  granted  under,  in  Halton 
(M.  for  Ret.*)  67  (vol.  i). 

C.  P.  R.  Rets,  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract 
on  M,  for  Stmnt.,  484  (vol.  i), 
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McCraney,  Mr.  W. — Continued. 

“  Dominion  Annual  Register,”  payments  on  account  of 
(M.  for  Stmnt.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1410;  “ person”  (Indian)  1541; 
(vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1773- 
1775  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  neg. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3065  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Lands  in  Trafalgar,  unsold  (M.  for  List*)  533 
(vol.  i). 

Liquor  Licenso  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  134  ( Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  M.  for  3°,  2960 
(vol.  iv). 

Morgan,  H.  J.,  payments  to,  by  Govt.,  for  services  (M. 
for  Stmnt.)  120  (vol.  i). 

Return,  imperfect  (remarks)  101  (vol.  i) ;  enquiry  for, 
1064  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means — on  M.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  for  Com. 
(explanation)  5 14  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (mouldings  and 
picture  frames)  846  (vol.  ii). 

Wood  Supplies,  Govt.  Buildings,  Ottawa  (Ques.)  429  (i). 

McDougall,  Mr.  H.  F.,  Cape  Breton. 

Fish  caught  in  Bras  d’Or  Lakes,  bounty  paid  on  (M.  for 
Stmnt.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  in  N.S.  and  Cape  Breton  (M.  for 
Stmnt.)  140  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Fisheries,  3387  (vol.  iv). 

McDougald,  Mr.  J.,  Pictou. 

Albion  Mines  Savings  Bank  (B.  15,  1°*)  46  (vol.  i). 
Rock  Lake,  Souris  and  Brandon  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp,  (B. 

110,  1°)  742  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Miscellaneous  (American  Mining  Engineers’  visit  to  N.S.)  3456- 
(vol.  iv). 

Railways—  Capital :  I.C.R.,  3299;  Short  Line  Railway  (Ox¬ 
ford  and  New  Glasgow)  3413  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (steel)  805  (vol.  ii). 

McGreevy,  Mr.  T.,  West  Quebec. 

Finance  Minister,  Health  of  (Ques.)  2497  (vol.  iii) . 

McIntyre,  Mr.  P.  A.,  King's,  P.E.I. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Conn, 
“qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1790  (vol.  iii)  ; 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3056  ; 
neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  95)  3058  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Public  Works — Income:  P.E.I.  2918  (vol.  iv). 

Mclsaac,  Mr.  A.,  Antigonish. 

Bayfield,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  extension  of  (Ques.)  77  (i). 
Mail  Service  between  Antigonish  and  Sherbruoke 
(Ques.)  568  (vol.  i). 

Tracadie  Breakwater,  N.S.,  expenditure  on  (M.  fop 
Stmnt.*)  147  (vol.  i) . 
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McLelan,  Hon.  A.  W.,  Colchester. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143,  2°  m.,  2466  ; 
in  Com.,  2461-2415,  2541  (vol.  iii). 

Agriculture,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  921  (vol.  ii). 

Allan  Steamship  Co.  and  claim  of  Government  re 
Newfteld  and  Moravian  (Ans.)  143  (vol.  i) . 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Bes., 
2541,  2544,  2546,  2548  (vol.  iii). 

Automatic  Buoys,  Liverpool  Harbor,  N.S.  (Ans.)  419 
(vol.  i),  1914  (vol.  iii). 

Bolton,  Staff  Commander,  and  Dept,  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  on  M.  for  Bep.  of  Auditor  Genl.,  &c.,  135, 
131  (vol.  i). 

Bounty  to  Fishing  Vessels,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  98  (vol.  i). 

Brooklyn,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  Wharfage  collections 
(Ans.)  419  (vol.  i). 

Buoys  in  Victoria  and  Nanaimo  Harbors  (Ans.)  419  (i). 

C.  P.  B.  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Amt.)  100,  101  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Fisheries  Exhibit,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  registration  of  Shipping,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan )  2°  m.,  2439  ;  in 
Com.,  2534-2540  (vol.  iii) . 

Cape  Bace  Light,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2952  (vol.  iv). 

Caron,  Clovis,  salary  and  expanses  as  Fishery  Overseer 
(Ans.)  290  (vol.  i) . 

Chaplean,  Sheriff,  communications  from,  re  outbreak 
in  the  N.  W.,  3426  (vol.  iv). 

Coffin’s  Island  Lighthouse,  protection  (Ans.)  1915  (iii). 

Communication  with  P.E.I.  (Str.  Lansdowne')  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  921  (vol.  ii) . 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  B.  154  (Mr.  Costigan ) 
prop.  Bes.,  2419;  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  2415  (vol.  iii). 

Cutlery,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  845  (vol.  ii). 

Deep  water  fisheries  off  coast  of  B.  C.  (Ans.)  3013  (iv). 

Discovery  Island,  B.  C.,  Lighthouse  on  (Ans.)  419  (i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Chapleau,  Sheriff,  communica¬ 
tions  from,  re  outbreak,  3426  (vol.  iv). 

-  Land  Surveys  of  St.  Laurent  (Ans.)  3424  (iv). 

— - Leduo,  Father,  and  Mr.  Maloney,  communica¬ 

tions  with  Govt.  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

- Memorials,  &c.,  respecting  grievances,  answers 

to  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

- North-West  Council,  Bes.  re  Half-breed  Claims, 

(Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

- -  Petitions  and  Bes.,  &c.,  Half-breeds  and  Settlers 

Claims  (Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

- —  Prince  Albert  and  St.  Laurent  Settlements, 

Beps.  of  Messrs.  Bussell  and  Aldous  (Ans.)  3426  (iv). 

— - Prince  Albert  Colonization  Co.’s  Land,  Settlers 

and  Squatters  Improvements  (Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

— — —  Qu’Appelle  Half-breeds,  Bep.  of  Mr.  Walsh 
(Ans.)  3426  (vol.  iv). 

- Biver  Lots,  Claims,  settlement  of,  Mr.  Pearce’s 

letter  respecting  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

- St.  Laurent  Biver  Lots,  re-survey  (Ans.)  3424 

(vol.  iv). 


McLelan,  Hon.  A.  W. — Continued. 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  St.  Louis  de  Langevin,  Peti¬ 
tion  from  Settlers  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv). 

— — —  Schmidt,  answer  to  letter  of  (Ans.)  3424  (iv). 
—  Surveys  of  Biver  Lots  at  St.  Albert,  &c.  (Ans.) 
3324  (vol.  iv). 

- Surveys  on  Bivers,  mode  of  (Ans.)  3424  (vol.  iv.) 

- Tachd,  Archbishop,  communica  tion  from,  re 

Half-breeds  (Ans.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

-  Vegreville,  Father,  Cor.  with  Mr.  Deville  (Ans.) 

3424  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Lands  Agencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (vol.  iv). 
—  —  Surveys  and  Examinations  of  Survey  Bets.,  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  3344  (vol.  iv). 

- Sales  of,  for  1884-85  (Ans.)  2991,  3013  (vol.  iv). 

Doutre,  J.,  re  Halifax  Commission,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3392  (vol.  iv). 

Fabre,  Mr.,  Salary  and  contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3245  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  Act,  extension  of,  to  the  N.W.  (Ans.)  51  (i). 
Fisheries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3381  (vol.iv). 

Fisheries,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  9 10  (vol.  ii). 
Fisheries  Inspector,  B.C.,  name  and  date  of  appointment 
(Ans.)  694  (vol.  i). 

Fisheries,  protection  of,  after  July  (Ans.)  2360  (iii). 
Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.  W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  102  (vol.  i). 

Fishery  Bounty  distribution,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 
Fishery  Bounties,  number  and  amount  of  Claims  paid, 
&c.,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  56  (vol.  i). 
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842  (vol.  ii). 
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(Ques.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Wood  and  Wilkinson,  sums  paid  to,  and  services  ren¬ 
dered  (M.  for  Ret.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

McNeill,  Mr.  A.,  North  Bruce. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  955,  962  (vol.  ii). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  5  ( Mr .  Coughlin)  on  M.  for  2°,  285  (i). 
Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1121,  1125, 1126  (vol.  ii). 


McNeill,  Mr.  A. —Continued. 

Factories  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act  for  resuming  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  948  (vol.  ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1412  ;  “  qualifications  in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2073;  (remarks)  1946,2204;  (Ques.  of  Order) 
1468  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  genuineness  of  Signatures  (personal 
explanation)  2171 ;  (affidavits)  2495  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com,,  2554  (vol.  iii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1069;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Casey) 
to  M.  for  3°,  1330  (vol.  ii). 

Medals  for  Yolunteers  who  served  jin  the  N.W.  (Ques.) 
2274  (vol.  iii). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  (Mr.  Car¬ 
ling)  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2556;  in  Com.,  2558  (iii). 
Privilege,  on  Ques.  of,  Franchise  B.  Pets.,  genuineness 
of  Signatures  (remarks)  2103  (vol.  iii). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of)  903  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3395  (vol.  iv). 
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Carriers  by  Land  B.  5  (Mr.  Coughlin )  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
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Census  Commissioners  and  Enumerators  in  the  N.  W., 
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Deputy  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Corns.  (Amt.)  to  Bes. 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  72  (vol.  i). 

Disputed  Territory,  Indian  title,  information  relating  to 
(Ques.)  594  (vol.  i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Commission,  work  of  the 
(Ques.)  791 ;  (remarks)  1566. 

— —  Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at,  791  (vol.  ii). 
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Langevin)  451  (vol.  i). 
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1593;  “  farmers’  sons,”  1594;  “  actual  value,”  1599, 
1605  (vol.  ii)  ;  “qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,” 
1747,  1761,  (Indians)  1849,  1910-1913,  1934-1937; 
“manhood  suffrage,”  1964-1967,  (Indians)  1976, 1988, 
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“  qualifications  in  counties,”  2053,  2056,  2060,  2063, 
2065-2069,  2072,  2075,  2078-2083,  2085,  2394; 
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shall  not  vote”  (Amt.)  2087,  (Indians)  2149, 
2160;  “registration  of  voters,”  2181-2185,  2229, 
2233,  (Amt.)  2227,  2243,  2266,  2270,  2273,  2280, 
(Amt.)  2282,  2285,  2287,  2288,  2293,  2300,  2315,  2316, 
2318 ;“  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2322,  2325,2332, 
2336,  2340-2343,  2345-2349 ;  “  general  provisions,” 
2353,  2354 ;  “  officers  and  duties,”  2356,  (Indians) 
2373-2376,  2387,  2388,  2389;  “offences,”  2390; 
“appeal,”  2361,  2364,  2366,  2396;  “preamble,”  2759 
(vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  to  refer  back  to  Com.,  3051 ;  in  Com., 
30^2,  3062;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3052;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Jenldns )  3054;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon )  3059; 
on.M.  for  consdn.  of  B.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Holton ) 
3070;  (Amt.)  3  m.  h.,  3071;  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  88) 
3072  (vol.  iv) ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1432;  read¬ 
ing  extracts,  1461-1465,  1619  (vol.  ii),  1920, 

2242  (vol.  iii)  ;  appeal  from  Chair  to  House,  1510  ; 
on  M.  that  Cora,  rise,  1422, 1432 ;  (Ques.  of  Order) 
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(vol.  ii)  ;  ruling  of  Chairman  (remarks)  1798;  (per¬ 
sonal  explanation)  2139  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  on  genuineness  of  Signatures 
(remarks)  2024  (vol.  iii).  » 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  1320  (vol.  ii). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  452  (vol.  i)  ; 
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Govt.  Loan  B.  145  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  prop.  Bes.,  2463  ; 
in  Com.,  2465  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Steamers,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  2945  (vol.  iv). 

Harbors  and  Bivers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2917,  2921,2923 
(vol,  iv). 

Health  Statistics,  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv)j 
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Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2330  (vol.  iv). 

Indemnity  to  Members,  increased,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3450 
(vol.  iv). 

Indian  affairs  in  B.  C.,  Cor.  between  Govt,  of  Canada 
and  B.  C.  (M.  for  copies)  863-867  (vol.  ii). 

Indians,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2922,  3242,  3313,  3314,  3318, 
3342 ;  cone.,  3373  (vol.  iv). 

Indian  Titles  in  Ont.  acquired  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  632  (i). 

Indian  Troubles  at  Metlakatla,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
304  (vol.  i). 

Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’Appelle,  &c,,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2922  (vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  1071,  1090  ;  on  Amt.  ( Mr . 
Muloch)  to  M.  for  3°,  1326  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Casey )  to 
M.  for  3°,  1330  (vol.  ii). 

I.  C.  R ,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3297  (vol.  iv). 

Interior,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  970  (vol.  ii)  ;  cone., 
2764  (vol,  iv). 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3345  (iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N .  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  prop.  Res.,  2446-2448  (vol.  iii). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  B.  6  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron)  in  Com.,  497  (vol.  i). 

Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on 
prop.  Res.,  1662 ;  in  Com.,  1667  (vol.  ii),  2762  (vol.  iv). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796,  2798  (iv). 

License  Act,  Dom.,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  312  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  58  (Mr.  Foster)  on 
M.  for  2°,  621  (vol.  i). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  2784-2786  ;  in  Com.,  2792-2795,  2924 

(vol.  iv). 

Marine,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  909  (vol.  ii). 

Militia,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898  (vol.  ii). 

Mining  and  Timber  Lands  north  of  Lakes  Superior  and 
Huron,  ownership  of  (M.  for  O.C.,  &c.)  66  (vol.  i). 

North-West  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  144  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2427  (iii). 
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Carling)  on  M.to  receive  Rep.of  Com.on  Res., 2753  (iv). 

Offences  against  the  Person  (assault  and  battery)  Act 
Amt.  B.  42  (Mr.  Tupper)  on  M.  for  2°,  219  (vol.  i). 

Ont.  and  Man.,  Boundary  between  (Ques.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Ontario’s  Boundaries  (M.  for  copies  of  O.C.,  Imp.,  Can. 
or  Provl.)  52  (vol.  i). 

Ontario’s  Claims  to  country  north  of  Height  of  Land, 
and  south  of  Hudson  Bay,  &c.  (Ques.)  51  (vol.  i). 

— - - Disputed  Boundaries  of,  Imperial  legislation 

(Ques.)  51,  115  (vol.  i)  ;  2854,  2998,  3321 ;  (remarks) 
on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3437  (vol.  iv). 

- — ■ —  Northern  Boundary  of,  Res.  of  Govt.  (Ques). 
1132  (vol.  i). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  64  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 
for  2°,  628  (vol.  i). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1893  (vol.  iii). 


Mills,  Hon.  D. — Continued. 

Port  Arthur  Harbor,  construction  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
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Commissioners’  Rep.  (M.  for  copy)  831  (vol.  ii). 

Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.,  in  Cem.  of  Sup.,  2798, 
2802,  2805-2807  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  interpolation  of  words  in  despatch 
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Returns,  preparation  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (vol.  iv). 

Rideau  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3312  (vol.  iv). 
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of  Sup.,  3436  (vol.  iv). 
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Sugar,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3224  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 
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Immigration,  2830  (vol.  iv). 
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publishing)  991  (vol.  ii),  cone.,  3372.  Miscellaneous  (Library, 
Salaries,  &c.)  2796,  2798  ;  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.) 
2798,  2808,  2805-2807.  Senate  (Salaries,  &c.)  cone.,  2765 
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Miscellaneous  (Commercial  Agencies)  3245  ;  (Fabre,  Mr.,  Salary 
aDd  contingencies)  3244  ;  (Returns,  preparation  of)  3245  (iv). 
Ocean  and  River  Service  (Govt.  Steamers)  2945  (vol.  iv.) 
Pensions  (Veterans of  Warof  1812)  993(vol.  ii)  ;.conc.,  2765  (iv). 
Public  Works— Capital :  Port  Arthur  (construction  of  Harbor) 
2917.  Income :  Harbors  and  Rivers  (Mar.  Provs.  generally) 
2923;  (Ont.)  2921  (vol.  iv). 

Railways— Capital :  C.  P.  R.,  3383;  I.  C.  R.  (miscellaneous 
works)  3297  (vol.  iv). 

Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Eos. 
(Mr.  Chapleau)  272  (vol.  i). 

Surveys  and  Exam,  of  Eeturns,in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3344  (iv). 
Surveys  and  Exploration  in  N.  W.  (Ques.)  2029  (iii). 
Telegraph  lines,  B.  C.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3307  (vol.  iv). 
Three  Eivers  Harbor  Commissioners’  B.  150  (Mr. 

Bowell)  in  Com.,  2935  (vol.  iv). 

Timber  Permits  granted  in  Territory  awarded  Ont. 
(Ques.)  114,  115;  M.  for  Bet.,  115 ;  (M.  for  copies, 
&c.*)  124,  210  (vol.  i). 

Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of,  B.  104  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  on  1°,  631  (vol.  i). 

Veterans  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  993  (vol.  ii)  ;  cone., 
2765  (vol.  iv). 

Volunteers  Services  in  the  N.  W.,  Becognition  of,  B. 
160  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com.  on  Bes.,  3378 ; 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Watson)  3384  (vol.  iv). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses,  on 
M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  2902,  3333-3336  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — Tho  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com,,  512-521,  (explanation)  539  (vol.  i)  ; 
in  Com.  (sugar)  3224  (vol.  iii)  ;  (woollen  rags)  784; 
(woollen  fabrics)  793,  795  (vol  ii);  (whiskey)  3228  ; 
disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  on  Bes.  granting  $1,700,000, 
2532  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Bes.  (Mr.  Blake)  in  Amt.  to  Com., 
want  of  confidence,  3190-3199  (vol.  iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts  Amt.B.  148  (Mr. 
Costigan)  on  prop.  Bes.,  835 ;  in  Com.  onB.,  1675  (ii). 

Mitchell,  Hon.  P.,  Northumberland,  N.B. 

Accommodation  for  Members  (remarks)  49  (vol.  i). 
Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  (Mr. 

Caron)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  to  M.  for  3°,  3001  (iv). 
Australian  and  Tasmanian  Colonies,  trade  with  (M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.,  &c.)  36  (vol.  i). 

Bankrupt  Estates  and  Official  Assignees,  on  M,  for  Bet., 
303  (vol  i). 

Bolton,  Staff  Commander,  and  Dept,  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries,  on  M.  for  Bep.  of  Aud.  Genl.,  136,  137  (i). 
Business  of  the  House,  Tariff  deb.  (Ques.)  595  (vol.  i). 
*  C„  P.  B.,  Bes.  respecting  further  loan,  in  Com.,  2860  (iv). 
Casualties  on  G.  T.  B.  and  C.  P.  E.  and  Branches  (M. 
for  Stmnt.)  226  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1097,  1111;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3  m.  h.,  1282;  nog. 


(Y.  67,  N.  112)  1286  (vol.  ii) ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen, 
Amts.,  1823  (vol.  iii). 

Collection  of  Bevenues,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3233  (vol.  iv). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice  B.  22 
(Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hall)  150  (i). 

Customs,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901  (ii),  3233  (iv). 

Debates,  Official  Bep.  of,  First  Bep.  (remarks)  35  (vol. 
i)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hickey)  to  M.to  cone,  in  Third  Bep,, 
3370  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville)  3362  (iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  JST.  W.,  movement  of  Troops  from 
N.  S.  (remarks)  873  (vol;  ii). 

- Skirmish  with  Poundmaker  (Ques.)  1646  (ii) . 

Financial  Commissioner  in  Eng.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  897  (ii). 

Fisheries,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  911  (vol.  ii). 

Fishery  arrangements  with  the  U.S.  (remarks)  2890  (iv). 

Fishery  protection  Steamers,  cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Fish  taken  in  the  Miramichi  (M.  for  Bet.)  295  (vol.  i) . 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  224  (vol.  i). 

France  and  Quebec,  fortnightly  line,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2938,  2940  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt, 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1145,  (explana¬ 
tion)  1149;  in  Coin.'person”  (Indians)  1577, (Chinese) 
1582  (vol.  ii)  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,” 
1807,  (Amt.)  1938;  “manhood  suffrage,”  1959,  1980, 
(Amt,)  1987,  1991 ;  “qualifications  in  counties,”  2069, 
2072  ;  on  personal  explanation  of  Mr.  Blake,  2542 ;  on 
ruling  of  Chairman  (remarks)  1800  (vol.  iii);  (Ques, 
of  Order)  1467  ;  reading  extracts,  1463  (vol.  ii). 

Fredericton  and  St.  Mary’s  By.  Bridge  Co.’s  incorp.  B. 
50  (Mr.  Temple)  on  M.  toconc.in  Sen.  Amts.,  1386  (ii). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  453  (vol. 
i)  ;  Wednesdays,  965  (vol.  ii). 

G.  T.  B.  Double  Track,  Montreal  and  Toronto,  assur¬ 
ance,  &c.,  given  to  Govt.  (M.  for  copy,  &c.)  143  (i). 

- — —  Importation  of  Bails  (Ques.)  1566  (vol.  ii). 

- - -  Mail  Trains,  Brockville  and  Toronto,  arrival 

and  departure  of,  on  M.  for  Bet.,  817  (vol.  ii). 

- Beturns,  enquiries  for,  566,  662  (vol.  i),  964 

(vol.  ii),  2393  (vol.  iii),  3000,  3395  (vol.  iv). 

- - —  Beturn,  imperfect,  presented  by  Mr.  Hickson 

(remarks)  860 ;  (Ques.)  1278  (vol.  ii). 

- Beturns  required  under  Act  of  1879,  &c.,  miles 

of  Main  line,  &c.  (M.  for  Bet.)  229  (vol.  i). 

— - Stockholders’  List,  Bek  respecting  (Ques.)  28, 

101,  350 ;  (remarks)  113;  (M.  for  Bet.)  234  (vol.  i)  ; 
(remarks)  2210  (vol.  iii)  ;  and  Ans.  of  Mr.  Hickson 
(Ques.)  927 ;  and  action  of  Mr.  Hickson  (Ques.) 
1094  (vol.  ii)  ;  enforcement  of  Order  of  House  (Ques.) 
3426  (iv). 

Indians,  Man.  and  N.W.  T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3340  (iv). 

Insolvent  Debtors  Assets  Distribution  B.  3  (Mr.  Curran ) 
on  M.  for  1°,  29  (vol.  i). 

I.  C.  B.,  cone.,  3395  (vol.  iv). 


INDEX. 
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Interior,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  970  (vol  ii). 

Interior,  Depth  Eep.  (appeal  to  Members  to  speak 
louder)  49  (vol.  i). 

Land  Grants  and  Land  Grant  Bonds  to  Eys.  in  Man. 
and  N.  W.,  on  M.  for  Eet.  (personal  explanation)  94 
(vol.  i). 

Land  Grants  to  Eys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  ( Sir  Hector 
Langevin )  on  prop.  Ees.,  2453-2456  ;  (Ques.  of  Order) 
2459 ;  (personal  explanation)  2460  (vol.  iii) ;  on 
Amt.  {Mr.  Blake )  to  M.  for  3°,  2891  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2951 
(vol.  iv). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  {Mr.  Bovoell )  in  Com.  on 
Ees.,  2924;  in  Com.  on  B.,  3048,  3050  (vol.  iv). 
Maritime  Court  of  Ont.  Extension  of  Jurisdiction  B.  11 
{Mr.  Allen )  on  M.  for  2°,  130  (vol.  i). 

Newfoundland  and  the  Dom.,  Trade  Eolations  between 
(Ques.)  3042  (vol.  iv). 

North-West  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  144  {Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  2425  (iii). 
Official  Assignees  under  Bankrupt  Act,  1869  (M.  for 
Eet.  of  Estates,  &c.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  903  (vol.  ii). 
P.  E.  I.  and  G.  B.,  &c.,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2942  (vol.  iv). 

Printing  Dom.  Notes,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898  (vol.  ii). 
Printing  and  printing  paper,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2799, 
2800,  2801  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  remarks  of  Mr.  McMullen,  1131 
(vol.  ii). 

Volunteers’  Services,  recognition  of,  in  the  N.  W.  B.  160 
{Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  3380  ;  on 
Amt.  ( Mr.  Watson)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  3380  (iv). 
Eefund  cf  Duties  to  persons  in  P.E.I.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3455  (vol.  iv). 

Salaries,  Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2951  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  Ey.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  {Mr. 

Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  3287  (vol.  iv). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Eys.  B.  158  {Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  {Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  3287 
(vol.  iv) . 

Supply : 

Charges  of  Management  (Financial  Commissioner  in  Eng.) 897  ; 

(Printing  Dom.  Notes)  898  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Government  (Customs,  Dept  of)  991 ;  (Fisheries,  Dapt.of) 
911;  (Interior, iDept.  of)  970;  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of) 
903  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3233  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  (Fishery  Protection  Steamers)  cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 
Indians  (Man.  and  N.  W.  T.)  3340  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  Miscellaneous  (Printing  and  printing  paper)  2799- 
2801  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Salaries,  &c.)  2951  (vol.  iv). 
Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  line)  2938-2940,;  (P.  E.  I.  and  G.B.,  &c.)  2942  (iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Refund  of  duties  to  persons  in  P.  E.  I.)  3455  (iv). 
Railways— Capital :  I.  C.  R.,  cone.,  3395  (vol.  iv). 
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Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of,  B.  104  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  on  1°,  630  (vol.  i). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses 
(remarks)  2559-2773  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2899,  3336-3338 ;  (personal  explanation)  2902 
(vol.  iv). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Imports  and  Exports,  on  M.  for  Eet., 
138  (vol.  i) 

Moffat,  Mr.  P,  Restigouche. 

Customs  Law,  violation  of,  in  N.S.,  by  John  Leander 
Mackenzie  (M.  for  Eet.*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Dodge,  Brenton,  of  Kentville,  N.S.,  dismissal  of  (M.  for 
Eet,*)  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.,  in  Com.  “  qualifications  in  counties,” 
2056  (vol.  iii). 

Mulock,  Mr.  W.,  North  York. 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Ees., 
2543,  2546  (vol.  iii). 

C.  P.  E.  connection  with  Ont.  system  of  Eys.  (M.  for 
copy  of  offers,  &c.*)  532 ;  (Ques.)  569  (vol.  i)  ; 
offers  to  construct  line  (M.  for  copies)  1444  (vol.  ii). 

— - Ees.  respecting  further  Loan,  in  Com  ,  2731, 

2736,  2738,  2744  (vol.  iv). 

— —  Eets.  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 
on.  M.  for  Stmnt.,  482  (vol.  i). 

— ■—  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amt.  to  M. 
for  Stmnt.,  102  (vol.  i). 

Canadian  Fisheries  (M,  for  copies  of  O.  C.,  &c.,  &e.,  &c.) 
55  (vol.  i). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  ( Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com.,  2537, 
2540  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  {Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com. 
on  Ees.,  279  (vol  i) ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  889  ; 
in  Com.,  1106,  1113,  1118,  1121;  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
Mitchell)  3  m.  h.,  to  M.  for  3°,  1283  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
Blake)  to  M.  for  3°,  1295  ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  1303  ; 
neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  103)  1304  (vol.  ii) ;  on  M.  to  cone, 
in  Sen.  Amts.,  1823  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  974  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  {Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  on  M.  for  2°,  126  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.,  2768  (iv). 

Consolid.  Ey.  Act,  1879,  Amt.  (B.  Ill,  1°)  742  (vol.  i)i 

Controverted  Elections  Acts  Amt.  (B.  98,1°)  605  (vol.  i). 

Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3354  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  luxuries  for  the  Volunteers, 
forwarding  of  (remarks)  968  (vol.  ii)  ;  Duck  Lake, 
Eep.  of  engagement  (Ques.)  1743  (vol.  iii). 

Dominion  Lands  Agencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (iv). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Ees.  {Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  370  (vol.  i). 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  (B.  90,  1°)  426  (vol.  i). 

Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  701  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  Com., 
1379,  1384;  “woman  suffrage,”  1421,  1426-1430; 
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“  owner,”  1473  ;  “  tenant,”  1482  ;  “  occupant,”  1484  ; 
“  person  ”  (Indian)  1520,  1538 ;  “  actual  value,” 
1607;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1715-1723 
(vol.  ii),  1882,  1887;  “manhood  suffrage,”  1978, 
(Amt.)  1985,  1992,  2000;  “  qualifications  in  counties,” 
2053  ;  (Amt.)  2054,  2059,  2064,  2070 ;  (Amt.) 
2072,  2073,  2076 ;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians) 
2137;  “registration  of  voters,”  2223-2227,  2248, 
2272,  2286,  2287,  2291,  2300,  2302,  2317;  “revision 
of  voters’  lists,”  2322,  2327,  2329,  2331,  2335,  2340, 
2349;  “ general  provisions,”  2354;  “appeal,”  2360, 
2363;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indians)  2372  (vol.  iii); 
“  preamble,”  2758;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M.  for 
3°,  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.46,  N.  96)  3061  ;  on  M.  to  refer 
back  to  Com.,  3052;  in  Com.,  3052;  on  M.  for  3° 
(Amt,)  3052  (vol.  iv)  ;  (remarks)  1933  ;  on  ruling  of 
Chairman  (remarks)  1800;  on  procedure,  1470; 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1619  (vol.  ii),  1920  (vol.  iii). 

Geological  Survey,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3349  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1066, 1068, 1074-1078, (Amt.) 
1090  ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  1324,  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  90) 
1327  (vol.  ii). 

I*  C.  R.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3296  (vol.  iv). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries,  permits  granted  (M.  for  Bet.*) 
1444  (ii)  ;  Legislation  respecting  (Ques.)  3073  (iv). 

Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  (Sir  John  A .  Macdonald)  in 
Com.,  2759-2762  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  134  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  in  Com.,  2897 ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  2958  (iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3423  (vol.  iv). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  2783 ;  in  Com.,  3049  (vol.  iv). 

Militia,  Active,  number  of  members  of  (M.  for  Bet.*) 
533  (vol.  i). 

Militia  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  152  (Mr.  Caron)  on  M.  for 
2°,  3045  (vol.  iv). 

Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  By.  Co.  and  Northern 
By.  Co.  of  Can.,  &c.  (M.  for  copy  of  Lease)  56  (vol.  i). 

N.  W.  Council  Salaries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3392  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  151  (Mr. 
Carling)  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  2757  (vol.  iv). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  25  (Mr.  White ,  Renfrew)  on 
M.  for  2°,  267,  624  (vol.  i). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1891  (vol.  iii). 

Postmaster  at  Maitland,  removal  of  (Ques.)  1743  (iii). 

Befund  of  By.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  571  (vol.  i). 

Beturns,  production  of  (Ques.)  188  (vol.  i)  ;  (remarks) 
1133  (vol.  ii). 

Bichelieu  and  Ont.  Nav.  Co.’s  B,  61  (Mr.  Desjardins)  in 
Com.,  1352  (vol.  ii). 

Bideau  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3313  (vol.  iv). 

Scott  Act  Pets.,  on  M.  to  erase  name,  2320  (vol.  iii) . 

Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Bes.  (Mr. 
Chapleau)  270  (vol.  i). 
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Supply : 

Canals — Capital ;  Repairs,  &c.  (Trent  River  Nav.)  3311  (iv). 
Income  :  Rideau  Canal  (increase  of  water  supply)  3313  (iv). 
Civil  Government  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  974  (vol.  ii). 

Dom. Lands— Income  (Outside  Service,  Agencies)  3346  (vol.  iv). 
Geological  Survey," 3349  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3423  (vol.  iv). 
3Iiscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3354  ;  (N.W.  Council, 
Salaries,  &c.)  3392  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works— Consolidated  Fund  f(Ont.)  3385.  Telegraphs, 
3420  (vol.  iv). 

Rys. — Capital :  I.  C.  R.  (miscellaneous  works)  3296  (vol.  iv). 

Synod  of  the  Diocese  of  Qu’Appolle  incorp.  (B.  39, 
1°*)  125  (vol.  i). 

Telegraphs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv). 

Tolls  on  certain  Bail  way  Companies  (M.  for  Stmnt.,  &c.) 
51  (vol.  i). 

Trent  Biv.  Navigation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3311  (vol.  iv)# 

O’Brien,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Muskoka. 

Charlinch  Post  Office,  appointment  or  removal  of  Post¬ 
master,  &c.,  on  M.  for  Papers,  708  (vol.  i). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  description  of  Arms, 
(remarks)  814  (vol.  ii). 

Inland  Fisheries  of  the  Dom.,  Queen  vs.  Bobinson  (M. 

for  copy  of  Judgment  of  Supieme  Court)  229  (vol.  i). 
Befund  of  By.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  571  (vol.  i). 

Sunday  Excursions  prohibition  B.  19  (Mr.  Charlton)  on 
M.  for  2°,  265  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  783;  (wool¬ 
len  fabrics)  794  (vol.  ii). 

Orton,  Mr.  G.  T.,  Centre  Wellington. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  (Mr. 
Caron)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  3002 ;  on  M.  to  adjn. 
deb.,  3432  (vol.  iv). 

Administration  of  the  N.  W.  T.,  in  Com.  on  Bes.  (Mr. 

Caron)  2929-2931  (vol.  iv). 

Banking  Facilities  for  Agriculturists  (B.  36,  Bes.) 

115,  118  ;  1°*  of  B.,  120  ;  2°  m.,  620  (vol.  i). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to,  on  prop.  Res., 
(Mr.  Kranz)  238  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on  M. 
to  place  B.  2nd  Order  on  Public  Bills  and  Orders,  714 
(vol.  i)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2646,  2649,  2653  (vol.  iii.) 
Carriers  by  Land  B.  13  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Curran)  6m.  h.,  to  M.  for  2°,  288  (vol.  i). 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  M.  for  3°,  2893  (iv). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  58  (Mr.  Foster)  on 
M.  for  2°,  621  (vol.  i). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement1  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com. 
on  Res,,  2925  (vol.  iv). 

North-West  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  144  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2428  (iii). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of,  article  in  News  Record  (explana¬ 
tion)  3000 ;  on  explanation  of  Mr.  Kaulbach  of  vote 
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on  Can.  Temp.  Act,  3073 ;  on  reading  newspaper  para¬ 
graphs  (remarks)  3161  (vol.  iv). 

Squatters  in  Township  3,  Ranges  23  and  24  west,  on 
M.  for  Ret.,  234,  (vol.  i). 

Subsidies  to  Eys.  B.  164  {Mr.  Pope )  on  M,  for  Com.  on 
Res.,  3472  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (woollen  rags)  787,  789  (ii). 

Ouimet,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Laval. 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  Houses  of  ill-fame,  gambling  and 
disorderly  houses  (B.  56  1°),  170  (vol.  i). 

Land  Grant  and  Land  Grant  Bonds  to  Eys.  in  Man. 

and  N.  W.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  97  (vol.  i). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  {Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny )  on  M.  for  2°,  164;  (Amt.)  165  (vol.  i). 

Paint,  Mr.  N.s  Richmond,  N.S. 

Clearing  Yessels  without  Harbor  Master’s  certificate 
(Ques.)  862  (vol.  ii);' 

Debates,  Official  Rep.,  omissions  Horn  (remarks)  3474 
(vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1991 ;  “  in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2072,  2077,  2078;  “who  shall  not  vote” 
(Indians)  2166  (vol.  iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  {Mr.  Costi- 
gan )  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1311,  1313  (vol.  ii). 

Great  American  and  European  Short  Line  Ry.,  Cor. 
between  Dom.  Govt,  and  Govt,  of  N.  S.,  Engineers’ 
Reps.,  &c.  (M.  for  copies)  78  (vol.  i). 

Harbor  Master  at  Halifax  B.  148  {Mr.  McLelan )  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2523  (vol.  iii). 

Rand’s  Indian  Dictionary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  {Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  {Mr.  Kirk )  toM.  to  cone,  in  Amts.,  3403  (iv). 
Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1029  (ii). 
Canals— Capital ;  Repairs,  &c.  (St.  Peter’s  Canal)  3312.  Income : 

Miscellaneous  (road  dyke,  Lake  St.  Francis)  3419  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Lighthouses  and  Fog-alarms, 
construction)  2953  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  line)  2937,  2941  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Rand’s  Indian  Dictionary)  3420  (vol.  iv). 
Railways — Capital:  Carleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  3417  ; 
I.O.R.  (miscellaneous  works)  3298  ;  (Short  Line  between  Ox¬ 
ford  and  New  Glasgow)  3415  (vol.  iv). 

Scientific  Institutions  (Meteorological  Observatories)  2956  (iv). 
Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (glucose  syrup)  850  (vol.  ii). 

Paterson,  Mr.  W.,  South  Brant. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  {Mr.  Costigan ) 
in  Com.,  2467-2474  (vol.  iii). 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
2542-2546,  2548  (vol.  iii). 

Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2766  (vol.  iv). 

Brantford,  Waterloo  and  Lake  Erie  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp. 
(B.  59,  1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 


Ixvii 


Paterson,  Mr.  W. — Continued. 

Bonuses  to  Eys.  by  Oat,  Legislature,  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3447  (vol.iv). 

C.  P.  R.,  Immigration  to  Man.  and  H.  W.,  Cor.  between 
the  Govt,  and  Co,  (M.  for  copies*)  147  (vol.  i). 

- -  Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt. 

{Mr.  Cameron,  Huron )  2720-2723  (vol.  iv). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  {Mr.  Costigan )  in  Com.,  2537- 
2540  (vol.  iii). 

Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibitions  B.  126  {Mr.  Pope )  in 
Com.,  2399  (vol.  iii). 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1032  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Inland  Revonuo  Act  Amt.  B.  146  {Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2527 ;  in  Com.,  2528 
(vol.  iii),  2968-2971 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen.  Amts., 
3433  (vol.  iv). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3235  (vol.  iv). 

Customs  Seizures  at  Winnipeg  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  293 
(vol.  i);  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Debates ,  Official  Rep.,  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Wood,  Brockville) 
to  M.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of  Com.,  3363  (voh  iv). 

Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3352,  3357 
(vol,  iv). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  915,  917,  921, 
823  (vol.  ii). 

Division  List,  correction  (remarks)  994  (vol.  ii). 

Drawbacks  on  Manufactured  Exports  (M.  for  Ret.)  139 
(vol.  i). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Macadamized  Road,  Sale  by 
Govt.  (M,  for  copies  of  Papers,  &c.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Election  Expenses,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3452  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B,  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1360-1364;  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian) 
1489,  1492,  1571,  1574  (vol.  ii)  ;  “qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1793-1798,  1800-1804,  1931  ; 
“manhood  suffrage,”  1981,  2001,  (Indian)  2013- 
2019;  “qualifications  in  counties,”  2056,2059,2074, 
2079,2084;  “who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2123- 
2127,  2162;  “registration  of  voters,”  2259-2263, 
2199-2205,  2269,  2273,  2279,  2283,  2285,  2291,  2298, 
2300,  2315,  2318;  “revision  of  voters’  lists,” 
2337;  “officers  and  duties,”  2356,  (Indian)  2367- 
2369,2376,  2387;  “appeal,”  2367;  “offences,”  2391 
(voh  iii) ;  on  M.  to  refer  back  to  Com.,  3052 ;  on 

M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3068;  neg.  (Y.  38 

N.  87)  3068;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts.,  3071 
(voh  iv) ;  on  procedure,  1470;  on  Ms.  that  Com. 
rise,  1423,  1430,  1435,  1507,  1556  (vol.  ii),  2138, 
2209  (voh  iii)  ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  reading  extracts, 
1463,  1765  ;  appeal  from  Chair  to  House  (rule  read) 
(Ques.  of  Order)  1921;  (Ques,  of  Px-ivilege)  2102; 
(remarks)  2146  (iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  {Air.  Costi¬ 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1307,  1309,  1312,  1317,  1320 
(voh  ii),  2551  (voh  iii). 

Glueose  Syrup,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Meens,  850-853, 
856  (voh  ii). 
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Paterson,  Mr.  W. — Continued. 

Indemnity  to  Members,  increased,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3450 
(vol.  iv). 

Indian  ’Lands  unsold  in  Township  of  Toronto  (M* 
for  List*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Indian  Supplies  in  the  N.W.,  Tenders,  &e.  (M.  for  Bets.*) 
532  (vol.  i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Disoases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  ( Mr .  Pope )  in  Com.,  1070,  1089;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Casey')  1331  (vol.  ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Bys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Rector 
Langevin )  on  prop.  Bos.,  2456-2460  (vol.  iii). 
Library  of  Parlt.  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in 
Com.  on  Bes.,  1669  (vol.  ii). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c,,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2798  (vol.  iv). 
License  Act,  Dom.,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  311  (i). 
Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com., 
2791,  2792  (vol.  iv). 

Militia,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup ,  914  (vol.  ii). 

Morgan,  J.  H.,  appointment  as  Forestry  Commis¬ 
sioner  (M.  for  O.C.,  &c.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  renewal  of  Contract  B.  151  (Mr. 

Carling)  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  2757  (vol.  iv). 
Printing  Com.,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Second  Bep.,  149  (i) . 
Band’s  Micmac  Dictionary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (iv). 
Boads  and  Bridge#,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv). 
Senate,  extra  Expenses,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3448  (vol.  iv). 
Subsidies  to  Bys.  B.  164  (Mr.  Pope)  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Bes.,  3472  ;  in  Com.,  3472  (vol.  iv). 

Sugar,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3215,  3218  (vol.  iv). 
Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibi¬ 
tions)  2766  (vol.  iv);  (Colonial  Exhibitions)  1032  (vol.  ii). 
Civil  Government:  Depth  Contingencies  (Agriculture)  921; 
(Customs)  916, 921,  923  ;  (Inland  Revenue)  917,  921 ;  (Finance 
and  Treasury  Board)  916;  (Interior)  916;  (Militia)  914 
(Public  Works)  921 ;  (Railways  and  Canals)  923  (vol.  ii). 
Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3236  (vol.  iv) 

Immigration ,  2819,  2832,  2836,  2840,  2844-2846,  2849-2852  (iv). 
Indians  (Man.  and  N.  W.  T.)  3315-3318;  (Assistance  to  Institu¬ 
tions)  3392  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation :  H.  of  C.  (Election  Expenses)  3452;  (Increased 
Indemnity  to  Members)  3450.  (Miscellaneous  (Salaries, 
Library,  &c.)  2798.  Senate  (extra  Expenses)  3448  (vol.  iv). 
Miscellaneous  (Dep.  Speaker’s  Salary)  3352,  3357  ;  (Rand’s 
Micmac  Indian  Dictionary)  3420  (vol.  iv). 

Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  992  (vol.  ii)  ;  cone.,  2765  (iv). 
Public  Works — Consolidated  Fund :  Roads  and  Bridges,  3428. 
Telegraphs,  3420  (vol.  iv). 

Trade  Eolations  with  Mexico  (Ques.)  632  (vol,  i). 
Veterans  of  War  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (vol.  ii)  ; 
cone.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1675  (vol.  iij. 

Wheat  and  Flour,  Duties  on,  Memorials,  &c.  (M.  for 
copies*)  532  (vol.  i). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Imports  and  Exports  (M.  for  Bet.) 
138  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  412-426  ;  in  Com.,  772-775  (vol.  i)  ; 
(earthenware  and  stoneware)  848 ;  (glucose  syrup) 
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850-853,  856 ;  (steel)  804  (vol.  ii) ;  (spirits  and 
tobacco)  3229;  (sugar)  3215,  3218;  (whiskey)  3226 
(vol.  iv)  ;  (winceys)  842  (vol.  ii). 

Patterson,  Mr.  J.  Q.,  North  Essex. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1986  (vol.  iii). 
International  Ferries  (B,  17,  1°*)  46  ;  2°  m.,  254  (i). 
Lake  Erie,  Essex  and  Detroit  Biver  By.  Co.  (B.  24, 
1°*)  67  (vol.  i). 

Salo  of  By.  Passenger  Tickets  (B.  121,  1°*)  927  (ii). 

Platt,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Prince  Edward ,  Ont. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Burpee)  1048;  in  Com.,  1059  (vol.  ii) ;  on 
Sen.  Amts.,  2647  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1119,  1127  (vol.  ii). 

Drill  Pay,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2911  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1336-134F;  “  woman  suffrage,”  1439  ;  “  per¬ 
son  ”  (Indian)  1525  ;  “actual  value,”  1606  (vol.  ii)  ; 
“qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1784-1789; 
“  manhood  suffrage  ”  and  (Indians)  1977 ;  “  revision 
of  voters'  lists,”  2343 ;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ” 
(Indians)  2127-2129  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Steamers,  in  Cora,  of  Sup.,  2946  (vol.  iv). 
Importation  of  Prison  Manufactures  (Ques.)  2169  (iii). 
Life-boats  and  Stations,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2947-2950  (iv). 
Market  Battery,  Kingston,  lease  of  property  (M.  for 
copies  of  O.  C.,  &c.)  210  (vol.  i). 

Militia  Clothing,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2909  (vol.  iv). 
Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1032  (vol.  ii). 
Murray  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3303-3306  (vol.  iv). 
Port  Credit  Harbor  Co.,  Beports  made  to  Govt.,  &c.  (M. 
for  copies*)  124  (vol.  i). 

Salmon  Point  Breakwater,  construction  (M.  for  Cor., 
&c.)  210  (vol.  i.) 

Supply : 

Arts ,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1032  (ii). 
Canals— Capital :  Repairs,  &c.  (Murray)  3303-3306 ;  (Trent  Riv. 
Nay.)  3312  (toI.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Maintenance  and  RepairB,  &C.) 

2951 ;  (Salaries,  &c.)  2951  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Clothing  and  Great  Coats)  2909;  (Drill  Pay,  &c.)  2911 
(vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Govt.  Steamers)  2916;  (Lite-boats  and 
Stations,  &c.)  2947-2950  ;  (Wrecks  and  Casualties)  2950  (iv). 
Tete  du  Point  Barracks,  lease  of  (M.  for  copies  of  O.C., 
&c.)  210  (vol.  i). 

Trent  Biver  Nav.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3312  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means—  in  Com.  (hoop  iron)  807 ;  (salt  cake) 
806 ;  (steel)  805  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1677  (vol.  ii). 

Weller’s  Bay,  “  Bange  Lights  ”  at  (M.  for  Cor.,  &c.) 
210  (vol.  i). 

Wrecks  and  Casualties,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (vol.  iv). 
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Pope,  Hon.  J.  H.,  Compton. 

Agriculture,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  904,  921  (vol.  ii). 

Agricultural,  &c.,  Statistics,  compilation,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1036  (vol.  ii). 

Agricultural  Fertilisers  B,  122  (Mr.  Costigan )  on  M.  for 
2°,  2478 ;  in  Com.,  2479-2481  (vol.  iii). 

Air-Brakes,  I.C.R.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3299  (vol.  iv). 

Allan  Line,  payments  to,  for  assisted  passages  (Ans.) 
567  (vol.  i). 

Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibitions,  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv). 

Antwerp  International  Exhibition,  on  M.  for  copy  of 
Cor.  between  Govt.  and  High  Com.,  306  (vol.  i). 

Archives,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1023,  1025  (vol.  ii). 

Bradley,  W.  Ingles,  services  of,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  479  (i). 

Canada  and  Antwerp,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2943  (vol.  iv). 

Canada  and  Germany,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2945  (vol.  iv). 

C.  P.  R.,  Ability  of  Co.  to  fulfil  engagements  under 
prop.  Res.,  2238  (vol.  iii). 

— - Amended  Plans  and  Profiles,  B.C.  (Ans.)  362  (i). 

— — — -  Avalanches  in  the  Selkirk  Range  (Ans.)  694  (i). 

— — — ■  Branch  Lines  (Ans.)  694  (vol.  i). 

- Qo  Sections,  work  on,  on  M.  for  Reps.,  &c., 

204  (vol.  i). 

— - Change  in  arrangements  between  Govt,  and  Co. 

(Ans.)  1913  (vol.  iii). 

- - Connection  with  Ont.  system  (Ans.)  569  (i)i 

- Connection  with  Quebec  (Ans.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 

- — - —  Construction  near  Lytton,  B.  C.,  on  M.  for 
Ret.,  226  (vol.  i). 

- Cor.  between  Co.  and  Govt,  re  change  in  arrang- 

ments  (Ans.)  2029  (vol.  iii). 

“ — - Cost  of  construction  from  Winnipeg  to  615 

miles  west,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  228  (vol;  i). 

m  Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  (B.  153,  1°*,)  2858 ;  in  Com., 
3031;  3°m,  3293;  3°  agreed  to  (Y.  77,  N.  45)  3294 
(vol.  iv). 

- - Eastern  Division, Earnings  and  Working  Expenses 

(Ans.)  816  (vol.  ii). 

— -  —  ■  Eastern  Section,  Progress  Estimates  (Ans.) 
235  (vol.  i). 

- Eastern  Section,  quantities,  classifications  and 

prices,  Engineers’  Estimates,  on  M.  for  copies,  300, 
301  (vol.  i). 

— . .  Expenditure  to  complete  Govt,  construction 

(Ans.)  1130  (vol  ii). 

- Govt.  Sections  in  B.  C.,  working  of,  by  contrac¬ 
tors  (Ans.)  632  (vol.  i). 

— — -  Grades  and  Curves,  number  of  (Ans.)  632  ;  maxi¬ 
mum  and  minimum  (Ans.)  694  (vol.  i). 

■  Grades,  Tangents  and  Curves  (Ans.)  694  (vol.  i)  ; 
2239  (vol.  iii). 

- In  Com.  of  Sup.,  3383  (vol.  iv). 

■ — —  Laborers’  wages,  payment  of,  on  construction 
(Ans.)  290  (vol.  i). 

"  Levels,  Grades,  Tangents,  &c.,  from  summit  of 
Rockies  to  Moody  (Ans.)  888  (vol.  ii). 


Pope,  Hon.  J.  H . — Continued. 

C.  P.  R.,  Location,  change  of,  in  B.C.,  2239  (vol.  iii). 

- - —  North  American  Contracting  Co.,  and  grades, 

curves,  main  line,  &c.,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  145  (vol.  i). 

- Port  Moody  and  Savona’s  Ferry,  extension  of 

time  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

_  Port  Moody  Wharf  and  Freight  Shed,  on  M.  for 
copies  of  Reps.,  Plans,  &c.,  296  (vol.  i). 

- — - -  Progress  Estimates  (Ans.)  on  adjmnt.  of  House, 

188;  for  Feb.,  429  (vol.  i). 

_____  Prop.  Res.  and  Mail  Newspaper  (remarks)  1712 
(vol.  ii). 

- Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan  (speech) 

2559-2565 ;  in  Com.,  2724,  2733,  2741,  2748-2750  J 
M.  to  receive  Rep.  of  Com,,  2858  (vol.  iv). 

— — —  Rails  for  Govt,  section  in  B.C.  (Ans.)  1914  (iii). 

— —  Rates  in  B.  C.  (Ans.)  1474  (vol.  ii). 

■ - —  Rolling  Stock,  Eastern  Section,  Western  Divi¬ 

sion,  change  in,  on  M.  for  Ret,  303  (vol.  i). 

— — —  Route,  construction,  rolling  stock,  extensions, 
cash  subsidy,  land  grant  bonds,  &c.,  &c.,  on  M.  for 
Stmnts.,  45  (vol.  i). 

— — —  Section  B,  Award  of  $395,600  to  contractors, 
payment  of  (Ans.)  77  (vol.  i). 

— - Section  B,  Award  of  $34,179.17,  credits  in 

Public  Accounts  (Ans.)  114  (vol,  i). 

- - _  Section  B,  Arbitration,  Evidence  taken  (Ans.) 

112  (vol.  i). 

■■  Section  B,  Engineers’  Reports  on  re-measure¬ 
ment  and  re-classification,  on  M.  for  copies,  122  (vol.  i) 

_____  Section  B,  opinion  of  Counsel  as  to  binding 
character  of  Award  (Ans.)  77  (vol.  i). 

— —  — -  Section  B,  Rep.  of  Judge  Clark  on  Award 
(Ans.)  78,  133  (vol.  i). 

- —  Subsidy,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3295  (vol.  iv). 

Tangents  and  Curves,  number  and  aggregate 
length  (Ans.)  744  (vol.  i). 

— — — -  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amt.  to  M. 
for  Stmnt.,  103,  (vol.  i). 

— — — •  Western  Division,  Earnings  and  Working  ex¬ 
penses  (Ans.)  816  (vol.  ii). 

_____  Western  Terminus,  route  or  routes  from  Port 
Moody  to  English  Bay,  on  M.  for  plaD,  &c.,  145  (i). 

Cape  Breton  Ry.,  construction  of  (Ans.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 

_____  Surveys,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  3418  (iv). 

Cape  Tormentine  Ry.,  connection  with  (Ans.)  2997  (iv), 

Cape  Traverse  Branch  Ry.,  payment  to  contractors 
for  construction  (Ans.)  694  (vol.  i). 

Carleton  Branch  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3415  (vol.  iv). 

Catholic  population  of  Prov.  of  Quebec  (Ans.)  363  (i). 

Census  Commissioners  and  Enumerators  in  the  N.W.T., 
(prop.  Res.)  46  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res,,  74 ;  M.  to  cone. 

*  in  Rep.  of  Com.,  125  (vol.  i). 

Census  of  1881,  Absentees  from  Canada  during  (Ans.) 
235  (vol.  i). 

Census,  Quinquennial,  of  Man.,  N.W.T.,  &c.  (B.  21,  1®) 
46  ;  in  Com.,  171 ;  consdn.  of  B.  m.,  212  (vol.  i). 

Census,  Fourth  and  Fifth  Yols.,  issue  of  (Ans.)  48  (i). 
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Pope,  Hon.  J.  H.— Continued. 

Change  of  Names  in  the  N.W.T.  (Ans.)  2359  (vol.  iii). 

Cholera,  precautions  against  (Ans.)  568  (vol.  i). 

Clark,  G.  M.,  Sums  paid  to,  apart  from  salary  as  Judge 
(Ans.)  235  (vol.  i). 

Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibitions  (B.  126)  prop.  Res., 
451  (vol.  i);  Res.  in  Com.,  892;  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
1032-1035  ;  Res.  cone,  in  and  1°*  of  B,,  1064  (vol. 
ii)  ;  in  Com.,  2399  (vol.  iii). 

Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  (B.  44)  in  Com., 
1065-1073,  1089-1094  (vol.  ii). 

Cornwall  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (vol.  iv). 

Criminal  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1026  (vol.  ii). 

Dams  at  Lakefield  and  Young’s  Point  (Ans.)  1130  (ii). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  92!,  923  (vol.  ii). 

Dominion  Exhibition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1026  (vol.  ii). 

Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3300,  3384 
(vol.  iv). 

Fort  Francis  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3385  (vol.  iv). 

G.  T,  R.,  Double  Track  between  Montreal  and  Toronto, 
assurance,  &c.,  given  to  Govt.,  on  M.  for  copy,  144  (i), 

— — —  Imperfect  Ret.  presented  by  Mr.  Hickson  (re¬ 
marks)  861  (vol.  ii). 

Grant,  Alpin,  position  of,  under  Govt.  (Ans.)  429  (i). 

Great  American  and  European  Short  Line  Ry.,  on  M, 
for  Ret.,  79  (vol.  i). 

Grenville  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Health  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2766  (vol.  iv). 

High  Commissioner,  Instructions  issued  to,  respecting 
Immigrants  (Ans.)  290  (vol.  i). 

Immigrant  Patients  in  Quarantine,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3358  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2810,  2813,  2816, 2831- 
2853  (vol.  iv). 

Immigrants  to  the  N.  W.,  on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  45  (vol.  i). 

Immigrants  settled  in  B.  C.  (Ans.)  189  (vol.  i). 

Indians,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3342  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
(B.  44,  1°)  125  (vol.  i) ;  2°  m.,  892;  3°  m.,  1321 ;  on 
Amt.  ( Mr .  Sutherland,  Oxford)  1321 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Mulock )  to  M.  for  3Q,  1325  ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen.  Amts. 
2397  (vol.  iii). 

Inspecting  Engineers’  Salaries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3417, 
(vol.  iv). 

Inspectors  or  Clerks  of  Works,  persons  employed  as, 
on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  139  (vol.  i). 

I.  C.R.,  Claims  of  Contractors,  Sec.  16  (Ans.)  505  (i). 

- -  Construction  to  Indian  town  (Ans.)  744  (vol.  i), 

816  (vol.  ii). 

- Cost  of  Equipment  (Ans.)  816  (vol.  ii). 

- -  Cost  of  Working,  &c.,  from  1879  to  1884,  on 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Amt.)  203  (vol.  i) . 

— —  Equipment,  valuation  of  (Ans.)  888  (vol.  ii). 

. — - — -  Earnings  and  Working  Expenses :  3073 

(vol.  iv);  monthly  .(Ans.)  76,  114;  for  Jan.,  1885, 
428  (vol.  i)  ;  for  March  and  April,  2029  (iii) . 

— - - in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3296,  3299,  3300,  3417 ;  cone., 

3396  (vol.  iv). 


Pope,  Hon.  J.  H.  — Continued. 

I.  C.  R.  Receipts  and  Expenses  (Ans.)  1744,  1914  (iii). 

— —  Sale  of  Tickets  on  Chatham  Branch  (Ans.) 
2289  (vol.  iii), 

Lachine  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (vol.  iv). 

Lake  St.  Francis  Road  Dyke,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3419  (iv). 

Lynch's  Treatise  on  Butter-makiDg,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3456  (vol.  iv), 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell )  in  Com., 
3049  (vol.  iv).  ■ 

Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1027-1031  (ii). 

Murray  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3303  (vol.  iv). 

Muskoka  Lakes  and  River  Severn  Canal  System  (Ans.) 
289  (vol.  i). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Ry.,  N.S.,  projected  line,  on 
M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.,  146  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3413  (vol.  iv). 

Patent  Act  1872,  Amt.  B.  64  (Mr.  McCarthy )  on  1°, 
234 ;  on  M.  for  2°,  627  (vol.  i). 

Pembina  Branch  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3417  (vol.  iv). 

P.  E.  I.  Ry.,  Cape  Traverse  Branch,  payment  of 
laborers,  on  M.for  copies  of  Petitions,  &c.,  142  (i). 

Pringle,  H.  H,,  employment  of,  by  Govt.  (Ans.)  744  (i). 

Port  Moody  Dock,  Tenders  for  repair  (Ans.)  816  (ii). 

Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3308  (vol,  iv). 

Purcell  &  Ryan,  payment  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  3452  (iv). 

Quarantine,  appointment  of  Physicians  to  accompany 
Steamships  (Ans.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

Quarantine,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2853,  3358,  3411  (vol.  iv). 

Rys.  and  Canals,  Depth  Rep.  (presented)  76  (vol.i). 

— —  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  913,  923,  975  (vol.  ii). 

Ry.  Commissioners  and  Dom.  Arbitrators  (Ans.)  114  (i). 

Ry.  Supplies,  purchase  of,  in  Halifax  (Ans.)  1915  (iii). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memor¬ 
ials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  593  (vol.  i). 

Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys,,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  707  (i). 

Returns,  production  of  (Ans.)  188 ;  (remarks)  113,  455 
(vol.  i),  1 132  (vol.  ii),  2393  (vol.  iii). 

Rideau  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3312, 3418  (vol.  iv). 

Richelieu  River  Floods,  Memorials  from  Riparian  own¬ 
ers  (Ans.)  606  (vol.  i). 

St.  John  Bridge  and  Ry.  Extension  Co.  (Ans.)  569  (i). 

St.  Romuald  d’Etchimin,  Station  (Ans.)  1567  (ii). 

Settlers  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.  (Ans.)  113  (vol.  i). 

Settlers  in  the  Dom.  during  calendar  year  1884  (Ans.) 
113  (vol.  i). 

Settlers  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Sheep  Scab,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  Ry.  to  the  Mar.  Provs.  (Ans.)  2239  (vol.  iii). 

Simard,  J.,  payment  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Sleeping  Cars,  I.C.R.,  3417  (vol.  iv). 

Statistics  relating  to  the  Public  Service  (Ans.)  2531 
(vol.  iii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2988  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  (B.  164)  prop.  Res.,  3457 ;  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  3470 ;  in  Com.,  3472  (vol.  iv.) 
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Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibi¬ 
tions)  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv)  ;  (Archives,  care  of)  1023,  1025  ; 
(Colonial  Exhibitions)  1032-1035  (vol.  ii),  3452  (vol.  iv); 
(Compiling  Agricultural  and  other  Statistics  in  Man.  and 
N.W.T.)  1036  ;  (Criminal  Statistics)  1026  ;  (Dominion  Exhi¬ 
bition)  1026  (vol.  ii)  ;  (Health  Statistics)  2766  (vol.  iv)  ; 
(Mortuary  Statistics)  1027-1031  (ii). 

Canals — Capital :  Repairs,  &c.  (Cornwall)  3301 ;  (Murray)  3303  ; 
(Lachice)  3301;  (Trent  River  Nav.)  3311  ;  (Welland)  3301, 
3311  ;  (Williamsburg)  3301;  (  Amount  due  Hugh  Sutherland) 
3385  (vol.  iv).  Income  ;  (Rideau,  Land  damages  in  Township 
of  Pittsburg)  3418;  (Increase  of  water  supply)  3312  ;  (Gren¬ 
ville,  payment  to  J.  Simard)  3418.  Miscellaneous  (road  dyke, 
Lake  St.  Francis)  3419 ;  (Surveys  and  Inspections)  3313  ; 
(Welland)  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Govt.  (Agriculture,  Dept,  of.)  904,  (contingencies)  921 ; 
(Railways  and  Canals,  Dept,  of)  913,  975,  (contingencies) 
923  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3308  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  2810,  2813,  2316,  2831-2853  (vol,  iv). 

Indians  (Man.  and  N.  W.  T.)  3342  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Can.  and  Antwerp); 

2943;  (Can.  and  Germany)  2945  (vol.  iv.) 

Miscellaneous  (Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter-making)  3456; 
(Purcell  &  Ryan,  for  supplies  furnished  to  Lord  Lome  and 
party)  3452  (vol.  iv). 

Quarantine,  2853 ;  (Immigrant  Patients)  3358  ;  (Sheep  Scab) 
3358,  3411  (vol.  iv). 

R-ys. — Capital:  C.  P.  R,  3383;  (Inspecting  Engineers’ Salaries, 
&c.)  3117  ;  (Pembina  Branch)  3417  ;  (Subsidy)  3295.  Cape 
Breton  Ry.  (Surveys)  3418  ;  Oarleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase 
of)  3415;  Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  3300,  3384;  I.  C.  R.,  3383, 
cone.,  3396 ;  (applying  Air  Brakes)  3299 ;  (miscellaneous 
works)  3296-3299;  (Repairs,  &c.)  3300;  (Sleeping  Cars) 
3117.  Short  Line  Ry.  (Oxford  and  New  Glasgow)  3413 
(vol.  iv). 

Surveys  and  Inspections  (Canals)  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3313 
(vol.  iv). 

Sutherland,  H.,  amount  due,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3385  (iv). 

Trent  Yalley  Canal,  plans  and  estimates  of  cost,  &c., 
on  Ms.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.,  145,  202  (vol.  i). 

Trent  River  Nav.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3311  (vol.  iv). 

Turkish  Pauper  Immigrants  (Ans.)  3475  (vol.  iv). 

Welland  and  Williamsburg  Canals,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3301,  3418  (vol.  iv). 

Wilkinson,  J.  A.,  sums  paid  to,  and  for  what  services 
(Ans.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Pruyn,  Mr.  M.  W.,  Lennox. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1425  (vol.  ii). 

Napanee,  Public  Buildings  (Ques.)  77  (vol.  i). 

Reid,  Mr.  J.,  Cariboo. 

C.  P.  R.  Rates  in  B.C.  (Ques.)  1474  (vol.ii). 

Rinfret,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Lotbiniere. 

Flannel  Shirts  for  the  Militia,  Contract  (Ques.)  1306  (ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“  person  ”  (Indian)  1506,  1538 ;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1680-1683  (vol.  ii). 

House  of  Commons  Commissioners’  Rep.  re  Staff  (Ques.) 
2750  (vol.  iv). 


Rinfret,  Mr.  C.  J .—Continued. 

Lo  Fonds  Post  Office,  establishment  of  (Ques.)  816  (ii). 
Peachy,  J.  W.,  Superannuation  of  (Ques.)  1743  (iii). 
Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley )  for  Com..  527-532  (vol.  i). 

Robertson,  Mr.  A,,  West  Hastings. 

Criminal  Law  Amt ,  Punishment  of  Burglars  (B.  71,  1°) 
270  (vol.  i) ;  (B.  136,  1°)  1335  (vol.  ii). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville) 
to  M.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.  (Ques.)  3362  (vol.  iv). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Gatling  Guns  for  use  of 
Troops  (Ques.)  813  (vol.ii). 

Veterans  of  1812,  Extension  of  Pensions  to  widows  of 
(Ques.)  36  (vol.  i). 

Robertson,  Mr.  T.,  Hamilton. 

Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  on  M.  to 
place  B.  2nd  Order  on  Public  Bills  and  Orders,  714  (i). 
Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley')  in  Com,,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Ives)  2769  (vol.  iv). 
Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings  cut  in  the  Ice,  &c.  (B.  22, 
1°*)  57;  2°  m.,  131;  M.  for  Com.,  150;  Ordor  for 
Com.  dschgd.  and  B.  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  496  (vol.  i). 
Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 

Temp.  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  943  (ii). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com.,  on 
Ques.  of  Order,  1922  (vol.  iii) . 

Govt.  Business,  conduct  of  (remarks)  3445  (vol.  iv). 
Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  B.  6  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  in  Com  ,  501,  503  (vol.  i). 

Library,  Salaries,  &c„  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2797  (vol.  iv). 
Life-boats,  Stations,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2947  (vol.  iv) . 
Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  in  Com., 
3047  (vol.  iv) 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks)  1894  (vol.  iii). 
Soundings  taken  in  Burlington  Bay  Canal,  Rep.  of 
Supdt.  (M.  for  copies*)  1533  (vol.  i). 

South  Saskatchewan  Yalley  Ry.  Co.’s  Act  Amt.  (B.  37, 
1°*)  125  (vol.  i). 

Summary  Proceedings  before  Magistrates  B.  128  (Mr. 

Caron )  in  Com.,  2830  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Immigration,  2818,  2843  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries,  &c.)  2797  (iv). 
Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3423  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Life-boats  and  Stations,  &c.)  2947  (iv). 

Ways  and  Means—  The  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  719-722  (vol  i). 

Robertson,  Mr.  T.,  Shelburne. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (Ques.)  363  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (B.  92,  1°)  448  (vol.  i). 
Coal,  tenders  to  supply  Fog-whistles,  &c ,  in  Bay  of 
Fundy  (M.  for  copies*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  919  (vol.  ii). 
Fraser,  D.  M.,  and  Dept,  of  Agriculture,  Cor.  between 
(M.  for  copies*)  533  (vol.  i). 
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Robertson,  Mr.  T.— Continued. 

Great  Village  .River  Improvements,  Colchester,  N.S., 
(M.  for  Stmnt.  in  detail*)  67  (vol.  i)„ 

Lion,  seizure  of  Schooner,  in  N.S.  (M,  for  copies  of  Rep., 
&c.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  58  ( Mr .  Foster )  on 
M.  for  2°,  621  (vol.  i). 

ParrsboroughBreakwater,  construction  of  (M.  for  copies 
of  Tenders)  66  (vol.  i). 

Rogers’  Patent  Fish  Ladder,  Cor.  and  Reps.  (M»  for 
copies)  870  (vol.  ii). 

Supply  : 

Civil  Govt.:  Deptl.  Contingencies  (Inland  Revenue)  919  (vol.  ii). 

ROSS,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Lisgar. 

C.  P.  R.,  Res.  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Cameron,  Huron)  2712-2718  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Assistance  to  Settlers  through 
outbreak  (Ques.)  2854 ;  Compensation  for  losses 
(Ques.)  332l;  Relief  of  destitute  families,  3321  (iv). 
Equipment  of  the  90th  Battalion  (Ques.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 
Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  ( Sir  Hector 
Langevin )  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2491  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on.  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  2777 ;  in  Com.,  2793,  3050  (vol.  iv). 
North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  249L(vol.  iii). 

Supply  : 

Immigration,  2843  (vol.  iv). 

Royal,  Mr.  J.,  Provencher. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  B.  141  (Mr. 
Caron )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills )  to  M.  for  3°,  3002  ;  on 
M.  to  adjn.  deb.,  3431  (vol.  iv). 

C.  P.  R.,  Res.  respecting  further  Loan,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Watson)  2867  (vol.  iv). 

Deputy  Speaker  and  Chairman  of  Committees  B.  26 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Res.  (Amt.)  72  (vol.  i). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Assistance  to  settlors  through 
outbreak  (Ques.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 

- Batoche,  capture  of,  rumored  indignities  com¬ 
mitted  by  Volunteers  (Ques.)  3425  (vol.  iv). 

- Compensation  for  losses  (Ques.)  3321  (vol.  iv). 

- Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at,  Rep.  of  (Ques.) 

1567  (vol.  ii). 

— - - on  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  want  of  confidence,  3199- 

3212  (vol.  iv). 

- Relief  of  destitute  families  (Ques.)  3321  (vol.  iv). 

Equipment  of  the  90th  Battalion  (Ques.)  2854  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1390  (vol.  ii). 

Half-breed  Commission,  information  respecting  (Ques.) 
1566  (vol.  ii). 

Land  grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  prop.  Res.,  2448  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co.’s  (B.  74,  1°*)  313  (i). 
North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements,  on  M.  for 
copy  of  Reps.,  &c.,  695  (vol.  i)» 


Royal,  Mr.  J  .—Continued. 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  interpolation  of  words  in  despatch, 
3247  (vol.  iv);  par.  in  Free  Press  (remarks  170  (i). 

Representation  in  Parlt.  of  the  N.  W.  T.,  on  Res.  (Mr. 
Cameron ,  Huron)  to  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup,,  3406  (iv). 

Statistics  relating  to  Public  Service  (Ques.)  2854  (iv). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr. Landry, 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  168  (vol.  i). 

Ways  and  Means  —on  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance 
in  the  N.  W.,  3199-3212  (vol.  iv). 

Rykert,  Mr.  J.  C.,  Lincoln  and  Niagara. 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  982  (vol.  ii). 

Customs  Seizure  of  School  Books  at  Toronto  (M.  for 
Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“usufructuary,”  1450;  “tenant,”  1477  (vol.  ii) ; 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1761-1770, 2002  ; 
“  in  counties,”  2058 ;  “  revision  of  voters’  list,”  2342 
(vol.  iii)  ;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  1435,  1465 ;  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1437,  1500  (vol.  ii) ;  on  ruling  of  Chair¬ 
man  (remarks)  1799,  1849  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  genuineness  of  Signatui’es  (remarks) 
2274,  2320  (vol.  iii). 

Huron  and  Out.  Ship  Canal  Co.’s  B.  69  (M.  to  cone,  in 
Sen.  Amts.)  1386  (vol.  ii). 

Mackinley,  A.  &  W.,  of  Halifax,  entry  of  School  Books 
at  undervaluation  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Maritime  Court  of  Out.  Jurisdiction  B.  11  (Mr.  Allen) 
in  Com.,  496  (vol.  i). 

Ont.,  Westerly  Boundary  of,  argument  before  P.  C., 
shorthand  notes  (M.  for  copy)  430-440  (vol.  i). 

Printing,  Public,  changes  in  Contract  (M.  for  copies  of 
O.C.)  246  (vol.  i). 

Railways  centreing  in  Ottawa,  Bonuses  granted  to,  on 
M.  for  Ret.,  87 ;  adjd.  deb.  rsmd.,  89  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Civil  Govt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  982  (vol.  ii). 

Wines,  spirits,  ale,  beer,  porter,  &c.,  imported,  amount 
of  Rev.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Scriver,  Mr.  J.,  Huntingdon. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  1058  (vol.  ii);  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2649,  2664  (iv). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3234  (vol.  iv). 

Drill  Pay,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2912  (vol.  iv). 

Duties  on  Hay,  Cor.  between  Can.  and  H.S.,  on  M.  for 
copies,  443  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“usufructuary,”  1447,  1448, 1451  ;  “  occupant,”  1484 
(vol.  ii)  ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1995 ; 
(Indians)  2018  (vol.  iii). 

Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)]  on  Amt.  to  substitute 
Can.  Temp,  Act  to  M.  for  rsmng.  adjd.  dob.  for  2° 
943  (remarks)  944  (vol.  iii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals, 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  1334 ;  on  Amh 
(Mr.  Catudal)  to  M,  for  3°,  1327  (vol.  ii). 


INDEX 
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Scriver,  Mr.  J.— Continued. 

Lake  St.  Francis  Eoad  Dyke,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3419  (iv). 
Oka  Indians,  transport  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3457  (iv). 
Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Sheep  Scab,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies  to  Kys.  B.  164  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  3472  (iv). 
Supply  : 

Canals— Income :  Miscellaneous  (Road  Dyke,  Lake  St.  Francis) 
3419  (vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3310;  (Customs)  3234  (iv). 
Indians  (Transport  of  families  from  Oka)  3457  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Drill  Pay,  &c.)  2912  (vol.  iv). 

Quarantine  (Sheep  Scab)  3411  (vol.  iv.). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (barrels  containing  petro¬ 
leum  or  its  products)  843 ;  (umbrella  and  parasol 
ribs,  &c.)  858 ;  (woollen  rags)  787  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr. 
Costigan)  on  prop.  Res.,  832  (vol.  ii). 

Shakespeare,  Mr.  N.,  Victoria,  B.  o. 

B.  C.  Penitentiary,  suspension  of  Rules  (M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.)  823  (vol.  ii). 

Cabinet  Representation  for  B.  C.  (Ques.)  235  (vol.  i). 
Chinese  Commissioners’  Rip.  (Ques.)  29,  211  (vol.  i). 
Chinese  Immigration  Restriction  B,  156  (Mr.  Ghapleau) 
on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  3011  (vol.  iv). 

Chinese  Interpreter,  in  Com.  on  Res.  (Mr.  Ghapleau) 
3024  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“woman  suffrage,”  1391;  “person”  (Chinese) 
1583,1591  (vol.  ii)  ;  “qualifications”  (Indians  and 
Chinese)  1974;  (remarks)  1944  (vol.  iii). 

Indian  Affairs  in  B.  C.,  Cor.  between  Govt,  of  Canada 
and  B.  C.,  on  M.  for  copies,  869  (vol.  ii). 

Indian  Troubles  at  Metlakatla  (M.  for  copies  of  Cor.) 
304  (vol.  i). 

Manufacturing  Industries  of  Canada,  Rep.  on  (remarks) 
on  absence  of  information  respecting  B.  C.,  594  (i). 
Rice,  increased  duty  on  (Ques.)  695  (vol.  i) . 

St.  George’s  Day,  Adjmt.  for  (M.)  1305  (vol.  ii). 

Shaniey,  Mr.  Walter,  South  Grenville. 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Lang evin) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.  (Mr. 
Light’s  Rep.)  3266  (vol.  iv). 

Supply  : 

Canals — Capital:  Repairs,  &c.  (Welland)  3301,  3311:  (Trent 
Riv.  Nav.)  3311  (vol.  iv). 

Rys.— Capital :  C.P.R.  (Pembina  Branch)  3417 ;  (Subsidy)  3296  ; 
I.C.R.  (miscellaneous  works)  3298  (vol.  iv). 

Small,  Mr.  J.,  Bast  Toronto. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Sen.  Amts.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  78,  N.  86)  2660,  (vol.  iv). 
Federal  Bank  of  Canada  Capital  Stock  reduction  (B.  10, 
1°*)  2°,  57  (vol.  i). 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  traffic  in,  further  provision  (B.  70, 
1°)  270  (vol.  i). 
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Small,  Mr.  J. — Continued. 

Justices  of  the  Peace,  &c.,  Summary  Proceedings  B.  128 
(Mr.  Garon)  1°*,  1130  (vol.  ii). 

Kootenay  Ry.  Co.  of  B.C.  ineorp.  (B.  83,  1°*)  349  (i) 

Pawnbrokers’  Provision  (B.  137,  1°*)  1474  (vol.  ii), 

Volunteers  in  the  N.W.,  recognition  of  Services  (Ques.) 
1566  (vol.  ii). 

Smyth,  Mr.  EL,  Kent,  Ont. 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes  (B.  16,  1°*) 
46  (vol.  i). 

Patents  of  Invention  Acts  Amt.  (B.  29,  1°)  88  (voL  i). 

Somerville,  Mr.  J.,  North  Brant. 

Bradley,  W.  Ingles,  services  of  (M.  for  Ret.)  479  (voh  i). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  First  Ropi 
(remarks)  35  (vol.  i). 

Expenses  of  Members  of  the  Govt.,  &c.,  in  Eng.  or  else¬ 
where  (M.  for  Ret.*)  124  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1269-1272  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.,  “  woman  suffrage,” 
1441;  “person”  (Indian)  1549  (vol.  ii) ;  “who  shall 
not  vote”  (Indians)  2129-2133;  “registration  of 
voters,’  2276,  2291,  2296  (vol.  iii);  on  M.  for  consdn. 
of  B.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3065  (vol.  iv). 

Govt.  Printing  and  Advertising  (Res.)  in  Amt.  to  Com, 
of  Sup.,  3033-3039  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2812,  2836, 2843-2845  (iv). 

Mounted  Police,  compensation  for  injuries (M.  for  Ret.*) 
505  (vol.  i). 

Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2799-2802,  2804,  2806-2809  (vol.  iv). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Citizen ,  3162, 
2213  ;  personal  allusions  in  deb.,  3248  (vol.  iv). 

Rental  of  Offices  for  use  of  Govt,  in  Ottawa  (M.  for 
Ret.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Salaries  of  Ministers  (Ques.)  3073  (voh  iv). 

Supply : 

Immigration,  2812,  2836,  2843-2845  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  Miscellaneous  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.) 

2799-2802,  2804,  2806-2809  (vol.  iv). 

Speaker,  Mr.  (Hon.  G.  a.  Kirkpatrick)  Frontenac . 

Accommodation  for  Members  (remarks)  49  (vol.  i). 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.T.  B.  Ill,  inter¬ 
ruptions  by  Members  not  in  Order,  3430  (vol.  iv). 

Address,  Ans.  to,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read)  113  (i). 

Amherst  and  P.  E.  I.  Ry.  Co’s,  ineorp.  B.,  on  M.  to 
introd.,  Rep.  of  Com.  on  Stndg.  Orders  ref.  to,  349  (i). 

Bankruptcy,  Pets.,  Res.,  &c,,  Message  from  His  Ex. 
(read)  101  (vol.  i). 

Beauce,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation  :  Warrant  issued 
and  Ret.  of  Member,  1  (voh  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92,  on  M.  to  place  B. 
2nd  Order  on  Public  Bills  and  Orders  (procedure) 
714  (voh  i) ;  on  Sen.  Amts,  (rulings)  2657,  2664. 

Cape  Breton,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation:  Warrant 
issued  and  Ret.  of  Member,  1  (voh  i). 
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Speaker,  "Mr. —Continued. 

Census  of  the  N.  W.  B.  21,  Member  called  to  Order  on 
imputing  motives,  213  (vol.  i). 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Rep.,  Mess,  from  His  Ex. 
(read)  234  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31,  on  Amt.  ( Mr .  Davies) 
(ruling)  remarks  must  be  confined  to  Amt.,  1300  (ii). 

Claims  of  Man.,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read)  202  (vol.  i). 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor  B.  117,  suggestion  to 
refer  B.  to  Com.  on  Banking  and  Commcrco,  1677  (ii)  . 

Controverted  Elections,  Judge’s  Reps,  (read)  1,  593  (i). 

Cumberland,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation  :  Warrant 
issued  and  Ret.  of  Member,  1  (vol.  i). 

Debates,  publishing  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (vol.  ii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Engagement  at  Batoche,  des¬ 
patch  respecting  (read)  1380  (vol.  ii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.  (ruling)  speech  must  be  fin¬ 
ished  before  corrections  can  be  mad8,  3161  (vol.  iv). 

Divorce  Cases,  Evidence  in  (explanation)  428  (vol.  i). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Road,  on  prop.  Res.  (ruling)  on 
Ques.  of  Order,  451  (vol.  i). 

Estimates,  The,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read)  289  (vol.  i)  ; 
Suppl.  for  1884  85,  2820;  Suppl.  for  1885-86,  3359; 
Further  Suppl.  for  1885-86,  3423  (vol.  iv). 

Factory  B.  85,  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can.  Temp.  Act 
(ruling  on  procedure)  944  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103,  Chairman’s  ruling  in  Com.  sustained 
(Y.  76,  N.  46)  1513,  (Y.  67,  N.  41)  1944  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  Signatures  to,  English  practico 
quoted,  2027-2029;  (remarks)  2274;  on  presentation 
of,  2320  (vol.  iii). 

Grenville,  South,  Election,  Ret.  of  Member  elect  (an¬ 
nouncement)  3072  (vol.  iv). 

Gov.  Genl.’s  Secretary,  letter  from,  re  Royal  Assent  to 
Bills  (read)  1514  (vol.  ii). 

H.  of  C.  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  2796  (vol.  iv). 

Huron  and  Ont.  Ship  Canal  Co.’s  B.  69,  on  M.  to  cone, 
in  Sen.  Amts,  (remarks)  1387  (vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44,  on  Amt.  ( Mr .  Casey)  to  M.  for  3°,  full  discus¬ 
sion  of  B.  not  in  Order  on  an  Amt.,  1330  (vol.  ii). 

Insolvent  Debtors  Assets  B.  4,  on  M.  ( Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  to  transfer  to  Govt.  Orders  (Votes  and  Pro¬ 
ceedings  quoted)  1281  (vol.  ii). 

Inspection  of  Factories  Res.,  suggestion  that  same  stand 
first  on  Public  Bills  and  Orders,  607  (vol.  i). 

Internal  Economy  Commission,  Mess,  from  His  Ex. 
(road)  40  (vol.  i). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (vol.  i),  2795,  2796, 
3449  (vol.  iv). 

Library,  The,  and  Mr.  Bourinot’s  work  (remarks)  40  (i). 

Lennox  Election,  Judge’s  certificate,  &c.  (read)  1 ;  War¬ 
rant  issued  and  Ret.  of  Member,  1  (vol.  i). 

Levis  Electoral  District,  Judge’s  Rep.  (read)  and 
Warrant  issued,  593 ;  Ret.  of  Member  elect  (announce¬ 
ment)  1385  (vol.  ii). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  Res.  (ruling)  reference  to  what 
has  taken  place  in  Com.  not  inOrder,  2783, 2786  (iv). 


Speaker,  Mr.— Continued. 

Manitoba  Indian  Agency,  missing  Ret.  (produced)  67  (i). 

Maskinonge,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation  :  Warrant 
issued  and  Ret.  of  Member,  1  (vol,  i). 

Megantic,  Ret.  of  Member  to  represent  (announcement) 

1  (vol.  i). 

Members,  New,  Ret.  of  (announcement)  1,  133  (vol.  i), 
1192,  1385  (vol.  ii),  3072  (vol.  iv). 

Messages  from  His  Ex.  (read),  1,  40, 101,  113,  202,  234, 
289  (vol.  i),  10S4  (vol.  ii),  2234  (vol.  iii),  2820,  3232, 
3359,  3423,  3470,  3475  (vol.  iv). 

Middleton,  Genl.,  Grant  to,  Moss,  from  His  Ex.,  3470 
(vol.  iv). 

Militia  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  152  (procedure)  3046  (iv). 

Nicolet,  Rot.  of  Member  to  represent  (announcement) 
1  (vol.  i). 

Northumberland,  West,  Election,  Judge’s  Rep.  (read) 
and  Warrant  issued,  593 ;  Ret,  of  Member  elect, 
(announcement)  1192  (vol.  ii). 

Ontario,  West,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation  :  War¬ 
rant  issued  and  return  of  Member,  1  (vol.  i). 

Parlt.,  opening  of,  Commons  summoned  to  Senate,  1 
(vol.  i)  ;  Prorogation,  3475  (vol.  iv). 

Petitions,  on  presentation  of  (remarks  and  authorities 
quoted)  1891,  1893,  2027-2029,  2274,  2320  (vol.  iii). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of  (ruling)  should  conclude  with  a 
motion,  3161  (vol.  iv). 

Prohibition  of  Spirituous  Liquors  (ruling)  in  Order  to 
move  the  previous  question,  &c.,  1045  (vol.  ii).  ■ 

Prorogation,  Letter  from  Acting  Sec.  to  Gov.  Gen. 
(read)  3473  ;  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  3475  (vol.  iv). 

Queen’s  County,  P.  E.  I.,  Vacancy  in  the  Representa¬ 
tion  :  Warrant  issued  and  return  of  Member,  1  (i). 

Royal  Assent  to  Bills  (announcement)  1516  (ii),  3475 
(vol.  iv). 

Scott  Act  Pets.,  on  M.  to  erase  name  (remarks)  2320 
(vol.  iii). 

Sessional  Clerks,  extra,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2795  (iv). 

Soulanges  Election,  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court  (read) 
1 ;  Ret.  of  Member  elect  (announcement)  113  (vol.  i). 

Speech  from  the  Throne  (Rep.)  2  (vol.  i). 

Staff  of  tho  House,  Res.  and  Schedules  adopted  by  Com¬ 
missioners  (presented)  2497  (vol.  iii). 

Stationery  used  in  H.  of  C.,  Expense  of  (Ans)  290  (i). 

Supply : 

Legislation ,  H.  of  C.  (Committees,  extra  Sessional  Clerks,  &c.) 
2795;  (Contingencies)  2796  (vol.  iv);  (Publishing  Debates) 
991  (vol.  ii)  ;  (increased  Expenses  under  Rep.  of  Internal 
Economy  Comm.)  3449  (vol.  iv). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction,  Limitation  B. 
68,  on  M.  to  introd.  B.  (remarks)  246,  270. 

Vacancies,  notificatioa  of,  1  (vol.  i). 

Volunteers  in  the  N.  W.,  Recognition  of  Services  B. 
160  (ruling)  on  Ques.  of  Order,  3380  (vol.  iv). 

Warrants  issued  for  new  Elections  (announcement)  1, 
593  (vol.  i). 

Washington  Treaty,  Cor.  and  papers  (read)  3232;  rul¬ 
ing)  allusion  to  previous  deb.  not  in  order,  2899  (iv). 
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Speaker,  Mr. — Continued. 

West  Middlesex  Election,  Judge’s  Eep.  (read)  1  (vol.  i). 
Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  82,  on 
M.  for  2°,  suggestion  that  Order  be  dschgd.,  428  (vol.  i). 
$700,000  for  N.W.  Troubles,  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (read) 
1064  (vol.  ii). 

$1,700,000  for  N.W.  Expenses,  Moss,  from  His  Ex. 
(read)  2234  (vol.  iii). 

Speaker,  Mr.  Deputy. 

[, See  “  Order, ”  “  Privilege  ”  and  “  Procedure.”] 


Sproule,  Mr.  T.  S. — Continued. 

Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1030  (vol.  ii). 
North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  249*2  (vol.  iii). 

Pa  lent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  25  (Mr.  White ,  Renfrew)  on 
M.  for  2°,  267  (vol.  i). 

Personal  Explanation,  article  in  Canada  Presbyterian 
and  Meaford  Monitor ,  2772  (vol.  iv) . 

Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup ,  903  (ii). 
Privilege,  Ques,  of,  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press 
(remarks)  89,  566  (vol.  i). 

Provincial  Rys.  taken  over  by  Govt.  (Ques.)  188  (i). 
Refund  of  Ry*  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copies,  583  (vol.  i.) 

Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys.,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  707  (i). 
Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1030  (ii). 
Civil  Oovt.  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  980;  (Postmaster  Genl., 
Dept,  of)  903  (vol.  ii). 

Fisheries  (Fish-breeding,  &c.)  2954  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration  2812  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to 
Counsel)  3390;  (Histoires  Genealogique  des  Families  Fran¬ 
cises)  3456;  (Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter-making)  3456  (iv). 
Ocean  and  River  Service  (Life-boats,  Stations,  &c.)  2948  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  733-739  (vol.  i). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  1674  (vol.  ii). 

irs,  Mr.  J.  Fitz-Wiiliam,  West  Halifax. 

Animal  Charcoal,  importations  of  (M.  for  Ret.*)  533  (i). 
Canada  a 'd  Antwerp,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2943  (vol.  iv). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com.,  2534, 
2538,  2540  (vol.  iii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1119,  1120,  1124  (vol.  ii). 

Customs  Seizures  at  N.  S.  ports  of  entry  (M.  for  Stmnt.*) 
532  (vol.  i). 

Duck,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  809  (vol.  ii). 

France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2941,  3041  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

McIntyre)  to  M.  for  3°,  3057  (vol.  iv). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1310,  1314  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com. 
on  B.,  2550  (vol.  iii). 

Glucose  Syrup,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  854  (ii). 
Harbor  Master  at  Halifax  B.  143  (Mr.  McLelan)  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2523  (vol.  iii). 

I.  C.  R.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3298  (vol.  iv). 

N.  S.  Rys.,  consolid.  and  completion  (Ques.)  2530  (iii). 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  (Ques.) 
148  (vol.  i). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  in  Com.  on 
Res.,  2991  (vol.  iv). 

Steel,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  804  (vol.  ii). 


Sproule,  Mr.  T.  S.,  East  Grey. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan) 
in  Com,,  2468  (vol.  iii). 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Res., 
2547  (vol.  iii). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compens.  on  prop.  Res,,  241  (i)> 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  956,  957,  958  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Burpee)  1018  ;  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Hickey)  to  M.  for  3°,  1052;  in  Com.,  1054, 
1057;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  White ,  Cardwell)  1061  (vol.  ii); 
on  Sen.  Amts.,  2648  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  980  (vol.  ii). 

Consolidated  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir 
Leonard  Tilley )  in  Com,,  2437  (vol.  iii), 

Debates,  Official  Rep.  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tassi)  to  M.  to 
cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of  Com.,  3365  (vol.  iv). 

Duties  on  Hay,  Cor*  between  Canada  and  U.S.,  on  M, 
for  copies,  445  (vol.  i). 

Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  M.for  2°,  831  (vol.  ii). 

Fish-breeding,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup ,  2954  (vol,  iv). 

Fishery  Commission,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  3390  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“person  ”  (Indian)  1492,1551  ;  “  actual  value,”  1598; 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns  ”  (Indians)  1850, 
2012 ;  “  qualifications  in  counties,”  2073  ;  “  registra¬ 
tion  of  voters,”  2218 ;  explanation,  2257;  “appeal,” 
2361,  2366;  “officers  and  duties,”  2388,  2389; 
“  offences,”  2390  (vol.  iii) ;  explanation  of  vote  on 
Mr.  Langelier’s  Amt.  (remarks)  3062  (vol.  iv)  ;  on 
M.  that  Com.  rise,  1437 ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  reading 
extracts,  1464  (vol.  ii),  1920  (vol.  iii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets,,  genuineness  of  Signatures  2392  (iii). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  in  Com.,  2550  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Wednesdays,  966  (ii). 

Histoire  Genealogique  des  Families  Frangaises,  in 
Com.  of  Sup.,  3456  (vol.  iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1088. 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2492  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Improvement  Fund  Settlement  (Ques.)  1039  (ii). 

Life-boats,  Stations,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2948  (vol.  iv). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  134  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  on  M.  for  2Q,  2400  (vol.  iii). 
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Stairs,  Mr.  J.  Eitz-William— Continued. 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  ( Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2991  (vol.  iv). 

Sugar,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3216,  3218  (iv).  I 
Supply : 

Indians  (Man.  and  N.W.T.)  3318  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Can.  and  Antwerp) 
2943;  (Prance  and  Quebec,  fortnightly  line)  2941,  3041  (iv). 
Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  994  (vol.  ii). 

Rys. — Capital ;  I.  C.  R.  (miscellaneous  works)  3298  (vol.  iv). 

Veterans  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  994  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff:  on  M.  ( Sir  Leonard 
Tilley')  for  Com.,  641-648  ;  in  Com.  (duck)  809  ; 
(glucose  syrup)  854  ;  (steel)  804  (vol.  ii)  ;  (sugar) 
3216,  3218  (vol.  iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Oostigan) 
in  Com.,  1673  (vol.  ii). 

Sutherland,  Mr.  H.,  Selkirk. 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  1315  (vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1065  (vol.  ii). 

Sutherland,  Mr.  J.,  North  Oxford. 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B,  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Sen.  Amts.,  2648-2652  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com. 

(M.  that  Com.  rise)  1496, 1497  (ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1071,  (Amt.)  1085;  on  M. 
for  3°  (Amt.)  1321 ;  agreed  to  (Y.  131,  N.  16)  1324; 
on  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen.  Amts.,  2397  (vol.  iii). 
Prisoners,  employment  of,  outside  Gaols  (B.  87,  lc*) 
362  (vol.  i). 

Taschereau,  Mr.  T.  L.,  Beauce. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
2°,  1236;  in  Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1447  (vol.  ii). 
Quarantine,  appointment  of  Physicians  to  accompany 
Steamships  (Ques.)  2169  (vol.  iii). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3268. 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res., 
3268  (vol.  iv). 

Tasse,  Mr.  J.,  Ottawa  City. 

Change  of  Names  in  the  N.  W.  T.  (Ques.)  2359  (vol.  iii). 
Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brock- 
ville)  toM.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of  Com.  (Amt.)  3364, 
neg.  (Y.  18,  N.  127)  3369  ;  on  cone.,  3373;  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Fourth  Rep.  of  Com.,  3458  (vol.  iv). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  Vote  of  Thanks  to  Genl. 

Middleton  and  Volunteers,  3465  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“who  shall  not  vote,”  2093,  2097  (vol.  iii). 

Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal,  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  White, 
Benfrew)  1219-1224  (vol.  ii). 


Tasso,  Mr.  J. — Continued. 

Statistics  relating  to  the  Public  Service  (Ques.)  2531 
(vol.  iii),  2854  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Legislation  H.  of  O.  (increased  Expenses  under  Rep.  of  Internal 
Economy  Commissioners)  3450  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
for  Com.,  677-687  (vol.  i). 

Taylor,  Mr.  G.,  South  Leeds. 

Fish  Breeding,  &c.,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  2953  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1502  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com.,  “qualifications  in 
counties,”  2061  (vol.  iii). 

Terry  Divorce  (B.  97,  1°  on  a  div.)  605  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Fisheries  (Fish-breeding,  &o.)  2953  (vol  iv). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costigan ) 
in  Com.,  1676  (vol.  ii). 

Temple,  Mr.  T.,  York,  N.B. 

Central  Bank  of  N.  B.  (B.  40,  1°*)  939  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1129  (vol.  ii). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  counties,”  2054,  2058,  2084 ; 
“revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2341  (vol.  iii). 

Fredericton  and  St.  Mary’s  Bridge  Co.’s  incorp.  (B.  60, 
1°*)  170  (i) ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen,  Amts.,  1386  (ii). 
Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2494  (vol.  iii). 

Northern  and  Western  Ry.,  Cor.  between  Dom.  and 
Local  Govt,  of  N.B.  (M.  for  copies*)  533  (vol.  i). 
North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to, 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  2494  (vol.  iii). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3271  (vol.  iv). 
Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res., 
3271  (vol.  iv). 

Tilley,  Hon.  Sir  Leonard,  St.  John,  N.B. 

Advances  to  Provinces  (B.  7,  1°)  32 ;  2°  m,,  102  (i). 
American  Gold,  substitution  of,  for  Sovereigns  (Ans.) 
505  (vol.  i). 

Ascetic  Acid,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849  (vol.  ii). 
Assistant  Rec.  Genl.’s,  Montreal,  St.  John  and  Winni¬ 
peg,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  895  (vol.  ii). 

Auditor  Geol.’e  Rep.  (presented)  28  (vol.  i). 

Bank  Advances  to  the  Govt.  (Ans.)  113  (vol.  i). 

Bank  of  B.  C.  (B.  105,  1°)  631  (vol.  i). 

Bank  of  Upper  Can.,  Stmnts.  respecting  (Ans.)  112  (i). 
Budget,  The  (Ans.)  76, 149,  211,  (annual  Stmnt.)  313  (i). 
Brokerage  and  Commission,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 
Business  of  the  House,  Tariff  deb.  (Ans.)  595  (vol.  i). 
C.  P.  R.,  Interest  paid  to  Govt,  by  Co.  on  Loans  (Ans.) 
350  (vol.  i),  1131  (vol.  ii). 

— - — -  Loan  $22,500,000,  payments  to  Co,  (Ans.)  29  (i). 
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Tilley,  Hon.  Sir  Leonard— Continued. 

C.  P.  B.  Loan,  $30,000,000,  payments  on  account  of 
(Ans.)  1130  (vol.  ii). 

Carpet  Mats,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  856  (vol.  ii). 

China  and  Porcelain  ware,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  847  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Sei’vice  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1104  (vol.  ii). 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor  (B.  117, 1°*)  832  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  (B.  20,  1°)  46;  2Q 
m.,  126  (vol.  i). 

Cutlery,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  814  (vol.  ii). 

Dominion  Notes,  issue  and  redemption,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
897  (vol.  ii). 

Earthenware  and  Stoneware,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  847  (vol.  ii). 

Emerson,  Town  of,  aid  to  (Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  prop.  Ees.  ( Sir 
Richard  Cartwright )  367 ;  (explanations)  37 1,  39 1  (i) . 

Factories,  Operatives  in,  on  M.  for  Eots.,  Stmuts.,  &c., 
37  (vol.  i). 

Factory  Commission,  Eep.  of,  distribution  of  (remarks) 
478  (vol.  i). 

Financial  Commnr,  in  Eng.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 

Financial  Inspector,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  895  (vol.  ii). 

Five  per  cent.  Consolid.  Loan,  retirement  of,  on  M.  for 
copies  of  O.  C.,  487 ;  (explanations)  489  (vol.  i). 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  220  (vol.  i). 

Flour  and  cornmeal,  increase  of  Duty  on  (Ans.)  148, 
744  (vol.  i). 

Gas  Coke,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  783  (vol.  ii). 

Glucose  Syrup,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849(vol.  ii) . 

Gold  Eeserve,  Govt  withdrawals,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  353,  355  ;  (remarks)  361  (vol.  i). 

Gov.  Genl.’s  Sec.’s  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  893  (ii). 

Imitation  precious  stones,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
846  (vol.  ii). 

Inspection  and  Supervision  of  Banks,  on  Ees.  (Mr. 
Casgrain )  82  (vol.  i). 

Inspection  of  Banks,  Legislation  (Ans.)  51  (vol.  i). 

Land  Improvement  Fund  Settlement  (Ans.)  1040  (ii). 

Library  of  Parlt.  (B.  139)  prop.  Ees.,  594  (vol.  i). 

Loan,  recent,  Prospectus  and  Advertisements,  on  M. 
for  Bet.,  37  (vol.  i). 

Manila  Hats,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  847  (vol.  ii) . 

Manufacturing  Industries  of  Can.,  Eep.  on  (remarks) 
on  absence  of  information  respecting  B.  C.,  594  (i). 

Mess,  from  His  Ex.  recommending  grant  of  $700,000 
for  N.  W.  Troubles  (presented)  1063  (vol.  ii). 

Money  borrowed  by  Govt,  in  Can.  (Ans.)  743  (vol.  i). 

Montreal  Turnpike  Trust  Debentures  (Ans.)  567  (vol.  i) . 

N.  S.’s  Claims  for  a  Subsidy  (Ans.)  189  (vol.  i). 

Operatives  in  Factories,  on  M.  for  Bets.,  Stmnts.,  &c., 
37  (vol.  i). 

Pickles  and  Sauces,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
843  (vol  ii) . 


Tilley,  Hon.  Sir  Leonard —Continued. 

Picture  Frames,  &c.,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  846 
(vol.  ii). 

Polariscopic  Test  for  Sugar  (Ans.)  479  (vol.  i). 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  Depositors  in,  on  M.  for  Eet., 
821  (vol.  ii). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  (Ans.) 
148  (vol.  i). 

Printing  Com,,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Second  Eep.,  149  (i). 

Printing  Dom.  Notes,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898  (vol.  ii). 

Private  Banks  and  Brokers,  Legislation  (Ans.)  51  (i)* 

Prussiate  of  Potash,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  846 
(vol.  ii). 

Public  Debt  of  Can.  (Ans.)  29  (vol.  i). 

Public  Debt,  the  gross  amount  of  (Ans.)  76  (vol.  i). 

Quebec,  Advances  on  account  of  Provincial  Subsidy 
(Ans.)  235  (vol.  i). 

Eeturns,  on  Enquiry  for  (Ans.)  363  (vol.  i). 

Eice,  increased  Duty  on  (Ans.)  695  (vol.  i). 

St.  Stephen’s,  N.B.,  Public  Buildings,  construction  of 
(Ans.)  148  (vol.  i). 

Savings  Banks  in  Mar.  Provs.,  in  Com.  of  Sup..  896  (ii). 

Stamp  Duty,  commutation  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  897  (ii). 

Steam  Communication  with  France  (Ans.)  567,  568  (i). 

Small  Savings,  encouragement  of,  on  M.  for  Eet.,  91  (i). 

Subsidy  to  N.  S.,  increase  of  (Ans.)  567  (vol.  i). 

Supply  (Ees.  for  Com.)  28  (vol.  i)  : 

Charges  of  Management  (Asst.  Rec.  Genl. ,  Montreal)  895; 
(Auditor  and  Rec.  Genl.,  St.  John)  895;  (Auditor  and 
Asst.  Rec.  Genl.,  Winnipeg)  895;  (Brokerage  and  Commis¬ 
sion)  896  ;  (Commutation  of  Stamp  Duty,  &c  )  897  ;  (Country 
Savings  Banks,  N.B.,  N.S.  and  B.C.)  896:  (Financial  Com¬ 
missioner  in  Eng.)  896;  (Financial  Inspector)  895;  (Issue 
and  Redemption  of  Dom.  Notes)  897  ;  (Printing  Dom.  Notes) 
898  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Govt.  (Gov.  Genl.  Sec.’s  Office)  898  (vol.  ii). 

Temporary  Loans  to  Govt,  by  Banks  (Ans.)  350  (vol.  i), 

Terry,  Charles  Hunter,  gratuity  to  (Ans.)  632  (vol.  i). 

Tissue  Paper,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849  (vol.ii). 

Trade  Eolations  with  Foreign  Countries  (Ans.)  78 ;  with 
Mexico,  632  (vol.  i). 

Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of  (B.  104,  1°)  630  (i). 

Umbrella  or  parasol  ribs,  &c.,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  847  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means  (Ees.  for  Com.)  27  ;  (Budget  Speech) 
313;  time  for  conclusion  of  Deb. ‘(remarks)  662; 
in  Com.,  771  (vol.  i)  ;  (acetic  acid)  849;  (carpet 
mats)  856 ;  (china  and  porcelain  ware)  847 :  (cut¬ 
lery)  844 ;  (earthenware  and  stoneware)  847 ;  (gas 
coke)  783 ;  (glucose  syrup)  849  ;  (imitation  precious 
stones)  846  ;  (Manila  hats)  847  ;  (pickles  and  sauces) 
843 ;  (picture  frames)  846 ;  (prussiate  of  potash) 
846 ;  (tissue  paper)  849 ;  (woollen  fabrics)  840  ; 
(woollen  rags)  785  (vol.  ii). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Duties,  alteration  of  (Ans.)  148 
(vol.  i). 
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Trow,  Mr.  J.,  South  Perth. 

Bounty  to  Fishermen,  payment  of,  in  Guysborough,  N.S. 
(Ques.)  2751  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Townshend )  1050  (vol.  ii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  ( Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  2437  (vol.  iii). 

C.  P.  R.  Rets,  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 
on  M.  for  Stmnt.,  483  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  982  (vol.  ii). 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1034  (vol.  ii). 

Customs  and  Excise  Receipts  for  June  (Ques.)  3073  (iv). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  on  omissions  (remarks)  3474 ; 
on  M.  to  cone,  in  Fourth  Rep.  of  Com.,  3458  (vol.  iv). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 9 18,  921  (vol.  ii). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  Duck  Lake,  Rep.  of  fight  at 
(Ques.)  1743  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  on  Mr. 
Blake’s  Res.  (want  of  confidence)  3212  (vol.  iv). 

Dom.  Lands  Sales  for  1884--85  (Ques.)  3073  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“woman  suffrage,”  1460;  “farmers’  sons,”  1594; 
“  actual  value,”  1596  (vol.  ii) ;  “  qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns,”  1908 ;“  in  counties,”  2056,  2073, 
2076  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2133,  (Amt.) 
2163;  “registration  of  voters,”  2240,  2280  ;  “  revis¬ 
ion  of  voters’  lists,”  2343  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  for  consdn. 
of  B.  (Amt.)  3063,  neg.  (Y.  36,  N.  88)  3064  (vol. 
iv) ;  on  pairing  with  Mr.  Williams  (explanation) 
1470  (vol.  ii) ;  on  ruling  of  Chairman  (remarks) 
1799  ;  M.  to  print  extra  copies,  1855  (iii). 

Franchise  B.  Pets.,  genuineness  of  Signatures  questioned 
(remarks)  2024  (vol.  iii). 

Harbors  and  Rivers  N.  W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  3420  (iv). 

Horses  for  Troops  in  N.W.,  purchase  of  (Ques.)  1306 
(vol.  ii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44,  in  Com.,  1065;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  M. 
for  3°,  1326  (vol.  ii). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2831-2833,  2834  (iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  ( Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2520  (vol.  iii). 

Land  Sales  or  Settlement  in  N.W.  south  of  24-mile  Belt 
(Ques.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries,  Legislation  (Ques.)  3073  (iv). 

Legislation,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3470  (vol.  iv). 

Loans  to  Govt.,  Temporary  (Ques.)  2530  (vol.  iii). 

Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter-making,  3456  (vol.  iv). 

Man.  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in 
Qom.  on  Res.,  2520  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  2787 ;  in  Com.,  2792,  2795,  3050  (iv). 

Members’  Indemnity,  payment  to  those  absent  through 
sickness  (Ques.)  3473  (vol.  iv). 

Military  organizations  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.  (Ques.)  862 
(vol.  ii). 

Model  Farm,  Establishment,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3453  (iv). 

Pauper  Turkish  Immigrants  (Ques.)  3475  (vol.  iv). 


Trow,  Mr.  J. — Continued. 

Port  Arthur  Harbor,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (vol.  iv). 
Postmaster  at  Maitland,  removal  of  (Ques.)  1743  (iii). 
Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Deposits  (Ques.)  2559  (iii). 
Printing  of  Parlt.,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Tenth  Rep.  of  Com., 
3394  (vol.  iv). 

Prorogation,  closing  remarks,  3474  (vol.  iv). 

Purcell  &Ryan,  payment  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3453  (iv). 
Refund  to  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memorials 
respecting,  on  M.  for  copies,  592  (vol.  i). 

Statutes,  Distribution  of  (Ques.)  568  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Colonial  Exhibitions)  1034  (ii). 
Civil  Government  (Civil  Service  Examiners)  982  ;  Deptl.  Ooi- 
tingencies  (Inland  Rev.)  918,  921  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Post  Office)  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2831-2834  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation  :  EL  of  C.  (increased  Expenditure  under  Rep.  of 
Internal  Economy  Commission)  3470  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Establishment  of  a  Model  Farm)  3453  (Lynch’s 
Treatise  on  Butter-making)  3456;  (Purcell  &  Ryan,  lor 
supplies  furnished  to  Lord  Lome  and  party)  3453  (vol.  iv). 
Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  993  (vol.  ii). 

Public  Works-Capital:  Port  Arthur  (construction  of  Harbor) 
2916  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works— Consolid.  Fund:  Harbors  and  Rivers  (N.W.T.) 
3420  (vol.  iv). 

Vacancy  in  a  Judicial  Distriot,  N.S.  (Ques.)  2750  (iv). 
Veterans  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  993  (vol.  ii). 

Tupper,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Pictou. 

Franchise  B.  103  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com. , 
“qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1643,  1832; 
“  registration  of  voters,”  2250  (vol.  iii). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1067  (vol.  ii). 

Justices  of  the  Peace,  Duties  of  (B.  41,  1°)  125  (vol.  i). 
Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt.  B.  6  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  on  M.  for  2°,  180 ;  (Amt.)  6  m.  h. 
182,  neg.  (Y*  57,  N.  87)  187 ;  in  Com.,  497  (vol.  i). 
Offences  against  the  Person,  Criminal  Law  Amt.  (B. 

43,  1°*)  125;  2°  m.,  218  (vol.  i). 

Rush  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Ry.  and  Nav.  Co.’s  (B. 
79,  1°*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Scott  Act,  prosecutions  under  (Ques.)  41  (vol.  i) 
Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry , 
Montmagny)  on  M.  for  2°,  156  (vol.  i). 

Truro  Bank  incorp.  (B.  78,  1°*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Water  Lots  in  N.  S.,  applications  for  (Ques.)  429  (vol.  i). 
Ways  and  Means— The  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  for  Com.,  455-463  (vol.  i). 

Wharves,  Docks  and  Piers  in  Navigable  Waters  (B.  18, 
1°)  46 ;  2°  m.,  215 ;  2°  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  218  (vol.  i). 

Townshend,  M.  C.  J.,  Cumberland . 

Amherst  and  P.  E.  I.  Ry.  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  (M.  to 
introd.)  349  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  (B.  88,  1°*)  362  (vol.  i). 
Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
M.  for  consdn;  of  B.  (Amt.)  1050  (vol.  ii). 
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Townshend,  Mr.  C.  J .—Continued. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for  2C 
1249-1254;  in  Com.  (Amt.)  “woman  suffrage,’ 
1388;  agreed  to,  1442  (vol.  ii). 

Tyr whitt,  Mr.  R.,  South  Simcoe. 

Huron  and  Ont*  Ship  Canal  Co.’s  (B.  69,  1°*)  269  (i). 

Vail,  Hon.  W.  B.,  Rigby. 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.  B.  143  ( Mr .  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2751  (vol.  iv). 

Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Kes. 
2548  (vol.  iii). 

Ammunition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2905  (vol.  iv). 

Barracks  at  London,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (vol.  iv) . 

Beet- root  Sugar,  importation  of  (Ques.)  744  (vol  i). 

C.  P.  E.  Eos.  respecting  further  loan,  on  M.  to  cone,  in 
Ees.,  2861  (Amt.)  2861  (vol.  iv). 

- Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amt.  to  M. 

for  Stmnt.,  100  (vol.  i). 

Can.  and  Antwerp  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2942-2945 ;  cone.,  2958  (vol.  Iv). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan )  in  Com.,  2538  (iii). 

Carleton  Branch  By.,  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  3415  (vol.  iv). 

Church  Point  and  Trout  Cove  Piors,  Engineers’  Eep.  (M. 
for  copy)  54  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Examiners,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  976,  934  (ii). 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  B.  154  (Mr.  Costigan ) 
in  Com.  on  Ees.,  2476  (vol.  iii). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3226-3238,  3240  (iv). 

Depth  Contingencies,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914,  917, 922  (ii) . 

Digby  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884  (M.  for 
Eet .*)  532  (vol.  i). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  on  Mr. 
Blake’s  Ees.  (want  of  confidence)  3212  (vol.  iv). 

Drill  Pay,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2910  (vol.  iv). 

Eastern  Extension  By.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2964  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  negotiations  (remarks)  3074  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries,  protection  of,  after  July  (Ques.)  2359  (iii). 

Fishery  Bounty  distribution  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain  (M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.)  219  (vol.  i). 

France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2930,  2941  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1274-1277;  in  Com.,  “  farmers’  sons,”  1594  ;  “actual 
value,”  1606  (vol.  ii) ;  “  qualifications  in  cities  and 
towns”  (Amt.)  1829-1832,  1990,  1994,  1999-2002; 
“in  counties,”  2394,  2084,  2085;  “who  shall  not 
vote”  (Indians)  2165  ;  “  registration  of  voters,”  2190, 
2249,  2278,  (Amt.)  2280,  2288,  2294,  2316  (vol.  iii)  ; 
on  Ques.  of  Order  (reading  extracts)  1461  (vol.  ii)  ; 
(remarks)  2146  (vol.  iii). 

Free  Fishing  allowed  Americans  (Ques.)  3321  (vol.  iv). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costi¬ 
gan)  in  Com.  on  Ees.,  1310  (vol.  ii). 

Govt,  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2945,  3396  (vol.  iv). 


Vail,  Hon.  W.  B  —Continued. 

Harbors  and  Elvers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2922  (vol.  iv). 

|  Harbor  Master  at  Halifax  B.  148  (Air.  McLelan)  on  M. 
for  Com.  on  Eos.,  2522 ;  in  Com.,  2523  (vol.  iii). 
Health  Statistics,  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv). 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition  Supplies  (Ques.)  783  (vol.  ii). 
Inspection  of  Staples,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3242  (vol.  iv). 
Lansdowne ,  steamer,  engine  and  boiler  (Ques.)  189  (i)* 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950(iv)* 
Metaghan  Eiver  Pior,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884 
(M.  for  Eet.*)  532  (vol.  i). 

Military  Branch  and  District  Staff,  Salaries,  in  Com.  of 
Sup  ,  2903  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  Clothing,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2909  (vol.  iv). 
Military  Properties,  care  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 
Obstructions  in  nav.  waters,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 
Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  By.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3413  (iv). 
Polariscopic  Tost  for  Sugar  (Ques.)  479  (vol.  i). 

Port  Mulgrave  as  a  sub-port,  on  M.  for  Papers,  447  (i). 
Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  904  (vol.  ii). 
Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3310  (vol.  iv). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  Depositors,  on  M.  for  Eet., 
822  (vol.  ii). 

Printing  and  printing  paper,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2806  (iv). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of,  personal  allusions  (remarks)  3248 
(vol.  iv). 

Public  Works,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3308  (vol.  iv). 

Eeturns,  Enquiries  for,  211,  455,  714  (vol.  i),  838  (ii). 
Beturn  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys.,  on  M.  for  Eet.,  707  (vol.  i). 
Sleeping  Cars.,  cone,,  3398  (vol.  iv). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Eys.  B.  158  (Sir  Rector  Langevin) 
in  Com.  on  Ees.,  2977  (vol.  iv). 

Sugars,  importation  of,  at  Halifax,  from  Jamaica  (M. 
for  Bot.)  40  (vol.  i). 

Sugar,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3216-3218,  3222- 
3224  (vol.  iv). 

Supplies  for  the  Hudson  Bay  str.  Neptune  (M.  for  copies 
of  Accts.,  &c.)  229  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Arts,  Agr.  and  Statistics  (Health  Statistics)  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv). 
Canals — Capital:  Repairs,  &c.  (Trent  River  Nav.)  3311  ;  (Wel¬ 
land)  3302,  3311  (vol.  iv). 

Civil  Government  t Civil  Service  Examiners)  976,  984  ;  (Deptl. 
Contingencies),  914,  917,  922;  (Postmaster  Genl.,  Dept,  of) 
904  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  oj  Revenues  (Customs)  3233,  3236-3238,  3240  ;  (Inspec¬ 
tion  of  Staples)  3242  ;  (Post  Office)  3310;  (Public  Works) 
3308;  (Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas)  3241  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  (Distribution  of  Bounty)  2966  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  Miscellaneous  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.) 
2806  (vol.  iv). 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Can.  and  Antwerp) 
2942-2945,  cone.,  2958  ;  (France  and  Quebec,  fortnightly  line) 
2936  (vol.  iv). 

Marine  Hospitals ,  2957  (vol.  iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Salaries,  &c.)  2950  (vol.  iv). 
Militia  (Ammunition)  2905  ;  (Barracks  at  London)  3412  ; 
(Clothing  and  Great  Coats)  2909;  (Drill  Pay,  &c.)  2910; 
(Military  Properties,  care  of)  2916;  (Salaries,  Military  Branch 
and  District  Staff)  2903  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Govt.  Steamers)  2946,  3396;  (Obstruc* 
tions  in  nav.  waters)  2950  (vol.  iv). 
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Vail,  Hon.  W.  B. — Continued. 

Supply — Continued. 

Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  992  ;  (vol.  ii),  2766  (vol  iv). 
Public  Works — Income:  Buildings  (N1S.)  2917;  Harbor3  and 
Hive i-3  (Mar.  Provs.  generally)  2922  (vol.  iv). 

Rys  — Capital :  Carleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  3416  ;  Eastern 
Extension  Ry.  (Repairs,  &c.)  3301.  I.C.R.,  cone.,  3396, 
(Sleeping  Car?)  3417  ;  Short  Line  Ry.  (Oxford  and  New 
Glasgow)  3413  (vol.  iv). 

Superintendence  oj  Insurance ,  2957  (vol.  iv). 

Trent  Riv.  Nav.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3302,  3311  (vol.  iv). 
Veterans  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (ii),  2766  (iv). 
Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff:  on  M.  ( Sir  Leonard 
Tilley')  for  Com.,  666-676  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (sugar) 
3216-3218,  3222-3224  (vol.  iv;. 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses 
(remarks)  2559,  2774;  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  2901, 
3339  (vol.  iv). 

Wheat,  flour,  cornmeal  and  corn,  Duty  collected  in 
N.S.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  533  (vol.  i). 

Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3241 
(vol.  iv). 

Valin,  Mr.  P.  V.,  Montmorency. 

Supply : 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (France  and  Quebec, 
fortnightly  service)  2941  (vol.  iv). 

Vanasse,  Mr,  P.,  Yamaska. 

Expenditure  for  Rys  ,  Canals,  &c.,  in  B.C.,  N.W.T.,  and 
other  Provs.  (M.  for  Stmnt.*)  964  (vol.  ii). 

Govt,  rights  to  Water  Lots  on  Rivers  (Ques.)  2238  (iii). 
Longueuil  and  Lbvis  Ry.  Survey  (Ques.)  429  (i). 

Wallace,  Mr.  N.  C.,  West  York ,  Ont. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
Com.,  1341  ;  in  Com.,  “  tenant,”  1477,  1178;  “  per¬ 
son  ”  (Indian)  1491 ;  “  actual  value,”  1602, 1604  (ii)  ; 
“  qualifications  in  counties,”  2002,  2066,  2083  (iii). 
Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  Rep.  of  speech  in  Globe  news¬ 
paper  (remarks)  1824  (vol.  iii). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Mem¬ 
orials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copies,  578  (vol.  i). 

School  Books,  consignment  by  Nelson  &  Sons  (M. 
for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means— in  Com.  (woollen  fabrics)  796  (vol.ii). 
Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  (Mr.  Costi- 
gan)  in  Com.  1673  (vol.  ii). 

Watson,  Mr.  R.,  Marquette . 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.  W.  T.  B.  141  (Mr. 

Caron)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  to  M.  for  3°,  3001  (iv). 
Administration  of  the  N.  W.  ( Mr.  Caron)  in  Com.  on 
Res.,  2931  (vol.  iv). 

Bank  of  Winnipeg  Incorp.  Act.  Amt.  (B.  62,  1°*) 
210  (vol.  i). 

Bonuses  granted  to  Rys.,  memorials,  &c.,  respecting 
(M.  for  copies*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Calgary  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line  (Ques.)  351  (i). 
C.  P.  R ,  Completion  of  line  west  of  Winnipeg,  dates, 
&c.  (M.  for  Ret.*)  964. 


Watson,  Mr.  R. — Continued. 

C.  P.  R.,  Res.  respecting  further  Loan,  in  Com.,  2743, 
2744;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2865  (Amt.)  2867,  neg. 
(Y.  51,  N.  93)  2868  (vol.  iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Ives)  to  M.  for  2°,  954  (vol.  ii). 

Civil  Service  Acts.  Amt,  B.  31  (Mr.  Ghapleau)  in  Com., 
1113-1115  (vol.  ii). 

Colonial  Exhibitions,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1058  (vol.  ii). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice,  B.  22 
(Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hall)  151  (i). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3236  (vol.  iv). 

Distur  bance  in  the  N.  W.,  Col.  Scott’s  Battalion  (Ques.) 
1064  (vol.  ii). 

— ~ —*  further  intelligence,  812  (vol.  ii). 

— - -  organization  of  Companiesin  the  N.  W.,  816  (ii). 

- - on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  on  Mr.  Blake’s  Res.  (want 

of  confidence)  3212  (vol.  iv). 

Dominion  Exhibition,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1027  (vol.  ii). 

— — —  Lands  Agencies,  in  Cbm.  of  Sup.,  3346  (vol.  iv). 

Dredging,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2921 ;  cone.,  2923  (vol.  iv). 

Drill  Sheds  and  Rifle  Ranges,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915  (iv). 

Duck,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  809  (vol.  ii). 

Duties,  Imposition  of  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii). 

Fisheries  protection  in  the  N.  W.,  on  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  701  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
2°,  1274;  in  Com.,  “woman  suffrage,”  1468;  “per¬ 
son”  (Indian)  1492,1522,1542;  “occupant,”  1484; 
“actual  value,”  1606  (vol.  ii);  “qualifications  in 
cities  and  towns”  (Indians)  1853,  (Amts.)  1933, 
1990,  1992,  (Indian)  2008;  “qualifications  in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2058 ;  “  registration  of  voters,”  2268,  2295 ; 
“  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2344  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96) 
3061  (vol.  iv). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr.  Costigan ) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  1307,  1315,  1316,  1319  (vol.  ii)  ;  in 
Com.,  2550-2554  (vol.  iii). 

•  Harbors  and  Rivers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2921,  3420  (iv). 

Immigrant  Sheds  at  Medicine  Hat,  construction  of 
(Ques.)  350  (vol.  i). 

Indians,  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3318  (iv). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1085,  1093  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Armstrong)  to  M.  for  3°,  1332  (vol.  ii). 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg,  in  Com.,  of  Sup.,  3315  (iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  prop.  Res.,  2418;  in  Com.  on  Res., 
2492,  2493,  2512,  2513,  2517,  2519,  2521  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  2776  ;  (remarks)  2788  ;  in  Com.,  2793- 
2795,2924-2926,3047,3049;  on  M.  for  3°,  3075  (iv). 

Man.  Penitentiary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  990  (vol.  ii) 

Man.  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2517,  2519,  2521  (vol.  iii) . 

Man.  South-Western  Colon.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Res.,  2512,  2519  (vol.  iii) . 
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Watson,  Mr.  R. — Continued. 

Medicine  Hat  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line  (Ques.I 
351  (vol.  i). 

Mounted  Police  Barracks,  Tenders  for  (Ques.)  351  (i). 
North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements,  on  M.  lor 
copy  of  Reps.,  &c.,  696  (vol.  i) . 

N .  W .  Central  Ry.,  Land  grant  to,  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3380  (vol.  iv). 

N.W.  Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  144  ( Sir  John 

A.  Macdonald )  on  prop.  Res.,  2414;  on  M.  to  cone, 
in  Res.,  2429  (vol,  iii)  ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  217 1  (vol.  iv). 

North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  Ry.  Co.,  Land  grants 
to,  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2492,  2493  (vol.  iii). 

Portage  la  Prairie  and  Lake  of  the  Woods  Ry.  and 
Nav.  Co.  (B.  63,  1°*)  210  ;  M.  to  refer  hack  Rep.  of 
Sel.  Standing  Com.  on  Rys.,  &c.,  713  (vol,  i). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Colonial  Exhibitions)  1035  ; 

(Dominion  Exhibition)  1027  (vol.  ii). 

Canals — Income  :  Miscellaneous  (Surveys  and  Inspections)  3313 
(vol.  iv). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Customs)  3236  (vol.  iv). 

Dominion  Lands — Income  (Agencies)  3346  ;  (Land  Board  at 
Winnipeg)  3345  (vol.  iv). 

Indians  (Man.  and  N.  W.  T.)  3318  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (Drill  Shed  and  Rifle  Ranges)  2915  (vol.  iv). 
Penitentiaries  (Man.)  990  (vol.  ii). 

Public  Works  :  Dredging,  2921 ;  cone.,  2923.  Harbors  and  Rivers 
(Man.)  2921 ;  (N.  W.  T.)  3420  (vol.  iv). 

Surveys  and  Inspections,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3313  (iv.) 
Tug-barges,  dredge  and  machinery  on  Red  River  (M. 
for  Ret.*)  964  (vol.  ii). 

Volunteers’  Services  in  the  N.  W.,  recognition  of 

B.  160  ( Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com.  on  Res., 
3377 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.  (Amt.)  3380  (vol.  iv). 

Vote  for  Relief  of  Settlers  in  the  N.  W.  (Ques.)  1744 
(vol.  iii). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff:  on  Res.  ( Mr .  Blake )  in 
Amt.  to  M.  for  Com.,  769  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  (duck) 
809  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts  Amt.  B.  118  {Mr.  Costi- 
gan )  in  Com.,  1673  (vol  ii), 

Weldon,  Mr.  C.  W.,  St.  John  { N.B .)  City  and  County. 

A,  B  and  C  Batteries,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915  (iv). 
Administration  of  Justice  in  N.W.T.  B.  141  {Mr.  Caron ) 
in  Com.,  2961  (vol.  iv). 

Administration  of  the  N.  W.,  in  Com.  on  Res.  {Mr. 
Caron)  2929  (vol.  iv). 

Better  Preservation  of  the  Peace  Act  Amt.  B.  131 
{Mr.  Caron)  in  Com.,  2824-2826  (vol.  iv). 

Bounty  to  Fishing  Vessels  (M.  for  Stmnt.)  98  (vol.  i). 
Bridges,  Booms,  &c.,  in  Nav.  Waters  B.  101  {Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  M.  for  2°,  893  (vol.  ii). 

Campbellton  andGaspe,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2942  (vol.  iv). 

C.P.R.,  Res.  respecting  further  Loan,  on  M.  to  cone,  in 
Res.  (Amt.)  2864;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  89)  2865  (iv). 
Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  {Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  959-964 ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  1045  ;  in  Com., 
1046,  1050  (vol.  ii). 
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CapeTormentine,  Ry.  connection  (Ques.)  2997  (vol.  iv), 
Central  Bank  of  N.  B.  (B.  40,  1°*)  939  (vol.  ii). 
Charlottetown  Public  Buildings,  construction  of  (Ques.) 
2359  (vol.  iii). 

Coal  entered  ex-Warohouse,  free  or  for  exportation  (M. 
for  Stmnt.*)  100  (vol.  i). 

Customs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3233-3235,  3240  (vol.  iv). 
Dom.  Drainage  Co.’s  B.  29  {Mr.  Haggart)  on  M.  for  2°, 
1008  (vol.  ii). 

Drawback  on  Ship-building  Mtrls.  (M.  for  Ret,*)  100  (i). 
Fish  Inspector  in  City  of  St.  John  (Ques.)  2997  (vol.  iv). 
Fisheries,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  911  (vol.  ii). 
Fishery  Leases  and  Licenses  issued  by  Dept,  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries  (M.  for  Ret,*)  538  (vol.  i). 

Fishery  protection  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 
Flag  Treaty  between  U .  S.  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &e,,  222  (vol.  i). 

France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com.  of 
Sup,,  2938  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  {Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  {Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  toM,  for  2°,  1149 ;  in  Com.,  “  usu¬ 
fructuary,”  1452;  “owner,”  1472;  “tenant,”  1478; 
“person”  (Indian)  1493,  (Chinese)  1583;  “farm,” 
1592  ;  “  parish,”  1593 ;  “  farmers’  sons,”  1595 ;  “actual 
value”  (Amt.)  1596,  1600  ;  “ qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1727-1731  (vol.  ii),  (Amt.)  1805  ;  ‘Regis¬ 
tration  of  voters,”  2253,  2277,  (Amts.)  2278,  2282, 
2283,  2286,  2288,  2289,  2291,  2297,  2316,  2310; 
“  revision  of  voters’  lists,”  2323,  2328,  2339,  2341, 
2343,  2349  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  Amt.  {Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M.  for 
3°  (Amt.)  3058,  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3060  (vol.  iv) ; 
on  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3068  ;  on 
M.  that  Com.  rise,  1425  ;  on  taking  up  items  consecu¬ 
tively,  1471,  1472;  on  Ques.  of  Order,  appeal  from 
Chair  to  House,  1512  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  ruling  of  Chair¬ 
man  (remarks)  1799  (vol.  iv). 

Fredericton  and  St.  Mary’s  Ry.  and  Bridge  Co.’s  incorp. 

B.  50,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen.  Amts.,  1386  (vol.  ii). 
Govt.  Steamers,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2945  (vol.  iv). 

Halifax  Fishery  Commission,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3388  (iv). 
Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals 
B.  44  {Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1090,  1092 ;  on  Amt.  {Mr. 
Sutherland,  Oxford)  to  M.  for  3°,  1322 ;  on  Amt, 
{Mr.  Armstrong)  1333  (vol  ii). 

Instructions  to  Health  Officers  in  N.B.,  and  Quarantine 
Regulations  (M.  for  Ret.*)  1443  (vol.  ii), 

I.  C.  R.,  Casualties  to  Trains,  &c.  (M.  for  Rot.*)  100  (i), 
— — — —  Claims  of  Contractors  of  Sec.  16  (Ques.)  505  (i), 

- Commissioners  appointed  to  settle  claims  (M, 

for  copies  of  O.C.,  &c.*)  100  (vol.  i). 

— — —  Construction  to  Indiantown  (Ques.)  744  (voh 
i),  816  (vol  ii). 

— —  Erection  of  Wire  Fences,  Contracts  for  (M.  for 
Ret.*)  532  (vol.  i). 

— — -  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3384,  3298  (vol.  iv). 

— — —  Revenue  and  Working  Expenses  (M,  for  Stmnt.) 
101  (vol,  i). 
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I.C.R.  Rolling  Stock,  purchase  of  (M.for  Ret.)  101  (i). 
Library,  Salaries,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (vol.  iv). 
Life-boats,  Stations,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (vol.  iv). 
Lighthouses  and  Fog-alarms,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2952  (iv). 
Lighthouse  at  Quaco,  Memorials  or  Cor.  (M.  for 
copies*)  1442  (vol  ii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B,  58  (Mr.  Foster)  on 
M.  for  2°,  621  (vol.  i). 

Meteorological  Observatories,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956 ; 
cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Military  Magazino  at  St.  John,  N.B.,  disposal  of  (M.  for 
Ret.)  606  (vol.  i). 

Militia  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  152  (Mr.  Caron)  in  Com., 
3047  (vol.  iv). 

Mill  St.,  St.  John,  Ry.  crossing  on,  Memorials  and  Cor. 

(M.  for  copies*)  1442  (vol,  ii). 

Navigation  of  Canadian  Waters  B.  132  (Mr.  McLelan) 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  1278  (vol.  ii). 

Offences  against  the  Person  B.  123  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in 
Com.,  2767  (vol.  iv). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3414  (iv). 
Partridge,  prairie  fowl,  &c.,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
858  (vol.  ii). 

P.E.I.  or  N.B.  and  G.B.  Steamship  subvention,  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2942  (vol.  iv). 

Powder  Magazines  at  Fort  Howe,  St.  John,  N.B.  (Quos.) 
246  (vol.  i). 

Public  Works,  in  Com,  of  Sup,,  2918,  3307  (vol.  iv). 
Railways  and  Canals,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  913  (vol.  ii). 
Reciprocity  with  the  U.S.,  on  Res.  (Mr.  Davies)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1016  (vol.  ii). 

Registration  cf  Shipping,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (vol.  iv). 
Returns,  enquiries  for,  Fisheries  Cor.,  2936,  3000  (iv). 
Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys.  (M.  for  Ret.)  706  (vol.  i). 
St.  John  Bridge  and  Ry.  Extension  Co.  (Ques.)  569  (i). 
St.  John,  City  and  County,  issue  of  Writ  for  Election 
(Ques.)  3427  (vol.  iv). 

Short  Line  Ry.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

Langelier)  to  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3266  (vol.  iv). 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  133  (Mr.  McLelan) 
in  Com.,  1280  (vol.  ii). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Eys,  B.  158  (Sir  Rector  Langevin) 
on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  to  M,  to  cone,  in  Res,,  3266  ; 
in  Com.  on  B.  (vol.  iv). 

Summary  Proceedings  before  Magistrates  B.  128  (Mr. 

Caron)  in  Com.,  2829  (vol.  iv). 

Supply: 

Civil  Government  (Fisheries,  Dept,  of)  911;  (Railways  and 
Canals,  Dept,  of)  913  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Public  Works)  3307  ;  (Customs)  3233- 
3235,  3240  (vol.  iv). 

Fisheries  (Fishery  protection  Steamers)  2956  (vol.  iv). 
Immigration ,  2833  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  Miscellaneous  (Library,  Salaries,  &c.)  2796  (vol. 
iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  (Lighthouses  and  Fog-alarms,  con¬ 
struction)  2952 ;  (Maintenance  and  Repairs,  &c. )  2951  (vol.  i  v). 
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Supply — Continued. 

Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  (Campbellton  and 
Gasp6)  2942;  (France  and  Quebec,  fortnightly  line)  2938; 
(P.E.  I.  and  G.  B.,  &c.)  2942  (vol.  iv). 

Militia  (A,  B  and  C  Batteries)  2915  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Fishery  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to 
Counsel)  3388  (vol.  iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  (Canadian  registration  of  Shipping) 
2950  ;  (Govt.  Steamers)  2945  ;  (Life-boats  and  Stations,  &o.) 
2950  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works — Income  :  Buildings  (P.  E.  I.)  2918  (vol.  iv). 
Railways — Capital:  I.  C.  R.,3384;  (miscellaneous  works)  3298  ; 

Short  Line  Ry.  (Oxford  and  New  Glasgow)  3414  (iv). 
Scientific  Institutions  (Meteorological  Observatories)  2956, 
cone.,  2958  (vol.  iv). 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Serv.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3307  (iv). 
Three  Rivers  Harbor  Commissioners’  B.  150  (Sir  Rector 
Langevin)  in  Com.,  2935  (vol.  iv). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses, 
Cor.  and  papers  (Ques.)  3249 ;  on  M.  for  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3322-3330  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — in  Com.  (partridge,  prairie  fowl,  &c.) 
858  (vol.  ii). 

Wharves  and  Docks  in  Navigable  Waters,  B.  18  (Mr. 
Tupper)  on  M.  for  2°,  217  (vol.  i). 

Wells,  Mr.  B-  M.,  Fast  Bruce. 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  compensation  to,  on  prop.  Res. 
(Mr.  Kranz)  236  (vol.  i). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com.,  on  Amt,  (Mr.  Ives)  2168;  (Amts.) 
2432-2439  (vol.  iii). 

Consolid.  Ry.  Act  Amt.  (B.  30,  1°)  101  (vol.  i). 

White,  Mr.  J.,  East  Rastings. 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.  B.  141  (Mr. 

Caron)  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  to  M.  for  3Q,  3001  (iv). 
Bonuses  to  Rys.  in  Ont.,  Pets,  for  relief  of,  on  M.  for 
copies,  361  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  in 
Com.,  956,  958 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Burpee)  1049  (vol.  ii). 
C.  P.  R,,  Rets,  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 
on  M,  for  Stmnt.,  483  (vol.  i). 

Carleton  Branch  Ry.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3417  (vol.  iv). 
Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.  of 
Com.,  3359  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tassi)  3369 ;  Fourth  Rep., 
3458;  remuneration  of  amanuensis  (remarks)  3474 
(vol.  iv). 

Dom.  License  Act,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  308  (i). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com.,  “  per¬ 
son  ”  (Indian)  1492;  “qualifications,  &c.”  “man¬ 
hood  suffrage”  and  (Indians)  1983,  2008;  “quali¬ 
fications  in  counties,”  2067  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,” 
2088,  2092,  (Indians)  2155-2157  (vol.  iii)  ;  (explana¬ 
tions)  1494,  1527 ;  on  Ms.  that  Com.  rise,  1497 ; 
(remarks)  1652,  1701  (ii),  2151, 2214, 2203, 2206  (iii) 
— — —  Scarcity  of  copies  (remarks)  1131  (vol.  ii); 

— - Pets,  on  genuineness  of  Signatures  (remarks) 

2027  (vol,  iii). 
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White,  Mr.  J.“* Continued. 

Govt.  Business,  on  M.  to  take  in  Thursdays,  452  (vol.  i) . 
Indemnity  to  Members,  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  3451  (vol.  iv)< 
Insolvent  Debtors,  distribution  of  Assets  provision  B.  4, 
on  M.  (Sir  John  A:  Macdonald )  to  transfer  to  Govt. 
Orders,  1281  (vol.  ii). 

hand  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin )  in  Com.  on  Res.,  2511  (vol.  iii). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  134  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock )  to  M.  for  3°,  2960 

(vol.  iv). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155,  on  M.  for  Com.  on  Res- 
(personal  explanation)  2786  (vol.  iv). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  64  (Mr.  McCarthy)  on  M. 
for  2P,  625  (vol.  i). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of,  on  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press 
(remarks)  3162  (vol.  iv). 

Printing,  printing  paper,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2806  (iv). 
Superintendent  of  Letter  Carriers,  in  Com.  on  Res. 

(Mr.  Chapleau )  273  (vol.  i). 

Supply  : 

Legislation :  H.  of  0.  (Increased  Indemnity  to  Members)  3451. 

Miscellaneous  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  Sc.)  2806  (iv). 
Liquor  License  Act  (Administration  of)  3421  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works — Consolidated  Fund  (Telegraphs)  3420  (vol.  iv). 
Rys. — Capital :  Oarleton  Branch  Ry.  (purchase  of)  3417  (iv). 
Telegraphs,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (vol.  iv). 

White,  Mr.  P.,  North  Renfrew . 

Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  Acts  Amt.  B.  154  (Mr. 

Costigan )  on  M.  for  2°  and  in  Com.,  3043  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1996  (vol.  iii). 

G.  T.  R.  Mail  Trains,  Brockville  and  Toronto,  arrival 
and  departure  of,  on  M.  for  Ret.,  818  (vol.  ii). 

Guerin,  Lister,  Rep.  of  Survey  of  Improvements  on 
Ottawa  River  (Ques.)  1040  (vol.  ii). 

Indemnity  to  Members,  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  3451  (vol.  iv). 
Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  (Mr.  Pope)  in  Com.,  1084;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Suther 
land,  Oxford)  to  M.  for  3°,  1322  (vol.  ii). 

Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter-making,  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3456  (vol.  iv). 

Mattawa,  Mountain  Rapids  and  Long  Sault,  Improve¬ 
ments  (Ques.)  1040  (vol.  ii). 

Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal,  prop.  Res.,  1211  (reply)  1225 

(vol.  ii) . 

Ottawa  River  Survey  and  Exploration  (Ques.)  131  (i). 
Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  (B.  25,  1°*)  67;  2°  m.,  266; 

(reply)  268 ;  2°  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  70)  269  (vol.  i). 
Printing  done  outside  of  Contract  (M.  for  Ret.)  860  (ii). 
Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memor¬ 
ials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copy,  581 ;  (explanations) 
588,  591,  593  (vol.  i). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  B.  164  (Mr.  Pope)  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Res.,  3471  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Legislation:  H.  of  0.  (Increased  Indemnity  to  Members)  3451 
(vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter-making)  3456  (vol.  iv). 


White,  Mr.  T.,  Cardwell. 

Annuity  and  Guarantee  Fund  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal 
(B.  48,  1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 

C.P.R.,  Resolutions  respecting  further  Loan,  in  Com,, 
2726-2729  (vol.  iv). 

- .  Trestles  and  Bridges,  number  of,  on  Amt.  (Mr. 

McLelan)  to  M.  for  Stmnt.,  108  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  voting  on  the,  on  M.  for  Stmnt., 
121  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  on 
M.  for  2°,  950  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Ives)  951,  953 ;  in  Com.j 
958,  963, 1056  ;  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  1059  ;  neg.  (Y. 
39,  N.  78)  1062  (vol.  ii)  ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2650,  2663 
(vol.  iv). 

Canned  Goods  B.  142  (Mr.  Costigan)  in  Com.,  2539  (iii). 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act,  1877,  Amt.  B.  20  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley)  in  Com  ,  2432,  2438  (vol.  iii);  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Ives)  2769  (vol.  iv). 

Davis  Divorce  (B.  84,  1°  on  a  div.)  426 ;  M.  to  appoint 
day  for  2°  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  61)  426 ;  2°  on  a  div., 
567  (vol.  i). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.  of,  First  Rep.  (presented)  32 ; 
(remarks)  33 ;  (M.  to  cone,  in  Second  Rep.)  40  ;  on 
Delay  in  distributing  Daily  Issue  (remarks)  595 ;  on 
delay  in  distributing  French  Translation  (remarks) 
746  (vol.  i)  ;  Ms.  to  cone,  in  Third  Rep.  2168  (vol.  iii), 
3359 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tasst)  3367 ;  on  omissions,  3249, 
3474 ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Fourth  Rep.,  3458  ;  on  cone,, 
3372;  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W«,  Indemnity  to  Members  in 
the  Field  (prop.  M.)  812  (vol.  ii). 

Dom.  Grange  Mutual  Fire  Ins.  Association  (B.  55,  1°*) 
170  (vol.  i). 

Dom.  License  Act,  working  of,  on  M.  for  Cor.,  310  (i). 

Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Canada  (B.  60)  in 
Com.,  693  (vol.  i). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  to,  on  proposed  Res, 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  380  (vol.  i). 

Factory  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)  on  Amt.  to  substitute  Can. 
Temp.  Act  to  M.  for'rsmng.  adjd.  deb.  for  2°,  946  (ii). 

Flag  Treaty  between  IJ.S,  and  Spain,  on  M.  for  copies 
of  Cor.,  &c.,  223  (vol.  i). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonaldi)  on  Amt. 
(Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1192-1197  (vol.  ii)  ; 
«  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns  ”  (manhood  suff¬ 
rage)  1945,  1996,  (remarks)  2015,  (Indian)  2019 ; 
“  registration  of  voters,”  2245,  2283,  (remarks)  226 1 
(vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  that  Com.  rise,  1498, 1529  ;  on  Ques. 
of  Order,  1620  (vol.  ii),  1921  ;  on  ruling  of  Chairman, 
1798  (vol.  iii). 

Govt.  Printing  and  Advertising,  on  Res.  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville,  Brant)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3039-3041  (iv). 

Inland  Rev.  Act  Amt.  B.  146  (Mr.  Costigan)  on  M.  for 
Com,  on  Res.,  2528  (vol,  iii). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  on  prop.  Res.,  2452  (vol.  iii). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Bowell)  on  M. 
for  Com,  on  Res.,  2783  (vol.  iv). 
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White,  Mr.  T.  —Continued. 

Man.  South-Western  Col.  Ey.  Co.,  Land  Grants  to,  in 
Com.  on  Bes.,  2511  (vol.  iii). 

Pension  Fund  Society  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal  (B.  49, 
1°*)  170  (vol.  i). 

Printing  Com.,  Second  Eep.  (M.  to  cone,  in)  149  (vol. 
i)  ;  Seventh  Eep.,  1822  (vol.  iii)  ;  9th  Eep.,  3293 ; 
Tenth  Eep.,  3393  (vol.  iv). 

Printing,  printing  paper,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2802, 
2805  (vol.  iv). 

Befund  of  Ey.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  municipalities,  Memo¬ 
rials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copies,  573  (vol.  i). 
Eeturns,  preparation  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3388  (vol.  iv). 
Scott  Act  Pets.,  on  M.  to  erase  name,  2320  (vol.  iii). 
Sessional  Clerks,  extra,  &c.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2898  (iv). 
Sugar,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3223  (vol  iv). 
Supply : 

Immigration,  2814  (vol.  iv). 

legislation :  H.  of  0.  (Committees,  extra  Sessional  Clerks, 
&c.)  2896.  Miscellaneous  (Printing  and  printing  paper,  &c.) 
2802,  2805  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Rets.,  preparation  of)  3388  (vol.  iv). 

Ways  and  Means — The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley')  for  Com.,  394-412;  in  Com.,  774  (vol.  i) ; 
(sugar)  3223  (vol.  iv). 

Wigle,  Mr.  L.,  South  Essex. 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  that 
Com.  rise,  1501  (vol.  ii). 

Mail  Service  on  Can.  Southern  Ey.  (M.  for  Eet.)  120  (i). 
Ways  and  Means— -in  Com.  (woollen  fabrics)  795  (ii). 

Williams,  Mr.  A.  T.  EL,  East  Durham. 

Calgary,  Edmonton  and  Athabasca  Ey.  Co.’s  incorp. 
(B.  73,  1°*)  313  (vol.  i). 

Wood  Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Ey.  Co.’s  (B.  23, 1°*)  67 
(vol.  i). 

Wilson,  Mr.  J.  EL,  East  Elgin . 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  143  (Mr,  Costigan) 
in  Com.,  2474  (vol.  iii). 

Adulteration  of  Food,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3242  (vol.  iv). 
Agriculture,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  905  (vol.  ii). 
Analysts,  Public,  remuneration  of,  in  Com.  on  Eos,, 
2548  (vol.  iii). 

Bonuses  to  Eys.  in  Ont.,  Pets,  for  relief  of  (M.  for 
copies)  356  (vol.  i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson )  in 
Com.,  957,  1058  (vol.  ii) ;  on  Sen.  Amts.,  2656  (iv). 
Commercial  Agencies,  in  Com;  of  Sup.,  3245  (vol.  iv). 
Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“  woman  suffrage,”  1417  ;  “  occupant,”  1484 ;  “  per¬ 
son  ”  (Indian)  1515,  1536 ;  “  qualifications  in  cities 
and  towns,”  1723-1727  (vol.  ii)  1901 ;  “  manhood 
suffrage,”  1960,  1986,  1989 ;  “  qualifications  in  coun¬ 
ties,”  2060,  2088,  2073,  2077  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ” 
(Indians)  2120-2122  ;  “  registration  of  voters,”  2205- 
2207,  2265,  2287 ;  “  appeal,”  2362,  2367  (vol.  iii). 


Wilson,  Mr.  J.  H.— Continued. 

Health  Statistics,  cone.,  2766  (vol.  iv). 

Hughes,  D.  J.,  Charges  against  (Ques.)  77 ;  (M.  for 
copies  of  Papers  and  Cor.)  98  (vol.  i). 

Infectious  and  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B. 
44  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  1065,  1091 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Sutherland,  Oxford )  to  M.  for  3°,  1322  (vol.  ii). 
Mortuary  Statistics,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1027-1030  (vol.  ii). 
O’Malley,  Lieut  Col.,  Charges  against  and  suspension 
(M.  for  copy)  101  (vol.  i). 

Ports  Stanley  and  Burwell  Harbors  of  Eefuge  (M.  for 
Eet.)  62  (vol.  i). 

Post  Office,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Public  Works,  Dept,  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  911  (vol.  ii). 
Eideau  Canal,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3313  (vol.  iv). 

St.  Thomas  Public  Buildings,  amount  expended  on 
(M.  for  Eet.)  79  (vol.  i). 

Supply : 

Arts,  Agriculture  and  Statistics  (Health  Statistics)  cone.,  2766 
(vol.  iv)  ;  (Mortuary  Statistics)  1027-1030  (vol.  ii). 

Canals — Income :  Ridean  Canal  (water  supply)  3313  (vol.  iv). 
Civil  Government  (Agriculture,  Dept,  of)  905;  (Public  Works, 
Dept,  of)  911  (vol.  ii). 

Collection  of  Revenues  (Adulteration  of  Food)  3242 ;  (Post 
Office)  3309  (vol.  iv). 

Immigration ,  2833,  2842  (vol.  iv). 

Miscellaneous  (Commercial  Agencies)  3245;  (Dep.  Speaker's 
Salary)  3351  (vol  iv). 

Penitentiaries  (Man.,  payment  to  Dr.  Sutherland)  3350  (vol.  iv). 
Public  Works  i  Consolidated  Fund :  (Ont.)  3385  (vol.  iv). 
Befund  of  Ey.  Bonusus  to  Ont.  municipalities, 
Memorials  respecting,  on  M.  for  copies,  589,  618  (i). 
Sutherland,  Dr.,  payment  to,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3350  (iv). 

Wood,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Brockviile. 

Criminal  Law  Amt.,  openings,  &c.,  cut  in  the  Ice  B.  23 
(Mr.  Bobertson,  Hamilton )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hall )  151  (i). 
Debates,  Official  Eep.  of,  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Third  Eep.  of 
Com.  (Amt.)  3361  ;  neg.  (Y.  63,  N.82)  3369  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“  actual  value,”  1600  (vol.  ii)  ;  (remarks)  2203  ; 
“registration  of  voters,”  2317  (vol,  iii). 

Islands  in  Eiver  St.  Lawrence,  Lease  of,  &c.  (M.  for 
Eet.*)  147  (vol.  i). 

Narrows,  Erection  of  a  Lighthouse  at  (Ques.)  112  (i). 
Squatters  in  Qu’Appelle  Yalley,  on  M.  for  Eet.,  205  (i). 
Subsidies  to  Eys.  B.  164  (Mr.  Pope )  in  Com.,  3472  (iv-). 
Ways  and  Means— The  Tariff :  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard  Til¬ 
ley )  for  Cdm.,  656-661  (vol.  i). 

Wood,  Mr.  J.,  Westmoreland. 

Amherst  and  P.  E.  I.  Ey.  Co’s,  incorp.  B.,  on  M.  to 
introd.,  349  (vol.  i). 

Debates,  Official  Eep.  of,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tass6)  on  M.to 
cone,  in  Third  Eep.  of  Com.,  3365  (vol.  iv). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1731  (vol.  i). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Amt.  (B.  58, 1°)  170  (vol.  i). 
Eeturn  Tickets  on  Govt.  Eys.,  on  M.  for  Eet.,  707  (i). 
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Wood,  Mr.  3,— Continued. 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Eys.  B.  158  ( Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
in  Com.  on  Ees.,  2982  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier )  on 
M.  to  cone,  in  Ees.,  3269-3271  (vol.  iv). 

Supply : 

Immigration,  2846  (vol.  iv). 

Winter  Crossing  from  P.E.L,  on  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
63  (vol.  i). 

Woodworth,  Mr.  D.  B.,  King's,  N.S. 

C.P.E.,  Eets.  ordered  by  House  since  date  of  Contract, 
on  M;  for  Stmnt.,  483  (vol.  i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau)  in  Com., 
1126  (vol.  ii). 

Debates,  publishing  of,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2765  (vol.  iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.,  Half-breed  grievances  (re¬ 
marks)  2045  (vol.  iii)  ;  on  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  on  Mr. 
Blake’s  Ees.  (want  of  confidence)  3212  (vol.  iv). 

. . -  Transport  of  Troops  (remarks)  887  (vol.  ii). 

— - Vote  of  Thanks  to  Genl.  Middleton  and  Volun¬ 

teers,  3467  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  on  M.  for  2°, 
1228-1234;  in  Com.,  “  person”  (Chinese)  1584  ;  on  M. 
that  Com.,  ribe,  1422  ;  (Ques.  of  Order)  1467;  read¬ 
ing  extracts,  1464;  unparliamentary  language,  1540; 
(explanation)  1561  (vol.  ii)  ;  (remarks)  2023  (iii). 

Glucose  Syrup,  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  854  (ii). 

Immigration,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2848  (vol.  iv). 

Land  Grants  to  Eys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake )  to  M.  for  2°,  2892  (iv). 

Law  of  Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  Amt.  B.  6  (Mr. 
Cameron ,  Huron )  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Tapper )  6  m.  h.,  to 
M.  for  2°,  182;  in  Com.,  501  (vol.  i). 

Man.  Claims  Settlement  B.  155  (Mr.  Boivell )  on  M.  for 
Com.  on  Ees.,  2787  (vol.  iv). 

Oxford  and  Hew  Glasgow  Ey.,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3414  (iv). 

Eeciprocity  with  the  U.  S.,  on  Ees.  (Mr.  Davies )  in  Amt. 
to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1010  (vol.  ii). 


Woodworth,  Mr.  D.  B.— Continued. 

Sale  of  Ey.  Passenger  Tickets  (B.  121, 1°*)  927  (vol.  ii). 
Supply : 

Immigration ,  2848  (vol.  iv). 

Legislation:  B.  of  0.  (Publishing  Debates )  2765  (vol.  iv). 
Pensions  (Veterans  of  War  of  1812)  993  (vol.  ii). 

Railways— Capital :  Short  Line  Ry.  (Oxford  and  New  Glasgow) 
3414  (vol.  iv). 

Veterans  of  1812,  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  993  (vol.  ii). 

Ways  and  Means— The  Tariff:  on  M.  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley')  for  Com.,  555-561  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.  (glucose 
syrup)  854  (vol.  ii). 

Weights  and  Measures  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  B.  118 (Mr. 

Costigan)  on  prop.  Ees.,  835  (vol.  ii). 

Wharves  and  Docks  in  Navigable  Waters  B.  18  (Mr. 
Tupper)  on  M.  for  2°,  217  (vol.  i). 

Wright,  Mr.  A.,  Ottawa  County. 

C.  P.  E.  Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  B.  153  (Mr.  Pope)  on  M.  for 
2°,  3026-3031  (vol.  iv). 

Debates,  Official  Eep.  of,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Hickey)  to  M, 
to  cone,  in  Third  Eep.  of  Com.,  3370  (vol.  iv). 
Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  on  Vote  of  Thanks  to  Genl. 

Middleton  and  Volunteers,  3466  (vol.  iv). 

Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A  Macdonald)  on  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°,  1143  (vol.  ii). 

Yeo,  Mr.  J.,  Prince,  P.E.I. 

Cape  Traverse  Branch  Ey.,  payment  to  Contractors  for 
construction  (Ques.)  694  (vol.  i). 

Cascumpec  Harbor  Improvements  (Ques.)  479  (vol.  i). 
Customs  Appraiser  at  Summerside,  (Ques.)  350  (i). 
Franchise  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  in  Com., 
“  qualifications  in  cities  and  towns,”  1647  (vol.  ii). 
Inland  Eev.  Collector  at  Summerside  (Ques.)  350  (i). 
Eeciprocity  with  the  U.  S.,  on  Ees.  (Mr.  Davies)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  1004  (vol.  ii). 
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A,  B  and  0  Batteries,  Officers  and  Men,  pay  and  allow¬ 
ances  :  M.  for  Bet.*  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Middlesex )  313  (i). 
Abolition  of  Duty  on  Grain.  See  “  Customs.” 
Accidents.  See  “Casualties.” 

Accommodation  for  Members:  Bemarks  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright )  49  (i). 

Active  Militia,  number,  &o. :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Mulock) 
533  (i). 

Acts,  Continued.  See  “  Expiring  Laws.” 

Address,  Ans.  to  :  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  113  (i). 
Administration  of  Justice:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985  (ii), 
3448  (iv). 

Administration  of  Justice,  &c.,  in  the  N.  W.  T. 

B.  No,  141  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald).  1°*,  2345 ;  Bes. 
prop.,  2531  (iii);  Bes.  in  Com.,  2926;  2°  of  B,,2934; 
M.  to  cone,  in  Bes.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  67) 
2957 ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  2961  ;  M.  for  oonsdn.  of  B.,  Amt. 
(Mr.  Mills)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  79)  2968 ;  3°  m,,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Mills)  3000;  deb.  adjd.,  3002;  Order  for  rsmng.  adjd. 
deb.,  3427 ;  Amt.  neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  89)  3433  (iv).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  51.) 

Administration  of  Oaths  of  Office  B.  No.  1  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald).  1°*,  1  pro  forma  (i). 
ADJOURNMENTS : 

Annunciation  Day  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  714  (i). 

Ascension  Day  :  M.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  1822  (iii). 

Ash  Wednesday  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  125  (i). 

Corpus  Christi  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  2301  (iii). 

Dominion  Day  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2773  (iy). 

Easter  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  713  (i);  M.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  888  (ii). 
Queen’s  Birthday  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  2030  (iii). 

St.  George’s  Day  :  M.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  1305  (ii). 

St.  Patrick’s  Day  :  M.  (Mr.  Curran)  693  (i). 

St.  Peter  and  St.  Paul  :  M.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  2889  (iv). 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &c.,  B.  No.  148 

(Mr.  Costigan).  1°*,  2356  ;  2°,  2466 ;  in  Com.,  2467- 
2541 ;  Bes.  (remuneration  of  Analysts)  prop.,  2497  ; 
in  Com.,  2541,  2542  (iii),  2751  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in 
Amts.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  (Y.  42,  N.  60)  2751  ;  3° 
of  B.,  2751  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  67.) 

Advances  to  Local  Govts.:  M.  for  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake) 
45  (i). 

Advances  to  C.P.B.  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  1305  (ii). 

Advances  to  Provinces  B.  No.  7  (Sir  Leonard 
Tilley).  1°,  32 ;  2°,  102  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1064 
(ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  4.) 

Advertising  and  Printing,  Govt.  :  Bemarks  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville,  Brant)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3033  (iv). 
Agreement  by  C.P.B.  Co.  to  terms  of  Bes.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  1915  (iii), 


Agricultural  Ins.  Co.  of  Can.,  incomplete  Bet.  :  Bemarks 
(Mr.  Blondeau)  1386  (ii). 

Agricultural,  &o.,  Statistics,  compilation  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  1036  (ii). 

Agricultural  Fertilizers  B.  No.  122  (Mr.  Ferguson, 
Welland).  Bes.  prop.,  936 ;  in  Com.  and  1°*,  939  ;  M. 
to  transfer  to  Govt.  Orders,  1320  (ii)  ;  2°,  2476  ;  in 
Com.,  2478  ;  3°*,  2497  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  68.) 
Agricultural,  Timber,  Pasture,  and  Mineral  Lands  and 
Town  Sites  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 
Agriculture,  Bureau  of,  Establishment  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Gigault)  76  (i). 

Agriculture,  Dept,  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  904,  921  (ii). 

Agriculturists.  See  “  Banking.” 

Aid  to  Bys.  See  “  Land  Grants  ”  and  “  Subsidies.” 

Air  Brakes,  I.C.R. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3399  (iv). 

Alaska  and  B.  0.  Boundary  Line  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  <&e. 
(Mr.  Gordon)  705  (i). 

Albany,  Duke  of,  Thanks  of  Queen  for  Condolence  : 
Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  32  (i). 

Alberta  and  AthabaskaRy.  Co.’s  Incorp.  B,  No. 
73  (Mr.  Williams).  1°*,  313  ;  2°*  405  (i)  ;  in  Com,, 
791  ;  3°*,  816  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  88.) 

Albion  Mines  Savings  Bank  B.  No.  15  (Mr.  Me- 
Doug  aid).  1°*,  46;  2°*,  113;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  616 
(i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  14.) 

Algoma,  Customs  Collections.  See  “  Customs.” 

Allan  Line,  Payments  to,  for  assisted  passages :  Ques. 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  567  (i)  ;  M.  for  Bet.*  (Mr. 
Blake)  1443  (ii). 

Allan  Steamship  Co.  and  Claim  of  Govt,  re  Newfield  and 
Moravian:  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  148,  312  (i). 

Allison,  Mr.  D.  W. :  Election  declared  null  and  void  on 
Judges’  Bop.  on  Controverted  Election,  1  (i). 
Allowances  to  Canadian  Manufacturers  :  M.  for  Bet. 
(Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 

American  Engineers’  Visit  to  N.S. :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3457  (iv). 

American  Gold,  Substitution  of,  for  Sovereigns  :  Ques. 

(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  505  (i). 

Amounts  Collected  in  Western  Ontario.  See  “  Doming 
ion  Lands.” 

Amounts  due  Contractors  on  C.P.B. :  M.  for  Bot.*  (Mr. 
Charlton)  533  (i). 

ANDRk,  Father,  Letter  from,  in  Jan.,  1883 :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Animal  Charcoal,  Importations  of  :  M.  for  Bet.*  (Mr. 
Stairs)  533  (i)4 
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Animals,  Cruelty  to,  Prevention  B.  No.  47  (Mr. 

Charlton )  1°*  147  (i). 

Animals,  Infectious  or  Contagious  Diseases 
affecting,  B.  No.  44  (Mr.  Pope).  1°,  125  (i)  ;  2°, 
892;  in  Com.,  1064-1094;  3°  m.,  1321;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Sutherland,  Oxford)  to  recom.,  1321 ;  agreed  to  (Y.  131, 
H.  16)  1324;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  recom.,  1324;  neg. 
(Y.  54,  N.  90)  1327 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Catudal)  to  l’ecom., 
1327 ;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  89)  1328  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Casey)  to 
recom.,  1328 ;  neg,  (Y.  54,  JST.  94)  1332 ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Armstrong)  to  recom.,  1332  ;  neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  88)  1334  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Scriver)  to  recom.,  neg.  on  a  div.,  1334; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Davies )  to  recom,,  neg  (Y.  50,  N.  81)  1334; 
3°,  1335  (ii);  Sen.  Amts.  cone,  in,  2397  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  70.) 

Annual  Register.  See  “  Dominion.” 

Annuity  and  Guarantee  Funds  Society  of 
Bank  of  Montreal  B.  No,  48  (Mr.  White,  Card- 
well).  1°*,  170 ;  2°*,  245 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*  693  (i). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  12.) 

Annunciation  Day,  Adjmt.  for  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  714  (i). 

Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibition:  cone.,  2766  (iv). 
Antwerp  International  Exhibition  :  M.  for  copy  of  Cor. 

between  Govt,  and  High  Com.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  305  (i). 
Appraiser  at  Summerside,  P.E.I. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  350  (i). 
Arbitrators.  See  “  -Official.” 

Archives,  care  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1023,  1025  (ii). 
Argyle  Highlanders,  payment  of  Arrears  due:  Ques. 

(Mr.  Campbell,  Victoria)  888  ;  (M.  for  Ret,*)  1444  (ii). 
Armour,  Mr.  Justice  :  Rep.  on  Lennox  Controverted  Elec¬ 
tion,  1  (i). 

Arms,  Description  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gault )  814  (ii). 
Artillery  Association,  Dom.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.  2913  (iv). 
Asbestos:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  857  (ii). 
Ascension  Day,  Adjmt.  for:  M.  (Sir  Hector  Lanqevin ) 
1822  (iii). 

Ascetic  Acid:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849  (ii). 

Ash  Wednesday,  Adjmt.  for:  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
125  (i). 

Assets,  Distribution  of  Insolvent  Debtors.  See  B.  4. 
Assignees.  See  “  Official  Assignees.” 

Assisted  Passages:  See  “  Allan  Line.” 

Assistance  to  Settlers,  &c.,  through  Rebellion:  See 
“Disturbance  in  the  N.W.” 

Assistant  Postmaster  of  Ottawa  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3393 ; 
cone.,  3398  (iv). 

Assistant  Rec.  Gen.,  Montreal,  &c,  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  895, 
896  (ii). 

ASSOCIATIONS,  &c. : 

Annuity  and  Guarantee  Funds  Society  of  Bans  of  Montreal.  See 
B.  48. 

Canada  Co-operative  Supply  Association.  See  B.  81. 

Canadian  Pacific  Employes  Relief  Association.  See  B.  75. 
Congregational  Missionary  Society.  See  B.  51. 

Hamilton  Provident  and  Loan  Society.  See  B.  114. 

Lutheran  Church  of  Canada.  See  B.  60. 

Pension  Fund  Society  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal.  Set  B.  49. 


“  A  Trip  to  Dom.  of  Can,,”  Pamphlet  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Robertson,  Shelburne)  533  (i). 

Auditor  Genl,  and  Dept,  of  Marine,  Rental  of  Rivers  : 

M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen)  448  (i). 

Auditor  and  Rec.  Genl.  of  St.  John  and  Winnipeg  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup.  895  (ii). 

Auditor  Genl.’s  Rep.  :  presented  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  28  ; 
M.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  ref.  to  Public  Accounts 
Com.,  76  (i). 

Australian  and  Tasmanian  Colonies,  Trade  with  :  M. 

for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  36  (i). 

Automatic  Buoy,  Liverpool  Harbor,  N.S. :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  479  (i),  1914  (iii). 

Avalanches  in  the  Selkirk  Range  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
694  (i). 

Axle  Grease  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  857  (ii). 

Bain,  Mr,  J.  W. :  Election  declared  null  and  void  on  Judge’s 
Rep.  on  Controverted  Election,  1 ;  re-elected  113  (i). 
Bank  Advances  to  Govt.  :  M.  for  Rets,  of  amounts  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  37  ;  (Ques.)  113  (i). 

Banking  and  Loan  Facilities  to  Agriculturists 
B.  No.  36  (Mr.  Orton).  Res.  prop.,  115;  in  Com. 
and  l°*of  B.,  120  (i). 

Bank  of  British  Columbia  B.  No.  105  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin).  1°,  631 ;  2°,  894  (ii) ;  in  Qom.  and  3°*, 
2396  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  83.) 

Bank  of  Montreal  Annuity  and  Guarantee 
Funds  Society  B.  No.  48  (Mr.  White ,  Cardwell). 
1°*,  170  ;  2°*,  245 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  693  (i),  (48-49) 

Vic.,  c.  12.) 

Bank  of  Montreal  Pension  Fund  Incorp.  B.  No. 

49  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell).  1°*,  170;  2°*,  245;  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  693  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  13.) 

Bank  of  Upper  Canada,  Stmnts.  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Mackenzie)  112  (i). 

Bank  of  Winnipeg  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  62  (Mr. 
Watson).  1°*,  210;  2°*,  281  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°* 
1007  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  10.) 

Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency:  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
for  Sp.  Com.  47;  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  101;  ref.  to 
Com.,  102  ;  M.  to  ref.  Petitions  to  Com.,  125  (i). 
Bankrupt  Estates  and  Official  Assignees  :  M.  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Macmillan,  Middlesex)  303  (i). 

BANKS  AND  BANKING  : 

Albion  Mines  Savings  Bank.  See  B.  15. 

Bank  of  Winnipeg.  See  B.  62. 

Bank  of  British  Columbia.  See  B.  105. 

Banking  and  Loan  Facilities  to  Agriculturists.  See  B  36. 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes.  See  Bs.  16,  46  and  100. 
Bank  Advances  to  Govt.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
37;  Ques.  113,  743  (i). 

Bank  of  Upper  Canada,  Stmnts  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  112  (i). 
Central  Bank  of  New  Brunswick.  See  B.  40. 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor.  See  B.  117. 

Deposits,  Govt.,  in  Banks  :  M.  forStmnt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
29  (i). 

Exchange  Bank,  Advances  to  :  prop.  Res.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  censuring  Govt.,  295  (i). 

Federal  Bank  of  Canada.  See  B.  10. 

Govt.  Notes  in  Circulation  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2465  (iii). 
Insolvent  Banks.  See  Bs.  66  and  127. 
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BANKS  AND  BANKING— Continued. 

Inspection  and  Supervision  op  Banks  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  61  ; 

prop.  Res.,  81  (i). 

La  Banqce  du  Phuplh.  See  B.  63. 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  Depositors  ;  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Fairbank) 
819  (ii). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  Deposits  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton )  2369, 
2465,  2659  (iii). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Stairs ) 
148  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 

Private  Banks  and  Brokers  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  51  (i). 
Savings  Banks  (P.  0.  or  otherwise)  Depositors  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  633  (i). 

Truro  Bank.  See  B.  78. 

Barracks  at  London  :  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  3412  (iv). 
Barrack  Huts,  B.C. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv). 

Barrels  containing  Petroleum  or  its  Products  :  in  Com- 
on  Ways  and  Means,  843  (ii). 

Batoohe,  Battle  op  :  Despatch  respecting  first  Engage¬ 
ment,  1380;  telegram  from  Gen.  Middleton  giving 
details  of  second  fight,  1822 ;  second  despatch,  1835  (iii), 
Batoche,  Capture  op  :  Rumored  indignities  committed  by 
Volunteers  :  Ques.  (Hr.  Royal)  2999,  3425  (iv). 
Batteries,  A,  B  and  C.  See  “Militia.” 

Bayfield,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  extension  op  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Mclsaac )  77  (i). 

Beauoe  :  Vacancy  in  the  Representation,  Warrant  issued  and 
Ret.  of  Member  to  represent,  1  (i). 

Beaver  Line  op  Steamers  and  I.C.R.,  Freight  Rate  :  M. 
for  Ret.  (Mr.  Blake)  144  (i). 

Beet-root  Sugar,  importation  op  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail)  744  (i). 
Bell  and  Kavanagh,  Land  Claims  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.C., 
&c.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  479  (i). 

Belleville  and  North  Hastings  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3458  ;  in  Com., 3473  (iv), 

Benson,  Mr.,  M.P.,  Death  op  :  Remarks  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  2357  (iii). 

Bergin,  Surgeon-General,  Services  op  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Me 
Mullen)  1914  (iii). 

Big  Bear.  See  “  Disturbance  in  the  N.W.” 

Bill  (No.  1)  Respecting  the  Administration  of  Oaths  of 
Office. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°*,  1  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  2)  To  regulate  the  Employment  of  childron  and 
young  persons  and  women  in  the  Workshops,  Mills  and 
Factories  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Bergin.) 
I0*,  29;  Order  for  2°  dschgd.,  362  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  3)  To  limit  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Supreme  Court. — (Hr.  Landry,  Montmagny.) 

1°,  28 ;  Order  for  2°  read.,  102;  2°  m.,  151;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Ouimet)  165;  neg.,  167  ;  2°  nog.  (Y.  34,  N.  125)  169 
(vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  4)  To  provide  for  the  distribution  of  Assets  of 
Insolvent  Debtors. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

1°,  29;  2°*,  619  (vol.  i) ;  M.  to  transfer  to  Govt.  Orders, 
1280 ;  agreed  to,  1281  (vol.  ii) ;  Order  dschgd.  and 
B.  wthdn.,  3375  (vol.  iii). 

Bill  (No.  5)  Respecting  the  liability  of  Candors  by 
Land. — (Mr.  Coughlin.) 

I0*,  29 ;  2°  m.,  102  (vol.  i). 
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Bill  (No.  6)  To  further  amend  the  Law  of  Evidence  in 
Criminal  Cases. — (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron.) 

I0*,  29;  2°  m„  176 ;  consdn,  resmd.,  180;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Tupper)  6  m.  h.,  182 ;  neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  87)  187 ;  2° 
and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  187  ;  in  Com.,  496  ;  Amt  (Mr. 
Amyot)  to  recom.  neg.  (Y.  34,  N.  76)  504;  3°*,  616 
(vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  7)  To  amend  the  Act  37  Victoria,  Chapter  17, 
intituled  :  “  An  Act  to  authorize  the  advance  of  a  cer¬ 
tain  sum  of  monoy  to  the  Province  of  British  Columbia 
for  the  construction  of  a  Graving  Dock  at  Esquimalt, 
and  for  other  purposes.”— (Sir  Leonard  Tilley,) 

1°,  32  ;  2°,  102  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1064  (vol,  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  4.) 

Bill  (No.  8)  Respecting  the  River  St.  Clair  Railway  Bridge 
and  Tunnel  Company.— (Mr.  Bergin.) 

1°*  40;  2°*,  57;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  245  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  25.) 

Bill  (No.  9)  Respecting  the  Canada  Southern  Railway  Com’' 
pany  and  the  Erie  and  Niagara  Railway  Company.— 
(Mr.  Bergin.) 

1°*,  40 ;  2°*,  57;  in  Com.,  245;  3°*,  281  (vol.i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  15.) 

Bill  (No.  10)  To  reduce  the  Capital  Stock  of  the  Federal 
Bank  of  Canada,  and  for  other  purposes. — (Mr.  Small.) 

I0*,  40;  2°*,  57;  in  Com.  and  3e*,  428  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  9.) 

Bill  (No.  11)  To  extend  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Maritime 
Court  of  Ontario. — (Mr.  Allen.) 

1°*,  40 ;  2°  m.,  127 ;  2°*,  131 ;  Order  for  Com.  read,  215  5 
in  Com  ;  496  ;  3°*,  616  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  12)  For  constituting  a  Court  of  Railway  Com¬ 
missioners  for  Canada,  and  to  amend  the  Consolidated 
Railway  Act,  1879.-— (Mr.  McCarthy.) 

1°,  40  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  13)  Respecting  Carriers  by  Land.-— (Hr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy.) 

1°*,  40;  2°  m.,  254-282;  Amt.  (Mr  .Curran)  6  m.  h., 
285;  neg.  (Y.  64,  N.  74)  and  2°*,  289  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  14)  To  consolidate  and  amend  the  Acts  respecting 
the  Election  of  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons.— 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron.) 

1°,  41  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  15)  To  continue  an  Act  respecting  the  Albion 
Mines  Savings  Bank. — (Mr.  McDougald.) 

1°*,  46  ;  2°*,  113  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  616  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  14.) 

Bill  (No.  16)  To  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Bills  of  Ex¬ 
change  and  Promissory  Notes. — (Mr.  Smyth.) 

1°*,  46  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  17)  Respecting  International  Ferries. — (Mr.  Pat¬ 
terson,  Essex.) 

1°*,  46;  2°  m.,  254;  2°*,  256  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  18)  Respecting  Wharves,  Docks  and  Piers  con¬ 
structed  in  navigable  waters. — (Mr.  Tupper.) 

1°,  46;  2°  m.,  215;  2°*  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  218 
(vol  i). 
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Bill  (No.  19)  To  provide  for  the  better  observance  of  the 
Lord’s  Day,  commonly  called  Sunday,  by  prohibiting 
Sunday  Excursions  of  certain  kinds.— -(Mr.  Charlton.') 

1°*,  46  ;  2?  m.,  256 ;  neg.  on  a  div.,  266  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  20)  To  modify  the  application  of  “  The  Consoli¬ 
dated  Insurance  Act,  187’7.” — (Sir  Leonard  Tilley.) 

1°,  46;  2°,  126  (vol.  i);  in  Com.,  2430;  Order  for  3°, 
2532 ;  deb.  adjd.,  2533  (vol.  iii)  ;  ref.  back  to  Com., 
2768;  3°,  2770  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vj,c.,  c.  49.) 

Bill  (No.  21)  To  provide  for  the  taking  of  a  Census  in  the 
Province  of  Manitoba,  the  North-West  Territories  and 
the  District  of  Keewatin. — (Mr.  Pope.) 

1°  of  B,  and  Res.  prop.,  46;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  74 ;  in 
Com,,  75;  M.  to  receive  Rep.  of  Com.,  125  ;  Res. 
agreed  to  and  2°  of  B.,  126;  in  Com.,  171 ;  consdn.  m. 
and  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  recom.,  212  ; 
neg.  on  a  div.,  212 ;  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to 
recom.,  213;  neg.  (Y.  62  N.  120)  215;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Mills)  to  recom.,  215  ;  neg.  on  a  div.,  215  ;  3°*,  215 
(vol.  i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  3.) 

Bill  (No.  22)  To  amend  the  Criminal  Law,  to  declare  it  a 
misdemeanor  to  leave  unguarded  and  exposed  holes  cut 
in  the  Ice  on  any  navigable  or  frequented  waters.— (Mr. 
Robertson,  Hamilton.) 

1°*,  57  ;  2°,  131 ;  in  Com.,  150  ;  Order  dschgd,  and  ref.  to 
Sel.  Com.,  496  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  23)  To  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the  Wood 
Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Railway  Company.— (Mr. 
Williams.) 

1°*,  67 ;  2°*,  113 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  16.) 

Bill  (No.  24)  To  incorporate  the  Lake  Erie,  Essex  and 
Detroit  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Patterson,  Essex.) 

1°*,  67 ;  2°*,  113 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (vol.  i) .  (48-49 

Tic.,  c.  21.) 

Bill  (No.  25)  Further  to  amend  “The  Patent  Act  of  1872.” 
— (Mr.  White,  Renfrew.) 

1?,  67 ;  2°  m.,  266;  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  70)  269. (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  26)  To  provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  Deputy 
Speaker. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

Res.  prop.,  67 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  refer  to  Sel.  Com., 
70;  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  121)  72  ;  1°*  of  B.,  74;  2°*  and 
in  Com.,  175  ;  M.  for  3°  agreed  to  on  a  div.  and  3°*, 
212  (vol.  i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  1.) 

Bill  (No.  27)  To  provide  for  the  punishment  of  Seduction, 
and  like  offences. — (Mr.  Charlton.) 

1°*,  76;  2°,  619  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  28)  To  incorporate  tho  Dominion  Drainage  Com¬ 
pany. — (Mr.  Haggart.) 

1°*,  '88;  2°*,  113  (vol.  i) ;  M.  for  Com.,  1007  ;  deb. 
adjd.,  1008;  M.  for  Com.,  1386  (vol.  ii)  ;  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  3053  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  95.) 

Bill  (No.  29)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  Patents  of 
Inventions.  —  (Mr.  Smyth.) 

1°*,  88  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  30)  To  amend  and  consolidate  “  The  Consolidated 
Railway  Act,  1879,”  and  the  Acts  amending  it.— (Mr. 
Wells.) 

18,  101  (vol.  i). 


Bill  (No.  31)  To  amend  and  consolidate  the  Canada  Civil 
Service  Acts  of  1882,  1883  and  1884. —(Mr.  Chapleau.) 

1°,  101;  Res.  prop.,  210 ;  Res.  (letter  carriers)  in  Com., 
270 ;  Res.  (O.  S.  Examiners,  &c.)  in  Com.,  273,  281 
(vol  i)  ;  cone,  rn.,  889  ;  cone,  in,  892 ;  2°  of  B.  m., 
1095;  2°  and  in  Com.,  1097-1130,  1281;  3y  m., 
1282;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  3  m.  h.,  1282;  neg.  (Y. 
67,  N.  112)  1286;  Amt.  (Mr.  Casey)  to  recom.,  1291; 
neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  107)  1293;  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to 
recom.,  1294;  nog.  (Y.  58,  N.  104)  1296  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Davies)  to  recom.,  1297  ;  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  103)  1301 ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Lister)  to  recom.,  neg.  on  same  div., 
1303;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  recom.,  1303;  neg.  on 
same  div.,  1304;  3°  on  a  div.,  1304  (vol.  ii)  ;  M.  to 
cone,  in  Senate  Amts.,  1823,  2396  (vol.  iii).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  46.) 

Bill  (No.  32)  Respecting  Insolvency.— (Mr.  Billy.) 

1°,  101  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  33)  For  the  equitable  distribution  of  Insolvents’ 
Estates.— (Mr.  Beaty.) 

1°*,  113  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  34)  For  the  discharge  of  past  Insolvents.— (Mr, 
Beaty.) 

1°*,  113  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  35)  Further  to  amend  the  Consolidated  Railway 
Act,  1879.— (Mr.  Bergeron.) 

1°*,  113  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  36)  To  provide  Banking  and  Loan  facilities  to 
those  engaged  in  Agricultural  pursuits. — (Mr.  Orton.) 

Res.  prop.,  115 ;  in  Com.  and  1°*  of  B.,  120  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  37)  Further  to  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  tho 
South  Saskatchewan  Yalley  Railway  Company. — (Mr. 
Robertson,  Hamilton.) 

1°*,  125 ;  2°*,  179  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  672  (vol.  i).  (48- 
49  Vie.,  c.  17.) 

Bill  (No.  38)  To  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  The  Great 
Western  and  Lake  Ontario  Shore  Junction  Railway 
Company. — (Mr.  Ferguson,  Welland.) 

1®*,  125  ;  2°*,  179  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (vol.  i).  (48- 
49  Vic  ,  c.  18.) 

Bill  (No.  39)  To  incorporate  the  Synod  of  the  Diocese  of 
Qu’Appelle,  and  for  other  purposes  connected  there¬ 
with.— (Mr.  Mulock.) 

1°*,  125  ;  2Q*  180  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (vol.  i).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  33.) 

Bill  (No,  40)  Further  relating  to  The  Central  Bank  of  New 
Brunswick.— (Mr,  Temple.) 

I0*,  125;  2°*,  180  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*.  939  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  11.) 

Bill  (No.  41)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  duties  of  Jus¬ 
tices  of  the  Peace  in  relation  to  Summary  Convictions, — 
(Mr.  T upper), 

1°,  125;  2°,  892  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  42)  To  amend  the” Act  respecting  Offences  against 
tho  person.— (Mr.  Tapper.) 

1°*,  125 ;  2°  m.,  218  deb.  adjd.,  219  (vol.  i). 
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Bill  (No.  43)  To  authorize  the  Royal  Canadian  Insurance 
Company  to  reduce  its  Capital  Stock,  and  for  other 
purposes. — (Mr.  Curran.) 

I0*,  125;  2°*,  188  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°,  191  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  28.) 

Bill  (No.  44)  Respecting  Infectious  or  Contagious  Diseases 
affecting  Animals. — (Mr.  Pope.) 

1°,  125  (vol.  i);  2°,  892;  in  Com.,  1064-1094;  3°  m., 
132 1 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Sutherland,  Oxford)  to  recom.,  132 1 ; 
agreed  to  (Y.  131,  N.  16)  1324;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock) 
to  recom.,  1324;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  90)  1321;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Catudal)  to  recom.,  1321 ;  neg.  (S.  58,  N.  89)  1328  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Casey)  to  recom.,  1328  ;  neg.  (Y.54,  N.  94) 
1332 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Armstrong)  to  recom.,  1332 ;  neg. 
(Y.  50,  N.  88)  1334 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Scriver)  to  recom., 
neg.  on  a  div.,  1334 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Davies)  to  recom., 
neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  84)  1334;  3°,  1335  (vol.  ii)  ;  Sen. 
Amts  cone,  in,  2391  (vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,c.  10.) 

Bill  (No.  45)  Respecting  the  representation  of  the  Terri¬ 
tories  in  the  House  of  Commons. — (Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron.) 

1°*,  141;  2°  m.,  362,490;  deb.  adjd.,  495  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  46)  Farther  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Bills  of 
Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes. — (Mr.  Gigault.) 

1°,  141  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  41)  For  the  more  effectual  prevention  of  Cruelty 
to  Animals. — (Mr.  Charlton.) 

1°*,  141  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  48)  Respecting  the  Annuity  and  Guarantee  Funds 
Society  of  the  Bank  of  Montreal. — (Mr.  White,  Cardwell.) 

1°*,  110;  2°*,  245;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  693  (vol.  i).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  12.) 

Bill  (No.  49)  To  incorporate  the  Pension  Fund  of  the  Bank 
of  Montreal. — (Mr.  White,  Cardwell.) 

1°*,  110 ;  2°*,  245  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  693  (vol  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  13.) 

Bill  (No.  50)  To  incorporate  the  Fredericton  and  St.  Mary's 
Railway  Bridge  Company. — (Mr.  Temple.) 

1°*,  110;  2°*,  289  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  813 ;  Sen. 
Amts.  cone,  in,  1386  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  26.) 

Bill  (No.  51)  For  granting  certain  powers  to  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Coal  Company  (Limited). — (Mr.  Desjardins.) 

1°*,  110;  2°*,  245;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  561  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic,,  c.  29.) 

Bill  (No.  52)  Respecting  the  Sault  Ste.  Mario  Bridge  Com¬ 
pany. —  (Mr.  Dawson.) 

1°*,  110;  2°*,  245;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  24.) 

Bill  (No.  53)  Respecting  La  Banque  du  Peuple.”=-(Mr. 
Girouard.) 

1°*,  110 ;  2°*,  245  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  693  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  8.) 

Bill  (No.  54)  To  confirm  the  Union  of  the  Canada  Congre¬ 
gational  Missionary  Society,  and  the  Congregational 
Union  of  Nova  Scotia  and  Now  Brunswick. — (Mr. 
Abbott.) 

1°*,  110  ;  2°*,  259  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (vol;  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  34.) 
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Bill  (No.  55)  To  authorize  the  Dominion  Grange  Mutual 
Fire  Insurance  Association  to  insure  against  fire  the 
property  of  the  Patrons  of  Husbandry  wheresoever 
situate  in  Canada. — (Mr.  White,  Cardwell.) 

I0*,  110  ;  2°*,  246  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1210  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  93.) 

Bill  (No.  56)  Respecting  Disorderly  Houses. — (Mr.  Ouimet.) 

1°,  110  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  51)  To  amend  the  Criminal  Law  of  Canada.— 
(Mr.  Ouimet.) 

1°,  110  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  58)  To  amend  the  Liquor  License  Act  of  1833. 
— (Mr.  Foster.) 

1°,  110 ;  2°  m.,  620 ;  deb.  adjd.,  622  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  59)  To  incorporate  the  Brantford,  Waterloo  and 
Lake  Erie  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant.) 

1°*,  110  ;  2°*,  281 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  561  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  20.) 

Bill  (No.  60)  To  incorporate  the  Synod  of  the  Evangelical 
Lutheran  Church  of  Canada.— (Mr.  McCarthy.) 

1°*,  180;  2°*,  246;  in  Com.,  693;  3°*,  191  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic,,  c.  32.) 

Bill  (No.  61)  Further  to  amend  the  Act  incorporating  the 
Richelieu  Navigation  Company,  and  the  Richelieu  and 
Ontario  Navigation  Company. —  (Mr.  Desjardins.) 

1°*,  188;  2°*,  246  (vol.  i) ;  Notice  of  an  Amt.,  1210;  in 
Com.,  1341 ;  3°,  1352  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  91.) 

Bill  (No.  62)  To  amend  the  Act  to  incorporate  the  Bank  of 
Winnipeg.— (Mr.  Watson.) 

1°*,  210;  2°*,  281  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.  and  39*,  1001  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  10.) 

Bill  (No.  63)  To  incorporate  the  Portage  la  Prairie  and 
Lake  of  the  Woods  Railway  and  Navigation  Company. 
—(Mr.  Watson.) 

I0*,  210;  2°*,  289  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  64)  Further  to  amend  the  Patent  Act  of  1872.— 
(Mr.  McCarthy.) 

1°,  234 ;  2°  m.,  622 ;  Order  for  2°  dschgd.  629  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  65)  To  amend  “  The  Canada  Temperance  Act  of 
1818.” — (Mr.  McCarthy.) 

1°,  235  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  66)  Further  to  amend  an  Act  respecting  Insol¬ 
vent  Banks,  Insurance  Companies,  Loan  Companies, 
Building  Societies  and  Trading  Corporations.  — (Mr. 
Edgar.) 

1°,  235  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  61)  Further  to  amend  “  The  Canada  Temperance 
Act,  1818.” — (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria.) 

1°,  246  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  68)  To  limit  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  as  respects  matters  of  a  purely  local 
nature  in  the  Province  of  Quebec.— (Mr.  Landry,  Mont- 
magny.) 

1°,  210  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  69)  Respecting  the  Huron  and  Ontario  Ship 
Canal  Company, — (Mr.  Tyrwhitt.) 

1°*,  269 ;  2°*,  428  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1001 ;  Sen. 
Amts.  cone,  in,  1386  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  21.) 
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Bill  (No.  70)  To  make  farther  provision  respecting  the 
traffic  in  Intoxicating  Liquors.— (Mr.  Small.) 

1°,  270  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  71)  To  amend  the  Criminal  Law. — (Mr.  Robert- 
son ,  Hastings.) 

1*,  270  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  72)  Respecting  the  Ontario  Pacific  Railway  Com¬ 
pany. — (Mr.  Bergin.) 

1°*,  213;  2°*,  405  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  19.) 

Bill  (No.  73)  To  incorporate  the  Alberta  and  Athabasca 
Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Williams.) 

I0*,  313  ;  2®*,  405  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.,  791 ;  3°*  816  (vol 
ii).  (48-49  Vic,,  c.  88.) 

Bill  (No.  74)  Respecting  the  Manitoba  and  North-Western 
Railway  Company  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Royal.) 

1°*,  313 ;  2°*,  405,  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1180  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  86.) 

Bill  (No.  75)  To  incorporate  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Employes  Relief  Association.— (Mr.  Gault.) 

1°*,  313  ;  2°*,  490  (vol.  i);  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  23.) 

Bill  (No.  76)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  London 
Life  Insurance  Company.— (Mr.  Macmillan,  Middlesex.) 

1°*,  313;  2°*,  405  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com.  and3°,  1723  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  94.) 

'Bill  (No.  77)  To  incorporate  the  Hamilton,  Guelph  and 
Buffalo  Railway  Company.— (Mr.  Kilvert.) 

1°*,  313;  2°*,  405  (vol.  i);  in  Com.  and  3?*,  1007  (vol 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  22.) 

Bill  (No.  78)  To  incorporate  the  Truro  Bank. — (Mr. 
Tupper.) 

I0*,  313;  2°*,  405  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  79)  To  incorporate  the  Rash  Lake  and  Saskatche¬ 
wan  Railway  and  Navigation  Company. — (Mr.  Tupper.) 

1°*  313 ;  2°*,  490  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1180  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  90.) 

Bill  (No.  80)  To  incorporate  the  Fort  Macleod  Ranch 
Telegraph  Company. — (Mr.  Ives.) 

1°*,  349  ;  2°*  428  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1723  (ii); 
Sen.  Amts.  cone,  in,  2357  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  92.) 

Bill  (No.  81)  Respecting  the  Canada  Co-operative  Supply 
Association  (Limited). — (Mr.  Curran.) 

1°*, 349;  2°*,  428;  in  Com.  and 3®*,  693  (vol.  i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  31.) 

Bill  (No.  82)  To  incorporate  the  Winnipeg  and  Prince 
Albert  Railway  Company. —  (Mr.  Cameron,  Victoria.) 

1°*,  349  ;  2°  m.,  428  ;  Order  dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  428 
(vol.  i) . 

Bill  (No.  83)  To  incorporate  the  Kootenay  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  British  Columbia. — (Mr.  Small.) 

1°*,  349  ;  2°*,  545  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  84)  For  the  relief  of  Amanda  Esther  Davis . — (C) 
from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  White,  Cardwell.) 

1°  on  a  div.,  226  ;  M.  to  fix  day  for  2Q  agreed  to  (Y.  86, 
N.  61)  226;  2°  on  a  div.,  567  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  693. 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  37.) 


Bill  (No.  85)  Respecting  Factories.— (Mr.  Bergin.) 

1°*,  362  (vol.  i) ;  2°  m.,  873 ;  deb.  adjd.,  886 ;  M.  to 
resume  adjd.  deb.,  940 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Jamieson)  to 
substitute  B.  (No.  94)  Canada  Temperance  Act,  940; 
Amt.  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  62)  948  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  86)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  Sale  of 
Railway  Passenger  Tickets. — (Mr.  McCarthy.) 

1°,  362  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  87)  To  amend  the  Act  40  Yictoria,  Chapter  36, 
intituled :  “  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  employment, 
without  the  walls  of  Common  Gaols,  of  Prisoners 
sentenced  to  imprisonment  therein.” — (Mr.  Sutherland, 
Oxford.) 

1°*,  362  (vol.  i)  ;  2®,  in  Com.,  and  3°*,  1658  (vol.  ii), 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  81.) 

Bill  (No.  88)  Further  to  amend  “  The  Canada  Temperance 
Act,  1878.” — (Mr.  Townshend.) 

1°*,  362  (vol.  i).  * 

Bill  (No.  89)  Further  to  amend  “  The  Patent  Act  of 
1872.”— (Mr.  Hay.) 
lc*,  362  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  90)  To  amend  “The  Fisheries  Act.” — (Mr. 
Mulock.) 

1°,  426  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  91)  To  incorporate  the  Winnipeg  and  Prince 
Albert  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  Cameron,  Victoria.) 
1°*,  428;  2°,  567  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1180  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  89.) 

Bill  (No.  92)  Further  to  amend  “  The  Canada  Temperance 
Act,  1878.” — (Mr.  Jamieson.) 

1°,  448;  Ques.  and  M.  to  fix  day  for  2°,  713  (vol.  i)  ;  2® 
m.,  949 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Ives)  951 ;  neg.  (Y.  17,  N.  109) 
954 ;  2®  agreed  to  (Y.  108,  N.  15)  954 ;  in  Com., 
954 ;  3°  m.,  1045 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  to  recom., 
1045  ;  in  Com.,  1046  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourbeau)  to  recom., 
1047 ;  in  Com.,  1047 ;  on  M.  to  cone.,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Burpee)  1047 ;  neg.  (Y.  49,  N.  86)  1050;  on  M.  for 
3°,  Amt.  (Mr.  Townshend)  to  recom.,  1050  ;  in  Com., 
1050  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Hickey)  to  recom.,  1051 ;  agreed  to 
(Y.  68,  N.  64)  1054;  Amt  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  to 
recom.,  1059  ;  neg.  (Y.  39,  N.  78)  1062  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Macdonald,  King's)  to  recom.,  neg.,  1062;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Gigault)  to  recom.,  neg.,  1062 ;  3°,  1063  (vol.  ii)  ; 

M.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  to  consdr.  Sen.  Amts., 
2600 ;  consdn.  of  Sen.  Amts.,  2644 ;  (Amt)  2645 ; 
neg.  (Y.  75,  N.  84)  2647 ;  (Amt.)  2648;  neg.  (Y.  54, 

N.  108)  2651;  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  75,  N.  90)  2552; 
Amts.,  2653-2657 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Small)  2660 ;  neg.  (Y. 
78,  N.  86)  2670  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Victoria)  2674 ; 
neg.,  2675  (vol.  iv). 

Bill  (No.  93)  To  establish  a  Court  of  Claims  for  Canada. 
(Sir  Hector  Langevin . ) 

1°,  449  (vol.  i)  ;  prop.  Res.,  777  (vol.  ii)  ;  Order  for  2° 
dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  2439  (vol.  iii). 

Bill  (No.  94)  To  incorporate  the  Western  Ontario  Pacific 
Railway  Company. — (Mr.  McCallum.) 

1®*,  534;  2°*,  616  (vol.  i);  in  Com.  and  3®*,  1288  (vol. 
ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  87.) 
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Bill  (No.  95)  Respecting  Explosive  Substances. — (K)  from 
the  Senate. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°*,  545  (vol.  i)  ;  2°,  893  ;  in  Com.,  1167  ;  3°,  1335  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  f.  7.) 

Bill  (No.  96)  Statutes  of  Canada  Consolidation. — (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald.) 

Not  introduced.  See  B.  130. 

Bill  (No.  97)  For  the  relief  of  Fairy  Emily  Jane  Terry. — 
(E)  from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  Taylor.) 
lp  on  a  div.,  605 ;  2°  on  a  div.,  672  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com.  and 
3°  on  a  div.,  873  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  36.) 

Bill  (No.  98)  To  amend  the  Acts  respecting  Controverted 
Elections. — (Mr.  Mulock.) 

1°,  605  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  99)  To  amend  “  The  Canada  Temperance  Act, 
1878.” — (Mr.  Bourheau.) 

1°,  605  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  101)  To  amend  the  Law  respecting  Bridges, 
Booms  and  other  works,  constructed  over  or  in 
navigable  waters  under  the  authority  of  Provincial 
Acts. — (Sir  Hector  Langevin.) 

1Q,  605  (vol.  i);  2°  m.,  893 ;  2°*  and  in  Com.,  894  ;  3°*, 
895  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  6.) 

Bill  (No.  102)  To  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Secretary  of  State. — (Mr.  Chapleau.) 

1°,  629  (vol.  i)  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  894;  3°*,  895  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  2.) 

Bill  (No.  103)  Respecting  the  Electoral  Franchise. — (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°,  629  (vol.  i)  ;  Order  for  28  postponed,  1095 ;  2°  m., 
1133;  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1137  ;  neg.  (Y. 
59,  N.  104)  and  deb.  adjd.,  1166  ;  deb.  rsmd.,  1167 ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  1171  ;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  86)  1204  ; 
deb.  adjd.,  1204;  deb.  rsmd.,  1226  ;  2°  agreed  to  (Y. 
Ill,  N.  63)  1277  ;  M.  for  Com.,  1336 ;  in  Com.,  1385, 
1388,  1444,  1475,  1568,  1608,  1646,  1680,  1712,  1745, 
1782,  1824,  1856,  1895,  1915,  1956,  1983,  2052,  2065, 
2086,  2104,  2139,  2172,  2210,  2241,  2274,  2301,  2321, 
2345, 2360, 2393  (vol.  iii),  2757, 3052, 3062  ;  on  consdn. 
of  B.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Charlton)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  96) 
3053  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  3053  ;  Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr. 
McIntyre)  3056 ;  neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  95)  3058  ;  Amt.  to 
Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  3058 ;  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3060  ; 
Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr.  Watson)  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3061  ; 
Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3061 ; 
Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  44,  N.  95) 
3062;  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  agreed  to  (Y.  114,  N.  17) 
3062 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  41,  N.  92)  3063  ; 
Amt;  (Mr.  Burpee)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  89)  3063  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Trow)  3063 ;  neg.  (Y.  36,  N.  88)  3064  ;  Amt, 
(Mr.  Armstrong)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  87)  3064  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Somerville,  Brant)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3065  ;  Amts. 
(Messrs.  McCraney  and  Innes)  neg.  (Y,  38,  N.  87) 
3065 ;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Cameron  \_Middlesex ]  and  Lange¬ 
lier)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3066  ;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Lister 
and  Cameron,  Huron)  neg.  (Y,  38,  N.  87)  3067  ;  Amts. 


(Messrs.  Weldon  and  Fairhank)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87) 
3068;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Paterson  [Brant]  and  Gillmor) 
neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3069  ;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Holton  and 
Fisher)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3070  ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt- 
(Mr.  Mills)  3  m.  h.,  3071 ;  n eg.  (Y.  37,  N.  88)  3072  ; 
3°  ofB.,  3072  (vol.  iv).  (48-19  Vic.,  c.  40.) 

Bill  (No.  104)  To  amend  the  sections  of  Acts  therein 
mentioned  relating  to  the  constitution  of  the  Treasury 
Board. — (Sir  Leonard  Tilley.) 

1°,  630  (vol.  i)  ;  2°,  in  Com.,  and  3°*,  1670  (vol.  ii).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  47.) 

Bill  (No.  105)  Respecting  the  Bank  of  British  Columbia. 
—(Sir  Hector  Langevin.) 

1°,  631 ;  2°  894  (vol.  ii) ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2396  (voh 
iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  83.) 

Bill  (No.  106)  For  the  relief  of  Alice  Elvira  Evans.— (G) 
from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  Edgar.) 

1°  on  a  div.,  672 ;  2°  (Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com. 
and  3°  on  a  div.,  873  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  39.) 

Bill  (No.  107)  For  the  relief  of  George  Louis  Emil  Hatz* 
feld.— (D )  from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  Kilvert.) 

1°  on  a  div.,  672  ;  2°  (Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (vol.  i)  ;  in  Com4 
and  3°  on  a  div.,  873  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  38.) 

Bill  (No.  108)  To  amend  the  Act  to  encourage  the  con¬ 
struction  of  Dry  Docks,  by  granting  assistance  on  cer¬ 
tain  conditions  to  Companies  constructing  them.— (Sit 
Hector  Langevin.) 

1°,  693  (vol.  i)  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  894 ;  3°*,  895  (vol.  ii). 
(48-49  Vic,,  c.  5.) 

Bill  (No.  109)  Respecting  Real  Property  in  the  North- 
West  Territories. — (A)  from  the  Senate.— (Sir  Hector 
Langevin.) 

1°*,  742  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  110)  To  incorporate  the  Rock  Lake  and  Souris 
and  Brandon  Railway  Company. — (Mr.  McDougald, 
Pictou.) 

1°*,  742  (vol.  i) ;  2°*,  873  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  Ill)  To  amend  the  Consolidated  Railway  Act, 
1879,  and  amendments  thereto. — (Mr.  Mulock.) 

1°,  742  (vol.  i). 

Bill  (No.  112)  Further  to  amend  “  The  Canada  Temper¬ 
ance  Act,  1878.” — (Mr.  Gigault .) 

1°,  743  (vol.  i) . 

Bill  (No.  113)  Respecting  Proof  of  Entries  in  Books  of 
Account  kept  by  Officers  of  the  Crown.— (M)  from  the 
Senate.— f Mr.  Chapleau.) 

1°*,  964  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°,  2397  ;  wthdn.,  2398  ;  2°,  2465  ;  in 
Com.,  2466;  3°*,  2497  (vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  48.) 

Bill  (No.  114)  To  comprise  in  one  Act  a  limitation  of  the 
Share  and  Loan  Capital  of  the  Hamilton  Provident  and 
Loan  Society.—  (J)  from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  Kilvert.) 

1°*,  783  ;  2°*,  816  ;  in  Com.  and  3°,  1352  (vol.  ii).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  30.) 

Bill  (No.  115)  To  amend  an  Act  to  incorporate  the  Sisters 
of  Charity  of  the  North-West  Territories.— (\)  from  the 
Senate). — (Mr.  Desjardins.) 

1°*,  832  ;  2°*,  873  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (vol.  iii).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  35.) 
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Bill  (No.  116)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  Indemnity 
to  the  Members  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament.— (Mr. 
Farrow .) 

1°,  813  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  1 17)  Respecting  the  Commercial  Bank  of  Wind¬ 
sor.— (Sir  Leonard  Tilley.') 

I0*,  832 ;  2°,  1671 ;  Order  dsohgd.  and  B.  ref.  to  Com,  on 
Banking  and  Commerce,  1677  (vol.  ii);  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  2396  (vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  84.) 

Bill  (No.  118)  Further  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 
Weights  and  Measures. — (Mr.  Costigan.) 

Res.  prop.,  832  ;  in  Com.  and  1°*  of  B.,  837  ;  2°  and  in 
Com.,  1672  ;  3°*,  1680  (vol.  ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  64.) 

Bill  (No.  119)  Further  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the 
Inspection  of  Gas  and  Gas  Meters.— (Mr.  Costigan.) 

Res.  prop.,  in  Com.  and  1°  of  B.,  837  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°,  2419 ; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  2439  (vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  69.) 

Bill  (No.  120)  To  give  effect  to  an  Agreement  made  by 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  for  the  Sale  and  trans¬ 
fer  of  the  Dundas  and  Waterloo  Road.— (Sir  Hector 
Langevin.) 

Res.  prop.,  451  (vol.  i) ;  cone,  in  and  1°*  of  B.,  892  (vol. 
ii)  ;  Order  dscbgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  2396  (vol.  iii). 

Bill  (No.  121)  To  amend  the  Act  45  Yic.,  chap.  41,  respect¬ 
ing  the  Sale  of  Railway  Passenger  Tickets.— (Mr.  Pat¬ 
terson,  Essex.) 

I0*,  927  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  122)  Respecting  Agricultural  Fertilizers.— (Mr. 
Ferguson,  Welland.) 

Res.  prop,,  936 ;  in  Com.  and  1°*,  939 ;  M.  to  transfer  to 
Govt.  Orders,  1320  (vol.  ii);  2°,  2476;  in  Com,, 
2178;  3°*,  2497  (vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  68.) 

Bill  (No.  123)  Further  to  amend  an  Act  intituled :  “An  Act 
respecting  offences  against  the  person.” — (S)  from  the 
Senate. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°*,  1037  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2767 ;  3°  m.,  Amt. 
(Mr,  Charlton)  n eg.  (Y.  58,  N.  72)  2767  ;  3°*,  2768 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  82.) 

Bill  (No.  124)  To  restrict  and  regulate  Chinese  Immigra¬ 
tion  into  the  Dominion  of  Canada.— (Mr.  Chapleau.) 

1°,  1037  (vol.  ii)  ;  wthdn.,  3023  (vol.  iv). 

Bill  (No.  125)  For  the  Prohibition  of  Spirituous  Liquors.— 
(Mr.  Beaty.) 

Res.  prop.,  1040  ;  1°*  of  B.,  1063  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  126)  To  provide  for  the  fitting  representation  of 
Canada  at  the  Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition  to  be  held 
in  London  in  the  year  1886. — (Mr.  Fope.) 

Res.  prop.,  451  (vol.  i) ;  in  Com,,  892;  Res.  cone,  in  and 
1°*  ol  B.,  1064  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2399 
(vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  44.) 

Bill  (No.  127)  Further  to  amend  “  An  Act  respecting  In¬ 
solvent  Banks,  Insurance  Companies,  Loan  Companies, 
Building  Societies  and  Trading  Corporations.— (N)/rowi 
the  Senate. — (Mr.  Edgar.) 

1°,  1094  (vol.  ii). 


Bill  (No.  128)  To  make  further  provision  respecting  sum¬ 
mary  proceedings  before  Justices  and  other  Magis¬ 
trates. — (L)  from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  Small.) 

1°*,  1130  (vol.  ii) ;  Order  for  2°  transferred  to  Govt. 
Orders,  2420  vol.  iii ;  2°  m.,  2827 ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
2829  (vol.  iv). 

Bill  (No.  129)  To  amend  an  Act  respecting  “The Central 
Prison  for  the  Province  of  Ontario.” — (P)  from  the 
Senate. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°*,  1226  (vol.  ii);  2°,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2402  (vol.  iii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  79.) 

Bill  (No.  130)  Respecting  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Canada.— 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°,  1226  (vol.  ii)  ;  Order  for  2°  dschgd.,  and  B.  wthdn., 
2402  (vol.  iii). 

Bill  (No.  131)  “  For  the  better  Preservation  of  the  Peace 
in  the  vicinity  of  Public  Works,”  and  the  Acts  in 
amendment  thereof.— (O)  from  the  Senate. — (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald.) 

1°*,  1278  (vol.  ii) ;  2°  m.  and  in  Com.,  2824 ;  3°*,  285 1 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  80.) 

Bill  (No.  132)  To  amend  the  Act  43  Yic.,  chap.  29,  respect¬ 
ing  the  navigation  of  Canadian  Waters,  and  to  enable  the 
Governor  in  Council  to  suspend  from  time  to  time  cer¬ 
tain  provisions  of  the  said  Act.— (Mr.  McLelan.) 

Res.  prop,  and  in  Com.,  1278  ;  1°*  of  B.,  1279  (vol.  ii); 
Order  for  2°  dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  2899  (vol.  iv). 

Bill  (No.  133)  Further  to  amend  “  The  Steamboat  Inspec 
tion  Act,  1882.”— (Mr.  McLelan.) 

Res.  prop.,  1279 ;  in  Com.  and,  1°*  of  B„  1280  (vol.  ii)  ; 
2°  and  in  Com.,  2399 ;  3°*,  2421  (vol.  iii).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  75.) 

Bill  (No.  134)  Respecting  “The  Liquor  License  Act> 
1883.” — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

1°,  1281  (vol.  ii);  2°  m.,  2400  ;  2°*,  2402  (vol.  iii)  ;  in 
Com  ,  2768,  2894;  3°  m.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  2958  ; 
3°*,  2961  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  74.) 

Bill  (No.  135)  Further  to  amend  “  The  General  Inspection 
Act,  1874.”— (Mr.  Costigan.) 

Res.  (Chief  Inspector)  prop.,  1306;  in  Com.,  1307  ;  cone, 
in  and  1°*  of  B.,  1320  (vol.  ii) ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
2548 ;  3°,  2555  (vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  66.) 

Bill  (No.  136)  To  amend  the  Criminal  Law  of  Canada.—* 
(Mr.  Robertson,  Eastings.) 

1°,  1335  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  137)  To  make  further  provision  respecting 
Pawnbrokers.— (R)  from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  Small.) 

1°*,  1474  (vol.  ii). 

Bill  (No.  138)  For  the  relief  of  George  Branford  Cox.— 
(H)  from  the  Senate. — (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron.) 

1°  on  a  div.,  1473 ;  2°  on  a  div.,  1566  ;  in  Com.  and  3°  on  a 
div.,  1723  (vol.  ii).  (18-19  Vic.,  c.  85.) 

Bill  (No.  139)  To  amend  the  Act  in  relation  to  the  Library 
of  Parliament. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

Res.  prop.,  1658 ;  in  Com.,  1666 ;  1°*  of  B.,  1670  (vol. 
ii)  ;  2°,  2402  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com.,  2759  ;  3°  m  ,  Amt. 
(Mr.  Laurier)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  65)  2763 ;  3°  on  same 
div.  reversed,  2763  (vol,  iv).  (48-49  Vie.,  c.  45.) 
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Bill  (No.  140)  Respecting  the  North-West  Mounted  Police 
Force. — (T)  from  the  Senate. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald .) 

I0*,  1670  (vol.  ii)  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2772  ;  3°  m.,  2832  ; 
3°,  2833  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  54.) 

Bill  (No.  141)  Respecting  the  Administration  of  Justice, 
and  other  matters,  in  the  North-West  Territories. — (V) 
from  the  Senate. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

I0*,  2345 ;  Res.  prop.,  2531  (vol.  iii) ;  Res.  in  Com.,  2926 ; 
2°  of  B.,  2934  ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  Amt.  (Mr* 
Blake)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  67)  2957 ;  in  Com.  on  B.,  2961 ; 

M.  for  consdn.  of  B.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  neg.  (Y.  37, 

N.  79)  2968;  3°  m.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  3000;  deb. 
adjd.,  3002 ;  Order  for  rsmng.  adjd.  deb.,  3427 ;  Amt. 
neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  89)  3433  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  51.) 

Bill  (No.  142)  Respecting  Canned  Goods. — (U)  from  the 
Senate. —  (Mr.  Costigan.) 

1°*,  2345;  2°,  2439;  in  Com.,  2534  (vol.  iii),  2767;  3°*, 
2767  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  63.) 

Bill  (No.  143)  Respectingthe  Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs, 
and  Agricultural  Fertilizers. — (W)  from  the  Senate. — 
(Mr.  Bowell.) 

I0*,  2356  ;  2°,  2466 ;  in  Com.,  2467,  2541 ;  Res.  (remunera¬ 
tion  of  Analysts)  prop.,  2497 ;  in  Com.,  2541,  2542 
(vol.  iii),  2751 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts.,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Blake)  neg.  (Y.  42,  N.  60)  2751 ;  3°  of  B.,  2751  (vol. 
iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  67.) 

Bill  (No.  144)  To  authorize  the  augmentation  of  the  North- 
West  Mounted  Police. — (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.) 

Res.  prop.,  994  (vol.  ii) ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2402 ;  in 
Com.,  2415 ;  M.  to  receive  Rep.  of  Com.,  2421 ;  1°* 
of  B.,  2430  (vol.  iii) ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2770 ;  3®  m., 
2820;  3°  on  a  div.,  2822  (vol.iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  53.) 

Bill  (No.  145)  To  authorize  the  raising,  byway  of  Loan,  of 
certain  sums  of  money  for  the  Public  Service. — (Mr. 
Bowell.) 

Res.  prop.,  2391 ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2461 ;  in  Com.,  2463; 
M.  to  receive  Rep.  of  Com.,  2523 ;  1°*  of  B.,  2°*,  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  2526  (vol.  iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  43.) 

Bill  (No.  146)  To  amend  “  The  Consolidated  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  1883.” — (Mr.  Costigan.) 

Res.  prop.,  2421 ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2526 ;  in  Com., 
2528;  1«*  of  B.,  2529  ;  2°  m.,  2935;  2°*,  2536  (vol. 
iii);  in  Com.,  2968;  3°,  3002;  M.  to  cone,  in  Sen. 
Amts.,  3435  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  62.) 

Bill  (No*  147)  To  authorize  the  grant  of  certain  subsidies 
in  land  for  the  construction  of  the  Railways  therein 
mentioned.— (Sir  Hector  Langevin.) 

Res.  prop.,  782  (vol.  ii)  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2440  ;  in 
Com.,  2461,  2483,  2497  ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2533  ; 
1°*  of  B.,  2534  (vol.  iii)  ;  2°  m.,  2770,  2854 ;  in 
Com.,  2855  ;  Order  for  3°  read,  Amts.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2890  ;  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  86)  2893  ;  Amts.  (Mr.  Blake) 
neg.  on  same  div.,  2894  ;  3°*,  2894  (vol.  iv).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  60.) 

Bill  (No.  1 18)  To  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  a  Harbor  Master  at  the  Port  of  Halifax. — 
(Mr.  McLelan.) 


Res.  prop.,  2421  ;  in  Com.,  2522  ;  Res.  cone,  in  and  1°* 
of  B.,  2534  (vol.  iii)  ;  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2772 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  78.) 

Bill  (No.  149)  For  granting  to  Her  Majesty  the  sum  of 
$1,700,000  required  for  defraying  cortain  Expenses  now 
being  incurred  in  connection  with  the  Troubles  in  the 
North-West  Territories. — (Mr.  Bowell.) 

Res.  and  1°*,  2559 ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2855 ;  3°*,  2894  (vol, 
iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  42.) 

Bill  (No.  150)  To  authorize  the  advance  of  a  certain  sum 
to  the  Harbor  Commissioners  of  the  Harbor  of  Three 
Rivers. — (Mr.  Bowell.) 

Res.  prop.,  2497  ;  Res.  in  Com.,  2555  (vul.  iii)  ;  1°*  of 
B.,  2751 ;  2°  m,,  2934  ;  in  Com.,  2935  ;  3°*,  2957 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic  ,  c.  76.) 

Bill  (No.  151)  Respecting  the  Ocean  Mail  Service.— (Mr, 
Carling.) 

Res.  prop.,  2440  ;  Res.  in  Com.,  2555  (vol.  iii)  ;  M.  to 
rec.  Rep.  of  Com.,  2751 ;  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  2754  ; 
1°  of  B.,  2757  ;  Order  for  29  dsohgd.  and  B.  wthdn., 
3375  (vol.  iv). 

Bill  (No.  152)  To  amend  the  Consolidated  Militia  Act, 
1883. — (Mr.  Caron.) 

1°,  2853  ;  2°  m.,  3045  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3046  ;  3°*,  3075 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  72.) 

Bill  (No.  153)  Further  to  amend  the  Acts  respecting  the 
Candian  Pacific  Railway,  and  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
pletion  and  successful  operation  thereof. — (Mr.  Pope.) 

Res.  prop.,  2420  (vol.  iii)  ;  M.  for  Com.,  2559  ;  Amt.  (Mr, 
Cameron,  Huron)  2643;  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  100)  2723  ; 
in  Com.,  2724;  M.  to  rec.  Rep.  of  Com.,  2858  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  2858 ;  Amt.  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  2859  ;  in  Com.,  2859  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res, 
Amt.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2860  ;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  91)  2o61 1 
Amt.  (Mr.  Vail)  2861 ;  in  Com.,  2862  ;  on  M.  to  cone* 
in  Res.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Casey)  2862 ;  neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  91) 
2863 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Davies)  2863  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
2863  ;  neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  89)  2864  ;  Amt.  (Mr,  Mills) 
2864;  Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  2864;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  89) 
2865  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Watson)  2865  ;  neg.  (Y.  51,  N,  93) 
2868 ;  1°  of  B.,  2868  ;  2°  m.,  3024 ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
3031;  3°  m.,  3293;  agreed  to  (Y.  77,  N.  45)  3294 
(vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  57.) 

Bill  (No.  154)  Further  to  amend  the  Act  relating  to  the 
Culling  and  Measurement  of  Timber  in  the  Provinces  of 
Ontario  and  Quebec. — (Mr.  Costigan.) 

Res.  prop.,  2419  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res,,  2475  (vol.  iii)  ;  1° 
2°  and  in  Com.,  3043;  3°*,  3075  (vol.iv),  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  65.) 

Bill  (No.  155)  For  increasing  the  yearly  subsidy  to  the 
Province  of  Manitoba,  and  for  other  purposes  therein 
mentioned. —  (Mr.  Boivell.) 

Res.  prop.,  2420  (vol.  iii);  M.  for  Com.,  2775  ;  in  Com., 
2789,  2823;  further  Res.,  2889  ;  in  Coin.,  2924;  1°* 
of  B.,  2926  ;  2°  and  in  Cora.,  3047  ;  3°,  3075  (vol.  iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  50.) 
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Bill  (No.  156)  To  restriot  and  regulate  Chinese  Immigra¬ 
tion  into  the  Dominion  of  Canada. — (Mr.  Chapleau.) 

Res.  (Chinese  interpreter)  prop.,  2421  (vol.  iii)  ;  in  Com. 
on  Res.,  3023 ;  prop.  Res.  (poll  tax,  &c.)  2497  ;  M. 
for  Com.  on  Res.,  3002  ;  in  Com.,  3023  ;  1°*  of  B., 
3323 ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3050  ;  3°,  3075  (vol.  iv).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  71.) 

Bill  (No.  157)  To  amend  the  several  Acts  relating  to  Duties 
of  Customs  and  Excise. — (Mr.  Bowell .) 

1°,  3250;  2°*,  3434 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3435  (vol.  iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  61.) 

Bill  (No.  158)  To  authorize  the  granting  of  further  subsi¬ 
dies  to  and  making  further  provision  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  efficient  operation  of  the  Railways  therein 
described  — (Sir  Hector  Langevin.) 

Res.  prop.,  2531  (vol.  iii) ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  2971  ; 
in  Com.,  2974;  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3250  ;  1°*  of  B., 
3293  ;  2°  m.,  3380  ;  in  Com.,  3380-3399  ;  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Amts.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Kirk)  3401 ;  neg.  (Y.  40,  | 
N.  83)  3403 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  (Y.  43,  N.  79)  | 
3404;  3°*,  3404  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  58.) 

Bill  (No.  159)  For  facilitating  the  navigation  of  the  River 
St.  Lawrence,  in  and  near  the  harbor  of  Quebec.™ (Mr. 
McLelan  ) 

1°*,  3293;  Order  for  2°  read.,  3436;  2Q  m.,  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  6  m.  h.,  neg.,  3470;  2°*,  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  3470  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  77.) 

Bill  (No.  160)  Respecting  a  grant  of  land  to  the  Militia  on 
service  in  Manitoba  and  the  North-West.--(Mr.  Caron.) 

Res.  prop,,  3321 ;  M.  for  Com.,  3376  ;  in  Com.,  3377  ;  1®* 
of  B.,  3380  ;  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3470  (vol.  iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  73.) 

Bill  (No.  161)  To  provide  for  the  salaries  and  superannua¬ 
tion  and  travelling  allowances  of  certain  Judges  of 
certain  Provincial  Courts. — (Sir  Rector  Langevin.) 

Res.  prop.,  3293 ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res,,  3375 ;  in  Com.  and 
1°*  of  B,  3395;  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3436  (vol.  iv). 
(43-49  Vic.,  c.  56.) 

Bill  (No.  162)  To  provide  a  Salary  for  an  additional  County 
Court  Judge  in  the  Province  of  Manitoba. — (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald.) 

Res.  prop.,  3395  ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  3435  ;  1°*  of  B., 
3436  ;  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3470  (vol.  iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  55.) 

Bill  (No.  163)  For  granting  to  Her  Majesty  certain  sums  of 
money  required  for  defraying  certain  expenses  of  the 
Public  Service,  for  the  years  ending  respectively  the 
30th  June,  1885,  and  the  30th  June,  1886  ;  and  for 
other  purposes  relating  to  the  Public  Service,— (Mr. 
Bowell.) 

1°*  2°,  3°*,  3470  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  41.) 

Bill  (No.  164)  To  authorize  the  granting  of  the  subsidies 
therein  mentioned  in  aid  of  the  construction  of  certain 
Railways. — (Mr/  Pope.) 

Res.  prop.,  3457;  M.  for  Com.,  3470;  in  Com.,  3472; 
1°*,  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3473  (vol.  iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  59.) 


Bill  (No.  165)  To  continue  for  a  limited  time  the  Act 
therein  mentioned. — (Sir  Rector  Langevin.) 

1°*,  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3458  (vol.  iv).  (48-49  Vic, 
c.  52.) 

BILLS  ASSENTED  TO,  1516  (ii),  3475  (iv). 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes  Acts 
Amt.  B.  No.  16  (Mr.  Smyth).  1°*,  46  (i). 

Bills  of  Exchange  and  Promissory  Notes  Acts, 
Amt.  B.  No.  46  (Mr.  Gigault).  1°.  147  (i). 

Bill,  Mb.  S.  J.  R.,  and  Sawdust  Law  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Forbes)  14  (i). 

Bird  Island  Lighthouse,  N.S.,  Management  op  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Campbell,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Bingham,  Lieut.-Col.,  Deprivation  op  Command  :  M.  for 
Ret  *  (Mr.  Campbell,  Victoria)  1444  (ii). 

Black  Rod,  Gentleman  Usher  :  Messages  summoning  Com¬ 
mons  to  Senate,  1  (i),  1516  (ii),  3475  (iv). 

Bolduc,  Capt.  Ludger,  Resignation  op  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Landry,  Montmagny)  29  (i). 

Bolton,  Staff  Commander,  and  Dept,  op  Marine  and 
Fisheries  :  M.  for  Rap.  of  Auditor-General,  &o.  (Mr. 
McMullen)  135;  Dispute  with  Mr.  Tilton:  M.  for 
Rot.,*  312  (i). 

Bonded  Machinery  in  use  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  3320 
(iv). 

Bonds  Govt.,  Disappearance  from  Dept.  ;  Ques.  (Mr, 
Blake)  3371  (iv). 

Bonuses  Granted  to  Rys.,  Memorials,  &o.,  respecting: 

M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Fleming)  1443  (ii). 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  in  Ont.,  Pets,  for  Relief  of  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Wilson)  356  (i). 

Books  of  Account.  See11  Proof  of  Entries.’' 

Boots  for  the  Toronto  Militia  Corps  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
1744,  (iii). 

Borax:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (ii). 
BOUNDARIES : 

Alaska  and  B.  C. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor. ,  &c.  (Mr.  Gordon)  705  (i). 
British  Columbia’s  Eastern  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.*  (Mr.  Mills) 
633  (i). 

Ontario’s  Northerly  and  Westerly:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  JAsttr)  210. 

— - Claims  to  Country  North  op  Height  op  Land  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Mills)  61  (i). 

— —  Imperial  Legislation  respecting  :  Ques  (Mr.  Mills)  61, 
115  (i),  2864,  2998,  3321;  (remarks)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup., 
3437  (iv). 

■■  -  Northern,  Res.  op  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  1132  (ii). 

.  ■  ■—  Proposals  to  Parlt.  :  Ques  (Mr.  Blake)  667  (i). 

- —  Western  Boundary,  Argument  before  P.  C. :  M.  for  copies 

(Mr.  Rykert)  430  (i). 

Bounty  on  Manufactures  of  Iron  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.  C., 
&c.*  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Bounty  to  Fishermen,  payment  of,  in  Guysborough,  N.S. : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  2751  (iv). 

Bounty  to  Fishing  Vessels  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
98  (i). 

Bourinot’s,  Mr.,  Work:  Scarcity  of  copies  in  Library 
(remarks)  40  (i). 

Bradley,  W.  Ingles,  Services  of  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Som¬ 
erville,  Brant)  479  (i). 
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Branch  Lines,  C.P.R.,  Expenditure  on  :  M.  for  Stmnts.* 
(Mr.  Blake)  147;  Ques.,  694  (i). 

Brandon,  Postmaster  at,  Salary  and  Allowances  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  J.ister)  2029  (iii) . 

Brandon  to  Moose  Jaw,  C.P.E. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Watson) 
964  (ii). 

Brantford,  Waterloo  and  Lake  Erie  Ry.  Co.’s 
Incorp.  B.  No.  59  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant).  1°*,  170  ; 
2Q*,  281 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  567  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  20.) 
Bras  d’Or  Lakes,  Fish  oaught  and  Bounty  paid  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  McDougall,  Gape  Breton)  1443  (ii). 

Bras  St.  Nicholas,  Deepening  op  :  M.  for  copies  of  Pet.* 
(Mr.  Langelier)  312  (i). 

Bravery,  Distinctive,  Rewards  for  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain) 
2359  (iii). 

Breakwaters.  See  “  Marine  ”  and  “  Public  Works.” 
Brewers  and  Distillers,  Compensation  to  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Kranx)  236 ;  Deb.  (Mr.  Wells)  236  ;  (Mr.  Orton)  238  ; 
(Mr.  Sproule)  241;  (Mr.  Fisher)  242;  on  Amt.:  (Mr. 
Foster)  243,  247 ;  (Mr.  Jamieson)  252  ;  (Mr.  Fairbank) 
253  (i). 

Bridges  and  Trestles  on  C.P.R. :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Fdgar) 
100  (i). 

Bridges,  Booms,  &c.,  in  Nav.  Waters  Act  Amt. 

B.  No.  101  (Sir  Hector  Langevin).  1°,  605  (i) ;  2° 
m.,  893 ;  2°*  and  in  Com.,  894 ;  3°*,  895  (ii).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  6.) 

Bridge,  FrederictOD.  See  “  St.  John  River  Bridge.” 
BRITISH  COLUMBIA  : 

Agent  and  Contingencies,  B.C. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3308  (iv). 
Alaska  and  B.  O.  Boundary  :  M.  for  copies  of  Oor.,  <fcc.  (Mr. 
Gordon )  705  (i). 

Barrack  Huts,  Erection  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv). 

Buoys  in  Victoria  and  Nanaimo  Harbors:  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker , 
Victoria )  479  (i). 

Canadian  Pacific  Ry.  See  “  General  Heading.” 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Rep.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  29,  211  (i). 
Chinese  Immigration.  See  general  heading  and  B.  156. 

Civil  Service  Employes  in  B.C. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Baker ,  Vic¬ 
toria)  1442  (ii). 

Deep-Water  Fisheries  off  Coast  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
3073  (iv). 

Discovery  Island  Lighthouse  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  479  (i). 
Eastern  Boundary,  Cor.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Mills)  633  (i). 
Esquimalt  Graving  Dock:  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  743  (i)  ; 

in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  2916  (iv).  See  B.  7. 

Expenditure  for  Railways  in  B.C.:  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Vanasse) 
964  (ii). 

Fisheries  Inspector,  Appointment  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
694  (i). 

Immigrants  settled  in  B.C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  189  (i). 
Indian  Reserve  Lands  :  M.  for  copies  of  Oor.,  &c.*  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Manufacturing  Industries  Rep.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  594(i). 
Mbtlakatla  Indian  Troubles:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Shake¬ 
speare)  304  (i). 

Penitentiary,  Suspension  of  Rules  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Shakespeare) 
823  (ii). 

Port  Moody  and  Savona’s  Ferry:  Ques.  (Mr.  Homer)  146  (i). 
Port  Moody  Dock,  Tenders  for  Repair  :  Ques.  (Mr.  (7a«u/)816(ii). 
Public  Reserves  and  “fore-shore”  Rights:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Baker,  Victoria)  703  (i). 

Satuma  Island  Lighthouse  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  479  (i). 
Ry.  Belt  on  Vancouver  Island:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gordon)  290  (i). 


BEITISH  COLUMBIA— Continued. 

Ry.  Lands  in  B.C. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 

“  Sir  James  Douglas,”  Steamer  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  831  (ii). 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Service  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  743 
(i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3307  (iv). 

Telegraph  Cable  across  Juan  de  Fuoa  Straits  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

U.S.  and  Victoria  Mail  Subsidy:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2936  (iv). 

[See  also  “Dominion  Lands,”  “Indians,”  &c.] 

British  Medical  Act  and  Amts.  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.* 
(Mr .Bergin)  33  (i)  ;  Rets,  respecting  (remarks) '939  (ii). 
Brookville,  Westport  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie  Ry.  Co.’s 
Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3457  ;  in  Com.,  3472 
(iv). 

Brokerage  and  Commission  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 
Brooklyn,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  Wharfage  Collections  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  478  (i). 

Brosseau  &  Lisabelle,  Customs  Brokers,  Frauds,  &o.,  by  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1387  (ii). 

Buckram  ;  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  807  (ii). 

BUDGET,  The  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  76,  149, 
211;  Remarks  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  211;  (Annual  Stmnt.) 
313.  [For  Dob.  see  “  Ways  and  Means.”] 

Building  Societies.  See  “  Insolvent  Banks.” 

Buoys  in  Liverpool  Harbor,  N.S. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 
479  (i),  1914  (iii). 

Buoys  in  Yiotoria  and  Nanaimo  Harbors  :  Ques.  (Mr, 
Baker,  Victoria)  479  (i). 

Bureau  of  Agriculture,  establishment  of  a  :  Ques.  (Mr, 
Gigault)  76  (i). 

Burlington  Bay  Canal,  Soundings,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr, 
Robertson,  Hastings)  533  (i). 

Burgess,  A.  M.  See  “  Dominion  Lands.” 

Burglary,  &o.  See  Bs.  71  and  136. 

Business  of  the  House.  See  “  Govt.  Business.” 
Bye-Elections  since  1878:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 
Cabinet  Representation  for  B.O. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Shakes¬ 
peare)  235  (i). 

Calgary  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Watson)  351  (i). 

Calgary  and  Rocky  Mountains,  Cost  of  C.  P.  R.  between: 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 

Callander  and  Port  Arthur,  Cost  of  C.  P.  R.  between  : 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 

Callander  and  Port  Arthur,  Cost  of  Construction  and 
Equipment:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 
Cameron,  Mr.  D.  M. :  Election  sustained  on  Judge’s  Rep. 

on  Controverted  Election,  1  (i). 

Canada  Agricultural  Insurance  Co.,  Receipts  and  Ex¬ 
penditures  of  Liquidators,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Amyot)  303  (i), 

Canada  and  Antwerp  Steamship  Subvention  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2943  (iv). 

Canada  and  Germany  Steamship  Subvention  :  in  Com,  of 
Sup.,  2945  (iv). 

Canada  and  Jamaica  Confederation:  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.  (Mr.  Burpee)  505  (i). 
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Canada  Atlantic  Ky.  Co.’s  Subsidy:  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Pope)  3458  (iv). 

Canada  Central  Ry.,  Bonuses  to  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lan- 
derkin )  86  (i). 

Canada  Co-operative  Supply  Association  B. 

No-  81  (Mr.  Curran ).  1°*,  349  ;  2°*,  428 ;  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  693  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  31.) 

Canada  N.W.  Land  Co.,  Stock  Invested  in  by  C.P.R. :  Mt 
for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 

Canada  Shipping  Co.  and  I.C.R.  Freight  Rates  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Blake)  144  (i). 

Canada  Southern  Ry.  Co.  and  Erie  and  Niagara 
Ry.  Co.’s  B.  No.  9  (Mr.  Bergin).  1°*,  40 ;  2°*,  57 ;  ia 
Com.  245;  3°*,  281  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  15.) 

Canada  Southern  Ry.  Mail  Service  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr, 
Wight)  120  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  65  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy).  1°,  235  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  67  (Mr. 

Baker,  Victoria).  1°,  246  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  88  (Mr.  Towns- 
hend),  1°*,  362  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  92(Mr.  Jamieson). 
1°,  448 ;  Qnes.  and  M.  to  fix  a  day  for  2°,  713  (i)  ;  2° 
m.,  949;  Amt:  (Mr.  Ives)  951;  neg.  (Y.  17,  N.  109) 
954;  2°  agreed  to  (Y.  108,  N.  15)  954;  in  Com.,  954; 
3°  m.,  1045;  Amt.  (Mi*.  Weldon)  to  recom.,  1045;  in 
Com.,  1046  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Bourbeau)  to  recom.,  1047 ;  in 
Com.,  1047 ;  on  M.  to  cone.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Burpee)  1047  ; 
neg.  (Y.  49,  N.  86)  1050;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Townshend)  to  recom.,  1050 ;  in  Com.,  1050 ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Hickey)  to  recom.,  1051 ;  agreed  to  (Y.  68,  N.  64) 
1054 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  to  recom.,  1059 ; 
neg.  (Y.  39,  N.  78)  1062  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  King's) 
to  recom.,  neg.,  1062 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Gigault)  to  recom., 
neg.,  1062;  3°,  1063  (ii)  ;  M.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  to 
consdr.  Sen.  Amts.,  2600;  consdn.  of  Sen.  Amts., 
2644;  (Amt.)  2645;  neg.  (Y.  75,  M.  84)  2647;  (Amt.) 
2648;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  108)  2651 ;  (Amt.)  neg.  (Y.  75, 
N.  90)  2552;  Amts.,  2653-2657;  Amt.  (Mr.  Small) 
2660;  neg.  (Y.  78,  N.  86)  2670;  Amt.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Victoria)  2674;  neg.,  2675  (iv). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  99  (Mr. 
Bourbeau).  1°,  605  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  No.  112  (Mr. 

Gigault).  1°,  743  (i). 

Can.  Temp.  Act,  1878: 

Certificates  of  Liquor  sold  under  in  N.S. :  M.  for  Ret,  (Mr. 
Kirk)  147  (i). 

Liquor  Certificates  granted  under  in  Halton  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  McCraney)  67 ;  Prosecutions  under  and  Druggists’ 
Licenses  :  Ques.,  1306  (ii),  3320  (iv). 

Memorials,  &o.,  Respecting:  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Kranz)  448  (i). 
Petitions  Respecting  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Foster)  533  (i). 

Quebec  Act,  Working  of  under  :  M.  for  Oor.  (Mr.  Bergeron)  307  (i). 
Ques.  (Mr.  Robertson ,  Shelburne)  363  (i). 

Revenue  derived  prom  Sale  of  Liquor  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Rykert)  313  (i). 

Supreme  Court  Case  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron)  45  (i). 
Yotings  under  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Fisher)  121  (i). 


Canadian  Agent  at  Paris,  Appointment  of,  &o.  :  M.  for 
Papers  (Mr.  Bergeron)  92S  (ii) . 

[See  “  Fabre,  Mr.”] 

Canadian  Contingent  for  the  Soudan  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
563  (i). 

Canadian  Fisheries  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.C.,  &c.  (Mr.  Mu- 
lock)  55  (i). 

C.  P,  R.  Go’s.  Acts  Amt.  B.  No.  153  (Mr.  Pope).  Res. 
prop.,  2420  (iii)  ;  M.  for  Com.,  2559  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Cam¬ 
eron,  Huron)  2643  ;  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  100)  2723;  in  Com., 
2724  ;  M.  to  roc.  Rep.  of  Com.,  2858  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Cam¬ 
eron,  Huron)  2858  ;  Amt.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  2859 ; 
in  Com.,  2859  ;  on  M.to  cone,  in  Res.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Charl¬ 
ton)  2860  ;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  91)  2861;  Amt.  (Mr.  Vail) 
2861;  in  Com.,  2862;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  Amt. 
(Mr.  Casey)  2862  ;  neg.  (Y.  55,  N.  91)  2863 ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Davies)  2863  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  2863 ;  neg. 
(Y.  55,  N.  89)  2864;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  2864;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Weldon)  2864;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  89)  2865;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Watson)  2865  ;  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  93)  2868  ;  1°  of 
B.,  2888  ;  2°  m.,  3084  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3031  ;  3°  m., 
3293  ;  agreed  to  (Y.  77,  N.  45)  3294  (iv).  (48-49  Vic., 
c.  57.) 

Canadian  Pacific  Employes  Relief  Association 
Xneorp.  B.  No  75  (Mr.  Gault).  1°*,  313 ;  2°*, 
490  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  23.) 
CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RY.  Loan  B.  153  (Mr.  Pope)  :  prop. 
Res,,  2420  ;  M.  for  Com.  (Annual  Stmnt.)  2559  ;  Deb. 
(Mr.  Chapleau)  2565  ;  (Mr.  Blake)  2586  ;  (Mr.  Ives) 
2622  ;  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  2630 ;  Amt.  2643  ;  (Mr. 
Charlton)  2676  ;  (Mr.  McCarthy)  2688  ;  (Mr.  Davies) 
2692  ;  (Mr.  Foster)  2702  ;  (Mr.  McMullen)  2708;  (Mr. 
Ross)  2712  ;  (Mr.  Dawson)  2718 ;  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 
2720  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  100) 
2723  ;  on  M.  for  2°  of  B.  (Mr.  Edgar)  2024  (iii). 
CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAY : 

Advances  to  Co.  by  Govt.:  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1305  (ii). 
Agreement  by  Co.  to  Terms  of  Res.  :  Ques.  (Hr.  Blake)  1915  (iii). 
Allowances  to  Canadian  Manufacturers  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
•  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 

Amended  Plans  and  Profiles,  B.C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  362  (i). 
Amounts  due  to  Contractors  and  non-payment  by  Co.  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Charlton)  533. 

Avalanches  in  the  Selkirk  Range  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  394  (i). 
Branch  Lines  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  694(1). 

Brandon  to  Moose  Jaw:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 

B.  C.  Sections,  Work  on:  M.  for  Rep.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  204  (i). 
Callander  and  Port  Arthur,  Cost  and  Equipment  :  M.  for  Stmnt. 
Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 

Casualties  on  Main  Line  and  Branches  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Mitchell)  226  (i). 

Changs  in  Arrangements,  Cor.  between  Co.  and  Govt.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Blake)  695  (i),  1744,  1913,  2029  (iii). 

Completion  of  Line  west  of  Winnipeg,  Dates,  &o.  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 

Connection  with  Ontario  System,  offers  to  construct  lines  :  M. 

for  copies*  (Mr.  Mulock)  532*  (i),  1444  (ii)  ;  Ques.,  569  (i). 
Connection  with  Quebec  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar)  (iii). 

Construction  from  Winnipeg  to  615  miles  west,  Cost  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  226. 

Construction  near  Lytton,  B.C.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Blake)  225  (i). 
Construction  on  the  Fraser:  M  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  204  (i). 
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Canadian  pacific  railway— continued. 

Construction,  Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  of  sums 
paid  to  Co.  (Mr.  Casey)  123  (i). 

Contractors,  &c.,  non-payment  op  by  Co.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Charlton)  533  (i). 

Curves,  Grades  and  Tangents:  M.  for  Ret.,*  67;  Ques.  (Mr. 

Blake)  632,  694,  744  (i),  888  (ii),  2239  (iii). 

Debt,  Floating  and  Unsecured  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  219  (i), 
1677  (ii). 

Earnings  and  Working  Expenses  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  816  (i). 
Earnings,  gross  and  net,  and  Expenses  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake) 
61  (i). 

Eastern  Section,  Estimated  Cost  :  Ms.  for  copies  of  Estimate  (Mr. 
Edgar)  299,  300,  302  (i). 

Eastern  Section,  Western  Division,  Estimates  :  M.  for  copies 
(Mr.  Edgar)  299  (i). 

Employes,  names  op,  Salary,  Fee,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Mc¬ 
Mullen)  56  (i). 

Employes  Relief  Association.  See  B.  75. 

Engineers’  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3417  (iv). 

Expenditure,  Cost  op  Equipment,  Sums  Paid  for  Extension,  &c.*  : 
M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  147  (i). 

Expenditure  to  complete  Govt.  Construction  :  Ques.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  1130  (ii). 

Extension  to  Quebec,  Papers,  &o.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  1677  (ii), 
2239  (iii). 

Forty-Mile  Belt  in  B.C.  :  Memo,  read  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
1983  (iii). 

Gaps  on,  North  op  Lake  Superior  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Bowell) 
838  (ii). 

Govt.  Mortgage,  Changes  in  relation  to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
36  (i). 

Govt.  Sections  in  B.  C.,  Working  op,  by  Contractors:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  632  (i). 

Homesteads  within  Ry.  Belt  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  567  (i). 
Immigration  to  Man.  and  N.W.,  Cor.  between  Govt,  and  Co. 

M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant)  147  (i). 

Interest  paid  to  Govt,  by  Co.  on  Loans  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
350  (i),  1677  (ii),  1955  (iii). 

Interest,  payment  of  by  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  1677  (ii). 
Laborers’  Wages,  payment  op,  on  Construction  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  290  (i). 

Land  Area  in  48-Mile  Belt  accepted  by  Co.:  Stmnt.  (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald)  782  (ii). 

Land  Grant  accepted  by  Co.,  Acres  :  Que3.  (Mr.  Blake)  568, 
744  (i)  ;  Stmnt.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  862. 

Land  Grant  and  Land  Grant  Bonds  :  Ms,  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake) 
92,  100  (i). 

Lands  rejected  by  Co.  outside  Ry.  Belt  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  927  (i). 
Legislation  Respecting:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  57  (i). 

Loan  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  29  (i) ;  payment  of  Interest  on,  1131  (ii). 
Loan  $30,000,000,  Payment  on  Account  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  1130  (ii). 

Location  and  Lands  set  apart,  &c.:  M.  for  Maps*  (Mr.  Blake)  46  (i). 
Location  op  Line  in  B.  C.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2239  (iii). 

North  American  Contracting  Co.,  position  op  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Blake)  145  (i). 

North  Shore  Line  Subsidy  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Laurier)  41  (i). 
Plans  and  Profiles,  Amended  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  362  (i), 

Port  Moody  and  Savona’s  Ferry,  extension  op  time:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Homer)  146  (i). 

Port  Moody  Wharf  and  Freight  Si*d  :  M.  for  plans,  &c.  (Mr. 
Blake)  295  (i). 

Postal  and  Transport  Service:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1744 (iii). 
Progress  Estimates  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar)  235 ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
188  ;  for  Feb.,  429  (i). 

Rails  for  Govt.  Section,  B.  C.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1914  (iii). 
Receipts  and  Expenditures  :  M.  for  Stmnts.*  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 
Relief  of  Co.  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  350  (i). 

Reserve  op  $960,000  for  extension  to  Quebec  :  M.  for  copies  ot 
Cor.*  (Mr.  Laurier)  533  (i). 
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Returns  respecting,  number  and  Cost  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Hesson) 
481  (i)  ;  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  782,  1565  (ii),  3371  (iv). 

Rolling  Stock  on  Western  Division,  Change  in  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Edgar)  302  (i). 

Rolling  Stock,  payment  of  Duties  on  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  888  (ii). 
Roundhouse  on  Private  Property  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2030  (iii). 
Route,  Rolling  Stock,  Receipts  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 
Section  B.,  Award  op  $34,179. 17  Credits  in  Public  Accts.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Edgar)  114  (i). 

Section  B.,  Award  to  Contractors  :  M.  for  copy  of  Case  submitted 
to  Arbitrators  (Mr.  Casey)  131  (i). 

Section  B.,  Award  to  Contractors:  (Mr.  Casey)  Ques.,  78;  M.  for 
copy  of  Rep.  of  Judge  Clark,  132  (i). 

Section  B,,  Arbitration, '.Evidence  taken  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  112; 
M.  for  copies,  206  (i). 

Section  B.,  Case  submitted  to  Arbitration:  M.  for  copy  (Mr. 
Casey)  206  (i). 

Section  B.,  Copy  of  Claim  put  in  by  Contractors  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Casey)  134  (i). 

Section  B.,  Engineers’  Report  on  re-measurement,  &c.  ;  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Casey)  121  (i). 

Section  B.,  Opinion  op  Counsel  as  to  binding  character  op  Award  ; 
Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  77  (i). 

Shareholders  and  Stock  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  503  (i). 
Short  Line  Route  to  Maritime  Provinces;  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Landry ,  Montmagny)  33  (i). 

St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  Quebec:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.*  (Mr. 
Laurier)  533  (i). 

Stock  sold  formerly  pledged  for  a  Loan  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mf: 
Blake)  45  (i). 

Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3296  (iv). 

Subsidy  to  the  North  Shore  Line:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Laurier)  41  (i). 

Sums  paid  or  advanced  to  Co.  as  Interest  or  Subsidy  ;  Ques.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  1677  (ii). 

Tariff  Rates  for  Passengers,  &c.,  West  op  Winnipeg  ;  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Watson)  964  (i). 

Terminus  on  Atlantic  Ocean,  Surveys  op  several  proposed  Lines; 

M.  for  Reps,  of  Engineers  (Mr.  Lesage)  38  (i). 

Timber  Dues  to  Govt,  by  Co.  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  479  (i). 

Town  Sites,  Sales  op  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Train  Service  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Trestles  and  Bridges  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Edgar)  100, 105  (i). 

Van  Horne,  Mr.,  Report  op:  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Blake)  208  (i). 
Vernon  Smith’s  Rep.  of  Survey  ;  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Lesage)  294  (i). 
Western  Terminus,  plan  of  proposed  route  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr. 
Blake)  145  (i). 

Winnipeg  to  Brandon,  &o.,  completion  op  main  line  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Watson)  964  (i). 

Canadian  Voyageurs,  names,  &c.:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright )  210  (i). 

Canal  from  Graveniiurst  Bay  to  River  Severn  :  M,  for 
copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Cockburn')  202  (i). 

CANALS.  See  “  Supply,”  &c. 

Canned  Goods  B.  No.  142  (Mr.  Costigan ).  1°*,  2345 ; 
2°,  2439;  in  Com.,  2534  (iii),  2767;  3°*,  2767  (iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  63.) 

Canned  Goods,  Law  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Gault )  57  (i), 
CAPE  BRETON; 

Bounty  paid  on  Fish  caught  in  Bras  d’Or  Lakes  :  M.  for  Stmnt.® 
(Mr.  M cDougall)  1443  (ii). 

Cape  Breton  Ry.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2239  (iii)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3418  (iv).' 

Claims  under  Terms  op  Confederation  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Inverness)  607  (i). 

Life-saving  Apparatus  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Dodd)  289  (i). 
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CAPE  BRETON — Continued. 

Roaohb,  M.,  and  Pilotage  Commission  :  Ques.  (Mr,  Blake)  3427  (iv). 
Tblegbaph  System  on  Island  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Inverness)  78  (i). 
Vacancy  in  the  Representation  and  Ret.  of  Member,  1  (i). 

Cape  St.  Ignace,  Station  at  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain )  246  (i). 
Cape  Tormentine  Railway,  Connection  with  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Davies )  2997  (iv). 

Cape  Traverse  Branch  Ky.,  Payment  to  Contractors 
for  construction:  Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  694  (i). 

Capital  Account,  Expenditure  on:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright )  45  (i). 

Carlton,  Evacuation  of,  Rep.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567  (ii). 
Carriers  by  Land  B.  No.  5  (Mr.  Coughlin).  1°*,  29 ; 
2°  m.,  102  (i). 

Carriers  by  Land  B.  No.  13  (Mr.  McCarthy).  1°*, 
40  ;  2°  m.,  254,  282  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Curran)  6  m.  h.,  285  ; 
neg.  (Y.  64,  N.  74)  and  2°*,  289  (i). 

Caron,  Clovis,  Salary  and  Expenses  as  Fishery  Over¬ 
seer  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blondeau)  290 ;  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.,* 
532  (i). 

Carpet  Mats  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  856  (ii). 
Cascumpec  Harbor  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  479  (i). 
Casualties  on  G.  T.  R.  and  C.  P.  R.  and  Branches  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  226 ;  on  I.  C.  R.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
100  (i). 

Caughnawaga  Indian  Agency  :  M.  for  copy  of  Rep.  (Mr. 
Holton)  1443  (ii). 

Cavalry  Schools.  See  “  Militia.” 

Qensus  in  Manitoba  and  North-West  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Far¬ 
row)  149  (i). 

Census,  Man.,  N.W.T.,  &c.,  B.  No.  21  (Mr.  Pope). 
1?  of  B.  and  Res.  prop.,  46  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  74  ; 
in  Com.  75  ;  M.  to  receive  Rep.  of  Com.,  125 ;  Res. 
agreed  to  and  2°  of  B.,  126  ;  in  Com.,  171  ;  consdn,  m. 
and  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  torecom.,  212  ;  neg. 
on  a  div.,  212  ;  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  recom., 
213  ;  neg.  (Y.  62,  N.  120)  215  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  to 
recom.,  215  ;  neg.  on  a  div.,  215  ;  3°*,  215  (i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  3.) 

Central  Bank  of  N.B.  B.  No.  40  (Mr.  Temple). 
lc*,  125  ;  2°*,  180  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  939  (ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  11.) 

Central  Ont.  Ry.  Co’s.  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Pope) 
3458  ;  in  Com.,  3473  (iv). 

Central  Prison  of  Ont.  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  129  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald).  1°*,  1^26  (ii)  ;  2°,  in  Com.  and 
3°*  2402  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  79.) 

Certificates  of  Liquor  granted  in  Co.  of  Halton  :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  McCraney)  67  (i). 

Chains,  Iron  or  Steel  :  in  Com,  on  Ways  and  Moans,  849 
(ii). 

Change  of  Names  inN.W.T.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Tasst)  2359  (iii). 
Chapleau,  Sheriff,  communications  from,  re  Outbreak  : 
Quos.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Charlinch  Post  Office,  appointment  or  removal  of 
Postmaster,  &c. :  M.  for  Papers  (Mr.  Blake)  708  (i). 
Charlottetown  Public  Buildings,  construction  of  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Weldon)  2359  (iii). 


Chenevert,  J.  A.,  employment  of  by  Pub.  Works  Dept.  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Laurier)  429  (i). 

Cherrier,  Geo.  E.,  Indian  Agent  at  Caughnawaga,  dismis¬ 
sal  of  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Holton)  1443  (ii). 

China  and  porcelain  ware  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means 
847  (ii). 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Rep.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  29, 
211  ;  presented  (Mr.  Chapleau)  234  (i). 

Chinese  Commission,  rooms  rented  and  payment  of  Secre¬ 
tary:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  567  (i). 

Chinese  Commission  :  M.  for  copy  of  Commission,  Names 
of  Commissioners,  salary,  &c.  (Mr.  McMullen)  56  (i). 
Chinese  Immigration,  legislation  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  505,  632  (i). 

Chinese  Immigration:  Deb.  on  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Chapleau) 
3002;  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  3011;  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
3013 ;  (Mr.  Gordon)  3022  ;  (Mr.  Homer)  3022  (iv). 
Chinese  Immigration  Restriction  B.  No.  124 
(Mr.  Chapleau).  1°,  1037  (ii)  ;  wthdn,,  3023  (iv). 
Chinese  Immigration  Restriction  B.  No.  156  (Mr. 
Chapleau).  Res.  (Chinese  Interpreter)  prop.,  2421  (iii)  ; 
in  Com.  on  Res.,  3023 ;  prop.  Res.  (Poll  Tax,  &o.)  2497 ; 

M.  for  Com.  on  Res.,  3002 ;  in  Com,,  3023 ;  1°*  of  B., 
3323;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3050;  3°,  3075  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  71.) 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  No.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau). 
1°,  101 ;  Res.  prop.,  210  ;  Res.  (Letter  Carriers)  in  Com., 
270;  Res.  (C.  S.  Examiners,  &c.)  in  Com.,  273,  281 
(i)  ;  cone,  m.,  889 ;  cone,  in,  892 ;  2°  of  B.  m.,  1095  ; 
2°  and  in  Com.,  1097-1130,  1281 ;  3°  m.,  1282  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Mitchell)  3  m.  h.,  1282;  neg.  (Y.  67,  N.  112)  1286  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Casey)  to  recom.,  1291 ;  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  107) 
1293 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  recom.,  1294 ;  neg.  (Y.  58, 

N.  104)  1296  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Davies)  to  recom.,  1297 ;  neg. 
(Y.  57,  N.  103)  1301 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Lister)  to  recom., 
neg.  on  same  div.,  1303  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  to  recom., 
1303  ;  neg.  on  same  div.,  1304 ;  3°  on  a  div.,  1304  (ii)  ; 
M.  to  cone,  in  Senate  Amts.,  1823,  2396  (iii).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  46.) 

Civil  Service  Yolunteers  :  Remarks  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  3053  (iv). 

Cholera,  precautions  against  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Amyot)  568  (i). 
Church  Point  and  Trout  Cove  Piers,  Engineers  Rep.  : 

M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Vail)  54  (i). 

Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  28  (i). 
Civil  Service  Employes  in  B.C.,  names,  &o.  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  1442  (ii). 

Claims  of  Contractors  of  Sec.  B.  See  “  C.  P.  R.” 

Claims,  &c.,  of  Half-breeds  (Mr  .Blake).  See  “  HalF- 

BREEDS.” 

Claim  of  Staff  Commander  Bolton.  See  “  Bolton.” 
Claims  of  Man.  :  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  202  (i).  See  B.  155. 
Clark,  G.  M.  K.  (Judge)  Sums  paid  to  from  1879  to  ’84: 

M.  for  Ret.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  697  ;  Ques.,  235  (i). 
Clark,  Judge,  Rep.  re  Award  Sec.  B.  See  “  C.P.R.” 
Clarke’s  Crossing,  Arrival  of  Troops  at:  Telegrams 
read  (Mr.  Caron)  1205  (ii). 
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Clearing  Vessels  without  Harbor  Master’s  Certifi¬ 
cate:  Ques.  (Mr. Painf)  862  (ii). 

Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  :  Lists  of  Vacancies) 
Writs  issued,  and  New  Members  returned,  1,  113  (i)> 
1192, 1385  (ii),  30*72  (iv). 

Clerks  of  Works.  See  “  Public  Works.” 

Clothing  and  Great  Coats  :  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  2906  (iv). 
Cloyer  Point,  B.C.,  Telegraph  Cable  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Baker,  Victoria )  1443  (ii): 

Coal  entered  Ex-warehouse,  Free,  or  for  Exportation  : 

M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Weldon )  100  (i). 

Coal,  Spring  Hill  Mines  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Me  Mullen)  533(i). 
Coal  Lands,  Sales  and  Leases:  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr. 

Charlton )  209  (i).  See  “  Dominion  Lands.” 

Coal,  Purchase  of  for  Public  Buildings,  Quantity  and 
Value:  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Kir k)  313  (i). 

Coal,  Tenders  to  Supply  Fog- whistles,  &c.,  in  Bay  of 
Fundy  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne)  533  (i). 
Coffin’s  Island  Lighthouse,  protection  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  1915  (iii). 

Collins,  J.  E.,  sums  paid  to  For  services  :  M.  for  Ret., 
(Mr.  McMullen)  699  (i). 

Colonial  and  Indian  Exhibition  B.  No.  126  (Mr. 
Pope).  Res.  prop.,  451  (i)  ;  in  Com,,  892  ;  Res.  cone, 
in  and  1°*  of  B.,  1064  (ii)  ;  2°,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2399 
(iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  44.) 

Colonization  Co.'s  Modification  of  Agreements  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Edgar)  2241  (iii). 

Colored  Labels  for  Fruit:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  857  (ii). 

Commercial  Bank  of  Windsor  B.  No.  117  (Sir 
Leonard  Tilley).  1°*,  832 ;  29,  1671 ;  Order  dschgd. 
and  B.  ref.  to  Com.  on  Banking  and  Commerce,  1677 
(ii) ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2396  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  84.) 
Commercial  Treaty  with  Jamaica  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
2854  (iv). 

COMMITTEES : 

Bankruptby  ;  M.  for  Sp.  Com.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  47  ;  Mess. 

from  His  Ex.  referred  to  Com  ,  102  (i). 

Debates,  Official  Rep,  :  M.  for  Com.  to  supervise,  28  (i). 

Library  :  M.  for  Joint  Com.  of  both  Houses,  36  (i). 

Select  Standing  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  2  ;  M.  for  Com.  to 
prepare  lists,  27  ;  Lists  presented,  30  ;  cone,  in,  32 ;  Remarks 
(Mr.  Blake >  67  (i). 

Commissioners  on  Chinese  Difficulty  in  B.  C. :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen)  56  (i).  See  “  Chinese.” 
Commissioner  to  England.  See  “  High  Commissioner.” 
Commission,  I.  C.  R.  See  “  Robertson,  J.  D.” 

Commission  on  Half-Breed  Claims.  See  “  Half-Breeds.” 
COMMONS.  See  “  House  of  Commons.” 

Communication  with  Imp.  Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr  .Blake)  1744  (iii). 
Communication  with  P.  E.  I.  (Str.  Lansdowne)  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  927. 

Compensation  for  Losses:  Ques.  (Mr.  Ross)  3321  (iv). 
COMPANIES : 

Amherst  and  P.  E.  I.  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  :  M.  to  introd.  (Mr.  Townshend) 
349  (i). 

Brantford,  Waterloo  and  Lake  Erie  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  59. 
Calgary,  Edmonton  and  Athabasca  Landing  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  73. 


COMPANIES  —Continued. 

Canada  Agriodltdral  Insurance  Co.’s  Liquidation  :  M.  forStmnt. 
(Mr.  Amyot)  303  (i). 

Canada  Co-operative  Supply  association.  See  B.  81. 

Canada  Southern  Ry.  Co„  &c.  See  B.  9. 

Canadian  Pacific  Employes  Relief  Association.  See  B.  75. 
Colonization  Co.’s  Agreements,  Petitions,  &c.  ;  M.  for  copies 
(Mr.  Blake)  92  (i)  ;  Ques.,  1678  (ii),  2241  (iii). 

Dominion  Grange  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Association.  See  B.  65. 
Dominion  Drainage  Co.  See  B.  28. 

Erie  and  Niagara  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  9. 

Fort  Macleod  Ranohe  Telegraph  Co.  See  B.  80. 

Fredericton  and  St.  Mary’s  Ry.  Bridge  Co.  See  B.  60. 

Great  Western  and  Lake  Ont.  Shore  Junction  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  38. 
Halifax  Steam  Nav.  Co.,  moneys  paid  to;  M,  for  copies  of  Reps  , 
&c.  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 

Hamilton,  Guelph  and  Buffalo  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  77. 

Hamilton  Provident  and  Loan  Society.  See  B.  114. 

Huron  and  Ont.  Ship  Canal  Go.  See  B  69. 

Insurance  Co.’s,  Loan  Co.’s  and  Building  Societies.  See  B.  66. 
International  Coal  Co.  See  B.  51. 

International  Ferries.  See  B.  17. 

Kootenay  Ry.  Co.  of  B.C.  See  B.  83. 

Lake  Erie,  Essex  and  Detroit  River  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  24. 

London  Life  Insurance  Co.  See  B.  76. 

Manitoba  Central  Ry.  Co.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  862  (ii). 

Manitoba  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co.  of  Canada.  See  Bs.  74 
and  147. 

Ont.  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  72. 

Port  Credit  Harbor  Co.,  Reports  made  to  Govt.  :  M.  for  copies 
(Mr.  Platt)  124  (i). 

Portage  la  Prairie  and  Lake  of  the  Woods  Ry.  and  Nav.  Co. 
See  B.  63. 

Qu’Appelle  and  Long  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Ry.  andStmBt.  Co. 
See  B.  147. 

Richelieu  and  Ont.  Navigation  Co.  See  B.  61. 

River  St.  Clair  Ry.,  Bridge  and  Tunnel  Co.  See  B.  8. 

Rook  Lake,  Souris  and  Brandon  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  110. 

Royal  Canadian  Insurance  Co.  See  ii.  43. 

Rush  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Ry.  and  Nav.  Co.  See  B.  79. 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Bridge  Co.  See  B.  52. 

South  Saskatchewan  Valley  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  37. 

West  Ont.  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  94. 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Ry,  Co.  See  Bs.  82  and  91. 

Wood  Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  23. 

[Nes  Bs.  147,  158  and  164.] 

Conally,  Capt.  See  “  Dummy  Lighthouse.” 
CONCURRENCE.  See  “  Supply.” 

Consolidated  Five  per  cent.  Loan  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright )  484  (i). 

Consolidated  Fund,  Receipts  and  Expenditure  :  M.  for 
Rot.*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  30  (i). 
Congregational  Missionary  Societies’  Confirm¬ 
ation  B.  No.  54  (Mr.  Abbott).  1°*,  170;  2°*  259; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  34.) 
Consolid.  Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.  B.  146 

(Mr.  Costigan),  Res.  prop.,  2421 ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res., 
2526;  in  Com.,  2528;  1®*  of  B.,  2529;  2°  m.,  2935; 
2°*,  2536  (iii)  ;  in  Com.,  2968 ;  3°,  3002 ;  M.  to  cone, 
in  Sen.  Amts.,  3435  (iv).  (48-49  Vic,  c.  62.) 

Consolid.  Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  20  (Sir 
Leonard  Tilley).  1°,  46  ;  2°,  126  (i)  ;  in  Com.,  2430  ; 
Order  for  3°,  2532  ;  deb.  adjd.,  2533  (iii)  ;  ref.  back  to 
Com.,  2768  ;  3°,  2770  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  49.) 
Consolid-  Militia  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  152  (Mr.  Caron). 
1°,  2853 ;  2°  m.,  3045 ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3046 ;  3°*, 
3075  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  72.) 
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Consolid.  Ry.  Act,  1879,  Amt.  B.  No.  30  (Mr. 

Wells).  1°,  101  (i). 

Consolid-  Ry.  Act,  1879,  Amt.  B.  No.  35  (Mr* 

Bergeron).  1°*,  113  (i). 

Consolid.  Ry.  Act,  1879,  Amt.  B.  No.  Ill  (Mr. 

Mulock).  1°,  742,  (i). 

■Consolid.  op  the  Statutes,  Eep.  op  Commissioners  :  pre¬ 
sented  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  32  (i). 
Constitutionality  op  Can.  Temp.  Act.  See  “  Lughrin.” 
Contracts  for  Printing  since  1867 :  M.  for  copies^  (Mr. 
(Rykert)  246  (i). 

Contingencies,  Deptl.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914,  916, 921,  923, 
925,  927  (ii). 

Controverted  Elections  Acts  Amt.  Bill  No.  98 

(Mr.  Mulock).  1°,  605  (i). 

Controverted  Elections.  See  “  Elections  ”  and  respective 
Districts  ;  also  “  House  of  Commons.” 

Copyright,  Law  of  :  prop.  Ees.  respecting  (Mr.  Edgar ) 
708  (i). 

Correspondents  Dismissed  from  Camp.  See  “  Distur¬ 
bance  in  the  N.  W.” 

Cornwall  Canal:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (iv). 

Cornwall  Public  Buildings  :  Ques.  (Mr .Lister)  2997  (iv). 
Corpus  Christi,  Ad jmt.  for  :  M.  (Sir  John  A,  Macdonald) 
2301  (iii). 

Coste,  Louis  and  Eugene,  Employment  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Lister)  1131  (ii) 

Cotton  Bed-quilts:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  857  (ii). 
Cotton  Yarns  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (ii). 
County  Court  Judges’  Salaries  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Holton)  3075 
(iv). 

County  Court  Judge,  Man.,  Salary  Provision  B. 

No.  162  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald).  Ees.  prop.,  3395  ; 
in  Com.  on  Ees.,  3435  ;  1°*  of  B  ,  3436  ;  2°*  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  3470  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  55.) 

Court  of  Claims  for  Canada  B.  No.  93  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin).  1°,  449  (i)  ;  prop.  Ees.,  777  (ii)  ;  Order 
for  2°  dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  2439  (iii). 

Court  of  Ry.  Commissioners  B.  No- 12  (Mr.  McCar¬ 
thy).  1°,  40  (i). 

Cox,  Geo.  Branford,  Relief  B.  No.  138  (Mr.  Cam¬ 
eron,  Huron).  1°  on  a  div.,  1473;  2°  on  a  div.,  1566; 
in  Com.  and  3°,  on  a  div.,  1723  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  85.) 
Criminal  Law  Amt.  B.  No.  57  (Mr.  Ouimet).  l®, 
170  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Assault  and  Battery)  B. 

No.  42  (Mr.  Tapper).  1°*,  125;  2c>m.,  218 ;  deb.  adjd., 
219  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Burglary,  &c.)  B.  No.  71 

(Mr.  Robinson,  Hastings).  1°,  270  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt  (Burglary,  &c )  B.  No.  136 

(Mr.  Robertson,  Hastings).  1°,  1335  (ii). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Disorderly  Houses)  B.  No. 

56  (Mr.  Ouimet).  1°,  170  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Law  of  Evidence)  B.  No.  6 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron).  1°*,  29;  2°  m.,  176;  consdn, 


resmd.,  180 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Tapper)  6  m.  h.,  182 ;  neg. 
(Y.  55,  N.  87)  187  ;  2°  and  ref.  to  Sel.  Com,,  187 ;  in 
Com.,  496  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Amyot)  to  recom.,  neg.  (Y.  34, 
N.  76)  504;  3°*,  616  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Seduction,  &c.)  B.  No.  123 

(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald).  1°*,  1037  (ii) ;  2°  and  in 
Com.,  2767 ;  3°  m.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Charlton)  neg.  (Y.  58,  N. 
72)  2767 ;  3°*,  2768  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  82.) 
Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Seduction,  &c.)  B.  No.  27 
(Mr.  Charlton).  1°,  76  ;  2°  m.,  619  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Summary  Convictions)  B. 

No.  41  (Mr.  Tuppef).  1°,  125;  2°,  892  (ii). 
Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Summary  Proceedings) 
B-  No.  128  (Mr*  Small).  I0*,  1130  (ii)  ;  Order  for 
2°  transferred  to  Govt.  Orders,  2420  (iii)  ;  2°  m.,  2827  ; 
2°  and  in  Com.,  2829  (iv). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (unguarded  Holes  in  the 
Ice)  B.  No.  22  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton).  1°*,  57  ; 
2°,  131  ;  in  Com.,  150;  Order  dschgd.  and  ref.  to  Sel. 
Com.,  496  (i). 

Criminal  Laws  of  Canada,  1869-1871,  publication  of  in 
French:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gigault)  246  (i). 

Criminal  Libel.  “  See  Saunders  and  Wood.” 

Criminal  Statistics  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1026  (ii). 

Criticisms  of  Press  as  to  Cause  of  Disturbances  in  the 
North-West,  and  Slur  upon  French  Members  Com¬ 
manding  Battalions  :  Eemarks  (Mr.  Landry,  Mont- 
magny)  887  (ii) 

Crozier,  Supt.,  Eep.  of  re  Indian  Sympathy  with  Half- 
breeds:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention  B.  No.  47  (Mr. 

Charlton).  1°*,  147  (i). 

Cullers,  Supervisor  of.  See  “  Supervisor  of  Cullers.” 
Culling  and  Measuring  Timber  Acts  Amt.  B. 
No.  154  (Mr.  Costigan).  Ees.  prop.,  2419  ;  M.  for 
Com.  on  Ees.,  2475  (iii)  ;  1°,  2°  and  in  Com.,  3043 ; 
3°*,  3075  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  65.) 

Cumberland  :  Vacancy  in  the  Eepresentation,  Warrant 
issued  and  Eeturn  of  Member  to  represent,  1  (i). 

Customs  and  Excise  Duties  Acts  Amt.  B.  No. 

157  (Mr.  Bowell).  1°,  3250 ;  2°*,  3434 ;  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  3435  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c  61.) 

CUSTOMS  AND  EXCISE  : 

Animal  Charcoal,  importations  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Stairs )  533  (i). 
Appraiser  and  Inland  Rev.  Collector  at  Summerside  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Yeo)  350  (i). 

Beet-root  Sugar,  importations  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail )  744  (i). 

Bonded  Machinery  in  Use  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  3320  (iv). 
BroUseau  &  Lisabelle,  Frauds  by  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier )  1387  (ii). 
Collections  in  Algoma  ;  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Dawson)  39  (i). 

Customs  and  Excise  Duties.  See  B.  157. 

Customs  and  Excise  Receipts  for  June  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  3073  (iv). 

Detectives  or  Police  in  NS.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  889  (ii). 
Drawbacks  on  Manufactured  Exports  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Paterson, 
Brant)  139  (i). 

Duties,  collection  of  unauthorised  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  427  (i). 
Duties,  imposition  of  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Watson)  1443  (ii). 

Duty  on  Grain,  abolition  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Middlesex)  54  (i). 
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CUSTOMS  AND  EXCISE — Continued. 

Excise  Doties  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3294;  cone.,  3470  (iv). 
Excise  Revenue  for  6  months,  1884-85 :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  290  (i). 

Excise  Revenue  for  May,  1884  and  1885  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  2631  (iii). 

Export  Duty  on  Oak,  Pine,  &o.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Edgar)  1442  (ii). 
Ftnes  exacted,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  56  (i). 

Flour  and  Cornmeal,  increased  Duties  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  148  (i). 
Flour,  Corn,  &o.,  imported:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Middlesex) 
56  (i). 

French  Canadian  Employes  in  Dbpt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Be  St.  Georges) 
1914;  (Mr.  Catudal)  2171  (iii). 

Imports  for  Consumption  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
30  (i). 

Mackenzie,  J.  L.,  Violation  of  Customs  Laws  :  M  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Moffat)  1442  (ii). 

Mackinley,  A.  &  W.,  School  Books  entered  under  value  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Rykert)  1443  (ii). 

Montreal,  Seizures  at  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1387  (ii). 

Port  Mulgrave  as  a  sub-port:  M. for  Papers  (Mr.  Kirk)Yl56  (iv). 
Prison  Manufactures,  importation  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Platt)  2169  (iii). 
Rails,  importation  of  by  G.T.R.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1666  (ii). 
Pice,  increased  Duties  on  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  695  (i). 
Richibuoto  and  Kingston  Ports,  Customs  Business:  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  1442  (ii). 

Ridgetown  as  a  Port  of  Entry,  Pets.,  &o.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr. 
Casey)  532  (ii). 

School  Books  consigned  by  Nelson  &  Son  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Wallace)  1443  (ii). 

Seizures  at  N.S.  Ports  of  Entry  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Stairs) 
532  (i). 

Spirits  taken  out  of  Bond  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3371  ;  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Costigan)  3395  (iv). 

St.  Croix  Cotton  Mills,  payment  of  Duties  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
632  (i). 

Toronto,  Seizure  of  School  Books  at  :  M.  for  Ret,*  (Mr.  Rykert) 
1443  (ii). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Duties,  Memorials  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Pater¬ 
son,  Brant)  532  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Imports  and  Exports  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Pater¬ 
son,  Brant)  138  (i). 

Wheat,  Flour,  Cornmeal  and  Corn,  Duties  in  N.S. :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Vail)  533  (i). 

Wines,  Spirits,  Ale,  &o.,  imported  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Rykert) 
313  (i). 

Winnipeg,  Seizures  at  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  293 
(i)  ;  M.  for  Ret.,*  1443  (ii). 

[See  “Ways  and  Means.”] 

Cutlery  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  845  (ii). 

Damask  op  Cotton  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  858  (ii)! 

Dams  at  Lakefield  and  Young’s  Point  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
1130  (ii). 

Davis,  Amanda  Esther,  Relief  B.  No.  84  (Mr. 
White,  Cardwell),  1°  on  a  div.,  226;  M.  to  fix  day  for 
2°  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  61)  226  ;  2°  on  a  div.,  567  ;  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  693  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  37.) 

DEBATES,  Official  Rep  :  M.  (Mr.  Bowell)  for  Sel.  Com., 
28 ;  First  Eep.  presented  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  32 ;  M. 
to  cone,  in  Second  Eep.,  40;  Delay  in  distributing 
Daily  Issue  to  Newspapers,  595  ;  Delay  in  distributing 
French  Translation,'  746  (ii)  ;  Ms.  to  cone,  in  Third 
Eep.,  2168  (iii),  3359  ;  Omissions  from,  3249,  3474  ;  M. 
to  cone,  in  Fourth  Eep.,  3458 ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2765, 
cone.,  3372  (iv). 

Debt  of  the  Dominion.  See  “  Capital  Account.” 


Debt  of  Canada,  Floating  and  Unfunded  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  2465  (iii). 

Debt,  floating  and  unsecured,  of  C.P.E. :  Ques,  (Mr, 
Charlton)  219  (i),  1677  (ii). 

Debt  of  North  American  Contracting  Co.  toC.P.R.  s 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  145. 

De  Chene,  Capt.  A.  M.,  Enquiry  respecting  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Complaint*  (Mr.  Casgrain)  30  (i). 

Deepening  of  Bras  St.  Nicholas  :  M.  for  copies  of  Pets,, 
(Mr.  Langelier)  312  (i). 

Deep-Water  Fisheries  off  Coast  of  B.C. :  Ques.  (Mr, 
Baker,  Victoria)  3073  (iv). 

Delaney,  Gowanlock  and  other  Prisoners,  Eesoue  of  j 
Telegram  from  Gen.  Middleton  (read)  2357  (iii). 
Deptl.  Clerks,  delay  in  Payment  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2170  (iii). 

Deptl.  Contingencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914-927  (ii). 
Deposits,  Govt.  See  “  Banks  and  Banking.” 

Deputy  Speaker  :  M.  appointing  Malachy  Daly,  Esq.,  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald )  72  (i) ;  Salary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3351,  3353  (iv).  See  B.  26. 

Desaulniers,  Mr.  A.  L. :  Certificate  of  Eleotion  and  Re° 
turn  of,  1  (i). 

Despatches.  Official,  respecting  Engagements  in  the 

N. W.,  2169,  2199  (iii). 

Despatches.  See  “  Middleton,  Genl.” 

Detectives,  Customs,  in  N.S. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  889  (ii), 
Dewdney,  Lieut.-Gov.,  Communications  with  Govt.  :  Ques, 
(Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv) . 

Digby  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884 :  M.  for 
Ret*  (Mr.  Vail)  532  (i). 

Dingman,  M.  A.  See  “Indians.” 

Disallowance  of  Provincial  Acts  :  M.  for  copies  of 

O. C.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  52  (i). 

Discovery  Island,  B.C.,  Lighthouse  on:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Baker,  Victoria)  479  (i). 

Disorderly  Houses,  B.  No.  56  (Mr.  Ouimet ),  l0*, 
170  (i). 

Dispute^  between  Mr.  Tilton  and  Staff  Commander 
Bolton:  M.  for  Rep.  of  Auditor  Genl.  (Mr.  McMullen) 
135;  M.  for  Ret.,*  312  (i). 

Disputed  Boundaries  of  Ont.,  Imperial  Legislation  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  51,  115  (i) ;  2854,  2998,  3321 ;  on  M. 
for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3437  (iv). 

Disputed  Ter.,  Indian  Title  to,  information  respecting  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  594  (i). 

DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  N.W: 

ANDEf:  Father,  Letter  prom,  in  Jan.,  1883  :  Ques.  (Mr,  Blake) 
3425  (iv). 

Arms,  description  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Gault)  814  (ii). 

Assistance  to  families  op  Militiamen  :  Remarks  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  894  (ii). 

Assistance  to  Settlers  through  Rebellion  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  ifoss) 
2854  (iv). 

Batoche,  capture  of,  rumored  Indignities  committed  by  Volun¬ 
teers  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Desjardins)  2998  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Royal) 
3425  (iv). 

Batociie,  Engagement  at,  despatch  respecting  :  Read  (Mr. 
Speaker)  1380  (ii) . 
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DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  N.W  .—Continued. 

Battue  op  Batoche,  Telegram  prom  Genl.  Middleton,  giving 
details  :  Read  (Mr.  Caron)  1822  ;  second  despatch,  1835  (iii). 
Big  Bear,  Release  op  Prisoners  by  :  Tel.  read  (Mr .Caron)  2750  (iv). 
Carriage  op  War  Supplies  by  American  Railways,  839  (ii). 
Cpafleau,  Sheriff,  communications  prom,  re  Outbreak  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Civil  Service  Volunteers  s  Remarks  (Mr.  Edgar)  3043  (iv). 
OfiABKE’s  Crossing,  arrival  op  Troops  at  :  Telegrams  read  (Mr, 
Caron)  1205  (ii). 

Compensation  for  Losses  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ross)  3321  (iv). 
Correspondents,  Dismissal  op  from  Oamp  :  Ques,  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  1608  (ii). 

Cost  of  Expedition  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  1678  (ii). 

Crowfoot,  Communication  from  :  Read  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
1038  (ii). 

Drossier,  Supt.,  Rep.  op,  re  Indian  Sympathy  with  Half-breeds: 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake),  3425  (iv). 

Dewdney,  Gov.  Communications  with  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3425  (iv). 

Dumas,  Michel,  Appointment  of  as  Farm  Instructor  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Dumont,  Gabriel  :  Extradition  op  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2358 ; 

Ferry  License  Granted  to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at:  Telegram  read  and  Despatch  of 
Troops,  790  (ii). 

Duck  Lake,  Rep.  op  Fight  at  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow)  1743  (iii). 
Expenses.  See  B.  149. 

Fort  Pitt,  Disaster  ats  Confirmation  of  News  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  1281  :  Tel.,  1301  (ii). 

Free  Transport  op  Bodies  of  Volunteers  Killed:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  2029  (iii). 

Frog  Lake,  Massacre  at  :  Stmnt.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  994  (ii). 
Funeral  Expenses  op  Aohille  Blais  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langlier)  2169  (iii). 
Gatling  Guns  for  use  of  Troops  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hastings) 
813  (ii). 

Govt.  Officials  in  the  N.W.,  Communications  with  :  Ques.  (Mr, 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Grandin,  Bishop,  communication  from  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3321, 
3423  (iv). 

Ealf*breed  Commission  :  Letter  read  from  Mr.  Street  (Sir  John 
A,  Macdonald)  1607  ;  work  of  (remarks)  1566  (ii). 

Houghton,  Col.,  Mission  in  1884  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Imp.  Govt.,  Communication  with  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1744  (iii). 
Indemnity  to  Members  in  the  field  :  Prop.  M.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell) 
812  (ii). 

Indians  at  Ft.  Qu’Appelle,  Loyalty  of  : /Telegram  read  (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald)  1320  (ii). 

Indians  at  Touchwood  :  Telegram  read  (Mr.  Caron)  1566  (ii). 
Insurgents,  Disposition  of,  by  Genl.  Middldton  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  2169  (iii). 

Isbester,  James,  appointment  as  Farm  Instructor  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Leduo,  Father,  and  Mr.  Maloney,  communications  with  Govern¬ 
ment  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Luxuries  for  the  Volunteers,  forwarding  of  :  Remarks,  968  (ii). 
Memorials,  &c.,  respecting  Grievances,  Answers  to  ;  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Middleton,  Genl.,  Instructions  issued  to,  respecting  Insurgents  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2169  (iii).  See  “Middleton”  for  Despatches. 
Montreal  Garrison  Artillery  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1566  (ii). 
Mounted  Police  Officers,  Reps,  from  of  Engagements  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

North-West  Council,  Res.  re  Half-breed  Claims  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Official  Despatches  respecting  Engagements,  2169  (iii),  2999  (iv), 
Prinob  Albert  and  St.  Laurent  Settlements,  Reps,  of  Messrs. 

Russell  and  Aldous  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Prince  Albert  Colonization  Co.’s  Land,  Settlers  and  Squatters 
Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 


DISTURBANCE  IN  THE  N.W.—  Continued. 

Organization  of  Companies  in  the  N.W. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1474; 
Remarks  (Mr.  Watson)  816  (ii). 

Otter's,  Col.,  March  to  Battleford:  Remarks  (Mr.  Caron) 
1386  (ii). 

Ouimet’s,  Col.,  Absence  from  Duty;  Remarks  (Mr.  Caron) 
1167,  1205  (ii). 

Pillage  of  Houses  of  Half-breeds  by  Volunteers:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Langelier)  2169  (iii). 

Personal  Explanation  (Mr.  Caron)  966 ;  Remarks,  968  (ii). 
Petitions  and  Res.,  &o.,  Half-breeds  and  Settlers  Claims:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Poundmaker  and  other  Indians,  Despatch  from  Genl.  Middleton 
Announcing  Capture  :  Read  (Mr.  Caron)  2139  (iii). 
Poundmaker,  Skirmish  with  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1646 ;  Telegram 
from  Herchmer :  Read  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  1649  (ii). 
Prisoners,  Surrender  of,  by  Poundmaker  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
2065  (iii). 

Prisoners  held  fob  Trial  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Laurier)  3443  (iv). 
Qu’Appelle  Half-Breeds,  Rep.  of  Mr.  Walsh:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3426  (iv). 

Raid  on  Houses  at  Battleford  :  Remarks  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
889  (ii). 

Relief  of  Destitute  Families  (remarks)  3321. 

Religious  Rites  Refused  Prisoners  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake) 
2998  (iv). 

Rescue  of  Mrs.  Delaney,  Gowanlock  and  other  Prisoners  :  Tele- 
gram  from  Genl.  Middleton  read  (Mr.  Caron)  2367  (iii). 
Rewards  for  Bravery  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  2359  (iii). 

Riel,  Capture  of,  Telegram  from  General  Middleton  ;  Read  (Mr. 
Caron)  1895  (vol.  iii). 

Riel’s  Proposal  to  accept  money:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 
Riel,  Trial  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2358  (iii). 

River  Lot  claims,  settlement  of,  Mr.  Pearce’s  letter  respecting  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

St.  Laurent,  Land  and  Surveys  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 
St.  Louis  db  Langbvin,  Pet.  from  Settlers  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3424  (iv). 

Schmidt,  answer  to  Letter  of  :  Ques.  (Mr,  Blake)  3424  (iv). 
Scott’s,  Col.,  Battalion  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  1064  (ii). 

Stoney  Indian  rising  :  Stmnt.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  863  (ii). 
Surveys  of  River  Lots  at  St.  Albert,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3424  ;  mode  of  (Ques.)  3424  (iv). 

Taohe,  Archbishop,  communication  from  re  Half-breeds  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Trial  of  Prisoners  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Laurier)  3440  (iv). 

Troops,  Movements  of,  838,  872,  887;  Telegram  from  Col. 
Amyot,  1328  (ii). 

ViiGBEViLLE,  Father,  Cor.  with  Me.  Devillb  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3424  (iv). 

Victoria  Rifles,  Montreal  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Curran)  1983  (iii). 
Volunteers,  Recognition  of  Services  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2029, 
2170  (iii)  ;  in  Com.  on  Res.,  3370  (iv). 

Vote  of  Thanks  to  Genl.  Middleton  and  Volunteers  :  (Mr. 

Caron)  3469  ;  Res.,  3463  (iv). 

Want  of  Confidence  Res.  See  “Ways  and  Means.” 

War  Supplies,  Carriage  of,  by  American  Railways  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  836  (ii). 

Williams,  Col.,  Death  of  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Caron)  and  Tel.  read 
from  Genl.  Middleton,  3073  (iv). 

[See  “  Half-breeds,”  “Dominion  Lands,”  &c.] 

DIVISIONS: 

Administration  of  Jdsticb  in  the  N.W.T.  B.  141  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald):  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  neg. 
(Y.  37,  N.  67)  2957  ;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills) 
neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  79)  2968  ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  3000  ; 
neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  89)  3433  (iv). 

Adulteration  of  Food,  Drugs,  &o.  B.  143  (Mr.  Costigan) :  on  M, 
to  cone,  in  Amts,  from  Com.  of  W.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  (Y. 
42,  N.  60)  2751  (iv). 
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Animals,  Infectious,  &c.,  Diseases  Affecting  B.  44  (Mr.  Pope)  : 
on  M.  for  3°,  Amts,  to  recom.  (Mr.  Sutherland ,  Oxford)  1321  ; 
agreed  to  (Y.  131,  X.  16)  1324;  (Mr.  Mulock)  1324;  neg.  (Y. 
64,  N.  90)  1327;  (Mr.  Catudil)  1327  ;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  89)  1328  ; 
(Mr.  Casey)  1328;  neg.  (Y.  64,  N.  94)  1332;  (Mr.  Armstrong) 
1332  ;  neg.  (Y.  60,  N.  88)  1334;  (Mr.  Davies)  neg.  (Y.  60,  N. 
84)  1334  (ii). 

Brewers  and  Distillers,  Compensation  to:  Prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

Kranz)  236;  Amt.  (Mr.  Fisher)  agreed  to  ( Y.  105,  N.  74)  253  (i), 
Canada  Temp.  Act,  1878,  Amt.  B.  92  (Mr.  Jamieson)  :  on  M.  for  2°, 
Amt.  (Mr.  Ives)  951  ;  neg.[(Y.  17,  N.  109)  954  ;  2°  agreed  to  (Y. 
108,  X,  15)  934  ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts,  from  Com.,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Burpee)  1047  ;  neg.  (Y.  49,  N.  86)  1050  ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amts,  to 
recom.  (Mr.  Hickey)  1051 ;  agreed  to  (Y.  68,  N.  64)  1054  ;  (Mr. 
White,  Cardwell)  1059 ;  neg.  (Y.  39,  N.  78)  1062  (ii) ;  on 
consdn.  of  Sen.  Amts.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Jamieson)  2645;  neg.  (Y.  75, 
N.  84)  2647  ;  Amt.,  2648  ;  neg.^(Y.  54,  N.  108)  2651 ;  Amt.  neg. 
(Y.  75,  N.  90)  2552 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Small)  2660  ;  neg.  (Y.  78,  N.  86> 
2670  (iv). 

C.  P.  R.  Co.’s  Acts  Amt.  B.  153  (Mr.  Pope) :  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Res.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron)  2643;  neg.  ;(Y.  51,  N.  100) 
2723  ;  on  M.  to  rec.  Rep.  of  Com.  on  Res.,  Amts.  (Mr.  Charlton) 
2860 ;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  91)  2861  (Mr.  Casey)  2862  ;  neg  (Y.  65) 
N.  91)  2863 ;  (Mr.  Laurier)  2863 ;  neg.  Y.  65,  N.  89)  2864 ;  (Mr. 
Weldon)  2864;  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  89)  2865  ;  (Mr.  Watson)  2865, 
neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  93)  2868  ;  3°  agreed  to  (Y.  77,  N.  45)  3294  (iv). 
O.  P.  R.  Trestles  and  Bridges  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Edgar)  100 ; 

Amt.  (Mr.  McLelan)  agreed  to  (Y.  101,  N.  54)  112  (i). 

Census  of  Man.,  N.W.T.,  &c.,  B.  21  (Mr.  Pope)  :  on  consdn.  of  B. , 
Amt.  to  recom.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright),  213;  neg.  (Y.  62,  N. 
120)  215  (i). 

Chairman  of  Committee’s  Ruling  :  Appeal  (Mr.  Edgar)  from  deci¬ 
sion  to  House;  Ruling  sustained  (Y.  76,  N.  46)  1613  (ii);  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  Ruling  sustained  (Y.  67,  N.  41)  1924  (iii). 
Civil  Service  Acts  Amt.  B.  31  (Mr.  Chapleau) :  on  M.  for  3°, 
Amt.  3  m.h.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1282  ;  neg.  (Y.  67,  N.  112)  1286  ; 
Amts,  to  recom.  (Mr.  Casey)  1291  ;  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  107)  1293 ; 
(Mr  Blake)  1294;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  104)  1296;  (Mr.  Davies) 
1297 ;  neg  (Y.  57,  N.  103)  1301  ;  (Messrs.  Lister  and  Mulock) 
1303;  neg.  on  same  div.  (ii). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Law  of  Evidence)  B.  6  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)-,  on  M.  for  2°,  Amt.  6  m.  b.  (Mr.  Tapper)  182  ;  neg. 
(Y.  55,  N.  87)  187 ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  to  recom.  (Mr.  Amyot) 
neg.  (Y.  34,  N.  76)  504  (i). 

Criminal  Law  Amt.  (Offences  against  the  Person)  B.  123  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  :  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  (Mr.  Charlton)  rais¬ 
ing  age  of  consent  in  girls,  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  72)  2767  (iv). 

Davis,  Amanda  Esther,  Relief  B.  84  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  :  M. 

to  fix  day  for  2°  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  61)  226  (i). 

Debates,  Official  Reps.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell )  to  cone,  in 
Third  Rep.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Tasse)  3665;  neg,  (Y.  18,  N.  127)  3369  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville)  3361;  neg.  (Y.  63,  N.  82)  3369; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Hickey)  neg.  (Y.  53,  N.  91)  3370  (iv). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt,  advances  to  :  Res.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
censuring  Govt.,  363  ;  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  118)  394  (i). 

Factories  Regulation,  &c.,  of  Labor  B.  85  (Mr.  Bergin)-.  on  M. 
to  rsme.  adjd.  deb.,  Amt.  to  substitute  B.  92  (Can.  Temp.  Act) 
940  ;  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  62)  948  (ii). 

Franchise,  Electoral,  B.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
1°,  Amt  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1137  ;  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  104) 
1166  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  1171  ;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  86)  1204  ;  2° 
agreed  to  (Y.  Ill,  N.  63)  1277  ;  on  consdn.  of  B.,  Amt.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  96)  3053  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  3053  ; 
Amts,  to  Amt.  (Mr.  McIntyre)  3056  ;  neg.  (Y.  60,  N.  95)  3058  ; 
(Mr.  Weldon)  3058  ;  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3080  ;  (Mr.  Watson) 
neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  £061  ;  (Mr.  Mulock)  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96) 
3061  ;  (Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  44,  N.  95)  3062  ;  Amt.  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  agreed  to  (Y.  114,  N.  17)  3062  ;  Amts.  (Mr.  Langelier ) 
neg.  (Y.  41,  N.  92)  3063  ;  (Mr.  Burpee)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  89) 
3063  ;  (Mr.  Trow)  3063  ;  teg.  (Y.  36,  N.  88)  3064  ;  (Mr.  Arm¬ 
strong)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  87;  3064  ;  (Mr.  Somerville ,  Brant)  neg. 
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(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3065 ;  (Messrs.  McCraney  and  Innes)  neg.  (Y.  38, 
N.  87)  3065  ;  (Messrs.  Cameron  [ Middlesex ]  and  Langelier)  neg, 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3066  ;  (Messrs.  Lister  and  Cameron,  Huron)  neg. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3067 ;  (Messrs.  Weldon  and  Fairhank)  neg, 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3068  ;  (Messrs.  Paterson  [Brant]  and  Oillmor ) 
neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3069  ;  (Messrs.  Holton  and  Fisher)  neg. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3070  ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  3  m.  b.  (Mr.  Mills) 
3071  ;  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  88)  3072  (iv). 

Half-Breed  Grievances  :  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  on 
Ways  and  Means,  756  ;  (Y.  57,  N.  122)  771  (i)  ;  Res.  (Mr.  Blake) 
censuring  Govt.,  3110  ;  neg.  (Y.  49,  N.  105)  3213  (iv). 
Hatzfeld,  Geo.  Louis  Emil,  Divorce  B,  107  (Mr.  Kilvert)  ;  2° 
agreed  to  (Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (i). 

Land  Grants  to  Rts.  B.  147  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  on  Order  for- 
3",  Amts.  (Mr.  Blake)  2890  ;  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  86)  2893  ;  further 
Amts.  (Mr.  Blake)  ueg.  on  same  div.,  2894  (iv). 

Library  of  Parliament  B.  139  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  on  M.  for 
3°,  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  65)  2763  ;  3®  on  same 
div.  reversed,  2763  (iv). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  25  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  2°  m.,  266  j 
neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  70)  269  (i). 

Public  Expenditure  :  Res.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  in  Amt.  to 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2868  ;  neg.  (Y.  42,  N.  79)  2889  (iv). 
Representation  of  the  N.W.  T.in  Parlt.:  Res.  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron)  in  Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3404;  neg  (Y.  35,  N.  77) 
340S  (iv). 

Short  Line  Rv.,  Montreal  to  Atlantic  :  Prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
189 ;  M.  to  adjn.  deb.  agreed  to  (Y.  104,  N.  49)  200  (i). 
Speaker,  Deputy,  appointment  B.  26  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  :  on 
Prop.  Res.,  Amt.  to  ref.  to  Sel.  Com.  (Mr.  Blake)  70 ;  neg  (Y. 
59,  N.  121)  72  (i). 

Subsidies,  further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  Langevin) :  on  M.  to 
cone,  in  Amts,  from  Com.  of  W.,  Amts.  (Mr.  Kirk)  3401 ;  neg. 
( Y.  40,  N.  83)  3403 ;  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  (Y.  43,  N.  79)  3404  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier )  3057  ;  Amts,  to  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier )  3266  j 
neg.  (Y.  39,  N.  101)  3292  ;  (Mr.  Lesage)  3292 ;  neg.  (Y.  36,  N. 
101)  3292  ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  J35,  N.  101)  2293. 
(iv). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Limitation  B.  3  (Mr. 

Landry,  Montmagny ):  2°  m.,  151 ;  neg.  (Y.  34,  N.  125)  169  (i), 
Washington  Treaty  and  Reciprocity:  Res.  (Mr.  Davies )  in  Amt. 
to  Com.  of  Sup.,  995;  neg.  (Y.  58,  N.  98)  1023  (ii). 

DIVORCE : 

Court,  Creation  of  a:  Ques.  (Mr.  Farrow)  77  (i), 

Cox,  George  Branford.  See  B.  No.  142. 

Davis,  Amanda  Esther.  See  B.  No.  84. 

Evans,  Alice  Elvira.  See  B.  No.  106. 

Evidence  in  Oases  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Jackson)  428  (i). 

Hatzfeld,  George  Louis  Emil.  See  B.  No.  107. 

Terry,  Fairy  Emily  Jane.  See  B.  No.  97. 

Dodge,  Brenthon,  of  Kentville,  N.S.,  dismissal  of:  M, 
for  Rot.*  (Mr.  Moffat )  1442  (ii). 

Dominion  and  Provincial  Franchises,  Despatch  from 
Mr.  Fielding:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  2170  (iii). 

“  Dominion  Annual  Register,”  payments  on  account  of: 

M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  McCraney)  1443  (ii). 

Dominion  Buildings  in  Charlottetown,  construction  of  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Davies)  1039  (ii). 

Dominion  Day,  Sitting  of  the  House  on:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  2773  (iv). 

Dominion  Drainage  Co.’s  incorp.  B.  No.  28  (Mr. 

R aggart).  1°*,  88;  2°*,  113  (i) ;  M.  for  Com.,  1007; 
dob.  adjd.,  1008;  M.  for  Com.,  1386  (ii);  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  3053  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  95.) 

Dominion  Exhibition  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  1026  (ii). 
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Dominion  Grange  Mutual  Fire  Insurance  Asso¬ 
ciation  B,  No.  55  (Mr.  White ,  Cardwell).  I0*,  110  i 
2°*,  246  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1210  (ii).  (48-49  Vic., 
c.  93.) 

DOMINION  LANDS: 

Agencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (iv). 

Agbicpltdral,  Timber,  Pasture  and  Mineral  Lands  and  Town 
Sites  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 

Bell  &  Kavanagh  Land  Claims  :  M.  for  copies  of  0.  0.  (Mr. 

Cameron ,  Huron)  479  (i). 

Coal  Lands,  Sales  and  Leases  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Charlton) 
209  (i). 

Dumont’s  Lot  on  the  Saskatchewan  :  Ques.(Mr.  Blake)  2029  (iii). 

Forests,  Protection  of,  J.  H.  Morgan’s  Rep.  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Cockburn)  202  (i). 

Frauds,  Ac.,  in  Dept.  :  Qmes.  (Mr.  Blake)  1916,  2170  (iii). 

Frauds  and  Irregularities  in  Dept.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1916, 
2170  (iii). 

Grazing  Land  Leases  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 

Homesteads  within  Ry.  Belt  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  479  (i). 

Indian  Lands  acquired  by  Govt,  in  Ont.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  632  (i). 

Indian  Lands  sold  in  Viger  Agency  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  De  St. 
Georges)  1443  (ii). 

Inpian  Lands  unsold  in  Co.  of  Peel  :  M.  for  List  (Mr.  Paterson , 
Brant)  147  (i). 

Indian  Lands  unsold  in  Tp.  of  Toronto  :  M.  for  List*  (Mr.  Fleming) 
147  (i). 

Indian  Lands  unsold  in  Trafalgar  :  M.  for  List*  (Mr.  McCraney) 
533  (i). 

Indian  Reserves  in  B.C.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  703  (i) ; 
Purchase  of  by  Govt. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.,*  1443  (ii). 

Islands  in  the  St.  Lawrence,  Lease  of,  &o.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Wood,  Brockville)  147  (i). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  Man.  and  N.W.T. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor. 
(Mr.  Blake)  92.  See  B.  147. 

Lands  in  Ry.  Belt,  B.C.,  and  Homestead  Act  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Hesson ) 
289  (i). 

Land  Sales,  Receipts  on  account  of  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  2854  (iv). 

Land  Sales,  &c.,  South  of  24-Mile  Belt:  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron)  2530  (iii). 

Lands  Sold  or  Leased  for  Timber,  Logs,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr. 
Mackenzie)  40  (i). 

Mining  and  Timber  Lands  north  of  Lake  Superior  :  M.  for  O.O., 
&c.  (Mr.  Mills)  66  (i). 

Morgan,  J.  H.,  appointment  as  Forestry  Commissioner  :  M.  for 
O.C.,  &c.*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  147  (i). 

Patents  issued  to  Settlers  in  Prince  Albert  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
964  (ii). 

Plans  and  Surveys  of  St.  Laurent  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2358  (iii) 

Prince  Albert  Colon.  Co.’s  Township  Surveys:  Ques.  (Mr  Blake) 
2170  (iii). 

Prince  Albert,  Claims  of  Settlers  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567  (ii), 
2358  (iv). 

Qu’Appelle  Valley  Farming  Co.’s  Agreement:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
816  (ii). 

Ry.  Lands  in  B.C. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443. 

Revenue  for  Seven  Months,  1834-85 :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  290  (i). 

Richelieu  County,  Dom.  Properties  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Massue) 
147  (i). 

River  Lot  Claims,  N.W.T. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Sales  for  1884-85:  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow)  3072  (iv). 

Settlers’  or  Squatters’  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3426  (iv). 

Simpson,  G.  A.,  Govt.  Land  Agent  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Squatters  in  Qu’Appelle  Valley  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lister)  205  (i). 

Surveys  and  Plans,  Battleford  and  Edmonton  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2357  (iii). 

Surveys  and  Examination  of  Returns  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3344  (iv). 
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St.  Albert  River  Lots,  Surveys:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

St.  Laurent,  Surveys  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Timber  Dubs  in  B.C.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2240. 

Timber  Licenses  or  Berths  in  B.C. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Charlton) 
210  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  or  Permits:  M.  for  Rets.*  (Mr.  Charlton)  30,  121 
(i),  863  (ii). 

[See  also  “  Half-brefds  ”  and  “  Indians.”] 

Dominion  License  Act,  working  op  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Ber¬ 
geron)  301  (i). 

Dominion  Notes,  Issue  and  Eedemption  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
891  (ii). 

Dominion  Eifle  Association  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (iv). 
Doninion  Properties  in  County  op  Eioiielieu  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Massue)  141. 

DOMINION  STEAMEES.  See  “  Marine,”  “  Supply,”  &c. 
Dominion  Subsidies  to  the  Provs.  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor. 

(Mr.  Aymot)  303  (i).  See  “  Subsidies,” 

Doutre,  J.,  re  Halifax  Commission:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3392  (iv). 

Drawbacks  on  Manufactured  Exports  :  M.  for  Eet.  (Mr. 
Paterson,  Brant)  139  (i). 

Drawback  on  Shipbuilding  Materials  :  M.  for  Eet.*  (Mr. 
Weldon)  100  (i). 

Dredges,  Tugs,  and  Scows,  Building  op  :  M.  for  Eet.  (Mr. 
Jackson)  53  (i). 

Dredges,  Tugs,  Barges,  &c.,  on  Eed  Eiver  :  M.  for  Eet.* 
(Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 

Drill  Pay,  &c.:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2910  (iv). 

Drill  Shed  at  Quebec,  Tenders  for  construction  op  :  M. 

for  Eet.*  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  533  (i). 
Druggists’  Licenses  under  Can.  Temp.  Act  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
McCraney)  1306  (ii). 

Dry  Docks,  Encouragement  of  Construction, 

B.  No.  108  (Sir  Hector  Langevin).  1°,  693  (i);  2° 
and  in  Com.,  894 ;  3°*,  895  (ii).  (48-49  fie.,  c.  5). 
See  B.  1. 

Drugs.  See  “  Adulteration.” 

Duck  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (ii). 

Duck  Lake,  Engagement  at,  Eep.  op  :  Telegrams  read 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald )  190;  Ques.  (Mr.  Royal)  1567 
(ii);  (Mr.  Trow)  1743  (iii). 

Dumas,  Michel,  Appointment  op  as  Farm  Instructor  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  3425  (iv). 

Dummy  Lighthouse  Fog-horn  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Jackson)  293  (i). 

Dumont,  Extradition  op  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  2358  (iii). 
Dumont,  Gabriel,  Ferry  License  Granted  to  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Macadamized  Eoad,  Sale  op  by 
Govt.  :  M.  for  copies  of  Papers,  &c.  (Mr.  Paterson, 
Brant)  147  (i). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Road  Sale  and  Transfer 

B.  No.  120  (Sir  Hector  Langevin).  Ees.  prop.,  451  (i)  ; 
eonc.  in  and  1°*  of  B.,  892  (ii)  ;  Order  dschgd.  and  B. 
wthdn,  2396  (iii). 

Dundas  Public  Buildings,  erection  op  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bain, 
Wentworth)  290  (i). 
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Duties,  Collection  op  Unauthorized:  Remarks  (Mr. 
Blake )  427  (i). 

Duties,  Imposition  op,  in  Old  Prov.  op  Canada  :  M.  for 
Ret/1  ^Mr.  Watson )  1443  (ii). 

Duties  op  Customs  and  Excise.  See  “  Customs.” 

Duty  on  Grain,  Abolition  op:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Cameron ,  Middlesex )  54  (i). 

Duties  on  Fish  exported  to  the  U.S. :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Davies )  831  (i). 

Duties  on  Hay,  Cor.  between  Canada  and  U.S.  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Irvine )  443  (i). 

Duties  Collected  on  Wheat,  Flour,  &c.,  in  N.S. :  M. 
for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Vail)  533  (i). 

Dynamite,  Legislation  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Farrow) 
57  (i). 

Earnings  and  Working  Expenses,  C.P.R.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  816  (ii). 

Earthenware  and  Stoneware  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  847  (ii) . 

Earnings,  C.P.R.,  Main  Line  and  Leased  Lines  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  61  (i). 

Easter,  adjmt.  for:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  713  (i)  ;  M.  (Sir 
Hector  Langevin )  888  (ii). 

Eastern  Extension  Ry., Earnings  and  Working  Expenses  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Inverness)  148;  M.  for  Stmnt.*, 
313  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3300,  3384  (iv). 

Eastern  Section  C.P.R.,  Quantities,  &c.,  Engineers’ 
Estimates  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Blake)  299,  302  (i). 
Edgar,  Mr.  J.  D. :  Certificate  and  Election  and  Return  of,  1. 
Education  op  Indians  and  Half-breeds  in  Man.  and 
N.W.T.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Kirk)  1443  (ii). 
Edmonton  and  Saskatchewan  Land  Co.’s  Agent  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii)  ;  Tp.  Surveys,  2171  (iii) .. 
Egypt.  See  “  Yoyagettrs.” 

Election  Expenses  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3451  (iv). 

Election  of  Members  Acts  Amt.  B.  No.  14  (Mr. 

Cameron,  Huron).  1°,  41  (i). 

ELECTIONS,  CONTROVERTED  : 

Lennox  :  Judge’s  Rep.  and  Certificate,  1. 

Levis  :  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court,  593  (i). 

•  Northumberland  :  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court,  593  (i). 

Soulanges  ;  Judgment  of  SuDreme  Court,  1. 

West  Middlesex  :  Judge’s  Rep.  and  Judgment,  1. 

Elections  since  General  Election,  1878 :  Date  of  certifi¬ 
cates,  date  of  receipt,  issue  of  Speaker’s  warrants, 
receipt,  &c.,  M.  for  Stmnt  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 
Electoral  Franchise.  See  “Franchise.” 

Elgin  County  Judge,  Case  op  :  M.  for  Ret,  (Mr.  Wilson) 
98  (i). 

Elgin  Station,  L’Islet,  Erection  op  .  Ques.  (Mr,  Casgrain) 
148  (i). 

Elgin.  See  “  Refund  op  Bonuses.” 

Emerson,  Town  of,  Govt,  aid  to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  148  ;  M.  for  copies  of  Claims,  &c.,*  448  (i). 
Employment  of  Prisoners.  See  “  Prison  Labor.” 
Employment  of  Women  and  Children  in  Fac¬ 
tories  B.  No.  2  (Mr.  Bergin).  1°*,  29 ;  Order  for  2° 
dschgd,  362  (i).  See  B.  85, 


Equipment  op  the  90th  Battalion:  Ques.  (Mr.  Ross) 
2854  (iv). 

Erie  and  Niagara  Ry,  Co.  See  “  Canada  Southern.” 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock,  Length  op  :  Qes.  (Mr.  Baker , 
Victoria) 'HZ-,  Substitution  op  Granite  for  Sand- 
stone  :  Ques.,  743  (i).  See  B.  7. 

Essex  Centre  to  Kingsville  Harbor  Ry.  Subsidy  :  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3458  (iv). 

ESTIMATES,  The,  for  1885-86,  presented :  (Mr.  Bowell) 
289  (i)  ;  Suppl.,  3359  ;  Further  Suppl.,  3423 ;  Suppl.  for 
1884-85,  2820  (iv). 

Etchemin  River  Line,  Survey  op:  Ques.  (Mr,  Lesage) 
350  (i). 

Evans,  Alice  Elvira  Relief  B.  No.  106  (Mr.  Edgar). 
1°  on  a  div.,  672  ;  2°  (Y.  87,  N.  40)  694  (i)  ;  in  Com. 
and  3°  on  a  div.,  873  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  39). 

Exchange  Bank,  Govt.  Advances  :  Res.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  censuring  Govt.,  295,  deb.  rsmd.,  363 ; 
(Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  367,  391 ;  (Mr.  Holton)  368  ;  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  369  ;  (Mr.  Mulock)  370  ;  (Mr.  Ives)  372  ;  (Mr. 
Blake)  373  ;  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  380;  (Mr.  Davies) 
384;  (Mr.  Macmaster)  387;  (Messrs.  Lister  and  Mc^ 
Mullen)  390  ;  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  392 ;  (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald)  ;  393  (i). 

Exchange  Bank  op  Canada,  Govt.  Claim  Against  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Holton)  89  (i). 

Excise  Duties  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3294;  cone., 
3470  (iv). 

Excise.  See  “  Customs.” 

Exhibitions.  See  “  Antwerp,”  “  Colonial  ”  and  “  Dom¬ 
inion.” 

Evidence  in  Criminal  Cases  :  Deb.  on  M.  for  2°  of  B.  6 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  176  ;  (Mr.  Tupper)  180 ;  on  Amt. 
6  m.  b.  (Mr.  Woodworth)  182  ;  (Mr.  Lister)  184  ;  (Mra 
Beaty)  185  ;  (Mr.  Fleming)  186  (i).  See  B.  6. 

Evidence  in  Divorce  Cases  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Jackson)  428  (i). 

Expenditure  for  Rys.,  Canals,  &o.,  in  B.  C.,  N.  W.  T.  and 
other  Provinces  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 

-  Expenditure  on  Account  of  C.  P.  R. :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Blake)  145  (i). 

Expenditure  on  Capital  Account  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartivright)  145  (i). 

Expenditure  on  Branch  Lines  op  C.  P.  R.,  &c.,  Cost  op 
Equipment,  &c.  :  M.  forStmnts.*  (Mr.  Blake)  147  (i). 

Expenditure  on  Main  Line  between  Callander  and  Port 
Arthur  and  Selkirk  and  Kamloops:  M.  for  Stmnt.* 
(Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Expenditure  to  Complete  Government  construction  on 
C.  P.  R. :  Ques,  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1130  (ii). 

Extension  op  C.  P.  R.  to  Canadian  Ports  on  Atlantic, 
Yernon  Smith’s  Rep.:  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Lesage) 
294  (i). 

Extension  op  C.  P.  R.  to  Quebec,  Papers,  &c.  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Blake)  1677  (ii).  B.  2239  (iii). 

Expense  B.  See  “N.  W.  T.” 

Expenses  of  Election  under  Can,  Temp,  Act  :  in  Com,  of 
Sup,,  3388  (iv). 
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Expenses  of  Members  of  the  Govt.,  &c.,  in  England  or 
elsewhere :  M.  for  Bet*  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant), 
124  (i). 

Expiring  Laws  continuation  B.  !Jo.  165  (Sir 
Rector  Lang evin).  1°*,  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  3458  (iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  52). 

Explosive  Substances  B.  Ho.  95  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald).  1°*  545  (i);  2®,  893;  in  Com.,  1167;  3°, 
1335  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  7). 

Export  duty  on  Oak,  Pine  and  Spruce  Logs  :  M.  for  Bet.* 
(Mr.  Edgar)  1442  (ii). 

Extract  of  Fluid  Beef  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
857  (ii). 

Extradition  Arrangement,  Cor.  Between  Govt,  of  Can. 
and  Ambassador  at  Washington  :  M.  for  copies  of 
O.  C.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  147  (i). 

Extradition  of  Dumont:  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2358  (iv). 
Extradition,  Demands  for,  and  Proceedings  taken  :  M. 

for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Extra-Mural  Employment.  See  “  Prison  Labor.” 

Fabre,  Mr.,  Agent  in  Paris,  Bep.  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain) 
290  (i)  ;  Salary  and  Contingencies  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3245  (iv). 

factories  B.  No.  85  (Mr.  Bergin).  1°*,  362  (i)  ;  2°  m„, 
873 ;  deb.  adjd.,  886  ;  M.  to  rsme.  adjd.  deb.,  940 ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Jamieson)  to  substitute  B.  (Bo.  94)  Can*  Temp. 
Act,  940  ;  Amt.  agreed  to  (Y.  86,  N.  62)  948  (ii).  See 

B.  2. 

Factory  Commission  Bep.  (Mr.  Blake)  :  Bemarks,  455, 
478  (i). 

Factory  Labor  Begulation:  Deb.  on  M.  for  2°  of  B. 
85  (Mr.  Bergin)  873  ;  (Mr.  Sproule)  881  ;  (Mr.  Mills) 
882 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Jamieson)  to  substitute  Can.  Temp. 
Act,  940  ;  (Messrs,  Bergin  and  Ives)  940  ;  (Mr. Cameron, 
Victoria)  941;  (Mr.  Scriver)  9*3;  (Mr.  Foster)  944; 
(Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  946 ;  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  946 ; 
(Mr.  Fisher)  947 ;  (Mr.  McNeill)  948  (ii). 
factory  Labor,  Begulation  of,  B.  Ho.  2  (Mr.  Ber¬ 
gin).  1°*,  29  ;  Order  for  2°  dschgd.,  362  (i).  See  B.  85. 
Factory  Operatives,  Number  Employed  :  M.  for  Stmnt. 

(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i). 

Federal  Bank  of  Canada  Capital  Stock,  B.  No. 
10  (Mr.  Small).  1°*,  40  ;  2°*,  57;  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
428  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  9.) 

Federation  of  the  Empire,  Proposals  for:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Edgar)  51  (i). 

Fees  from  Settlers  in  the  N.  W.  'T. :  Ques*  (Mr.  Blake) 
2170  (iii). 

Ferries,  International,  B.  No,  17  (Mr,  Patterson, 
Essex).  1°*,  46;  2°  m.,  254;  2°*  256  (i). 
Fertilizers.  See  “  Agricultural  Fertilizers.” 

Finance  and  Treasury  Board:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901, 
915  (ii). 

Finance  Minister,  Health  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  McGreevy) 
2497  (iii). 

Finances  of  the  Country,  Conduct  of  :  Bemarks  (Mr. 
Blake  and  others)  on  M.  for  Com,  of  Sup.,  3442  (iv). 


Financial  Commissioner  in  Eng.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 
Financial  Inspector  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  895  (ii). 

Fines,  Customs,  Exacted  and  Disposition  of  same,  &o.  : 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  56  (i). 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  90  (Mr.  Mulock )  1*, 
426  (i). 

Fisheries,  Department  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  910  (ii). 
FISHEBIES : 

Arrangements  with  the  U.S.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mitchell)  2980  (iv). 
Bounties,  Claims  paid  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Fortin)  56  (i). 

Bounty  to  Fishing  Vessels  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Burpee)  98  (i). 
Bounty  Distribution  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv) 

Bounty  paid  in  Guysborough  Co.  :  Ques,  (Mr.  Kirk)  2751  (iv). 
Bounty  paid  on  Fish  caught  in  Bras  d’Or  Lakes  :  M.  for  Stmnt.* 
(Mr.  McDougall)  1443  (ii). 

Canadian  Fisheries,  O.C.,  &c. ,  respecting:  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Mulock)  56  (i). 

Caron,  O.,  Fishery  Overseer,  Salary,  &c,  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blondeau) 
290;  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.,*  532  (i). 

Commission,  Increased  Remuneration  to  Counsel  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3391  ;  cone.,  3396  (iv). 

Deep-water  Fisheries  off  Coast  of  B.C.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker , 
Victoria)  3073  (iii). 

Extension  of  Act  to  the  N.W.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Heston)  51  (i). 
Fish-breeding  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2953  (iv). 

Fish  caught  in  Bras  d’Or  Lakes, Bounty  paid  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr. 

McDougall  Cape  Breton)  1443  (ii). 

Fisheries  Exhibit  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Fish  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  859  (ii). 

Fishing  Licenses  in  Lake  Erie  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lister)  964  (ii). 
Fish  Inspector  in  City  of  St.  John  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon)  2997  (iv). 
Fish  Ladders  in  La  Have  River,  N.S.:  Ques  (Mr  Tories)  2239  (iii). 
Fish  taken  in  the  Miramichi  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  295  (i). 
Fish  Weirs  in  Co.  of  Charlotte,  Licenses  ;  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Gillmor)  1444  (ii). 

Free  Fishing  allowed  Americans  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  3321  (iv). 
Gauvreau,  J.,  Fishery  Overseer,  Salary,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blon¬ 
deau)  290  ;  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.,*  532  (i). 

Gregory,  J.  U,,  Rep.  of  Enquiry  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Blondeau) 
532  (i). 

Halifax  Commission,  increased  remuneration  to  Counsel  :  in 
Com.  of  Sup,,  3390-3392  ;  cone.,  3396  (iv). 

Inland  Fisheries  of  Ont.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Vail)  229  (i). 

Inspector  for  B.C.,  Appointment  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
694  (i). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries  :  M.  for  Ret.,*  1444  (ii)  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Mulock) 
3073  (iv). 

Leases  and  Licenses  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Weldon)  533  (i). 

Long  Point  Fishing  Grounds  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Jackson)  289  (i). 
Millard,  Collection  of  Fines  from  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  1211  (ii). 
Negotiations:  Remarks  (Mr.  Vail)  3074  (iv). 

Protection  after  July:  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail)  2359  (iii). 

Protection  in  the  N.W. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Hesson)  700  (i). 
Protection  Steamers  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2955  (iv). 

Rivers  and  Streams,  Rental  of  :  M.  for  Ret,*  (Mr.  McMullen)  448 
(i)  ;  Ques.,  2359  (iii). 

Rogers’  Fish  Ladder,  Purchase  or  use  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 
3073  (iv). 

Rogers,  W.  H.,  Breach  of  Sawdust  Law  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
147  (i). 

Salmon  Fishing  in  Bathurst  Harbor  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2359  (iii). 
Starr,  J.  E.,  Removal  op  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 

[Nse  also  “  Washington  Treaty.”] 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.  (Mr.  Vail )  219;  deb.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  220 ; 
(Mr.  Blake  and  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  221  ;  (Messrs. 
Cartwright,  Weldon  and  Davies)  222 ;  (Mr.  White,  Card- 
well)  223;  (Mr.  Mitchell)  224;  (Mr.  Mills)  225. 
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Five  per  cent.  Consolid.  Loans  :  M.  for  Bet,  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright )  484  (i). 

Flannel  Shirts  for  the  Militia,  Contract  for  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Rinfret )  1306  (ii). 

Flour  and  Cornmeal,  Increase  of  Duty  on  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  148  (i). 

Flour,  Corn  and  Cornmeal  Imported  and  Exported  :  M. 

for  Bet.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  56  (i). 

FogHorn  on  Dummy  Lighthouse:  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Jack- 
son)  293  (i). 

Fog  Horns  and  Letter-box  Fronts,  Tenders  for  :  M.  for 
copies  of  advertisements,  &c.*  (Mr,  Langelier)  313  (i). 
Foot  and  Carriage  Bridge  on  the  St.  John  River  :  M.  for 
Bet.*  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  1443  (ii). 

Foot  Grease  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 
Forestry  Commissioners,  Appointment  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Paterson,  Brant)  187  (i). 

Forests,  Protection  of,  J.  H.  Morgan’s  Rep.  :  M.  for  copies 
(Mr.  Cockburn)  202  (i). 

Fort  Francis  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3385  (iv). 

Fort  Macleod  Ranche  Telegraph  Co.’s  incorp. 
B.  No.  80  (Mr.  Ives).  1°*,  349;  2°*,  428  (i);  in 
Com.  and  3C*,  1723  (ii)  ;  Sen,  Amts.  cone,  in,  2357  (iii) . 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  92.) 

Fort  William,  Ont.,  Indian  Reserve,  Road  on  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.*  (Hr.  Blake)  533  (i). 

Fort  William  Indian  Reserve,  Timber  Licenses  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1442  (iii). 

Forty  Mile  Belt  in  B.C. :  Memo,  read  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  1983  (iii). 

France  and  Canada,  Commercial  Relations  between  :  M. 

for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Amyot)  825  (ii). 

France  and  Quebec,  Steamship  Subventions  :  in  Com. 
of  Sup.,  2938  (iv). 

France  and  Quebec,  Fortnightly  Line,  Steamship  Sub¬ 
ventions  :  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  2936,  29  i2,  3041  (iv). 
France,  Commercial  Relations.  See  “  High  Commissioner.” 
Franchise  B.  Petitions.  See  “  Petitions.” 

Franchise,  Electoral  B.  No.  103  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald).  1°,  629  (i);  Order  for  2°  postponed,  1095  ;  2°  m„, 
1133;  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1137;  neg.  (Y. 
59,  N.  104)  and  deb.  adjd.,  1166  ;  deb,  rsmd.,  1167  ;  Amt. 
(Mr .  Laurier)  1171;  neg.  (Y.  54,  N.  86)  1204;  deb 
adjd.,  1204;  deb.  rsmd.,  1226 ;  2°  agreed  to  ( Y .  Ill,  N. 
63)  1277  ;  M.  for  Com.,  1336 ;  in  Com.,  1385,  1388, 
1444,  1475,  1568,  1608,  1646,  1680,  1712,  1745  (ii), 
1782,  1824,  1856,  1895,  1915,  1956,  1983,  2052,  2065, 
2086,  2104,  2139,  2172,  2210,  2241,  2274,  2301,  2321, 
2345, 2360, 2393  (iii),  2757, 3052, 3062  ;  on  consdn.  of  B., 
Amt.  (Mr.  Charlton)  neg.  (Y.  51,  N.  96)  3053  ;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Jenkins)  3053 ;  Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr.  McIntyre) 
3056 ;  neg.  (Y.  50,  N.  95)  3058  ;  Amts,  to  Amt.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  3068 ;  neg.  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3060 ;  (Mr.  Watson) 
neg,  (Y.  46,  N.  96)  3061 ;  (Mr.  Mulock)  neg.  (Y.  46, 
N.  96)  3061 ;  (Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  44,  N.  95)  3062  ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  agreed  to  (Y.  114,  N.  17)  3062; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  neg,  (Y.  41,  N.  92)  3063 ;  Amtsi 


(Mr.  Burpee)  neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  89)  3063;  (Mr.  Trow) 
3063  ;  neg.  (Y.  36,  N.  88)  3064  ;  (Mr.  Armstrong)  neg. 
(Y.  37,  N.  87)  3064  ;  (Mr,  Somerville,  Brant)  neg. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3065 ;  Amts.  (Messrs.  McCraney  and 
Innes)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3065;  Amts.  (Messrs* 
Cameron  [Middlesex]  and  Langelier)  neg.  (  Y.  38,  N.  87) 
3066  ;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Lister  and  Cameron,  Huron)  neg. 
(Y.  38,  N.  87)  3067  ;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Weldon  and  Fair- 
bank)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3068  ;  Amts.  (Messrs.  Pater¬ 
son  [Brant]  and  Gillmor)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87)  3069  ; 
Amts.  (Messrs,  Holton  and  Fisher)  neg.  (Y.  38,  N.  87) 
3070  ;  on  M.  for  3°,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mills)  3  m.  fa.,  3071 ; 
neg.  (Y.  37,  N.  88)  3072 ;  3°  of  B.,  3072  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  40.) 

FRANCHISE,  ELECTORAL  B.,  Debate: 

ABBOTT ,  Mr.  :  in  Oom.,  “usufructuary,”  1416  (ii) ;  “revision 
of  lists,”  2345,  2350  (iii);  “general  provisions,”  1448  (ii),  2352, 
2355;  “  appeal,”  2363  (iii). 

ALLEN,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1493  (ii);  “  qualifies* 
tions,”  &c.,  1853;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2166  (iii). 
ARMSTRONG ,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1272-1274;  in  Com.,  (woman 
suffrage)  1469;  “  tenant  ”  (Amt.)  1481 ;  “person”  (Indian) 
1492,  1506,  1542;  “ actual  value,”  1598;  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1643  (ii),  1880-1882;  (manhood  suffrage)  1970;  (Amt.)  2001  ; 
“registration,”  2247,  2318;  “  revision  of  lists,”  2433  (iii)  ;  on 
M  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3064  (iv). 

AUGER,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1238-1241  ;  in  Com.,  “usufructuary,” 
1452,1456,1458;  “tenant”  (Amt.)  1482;  “person”  (Indian) 
1543;  “  actual  value,”  1597,  1606  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1987,  1995,  2068;  “registration,”  2296  (iii). 

BAIN,  Mr.  ( Wentworth) :  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian)  1535; 
“qualifications,  &c.,”  1709-1712  (ii),  1776-1779;  (manhood 
suffrage)  1952-1954;  (Amt.)  1993,  2052,  2062  (iii),  2758  (iv)  ; 
“registration,”  2252,  2280,  2289;  “officers  and  duties,”  2356 
(iii). 

BAKER,  Mr.  ( Victoria ):  in  Com.,  “person”  (Chinese)  1587  (ii). 
BEATY,  Mr.,  junr. :  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1874-1880 (iii). 
BERG1N,  Mr.:  in  Com.  (remarks)  2203;  “qualifications,”  &o.( 
2085  (iii). 

BLAKE,  Mr.:  on  1°,  629  (i)  ;  on  Order  for  2°  being  called  (ra» 
marks)  1095;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier )  to  M.  for  2°,  1177-1192  ; 
in  Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1448,  1450,  1452,  1456,  1457;  “per¬ 
son  ”  (Indian)  1487,  1565  ;  “  farm,”  1591  (ii)  ;  on  disqualifying 
revising  barrister,  2086;  “who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians) 
2104-2111,  2161,  2163;  “registration,”  2173,  2177,2180,  2231, 
2312;  “revision  of  lists,”  2346;  “qualifications,  &c.,”  2395; 
“appeal,”  2395  (iii);  “preamble,”  2759;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  3059  (iv). 

BOW ELL,  Mr.:  in  Com,  “actual  value,”  1596-1607;  “  occu» 
pant,”  1483;  “tenant,”  1478-1480  (d)  ;  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1995,2061;  “  revision  of  lists,”  2348;  “appeal,”  2361;  “gen¬ 
eral  provisions,”  2344  (iii). 

BURNS,  Mr.  :  in  Gem.,  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1809  (iii). 
BURPEE,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian)  1522  (ii) ;  “quali¬ 
fications,  &c.,”  1810,  1987,  1991,  2001,  (manhood  suffrage) 
1959,  2004,  2058,  (Amt.)  2060,  2073,  2079  ;  “  who  shall  not 
vote”  (Indians)  (Amt.)  2120;  “registration,”  225 1  (iii);  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Weldon)  3058;  on  M.  for  consdn  of  B.  (Amt.) 
3063  (iv). 

CAMERON,  Mr.  ( Middlesex ):  on  M.  for  Com.,  1373-1379  (ii)  ;  in 
Com.,  (woman  suffrage)  1440;  “person”  (Indian)  1493; 
“qualifications,  &c.,”  1699-1707,  1890,  1895-1900,  1994,  (Amt.) 
1999,  2002,  (manhood  suffrage)  1973,  2061,  (Amt.)  2071,  2073, 
2077,  2084,  2085,  2395;  “registration,”  2193-2197,  2263;  “who 
shall  not  vote,”  2102,  (Indians)  2149-2152,  (Amt.)  2274,  (Amt.) 
2285,  2289,  2291  ;  “  appeal,”  2395  (iii)  ;  on  M.  for  consdn,  of  B, 
(Amt.)  3066  (iv). 
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CAMERON,  Mr.  ( Victoria) :  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1393; 
“tenant,”  1477;  “registration,”  2180,2230,  2233  (iii). 

CAMERON ,  Mr.  ( Inverness ):  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  (cor¬ 
rection  re  Indians)  1419;  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1629-1632, 
1836  (ii),  2396;  “registration,”  2278,  2283  (iii). 

CAMERON,  Mr.  {Huron) :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M. 
for  2°,  1138-1143;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1394,  1438; 
“owner,”  1472;  “tenant”  (Amt.)  1476,  1478;  “occupant,” 
1483;  “person”  (Indian)  1602,  1627,  1580;  “farm,”  1691, 
1692;  “farmers’  sons”  (Amt.)  1594;  “qualifications,  &e.,” 
1692-1689  (ii),  1924-1931,  2074;  “registration,”  2216-2220, 
(Amt.)  2227,  2241,  2274-2277,  2281-2284,  (Amt.)  2286,  2300, 
2302-2306,  2313,  2317,  2319;  “revision  of  lists,”  2321,  2326- 
2329,  2332,  2345-2348;  “  general  provisions,”  2344,  2345,  2351- 
2354;  “officers  and  duties,”  2356,  2339;  “appeal,”  2360- 
2366;  “offences,”  2390  (iii). 

CARTWRIGHT,  Sir  Richard;  on  M.  for  2°,  1134;  (Amt.) 
1137,  neg.  (Y.  59,  N.  104)  1166;  on  M.  for  Com.  (remarks) 
1385;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1459;  “tenant,”  1479; 
“person”  (Indian)  1673  (ii) ;  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1817, 
1915-1918,  1988,  1992,  1995,  2068,  2071,  2073,  2079,  2032,  (Amt.) 
2085;  “registration,”  2220-2223,  2232,  2279,  2281,  2285,  2288, 
2297,  2299,  2300;  “revision  of  lists,”  2326,  2338,  2340,  2349; 
“  general  provisions,”  2344,  2365;  “officers  and  duties”  (In¬ 
dians)  2382  (ii). 

CASEY,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1263-1266;  in  Com.  (woman  suf- 
rage)  1401-1408,  1459;  “usufructuary,”  1452,  1458;  “owner,” 
1470;  “tenant,”  1477;  “person”  (Indian)  1496,  1528-1530, 
1578,  (Chinese)  1582,  1690;  “farm,”  1592;  “actual  value,” 
1596,  1604;  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1739-1743  (ii),  1828  ;  (In¬ 
dians)  1837,  (Amt.)  1845  ;  (manhood  suffrage)  1956-1959, 
1988,  2052,  2061;  (Amts.)  2064,  2070,  2079,  2080,  2394;  on 
disqualifying  barristers,  2086;  “who  shall  not  vote,”  2086, 
2093;  “registration,”  2254-2258,  2270,  2272,  2282,  2283,  (Amt.) 
2288,  2290,  2308-2310;  “revision  of  lists,”  2321,  2323,  2325, 
2333,  2343;  “general  provisions,”  2344,  2347,2350;  “officers 
and  duties”  (Indians)  2383-2385  (iii). 

CASGRAIN,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  Com.,  1384;  (woman  suffrage) 
1395;  “usufructuary,”  1447;  “person”  (Indian)  1516,  1519, 
1538,  (Chinese)  1588;  “farm,”  1591;  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1699-1692  (ii),  (Amt.)  1791  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2099  (iii). 

CIIAPLEAU,  Mr.  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1171— 
1177 ;  in  Com.,  “  person  ”  (Chinese)  1590  (ii). 

CHARLTON ,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1158-1160;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1390,  1439;  “person” 
(Indian)  1503,  1523,  (Chinese)  1587 ;  “  qualifications,  Ac.,” 
1608,  (Amt.)  1623  (ii),  1770-1773,  (Indians)  1860,  1864-1871, 
(manhood  suffrage)  1947-1952;  “registration,”  2279,  2282, 
2286,  2287,  (Amt.)  2288,  2289,  2306-2308,  (Amt.)  2317;  “re¬ 
vision  of  lists,”  2340,  2360;  “general  provisions,”  2344, 
(Amt.)  2344;  “appeal,”  2363;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indi¬ 
ans)  2377 ;  “offences,”  2390  (iii)  ;  on  M.  for  3”  (Amt.)  3053 
(iv). 

GOCKBURN ,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  2°,  1258 ;  in  Com.  (woman  suf- 
rage)  1438  (ii). 

COOK,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “person”  (Chinese)  1590  (ii)  ;  “registra¬ 
tion,”  2213-2216  (iii). 

COSTIGAN ,  Mr. :  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1990;  “revision 
of  lists,”  2343  (iii). 

COURSOL ,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  2°,  1248;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage) 
1389  (ii). 

CURRAN,  Mr. :  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1408;  “qualifications, 
Ac.,”  1623-1626  (ii). 

DAVIES,  Mr.:  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1153-1156;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1418,  1458 ;  “tenant,” 
1476,  1478;  “occupant,”  1483;  “person”  (Indians)  1576, 
(Chinese)  1583  ;  “farm,”  1592;  “farmers’  sons,”  1694; 
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“qualifications,  &c.,”  1638-1643  (ii),  1824-1828,  1939-1945; 
(manhood  suffrage)  1987,  1991,  1992,  1996,  2054,  2058,  2066- 
2069,  2071,  (Amt.)  2072-2074,  2077  ;  “who  shall  not  vote,” 
2090,  2096,  (Indians)  2167-2160,  (Amt.)  2160;  “registration,” 
2210,  (Amt.)  2211,  2229,  2230,  (Amt.)  2234,  2269,  2271-2273, 
2280,  (Amt.)  2281,  2286,  2287,  2289,  2291,  (Amt.)  2292,  2301, 
2313,  2316,  (Amt.)  2318  ;  “  revision  of  lists,”  2326,  2329,  2331, 
2347  ;  “general  provisions,”  2353;  “  appeal,”  2361 ;  “officers 
and  duties”  (Indians)  2378,  2389  (iii). 

DAWSON,  Mr.:  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2Q, 
1160;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1408;  “owner,”  1473; 
“person  ”  (Indian)  1486,  1491,  1492,  1521,  1569,  (explanation) 
1503  (ii) ;  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1775,  (manhood  suffrage) 
1979,  (Indians)  2006-2008,  2012,  2078  ;  ‘  <  who  shall  not  vote  ” 
(Indians) 2122,  2149;  “registration,”  2248-2268,  2298;  “officers 
and  duties”  (Indians)  2369,  2387  (iii)  ;  “  preamble,”  2758  (iv). 

DE  ST.  GEORGES,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1533  (ii). 

DESJARDINS,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1451,  1455  (ii). 

DUPONT ,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  2°,  1234  (ii). 

EDGAR,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1197-1200;  in 
Com.,  (woman  suffrage)  1399 ;  “owner,”  1473;  “occupant,” 
1484;  “person”  (Indian)  1553,  (Chinese)  1582,  1584  (ii) ; 
“farm,”  2393;  “qualifications,  Ac.”  (manhood  suffrage) 
1968-1970,  1993,  2001,  (Amt.)  2003,  (Indian)  2022,  2053,  2066, 
2080,  2394;  “registration,”  2282,  2289,  2305,2312,  2316-2319; 
“  revision  of  lists,”  2330,  2331,  2334,  2337  (iii) ;  on  M.  to 
refer  back  to  xCom  ,  3052  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McIntyre)  to  M.  for 
3°,  3067  (iv). 

FAIRBANK ,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  2°,  1226  ;  (woman  suffrage)  1416 ; 
"person”  (Indian)  1619,1531;  “actual  value,”  1605;  (ii) ; 
“qualifications,  Ac.,”  1779,  1784  ;  (manhood  suffrage)  1971— 
1973,  1993,  1997,  2082;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2152  i 
“revision  of  lists,”  2338,  2342,  2348  (iii);  on  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  3068  (iv). 

FARROW,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “tenant,”  1482  (ii). 

FISHER,  Mr.:  cn  M.  for  2°,  1254-1258;  “usufructuary,”  1455; 
“tenant,”  1479,  1482;  “person”  (Indian)  1504,  1538; 
“actual  value,”  1595,  1599,  1602,  1604,  (Amt.)  1595;  “quali¬ 
fications,  Ac.,”  1647-1654  (ii),  1804,  1994,  1996,  2060,  (manhood 
suffrage)  1967;  “who  shall  not  vote,”  2098,  (Indians)  2116— 
2119;  “registration,"  2211,  2294  (iii);  on  consdn.  ot  B. 
(Amt.)  3070,  (iv). 

FLEMING,  Mr.  :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1146-1149;  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1410;  “usufructu¬ 
ary,”  1457;  “owner,”  1473;  “tenant”  (Amt  )  1476,  1477, 
1479;  “person”  (Indian)  1545  (ii) ;  “qualifications,  Ac.,” 
1994,  (Amt.)  1997,  2062,  2080 ;  “who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians) 
2164;  “registration,”  2197-2199,  2298;  “revision  of  lists,” 
2341  (iii). 

FOSTER,  Mr.  :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1156-1158;  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian)  1658  (ii)  ;  “qualifi¬ 
cations,  Ac.,”  1819,  1822,  2001,  2055,  2057;  “who  shall  not 
vote,  ”  2089,  2098  (iii). 

GAULT,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “person”  (Chinese)  1682;  “qualifica¬ 
tions,  Ac.,”  1638  (ii). 

GIG  AULT,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  2°,  1245-1248  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  Ac.,” 
1789  (iii). 

GILLMOR,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1226,  1269;  “person”  (Indians) 
1534,  (Chinese)  1585;  “qualifications,”  1707-1709  (ii),  1807, 
1984,  1990,  1997,  2054,  2060,  2072,  2074  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote” 
(Indians)  2114-2116  ;  “  registration,”  2258  (iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  3059 ;  on  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3069  (iv). 

GIROUARD,  Mr,:  in  Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1446;  “tenant,” 
1480  (ii). 

11ACKE1T,  Mr. :  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  Ac,”  1654-1657  (ii); 
“who  shall  not  vote,”  2095  (iii);  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  to 
M.  for  3«,  3054-3056  (iv). 
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HESSON,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “farmers’  sons,”  1695;  actual  value,” 
1699,  1606  (ii),  (explanation)  1762  ;  “  qualifications,  Ac  ,”  1987, 
2069,  2081, 2082,  2084,  2085  ;  “who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians) 
2133  ;  “registration,”  2246,  2283,  2295,  2305  (iii). 

HICKEY,  Mr.  :  “ actual  value,”  1600  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  Ac.,” 
1887-1890,  1989;  “revision  of  lists,”  2330;  “registration” 
(Amt.)  2279  (iii). 

HOLTON ,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.(Amt.)  3070  (iv). 

HOMER,  Mr. :  in  Com.,  “person”  (Chinese)  1582  (ii). 

INNES,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1736-1739  (ii) ; 
“registration”  (Amt)  2279  (iii);  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  3065  (iv). 

IRVINE,  Mr.:  in  Com,  “person”  (Indian)  1514  (ii);  “qualifica¬ 
tions,  Ac.,  ”  1814-1817;  “who  shall  not  vote,”  2097  (iii). 

IVES,  Mr. :  in  Com.,  “  qualifications,  Ac.,  ”  1986-1988  (iii). 

JACKSON,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  Com.,  1342  ;  “  person  ”  (Indian)  1638  ; 
“qualifications,  Ac.,”  1712-1715  (ii). 

JENKINS,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  Com.,  1344  (ii) ;  in  Com.  (manhood 
suffrage)  1981  (iii);  on  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3053 (iv). 

KINO,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  2°,  1261-1263;  in  Com.,  “person  ”  (Indian) 
1524  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1806  ;  “who  shall  not  vote  ’ 
(Indian)  2164;  “  registration  ”  2266,  2285,  (Amt.)  2285  (iii). 

KIRK,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  2Q,  1259-1261  (ii)  ;  “qualifications,  Ac.,” 
1834,  2067,  2072,  2078  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2166 
(iii). 

LANDERKIN,  Mr.  :  on  M.for  Com.,  1353-1360 ;  “tenant,  ”  1482  ; 
“person”  (Indian)  1520,  1539;  “actual  value,”  1602  (ii) » 
“qualifications,  Ac.”  (Indians)  1846-1849,  1985,  1997,  (Amt.) 
2000,  2021,2074;  “registration  of  voters,”  2267,  2301  ;  “offi¬ 
cers  and  duties  ”  (Indians)  2385. 

LANDRY,  Mr.  {Kent)  :  in  Com.,  “  usufructuary,”  1449 ;  “  person” 
(Indians)  1554  ;  (Chinese)  1584, 1598  (ii)  ;  “  qualifications,Ac.,” 
1812,  2057  “who  shall  not  vote,  ”  2100  ;  “registration,  ”  2230, 
2232,  2260  (iii);  on  (Amt.)  {Mr.  Weldon)  to  M.  for  3°,  3058  (iv). 

LANDRY,  Mr.,  {Montmagny)  :  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  Ac”  1635, 
1637  (ii). 

LANGEL1ER,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  Com ,  1364-1373 ;  in  Com., 
(woman  suffrage)  1388;  “usufructuary,”  1444,  1446,  1448, 

1451,  1452,  1454,  1455,  1457;  “tenant,"  1475,  (Amt.)  1476, 
1480;  “qualifications,”  1632-1638  (ii),  1903-1908,  1984,1996, 
2064,  2067,  2070,  2394;  “registration,”  2185-2190,  (Amt.)  2228; 
“revision  of  lists,”  2331,  2333,  2342;  “appeal,”  2365;“  officers 
and  duties,”  2388  ;  “offences,”  2390  (iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins) 
to  M.  for  3o  (Amt.)  3062;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amts.) 
3063,  3066  (iv). 

LANOEV1N,  Sir  Hector:  on  Amt.  (Sir  Rickard  Cartwright) 
to  M.  for  2°,  1137;  in  Com.,  “  qualifications,  Ac.,”  2085; 
“  registration  of  voters,”  2299  (iii). 

LATJRIER,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1167,  (Amt.)  1171;  in  Com., 
“usufructuary,”  1415,  1446,  1448,  1451,  1454,  1455,  1456; 
“tenant,”  1480;  “actual  value,”  1596,  1604;  “parish,”  1593; 
“qualifications,  Ac.,”  1626-1629  (ii),  1984  (iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
McIntyre)  to  M.  for  3°,  3057  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Fisher)  to  M.  for 
consdn.  of  B.,  3070  (iv). 

LISTER,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M-  for  2°, 
1160-1153;  on  M.  for  Com.,  1344-1347,  1352;  “qualifications, 
Ac.,”  1732-1736  (ii),  1860-1864, (Indians)  2009-2012,  2066,  2070, 
2075;  “who  shall  not  vote,”  2088,  (Indians)  2153-  2155; 
“registration,”  2264,  2283,  2286,  2316;  “  revision  of  lists,” 
2324,  2338,  2343;  general  provisions,”  2344;  appeal,”  2364; 
“officers  and  duties”  (Indians)  2371  (ii);  on  consdn.  of  B. 
(Amt.)  3066  (iv). 

MACDONALD,  Sir  John  A.:  2°  m.,  1133;  in  Com.,  1385; 
(woman  suffrage),  1388,  1458;  “owner,”  1444,  1446,1449, 

1452,  1453,  1457;  “tenant,”  1475,  1481;  “occupant,”  1483; 
“person”  (Indians)  1484,  1486,  1487,  1489,  1563,  1574  (ii), 
2023  (iii);  (Chinese)  1582,  1658;  “farm,”  1591;  “parish,” 
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1593;  “farmers’  sons,”  1594  ;  “actual  value,”  1596,  1600  (ii)  . 
“qualifications,  Ac  ,”  1937,  1983-1988,  1992-2003,  2053,  2060’ 
2062,  2064,  2065,  2079,  2080,  2394  (iii),  2757-2759  (iv)  ;  “  dis¬ 
qualifying  revising  barrister,”  2086 ;  “  who  shall  not  vote  ” 
(Indians)  2104,  (Amt.)  2139;  “registration,”  2172,  2177-2180, 
2228,  2231,  2241,  2244,  2269,  2273,  2279-2294,  2300,  2310-2319. 
“revision  of  lists,”  2321,  2326-2335,  2339-2345;  “general 
provisions,”  2344,  2351,  2353-2356;  “appeal,”  2360-2365,  2395; 
“officers  and  duties”  (Indians)  2370,  2373,  2388,  2389; 
“offences,”  2390;  “farm,”  2393  (iii);  “preamble,”  2758;  M.  to 
refer  back  to  Com.,  3051;  in  Com.,  3062;  on  Amt.  (Mr, 
McIntyre)  to  M.  for  3°,  3056  (iv). 

MACKINTOSH,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  2°,  1241-1245  (ii). 

MACMASTER,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “revision  of  lists,”  2324,  2343; 
“ general  provisions,”  2352 ;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indians) 
2380-2382,  2386  (iii). 

McCALLUM,  Mr.:  in  Com,  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1871,  1994- 
1996;  “registration,”  2258,  2272,  2283,  2284  ;  “officers  and 
duties  ”  (Indians)  2373,  2383  (iii). 

McCRANEY,  Mr.:  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1410;  “person” 
(Indian)  1641  (ii) ;  “qualifications,  Ac,”  1773-1775  (iii);  on 
M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3065  (iv). 

McINTYRE,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1790  (iii);  on 
Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3056;  neg.  (Y.  60,  N. 
95)  3058  (iv). 

McMULLEN,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier )  to  M.  for  2°,  1200-1204  j 
in  Com.  (womau  suffrage)  1395;  “tenant,”  1476,  1477, 
1479;  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1685-1690  (ii),  1853,  1856,  I860, 
(manhood  suffrage)  1961-1964,  1932,  1995,  2000,  (Amt.)  2052, 
2059,  2063,  2067,  2070,  2075,  2080,  2082;  “  who  shall  not  vote,” 
2100,  (Indians)  2135-2137;  “registration,”  2190-2193;  “re¬ 
vision  of  lists,”  2396;  “officers  and  duties”  (Indians)  2386  ; 
“farm,”  2393  (iii). 

McNEILL,  Mr.:  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1412  (ii);  “quali¬ 
fications,  Ac.”  2073  (iii). 

MILLS,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M-  for  2°,  116U 
1166;  in  Com.,  1388,  (woman  suffrage)  1391,  1458;  “usu¬ 
fructuary,”  1449,  1463,  1454,  1455 ;“  owner,”  1472;  “tenant,” 
1477;  “occupant,”  1483;  “farm,”  1591  (ii),  2393  (iii) ;  “per¬ 
son”  (Indians)  1484,  (Amt.)  1485,  1507,  1568,  (Chinese)  1583, 
1589;  “city,”  1593;  “ farmers’ sons,"  1594;  “ actual  value,” 
1699,  1605  (ii);  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1747,  1761,  (Indians) 
1849,  1910-1913,  1934-1937;  (manhood  suffrage)  1964-1967, 
(Indians)  1976,  1988,  1991-2003,  2004-2006,  2053,  2056,  2060, 
2063,  2066-2069,  2072,  2075,  2078-2083,  2085,  2394  (iii),  2758 
(iv);  “  disqualifying  revising  barrister,”  2086;  “who  shall 
not  vote"  (Amt.)  2087,  (Indians)  2149,  2160;  “registration,” 
2181-2185,  2229,  2233,  (Amt.)  2227,  2243,  2266,  2270,  2273,  2280, 
(Amt.)  2282,  2285,  2287,  2288,  2293,  2300,  2315,  2316,  2318  ; 
“revision  of  lists,”  2322,  2325,  2332,  2336,  2340-2343,  2345- 
2349  ;  “general  provisions,”  2353,  2354  ;  “officers  and  duties,” 
2356,  (Indians)  2373-2376,  2387,  2388,  2389;  “offences,”  2390  ; 
“appeal,”  2361,  2364,  2366,  2396;  “preamble,”  2759  (iii);  on 
M.  to  refer  back  to  Com.,  3051 ;  in  Com.,  3052,  3062  ;  on  M.  for 
3°  (Amt.)  3052  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  3054 ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  3059;  on  M.  for  consdn,  of  B.,  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Holton) 
3070;  (Amt.)  3  m.  h.,  3071  (iv). 

MITCHELL ,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1145,  (explanation)  1149;  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indians)  1577, 
(Chinese)  1582  (ii);  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1807,  (Amt.)  1938; 
(manhood  suffrage)  1959,  1980,  (Amt.)  1987,  1991,  2069,  2072 
(iii). 

MULOCK,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  Com.,  1379,  1384,  (woman  suffrage) 
1421,  1426-1430;  “owner,”  1473;  “tenant,”  1482;  “occu¬ 
pant,”  1484;  “person”  (Indian)  1520,  1538;  “  actual  value,” 
1607;  “qualifications,  Ac.,”  1715-1723  (u)  .882,  1887  ;  (man¬ 
hood  suffrage)  1978,  (Amt.)  1985,  1992,  2000,  2053,  (Amt  ) 
2054,  2059,  2064,  2070,  (Amt.)  2072,  2073,  2076;  “who  shall 


INDEX 


ie 


CX11 


FRANCHISE,  ELEOTOEAL,  B. — Continued. 

not  vote”  (Indians)  2137 ;  "registration,”  2223-2227,2248, 
2272,  2286,  2287,  2291,  2300,  2302,  2317;  “revision  of  lists,” 
2322,  2327,  2329,  2331,  2335,  2340,  2349;  "general  provisions,” 
2354;  “appeal,”  2360,  2363  ;  "officers  and  duties”  (Indians) 
2372  (iii);  "preamble,”  2758;  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Jenkins )  to  M. 
for  3°  (Amt.)  3061 ;  on  M.  to  refer  back  to  Oom.,  3052  ;  in 
Com.,  3062  ;  on  M.  for  3®  (Amt.)  3052  (iv). 

PAINT ,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  "qualifications,  &c.,”  1991,  2072,  2077, 
2078;  "  who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2166  (iii). 

PLATT,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  Com.,  1336-1341,  (woman  suffrage) 
1439;  "person  ”  (Indian)  1625;  "actual  value,”  1606  (ii)  ; 
"qualifications,  &c.,”  1784-1789;  (manhood  suffrage  and 
Indians)  1977;  “revision  of  lists,”  2343;  “who  shall  not 
vote”  (Indians)  2127-2129  (iii). 

PATERSON,  Mr.  (Brant)  :  on  M.  for  Com.,  1360-1364  ;  in  Com., 
“person”  (Indian)  1489,  1492,  1571,  1574  (ii)  ;  "qualifications, 
&c.,”  1793-1798,  1800-1804,  1931, 1  (manhood  suffrage)  1981, 
2004,  (Indian)  2013-2019,  2056,  2059,  2074,  2079,  2084  ;  “who 
Shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2123-2127,  2162;  "registration,” 
2259-2263,  2199-2205,  2269,  2273,  2279,  2283,  2285,  2291,  2298, 
2300,  2315,  2318;  “revision  of  lists,”  2337;  “officers  and 
duties,”  2356,  (Indian)  2367-2369,  2376,  2387;  "appeal,” 
2367 ;  “offences,  2391  (iii);  on  M.  to  refer  back  to  Com.,  3052; 
on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3068;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Amts., 
3071  (iv). 

PATTERSON, \  Mr.  (Essex):  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &c.,”  1986 
(iii). 

RINFRET,  Mr.;  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian)  1606,  1538;  "qua¬ 
lifications,  See.,”  1680-1683  (ii). 

ROYAL,  Mr. :  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1390  (ii). 

RYKERT,  Mr.;  in  Com.,  "usufructuary,”  1450;  "tenant,”  1477 

(ii)  ;  "qualifications,  &c.,”  1761-1770,  2002,  2058;  “revision 
of  list,”  2342  (iii). 

SHAKESPEARE,  Mr.:  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1391;  “per¬ 
son”  (Chinese)  1583,  1591  (ii);  “qualifications,  &c.”  (Indians 
and  Chinese)  1974  (iii). 

SOMERVILLE ,  Mr.  (Brant):  on  M.  for  2°,  1269-1272;  in  Com., 
"woman  suffrage,”  1441;  “person”  (Indian)  1549  (ii) ; 
"who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2129-2133;  “registration,” 
2276,  2291,  2296  (iii)  ;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3065  (iv). 

SPROULE,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “person”  (Indian)  1492,  1551; 
“actual  value,”  1598:  "qualifications,  &c.”  (Indians)  1850, 
2012,  2073;  “registration,”  2248;  "appeal,”  2361,  2366; 
“officers  and  duties,”  2388,  2389  ;  “offences,”  2390  (iii). 

STAIRS,  Mr.  :  on  Amt.  (Mr.  McIntyre)  to  M.  for  3°,  3057  (iv). 

TASCHEREAO,  Mr.  :  on  M.  for  2°,  1236;  in  Com.,  “  usufructu¬ 
ary,”  1447  (ii). 

TASSE,  Mr.  :  in  Com.,  “who  shall  not  vote,”  2093,  2097  (iii). 

TAYLOR,  Mr.:  in  Com.,  “qualifications,  &c.,”  2061  (iii). 

TEMPLE,  Mr. :  in  Com.,  "  qualifications,  &c.,”  2054,  2058,  2084; 
“  revision  of  lists,”  2341  (iii). 

TROW,  Mr. :  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)'  1460  ;  "farmers’  sons,” 
1594;  "  actual  value,”  1598  (ii)  ;  “  qualifications,  &c.,”  1908, 
2056,  2073,  2076;  “who  shall  not  vote  ”  (Indians)  2133,  (Amt.) 
2163;  “registration,”  2240,  2280;  “revision  of  lists,”  2343 

(iii) ;  on  M.  for  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.)  3063  (iv). 

TOWNSHEND,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1249-1254;  in  Com.  (Amt.) 

(woman  suffrage)  1388  ;  agreed  to,  1442  (vol.  ii). 

TOPPER,  Mr. :  in  Com.,  « qualifications,  &c.,”  1643,  1832, 
2250  (iii). 

VAIL,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  2°,  1274-1277;  in  Com.,  “farmers’  sons,” 
1594;  "actual  value,”  1606  (ii);  "qualifications,  &c.”  (Amt.) 
1829-1832,  1990,  1994,  1999-2002,  2084,  2085,  2394  ;  “  who  shall 
not  vote”  (Indians)  2'65;  “registration,”  2190,  2249,  2278, 
(Amt.)  2280,  2288,  2294,  2316  (iii). 

WALLACE,  Mr.:  on  M.  for  Com.,  1341;  in  Com.,  “tenant,” 
1477,  1478;  “person”  (Indian)  1491;  "actual  value,”  1602, 
1604  (ii)  ;  "qualifications,  &c.,”  2002,  2066,  2083  (iii). 
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WATSON,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  2°,  1274 ;  in  Oom.  (woman  suffrage) 
1468;  “person  ”  (Indian)  1492,  1522,  1542;  “occupant,”  1484; 
“actual  value,”  1606  (ii)  ;  "qualifications,  & c.”  (Indians) 
1863,  (Amts.)  1933,  1990,  1992,  2008,  (Indian)  2058;  “  registra¬ 
tion,”  2268,  2296  ;  “revision  of  lists,”  2344  (iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3061  (iv). 

WELDON,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1149;  in  Com.,  “usufructuary,”  1462;  "owner,”  1472; 
“tenant,”  1478;  “person  ”  (Indian)  1493,  (Chinese)  “farm,” 
1592;  “parish,”  1693;  “farmers’  sons,”  1595;  "actual 
value”  (Amt.)  1596,  1600;  “qualifications,  ho.,”  1727-1731 

(ii) ,  (Amt.)  1805;  “registration,”  2253,  2277,  (Amts.)  2278, 
2282,  2283,  2286,  2288,  2289,  2291,  2297,  2310,  2316;  “revision 
of  lists,”  2323,  2328,  2339,  2341,  2343,  2349  (iii)  ;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  to  M.  for  3°  (Amt.)  3058;  on  consdn.  of  B.  (Amt.) 
3068  (iv). 

WHITE,  Mr.  (Cardwell) :  on  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  to  M.  for  2°,  1192- 
1197  (ii);  “qualifications,  &c.,”  (manhood  suffrage)  1945, 
1996,  (Indian)  2019;  “registration,”  2245,  2283  (iii). 

WHITE,  Mr.  (Hastings):  in  Com.,  "person”  (Indian)  1492  (ii) ; 
"qualifications,  &c.”  (manhood  suffrage  and  Indians)  1983, 
2008,  2067  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote,”  2088,  2092,  (Indians)  2155— 
2157  (iii). 

WHITE,  Mr.  (Renfrew) :  in  Com.,  "qualifications,  &c.,”  1996  (iii). 
WILSON,  Mr.  :  in  Com.  (woman  suffrage)  1417 ;  “occupant,” 
1484;  "person”  (Indian)  1515,  1536;  “qualifications,  &c.,” 
1723-1727  (ii),  1901,  (manhood  suffrage)  1960,  1986,  1989,  2060, 
2068,  2073,  2077  ;  “  who  shall  not  vote”  (Indians)  2120-2122  ; 
“registration,”  2205-2207,  2265,  2287;  "appeal,”  2362,  2367 

(iii) . 

WOOD,  Mr.  (Westmoreland):  in  Com,  "qualifications,  &c.,” 
1731  (i). 

WOODWORTH,  Mr. :  on  M.  for  2°,  1228-1234;  in  Com.,  "persan  ” 
(Chinese)  1584  (ii). 

WRIGHT ,  Mr. :  on  Amt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  M.  for  2°, 
1143  (ii). 

YEO,  Mr. :  in  Com  ,  "qualifications,  &e,”  1647  (ii). 

[For  Ques.  cp  Obder,  &c.,  &c.,  See  "Obdeb,”  “  Privilege,”  and 
"  Procedure.”] 

Fr\ser,  D.  M.,  and  Dept,  of  Agriculture,  Ccr.  between; 

M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Robertson  Shelburne )  533  (i) . 
Fredericton  and  St.  Mary’s  Ry.  Bridge  Co.’s 
ineorp.  B.  Mo.  50  (Mr.  Temple).  I0*,  170;  2°*, 
289  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3Q*,  873  ;  Sen.  Amts.  cone,  in, 
1386  (H).  (48-49  Vic.,  c,  26.) 

Free  Fishing  allowed  American  Fishermen  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Vail )  3321  (iv). 

Freeman,  J.  N.,  and  Sawdust  Law  in  N.8. :  M.  for  Eet. 
(Mr.  Forbes)  147  (i). 

Free  Transport  of  Bodies  of  Volunteers  killed  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake )  2029  (iii). 

French  Canadians  in  Customs  Dept.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Be  St, 
Georges)  1914  ;  (Mr.  Catudal)  2171  (iii). 

French  Canadians,  Repatriation  of,  Scheme.;  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Blake)  533  (i) . 

Fuel  for  Settlers  in  the  N.W. ;  M.  for  copies  of  Cor,,  &c. 
(Mr.  Blake)  61  (i). 

Funeral  Expenses  of  Aohille  Blais  :  Ques.  (Mr, 
Langelier)  2169  (iii). 

Gas  and  Gas  Meters  Inspection  Acts  Amt.  B. 

No.  119  (Mr.  Gostigan).  Res.  prop.,  in  Com.  and  1* 
of  B.,  837  (ii)  ;  2°,  2419 ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2439  (iii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  69.) 
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Gas  Coke  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  783  (ii). 
Gatineau  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Eos. (Mr.  Pope)  3458  (iv). 
Gatling  Guns  for  use  of  Troots  in  N.W. :  Quos.  (Mr. 

Robertson,  Hastings )  813  (ii). 

Gaudet,  Mr.  A. :  Certificate  of  Election  and  Eeturn  of,  1. 
Gauvreau,  Jules,  Salary  and  Expenses  as  Fishery 
Overseer  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blondeau )  290 ;  M.  for  copies  of 
Rep.,*  532  (i). 

General  Inspection  Act,  1874,  Amt.  B.  135  (Mr. 

Costigan ).  Ees.  (Chief  Inspector)  prop.,  1306  ;  in  Com., 
1307 ;  cone,  in  and  1°*  of  B.,  1320  (ii)  ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
2548;  3°,  2555  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  66.) 

Geneva  Gin  and  Brandy  :  in  Com  on  Ways  and  Moans, 
3224,  3229  (iv). 

Geological  Survey:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3346  (iv). 
Geological  Survey  of  the  Dom.,  Management  of:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Hall)  114  (i). 

Glamis  Post  Office,  Enquiry  respecting:  Quoe.  (Mr. 
Blake)  1131  (ii). 

Glucose  Syrup:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  849  (ii). 
Gold  Reserve,  Govt.:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  351 ;  Stmnt.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  361  (i). 
Goods  Imported  for  Consumption:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartu right)  30  (i). 

Goodwin,  George :  See  “Trent  Valley  Canal.” 

Gosselin,  Eugene,  Record  in  the  matter  of  :  M.  for  copy 
(Mr.  Amyot)  703,  704  (i). 

Govt.  Agents  in  the  N.W.T.,  Fees  from  Settlers  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  2170  (iii). 

Govt.  Bonds,  Disappearance  of,  from  Vaults  :  Quos.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3371  (iv). 

Govt.  Business:  Romarks,  211,  595  (i),  1744  (ii),  2996, 
3293,  3427,  3444  (vi). 

Govt.  Deposits  in  Banks:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  29  (i). 

Govt.  Employes  along  line  of  C.P.R. :  M.  for  names,  &c.* 
(Mr.  McMullen)  56  (i). 

Govt.  Employes  in  B.  C. :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria) 
1442  (ii). 

Govt.  Loans:  Ques,  (Mr.  Charlton)  2465  (iii). 

Govt.  Measures,  Precedence  :  on  Thursdays  after  Quo?, 
by  Members,  451 ;  on  Wednesdays  after  Routine,  965  ; 
on  Mondays  after  Quos.  by  Members,  1336  ;  Ms.  to  take 
in  Saturdays,  1824  (iii),  3246,  3459  (iv). 

Govt.  Mortgage  on  C.P.R.,  Changes  in  relation  to  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  36  (i). 

Govt.  Notes  in  circulation:  Quos.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2465 
(iii). 

Govt.  Officialsin  the  N.W.,  Communications  with  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Govt,  of  the  N.W.T. :  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  3243  (iv). 

Govt.  Properties  in  Co.  of  Richelieu  :  M.  for  Stmnt  * 
(Mr.  Massue)  147  (i). 

Govt.  Printing  and  Advertising:  Romarks  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville,  Brant)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3033-3039  (iv). 
Govt.  Rys.,  Return  Tickets  on:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
706  (i). 

15 


Govt.  Rights  to  Water  Lots  on  Rivers:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Vanasse)  2238  (iii). 

Govt.  Sections  of  C.  P.  R.  in  B.  C.,  Working  of,  by  Con¬ 
tractors:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  632  (i). 

Govt.  Steamers.  See  “Marine”  and  “Supply.” 

Govt.  Yards  in  Montreal:  Quos.  (Mr.  Gault)  57  (i). 
GOVERNOR  GENERAL : 

Commons,  Summoning  op,  to  Senate,  2  (i),  3475  (iv). 

Speech  prom  Throne  on  Opening  op  Parlt.  ,  2  ;  Reply  to  Address, 
113  (i). 

Speech  prom  Throne  Proroguing  Parlt.,  3475  (iv). 

Gov.  Genl.’s  Secretary,  Letter  from,  re  Royal  Assent  to 
Bills,  1514  (ii);  from  Deputy,  re  Prorogation,  3473  (iv). 
Gov.  Genl.’s  Secretary’s  Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898  (ii). 
Grades  and  Curves  on  C.P.R.  as  far  as  constructed, 
exclusive  of  Line  from  foot  of  Rocky  Mts.  to 
Kamloops  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 
Grades  and  Curves  on  Line  from  foot  of  Rocky  Mts., 
&c. :  M.  for  Stmnt.  and  Plan*  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 
Grades,  Curves  and  Tangents  on  C.P.R.:  Quo?.  (Mr. 

Blake)  6 32,  694,  744  (i),  888  (ii),  2239  (iii). 

Grandin,  Bishop,  Communications  with  Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3423  (iv). 

Grant,  Alpin,  Position  of,  under  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  429  (i). 

Grant,  G  (Militia Dept.)  Superannuation  of:  Ques.  (Mr. 
McMullen)  2531  (iii). 

Grant  of  $1,700,000  for  N.  W.  Expenses:  in  Com.  on 
Ways  and  Moans,  2532,  2559  (iii). 

Grand  Piles  to  Lake  St.  John  Ry.  Subsidy:  prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  Pope)  3458  (iv)* 

GRAND  TRUNK  RAILWAY : 

Accidents  and  Casualties  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  226  (i). 
Double  Track  between  Montreal  and  Toronto,  Assurance,  &c., 
given  t  >  Govt.:'M.  forcopy,  &c.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  143  (i). 
Importation  op  Rails:  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1566  (ii). 

Mail  Service,  Toronto  and  Ottawa  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Middlesex)  816  (ii). 

Return,  Imperfect,  presented  by  Mr.  Hickson  :  Remarks  (Mr. 

Mitchell)  860,  862  ;  Ques.  1278  (ii). 

Returns  required  under  Act  op  1879,  &c,,  Miles  op  Main  Line,  &c.  : 
M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  229  (i). 

Retcrns,  Enquiries  for:  (Mr.  Mitchell)  566,  662  (i),  860,  964, 
1278  (ii),  2393  (iii),  3000,  3395  (iv). 

Stockholders  List,  Ret.  respecting:  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  28, 
101,  350  ;  Remarks,  113  (i),  2210  (iii). 

- M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  234. 

-  Answer  op  Mr.  Hickson  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  927  (ii). 

— -  Action  op  Mr.  Hickson  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1094  (ii). 

- Enforcement  op  Order  op  House  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell) 

3426  (iv). 

Graduates  of  Royal  Mil.  Col.:  M.  for  Rot.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright )  313  (i). 

Grain,  &c  ,  Abolition  of  Duty  on:  M.  for  Rot.  (Mr.  Cam¬ 
eron,  Middlesex)  54  (i). 

Grants  of  Dominion  JjAnds.  See  “  Land  Grants,”  &c. 
Gravenhurst  Bay  and  River  Severn  Canal  :  M.  for  Cor. 
(Mr.  Cockburn)  56,  202  (i). 

Graving  Dock,  Esquimalt,  B.C.  See  “Advances  to  Pro¬ 
vinces.” 

Grazing  Land  Leases,  Geographical  Position,  &c.  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 
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Great  American  and  European  Short  Line  Ry.  :  M.  for 
Eot.  (Mr.  Paint )  78  (i). 

Great  Village  Eiver  Improvements,  Colchester,  N.  S. : 

M.  for  Stmnt.  in  detail*(Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne )  6*7  (i). 
Great  Western  and  Lake  Ont.  Shore  Junction 
By.  Co.’s  B.  No.  88  (Mr.  Ferguson ,  Welland ).  1°*, 
125  ;  2°*,  179  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (i).  (48-49  Vic., 
c.  18.) 

Gregory,  J.  U.,  Eep.  of  Enquiry  made  by,  re  Fisheries  :  M. 

for  copies*  (Mr.  Blondeau )  532  (i). 

Grenville  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (iv). 

Grenville,  South,  Election  :  Eet.  of  Member,  3072  (iv). 
Grey.  See  “  Eefund  of  Ey.  Bonuses.” 

Guay,  Mr.:  Returned  as  Member  elect  for  Levis,  1385  (ii). 
Guerin,  Lister,  Eep.  of  Survey  of  Improvements  on  the 
Ottawa  River:  Quos.  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  1040  (ii). 
Guns  used  in  the  fight  with  Poundmaker:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake )  2170  (iii). 

Guillet,  Mr.  :  unseated  on  judgment  of  Supremo  Court, 
593  (i);  Returned  and  took  seat  1192  (ii). 
HALF-BREEDS: 

Claims  op  French  at  St.  Laurent  :  Ques.  (Mr,  Blake)  2358  (iii). 
Claims  op  unenumerated  (Man.)  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1743,  3428  (iv). 
Claims  recognized  and  rejected  by  Commission  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2169  (iii). 

Claims,  &c.,  in  N.W.T.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1474  (ii). 

Commission  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Royal)  1566  ;  sittings  of :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  1567  ;  claims  recognized  and  rejected  by  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  2169  (iii). 

Dumas,  M.,  Appointment  as  Farm  Instructor  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3125  (iv). 

Dumont,  G.,  and  Ferry  License  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Grievances,  Duty  op  Goyt.  :  M.  for  adjoint.  (Mr.  Blake)  2030 
(iii)  ;  Memorials,  Answers  to :  Ques  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv)  See 
“  Ways  and  Means.1’ 

Indian  Sympathy  with  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Isbester,  Appointment  as  Farm  Instructor  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3425  (iv). 

Minors  (Man.)  Claims  preferred  and  rejected  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2169  ;  temporarily  absent :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1743  ;  unenumer¬ 
ated,  1743  (iii),  3126,  3428  (iv). 

North-West  Council,  Res.  re  claims  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3125  (iv). 
Petitions,  &c.,  on  Halp-breeds  and  Settlers’  Claims  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Plots  on  the  Saskatchewan  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567  (ii). 
Qc’Appelle,  Rep.  op  Mr.  Walsh  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  3426  (iv). 
Reserves  and  Homesteads  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567  (ii). 

ResumS  op  Events  since  1878  :  Res.  in  Amt.  to  Com.  on  Ways 
and  Means  (Mr.  Blake)  3075  (iv). 

Schmidt,  L.,  Answer  to  letter  op  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv)  ; 

Employment  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1915  (iii). 

Scrip  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567,  1914  (iii). 

Settlement  op  Claims  and  undisturbed  occupation  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  1567  (ii). 

[iS«e  “  Disturbance  in  the  N.W.”] 

Halifax  Steam  Navigation  Co.,  Moneys  paid  by  Govt. 

to  :  M.  for  copies  of  Bops.,  &s.  (Mr.  Blake )  210  (i). 
Halton.  See  “  Can.  Temp.  Act,”  “  Indians,  &c.” 
Hamilton,  Guelph  and  Buffalo  By.  Co.’s  incorp. 
B.  No.  77  (Mr.  Kilvert ).  1°*,  313  :  2°*,  405  (i)  ; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  22.) 
Hamilton  Provident  and  Loan  Society  B.  No. 
114  (Mr.  Kilvert).  I0*,  783;  2°*,  816  ;  in  Com.  and 
3°,  1352  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  30.) 


Harbors  in  Guysborough  County,  Be-survey  of:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Kirk)  51  (i). 

Harbor  Commissioners  of  Three  Bivers,  Ad¬ 
vance  to,  authorization  B.  No.  150  (Mr. 
Boivell).  Bes.  prop.,  2497 ;  Bos.  in  Com.,  2555  (iii)  ; 
1°*  of  B.,  2751;  2°  m,  2934  ;  in  Com.,  2935;  3°*, 
2957  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  76.) 

Harbor  Master,  Halifax,  Appointment  of,  Act 
Amt.  B.  No.  148  (Mr.  McLelan).  Bos.  prop.,  2421 ; 
io  Cora.,  2522 ;  Bos.  cone,  in  and  1°*  of  B.,  2534  (iii)  ; 
2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2772  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  78.) 

Harbors.  See  “Marine”  and  “  Public  Works.” 
Hardware  and  Supplies  furnished  Dept.  Marine  and 
Fisheries  at  Halifax  :  M.  for  Bet.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
533  (i);  Quos.,  1914  (iii). 

Hardware  and  By.  Supplies,  Purchase  of  by  Dept,  of 
Bys.  and  Canals:  M.  for  Bet.*  (Mr.  Forbes)  1442  (ii)  ; 
Ques ,  1915  (iii). 

Hatzfeld,  Geo.  L.  E.,  Relief  B.  No.  107  (Mr. 
Kilvert).  1°  on  a  div.,  672;  2Q  (Y.  87,  N.  40)  691  (i) ; 
in  Com.  and  3°  on  a  div.,  873  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  38.) 

Hay  Duties.  See  “  Duties.” 

Health  Officers.  See  “Instructions.” 

Health  Statistics:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  27 66  (iv). 

Heating  Public  Buildings,  Cost  of  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Blake)  90  (i). 

Heney,  John,  Govt.  Property  occupied  by:  Ques.  (Mr. 

Holton)  3 126  (iv). 

HIGH  COMMISSIONER: 

Amounts  paid  on  account  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen)  210  (i). 
Commercial  Relations  between  France  and  Canada  :  M.  for  Cor, 
(Mr.  Amyot)  825  (ii). 

Cor.  re  Antwerp  International  Exhibition:  M.  for  copies  (Mr, 
Bergeron)  305  (i). 

Imperial  Federation,  Cor.  between  and  GoVt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
51  (i). 

In  Com.  op  Scp.  :  3386  (iv). 

Instructions  to,  respecting  Immigration  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mackintosh) 
290  (i). 

Office  op  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 

Payments,  Claims,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 

Rep.  and  Despatches  to  Govt.  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Blake)  56  (i). 
Salary  and  Position  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 
Holland,  Geo.  and  Andrew,  Services  as  Reporters  and 
Short-hand  Writers:  M.  forStmnt.*(Mr..4«yer)147  (i). 
Homesteads  within  the  By.  Belt:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  479, 
567  (i). 

Hoop  Iron:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  807  (ii). 
Houghton,  Col.,  Mission  to  N.  W.  in  1884 :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Horses  for  Troops  in  N.  W.,  Purchase  of:  Quos.  (Mr. 
Trow)  1306  (ii). 

House  Furnishing  Hardware  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Moans,  848  (ii). 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS: 

Accommodation  for  Members:  Remarks  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
49  (i). 

Annual  Register,  Morgan’s  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 

Black  Rod  :  Mess,  from  Gov.  Genl  ,  2  (i),  1516  (ii),  2476  (iii). 
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HOUSE  OF  COM MONS—  Continued. 

Commissioners,  Rep.  re  Staff  :  presented  (Mr.  Speaker )  2497  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Fisher)  2750;  increased  expenditure  under:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3449  ;  cone.,  3470  (iv). 

Committees,  Extra  Expenses  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2795  (iv). 
Contingencies:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796  (iv). 

Debates,  Official  Rep.  :  M.  for  Com.  to  supervise,  28  (i).  See 
general  heading. 

Election  Expenses,  Returning  Officers,  Montreal:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3461  (iv). 

Franchise,  Electoral.  See  “  Franchise.” 

Grenville,  Sourn,  Election:  Ret.  of  Member  elect,  3072  (iv). 
Haciie,  Jacques,  Gratuity  to;  in  Com  of  Sup  ,  3450  (iv). 

Increased  Indemnity  to  Members  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3470  (iv). 
Indemnity  to  Members  absent  through  Sickness  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow) 
3473  (iv).  See  B.  116. 

Indemnity  to  Members  on  Active  Service:  prop.  M.  (Mr.  White , 
Cardwell)  812  (ii). 

Internal  Economy  Commission:  Mess.  from.  His  Ex.,  40  (i). 

Lennox  Eleotion:  Judge’s  Rep.  read  (Mr.  Speaker)  1  (i). 

Levis  Election:  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court  read  (Mr.  Speaker) 
593  (i). 

Library:  M  for  Joint  Cora.,  36  ;  Mr.  Bourinot’s  work  :  scarcity  of 
copies,  40  ;  Office  of  Librarian  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  41  (i). 
Members’  Indemnity  Act  Amt.  See  B.  116. 

Members  Introduced,  1,  133  (i),  1192,  1385  (ii),  3072  (iv). 

New  Members,  Return  of,  1,  1192,  1385  (ii),  3072  (iv). 
Northumberland  Election  :  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court  read  (Mr. 

Speaker)  693  (i). 

Official  Rep.  See  “Debates.” 

Opening:  Communication  from  Gov.  Gen.  by  Black  Rod,  1; 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  2  (i). 

Printing  Com.’s  Second  Rep.  :  M.  to  cone,  in  (Mr.  White,  Card- 
well)  149  (i)  ;  Seventh  Rep.,  1822  (iii)  ;  Ninth  Rep.,  3293; 
Tenth  Rep.,  3393  (iv). 

Printing,  Paper  and  Bookbinding:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (ii),  2798 
(iv). 

Prorogation:  Communication  from  Deputy  of  Gov.  Genl.’sSec., 
3473  ;  Speech  from  the  Throne,  3475  (iv). 

Royal  Assent  to  Bills,  1516  (ii),  2475  (iv). 

Salaries,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  991  (ii). 

Select  Standing  Ooms,  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  2  :  M.  for 
Com.  to  prepare  Lists,  27;  Lists  presented,  30;  coac.  in,  32; 
Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Senate,  Commons  Summoned  to  by  Mess  ,  1  (i),  3475  (iv). 

Sessional  Clerks,  Extra  Expenses:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2795  (iv). 
Sittings  of  the  House  :  Irregularity  in  meeting :  Remarks,  2996 
(iv) ;  M.  to  meet  at  1  o’clock,  1744  (iii) ;  M.  for  two  sittings 
each  day,  3459  (iv). 

Soulanges  Election:  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court  read  (Mr. 
Speaker)  1  (i). 

Speaker,  Deputy,  Salary:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 

Staff,  Commission  on  Reorganisation  :  Rep.  presented  (Mr. 
Speaker)  2497  (iii) ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Fisher)  2750  ;  increased 
expenditure  under:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3449;  cone.,  3470  (iv). 
Stationery,  &c  ,  used:  Ques.  (Air.  Casgrain)  290  (i). 

Vacancies,  Notification  of  (Air.  Speaker)  1  (i). 

Ventilation  of  the  Chamber:  Remarks  (Six  Richard  Cartwright) 
2676  (iv). 

1Ve3t  Middlesex  Election  :  Judge’s  certificate  and  Rep.  road  (Mr. 
Speaker)  1  (i). 

Writs  of  Election:  Warrants  issued  for,  1,  5S9  (i), 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  Supplies  furnished  to:  Qnes. 

(Mr.  Vail)  183  (ii)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  3245  (iv). 

Hughes,  D.  J.  Charges  against:  Ques.  (Mr.  Wilson)  77; 

M.  for  copies  of  Papers  and  Cor.,  98  (i). 

Huron  and  Ont.  Ship  Canal  Co.’s  B.  No.  69  (Mr. 
Tyrwhitt').  I0*,  269  ;  2°*,  428  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
1007 ;  Sen.  Amts.  cone,  in,  1386  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  '' 
c.  27.) 


Huron  and  Superior,  Lakes,  Surveys  of  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3244  (iv). 

Ice,  Unguarded  Openings,  & c.  See  B.  22. 
IMMIGRATION : 

Allan  Line,  Payments  for  Assisted  Passages  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  567  (i)  ;  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Buildings  at  Levis:  Ques.  (Mr.  Belleau)  89  (i). 

Chinese,  Rep.  of  Commissioners:  presented  (Mr.  Chapleau). 

AIan.  and  N.  W.,  Cor.  Between  C.P.R.  Co.  and  Govt.  :  M.  for 
copies*  (Air.  Blake)  147  (i). 

Office  at  Quebec,  Emfloy&s  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Landry,  Mont- 
magny). 

Pauper  Immigrants,  Turkish  :  Que3.  (Air.  Trow)  3475  (iv). 
Printing  and  Advertising:  M,  for  Ret.*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
202  (Q. 

Repatriation  of  French  Canadians,  Scheme  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr. 
Blake)  533  (i). 

Settlers  in  B.  C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  189  (i). 

- -  Dom.  during  1884:  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  113  (i). 

— - —  Man.  and  N.  W.  T.  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  113  (i). 

■ - -  Mar.  Provs:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gillmor)  148  (i). 

- — -  N.  W. :  M.  for  Stmut.  (Air.  Blake)  45  (i). 

Sheds  at  Medicine  Hat  :  Que3.  (Mr.  Watson)  350  (i). 

Immigrant  Patients  in  Quarantine:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3358  (iv). 

Imitation  Precious  Stones:  in  Com  on  Ways  and  Moans, 
846  (ii). 

Imperial  Govt.,  Communication  with,  re  Disturbance  in 
the  N.  W. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1744  (iii). 

Imperial  Federation,  Cor.  Betaveen  High  Commissioner 
and  Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar)  51  (i). 

Importation  of  Prison  Manufactures  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Plait) 
2169  (iii). 

Imports  and  Exports,  distinguishing  Products  of  Can¬ 
ada:  M.  for  Rep.*  (Sir  Rickard  Cartwright )  30  (i). 
Imports  for  Consumption:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  30  (i). 

Improved  Rifled  Ordnance  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915  (iv). 
Indian  Affairs,  Dept  of.,  Rep.  :  presented  (Sir  John  A. 

Macdonald)  28  (i) ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901  (ii),  3410  (iv). 
Increased  Duty  on  Flour:  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
744  (i). 

Indiantoavn  and  Boystown  Ry.  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Pope)  3453  (iv). 

Indemnity  to  Members  Act.  Amt.  B.  No.  116 

(Mr.  Farrow).  1°,  813  (ii). 

Indemnity  to  Members.  See  “  House  of  Commons,” 
INDIANS : 

Advancement  Act  of  1834,  Application  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Cockhurn) 
77  (i). 

B.  C.,  Cok.  between  Govt,  of  Can.  and  B.  C.i  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Mills)  863  (ii). 

Cherrier,  G.  E.,  Agent  at  Caughnawaga  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Idol- 
ton)  1443  (ii). 

Education  of,  in  Man.  and  N.W.T. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr./uVA)  1443  (ii). 
Fort  William  Reserve  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1442  (ii) . 
In  Com.  of  Sup.  See  “Supply.” 

Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’Appelle,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2922  (iii). 
Lands  in  Tp.  of  Toronto:  M.  for  List*  (Mr.  Fleming)  147  (i). 

|  Lands  inViger  Agency:  M.for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  De  St. Georges)  1443  (ii). 
s  Lebel,  A-,  Agent  acting  without  Sureties:  Ques.  (Mr.  De  St. 

\  Georges)  1211  (ii). 
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INDIANS— Continued. 

Manitoba.  Agency,  Management,  Commissioners’  Rep.  :  M.  for  copy 
(Mr.  Charlton)  61  (i). 

Metlakatla,  Troubles  at  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Shakespeare) 
304  (i). 

Reserve  Lands  in  B.  C.,  Pdrchass  of,  by  Govt.  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c*  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Reserves  and  Homesteads  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567  (ii). 

Reserve,  Victoria  Arm,  B.C.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1211  (ii). 

Rising  of  the  Stonies  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  863  (ii). 

Schools  in  B.  C  ,  Establishment  of:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.*  (Mr. 
Baker,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Schools  in  Man.  and  N.  W.T. :  Qu?s.  (Mr.  Kirk)  568  (i). 
Superintendents,  Office  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  88  (i). 

Supplies  in  the  N.W.,  Tenders  :  M.  for  Rets  *  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant ) 
532  (i). 

Sympathywith  Half-breeds  in  N.  W.T.  :  Ques.(V]r.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Titles  in  Ont.  acquired  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  3Iills)  632  (i). 

Title  to  Disputed  Territory  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  594  (i). 
Trafalgar,  Lands  unsold  :  M.  forLisi*  (Mr.  McCraney)  533  (i). 

(See  “Dom.  Land3,”  “Disturance  Jn  the  N.W.,”  &c. 

Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’ Appel  le  and  High  Elver  : 

cone.,  2922. 

Industries  of  Canada,  Commission  respecting:  M.  for 
copy  of  Corn.,  O.  C.,  Cor.,  &c.,  and  also  Eep.,  &e.  (Mr. 
Blake )  56  (i). 

Infectious  or  Contagious  diseases.  £<?<?  “Animals.” 
Inland  Fisheries  of  the  Dom.,  Queen  vs.  Robinson  : 
M.  for  copy  of  Judgmont  of  Supremo  Court  (Mr. 
O’Brien )  229  (i). 

Inland  Revenue,  Dept,  of  :  Rep.  presented  (Mr.  Costigan ) 
28  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  901,  916  (ii). 

Inland  Revenue  Collector  at  Summerside,  P.E.L : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  350  (i). 

Inland  Revenue.  See  “Consolidated.” 

Insolvency  and  Bankruptcy  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
for  Sel.  Com.,  47  ;  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  101. ;  M.  to  ref. 
Pets,  to  Sel.  Com.,  125  (i). 

Insolvency  B.  Mo.  32  (Mr.  Billy).  1°,  101  (i). 
Insolvent  Banks,  Insurance  Co.’s,  Loan  Co.’s, 
&C.,  B.  MO.  86  (Mr.  Edgar).  1°,  235  (i). 
Insolvent  Banks,  Insurance  Co.’s,  Loan  Co.’s, 
&C.,  B.  Mo.  127  (Mr.  Edgar).  1°,  1094  (ii). 
Insolvent  Debtors,  Distribution  of  Assets  B. 
Mo.  4  (Mr.  Curran ).  1°,  29  ;  2°*,  619  (i)  ;  M.  to  transfer 
to  Govt.  Orders,  1280;  agreed  to,  1281  (ii)  ;  Ordor 
dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  3375  (iii). 

Insolvents,  Discharge  of  past,  B.  No.  34  (Mr. 

Beaty).  1°*  113  (i). 

Insolvents’  Estates  Equitable  Distribution  B. 

Mo.  33  (Mr.  Beaty).  1 °*  113  (i). 

Inspection  Act.  See  “General.” 

Inspection  of  Banks,  Legislation  respecting  :  Quos. 

(Mr.  Casgrain)  5i  (i)  ;  prop.  Res.,  81  (i). 

Inspection  of  Factories,  Res.  respecting,  on  Order 
for  Com.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Bergin)  606  (i). 

Inspectors  of  Public  Works,  Ret.  respecting  :  Quos. 
(Mr.  Mackenzie)  606  (i). 

Inspectors  or  Clerics  of  Works,  Persons  employed  as: 

M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  139  (i). 


Instructions  to  Genl.  Middleton  respecting  Insurgents  : 

Quos.  (Mr.  Blake)  2169  (iii). 

Instructions  to  Health  Officers  in  N.B.,  and  Quaran¬ 
tine  Regs.:  M.  for  Rot.*  (Mr.  Weldon)  1443  (ii). 

INSURANCE : 

Canada  Agricultural  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Amyot)  303  (i). 
Consolidated  Insurance  Aot,  1877.  See  B.  20. 

Dominion  Grange  Mutual  Firs.  See  B.  55. 

Insolvent  Co’s.  See  Bs.  66  and  127. 

London  Life  Inscrace  Co.  See  B.  76. 

Roval  Canadian  Insurance  Co.  See  B.  43. 

Superintendence  of:  iu  Com.  of  Sup.,  2957  ;  cone.  2958  (iv). 

Insurrection.  See  “  Disturbance  in  the  N.W.”  &c. 
INTERCOLONIAL  RAILWAY  : 

Casualties  .to  Trains  from  Collisions,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Burpee,  Sunbury)  100  (i). 

Coal  carried  from  Spring  Hill  Mines*  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen) 
533  (i). 

Commission  respecting  Claims  against:  M.  for  copies  of  O.  C.,  &c.* 
(Mr.  Burpee ,  Sunbury)  100  (i). 

Commission,  Secretary  to,  Appointment  :  M.  for  copy  of  O.  C-* 
(Mr.  Rykert)  187  (i). 

Construction  to  Indiantown  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon)  744  (i),  816  (ii). 
Cost  of  Equipment  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  816  (ii). 

Cost  of  Working  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  202  (i). 

Earnings  and  Working  Expenses:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3073  (iv). 
Equipment,  Valuation  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  883  (ii). 

Free  Passes  and  Reduced  Fare  Tickets  :  Ms.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Gillmor) 
234 ;  (Mr.  McMullen)  505  (i). 

Freight  and  Passenger  Earnings,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Davies) 
1442  (ii). 

Freight  Rate  Arrangements  between  Can.  Shipping  Co.  and  the 
Beaver  Line  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  144  (i). 

Plante,  J.  B.,  Claim  of,  for  Horses  killed:  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Landry,  Montmagny)  147  (i). 

Pullman  Cars,  Cor.  respecting:  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Weldon). 
Receipts  and  Expenses  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  1744  (iii) . 
Receipts  and  Expenses  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1744,  1914 
(iii). 

Revenue  and  Working  Expenses:  M.  for  Stmnt  *  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sun- 
bury)  101  (i). 

Robertson,  J.  D.,  Claim  of,  re  expropriation  of  Factory,  &c.  :  M. 

for  Papers,  &c.*  (Mr.  Mills)  1443  (ii). 

Rolling  Stock,  Purchase,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret  *  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury) 
101  (i). 

Ry.  Crossing  on  Mill  St.  :  Memorials,  &c.  :*  M.  for  copies  (Ur. 
Weldon)  1442  (ii). 

Ry,  Supplies  purchased  in  Halifax  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
1442  (ii). 

Sale  of  Tickets  on  Chatham  Branch  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar)  2238  (iii). 
Simard,  M,  J.,  Rep.  recommending  payment  to  G.  Lavoie  for  Land 
Damages  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Langelier)  1443  (ii). 

Wire  Fences,  Contracts  made  by  Govt.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Wel¬ 
don)  532  (i). 

Interest  paid  to  Govt,  by  C.P.It.  Co.  on  Loans  :  Quos. 
(Mr.  Blake)  350  (i),  1677  (ii),  1955  (iii). 

Interior  Deptl.  Hep.  :  Appeal  to  Membors  to  speak  louder 
(Mr.  Mitchell)  49  (i). 

Interior,  Dept,  of,  Bep.  :  presented  (Sir  John  A.  Macdon¬ 
ald)  28  (i);  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  915,  968  (ii),  2764,  3408; 
cor  e.,  3433  (iv). 

Interior,  Dept,  of,  Eeceipts  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake) 
54  (i). 

Interior,  alleged  Frauds  and  Irregularities  in  Dept.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1915,  2170  (iii). 


INDEX 


cxvn 


Interior,  Minister  of,  Absence  of  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake ) 
1131  (ii). 

Internal  Economy  Commission  :  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  40  (i). 

International  Coal  Co.’s  B.  No.  51  (Mr.  Desjardins). 
1°*,  170;  2°*,  245  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  507  (i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  29.) 

International  Exhibition.  See  “Antwerp.” 
International  Ferries  B.  No.  17  (Mr.  Patterson, 

Essex).  1°*,  46  ;  2°  m.,  254  ;  2°*,  256  (i). 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Traffic  in,  B.  No.  70  (Mr. 
Small).  1°,  270  (i). 

Intoxicating  Liquors.  See  “Can.  Temp.  Act,”  and 
“Liquor  License  Act.” 

Iron,  Bounties  on  Manufactures  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.C., 
&c *  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Isbester,  J.,  Appointment  as  Farm  Instructor  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Islands  in  River  St.  Lawrence,  Lease  of,  &c.  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville)  147  (i). 

Issue  and  Redemption  of  Dom.  Notes:  in  Com.  of  Sup,, 
897  (ii). 

Jackson.  See  “  Half-breeds.” 

Jenkins,  Mr.  :  Certificate  of  Election  and  Return  of,  1  (i). 
Joint  Commission,  Surveys  between  B.C.  and  Alaska  :  M. 

for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Gordon)  705  (i), 

Jones,  L.  K.,  Appointment  as  Sec.  to  I.C.  R.  Commission  : 

M.  for  copies  of  O.C.  (Mr.  Rykert)  187  (i). 

Jones,  W.  H.  (Sec.  of  State’s  Dept.)  Superannuation  of  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2530  (iii). 

Juan  de  Fuca  Straits,  Cable  across,  Cost  :  M.  for 
Stmnt.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Judge  Clark,  Rep.  of,  re  Claims  Section  B. :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Casey)  78 ;  M.  for  copy,  132  (i). 

Judge  Hughes,  Official  conduct  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Wilson) 
77 ;  M.  for  Rot.,  98  (i). 

Judoe  Meredith,  Resignation  of:  M.  for  copy  (Mr. 
Laurier)  43  (i). 

Judges  in  N.  B.,  Appointment  for  Year’s  Circuit  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Davies)  563  (i). 

Judges  of  Provincial  Courts.  See  B.  161. 

Judicial  Reform  in  the  N.  W.  T.,  Petitions,  &c.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Blake)  1306  (ii). 

Judiciary  of  Man.  See  B.  162. 

Judiciary  of  Quebec.  See  “  Superior  Court.” 

Judgments  rendered  by  Supreme  Court  :  M.  for  copies, 
&c.  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  533  (i). 

Justice,  Administration  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  985  (ii). 
Justices  of  the  Peace.  jSee  “  Criminal  Law.” 

Justices  of  the  Peace,  Summary  Proceedings  before  : 

Quos.  (Mr.  Blake  1211  (ii).  See  B.  128. 

Jute  Cloth  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  806  (ii). 
Justice,  I)ept.  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  898,  914  (ii). 
Kavanagh,  J.  C.  See  “  Dominion  Lands.” 

Keewatin  District  :  Expenses  of  Govt.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3244  (iv). 

Kentville,  N.S.,  Dismissal  of  Collector  :  M.  for  Rot. 
(Mr.  Moffatt)  1442  (ii). 


Kimber,  R.  E.  See  “  Blaok  Rod.” 

Kingston  Harbor  Prevenive  Officers’  Claims  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  1442  (ii). 

Kingston  Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985  (ii). 
Kingston.  See  “  Market  Battery  and  “  Tete  du  Pont.” 
Kits  served  out  to  the  Militia  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
1563  (ii). 

Kootenay  Ity.  Co.,  B.  C.,  incorp.  B.  No.  83  (Mr. 

Small).  1°*,  349  ;  2°*,  545  (i). 

La  Banque  du  Peuple  B.  No.  53  (Mr.  Girouard). 
1°*,  170;  2°*,  245;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  693  (i).  (48-49 

Vic.,  c.8.) 

Laborers’  Wages,  Payment  of,  onC.P.R.  :  Ques.  ( hlv. Charl¬ 
ton)  290  (i). 

lake  Erie,  Essex  and  Detroit  Riv.  Ry.  Co.’s  B. 

No.  24  (Mr.  Patterson,  Essex).  I0*,  67 ;  2°*,  113  ; 
in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (i).  (48-19  Vic.,  c.  21.) 

Lakefield  and  Young’s  Point  Dams:  Quos.  (Mr.  Blake) 
1130  (ii). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries,  Permits  granted  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Mulock)  1444  (ii)  ;  legislation  respecting  (Quos.) 
3073  (iv). 

Lake  TJSmiscamingue,  Messrs.  Perley  &  Guerin’s  Reps.  : 

M.  for  copies  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew).  1040  (ii). 

Land  and  Surveys  of  St.  Laurent:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3424  (iv). 

Land  area  in  the  48-mile  Belt  accepted  by  C.P.R.  Co. : 
Stmnt.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  782  ;  Stmnt.  (Sir 
Hector  Langevin)  862  (ii). 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3345  (iv). 
Land  Claims  in  N.W.T.,  Duties  of  Mr.  Russell  :  Quos. 

(Mr.  Blake)  2358  (iii). 

Land  Company  Agent.  See  “  Edmonton.” 

Land  Grant  accepted  by  C.P.R.  Co.,  Number  of  acres  : 

Quos.  (Mr.  Blake)  568,  744  (i). 

Land  Grant  and  Land  Grant  Bonds  C.P.R.,  present 
position  of:  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Land  Grants  and  Land  Grant  Bonds  to  Railways  in 
Man.  and  N.  W. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake) 
92  (i). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.W.T.  B.  No.  147 

(Sir  Hector  Langevin).  Res.  prop.,  782  (ii) ;  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res  ,  2440  ;  in  Com.,  2461,  2483,2497;  M.  to 
cone,  in  Res.,  2533  ;  1°*  of  B.,  2534  (iii)  ;  2°  m.,  2770, 
2854  ;  in  Com  ,  2355;  Ordor  for  3°  road,  Amts.  (Mr. 
Blake)  2890;  ncg.  (Y.  46,  N.  86)  2893;  Amts.  (Mr. 
Blake)  nog.  on  same  div.,  2894  ;  3°*,  2894  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  60.) 

Land  Improvement  Fund  Settlement  :  Quos.  (Mr.  Sproule) 
1039  (ii). 

Land  Reserves  of  B.C. :  M.  for  Rot.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
703  (i). 

Land  Sales  or  Settlement  in  N.W.,  south  of  24-Mile 
Belt  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  2530  (iii). 

Lands  in  Ry.  Belt  in  B.C.  and  Homestead  Act  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Hesson)  289  (i). 
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Lands  North  and  West  of  Lake  Superior  :  M.  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Mills)  66  (i). 

Lands.  See  “  Dominion.” 

Lands  rejected  by  C.P.R.  Co.  in  Ey.  Belt:  Stmnt.  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  965;  outside  Ry.  Bolt,  Quos.  (Mr. 
Blake)  927  (ii). 

“  Lansdowne,”  Steamer,  Engines  and  Boiler:  Quos. 
(Mr.  Vail)  189  (i)  ;  Communication  avith  F.E.T. : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Jenkins)  927  (ii). 

Langelier,  Mr.  F. :  Certificate  of  Election  and  Re¬ 
turn  of,  1  (i). 

Laurie,  Maj.  Genl.,  Mission  of,  to  tiie  N.W. :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Kirk)  2997  (iv). 

Lavis’s  Patent  Pole  and  Militia  Tents  :  Ques,  (Mr. 

Langelier)  2029  (iii). 

Lavoie,  Geo,  See  “  I.C.R.” 

Law  of  Evidence.  See  “  Criminal  Law.” 

Laav  Reports,  Ont.  :  in  Com  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 

Leduc,  Father,  and  Mr.  Maloney,  Communications  with 
Govt.  :  Quos.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Le  Fonds  Post  Office,  Establishment  of:  Quos.  (Mr. 

Rinfret)  816  (ii). 

Lebel,  Antoine,  Indian  Aoent  acting  without  Sureties  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Be  St.  Georges)  1211  (ii). 

Lennox  Controverted  Election  :  Judges  Rep.,  warrant 
issued  and  return  of  Member*,  1. 

Letter  Carriers.  See  “  Civil  Service  ”  B.  31. 

Letter  Postage  Reduction:  Ques.  (Mr.  Ilesson)  33;  M. 

Jor  copios  of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Charlton)  291  (i). 

Letter  Postage,  Reduction  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c,, 
(Mr.  Charlton)  291  (i). 

Levels,  Grades,  Tangents,  &o..  from  summit  of  Rockies 
to  Moody:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  888  (ii). 

Levis  Controverted  Election:  Judgment  of  Supreme 
Court,  593  (i);  Return  of  Member  elect,  1385  (ii). 
Library  of  Parliament  Act  Amt.  B.  139  (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald).  Res.  prop.,  1658;  in  Com,  1666;  1°* 
of  B.,  1670  (ii)  ;  2°,  2402  (iii)  ;  in  Com.,  2759  ;  3°  m., 
Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  neg.  (Y,  51,  N.  65)  2763;  3°  on 
same  div.  reversed,  2763  (iv).  (18-49  Vic.,  c.  45.) 

Library  of  Parliament  :  M.  for  Joint  Com.,  36  ;  Mr. 
Bourinot’a  Work  :  scarcity  of  copies,  40  ;  Office  of 
Librarian:  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  41  (i) ;  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2796  (iv). 

License  Act,  1883,  Decision  of  Supreme  Court  re  :  M.  for 
Ret  *  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i). 

License  Act,  Dom.,  Commissioners  under  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Bergin)  307  (i). 

License  Act,  Quebec,  Working  of:  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr. 
Bergeron)  307  (i). 

License  Commissioners  in  Essex  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  606  (i). 
License  Commissioners,  Board  of,  under  Act  of  1883 :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  46  (i). 

License  Inspectors,  pay  of,  under  Act  of  1883 :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Gunn)  1568  (ii). 

Licenses,  Lake  Erie,  Fishing,  Names  of  persons  granted  : 

M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lister)  964  (ii). 


Licenses  or  Permits  to  out  Timber,  &c.,  Applications  for 
and  not  granted  :  M.  for  Rets*  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 
Licenses.  See  “  Dominion  Lands.” 

Lieut.-Gov.  of  N.B. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  362  (i). 
Lxeut.-Gov.  of  Quebec,  Oath  of  Office  :  Quos.  (Mr,  Cas- 
grain)  479  (i). 

Life  boats  and  Stations  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2947  (iv). 

Life  savino  Apparatus  in  C.B. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Dodd)  289  (i). 
Life  savino  Service  at  Port  Rowan:  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.  (Mr.  Jackson)  142  (i). 

Lighthouses,  &c.  See  “  Marine”  and  “  Public  Works.” 
Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2951, 
3250  (iv). 

Lighthouse  and  Fog-Alarms,  Construction  of:  in  Com. 

of  Sup,,  2952  (iv). 

Lighthouse  at  Quaco,  Memorials  or  Cor  :  M.  for  copies* 
(Mr.  Weldon)  1442  (ii). 

Lightship  at  Lower  Traverse,  Wood  Supplies:  M.  for 
Ret,  (Mr.  Cdsgrain)  30  (i). 

Lindsay,  D.,  Deputy  Collector  of  Inland  Revenue, 
Superannuation  of:  Ques.  (Mr,  McMullen)  2531  (iii). 
Lingan  Mines,  C.B.,  aiding  Civil  Power  at:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3452  (iv). 

“Lion,”  Seizure  of  Schooner,  in  N.S. :  M.  for  copios  of 
Rep.,  &c.*  (Mr.  Robertson ,  Shelburne)  533  (i). 

Liquor  Certificates  in  Co.  of  Halton  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
McCraney)  67  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Application  for  and  Licenses 
granted,  &c. :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin)  46  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1383,  Amt.  B.  No.  58  (Mr. 

Foster).  1°,  170;  2°  m.,  620;  deb.  adjd.,  622  (i). 
Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  B.  Ho.  134  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald).  1°,  1281  (ii)  ;  2°  m.,  2400  ;  2°*,  2402  (iii)  , 
in  Com.,  2768,  2894;  3°  m.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Mulock)  2958; 
3°*,  2961  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  74.) 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Boards  of  Commissioners 
under:  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  77  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Constitutionality  of:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  429  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  Regulations  directing  License 
Fund  under:  Ques.  (Mr.  Auger)  76  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  Putting  in  force  of:  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3244  (iv). 

Liquor.  See  “  Can,  Temp.  Act,”  &c. 

Liquors,  Revenue  derived  from  Importation,  &c.:  M. 

for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Rykert)  313  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Supreme  Court  Judgment  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Desjardins)  29  (i). 

Liverpool  Harbor,  N.S.,  Automatic  Buoys  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  479  (i),  1914  (iii). 

Liverpool  or  London,  and  St.  John,  N.B.,  or  Halifax 
Steamship  Subvention  :  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  2942  (iv). 
LOANS : 

Advances  to  Local  Govts.  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake ) 
45  (i). 

Advances  to  Provinces.  See  B.  7. 

Bank  Advances  to  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  113,  743  (i). 
Contracted  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1744,  1914 
(iii). 
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LOANS — Continued. 

O.P.R. :  $30,000,000,  Payments  on  account  of:  Ques.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  1130;  payment  of  interest  on :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton) 
1131  (ii).  See  B.  153. 

Dry  Docks,  Encouragement.  See  B.  108. 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock.  See  B.  7, 

Five  per  cent.  Consolid.,  Retirement  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.  C  ,  &c. 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  481  (i). 

Five  per  cent.  Loan  Sinking  Fund  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
2465  (iii). 

Govt.  Loans  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2465  (iii). 

Harbor  Master  of  Halifax.  See  B.  48. 

Loan,  Recent,  Prospectus,  Advertisements,  &c.  :  M.  for  copies 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i). 

Local  Govts.:  Applications  for  Advances:  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr. 
Blake)  45  (i). 

Money  borrowed  by  Govt,  in  Canada  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  743  (i)  ;  (Mr.  Charlton)  1305  (ii). 

Public  Service.  See  B.  145. 

Quebec,  Advances  on  account  of  Subsidy  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier) 
235  (i). 

Temporary  Loans  to  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  350  (i),  2530  (iii). 
Three  Rivers  Harbor  Commissioners.  See  B.  150. 

£4,000,000  recently  effected  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2998  (iv). 

Loans  for  the  Public  Service  authorization  B. 
Ho.  145  (Mr.  Bowell ).  Res.  prop  ,  2391 ;  M.  for  Com. 
on  Res.,  2461;  in  Com,  2463;  M.  to  receive  Rep.  of 
Com.,  2523 ;  1°*  of  B,,  2°*,  in  Com.  and  3°*,  2526  (iii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  43.) 

Lobster  Traps  and  Sea  Lots  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Blake)  6 1  (i). 
Local  Govts,  in  N.  W'.  T. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  292  (i). 

Location,  &c.,  C.P.R.,  Land  set  apart,  granted,  &c.  :  M. 
for  Map  (Mr.  Blake)  46  (i). 

Location  of  C.  P.  R.  in  B.  C.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2239  (iii). 
London  Life  Insurance  Co.’s  Amt.  B.  Mo.  76  (Mr. 

Macmillan,  Middlesex).  1°*,  313  ;  2 °*,  405  (i) ;  in 
Com.  and  3°,  1723  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  94.) 

Longley,  G.  O.,  Collector  of  Inland  Rev.,  Superannua¬ 
tion  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2530  (iii). 

Long  Sault  and  Lake  Tjsmiscamingue  Rr.  Subsidy  :  prop. 
Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3458. 

Long  Point  Fishing  Grounds:  Ques.  (Mr.  Jackson)  289  (i). 
Longueuil  and  Lfivis  Ry.,  Survey  of  :  Quos.  (Mr.  Vanasse) 
429  (i). 

Lord’s  Day  Observance.  See  “Sunday  Excursions.” 
Losses  and  Expenses  through  troubles  in  the  N.W.T. : 
in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3454  (iv). 

Lower  Traverse  Lighthouse,  Supply  of  Wood  to  :  M. 

for  Rot.*  (Mr.  Casgrain)  30  (i). 

Lughrin,  Charles  II.,  and  Sec.  of  State,  Cor.  between, 
re  Canada  Temp.  Act:  M.  for  Rot.*  (Mr.  Burpee) 
1443  (ii). 

Lutheran  Church.  See  “Synod.” 

Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter:  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  3458  (iv). 
Lytton,  B.C.,  Work  on  C.P.R.,  near:  M.  for  information 
(Mr.  Blake). 

Haduxnaicik  River  Obstructions;  M. for  Ret.  (Mr.  Irvine) 
443  (i). 

Mackinley,  A.  &  W.,  of  Halifax,  Entry  of  School  Books 
at  undervaluation  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr .  Rykert)  1443 
(ii). 


Mail  Bags,  Furnishing  of  :  Ques.  (Mr  .Jackson)  964  (ii). 
Mail  Robberies  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  91  (i). 

Mail  Service.  See  “  Post  Office.” 

Mail  Subsidies.  See  “  Supply.” 

Mail  Trains  on  G.T.R.,  Brocicville,  Arrival  and 
departure:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  816 
(ii). 

Manila  Hats  ;  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  817  (ii). 
MANITOBA : 

Brandon,  Postmaster  at,  Salary,  &c.  :  Ques. (Mr.  Lister) 2029  (iii). 
Canadian  Pacific  Ry.  See  general  heading. 

Census  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Farrow)  149  (i).  See  B.  21. 

Claims  fora  Subsidy:  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron)  188  (i). 

Claims  Settlement.  See  B.  155. 

County  Court  Judges  :  prop.  Res.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  3395  (iv). 
Customs  Seizures  at  Winnipeg:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant) 
293  (i);  M.  for  Ret  ,*  1443  (ii). 

Emerson,  Town  of,  Govt.  Aid  to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron) 
148  ;  M.  for  copies  of  Claims,  &c.,*  448  (i). 

Expenditure  for  Rys.,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 
Indian  Agency,  Management  of:  M.  for  copy  of  Rep.  of  Commis¬ 
sion  (Mr.  Charlton)  61 ;  missing  Ret.  produced  (Mr.  Speaker) 
67  (i), 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3315  (iv). 

Mail  Robberies  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  91  (i). 

Man,  and  North-Western  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  147. 

Man.  Central  Ry.  Co. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  862  (i). 

Man.  South-Western  Colonization  Ry.  Co.  See  B.  147. 
Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  989  (i),  3351  (iv). 

Roundhouse  at  Selkirk  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2171  (iii). 

Session  of  Legislature,  1884:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  862  (ii). 

Settlers  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  113  (i). 

Tug-babges,  Dredges,  &o.,  on  Red  River:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Watson)  964  (ii). 

[Nee  also  “  Dominion  Lands,”  “Half-breeds,”  “Indians,”  &e.] 

Manitoba  and  North-' Western  Ry.  Co.  of 
Canada  B.  No.  74  (Mr.  Royal),  1°*,  313;  2°* 
405  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1180  (ii).  (48-49  Vic., 

c.  86.) 

Manitoba  Claims  Settlement:  Deb.  on  M.  for  Com.  on 
Res.  (Mr.  Bowell)  2775;  (Mr.  Watson)  2776;  (Mr. 
Ross)  2777 ;  (Mr.  Blake)  2778  ;  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  2780;  (Mr.  Mulock)  2783;  (Mr.  White,  Card- 
well)  2783;  (Mr.  Mills)  2784;  (Mr.  White,  Hastings) 
2786  ;  (Messrs.  Trow  and  Woodworth)  2787 ;  (Mr. 
Fairhank)  2789  (iv).  See  B.  155. 

Manitoba,  Subsidy  to,  increased,  B.  No.  155  (Mr. 
Bowell).  Res.  prop.,  2420  (iii);  M.  for  Com.,  2775  ; 
in  Com.,  2789,  2823;  further  Res.,  2889;  in  Com., 
2924;  1°*  of  B.,  2926;  2°  and  in  Com.,  3047 ;  3°, 
3075  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  50.) 

Manufactured  Exports,  Drawbacks  on:  M.  for  Rot.  (Mr. 
Paterson,  Brant)  139  (i) . 

Manufacturing  Industries  Rep.  :  Information  respecting 
B.  C.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  594. 

Marine  and  Fisheries  Deptl.  Rep.  :  presented  (Mr. 

McLelan)  113  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  906,  922  (ii). 
MARINE: 

Allan  Steamship  Co.  and  Claim  of  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 
148  (i). 

Automatic  Buoys  in  Liverpool  Harbor:  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  479 
(i),  1914  (iii). 
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MARINE — Continued. 

Bayfield  Breakwater,  Extension  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mclsaac )  77  (i). 

Bird  Island  Lighthouse,  Management  :  M.  for  Rot.*  (Mr.  Camp¬ 
bell ,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Brooklyn  Breakwater,  Wharfage  collections  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  478  (i). 

Buoys  in  Yiotoria  and  Nanaimo  Harbors:  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker , 
Victoria)  479  (i). 

Burlington  Bay  Canal,  Soundings:  M.  for  copy  of  Rep.  (Mr. 
Robertson ,  Hamilton)  1633  (ii). 

Cape  Race  Light  ;  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  2952  (iv). 

Cascumpec  Harbor  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Teo)  479  (i). 

Coffin’s  Island  Lighthouse,  Protection:  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 
1915  (iii). 

Digby  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Vail)  532  (i). 

Discovery  Island,  B.C.,  Lighthouse:  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria) 
479  (i). 

Dredges,  Tugs  and  Scows  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Jackson)  53  ;  remarks 
(Sir  Hector  Langevin)  56  (i). 

Dummy  Lighthouse  Fog-horn  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Jackson) 
293  (i). 

Fog-Whistles  in  Bay  of  Fundy,  Tenders  for  Coal  :  M.  for  copies* 
(Mr.  Robertson ,  Shelburne  )  533  (i). 

Great  Village  River  Improvements  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Robert¬ 
son,  Shelburne)  67  (i). 

Hospitals  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2956  (iv). 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition,  Supplies  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail)  783  ;  in  Com. 
of  Sup  ,  3245  (iv). 

“  Lansdowne,” -Steamer,  Engine  and  Boiler:  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail) 
189  (i)  ;  Communication  with  P.  E.  I. :  Ques,  (Mr.  Jenkins) 
927  (ii). 

Life-boats  and  Stations  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2947  (iv). 

Life-saving  Apparatus  in  C.B. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Dodd)  289  (i). 

Life-saving  Service  at  Port  Rowan  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Jackson)  142  (i). 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950-2952, 
3250  (iv). 

“  Lion,”  Schooner,  Seizure  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.*  (Mr. 
Robertson ,  Shelburne)  533  (i). 

Lower  Traverse  Lighthouse,  Wood  supplies  ;  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  30  (i). 

Masters  and  Mates’  Examination  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 

McIsaac’s  Pond  as  a  Harbor  of  Refuge  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Inverness)  36 ;  Engineers’  Reps.  :  M.  for  copies,  60  (i). 

Metaghan  River  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884  :  M.  for 
Rei.*  (Mr.  Vail)  532  (i). 

Narrows,  St.  Lawrence,  Lighthouse  :  Quos.  (Mr.  Wood,  Brock- 
vills)  112  (i). 

Navigation  of  Canadian  Waters.  See  B.  132. 

“  Neptune,”  Steamer,  Supplies  :  M.  for  copies  of  Accts.  (Mr.  Vail) 
229  (i). 

New  Harbor  and  Indian  Harbor  Breakwaters  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Kirk)  147  (i). 

Obstructions  in  Navigable  Waters  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 

Ocean  and  River  Service  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2945  (iv). 

Parsborough  Breakwater,  Tenders  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Robert¬ 
son,  Shelburne)  63  (i). 

Port  Arthur  Harbor  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 

Port  Moody  Dock,  Tenders  for  Repair:  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  816 (ii). 

Port  Rowan  as  a  Harbor  of  Refuge  :  M,  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Jackson) 
297  (i). 

Ports  Stanley  and  Burwell,  Harbors  of  Refuge  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr 
Wilson)  62  (i). 

“  Queen  of  the  Isles,”  Steamer,  Employment  of  :  Ques.  (Mr, 
McMullen)  1131  (ii). 

Red  Point  Harbor  Breakwater  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Macdonald ,  King's) 
1039  (ii). 

River  St.  Lawrence  Navigation.  See  B.  169. 

Salmon  Point  Breakwater  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Satuma  Island  Lighthouse  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  479  (i). 


MAEINE—  Continued. 

Sawdust  in  La  Have  Rivir  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  2239  (iii). 

Shingle  Shavings  in  the  Mersey  River  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  1039  (ii). 
Shipping,  Registration:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 

“  Sir  James  Douglas,”  Steamer  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
831  (ii). 

Somerville  Breakwater,  Repairs:  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  57  (i). 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  See  B.  133. 

Stores  purchased  in  Halifax;  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Forbes)  533  (i)  ; 
Ques.,  1914  (iii). 

Tracadie  Breakwater,  Expenditure:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Mclsaac) 
147  (i). 

Tua-BARGE3,  Dredge,  &c.,  on  Red  River  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Watson)  964  (ii). 

Water  and  River  Police  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  295)  (iv). 

Weller’s  Bay  “  Range  Lights  ”  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Piatt)  210  (i). 
White  Point  Breakwater  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  52  (i). 

White  Point  Breakwater,  Repairs  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes )  52  (i) 
Wrecks  and  Casualties  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 

Maritime  Court  of  Ontario  Jurisdiction  B.  No. 
11  (Mr.  Allen).  1°*  40 ;  2°  m.,  127  ;  2°^,  131  ;  Order 
for  Com.  read,  215;  in  Com.,  49G  ;  3°*,  6!6  (i). 
Market  Battery,  Kingston,  Lease  of  property  :  M.  for 
copies  of  O.  C.,  &c.  (Mr.  Flatt)  210  (i) 

Martin,  John,  Continuation  of  Pension  to  Widow  of  :  M. 

for  copies  of  Pets.*  (Mr.  Curran )  201  (i). 

Maskinong£,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation:  Warrant 
issued  and  Hot.  of  member,  1  (i). 

Masters  and  Mates,  Examination  of:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2946  (iv). 

Mattawa,  Mountain  Rapids,  and  Long  Sault,  Improve¬ 
ments  at:  Ques.  (Mr.  White ,  Renfrew )  1040  (ii). 
Medals  for  Volunteers  who  served  in  the  N.W. :  Ques. 
(Mr.  McNeill )  2274  (iii). 

Medicine  Hat  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Watson )  351  (i). 

Meeting  of  the  House,  Irregular  time:  Remarks  (Mr. 
Blake )  2996  (iv) . 

Megantic  :  Return  of  Member  to  represent,  1  (i). 

Members,  Accommodation  for:  Remarks  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  49  (i). 

Members’  Indemnity,  Payment  to  those  absent  through 
sickness  :  Quos.  (Mr.  Trow)  3473  (iv). 

Members  Introduced,  1, 133  (i),  1192,  1385  (ii),  3150  (iv)„ 
Memorials,  &c.,  respecting  grievances,  Answers  to  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Meredith,  Chief  Justice,  Resignation  of  :  M,  for  copy 
(Mr.  Laurier)  43  (i).  - 

MESSAGES  FROM  HIS  EXCELLENCY: 

Address,  Ans.  to,  113  (i). 

Claims  of  Manitoba,  202  (i). 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Rep.,  234  (i). 

Estimates,  Tiie,  289  (i)  ;  Suppl.  for  1884-85,  2820  ;  Suppl.  for  1885- 
86,  3359  ;  Further  Suppl.  for  1835-S6,  3423  (iv) 

Bankruptcy  Pets.,  Res.,  &c.,  101  (i). 

Internal  Economy  Commission,  40  (i). 

Albany,  Dcke  of,  Death  of,  Thanks  of  Queen,  32  (i). 

Grant  of  $700,00)  for  N.W.  Troubles,  1064  (ii). 

Grant  of  $1,000,000  for  Expenditure  in  N.W.,  2234  (iii). 
Middleton,  Genl.,  Vote  to,  3470  (iv). 

Parliament  :  Opening,  1  ;  Prorogation,  3475. 

Washington  Treaty,  Cor.  and  Papers,  3232  (iv). 

Metaoiian  River  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884  : 
M.  for  Ret  *  (Mr.  Vail)  532  (i). 
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Metla.ka.tla  Indian  Troubles  :  M,  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Shakes¬ 
peare )  304  (i). 

Meteorological  Observatories  :  in  Com.  of  Sap.,  2956  (iv.) 
Middleton,  Genl.,  Despatches  prom  :  1822,  1835,  1895, 
2139,  2357  (iii),  2750,  3073  (iv)  ;  Instructions  to :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  1306  (ii),  2169  (iii)  ;  Thanks  of  Parlt.,  3457  ; 
Voteof  $20,000,  3470  (iv). 

MILITIA  : 

A,  B  and  C  Batteries  :  in  Corn,  of  Sup.,  2914  (iv). 

Active  Members,  Number:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Mulock )  533  (i). 
Ammunition  :  in  Oom.  of  Sup.,  2903  (iv). 

Arms,  Description  op:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gault)  814. 

Argyle  Highlanders,  Payment  op  arrears  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Campbell, 
Victoria)  889;  M.  for  Ret.,*  1444  (ii). 

Barracks  at  London  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv). 

Barrack  Huts,  B.C. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3112  (iv). 

Batteries,  Transfer  op  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartionght)  235  (i). 
Bergin,  Surgeon-Genl.,  Services:  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  1914  (iii). 
Blais,  Achille,  Funeral  Expenses:  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  2169  (iii). 
Boots  for  the  Toronto  Corps:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1744  (ii). 
Brigade  Majors’  Salaries,  &c.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2903  (iv). 
Canadian  Contingent  for  the  Soudan:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  568  (i). 
Clothing  and  Great  Coats:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2903  (iv). 

Dom.  Artillery  Association:  in  Com.  of  Sup. ,  2913  (iv). 

Dom.  Rifle  Association  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2913  (iv). 

Drill  Pay,  &c.  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2910  (iv). 

Equifment  op  the  90th  Batt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ross)  2851  (iv). 
Expedition  to  the  N.W. ,  Cost  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  1678  (ii). 
Flannel  Shirts,  Contract  for:  Ques.  (Mr.  Rinfret)  1306  (ii). 
Gatling  Guni  for  use  of  Troops:  Ques.  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hastings) 
813  (ii). 

Grant,  G.,  Superannuation:  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2531  (iii). 
Guns  in  action  in  the  N.W. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2170  (iii). 
Houghton,  Col.,  Mission  to  the  N.W.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Improved  Rifled  Ordnance  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2915  (iv). 

Kits  served  out  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1568  (ii). 

Laurie,  Major  Genl,,  Mission  to  the  N.  W. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk) 
2997  (ii). 

Lavis’  patent  Pole  and  Militia  Tents:  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier) 
2029  (iii). 

Martin,  J.,  Pension  to  Widow  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Pet.*  (Mr. 
Curran)  201  (i). 

Medals  for  Volunteers  :  Ques.  (Mr.  M.cN’eill)  2274  (iii). 

Middleton,  Genl.,  Despatches  from,  1822,  1835,  1895,  2139, 
2357  (iii),  2750,  3073  (iv). 

Middleton,  Genl,  Instructions:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1306  (ii)> 
2169  (iii). 

Military  College  Graduates,  Number,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  313  (i). 

Military  College  Graduates  in  the  Militia  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk) 
1040  (ii). 

Military  Branch,  &o.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2889,  2893,  2903  (iv). 
Military  College  :  in  Com,  of  Sup.,  2913  ;  cone.,  2932  (iv). 
Military  Magazine  at  St.  John  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr,  Weldon)  603  (i). 
Military  Organizations  in  Man.  and  N.W.T. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
862,  1474  (ii). 

Military  Properties,  Care  of:  in  Com.  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 

Military  Storehouse,  Quebec  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1039  (ii). 
Montreal  Garrison  Artillery  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1566  (ii). 
Mounted  Infantry,  Winnipeg:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (iv). 

Officers  and  Men,  Pay,  &c.:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Middlesex) 
313  (i). 

O’Malley,  Lieut. -Col.,  Charges  against  :  M.  for  copy  of  Rep.  of 
Major-Genl.  (Mr.  Casey)  45  (i). 

Otter’s,  Col  ,  march  to  Battleford  :  Remarks,  1386  (ii). 

Ouimet’s,  Col  ,  absence  from  Duty:  Remarks,  1167,  1205  (ii). 
Pensions  to  Militiamen  of  1812 :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Bourassa) 
101  (i). 

Pensions  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (ii). 

Powder  Magazines  at  Fort  Howe  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon)  246  (ii). 
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MILITIA — Continued . 

Protestant  Volunteers  in  65th  Battalion  ;  Remarks,  2998  ;  Tel., 
3094  (iv). 

Rebellion.  See  general  heading  “Disturbance.” 

Rewards  for  Bravery:  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  2359. 

School  of  Cavalry  at  Quebec:  M.  for  Papers  (Mr.  Langelier) 
88  (i). 

Scott’s,  Col.,  Batt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  1064  (ii). 

Troops  at  Clarke’s  Crossing  :  Telegram,  1205  (ii). 

Troops,  Movements  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  838,  872;  Tel.,  1 328 (ii). 
Veterans  of  War  1812  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (ii). 

■ - - —  Extension  of  Pensions  to  Widows:  Que3.  (Mr.  Robertson, 

Hastings)  36  (i). 

Victoria  Rifles,  Montreal:  Ques.  (Mr.  Curran)  1983  (iii). 
Volunteers  of  Mil.  Dist.  No.  9  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Campbell, 
Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

- — Treatment  of  Half-breeds  by  :  Remarks,  2169  (iii). 

- — —  Killed,  Transport  of  Bodies  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2029  (iii). 

- in  the  N.W.  and  Intoxicating  Liquor:  Ques.  (Mr.  Foster ) 

1131  (ii). 

- Corps  in  the  N.W.  in  1879:  Remarks  (Mr.  Watson)  816 ; 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1474  (ii). 

- - of  1837-38,  recognition  of  Services:  Res.  (Mr.  Hickey) 

37  (i). 

- — - Recognition  of  Services:  Ques.  (Mr.  Small)  1566  (ii). 

Vote  of  Thanks,  Gen.  Middleton  and  Volunteers,  3159 ;  Res.i 
3163  (iv). 

War  Supplies,  Carriage  by  American  Rys.  :  Remarks,  839  (ii). 
Waterproof  Blankets,  Purchase  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Catudal)  2171 
(iii). 

Williams,  Col  ,  Death  of:  Remarks  and  Telegram,  3073  (iv). 

[See  also  general  heading  “  Disturbance.”] 

Militia  Acts.  See  “  Consolidated.” 

Militia  and  Defence,  Annual  Rep.:  presontod  (Mr. 
Caron )  40  (i). 

Militia,  Dept,  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898,  914  (ii),  2913  (iv). 

Militia,  Recognition  of  Services  in  the  N.  W,  B. 

160  (Mr.  Caron).  Res.  prop.,  3321  ;  M.  for  Com., 
3376  ;  in  Com.,  3377  ;  1°*  of  B.,  3380  ;  2°*,  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  3470  (iv).  (43-49  Vic.,  c.  73  ) 

Millard,  Mr.,  Fines  imposed,  Collection  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  1211  (ii). 

Mill  St  ,  St.  John,  Ry.  Crossing  on,  Memorial  and  Cor.  : 

M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Weldon)  1442  (ii). 

Mineral  Waters  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans,  808  (ii). 
Mining  and  Timber  Lands,  north  of  Lakes  Superior  and 
Huron,  Ownership  of  :  M.  for  O.C.,  &e.  (Mr.  Mills) 
66  (i). 

Minister  of  Rys.,  Office  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  41  (Q. 
Minister  of  Int.,  Absence  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  964  (ii). 
Miramiciii  River,  Fisii  caught  in  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Mit¬ 
chell)  295  (i). 

Mission  of  Hon.  Mr.  Royal:  Attention  of  Govt,  called  to 
newspaper  paragraph  (  Mr.  Blake)  889  (ii) . 

Mission  of  Major  Genl.  Laurie  to  the  N.  W. :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Kirk)  2  97  (iv). 

Model  Farm,  Establishment  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3453  (iv) . 
Money  borrowed  by  Govt,  in  Canada  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  743  (i) . 

Montreal  and  Champlain  Junction  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  ; 

prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3458  ;  in  Com.,  3472  (iv). 
Montreal  and  Sorel  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 
Pope)  3457  (iv). 

Montreal  Garrison  Artillery.  See  “  Militia.” 
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Montreal  Turnpike  Trust  Debentures  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Amyot )  567  (i). 

Moody,  John,  Employment  op  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister )  148  (i). 
Moody.  See  “  Port  Moody.” 

“  Moravian.”  See  “  Allan  Line.” 

Morgan,  H.  J.,  Payments  to  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  McCraney) 
1443  (li).  See  “  Dominion  Annual  Kegister.” 
Morgan,  J.  H.,  Services  as  Forestry  Commissioner  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Cockburri)  77 ;  Appointment  :  M,  for  O.  C.  (Mr. 
Paterson,  Brant )  147  (i). 

Mouldings  and  Picture  Frames  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  846  (ii). 

Morton  Dairying  and  Farming  Co.  See  “  Squatters.” 
Mounted  Infantry.  See  “  Militia.” 

Mounted  Police  Augmentation  B.  No.  144  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald).  Res.  prop.,  994  (ii)  ;  M.  for  Com. 
on  Ees.,  2402;  in  Com.,  2415  ;  M.  to  receive  Eep.  of 
Com.,  2421;  1°*  of  B.,  2430  (iii)  ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
2770  ;  3°  m.,  2820  ;  3°  on  a  div.,  2822  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  53.) 

Mounted  Police  Barracks,  Tenders  for  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Watson )  351  (i). 

Mounted  Police,  Commissioners’  Eep.  :  Ques.  (Mr,  Blake) 
2359  (iii). 

Mounted  Police,  Compensation  for  Injuries:  M.  for 
Bet.*  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant)  505  (i). 

Mounted  Police  Force  B.  No.  140  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald).  1°*,  1670  (ii)  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2772; 
3°  m.,  2832  ;  3°,  2833  (iv).  (48-19  Vic.,  c.  54.) 
Mounted  Police  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3243,  3392,  3421  (iv). 
Mounted  Police,  Increase  of  Force  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
2169  (ii). 

Mounted  Police  Ofeicers,  Eeps.  from,  re  Engagements  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3435  (iv). 

Mounted  Police  Recruits:  Eemarks  (Mr.  Blake)  1566 
(ii). 

Murray  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3303,  3307  (iv). 

Murray  Canal  Eoute,  Cor.  and  Pets,:  M,  for  Bet.* 
(Mr.  Cockburn)  1442  (ii). 

Musk:  in  Com  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 

Muskoka  Lakes  and  Eiver  Severn  Canal  System  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Bain,  Wentworth)  289  (i), 

McCarthy,  C.  (Public  Works  Dept.)  Superannuation  of  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2530  (iii). 

McDougall,  Mr.  H.  F.  :  Certificate  of  Election  and  Eoturn 
of,  1  (i). 

HcTsaac’s  Pond,  Inverness,  N.S.,  as  a  Harbor  of  Refugej 
(Ques.)  36 ;  Engineers’  Eeps.  respecting  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Cameron,  Inverness)  60  (i). 

McLeod,  N.,  (Indian  Affairs)  Superannuation  of:  Ques. 
(Mr.  McMullen)  2530  (iii). 

Mcmanus,  Gratuity  to  Widow  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3350  ; 
cone,,  3374  (iv). 

Napanee,  Construction  of  Public  Buildings  at  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Pruyn)  77  (i). 

Natanee,  Tamwoethand  Quebec  Ey,  Co.’s  Subsidy:  prop. 
Ees.  (Mr.  Pope)  3458. 

Narrows,  Erection  of  a  Lighthouse  at  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Wood, 
Brockville)  112  (i). 


“  National  Policy”  Pamphlet  :  M.  for  copy*  (Mr.  Charl¬ 
ton)  124  (i). 

Navigation  of  Canadian  Waters  Act  Amt.  B. 
No.  132  (Mr.  McLelan).  Ees.  prop,  and  in  Com., 
1278  ;  1°*  of  B.,  1279  (ii)  :  Order  for  2®  dschgd.  and  B. 
wthdn,,  2899  (iv).  See  B.  159. 

Nelson  &  Son’s  School  Books.  See  “  Customs.” 

“  Newfield.”  See  “  Allan  Line.” 

New  Harbor  and  Indian  Harbor,  N.S.,  Breakwaters, 
Engineers’  Eeps.  :  M.  for  copies,  &o.*  (Mr.  Kirk) 
147  (i). 

New  Members,  Eet.  of  (announcement)  1,  113  (i),  1192, 
1385  (ii),  3072  (iv). 

New  Militia  Pensions  :  cone,,  2765  (iv). 

NEW  BEUNSWICK  : 

Carlton  Branch  Ry.,  Purchase  of  :  in  Corn,  of  Sup.,  3415  (iv). 
Dodge,  Brenton,  Dismissal  of  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Moffat)  1442  (ii). 
Dorchester  Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  989  (ii). 

Expenditure  for  Rys.,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 
Fisn  Inspector  in  City  of  St.  John  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon)  2997  (iv). 
Fish  taken  in  the  Miramichi  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  295  (i). 
Foot  and  Carriage  Bridge  at  St.  John  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Landry, 
Kent)  1443  (ii). 

Intercolonial  Ry.  See  general  heading. 

Judges,  Appointment  for  year’s  Circuit:  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies ) 

568  (i). 

Lif.ut. -Governor  :  Ques  (Mr.  Blake)  362  (i). 

Military  Properties  at  St.  John  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Weldon)  606  (ip 
Mill  St.,  St.  John,  Ry.  Crossing,  Memorials,  &c.  :  M.  for  copies* 
(Mr.  Weldon)  1442  (ii). 

Northern  and  Western  Ry.  Co.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Temple) 
533  (i). 

Powder  Magazines  at  Fort  Howe,  St.  John  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
246  (i). 

Richibucto  and  Kingston  Ports,  Customs  Business  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Landry ,  Kent)  1442  (ii). 

Salmon  Fishing  in  Bathurst  Harbor  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2359  (iii). 
St.  John  Bridge  and  Ry.  Extension  Co.  •:  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon) 

569  (i). 

St.  John  City  and  County,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Weldon)  3427  (iv). 

St.  Stephen’s  Post  Office,  Receipts,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Burpee)  1100  (ii). 

St.  Stephen’s  Public  Buildings,  Construction  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Oillmor) 
1148  (ii). 

Supreme  Court,  Causes  Entered  :  M.  for  number  (Mr.  Foster)  294 
(i). 

Woodstock  Public  Buildings  :  Que3.  (Mr.  Irvine)  606  (i). 

‘‘  Neptune,”  See  “  Hudson  Bay.” 

New  Beunswick  and  P.E.I.  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Res. 

(Mr.  Pope)  3457  ;  in  Com.,  3472  (iv). 

Newfoundland  and  the  Hom.,  Trade  relations  between  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  3042  (iv). 

Nicolet:  Return  of  Member  to  represent,  1. 

North  American  Contracting  Co.,  position  of  debt  of 
$600,000  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i) . 
Northerly  and  Westerly  Boundaries  of  Ont.,  Pro¬ 
ceedings,  Moneys  paid,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lister) 
210  (i). 

Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  Ry.  and  the  C.P.R.  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar)  57  (i) . 

Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  Ry.  Lease  :  M.  for  copy 
(Mr.  Mulock)  56  (i). 
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Northern  and  Western  Ry.,  Cor,  between  Dom.  and 
Local  Govt,  of  N.B.  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Temple ) 
533  (i) . 

Northern  and  Western  By.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Roe. 
(Mr.  Pope )  3457  (iv). 

North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements  :  M.  for  copy 
of  Reps.,  &c.  (Mr.  Me  Galium )  615,  695  (i). 

North  Shore  Line,  Subsidy  to  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c. 
(Mr.  Laurier )  41  (i). 

North  Shore  Ry.,  Purchase  op,  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Laurier )  189  (i). 

North  Shore  Ry.,  Use  op  by  C.P.R. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake ) 
1915  (iii). 

Northumberland  Controverted  Election  :  Judgment  of 
Supreme  Court,  593  (i)  ;  Return  of  Member,  1192  (ii). 
North-Western  Coal  and  Nav.  Co.  See  B.  147. 
North-West  Central  Ry.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Watson)  on  M. 
for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3380  (iv). 

N.W.  Council,  Res.  re  Half-breed  Claims:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  3425  (iv). 

N.W.  Council,  Salaries  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3392  (iv). 
N.W.T.  Expanses  B.  No.  149  (Mr.  Bowell).  Res., 2532, 
1°*  of  B.,  2559  ;  2°  and  in  Com.,  2855  ;  3°*,  2394  (iv). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  42.) 

NORTH-WEST  TERRITORIES  : 

Administration  op  Justice.  See  B.  141. 

Bell  and  Kavan&gh  Land  Claims  :  M.  for  copies  of  0.  C.  (Ur. 
Cameron,  Huron)  479  (i). 

Calgary  and  Fort  Maoleod  Stage  Line  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson )  351  (i). 
Canadian  Pacific  Ry.  See  general  heading. 

Census:  Ques.  (Mr.  Farrow)  149  (i).  See  B,  21. 

Change  of  Names  of  Localities  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Tasse)  2359  (iii). 
Expend. tube  for  Rys.,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt  *  (Mr.  Vanasse)  961  (ii). 
Fees  from  Settlers  by  Govt.  Agents  :  Que3.  (Mr.  Blake)  2170  (iii). 
Fisheries  Act  Extension:  Ques.  (Mr.  Hesson)  51  (i). 

Fisheries  Protection  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Hesson)  700  (i). 
Fort  Macleod  Barracks:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387  (iv). 

Fort  Macleod  Ranch  Tel.  Co.  See  B.  80. 

Fuel  for  Settlers  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  61  (i). 

Govt.  Officials,  Names,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen)  66  (i). 
Grandin,  Bishop,  Communications'  from  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3423  (iv.) 

Half-breed  Grievances:  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  in  Amt  to  Com.  on 
Ways  and  Means,  761  ;  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  122)  771  (i) ;  Speech, 
2030  ;  Resume  of  Events  :  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  in  Amt.  to  Com. 
on  Ways  and  Means,  3075  ;  deb.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  3110  ; 
(Mr.  Laurier)  3119  ;  (Mr.  Girouard)  3128  ;  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  3154,  3163  ;  (Mr.  Mackintosh)  3175  ;  (Mr.  Mills)  3190; 
(Mr.  Royal)  3199. 

Houghton,  Col.,  Mission  in  1884  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 
Immigrant  Sheds  at  Medicine  Hat  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  350  (i). 
Immigrants  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake)  45  (i). 

Indians.  See  general  heading. 

Indian  Supplies,  Tenders  for  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant) 
532  (i). 

Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’Appelle,  &c.  :  cone.,  2922  (iv). 

Judicial  Reform,  Petitions,  &o.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1306  (ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  See  B.  147. 

Lands.  Nee  “Dominion  Lands.” 

Laurie,  Major  Genl.,  Mission  to  N.W.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  2997  (iv). 
Losses  and  Expenses  through  Troubles  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3454  (iv). 
Mail  Robberies  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  91  (i). 

Medicine  Hat  and  Fort  Macleod  Stage  Line  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson) 
351  (i). 

Military  Organizations  in  the  N.W. :  Ques.  (Mr,  Trow)  862  (ii). 


NORTH-WEST  TERRITORIES— GmHwued. 

Morgan,  J.  H.,  Appointment  as  Forestry  Commissioner  :  M.  fo 
O.C.,  &c.*  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Middlesex)  147  (i). 

Mounted  Police  Barracks  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  351  (i). 

N.W.  Council,  Salaries:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3392  (iv). 

Officials,  Communications  with  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Real  Property  in  the  N.W.T.  See  B.  109. 

Rebellion.  See  general  heading  “  Disturbance.” 

Representation  in  Parlt.  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Cameron > 
Huron')  292  (i) ;  Res.  in  Amt.  to  Com  of  Sup.,  3404. 

Royal,  Hon.  Mr.,  Visit  to  N.W.  :  attention  cf  Govt,  called  to  (Mr. 
Blake)  889  (ii.) 

Russell,  Mr.,  Duties  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2358  (iv). 

Saskatchewan  River  Improvements:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McCallum) 
615,  695  (i). 

Saunders  and  Wood,  Trial  for  Libel  :  M.  for.  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake) 
1443  (ii). 

Settlers  during  Calendar  Year  1884:  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  113  (i). 

Squatters  in  Qu’Appelle  Valley  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lister)  205  (i). 

Squatters  in  Tp.  3,  Ranges  23  and  24  West  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Huron)  231  (i). 

St.  Clair  Ranch  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2240  (iii). 

Surveys  and  Explorations  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  2029  (iii). 

Synod  of  the  Diocese  of  Qu’Appelle.  See  B.  39. 

Volunteer  Corps,  Organization  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Watson)  816  ; 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1474  (ii). 

Vote  for  Relief  of  Settlers  :  Ques.  (Mr  Watson)  1744  (iii). 

[See  also  “Disturbance,”  “Dominion  Lands,”  ‘‘Half-Breeds,  &c.” 

NOVA  SCO  ITA  : 

Antigonish  and  Sherbrooke  Mail  Service  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mclsaac) 
568  (i). 

Automatic  Buoys  in  Liverpool  Harbor  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  479 
(i),  1914  (iii). 

Bayfield  Harbor  Breakwater,  Extension  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mclsaac) 
77  (i). 

Bird  Island  Lighthouse,  Management  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Campbell , 
Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Brooklyn  Breakwater,  Wharfage  Collections:  Ques. (Mr.  Forbes) 
478  (i). 

Claims  for  a  Subsidy  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  189  (i). 

Coffin’s  Island  Lighthouse,  Protection  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  1916 
(iii). 

Cumberland,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation,  1  (i). 

Customs  Detectives  or  Police  in  N.8.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  889  (ii). 

Digby  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Vail)  532  (i). 

Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  Earnings,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Lnverness)  148  j  M.  for  Stmnt.,*  313  (i)  ;  iu  Com.  of  Sup.,  3300, 
3384  (iv). 

Expenditure  for  Rys  ,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 

Fishermen,  Payment  of  Bounty,  in  Guysborough  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Kirk)  2751  (iv). 

Fish  Ladders  in  La  Have  River  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  2239  (iii). 

Great  Village  River  Improvements  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Robert¬ 
son,  Shelburne)  67  (i). 

Harbors  in  Guysborough  Co.,  Re-survey  :  Ques  (Mr.  Kirk)  61  (i). 

“Lion,”  Schooner,  Seizure  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.*  (Mr.  Robert 
son,  Shelburne)  533  (i). 

McIsaao’s  Pond  as  a  Harbor  of  Refuge  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Inverness)  36  ;  Engineers’  Reps.:  M.  for  copies,  60  (i). 

Hetaghan  River  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections  for  1884  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Vail)  632  (i). 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Ry.,  Projected  Line  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3413  (iv). 

Parsborough  Breakwater,  Tenders:  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Robertsow 
Shelburne)  66  (i). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  Guysborough,  &c.,  Communication  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Kirk)  114  (i). 

Port  Mulgrave  as  a  Sub-port  :  M.  for  papers  (Mr,  Kirk)  445  (i). 


CXX1V 


NOYA  SCOTIA — Continued. 

Rys.,  Consolidation  and  Completion  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Stairs)  2530  (iv). 
Sawdust  Law,  Breach  of  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Forbes )  147  ;  Ques., 
1039,  12 1 1  (ii),  2239  (iii). 

Shingle  Shavings  in  the  Mersey  River  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  1039 

(ii). 

Somerville  Breakwater  Repairs  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  57  (i). 

Starr,  J.  E.,  Fishery  Overseer,  Removal  of  :  M.  for  Ret*  (Mr* 
Blake)  1443  (ii). 

Supplies  purchased  in  Halifax  :  Ms.  for  Rets.*  (Mr.  Forbes)  533 
(i),  1442  ;  Ques.,  1914,  1915  (iii). 

Tracadie  Breakwater,  Expenditure:  M.  for  Stmnt  *  (Mr.  Mchaac) 
147  (i). 

Vacancy  in  a  Judicial  District  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  2750  (iv). 
Water  Lots,  Applications  for  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Tapper)  429  (i). 

White  Point  Breakwater,  Repairs  :  Ques  (Mr.  Forbes)  52  (i). 
Windsor  Branch  Ry.,  O.C  ,  Agreements,  &c.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr. 
Kinney)  533  (i). 

Oaths  of  Office.  See  “  Administration.” 

Obstructions  in  Navigable  Waters  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2950  (iv). 

Oak,  Pine  and  Spruce  Logs,  Export  Duty  :  M.:forBot.* 

(Mr.  Edgar)  1142  (ii). 

Obstructions  in  Rivers,  Cor.  between  Canada  and  U.S. : 

M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Irvine)  443  ;  wthdn.,  415  (i). 

Ocean  and  River  Service.  See  “  Marine  ”  and  “  Supply.” 
Ocean  Mail  Service,  Annual  Cost,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt., 
(Mr.  Blake)  201  (i). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  Renewal  of  Contract  B0 

No.  151  (Mr.  Carling).  Res.  prop.,  2440  ;  Res.  in 
Com.,  2555  (iii)  ;  M.  to  rec.  Rep.  of  Com.,  2151  ,  M.  to 
cone,  in  Res.,  2154 ;  1°  of  B.,  2151  ;  Order  for  2° 
dschgd.  and  B.  wthdn.,  3315  (iv). 

O’Connor,  Hon.  John,  Sums  paid  to,  re  Ont.  Boundary  : 

M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr,  Lister)  210  (i). 

Offences  Against  the  Person.  See  “  Criminal 
Law.” 

Official  Arbitrators,  Legislation  respecting  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Belleau)  88  (i). 

Official  Assignees  Under  Bankrupt  Act,  1869 :  M.  for 
Ret.  of  Estates,  &c.*  (Mr.  Mitchell)  303,  533  (i). 
Official  Despatches  respecting  Engagements  in  N.W. : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  2999  (iv)  ;  Ques.,  2169  (iii). 
Officials,  Govt.,  in  the  N.W.,  Names,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  McMullen)  66  (i). 

Official  Reporters  of  Debates,  Employment  of,  during 
Recess:  Ques.  (Mr.  Auger)  16  (i). 

O’Malley,  Lieut.  Col.,  Charges  against  :  M.  for  copy  of 
Rep.  of  Maj.-Genl.  (Mr.  Casey )  45  (i). 

O’Malley,  Lieut. -Col.,  Charges  against  and  Suspension 
of:  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Wilson)  101;  (i). 

Ontario  and  Quebec  Ry.  Co’s.  Bonds  :  M.  for  copy  of  Pro¬ 
spectus,  &c.  (Mr,  Blake)  145  (i) ;  Stockholders:  M, 
for  Stmnt.,*  1443  (ii) . 

Ontario  Pacific  By.  Co.’s  B.  No.  72  (Mr.  Bergin). 
1°*,  213;  2°*,  405  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3Q*  1001  (ii). 
(48-49  Vic.,  c.  19.) 

ONTARIO  : 

Boundaries.  See  general  heading. 

Charlinch,  Postmaster  at  :  M.  for  Papers  (Mr.  Blake)  708  (i). 


ONTARIO— Continued. 

Cornwall  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3801  (iv). 

Cornwall  Public  Buildings:  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  2997  (iv). 

Dams  at  Lakefield  and  Young’s  Point  :  Ques.  (Mr. 

Dummy  Lighthouse  Fog-horn  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Jackson) 
293  (i). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Road,  Sale  of:  M.  for  Papers,  &c.  (Mr. 
Bain ,  Wentworth)  147  ;  prop.  Res.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin ) 
451  (i).  See  B.  120. 

Dundas  Public  Buildings,  Erection  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bain,  Went¬ 
worth)  290  (i). 

Expenditure  for  Rys.,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 

Fort  Francis  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3385  (iv). 

GlammisPost  Office,  Enquiry  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1131  (ii). 

Grenville,  South,  Return  of  Member,  3072  (iv). 

Heney,  J.,  Govt.  Property  occupied  by  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Holton)  3428 
(iv). 

Hughes,  D.  J.,  Charges  against:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wilson)  98 ; 
Ques,  77  (i). 

Indian  Titles  acquired  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mills)  632  (i). 

Kingston  Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  985  (i),  3350  (iv). 

Lake  Simcoe  Fisheries:  M.  for  Ret  *  (Mr.  Mulock)  1444  (ii) ;  Ques., 
3073  (iv). 

Land  Improvement  Fund  Settlement  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule)  1039  (ii). 

Lennox  Controverted  Election,  Judge’s  Certificate,  &c.,  I  (i). 

Life-saving  Service  at  Port  Rowan  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Jackson)  142  (i). 

Long  Point  Fishing  Grounds:  Ques.  (Mr.  Jackson)  289  (i). 

Mail  Service  on  Can.  Southern  Ry.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wigle)  120  (i). 

Maitland,  Postmaster  at:  Ques.  (Mr.  Maloek )  1743  (iii). 

Maritime  Court,  Extension  of  Jurisdiction.  See  B.  11. 

Middlesex,  West,  Controverted  Election,  Judge’s  Rep.,  1  (i). 

Militia  Barracks  at  London  :  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  3412  (iv) 

Mining  and  Timber  Lands  north  of  Lake  Superior:  M.  for  O.C., 
&c.  (Mr.  Mills)  66  (i). 

Murray  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3303  (iv). 

Murray  Canal  Route  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Goclcburn)  1442  (ii). 

Muskoka  Lakes  and  River  Severn  Canal  System  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bain , 
Wentworth)  289  (i). 

Napanee  Public  Buildings  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Pruyn)  77  (i). 

Northumberland  Controverted  Election,  Judge’s  Rep.,  593  (i)  ; 
Ret.  of  Member,  1192  (ii). 

O’Malley,  Lieut. -Col.,  Charges  against  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Casey) 
45  ;  (Mr.  Wilson)  101  (i). 

Ontario  and  Quebec  Ry.  Co.’s  Bonds  :  M.  for  copy  of  Prospectus 
(Mr.  Blake)  145  (i)  ;  Stockholders:  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake) 
1443  (ii). 

Ontario,  West,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation,  1  (i). 

Ottawa,  Allowance  to  Assistant  Postmaster:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3393;  cone.,  3398  (iv). 

Ottawa  River  Ship  Oanal:  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  1211 
(ii). 

Ottawa  River  Survey  and  Explorations  :  Ques.  (Mr.  White,  Ren¬ 
frew)  131  (i),  1040  (ii). 

Port  Arthur  Harbor  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 

Pout  Credit  Harbor  Co.,  Reps,  made  to  Govt.  :  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Platt)  124  (i). 

Port  Rowan  as  a  Harbor  of  Refuge  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr  Jackson) 
297  (i). 

Ports  Stanley  and  Burwbll,  Harbors  of  Refuge  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Wilson)  62  (i). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Municipalities,  Memorials,  &c.  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Cook)  589  (i). 

Ridbau  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3312,  3418  (iv). 

Ridgbtown  as  a  Port  of  Entry,  Pets.,  &c.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr. 
Casey)  532  (i). 

Rys.  centreing  in  Ottawa,  Bonuses:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin) 
86  (i). 

Rys.  in  Co.  of  Grey,  Refund  of  Bonuses  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lander¬ 
kin)  58  (i). 

Salmon  Point  Breakwater  :  M.  for  Oor.  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 


INDEX. 
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ONTARIO — Conlinued. 

Shiloh  and  Fergus  Mail  Service:  Ques.  (Mr.  Junes )  1211  (ii). 

St.  Thomas  Public  Buildings  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wilson)  19  (i). 

Trent  River  Navigation  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3311  (i v). 

Timber  Permits  granted  in  Territory  awarded  Ont.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Mills )  114,115  ;  M.  for  Ret.,  115;  M.  for  copies,*  124,  210  (i). 

Welland  and  Williamsburg  Canals:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301,  3418 
Civ). 

Weller’s  Bay  “  Range  Lights  :”  M  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Wilkinson,  J.  A.,  Sums  paid  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  51  (i). 

Wood  and  Wilkinson,  Sums  paid  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  McMullen) 
147  (i). 

Wood  Supply  to  Public  Buildings,  Ottawa  :  Que3.  (Mr.  Bain, 
Wentworth)  1387  (ii). 

Operatives  in  Factories:  M.  for  Rots  ,  Stmnts.  (Sir  Rich¬ 
ard  Cartwright )  37  (i). 

Order  Paper,  Omission  from,  of  a  Question  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Charlton )  2774;  explanation,  2854  (iv). 

ORDER,  PRIVILEGE  and  PROCEDURE: 

ORDER : 

Administration  op  Justice  in  the  N.W.  B.  141 :  Interruption  by 
Members  not  in  Order  (Mr.  Speaker)  3430  (iv) 

Census  of  the  N.W.,  &o.,  B.  21  :  Member  called  to  Order  for 
imputing  motives  (Mr.  Speaker)  213  (i). 

Civil  Service  Act  Amt.  B.  31.  On  Amt.  to  3°  :  full  discussion  of 
principles  of  B.  objected  to  by  Mr,  Bowell  ;  Ruling  (Mr  Deputy 
Speaker)  competent  for  members  to  enter  largely  into  discus¬ 
sion  of  B  ,  but  should  confine  their  remarks  to  Resolution  in 
Amt.,  1300  (ii). 

Disturbance  in  t..e  N.W.  Remarks  (Mr.  Girouard)  on  newspaper 
paragraph  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  Ques.  of  Privi’ege  should 
conclude  with  a  motion,  and  member  cannot  correct  a  speaker 
until  conclusion  of  speech,  3161  (iv). 

Franchise  B.  103.  Calling  across  floor  not  in  Order  (Mr.  Chair¬ 
man)  1432  (ii),  1733. 

-  Irrelevancy  of  deb.,  1431,  1494,  1509,  1619,  1793,  2242,  1733 

1800,  1923,  1964,  2146  (iii). 

- Member  called  to  Order  for  drawing  a  comparison  :  Ruled 

in  Order  (Mr.  Chairman)  1867  (iii). 

— - — Member  called  to  Order  for  reading  extracts  :  Ruling  (Mr. 
Chairman)  readingextracts  continuously  an  abu3C  of  Privilege, 
1461,  1465,  1467,  1496  (ii)  ;  Remarks  (Mr.  Orton)  3161  (iv). 

- Members  wearying  House  with  repetiiions :  Authorities 

quoted  (Mr.  Chairman)  1804  (iii). 

- Objection  (Mr.  Davies)  to  member  imputing  statements, 

1974  ;  (Mr.  Foster)  1825  (iii). 

- Objection  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  Member  calling 

“  Order  ”  from  his  seat  :  Ruled  (Mr.  Chairman)  in  Order  ;  but 
if  a  Member  wants  to  raise  a  point  of  Order  he  must  rise  and 
state  it,  1975  (iii). 

- On  discussion  of  financial  condition  of  the  country  :  objec¬ 
tion  (Mr.  McCallum)  1919;  Ruling  (Mr.  Chairman)  an  elabora¬ 
tion  of  financial  condition  cf  the  country  not  in  Order,  1922; 
appeal  from  decision  of  Chair  to  House  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron) 
1923;  Ruling  sustained  (Y.  67,  N.  41)  1924  (iii). 

- On  enfranchisement  of  Indians  :  objection  (Mr.  Dawson) 

taken  to  discussing  proprietory  rights  of  Indians  :  Ruling  (Mr. 
Chairman)  objection  sustained,  2144  (iii). 

- On  Member  keeping  floor  and  not  speaking,  and  disorderly 

interruptions:  Remarks  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald  and  others) 
1969  (iii). 

- On  M.  to  adjn. :  Member  called  to  order  for  irrelevancy  of 

remarks,  1609 :  Ruled  out  of  Order  (Mr.  Chairman)  1510 ; 
appeal  from  decision  of  Chair  to  House  (Mr.  Edgar)  1510 ; 
authorities  quoted,  1510,  1511 ;  ruling  sustained  (Y.  76,  N.  46) 
1513  (ii). 

* - Ruling  (Mr.  Chairman)  deb.  must  be  confined  to  clause 

before  Com.,  1800  (iii). 


ORDER,  PRIVILEGE  and  PROCEDURE — Continued. 

0  RD  E  R —  Continued , 

Franchise  B.  103.  Unparliamentary  language,  withdrawal  re¬ 
quested  (Mr.  Chairman)  1424  ;  (Mr.  Casey)  1435,  1436,  1466,  1680 
(ii),  1825  (iii) 

Franchise  B.  Petitions  :  Genuineness  of  Signatures  questioned  by 
Mr.  Woodworth,  and  i:May”  quoted,  2024;  Remarks  (Mr. 
Speaker)  as  to  duties  of  Clerk  and  officers,  2027  (iii). 

Infectious  or  Contagious  Diseases  affecting  Animals  B.  44  :  Full 
discussion  of  B.  not  in  Order  on  an  Amt.  (Mr.  Deputy  Speaker) 
1330  (ii). 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  in  the  N.  W.  B.  147 :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mitchell) 
on  article  in  Toronto  Mail  re  frosts  in  Manitoba,  2459 ;  dis¬ 
cussion  on  C.  P.  R.  Contract  declared  not  in  Order  (Mr, 
Speaker)  2460  (iv). 

Manitoba  Claims  Settlement:  on  Res  ,  Member  called  to  Order 
(Mr.  Speaker)  for  referring  to  what  took  place  in  Com.,  2783; 
reference  to  what  took  place  in  Com.  of  W.  not  in  Order, 
2786  (iv). 

Toronto  “News,”  Article  on  French  Aggression:  Objection  taken 
by  Mr.  Charlton  to  an  hon.  Member  naming  another  by  some 
other  name  than  his  own  or  constituency  ;  objection  sustained 
by  Mr.  Speaker  and  expression  withdrawn,  1680  (ii), 

Volunteers,  Recognition  of  Services  B.  160  :  On  alteration  of 
Res.  without  consent  of  the  Crown;  Ruling  XMr.  Speaker) 
3380  (iv). 

Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses  :  Ruling 
(Mr.  Speaker)  allusion  to  previous  deb.  not  in  Order,  2899  (iv). 

Ways  and  Means  :  Objection  taken  by  Mr.  B swell  to  Member 
entering  into  full  discussion  of  sugar  duties,  simply  on  a 
change  ;  Ruling  (Mr.  Chairman)  852  (ii). 

PRIVILEGE  : 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  by  Ont.  Govt.  :  Personal  explanation  (Mr,  Blake) 
3445  (iv). 

Canada  Temp.  Aot  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Orton)  on  article  in  News 
Record,  re  vote,  3,000  ;  explanation  (Mr.  Kaulbach)  3073  (iv.) 

C.P.R.  between  Emerson  and  Winnipeg  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Lister)  on 
Stmnt.  of  Minister  of  Marine,  693  (i). 

- — -  Remarks  (Mr.  Mitchell)  re  charge  of  being  the  defender  of 

the  Co.,  2460  (iv) 

- - — -  Resolutions  :  Publication  in  Newspapers  before  Presen¬ 
tation  to  House  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  1712  (ii). 

Correspondence  in  Port  Arthur  “  Herald  ”  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Dawson)  and  repudiation  (Mr.  Macmaster)  3162  (iv). 

Debates,  Official  Rep  :  Interpolation  of  remarks  in  Speech  ; 
remarks  and  repudiation  (Mr.  Blake)  2541  ;  correction  (Mr. 
Macmaster)  2619  (iv). 

Disturbance  in  the  N.W.  :  Article  in  the  Electeur  ;  personal  expla¬ 
nation  (Mr.  Caron)  967  (ii). 

- Denial  of  Stmnt.  in  Montreal  Post  (Mr.  Girouard)  3161  (iv). 

— - Remarks  (Mr.  Cook)  on  newspaper  paragraph  re  Col. 

Amyot’s  Battalion,  1336  (ii). 

— — —  Repudiation  of  charge  contained  in  article  in  Hamilton 
Spectator  (Mr.  Blake)  813  (ii). 

Dominion  and  Ontario  Politics:  Personal  explanation  (Mr.  Blake) 
1837  (iii) 

Franchise  B.  Petitions  and  the  Clergy  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Sproule) 
re  paragraph  in  Canada  Presbyterian  and  Meaford  Monitor 
2772  (iv). 

Franchise  B.  Petitions,  Genuineness  of  Signatures  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Edgar)  on  article  in  Ottawa  Citizen,  1955,  2103  ;  (Mr.  Allen) 
2209  (iii). 

Franchise  B  :  Report  of  speech  in  Globe  newspaper :  Remarks  (Mr. 
Wallace)  1824  (iii). 

French  Aggression  :  Article  in  Toronto  News,  Remarks  (Mr. 
Bergeron)  1678  (ii). 

Government  Printing,  &o.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant)  on 
paragraph  in  Ottawa  Citizen,  3162,  3213  ;  personal  allusions 
(Mr.  Mackintosh)  3247  (iv). 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  and  conduct  of  Mr.  Hickson  :  Remarks  (Mr. 
McMullen)  on  paragraph  in  Montreal  Herald,  1131  (ii). 
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Half-breed  Grievances  in  the  N.W.  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Blake )  re 
J.  E.  Brown’s  correspondence,  3246  (iv). 

Hydraulic  Power  on  Cornwall  Canal  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Gault) 
of  paragraph  in  Globe  newspaper,  49  (i). 

Interpolation  of  words  in  a  Despatch  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills) 
3247  (iv). 

Laborers  on  C.P.R.  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Dawson)  of  paragraph  in 
Globe  newspaper,  247  (i). 

Land  Grants  and  Land  Grant  Bonds,  &c.,  Return  :  Personal 
explanation  (Mr.  Mitchell)  94  (i). 

Messages  from  His  Ex.,  Members  rising  and  uncovering  on 
delivery  :  Contradiction  of  Stmnt.  in  Ottawa  Free  Press 
(Messrs.  Royal  and  Girouard)  170  (i). 

Nova  Scotia  Volunteers  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Kaalbach)  on  paragraph 
in  Ottawa  Free  Press ,  1094  (i). 

Prince  Albert  Colonization  Co.  :  Explanation  (Mr.  White, 
Hastings)  re  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press ,  3162  (iv). 

Timber  Limits  in  the  N.W. :  Denial  (Mr.  Sproule)  of  Statements 
published  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  566  (i). 

Timber  Regulations  in  B.  C. ;  Remarks  (Mr.  Ferguson ,  Welland) 
on  paragraph  in  Ottawa  Free  Press,  2240  (iii). 

Veracity  questioned  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Curran)  725  (i). 

Water  Power  on  Williamsburg  Canal  :  Explanation  (Mr.  Benson) 
of  paragraph  in  Globe  newspaper,  43  (i). 

Ways  and  Means:  Remarks  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  re  working- 
men  of  Montreal,  521  (i). 

PROCEDURE : 

Can.  Temp.  Act  Amt.  B.  92:  0  :  Amt.  (Mr.  White,  C ir dwell)  to  M. 
for  2°  :  objection  taken  by  Mr.  Blake  that  a  motion  in  amend¬ 
ment  to  2°  shouldfbe  made  as  a  substantive  motion  :  Ruling 
(Mr.  Deputy  Speaker)  Amt.  in  Order,  as  it  contradicts  tne  prin¬ 
ciple  of  the  B.,  and  “  May  ”  quoted  in  support  of  same,  952  (ii). 

Can.  Temp.  Act:  On  M.  to  place  B.  Second  Order  on  Pub.  Bills 
and  Orders  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  Order  of  proceedings  regu¬ 
lated  by  the  Rules  ;  items  standing  on  Order  Paper  taken  up 
according  to  precedence;  Order  cannot  be  changed  without 
notice,  714  (i). 

Can  Temp.  Act  :  On  Mr.  Hickey’s  Amt.  to  M,  to  cone,  in  Sen. 
Amt3.,  relevancy  of  Amt.  questioned  :  Ruling  (Mr,  Speaker) 
that  Amt.  is  consequential  to  or  relevant  upon  the  Amt.  adopted  I 
by  the  Senate,  and  Speaker  Brand  quoted,  2556  (iv). 

Divisions  in  Committee,  Objection  to  Chairman’s  Ruling  : 
Practice  stated  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  1470  (ii). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Road  :  Oa  M.  for  Com.  on  Res.  legalising 
sale  ;  object  of  Rule  stated  to  be  that  full  time  should  be 
given  for  consideration  of  all  Bills,  Motions  or  Resolutions 
which  may  result  in  a  charge  on  the  Treasury,  &c.  (Mr. 
Speaker)  451  (i). 

Factories,  Regulation  of  Labor  B  85  :  On  M.for  rsmng.  adjd. 
deb.  for  2°  ;  Objection  taken  by  Mr.  Bergin  to  Amt.  (Mr. 
Jamieson)  substituting  Can.  Temp.  Act,  944  ;  Ruling  (Mr. 
Speaker)  that  the  House  may  proceed  to  other  Orders  of  the 
Day  in  discussing  an  Order,  or  a  particular  Order  may  be 
superseded  by  the  House  agreeing  to  an  Amt.  and  “  May  ” 
quoted  to  sustaiu  same,  944  (ii). 

Insolvent  Debtors’  Assets  B,  4  :  On  M.  to  transfer  to  Govt, 
Orders  :  Votes  and  Proceeding  quoted  (Mr.  Speaker)  1281  (ii). 

Inspection  of  Factories  Res  :  Suggestion  (Mr.  Speaker)  that  same 
stand  first  on  Pub.  Bills  and  Orders,  607  (i). 

Mililia  Act,  1883,  Amt.  B.  152  :  On  Res.  increasing  number  of 
men  :  Exception  taken  by  Mr.  Blake  as  to  whether  B.  ought 
not  to  have  been  initiated  by  preliminary  Res.,  3045  ;  Ruling 
(Mr.  Speaker)  not  necessary  that  Amt.  should  be  founded  on  a 
Res.,  and  Journals  of  1883  quoted,  3046  (iv). 

Petitions,  Presentation  :  Signatures  signed  by  proxy  :  Reception 
objected  to  by  Mr.  Woodworth  and  “May  ’’quoted,  2024. 
Remarks  (Mr.  Speaker)  and  practice  stated,  2027,  2029  ;  Names 


ORDER,  PRIVILEGE  and  PROCEDURE— Continued. 

PROCEDURE — Coulinued. 

obtained  by  fraud  :  discussion  to  take  place  on  M.  to  read 
and  receive  same  (Mr.  Speaker)  2274  ;  Petition  having  no 
signatures  not  in  Order  and  cannot  be  received  (Mr.  Speaker) 
2319  (iii). 

Petitions,  Reading  and  Receiving  :  Objection  taken  by  Mr.  Edgar  : 

Cushing’s  practice  quoted  in  support  of  same,  2319,  2320  (iii). 
Petitions,  Reading  :  Irregular  for  Member  to  read  a  Petition  on 
presentation,  but  if  required  it  may  b9  read  by  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table:  Rule  read  (Mr.  Speaker)  1891,  and  authorities  quoted* 
1893  (iii). 

Prohibition  of  Spirituous  Liquors  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  in  Order 
to  move  the  Previous  Question,  &c.,  1045  (ii). 

Privilege,  Ques.  of  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  should  conclude  with 
a  motion,  3161  (iv). 

Scott  Act  Petitions  and  Forged  Signatures  :  On  M.  (Mr. 
Foster)  to  erase  name  :  Ruling  (Mr.  Speaker)  no  practice  to 
warrant  such  a  motion  ;  English  practice  stated,  2320  (iv). 
Speaker,  Deputy,  Appointment  of  Malaohy  Daly,  Esq  :  On  Res. 
objection  on  consent  of  Crown  not  having  been  signified  (Mr. 
Blake)  and  B.N.A.  Act  quoted,  73  (i). 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  B.  68  :  On  M.  to  intro¬ 
duce  :  Right  to  introduce  questioned,  because  Bill  of  same 
nature  i3  before  the  House  (Mr.  Casgrain),  and  remarks  (Mr. 
Speaker)  240  ;  Ruled  (Mr.  Speaker)  in  Order  to  introduce  Bill, 
270  (i). 

Ways  and  Means  :  Objection  taken  by  Mr.  Blake  to  Res.  before 
Com.,  a  Res.  on  same  subject  having  been  already  passed 
upon  :  Ruled  (Mr.  Chairman)  in  Order,  and  authorities  quoted 
to  sustain  same,  32t)5  (iv). 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Ry.  B.  82 :  On  m.  for  2°  :  sugges¬ 
tion  (Mr.  Speaker)  that  Order  be  discharged,  428  (i). 

Ossler,  Mr,  Justice  :  Rep,  on  West  Middlesex  Contro¬ 
verted  Election,  1  (i). 

Otter’s,  Col.,  March  to  Battleford  :  Remarks,  1386  (ii). 

Ottawa,  Rv.  connection  with:  M,  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Lander- 
kin )  86  (i), 

Ottawa  River  Survey  and  Exploration:  Ques.  (Mr. 
White,  Renfrew)  131  (i). 

Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal  :  Res.  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew) 
1211;  Deb.  (Mr.  Bryson)  1215 ;  (Mr.  Cockburn)  1217; 
(Mr.  Dawson)  1218 ;  (Messrs.  Cameron  [  Victoria]  and 
Tassi)  1219  ;  (Mr.  Hilliard)  1224  ;  (Sir  Hector  Langevin 
and  Messrs.  Blake  and  White,  Renfrew)  1225  (ii). 

Ottawa,  Waddington  and  New  York  Ry.  and  Bridge 
Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop.  Re3.  (Mr.  Pope)  3457  ;  in  Com., 
3472  (iv). 

Ouimet’s,  Col.,  absence  from  Duty  :  Remarks  (Mr,  Cas¬ 
grain)  1167,  1205  (ii). 

Outbreak.  See  “  Disturbance.” 

Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Ry.,  N.S.,  projected  Line  :  M. 
for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3414  (iv). 

Pacific  Ry.  See  “  Canadian  Pacific.” 

Papers  in  respect  of  the  N.  W. :  Ques,  (Mr.  Blake) 
2358  (iii), 

Parliament,  5th,  Third  Session,  1885,  48  Victoria: 
Opening,  1;  Speech  from  the  'Throne,  2  (i);  Bills 
assented  to,  1516  (ii),  3475;  Prorogation,  3475  (iv). 
See  “  House  of  Commons.” 

Parsborough  Breakwater,  Construction  of  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Tenders  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne)  66  (i). 
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Partridge,  Prairie  Fowls,  &c.  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  858  (ii). 

Passenger,  Freight  and  Mixed  Trains,  C.  P.  JR.,  Eunning 
or  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake )  67  (i). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt-  B.  No.  25  (Mr.  White,  Ren - 
frew).  1°,  67  ;  2°  m.,  266  ;  neg.  (Y.  57,  N.'  70)  269  (i). 
Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  No.  84  (Mr.  McCarthy ) 
1°,  234;  2°  m.,  622 ;  Order  for  2°  dsehgd.,  629  (i). 

Patent  Act,  1872,  Amt.  B.  No.  69  (Mr.  Hay).  1°*, 
362  (i). 

Patents  issued  to  Settlers  in  Prince  Albert  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  964  (ii). 

Patents  of  Invention  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  29  (Mr. 
Smyth).  1°*,  88  (i). 

Pauper  Turkish  Immigrants  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow)  3475  (iv). 
Pawnbrokers’  further  Provision  B.  No.  137  (Mr. 
Small).  1°*,  1474  (ii). 

Payne  and  Applegartii,  Murder  of,  by  Indians  in  N.W ., 

859  (ii). 

Peachy,  J.  W.,  Superannuation  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Rinfret) 
1743  (iii). 

Penitentiaries,  Rep.  :  presented  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  28 

(i). 

Penitentiary  Rules,  Suspension:  M.  for  Rot.  (Mr.  Shakes¬ 
peare)  823  (ii). 

Penitentiaries,  See  “  Supply.” 

Pension,  Continuation  of,  to  widow  of  John  Martin  :  M. 
for  Ret.  (Mr.  Curran)  201  (i). 

Pension  Fund  of  Bank  of  Montreal  B.  No.  49 
(Mr.  White,  Cardwell).  1°*,  170;  2°*,  245;  in  Com. 
and  3C*,  693  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  13.) 

Pensions  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (ii). 

Petitions,  Franchise  B.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Charlton)  on 
reception,  1856  ;  on  genuineness  of  Signatures  (Mr. 
Woodworth  and  others)  2023  ;  (Mr.  McNeill)  2171; 
(Mr.  Allen)  2209  ;  (Mr.  Rykert)  2274 ;  (Mr.  Edgar) 

2319  ;  (Mr.  Sproule)  2392  (iii),  2772  (iv)  ;  (Mr.  Me 
Neill)  2495  (iii). 

Petitions,  Scott  Act  :  M.  (Mr.  Foster)  to  erase  name, 

2320  (iii). 

Petitions,  on  Presentation  of  :  Remarks,  1891  (iii). 
Petitions,  Resolutions,  &c.,  on  Bankruptcy  :  presented 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  101  (i). 

Petitions,  Resolutions,  &c.,  on  Half-breeds’  and  Settlers’ 
Claims:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Pickles  and  Sauces:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  843  (ii). 
Picture  Frames,  &c.:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  846  (ii). 
Piers  and  Wharves  in  P.  E.  I.,  Expenditure  on  Mainten¬ 
ance,  &c. :  M,  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Davies)  533  (i). 

Piers.  See  “  Marine.” 

Pillage  of  Houses  and  Half  breeds  by  Volunteers  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  2169  (iii),  2990  (iv). 

Pitch  Pine  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  810  (ii). 

Plans  and  Surveys  of  St.  Laurent  Settlement,  Receipt 
of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2358  (iii). 

Plate  Glass:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  856  (ii). 


Plante,  J.  B,,  of  St.  Charles,  Claim  of  :  M.  for  copies* 
(Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  147  (i). 

Points  aux  Trembles,  Construction  of  Wharf  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  De  St.  Georges)  234  (i). 
Polariscopic  Test  for  Sug4u  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail)  479  (i). 
Popoise  Fishing,  Rep.  of  J.  U.  Gregory  :  M.  for  copy 
(Mr.  Blondeau)  532  (i). 

Portage  la  Prairie  and  Lake  of  the  Woods  Ry. 
Wav.  Co.’s  ineorp.  B.  63  (Mr.  Watson).  1°*, 
210;  2°*,  289  (i). 

Port  Arthur  and  Winnipeg,  Construction  of  C.  P.  R. 
between,  Sums  paid  :  M.  for  St  rants.  (Mr.  Casey) 
123  (i). 

Port  Credit  Harbor  Co.,  Reports  made  to  Govt.,  &o.  : 
M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Platt)  124  ;  Repairs  to  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Fleming)  188  (i). 

Port  Moody  and  Savona  Ferry,  Extension  of  time  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Homer)  146  (i) . 

Port  Moody,  B.C.,  Dock,  Tenders  for  repair  of:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Casey)  816  (ii). 

Port  Moody  Wharf  and  Freight  Shed  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Reps.,  Plans,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  295  (i). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  East  Bay  C.B.,  Steamship  Subven¬ 
tion  :  in  Com.  of  Sup,,  2943  (iv). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  Guysborougii,  Canso  and  Arichat, 
Communication  between:  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  114  (i). 
Port  Mulgrave,  N.S.,  as  a  Sub-port  :  M.  for  Papers,  &c. 
(Mr.  Kirk)  445  (i). 

Port  Rowan  as  a  Harbor  of  Refuge,  Construction  of  : 

M.  for  Ret*  (Mr.  Jackson)  297  (i). 

Port  Stanley  and  Burwkll  Harbors  of  Refuge  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Wilson)  62  (i). 

Poet  Williams  Fishery  :M.for  Ret.*  (Mr. Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Post  Office  and  Finance  Depts.,  computing  Interest:  in 
Cora,  of  Sup.,  927  (ii). 

POST  OFFICE  : 

Antigonish  and  Sherbrooke  Mail  Service:  Ques.  (Mr.  Mclsaac) 
568  (i). 

Assistant  Postmaster  at  Ottawa,  Allowance  to  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  3393  ;  cone.,  3398  (iv). 

Brandon,  Postmaster  at,  Salary,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister )  2029  (iii). 
Calgary  and  Fort  Maoleod  Stage  Line  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson ) 
351  (i). 

Charlinch,  Postmaster  at  :  M.  for  Papers,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake) 
703  (i). 

Deptl.  Rep.:  presented  (Mr.  Carling)  76  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  902 
(ii)  ;  cone.,  2764  (iv). 

Deposits  in  P.O.  Savings  Banks  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  2359,  2465, 
2559  (iii). 

Depositors  in  P.O.  Savings  Banks:  Ms,  for  Ret.*  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  533  ;  (Mr.  Fairbank)  819  (i), 

Glammis  Post  Office  Enquiry  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1131  (ii). 
Letter  Postage  reduction  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Eesson)  33  ;  Mr.  for  copies 
of  Oor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Charlton)  291  (i). 

Le  Fonds  Post  Office  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Rinfret)  816  (ii). 

Mail  Trains  between  Brockville  and  Toronto:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 

Cameron,  Middlesex)  816  (ii). 

Mail  Bags,  Furnishing  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Jackson)  964  (i). 

Mail  Service  on  Can.  Southern  Ry.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wigle) 
120  (i) 

Mail  Robberies  in  Man.  and  N.W.T. :  M.  for  copies  of  Oor.  (Mr. 
Blake)  91  (i). 
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POST  OFFICE — Continued. 

Mail  Subsidies.  See11  Supply.” 

Maitland,  Postmaster  at  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mulock)  1743  (iii). 

Medicine  Hat  and  Fort  Maoleod  Mail  Service:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Watson )  351  (i). 

Ocean  Mail  Service,  Annual  cost,  &c.  :  M.  for  Strnnt.  (Mr. 
Blake)  204  (i).  See  B.  151. 

Post  Office  at  Montmagny  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  246  (i). 
Postal  Privileges,  Extension  to  Local  Govts.  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Amyot)  289  (i). 

Postal  and  Transport  Service  on  C.P.R.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
1744  (iii). 

Postal  Revenue  at  Victoria,  B.C. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Baker , 
Victoria)  1442  (ii). 

Savings  Banks  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Stairs)  148  (i). 
Shiloh  and  Fergus  Mail  Service:  Ques.  (Mr.  Innes)  1211  (ii). 
Small  Savings,  Encouragement  of  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Blake)  90  (i). 
Superintendents  of  Letter  Carriers:  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Chapleau) 
218  (i). 

U.  S.  and  Victoria,  B.C.,  Mail  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2936  (iv). 
Poundmaker.  See  “  Disturbance.” 

Powder  Magazines  at  Fort  Howe,  St.  John,  N.B.  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  We1  don)  246  (i). 

Presqu’Isle  and  Weller’s  Bay  Harbors  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Cockburn )  1442  (ii). 

Prince  Albert  and  St.  Laurent  Settlements  ;  Peps,  of 
Messrs.  Russel  and  Aldous  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3126  (iv). 

Prince  Albert  Colon. Co.’s  Land,  Settlers’ or  Squatters’ 
Improvements:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Prince  Albert  Colon.  Co.’s  Township  Surveys  :  Ques, 
(Mr.  Blake)  2170  (iii). 

Prince  Leopold.  See  “  Albany,  Duke  op.” 

PRINCE  EDWARD  ISLAND: 

Cape  Tormentine  Harbor:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2917  (iv). 

Cape  Tormentine  Ry.  connection:  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies)  2997  (iv). 
Cape  Traverse  Branch  Ry.  ,  Payment  of  Laborers  and  Contrac¬ 
tors:  M.  for  copies  of  Pets.,  &c.  (Hr.  Hack  ell)  142  ;  Ques.  (Mr. 
Yeo)  691  (i). 

Cascumpbc  Harbor  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  479  (i). 
Charlottetown  Public  Buildings:  Ques  (Mr.  Davies)  1039  (ii) ; 
(Mr.  Burpee)  2359  (iii). 

Customs  Appraiser  at  Summerside  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  350  (i). 
Expenditure  for  Rys.,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 
Freight  and  Passenger  Earnings  on  P.  E.I.  Ry  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Davies)  1442  (ii). 

Inland  Revenue  Collector  at  Summerside  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Yeo)  350  (i). 
“  Landsdowne,”  Steamer,  Communication  with  Island:  Ques, 
(Mr.  Jenkins)  927  (ii). 

Piers  and  Wharves,  Expenditure,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Davies ) 
533  (i). 

Queen’s  Co.,  Vacancy  in  the  Representation,  1  (i). 

Red  Point  Harbor  Breakwater  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  King's) 
1039  (ii). 

Refund  to  Merchants  and  others,  Commissioner’s  Rep.  :  M.  for 
copy  (Mr.  Davies)  831  (ii). 

Ska  Lots,  Deptl.  Instructions  respecting:  M.  for  copies  (Mr. 
Blake)  61  (i). 

Wharves  on  P.E.T,  Grant  for  construction  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies) 
351  (i). 

Winter  Crossing:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  King's) 
62  (i). 

Pbinole,  H.  H.,  op  Cobouro,  Employment  op,  by  Govt.  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  743  (i). 

Printing  and  Advertising,  Govt.  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Somer¬ 
ville,  Brant)  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3033  (iv). 


Printing  and  Advertising,  Immigration  :  M.  to  rofor 
charges  to  Public  Accounts  Com.  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  202  (i). 

Printing  and  Advertising,  Ret.  respecting:  Ques.  (Mr. 
McMullen)  28  (i). 

Printing  and  Publishing  Co.'s,  Sums  paid  to  and  Services 
rendered  :  M.  for  Rets.*  (Mr.  McMullen)  147  (i). 

Printing  Commission  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3392  (iv). 

Printing  Dominion  Notes:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  898  (ii). 

Printing  done  outside  op  Contract  :  M,  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
White,  Renfrew)  860  (ii). 

Printing  op  Parlt.  :  M.  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  to  cono.  in 
Second  Rep.,  149  (i) ;  Seventh  Rep.,  1882  (iii)  ;  Ninth 
Rep.,  3293  ;  Tenth  Rep.,  3393  (iv). 

Printing,  Public,  changes  in  Contract  :  M.  for  copies  of 
O.C.  (Mr.  Rykert)  24 6  (i). 

Prisoners.  See  “Disturbance  in  N.W.” 

Prison  Labor  without  the  walls  of  Gaols  Act 
Amt-  B.  Mo.  87  (Hr.  Sutherland,  Oxford).  I0*, 
362  (i)  ;  2°,  in  Com.,  and  3°*,  1658  (ii).  (48-49  Vic., 
c.  81.) 

Private  Banks  and  Brokers,  Legislation  respecting  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  51  (i;. 

Private  Bills,  Reception  op  :  Ms.  to  extend  time  (Mr. 
Kranz)  88  ;  (Mr.  Abbott)  505,  782  (i)  ;  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  1094  (ii). 

Private  Bills,  Petitions  for  :  M.  to  extend  time  for 
receiving  (Mr.  Beaty)  40  (i). 

Privy  Council  Office  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  899,  914  (ii). 

Progress  Estimates.  See  “C.P.R.” 

Prohibition.  See  “  Spirituous  Liquors.” 

Prohibitory  Liquor  Law  op  the  N.  W.T.,  Relaxation  op 
provisions  :  M.  for  Cor.  (Mi-.  Foster)  101  (  ).  See 
“  Can.  Temp.  Act.” 

Proof  of  Entries  in  Books  of  Account  B.  No. 
113  (Mr.  Chapleau).  1°*,  964  (ii)  ;  2°,  2397 ;  wthdn,, 
2398  ;  2°,  2465  ;  in  Com.,  2466  ;  3°*  2497  (iii).  (48- 
49  Vic.,  c.  48.) 

Prorogation,  Letter  prom  Acting  Gov.  Gen.’s  Sec,,  3473; 
Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  3475  (iv). 

Prosecutions  under  Can.  Temp.  Act:  Ques.  (Mr.  Me 
Craney)  1306  (ii),  3320  (iv). 

Prosser,  Mr,,  Fishery  Warden,  Lake  Erie  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Lister)  964  (ii). 

Provinces,  Advances  to.  See  B.  7. 

Provincial  Acts,  Disallowance  op  :  M.  for  copies  of 
O.  C.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  52  (i). 

Provincial  Courts  Judges,  Salaries,  &c.,  B.  No. 
151  (Sir  Hector  Langevin).  Res.  prop.,  3293  ;  M.  for 
Com.  on  Res.,  3375  ;  in  Com  and  1°*  of  B.,  3395  ;  2°*, 
in  Com.  and  B°*  3436  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  56.) 

Provincial  Legislation,  Compilation  op  Cor.,  &o.  :  cone,, 
3434  (iv). 

Provincial  Rys.  taken  over  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Sproule) 
188  (i). 

Provincial  Subsidies.  See  “Subsidies.” 
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Produce,  Exports  of  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
606  (i). 

Prussiate  of  Potash  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Moans  846  (ii). 
Pruyn,  Mr.  M.  W. :  Certificate  of  Election  and  Return  of,  1. 
Public  Accounts  :  presented  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  28  ;  M. 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  to  refer  to  Public  Accounts 
Com.,  76  (i). 

Public  Buildings.  See  “  Public  Works.” 

Public  Debt  of  Canada:  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  29,  16  (i), 
927  (ii),  2465  (iv). 

Public  Expenditure:  Ees.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  in 
Amt.  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  2869;  (Mr.  McLelan)  2878; 
(Mr.  Charlton)  2883;  neg.  (Y.  42,  N.  79)  2889  (iv). 
Public  Reserves  in  B.C.  and  “  Eore-Siiore  ”  Rights  :  M. 

for  Ret.  (Mr,  Baker,  Victoria)  703  (i). 

Public  Service,  Rooms,  &c.,  rented  for,  in  Ottawa  :  M, 
for  Ret.  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant)  533  (i). 

Public  Works  Deptl.  Rep.  :  presented  (Sir  Hector  Lange- 
vin)  28  (i). 

Public  Works,  preservation  of  Peace  in  vicinity, 
Acts  Amt.  B.  No.  131  (S  ir  John  A.  Macdonald). 
1°*,  1278  (ii)  ;  2°  m.  and  in  Com.,  2824;  3°*,  2854 
(iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  80.) 

PUBLIC  WORKS: 

Agent  and  Contingencies,  B.C.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3308  (iv). 
Barrack  Huts  in  B.  0.  :  in  Com  of  Sup.,  3412  (iv). 

Barracks  at  Fort  Macleod:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387  (iv). 

Bayfield  Harbor  Breakwater:  Ques.  (Mr.  Nchaac)  77  (i). 
Buildings  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916-2919,  3385,  3452  (iv). 

Cape  Tormentine  Harbor  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2917  (iv). 

Cascumpec  Harbor  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Teo)  479  (i). 
Charlottetown  Public  Buildings  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies)  1039  (ii)  ; 
(Mr.  Burpee)  2359  (iii). 

Church  Point  and  Trout  Cove  Piers  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Vail)  54  (i). 
Coal,  Purchase  of,  for  Public  Buildings  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr. 
Kirk)  313  (i). 

Cornwall  Public  Buildings  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  2997  (iv). 

Dredges,  Tugs  and  Scows  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Jackson)  53  (i). 
Dredging:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2921  ;  cone.,  2923  (iv). 

Dry  Docks,  Encouragement  of  construction.  See  B.  103. 

Dundas  Public  Buildings;  Ques.  (Mr.  Bain,  Wentworth)  290  (i). 
Esquimailt  GravingDock:  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  743  (i);  iu 
Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv).  See  B,  7. 

Fog-Morns  and  Letter-box  Fronts,  Tenders  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Lang  slier)  313  (i). 

Govt.  Yards  in  Montreal:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gault)  57  (i). 

Harbors  and  Rivers:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2920-2923,  3385,  3386,  3409, 
3419,  3420,  3433  (iv). 

Harbors  in  Guysborough  Co.,  Re-survey  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  61  (i). 
Heating  Public  Buildings,  Cost  of :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Blake) 
90  (i). 

High  Commissioner:  in  Com.  cf  Sup.,  3386  (iv). 

Immigrant  Buildings  at  Levis  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Belleau)  S9  (i). 
Immigrant  Sheds  at  Medicine  Hat  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Watson)  350  (i). 
Inspectors  or  Clerks  of  Works:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Sir Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  139  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  606  (i). 

Inspectors,  Ret.  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  606  (i). 
Mattawa,  Mountain  Rapids,  &o.,  Inprovements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  White, 
Renfrew)  1040  (ii). 

Napanee  Public  Buildings  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Pruyn)  77  (i). 

North  Saskatchewan  River  Improvements  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Me 
Callum)  615,  695  (i). 

Ottawa,  Additional  Buildings  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 
Ottawa  River  Ship  Canal  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  White,  Renfrew)  1211  (ii). 
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PUBLIC  W ORKS — Continued. 

Ottawa  River  Surveys  and  Improvements  :  Ques.  (Mr.  White, 
Renjrew)  131  (i),  1040  (ii). 

Port  Arthur  Harbor:  iu  Com.  of  Sup.,  2916  (iv). 

Port  Credit  Harbor,  Repairs  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Fleming)  188  (i). 

Port  Moody  Dock,  Tenders  for  Repair  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey)  816  (ii). 
Roads  and  Bridges  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420. 

Sable  Island  Telegraphic  Communication  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Daly)  57  (i). 
Salmon  Point  Breakwater:  M.  for  Cor.  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 
Somerville  Breakwater,  Repairs  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  67  (i). 
Storehouses  in  Quebec,  Lease  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1039  (ii). 
St.  Stephen's  Public  Buildings:  Ques.  (Mr.  Gillmor)  1 L48  (ii). 

St.  Thomas  Public  Buildings  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wilson)  79  (i). 
Telegraph  and  Signal  Service,  B.C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
743  (i) ;  iu  Com.  of  Sup.,  3307  (iv). 

Telegraphic  Communication  west  of  Winnipeg  :  Remarks,  839  (ii). 
Telegraphs:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2922,  3307,  3386,  3420  (iv). 
Telegraph  System  in  Cape  Breton  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Inverness) 
78  (i). 

Three  Rivers  Harbor  Commissioners.  See  B.  150. 

Tracadie  Breakwater,  Expenditure:  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Mclsaac) 
147  (i). 

Tug-barges,  Dredge,  &c.,  on  Red  River:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Watson) 
964  (ii). 

Ventilation  of  House  of  Commons  :  Remarks,  2676  (iv). 

Water  Lots,  Applications  for  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Tapper)  429  (i). 
Water  Lots  on  Rivers,  Govt.  Rights:  Ques.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  2238 
(iii). 

WnARVES  on  P.  E.  I.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies)  351  (i). 

White  Point  Breakwater,  Repairs:  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  52  (i). 
Woodstock,  N.B.,  Public  Buildings:  Ques.  (Mr,  Irvine)  606  (i). 
Wood  Supply:  Ques.  (Mr.  McCraney)  429  (i) ;  (Mr.  Bain,  WenG 
worth)  1387  (ii). 

[See  different  Provinces  ;  also  “  Marine.”] 

Pullman  Palace  Oar  Co.  See  “  I.C.R.” 

Pumice  and  Pumice  Stone  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
810  (ii). 

Purcell  &  Ryan,  Payment  to,  for  Supplies  furnished 
Lord  Lorne  and  Party:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3  452  (iv). 
Qu’Appelle  Half  breeds,  Rep.  of  Mr,  Walsh  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3426  (iv). 

Qu’Appelle,  Long  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Railroad 
and  Stmbt.  Co.  See  B.  147. 

Qu’Appelle  Valley  Farming  Co.’s  Agreement  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  816  (ii). 

Quaco  Lighthouse,  Memorials,  &c.,  respecting  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Weldon)  1442  (ii). 

Quarantine,  appointment  of  Physicians  to  accompany 
Steamships  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Taschereau)  2169  (iii). 
Quarantine.  See  “Instructions”  and  “Supply.” 

Quebec  and  Lake  St.  John  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop. 

Res.  (Mr.  Pope)  3457 ;  in  Com.,  3472  (iv). 

QUEBEC : 

Beauce:  Vacancy  in  the  representation,  1  (i). 

Bolduc,  Capt.,  Resignation  of  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Landry,  Mont - 
magny)  29  (i). 

Bras  St.  Nicholas,  Deepening  of:  M.  for  copies  of  Pets.*  (Mr. 
Langelier)  312  (i). 

Brousseau  k  Lisabelle,  Frauds  by:  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier)  1387  (ii). 
Cape  St.  Ignace  Station:  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  246  (i). 

Caron  And  Gauvreau,  Fishery  Overseers,  Salary,  &c.  :  Qnes. 

(Mr.  Blonieau)  290  ;  M.  for  copies  of  Rep.,*  532  (i). 

Catholic  Population  of  Province  :  Qnes.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
363  (i). 

Chevrier,  G.  E.,  Dismissal  of:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Holton)  1443  (ii). 
Chief  Justice  Meredith,  Resignation  of  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
43  (i). 
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QUEBEC — Continued. 

Customs  Seizures  at  Montreal  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Langelier')  1387  (ii). 
DeChene,  Capt.,  Complaints  aoainst:  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Cas- 
grairi)  30  (i). 

Drill  Shed  at  Quebec,  Tenders  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Landry ,  Mont - 
magny )  633  (i). 

Elgin  Station,  L’Islet  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain )  148  (i). 

Etohkmin  River  Line  Survey  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lesage )  350  (i). 
Expenditure  for  Rys.,  &c.  :  M.  for  Stmat.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  964  (ii). 
Gosselin,  E.,  Record  in  the  matter  of  :  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Amyot ) 
703  (i). 

Gregory,  J.  N.,  Rep.  of  Enquiry:  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Blondeau ) 
532  (i). 

Grenville  Canal  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3418  (iv). 

Immigration  Office,  Employes  :  M.  for  Strunt.*  (Mr.  Landry,  Mont- 
magny )  30  (i). 

Lachine  Canal:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3301  (iv). 

Le  Fonds  Post  Office  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Rinfret)  816  (ii). 

Lfivis,  Immigrant  Buildings  at:  Ques.  (Mr.  Belleau)  89  (i). 

Lfcvis,  Issue  of  Writ  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  633  (i). 

Lieut.  Gov.’s  Oath  of  Office  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  479  (i). 
Longueuil  and  Lfivis  Ry.  Survey  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vanasse)  429  (i). 
Lower  Traverse  Lighthouse  Wood  Supplies  :  M.  for  Ret,*  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  30  (i). 

Maskinong^:  Vacancy  in  the  Representation,  1  (i). 

Medicine  Hat,  Immigrant  Buildings:  Quos.  (Mr.  Watson)  350  (i). 
Megantic  :  Ret.  of  Member,  1  (i). 

Montmagny  Village  Post  Office:  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain )  246  (i). 
Montreal  Turnpike  Trust  Debentures  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Amyot)  567  (i), 
Nicolet:  Ret.  of  Member,  1  (i). 

North  Shore  Ry.,  Subsidy  to  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
41 ;  Purchase  of :  Ques.,  189  (i), 

Plante,  J.  B.,  Claim  of:  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Amyot)  147  (i). 

Pointe  aux  Treaiblts  Wharf:  M.for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  De  St. 
Georges)  231  (i). 

Rebellion  in  the  N.  W.  See  general  heading  “  Disturbance.” 
Richelieu  River  Floods,  Memorials,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bechard) 
606  (i). 

School  of  Cavalry  at  Quebec  :  M.  for  Papers,  (Mr.  Langelier)  88  (i). 
School  of  Navigation  at  Quebec  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Amyot)  743  (i). 
Short  Line  Ry.  See  general  heading;  also  “  Subsidies.” 

Simard,  J.,  Rep.  of  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Langelier)  1443  (ii). 
Soulanges  Controverted  Election  :  Judge’s  Rep.  1 ;  Ret.  of 
Member,  113  (i). 

St.  Romuald  d’Etchemin  Station  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Guay)  1567  (ii). 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary  :  in  Com  of  Sup.,  986  (i),  3350 
(iv). 

Superior  Court,  Chief  Justice  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  429  (i). 
Superior  Court  Judges.  See  B.  161. 

Supervisor  of  Cullers,  Accounts  due:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  De  St 
Georges)  14  <3  (ii). 

Three  Rivers,  Harbor  Commissioners  of.  See  B.  150. 

Victoria  Rifles,  Montreal:  Ques.  (Mr.  Curran)  1983  (iii). 

«  Queen  of  the  Isles,”  Steamer,  Employment  of  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  McMullen )  1131  (ii). 

Queen’s  Birthday,  Adjmt.  for  :  M.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald ) 
2030  (iii). 

Queen’s  County,  P.  E.  I.,  Vacancy  in  the  Representa¬ 
tion:  Warrant  issued  and  return  of  Member,  1  (i). 
Queen  vs.  Robinson.  See  “  Inland  Fisheries.” 

Quercitron  or  Oak  Bark:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
810  (ii). 

Rails  for  Govt.  Section  in  B.C.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1914 
(iii). 

Ry.  Accidents.  See  “  Casualties.” 

By.  Act-  See  “  Consolidated.” 

Rys.  and  Canals,  Deptl.  Rep.  :  presented  (Mr.  Pope) 
76  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  914  (ii)  ;  Remarks  (Mr.  Mills) 
on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.,  3436  (iv). 


Ry.  Bonuses.  See  “  Refund.” 

Ry.  Belt  on  Vancouver  Island  :  Ques.  (Mr  .Cordon)  290  (i). 
|  Ry.  Commissioners.  See  “  Court.” 

Ry.  Commissioners  and  Dominion  Arbitrators  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
McMullen)  114  fi). 

Rys.  centreing  in  Ottawa,  Bonuses  granted  to  :  M.  for 
Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin)  86  (i). 

Ry.  from  Montreal  to  the  Sea  board  :  Res.  (Mr.  Laurier) 
189  (i). 

Rys.,  Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  County  Council  of  Grey  : 

M.  for  copy  of  Memorial  (Mr.  Landerkin)  58  (i). 

Ry.  Lands  in  B.  C.,  Claims  of  Canada  upon  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 

Rys.  outside  of  Man.  and  N.W.T.,  Aid  to:  M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Blake)  92  (i). 

RAILWAYS.  See  respective  headings. 

Ry.  Supplies,  Purchase  of,  in  Halifax  :  M.  for  Ret. 

Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  1915  (iii). 

Ry.  Tickets.  See  “  Sale.” 

Range  Lights.  See  “  Weller’s  Bay.” 

Rand’s  Micmac  Indian  Dictionary:  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3420  (iv). 

Beal  Property  in  the  N.W.T.  B.  109  (Sir  Hector 
Lungeviri).  1°*,  742  (i). 

Rebellion.  See  “  Disturbance  in  the  N.  W.” 

Receipts  and  Expenditures,  Consolidated  Fund:  Ques. 

(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  1677  (ii). 

Receipts  of  Department  of  Interior:  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr. 
Blake)  54  (i). 

RECIPROCITY  with  Foreign  Countries:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Burpee)  78;  with  Jamaica:  Ques.  (Mr.  Burpee)  429 
(i);  (Mr.  Laurier)  2854  (iv) ;  with  Mexico:  Ques. 
(Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant)  632  (i)  ;  with  the  U  S. :  Deb.  on 
Re3.  (Mr.  Davies)  in  Amt  to  Com.  of  Sup.,  995,  (Mr. 
Hackett)  1001;  (Mr.  Yeo)  1C04;  (Mr.  Burpee)  1004, 
1008;  (Mr.  Woodworth)  1010;  (Mr .  Kirk)  1011;  (Mr. 
Cameron,  Inverness)  1015;  (Mr.  Weldon)  1016;  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  1019;  (Mr .Fisher)  1021;  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies) 
1387 ;  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Charlton)  1444  (ii) ;  Ques. 
(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  3163  (iv).  See  “  Treaties.” 
Rubber,  Re-covered  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  807  (ii). 
Red  I/Iquor:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  808  (ii). 

Red  Point  Harbor,  P.E.I.,  Breakwater  at  :  Quesi  (Mr. 
Macdonald,  King's)  1039  (ii). 

Refund  of  Bank  Imposts:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3387;  cone., 
3396  (iv). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Co.  Council  of  Grey,  Mem¬ 
orials,  &c. :  M.  for  copies  (Mr.  Landerkin)  58  ;  Co.  of 
Elgin  (Mr.  Wilson)  356  (i). 

Refund  of  Ry.  Bonuses  to  Ont.  Municipalities  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Memorials,  &c.  (Mr.  Cook)  569  ;  Deb.  (Messrs. 
McCallum  and  Mills)  570  ;  Messrs.  O’Brien  and  Fleming) 
571;  (Mr.  White,  Cardwell)  573;  (Mr.  Casey)  57 6 
(Messrs.  Wallace  and  McMullen)  578;  (Mr.  White , 
Renfrew )  581,  588  ;  (Mr.  Sproule)  583 ;  (Mr.  Lister) 
585 ;  (Messrs.  Dawson  and  Desjardins)  587 ;  (Mr. 
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Armstrong)  588 ;  (Mr.  Wilson)  589;  (Mr.  Allen)  590; 
(Mr.  Fairbank)  591 ;  (Messrs.  Trow  and  Cook)  592  ; 
(Mr.  Pope)  593  (i). 

Refund  of  Duties  to  Merchants  and  Fishermen  in  P.B.T., 
Commissioners’  Rep.:  M.  for  copy  (Mr.  Davies)  831 
(ii)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup  ,  3455  ;  cone.,  3470  (iv). 

Relief  of  Distressed  in  IST.W.T.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Ross)  3321  ; 

in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3454  (iv). 

Removal  of  Prisoners  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3411  (iv). 
Rental  of  Offices  for  use  of  Govt,  in  Ottawa  :  M.  for 
Ret.*  (Mr.  Somerville ,  Brant)  533  (i). 

Repatriation  of  French  Canadians,  Cor.,  Reps.,  O.C.,  &c., 
relating  to  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i). 
REPORTS  PRESENTED : 

Auditor  General  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  28  (i), 

Chinese  Commission  (by  Mess,  from  His  Ex.)  234  (i). 

Indian  Affairs  (Sir  John  A  Macdonald)  28  (i). 

Inland  Revenue  (Mr.  Costigan)  28  (i). 

Interior  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  28  (i). 

Marine  and  Fisheries  (Mr.  McLelan)  113  (i). 

Militia  and  Defence  (Mr.  Caron)  40  (i). 

Penitentiaries  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  28  (i). 

Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Carling)  76  (i). 

Public  Accounts  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley)  28  (i). 

Public  Works  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  28  (i). 

Railways  and  Canals  (Mr.  Pope)  76  (i). 

Secretary  of  State  (Mr.  Chapleau)  127  (i). 

Statutes,  Consolidation,  Commissioners’  Rep.  (S;r  John  A  Mac¬ 
donald)  32  (i). 

Trade  and  Navigation  Returns  (Mr,  Bowell)  28  (i). 
Representation  of  N.W.T.  in  Parlt.  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron)  292  (i)  ;  Res.  in  Amt. 
to  Com.  of  Sup.,  3404  ;  nog.  (Y.  35,  N.  77)  3408  (iv). 
Representation  of  the  N.W.T.  in  Parliament 
B.  No.  45  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron).  1°*,  147 ;  2°  in., 
362,  490;  debt,  adjd.,  495  (i). 

Returns,  Enquiries  for  :  188,  211,  289,  363,  417,  455,490, 
504,534,566,662,  715,  746  (i),  782,  895,  966,  1038, 

1063,  1132,  1167,  1206  (ii),  1608,1913,  2392  (iii),  2854, 
2936,  3000,3395  (iv). 

Returns,  Incomplete  :  Remarks,  67,  101,  534  (i),  860, 

1064,  1209,  1278  (ii). 

Returns,  C.P.R.,  Ordered  by  House  since  Date  of  Con¬ 
tract  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  Hesson)  481  (i). 

Returns,  Preparation  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3245  (iv). 
Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
706  (i). 

RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  &c.,  Motions  for  : 

A,  B  and  O  Batteries,  Officers,  &c.  (Mr.  Cameron, Middlesex)  313  (i) 
Abolition  of  Duty  on  Grain,  &c.  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Middlesex)  54  (i). 
Active  Militia, Number  and  Annual  Drill,  <fec.*  (Mr. Muloclc)  533  (i). 
Advances  to  Government  by  Banks  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i). 
Advances  to  Local  Governments  (Mr.  Blake)  45  (i). 
Advertisements  for  Loan  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i). 

Aid  to  Rys.  outside  Man  and  N.  W.  (Mr.  Blake)  92  (i). 

Alaska  and  B.C.  Boundary  Line  (Mr.  Gordon)  705  (i). 

Algoma,  Customs  Collections  in  (Mr.  Dawson)  39  (i), 

Allan  Steamship  Co.,  Claim  of  Govt,  against*  (Mr.  Forbes)  312  (i). 
See  “  Assisted  Passages.” 

Animal  Charcoal  Imported  and  Duties  collected*  (Mr.  Stairs) 
633  (i). 

“  Annual  Registeb.”  See  “Dominion.” 


RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  &c.— Continued. 

Antwerp  International  Exhib'tion  (Mr.  Bergeron)  305  (i). 

Argyle  Highlanders,  Payment  of  Arrears  due*  (Mr.  Campbell , 
Victoria )  1444  (ii). 

Assisted  Passages,  &c.,  Sums  paid  Allan  Line*  (Mr. Blake)  1443  (ii). 
,lA  Trip  to  the  Dom.  of  Can.”  Pamphlet*  (Mr.  Robertson, Shelburne) 
533  (i). 

Auditor  General  and  Dept,  of  Marine  anl  Fisheries  re  Rental  of 
Rivers  and  Streams*  (Mr.  McMullen)  448  (i). 

Australian  Colonies,  Trade  with  (Mr.  Mitchell)  36  (i). 

Bank  Advances  to  Govt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i). 
Bankrupt  Estates  and  Official  Assignees* (Mr .Mitchell)  303,  533  (i). 
Bay  of  Fundy Fog- whistles,  Coal  Supply,  Tenders*  (Mr .Robertson, 
Shelburne)  633  (i). 

Beaver  Line  of  Steamers,  Iatercol.  Ry.  Freight  Rates  (Mr.  Blake) 
144  (i). 

Bell  &  Kavanagh,  Land  Claims  of  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron)  479  (i). 
Bill,  S.J.R.,  and  Breach  of  Sawdust  Law  in  N.S.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
147  (i). 

Bingham,  Lt.  Col.,  deprivation  of  Command  while  on  Duty*  (Mr. 
Campbell ,  Victoria)  1444  (ii). 

Bird  Island  Light,  N.  S.,  Management  of*  (Mr.  Campbell,  Victoria ) 
1443  (ii). 

Bolduc,  Capt,,  Resignation  (Mr.  Landry ,  Montmagny)  29  (i). 
Bolton,  Staff  Commander,  Dept,  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  in 
account  with  (Mr.  McMullen)  135  (i). 

Bolton,  Staff  Commander,  vs.  Mr.  Tilton*  (Mr.  McMullen)  312  (i). 
Bonuses  Granted  to  Rys.,  Memorials,  &e.*  (Mr.  Fleming)  1443  (ii). 
Bonuses,  Ry.,  Refund  to  County  Council  of  Grey  (Mr.  Lander- 
kin)  58  (i). 

Bonuses  to  Rys.  in  Out.,  Refund  (Mr.  Wilson)  356,  616  (i);  (Mr, 
Cook)  569. 

Boundaries.  See  general  heading. 

Bounties  to  Fishermen,  Sums  paid  under  (Mr.  Fortin)  56  (i). 
Bounty  to  Fishing  Vessels  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury )  98  (i). 

Bounties  to  Manufacturers  of  Iron  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Bradley,  W.  Ingles,  Clerk,  Ry.  Dept.  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant) 
479  (i). 

Bras  d’  Or  Lakes,  Bounty  paid  on  Fish  caught*  (Mr.  McDougall, 
Cape  Breton)  1443  (ii). 

Bras  St.  Nicholas,  Deepening  of*  (Mr.  Langelier)  312  (i). 

British  Medical  Act  and  Amt.*  (Mr.  Bergin)  33  (i). 

Burlington  Bay  Canal,  Soundings,  &c.  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton) 
533  (i). 

Bye-Elections  since  1878  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 

Canada  Agricultural  Insurance  Co.  (Mr.  Amyot)  303  (i). 

Canada  and  Jamaica,  Confederation  (Mr.  Burpee)  505  (i). 

Canada  Central  Ry.,  Bonuses  to  (Mr.  Landerkin)  86,  89  (i). 
Canada  Shipping  Co.  and  Intercol.  Ry.  Freight  Rates  (Mr.  Blake) 
144  (i). 

Canada  Southern  Ry.  Mail  Service  (Mr.  Wigle)  120  (i). 

Canada  Temp.  Act,  Constitutionality  of.  See  “  Lugrin,  O.  H.” 
Canada  Temperance  Act,  Memorials,  &c.,  respecting*  (Mr.  Kranz) 
448  (i). 

Canada  Temperance' Act,  1878,  Voting  on  (Mr.  Fisher)  121  (i). 
Canadian  Agent  at  Paris  (Mr.  Bergeron)  928  (ii). 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  See  general  heading. 

Canadian  Voyageurs,  Names,  &c.*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  210  (i), 
Cape  Traverse  Branch,  P.E.I.  Ry.,  Payment  of  laborers  (Mr 
Hackett)  142  (i). 

Capital  Account,  Expenditure  on  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  45  (i). 
Caron,  Clovis,  Fishery  Overseer,  Rep.  of,  &c.*  (Mr.  Blondeau) 

532  (i). 

C  AUGHNAWAGA  INDIAN  AGENCY  INVESTIGATION*  (Mr.  Holton)  1443  (ii). 
Cavalry  and  Infantry  Schools*  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  313  (i). 
Cavalry,  School  of,  at  Quebec*  (Mr.  Landerkin)  88  (i). 
Oertifoaths  to  Sell  Liquor  granted  in  County  of  Halton*  (Mr. 

McCraney)  67  ;  (Mr.  Kirk)  147  (i). 

Charcoal,  Animal,  imported  and  Duties  collected*  (Mr.  Stairs ) 

533  (i). 
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EETUENS,  STATEMENTS,  &o.-  Continued. 

Charlinch  Post  Office  Changes  (Mr.  Blake)  708  (i). 

Cherries,  G.  E.,  Indian  Agent  at  Caughnawaga,  Dismissal  of* 
(Mr.  Holton)  1443  (ii). 

Chinese  Commission,  Date  of  Appointment,  &c.*  (Mr.  McMullen) 
56  (i). 

Church  Point  and  Trout  Cove  Piers,  N.S.  (Mr.  Vail)  54  (i). 

Civil  Service  Employes  in  B.C.*  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria)  1442  (ii). 
Claims  of  Canada  to  Ry.  Lands  in  B.C.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Clark,  G.  M.  K.,  Sums  paid  to  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  697  (i). 
Clerks  of  Works  or  Inspectors  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  139  (i). 
Coal,  Carriage  by  I.C.R.  from  Spring  Hill  Mines*  (Mr.  McMullen) 
533  (i). 

Coal  entered  Ex-warehouse,  &c.  (Mr.  Burpee)  100  (i). 

Coal  Lands,  Sales  and  Leases*  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 

Coal,  Purchase  of,  for  Public  Buildings,  Ottawa*  (Mr.  Kirk) 
313  (i). 

Coal  Supply  to  Fog-whistles,  &c.,  Tenders*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shel¬ 
burne)  633  (i). 

Collins,  J.  E.,  Employment  of  (Mr.  McMullen)  699  (i). 
Colonization  Companies  and  modified  Agreements  (Mr.  Blake)  92  (i). 
Compton,  Mr.,  Evidence  taken  re  J.  D.  Robertsons’s  claim*  (Mr. 
Mills)  1443  (ii). 

Consolidated  Five  per  Cent.  Loan  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  484  (i). 
Consolidated  Fund,  Receipts  and  Expenditure*  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  30  (i). 

Contracts  for  Printing  since  1867*  (Mr.  Rykert)  246  (i). 

Cullers,  Supervisor  of,  Amounts  due*  (Mr.  Be  St.  Georges)  1443 
(ii). 

Customs  Collections  in  Algoma  (Mr.  Dawson)  39  (i). 

Customs  Laws,  Violation  of  by  John  Leander  McKenzie*  (Mr. 
Moffat)  1442  (ii). 

Customs  Seizure  of  School-books  at  Toronto*  (Mr.  Rykert)  1443 
(ii). 

Customs  Seizures  at  Winnipeg*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  1443  (ii). 
Customs  Seizures  in  N.S.*  (Mr.  Stairs)  532  (i). 

Customs  Seizures  made  at  different  Ports*  (Mr.  Blake)  56  (i). 

De  Chene,  Capt.  A.  M.,  Enquiry  respecting*  (Mr.  Casgrain)  30  (i). 
Deposits,  Government,  in  Ranks  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  29  (i). 
Digby  Pier,  Wlia-fage  Collections  at  *  (Mr.  Vail)  532  (i). 
Disallowance  of  Provincial  Acts  (Mr.  Blake)  52  (i). 

Dodge,  B.,  Dismissal  from  office  of  Collector*  (Mr.  Moffat)  1442  (ii). 
Dominion  “  Annual  Register,”  Payments  on  account  of*  (Mr.  Mc- 
Craney)  1443  (ii). 

Dominion  Lands.  See  general  heading. 

Dominion  License  Commissioners  (Mr.  Bergeron)  307  (i). 

Dominion  Subsidies  to  Provinces  (Mr.  Amyol)  303  (i). 

“Dom.  of  Can.,  aTrip  to  the,”  Pamphlet*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shel¬ 
burne)  533  (i). 

Drawbacks  on  Manufactured  Exports  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  139  (i). 
Drawbacks  on  Shipbuilding  Materials  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sun  bury)  100  (i). 
Dredges,  Tugs  and  Scows  Built  (Mr.  Jackson)  53  (i). 

Dredging  on  Red  River*  (Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 

Drill  Shed  at  Quebec,  Tenderers  and  Securities*  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny)  533  (i). 

Dummy  Lighthouse  Fog  Horn  (Mr.  Jackson)  293  0). 

Dundas  and  Waterloo  Macadamized  Road,  Sale  of*  (Mr.  Paterson , 
Brant)  147  (i). 

Duties  imposed  under  Old  Prov.  of  Can  ,&c.*  (Mr.  Watson)  1443  (ii). 
Duties  on  Hay  exported  to  the  U.S.  (Mr.  Irvine)  443  (i). 

Duties  on  Fish  exported  to  the  (J.S.  (Mr.  Davies)  831  (ii). 

Duties  on  Wheat  and  Flour,  Memorials,  &c.*  (Mr.  Paterson, 
Brant)  532  (i). 

Eastern  Extension  Ry.,  Earnings*  (Mr.  Cameron,  Inverness)  313. (i). 
Edmonton  and  Saskatchewan  Land  Co.’s  Agent*  (Mr.  Blake) 
1443  (ii). 

Education  of  Indians  and  Half-breeds  in  Man.  and  N.W.T.*  (Mr. 
Kirk)  1443  (ii). 

Elections,  Bye,  since  1878*  (Mr.  Blake)  210  (i). 

Elgin,  County  Judge,  Case  of  (Mr.  Wilson)  98  (i). 


RETUENS,  STATEMENTS,  ko.— Continued. 

Emerson,  Claim  of  Town  on  Govt.*  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  448  (i). 
Exhibition  at  Antwerp  (Mr.  Bergeron)  3)5  (i). 

Expenditure  on  Capital  Account  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  45  (i). 
Expenditure  on  Pub.  Work3  in  the  different  Provs.*  (Mr.  Vanasse) 
964  (ii). 

Expenses  of  Govt.  Officials  in  England*  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant) 
124  (i). 

Export  Duty^on  Oak,  Pine,  &c.,  Receipts*  (Mr.  Edgar)  1442  (ii). 
Exports  and  Imports,  distinguishing  Products  of  Canada  from 
other  countries*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  30  (i). 

Extradition,  Demands  for,  &c.*  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Extradition*  (Mr.  Blake)  147  (i). 

Fabre,  Mr.,  Appointment  as  Canadian  Agent  at  Paris  (Mr.  Ber¬ 
geron)  928  (ii). 

Factory  Operatives,  number  employed  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
37  (i). 

Fish  Caught  in  Bras  d'Or  Lakes,  Bounty  paid*  (Mr.  McDougall, 
Cape  Breton)  1443  (ii). 

Fish, Export  of,  fromP.E.I.,  Refund  ofDuties(Mr.  Dawes) 831  (ii). 
Fish  taken  in  the  Miramichi  (Mr.  Mitchell)  295  (i). 

Fish  Weirs  in  Co.  of  Charlotte,  Licenses,  &c.*  (Mr.  Gillmor) 
1444  (ii). 

Fisheries  of  Ont.,  Inland  (Mr.  Vail)  229  (i). 

Fisheries,  Canadian  (Mr.  Mulock)  55  (i). 

Fishery  Bounties,  Sums  paid  (Mr.  Fortin)  56  (i) 

Fishery  Protection  iu  the  N.  W.  (Mr.  Hesson)  700  (i) 

Fishery  Overseers  in  N.S.  and  breach  ofSawdust]Law*(Mr.  Forbes) 
147  (i). 

Fishing  Leases,  &c.,  in  nou-tidal  Waters  in  N.  B.*  (Mr.  Weldon)  533 
0). 

Fishing  Licenses  granted  for  Lake  Erie*  (Mr.  Lister)  964  (ii). 
Fishing  Vessels,  Bounty  to  (Mr.  Burpee ,  Sunbury)  98  (i). 

Five  per  cent.  Consolidated  Loan  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  484  (i). 
Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain  (Mr.  Vail)  219. 

Flour  and  Wheat  Duties,  Memorials,  &c*  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant) 

532  (i). 

Flour,  Corn  and  Cornmeal,  Imports  and  Exports  from  Provinces* 
(Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  56  (i). 

Fog-Horn  on  Dummy  Lighthouse  (Mr.  Jackson)  293  (i). 

Fog-Horns  and  Letter-Box  Fronts*  (Mr.  Langelier)  312  (i). 

Foot  and  Carriage  Bridge  on  St.  John  River*  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent) 
1443  (ii). 

Forestry  Commissioner,  Appointment  of  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  147  i 
(Mr.  Rykert)  187(1). 

Forests,  Protection  of,  Rep.  of  Commissioner  (Mr.  Cockburn)  202 

(0- 

Fort  William  Indian  Reserve,  Road  on*  (Mr.  Blake )  533  (i). 

Fort  William  Indian  Reserve,  Timber  Licenses*  (Mr.  Blake)  1442 

Co- 

France  and  Canada,  Commercial  Relations  (Mr.  Amyot)  825  (ii). 
Fraser,  D.  M.  and  Hugh,  payments  to*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne) 

533  (i). 

Freeman,  J.  N.,  and  breach  of  Sawdust  Law  in  N.S.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
147  (i). 

French  Canadians,  Repatriation  of,  Scheme  of  Immigration*  (Mr. 
Blake)  533  (i). 

Fuel  of  North-West  Settlers  (Mr.  Blake)  61  (i). 

Gauvreau,  J.,  FisheryOverseer,  Rep.  of*  (Mr.  Blondeau)  532  (i). 
Gold  Reserve,  Govt.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  351  (i). 

Goods  Imported  for  Consumption  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  30  (i). 
Goodwin,  Geo.,  Contract,  Trent  Valley  Canal  (Mr.  Blake)  823  (i). 
Gosselin,  Eugene,  vs.  The  Queen,  Record  of  (Mr.  Amyot)  703  (i). 
Government  Deposits  in  Banks  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  29  (i). 
Government  Expenses  of  Visits  to  England*  (Mr.  Somerville, 
Brant)  124  (i). 

Government  Officials  in  the  N  W.  (Mr.  McMullen)  66  (i). 
Government  Employes  in  B  C.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  1442  (ii). 
Government  Rys.,  Return  Tickets  on  (Mr.  Weldon)  706  (i). 
Graduates  of  Royal  Military  College*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright ) 
313  (i). 
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RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  &c.— Continued. 

Grand  Trunk  Ry.  See  general  heading. 

Grain,  &C  ,  Abolition  of  Duty  on  (Mr.  Cameron,  Middlesex)  54  (i). 
Great  American  and  European  Shirt  Line  Ry.  (Mr.  Paint)  73  (i). 
Great  Village  River,  N.  S-,  Improvements*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shel¬ 
burne)  67  (i). 

Gregory,  J.  U.,  Rep.  of  Enquiry,  &c.*  (Mr.  Blondeau)  532  (i). 
Grey,  County  of,  Rys.  in,  Refund  of  Bonuses  (Mr.  Landerkin) 
58  (i). 

Halifax  Steam  Navigation  Co.,  Moneys  paid  to  by  Govt.*  (Mr. 
Blake)  210  (i). 

Halton,  County  of,  Liquor  Certificates  granted*  (Mr.  McCraney) 
67  ;  (Mr.  Kirk)  147  (i). 

Harbors  of  Refuge,  Ports  Burwell  and  Stanley  (Mr.  Wilson)  62  (i). 
Hardware  and  Ry.  Supplies  purchased  in  Halifax*  (Mr.  Forbes) 

1442  (ii). 

Hardware  Supplies  purchased  by  Marine  Dept,  at  Halifax*  (Mr. 
Forbes)  533  (i). 

Health  Officers  in  N.  B.,  Instructions  to*  (Mr.  Weldon)  1443  (ii). 
Heating  Public  Buildings,  Cost  (Mr.  Blake)  90  (i). 

High  Commissioner.  See  general  heading. 

Holland,  G.  &  A.,  Payments  to  for  Short-hand  work*  (Mr.  Auger) 
147  (i). 

Hudson  Bay  Steamer  Neptune,  Supplies  for  (Mr.  Vail)  229  (i). 
Hughes,  D.  J.  (County  Judge  of  Elgin)  Case  of  (Mr.  Wilson)  98  (i). 
Immigrants  into  the  N.  W.  (Mr.  Blake)  45  (i). 

Immigration  Office,  Quebec,  Employes*  (Mr.  Landry ,  Montmagny) 
30  (i). 

Immigration,  Scheme  for,  mentioned  by  Sir  Hector  Langevin  in 
a  speech  at  Montreal*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i). 

Imports  and  Exports,  distinguishing  products  of  Canada  from 
other  Countries*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  30  (i). 

Imports  and  Exports  of  Wheat,  Flour,  &c.  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant) 
138  (i). 

Imports  for  Consumption  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  30  (i). 

Imports  of  Sugar  at  Halifax  from  Jamaica*  (Mr.  Vail)  40  (i). 
Improvements  of  Navigation  in  the  North  Saskatchewan  (Mr.  Me 
Galium)  615,  695  (i). 

Indian  Affairs  in  B.  C.  (Mr.  Mills)  863  (ii). 

Indian  Agency,  Man.  (Mr.  Charlton)  61  (i). 

Indian  Harbor,  N.  S.,  Rep.  of  Engineer*  (Mr.  Kirk)  147  (i) 

Indian  Lands  in  Township  of  Toronto  unsold  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant) 

147  (i). 

Indian  Lands  sold  in  the  Viger  Agency*  (Mr.  De  St.  Georges) 

1443  (ii). 

Indian  Lands  unsold  iu  Tp.  of  Trafalgar*  (Mr.  McCraney)  533  (i) 
Indian  Reserve,  Fort  William,  Road  on*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i), 
Indian  Reserve  Lands  in  B.  C.,  Purchase  of*  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria) 
1443  (ii). 

Indian  Schools  in  B.  0.,  Establishment*  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria) 
1443  (ii). 

Indians  of  Fort  William  Reserve*  (Mr.  Blake)  1442  (ii). 

Indian  Supplies  for  the  N.  W.*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Bran’)  532  (i). 
Indian  Troubles  at  Metlakatla  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  304  (i). 
Industrial  Schools  for  Indians  and  Half-breeds  in  Man.  and 
N.W.T.*  (Mr.  Kirk)  1443  (ii). 

Industries  of  Canada,  Commission  respecting*  (Mr.  Blake)  56.  (i). 
Inland  Fisheries  of  Ont.  (Mr.  O’Brien)  223  (i). 

Intercolonial  Ry.  See  general  heading. 

Interior  Dept.,  Receipts,  &c.,  (Mr.  Blake)  55  (i). 

International  Exhibition  at  Antwerp  (Mr.  Bergeron)  305  (i). 
Inspectors  or  Clerks  of  Works  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  139  (i). 
Iron,  Bounties  to  Manufacturers*  (Mr.  Blake)  100  (i). 

Islands  Leased  in  River  St.  Lawrence*  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville) 
147  (i). 

Jones,  L.  K.,  Appointment  of,  as  Secretary  to  Intercolonial  Ry. 

Commission*  (Mr.  Rykert)  187  (i). 

Juan  db  Fuoa  Straits,  Tel.  Cable  across,  Cost*  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria) 
1443  (ii). 

Kavanagh  &  Bell,  Land  Claims  by  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron)  479  (i). 


RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  kc.— Continued. 

Kentville,  N.  S.,  Dismissal  of  Collector*  (Mr.  Moffat)  1442  (ii). 

Kingston  Harbor  Preventive  Officers  Claims*  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent) 
1442  (ii). 

Lake  Simooe  Fisheries,  Applications  and  Permits  granted*  (Mr. 
Mulock)  1444  (ii) 

Land  Reserves  of  B.C.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  703  (i). 

Lands  North  and  West  of  Lake  Superior  (Mr.  Mills)  66  (i). 

Leases  or  Licenses  to  Fish  in  non-tidal  Waters  of  N.B.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
533  (i). 

Letter  Postage,  Reduction  on  (Mr.  Charlton)  291  (i). 

License  Aot  and  decision  of  Supreme  Court*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i). 

License  Act,  Dom  ,  Commissioners  under  (Mr.  Bergin)  307  (i). 

License  Commissioners,  Board  of,  under  Act  of  1883*  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Huron)  46  (i). 

Licenses  or  Permits  to  cut  Timber  (Mr.  Charlton)  30  (i). 

Life-saving  Service  at  Port  Rowan  (Mr.  Jackson)  142  (i). 

Lingan,  Cape  Breton,  Services  of  Argyle  Highlanders*  (Mr.  Camp » 
bell,  Victoria)  1444  (ii). 

“Lion”  Schooner,  Seizure  of,  at  Barrington,  N.S.  (Mr.  Robertson, 
Shelburne)  533  (i). 

Liquor  Certificates  in  County  of  Halton  granted  under  Canada 
Temperance  Act,  1878*  (Mr.  McCraney)  67  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Factum,  Arguments  and  Short-hand 
Writers’  Notes  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron)  45  (i). 

Liquor  License  Act,  1883,  Licenses  granted  under*  (Mr.  Landerkin) 
46  (i). 

Liquors,  Revenue  derived  from  Importation  and  Manufacture*  (Mr. 
Rykert)  313  (i). 

Loan,  Five  per  Cent.  Consolidated  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  484 
01- 

Loan  issCED  in  London  (1883)  Amounts  subscribed  and  Advertise¬ 
ments  for  same  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  37  (i). 

Local  Govts.,  Advances  to  (Mr .Blake)  45  (i). 

Local  Govts,  in  N.W.T.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  292  (i). 

Lower  Traverse  Lightship,  Supplying  of  Wood  to*  (Mr.  Casgrain) 
30  (i). 

Lugrin,  C.  H.,  and  Sec.  of  State,  Cor,  re  Can.  Temp.  Act*  (Mr. 
Burpee)  1443  (ii). 

Mackinley,  A.  &.  W. ,  Entry  by  of  School  Books  at  undervaluation* 
(Mr  Rykert)  1443  (ii). 

McIsaao’s  Pond,  Inverness,  N.S.,  Improvements  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Inverness)  60  (i). 

McKenzie,  J.  L.,  Violation  of  Customs  Laws*  (Mr.  Moffat)  1442  (ii). 

Mail  Robberies  in  Man.  and  N.  W.  (Mr.  Blake)  91  (i). 

Mail  Service  on  the  Canada  Southern  Ry.  (Mr.  Wigle)  120  (i). 

Manufactured  Exports,  Drawbacks  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  139  (i). 

Marine  and  Fisheries  and  Quaco  Lighthouse  Site*  (Mr.  Weldon) 
1412  (ii). 

Marine  Stores,  Purchase  of,  at  Halifax*  (Mr.  Forbes)  533  (i). 

Marine.  See  general  heading. 

Market  Battery,  Kingston,  Lease  of*  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Martin,  John,  Widow  of,  continuation  of  Pension  to  (Mr.  Curran) 
201  (i) 

Meredith,  Chief  Justice,  Resignation  of  (Mr.  Laurier)  43  (i). 

Metaghan  Pier,  Wharfage  Collections*  (Mr.FaiZ)  532  (i). 

Metlakatla  Indian  Troubles  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  304  (i). 

Militiamen,  Name3  and  Places  of  Residence*  (Mr.  Bourassd)  101  (i). 

Militia  Reserve,  Enrolments  in  Military  Dis.  No.  9*  (Mr.  Campbell , 
Victoria )  1443  (ii) . 

Militia.  See  general  heading. 

Millard,  John,  aud  breach  of  Sawdust  Laws  in  N.  S.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
147  (i). 

Mill  St.  Ry.  Crossing,  St.  John*  (Mr.  Weldon)  1442  (ii). 

HiRAMtCHi  River,  Fish  taken  in  (Mr.  Mitchell)  295  (i). 

Morgan,  H.  J.,  Payments  to  (Mr.  McCraney)  120  (i). 

Morgan,  J.  H.,  Forestry  Commissioner*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 
147;  (Mr.  Rykert)  187  ;  Report  of  (Mr.  Cockburn)  202  (i). 

Mounted  Police,  Amounts  paid  for  Injuries*  (Mr.  Somerville, Brant) 
505  (i). 
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Murray  Canal,  Moneys  paid  for  Valuation*  (Mr.  McMullen)  147  (i). 
Murray  Canal,  Selection  of  Route,  &c.*  (Mr.  Gockburn)  1442  (ii). 
National  Policy  Pamphlet*  (Mr.  Oharltori)  124  (i). 

Nelson  &  Son’s,  Consignments  of  School  Books*  (Mr.  Wallace , 
York)  1443  (ii). 

“Neptune,”  Steamer,  Supplies  for  (Mr.  Vail)  229  (i). 

New  Harbor,  Rep.  of  Engineer  (Mr.  Kirk)  147  (i). 

Northern  and  Pacific  Junction  Ry.  Co.,  Lease  of*  (Mr. 
Mulock)  56  (i). 

Northern  and  Western  Ry.,  N.B.*  (Mr.  Temple)  533  (i). 

North  Saskatchewan  Riyer  Navigation,  Improvements  (Mr. 
McCallum)  615,  695  (i). 

North  Shore  Line,  Subsidy  (Mr.  Laurier)  41  (i). 

Oak,  Pine  and  Spruce  Logs,  Export  Duty*  (Mr.  Edgar)  1442  (ii). 
Obstructions  in  Rivers  in  N.B.  (Mr.  Irvine)  443  (i). 

Ocean  Mail  Service  (Mr.  Blake)  201  (i). 

O’Connor,  Hon.  John,  Sums  paid  to,  in  connection  with  Ontario 
Boundary*  (Mr.  Lister)  210  (i). 

Official  Assignees  under  Bankrupt  Act*  (Mr.  Mitchell)  533  (i). 
Officials  in  the  N.W.  (Mr.  McMullen)  66  (i). 

O’Malley,  Lieut. -Col.,  Charges  against  (Mr.  Casey)  45;  (Mr. 
Wilson)  101  (i). 

Ont.  and  Que.  Ry.,  Original  Stockholders*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Ontario  Boundaries,  See  genral  heading. 

Operatives  in  Factories,  Number  employed  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  37  (i). 

Ottawa,  Premises  leased  or  rented  for  the  Public  Service*  (Mr. 
Somerville ,  Brant)  503  (i). 

Ottawa,  Ry.  communication  with  (Mr.  Landerkin)  88,  89  (i). 
Oxford  and  New  Glasgow  Ry.  ,  N.S.  (Mr.  Blake)  145  (i). 
Parrsboro’  Breakwater  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne)  63  (i). 
Payments,  Claims,  &c  ,  to  High  Commissioner  (Mr.  Blake)  44  (i). 
Penitentiary  Rules,  Suspension  of,  in  B.  C.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  823 
(ii). 

Pension,  Continuation  of,  to  widow  of  J ohn  Martin  (Mr.  Curran) 
201  (i). 

Piers  and  Wharves  in  P.E.I.,  Construction  and  Maintenance*  (Mr. 
Davies)  533  (i). 

Plante,  J.  B.,  Claim  of*  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  147  (i). 

Pointe  acx  Trembles  Wharf*  (Mr.  De  St.  Georges)  234  (i). 

Porpoise  Fishery  of  St.  Anne  la  Pocatifere*  (Mr.  Blondeau)  532  (i). 
Port  Credit  Harbor  Company*  (Mr.  Platt)  124  (i). 

Port  Moody  Wharf  and  Freight  Shed  (Mr.  Blake)  295  (i). 

Port  Mulgraye,  N.S.,  as  a  Sub-port  (Mr.  Kirk)  445  (i) 

Port  Rowan  Harbor  of  Refuge  (Mr.  Jackson)  297  (i). 

Port  Rowan  Life-saving  Station  (Mr.  Jackson)  142  (i). 

Port  Stanley  and  Port  Burwell  Harbors  of  Refuge  (Mr.  Wilson)  j 
62  (i). 

Port  Williams,  N.S.,  Fishery  Overseer*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Postage  on  Letters,  Reduction  of  (Mr.  Charlton)  291  (i). 

Postal  Revenue  at  Vie.,  B.C.,  for  eight  months*  (Mr.  Baker,  Vic¬ 
toria)  1442  (ii). 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks  and  small  Savings  (Mr.  Blake)  90  (i). 

- Receipts  at  Stephen’s,  N.B.  (Mr.  Burpee ,  Sunbury)  100  (i). 

- - Savings  Banks  Depositors*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  ; 

633  (i). 

— - - -  Savings  Banks  (Mr.  Fairbank)  819  (ii). 

Presqu’Isle  and  Weller's  Bay  Harbors*  (Mr.  Cockburn)  1442  (ii). 
Printing  and  Publishing  Co.’s,  Sum3  paid  to*  (Mr.  McMullen)  147  • 
<0- 

Printing  Contracts  since  1867*  (Mr.  Rykert)  246  (i). 

Prohibitory  Liquor  Law  of  the  N.W.T.*  (Mr.  Foster)  101  (i). 
Prohibitory  Liquor  Law,  Petitions  praying  for*  (Mr.  Foster)  533 
(0- 

Prosser,  Mr.,  Fishery  Warden,  Lake  Erie*  (Mr.  Lister)  964  (ii). 
Protection  to  the  Fisheries  in  the  N.  W.  (Mr.  Hesson)  700  (i). 
Provincial  Acts,  Disallowance  of  (Mr.  Blake)  52  (i). 

Public  Bdildings  at  St.  Thomas  (Mr.  Wilson)  79  (i). 

— - — —  Cost  of  heating  (Mr.  Blake)  90  (i). 

Public  Reserves  of  B.O.  (Mr.  Baker ,  Victoria)  703  (i). 


RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  kc.- Continued. 

Public  Works  in  different  Prove.,  Expenditure  on  (Mr.  Vanasse) 
964  (ii). 

Poblic  Works.  See  general  heading. 

Quaco  Lighthouse  Site,  Purchase,  &c.*  (Mr.  Weldon)  1442  (ii). 
Qu’Appelle  Valley,  Squatters  in  (Mr.  Lister)  205  (i). 

Quarantine  Regulations  issued  to  Ports  in  N.B.*  (Mr.  Wei  don)  1443 
(ii). 

Quebec  Drill  Shed,  Tenderers  and  Securities*  (Mr.  Landry,  Mont¬ 
magny)  533  (ii). 

“  Range  Lights  ”  at  Weller’s  Bay*  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Receipts,  &c  ,  of  Interior  Department  (Mr.  Blake)  55  (i). 
Reciprocal  Trade  Relations  with  the  U.  S.*  (Mr.  Charlton)  1444 
(ii). 

Refund  of  Duties  to  P.  E  I.  Fishermen  (Mr.  Davies)  831  (ii). 
Refund  of  Hay  .Duties  (Mr.  Irvine)  443  (i). 

Rental  or  lease  of  Rooms,  &c.,  in  Ottawa  for  the  Public  Service* 
(Mr.  Somerville,  Brant)  503  (i). 

Repatriation  of  French  Canadians,  Scheme  of  Immigration*  (Mr. 
Blake)  533  (ii). 

Representation  of  N.W.T.  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  292  (i). 
Reserves,  Public,  of  B.C.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  703  (i). 
Resignation  of  Capt.  Bolduc  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  29  (i). 
Resignation  of  Chief  Justice  Meredith  (Mr.  Laurier)  43  (i) 

Return  Tickets  on  Govt.  Rys.  (Mr.  Weldon)  706  (i). 

Revenue  from  Imported  and  Manufactured  Liquors*  (Mr.  Rykert) 
313  (i). 

Richelieu  County,  Dom.  Lands  in*  (M r.Massue)  147  (i). 
Riceibucto  Harbor, Customs  business*  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  1442  (ii). 
Ridgetown  as  a  Port  of  Entry*  (Mr.  Casey)  532  (ii). 

Rifle  Associations,  Number,  Annual  Grant  and  Names  of  Members* 
(Mr.  Bcrgin )  46  (i). 

Rivers  and  Streams,  Rental  of*  (Mr.  McMullen)  448  (i). 

Robbing  Mails  in  Man.  and  N.W.  (Mr.  Blake)  91  (i), 

Robertson,  J.  D.,  Claim  re  Intereol.  Ry.*  (Mr.  Mills)  1443  (ii). 
Rogers’  Fish-ladder  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne)  870  (ii). 

Rogers,  W.  H.,  and  Sawdust  Law  in  N.  S.*  (Mr.  Forbes)  147  (i). 
Roots,  Weight  and  Measurement  of*  (Mr.  McDonald ,  King's)  20 (i). 
Royal  M,litary  Col.  Graduates*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  313  (i). 
Ry.  Bonuses  in  Ont.,  Refund  (Mr.  Wilson)  356,  616  ;  (Mr.  Cook) 
669 ;  (Mr.  Landerkin)  58  (i)  ;  (Mr.  Fleming)  1443  (ii). 

Ry.  Communication  with  Ottawa  (Mr.  Landerkin)  86,  89  (i). 

Ry.  Companies  of  Canada*  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Middlesex)  312  (i). 

Ry.  Lands  in  B.C  ,  Claims  of  Can.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 

Rys.,  Aid  to,  outside  Man.  and  N.W.  (Mr.  Blake)  92  (i). 

Ry.  Subsidies  in  N.  S.  and  Cape  Breton  (Mr.  McDougall)  140  (i). 
Ry.  Supplies  purchased  in  Halifax*  (Mr.  Forbes)  1442  (ii). 

St.  John,  N.B.,  Military  Properties  (Mr.  Weldon)  606  (i). 

St.  Lawrence  River,  Islands  leased  in*  (Mr.  Wood,  Brockville) 
147  (i). 

St.  Lawrence  Ry.,  Bonuses  to  (Mr.  Landerkin)  86,  89  (i). 

St.  Roch  des  Aulnets,  Enquiry  respecting  Capt.  A.  M.  DeChene* 
(Mr.  Casgrain)  30  (i). 

St.  Stephens,  N.  B.,  Post  Office  Receipts*  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury) 
100  (i). 

St.  Thomas  Public  Buildings  (Mr.  Wilson)  79  (i). 

Salmon  Point  (Ont.)  Breakwater  at*  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Savings  Banks,  Depositors*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  533  (i). 
Savings  Banks,  Post  Office  (Mr.  Fairbank)  819  (ii). 

Saunders  &  Wood,  Criminal  Libel  against*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Sawdust  Law,  Breach  of,  in  N.S.*  (Mr.  Forbes)  147  (i). 

School  Books,  Consignment  by  Nelson  &  Sons*  (Mr.  Wallace , 
York)  1443  (ii). 

School  Books,  Seizure  of,  at  Toronto*  (Mr.  Rykert)  1443  (ii). 
School  of  Cavalry  at  Quebec*  (Mr.  Landerkin)  83  (i). 

Sea  Lots  of  Prince  Edward  Island  (Mr.  Blake)  62  (i). 

Section  B.  See  “Canadian  Pacific  Ry.” 

Seizure  of  Schooner  Lion*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne)  533  (i). 
Seizures  at  different  Ports*  (Mr.  Blake)  66  (i). 

Seizures,  Customs,  at  Winnipeg  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant)  293  (i); 
1443  (ii). 
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RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  ku.— Continued. 

Seizures,  Customs,  in  N.S.*  (Mr.  Stairs)  532.  (i) 

Sellon,  Mr.,  and  breach  of  Sawdust  Law  in  N.  S.*  (Mr.  Forbes) 
147  (i). 

Settlers,  Fuel  for,  in  the  N.W.  (Mr.  Blake)  61  (i). 

Shipbuilding  Materials,  Drawbacks  on  (Mr.  Burpee,  Sunbury) 
100  (i). 

Shorthand  Writing,  payment  to  G.  and  A.  Holland*  (Mr.  Auger) 
147  (i). 

Short  Line  Route  to  Maritime  Provinces  (Mr.  Landry.  Mont- 
magny)  33  (i). 

Simard,  M.  J.,  Rep.  recommending  payment  to  G.  Lavoie*  (Mr. 
Langelier)  1443  (ii). 

“Sir  Hector,”  Tug,  Depth  of  water  drawn*  (Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 
“Sir  James  Douglas,”  Repairs,  &c.,  to  Steamer  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  831  (ii). 

Small  Savings  and  P.O.  Savings  Banks  (Mr.  Blake)  90  (i). 
Squatters  in  the  Qu'Appelle  Valley  (Mr.  Lister)  205  (i). 

Squatters  in  Township  3,  Ranges  23  and  24  west  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron)  231  (i). 

Starr,  J.  E,,  Removal  of,  as  Fishery  Overseer*  (Mr  Blake) 
1443  (ii). 

Soundings,  &c.,  Burlington  Bay  Canal*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton) 
533  (i). 

Subsidies,  Dominion,  to  Provinces  (Mr.  Amyot)  303  (i). 

Subsidies  to  Railways  and  Payments*  (Mr.  Blake)  56  (i). 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  in  N.S.  and  Cape  Breton  (Mr.  McDougall) 

140  (i). 

Subsidy  to  the  North  Shore  Line  (Mr.  Laurier)  41  (i). 

Sugars  Imported  at  Hal’fax  from  Jamaica*  (Mr.  Vail)  40  (i). 
Superannuation  Fund*  (Mr.  Blake)  56;  (Mr.  McMullen)  56  (i). 
Supervisor  of  Cullers,  Amounts  due*  (Mr.  Be  St.  George)  1443  (ii). 
Supreme  Court,  Contested  Cases,  &c.*  (Mr.  Curran)  210  (i). 
Supreme  Court  Decision  re  License  Act*  (Mr.  Blake)  533  (i). 
Supreme  Court  Judgments  and  Queen’s  Bench,  Quebec*  (Mr. 

Landry ,  Montmagny)  533  (i). 

Supreme  Court  of  New  Brunswick  (Mr.  Foster)  294  (i). 

Tariff  under  Old  Prov.  of  Can.,  &c.*  (Mr.  Watson)  1443  (ii). 
Telegraph  Cable  across  Juan  de  Fuca  Straits,  Coil*  (Mr.  Baker , 
Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Temp.  Act,  1878,  Petitions,  Number  prosente i*XMr.  Foster)  533  (i). 
Tenders  for  Coal  Supply  to  Fog-whistles,  &c.*  (Mr.  Robertson, 

Shelburne)  533  (i). 

Tenders  for  Indian  Supplies  for  the  N.  W.*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 
532  (i). 

Tete  du  Pont  Barracks,  Lease  of*  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Tilton,  Mr.,  vs.  Staff  Commander  Bolton*  (Mr.  McMullen)  312  (i). 
Timber  Lands  sold  or  leased  in  Ont.*  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  40  (i). 

Timber  Licenses,  Fort  William  Reserve*  (Mr.  Blake)  1442  (ii). 
Timber  Licenses  granted  in  disputed  Territory  and  applications 
not  granted*  (Mr.  Charlton)  209  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  in  B.  C.,  Applications  for*  (Mr.  Charlton)  210 (i). 
Timber  Licenses  or  Permits  in  N.W.  (Mr.  Charlton)  121  (i). 
Timber  Licenses  or  Permits  (Mr.  Charlton)  30  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  or  Permits  to  cut  in  new  Territory  of  Ont.*  (Mr. 
Mills)  124  (i). 

Timber  Permits  to  cut  in  disputed  Territory*  (Mr.  Mills)  210  (i). 
Tolls  on  certain  Railway  Companies  (Mr.  Mulock)  54  (i). 
Tracadie  Breakwater,  Expenditure  for  Repairs*  (Mr.  Mclsaac) 
147  (i). 

Trade  with  the  Australian  Colonies  (Mr.  Mitchell)  36. 
Trafalgar,  Township,  Indian  Lands  in*  (Mr.  McCraney)  533  (i). 
Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain  (Mr.  Vail)  219  (i). 

Trent  Valley  Canal,  Goodwin’s  Contract  (Mr.  Blake)  823  (ii). 
Trent  Valley  Canal  (Mr.  Cockburn)  202  (i). 

Trent  Yalley  Canal,  Rent,  &c.,  of  building  occupied  by  Engineer* 
(Mr.  Cockburn)  56  (i). 

Trent  Valley"  Canal,  Reps,  to  Council,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake)  144  (i). 
Tug-barges,  Dredge,  &c.,  on  Red  River*  (Mr.  Watson)  964  (ii). 
U.S.  and  Can.,  Reciprocal  Trade  Relations*  (Mr.  Charlton)  1444  (ii). 
Vernon  Smith’s  Rep.  of  Survey  (Mr.  Lesage)  294  (i). 


RETURNS,  STATEMENTS,  ko.— Continued. 

Victoria,  B.C.,  Postal  Revenue  for  eight  months*  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  1442  (ii). 

Viger  Indian  Agency,  Lands  sold*  (Mr.  De  St.  Georges)  1443  (ii). 
Volunteer  Companies  Disbanded  in  Mil.  Dist.  No.  9*  (Mr.  Camp¬ 
bell,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 

Volunteers  of  1837-38  (Mr.  Hickey)  37  (i). 

Voyageurs  to  Egypt,  Names,  &c*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  210  (i). 
Weight  and  Measurement  of  Roots  (Mr.  McDonald,  King' s)  201  (i). 
Weirs  in  the  Co.  of  Charlotte*  (Mr.  Gillmor)  1444  (ii). 

Weller’s  Bay,  Ont.,  “Range  Lights  ”*  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Duties,  Memorials,  &c.*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 

532  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour,  Imports  and  Exports  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant) 
138  (i). 

Wheat,  Flour,  Cornmeal  and  Corn,  Duties  collected*  (Mr.  Vail) 

533  (i). 

White  Haven  Boat  Canal,  Rep.  of  Engineer*  (Mr.  Kirk)  147  (i). 
Wilkinson,  J.  A.,  Moneys  paid  to*  (Mr.  McMullen)  147  (i). 

Windsor  Branch  Ry.,  Pleadings  and  Verdicts*  (Mr.  Kinney)  532  (i). 
Winnipeg,  Customs  Seizures  at*  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  1443  (ii). 
Winter  Crossing  from  P.E.  I.  (Mr.  McDonald,  King's)  62  (i). 

Wire  Fences,  I.  C.  R,  Contracts  made  by  Govt.*  (Mr.  Weldon) 
532  (i). 

Wood,  A.  F.,  Moneys  paid  to*  (Mr.  McMullen)  147  (i). 

Wood,  Supplying  of,  to  Lower  Traverse  Lightship*  (Mr.  Casgrain) 
30  (i). 

Rice,  Increased  Duty  on  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Shakespeare')  695  (i). 
Kiclielieu  and  Out.  Nav.  Co.’s  B.  61  (Mr. 
Desjardins).  1°*,  188  ;  2°*,  246  (i)  ;  Notice  of  an  Amt., 
1210  ;  in  Com.,  1347  ;  3Q,  1352  (ii).  (48-49  Vic „  c.  91.) 
Richelieu  Co.  Lands.  See  “  Dominion  Lands.” 
Richelieu  River  Floods,  Memorial  from  Riparian 
Owners  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Bechard)  606  (i). 

Richibucto  and  Kingston  Ports,  Customs  Business  :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  1412  (ii). 

Richibucto  Harbor.  See  “  Customs.” 

Rideau  Canal,  Increase  of  Water  Supply  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup ,  8313  (iv). 

Ridgetown  as  a  Port  of  Entry,  Pets.,  &c.  :  M.  for 
copies*  (Mr.  Casey)  532  (i). 

Riel,  Capture  of,  Tel.  from  Genl.  Middleton,  1895  (iii). 
Riel,  Employment  of,  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey) 
743  (i). 

Riel’s  Proposal  to  accept  Money  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3426  (iv). 

Riel,  Treatment  of  in  Prison  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Laurier) 
2357  (iii). 

Riel,  Trial  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lister)  2358  (iii). 

Rifle  Associations,  Headquarters,  Annual  Grant,  &c.  : 

M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Bergin)  46  (i). 

“  Rimousici”  Steamer,  Subsidy  to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  114  (i). 
Rites  of  Religion  refused  Prisoners  in  the  N.W.  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  2998  (iv). 

River  Lots,  N.W.,  Settlement  of  Claims,  Mr.  Pearce’s 
Letter  respecting  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv.) 
Rivers  and  Streams,  Rental  of,  Sums  received  by  Dept, 
of  Fisheries  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  McMullen)  448  (i)  ; 
Ques.,  2359  (iii). 

Riviere  du  Loup  Branch,  Sale  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen) 
1039  (ii). 
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River  St.  Clair  Ry.  See  “  St.  Clair.” 

Roache,  Matthew,  and  Pilotage  Commission  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake )  3427  (iv). 

Robertson,  John  D.,  Compensation  to,  for  Premises  and 
Land  taken  for  I.C.R.  :  M.  for  Bet*  (Mr,  Mills ) 
1443  (ii). 

Robinson  and  Queen.  See  “  Inland  Fisheries.” 

Rock  Lake,  Brandon  and  Souris  Ry.  Co.’s  in- 
COrp.  B.  No.  100  (Mr.  McDougald,  Pictou).  1°*, 
742  (i)  ;  2°*,  873  (ii). 

Rogers,  W.  H.,  Fishery  Inspector  for  N.S.,  Breach  of 
Sawdust  Law:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Forbes )  147  (i). 
Rogers’  Fish  Ladders,  Purchase  and  use  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes')  3073  (iv). 

Rogers’  Patent  Fish  Ladder,  Cor.  and  Reps,  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Robertson,  Shelburne)  870  (ii). 

Rolling  Stock  on  Eastern  Section,  C.P.R. :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr,  Edgar)  302  (i). 

Rolling  Stock  on  C.P.R. ,  Payment  of  Duties  on,  by  Co.  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  888  (ii). 

Ross,  N.  N.,  of  Quebec,  Name  and  Salary  of  Successor 
to  :  Ques,  (Mr.  McMullen)  862  (ii). 

Roundhouse  and  Buildings  in  Man.  on  private  property  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2030,  2171  (iii) . 

Royal  Assent  to  Bills,  1516  (ii),  3475  (iv). 

Eoyal  Canadian  Insurance  Co ’s  B.  No.  43  (Mr. 
Curran).  1°*,  125  ;  2°*,  188  (i)  ;  in  Coro,  and  3°*, 
791  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  28.) 

Royal  Military  College.  See  “  Militia.” 

Rush  Lake  and  Saskatchewan  Ry.  and  Nav.  Co.’s 
incorp.  B.  No.  79  (Ml*.  Tapper).  1°*,  313  ;  28*, 
*490  (i) ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1180  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c. 
90.) 

Russell,  A.  (Dept,  of  Interior)  Superannuation  of  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  2530  ;  Russell,  L.,  2531  (iii). 
Sable  Island,  Telegraphic  communication  with  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Daly)  57  (i). 

St.  Anne  la  PocatiIre  Porpoise  Fishery.  See  “  Por¬ 
poise.” 

St.  Croix  Cotton  Mills,  Payment  of  Duties  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Edgar)  632  (i). 

St.  Clair  Ranche  Co.,  Rent  paid,  &c.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
2240  (iii). 

St.  Clair  Riv.  Ry-  Bridge  and  Tunnel  Co.’s  B. 

No.  8  (Mr.  Bergin).  1°*,  40  ;  2°*,  57  ;  in  Com.  and 
3°*,  245  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  25.) 

St.  George’s  Day,  Adjt.  for  :  M.  (Mr.  Shakespeare)  1305 
(ii). 

St.  John  and  Portland,  Mill  St.  Ry.  Crossing.  See 

“  I.  C.  R.” 

St.  John  Bridge  and  Ry,  Extension  Co.:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  569  (i). 

St.  John,  N.B.,  City  and  County,  Issue  of  Writ  for  Elec¬ 
tion:  Ques,  (Mr.  Weldon)  3427  (iv). 

St.John,  N.  B ,  Military  Properties:  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr. 
Weldon)  606  (i). 


St.  Laurent,  Land  and  Surveys  of  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake) 
3424  (iv). 

St.  Lawrence  Canals.  See  “Supply,”  &c. 

St.  Lawrence  River  Nav.  B.  No.  159  (Mr.  McLelan). 
1°*,  3293 ;  Order  for  2°  read,  3436 ;  2°  m.,  Amt.  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright )  6  m.  h.,  neg.,  3470 ;  2°*,  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  3470  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  77.) 

St.  Lawrence  Ry.,  Bonuses  to  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Landerkin) 
86  (i). 

St.  Louis  de  Langevin,  Petition  from  Settlers  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv), 

St.  Lawrence  River,  Islands  leased  in:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Wood,  Brockville)  147  (i). 

St.  Martin’s  Junction  to  Quebec  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor. 
(Mr.  Laurier)  533  (i). 

St,  Patrick’s  Day:  M,  for  adjmt.  (Mr,  Curran)  593  (i). 

St,  Peter  and  St.  Paul  :  M.  for  adjmt.  (Sir  Hector  Lange¬ 
vin)  2889  (iv). 

St.  Rock  des  Aulnets,  Enquiry  re  C apt,  De  Chene  :  M. 

for  copy  (Mr.  Casgrain)  30  (i). 

St.  Romuald  d’Etchemin,  Station  at:  Ques.  (Mr.  Guay) 
1567  (ii). 

St.  Stephen’s,  N.  B.,  Post  Office,  Receipts,  &c. :  M.  for 
Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Burpee )  100  (i). 

St.  Stephen’s,  N.B..  Public  Buildings,  Construction  of: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Gillmor )  148  (i). 

St.  Thomas,  Public  Buildings  at,  Amount  expended  on: 

M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Wilson)  79  (i). 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul  Penitentiary  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
986  (ii). 

Salaries  of  Ministers  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Somerville,  Brant) 
3073  (iv). 

Sale  of  Ry.  Passenger  Tickets  Act  Amt.  B.  No. 

86  (Mr.  McCarthy).  1°,  362  (i). 

Sale  of  Ry.  Passenger  Tickets.  Acts  Amt.  B.  No. 

121  (Mr.  Patterson,  Essex).  I0*,  927  (ii). 

Sales  and  Receipts  on  account  of  Dominion  Lands  : 
Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  2854;  Sales  for  1884-85, 
2997  (iv). 

Salmon  Fishing  in  Bathurst  Harbor,  Regulations,  &c.: 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2359  (iii). 

Salmon  Point  Breakwater,  Construction  of  :  M.  for  Cor,, 
&c.  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i), 

Salt  Cake  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 
Saskatchewan  River  Improvements.  See  “N.W.T.” 
Satuma  Island,  B.C.,  Lighthouse  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker,  Vic¬ 
toria)  479  (i). 

Sault  St.  Marie  Bridge  Co.’s  B.  No.  52  (Mr.  Dawson ). 
1°*,  170;  2°*  245;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  490  (i).  (48-49 

Vic.,  c.  24.) 

Saunders  and  Wood,  Trial  of,  for  Criminal  Libel  in  N. 

W.T. :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 

Savings  Banks,  Post  Office,  in  the  Mar.  Provs.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Stairs)  148  (i)  ;  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  896  (ii). 

Savings  Banks,  Post  Office,  Depositors  in  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Fairbank)  819,  823  (ii). 
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Savings  Banks,  Post  Office,  Deposits  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton) 
2359,  2465,  2559  (iii). 

Savings  Banks  (Post  Office  or  otherwise)  Depositors  in  : 

M.  for  Ret.*  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright )  533  (i). 

Sawdust  in  La  Have  River,  N.S. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes)  2239 
(iii). 

Schmidt,  Louis,  and  others,  of  Prince  Albert  District, 
Employment  of  by  Govt.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1915  (iii)  ; 
Answer  to  Letter  of,  3424  (iv). 

School  Books,  Consignment  of  by  Nelson  &  Sons  :  M.  for 
Ret*  (Mr.  Wallace,  York)  1443  (ii).  See  “Customs.” 
School  of  Cavalry  at  Quebec  :  M.  for  copies  of  papers, 
&o.  (Mr.  Langelier)  88  (i). 

School  of  Navigation  at  Quebec  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Amyot) 
743  (i). 

Scott  Act  Pets.  :  M.  to  Erase  name  (Mr.  Foster)  2320  (iii). 
Scott  Act,  Prosecutions  under:  Ques.  (Mr.  Tupper) 
41  (i). 

Sea  Lots  of  P.E.I.,  Deptl.  Instructions,  &o.  :  M.  for 
copies  (Mr.  Blake)  61  (i). 

Secretary  of  State,  Dept,  of,  Acts  Amt.  B.  No. 

102  (Mr.  Chapleau).  1°,  629  (i) ;  2°  and  in  Com., 
891;  3°*,  895  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  2.) 

Sec.  of  State’s  Report  :  presented  (Mr.  Chapleau)  127  (i). 
Section  B.  See  “C.  P.  R.” 

Seduction,  &c.,  Punishment  B.  No.  27  (Mr. 

Charlton).  1°*,  76  ;  2°,  619  (i).  See  B.  123. 

Seizures.  See  “  Customs.” 

Seizures  by  Customs  Dept,  at  Montreal:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Langelier)  1387  (ii). 

Sessional  Clerks,  Extra  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2796, 3448  (iv). 
Settlement  of  Settlers’  Claims  at  Prince  Albert,  &o*  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  2358  (iii). 

Settlement  of  Claims  of  Man.  Half-breed  Minors  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1743  (iii).  See  “  Half  Breeds.” 
Settlers’  Claims,  Prince  Albert  District:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Blake)  1567  (ii). 

Settlers  in  Man.  and  N.  W.  T. :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cart, 
wriglit)  113  (i). 

Settlers  in  the  Dom.  during  Calendar  Year  1884:  Ques. 

(Sir  Richard  Cartwright)  113  (i). 

Settlers  in  the  Mar,  Provs.:  Ques.  (Mr.  Qillmor)  148  (i). 
Shareholders.  See  “  C.  P.  R.”  and  “  G.  T.  R.” 

Sheet  Iron  Hollowware  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
857  (ii). 

Shingle  Shavings  in  the  Mersey  Riv.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Forbes) 
1039  (ii). 

Shipbuilding  Materials,  Drawback  on  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr. 
Burpee)  100  (i). 

Short  Line  Ry.  :  Deb.  on  Res.  (Mr.  Laurier)  189 ;  (Sir 
Hector  Langevin  and  Mr.  Langelier)  193 ;  (Mr.  De  St. 
Georges)  195 ;  (Messrs.  Casgrain  and  Blake)  198 ;  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald)  199  :  (Mr.  Mills)  200  (i). 

Short  Line  Ry.:  prop.  Res.  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  2531 ;  M. 
for  Com.,  2971 ;  in  Com.,  2975  ;  Deb.  on  2nd  Res.  (Sir 
John  A.  Macdonald  and  Messrs.  Dodd ,  Vail  and  Blake) 
2977 ;  (Messrs.  Gillmor  and  Landry)  2978;  (Mr.  Hall) 
2979;  (Mr.  Langelier)  2982;  (Mr.  Colby)  2982,  2987; 


(Mr.  Burpee)  2986 ;  (Mr.  Laurier)  2987 ;  (Mr.  Blake) 
2988 ;  (Sir  Hector  Langevin )  2989,  3250  ;  (Mr.  Stairs) 
2990 ;  (Mr.  Lesage)  2992 ;  (Mr.  Desaulniers,  Maskin- 
ongS)  2995 ;  on  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.  (Mr.  Laurier)  3250 ; 
Amt.,  3257 ;  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  3257 ;  (Mr.  Lan¬ 
gelier)  3259  ;  Amt.  to  Amt.,  3265  ;  (Mr.  Shanly)  3266  ; 
(Mr.  Weldon)  3266 ;  (Mr.  Girouard)  3267 ;  (Mr.  Tas- 
chereau)  3268;  (Mr.  Wood,  Westmoreland)  3269;  (Mr. 
Temple)  3271;  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny)  3273;  (Messrs. 
Hall  and  Foster)  3274;  (Mr.  Landry,  Kent)  3276  ;  (Mr. 
Colby)  3277 ;  (Mr.  Gillmor)  3281 ;  (Mr.  Bossi)  3282 ; 
(Mr.  Fisher)  3284;  (Mr.  Mitchell)  3287 ;  Amt.  to  Amt. 
neg.  (Y.  39,  N.  107)  3289  ;  Amt.  to  Amt.  (Mr.  Lesage) 
3289;  neg.  (Y.  36,  N.  101)  3292;  Amt.  neg.  (Y.  35, 
N.  101)  3292  (iv). 

Short  Line  Ry.  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.  C ,  instructions 
given,  Reports,  &c.,  of  Engineers  (Mr.  Landry,  Mont¬ 
magny)  33  (i) ;  3urvey  from  St.  Charles  :  Ques,  350  ; 
Second  Rep.  of  Mr.  Light  :  Ques.,  1744  (iii). 

Short  Line  Ry.  from  Montreal  to  the  Atlantic  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Reps,  of  Govt.  Engineers,  &c.  (Mr.  Lesage) 
38  (i)  ;  Report  of  Mr.  Wicksteed  :  Ques.,  1744  (iii). 
Short  Line  Ry.,  Plans  and  Reps.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey) 
567  (i). 

Short  Line  Ry.  to  the  Mar.  Provs  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Edgar) 
2239  (iii). 

Silver  and  German  Silver  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
808  (ii). 

Simard,  Joseph,  Rep.  recommending  payment  to  George 
Lavoie  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Langelier)  1443  (ii). 
Simpson,  G.  A.,  Govt.  Land  Agent  :  Ques  (Mr.  Blake) 
57  (i). 

Sinking  Fund,  Five  per  Cent.  Loan  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  2465  (iii). 

“  Sir  James  Douglas,”  Steamer,  Repairs  to,  &c.  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  831  (ii). 

Sisters  of  Charity  of  the  N.W.  incorp.  Act 
Amt.  B.  No-  115  (Mr.  Desjardins).  1°*,  832;  2°*, 
873  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*,  1007  (iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  35.) 
Skirmish  with  Poundmaker  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Mitchell)  1646  (ii). 
Small  Savings.  See  “  Post  Office.” 

Smith,  Yernon.  See  “  Short  Line  Ry.” 

Somerville,  N.S.,  Breakwater,  Repair  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  57  (i). 

Soulanges  Election,  Judgment  of  Supreme  Court,  1  (i). 
Soundings  taken  in  Burlington  Bay  Canal,  Rep.  of 
Supt.  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton) 
533  (i). 

South  Grenville  Election  :  Return  of  Mr.  Shanly, 
3072  (iv). 

South  Saskatchewan  Ry.  Co ’s  Act  Amt.  B.  No. 

37  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton).  1°*,  125  ;  2°*,  179 ;  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  672  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  17.) 

Speaker,  Deputy,  and  Chairman  of  Committees 
B.  No.  26  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald).  Res.  prop.,  67 ; 
Amt.  (Mr.  Blake)  to  refer  to  Sel.  Com.,  70  ;  neg.  (Y. 
59,  N.  121)  72  ;  1°*  of  B.,  74  ;  2°*  and  in  Com.,  175 ; 
M.  for  3°  agreed  to  on  a  div.  and  3°*,  212  (i).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c.  1.) 


INDEX. 


cxxxviii 


Speeches  prom  the  Throne  :  Opening  of  Parlt.,  2  (i) ; 
Prorogation,  3476  (iv). 

Spirits  and  Tobacco  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3212 
(iv). 

Spirits  taken  out  op  Bond  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake )  3371 ; 

Stmnt.  (Mr.  Costigari)  3395  (iv). 

Spirituous  Liquors  Prohibition  B.  No.  125  (Mr. 

Beaty).  Res.  prop.,  1040  ;  1°*  of  B.,  1063  (ii). 

Spring  Hill  Mines.  See  “  Coal.” 

Squatters  or  Occupants,  &o.  :  M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron)  231  (i). 

Squatters,  Qu’Appelle  Valley,  Arbitration  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  Lister)  205  (i). 

Staff  of  the  House,  Res.  and  Schedules  adopted  by 
Commissioners,  2497  (iii). 

Stamp  Duty,  Commutation  of  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  897  (ii). 
Standing  Committees,  Non  meeting  of,  for  Organization  : 

Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  57,  67  (i). 

Standing  Com.  on  Colonization  and  Immigration  :  M.  to 
add  Messrs.  Baker,  Vic.,  and  Jackson,  to  Com.  (Sir  John 
A.  Macdonald)  299  (i). 

Standing  Com.  on  Railways,  Canals  and  Telegraph 
Lines:  M.  to  add  name  of  Mr.  Bain  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  125  (i). 

Starr,  J.  E.,  Fishery  Overseer  of  Port  Williams,  N.S., 
Removal  of  :  M.  lor  Ret.*  (Mr.  Blake)  1443  (ii). 
Stationery  used  in  H.  of  C.,  Expense  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Casgrain)  290  (i). 

Statistics  relating  to  the  Public  Service  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Tassi)  2531  (iii),  2854  (iv). 

Statutes,  Distribution  of:  Ques.  (Mr.  Trow)  568  (i). 
Statutes  of  Canada  Consolidation  B.  No.  96 
(Sir  John  A.  Macdonald).  Not  introduced.  See  B.  130. 
Statutes  of  Canada,  Revised,  B.  No.  130  (Sir  John 
A.  Mcadonald).  1°,  1226  (ii)  ;  Order  for  2°  dschgd. 
and  B.  wthdn.,  2402  (iii). 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1882,  Amt.  B.  No. 

133  (Mr.  McLelan).  Res.  prop.,  1279  j  in  Com.  and 
1°*  of  B.,  1280  (ii);  2°  and  in  Com.,  2399;  3°*,  2421 
(iii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  75.) 

Steam  Communication  with  France:  Ques.  (Mr.  Amyot) 
567  (i). 

STEAMSHIP  SUBVENTIONS : 

Oampbellton  and  Gasp!:  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2942 (iv). 

Canada  and  Antwerp  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2942  ;  cone.,  2598  (iv). 
Canada  and  Germany  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2945  (iv). 

France  and  Quebec  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2936,  3041  (iv). 

Liverpool  or  London  and  St.  John,  N.B.,  or  Halifax  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2942  (iv). 

N.B.  and  PE. I.  to  Great  Britain:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3457  (iv). 
P.E.I.  and  Great  Britain  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2942  (iv). 

Port  Mulgrave  and  East  Bay,  C.B  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2942  (iv). 

D.  S.  and  Victoria,  B.O. :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2936  ;  cone.,  2958  (iv)» 

Steel  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  805  (ii). 

Stipendiary  Magistrate  in  N.W.T. :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
3448  (iv). 

Stoney  Indian  Rising,  Furtijer  information  asked,  863 ; 
Stmnt,  (Sir  Hector  Langevin)  886  (ii). 


Subsidies,  Further,  to  Rys.  B.  158  (Sir  Hector  L. 
Langevin).  Res.  prop.,  2531  (iii)  ;  M.  for  Com.  on  Res., 
2971 ;  in  Com.,  2974;  M.  to  cone,  in  Res.,  3250  ;  i°*  of 
B.,  3293;  2°  m.,  3380;  in  Cora.,  3380;  on  M.  to 
cono.  in  Amts.,  Amt.  (Mr.  Kirk)  3401;  neg.  (Y.  40, 
N,  83)  3403 ;  Amt,  (Mr.  Blake)  neg.  (Y.  43,  N.  79) 
3404;  3°*,  3404 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Laurier)  3057;  Amts,  to 
Amt.  (Mr.  Langelier)  3266;  neg.  (Y.  39,  N.  101)  3292 ; 
(Mr.  Lesage)  3292;  neg.  (I.  36,  N.  101)  3292;  Amt. 
(Mr.  Langelier)  neg.  (Y.  35,  N.  101)  3292  (iv).  (48-49 
Vic.,  c ,  58.) 

Subsidies  to  Rys.  B.  No.  164  (Mr.  Pope).  Res.  prop., 
3457 ;  M.  for  Com.,  3470  ;  in  Com.,  3472  ;  1°*,  2°*,  in 
Com.  and  3°*,  3473  (iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  59.) 
Subsidies  to  Rys.  See  “  Land  Grants.” 

SUBSIDIES : 

Canadian  Pacific  Ry.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  1677  (ii) ;  in  Com.  of 
Sup  3295. 

Further,  to  Rys.  See  B.  168. 

Land  Grants  to  Rys.  See  B.  147. 

Manitoba  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Bowell)  2889.  (iv). 

New  Brunswick  and  P.E.I.  Ry.  Co.’s  Subsidy:  prop.  Res.  (Mr. 

Pope)  3467 ;  in  Com.,  3472  (iv). 

North  Shore  Ry.  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Laurier)  41  (i). 

N.S.  increased  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  189,  567  (i). 

Provincial:  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr.  Amyot)  303  (i). 

Quebec,  Advances  to,  on  Account  :  Que3.  (Mr.  Langelier)  235  (i). 
Rys.:  Remarks  (Mr.  Blake)  and  others,  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup., 
3442  (iv).  See  Bs.  147,  168  and  164. 

Rimouski,  Steamer:  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk)  114  (i). 

Ryb.  in  N.S.  and  Cape  Breton  :  M.  for  Stmnt.  (Mr.  McDougall) 
140  (i). 

Ry.  Co.’s,  Names  of  Officers,  &o. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Cameron, 
Middlesex)  312  (i). 

Sugars,  Importation  of,  at  Halifax,  from  Jamaica  :  M.  for 
Eet.  (Mr.  Vail)  40  (i). 

Sugar:  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  3219  (iv). 

Sugar:  Polariscopic  Test  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Vail)  479  (i). 
Summary  Convictions.  See  “  Criminal  Law.” 

Sums  Paid  or  Advanced  to  C.  P.  R-  as  Interest  or  Sub¬ 
sidy:  Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  1677  (ii). 

Sunday  Excursions  Prohibition  B.  No.  19  (Mr. 

Charlton).  1°*,  46  ;  2°  m.,  256 ;  neg.  on  a  div.,  266  (i). 
Superior  Court  of  Quebec,  Chief  Justice  of  the  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Casgrain)  429  (i). 

Superior  Court  of  Quebec  :  prop.  Res.  (Sir  Hector 
Langevin)  3293  (iv). 

Superannuation  Fund,  Humber  on  List,  &c.  :  M.  for  Ret. 
(Mr.  McMullen)  56  (i). 

Supervisor  of  Cullers,  Amounts  due  to  :  M.  for  Ret.* 
(Mr.  He  St.  Georges)  1443  (ii). 

Supplies  for  the  Hudson’s  Bay  Str.  “  Neptune  ”  :  M.  for 
copies  of  Accts.,  &c.  (Mr.  Vail)  229  (i). 

Supply  B.  NO.  163  (Mr.  Bowell).  1°*,  2°,  3°*,  3470 
(iv).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  41.) 

SUPPLY: 

[Only  subjects  which  caused  remark  or  discussion  noted 
under  this  head.] 

Amts,  to  Ms.  for  Com. :  Washington  Treaty  and 
Reciprocity  ( Mr.  Havies)  995;  Public  Expenditure 
(Sir  Bichard  Cartwright)  2868 ;  Representation  of 
the  N.  W.  Territories  (Mr.  Cameron,  Huron)  3404. 
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SU  PPLY — Continued. 

Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  transmitting  Estimates  for  1885-86, 
289  ;  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  transmitting  Suppl.  Esti¬ 
mates  for  1884-85,  2820 ;  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  trans¬ 
mitting  Suppl.  Estimates  for  1885-86,  3359;  Mess, 
from  His  Ex.,  transmitting  further  Suppl.  Estimates 
for  1885-86,  3415. 

Res.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley')  for  Com.,  27 ;  in  Com.,  895, 
968,  1023,  1304,  2795,  2830,  2889, 2903,  2936,  3041, 
3232,3295,3339,  3383,  3408. 

Committee  : 

Administration  of  Justice : 

General  Yote,  985. 

N.  W.  T.  (re  Trials  in  connection  with  Rebellion) 
3411;  cone.,  3433;  (Fourth  Stipendiary  Magis¬ 
trate)  3448. 

Adulteration  of  Food.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
Arts ,  Agriculture  and  Statistics: 

Archives,  Care  of,  1023. 

Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibition,  1032 ;  cone., 
2766. 

Agricultural,  Industrial,  and  other  Statistics  in 
Man.  and  N.  W.  T.,  1035. 

Criminal  Statistics,  Preparation  of,  1026. 

Dominion  Exhibition,  1026. 

Health  Statistics  :  cone.,  2766. 

Indian  and  Colonial  Exhibition,  3452. 

Mortuary  Statistics,  2027. 

Canals.  See  “  Railways  and  Canals.” 

Charges  of  Management : 

Assistant  Receivers  General’s  Offices,  Montreal,  St. 
John,  Winnipeg,  895. 

Brokerage,  Commission,  &c.,  on  Loans,  1874  to 
1879,  inclusive,  896. 

Brokerage,  Commission,  &c.,  on  Loan  of  1884,  896. 
Co  .nty  Savings  Banks,  N.B.,  N.S.,  and  B.C.,  896. 
Country  Savings  Banks :  printing,  &c.,  897. 
Dominion  Notes  :  issue  and  redemption,  897. 
Dominion  Notes,  printing,  &c.,  897. 

Financial  Inspector,  895. 

Financial  Commissioner  in  England,  896  ;  cone., 
2763. 

Civil  Government : 

Agriculture,  Dept,  of,  904;  contingencies,  921, 
Auditor  General’s  Office,  901. 

Civil  Service  Board  of  Examiners,  973. 
Contingencies,  Departmental : 

High  Commissioner,  925. 

Post  Offioe  and  Finance  Depts.,  927, 

Travelling  Expenses,  923. 

Customs,  Dept,  of,  901 ;  contingencies,  916. 
Finance,  Dept,  of,  and  Treasury  Board,  891 ;  suppl,, 
3411  ;  contingencies,  915. 

Fisheries,  Dept,  of,  910. 

Governor  General’s  Secretary’s  Office,  832,  898. 
Indian  Affairs,  Dept,  of,  901;  suppl.  (increase  and 
arrears  of  salaries)  3410,3411. 


SUPPLY — Continued. 

Committee — Continued. 

Civil  Government — Continued. 

Inland  Revenue,  Dept,  of,  901  ;  contingencies,  916. 
Interior,  Dept,  of,  968,  contingencies,  915;  suppl. 
(Geological  Survey  Branch)  3408 ;  cone.,  2764, 
3433  (iv). 

Justice,  Dept,  of,  898. 

Penitentiaries  Branch,  914. 

Marine,  Dept,  of,  906  ;  contingencies,  922;  suppl, 
3411. 

Militia  and  Defence,  Dept,  of,  898 ;  contingencies, 
914. 

Postmaster-General’s  Dept.,  902;  suppl.,  3411; 
cone.,  2764. 

Privy  Council  Office,  899  ;  contingencies,  914. 
Public  Works,  Dept,  of,  911;  suppl.,  3448  ;  con¬ 
tingencies,  921. 

Railways  and  Canals,  Dept  of,  973 ;  contingencies, 
923. 

Secretary  of  State,  Dept,  of,  900  ;  suppl.,  3350, 
3411. 

Stationery  Office:  contingencies,  914. 

Collection  of  Revenues : 

Adulteration  of  Food,  3242. 

Culling  Timber,  3241. 

Customs,  3232 ;  suppl.  (Extra  for  miscellaneous 
Sorvices),  3393. 

Excise,  3241. 

Inspection  of  Staples,  3241. 

Liquor  License  Act,  cone.,  3398;  suppl.,  3421. 

Post  Office,  3308 ;  suppl.  (Assistant  Postmaster, 
Ottawa)  3393  ;  cone.,  3397. 

Public  Works — Repairs  and  Working  Expenses: 
Agent  and  Contingencies,  B.C.,  3308. 

Harbors  and  Slides,  Repairs,  3307. 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Service  generally,  3307. 
Telegraph  Lines,  P.E.I.,  and  Mainland,  3307. 
Railways — Repairs  and  Working  Expenses : 
Eastern  Extension  Railway,  3300. 

Intercolonial,  3299. 

Prince  Edward  Island  Railway,  3301. 

Windsor  Branch  Railway,  3301. 

Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas,  3241. 

Kinnee,  Daniel  (increase  of  Salary)  3457. 

Culling  Timber.  See  11  Collection  of  Revenues.” 

Customs.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 

Dominion  Lands — Capital : 

Surveys,  Examination  of  Survey  Returns,  &c.,  3344. 
Dominion  Lands — Income : 

Agencies,  3346. 

Land  Board  at  Winnipeg,  3344. 

Dominion  Police : 

General  Yote,  985  ;  suppl.,  3350. 

Dominion  Steamers.  See  “  Ocean  and  River  Service.” 
Fxcise.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
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SUPPLY — Continued. 

Committee— Continued. 

Fisheries : 

Canadian  Fisheries  Exhibit,  2956. 

Fishing  Bounty,  expenses  in  connection  with  dis¬ 
tribution,  2956 ;  suppl.,  3387. 

Protection  Steamers  and  Vessels,  maintenance  and 
repairs,  2955 ;  cone.,  2958, 

Geological  Survey  : 

General  Vote,  3346  ;  suppl.,  3408;  cone.,  3433. 
Government  Steamers.  See  “  Ocean  and  River  Service.” 
Immigration : 

General  Vote,  2809,  2830. 

Indians : 

Assistance  to  Institutions,  3392. 

Grant  to  supplement  Indian  Fund,  3242. 

- British  Columbia  generally,  3313. 

- - -  Manitoba  and  N.  W.  T.,  3314,3339  ;  suppl., 

3393  ;  cone.,  3373. 

• - -  New  Brunswick,  3243. 

— — —  Nova  Scotia  generally,  3243. 

Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’AppolIe  and  High  River  : 
cone.,  2922. 

Oka  Indians,  Removal  of,  3457. 

Inspection  of  Staples.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
Insurance,  Superintendence  of : 

Expenses  in  connection  with  service,  2957  ;  cone., 
2958. 

Justice,  Administration  of,  985. 

Legislation  ; 

House  of  Commons : 

Contingencies,  2796. 

Debates,  publishing  of,  991 ;  cone.,  2765,  3371. 
Expenses  of  Committees,  Extra  Sessional  Clerks, 
&c.,  2795. 

Hache,  Jacques,  Gratuity  to,  3450. 

Internal  Economy,  Commissioners’  Report,  in¬ 
creased  expenditure  under,  3449;  cone.,  3470. 
Printing,  paper  and  bookbinding,  992,  2798. 
Salaries,  &c.,  991. 

Miscellaneous : 

Deputy  Speaker’s  Salary,  3351. 

Election  expenses,  Returning  Officers,  Montreal, 
3451. 

Library — Salaries,  &o.,  2796. 

Morgan’s  “  Annual  Register,”  3351. 

Sessional  Indemnity,  Increased,  3450. 

Senate : 

Extra  Expenses,  including  Debates  and  Short¬ 
hand  Writers,  3448. 

Salaries  and  Contingent  Expenses,  990 ;  cone., 
2765. 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service  : 

Agencies,  rents  and  contingencies,  2951. 

Cape  Race  Light,  2952. 

Fog- Whistles,  Buoys  and  Beacons,  maintenance 
and  repairs,  2951. 


SUPPLY — Continued. 

Committee — Continued. 

Lighthouse  and  Coast  Service — Continued. 

Lighthouse  and  Fog-Alarms,  2952. 

Lighthouse  Keepers,  Salaries,  &c.,  2950. 

Liquor  License  Act.  See  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
Mail  Subsidies  and  Steamship  Subventions  : 

Campbellton  and  Gaspe,  2942. 

Canada  and  Antwerp,  2942  ;  cone.,  2958. 

Canada  and  Germany,  2945. 

France  and  Quebec,  2936,  3041. 

Liverpool  or  London  and  St.  John,  N.  B.,  or 
Halifax,  N.S.,  2942. 

N.B.  and  P.E.I.  to  Great  Britain  and  continental 
ports,  3457. 

Port  Mulgrave  and  East  Bay,  C.B.,  2942. 

Prince  Edward  Island  and  Great  Britain,  2942. 
United  States  and  Victoria,  B.C.,  2936 ;  cone.,  2958. 
Marine  Hospitals  : 

General  Vote,  2957. 

Militia  : 

A,  B  and  C  Batteries,  Pay  and  maintenance,  2914. 
Ammunition,  2903. 

Barrack  Huts,  B.C.,  3412. 

Barracks  at  London,  3412. 

Brigade  Majors’  Salaries,  transport,  &c.,  2903. 
Cavalry  and  Infantry  Schools,  Pay  and  mainten¬ 
ance,  2915. 

Clothing  and  Great  Coats,  2906. 

Contingencies,  2913. 

Dominion  Artillery  Association,  2913. 

Dominion  Rifle  Association,  2913. 

Drill  Pay,  &c.,  2910. 

Drill  Sheds  and  Rifle  Ranges,  2915. 

Middleton,  General,  Grant  to,  3470. 

Military  Branch  and  District  Staff,  Salaries,  2889, 
2903. 

Military  Properties,  Care  and  maintenance,  2916. 
Mounted  Infantry  at  Winnipeg,  3411. 

New  Militia  Pensions, Vconc.,  2765. 

Ordnance,  Improved  Rifled,  2915. 

Pay  and  transport,  &o.,  of  Force  aiding  civil 
power  at  Lingan  Mines,  C.B.,  3452. 

Public  Armories,  Care  of  Arms,  &c.,  2910. 

Royal  Military  College,  2913  ;  cone.,  2922. 
Veterans  of  War  of  1812,  Pensions,  cone.,  2765. 
Miscellaneous : 

American  Institute  of  Mining  Engineers’  visit  to 
N.S.,  3456. 

Bank  Imposts,  Refund  of,  3387  ;  cone.,  3396. 
Canada  Temperance  Act,  Expenses  of  Elections 
under,  3387. 

Chinese  Commission,  Expenses,  &c.,  3387 ;  cone., 
3396. 

Chinese  Commissioners’  Report,  Printing,  &c., 
3421. 

Commercial  Agencies,  3245. 
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SUPPJjY — Continued. 

Committee — Continued. 

Miscellaneous— ContinvLQd. 

District  of  Keewatin,  Expenses  of  Govt.,  3244. 

Doutre,  J.,  Settlement  of  Claim  against  Govt,  re 
Fishery  Commission,  3392. 

Fabre,  Mr.,  Salary  and  contingencies  of  office,  4244. 

Halifax  Fishery  Commission,  Settlement  of  Legal 
Claims,  3388,  3392 ;  cone.,  3396. 

“  Histoire  Genealogique  des  Families  Fran  Raises,” 
3455. 

Hudson  Bay  Expedition  Expenses,  3245. 

Intoxicating  Liquors,  Putting  in  force  Act  respect¬ 
ing,  3244. 

Lynch’s  Treatise  on  Butter-making,  3456. 

Middleton,  General,  Grant  to,  3410. 

Model  Farm,  Establishment  of,  3453. 

Mounted  Police  Barracks,  Erection  of,  3244 ;  suppl. 
3387. 

North-West  Council,  Salaries  of  Members  for  1881 
and  1883,  3392  ;  cone.,  3397. 

North-West  Disturbance,  Expenses  and  losses, 
arising  out  of,  3454. 

North-West  Territories,  Expenses  of  Govt,,  &Oi, 
3243. 

Printing  Commission,  Expenses,  3392. 

Provincial  Legislation,  Compilation,  &c.,  corres¬ 
pondence,  petitions,  reports  and  O.C.’s  respect¬ 
ing,  3421 ;  cone*,  3434. 

Purcell  &  Byan,  claim  for  transportation  of  sup¬ 
plies,  &c.,  furnished  Marquis  of  Lome,  3452. 

Band’s  Micmac  Indian  Dictionary,  3420. 

Befund  of  Duties  to  Merchants  in  P.E.I.,  3455 ; 
conci,  3470. 

Beturns,  Preparation  of,  Payment  of  Extra  Clerks, 
3245 ;  suppl.,  3388. 

Surveys,  Lakes  Superior  and  Huron,  3244. 

North-  West  Mounted  Police : 

Equipment,  pay  and  maintenance  of  additional 
men,  3421 

General  Yote,  3243 ;  suppl.,  3392. 

Ocean  and  River  Service : 

Canadian  Begistration  of  Shipping,  2950. 

Government  Steamers,  maintenance,  &c.,  2945  ; 
cone.,  3396. 

Life-boats,  Stations  and  Life-preservers,  &c.,  2946, 

Obstruction  in  Navigable  Waters,  Bemoval  of  2950. 

Water  and  Biver  Police,  Montreal  and  Quebec, 
2950. 

Wrecks  and  Casualties,  investigation  of,  &c.,  2950. 

Penitentiaries : 

British  Columbia,  990. 

Dorchester,  989. 

Kingston,  985  ;  suppl.  (McManus’  gratuity)  3350  ; 
cone.,  3374. 

Manitoba,  989 ;  suppl.  (Sutherland,  services)  3350. 

Bemoval  of  Prisoners,  341 1 . 


S  D  PPLY — Continued. 

Committee— -Continued. 

Penitentiaries— Continued. 

St.  Vincent  de  Paul,  986 ;  suppl.  (Baillairge,  ser¬ 
vices)  3350. 

Pensions : 

New  Militia,  cone.,  2765. 

Veterans  of  War  of  1812,  992  ;  cone.,  2765. 

Post  Office.  See  “  Collection  of  Bevenues.” 

Public  Works*— Capital : 

Public  Buildings : 

Additional  Public  Buildings,  Ottawa,  2916. 
Public  Works : 

Cape  Tormentine  Harbor,  2917. 

Esquimalt  Graving  Dock,  2916. 

Port  Arthur  and  Kaministiquia  Bivor,  2916. 
Public  Works— Consolidated  Fund: 

Harbors  and  Bivers : 

Manitoba  (Biver  Saskatchewan)  3420. 

Nova  Scotia,  3419. 

Ontario,  3386. 

Quebec  (Biver  Yamaska)  3419. 

Miscellaneous : 

House  and  Furniture  for  High  Commissioner, 
balance,  3386. 

Boads  and  Bridges  (iron  bridge  across  Bideau 
Biver)  3420. 

Public  Buildings : 

Armories,  Montreal,  3385;  suppl.,  3419. 

British  Columbia,  3386. 

Examining  Warehouse,  Toronto,  3385. 
Newcastle,  N.B.,  Post  Office,  3385. 

Telegraphs : 

Amherst  Island  and  Mainland,  3420. 

Sub-marine  Cable  between  B.C.  and  Washington 
Territory,  3386. 

Public  Works — Income : 

Dredging,  2921 ;  cone.,  2923. 

Harbors  and  Bivers : 

Manitoba,  2921, 

Maritime  Provinces — Bepairs  and  Improvements 
generally,  2920;  cone.,  2922. 

New  Brunswick,  2920. 

Ontario,  2920. 

Prince  Edward  Island,  2919. 

Public  Buildings : 

Manitoba,  2919. 

New  Brunswick,  2918. 

North-West  Territories,  2919. 

N.  W.  T.  (Prince  Albert  Court  House  and  Gaol) 
3452. 

Ontario,  2918. 

Prince  Edward  Island,  2918. 

Quebec,  2918. 

Bepairs,  Furniture,  Heating,  &o.,  2919. 
Telegraphs,  2922. 

♦For  Repairs  and  Working  Expenses,  see  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
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STJ  P  PLY — Continued. 

Committee — Continued. 

Quarantine : 

General  Vote,  2853. 

Immigrant  Patients,  Winnipeg  and  St.  Boniface 
Hospitals,  3358. 

Sheep  Scab  in  Quebec,  extirpating  disease,  3358  ; 
suppl.,  3411. 

Railways*  and  Canals — Capital ; 

Canals  : 

Cornwall,  3301. 

Fort  Francis,  Hugh  Sutherland’s  Claim,  3385. 
Lacbine,  3301. 

Murray  3303. 

St.  Peter’s,  3312. 

Trent  River  Nav.  and  Looks,  3311 . 

Welland,  3301,3311. 

Williamsburg,  3301. 

Railways  : 

Canadian  Pacifio  Railway- 

Inspecting  Engineers’  Expenses,  3417. 

Pembina  Branch  (Award  of  Arbitrators)  3417. 
Section  B.,  3383. 

Subsidy,  3295  : 

Carleton  Branch  Railway  : 

To  purchase,  with  harbor  frontage,  town  lots, 
&c.,  3415. 

Eastern  Extension  Railway  : 

Steamer  Norwegian,  Repairs,  3384. 

Intercolonial  Railway  : 

Air  Brakes  to  100  engines,  3299. 

Miscellaneous  Works,  3296  ;  suppl.,  3383  ;  cone., 
3395. 

Sleeping  Cars,  Purchase  of,  341 7. 

Short  Line  Railway,  N.S.  : 

Settling  unpaid  Claims,  &c.,  3413. 

Railways  and  Canals — Income  : 

Canals : 

Grenville  (J.  Simard,  for  services)  3418. 
Miscellaneous  (Repairs  to  Road  Dyke,  Lake  St. 
Francis)  3418. 

Rideau,  3312;  (Land  Damages,  Township  of 
Pittsburg)  3418. 

Welland  (Land  and  Damages,  Grand  River,  &c.) 
3418;  cone.,  3433. 

Railways : 

Surveys  and  Inspections,  3313. 

Surveys  of  Cape  Breton  and  other  Railways,  3418. 
Scientific  Institutions : 

Meteorological  Observations,  instruments  &c.,  2956. 
Steamship  Subventions.  See  “  Mail  Subsidies.” 

Weights  and  Measures  and  Gas.  See  “  Collection  of 
Revenues.” 

Concurrence  : 

Administration  of  Justice  in  the  N.W.T.  (Trials  in 
connection  with  Rebellion)  3433. 

*For  Repairs  and  Working  Expenses,  fee  “  Collection  of  Revenues.” 
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Antwerp  and  Colonial  Exhibition,  Expenses,  2766. 
Assistant  Postmaster,  Ottawa,  Allowance  to,  3397. 
Bank  Imposts,  Refund  of,  3396. 

Canada  and  Antwerp,  Steam  communication,  2958. 
Charges  of  Management,  2763. 

Chinese  Commission,  Expenses,  3396. 

Debates ,  House  of  Commons,  2765,  3371. 

Dominion  Steamers,  3396. 

Dredging,  2923. 

Fishery  Protection  Steamers  and  Vessels,  2958. 

Halifax  Fishery  Commission,  Legal  Claims,  3396. 
Harbors  and  Rivers,  Maritime  Provinces,  Repairs,  &c., 
2922. 

Health  Statistics,  Expenses  in  connection  with,  2766. 
Indian  Industrial  Schools  at  Qu’Appelle  and  High 
River,  2922. 

Indians  of  Manitoba  and  the  N.W.T.,  3373. 

Insurance,  Superintendence  of,  2958. 

Intercolonial  Railway  (Capital)  3395. 

Interior,  Dept,  of,  2764. 

Internal  Economy  Commissioners’  Report,  Increased 
Expenditure  under,  3470. 

Liquor  License  Act,  Commissioners,  Inspectors,  &c., 
3398. 

McManus,  C.,  Gratuity  to  Widow  of,  3374. 

Mining  Geologists,  3433. 

North-West  Council,  Salaries  of  Members,  &c.,  3396. 
Pensions,  New  Militia,  2765. 

Postmaster  General’s  Office,  2764. 

Provincial  Legislation,  Compilation,  &c,,  of  Documents 
respecting,  3434. 

Refund  of  Duties  to  Merchants  in  P.E.I.,  3410. 

Royal  Military  College  of  Canada,  2922. 

Senate,  Salaries  and  Contingencies,  2765. 

U.S.  and  Victoria,  B.C.,  Steam  communication,  2958. 
Veterans  of  War  of  1812,  Pensions,  2765. 

Welland  Canal  (Land  Damages,  &c.)  3433. 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Limita¬ 
tion  B.  No.  3  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny).  1°,  28  ; 
Order  for  2°  read,  102 ;  2°  m.,  151 ;  Amt.  (Mr.  Ouimet ) 
165 ;  neg.,  167 ;  2°  neg.  (Y.  34,  N.  125)  169  (i).  See 
B.  68. 

Supreme  Court  Appellate  Jurisdiction  Limita¬ 
tion  B.  No.  68  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny ).  1°,  270 
(i).  See  B.  3. 

Supreme  Court,  Contested  Cases  before,  and  Judgments  : 

M.  for  Ret.  (Mr.  Curran )  210  (i). 

Supreme  Court  :  Deb.  on  M.  for  2°  of  B.  3  (Mr.  Landry, 
Montmagny )  151,  167  ;  (Mr.  Tupper )  156  ;  (Messrs. 
Girouard,  Beaty  and  Blake')  157;  (Mr.  Macmaster)  160; 
(Mr.  Curran)  161 ;  (Mr.  Davies)  162 ;  (Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald)  163;  (Mr.  Ouimet)  164;  on  Amt.  (Mr. 
Foster)  165 ;  (Mr.  Amyot)  166 ;  (Mr.  Laurier)  167 ; 
(Messrs.  Royal  and  Belleau)  168;  (Mr.  Coursol)  169  (i), 
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Supreme  Court  :  Judgments  on  Controverted  Elections, 
1,  593  (i). 

Supreme  Court,  Judgments  rendered  since  Establish¬ 
ment  :  M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Landry,  Montmagny) 
533  (i). 

Supreme  Court  op  N.B.,  Causes  entered  for  Argument  : 

M.  for  Number,  &c.  (Mr.  Foster )  294  (i). 

Surveys  and  Examinations  of  Survey  Eets.  :  in  Com!  of 
Sup ,  3344  (iv). 

Surveys  and  Plans  of  Battleford  and  Edmonton  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake )  2357  (iii). 

Surveys  of  Eiver  Lots  at  St.  Albert,  &o.  :  Ques.  (Mr, 
Blake )  3424 ;  Mode  of :  Ques.,  3424  (iv). 

Sutherland,  Dr.,  Payment  to:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3351  (iv). 
Small  Savings,  Encouragement  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor., 
&c.  (Mr.  Blake )  90  (i). 

Squatters  in  the  Qu’Appelle  Valley  :  M.  for  Eet.  (Mr. 
Lister )  205  (i). 

Squatters  in  Township  3,  Eanges  23  and  24,  West:  M.  for 
Eet.  (Mr.  Cameron ,  Huron )  231  (i). 

Synod  of  the  Diocese  of  Qu’Appelle  incorp.  B. 
No.  39  (Mr.  Mulock).  1°*,  125  ;  2°*,  180  ;  in  Com. 
and  3°*,  490  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  33.) 

Synod  of  Evangelical  Lutheran  Church  of  Can¬ 
ada  incorp.  B.  No.  60  (Mr.  McCarthy).  I0*,  180 ; 
2°*,  246;  in  Com.,  693  (i)  ;  3°*,  791  (ii).  (48-49  Vic., 
c.  32.) 

Traoadie  Breakwater,  N.S.,  Expenditure  on:  M,  for 
Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Mclsaac)  147  (i). 

Tach^,  Archbishop,  Communication  from,  re  Half-breeds  : 

Ques.  (Ml  Blake)  3425  (iv). 

Tagging  Metal  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 
Tangents  and  Curves  on  C.P.E.,  Number  and  aggregate 
length  :  Ques. :  (Mr.  Blake)  744  (i).  See  *•  C  P.B.” 
Tariff,  Notice  of  Changes:  Eemarks  (Mr.  Blake)  714  (i). 
Tariff,  The.  See  Ways  and  Means.” 

Tar,  Pine  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  810  (ii). 
Taschereau,  Mr.  T.  L. :  Certificate  of  Election  and  Beturn 
of,  1  (i). 

Telegraph  and  Signal  Service  in  B.C. :  Ques.  (Mr.  Baker, 
Victoria)  743  (i). 

Telegraph  Cable  across  Juan  de  Fuoa  Straits,  cost  of  : 

M.  for  Eet.*  (Mr.  Baker,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 
Telegraphic  communication  west  of  Winnipeg  :  Eemarks 
(Mr.  Blake)  839  (ii). 

Telegraphs:  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3420  (iv). 

Telegraph  System  in  Cape  Breton,  Extension  of  :  Ques. 

(Mi.  Cameron,  Inverness)  78  (i). 

Temporary  Loans  to  Government  by  Banks  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Charlton)  350  (i),  2530  (iii). 

Terry,  Charles  Hunter,  Gratuity  to  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Me 
Mullen)  632  (i). 

Terry,  Fairy  Emily  Jane,  Relief  of,  B.  No.  97 

(Mr.  Taylor).  1°  on  a  div.,  605  ;  2°  on  a  div.,  672  (i) ; 
in  Com.  and  3°  on  a  div.,  873  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c,  36.) 


T£te  du  Pont  Barracks,  Lease  of  :  M.  for  copies  of  O.C., 
&c,  (Mr.  Platt)  210  (i). 

Thanks  of  Queen  for  condolence  on  death  of  Duke  of 
Albany  :  Mess,  from  His  Ex.  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  32  (i). 

Thanks  of  Parlt.  to  Volunteers.  See  “  Vote.” 

Three  Rivers.  See  “  Harbor  Commissioners.” 

Thunder  Bay  Colonisation  Ey.  Co.’s  Subsidy  :  prop  Ees. 

(Mr.  Pope)  3458  ;  in  Com.,  3473  (iv). 

Tilton,  Mr.,  and  Staff  Commander  Bolton,  Dispute 
between:  M.for  Ret.*  (Mr.  McMullen)  312  (i). 
Timber  dues  to  Govt,  by  C.P.E.  Co.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Casey) 
479  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  and  Permits  granted  on  Lands  outside 
of  disputed  Territory  :  M.  for  Eets.*  (Mr.  Charlton) 
209  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  and  Permits  in  the  N.W. :  M.  for  Eet. 
(Mr.  Charlton)  121  (i). 

Timber  Licenses  issued  since  Jan.,  1882,  in  N.W.T.,  &o. : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Charlton)  863  (ii). 

Timber  Licenses  or  Berths  in  B.C.,  Total  applications, 
date,  names  and  addresses,  &c.,  &o. :  M.  for  Eet.* 
(Mr.  Charlton)  210  (i). 

Timber  on  Indian  Lands,  Non  printing  of  Eets.,  as 
ordered  by  House  :  Eemarks  (Mr.  Blake)  56  (i). 
Timber  Permits  granted  in  Territory  awarded  Ont.  : 
Ques*  (Mr.  Mills)  114,  115  ;  M.  for  Eet.,  115  ;  M.  for 
copies,  &c.,*  124,  210  (i). 

Tissue  Paper  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  849  (ii). 
Tolls  on  certain  Bail  way  Companies:  M.  for  Stmnt., 
&c.  (Mr.  Mulock)  54  (i). 

Boots  for  the  Toronto  Militia  Corps  :  Ques.(Mr.  Cameron , 
Huron)  1744  (iii)* 

Towels  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  857  (ii). 
Townshend,  Mr.  C.  J. :  Certificate  of  Election  and  Eet.  of,  1. 
C.  P.  E.  Town  sites,  Sales  of,  Transaction  on  joint 
account  :  M.  for  Stmnt.*  (Mr.  Blake)  67  (i). 

Trade  and  Navigation  Eets:  presented  (Mr.  Bowell) 
28  (i). 

Trade  relations  between  Canada  and  the  U.  S. :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Davies)  1387  (ii) ;  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
3163  (iv). 

Trade  relations  with  Australian  Colonies  :  M.  for  Eet. 
(Mr Mitchell)  36 ;  with  Foreign  Countries  :  Ques.  (  Mr. 
Burpee)  78 ;  with  Jamaica,  429 ;  with  Mexico  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  632  (i). 

Trading  Corporations.  See  “  Insolvent  Banks.” 
Transfer  of  Batteries  :  Ques.  (Sir  Richard  Cartwright) 
235  (i). 

Translation  of  Hansard  and  \  otes  and  Proceedings  : 

Eemarks  (Mr.  Casgrain)  594  (i)» 

Transportation  Charges  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means, 
3224  (iv). 

Treasury  Board,  Constitution  of,  Act  Amt  B. 

No.  104  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley).  1°,  630  (i)  ;  2°,  in  Com* 
and  3°*,  1670  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.  c.  47.) 
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TREATIES : 

Flag  Treaty  between  U.  S.  and  Spain  :  M.  for  copies  of  Gor.  (Mr. 
Vail)  219  (i). 

Negotiations  by  Sir  Ambrose  Shea  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Davies)  1387  (ii). 
Commercial  Treaty  with  Jamaica:  Ques.  (Mr.  Laurier)  2854  (iv). 
Washington  Treaty,  Termination  of  Fishery  Clauses  :  Remarks 
(Mr.  Mitchell)  2559,  2773,  2890 ;  on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (Mr. 
Davies)  2897 ;  Remarks  (Mr.  Vail)  3074 ;  Cor.  and  Papers  : 
presented  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  3232  ;  Ques.  (Mr.  Weldon) 
3249;  Transport  Regulations:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  3249;  Deb. 
on  M.  for  Com.  of  Sup.  (Mr.  Weldon)  3322  ;  (Sir  John  A.  Mac¬ 
donald)  3330 ;  (Mr.  Mills)  3333  ;  (Messrs.  McLelan  and  Mitchell) 
3336  ;  (Mr.  Vail)  3338  (iv). 

Trent  Valley  Canal,  Plans  and  Estimates  of  Cost,  &o.  : 
M.  for  copies  of  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake )  144  (i)  ;  Con¬ 
tracts:  M.  for  copies,  823  (ii). 

Trent  River  Nav.  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  3311  (iv). 

Trestles  and  Bridges,  C.P.B.,  Number  of  :  M.  for  Stmnh 
(Mr.  Edgar)  100  (i). 

Troops,  Transport  of  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Dawson)  887  (ii). 
Troubles  at  Prince  Alhert  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  693  (i). 
Truro  Bank  incorp.  B.  No.  78  (Mr.  Tupper).  l°*, 
313  ;  2°*,  405  (i). 

Trutoh,  J.  W.,  Employment  of,  by  Govt.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Lan- 
derkin)  744  (i). 

Tug-barges,  Dredge  and  Machinery  on  Red  River  :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Watson )  964  (ii). 

Turkish  Pauper  Immigrants  :  Remarks  (Mr.  Trow)  3475 
(iv). 

Umbrella  or  Parasol  Ribs,  &o.  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and 
Means,  847  (ii). 

U.  S.  and  Victoria,  B.C.,  Mail  Subsidy  :  in  Com.  of  Sup., 
2936  (iv). 

Vacancies  in  the  Representation,  1,  593  (i). 

Vacancy  in  a  Judicial  District,  N.S.  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Kirk) 
2750  (iv). 

Vegreville,  Father,  Cor.  with  Mr.  Deville  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  3424  (iv). 

Veterans  of  1812,  Widows  of,  Extension  of  Pensions  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Robertson ,  Hastings)  36  (i). 

Veterans  of  War  of  1812  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  992  (ii). 
Victoria  Rifles.  See  “  Militia.” 

Violation  of  Customs  Law  in  N.S.,  by  John  Leander 
Mackenzie  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Moffat)  1442  (ii). 
Volunteer  Corps  organized  in  the  JSLW.  in  1879 : 
Remarks  (Mr.  Watson)  816;  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1474 
(ii). 

Volunteers  disbanded  in  Military  District  No.  9  :  M. 

for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Campbell,  Victoria)  1443  (ii). 
Volunteers  in  the  N.W.,  and  Intoxicating  Liquors  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Foster)  1131  (ii). 

Volunteers  in  the  N.W.,  Recognition  of  Services  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  Small)  1566  (ii) ;  (Mr.  Blake)  2029  (iii) ; 
prop.  Res.  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald)  3321  ;  in  Com.  on 
Res.,  3370.  See  B.  160. 

Volunteers  of  1837-38:  Res.  recognising  services  (Mr. 

Hickey)  37  (i). 

Volunteers  on  Active  Service,  Increase  of  pay  :  Ques. 
(Mr.  Blake)  2170  (iii). 


Vote  for  relief  of  Settlers  in  the  N.W. :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Watson)  1744  (iii). 

Vote  of  $1,000,000  for  the  N.W.  Troubles  :  in  Com.  of 
Sup.,  2234  (iii). 

Vote  of  Thanks  of  Parlt.  to  Genl.  Middleton  and 
Volunteers  :  prop.  Res.  (Mr.  Caron)  3459 ;  (Sir  Richard 
Cartwright)  3463  ;  (Mr.  Tassi)  3465  ;  (Mr.  Wright) 
3466 ;  (Mr.  Woodworth)  3467 ;  (Mr.  Macmillan)  3468  (iv). 
Vote  to  Genl.  Middleton  :  notice  (Sir  John  A.  Macdonald) 
3457  ;  Mess,  from  His  Ex.,  3470  (iv). 

VOYAGEURS  TO  EGYPT,  NUMBER,  NAMES,  RESIDENCE,  &C.,  OF 

Officers  and  Men  :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Sir  Richard  Cart¬ 
wright)  210  (i). 

Warrants  issued  for  new  Elections,  1,  593  (i). 

War  Supplies,  Carriage  of,  by  American  Rys.  :  Ques. 

(Mr.  Blake)  838  (ii). 

Washington  Treaty.  See  “  Treaties.” 

Water  and  River  Police  :  in  Com.  of  Sup.,  2950  (iv). 
Water  Lots  in  N.S.,  Application  for  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Tupper) 
429  (i). 

Water  Lots  on  Rivers,  Govt.  Rights  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Van - 
asse)  2238  (iii). 

Waterproof  Blankets  for  Volunteers,  Purchase  of  : 

Ques.  (Mr.  Catudal)  2171  (iii). 

Watson,  Ebenezer,  of  Sarnia,  Office  of  :  Ques.  (Mr. 
Lister)  188  (i). 

WAYS  AND  MEANS  :  Res.  for  Com.  (Sir  Leonard  Tilley) 
27 ;  on  M.  for  Com.,  the  Budget  Speech,  313  ;  reply  (Sir 
Richard  Cartwright)  333  ;  Deb.  adjd.,  348 ;  resmd.  (Mr. 
White,  Cardwell)  394 ;  (Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  412 ;  (Mr. 
Tupper)  455 ;  (Mr.  Charlton)  463  ;  (Mr.  McLelan)  505 ; 
(Mr.  Mills)  512 ;  (Mr.  Curran)  521 ;  (Mr.  Rinfret)  527  ; 
(Mr.  Foster)  535 ;  (Mr.  Davies)  545  ;  (Mr.  Woodworth) 
555 ;  (Mr.  King)  561 ;  (Mr.  Burns)  595;  (Mr.  Casey) 
699,  633;  (Mr.  Stairs)  641;  (Mr.  Gillmor)  6 48;  (Mr. 
Wood,  Brockville)  656;  (Mr.  Jackson)  662;  (Mr.  Vail) 
666 ;  (Mr.  Allison)  676  ;  (Mr.  Tassi)  677  ;  (Mr.  Hackett) 
687;  (Mr.  Cockburn)  715;  (Mr.  Robertson,  Hamilton) 
719;  (Mr.  McMullen)  722;  (Mr .Dickinson)  729;  (Mr. 
Sproule)  733;  (Mr.  Bichard)  739;  (Mr  Hesson)  747; 
Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance  in  the  N.W.,  756 ; 
neg.  (Y.  57,  N.  129),  and  in  Com.,  771  (i)  ;  in  Com., 
783,  791,  840  (ii)  ;  Res.  (Mr.  Blake)  re  Disturbance  in 
the  N.  W.  (Resumi  of  Events)  3075 ;  neg.  (Y.  49,  N. 
105)  3213 ;  in  Com.,  3214, 3294;  Res.  cone,  in,  3322  (iv). 
Weight  and  Measurement  of  Roots  :  M.  for  copies  of 
Cor.*  (Mr.  Macdonald,  King's)  201  (i). 

Weights  and  Measures  Act  Amt.  B.  No.  118  (Mr. 

Costigan).  Res.  prop.,  832  ;  in  Com.  and  1°*  of  B. 
837 ;  2®  and  in  Com.,  1672 ;  3°*,  1680  (ii).  (48-49 

Vic.,  c.  64.) 

Weirs  in  the  County  of  Charlotte,  N.  B.,  Licenses,  &o.  : 

M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Gillmor)  1444  (ii). 

Weller’s  Bay,  “  Range  Lights  ”  at  :  M.  for  Cor.,  &c.  (Mr. 
Platt)  210  (i). 

Western  Ont.  Pacific  Ry.  Co.’s  B.  No.  94  (Mr. 
McCollum).  I0*,  534  ;  2°*,  616  (i)  ;  in  Com.  and  3°*, 
1288  (ii).  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  87.) 
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Western  Terminus  C.P.R.,  Route  or  Routes  prom  Port 
Moody  to  English  Bay  :  M.  for  Plan,  &c.  (Mr.  Blake ) 
145  (i). 

West  Middlesex  Controverted  Election  :  Judge’s  Rep.,  1. 
West  Ontario  Election  :  Return  of  Member  to  repre¬ 
sent,  1  (i). 

Wharfage  Collections.  See  “  Marine.” 

Wharves,  Docks  and.  Piers  in  Nav.  Waters  B. 
No.  18  (Mr.  Tapper).  1°,  46;  2°  m.,  215;  2°*  and 
ref.  to  Sel.  Com.,  2 1 8  (i). 

Wharves  on  RET  s  Grant  for  Construction  :  Ques  (Mr. 
Davies)  351  (i). 

Wheat,  Flour,  Cornmeal  and  Corn,  Duty  collected  on, 
in  N.  S. :  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  Vail)  533  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Duties,  Alteration  of:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Bergeron)  148  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour,  Duties  on,  Memorials,  &c.  :  M.  for 
copies*  (Mr.  Paterson ,  Brant)  532  (i). 

Wheat  and  Flour  Imports  and  Exports  :  M.  for  Ret. 

(Mr.  Paterson,  Brant)  138  (i). 

Whiskey:  in  Com,  on  Ways  and  Means,  3225  (iv). 

White  Point,  N.  S.,  Breakwater,  Repair  of:  Ques.  (Mr. 
Forbes)  52  (i). 

White  Shellac  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  806  (ii). 
Wilkinson,  J.  A.,  Sums  paid  to,  and  for  what  services  : 
Ques.  (Mr.  McMullen)  51  (i). 
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Windsor  Branch  Ry  ,  O.C.,  Agreements,  &c.,  respecting  : 
M.  for  copies*  (Mr.  Kinney)  533  (i) 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  By.  Co.’s  incorp’ 
B.  No.  82  (Mr.  Cameron,  Victoria).  1°*,  349;  2“ 
m.,  428;  Order  dschgd  and  B.  wthdu,  428  (i). 

Winnipeg  and  Prince  Albert  Ry.  Co.’s  ineorp. 

B.  No.  91  (Mr.  Cameron.  Victoria).  1°*,  438;  _°, 
567  (i);  in  Co  n.  and  3°*,  1 139  (ii),  (48-49  Vic.,  c.  89.; 
Winter  Crossing  from  P.  E.  I. :  M.  for  copies  of  Cor.  (Mr. 
Macdonald,  King's)  62  (i). 
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n  wOi)  ai.\D  TiLAiiioort,  OUMS  PAID  TO,  AND  SERVICES  BEN- 

dered:  M.  for  Ret.*  (Mr.  McMullen)  147  (i). 

Wood  Mountain  and  Qu’Appelle  Ry.  Co.’s  Acts 
Amt.  B.  No.  23  (Mr.  Williams).  1°*,  67;  2°*,  113; 
in  Com.  and  3Q*,  490  (i).  (48-49  Vic.,c.  16.) 
Woodstock.  N.  B.,  Public  Buildings,  Inspector  of  :  Ques, 
(Mr.  Irvine)  606  (i). 

Wood  Supplies  for  Govt  Buildings,  Ottawa:  Ques.  (Mr. 

McCraney)  429  (i)  ;  (Mr.  Bain,  Wentworth)  1387  (ii). 
Woollen  Fabrics  :  in  Com.  on  Ways  and  Means,  800,  840 
(ii). 

W oollen  Rags  :  in  Com.  of  Ways  and  Means,  783  ;  legisla¬ 
tion  respecting:  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  1567  (ii) 

Writ  for L£vis  County  :  Ques.  (Mr.  Blake)  633;  Remarks 
661  (i). 
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